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PREFACE 


The American Foreign Policy series, consisting of 
yearly printed volumes and microfiche supplements, 
presents official public expressions of policy that 
best set forth the goals and objectives of United 
States foreign policy. It includes the texts of the 
major official addresses, statements, interviews, 
press conferences, and communications by the White 
House, Department of State, and other officials in- 
volved in the foreign policy process. 

As the authoritative official foreign affairs record, 
American Foreign Policy is intended to serve many 
different users. These include officials of the De- 
partment of State, the White House, and other Ex- 
ecutive Branch agencies; Foreign Service officers 
abroad; members of the legislative branch, foreign 
governments, and international organizations; and 
private researchers, lawyers, journalists, scholars, 
teachers, businessmen and women, and the general 
public. 

The Department of State, in collaboration with 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, inaugu- 
rated the American Foreign Policy series in 1950 with 
publication of A Decade of American Foreign Policy: 
Basic Documents, 1941-1949. Subsequently, the De- 
partment published American Foreign Policy: Basic 
Documents, 1950-1955, followed by yearly editions of 
American Foreign Policy: Current Documents covering 
1956 through 1967. In 1983, the Department re- 
sumed the series with publication of a retrospective 

















iv American Foreign Policy, 1983. Supplement 





volume, American Foreign Policy: Basic Documents, 
1977-1980. Beginning with the year 1981, annual 
volumes have been published and are planned for 
future years. 

In 1985 the Department of State introduced mi- 
crofiche publications to accompany the printed vol- 
umes. To date microfiche supplements to American 
Foreign Policy: Current Documents for 1981 and 1982 
have been released. These supplements seek to as- 
sure the permanent preservation and wider distribu- 
tion of the historical foreign affairs record. 

This microfiche supplement to American Foreign 
Policy: Current Documents, 1983, presents the full texts 
of many documents published as extracts in the 
printed volume, as well as other documents that 
were not appropriate fc: inclusion in the printed 
edition. It includes the full texts of two series publi- 
cations: Department of State and White House Spe- 
cial Press Briefings, and Department of State Daily 
Press Briefings. 

Department of State and White House Special 
Press Briefings, conducted on the record or on back- 
ground by senior administration officials, address a 
variety of specific issues. Certain categories of press 
briefings or quasi-briefings are excluded: interviews, 
off-the-record or deep background briefings, brief- 
ings before non-press groups, or briefings by foreign 
spokesmen unless given jointly with U.S. officials. 
Department of State Daily Press Briefings, often 
called the “noon briefings,” present the Depart- 
ment’s positions on recent events and issues usually 
in the form of responses by the Department’s 
Spokesman to questions from the press. 

The printed guide accompanying this microfiche 
publication contains a list of the Department of 
State and White House Special Brietings, identifying 
the subject, date, time, and location of the briefing, 
and the briefer in cases where the session was on the 
record. It also provides a comprehensive index to 
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the multi-subject Department of State Daily Press 
Briefings, for which a list would not suffice. The 
guide is also filmed as the first microfiche card in 
the set. 

William F. Sanford, Jr., prepared the documents 
for publication under the general direction of David 
S. Patterson. Kathleen Murtaugh assisted in prepar- 
ing the daily press briefings for indexing. Gloria S. 
Beasley and Althea W. Robinson developed the in- 
dex to the Department of State Daily Press Briefings 
derived from the briefing covershccts. Rita M. Baker 
supervised the preparation of this index and the 
final review of the guide and manuscript before 
publication. 


William Z. Slany 
The Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
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Affairs (Wallis) and the Japanese Deputy Foreign Min- 
ister (Motono), July 15, 1983, 2:35 p.m. 

Initialing of Defense and Economic Agreement With 
Greece: Transcript of a Department of State Press 
Briefing, July 15, 1983, 4:32 p.m. 

ANZUS Council Meeting: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, July 18, 1983, 5:30 p.m. 

Visit of the Emir of Bahrain: Transcript of a White House 
Press Briefing, July 19, 1983, 11:35 a.m. 

President Reagan’s Bipartisan Commission on Central 
America: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
July 19, 1983, 3:14 p.m. 

Results of the 32d Meeting of the ANZUS Council: Tran- 
script of a Press Conference by the Secretary of State 
(Shultz), the Australian Foreign Minister (Hayden), 


and the New Zealand Foreign Minister (Cooper), 
July 19, 1983, 5 p.m. 


Visit of President Gemayel of Lebanon: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, July 20, 1983, 3:35 p.m. 

Certification of El Salvador: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, July 20, 1983, 5:49 p.m. 

Regional Administrative Radio Conference: Transcript of a 
Press Briefing by the Coordinator for International 
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Communication and Information Policy, Department 
of State (Dougan), July 21, 1983, 11 a.m. 

INF Negotiations: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the 
Head of the U.S. Delegation to the Intermedtate- 
Range Nuclear Force Negotiations (Nitze), July 21, 
1983, 2:11 p.m. 

Appointment of McFarlane as the President's Personal 
Representative to the Middle East: Transcript of a 
Press Briefing by the Personal Representative of the 
President to the Middle East (McFarlane), July 22, 
1983, 1:35 p.m. 

Visit of President Gemayel of Lebanon: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, July 22, 1983, 1:41 p.m. 

Objectives of the National Bipartisan Commission on Cen- 
tral America: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the 
Chairman of the National Bipartisan Commission on 
Central America (Kissinger), July 25, 1983, 2:02 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Meeting With Israeli Defense Minister 
Arens and Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, July 28, 1983, 

2:11 p.m. 

U.S. Government Drought Relief and Food Assistance to 
Ethiopia: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the As- 
sistant Secretary of State for African Affairs (Crocker) 
and the Administrator of the Agency for International 
Development (McPherson), July 29, 1983, 4:05 p.m. 

Visit of President Mobutu of Zaire: Transcript of a Depart- 
ment of State Press Briefing, August 3, 1983 (con- 
cluded 2:40 p.m.) 

The START Talks: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the 
Special Representative for Arms Control and Disarma- 
ment Negotiations (Rowny), August 5, 1983, 10 a.m. 

Visit of President Diouf of Senegal: Transcript of a De- 
partment of State Press Briefing, August 9, 1983, 
11:02 a.m. 


Visit of President Diouf of Senegal: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, August 10, 1983, 1:28 p.m. 


President Reagan’s Upcoming Visit to Mexico: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, August 10, 1983, 
3:06 p.m. 


The Situation in Lebanon and Israel: Transcript of a Press 
Conference by the Secretary of State (Shuicz), 
August 31, 1983, 2:05 p.m. 
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Soviet Destruction of Korean Airliner: [rans ript of a 
Press Briefing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), Sep- 
tember |, 1983, 10:45 a.m. 


Soviet Response to U.S. Demand for Explanation of the 
Korean Airliner Incident: Transcript of a Press Briet- 
ing by the Department of State Spokesman (Hughes), 
September 1, 1983, 5:10 p.m. 

Secretary of State Shulté’s Trip to Madrid: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, September 3, 
1983, 11:14 a.m. 

Ambassador Nitze’s Meetinig With President Reagan: Tran- 
script of a Press Briefing by the Head of the U.S. 
Delegation to the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Force 
Negotiations (Nitze), September 3, 1983, 1:31 p.m. 


President Reagan's Upcoming Address to the Nation: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, Sep- 
tember 5, 1983, 5:50 p.m. 

Secretary of State Shultz’s Upcoming Meeting With Soviet 
Foreign Minister Gromyko: Transcript of a Press Briet- 
ing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), En Route From 
Washington to Madrid, September 7, 1983 

Secretary of State Shultz’s Meeting With Soviet Foreign 
Minister Gromyko: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, Madrid, September 8, 1983 

Closing of Soviet Airline Aeroflot in the United States: 
Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Department of 
State Acting Spokesman (Romberg), September 8, 
1983, 5:15 p.m. 

U.S. Sanctions Imposed Against Soviet Airline Acroflot: 
Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
September 8, 1983, 5:25 p.m. 

Fallout From the Soviets’: Shooting Down of the Korean 
Airliner: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Secre- 
tary of State (Shultz), En Route From Madrid to the 
United States, September 9, 1983 

Visit of Prime Minister Mugabe of Zimbabwe: Transcript 
of a Department of State Press Briefing, Septem- 
ber 12, 1983, 2:07 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Meeting With Prime Minister Mugabe 
of Zimbabwe: Transcript of a White House Press Brief- 
ing, September 13, 1983, 1:45 p.m. 


The Delegation to the Emergency Meeting of the ICAO 
Council: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Secre- 
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tary of Transportation (Dole) and the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration (Helms), Sep- 
tember 14, 1983, 10:43 a.m. 

Visit of President Eanes of Portugal: Transcript of a De- 
partment of State Press Briefing, September 14, 1983, 
2 p.m. 

U.S. Relations With Portugal: Transcript of a Department 
of State Press Briefing, September 15, 1983, 1:50 p.m. 

Overview of Impact of Measures on Soviet Aviation: Tran- 
script of a Department of State Press Brieting, Sep- 
tember 15, 1983, 2:15 p.m. 

Soviet Active Measures: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, September 16, 1983, 11:04 a.m. 

U.S. Military Presence in Lebanon: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, Aboard Air Force One, Sep- 
tember 20, 1983 

President Reagan’s Upcoming Trip to the United Nations: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, Sep- 
tember 23, 1983, 10:38 a.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Koivisto of Finland: Tran- 
script of a White House Press Briefing, September 23, 
1983, 3:10 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Meetings at the United Nations; U.S. 
Policy in Lebanon: Transcript of a Press Briefing 
by the Secretary of State (Shultz), New York, 
September 25, 1983, 5:19 p.m. 

President Reagan's Upcoming Address Before the U.N. 
General Assembly: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, New York, September 26, 1983, 8:18 a.m. 

Cease-Fire in Lebanon: Transcript of a Press Briefing 
by the Secretary of State (Shultz), New York, 
September 26, 1983, 8:36 a.m. 

President Reagan’s Speech to the U.N. General Assembly: 
‘Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
New York, September 26, 1983, 11:40 a.m. 

President Reagan's Meetings at the United Nations: Tran- 
script of a Press Briefing by the Secretary of State 
(Shultz), New York, September 26, 1983, 2:33 p.m. 

Visit of President Koivisto of Finland: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, September 27, 1983, 
1:20 p.m. 
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Upcoming Visit of Prime Minister Thatcher of the United 
Kingdom. Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
September 28, 1983, 2:33 p.m. 


Upcoming Trip of Commission Members to Central Amer- 
ica: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Chairman of 
the National Bipartisan Commission on Central Amer- 
ica (Kissinger), September 29, 1983, 10 a.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Mubarak of Egypt: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, September 29, 1983, 
11:08 a.m. . 

Visit of Prime Minister Thatcher of the United Kingdom: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, Sep- 
tember 29, 1983, 1:58 p.m. 

Cease-Fire in Lebanon: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, September 29, 1983, 2:32 p.m. 
Cease-Fire in Lebanon: Transcript of a White House Press 

Briefing, September 29, 1983, 4:18 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Carstens of West Germany: 
Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, Sep- 
tember 30, 1983, 10:03 a.m. 

Visit of President Mubarak of Egypt: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, September 30, 1983, 1:35 p.m. 


Upcoming Visit of President Periera of Cape Verde: Tran- 
script of a Department of State Press Briefing, Sep- 
tember 30, 1983, 2:02 p.m. 

Bilateral Meetings at the United Nations: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, September 30, 
1983, 4:20 p.m. 

Visit of President Carstens of West Germany: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, October 4, 1983, 
11:36 a.m. 

START Proposals: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, October 4, 1983, 1:37 p.m. 

Spanish-American Council Meeting: Transcript of a De- 
partment of State Press Briefing, October 4, 1983, 
4:35 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of Chinese Foreign Minister Wu Xuegian: 
Transcript of a Department of State Press Briefing, 
October 10, 1983, 11 a.m. 


Visit of Chinese Foreign Minister Wu Xuegian: Transcript 
of a Department of State Press Briefing, October 13, 
1983, 5:10 p.m. 
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Secretary of State Shultz’s Meeting With Canadian Foreign 
Secretary MacEachen: Transcript of a Press Briefing 
by the Secretary of State (Shultz) and the Canadian 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (MacEachen), 
Halifax, Nova Scotia, October 17, 1983 

Appointment of McFarlane as the President's National Se- 
curity Adviser: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), En 
Route From Halifax, Nova Scotia, to Andrews Air 
Force Base, October 17, 1983 


Middle East; Appointment of McFarlane as the President's 
National Security Adviser: Transcript of a Press Brief- 
ing by the President’s Assistant for National Security 
Affairs (McFarlane), October 17, 1983, 3:40 p.m. 

Central America: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, October 17, 1983, 3:45 p.m. 








Report of the U.S.-Japan Advisory Commission: Transcript 
of a Press Briefing by the U.S. Chairman of the Com- 
mission (Packard), October 18, 1983, 12:45 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of Prime Minister Craxi of Italy: Tran- 
script of a White House Press Briefing, October 18, 
1983, 2:41 p.m. 

Visit of President Craxi of Italy: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, October 20, 1983, 2:02 p.m. 
Secretary of State Shultz’s Upcoming Trip to Brazil and El 
Salvador: Transcript of a Department of State Press 

Briefing, October 21, 1983, 10:40 a.m. 


Upcoming Visit of President Ershad of Bangladesh: Tran- 
script of a White House Press Briefing, October 24, 
1983, 3:03 p.m. 


U.S. Military Involvement in Grenada: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, October 25, 1983, 
9:38 a.m. 

Events Leading to U.S. Military Involvement in Grenada; 


Lebanon: Transcript of a Press Conference by the Sec- 
retary of State (Shultz), October 25, 1983, 3 p.m. 


U.S. Policy in Grenada and Lebanon: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, October 26, 1983, 
10:52 a.m. 

U.S. Security Policy in East Asia: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, October 26, 1983, 11:35 a.m. 





———— 
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President Reagan’s Upcoming Trip to East Asia: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, October 26, 1983, 
2:43 p.m. 

Recent Events in Lebanon and Grenada: Transcript of a 
Press Briefing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), 
October 27, 1983 

Recent Events in Lebanon and Grenada: Transcript of 
a White House Press Briefing, October 27, 1983, 

7:22 p.m. 

President Reagan's Upcoming Radio Address on the 
Reduction of Nuclear Weapons in Europe: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, October 28, 1983, 
3:13 p.m. 

Relief and Economic Aid to Grenada: Transcript of a Press 
Briefing by the Administrator of the Agency for Inter- 
national Development (McPherson), November 2, 
1983, 1] a.m. 


Department of State Counselor Derwinski’s Trip to Chile: 
lranscript of a Press Briefing by the Counselor of 
the Department of State (Derwinski), Santiago, 
November 3, 1983 

President Reagan's Upcoming Trip to East Asia: Transcript 
of a Press Briefing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), 
November 3, 1983, 3:37 p.m. 

Recent Trip to Israel by U.S. Officials: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, November 7, 
1983, 3 p.m 

President Reagan's Trip to Japan: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, Tokyo, November 9, 1983, 

7:20 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Meetings With Prime Minister 
Nakasone of Japan: Transcript of a White House Press 
Briefing, Tokyo, November 10, 1983, 4:15 p.m. 


U.S.-Japanese International Monetary Statement: Tran- 
script of a Press Briefing by the Deputy Secretary of 
the Treasury (McNamar), Tokyo, November 10, 1983, 
4:47 p.m. 


President Reagan's Trip to Japan and Korea: Transcript of 
a White House Press Briefing, Tokyo, November 11, 
1983, 4:18 p.m. 


President Reagan's Trip to Japan: Transcript of a Press 
Briefing by the Secretary of State (Shultz), Tokyo, 
November 11, 1983, 4:59 p.m. 
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President Reagan's Trip to Japan: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, Tokyo, November 11, 1983, 
7:22 p.m. 

President Reagan’s Upcoming Trip to the Demilitarized 
Zone: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
Seoul, November 12, 1983, 1:30 p.m. 

President Reagan's Trip to Korea: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, Seoul, November 12, 1983, 
5:10 p.m. 


President Reagan's Meetings With South Korean Officials: 
Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Secretary of State 
(Shultz), Seoul, November 13, 1983, 8:02 p.m. 

INF Negotiations: Transcript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, November 14, 1983, 2:35 p.m. 

Turkish Cypriot Situation: Transcript of a Department of 
State Press Briefing, November 15, 1983, 3:46 p.m. 

Upcoming Visit of President Nimeiri of Sudan: Transcript 
of a White House Press Briefing, November 18, 1983, 
11:02 a.m. 

The United States and the Middle East: Transcript of a 


Department of State Press Briefing, Atlanta, 
November 19, 1983, 6:30 p.m. 


Visit of President Nimeiri of Sudan: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, November 21, 1983, 1:42 p.m. 


Report of the Commission on Security and Economic As- 
sistance: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Secre- 
tary of State (Shultz) and the Chairman of the 
Commission on Security and Economic Assistance 
(Carlucci), November 21, 1983, 2:24 p.m. 


Soviet Withdrawal From the INF Talks: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, November 23, 
1983, 11:03 a.m. 

Aid to Grenada: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the 
Deputy Administrator of the Agency for International 
Development (Morris), November 23, 1983, 2:10 p.m. 

Visit of Prime Minister Shamir of Israel: Transcript of a 


White House Press Briefing, November 28, 1983, 
10 a.m. 


President Reagan’s Meetings With Prime Minister Shamir 
of Israel: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
November 29, 1983, 1:45 p.m. 
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Upcoming Visit of President Gemayel of Lebanon: Tran- 
script of a White House Press Briefing, November 30, 
1983, 11:10 a.m. 

Visit of President Gemayel of Lebanon: Transcript of a 
White House Press Briefing, December |, 1983, 

4:10 p.m. 


Secretary of State Shultz’s Upcoming Trip to Western Eu- 
ropean and North African Countries: Transcript of a 
Department of State Press Briefing, December 5, 1983, 
11:05 p.m. [a.m.] 

U.S.-European Cooperation on the Spacelab: Transcript of 
a Press Briefing by the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration (Beggs) and the 
Director-General of the European Space Agency 
(Quistgaard), December 5, 1983, 1:57 p.m. 

Recent Events in Lebanon and Nicaragua: Transcript of a 


Press Conterence by the Secretary of State (Shultz), 
December 5, 1983, 3 p.m 


Reconstruction in Grenada and Economic Development in 
the Caribbean: Transcript of a Press Briefing by Prime 
Minister Simmonds of St. Christopher-Nevis, De- 
cember 6, 1983, 12:01 p.m. 


Interagency Group Report on the Revitalization of the 
Grenadian Economy: Transcript of a Press Briefing by 
the Deputy Administrator of the Agency for Interna- 
tional Development (Morris), December 6, 1983, 
12:35 p.m. 

Secretary of State Shultz’s Meetings With German Offi- 
cials: Transcript of a Press Conference by the Secre- 
tary of State (Shultz) and the West Germa Foreign 
Minister (Genscher), Bonn, December 7, i983 

Visit of King Birendra of Nepal: Transcript of a White 
House Press Briefing, December 7, 1983, 11:37 a.m. 

NATO Ministerial Meeting: Transcript of a Press Confer- 
ence by the Secretary of State (Shultz), Brussels, 
December 9, 1983 


Afghanistan: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for Near Eastern and 
South Asian Affairs (Schaffer) and Thomas Gout- 
tierre, December 9, 1983, 3 p.m. 


Secretary of State Shultz’s Meeting With King Hassan II: 
Transcript of a Press Conference by the Secretary of 
State (Shultz), Rabat, December 11, 1983 
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Secretary of State Shultz’s Recent Trip to bLurope and 
North Africa: Transcript of a Press Briefing by the 
Secretary of State (Shultz), December 14, 1983, 

12:31 p.m 

Visit of Prime Minister Trudeau of Canada: Trans« ript of 
a White House Press Briefing, December 15, 1983, 
12:22 p.m 

Embassy Security: lrans ript of a Department of State 
Press Briefing, December 15, 1983, 3:10 p.m 


lextile Imports Transcript ot a White House Press Briet- 


ing, December 16, 1983, 5:25 p.m 


President Reagan's Meeting With Egyptian Foreign Minis- 


ter Ali: Transcript of a White House Press Briefing, 
December 21, 1983, 10:18 a.m. 


U.S. Witherawal From UNESCO: Transcript of a Press 
Briefing by the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
national Orgamzation Attairs (Newell), December 29, 
1983, 3 pm 
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Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY A 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FOLLOWING A MEETING OF THE PRESIDENT 
WITH PRESIDENT NAVON OF ISRAEL 


January 5, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
1:57 P.M. EST 


MR. ROUSSEL: We have a Senior Administration Official 
who will brief today on the meeting with President Navon. This is 
a background briefing, attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Navon met 
in the Oval Office at 11:30 a.m. He was joined by Mrs. Navon and 
they had a brief conversation with the President and photographs. 
Mrs. Navon then left and the two Presidents were then joined by 
the Senior Advisors and met in the Oval Office from 11:30 a.m. until 
about 11:50 a.m., at which point, they moved into the Cabinet Room 
for a larger plenary session which lasted from approximately 11:50 a.m. 
until 12:15 p.m. We then walked up to the State Dining Room for 
luncheon which, as you know, ended at 1:30 p.m. with the departure 
statements. 


Now, in addition to the meeting today between the two 
Presidents, Mrs. Reagan is going to be giving a tea for Mrs. Navon 
on Friday morning at, I think, 10:45 a.m. And those are the only 
arrangements that have been made for meetings in the White House. 


Now, as far as the meetings themselves were concerned, 
I'd characterize them as very friendly. You had a general exchange of 
views on the usual matters of common interest. : 


President Reagan reaffirmed his commitment to the 
security of Israel and his determination to pursue the peace initiative 
that was launched on September 1. 


President Navon spoke and made it very clear that he 
was speaking to express the views of all Israelis, expressing some 
concerns and attitudes that ne felt :he israeli people shared at 
this point in time. He particularly made reference to tne views on 
the need for an undivided Jerusalem and the objections withi. Israel 
to an independent Palestinian state. 


Aside from these points, there were some general 
conversations about international affairs, U.S. relations with the 
Soviet Union and China and, again, the President reaffirmed our 
concern over the events in the area and the United States' wish to 
see a very early withdrawal of forces from Lebanon and further progress 
on peace. 


I think there is really not much more to add to that. 
I'li answer a few questions if you've got them. 


Q Did the subject of settlements come up at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, in ; 
reviewing our position, did say that the -- reaffirmed what he said on 


September 1, that settlement activity was not helpful towards the 
peace process. 


Q Did Navon respond at all? 


MORE 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was not in that 
meeting, but Mr. Navon did not -- President Navon, as I understand 
it, did not reply in any detail. You'd have to really ask him what 
he said because I wasn't there. 


Q Did President Navon at any time express opposition 
to the President's September lst peace initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
characterize anything he said in that regard. I think you should 
ask that question, too, to President Navon. But, as I say, in the 
bulk of the exchange, President Navon made it perfectly clear that 
he was talking from a bipartisan perspective. 


Q Did he indicate any willingness to run against 
Begin or oppose him for political office? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no discussion 
of that. 


Q Doesn't the way that his whole visit is being 
handled make it look as though he's being given the red carpet 
treatment here in the United States and that the United States is 
doing everything it can to make him look like a candidate acceptable 
here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I simply wouldn't agree 
with that characterization of it at all. This was a meeting that 
had been scheduled originally in September and then was postponed until 
November and then was postponed in November until January. And it's 
a quite routine visit that heads of state make to the United States 
and I wouldn't read anything into it at all of the character you did. 


Q Isn't this the first visit ever by a President 
of Israel to the White House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA!: I'd have to check my 
facts on that, but you'd probably know better than I would. 


Q Can you give us any details of the Habib-Navon 
meeting? What did Ambassador Habib tell him earlier? 


MORE 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no details of 
that meeting; no. You would have to ask the State Department. I 
really do not know. 


Q They are not giving much either. Is there any 
way you can get us something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not right now, I cannot. 
Q Can you confirm the meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot; no. 


Q What is the significance that you and the 
administration attach to the visit of President Navon? And do you 
see this visit as a contributor toward peace -- that you are 
talking about, the September 3rd initiative in the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think any time 
the President of the United States explains his policies to 
foreign leaders, and particularly leaders from the Middle East, 
this is a positive step in the sense that it is putting forward 
our position and reaffirming the President's determination to pursue 
the peace process come what may. 


Q Could I try this one more time then? The position 
of Prime Minister Begin is that he will not negotiate away the 
West Bank or Gaza. In conversations between President Navon and 
President Reagan, did President Navon reiterate in any way or 
endorse that attitude? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q He never did? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Would you characterize him from these talks as 
being more flexible on the whole issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I would say 
that President Navon -- again, really you should ask him. But he 
made it perfectly clear that he was speaking from a bipartisan 
perspective. And as you know, that covers a wide spectrum of 
views on all of these subjects in Israel. And it was deliberately 
avoided -- any discussion of controversial issues like this. 


Q What I am suggesting is that what we are 
interested in is what the American impression is of his posture, 
and how it may or may not be distinguished from Prime Minister 
Begin's. Do you find him more flexible or more hospitable toward 
the President's peace initiative than Prime Minster Begin has been 
in his pronouncements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am only going to 
comment on what was said in these meetings. And there was no 
discussion of the controversial elements that exist in Israel 
concerning the President's peace initiative. 


Q Is the very fact that there was no discussion 
of it, that it was not brought up by Navon, indicative of 
anything -- that he did not choose to comment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I think you 
should address this to him. 


Q How is it being interpreted? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is being interpreted 
here that the President was behaving impeccable in that -- 
(laughter) -- 


Q Which President? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both. (Laughter.) 


Q Who was at the luncheon? Can you give us a list 
of the people there? Was Habib there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Let me try to 
do it off the top of my head. I can get you a list later on. 
On our side -- the President, the Vice President, Secretary Shultz, 
Deputy Secretary Dam, Assistant Secretary Veliotes, Ambassador 
Lewis, Elizabeth Dole, myself, Mr. Howard Teicher, Mr. Robert 
McFarlane, and L. Paul Bremer from the State Department. And 
on the Israeli side, it was the President, Ambassador Arens, 
DCM Netanyahu, Political Counsellor Sabel, and two others whose 
names I would have to get you from the list. 


Q May I ask a couple of questions? First of 
all, can you tell us why are you briefing here instead of 
your colleague, because he has always been briefing on the Middle 
East, and now you come along? (Laughter.) Are you doing this 
because you want ti) avoid a political element or political 
slant to this meeting? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I am doing this 
because there was a mistake -- crossed messages. 


Q Crossed messages? I thought that only happened 
in the Carter administration. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The point was we 
could have gotten my colleague back. But we thought you would not 
want to wait for another half hour. And since, as I say, there 
7 i = a great deal going on that I think you would want to 
“ wait for -- 


Q May I ask another one, please? Is it fair to 
‘assume, from what you have told us, from what you heard or know 
about, that there was no criticism of Begin's policies in these 
discussions between the President of Israel and -- the whole 
group, between any members of the groups at these meetings this 
morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no 
discussion of domestic Israeli politics. 


Q That is not the question. The question was 
Begin's policies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that falls 
within the definition of 
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Israeli politics. There was -- the only discussions -- were no 
discussions in the sense of a diplomatic exchange. President Navon 
just reaffirmed for the President and his advisors what he believed 
to be consensus views in Israel about several very important issues. 
And there was no back to-ing and fro-ing on issues of controversy 
between the United States and Israel. 


Q What did he say the .onsensus is regarding the 
West Bank? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not discussed. 


Q In other words, the really hard substantive issues 
that would be normally discussed between two foreign leaders, let's 
say, were not discussed -- pointedly not discussed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll stay with what 
I said already, but you can infer what you like. But I mean, I think 
that's right. 


Q What would you suggest was the consensus on early 
withdrawal from Lebanon? Is there one to do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the consensus -- 
and again I'm not talking directly from notes since I was not in one 
of the meetings -- I think -- as you know, I think there is a 
consensus in Israel -- let's just put it this way -- that withdrawal 
; from Lebanon as early as possible is a desired outcome that everybody 
: wishes to achieve. The question is, as you know, what are the provisos 
that will be negotiated so that that withdrawal does not lead to a 
bs return to the status quo -- 


Q Were the details of that discussed, or did the 
, President simply say, "We want an early withdrawal," and not go 
f into the details of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did not go into details. 


Q If you've avoided detail and avoided controversy -- 
ae, I hate to beat this to death -- but doesn't it look as though you're 
just trying to prop this guy up and make him look good by having his 
picture taken with the President, which is what it comes down to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I 
wouldn't say that at all. 


Q I have to get something from you about the 
substance of the -- the significance of these talks. Did -- the 
President says we talked about Lebanon and early withdrawal. Did 
President Reagan make it clear to President Navon that the longer 
the Israeli forces stay in Lebanon, anyway -- that as he -- okay -- 
himself, the President -- President Reagan said that Israeli forces 
are to become an occupying force in there. Was this message delivered 
to President Navon in these talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in that detail. 
The President did not reaffirm all his language of the past, but he 
reaffirmed his basic overall policy, which I think is well known and 
was well -- 


Q Can I follow on this? What did you gain? What 
did the administration gain out of this visit, if I might ask this -- 
the Reagan Administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think one weighs 
meetings like this in terms of gains and losses. I mean, this was not 
a session where issues of substance were being negotiated. It was 
an exchange of opinions between two heads of state where, clearly, in 
view of President Navon's position, issues of controversy were not 
simply gone into. 
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Q When President Navon -- in his departure remarks 

he alluded to -- despite differences of opinion in Israel about 
certain parts of the President's policy, he said that there was no doubt 
that the Israelis appreciated American support and American aid. 

It sounds to me that there was some discussion as to -- with President 
Reagan of the differences of opinion within Israel regarding his 
policy. Am I correct? Did they not discuss different divisions 
within Israel about the President's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think what was 
made clear was that there were differences of opinion in Israel and, 
therefore, the President would talk about those issues on which there 
was consensus. 


Q Was the SAM-5 missile -- or the possibility of 
missile preparation in Syria discussed and the ramifications of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the best of my 
knowledge, it was not. 


Q To what do you attribute the confusion over the 
basic issue of the reason for the visit -- that is, whether it was 
an official, informal, casual, or otherwise type of visit to the U.S.? 


Q Coincidental type of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll give you my own 
personal view now. I think that the confusion arises because the 
people have been trying to read more into this meeting than meets the 
eye, and it has, as you know, achieved a lot of attention in Israel. 
But, as I say, if you look at the historical sequence of events, this 
was scheduled a long, long time ago and got postponed for various 
reasons. And I think the longer the meeting was delayed, clearly the 
more speculation there has been about its significance. And I would 
just leave it at that. 
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One more question -- two more. 


Q Did President Navon bring any message from Premiere 


Begin to President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the best of 
my knowledge, he did not -- but ask him that. 


Q A follow up to her question. Do you have 
anything you can tell us about the SA-5's today -- anything new 
about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have nothing 
to add to what's appeared in the press. 


Q There was one report that they are en route to 
Syria now. Can you verify that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I can't. No. 


Q Was there any indication when Begin might come 
here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q Was there any indication when Begin might 
come here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not 
discussed. 


Q No date -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Or Begin's visit at all was not discussed? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q You said that Navon expressed a consensus 
view in Israel against redividing Jerusalem and against an 
independent Palestinian state. What other consensus views 
did he express besides those two issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the 
desire on the part of israel, of course, to have very good 
relations with the United States and the view that Israel 
was a strong, pro-Western power in the Middle East and that 
this clearly had strategic implications. But again I 
would urge you to go and ask the Israelis the details on -- 


Q He didn't attempt to say there was any consensus 
on settlements -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, okay? 


Thanks very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:13 P.M. EST 
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MR. MCPHERSON: Good afternoon. I'm Peter McPherson, 
AID Administrator, and the President's personal representative 
for relief and reconstruction in Lebanon..« Here with me are 
leaders of several voluntary organizations who are working with 
the relief and reconstruction needs in Lebanon. 


The President just greeted and thanked these individuals 
and members of their groups for the work that they are doing. He 
indicated that this was an example of the kind of volunteerism that 
can make such an enormous contribution. He talked in terms also 
of the type of reconstruction -- relief and reconstruction efforts 
that these groups are doing to be such an important corollary 
to the political reconstruction, if you will, that is necessary 
in that country. 


After the President's remarks, the charge from the 
Lebanese Embassy here in town delivered a message from the President 
of Lebanon thanking the President and these groups for the work 
that they are engaged in. 


Let me briefly introduce each one of the people here 
and to tell you just in a sentence or two what their -- that they 
have done or are doing and then we'd like to open this up for 
questions to me or to members -- or to leaders of these groups. 


Mr. Michel Halbouty on my left is the chairman of 
a group of Lebanese-Americans who are working to help in a 
variety of ways -- both charitable and in terms of encouraging 
investment by Lebanese-Americans and others into Lebanon. 


Mr. Ralph Davidson, Chairman of Time, Inc. has : 
put together a group which has completed the raising cf something 
over a million dollars -- 


MR. DAVIDSON: Two million. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Two million dollars. That money 
now having been distributed -- their job having been done and 
done very expeditiously and in an excellent fashion. 


Behind me is Morgan Williams who is representing 
a group which is coordinating the private voluntary organizations -- 
CARE, Catholic Relief, the cooperatives and so on who are -- 
who have put in since the early days of this problem, extensive 
efforts and moneys of their own. 


In addition, Mr. Lew Preston who is the President 
of Morgan Guaranty, who is the chairman of a group of senior 
businessmz2n who are looking at ways -~ beginning to work on ways 
for increasing investment in Lebanon -- investment -- private 
sector being such an important part of the reconstruction there. 
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Next to him is Mr. Jack Nugent, Chairman of the Board 
of the American/Lebanon Private Sector Corp. which has also been 
doing charitable and other investment kinds of efforts. 


All these are voluntary groups. All these gentlemen 
have other occupations and interests but have wanted to contribute. 
Those are the close of my remarks and we would welcome your 
questions. 





Q How much in terms of money and materiel have 
gone through this effort, Mr. McPherson? 


MR. MCPHERSON: As I say, two million from Ralph 
Davidson. There is several -- from the private voluntary 
organizations, there is -- 


MR. PRESTON: About ten -- 
MR. MCPHERSON: At least ten million and prokably, 


depending upon how you want to calculate it, considerably more, 
but at least ten million. 





The other groups are in the process of really 
getting organized so there is no total -- no total at this time. 
Jack Nugent's group has had several teams go to the country -- 
two teams go to the country and look at projects -- Preston's group, 
Lew's.group that met this morning, as did Mike Halbouty's, again 
looking toward investment and increased charitable activity. 


You've got a set of problems here. One was the 
relief stage which some of these groups were involved in. Now 
we're going into the stage of looking at completing relief or 
finishing and locating increasing investment, private sector 
activity in the country. 


Q Is Israel making any effort to contribute 
to the relief of the country it invaded? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Israel in the South of Lebanon 
is doing quite a lot of work especially with the Palestinians 
in the camps. 

Q What kind of work? 

Q I was afraid to ask, what kind of work? 

MR. MCPHERSON: There's been this problem of 


housing, as you remember, that the camps were substantially 
or in all cases at least partially destroyed. . 
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And so what had to be done was to put up some sort of temporary or 
somewhat more permanent shelter through UNRWA, one of the U.N. organ- 
izations. The U.S. has contributed a substantial -- the U.S. govern- 
‘ment has contributed a substantial amount of money to put up tents 
and other things. 


There were a variety of problems with getting something 
going. The Israelis, who are being the kind of occupying party in 
the area, have worked closely with that and are, in fact, contributing 
some cement to -- and some other things to this effort to -- 


Q What other direct aid is the U.S. government giving 
the government of Lebanon? 


MR. MCPHERSON: The U.S. government has -- Congress has 
voted, or the President has allocated a total of $112 million. 
All but $40 million of that is committed to specific projects -- 
part of that, a good part of it, going with the government of Lebanon; 
the.rest of it going through private volunteer organizations who have 
been contractors, in effect; and another part of it going to UNRWA, 
the monies to UNRWA being for the Palestinians. 


Q Would all this move faster if you could get foreign 
troops out of Lebanon? 


MR. MCPHERSON: The reconstruction effort, the rebuilding 
effort generally, and the private sector investment, clearly, would 
move very well, indeed, if -- with the withdrawal of all foreign 
troops in the country, that foreign troop withdrawal being a major 
effort, certainly a part of this government and others. 


Q Mr. McPherson, you're talking about -- works in 
southern Lebanon and contribution of your cement and some other 
stuff to the Palestinian refugees in south Lebanon, which, in effect, 
they're working against Lebanese wishes and Lebanese government to 
get the Palestinians out of Lebanon, especially legal residents. And 
contributing cement to them, you are erecting, again, illegal housing 
facilities for them in southern Lebanon? 


MR. MCPHERSON: The parties that are giving the cement 
and the money for purchase of building materials are the Israeli 
government and UNRWA. It's not the U.S. government. 


However, it is clear that the Palestinians need to 
have some kind of temporary, at a minimum, some kind of shelter. 
What UNRWA is doing, as I say, is some building materials and tents. 


Q Do you have a ballpark figure about how much . 
more money the U.S. government might be asking for for this project? 


MR. MCPHERSON: We don't have a figure that we -- for 
today. Now, we're obviously looking at what amount of monies we 
might request from Congress for fiscal year '83 and '84. The monies 
which have been committed, the $112 million committed and/or to be 
committed shortly are all from fiscal year '82 appropriations. 


Q Realistically speaking, with the situation in 
Lebanon being as it is, who are you going to get to invest until the 
foreign troops are out? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Well, in fact, there has been some invest- 
ments already from the Middle East and from other places. The 
context in which, perhaps, Lew, you may wish to comment on this, but 
put this in the context of the banks in that country, which through- 
out the period of the civil war and on have continued to grow. It's 
an aromoly, perhaps, but that has been the case, that even during 
the tumultuous periods of the recent years, they have grown. And so 
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we think there is a reasonable hope that this activity will come 
forth. 


But, aS was suggested a moment ago, the physical and the 
political reconstruction clearly, to some degree, go hand in hand. And 
we think that these groups' efforts, the U.S. government's efforts, 
others, are a very important part of -- by physical reconstruction, 
by political reconstruction. 


Lew, did you have any additional comment about that? 
MR. PRESTON: No, I think that's a good summary. 


Q Why do you think the banking system grew during an 
invasion of a country? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Well, Lebanon is in a fairly unique 
position, really. It is a -- It's an Arab country, but really very 
European in a lot of ways and the Arab community have liked it, have 
fostered the life there. Lebanon, historically, was a place of 
communications and banking, financial interest. And so despite the 
tumultuous situation, those banks with a solid reputation of caution 
and so forth have continued to attract money. 


MR. PRESTON: Also, a significant amount of workers 
remittances, from Lebanese working in the Middle East. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:18 P.M. EST 
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AMBASSADOR HABIB: Hi, how are you all today? 
Q You got news? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Well, I don't know what you call 
news, Jim, but let me just -- why don't I say something briefly. 
As you all know, I just met with the President, Secretary and 
the other members who were in the meeting, and I'm leaving this 
afternoon. I'll leave this afternoon to return to the Middle East. 


The President has asked me to return, as we continue 
our efforts aimed at restoring peace and stability to that troubled 
area. 


Q What about the fact that Lebanon today -- 
AMBASSADOR HABIB: Wait, let me finish, sw:etheart. 


The President emphasized the importance he attaches 
to achieving the prompt withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 
It is a disappointment to all of us that more headway has not been 
made. The President believes, and I will be stressing with the parties 
involved, that the withdrawal of external forces from Lebanon is 
essential and remains a top priority as we move ahead on the broader 
front to achieve a workable peace in the area. 


Progress in Lebanon can add momentum as we continue 
our efforts for a just and lasting peace along the lines put forth 
by the President on September lst. There's an urgent need to put 
the problems of Lebanon behind us so that other concerns can be 
vigorously addressed. And we will be seeking the full cooperation 
of all the other parties involved. 


Jim? 


Q Does that mean that the United States puts a 
low priority on the establishment or approach of normalization of 
relations between Lebanon and Israel and the emphasis on withdrawal 
first of all? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Not by any means. I think what 
it means is the United States believes that the various problems 
that have to be discussed and have to be treated in the current 
situation in Lebanon can be done on an urgent basis and should be 
done and must be done on an urgent basis so that the withdrawal of 
all the external forces can proceed. That means Syrian forces, PLO 
combattants and Israeli forces in Lebanon. 


Q Mr. Ambassador -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: That's the emphasis. The emphasis 
is on the necessity to achieve early withdrawal. 
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Q Mc. Ambassador, where are you going first -- 
AMBASSADOR HABIB: I'm going to Israel first. 
Q Would you be sitting in on the next meeting? 


AMSASSADOR HABIB: Wo, I will not. I'll be going to 
< Israel and see what I can de about impressing upon and soliciting the 
cooperation of all with this sense of urgency that the President brings 
to the situation. 


Q Do we understand from this that you see more 
problems from the Israeli side? 


AMBASSDOR HABIB: Wo, I wouldn't draw any such conclusions. 
Q Mr. Ambassador, can you -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: I will be going to both places. It's 
just a question of how I choose to -- in what order I choose to go. 


Q Can't we draw from this that the President at least 
feels that Israel's insistence upon the broader agenda is slowing 
things down? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: What I'm saying is very simple -- is 
that the problems that are involved in the agenda or in the issues 
that have to be discussed in order to produce the result need to 
be dealt with on an urgent basis and they can be dealt with on an 
urgent basis. What the President's -- if you want to talk about -- 
I wouldn't use the word, “dissatisfaction” -- the word I use 
is that we all believe that more headway could have been made. It's 
just taking too long. 


Q Who's fault is it? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Well, I -- we don't want to lay any 
blame. Let's just simply say that the United States believes that 
the matter can be dealt with with the greatest sense of ur ncy, and that's 
one of the things I'm going to attempt to do, is to move the process 
along at an accelerated pace. 


Q How long do you think it might take to -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Oh, I don't want to judge that yet. 
When I come back, I might be able to have a better answer to that. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, there've been reports that there 
is some dissatisfaction on the part of either the President or members 
of the administration with certain members of -- Mr. Veliotes, Mr. 
Draper -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: You know, I don't get that impression 
whatsoever. I think the President has demonstrated to me a degree 
of confidence in the people who are working with this problem. I know 
I have a great deal of confidence in the two peopie that you mentioned. 


Q When are our soldiers coming home, Mr. Ambassador? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: That's not a decision that I have 
anything to say about at this time. The President will make the 
decision at the right time. I -- that didn't come up, very frankly, 
in our discussions today. In our discussions today, what we concentrated 
on was the means of accelerating the pace of negotiations so that 
the withdrawal can take place. 


Q You don't have any leverage at ail to use with 
the Israelis? 











AMBASSADOR HABIB: Let's call it persuasion and common 
sense and good arguments and good rationalization and a common 
objective, I hope with all the parties concerned. 

Q Is there a need to expand the multinational force -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Right at this point, not at this 
point, no. 


MR. ALLIN: The Ambassador's leaving shortly. That's 
going to be it. 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: As a matter of fact, I haven't got 
that much time -- 


Q Where else are you going other than Israel? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: I'll be going to Lebanon also. And 
I'll go anywhere else that I think will serve the purpose of accelerating 
the pace -- 


Q -- a letter from the President to Mr. Begin? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: You know, we don't talk about that 
before I get there. 


Q How long -- 

AMBASSADOR HABIB: Pardon? 

Q How long do you anticipate this -- 

AMBASSADOR HABIB: Oh, I haven't got any idea -- as 


long as it takes. Whatever I decide in terms of time is usual. ,ut 
we'll see. You'll know. 














Q What of the optimistic reports earlier today and 
then a dampening of those? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: Yes. I think what happened is out 


of the morning meeting -- Now, I do not have a full report as yet as 


to what went on in that morning meeting -- but, out of the morning 


meeting there have been sort of conflicting reports. I will wait 
until I get the reporting cable before I can really properly answer 


the question. But there were some conflicting reports from Khalde 
itself. I don't want to misinterpret them and I don't want to 
mislead you until I get the full report myself, so -- 


Q Do you have a feeling for it at all? 

AMBASSADOR HABIB: There was some discussion of 
alternatives of how to deal with the problems they've been dealing 
with, but I would just as soon wait until we get the full report. 

MR. ALLIN: Thank you. 

Q Could you clarify your earlier -- 

AMBASSADOR HABIB: I'm off. 

Q Bon voyage. 


Q Can you clarify an earlier answer? The meeting 
you said you weren't going to be attending, you -- 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: I don't intend to -- What I said 
is I don't intend to attend the plenary sessions that are going on 
alternately -- That was the question, if I recall. That is the -- 


Q Could you tell us what the President meant when 
he called Maggie Thatcher the "best man in England"? 


AMBASSADOR HABIB: He was quoting somebodv, as I -- 
But you'd better get that from Mort. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:35 P.M. 


EST 











STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, 1982, 12:26 P. M. 


fis $3/ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought I would preempt a moment or two 
of John Hughes’ time and make a statement on behalf of the 
President. 


Consistent with the President's firm dedication to pursuing 
arms controls agreements, based on equality, stability and 
effective verification, the President is determined that there 
should be no gap, no matter how short, in the leadership of 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency pending the confir- 
mation of Dr. Adelman as its Director. 


The President has therefore selected Assistant Director James 
L. George to assume the position of Acting Director of ACDA. 


To assure the best coordination within the Executive Branch of 
arms control policy, the President has asked Deputy Secretary 
of State Kenneth W. Dam to provide day-to-day policy guidance 
to Mr. George, and to assist in assuring that ACDA's crucial 
responsibilities in implementing the President's arms cor rol 
policy are fulfilled. 


I may say, beyond that, I had the opportunity two or three 
days ago with Ken Dam to visit over in ACDA and talk to some 
of the staff members there, and I know that it's extremely 
important and helpful for us to have their counsel, help and 
expertise as this subject goes forward. 


ESTION: Could you tell why Mr. Rostow was fired? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the statements of Mr. Rostow 
and the President stand for themselves. There's no particular 
point in delving into them further. 





I might say that I read the statement that Mr. Rostow made 
this morning in his farewell statement, and I found it to be 
an inspiring and eloquent statement. 


WESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you clarify for us the jurisdic- 
tional arrangement between the State Department and the Arms 
Control Agency, and, more particularly, your personal role? 
Is your authority or your control, or whatever word you choose 
to use, increasing now with the appointment of Mr. Adelman, or 





is the division, so to speak, between ACDA and State about 
where it was under Mr. Rostow? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I knew I should have had that -- do you 
have that language? 





MR. HUGHES: I think we do. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: John really should have conducted this 
briefing. 





MR. HUGHES: Oh, I don't think so, Mr. Secretary. (Laughter. ) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, I think it's important to 
recognize that the person in charge of our arms control policy 
is the President of the United States. He is very much 
involved, as I have seen, in this and in other areas. So he's 
the boss. 





According to the statute, Section 22 of the Arms Control and 
Disarmament Act, it indicates that "The Director of ACDA 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary of State, have 
primary responsibility within the government for arms control 
and disarmament matters." So that puts the Secretary of State 
into this picture. 


In Section 33 it states that the Director "is authorized and 
directed to prepare for the President, the Secretary of State, 
and the heads of other agencies, recommendations concerning 
United States’ arms control and disarmament policy." 


Within the framework the President has asked, both before and 
since Mr. Rostow's resignation, that I help to coordinate 
these matters. That is what I intend to do and am doing. So 
I don't think that the sort of formal structure of authority 
is so important as it is to recognize that the President is in 
charge. There's a very competent set of staff people around 
in the government working on this, and the senior people are 
personally heavily engaged in the effort. 


QUESTION: What I think we're trying to find out is, what will 
be erent as a result of the changes that have taken place 
in the last 24 hours? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, the policy of the United 
States stands. It's a very strong and firm policy, calling 























for dramatic reductions in armaments, for the removal of a 
whole class of weapons from European soil, and for the reduc- 
tions in many others, not only in the strategic and missiles 
area, but also in the conventional force area. 


That is the policy. That policy is being implemented by 
strong negotiators, and that policy stands. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, wouldn't you agree -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Maybe I can take two more, and then I'll 
hand it over to -- 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, wouldn't you agree that there is an 
appearance of disarray in the Administration, not just because 
of Mr. Rostow's resignation, but because of the nominees that 
were withdrawn recently? Isn't there an appearance of 
disarray? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's clear that we have had trouble getting 
the Deputy Director of ACDA confirmed. That's not the first 
time that's happened in this government. However, the policy 
of the government and the conduct of the negotiations is and 
has been going forward in a strong and purposeful way. That's 
the real point. I think in the new appointees the President 
has people who are very capable and will work effectively with 
him and others. 





So I think, quite to the contrary, we have this situation 
firmly in control. Of course, one of the purposes of the 
additional statement that I've made this morning is simply to 
Clarify the fact that there will be an acting director, who 
that is, and that Ken Dam, who has been working on this 
subject very heavily with me and others -- not only in State 
but the other interested agencies -- will be over there and 
will be helping and be sure that the ACDA staff is tied in 
and its capabilities fully utilized in this period that we're 
now in. 


Maybe one more question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in a column by Joseph Kraft this 
morning, from apparently talking to you, he concluded or you 
told him -- it's not clear -- that after the German elections 
in March there will be a change in the American zero option 
position at Geneva. 


I just wondered whether in fact it is your view that you 
should change it or wait until the German elections? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would make two comments. First of all, 
Joe Kraft speaks for himself, and I speak for myself. 





Second, the recommendations, as I evolve them in this and other 
areas, I'll make to the President, and we'll conduct our nego- 
tiations in Geneva. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ALLIN: May I have r attention, please? We will 
have a background briefing on the visit of Prime Minister Nakasone 
of Japan, who will be here next Tuesday. I want to emphasize once 
again that this is a background briefing. You may attribute the 
remarks by direct quotations or however you wish to a Senior Adminis- 
tration Official, but it is on background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have a brief statement 
to start with, and then I'll be glad to take your questions. 


This will be what is termed an official working visit. 
Prime Minister Nakasone expressed interest in visiting the United 
States soon after he took office at the end of November. The President 
in turn was delighted to have the opportunity to meet with the Prime 
Minister at an early date and conveyed an invitation to come to 
Washington at the time that Ambassador Rumsfeld visited Japan as a 
special emissary in early December. 


The Prime Minister will arrive Monday afternoon. He will 
have two full working days here before returning directly to Tokyo the 
morning of January 20. His visit will include a meeting followed by a 
working lunch with the President on January 18 and after that he will 
meet separately with Secretaries Shultz and Weinberger. 


He has also invited Cabinet members concerned with economic 
affairs, including the Secretary of State, to come to breakfast 
January 19. 


Those are his official executive branch appointments, but 
he also has meetings cn the Hill, and Secretary Shultz and Foreign 
Minister Abe will also be having a bilateral meeting. 


As you are probably aware already from the Prime Minister's 
public statements during his first weeks in office, Nakasone has placed 
a great deal of emphasis on the importance of strengthening U.S.-Japan 
relations. He sees his visit to Washington in that light, as do we, 
and both sides look forward to establishing personal rapport between 
the two leaders. 


We have been observing with very great interest the ener- 
getic manner in which Nakasone has approached his job in his first six 
weeks in office. He has managed to steer through tariff cuts and 
market opening measures on some items that are of particular interest 
to American exporters, particularly on tobacco products, and he 
managed to secure a larger increase in the defense budget than it 
seemed to be in prospect before he became involved. 


Just today, we received word that a new policy that would 
open the door for Japanese defense technology to be provided to the 
United States has been approved by the Cabinet, making such exchange 
a two-way street. 


Perhaps the Prime Minister's most dramatic move was to 
reach agreement on long-term economic aid to Korea during a personal 
visit that he recently made to Seoul, a visit that was precedent- 
setting and we understand very successful. That was not something in 
which we were directly involved, of course, but it is clear that good 
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relations between our two northeast Asian allies contribute to the 
important goal of stability in a region where the United States also 
has enormous interests at stake, and where in fact U.S. forces are 
directly committed. 


What all this adds up to, I think, is that Nakasone has 
gotten off to a very good and strong start. It does not mean that 
we don't continue to have some very hard problems to discuss, and we 
will be doing so. 


The recent market-opening measures that I just mentioned 
are only a step toward the much more extensive action by Japan that 
we believe is necessary. We still feel that there is a very long way 
to go before U.S. products enjoy the same freedom of access to Japanese 
markets as Japanese products have here in the United States. 


Protectionist sentiment here is growing and prompt 
Japanese action is required. 


On the defense buildup, we still do not feel that the 
pace of Japan's effort is adequate to provide it in a reasonable 
period of time the capability to fulfill the self defense roles and 
missions that Japan itself has undertaken to carry out. 


These issues are not going to be swept under the rug 
during the Prime Minister's visit. To the contrary, we anticipate 
some tough, frank discussion. Progress in both of these areas is a 
top priority for us. 


At the same time, and it's very important to emphasize, 
we do not view this as exclusively a 
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trade and defense visit. We will discuss these issues. But the 
President very much looks forward to the opportunity to exchange 
views with the Prime Minister on a wide range of world problems 
where, for the most part, we have very similar interests, and 
where we believe Japan has an increasing -- plays, already, an 
important role and has an increasingly important role to play 

in the rest of this decade and in the decades to come. 





I would anticipate discussion taking place on 
relations with the Soviet Union, on the Middle East, and, of 
course, on the many problems of the Asian region. We are, also, 
very interested in exchanging views on how Japanese economic 
assistance might contribute to diplomatic goals that we both 
share, and how we might mesh our respective foreign assistance 
programs where that is appropriate. 


We will want to discuss international economic 
issues -- for example, follow up on the GATT work program. And 
the President, I am sure, will want to talk a bit about the 
next summit meeting at Williamsburg. That indicates a pretty 
full agenda. And it, also, shows what I think is important to 
emphasize -- what a far-reaching relationship Japan and the 
United States have. It is a relationship that is significant 
not just for peace and security in Asia, but for our overall, 
global foreign policy. 


I would be pleased now to take any questions. And 
I might add that I look forward to meeting with many of you 
again next week at the conclusion of the visit. 


Q What level would you like to see Japan 
increase its defense budget over what has been projected for '83? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are trying not 
to talk about specific levels of expenditures, specific rates of 
increase. We are trying to talk about specific missions on which 
the Japanese have proposed a program of Japanese responsibility 
for the air, sea and ground self-defense of Japan and for 
sealane defense out to a distance of a thousand miles. And we 
have talked about these roles and missions and the capabilities 
required to fulfill those roles and missions. And what we would 
like to see is a level of expenditure that will bring Japan to 
be able to meet those missions as rapidly as possible. 


We are somewhat concerned that the rate of increase 
recently announced, while notable as one of the only areas of the 
Japanese budget that was increased -- and the other area was 
foreign assistance, which we, also, welcome. Nevertheless, the 
rate of increase is not sufficient, we fear, to achieve those 
capabilities within what we think is a reasonable period of 
time. So we will very much be looking for Prime Minister 
Nakasone's further leadership in this as Japan approaches future 
defense-budgeting decisions. 


Q You were referring to a summit meeting in 
Williamsburg. Is that a GATT? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. That is 
the summit of the Seven, the economic summit -- the one that was 
in Paris last year. 


Q Beef and citrus were not addressed in the 
trade liberalization package. Will President Reagan personally 
urge Nakasone to eliminate the quotas on beef and citrus? 


MORE 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beef and citrus 
are definitely one of the important trade items that will be 
pressed. It is an extensive agendum -- beef and citrus quotas -- 
which we are negotiating -- where we would like to see 
eventual, complete relaxation of the quotas, and, in any case, 
a substantial liberalization. 


There are other issues as well -- various non-tariff 
barriers, the whole question of the upgrading of the Trade 
Ombudsman's Office, where we note in the recent package of 
measures announced that there seems to be some intention already 
to move forward with that. That is very important to us. 
Questions of procurement of U.S. products by Nippon Telephone 
and Telegraph under an agreement that was reached earlier, but 
where there have, so far, been very limited results -- there is 
a range of these issues. And I cannot predict, given the amounts 
of time available, how much the President will get into the 
specifics. But he is going to make the point very forcefully. 
And it is going to be made in detail in a number of the 
meetings with Cabinet officers, including the breakfast with the 
economic Cabinet officers. 


Q Will the President be asking for a commitment 
to renew the automobile quotas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I think you 
know, that decision is a unilateral -- 
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has to be a unilateral decision of the Japanese, and it's not something 
that we would raise with them directly. We do have a feeling that, 
given the current state of the American automobile industry -- that 

a third year might well be appropriate. But I don't believe we'll 

push that matter directly. 


Q You may not push it -- would you expect the Prime 
Minister to make a statement on that subject -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask 
him that question. 


Q You mentioned the -- You welcomed the Japanese 
Prime Minister's decision to make a stronger tie with the United States 
about our transfer of technology. What sort of items do you really 
want -- like computer and -- could you elaborate on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's probably better 
addressed in detail to my defense colleagues. It's, at the moment 
though, a very important issue, first of principle, and, secondly, 
looking to the future. There may be certain items now, but the 
more important thing is that we are increasingly impressed with 
Japan's capability in a number of areas and expect those areas to grow 
in the future. 


And we would like to establish a pattern of two-way 
exchange. A great deal of American defense technology, of course, 
has gone into Japanese projects and we expect would continue under 
this arrangement. Fibre optics is one area that I've heard mentioned 
a great deal but, really, any area where Japan's technology is 
better than ours, and there are quite a few. 


Q Yes, on the auto -- surprised that you would 
say that there's a need for a renewal, inasmuch as the U.S. industry, 
according to the latest figures, is turning things around and doing 
guite well. Don't you see the health of Detroit as maybe not 
necessitating this renewal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I think it's 
a little premature to come to that conclusion. But I can't -- I must 
say I am not sufficiently expert on the specific auto sales statistics. 
But we've seen some hopeful signs, but it's very early. 


Q Specifically, will Japanese government subsidies 
to the machine tool industry and to the steel industry be raised by 
the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
we'd get into that level of detail, but that's -- partly you're 
referring to a very specific case that raises some extremely complicated 
and novel issues that, in fact, we are still reviewing and where 
the U.S. government position on those issues isn't even quite clear 
yet. 


Q To follow up, will those issues specifically be 
raised at levels beneath that of the President and Prime Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During the course 
of the visit? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably not yet. 
Q I don't quite understand why your position is that 


we would not bring up the automobile because, before the automobile 
thing was put in, if I recollect correctly, there was a lot of talk 


MORE 











by the U.S. government asking them to do this, and now it's about 
to expire. And, secondly, could you tell us anything about the status 
of Ambassador Mansfield? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could «eli you about 
the status of Ambassador Mansfield. He's alive and well and very 
vigorous. And he met with the President this morning during a Cabinet 
discussion of the visit and made some very strong contributions. And, 
as to things beyond that, neither I nor Ambassador Mansfield know anything 
about some of the speculation that's appeared. 


Q Does he say he doesn't know anything about it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q He has no intention of resigning now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask 


Q Can you answer the thing about the auto debt? 
Why do we take this hands-off position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a voluntary -- 
I believe I know the more precise answer, but it is a voluntary agree- 
ment by the Japanese. And it's important that it be so, and, therefore, 
it has to be done at their own initiative. 


Q That doesn't mean we wouldn't bring it up and 
talk about it, does it? I don't quite -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would not 
be a matter for bilateral negotiation. 


Q Do you have any areas at all where you want to 
see any specific accord before the end of the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would kind of like 
to avoid a checklist approach. As a matter of fact, there have been 
a number of areas like -- I just mention the technology transfer -- 
defense technology transfer is one where there's been specific agree- 
ment right before the visit. And focusing too specifically on the 
gains that can be made in a couple of days, in fact, is rather opposite 
to the approach that we want to take, which is to emphasize that while 
there is a great deal of forward progress, as I've noted in just the 
first -- what is it -- 50 days of the Prime Minister's tenure -- that 
we don't expect these problems to be solved overnight or in one visit. 


And part of the purpose of the visit, in fact, is 
to impress the importance of moving beyond these measures, and that 
will take some 
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time. 


Q Last month in Europe, there was a lot of talk with 
Secretary Shultz about bringing Japan into the general security, East- 
West security talks. How far have those discussions gone with Japan? 
Where do you see things are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the various studies 
that flowed out of the ~-- There are four different areas of study and 
the Japanese will be involved in all of them in different ways. There's 
one that will probably be conducted in the NATO framework and there the 
question of how Japanese views will be factored in and at what point 
they'll be consulted is a question we're still working out. But we 
expect, I think, to have some kind of solution in that fairly soon. 


Q Is this going to be a particular point of discussion 
next week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It might be, at lower 
levels. 


Q If I remember right, we have repeatedly told the 
Japanese that if they don't do something about the beef and citrus 
quotas we will take that complaint to the GATT. 


Now, in light of the fact that they have put forward another 
trade liberalization program which still doesn't address those, are 
we now ready to go to the GATT with that complaint? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think our decision at 
the moment is that this is not yet the time to go to the GATT and 
that it would not further the objectives we have in these negotiations. 
It remains an instrument that we will use if and when we think it will 
help. 


Q Did the subject of exports of Alaska oil to Japan 
come up? And, if so, is the administration prepared to say that it 
would support these exports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we noted that it was 
one of the points that Prime Minister Nakasone raised in his television 
interview this morning; so I'm sure it will come up in the discussions. 
But we would not yet be in a position to have a U.S. government position 
on that. 


Q To go back to beef and citrus one last time, is 
this a meeting at which we should expect some progress to be made on it? 
It's going to be discussed, obviously, as you said; but is this a 
kind of a decision-making meeting of any sort or will there be a 
Japanese signal of any kind at the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't venture to 
predict. But I think the beef and citrus issues are among the very 
toughest ones and they involve significant domestic problems in Japan. 

And I -- they're not -- they're precisely, in my thought, the examples 
of the kind of thing that I think will take a little more time. Although, 
we would like to see progress pretty rapidly. 


Q Will aluminum baseball bats come up? And I know 
not in themselves; but as epitomizing a whole range of non-tariff area 
problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That whole -- The aluminum 
baseball bat problem has gone through a sort of interesti evolution be- 
cause, where the issue was how could we get certification in such a 
form that it would make American imports a practicality, the issue 
has now been quasi-resolved by simply dropping the requirement for 
certification for all metal baseball bats in Japan. 


But the more specific point about procedures and, as -- 
for example -- and this is why the trade subject becomes so difficult, 
it makes all the difference in the world, for example, whether your 
imports can be inspected in the factory in the United States or whether 














1 to be 
to Japanese standards. And that's one of the things that the Office 
of the Trade Ombudsman is designed to deal with and we'll have to see 
in practice how successful that is. 


The general point will be raised very forcefully because 
I think it's a general view among U.S. experts that these non-tariff 


barriers are an even more serious obstacle than specific tariff barriers. 


Q But the words “metal baseball bat" probably won't 
pass the President's lips? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think even if it 
were a live issue now he wouldn't get down to that detail; but, as I 
say, that's one that we think has been resolved. 


Q What do you think of the prospect of resolving 
U.S.-Japan. trade issues as a whole during the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's impossible. 

Q Question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whether it's possible to 
resolve U.S.-Japan trade relations as a whole during the meeting. 


The issues are just too many and too complicated and too difficult to 
do that in one short visit. 


Q The Japanese are concerned “bout domestic content 
legislation on the Hill? What will the President discuss on that 
issue? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position 
remains strongly opposed to that. We think it's a serious threat 
to the free trading system that we think is essential to our 
own prosperity and the prosperity of the world. I think we will 
also be pressing hard that it's essential to Japan's prosperity 
and that Japan has the responsibility at least equal to ours 
to help to protect that system. And we note with some satisfaction 
that Prime Minister Nakasone has acknowledged that responsibility 
in some of his early public statements. 


Q You mentioned earlier the need for prompt 
Japanese action in order to stave off that kind of 
protectionist sentiment that you said was growing here. Since 
beef and citrus were one area where you didn't think prompt -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a difference 
between prompt and taking place during this visit. 


Q Could you tick off a couple of things where 
you would expect that Japan would be able to achieve prompt action 
that could stave off protectionist sentiment in the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been a great 
deal of prompt action already up to the visit. We've, in the 
last few weeks had a large number of trade measures announced, 
some of them just a few days ago and we're still in the process 
of analyzing them. We note that a number of areas of considerable 
importance to the U.S. -- there's already been progress on. That's 
very prompt. And when I used the word before, I keep trying 
to emphasize we see the visit as an important step in a process 
which we hope will move over the next months to even more substantial 
progress but to try to measure the temperature at one 48-hour 
period and then say the problem is solved is not our approach. 


Q What role does the administration see for 
private sector agreements like GM -Toyota co-production and 
reducing these trade tensions and resolving some of these 
protectionist problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess you know 
with this administration anything the private sector does, wa 
will support. 


Q Do you see it playing a truly important 
role in all of this or is it just a nice thing that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It remains to be 
seen ,but I think that is the sort of area, in principle, where 
one is working with market forces rather than against them -- 
where inevitably you make the biggest progress. So -- but that's 
for the private sector to figure out. If the opportunities are 
there, it would be a very useful kind of step. 


Q Last year, the President indicated that he 
would visit the Far East early this year. Would you think that 
that travel plan would be discussed during some meeting -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 


Q Last year the President indicated that he 
would visit the Far East early this year -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and whether 
his travel plans might be discussed during this meeting. I 
imagine they might discuss the possibility of his visiting 
Japan but I don’t know whether -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No plans at 
this time. Thank you. (Laughter.) 
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Q You mentioned we might be interested in what 
Japan's foreign economic assistance could do to further foreign 
policy goals. Can you elaborate a little bit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the point 
really is this. I think it was Prime Minister Ohira some years 
ago put forward the notion of comprehensive security. I may 
have my author wrong but it was a Japanese notion that security 
is something more than just defense spending -- that security, 
in fact, is a product of not only military factors but political 
stability, economic progress and that there are many efforts 
that contribute to the stability and, therefore, contribute 
to peace and the implication that there are many things that 
Japan can do to contribute quite apart from the restrictions 
on its own military effort. And essentially, that is a 
philosophy that we subscribe to as well that the process of 
securing world peace, of promoting stability is not something 
that is done, by any means, exclusively through military and 
defense efforts. And this administration has put a very high 
priority on its foreign assistance program. We're frankly very 
unhappy with the difficulties we've had getting adequate funding 
from the Congress. And we are urging all of our allies that 
can contribute to do as much as they can. Japan, we feel, could 
do a great deal given the resources Japan has available and 
given the relatively low burden of -- if one wanted to add them 
together, defense and foreign assistance. 
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Q One thing you did not mention was the yen problem. 
There's been some speculation that the visit miaht be the occasion 
to try to get some greater understanding or some understanding with 
the Japanese about the valuation of the yen versus the dollar. Is 
there any anticipation that that is going to be a major topic of 
discussion or what is the U.S. posture on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I imagine Secretary 
Regan might want to get into that. The whole question is a matter 
of considerable concern because it fundamentally affects, the 
weakness of the yen and the strength of the dollar has fundamentally 
affected our competitiveness with Japan in foreign markets. 


We do note that the yen has strengthened impressively 
in the last few months and the problem is much less severe than it 
was a little while ago. And, despite many allecations to the contrary, 
there's no evidence of any efforts to artificially keep the yen low. 


But I think the whole question of currency fluctuations 
and the desirability of trying to keep stable markets is something 
that's certain to be discussed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll take two more 
questions here. 


Q Your previous response to the question about 
Ambassador Mansfield was qualified by linking it to the present 
moment. Can we presume that there will be no announcement of a new 
Tokyo ambassador during the visit of Mr. Nakasone? That goes up 
to January 21. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can tell you 
is I know nothing about such an announcement. Ambassador Mansfield 
knows nothing about such an announcement. 


Q Has Ambassador Mansfield indicated in any way 
his desire to retire from public life? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One more question? 


Q I just want to know if you expect Prime Minister 
Nakasone to raise the issue of domestic content bill and, also, 
whether the administration is retaining its resolve against that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We already covered 
that question, sir. It will be in the transcript. Let's get 
another question that hasn't been asked. Right over here. 


Q There has been sveculation, particularly in Asia, 
that the agreement between Japan and Korea and the fact that both 
of them are strong allies of the United States and means a de facto 
military alliance of the three parties in Northeast Asia. Would 
you comment on that? You touched on it slightly in your opening 
statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm very glad you 
raised that specific topic because I think that, among the most 
dramatic and impressive things that the Prime Minister has done, 
the statesmanship that he's shown, not just with Korea, but really 
the whole Asian region since taking office is a source of great 
optimism. 


He made what may seem like only a gesture, but a very 
importart gesture, I think his first day in office, of placing 
personal phone calls to President Chun of Korea, to all of the 


ASEAN heads of state and I think to Premier Zhao Ziyang of China, 
as well. And Japan can play a major, positive, constructive role 
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in Asia and we believe that this visit, which, if I mentioned -- the 
Prime Minister is coming to the United States having just made a visit 
to Korea. All our reports suggest that it was an impressive success, 
including a very warmly received short sveech that he gave in Forean, 
which certainly impresses me. 


He's really extended himself and I think healthy 
U.S.-Japan relations are a real contributor to stability. I think 
the notion that this somehow suggests a U.S.-Japan-Korea security 
arrangement is simply nonsensical and it is a measure of the kind 
of criticism that the Prime Minister has been willing to brave in 
order to make this step forward. 


He also, in the process of that visit, announced the 
resolution of a longstanding negotiation between Japan and Korea 
over a substantially increased Japanese economic assistance package 
to Korea which we think will contribute to economic stability in 
Korea and, therefore, it's something that is certainly helpful 
in a general way. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 3:49 P.M. EST 
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MR. ALLIN: Okay. I would like to begin the 
background briefing on the visit of Prime Minister Nakasone. This 
is a background briefing, attributable to a senior administration 
official. You may use the quotations as you wish. But they must 
be attributed to a senior administration official. 


s@eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseseseeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeseeeeese 


oossecssccsossoososes tsiteccsseccscsccscsscsccscsee Lf there happens to be anybody 


guidelines of the White House Press Office, we would suggest -- 
as has been done in the past -- that they not use this material, 
or attend the briefing. 


Yes, Mr. Clines? 


Q One question, a brief question -- in the light of 
the President's caution last week and his policy against stories that 
are anonymously sourced, how do you rationalize this voerformance 

with that policy? 


MR. ALLIN: The President's statement said that, in 
most cases, it is best to have on-the-record interviews. We, 
generally, are doing that. As you know, Mr. Clines, it has been 
a very successful policy over the last 10 days. And today, we 
are having one of our relatively rare background sessions. 


-- it is an exception to the President's 
policy. That is all that you have to say. Is that 
correct? 


MR. ALLIN: I am not going to argue, Frank. The. 
President's statement said -- in most cases it is best to have 
on-the-record interviews. For a number of reasons, we would 
prefer to do this on background. We feel it can be more helpful 
to you and to the entire press corps. And the President 
understands and accepts that. It is fine. 


Q Are you going to move a little closer? Maybe the 
State Department official -- the senior State Department official -- 


MR. ALLIN: Senior administration official. 
Q We cannot even go to the State Department? 


MR. ALLIN: He speaks for the entire administration. 
Okay? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have got a short 
statement here, to begin with. And then, I will be glad to take 
questions. 


During the meeting with Prime Minister Nakasone, 
the President indicated his belief in the importance of strengthening 
the U.S.-Japan relationship, and achieving a better understanding 
of our mutual interests and responsibilities. The President 
welcomed this opportunity to deepen his personal relationship 
with the Prime Minister. He looks forward to meeting with him 
again at the Williamsburg summit. 


Most importantly, the President and Prime Minister 
Nakasone reaffirmed the close alliance between the United States 
and Japan, and the importance of their cooperation in meeting the 
responsibilities that we both share for coping with the major 
global issues related to world peace and world prosperity. 


The President and the Prime Minister agreed that 
their two countries should play a major role in revitalizing 
the world economy, and continue our efforts to resist 
protectionism, to sustain the free-trading system and to assist 
developing countries in managing their external debts. 


Constructive and very frank discussion took place 
in regard to the major bilateral issues between the United States 
and Japan. The Prime Minister explained that he had already 
made a number of important decisions for the solution of these 
issues during the short time that he had been in office -- 
despite considerable domestic difficulties -- having in mind the 
fundamental importance that the Prime Minister attaches to 
U.S.-Japan relations. The Prime Minister stated his intention 
to discharge Japan's responsibilities more than in the past, and 
in line with Japan's strength and importance. Although, he noted 
that there are things that Japan is capable of doing, and not 
capable doing. 


The President expressed appreciation for 
Prime Minister Nakasone's leadership, and the efforts already made 
by him to make this series of policy decisions. The President 
emphasized the importance the United States attaches to 
improving access to Japanese markets, particularly at a time of 
economic difficulties here at home. The President and his 
Cabinet officers welcomed the positive steps the Prime Minister 
had already taken in his administration toward improving market 
access, as well as the Prime Minister's assurance that this 
would be a continuing process. The President noted that, together 
with the United States, Japan can play a key role in maintaining 
the free-trading system of which Japan is a major beneficiary. 
He assured the Prime Minister that he would 
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continue to resist protectionist pressures and emphasize the necessity 
that the steps undertaken by the Prime Minister yield concrete results 
soon. 


Prime Minister Nakasone called attention to the good 
cooperation that our two countries enjoy in the security area and 
said that it is his policy that Japan, on its own initiative, should 
be able to perform the self-defense missions that it has undertaken. 


The President welcomed this constructive approach and the 
leadership that the Prime Minister has already shown in defense matters, 
while noting our desire that Japan should continue to move ahead more 
rapidly in order to obtain the capability to fulfill its defense plans. 


The international situation was discussed at some length. 
The President and the Prime Minister noted that they shared very similar 
views. In regard to East-West issues, they agreed that it was important 
for the West to act in close solidarity, inasmuch as the Andropov 
regime is in the formative stages of shaping its policies and it is 
necessary both to seek self-restraint by the USSR and to pursue a 
dialogue with it. 


The subject of arms control was discussed at some length 
and the Prime Minister expressed support for the President's efforts. 


The Prime Minister mentioned his recent historic visit 
to the Republic of Korea. The United States welcomes the statesmanship 
of the Prime Minister in bringing about an improvement in their re- 
lations -- and constructing a relationship of mutual trust with this 
important neighbor of Japan's. 


In discussing the Asian situation, the two leaders noted 
the importance of good relations with China and supporting China's 
efforts to pursue economic development in accord with moderate and 
pragmatic policies. 


The Prime Minister said that Japan would continue to 
promote cooperative relations with China. And the President indicated 
that this conformed with U.S. policy. 


They also agreed that the United States and Japan would 
continue their respective efforts to promote peace, stability and 
the relaxation of tensions in the Pacific region, considering the 
major roies that our two countries had to play in cooperation with 
each other throughout the entire region. 


The two leaders agreed on the importance of sustaining 
close consultation between them, building on the accomplishments of 
this visit. And they confirmed that they would cooperate closely 
towards the success of the Williamsburg Summit. 


Finally, as you heard in the announcement, as the Prime 
Minister left, there was a fairly long one-on-one meeting between the 
two men before the larger session. And during that meeting, the Presi- 
dent extended an invitation to the Prime Minister to come back for 
breakfast tomorrow r>rning. And, as we understand it now, that in- 
vitation has been ... .ended also to include the Prime Minister's wife 
and daughter. 


Q So that's a social visit? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not a social 
visit. In fact, the intention of the visit is to have more time to 
pursue particularly the international issues, which we got into over 
lunch and which they will probably be continuing tomorrow. 

Q Along with the wives and the children? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they will be 
present. 
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Q Seriously, may I ask you -- They're going to 
discuss the international situation at breakfast with their wives 
and with the Prime Minister's daughter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the precise 
arrangements. I believe that the families will be present. Perhaps 
it's a separate breakfast for the family. 


Q What were some of the things -- You said that the 
Prime Minister said Japan can do some things and can't do other things. 
What were some of the things he said Japan could not do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was less specific 
about those things in emphasizing the need for a pace that would 
conform with political realities in Japan and with what he was able 
to move forward. He noted that he had gone a great deal already be- 
yond the general consensus, that he had pushed through a number of 
difficult decisions. He indicated his sense that Japan has important 
debts to pay-- it was used in a figurative sense -- and that he does 
not like to be a debtor and wants to pay his debts, but that this 
will take some time. 


Q Did any of those "could-not-do's" extend to the 
security area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, in the security 
area, we discussed the general point that there's considerable agree- 
ment on the missions that we would both like to see Japan assume in 
the area. And the Prime Minister, in fact, elaborated at some length 
on those missions 














which he helped himself to define in his previous capacity as the 
head of the Defense Agency. The question of the pace at which Japan 
achieves that capability was discussed, and the President and 
Secretary Weinberger urged more rapid efforts. 


Q Did the Prime Minister bring with him specific 
steps that -- additional steps that Japan can take or that he intends 
to take on trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
has taken a great many specific steps, as I think you know, in just 
the last couple of weeks. And the most important thing right now, 
as was stressed by both sides during this meeting, is going to be 
the implementation of these steps, including some very important 
non-tariff barriers that are to be reduced through streamlining of 
inspection procedures and strengthening the Office of the Trade 
Ombudsman. And the Prime ‘Minister indicated that he had personally 
charged the Cabinet Secretary with overseeing the implementation of 
those measures. 


Q Did he give any indication of plans to extend 
the voluntary limitation on export of autos to the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That subject did not 
come up. 


Q -- talk about the subject on beef and citrus -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That subject was 
discussed at some length. 


Q -- currency come up? 
Q Can you tell us the substance of the discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm getting too many 
questions. Do you want to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we just «os this by 
recognition? 


Q -- ask a question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I understand that. 
We're going to right now. Yes. 


Q How was it discussed? Could you give me some -- on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Strong concerns of 
the American side in securing greater opening of the Japanese market 
to U.S. products, including agricultural products and including 
specifically beef and citrus were pressed. The Prime Minister 
noted that he was very aware of the strong interest the United 
States has expressed on those issues, that he also called attention 
to the very difficult political problems in Japan in making progress 
on those issues, that he had undertaken a great many other measures 
which were already the subject of some political controversy. But 
the two sides are clearly going to be addressing that further in 
government-to-government talks in the coming weeks and months. 


Q Did the President discuss possibly making a trip 
to Japan and other countries in the Pacific area? And, if so, when? 
And, secondly, if Japan opens up markets to U.S. beef, did the 
Prime Minister talk about, perhaps, closing those same markets to 
other countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did the Prime Minister 
talk about closing markets? 


Q Well, for example, if Japan takes more U.S. beef, 
some other allies are going to be hurt by that. Did that come up? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that did not come 
up. A further point on beef and citrus, of course, is the Prime 
Minister emphasized the very large share of U.S. beef and citrus 
exports that already go to Japan. I believe the figures are: 60 
percent of our exports of beef go to Japan and some 40 percent of 
our citrus. 


Specifically, on the question of travel, it did not come 
up in the meetings that I was present, but, as I say, there was a 
fairly long session between just the two men with, I believe, Judge 
Clark joining briefly at the end. And it may have been brought up 
there. 


Q Is there any way we could find out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might just say a 
general word on -- or two general words on both the atmosphere of 
the meetings and the attitude of the two leaders toward the problems 
that they face. I think there was a frankness, a concreteness, and 
a specificity in addressing a series of very hard issues that is 
testimony to the sophistication of both sides and the maturity of 
the relationship. And the discussion got down to business very 
quickly and got down to details very quickly. 


I think a measure of the sense of the importance of the 
situation that the President and the Prime Minister faced was 
illustrated most clearly at one point when Prime Minister Nakasone 
mentioned, as I believe he has mentioned in public on at least one 
occasion, that he feels very much -- to use an American analogy from -- 
drawn from an American sport -- he feels very much like the pitcher 
who has come up with the bases loaded and no outs. And this reminded 
the President of the story of the pitcher who came to bat with the 
bases loaded and no outs and was asked, “What are you gring to do with 
the next batter?” And he said, "Well, it doesn't look as though 
there's any room to put him on the bases." And said, "I feel as though 
we're both very much in the same situation." I think both leaders 
realize that our two countries, with an extremely important 
relationship between them, have some very hard problems that are going 
to taxe very careful and tough management in the months ahead. 


Q Can you explain why, given the President's assurance 
of yesterday to some of the auto industry people who were here, that 
the whole issue of the extension did not come up? Is there some 
reason why or do we have some understanding already that there is 
an agreement in hand or -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole question of -- 
The President met with a number of labor and industrial leaders 
yesterday and talked about a long agenda of trade problems, a great 
many Of which came up in the meeting today. The one that I was 
specifically asked about, that I think you're referring to, is 
auto restraints, where the whole question involves the question 
of unilateral restraints by Japan and where it's not a matter of 
negotiating an agreement. 


Q What was said about the ways the Japanese might 
assist the developing countries? Was there anything of that type? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was said, and 
this was said about a number of topics, is that our two countries 
have a responsibility -- and that word responsibility was used 
repeatedly and by both sides -- a responsibility for maintaining 
a stable and prosperous international economy, a responsibility 
for assisting developing countries to progress economically, and 
that, in carrying out both of those responsibilities, we face, 
at present, a very important problem of major debt problems 
accumulated by countries who, in the present world economic 
conditions, have great difficulty in paying off those debts, and 
the need for both of us to address that and to address the problem 
of international liquidity. 


Q But, to address it in your limitation, why did 
you say that the automobile industry is a unilateral action by 
Japan? Isn't the same thing true of citrus and beef? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, if -- 
Q We're not setting their -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The citrus and 
beef, I believe, the quotas are established under agreements which 
expire, I think it's in March of next year, and we're in the process 
right now of negotiating an extension of that agreement. That is 
a bilateral agreement and it -- 


Q The automobile thing is a three-year deal, too, 
which the extension of is pretty interesting. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The automobile thing 
is a unilateral restraint by the Japanese. It's not an agreement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mike? 
Q Well, is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hold up. We'll get 
to you all. Mike? 


Q Specifically on defense, fill in some details for 
us. What did the President ask Japan to do in accelerating its 
self-defense role? What did the Prime Minister do? What did he 
say about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
noted what he had done so far, which we, in fact, have noted. 
The Secretary of Defense noted those efforts and noted that, in fact, 
it had been done in spite of considerable opposition from the 
Finance Ministry, and we welcome the fact that, in a budget which 
shows no increases in any other categories, Japan has substantially 
increased both its defense and foreign assistance expenditures. 


The point, however, is that, when we look at the 
specific missions that are to be accomplished and compare capability 
with those missions and look at at what point in the future will 
Japan achieve the capability to perform those missions, it's further 
off than we would like to see. And so we're expressing a hope, 
expectation that, as circumstances permit, the rate of increase, the 
rate of spending will be improved. 
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Q What are those missions? What are the missions? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are those missions? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Specifically, the -- 
They are specifically defensive missions. They do not involve -- 
No one is suggesting that Japan should acquire nuclear weapons. No 
one is suggesting that Japan should project its military forces 
beyond Japan. 


What we are talking about is the defense of Japanese 
territory and Japanese air space and Javanese assumption of 
responsibility for the defense of sea lanes and, more specifically, 
I think one can say the sea lanes between the Bashi Channel in 
Tokyo and, generally, between the Western Pacific and Tokyo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barry. 
Q Did the President make any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barry Cunningham. 
Just a minute. 


Q Did the Prime Minister ask for any trade 
concessions such as Alaskan oil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that 
the subject of Alaskan oil was discussed in the meeting with the 
President before and I only know from what I can say of our position 
that the result is going to have to be that we will look into it, 
because we're certainly not prepared to take a position on that now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frank. 


Q Did the Prime Minister give any specific assurances 
or promises to the President which he hadn't already enunciated 
before coming to this country? Was anything further advanced in 
terms of trade or security in specific terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're talking 
about specifics, there were not additional specifics and, as i think 
I said clearly on Friday, we did not expect additional specifics. 
But there was a great deal of assurance about the importance that 
the Prime Minister attaches to U.S.-Japan relations, that he sees 
it as the most important element in Japanese foreign policy, and 
that he sees it as the major objective of his cabinet to take the 
actions that are needed to strengthen those relations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frank. 

Q On the question of auto, just so it's clear, are 
you saying that it wouldn't be proper for that point to come up and 
so, therefore, it's not guing to be coming up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's my understanding. 
That's correct. 


Q Did they get into the question of China, relations 
with China and the China-Soviet talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they did. I 
think, as I said in the statement, both the President 
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and Secretary Shultz talked about our relations with China. And 
both sides expressed conviction about the importance of those 
relations, about taking efforts to improve those relations. 


And there was some general discussion of China's 
talks with the Soviets, but not in detail. 


Q -- question about the proposed Japanese targeting 
of the high tech industry in the United States. In other words, 
there's some talk that they're going to go after -- the next industry 
they're going to go after is the high tech industry. Have they had 
any discussion about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the discussions I 
heard, a great many other topics were raised. That specific one didn't 
come up, but it very well is likely to in the Prime Minister's meeting 
tomorrow with the economic Cabinet. 


Q May I follow that question briefly? The attention 
on computers and electronics has been especially high. Did it come 
up in any context at all in this meeting today, anything to do with 
computers, electronics, high tech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they 
were addressed specifically. 


Q Can you say on autos whether there is any understanding 
here, that there is any Japanese willingness to scale back the agreement 
and to extend for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask 
the Japanese that. 


Q Has the whole issue of currency conversion come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not, again, in the 
discussions that I heard, but I-think that, in fact, is more likely 
to be a subject of discussion in tomorrow's meeting with the economic 
Cabinet. 


Q One technology question -- Was there a discussion 
of Japan's flow of technology to this country to help the defense 
effort? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, 
there was an important decision made by the Prime Minister that 
eliminates the barriers that existed previously to a genuinely two- 
way exchange of defensive technology. And that's one of the early 
actions that he's taken that we very much welcome, but we believe 
that problem is now resolved. 


There may have been some brief mention of our 
appreciation for the fact that it's happened. 


Q I don't quite understand about tomorrow's meeting, 
whether it's that they weren't able to finish all they talked about 
or whether some thing was the President's desire to expand on 
in a kind of personal way or what. And, secondly, what is the U.S. 
assessment of this now? Do you feel that or does the President 
that you -- does the administration feel that Nakasone's statements 
and his attitude are going to be sufficient to diffuse this 
protectionist drive in the United States or is it uncertain about 
where it comes out with him? ¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 
probably also important to note that even beginning with what is 
normally just a brief protocol call when the Secretary escorted the 
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Prime Minister to his hotel, they ended up staying and talking, 

I believe, for over half an hour in kind of general terms about 
the problems that we face mutually. And it‘s probably partly 

as a result of that that it's since developed that it was important 
to try to get some more time between the Prime Minister and the 
President in these meetings. And we anticipate that tomorrow's 
discussions will be rather substantive since we had a really very 
full agenda of trade, agriculture and defense discussions in the 
Cabinet Room session today and then over lunch. 


It's our expectation that the focus of tomorrow's 
meeting will be on such subjects -- more detail about East-West 
relations and general global problems. And it's certainly is 
going to be a substantive discussion. 


Q Are they going -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a minute, please. 
Could I -- any of the Japanese journalists that have some questions 
here -- 


Q What about the -- How do you assess the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Second part of that 
question -- I think our assessment is, if anything, strengthened 
from what I told you Friday that we -- Friday, based simply 
on what the actions that the Prime Minister has taken and how -- 
strengthened by the statements that he's made and the conviction 
that he's shown and the obvious command of specifics and of issues 
that he possesses, that here's a man who understands the problems, 
has the political courage to take difficult decisions and certainly, 
therefore, gives us some grounds for optimism that the very difficult 
problems we face may be solved. 


But they are difficult probliws. There's no underestimating 
the difficulty. And we'll have to see how we both come out of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Any of 
the Japanese journalists? Yes? Back there. Yes? 


~~ i Concerning with the Soviet Union, the nuclear 
difficulty twice in the area, they talked about three known nuclear 


principles of Japanese responses? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no reason 


that that should have come up. I think, as I've said, it's clear 
within all the framework of all of our 














e i 


discussions with the Japanese about defense efforts that, amonc 
Other things, those three principles continue in full force and 
there's nothing in the plans that Japan has that in any way go 

against those principles. 


Q About tomorrow's meeting. At what point did 
the President decide to invite the Prime Minister? After the 


President saw Nakasone in their meeting, then he decided to extend 
an invitation. Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He extended the 
invitation in the approximately half-hour meeting that took -- 
there were three meetings. There was approximately a half-hour 
meeting between the President and the Prime Minister alone, with 
just an interpreter and with Judge Clark joining at the end. 
There was then a meeting of about 45 minutes in the Cabinet Room 
with about five of the Cabinet members present. And then there 
was a lunch of about an hour. And it was in the first of those 
three meetings that the President invited the Prime Minister for 
further private discussions tomorrow. 


Q Who will sit in on that breakfast tomorrow 
beside the President and the Prime Minister -- their families? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I've told you, 
there's some question whether the families are going to be there, 
are going to be in another breakfast. Our understanding is 
that apart from the family, this is essentially a meeting between 
just the two leaders and that there will be interpreters present 
and as far as I know no one else. 


Q Are they going to wind up these meetings 
with anything more than formal statements and a kind of 
study group appointed or task force on cooperation or anything 
like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly don't 
know of anything immediately right now. There may also be further 
discussions -- Secretary Shultz will be in Tokyo in just two weeks. 
And I would assume there will be considerable fo’low-up from these 
meetings during his visit there. 


MR. ALLIN: Chris? 

Q Would you characterize the discussions as -- 
MR. ALLIN: Leo, excuse me. 

Q Oh, sorry. 


MR. ALLIN: Could we try and call on folks and 
we'll get you and that will be the last question. 


Chris? 


Q Can you elaborate a little more about what 
the President said to the Prime Minister about the protectionist -- 


Q Naomi has a question. 
MR. ALLIN: Oh. 


Q -- tendencies here in this country and what 
the Prime Minister's response was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I've covered 
that in general terms. The emphasis was placed on how serious 
the situation is; that the challenge to the free trade system 
is probably the most serious one that we've seen since the 








end of World War II. And I believe it was the Prime Minister, himself, 
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who expressed the commonly felt conviction that protectionism 
in the period prior to World War II not only contributed to the 
Great Depression but through that, in some sense, contributed 
to the war itself and. that both sides expressed a great sense 
of responsibility to try to head off that kind of deterioration 
in the world economy. 


MR. ALLIN: Naomi and then Leo and then we're going 
to have to call an end to it. 


Q Since the Soviets have made a treaty with Japan 
and since the Soviets are using the carrot treatment, was there 
anything brought up about the Japanese country getting back the 
Sakhalins -- the islands in the Kuriles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that subject 
didn't come up specifically. 


Q The question. 
MR. ALLIN: A question on the Sakhalin Islands. 
Leo? 


Q I wonder if you could be a little bit more 
specific about the sense of urgency that the President expressed 
in terms of getting concrete results from the Japanese to 
head off protectionism in this country. Are you referring to 
that in your original description of the discussions as being 
very frank? In other words, was the President very forceful 
in urging more progress on trade liberalization to head off 
protectionist sentiments in this country? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the President 
was very forceful and, not only the President, but Secretary 
Shultz and Special Trade Negotiator Brock, and the Special Trade 
Negotiator went on in considerable detail, both about the 
specific issues and about the kinds of sentiments that we face. 


MR. ALLIN: All right, we'll take this last question. 
Go ahead. 


Q Did Prime Minister Nakasone express the concern 
of the possibility of more Soviet SS-20's into Siberia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
of the problem of the SS-20's, specifically in the context of 
our discussion of arms control, and I think both sides expressed 
their notion that an arms control proposal of the kind the Soviets 
seem to be putting forward, that it would simply involve the 
movement of SS-20's from Europe into Asia, is not much of an 
arms control proposal at all. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:27 P.M. EST 
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MR. ROUSSEL: The ground rules for this briefing are that 
it's on background, attributable to Senior Administration Official. 
He will now brief us on this morning's meeting with the Prime 
Minister. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Based on our, just a 
very quick reading of what the meeting covered, it was, as I thought 
it would be when I spoke to you yesterday, both a personal and a sub- 
stantive session. 


Among the substantive topics that were covered, the 
President expressed our interest in Japanese support for economic 
development projects, mentioning specifically Jamaica and Latin America 
more generally. 


There was a discussion of the invitation for a Japanese 
space specialist to participate in a shuttle flight in 1988, and the 
President gave the Prime Minister a plaque that had flown on the first 
flight of Columbia. 


And finally they talked about the President's general 
approach to peace, to negotiations with the Soviet Union, and generally 
emphasizing the point of the importance of seeking through negotia- 
tions with the Soviets, based on solidarity among allies and on western 
strength, to achieve a more constructive relationship, a more peaceful 
relationship. 


It was also a personal meeting. Mrs. Reagan and 
Mrs. Nakasone were present, and Mrs. Atsumi, the Prime Minister's 
daughter. And I think it's worth saying a little bit more for a moment 
about the importance of the personal aspect of it. It is not merely 
to make it a pleasant social occasion, but because of the conviction on 
both sides that building strong personal relationships is very important 
to building better, stronger communications between our two important 
countries, and that this is important at all levels. Perhaps it's 
particularly important at the top levels of government, that leaders 
be able to speak to one another and understand one another, and not 
merely speak through headlines at one another. 





This is a point on which the President feels strongly and 
on which the Prime Minister feels strongly, and in fact, it was made 
rather vivid last night in the dinner at the Vice President's house, 
in the after-dinner remarks, toast by the Prime Minister. 


He talked about the whole story of his sending his daughter 
to the United States, one of his daughters to the United States, first 
for a summer and at the end of that proposing an exchange of daughters 
for a year with an American family, the Winskis. That's the daughter 
who was here with him, and another daughter, older daughter, attended 
Western Michigan University. So the point was strongly reinforced 
that this is’ a man who has believed at a family level and for a lona 
time in the importance of close personal ties with the United States 
and the President feels equally strongly the other way. 
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Q The name of that family again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Winskis, as I have 
heard it. And the spelling you'd have to check with them. 


I know that the President came away from this personal 
encounter very strongly impressed with the seriousness, the leadership, 
and the statesmanship of the Prime Minister, and I believe that the 
Prime Minister also got a strong sense of the President. 


You would have to ask him fcr more details, but I would 
only note in his departure statement he emphasized that he had come 
to appreciate the President as a man of strong convictions dedicated 
to peace. I believe that's the quote. 


Just final remarks to emphasize that last point about 
the dedication to peace -- in fact, that is critical, too, and under- 
scores our whole approach to U.S.-Japan relations, and it's important 
to emphasize particularly as we face difficult issues over trade, 
tariffs, and beef and citrus quotas, and so forth, both to keep some 
historical perspective on what a remarkable relationship has been 
created out of the ashes of World War II, and certainly few people 30 
years ago, 40 years ago, would have expected U.S.-Japan relations to 
be the strong cornerstone of peace in the Pacific that they have become 
today. 


And secondly, to keep some perspective about the future, 
and about the fact that our trade problems are acute important 
problems now, that our relationship with Japan is in fact something 
that is going to be important for peace and stability in the Pacific 
and indeed, I would say, in the world, not only through this decade 
but in the next century as well. 


And now I'll be glad to take questions. 


Q Did you say that the President had extended an invi- 
tation to the Prime Minister to send a space specialist to fly aboard 
the space shuttle in 1988? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q What was the response of the Prime Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the 
response. I don't know. 


Q Are there any other details on that? Do we know 
whether it's going to be a scientist or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do we have any other 
details on who the Japanese participant will be on the shuttle? 
I don't believe we know that yet. It would be really up to them to 
nominate. 


Q Was the Prime Minister specific this morning in 
his, what he said was a pledge of increased defense participation, 
or was it a general pledge to do more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a general pledge, 
it's not a specific one, and it's a sense that in -- I mean, these 
are always a matter of balancing difficult decisions. I think his 
convictions in the direction that he wants to go are very clear. 


" @Q Nothing as specific as reported in this morning's 
Post on that matter? Stopping overflights of Backfire bombers, bottling 


up the straits to Soviet ships? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was some specific 
discussion in the meetings yesterday on this issue, and I don't 
think it's appropriate to get into more details except to say that 
I think one point that is clear, at least it's clear to all of us 
who are talking about the issue, and maybe it needs to be made clearer, 
is that Japan, in addition to being a very important country occupies 
a very strategic location. And merely by being able to defend itself 

















properly and defend its airspace and territory properly it in fact 
can provide a great deal of protection to the rest of the region. 

And that is why we have said over and over again that we don't -- 

we see that Japan can contribute a great deai to the security 

of the Pacific without playing anything beyond a purely self-defensive 
role. 


Q Did the Prime Minister speak to that point 
and indicate the specific things that they will do in the area 
of self-defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was talked about 
and I'm not going to go into the details here. 


Q Yesterday you told us that the President welcomed 
both on the trade and defense issues the progress that Nakasone 
had made so far but urged him to move more rapidly in both these 
areas. On the basis of what was discussed this morning, is that 
still your general report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 


Q You like what he's done so far but we 
still -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very much so and 
I think if you get a copy of the President's departure statement, 
you'll see that message stated perhaps in subtle diplomatic 
terms, but that's exactly the point. 


Q Now, since yesterday have you gotten anything 
more specific on the trade side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q There was a reference yesterday to "self-restraint" 
towards the Soviet Union. Could you explain that a little better? 
I think some people have the idea this meant restraint in extending 
credits to the Soviets. What does that phrase mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Can 
you give me the exact reference? You mean in my remarks? 


Q In your backgrounder, yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to look 
at my remarks because the -- specific context of that. 


Okay, no, it was not at all in the question of 
credits. It's in the question of seeking greater self-restraint 
in Soviet international behavior and that we are trying through 
a combination of negotiations and strengthenino our defenses and 
strengthening our alliance ties to persuade the Soviets that the 
more fruitful the outcome, that better serves their own interests 
is one that is -- of more peaceful approach to international 


relations. 


Q It's a little unclear from the departure 
statements. Has the President agreed to go to Japan at some 
unspecified time in the near future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's now, obviously, 
been invited to go to Japan. I don't think he's made any decision 


yet on whether he will. 


Q When the President mentioned the 1983 agenda, 
is there some schedule for accomplishing certain progress on 
certain trade issues or defense issues by the end of 1983? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have 
specific timetables or deadlines. No, there isn't a schedule 
but -- 


Q What did he mean by the '83 agenda? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we think 
of this as a very crucial year and that doesn't mean there won't 
be further issues in '84, if that's what you mean, but that, for 
example, we have, specifically, the negotiations on beef and 
citrus quotas which, I guess, have -- in fact, the present agreement 
expires in March of '84. So, I assume, we would expect a new 
agreement -- we would hope to have one well before that time. 
There's also just a very important agenda of following through 
on a number of the measures that have been announced recently 
and most importantly the question of streamlining inspection 
and standardizing some of the certification procedures. And 
that's going to be a matter of -- I mean, we're going to have to 
see rather rapidly what those measures mean and to give them content. 


There are some other things. We're in the midst 
of an agreement -- working on an agreement with the Japanese 
in the high technology area that would -- is an attempt to try ' 
to provide some assurances about opening markets on products 
in the very early stages of their development so that we don't 
simply wait until a technology has become a major technology, 
a major export industry and then try to figure out how to 
handle the questions of protectionism -- but to address them early 
on. And that agreement -- those negotiations have progressed quite 
far and I would assume those we will try to wrap up, in fact, 
in early '83. 


So, there's a very full agenda and -- yes? 


Q How did the -- does this meeting here affect 
such detailed things as that? I mean, were there agreements 
that we will try harder, we will meet a definite schedule or 
what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the most 
important thing that the meetings here accomplished was to 
underscore the great importance that we attach to progress and 
to relatively rapid progress and to -- It was also an opportunity 
for, on the one hand, the Prime Minister made clear to us -- 


Q -- rapid progress on what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the trade 
issues that are under negotiation. The Prime Minister explained 
the political difficulties that he faces, in tne first place, 
in getting approval for the measures that he's already taken 
and certainly in going further. At the same time, the President 
emphasized the political importance here of making that progress 
if we are to protect the free trade system from which we both 
benefit so much. 


Yes? 


Q Was anything said today or last night that 
has any bearing on the question of the Japanese automobile quotas -- 
the self-imposed export quotas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've been asked about 
this many times. As I understand it, if I'm not very careful 
about what I say and if we're not very careful about what we say, 
we can be in violation of U.S. laws about the restraint of trade. 
And I think -- as far as I know in the meetings I've been present, 
that subject hasn't been mentioned specifically. Although the 
Japanese are, of course, aware of our concern about the U.S. auto 
industry and the difficult situations in -- 


Q Did you have a sense that when the Prime 
Minister said that the frictions between the two countries can 
be solved by consultations, that he included in that the question 
of the export quotas -- the voluntary quotas? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Clearly the situation 
of the U.S. auto industry is one of the important trade problems 
and it -- Given the seriousness of that situation, it obviously 
affects the overall climate. 


Q Was he suggesting that that should be a topic 
of negotiations between the two countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't specifically 
suggest that, no. 


Q Did he imply that in that statement? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He used the word 
trade "frictions" in a general way. I think we are so familiar 
with the litany of problems that we don't need to be specific. 


Q Coming back around to where we started, I mean, 
has there been any change and to whether or not that's a proper 
subject for negotiations between the United States government 
and the Japanese government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My lawyers tell 
me it's not a proper subject. (Laughter.) 


Q They would like to increase the number of 
cars if they conclude from their studies that the American car 
market is rebounding and it can absorb more cars from abroad. 
What would be the administration's response if they did that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said Friday, 
I think it was, that I think it's rather premature to conclude 
that the U.S. auto industry is rebounding and -- 


Q But suppose they do. What would the administration 
do if they start -- on their voluntary limits, which they set 
and over which we have no controls, suppose they elect to start 
sending more? Then what would we -- would we communicate to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'll face 
that when it comes. I don't know the answer. Yes? 


Q Did you reach agreement on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can you repeat 
that? 


Q Did you reach agreement on restarting 
government to government negotiations on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those negotations 
will continue and I think -- the one thing that is clear is 
that we will continue to work on that problem. The impasse 
is pretty substantial at this point but we're hopeful that 
perhaps those talks can yield some progress in the next weeks 
and months. 


Q Can we have specific -- 
Q There are dates then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the 
date, no, I don't think so. 4 


Yes? 
Q Did you say months? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said in the next 
weeks and months that we will make progress on that. I don't 
have a date. If I can get a date, I'll get it for you. 
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Yes? 


Q -- the Energy Committee, the joint committee 
you've mentioned of some sort, will that deal with the question 
of Alaskan oil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would assume, 
although this is a new proposal and we're just in the process of 
fleshing it out. But I would assume, in fact, that the question 
of Alaskan oil would have to be one of the big ones on the agenda 
of potential energy cooperation. 


Q What else beyond that, would you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the one 
that comes to my mind. There may be others. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- gas, coal, 
syn-fuels, possibly -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gas, coal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gas, coal and 
syn-fuels. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm told that 
gas, coal, and syn-fuel would also be included. 


Do you want to say anything more on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that 
covers it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 
Q It didn't come up at all today. 


Q There seems to be some reticence on the U.S. 
part on the 
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Alaska oil thing. Why? Does it go back to the fear of, again, a 
supply interruption and we don't have our own oil, or is there any- 
thing else, any other reason why we haven't been more forthcoming 
with the Japanese on this issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's an issue 
of supply interruption. There's an issue of how it affects the U.S. 
transportation industry in a difficult time. There's essentially the 
basic question of congressional legislation that would have to be 
revised if anything were to be done there. 


Q Would we put any conditions on it that that oil 
would have to go in American ships to Japan, for example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That would presumably 
be one of the subjects that this group would examine. 


Q But is that a position that we are taking, that it 
must be an American bottom that carries it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have -- at the 
moment we have a law that prohibits the sale direct, and that we 
don't have a position beyond that. In fact, this group would presumably 
provide us input in considering whether any new position is appro- 
priate, and among the new positions whether that one you specifically 
mention would be -- 


Q Did they make a formal request for that oil while 
they were here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The Prime Minister, 
I think, did -- let's go ahead with your question, please. 


Q I was just wanting to ask, did China come up at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It came up yesterday at 
some length, but -- 


Q Anything on the trade business today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? On China 
trade? 


Q China announced this cutback today on receiving 
U.S. imports. I just wondered if as a matter of passing, did they 
talk about that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, that didn't 
come up. No, no. But the general discussion yesterday included the 
interests that we both have in increasing trade with China and assisting 
China in its development efforts. But as far -- according to my 
readout, it was not specifically discussed this morning. 


Q Was there a discussion -- 


Q Presumably the Prime Minister must have explained his 
objective in terms of the defense of Japan. And was the explanation 
any different from the past explanations Japan has made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think it was 
completely consistent that --. Wondering whether there has been any 
change in the statement of Japan's objectives in the defense area. 
And I think the answer is, no. It's been completely consistent in 
the saying with what we have been discussing with them for some years 


now. 


I guess I can take one more question. 
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Q Thank you. Secretary Shultz's trip later on to 
Japan, to China, and Korea, will that follow on these discussions 
that have taken place here for matters that are still pending, or 
will decisions be reached in his meeting now in Tokyo that relate 


back to this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly issues that 
were raised here will be carried further. I would assume a large 
emphasis of his discussions in Tokyo will be international issues in- 
cluding Asian issues. He certainly will want in those discussions 
to talk at much greater length than there was time for here about 
our approach to China, and presumably hear from Japan about their 
approaches to China. But also, arms control, east-west relations; 
those will be very prominent topics on his agenda. And we will see 
after we've done an assessment of this visit whether there are speci- 
fic pieces out of this visit that we can follow up on further. 


The Prime Minister has expressed a willingness to help 
on a number of specific foreign assistance items and I assume those, 
we will be pursuing them further in Tokyo. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
10:30 A.M. EST 


END 
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AMBASSADORS NITZE AND ROWNY 


The Briefing Room 
10:26 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: Ambassador Rowny and Ambassador Nitze, 
as you know, have just met with the President. Ambassador Rowny does 
have to catch a plane, so we're going to ask him to make some 
statements initially, some comments to you, take your questions. 
And then we will go to Ambassador Nitze with his remarks and his questions. 
So, if you'd limit it at first so we could go with Ambassador Rowny 
and give him an opportunity to get out a little bit sooner, I'd 
appreciate it. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Ladies and gentleman, I have a few 
talking points here. Ambassador Nitze and I have just met with the 
President to discuss the next rounds of our respective negotiations. 
The President remains convinced, and I certainly agree, that we have 
a good START position, one which I'm pleased to continue to pursue 
with the Soviets in Geneva at these negotiations. 


As you know, the START proposal is the most bold and 
imaginative proposal that has been ever proposed in the strategic 
arms arena -- calls for a full reduction by 50 percent of the 
deployed ballistic missiles. It's captured the attention of people 
here and particularly in Europe. I've heard no criticism about this 
being a good proposal. And it's one we should all pursue. 


We've had an active and busy and fruitful period of 
consultations here in Washington. I expect to return to Geneva 
with clear instructions which will be aimed at the number one goal, 
that is to enhance deterrence, to achieve stability in times of 
crisis and, above all, to reduce the risk of nuclear war. And all 
these principles, of course, will help us move our negotiations 
forward. 


I'm hopeful also that the Soviet delegation will return 
to Geneva prepared to join us in moving towards these deep reductions 
in a number of strategic nuclear weapons. To repeat, as you know, 
our proposal calls for reducing deployed ballistic missiles by a fuil 
one-half and the number of warheads on these missiles by a third and 
to reduce to equal levels -- And the principle that we have throughout 
is equality, equality, equality. We don't seek superiority and 
we can't settle for inferiority. 


And, of course, with this has to go hand in hand the 
verifiability of these proposals at every step of the game. So, 
therefore, I'm hopeful that the Soviet delegation will come back 
prepared to continue what has been a rather active and brisk period 
of negotiations. And I'm particularly interested that they have 
shown positive leanings towards these confidence-building measures 
which will reduce the risk of nuclear war. 


Their statements that they are also interested in these 
have encouraged me and I'm going to pursue these with all vigor, 
parallel with our own START talks. And, if it's possible to get a 
separate agreement on these, even before we finish START, I think that 
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anything that we do to reduce the risk of nuclear war will be welcomed 
by us and I have reason to believe the Soviets want these also. 


Q General, do you still believe there's a 50-50 
chance of winning an agreement this year? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I still remain guardedly optimistic. 
I like tc believe that we can take them at their word. After all, 
they've said that, given goodwill on our side, there can be an 
agreement. I know we have goodwill on our side and we're serious. 
And, therefore, we're certainly going to strive tc do our utmost 
to get an agreement. 


Q Mr. Rowny, do you go back to Geneva with anythiag 
new in the way of instructions, any new flexibility in your negotiating 
position? And also could you address the issue whether you see 
any linkage between Nitze's thoughts on medium-range missiles and that 
being held hostage in any sense to your thought? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Let me say, first of all, that the 
President in his last hour or so reiterated the basic principles, 
and, so, I don't look for any major shifts or anything that's going 
to develop between 
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now and the time we leave. As you know, there will be a meeting next 
week to get the instructions and final print to dot the i’s and cross 
the t's. 


On this business of flexibility, let me tell you that 
one of the things that the Soviets admire about this President -- and 
have told me so -- is his constancy and that he doesn't have a vroposal 
and then shift it. And they respect that and they say, "We can do 
business with a man who knows what he wants and will stay the course." 
So -- (laughter) -- 


Q -- their phrase, not yours? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Their phrase. And so look at the fact 
that they came to the negotiating table in June after we had made 
a proposal which is much more drastic, much deeper than the Carter 
proposal. They came to the negotiating table. And they have been 
responding -- first, when we said, “We'll reduce by 50 percent,” they 
said, "By 25 percent." Of course, they are, again, respondine in 
launchers and not in the ballistic missiles. The way we do, we 
have a better unit of count. We've said, "But it's the warheads 
that count.” And they said, “We, too, will reduce the number of 
warheads." Of course, they haven't told us how many. So they see 
the value -- and, of course, they understand how the public regards 
this. And so I feel that they know that we have a very good proposal 
in the START proposal. 


Q Could you answer the second part of his question -- 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Which was? 


Q -- dealing with the report that the Soviets 
were somehow linking the INF talks to the START talks, that 
they would -- that if we installed any missiles in Europe, they would 
pull out of the START negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I have asked my counterpart to take 
a confidentiality pledge with me, that we will not discuss things 
that havpen at the negotiating table. So I would rather not answer 
that question head-on because I do think once you start negotiating 
in the public, you lessen the chances of reaching an agreement -- 


Q It's not negotiating in oublic. The Russians are -- 
I mean there are stories every day this week sayina they're going to 
pull out of START if we deploy the intermediate range missiles. 

Q And the State Devartment addressed that yesterday. 

Q So it's no longer in the private realm. 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Let me simply say that the two 


negotiations are part of a seamless web that Paul and I coordinate 
closely and we see these as one continuum in away. They're all 


related, although he has an >» . and separate negotiation to mine. 
But let me go this far. Wi ducing -- without getting into 
the confidentiality of what ¢ i at the negotiating table, the 


Soviets did publicly say that ir ay forces were deployed in Europe, 
that they would have to re-examine their proposal for reductions. 
This is in the pvublic domain. 


Q Do you take that threat seriously, sir? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: It's not a threat. I think it's a 
statement that they say. Yes, I take everything they say 
seriously, and they have said on the record, in print, and so I'm 
not, again, revealing anything that happened across the negotiating 
teble. I want to make that clear. 


Q Why do you say it's not a threat? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They have said that if they -- if 
any systems are deployed in Paul's area -- that is, GLCM's and 
Pershings -- that they cannot reduce. And you want to characterize it 
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as a threat, that's your character- -- I'm just telling you that's 
what they said. 


Q Did they also say they would not talk anymore, 
negotiate? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. 


MR. ALLIN: Can we have one more question for Ambassador 
Rowny? And then we‘re going to run. 


Q Ambassador, if the President -- if that's what the 
President said, you're going to go ahead and deploy those missiles 
on schedule. Doesn't that make your task sort of useless? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Put that question to Paul. Those 
forces are not my -- 


MR. ALLIN: One more question for Ambassador Rowny. 
Tom? 


Q Mr. Ambassador, I thought he said a little while ago 
about confidence-building measures -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes. 


Q Are we to understand that you are closer to some 
. announcement on the success on that level that may be in connection 
with the trip of Vice President Bush to Europe? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No, no, I'm not trying to imply that. 
What I'm saying is that the President proposed certain confidence- 
building measures. And in the times when Mr. Andropov has put out 
the carrot -- like his answers to Kingsbury Smith, he said, “And we 
can move forward in these confidence-building measures." Then when 
the stick appeared in the Pravda article several days later, which 
was very critical of us, 
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he still was positive about confidence building measures. He's 
positive both with a carrot and a stick. I have reason to be 
optimistic, guardedly optimistic, that we can get an agreement 
in these things because I genuinely think that they want to 
reduce the risk of nuclear war as much as we do. 


MR. ALLIN: Thank you Ambassador Rowny. 
Ambassador Nitze? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: As Ambassaor Rowny has indicated, 
we've just met with the President to discuss the final preparations 
for the resumption of the arms reduction negotiations with the 
Soviet Union. 


I would like to take this opportunity to reaffirm 
the United States‘ commitment to a meaningful agreement to reduce 
the twin threats of war and intimidation posed by the growing 
Soviet arsenal of intermediate-range nuclear missiles. 


The President has proposed the complete elimination 
of this dangerous class of weapons on both the U.S. and the 
Soviet side. This solution which would provide for zero on 
their side and zero on our side constitutes the most stable, 
durable, and effective blueprint for peace in Europe, Asia 
and the world as a whole. 


President Reagan has instructed me to be vigorous 
and probing in my efforts to reach an agreement which meets the 
security requirements of the United States and of the NATO allies. 
The United States, together with its allies, has been tireless 
through diplomacy and concerted action, in seeking a peaceful 
relationship with the Soviet Union. But so long as Soviet 
proposals continue to mask a desire for a dangerous military 
advantage, so long as Soviet pledges of peace are accompanied 
not by cooperation at the negotiating table but by thinly veiled 
threats against our individual allies, we in the West must 
adhere to both tracks of our policy: first, to seek fair 
agreements to reduce the risk of war and, second, to take 
those steps necessary to maintain the military balance which 
has kept the peace over 37 years. 


I go now to Geneva hopeful that the Soviets will 
see the folly of seeking to divide and intimidate our alliance 
and hopeful that an agreement which is fair and effective can 
be reached. President Reagan has expressed his fullest confidence 
in me as a negotiator and in our allies as partners. Together 
we shall meet this challenge. With cooperation from the Soviet 
Union, we may yet make a major contribution to a lasting peace. 


- Q Ambassador, can I ask you the question that 
I asked General Rowny? If the United States plans to go ahead 
and deploy GLCM's and Pershings, and if the Soviets say they 
won't talk if you go ahead and do that, doesn't that make this 
all rather a fruitless exercise? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't think it does. Because, 
granted, that the Soviet Union long ago -- when I say long ago, 
six months ago, said that, in the event of practical steps 
towards deployment becoming evident to the Soviet Union, that 
they would then reassess their position. And when you asked 
them what they meant by ‘reassesstheir position" they said 
that might well include calling off our talks, calling off 
the START talks, taking measures to counteract or every step 
that we might take so it would be disadvantageous to the NATO 
allies and to ourselves. This is -- they did say that. But 
subsequent to that, Mr. Brezhnev made that speech before the 











500 generals in Moscow. And in that speech he said that practical 
steps had already been taken and they haven't called off the talks. 


So, I do not believe that it is necessarily an 
intention of theirs to so do. They do mention these things that 
they may well do in order to bring pressure on us but it 
doesn't necessarily mean that they will do it. 


Q Mr. Nitze, we've all read a lot in the last 
few days about this tentative agreement that you and your Soviet 
counterpart reached in the summer which the Soviets rejected -- 
which was apparently agreement for an equal number of warheads or -- 
not equal number of warheads -- equal number of -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Launchers. 


Q Why do you think the Soviets -- Moscow said 
no? What does that tell you about their negotiating determination? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: It‘s hard for me to estimate why 
the Soviet Union makes decisions. I've regretted very much that 
they made the decision to radically 
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reject the exploratory package which Kvitsinsky and I arrived at. 
It wasn't an agreement. I made no offer on behalf of the United 
States. But Mr. Kvitsinsky and I tried to see whether it might 
be possible to cut through the Gordian knot and to arrive at 
something which might be worthy of consideration by the two 
governments. 


The U.S. government, I think, did find it worthy of 
consideration, although they did not agree with all the details. 
But the Soviet Union did not find it so. 


Q You don't see that as necessarily a sign that 
they still believe that it's, or that they believe very certainly 
that it's possible to, through the campaign they're waging, make 
sure that the Europeans never agree to deploy the missiles? In 
other words, that they can get what they have and we'll wind up 
with nothing? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think they hope that 
propaganda they can make it impossible. I don't think that they 
can. I don't think they'll succeed in that. 


Q Mr. Nitze, are you concerned that the U.S. is 
losing the public relations war in Europe over these missiles? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I‘m not concerned. I don't think 
that we are losing the propaganda war in Europe. 


Q Why not? Why don‘t you. I mean, there seems 
to be a growing peace movement. Gromyko's remarks and Andropov's 
remarks are getting widespread play in Europe, his criticism of 
the U.S. position. 


AMBASSADO.. NifZE: You look at the dynamism of the 
peace movement and the opposition to deployment prior to the 
President's speech 14 months ago. That was very great then. As 
a result of the President's speech 14 months ago, that whole trend 
was checked and changed. Granted, in this last few months, as a 
result of Mr. Andropov's statement, there's been a renewed forward 
movement. I think now it will be checked again by the firmness of 
Mr. Gromyko's position in Bonn indicating absolutely no movemert 
in their position. 


Q Have you been told that you can go back and 
explore other kinds of packages for consideration with your 
counterparts? Have you been given that authority? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I've been given, not only the 
authority, but I've been directed to explore whether there's any 
possibility for a major change in the Soviet position. 


Q That includes changes beyond and different from 
zero-zero? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I'm authorized to explore. 
MR. ALLIN: Two more questions here? Back there. Dean? 


Q Mr. Nitze, do you feel that, as you go back to 
Geneva, you have the necessary flexibility to reach an agreement 
with the Soviets? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't -- I shouldn't have that. 
It is only the U.S. government and the Soviet government who are 
ever going to reach an agreement. I have the necessary authority 
to explore with my Soviet counterpart what give there is in the 
Soviet position. 


Q As Ambassador Rowny said, this is inextricably 
wound together. Is this a situation where you're going to succeed 














and Rowny will succeed or both fail? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Frankly, I think that the time 
urgency is really on my negotiations. I think it's necessary that 
we come to a successful conclusion first. 


Q What date do your negotitions resume, Mr. Nitze? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: On the 27th of January. 

Q And the same with START? 

AMBASSADOR NITZE: No. 

MR. ALLIN: February 2nd. 


Q February 2nd? 
MR. ALLIN: Martin? 


Q Ambassador, are you authorized to offer something 
less than zero-zero? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I‘m not authorized to offer anything. 
I'm authorized to explore. 


Q Are you -- 


MR. ALLIN: Helen, excuse me. Let's get some of the 
people in the back who haven't had a chance. We'll take Bill Ringo 
and Nick and then we're going to have to call it off. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, is there any consideration being 
given to separate negotiations on curbing cruise missiles? As you 
know, Mr. Rostow said when they were deployed that the scorpion 
would be out of the bottle and we're deploying them now. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't remember that remark of 
Mr. Rostow. 


Q At his confirmation hearings he said that. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I see. I wasn't aware of that. 
But, in any case, the question of cruise missiles is an item which 
is involved both in the INF negotiations and in the START negotiations 
because the Soviet side has put forward proposals limiting cruise 
missiles, submarine-launched cruise missiles, in both negotiations. 


MR. ALLIN: Nick Ashford? 


Q Mr. Ambassador, do you expect to see any substantive 
progress before the West German elections in your talks? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I hope for such. 


Q You talk about give in the Soviet position. Is 
there any give in the U.S. position? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: There will be if the Soviets come 
forward -- Well, wait a minute. Let me change that. I'd rather 
start from the beginning. 


The President's directive to me is to negotiate 
seriously and he made that clear 14 months ago at the beginning 
of these negotiations. But, in order to negotiate seriously, it 
requires give on the Soviet side. And if the Soviet side gives, 
then I'm sure we will give serious consideration to any serious 
proposal of theirs. 
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Q So we're not absolutely locked in on zero-zero? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: I won't answer that question. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:48 A.M. EST 
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STATE DEPARTMENT 


SPECIAL BRIEFING 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 21, 1983, 3:30 P.M. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. This is an 
ON-THE-RECORD session on certification of El Salvador, and the 
briefers will be Assistant Secretaries Enders and Abrams who will 
have a few. remarks up front, and then be glad to answer your 
questions. : 


Tom. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: John, thank you very much. 
Good afternoon, everybody. , 


Secretary Shultz, acting on authority delegated to him by 
the President, has signed a certification permitting El Salvador to 
continue to be the recipient of United States security assistance, 
under the provisions of law which require us, every 180 days, to 
certify that Salvador is making progress under four headings that the 
Congress and the Administration believe essential to our policy in 
that country: the concerted effort to comply with internationally- 
recognized human rights; the achievement of substantial control over 
all elements of the armed forces- continued progress in economic and 
political reforms, in particular the land reform; and the holding of 
free elections. 


The conclusion that we have reached and which you will find 
analyzed in considerable detail in the document that has been given 
out to you is that, in spite of substantial obstacles that result 
from the civil strife in the country, that in fact there have been 
identifiable progress under all of these headings, and in one par- 
ticular case, there has been major new progress. 


With regard to political violence, it has continued to 
diminish, although at a slower rate than during previous periods; and 
we think that that is related to the efforts of the Government of El 
Salvador to create new institutions. A Human Rights Commission has 
been established and is now active to punish abuses by soldiers, 
to discipline members of the armed forces accused of abuses, to 
sensitize members of the armed forces to human rights requirements, 
the importance of taking prisoners, to allow the International 
Committee of the Red Cross to give human rights instruction to 
we and in a number cf other ways that you'll find detailed 
there. 
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It is a fact that the level of political violence 
in the country continues to diminish. Clearly not all, or 
necessarily the majority, of this political violence can be 
attributed to the government or security forces; but the 
record since our own involvement in El Salvador is really 
quite striking and should be put before you. 


This is the period just before the findl offen- 
sive. It’s the time at which the American Embassy began to 
first take statistics drawn from press reports of the 
number of deaths per month in the country due, presumptively, 
to political violence. 


To say a word about the statistics, other organi- 
zations do collect statistics. And particularly after the 
last certification, they revised their methodology, and the 
other organizations include in their statistics deaths that 
are claimed by the insurgents ‘and by the government to have 
been inflicted on opposing forces, so they are much higher | 
than these figures, but they show the same downward trend — 
also over this period. The figures are non-comparable for 
that reason, primarily, and for some others. 


These (indicating chart) are civilian deaths, as 
we understand it. We think that the curve is significant. 
It is a strongly downward curve, and although we don't claim 
by this means to have documented all deaths due to politi- 
cal violence, most of them are expected to be here, and cer- 
tainly it is an internally consistent method of doing so. 


We believe that part of the reason this curve is 
so strongly downward is that efforts to control abuses by 
members of the armed forces have been the subject of 
increasing attention by the government, in a number of ways 
I just mentioned. 


The reform program, you will recall, last time was 
a matter of some considerable concern -=- and in particular, 
the “land to the tiller” program, which involves the possi- 
bility of sharecroppers and renters obtaining the ownership 
of the land that they work. You will recall also that 
earlier this year, when a constituent assembly was elected, 
that a broad attack occurred on land reform; and for a 
while, all further progress was stopped. 


It has now been resumed very strongly. You will 
find here (indicating chart) the numbers of applications on 
that side. We started out here, in terms of beneficiaries, 
you see, in the March period before the Constituent Assembly — 
came in, at which time we had the attack on land reform, and 
coming strongly up in each of the categories. 


‘\ 
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One weak category, which is not here, is the 
payment of compensation and final titles. There has simply 
not been enough money to compensate. It continues to be a 
weakness of the progran. 


And finally, the democratic process which began 
with a Constituent Assembly election has continued. There 
have been efforts to manipulate it for the benefit of | 
individuals or groups; and on the whole, it has survived 
guite well, and the country is committed to holding Presi- 
dential elections, with a new constitution, not later than > 
March of 1984. : 


We did not find that there had been major 
reverses under any of these foyr categories during the period 
that we examined. However, we did find that there are two 
important areas of weakness that we would like to single out 
particularly. 


The court system in the country remains non- 
functional. This has been of particular concern to us in 
the case of American land reform workers that were murdered 
in El Salvador in 1980. The authors of the crime have been, 
we believe, very probably identified. But although those 
people that pulled the trigger are in jail and are going to 
be brought to trial as a result of a very cooperative 
attitude on the part of the Government of El Salvador that 
led the investigation and established a very substantial . 
case against them, those who were responsible for the 
crime, in the intellectual sense -- two officers of the army 
and, potentially, one private citizen -- have gone free, and 
the courts have refused, we believe through intimidation, to 
indict them. This is, we think, a serious lapse; and it's 
— of many of the problems that the legal system 

as. 


I will add, though, while I'm talking about this, 
that there has been significant progress in bringing the 


alleged murderers of the four American churchwomen to trial, 


and that that has proceeded, although slowly, very defini- 
tely in the course of the period: that the trial has begun, 
and a very strong case has been brought against those whom we 
think are guilty. 


Let me sum this up by saying, this is a country 
which is suffering from very substantial civil strife. The 
government lost over 1,000 troops, dead in the course of 
fighting during the year, and many more were wounded. We do 
not know how many insurgents lost their lives during this 
period of significant level of strife. : 








In spite of that, we think that there has been 
substantial progress in the now roughly a little over two 
years of our close involvement in the country. More than 20 
percent of the arable land of the country has been 
redistributed, and the process continues. The civilian 
deaths attributable to political violence have dropped off 
very sharply, as you saw. And perhaps most important for 
the future, representative institutions are being created, 
so a first major step earlier this year in that process 
continues. 


Let me say a word about the process of this cer- 
tification. As you will see, it's a very detailed document, 
and it was developed in the Department over the last month- 
and-a-half by a number of organizations. The Bureau of _. 
Human Rights, headed by Assistant. Secretary Abrams, had a 
major part of it, and he'll speak in just a moment about his 
view of it from that particular concern. Our Embassy 
collected much of the information. There was then an inter- 
agency process headed by the Deputy Secretary that con- 
sidered the evidence, and finally was presented to Mr. 
Shultz. After review, he made the decision to certify. 

This has been a large information-collecting and -balancing 
effort. 


Elliott. 


Q Before you go out, you have said you were 
going to identify two areas of special weakness, and I only 
caught one. What was the second? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I'm sorry. I beg 
your pardon. The other area identified in the report is the 
punishment of offenses committed by members of the armed 
forces or related security services. The services have 
begun on a more systematic basis than before to discipline 
persons accused of human rights abuses, and some 140 are 
under detention for various kinds of abuses at the present 
time. ° However, we note that, in very few cases are these 
people being punished by the civilian courts to whom they are 
being handed over. That is part of the general breakdown of 
the court system, but is a part of particular concern 
because although there are inhibitions built in as a result 
of the disciplining actions -- being locked up or relieved 
of duty, or transferred -- nonetheless, we think it would 
be much more effective if there were punishment in a much 
more systematic way. That is a question for the courts, too, 
but it's an important one I want to underline. 


Thank you. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I just want to say a word 
about the reform process which Tom Enders mentioned. If you 
look at the criteria for certification, some of them involve 
that reform process; others involve violence. Those two 


. realities exist side by side in El Salvador. On the one 


hand, violence continues -- that directly involving the 
guerrilla war and that associated with the guerrilla war, by 
both far-right and far-left against civilians on occasion, 
although clearly, the overall amount of violence is 
declining. - 


Simultaneously, the political and economic reform 
process is not only continuing, but is gathering strength. 
The goal of our policy is to strengthen that process so that, 
ultimately, El Salvador will have a fully democratic politi- 
cal system because that is ultimately the solution to the 
problem of violence in the country. 


We spend a great deal of time trying to assist 
them in that economic and political reform process, more 
time really than is, I think, spent on the narrowly-defined 
military problem. 


A very large step forward was taken this year 
in March, during the election. Progress has continued in 
the Constituent Assembly. Very soon, a Constitution will be 
drafted, and next year a President will be popularly 
elected. It's our sense that if we can help enwrap all of 
the combatants for power in El Salvador in that democratic 
process so that the means of fighting for political power 
becomes exclusively words and votes rather than guns, then 
of course the problem of violence will have been solved; 
and that is really the goal of our policy for Fl Salvador. 


MR. HUGHES: We'li take your questions now. 


Q Could I try one more? Certainly I, and pro- 
bably a lot of other people here, Tom, would like to be 
reminded of the amounts of aid that are currently at stake 
Or currently contemplated. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Let me first say, the 
certification is attached to providing military assistance. 
It is not attached to providing economic assistance. It is 
also attached to providing the services of American training 
personnel in the country. 














The Administration request for this year was for f 
$60 million worth of military assistance. However, in the “) 
course of the discus:sions of the continuing resolution, a 

ceiling was put on, nt specifically on El Salvador, but on 

most recipients of mi itary assistance from the United 

States and at the pre. ous fiscal year's level. That 

ceiling would be at $2.1| million, in the case of El Salvador, 

unless there were re-prcgramming action taken by the 

Administration and notified to the Congress. 


Q Is that contemplated, Tom? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I can't respond to 
that question at the moment. There is no decision on that. 


Q Mr. Enders, what is your calculation as to 
what would happen: if the military assistance were to cease? 
What would be the impact upon El Salvador? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: We're trying to do 
two things in El Salvador: We're trying to give it enough 
military assistance to hold off the insurgents, not to 
defeat them militarily, but prevent them from prevailing, 
while we get on with the reforms. As Elliott well pointed 
out, it is the change in the political institutions, the 2 
change in the political habits of that country, that in the . 
end will make the insurgents irrelevant as fighters, and 
bring about the kind of political solution that occurred in 
a number of other countries that have had this sort of 
insurgency in Latin America -- Venezuela, for example. 
Venezuela never managed to defeat its insurgents -- Cuba- 
supported, heavily armed from overseas 20 years ago -- in the 
military sense. It ultimately won by a combination of 
military action, civic action in the countryside, and above 
all, an end to repressive institutions and the creation of a 
democratic system. | 


That is what we are aiming at, and I think that 
you could not put an end to the violence -- the fighting bet- 
ween right, left, and center in El Salvador -- by removing your 
military aid, but you sure could make it clear that they were 
not going to head on toward that kind of social and politi- 
cal transformation. So I think if we did not certify, and 
there were not a basis on which to do it, you would find 
intensified violence -- chaos -- for a long period of time. 


Q Could I go back to the aid figures again? I 


realize economic assistance is not covered by the cer- 
tification, but how much is that? 
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‘ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: $105 million is the 
figure in our Congressional presentaticn document. 


Q O.K., so. then, in terms of aid covered under 
this certification, it could be as much as $60 million or as 
little as $25 million? Is that right? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Yes. At the present 
time, it covers, in fact, the $25 million for this year -- 
that is in fact what is the part covered for this fiscal 
year. That's all there is at the moment under the existing 
Continuing Resolution. 


: Q I wanted to ask you about the last year's 
figures. Why don't they include the $55 million after the 


Illopango raid? I thought last year was $82 million. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: The emergency 
assistance which could be granted under the law in cases of. 
an unexpected development such as the Illopango raid, and 
indeed the large buildup in Nicaragua, which was part of the 
concern at that time, does not count in establishing the 
line on which you have the Continuing Resolution. In other 
words, that is omitted, and you look only at the part of 
assistance that was, in fact, allocated under authorization 
or appropriation the year before. 


Q Mr. Secretary, as a practical matter, even 
though the law doesn't specify that any more than the $25 
million requires the certification, as a practical matter on 
Capitol Hill, isn't it the case that these arguments that you 
make in this certification will be applied by Congress to their 
considerations of all of the aid, economic and military? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I'm not sure, 
actually. There has been a feeling that given the suffering 
that is occurring in El Salvador as a result of the attacks 
on the economy of the guerrillas --. The guerrilla strategy 
is to defeat the government, not by defeating its army, but 
by defeating the economy and the peoples’ livelihood; and 
through the destruction of the electric transmission lines, 
through dropping bridges, through burning buses, they are 
causing a very large amount of damage. 


Some $16 million, we think, in the course of this — 
certification period was caused in damage by the insurgents’ 
making war on the peoples’ livelihood. And I think that 
there is a feeling in this country, very broadly shared, that 
we should be responsive to that need of helping them to 
overcome those losses, and to maintain their level of econo- 
mic activity. I think that is broadly shared, and it is 
very, very clear in the law that this is attached only to 
militarye assistance. 











Q Mr. Enders, one of the charges made by the oy 
human rights groups is that there are some 400 deaths a 

month. They quote the Catholic Church figures on that. 

But aside from the numbers, the basic charge -—- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: The numbers, as I say, 
include the claimed military deaths on both sides. 


Q . Beyond the numbers, the basic charge they make 
is -- and I'd like your response -- is that the structure of 
this repression -- they say the death squads and all of that -- 
is still in place, that they are still active, they are 
still operating. And, as you say, the court system is not 
functioning. What about that? - 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: There was an explosion 
of violence in the country, left and right, three years ago 
when the old military government was overthrown in a coups, 
and a new reforming group came into power. 


What happened then was that that new reforming 
group was challenged from two sides. It was challenged by a 
left-wing insurgency that feared the reforms and wanted to 
move immediately to revolution. 7 


It was also challenged by right-wing elements that 
had been closely associated with the former government and 
did not accept the change, and that's what we're talking 
about. When I say “explosion of violence,” I think it's 
probably no exaggeration at all. There were enormous nun 
bers of deaths and a chaotic situation. 


; Little by little that has gotten under control as a 
result of the government's activities, and I think that 
two kinds of activities have helped bring it under control. 


One is better discipline over their own forces and 
more consciousness of the human rights question overall -- 
repeated emphasis on it -- but the second is clearly also 
military action. Military action by the government has 
helped bring order to parts of the country. The insurgency 
itself has become regionalized in the process. 


But I would join the human rights groups in 
deploring the non-functioning of the judicial system. I ‘ 
think it is a fundamental, major weakness in that country 
now. And how to get it going again is one of the really 
important issues in Salvadoran politics at the moment. We 
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can't emphasize enough the importance that we attach to 
that. I'd like to do that with this certification. 


Q Secretary Enders, on page 10 of your report -- 
the certification report -- you say that when a military is 
accused, he is discharged from the service by the armed 
forces. And then page 27 you say that Lieutenant Lopez 
Sibrian is still on active duty while the case is pending. 


Isn't there a discrepancy in this because if the 
case is pending, how is evens he on active duty? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: His case was dismissed 
by two judges consecutively on the grounds that there was 
insufficient evidence to accuse him. We think that the evi- 
dence which was developed by a special three-man commission, 
appointed by the government and supported by the armed 
forces, is in fact very serious indeed. It includes, among 
other things, a very substantial amount cf polygraph evidence 
concerning the guilt of Lieutenant Colonel Sibrian and 
Lieutenant Colonel Avila Avila. 


So, legally I think there's a distinction here, 
-- a distinction because this man's indictment has in fact 
not been accepted by two judges supposedly competent to make 
the decision. But we think that morally there is no 
question that this man should be brought to trial, “on we 
will continue to press for it. I think it's essential. 


Q You were right. The Commission previously -— 
American officials have said that there was some question 
about the activity of the El Salvador human rights com 
mission, the independent human rights commission, because 
members of the left were in that commission. 


What kind of judgment do you have on Colonel Lopez 
Nvila in the Commission now? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: [I think we need to 
make a distinction, and it's unfortunately a semantic 
problem that we're all going to be dealing with for awhile. 
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There has been a group called the CDEHS -- = 
Commission on Human Rights of El Salvador -- which we con- 
sider to be very sympathetic and favorable to the left and 
whose figures we don't consider particularly reliable. That 


is a private group. 


Under the Pact of Apaneca a political commission, a 
peace commission and a human rights commission were set up. 
The human rights commission which we refer to in here is 
that one which has the participation of the church, of the 
uCS, the Campesino Union, of a number of other forces in 
society, and has in it Colonel aeges Nvila, the head of the 
national police. ; 


So this is as good a time as any to point out that 
there are now two human rights commissions and that one 
needs to be very careful in keeping them separated. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there have been renewed calls 
for negotiations by members of of Congress who have recently 
been down in El Salvador as well as a recent reiteration by 
a member of the guerrillas who was in Washington, saying 
that they were prepared to negotiate. 


= 


I was wondering, in the context of certification, 
if you could clarify what your position is at this point on 
negotiations? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: We think the solution 
to this civil strife must come within representative insti- 
tutions, and they're on the way to being created. 


- As they are created, it is very important that an 
opportunity be held out to the adversaries of the present 
government to participate in peaceful competition for poli- 
tical power through those institutions, and to do so in ways 
that would permit them, if they renounce violence then- 
selves, to have protection of their own lives, have access 
to the media, and an opportunity to campaign in a way which 
is essential to all democracies. 


That is why we attach particular importance to El 
Salvador, going ahead with its initiative of a peace com 
mission to which will be assigned the question of d 
establishing an amnesty and a means by which people who are 





ready to enter a peaceful political process can obtain the 
guarantees that are necessary for that and to become active 
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again on a peaceful basis. That we think is the way to go, 
that is to say, within a given set of institutions, see 
opening those up to adversaries. 


Q Just to follow that one up for a second. You 
say that the arrest of the FDR leaders and union leaders in 
October was a setback ‘in that respect. 


_ ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Yes, sir. 


Q To what extent does it -- well, how  Sieteen 
is it that these people be released at this point? 
Apparently they're being arrested for an alleged crime of 
subversion or for advocating a dialogue. 


How important to your plans in terms of -- what 
does it say about the government that these people are still 
in jail? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: I think, Mr. Loeb, the 
first thing to say is about the people themselves. They are 
members of an organization which is allied with and supports 
the guerrilla organization -- the FMLN -- in every respect, 
including the right of armed insurrection. 


The question inevitably will be for people like 
this, are they prepared to renounce violence or the support 
of groups that are engaged in violence in order to par- 
ticipate in the political process. They will not be able to 
have it both ways. 


But, that said, we think it was a setback because 
we would like to see the process going the other way, with 
these people in fact having an opportunity to say that 
they are renouncing violence and engaging in the political 
process, and we should put the emphasis on doing that. 


But, remember, that these are people who say they 
support insurrection, and we do not consider, by the way — 
maybe Elliot will comment on this -- we do not necessarily 
consider this to be a violation of human rights. It was 
done under a provision of law. The prisoners have not, as 
far as we know, been mistreated, but we do think it is a 
setback ina political sense of the kind of process. We 
would like to see it change. 


Do you want to comment on it? 
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Q They were held incommunicado, however. Isn't 
that a violation of human rights? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: It was certainly a 
violation of due process, but we're noting this more 
out of concern for getting the reconciliation process going 
than as a violation. 

} 

Q Secretary Enders, Colonel Ochoa during his 
rebellion, in alluding to misuse of some U.S. military aid, 
said the money he got was used to buy equipment for his men, 
not clubs for officers. . 


Are we certain that all -the money that we're giving 
to them is being used correctly, and there is not corruption 
in the use of some of this ‘U.S. military aid? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: We provide goods, not 
money. Military goods, not money. 


Q But on the question of Lieutenant Colonel 
Ochoa, how do you think the resolution of the problem -- 
that is, his being given a relatively plum job in this 
country -- demonstrates the control that the civilian 
government has over the military? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Manifestly the law 
here is designed to deal with the problem of human rights 
absuses that may be caused by members of the security forces, 
or armed forces, in El Salvador. It is not an effort for us 
to enforce the command structure in the El Salvador army. 
That is clearly a separate question. [I don't see really in 
this case that one has anything to do with the other. I 
mean, nobody is accusing Lieutenant Colonel Ochoa of being 4 
human rights violator. I mean, that was not the issue. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what is the nunber of military 
trainers, as you call them, in £1 Salvador right now, and 
what are the prospects for an increase or a decvease in the 
present figure? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Have you got that? 
STAFF: A limited force of 55. 


; ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: We have not been over 
-- I wouldn't say the limit is 55. We have not been over 
5S. Often we've been under 55. I do not expect any signi- 

ficant increase or decrease at the moment. 
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We could provide that figure, perhaps, while we 
finish the briefing. Do you want to get it, Art? 


STAFF: The average has been about 40 to 45 
in-country. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: Do you want to get the 
figure, though, right at the moment? Perhaps” it would be 
responsive to the question. 


Q It's been reported that for the land reform 
program to proceed, some additional legislation is going to 
be required in April, and that the sentiment in the 
Constituent snoctany doesn't seem to be running in favor of | 
that. . 


Is that the case, and, if it is, what steps are we 
planning to take? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: That is getting into 
the future. The legislation would have to be renewed after, 
I believe it's March 3, in the Constituent Assembly, and 
undoubtedly a debate on what that legislation will be will 
occur; in fact, is already starting. 


Q Are you expecting the land reform program to 
come to a grinding halt at that time or -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: We remain vitally 
interested in the land reform program for two reasons. 


One is a question of equity. This was a country in 
which some three years ago no less than 40% of the land was 
held by 2% of the farm families, and you've seen that one- 
half of that has been by now redistributed. 


But also we're interested in it for political and. 
security reasons, because it is true that a land-owning 
peasant is a lot more likely to be willing to defend the 
current political and social order than one that is landless 
-F renter or sharecropper at the edge of survival on his 


MR. HUGHES: Let's have a couple more questions. 
One over here. = 


Q Mr. Enders, during this period of cer- 
tification, was the statements or the whole literature of 
the opposition taken into consideration? 
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@- ; Ca 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: The statements or sc 
literature? 


Q Statements, leaflets, books, every sort of 
literature coming out of the opposition. Was it taken into . 
consideration? , : 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Yes. Yes. As a 
matter of fact, if you look at a good deal of the critical 
literature, you will find that a lot of it is prefaced by an 
acknowledgement of cooperation from the Department of State, 
which is fair, because we have tried to help the human 
rights groups acquire the information they seek. 


We also read what they produce very carefully and 
check into individual allegations as they arise, so we pay | 
very careful attention to it. 


Q Secretary Abrams, why can't you keep better 
track of the, or somehow encourage the army to keep better 
track of the prisoners that they take? 


The report says information on the exact number of b 
prisoners captured in combat is difficult to obtain. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I think you have a 
combination of two factors. One is that you're talking 
about a wartime situation. 


The other is that you are not talking about a 
country at a level of technological development where there 
exists in San Salvador computers that can tell you the 
whereabouts of people out in the countryside at any given 
moment. 


If a prisoner, for example, is taken by a national 
guard unit -- a small unit out in the countryside — most of 
those units have, for example, no communications capability 
whatsoever. They're out of contact with anyone, not merely 
the. capital. 


So whether that prisoner stays with them or goes to 

‘a local jail or is sent to San Salvador is not an easy thing : 
‘to follow up on, and I think that explains the difficulty 

that we had and they have in doing it. 


Q Do you think that's a very substantial hole in 
the whole process when they -- with the constant discovering “. 
of corpses around the country? eae 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Sure. We think that 
it is a very real problem. We're very glad to see the 
overall level of violence down, and also the situation of 


‘prisoners improving, and we hope it continues. 


Q . Secretary Enders, the certification law 
expires in September, end of September. 


Dees the Administration support the continued use 
of this certification law, or } weal you just as soon see it 


gO away? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: . We think that there 
has to be a mechanism to help us and the Government of El 
Salvador obtain the goals of our policy which are stated 
clearly here along with the goal of assuring the security . 
and safety of that country. | 


Whether this is the right way to do it, with this 
particular kind of quasi-judicial process and particular 
periodicity and particular up-or-down, black-or-white, kind 
of result is something that perhaps is open to question and 
should be considered. 


But this question we're not attempting to address 
today or at this certification -— the nature of the cer- 
tification process itself -- but rather to show how we have 
attempted to use it to obtain the progress that we and the 
Congress want to see in that country. 


Q Ambassador Enders, could I clear up one 
numerical contradiction, or apparent contradiction. 


In his famous speech on October 29, Ambassador 
Hinton talked of as many as 30,000 Salvadorans being mur- 
dered -- not being killed in battle, but murdered. 


Your figures there add up to much less than -- on 
the order somewhere between 15 and 20. How do you explain 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: To go back about here 
(pointing) is where the violence really started on a very 
large scale, and that was at the time of the overthrow of 
the Romero Government by the junta of officers. That was in 
October of 1979. 


So in other words, you're not looking at the entire 
period, and I think that it's a very impressionistic figure. 
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Q Because he used the phrase “since 1980." Gris 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: ‘That is clearly not . 
. supported by either his figures or ours, and it must be -- 
_- it's clearly not something he would stand behind. 
(An assistant handed a note to Ambassador Enders) 
31 U.S. trainers, 6 personnel in the "mil" group 
_‘: ave .the numbers today. 
Q. Would you repeat that, please? I'm sorry. 
. ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: 31 U.S. trainers and 6 
.. people in the military assistance group. 
| MR. HUGHES: Last question. 
Q . Mr. Secretary, other major countries in the 
region. --. Mexico, Venezuela, Panama, and to some lesser 
-extefit: Colombia ~—- have expressed favor of negotiations. 
In your recent consultations with those countries, 
did they express any views on U.S. continued military aid ; 
andthe certification process? 
, ie 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ENDERS: You mean El Salvador? 
I think, as is well known, the Government of Venezuela has 
been extremely supportive of the Government of El Salvador, 
. + and.has .trained two of its battalions -- two battalions of 
TF os “ casationes.!’ “Light battalions: have been trained by them. 
Venezuela continues to have military trainers in 
country and strongly supports..the democratic process there. 
; Tné views of Mexico I think are well known. They 
do not support military assistance for El. Salvador, and I 
don't. think that view has changed: 
va Colombia. continues to support it. 
MR. HUGHES: Thank you, Tom, Elliot. 
f @ . Thank you. ; 
sees ‘i (The briefing concluded at 4:17 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess the way 
to start is with questions. 


Q The President is at the point of a fateful 
step in U.S.-Israeli relations, cutting off American mili- 
tary aid to force Begin to remove his troops from Lebanon. 


A Not that I know of. 
-Q Is there anything that you do plan to do to 


persuade the Israelis that now is the time perhaps by way of 
reducing aid or doing something? They seem to be ignoring 


everything else we do. 


A. Phil Habib is due back shortly -- I guess in 
another hour or so =— so we'll consult with him and hear his 
first-hand reports of what's going on. 


I think we have to remember that the Israelis have 
said they wish to leave Lebanon and intend to leave Lebanon. 
There are a variety of issues involved in creating the con- 
ditions under which that will take place. Of course, we 
have been in close touch with Phil over there. 

Nevertheless, it's always good to get a first-hand report on 
what he observes, and then we'll have to see what can be 
done to move this process along. Of course, that encom 
passes the Syrian and PLO forces as well as the Israeli 


forces. 


0 Are we willing to have the Marines man moni- 
toring posts inside Lebanon? 


A We haven't reached any posture of con- 
templating that. 


~Q What is behind the incidents that have been 
taking place between the Marines and Israeli soldiers? 


A- I'm not sure precisely. It is a fact that 
there have been some incidents. The Israelis apparently 
want to penetrate the area that is now controlled by the 


Lebanese armed forces with the assistance of the 


Multinational Force. It's agreed that that is the way that 
would be. 


| I think we should keep remembering that there is a 
commission that was set up right from the outset, a military 
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commission, in which the countries who are participating in 
this -- that is, the French, Italians, ourselves, the 
Lebanese and the Israelis -— have consultation there. So 
there is a mechanism there for consulting and working out 
problems. That exists; there's lot's of discussion, so that 
is the place to work those out. 


Q The reports from Jerusalem indicates that Mr. 
Habib has failed in his mission so far -- the latest 
mission. Would you agree with that? 


A Certainly, the fact is that the foreign for- 
ces are , still in Lebanon, and we don't have any plan at hand 
for seeing how they're going to leave. So that doesn't mean 
his mission has failed. It means it hasn't succeeded as 
yet. y 


There's a big difference between not. having suc- 
ceeded yet and failing. 


' Q What would you say he has succeeded in doing? 


A Probably sharpening up the nature of the 
issues ont the perceptions that the parties have of the 
various desires that they have. However, it is no secret 
that we're disappointed; we would wish for a lot more 
progress than has been made. 


In general, that's a statement that has been 
operative for all too long, and it's a statement about the 
most recent week or sO. 

Q In the past, when the question of aid to 
Israel has come up, you've been just about categorical in 
‘saying that's not one of the options we're talking about, I 
don't think that's the way to go. 


From what you're saying now, are you indicating 
that that. ener is going to be under review now, at least? 


A No. I didn't say that. = think that the 
President is committed, as we all are, to supporting things 
that promote the security of Israel, and that was in the 
President's Fresh Start proposals September lst. It's been 
in all of his earlier statements, and any statements that he 
has made lately. There isn't any change at all in that and 
there won't be. 


I think that is just about where I would put it. 
I do continue to believe that the possibility of peace in 
the Middle East is a very important goal that whenever it 
can be given more reality will tend to motivate people to 
further actions in an effort to gain that goal. I think it 








is the main thing that we have going for us in this effort. 


I might take the occasion to say that, for obvious 
reasons, there's a lot emphasis on the Lebanon problem and 
all these issues in the Middle East are related to each | 
Other. Nevertheless, we have been putting a great deal of 
effort into the basic peace process, and we shouldn't forget 
about that. 


Q In that connection, one criticism that is 
heard frequently is that the Israelis have been dragging 
their feet in Lebanon intentionally while they step up their 
settlement activity in the West Bank. 


. What do you have (a) of that criticisn, and (b) of 
that settlement activity this year? 


A I have heard-that criticism. We have said, 
the President has said, we've all said that we consider the 
settlements to be not a constructive contribution to the 
peace process, so we don’t like that. 


On the other hand, we continue to work at the 
peace process, and certainly a front-burner item is to work 
with King Hussein to create the conditions under which he 
will want to join the peace process. I think that is a 
matter of high priority. 


Q In the interview in the Monitor this govnies 


with President Mubarak, he said that he understood that the 


United States had told King Hussein that it would urge 
Israel, press Israel to put a freeze on the settlements in 
return for his participation in the peace talks? 


A It isn't a question of what-in-return-for- 
what. The President stated, in his September lst speech, 


‘that he would welcome a freeze on settlements, and we have 
continued to say that consistently. 


Q President Mubarak seemed to be talking about 
some additional pressure because this was in answer to a 
question as to whether the United States had put enough 
pressure on Israel. 


A It is certainly the case throughout the Arab 
world that the continued settlements worry them as they 
worry us. As they see the issue, the more settlements there 
are the less there is to negotiate about. 


Q Extrapolate there, would you? Do you have 
any thoughts about when or at what point in the settlement 
process Israeli withdrawal of those settlements becomes an 
impractical sort of approach to those: negotiations? Don't 
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you reach a point of no return in this process? 


A No, I don't. I think that as the President's 
plan envisaged, assuming there is in the West Bank a dif- 
| ferent status than now exists, but with arrangements that 
\ 3 take account of Israel's security needs, the President's 
| plan envisages that it's perfectly normal to expect the Jews 
would live on the West Bank but that settlements that happen 
to exist there, if they choose to live in them, and the area 
is within the boundaries of some jurisdictions other than 
Israel proper, then the people who live there come under 
that other jurisdiction. 


Q Would you draw a distinction, sir, between 
U.S. military assistance where Israel's direct security and 
economic assistance may be indirectly used to finance 
the settlements there? , 


A The two things are obviously related to each 
other, and we are very conscious of Israel's economic needs. 
I think that it is a connection that one can make. Money is 
fungible, and there's no way to get away from that fact. 


At this point, nevertheless, our position is that 
the settlements are undesirable and not constructive in the 
peace process, and that's where it's put. 


ie | Q What is the latest prognostication, sir, 
about King Hussein coming into the talks? We keep hearing 
7 he's close or he's thinking about it; where is he today? 


A I hesitate to speak for othr people, par- 
ticularly kings, and it's better for them to speak for them- 
selves. However, I think on the public record it's clear 
enough that King Hussein is very interested in peace in the 
region, and has spoken favorably toward the President's pro- 
posals. He is consulting with his counterparts in other 
Arab governments and with various representatives of the 
Palestinians, and hoping and working to create conditions 
that will be conducive to his entering the peace process. 


Those aren't the only conditions, but they are 
conditions and he is working at that. I believe that he is 
working at it very conscientiously. 


. 0 ] Can you see that happening before there's 
some substantial movement of the foreign forces out of 
Lebanon? Do you think the King could agree to go into the 
peace process prior to something like that? 





A There is no necessary connection. There is 
kind of a psychological connection among all of these 
things, without a doubt. But there is no necessary connec- 

i tion between those activities. Clearly, it helps create an 
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atmosphere of a peaceful sense of direction and of movement 
and capacity to work things out, to have anything worked 
out; and certainly an agreement under which foreign forces 
leave Lebanon would be a great contributor. 


Q - tI£ 1 could switch subjects. Can you talk to 
us about what you hope to achieve on your trip to China? 
Have you been able to focus on that? 


A I have been trying to focus on that. On the 
one hand there are a whole set of issues that pose certain 
difficulties. There are also some issues that as I dig into 
them and try to understand them are issues that I think are 
potentially resolvable. 


There are questions of how these two economies -- 
the U.S. economy and the Chinese economy -- can most help- 
fully interact, helpfully to each economy. That, I think, . 
can be advanced. 


More generally, though, China is a great and large 
country. I think it is important that the United States 
have a good working relationship with that country. I think 
it's fair to say. that that situation can stand improvement. 
So I go there to meet them, to talk with them, to talk to 
them about our situation, our hopes, and to hear theirs and 
to see if out of that we can see a process that will build a 
relationship that is a sound and stable one. : 


Q Go back to the Middle East for one second. 
The Israelis have claimed, in response to these incidents 
with the Marines, that part of their problem is that they 
believe the PLO fighters and guerrillas are reinfiltrating 


through the Marine kines in those areas. 


Have you seen anything that indicates that the 
Israelis are right or wrong or is there something you can 
judge are wrong? , 


A From what I've seen, our people in the field 


and on the spot don't believe so. Nevertheless, as I said 


earlier, there is out there a process of consultation 
through which people can discuss and give chapter and verse 
if they have some problem, and it can be looked into. So 
that process is available and in being, and it's being used. 


0) But no sign of -- 


A I don't have any evidence of it. 
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Q Could you tell us to what extent the holding 
off on setting the date for the visit of Prime Minister Begin 
provides leverage to be used for leverage purposes in the 


- Current Lebanese negotiating situation? 


SENIOR ADM: NISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no date 
has been set. Nevertieless, we certainly do expect that the 
Prime Minister will come here at some appropriate time. My 
impression is, from statements that have come from Israel, e 
that the Prime Minister wants to focus his attention on the | 
basic peace process. To that extent, it would be desirable 
to have clarification in the Lebanon situation so we don't 
wind up.spending all our time on that subject. But those 
are reports that have come out of Israel. 


Q What sense of urgency do you feel on the visit 


of President Mubarak and 1983 for the negotiations perhaps 


becoming involved in a Presidential election campaign? Do 
you feel you must have some type of resolution, some movement 
before the President's initiative suffers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course, the 
sooner, the better in getting things into a more operational 
state, as far as the peace process and these other matters 
are concerned, including a warming up of the relationship 
between Egypt and Israel. : 


People say that when a Presidential campaign 
starts, it's not possible to do anything in Washington any 
more. I hear that about all kinds of subjects. If that's 
the case, it’s never possible to do anything because, as far |. 
es I can see, there is always a Presidential campaign going 
on. It guess it gets,a little more heated by the time you 
get to September 1984. Nevertheless, important things have 
happened in Presidential election years, and I don't see any 
reason why we shouldn't continue to work at all of these 
matters and press them in 1983 -— hope to get them settled 
in 1983 —- and if not, to continue to press them in 1984. 


But our objectives should be closer at hand. 


Q Sir, do you have any sense of deadline -- 
Early March has been talked about in terms of King Russein's 
coming into the process -- do you sense a deadline along 
those lines? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't use 
the word “deadline.* I think that the sooner the conditions 
can be created when he is comfortable coming in, the better. 
I put emphasis on both those points because the more general 
support in the Arab community that he carries into whatever 
he is able to do, the more fruitful potentially, they are in 
the long run. So I don't regard this period of gestation 
that has been going on -—- that goes through the Fez Summit, 
the visit of the Arab League Delegation here and elsewhere 
and all of these consultations -- as blank time at all. 

They are part of the process of forming a viewpoint. 


I think it is the case in most negotiations that 
I've observed that the biggest part of the time and effort 
and negotiating activity takes place within each party to 
the negotiations, whereas’ of course, everyone focuses on the 
immediate interaction of. Often, the more difficult things 
are within each party to struggle, to form their position, 
and decide on what positions and compromises they are ready 
to make. 


Q If I could take you to another area, it has 
been now several months since the death of Mr. Brezhnev's of 
the Soviet Union and Mr. Andropov's coming to power. Do you 
see any change in the situation there that would be per- 
tinent to the United States? Have you detected anything 
that bears on our relationship with the Soviet Union in that 

| period? And do you see yourself seeing Mr. Gromyko, or even 
Mr. Andropov, to probe for some question of further change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
repeat the things that we've said, but perhaps I should; and 
that is to say that the President's policy has consistently 
been, and remains, to be realistic about what has taken 
place, and evaluate things that are said on that basis; to 
put our confidence in our own strength and will power, and 
to expect that is what is necessary to defend our interests 
and to help our Allies defend their interests; and third, to 
be ready for a constructive dialogue with the Soviet Union 
-- and for that matter, with others -- about troublesome 
problems around the world, whether they be arms control, or 
regional issues, human rights issues, economic issues, or whatever. 





We have sought to underline that third point, and : 
the President has in various statements that he has made, 
including a radio address I think about two weeks ago, or 
something on that order -- recent, anyway. 


We have heard noises like that from the Soviet 
side. We have identified a variety of issues on which it is 
worthwhile, we think, discussing things with the Soviet 











(: Union. Some are very visible, the most visible right now 

: being the arms control negotiations. But there have been 

discussions, as you know, between Chet Crocker and his 

Soviet counterpart about problems in southern Africa; Max 

Kampelman has talked several times with his counterpart in 

the Madrid discussions, just to give a couple of examples. 
So we are probing to see what responses at various levels 
there may be. 


As of now, I don't have anything to report other 
than the fact that we are probing -- and so are they; but we 
are also determined, much as we would like to see a more 
constructive atmosphere, that it won't come at the expense 
of our realism or our strength. This doesn't mean -- 

I'm not. ruling it out at all. I am, in fact, offering hope 
that perhaps something more constructive can emerge. 


Q I guess what I should have said, to make it 
more blunt, have you seen anything so far that you think is 
a change on their side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


| Q Regarding exactly that point, there is a 

( perception that Mr. Gromyko had some effect in Europe with 

. his carrot-and-stick approach in arms control negotiations 
over the last several days, probably at the cost of coherent 
negotiation and perhaps the cost of inter-Allied relations. 
First of all, would you comment on that? 


Secondly, do you feel any need to try to offset 
what seemed to be his divisive effort in Western Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Coming at your 
question from the end, I think it is clear that we have, 
let's say, the reality track of the negotiations and the 
positions being put forward, and so on. And we have the 
public perception and the public-information and disinformation 
track that is also extremely important, and we have to 
address ourselves to bo*h of these. And we are doing so 
with our Allies. : 


It is hard to see how it is constructive to 

threaten people and try to make them afraid -- to say to the 

Japanese, “Remember, those atomic explosions on your soil!" 

and to make threatening noises at the West Germans should 

they go ahead with deployment! That kind of fear tactic 

which has been employed, I think, is not an indication of a 

desire to have a constructive and peaceful situation. And 
4 we should note that. 

/ 














Similarly, I think the effort that has been made 
so far is, I think, more appropriately characterized as an 
effort to disrupt the determination to deploy, as distinct 
from an effort to advance the negotiations in Geneva. 
Nevertheless, on the one hand, we intend to continue to work 
with our Allies and maintain the cohesion that has been 
there -- and is there today — in the determination to 
deploy, if there is no satisfactory agreement. At the same 
time, in Geneva, Paul Nitze will continue to negotiate in 
good faith to see what can be brought forth there. 


Q On El Salvador, to change places, you've 
certified them just recently -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- in spite of what seems from the crowd out- 
side to be still sizeable opposition. Do you have any 
message to them about how far they have to go to "clean up 
their act” further, or is this acceptable to you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL? The point is that 
you can identify areas where improvements have been made and 
are taking ‘place, and so we look for continued improvements. 
I suppose the most dramatic improvement that you can iden- 
tify in the last six-month period is the continued reduction 
of civilian deaths. 


There are other aspects of the situation that are 
disappointing, and I think the inability to prosecute the 
lieutenant involved in the killings of the labor people, to 
my mind, is one of the most disappointing. So there are 
things to be said on both sides of this ledger. But overall, 
as the certification says -- and as the evidence is in there 
-- I think substantiates that, taken on the average, the 
situation has improved;. and that is what is called for in 
the certification. 


Q May, I get back to the arms control business? 
I wonder if you could just give us a feeling for what you 
intend, yourself, in this area from here on in? And also, 
do you anticipate now that the next thing that the Soviets 
will do in Geneva is put on the table there the Andropov | 
proposal that was made public? 


‘ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
try to anticipate what the Soviets will do. We have to 
think about our position and develop it, and consider what 
our responses will be to whatever may be put there. But the 
place for us to do that is there, and that's the way we -- 





10 


Our position, as far as my own role is concerned, 
I consider it to be a subject of great importance -- 
obviously, it is. And I have been, and expect to continue 
working at it very hard, and have certain statutory respon- 
sibilities as well as the kinds of responsibilities you feel, 
just as a person in the job, for giving a conscientious and 
determined effort to it, and give my best advice to the 
President on how to conduct the negotiations. 


i ae You asked, I believe, Mr. Genscher to return, 
to come back here tomorrow. What is your message to him? 
And are you concerned that the Gernan Government may be 
waivering in the face of a lot of opposition, particularly 
from Mr. Vogel and the Social Democrats, to the deployment of 
the weapons. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they seem 
like a pretty firm government to me. Mr. Genscher at this 
point in time has at least two jobs -- two that I focus on: 
one is the job of Foreign Minister, and the other, in the 
rotation of the Common Market chairmanship, the Germans are 
in the Chair, so he has that post as well. It is tradi- 
tional that whoever is in that post comes over here at about 
this stage, and makes a visit, and we discuss those 
relationships. 


Obviously, a lot has been happening in Germany. 
Mr. Gromyko, as somebody here noted a few minutes ago, has 
been there; and while we have had lots of reports, it's 
always interesting to hear a direct report from a par- 
ticipant whom you know. So we'll have a chance to discuss 
all of these issues as well as many others that we are 
working on with the German Government and our Allies. 


(Continued on page C-1) 
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Q What effect will the Chinese textile 
problem have on your trip,’ and will you be trying to 
make some progress in this area while you're there? 


A I'm certainly ready to describe the 
situation and the reasons for our position, but as | 
in other types of negotiations, . the place to do the 
negotiation is with the people who are designated to 
do it. ~.+.I have no intention whatever of turning 
myself into a textile negotiator. 





We are very ably represented, and that per- 
son will do the negotiating. 


Eye Sir, on the Middle 1 East again, you said 
several times you're disappointed in the process of the 
negotiations on troop withdrawal from Lebanon. — 


How do we explain the delays there? Are they 
good-faith disagreements and misunderstandings, or is 
there purposeful sate aeauatit that is causing the lack 


of progress? 


E> I think that there are undoubtedly some 
sendiise: differences of opinion about what is a good and 
proper outcome, and those have to be worked out. Each 
party to the discussions has to develop an appraisal as 
to the genuine merit of the other side's position. Some- 
times it takes a little time to do that, although in this 
case we don't think it should take as long as it seems 
to be taking. 


Q I wonder if I could take you back to the 
question of assistance again. 


A The question of what? 


Q .The question of economic assistance to 
Israel. Would you consider a reduction of economic 
assistance contrary to our original statement that you 
didn't think that questions we with aid were 
productive? 


A It’s a very difficult question to make a 
comment on because these levels change each year. You 
appraise what should be done, and the President makes 
@ proposal. We defend that proposal. As you know, we 
thought that it was not necessary to increase it over 
the President's proposal last year, and we said so. 


So I find it hard to really make operational 
contact with that. There isn't any effort being made, 
if this is your question, to try to make a calculation 
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of how much the settlements cost and then make a deduction 
of some kind from some number. The trouble wih that 
approach being that -- what is your base? 


Q . But you. seem to be holding out the idea of 


: reducing their aid as a possibility there. 


oA I don't know where you -- where did. you get 
that sapeossion? 


Q Well, - if you' re talking about finding a 
author from which to deduct it, and that being your problem 
as opposed to the idea of reducing aid being the problen, 


that seems to be creeping in, or maybe I'm misreading you. 


A No. I was just trying to be responsive to | 


the: ‘question of how you would do this, and ‘I ‘think it would 


be a difficult kind of determination to make. I know it's 
been suggested. I didn't know whether that was what you 
had in mind. : 


Q That's what I had in mind. 

A Yes. I thought it was. I'm learning. 

(Laughter) 

Q If I could go back to the INF situation, 
Mr. Strauss today came out with a statement that sounded 


similar to the Social Democrats' position, probably for 
different reasons, but talking about the inoperability 


‘of the zero-option plan. 


As you become more involved in this whole ques- 
tion now, at what point do you think you have -- the 
United States has to go beyond the zero-option and indi- 


‘cate a further willingness to negotiate? 


A I read Mr. Strauss's statement rather 
differently, as being quite different from the SPD 
proposal, as being more by way of saying that we have to 
be determined to deploy and let's not kid ourselves kind 
of a statement. That's the way I read that statement. 


Q. Yes, sir, he did say that, but he also in 
swrien that indicated that he thought the zero-option pro- 
posal would not work. 








mee | 13 


A That was the more colorful aspect of his 
statement, but I think the operative part of his statement 
was determination to deploy. At least that's what I took 


out of it.. And that was where, in effect, he was placing 


his emphasis. 
Q .. On this, it! s been suggested on cutting 


- economic aid that might go toward the financing of settle- 


ments. , 


: What do you een you say "it's been suggested," 


and is that being considered? 


‘— I've read in.the newspapers that people have 
speculated about it. ; 


@ _ And is it ‘being considered? 
A I haven't been involved in any of those 


‘ Calculations, no. Not that I know of. 


That isn't to say that somebody in the government 
hasn't considered it or done something about it, but it 
hasn't been something that I have asked to have done or had 
presented to me. 


Q That raises another point, which is one 
of the situations -- 


A tI don't-mean in saying this to imply in any 
way that the settlements problem isn't a real problem. I 
think it is.-- very.:: And it's not constructive, and I 


‘think a lot of the things going on, on the West Bank, as 


I understand whet is taking place there, are constructive. 
And I've made comments about that before, and I don't take 
back a word. 


Q rn questions -- this Administration 
has been saying that that settlement process is not. 


Ego gery for some time-now. That, I think it's fair 


to say, has had absolutely no impact whatsoever on -- 


A I don't think it's had the impact of stimulat- 
ing settlements. People told me that. 


(Laughter) 


Q You said it; not me. Especially if that is 
the case, that would suggest that simply calling the 
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settlements not constructive is not going to be sufficient 


to stop, much Lass reverse that process. 


Is the Administration then looking for some 


further leverage, stimulus, to encourage the Begin Government 


to change its mind about that policy? 


A I think the key element here -- and I have 
felt this way from the beginning of the President's 
initiative -- is to enlarge the group of people who are 
sitting around tlie bargaining table; and once that is a 
reality, then I think the potential reality of possible 
peac2 in that region is much stronger, and at that time 
ier have a changed situation. 


Q But you've got a chick and an egg problem. 


dates tein that statement, on the one hand; and, on the other 


hand, King Hussein says that he can't come into the peace 
process until you stop the settlements. 


A We're working on it. 


Q Two questions on Hussein. It seems that 
so many things -- are there any new ideas? New tactics? 


dae I think that the right tactics are in place 
and the right strategy is in place, namely, first of all 
to emphasize the importance of peace; second, to try to 

do everything we can to get those who must in the end 
make peace to sit down with each other and start talking 
about it. And, third, to be forthcoming with ideas about 


.what it seems to us are the areas most likely to be 


fruitful in such a discussion. 


So those things have been put forward. We have 
been working on them, and it isn't easy to bring these 
things into being. Nevertheless, I think a considerable 
amount of progress has been made with opinion in the Arab 
world particularly, but perhaps elsewhere as well, on the 
importance of these ideas and on the importance of getting 
into a peace process with Israel. 


So I think there has been headway made. Obviously, 
we haven't had the breakthroughs that we need, but I don't 
think there has been a lack of motion. We wish that motion were - 
faster. 


Q Are you giving any consideration to taking -- 
to go to the Middle East yourself? 
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se That question has been put to me many 
times, and certainly whenever it seems fruitful and worth- 
while to go -— so there's going to be something genuinely 
accomplished by a trip there -- I'm sure that I will go. 
ee Re Gn xs ee that those conditions will be 
met, but that's the test, as far as I'm concerned. 


Q You've said earlier that Chet Crocker met 
with the Soviets on southern Africa. What was that about? 
Is there some kind of movement particularly? 


A No.. He's had a couple of discussions with 
them about their views of that situation and their views 
of Cuban involvement there.. 


Q Do you haye any indication that Cuban 
troops might be withdrawing from Angola? 


A No. I think I would have to say that ensen 
discussions which we promoted, we agreed on with the 
Soviets, did not yield anything identifiable. 


Q On an operational question, you. said your 
expectztion is that Mr. Habib -- after you discuss his 
view and the others here -- he'll be going back to 
the Middle East? Do you think that's right? The next 
part of the process? 


A I think it's virtually certain. He is 
here in part to consult and give us his report, but it's 
also important that Phil be here for President Mubarak's 
visit because Phil's charter is a broader one than just 


‘Lebanon. In fact, we don't want to see him get too . 


enmeshed in the whole Lebanon problem -- that's basically 
Morrie Draper's responsibility -- so that Phil can give 
attention to the broader peace process. 


And it's in that respect mainly that he's come 
to be part of the Mubarak visit. 


Q When would you expect him to go back? The 
next (inaudible). 


A I would expect so, but I'm not giving any 
statement about just what his schedule will be. 


Q When will you see him? 


A I'll see him tomorrow. 
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Q . Prime Minister Nakasone was here last 
week. I think the Administration was hoping he would 


pledge more military spending. 


It seems that he went overboard, and I wonder 
if you anticipate any kind of problems on your trip, 
having to mend fences when you get there, because of 
his interview with the Post? | 


A No. I don't think -- he stated his . hii 
and related them to Japanese needs as he sees them, and 
I thought he was a very -- he is a very impressive person, 
and he was most informative and worthwhile to talk to. 


It does seem to me. that Japan, with its economic 
strength and abilities, andits influence around the - 
world, is coming more and more into the center of dis- 
cussions of how -- a responsibility for how our world 
operates. 


He's a . very good person for that, as is his 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Abe, who I spent a lot of time 
with. 


Q FPoreign Minister Ali has been quoted as 
saying the Egyptians will not talk about the Palestinian 
autonomy, or will not return to the Palestinian autonomy 
talks until the Israelis are out of Lebanon. 


You said that is going to be the message that 
Mubarak will bring here. 


Have they told you that in advance? 


A It has been clear for a long time that 
the Egyptians are very troubled by events in Lebanon, 
and you remember this goes back to the Beirut negotiations 
and where would the PLO go and so forth. 


So it's clear that this issue is a bothersome 
one to them. We know that. 


There are many other things to talk about with 
Egypt -- that’s one of them -- and we'll want a full 
readout on the Lebanon situation. That's one of the 
things that's important about Phil Habih being here. He 
can give a very firsthand and fresh account. 


But there are a lot of bilateral issues, and 
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there is the peace process more generally, as you sug- 
gested, and there are questions of Egypt's relationships 
with Israel, if we want to get an understanding about 


it. 


iQ Thank you. 
(The interview concluded at 5:49 p.m.) 
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The Briefing Room 


11:09 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: This will be a background briefing on the 
visit of President Mubarak. He will be here meeting with the 
Fresident on Thursday. This is a background briefing attributable 
20 Senior Administration Official. For your information, the 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say a few words 
about the schedule. I don't know if we've yet had an opportunity 
to get anything out because it's changed it a little bit. 


The visit will follow the pattern established for 
official working visits. The Egyptian party will arrive at 4:30 p.m. 
Wednesday, January 26, and be met by Secretary Shultz at the Reflecting 
Pool on the Mall. On Thursday, January 27, President Mubarak will 
meet with Defense Secretary Weinberger at 9:30 a.m. and then will 
go to the White House at 11:30 a.m. for a meeting and working lunch 
with the President. After lunch, the President and President Mubarak 
will have statements for the press. 


Following the meeting with the Secretary, the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee will host a coffee for President Mubarak 
at 2:00 p.m. in the Rayburn Building. After this session, President 
Mubarak will meet with Secretary Shultz. That evening, Vice President 
Bush will meet with President Mubarak and will host a dinner for 
Mubarak at the Vice President's residence. The next day, Friday, 
January 28, President Mubarak will meet with the economic group, 
Secretaries Regan and Baldrige, Ambassador Brock and AID Director 
McPherson at 10:15 a.m. 


Following these meetings, he will meet with Senator Baker 
at the Capitol and attend a luncheon in his honor with the Senate 
leadership. At 5:00 p.m. on Friday, Mubarak and his party will 
depart Washington for New York where he wili attend a dinner and give 
a speech to the Foreign Policy Association. We understand that the 
next day, Saturday, President Mubarak will meet with U.N. Secretarv 
General Perez de Cuellar, attend a reception hosted by Mayor Koch 


and attend a luncheon in his honor by the U.S.-Ecyptian Susiness 
Council and the American-Ecqvotian Chamber of Commerce. 


And Presicent Mubarak will desart New yoik 
Sor Canada at appromimately 4:00 5.m. Now, you might want to check 
with the Egyptian Embassy for confirmation of President Mubarak's 
meetings with non-U.S.G. officials in Wasnington and New York. 


Of the visit itself, as we see it, President Mubarak's 
visit has six general objectives, to permit the two presidents 
to renew their personal relationship which is very important to 
our relations, to review and reiterate the special relationship 
between Egypt and the J.S. and our common dedication.to the pursuit 
of a just, comprehensive and secure peace for the Middle East, 
tc discuss the peace process and President Reagan's peace initiative, 
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to review the situation in Lebanon and our mutual interest in the 
removal of aii “creign forces from Lebanon and the strengthening 

of the Lebanese centrai government, to review regional security and 
political issues and U.S.-Egyptian cooperation in dealing with these 
issues and to discuss bilateral issues, U.S. economic and military 
assistance to Egypt. 


President Mubarak's visit is part of a series of ongoing 
consultations between the U.S. and Middle Eastern leaders on the 
Presicent's peace initiative and the situation in Lebanon. We have 
remained in close touch with President Mubarak and his senicr officials. 
And in recent months the Egyptian foreign and defense ministers have 
visited the U.S. several times and Presidents Reagan and Mubarak 
have exchanged messages and, most recently, Ambassador Habib has 
visited Cairo for discussions with President Mubarak. 


The background 
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of the visit is an invitation from the President. 


This is the second visit in less than a year and we 
believe that this helps to underline the importance that we accord 
to Egyptian-U.S. relations. 


A hallmark of President Mubarak's leadership has been 
the continuity of Egyptian policy. Under President Mubarak, Ecyot 
nas Maintained its commitment to the Camp David Peace Process and 
its peace treaty with Israel remains firm. 





We view a sound Egyptian-U.S. relationship is vital to 
our efforts to secure a comprehensive peace settlement and we look 
forward to working with both countries to help them build on our past 
achievements. 


We also view good relations between Egypt and other 
Arab countries as important for stability in the region and for 
the fulfillment of Egypt's role in achieving comprehensive veace. 
The latter would include, of course, a solution of the Palestinian 
oroblem. And we expect the focus of our talks to be the President's 
peace initiative, Lebanon regional security issues, along with bi- 
lateral issues related to economic and military assistance. 


That's the general framework. I'll take some questions. 
Q Why's he coming? 
Q What is Egypt's role in the peace process now? 

Is it your idea that if the talks ever get going with the King and 


some Palestinian delegation that there will be an Egyptian at the 
table, too, or -=- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, our view of Egypt's 
role really hasn't changed. Egypt remains one of the vital vartners 
for peace in the Middle East. What has changed has been the mutual 
recognition that the table must be broadened. in addition to Egypt, 
you must have other Arab partners and you are aware that we are hope- 
ful that the Jordanians will be able to announce their willingness to 
negotiate with Palestinians. So the Egyptian role remains vital and 
we will be discussing the peace process in depth here with the party; 
but most particularly between President Reagan and President Mubarak. 


Q Has he said that he will not take part in any 
negotiations on the Palestinian question until the Israelis are out 
of Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think the Egyotian 
position has been that they will not re-engage on the autonomy and 
transitional talks on the Palestinian issue until there are the other 
Arabs at the table. 


The Lebanese problem is a broader voroblem with respect 
to influencing attitudes towards the veace process. For example, 
when King Hussein was here he underscored his own concern about the 
Lebanese problem being an impediment to the Arabs coming to the table. 
And Lebanon, of course, the Egyptians icve frankly admitted, nas in- 
troducec strains into the Egyptian-Israeli relationshio. And they 
have publicly stated that a condition for the return of their Am- 
bassador would be the achievement of an agreed framework for the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q What additional wearons do the Egyptians want 
and is the administration vying to give them additional military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's an issue 
of hardware. Our hardware deliveries have gone along quite well. 
We now have 300 tanks, 20 F-l16's, 800 armored versonnel carriers, 
4 evehawk batteries, other communications, support equipment already 
in Israel -- I mean, in Egypt. And I believe we will be discussine 
the hawkeyes, too, won't we? This is the 
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air surveillance. So it's not a question of additional hardware. 
That seems to be going along. 


Q -- against Libya, or what is the reason behind 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, the -- 
I won't co into any great detail, but what we are into is a 
moGernization program with the Egvptians, and recognition that the 
Dasically Soviet-equinoved Egyotian armed forces -- their equipment 
has to be updated. You can get all the fiaqures on this. We can 
Give them to you. But, basically, more is coming out of their 
inventory than we're outting in. And it's legitimate self-defense. 


Q Some Israeli leaders, including President Navon 
when he was here, stressed what he calls a frozen peace between 
Israel and Egypt. Is the President going to talk to President Mubarak 
about this issue? And is he going to ask him, for example, to send the 
Ambassador back to Tel Aviv or to do any other steps that would change 
this situation of frozen veace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, we're aware 
of the concerns that have been expressed by Israeli leaders, publicly 
as well as privately. And we have -- we're also aware of the views 
of the Egyptians on the same subject. Our basic posture is that 
we are in favor of an unfreezing of these relationships as soon as 
this can be achieved. I like to think both countries share that. 

We will be discussing Israeli-Egyptian relations in the course of 
Our general discussions of the area and the peace process. But 

I wouldn't want to signal any particular element of this that we 
may want to bring to the top of the agenda. 


MR. ALLIN: Andrea. 


Q In light of that problematical relationship, isn't 
the Israeli refusal to consider a complete withdrawal from Southern 
Lebanon- its insistence on being part of that buffer zone and not 
accepting U.N. troops in the buffer zone, isn't that -- because 
it's slowing down the process of withdrawal, isn't that just making 
the situation that much more trouble? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you referring to 
he Eocyptian-Israeli problem or -- I'm sorry. I thoucht yvcu were -- 


ct 


Q I'm referring to the Lebanese voroblem and -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh. 


Q -- its impact on the Egyptian-Israeli voroblem, 
this latest Israeli vosition. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It obviously has an 
impact. Another good reason for a quick resolution to the Lebanese 
problem is that it would relieve strains in the Eoyptian-Israeli 
relationship. 


Q Can you comment on the latest Israeli position 
recarcinc the 28-mile zone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only that a security 
zone is vart of what the Israelis have insisted uvon -- and the 
security zone itself is really not particularly controversial; it' 
what goes into it -- and whether or not the Lebanese could support 
current Israeli vositions. These issues are being discussed. 
DPhil Habib is back here. We'll be discussing them. I don't want 
to turn this briefing into a Lebanon briefing. 


Q There are reports circulating in the Arabic press 
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that Egypt is just about on the edge of its wit on the matter 

of the peace treaty with Israel and it's just a matter of time before 
Egypt possibly makes a decision to withdraw because of the fact. 
Israel has not given Taba back, is not getting out of Lebanon. 

And the peace negotiations for the West Bank in the autonomy talks 
is not moving. What do you comment on this? And what will the 
acministration be doing in order to cool the atmosohere in Egyot, 
which is really hostile now to a continuation of the veace treaty 
witn Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Anonymous aArabd press 
sources that may or may not say something is a very difficult thinc 
to handle. Let me -- (laughter) -- let me put it this way, that 
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as far as the United States is concerned, we regret the strains 
in the Egyptian-Israeli relationship. But we believe that the 
basic Egyptian-Israeli treaty has stood the test of Lebanon. 

Now, I do not see any indications on the part of the Egyptian 
leadership that they are near the edge in whatever was described 
on that relationship. And I think that questions such as this 
should be addressed to the Egyptian leaders, themselves. I would 
be guite surprised if anyone told you. 


as far as American oclicy, we are determined to 
follow the President's policies ir. the peace process and in our 
policy towarc Lebanon. As we have already discussed here, 
success on the Lebanon policy will have a positive impact on 
Israeli-Egyptian relations. And that is fine. We will be 
prepared, and the President will be prepared, to discuss in detail 
a broad range of interests with President Mubarak, which include 
Lebanon in the peace process but, also, include other regional 
issues that are very much on the minds of both of those 
leaders. 


Q Can you tell us if the Mubarak visit is 
going to be followed up by a visit by Prime Minister Begin? 
And, if so, when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot go bevond 
what you already know about the question of the visit of the 
Prime Minister. 


Q At this point, we do not really know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No dates have 
been set. That is, basically, all I can tell you. 


Q What is holding up the date setting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am really not 
going beyond what you have been told on this. 


Q In The Christian Science Monitor, President 
Mubarak was quoted -- I think I am reporting accurately -- 
that he will not voermit the U.S. to use facilities in Egypt 
unless an Arab nation asks for it. I mean, apart from Egypt. 
Also, he said something about no bases would be permitted under 
any circumstances for U.S. forces, which is an old story. But 
the facilities angle seems to be something different. Under 
what circumstance can we justify foreign military aid to 
Egypt when we have a friend like that in Egypt -- in Cairo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as the 
Egyptian policy, you did correctly state that it was a no-bases 
policy. And that dates from President Sadat's time. I told 
you that earlier -- that President Mubarak was adjuring closely 
to the basic policies of President Sadat. And that was one of 
them. 


The question of facilities is different. The 
Ecvotians nave agreed to the use of American facilities -- or 
facilities in Eavot -- Egyptian facilities on contingency 
basis. Ras Banas is one of these facilities. And I believe we 
have a $91 million appropriation to move ahead, and start to 
improve it. This will be very important with respect to the 
future projection of American power in the area. It has always 
been understood that we would use such Egyptian facilities subject 
to the approval of the government of Egypt. That is nothing new. 
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As far as any other suggestions as to who is saying 
what or whom, that is out of my province. As far as this 
government is concerned, we are confident about our security 
and strategic relationship with Egypt. And we believe that this 
is a stable relationship, very much in both of our interests. 
And certainly, American security assistance to Egypt should be 
seen in that light. 


Q The impression I got from the Mubarak 
interview was not that Ecvpt may well say no U.S. -- tne U.S. 
cannot use facilities in Egypt at all, but that the U.S. cannot 
use those facilities in Egypt as a launching pad, a springboard 
Or as a base of operations in another part of the Arab world 
without the consent of the countries to which those forces 
might go. This puts, of course, a crimp in the rapid deployment 


force. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going 
to address what President Mubarak was supposed to have said about 
a third country. 
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You can ask President Mubarak, if that is your view. 


Q It is in the U.S. interest, is it not, to know 
where we are going, where we are putting our money. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe we 
Know where we are going. I just said it. You can accept it, 
or disagree. But do not act as though you did not hear it. 


C What role do vou envision for Mubarax in 
encouraging King Hussein to join the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mubarak 
has been a very active supporter of the President's initiative. 
He, as you know, has even encouraged the PLO to recognize 
Israel, I believe, as a means of trying to unstick this process. 
The Egyotians play an important role with respect to encouraging 
the Jordanians. But I believe that they recognize that other 
Arabs are terribly important as well in encouraging King Hussein, 
et, Capperteny him -- and clearly, Saudi Arabia, Morocco, the 
Gulf. 


So the Egyptians and President Mubarak, personally, 
are being as helpful as I believe they can be. 


Q We are all sitting here talking about Mubarak. 
: I mean, the whole peace process has, kind of, ground to a halt 
over Lebanon. Habib is back here. And, obviously, if that 
thing does not go anywhere, the King at least indicates he is 
not going to get intc the Reagan peace initiative. What is the 
state of concern here about these, at least, reports of near 
incidents between Israelis and Americans in Lebanon and over 

the virtual breakdown -- if not breakdown, stalling of the whole 
Lebanese withdrawal process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the question of 
talking about Mubarak of course, his visit is an integral part 
of the veace process. So the issues that are before us -- the 
status of it, where the various potential players are now, how 
might they be nudged into the right direction, further encouraged 
to take the decisions that have to be taken -- we will be 
Giscussing with President Mubarak. President Reagan will have 
this very much on his mind. 


On the question of Lebanon, its perceptions have 
linked Lebanon to the broader peace process. We do not believe 
that the lack of quick progress in Lebanon -- fortunately, 
has not brought the movement in the peace process to a halt. 
However, it is clear -- because there is a lot going on. 

A lot of people are talking to a lot of people, trying to set 
the terms -- conditions where by the Jordanians and the Palestinians 
can come in. 


However, it is clear that a continued impasse will 
have an increasingly negative impact on the prospect for 
actually kickinoe off a broader peace process. And we wiil be 
talking about that, too.” 





Q On the question of the Lebanese impasse ana 
all these stories about U.S. pressure on Israel -- does the 
United States now have a policy of slowing down arms or aid to 
Israel? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This subject was, 
pretty well, handled yesterday -- on what our policies are. There 
are no changes in our policies. And I really do not want to 
go beyond that, because I cannot. 


Q Are changes being considered? It was never 
addressed to the effect of what is being drafted or is not being 
drafted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would never tell 
you what is being drafted or what we are thinking of drafting 
or what we might draft. 


Q There have been times when there have been 
indications from people as to what is being considered -- 
plenty of times. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not from me. 


Q What do you expect to come out of this 
meeting, besides a better understanding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, in 
addition to strains that we have talked about in other relationships, 
Lebanon has, also, introduced some strains into American-Egyptian 
relationships for . 
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the first time. I believe those strains are now gone. The President's 
peace initiative was very well received by President Mubarak. As I 
say, they have been in the forefront working with us, trying to 
encourage others to join. I think this -- in that respect, I would 
expect this visit to be perceived and to be, in fact, a symbol of 

the renewal, the reiteration of the strength of the Ecyptian-American 
partnership. 


MR. ALLIN: Let's take two more in the back. Phil, and 
then the gentleman over there. 


Q Could I come back to Helen's original question? 
Yesterday Foreign Minister Ali was quoted as saying that Egypt would 
not re-enter the autonomy talks until Israel had pulled out of 
Lebanon or until there was a definite timetable for Israel to pull 
out of Lebanon. And I gather that that -- and he said that President 
Mubarak would serve notice of this on the Americans. And I gather 
they have not told you this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're happy to hear 
anything they have to say. If Foreign Minister Ali said that publicly, 
then it's on the public domain. I haven't seen it. I'm not doubting 
that it's there. But. I can't comment on that. 


Q Yesterday's FBIS reports, for whatever it's worth. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may be. 
MR. ALLIN: Yes, sir. 


Q Is the United States satisfied with the domestic 
situation in Eoypt, that Mubarak is in control, the question of the 
economy, the continuation of the state of emergency? What's your 
assessment as far as this is concerned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My assessment is that 
this is essentially and wholly a domestic issue for the Egyptian 
government. And as far as we're concerned, we are delighted to 
have President Mubarak here, whom we consider to be a stronc leader 
in his own country. And we will use this visit to build on a -- 
on almost a decade of close cooperation. 


Q But, as we know, domestic issues usuaily affect 
foreign policies and agreements and relationships -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Evervwhere in the 
world. 


Q How are you with the time? What's the time element 
here? There are reports also that you only have <- March lst that 
King Hussein will be responding to the request or the maneuvers of the 
United States to have him back in the peace -- or to have him in the 
peace process. What's the time element here? Is it working on your 
side, or acainst your side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've aii reac Kina | 
Zussein's remarks in which he cited March lst. To get a detter feeling 
as to what he meant, I suggest you ask hin. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:38 A.M. EST 
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MR. GERGEN: I think we're going to have only a limited 
amount of town, you know. All of you all -- are used to eating and 
talking at the same time. Why don't we go ahead and get started. 


And first of all, let us just -- I want to welcome all 
of you here from the networks. We certainly apovreciate the fact 
that you could come here today. 


It was our thought that since you're qoing to be spending 
a good deal of time this evening and in days to come on the State of 
the Union it might be helpful if you had a chance to talk to people 
from the administration first hand before we start gcing down this 
path. 


You know, we have a rule, I guess, and with our Cabinet 
they can never all be at the -- in the Congress or anyplace else al- 
together at the same time. I'm a little startled that all of the net- 
works have permitted all of you to come together. I wonder if they 
-- Soviets really set out to destroy us, what they could do today -- 
while we went into the men's room. 


But in any event, the rules here are this will be on 
background with the understanding that you could use this starting 
this evening as of the time the President starts to speak. So it 
will be embarcoed until time of delivery. And you can cite senior 
White House cfficials or senior administration officials as you choose. 


We are making a transcript of this for you and Karna 
Smail's office is handling that and I understand there will be a 
transcriot available for each bureau chief as of around 5:00 p.m. 
this afternoon in room 45 over at the EOB, which is the traditional 
 2ick-ur olace. 


Q We pick it up over there or do you -- 


MS. SMALL: If you want to send a messenger, what we'll 
Co is we'll put three in an envelope with the bureau chief's name 
cn it. 


Q OEOB, room 45 at 5:00 p.m. 
MS. SMALL: Room 45. Hopefully, by 5:00 p.m. 


MR. GERGEN: I might point out that this afternoon 
arounc 5:00 p.m. we're hoping to get started with a general back- 
around briefing for the White House Press Corps at which time we 
would like to vass out a fact sheet which will accompany the State 
of the Union message. It will probably come just a little later. 
So that you might want to pick that up as a part of your package. 
It's a fairly extensive fact sheet, about 10 or 12 pages. 


Now, we're going to be playing musical chairs here 
a bit today. But I -- and we need to move fairly rapidly. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. What you didn't 
say today was that you asked me to make some general comments and 
talk, perhaps, about the political implications of the two years and 
the state of the Union. 


Most of you have reported, and we certainly do not dis- 
agree with tne conclusion that this third year is a very imoortant 
year to Ronald Reagan's Presidency. And we are well aware of the 
polls which show that his political standing is down somewhat. 


But we take some solace from the fact that modern 
presidencies in the post-war period have all followed a pattern of 
dipping to their lowest point in the third year and then coming back. 
Now, some come back sufficiently to win reelection and some don't. 
But this has been the case, this pattern has been the case with 
Eisenhower, Johnson, Nixon and the Carter administration. 





I think another point that we would make is that the - 
President spent the first two years laying the foundation here and 
with economic recovery. And we are very quick to admit that without 
economic recovery it's going to be extremely difficult; but with 
economic recovery, we think the President is positioned to bounce 
back. I think you have only to note, and this didn't particularly 
relate to the economy, but you have only to note that in June of 
1971, Richard Nixon was scoring only about 39 percent against Ed 
Muskie and yet he came back to win by 61 percent. 


The President's personal approval rating, as ovvosed 
to his job approval rating, remains remarkably high when you con- 
sider the state of the economy and the extended duration of that 
state. I think people like this President and there's a feeling 
out there on the part of most Americans that they want him to suc- 
ceed. 


The ABC poll that was released today, we noted with 
some ontimism the point that was made in there that most Americans 
view this President as a strong leader, able to achieve legislation 
on the Hill. 


But if recovery is the key to His bouncing back politically, 
I suppose it would be appropriate to address the question of whether 
or not there will be recovery. And one thing there that we think is 
interesting is to note that economists are no longer talking about 
how much worse the recession is going to be, they're now debating, 
Sor the most part, how strong or weak the recovery will be. 


We think that there is a stimulative monetary policy 
in force. The same thing is true with respect to fiscal policy when 
you look at the fact that the tax cut, the 10 percent tax cut, is 
due to take effect in July and we take some comfort from the fact 
that the leading indicators have been up for seven out of the last 
eight months and that we do have a pretty good recovery going in 
housing, to a lesser extent in autos and then, finally, durable goods 
Orders have been looking better. 


Now, the polls that have beer made public here in the 
last couple of days make it clear that at least 50 pnercent of the 
veovle out there think that the country is not better off, or is 
worse off, than it was two years ago. 


On the other hand, there's 46 to 48 percent who think 
the country is better off or about the same. But if you personalize 
that question, if you ask -- and we've done this in our polls -- and 
I think that the CBS poll did the same thing, if you ask the question 
from the standpoint, “Are you better off or the same?” you get seven 
out of ten saying that they're either personally better of or about 
the same. Whereas, you get 52 percent saying the country is worse 
off. 
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And if you look to the future in these pitas. as the 
CBS poll did, and ask the interviewee what he thinks the future holds 
with respect to ‘83, in Dick Wirthlin's poll, 70 percent say that the 
country's going to be better off at the end of ‘83 than it is today. 
Ap2 <ne CBS poll -- I think the number is 56. 


The only point I‘m trying to make by citing those 
numbers is that I think that those who might tend to write this 
President off politically now would be making the mistake of under- 
CS this President that many people had made in the past. 


Now, so much for where we are in our view politically. 
I might make one or two general comments about the state of the Union. 
And I don't want to invade my colleague's turf. Is my colleage here 
yet? 


Q No. 

SENIOR °DMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But just generally, 
the President is going to say, I think, he's going to recognize in 
this message that the state of the Union is strong but that our economy 
is troubled. The tone of the message is going to be bipartisan and 
the President is going to outline a comprehensive budget plan in the 
State of the Union message. He's going to say that to be effective 
a comprehensive budget plan has to be bipartisan. It's got to be 
fair. It's got to be prudent and realistic. And it's got to show 
deficits trimming downward to no more than 2.5 percent of GNP in 
1988. 


I think you will see when you see the numbers and when 
the budget is releases that tha estimates which we are using this 
year are not subject to attack fiom the standpoint that they're too 
rosy or that there's blue smoke and mirrors in there. We have been 
very, very cautious in our estimates. 


I think the same thirc can be said with respect to the 
savings, that is, the deficit re@uctions measures which are called 
for. 


Not that they're going.to be easy of enactment but that 
there's not a lot in there like management initiatives and the like 
which can be collaterally attacked from the standpoint that it's not 
-- that those are not a real saver. 


The The plan will call for some $559 billion of deficit 
reduction over the five-year period. 


Q What was the figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $559 billion in deficit- 
reduction measures over a five-year perjod, from ‘84 to ‘88; 
$140 billion of that will be in the form of a contingent tax in- 
crease, «hich my colleague will explain to you in more detail in 
just a minute. 


The net effect of this budget, or the deficit reduction 
plan, would be to reduce the deficit from seven percent of GNP in 
1983 to 2.5 percent of GNP in 1988. It is a four point plan for 
economic growth. 


Now, I could go a little further, but I don't want to 
get into my colleage's -- 


MR. GERGEN: Why don't we open up with him, since you're 
only going to be here a short time. You all must have some questions 
now -- pick up from there. 


We'll have more details, obviously, on the budget side 
of this here ‘when -- . 
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MS. SMALL: Any specific questions? And then he's 
going to leave and we're going to turn it over to -- talk 
about domestic initiatives. . 


Q Well, the contingency tax increase is obviously 
a dig part of it. And Baker is saving that he doesn't like it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think Senator 
Baker said following our leadership meeting here that while he might 
have some reservations about it, he thinks the package should be 
considered as a package and as a whole and he's certainly willing 
to consider it. Isn't that what he said when he went outside? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think a lot of 
people who had heard of this as an abstract proposition, when they 
saw it as part of the overall, combined, comprehensive plan this 
morning, have a different view. And there was a lot of changed 
minds -- 


Q When he saw it this morning, he changed from 
his Sunday position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He indicated he 
could support it because, as he said, the alternatives are a lot 
worse. 


Q Does this mean that deficit reduction begins in 
1984? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. This 
is the '84 budget we're proposing, yes. 


Q Fiscal ‘84. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fiscal ‘84. 
Q What's the contingency tax increase tactic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is it tied to? 
Why you don't answer that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Getting ahead of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we're getting a 
little ahead of ourselves. But what we're trying to do here is to 
have a standby, an insurance policy, if you will, providing that 
any one of three different things doesn't happen. 


Now, first of all, we'd like to close deficits in those 
out years by having an increase in the economy with spending re- 
maining constant or declining as a percentage of Gross National 
Froduct. 


If that were to happen, you'd close the deficits auto- 
matically because revenues will rise with a rising GNP. 


Secondly, the Congress, between now and those out- 
years, could cut spending even further than we're suggesting or 
we may suggest in future years. So as a result, if you cut spending 
more, you'll cut those deficits. 


| Now, if those don't happen in the out-years, you still 
have deficits that worry your money markets. So what are you going 
to do about them? 
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We're proposing that Congress enact now a tax that 
would be the equivalent of one percent of Gross National Product. 
That would be triggered in in the event that the deficits were more 
than 2.5 percent of Gross National Product, in order to get them down. 


Q In 198- -=- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In 1986. Fiscal ‘86, 
which starts October ist, ‘85. 


Q Three years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that would be a 
temporary tax for three years. 


Q How big a tax is that in terms of percentage? 
Q Of GNP? Be one percent. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One percent of GNP. 
Q -- percentage of an increase. How much -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be in dollar 
figures then, would be -- We figure at that point we'd have a 
$4 trillion economy going up toward four trillion, eight-hundred 
billion. So it's anywhere from $40 billion to $50 billion in round 
figures of taxes in fiscal '86-'87-'88. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a couple of 
other conditions to the tax. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the first con- 
Gition, obviously -- this why I didn't want to get ahead of my 
colleage -- we are suggesting a freeze on certain entitlements in 
fiscal '84. If that freeze doesn't take place, we would not want 
this tax to be enacted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the spending cuts. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the spending cuts 
that accompany the freeze. 


Q -- trigger-trigger you have to have. The freeze 
is trigger one and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's the whole 
idea. You're focusing on the tax itself; but any one of four dif- 
ferent events could occur that would not have that go into effect. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I think the im- 
portant thing is we would not even seek its enactment if we didn't 
get this year, in '@3, the spending cuts and the freeze. You see, 
that's the first thing. So it wouldn't even be in effect in '86 
that you can have that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And $420 billion, now, 
of the deficit reduction is in the form of freezes or spending cuts 
and the like. 


Q Over the period, all the years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, over the five- 
year period. The tax represents $140 billion, for a total of 
$559 billion. 


MR. GERGEN: Since my colleage will be here with us. 
I wanted to take -- than get any more detail here -- I wonder if 
any of the questions about the President's political standing or the 
Congressional outlook for ’-- while my colleage is here. 
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C One thing -- you m2ntioned a bipartisan appeal 
in the State of the Union, it would be bipartisan. If you're a 
Democrat in the House of Representatives, what in this speech, in 
your judgment, is going to be the most important signal that that's 
something more than rhetoric? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the tone of it 
will be an important signal, I think, Dan. But, also, the fact that 
you have here an approach to this national problem of the deficit that 
is comprehensive, including all elements of the budget. Nothing is 
left out. There may be some difference of opinion, and will be, on 
specifics. But it is a comprehensive approach. And it is a prudent 
anc realistic approach. Nobody will be able to argue with these 
estimates. Nobody will be able to argue with the savings that are 
requested, from the standpoint of they're not real savings. Now, 
you can argue whether you're going to get them. And that's the best 
way I know to answer your question. 


Q But, politically, what is more important to the 
President as he goes before Congress tonight? The deficits or 
doing something about unemployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleage just re- 
minded me, Dan, maybe an additional approach would -- you know, 
the Social Security compromise is an integral part of this budget. 
Ana@ the freeze that's called for in there, or the delay in COLA, 
will be expanded to extend to the other Social Security-related pro- 
grams like Veterans benefits, railroad retirement, SSI. 


Excuse me, Tom, I didn't -- 
Q For six months in all -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For six months. There 
will, likewise, be, and, again, this is ground today we'll cover with 
you in much more depth, there will, likewise, be a one-year freeze 
called for on federal civilian and military pay and retirement. One- 
year freeze, pay and retirement. Six-month freeze on the Social 
Security-related COLA's. 


Q What is your perception of the degree of your political 
Gifficulties as it relates to the deficit and as it relates to un- 
employment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- cover that, too. 
We'll hit the unemployment issue, too. 


Q In the speech? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in the speech, right. 


And there will be, and my colleage will expand on this 
later, there will be some initiatives in there having to do with 
unemployment. Is that what you're asking or -- 


Q Yes, that's what I'm -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the view is 
that without attacking the deficit problem, there is scant hope 
that the recovery that's poised out there will come. And that's 
why the President has bitten the bullet here and is going to attack 
the deficit problem across the board in a realistic manner and hope- 
fully on a bipartisan basis. 


Q Just from -- as a political -- would it be a 
good idea for him to announce his reelection plans pretty quickly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are two 
sides to that. If you do, then every decision you make people will 
brand as political because you're running again. If you don't, you 
run the risk of not being able to be as effective in enforcing your 
programs and policies. So -- 
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Q But if you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- you 
know, Obviously, we believe that the President is leaning toward 
running again. We've said as much. Ed's said that. I've said 
that. We think he's going to run. And the signals have been all in 
“that direction with Paul Laxalt's appointment and that sort of 
thing. 


I think the President, though, feels that you shouldn't 
get out there and announce too early or then everything you do is 
suspect on political grounds. 


Q When would you anticipate he'd announce? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When? That's -- 
(laughter). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You guys who have 
covered him before know that he has his own sense of when the 
time is and -- in 1979, it didn't come until the 13th of November, 
as I remember. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were asked the 
other day what would be the latest and I think we said Labor Day 
or shortly thereafter. But that assumes, of course, that there 
will not be a serious challenge, which -- in the Republican primary, 
which is an assumption that we are now making. 


Q Is the tone of the speech going to be that the 
country is facing an emergency? Or is it that we've got a few 
minor problems in the economy and if everybody pulls together, we 
can adjust it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's that we 
have some major problems with the economy and that we, in order to 
Cure them, we're going to need everybody pulling on the same oar. 


Q I was thinking of tone. What will be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that the 
tone is one of emergency. Now, any of my compadres here who might 
disagree with that in their reading of it, I don't think -- it doesn't 
reach that, Jim. It does stress the fact that we have a major 
problem and we need to deal with it on a bipartisan basis. 


Q -- I was thinking of the political -- one of the 
political problems being that people have suggested that he does not 
understand what's going on in the country. And I was wondering whether 
this speech was going to be designed to speak to that question, that 
criticism. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it will largely 
Gispell that notion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it will because 
the economy is a strange thing. You have some people who are actually 
better off than they've been for years at the present time and those 
are people who are primarily dependent on fixed incomes and so who, 
and because of the decrease in inflation, now have increased purchasing 
Dpower. We had -- real personal income has gone up for the average 
person. At the same time, we have people in very tough straits 
who are unemployec. And the President has concern for this group 
Darticularly. And I think that will come out in the course of the 
Speech tonight. 


Q Isn't that extremely difficult to sell, though? 
The idea that people are better off because -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he's not going 
to talk -- He won't be talking about that -- 


Q -- just the rate of inflation. I mean, they still 
stand at the checkout counter and they don't say, "Oh, gee, hamburger's 
not going up quite as much -- " 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, a majority in 
your poll said we had not done a good job in controlling inflation. 


Q That's right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, that's probably 
our fault for not selling it -- 


Q Some said it was worse. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but the interesting. 
thing, that poll's a little different than most of them I've seen. 
There is now a majority for the first time starting to realize that 
inflation is under control, if you look at some other polls. But 
it's not the kind of thing the average citizen thinks about. 


But the main concern right now that most people have, 
and what makes it a -- as my colleage says -- a major economic 
problem is the fact that you have too many people unemployed and 
a number of people worried about losing their job. That's the 
thing that he'll be addressing specifically tonight. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President went 
througn and worked on this this weekend. And he sent back amessage to us: 
"Look, I want to look reality in the eye on this speech. You know, 
we know it's trouble out there. We know some people are having a 
tough time. And I want to say that. And I don't want to get con- 
frontational about the past, either." 


He did not want to put in sections about what he in- 
herited and what, you know, where we've been. Not seeking to 
Lay blame anymore. It's not seeking to lay blame in his speech. 
He saying we've got to work together on these problems in the same 
way we worked on Social Security, in a bipartisan spirit. That's 
right up front in the speech. We've now got to work together in 
2 bipartisan way to get these problems solved. 


And he also emphasizes the theme that the economy is 
in transition, that we're going from a -- we're moving into a very 
different kind of society and we have managed to cure some of the 
underlying problems, inflation and high interest rates. We've made 
a lot of progress on those; but we've got some other serious problems 
in their wake. Mainly, high unemployment and these high deficits. 
And he does talk about the transition, as well, to hi tech. 


In fact, as you know, he's going to Boston tomorrow 
to visit a retraining center that will be doing some hi tech type 
things up there. 


Q Would you be better off politically, though, if 
hz had something more in there about jobs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He does. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's going to 
be something -- 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has quite a bit 
about jobs, which I'll talk about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- get a chance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's got to be 
something -- 


Q -- defense spending as well. Is that in there 
anc you just haven't touched on that? Because that appears to be 
a political concern. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four elements -- if 
you could remember what I said, it's a comprehensive approach to the 
deficit, which means we're going to address all those areas, entitle- 
ments, defense spending, the revenue increase and the budget freeze 
concept. That is, overall spending will be frozen in 1984, in real 
terms. There will be no increase in real terms in overall spending 
in 1984. 


Q Taken -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Taken as a whole. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Taken as a whole. 


Q No, no. The budget taken as a whole. 
Q No real freeze, now? No increase in dollars -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- taken as a whole, 


in real terms. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In real terms. 
Q There will be no cuts in some areas -- 
Jenson ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which means it will 
go up at the rate of inflation which we have predicted is 4.5 percent 
for that year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the budget increase 
wili be about 4.7; so -- 


Here comes the man with all those answers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've sort of left 
it at the point that it's a four-point program. Why don't you 
get into the specifics. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleage may have 
to go. I'm sorry. 


Q Thank you very much. Very good. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as my colleage 
indicated to you, the budget part of it is only a portion of the 
total speech. 


The speech basically breaks down into about four segments. 


First of all is the economy generally and the budget. 
Secondly are specific things the President is going to do to attack 
the problem of jobs. 


Thirdly, a series of additional domestic matters that 
deserve attention, specifically, in the areas of education, health, 
crime and federalism. 

And then, fourth, the national security area, international 
and defense. 
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Now, the economic area and the budget area my colleagues 
will be talking with you about. 


In the area of jobs, we're looking at it from two stand- 
points. One is job programs themselves that deal directly with the 
jobless. And in this regard, we're talking about such things as a 
specific program to extend unemployment benefits, a specific program 
to provide job vouchers, in effect, to enable people who have been 
unemployed for a long period of time to gain employment througl 





voucher system in which the employer would get tax credits for e.cioyiny 


those types of people. This is directed particularly at struc“ 
unemployment, people who are out of work because the jobs they: 

leaving are drying up for structural reasons, structural change in the 
economy. 


We have other programs for youth employment, specifically 


to provide for a wage differential for employers who hire youths during 


the summer. 
Q What does that -- Does it mean -- 
Q Is that a minimum wage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? Yes. It will 
be a youth differential, as we think of it. 


Q For summertime employment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For summertime only. 
And the reason for this, we think this is a balance between those 
who would like to have a permanent youth wage and other -- the unions 
who are concerned or some who are concerned that this would usurp 
the jobs of actual workers. We think for temporary work during the 
summer, this will be an interesting experiment to see how that works. 


And we're providing additional funds for job training 
for displaced workers under the Job Training Act. The Job Training 
Partnership Act was passed last year. 


So, all of these things go towards the whole issue of 
jobs directly. 


Then, in addition to that, we think the other major 
component has to do with trade because somewhere between one out of 
every five and one out of every six workers has his job effected by 
international trade. 


MR. GERGEN: Can you hold it for a minute? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hold it? Yes. Sure. 
I think so. (Laughter). 
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iHE PRESIDENT: I'm supposed to get out of here in like 
two and a halt minutes and not interruot any of the other briefings 
that vou've had. I really came in to tell all of vou that evervthing 
suou've heacdG is off the record. (aughter.) And I'll sit for just 
2 Gaerne siace you pulled a chair out. 

Put I xnow that you've been getting a suite cavable 
briefing from all those who are on hand as to generally where our 
minds are going in here. And just wanted to orove I was still alive 
ane on duty. (Lauchter.) 


Q Do you see this speech as crucial to you in a 
political way tonight, Mr. President? 


THE PRESIDENT: Since it's a national institution and 

an annual institution, I don't believe any administrations in the past 
nave risen or fallen on the State of the Union address. I welcome it 
as an opportunity to maybe make some things clear and explain some things, . 
what we're trying to do. I must say this, that after all the years 
in the other industry, I‘ve been surorised that I could still get 
puckered up going in to apvear before an audience that -- there's 
something about that oarticular institution over there that you do 
feel a little uptight when you face them. 


Q Mr. President, if you had to appear on telelvision 
tonicht in another role and you had, maybe, 35 seconds to sum up your 
State of the Union address, what -- (laughter) -- this is a hypothet- 
ical -- (lauchter.) But what single thing in this State of the Union 
acGress -- is there anything that stands out in your mind more than 
the others that you would concentrate on and make sure you've mentioned 


in that fleeting 35 seconds? 


THE PRESIDENT: No, I don't think I could point to any 
one. I think the overall tone is the economic situation we're in and 
what to Go about it. But I couldn't -- that's what you usually do, is 
sum ud everything that I'm doing in 35 seconds. (Laughter.) 


9 That wasn't’ bad. Fifteen seconds -- (laughter.) 


THE PRESIDENT: But that is the situation, and it's one 
that, of course, I'm sure we're all involved in and all of -- we're 
all interested in and wrapved up in, this economic windstorm that 
has hit us here, and what we can do about it. And I am confident 
that what we're doing is the way to oo about it. You can't be here 
and look back at the charts of the orevious recessions without 
recocnizing that they've all had some characteristics that back on the 
mash potato circuit years ago I was saying were going to lead to 
Gisaster. And that is that each one ‘of them -- inflation went 
higher anc unemployment went higher. And when the recession was 
Ssusposecly curec, and nothing every got back down to where it had 
teen before, so that it's been a succession of upward steps, each 
One cetting worse than the last. And this-one is the last of the 
string that have taken place since World War II. 


But, again, there is something very different about this, 
which I think reflects our approach to it. That is that.inflation 
has always gone up, and for the first time since the very early 
Gepression, we have inflation on a downward path. And I hore it 
will continue to where it's zero. Because for more than twe 


MORE 

















i 
oe 12 « 

. 
iecutos £ cave aysel€ bowen vccaching that you cunnut huve -- as we 
wer@ told “or 3:0 many yeacs and by tiose in nower in “ashi: aston, 
“hat you could tave an on-voing inflation that was + utcoltable and 
that was :.cerssacy to sustain ocosverity. t had never bewn that 
way in our bisiory before. And I kevot wacniug that inflation is 
Tike rediescscivily. [It is cumulative. And one day you wake up 
ud Find ent chat your swoney is not wocth inything. And it gets out 
of conerol. ind it did. And I nope that we save vot it tack under 


‘wontcol. “2 have at the present. And I will do everything I can 
to see that it goes on in the future. 


; Anything else, even when it was at the modest, 
little level that they said we could hold, if you added it up 
each year -- money that you might have in the bank or 
investments or in insurance was losing X number of pennies 
cf its value. So that, when you finally resorted to that 
money -- retirement or whatever -- you did not have what you 
had originally put in there that you thought you were going to p 
have. 


I have used an example of my own, a personal 
example. I once bought a retirement policy when I was in 
mot ion pictures, and one that -- when I bought it -- I fiaured 
vould allow me to continue living as I was living. And when it 
finally came due, it would not pay the property taxes on my 
house. That is what consistent, long-term inflation can do. 


I did not mean to make an economic lecture here. 
(Laughter.) Don will correct everything that I have said. 
(Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY REGAN: Thank you very much. 


Q Mr. President, do you think what you are going 
to say tonight is going to be enough? 


THE PRESIDENT: Well, it will be enough for the 
fellows on the other side of the aisle. (Laughter.) They 
will probably think it is too much. ; 

No. I Go not think that you can really get 
in depth. Any one of the subjects that must be included in 

the State of the Union address would lend itself to a separate 
aidress all by itself. You can only point to a direction that 
vou hope we are going -- intend to go, in this kind of an 
address. 


Q Well, Mr. President, there is bound to be 
Gisagreement. But we have been given to understand you are 
really not coing to stress the failures of the nast or the problems 
of cast administretions. But you are going to look forward, 
and realiy call for a bipartisan avvroach. Is that true? 


THE PRESIDENT: I am going to talk about what we 
all have to do together. And that is the only way we can do 
it. 

Q You are not going to point your finger so 
much at what happened before. 


THE PRESIDENT: No. 


4 Q Well, what I meant by “enough" was enough to 
cet you out of the political doldrums that you are, allegedly, 
in -- and enough to get the country out of the recession? 


THE PRESIDENT: Hell, I was just hoping that the 
feliows here with all of you would get you out of those doldrums. 
And then, the people would- get. out of those doldrums. (Laughter.) 
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There is no point in trying to worry <:iouk ‘«.ge 
or anything in a situa’ion of this kind. You just have io do + at 


ya think needs to be one. And, if you are right, that will take 
care of itself. And, if you are wrong, as Mr. Lineoln said -- 
"All of the angels in heaven couldn't chanye that situation." 


But I think we are riunt. I think we ace on the 
right course. And I think ceally it is the first time since 
Worid Yar LI that this oovernment has started down the riyht road 
to curing its economic orublems. You sce, we all forget that 
the Great Denression was never cuced by any of the things that 
government was Going. It was relieved by World War [I. And that 
is’ a road I chocse not to go down again. But when the War 
was over, we were still faced with many of the problems that 
are causing us trouble today. And we kept on taking the same 
medicine. And it was not doing the job. 


Q When you said, Mr. President, that this 
situation is very different than the recessions of the past, 
how serious is it? Are we at an emergency point? 


THE PRFSIDENT: Any time you have got unemployment, 
you are in an emergency. Certainly, it is an emergency for those 
veople who are without their jobs. And it has to be the uppermost 
thing in all our minds. 


But no, what I meant was the difference is that 
all the seven recessions prior to this one since World War II, 
the same remedies were applied. And the same remedies led to 
increased inflation. When they were supposedly over, due 
to an artificial stimulant, unemployment was higher than it had 
been before the recession hit. It never got back down. And 
about two or three years later, in that range, you had another 
recession that was worse. And it was, kind of, like taking a 
fix. And the fix wore off -- because it could not be sustained, 
because it was artificial. 


: . And what we have done here is, basically, seek to 
reduce the percentage of the Gross National Product that is 
being taken by government -- reduce the percentage that was 

svent by covernment and that is being taken by government in 
taxes. And incidentally, the two figures are not the same. — 
They have been diverging for a long time. And we are trying to 
set back to government in its proper place, and take the 
restraints off the private sector -- off business and industry -- 
that have actually held our economy down, and let it do what, 
for so many vears, it did so well for the standard of living 
and the prosperity of our people. 


Now, everybody says I have to get out of here. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much, Mr. President. 
END 1:10 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had mentioned 
the directed attack on the job problem. And the other part was 
in trade. And we feel that particularly foreign trade, the 
enhancement of foreign trade is a particularly important part 
of jobs and improving the economy for both the agricultural 
and the industrial -- and the general economy. 


In this regard, we are particularly working on things 
like adequate funding of the Ex-Im Bank, wcrovidine the ability 
for our trade negotiators to improve our situation -- the knocking 
down of non-tariff barriers in other countries, expanding 
particularly our trade concerning services and investment and 
providing markets overseas for high technology, which you will 
hear a lot about in the course of the year as one of the areas 
in which the United States will be looking with research and 
development and training to expand its capabilities. 


Another aspect of this that the President will talk 
about in his speech is in regard to providing facilities for 
shipping -- which we do not have adequate ports and channels. 
And this is one of the things in the whole trade area. But 
trade will be a major theme of the speech. 


Now, I am going at these in, kind of, shotgun 
fashion. The President will be referring to these, as he mentioned. 
Any one of them, as he said, could take a whole message. And there 
will be subsequent messages to Congress during the course of the 
next several weeks, which will elaborate on these various points -- 
on the trade, on the jobs program and so on. 


Then, there is the collection of additional domestic 
initiatives, which generally improve the quality of life of 
Americans. One has to do with education, which will get a great 
deal of attention in the speech -- the establishment of education 
savings accounts so that lower- and middle-income families will 
have the opportunity to develop savings accounts to sent their 
children to college, where the interest will not be taxed and 
so there will be this incentive to provide for their own children's 
educations. There will be a reiteration of what the President 
has alreacy put up on tuition tax credits, and a major thrust 
made to obtain those in this session. There will be a provosal 
for block crants to the states, which will. increase the number 
of math and science teachers in secondary schools. This is 
directly related to improving our competitiveness in the high 
tech area in the long run. The President will, also, talk about 
a Constitutional amendment to permit voluntary school prayer, 
which is an issue he has addressed before. 





Then, we will have a series of measures that he will 
talk about relating to providing for a fairer society. And 
particularly, these will deal with women's equity issues -- 
including such things as completing our review of federal laws 
and changes in federal law that provide any differentiation 
between men and women in terms of economic equity, improving 
our assistance to states in enforcing child-support laws, which 
is becoming increasingly a problem particularly for working women. 
And we are taking action, through court suits, on equity for 
women in terms of pension plans. 


Then, there will be a mention in the speech of 
improving the availability of health care through the reduction 
of health care costs by several things -- giving Medicare 
beneficiaries the opportunity to go into private plans through 
a voucher system, prospective vayment of hosvitals. In other 
words, now we have a retroactive payment. We would pay at a 
set-fee schedule that is set prospectively. We would have 
beneficiary cost-sharing, co-payment to reduce over-utilization. 
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And we would change the tax treatment of employer-pay health 
plans so that there would be a limit on the amount of the health 
vlans that would be tax deductible. 


Now, all of these are part of an overall program 
to reduce to cost of health care, which is, right now, increasing 
-three times faster than the normal rate of inflation. The other 
aspect of this to make health care more readily available is a 
catastrophic health program for all older citizens, all 
Medicare recipients. That is, basically, the health vorogram. 


We will urge a reform of the criminal justice laws, 
which will include such thinos as bail reform -- some of 
these have been suggested before -- bail reform penalties for 
crimes, particularly drug trafficking, the forfeiture assets 
of drug traffickers, improving the sentencing laws generally 
for federal offenses, assisting states to provide mote correctional 
facilities, changing the insanity defense -- the exclusionary rule 
and federal intervention in state criminal proceedings, and 
implementing the recommendations of the Task Force on Crime 
Victims, which will be reported to the President this week. 


Also, in the area of fairness, we will talk 
specifically about reauthorizing the Civil Rights Commission, 
which expires in 1983, and strengthening the enforcement of 
fair-housing laws -- possibly through legislation. 


And finally, we will be talking about the 
new federalism. And the program will be to continue our efforts, 
which were started in 1981, to have more categorical programs 
which are administered by the state and local governments to 
be funded through block grants with simpler administration, 
less federal requirements and less regulation. 


So, in a nutshell, those are the areas in whic. 
we will be concentrating on domestic programs. 


Q Can I ask you about the education acts 
ahead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q I think there would be two levels. One would 
be mostly for people who are in the middle or upper-middle 
income categories. It will serve them best. And secondly, 
will it take away -- and will it not serve private universities 
most of all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It actually will 
serve anybody who wants to make use of it. But you are right. 
It will hit the middle class more, because the lower class has 
the scholarships and loan programs already available to them. 
The upper income do not need them. So this will hit at the 
middle clase. It wiil benefit all. 


Q Has it been means tested? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a 
limitation on that middle class. I believe it is either $40 
thousand or $50 thousand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $40 thousand to 
S60 thousand, it will pay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $40 thousand to 
$60 thousand, that is tuition tax credits, I think. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -=- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- this one has 
a phase two. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because you 
cannot say that anyone who has that $49,999 -- okay. And $50 
thousand -- no. That extra dollar cannot be the swing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. 
But in any event -- 


Q There have to be eligibility parameters. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


But it will, also, be useful, because now the tuition 
and fees at public institutions are getting to be high, also. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Even junior colleges 
and the like and the community colleges are charging fees now 
that a lot of people cannot afford. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So this provides a 
flexible vehicle for people to start early financing their kids 
education. 


Q And what does that mean in terms of revenue 
lost to the federal government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not great. 
It is under a billion dollars a year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Over the 
five-year period, it is about $1.3 billion. But we do not 
think of that as lost revenue, because it will, also, tend to 
increase savings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So we think that 
this is a valuable addition to what is available now as far as 
financing education. 


Q Only the interest will be, or is a contribution 
Geductible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The interest 
is tax free. 


Q Only the interest. 
SENIOR “DMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q On public jobs, you said -- “extend unemployment 
benefits." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They are due. 
The extended federal compensation for unemployment is due to 
run out in March. We will extend this program. 


Q For one year? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we are 
planning for one year. Although, I am not sure. We have not 
actually got that legislation drafted yet. But I would -- 

Q It is not over -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The message -- 


Q For -- purposes, it -- the specific. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. 


Q Then you said that a.job voucher for the 
unemployed to go to a business, and he can get a tax cut for 
hiring somebody whose benefits had run out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who has been a 
long-term unemployed. Right. Se instead of getting further 
unemployment benefits, he would, instead, get a job voucher. 


Q His unemployment benefits run out. And his 
only option then is hope that somebody has got a job that they 
will accept the voucher, and give him a job? Is that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q I see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think, 
actuaily, the plan we suggested is an optional program where 
can either take the extended benefits or a job voucher. 


Q The assumption behind the voucher system is 
that there are jobs out there in the private sector, and that 
all the private sector needs is an incentive to fill them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in every 
case. But obviously, in a great many cases this incentive 
needs to be available. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But this is 
varticularly designed for the people in the structurally 
unemployed category -- people who do not have the skills at 
this point to take the job in the new, higher tech industry 
type of thine, but where it would be advantageous for the 
emoloyer to train somebody if he could do it at a lesser rate. 


Q How big a program is that going to be in 
terms of -- in the perspective of the unemployment problem 
as we speak, how big a ripple would that voucher system make? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIO OFFICIAL: I think it 
epends on how many people participate, how many people use 
t. But the extension of supplemental benefits will cover 
verybody that is basically eligible now. 


Q So there is no cap on it in terms of amounts 
of millions of dollars that can be spent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no 
limitation at this point. Although, there is a practical 
limit on how many people will use the voucher option, 
as opposed tc the extended benefits. 


Q And then the thirda thing was a sub-minimum 
wace for the summer, which you call an interesting experiment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So those three things are the core of the 
jobs program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fourth is 
the special training programs for displaced workers under the 
Jobs Training Partnership Act, which will be funded at 
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somewhere in the neighborhood of $200 million and $300 million. 
That's additional funding for that. 


Q Displaced by foreign competition. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Displace for any, for 
anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all you want to cut. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, this particular 
provision is not. This is the authorizations in the law, but this 
is the first time that provision of the law will have been used. 


Q I see. 


8) What is the tax impact of the voucher system? 
How much will the federal government lose in taxes? In other words -- 
corporations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that depends 
on what the utilization is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
let me explain that the money will be spent in any case. A worker 
will take it, either as unemployed insurance or as a voucher, but in 
any event, the money will he spent. So, it depends upon the rate 
of unemployment, the number of unemployed workers for an extended 
period and the like. 


Q So, the net effect on the deficit is zero 
essentially? 


Q I wonder if you could, without going into great 
detail, could you tell us -- You mentioned pre-set fees in terms 
of hospital costs and co-sharing of the patient and the hospital 
in order to, I gather, discourage over-utilization. But how does 
that work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the things 
that the states have found in experimenting with this is that if 
you charge a very small co-payment by the user of hospital costs, 
[or example, then they tend to have shorter stays in the hospital 
and less utilization. It doesn't interfere with necessary medical 
care, but what it does do is bring down the over-utilization. 

Ané so, lixewise, co-payment on doctor visits, co-payment on drugs, 
this sort of thing has been very beneficial when it's been tried 
by the states who are adapting this throughout the system of 
Medicare and Medicaid. 


Q So, it will mean increased cost, then, to the 
patient? That is the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not entirely. And I 
would sust add one point. This proposal applies in particular 
to Medicare. Today, if you have a 120-day illness, an extended, 
severe illness, you pay half of the cost per day in the hospital, 
which might $200 or more. If you have a 10-day, routine illness, 


you don't pay anything, except for the first day. 

What we're proposing to do is put a small cost sharing 
on the front end for the routine illness and eliminate cost sharing 
entirely after the 60th day, so that the severe, extended and prolonged 
critical illness doesn't build up $10,000, $20,000 bills. 


Q -- catastrophic illness. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the catastrophic 
illness. Whereas, on the front end, tnere is a small cost sharing 
that isn't there now, that that will help to discourage excessive 
utilization, staying twelve days when it could be done in nine and 
bring down the overall cost of Medicare. 


Q Is that up to the patient or the doctor? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Is that up to the patient or the doctor, how soon 
he gets out of the hospital? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think as seng 
as it's free for ten days, there's no incentive for either the patient 
or the doctor to consider whether to stay out to reduce it. There's 
ample evidence, private health insurance, state programs, that if 
there's an incentive to reduce stays, stays are reduced, costs are 
saved and patient health care is maintained. There's ample evidence 


this is the case. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As a matter of fact, there 
is ample evidence that a lot of times people do not need to go into 
the hospital, and they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And they've got to pay 
higher costs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they don't need to 
at all, from a medical standpoint, but it's more convenient for them. 
sometimes, and the doctors, to go into the hospital, and that causes 
overutilization. 


Q What's the incentive for the doctors to get rid of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The doctor is going to be 
guided by the patient's wishes to some extent. I don't know -- 


I was in the hospital not long ago and it was up to me 
whos cor IT stayed another day or two. You know, the doctor felt from 
moaiical standpoint at X day it would be all right to go home but 

maybe I ought to stay another day. These kinds of things. 


Q You've got a good job to come back to, though. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q If there's no incentive -- 

Q -- certain Legislation es well. (Laughter. ) 

Q Whatever you want, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So the catastrophic 
thing has two aspects to this. One is, there's a limit to the medical 
payments, so nobody is going to be a drain to a great extent. Plus 
there 1s this catastrophic feature now, which will be applied to all 
Medicare patients. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But the point is that the 

them are part of tne same package and you have to talk about 
both. Yes, there is more co-payment nominally for the first days of 
the hospital period. After 60 days there is no co-payment at all. 
Whereas today it's 25 percent for 30 days, 50 percent for the next 
130 days, and 100 percent thereafter. And what you're doing is loading 
a huge amount of the cost of health care on a very small number of 
very sick people in the elderly population, and what we're proposing 
to do is spread the cost out and provide some incentives in the process, 
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for reduced utilization, reducing the excess stays. And you have to 
look at it together or you'll have a very misleading picture of what 
it is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wonder if we could 
come back now to a quick review of the budget, overview -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any questions you have 
for me will be answered by them. 


Q I'd like the name of your doctor before you leave. 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want me to go 
on with the budget now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, please. We'll do 
the budget and then -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the budget message 
in all its mind-numbing detail is Monday, so we're not going to 
get into that here tonight. But obviously, economic recovery is at 
the heart of improving the State of the Union and getting the deficit 
Gown, credibly so, especially in the out years, is central to 
economic recovery. 


So what the President will indicate in the address 
tonicht is a little bit about the magnitude of the problem we face and 
the overall budget strategy he will propose next week for dealing with 
it. 


The magnitude, I think, is fairly well known to all of 
you. The budget deficit in '83 will be over $200 billion, primarily 
Gue to the prolongation of the recession over the latter half of ‘82 
and the continued erosion of revenues. 


The problem is that as we look into the out years, and 
the economy recovering and the unemployment rate coming down, that 
$200-plus deficit continues to grow up into the $300 billion range 
by 1988. And the four-point budget strategy that will be proposed 
tonight is a pretty sweeping and comprehensive effort to bring that 
back from $200 cap this year, heading down to a small fraction of GNP 
py '88, rather than allowing it to continue to rise as it would under 
current law and current policies if we did no more. 


Now, the four points that will be outlined tonight are 
(1) an immediate comprehensive freeze on the budget for FY '84. Now, 
this is both literal -- ; 


Q What are you freezing -- ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go through this. 
This applies both to the budget outcome for ‘84 in the sense that the 


spending level we'll recommend is the same as it was in ‘83 in constant 


dollars. So the only increase will be about a little over 4-1/2 for 
inflation. How do we get there? Constant dollar freeze? Something 
that has not happened in about 13 or 14 years? 


One, is by extending the six-month COLA freeze that the 
bipartisan commission recommended on Social Security to all of the 
other related indexed benefit programs in the budget, veterans, SSI, 
railroad, and so forth. 


Secondly, by applying the freeze concept to federal pay, 
civilian and military, curren* and retired. There will be no pay 
increase, no retirement increase for federal employees or former 
employees in ‘84. 


Third -- 
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Q This is for one year, now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Third, 
the freeze principle is applied to the whole gamut of discretionary 
programs in the aggregate; not every single program, but in the 
aggregate. We'll request no more funding for health and education 
and agriculture and programs of that sort than we did last year. 


Finally, we'll apply the freeze concept to a variety of 
other areas that will be spelled out in more detail next week. But 
for illustration, freezing physician fees under Medicare will be one 
of the proposals. Freezing price supports in the farm area will be 
another application of the freeze. 


You take all of these different applications that are 
equitable and requires some sacrifices across the board, add them 
together, you get a level budget in real terms for ‘84, so that's 
point one. 


Second point is to follow up that in the out years with 
continued reforms of the automatic entitlements. And these will focus 
in the Medicare-Medicaid area, where you still have growth three or 
four times the inflation rate, in the civil service retirement system 
which is becoming insolvent over time, as Social Security has already 
become; and those will be very difficult and controversial changes 
but the system is too big, too costly, and needs to be pared down. 


Additional reforms in the welfare and transfer benefit 
programs as well. 


So that's the second component for the out years, con- 
tinued reform of these automatic entitlement spending programs. 


The third component is a defense adjustment consisting 
of the measures that have been announced thus far. It amounts to 
about $55 billion in budget authority over the next five years, and 
that produces roughly that amount of outlay savings, again over '84 
to ‘88. 


Final component, my colleague will talk about in more 
Getail, and that is the deficit insurance policy consisting of a 
standby revenue mechanism in '86 if the deficit is still about 2-1/2 
percent of GNP, and the spending freeze and other control measures 
have been implemented. 


When you add all of these up, it is a package of about 
$560 billion in deficit reduction over five years, beginning with 
$44 billion in '84 and then, obviously, the same through all the out- 
years, they would reduce the deficit path that we're on from about 
seven percent, added to a section peak today, down to 
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two and a half percent or so by the fifth year out in the budget. 
Now, these deficits remaining will still be large. Put clearly, 
the structural causes are being addressed and the buuget hemorrhage 
is being put on hold with the freeze and we're moving the whole 
path in a pretty credible way in the right direction. We think 
that's consistent with economic recovery. 


The other point that I would make is that obviously 
these budget projections for the out years are sensitive to 
your economic assumptions. We have been criticized in the past 
for being overly optimistic having maybe inordinate expectations. 
The numbers that we will put out next week and the kind of 
Overview tonight are based on what you would call very cautious 
expectations or estimates -- both the recovery and the long-term 
growth. And they will certainly be in the middle range of where 
the economists are. In fact, many of the private economists 
might even be a little higher. That means that we could have 
an even lower deficit path. We could have even more improvement 
if the economy responds better than we're projecting on this 
cautious basis. 


So, what you have here is a very large and growing 
problem -- a sweeping and comprehensive program to deal with it -- 
some pretty tough measures starting with the freezes this year 
and a pretty credible path with cautious economic assumptions 
on which all the projections are based. 


Q You mentioned "sacrifices across-the-board", 

believe, was the phrase you used. Point to me something and I 
recognize that you hit only some of the high points. Point to me 
one thine or two thing that addresses the question of fairness, the 
question of equity and where the sacrifices have come. 
YOu talked about Medicare, pay -- people in military, civilian 
workers for government and that sort of thing. Somebody who 
makes in excess of, pick a figure, $150,000 a year and/or 
depends on income from dividend, that sort of thing, where is 
their sacrifice? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I was 
calking in terms of the spending freeze. Those particular 
~eople are vrobably not benefiting from any government program 
that we haven't cut out thus far and maybe in the past they 
benefited from Guaranteed Student Loans or something of that 
sort. They're clearly not getting it now. 


But in terms of those who are benefiting from 
government spending, who are part of the government work force, 
clearly it is across-the-board. Physicians, there's $150,000 
a vear physician who won't get an increase in his reimbursement. 
Hospital administrators are going to be squeezed by the reimursement 
freeze there. Got some pretty big farmers who walk away with 
Dig susidy payments through the escalating target prices. They 
won't cet those increases in the target prices. You've got 
a lot of fairly well to do federal retirees, many are making 
$35,000, $40,000 a year plus a private income and so forth 
off their annuity. They won't get an inflation increase. 


They are spread -- the freeze application is spread 
throughout the budget in terms of people who have some piece 
of the budget. You can invent a lot of people in the private 
sector who don't directly benefit from the budget that would 
be harder to show how they're impacted. But they're not 
part of the problem. 


Q This is a one-year freeze now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q One-year, not just six months? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, for 
the benefit program, it is six months because we're moving all 
the COLA's six months to a calendar year basis as in Social 
Security. For the federal employees who are generally better 
off than the Social Security recepient or the SSI recepient 
-or the Food Stamp recepient, it is a year because we pay on 
a calendar or on a fiscal’ year basis. 


Q Will it therefore be difficult for your 
critics to say the Reagan administration is trying to balance 
the budget on the backs of -- fill in the blank? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:. There are an 
awful lot of people who will be squealing about the freeze 
application to their particular sector of the budget. There 
will be a lot of blanks to fill in. 


Q Well, if you could get the doctors to squeal, 
you'll be in fine shape. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't worry, 
we will. 


Q They won't -- 
Q Yes, but that's up ahead, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINIS.RATION OFFICIAL: No, that's 
immediately, 1984. 


Q I thought the reform of the entitlements was 
"85. 


CQ They will pay X dollars for an appendectomy 
or something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The long-term 
reform does not include this one-year freeze on physician 
reimbursement and hospital. That's immediately. The freeze 
concept applies to the 1984 budget depending on where we 
catch people in the process. Doctors' fees usually go up 
in the middie of the year so that would be frozen. Target 
prices go up at a different time of the year. They'll be frozen 
when we catch them. The same way with COLA's pay and so forth. 


Q As soon as this gets out, they'll raise them 
immediately. So, they'll be frozen high. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fee schedule 
is actually in place. So, it will be hard to -- 


Q Do you think it will be enough? 


SENIOR 4KDMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Cbviously, the 
faster we can get it down, the more, the better. But comoared 
to where the budget would head if we did nothing or if we 
sent ud a plan that couldn't rally support -- I believe that 
we've made a long stride towards controlling the problem. 


Q Can you give us any more detail on point three -- 
what you categorized as defense adjustments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's really 
budget detail and I'd like to give you everything but we're 
going to hold that until Monday. It's part of the general 
procedure here to give you the strategy and the cverview but 
the full detail Monday when the budget comes out. 
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Q The other thing is how much of this program 
depends on the cooperation of Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Almost the entire -- 
Q -- a good bit of it, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Almost the entire -- 
bit of the program. I mean, to freeze COLA's, you need laws. 
To change target prices, you need law changes. To freeze 
reimbursements, you need congressional approval. All these 
things require congressionional cooperation and they're going 
to put the whole system, both legislative and the executive 
branch, I think to a real test. 


If you look at this, it is equitable because it 
has covered almost every sector of the budget where it can 
apply. If we start to make exceptions, we're going to have 
so many people going out under the fence that there will be 
nothing left of the freeze and the problem of the deficit 
will continue to grow. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, as 
the President said -- has been said by my colleagues and others, 
the name of the game here is to get the recovery going and 
then to keep it going. We have what we think is a sensible 
program in place. We think that this is the recovery quarter 
and a lot of signs point that way. Most economists seem to 
acree with us at this point. 


Now, the neat trick is going to be how to keep 
it going. We're not going to be able to keep it going with 
these huge deficits. Deficits in the near-by years, '83 and '84, 
probably don't matter that much. I think that most of the 
money markets have factored them in. I think they understand 
what's going on. But were these deficits to continue at seven 
percent of GNP, as we have and will have this year, obviously, 
that's going to scare the pants off everybody and, as a result, 
interest rates are going to go right back up again. And 
with high interest rates, you're certainly not going to be 
able to either continue the recovery or to sustain it. 


Now, from the point of view of how we intend to 
do that, you heard what my colleague said about the freeze, 
keeping the budget down. And things that start this year, that 
is fiscal '84, continue on and, of course, accelerate -- ‘85, 
'86, and '87. If the recovery is stronger and even a one 
percent increase just for the next six quarters over what we 
projected, it would actually mean $20 billion a year in less 
deficits in the out years. That much of a change could take 
place and certainly that's within the realm of possibility. 
But as these things occur, if we're not going on the plan 
that we've outlined here today, what then? What do you do? 
How do you maintain your credibility wit! .e money markets 
so that interest rates continue to come “wn and stay down? 


It occurs to us that we have to lay out about 
three or four conditions and I'm repeating myself here -- 
somethinc I said earlier in answer to Tom's question. First 
of all, we say that the proper way to get the deficits down 
is to have a growing economy and a real growth in GNP, not 
as much inflationary growth. That, with spending held constant, 
means that spending is reduced as a percentage of Gross National 
Product. Currently, at 25 percent, we'd like to see it down to 
the 22 percent area. At the same time, the revenues under the 
same scenario would rise to where they would be somewhere in 
the neighborhood of 20.5 percent, 21 percent of GNP. That : 
means your gap, one percent of GNP, which is less than 50 billion -- 
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It seems rather cavalier to say that's a near nothing at -- 
this point but less than one percent of GNP, I think you could 
declare victory and go home. But how to get there is difficult. 


We are going to suggest that if these freezes 
go into effect, the freezes that my colleague has just talked 
‘about and if our spending cuts go into effect, that later this 
year the Congress enact a stand-by tax to be the equivalent of 
One percent of Gross National Product. If the deficits in 
those out-years, the Congress would then look -- and the President 
would then look at it in the middle of 1985, would say, "Hey look, 
this isn't working. The deficit is going to be larger. It's 
going to be three or four percent next year," meaning fiscal ‘86, 
then this law would qo into effect and the specifics we'll detail 
in the budget messagr as to exactly what those taxes would be. 
But it's in the nature of a surtax and some type of tax on 
Oil -- domestic and foreign. 


Now, from that point of view, we have three or four 
things that have to happen before this would ever go into effect. 
One, the spending cuts and the freeze this year; two, that the 
economy doesn't grow as fast as we think it should or could; 
three, if the Congress would not enact spending cuts that would 
get these deficits down. Then and only then would this trigger 
it. 


Now, we know that the word "trigger" is an anathema 
up on the Hill. But our contention is that when faced with this, 
what are the alternatives? What are the assurances to the 
marketplace to get interest rates down? You all read at least 
in part what Paul Volcker had to say on Thursday about this -- 
the fact that huge deficits make the monetary side of this much 
more difficult to handle; that you have to get deficits down. 
What we're trying to say to these money markets are, "Okay, 
we're serious about this and if all else fails, we have a 
remedy. 


Now, at the same time, one other factor the President 
will mention. It will only be a sentence or two in tonight's 
statement -- maybe elaborated on a little bit more in the 
buccet messace, and that is that he thinks that it's high time 
we study whether or not we couldn't have a simpler tax system -- 
that this is the goal of anybody who's ever filled out an income 
tax form, that there should be a simpler way to do it. He 
would like to see this studied to see if it is possible. 


C Flat tax -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one way 
of arriving at it -- a broad-based tax with a flat rate; could 
be a broad-based tax with a gradual rate -- 

It could be a consumption type tax in whicn anytniny that you 
spent could be taxed on that, not on what you save. That 
could be fiat or it could be -- have different graduations in 
it. 


You have to be careful of a flat tax if you're 
saying, "We're for a flat tax." Because if you say we're for 
a flat tax in reference to the question before -- fairness -- 
flat tax hits the bottom part of the taxable scale a lot harder 
than it does the upper part. Because if you have, let's say, 20 -=- 
we'll pick a figure -- if you're at an effective 50 percent rate 
and you're brought down to 20, that's one thing. But if you're 
at a 12 percent rate and raised up to 20, that*s something else 
again. So, you have to be very careful about saying, "I'm 
for a flat tax" or "I'm against it " -- of its import -- 


Q Calling for a study really is sort of a -- 
1s a no-go then, isn't it? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not exactly. You've 
got to remember that, first of all, this -- the Ways and Means 
Committee and the Senate Finance Committee are going to be tied 

‘up for quite awhile with, first of all, with the Social Security. 
That's going to take quite some time. And, secondly, we have 

ali these freezes -- they're in on a lot of this, particularly 
the health end of it, that come before both of these committees. 
They'li be in the tuition tax credits. They'll be in quite 

a few other things so that their plate is going to be very 

full without getting into these studies. And next year -- 


Q By relegating it to a study, it means pretty 
much nothing is going to happen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in ‘83, I 
agree -- 


Q Or ‘84? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably. But 
On the other hand, this is a complicated subject. We've got 
two thousand odd pages and there's some of them very odd in 
the tax -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And just to 
try to say you're going to simplify that by one statement means 
a hell of a lot of work. 


Q I'm still not clear on where this tax comes 
from. Did you say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suggested that 
it will be in the nature without -- again, this is something 
we want to get into detail with in the budget message rather 
than here because it will not be in the State of the Union 
message tonight. But it will be in the nature of a surcharge. 


Q Yes. 
Q Income tax surcharge? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Something of that 
nature and a tax on oil. : 


Q Oh, I see. An income tax surcharge plus some 
kind of a surcharge on oil? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be in the 
fact sheet. 


Q It will be in the fact sheet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it won't be 
in the State of the Union but it is in the fact sheet you'll 
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be getting those two items developed and what that means. 


Q And the gross from the tax will equal one 
percent of the GNP? Is that what you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. and in answer 
to David's question earlier, remember I said that will be somewhere 
$40 to $42 billion depending upon what GNP is in ‘86 going on 
Out to -- Well, by 1988, we're figuring that we'll be fairly 
close to a five trillion dollar economy. 


Q -- the same surtax on everybody's income tax? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Flat, across-the-board. 
Q Plus corporations. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Plus corporations. 


Q May I also ask another question? It seems to 
me that last year, at this time you were faced with exactly 
the same problem and you took a different course. What changed 
between last year and this year to go for this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last year we 
decided, you'll recall, that there was the "Gang of 17" and 
in the machinations of that gang, it became apparent that we 
were coming fairly close to an agreement that there would 
be three dollars of cuts for every one dollar of tax increases. 
And we agreed to go with that. It fell apart. It didn't happen. 
But we did go for $99 billion of revenue raisers. They weren't 
all tax increases. Some were better collection methods but 
it was $99 billion over the three-year period that we went to. 


Now, this time we're deep in a recession. We dicn't 
realize back then how badly the recession was going to get. 
No economists predicted this last year, including our own. 
So, aS a result, we are, at this point, in a recession, just 
coming out of it. We can see no need for tax increases this year. 
We have the July lst tax cut coming and we have indexing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would 
be worthwhile to point out the total amount of tax recuctions 
when you add up all the tax changes that have been made since 
Ronald Reagan has been in office -- include this program. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you add up all the -- 


take the 1981 tax cuts ERTA, as it was called. The 1982 
revenue increases, TETRA, the five-cent a gallon tax for gasoline 
for the road-building program and public transportation plus 

the Social Security taxes and net those out. Over the period 
from '82 to '88, corporations and individuals will save about 
$725 billion in less taxes than the original tax laws would have 
called for. 


Q Then when you throw this in, what does it -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Then when you throw this in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you throw 
this in, you would subtract, if this is triggered, you would 
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subtract something in the neighborhood of $140 billion from the 725. 


Q What kind of projection are you making for 
the unemployment rate for the rest of this year -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: Coming down from 
10.8 toward the 10 area. 


Q By the end of the year? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q It will still be around 10, though? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's the best 
that the economists can do. 


Q Yes. 


Q And what are you assuming the inflation rate 
will be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For this year? 

-Q Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAJ.: I have to waffle 
here. I don't want to be pedantic, but with having a new CPI 
Starting -- started January lst and a new CPI has a rent 
equivalent rather than the old housing one of the CPIW. 


So, this new one grew at a rate of five percent in 1982 wherees 
the old one was 3.9. 


So, we're thinking that this new one will be between 
four and a half and five percent. 


Q The ten area is pretty fuzzy too, isn't it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The what? 


Q When you say the ten area, that's pretty 
fuzzy too, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How can you be 


 >recise? 
Q Well -- 
Q -- between eight and twelve. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<- be happy with 


eicht, disappointed at twelve. It's very difficult to predict 
that with any degree of validity. 


Q How's your hard headed constituency on 
Wall Street going to receive the State of the Union tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If my hard-headed 
and hard-hearted constituency on Wall Street that thinks that 
we're going to have 250 to 300 billion dollars in deficits, 
ought to cheer when they hear it's going to be just north of 
a hundred -- in the out-years. 


Q Will they believe it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, will depend 
upon how they evaluate whether or not the Congress will enact 


this. As my colleague said, so much of this depends upon 
congressional action. , 


Q -- the figure $100 billion when -- as of when? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just above $100 billion 
in 1988, coming down from 184 down, if .you get all of this. 


Q What is your guess on how Congress will deal with 
it? Are they sufficiently scared to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
Congress at this point recognizes that getting unemployment down 
and cetting the economy going is the chief reason. And I think if 
they believe that the only way to get interest rates down is to 
enact this program, to get the federal budget under control, they'll 
give us most of what we want. 


Q You think that the Congress might be tempted to 
do some tax increases this year that you may not like to have? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's entirely probable -- 
Q And what kind do you think it will -- 
Q Would that include holding back the 10 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all I'll sey is 
they will probably take a look at indexing. I doubt if they'd do 
anything about the July lst tax cut. 


Q Do you think that they would look this quickly 
at something like a consumer tax? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I doubt it. That would 
not -- I think that would be counterproductive, to put on taxes just 
as we're coming out of a recession. 


Q I know you want to move on very quickly. You mentioned 
this is the recovery quarter and the question is how to keep it going. 
Besides interest rates, which is fairly obvious, can you give me two 
other 
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indicators that -- as the quarter goes along, that we could look at 
to say whether they're going to be able to keep it going or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. One of them would be 
industrial oroduction, and the other, consumer sales, because on 
those two things the recovery will depend. 


Q But as long as the unemployment rate remains at the 
10 area, aren't you goine to have trouble selling the fact to a lot 
of people that recovery is really on its way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's like this recession, 
as somebody was saying. You take a look at financial services; they 
don't know we've been in a recession. You take a look at high tech; 
they don't know we've been in a recession. You take the aspects of 
accountants. I think at this point there are probably more people 
who are working on tax returns than there are working in the steel 
mills. That's an odd -- (laughter) -- but it is a fact of life, and 
they don't -- 


Q High tech -- high tech, for instance, I quite -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that's the new 
information economy that were in the transition court that -~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- said it all after 
all. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But this is a fact 
that those people don't know there's been a recession. 


Q So for 89.2, it's a hell of a place. 


Q You watch television, though. You see people 
standing in line waitine to get free food. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. 


Q But that doesn't do very much for consumer confidence, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but you could also 
take the same pictures of people going to work. 


a) Let me ask you about that. The President raised 
that just a few moments ago and left before -- a chance to discuss 
it with him. Before us now, how much realistically do you think -- 
Go you think what we put on the air at night is a factor in the 
shape cf the economy and the psycholoay of the people in this economy? 
I'd lixe to hear -- I think we all would -- just a kind of candid, 
no-holes-barred assessment of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm no osychologist. 
i know, I think, a little bit about marketing from my previous 
existence. I would say that it has a great deal to do with mood 
more than anything else. 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If repeatedly people are 
told the economy is bad, things are going worse, there is, you know, 
2 discouragement among -- this, that and the other thing, veople, I 
think, begin to feel they should feel that way -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that they can't go 
around being jubilant. But on the other hand, when you take, as we 
saw here in this city last week, 55,000 veovle paying -- I don't 
know -- atleast $20 a ticket to fill up a stadium to watch 49 
guys go at each other, you say to yourself, “Where is the recession?," 
when you see things of that nature. 


So I think you have to be careful of the mood that you 
set. I think you do tend -- because they are better stories, and I 
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admit they're better stories, to look at that side of it. -Who the 
hell wants to see on TV somebody that's happy? 


Q Do you think that there has been a distortion on 
the part of the television networks -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think it's 
distortion. I think it's -- you've gone to where the stories are, 


and that's news. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a great deal of 
literature, particularly out of the University of Michigan, about 
the impact of what people see, the signals they get out of Washington 
or on the television, and its impact on consumer conficence. There's 
no doubt about that. 


Q No, I understand that. But I'm just curious about 
what your -- 


Q I mean, isn't that really -- aren't you blaming 
the messenger for the message, that old -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q You're not. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not blaminc the 
messenger. I'm not, at least. You asked me my opinion, and I say 
I'm not blaming the messenger. I think that's -- you go where the 
news is. And I think that's what you think is news. And -- 


Q -- your definition is slightly different, I guess. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'm saying is -- 
is you're concentrating on the 10.8 percent and not on the 89.2 
percent. 


Q We've been covering the steel workers and not the 
accountants. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, exactly. But yet 
there are more of the accountants who are workine and they produce 
more for the economy than the steel workers. Because you're still 
lookine at the industrial economy as we used to know it in the ‘60's. 
Ané I don't think you've got with it that we're in transition now 
into the economy of the ‘90's and the 2000's. And I still think 
you're looking back at smokestacks. Enough of the sermon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
I wish we had more time for this, but my colleague is here and I -- 
if it's all right, we'll give him the floor. 


Q What do you think about the -- (laughter) -- 


) What are you doing -- 


Q You've got us all here now. What about the 10 area? 
2 You want to rut us in the 10.8 percent. 
Q -- we'll give you one if you want. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you want to start? 
I have some points that the President will be makinc tonight in 
‘oreign volicy and defense, and .et me go to the 22-pacge address -- 
roughly four paces are devoted to what I believe is called “America 
in the World.” And for starters, should I vreview that? 


He'll announce’a bipartisan policy for national security, 
the fundamental values that he's stated before: Peace, freedom, 
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self-aovernment. And by announce, I don't suggest this is a new 
initiative. In fact, tonicht there will be no announcement of 

any new initiative, either defense, foreign policy or intellisence -- 
my areas of responsibility. 


Pather, it will be a reassertion, a reafiirmation of 
the volicy that has been created in the first two years, evidenced 
in some 76, 77 different decision directives, most of them classified, 
of course, and so the idea being that he has formulated his policies. 
It's a time for steadiness and implementation of those policies. 
But he'll emphasize our peace-keeping efforts, both in ending conflicts 
arounc the world and arms reduction negotiations. 


Anc then we have about seven areas included in that area. 
He'll emphasize what joins the United States and the allies is their 
common dedication to freedom, self-government and the other fundamental 
values of our society, the initiative to build the structure of 
democracy worléwide which, as you will recall, he announced in London 
last June. And he'll reaffirm that he's pursuing that vigorously in 
Gifferent ways, such as the -- what's the firm across -- the Democratic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- bipartisan study being 
done by the Republican and Democratic National Committees to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The title of the group, 
which we're now paring out in our public diplomacy. If you think of 
it, help me out on that one. 


The next point, he'll say that he'll work to restore 
sustainec non-inflationary growth in the world economy. And, of course, 
this leads to Williamsbure at the end of May, in which the President 
will olay host at the economic summit. 


He'll review the gains that have been made in redeeming 
the neclect of the defense budget for the past decade and he'll 
Gevelor -- ceveloping a realistic military strategy; as I say, most 
of which has already been reduced after interdepartmental studies to 
written directives. 


He'll pledge, of course, to continue to work with the 
Concress on the MX missile, that report due in by February 17th from 
nis commission. 


He'll state that in the Middle East -- he'll press our 
ns for veace in Lebanon, disengagement, withdrawal. Phil Habib, 
fact, will be arrivine within the hour to brief on the latest 
os th 


Q Will he update us on the withdrawal tonight? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
2 No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At least it's not 
ss at the moment. 


He, of course, is free to go into any current event 
and, as you know, sometimes does. 


Central America, he'll state that we are in gear on the 
caribbean Basin Initiative, movince toward the tax and trade incentive 
portions of the CBI. And, of course, those passed the House in the 
last session. :, 


He'll challence the Soviet Union under .ts new leadership 
to show its commitment to peace by action, not jus. by words. 


Finally, he'll reaffirm his dedication to significant 
reductions in both nuclear and conventional arms, to equal, verifiable 
lower levels, which you've heard from him many times before; 
ané includinc, of course, the complete elimination of the intermediate 
rance so-called zero option. And that's it for openers. So if -- 


and, believe me, that's all within four pages, isn't it? 
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Q Are there any new initiatives from your part -- 
in the area of foreign policy or international security, especially 
in the area of arms control? Any nuances that the Soviets might 
pick up on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


; Q By challengine them to actions instead of words, 
what do you mean there? Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In this hiatus now, 
in the recess in both Geneva and Vienna for the conventional, 
we've all heard by front page words from Mr. Andropov, and when 
we get back to the tables, we'll hope for some progress from the 
other side, something concrete. 


Q Will he continue to characterize the Soviet attitude 
or demeanor so far as serious, or will it be more of a challenge to 
come up with something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That will be at a -=- 
I recall that he is characterizing that -- the Soviets as serious. 
Certainly that's our hope. And there is evidence that they will 
be serious when we resume the negotiations. 


Q I didn't quite understand what you said on the 
zero option at the end. He's going to stay with that? There's no 
change whatsoever in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 


Q And if you could just repeat the last business, 
that there is indication about seriousness at Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I was asked 
whether tonicht he'll refer or characterize the Soviet approach as 
serious or not. 


Q It was my impression that he has done this in the 
recent past. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Yes. 


Q Is the People's Revoublic of China and/or Japan 
mentioned by name in these four pages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
I think -- I'm trying to -- back to the trade portion. I don't think 
Japan is mentioned by name. We're across the hall right now -- 
the President is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is mentioned in the -- 
in the sense of working with industrialized democracies on international 


economic growth. 
Q Why are there no new initiatives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We feel we have begun 
initiatives in every major region, anc the President is more concerned 
about implementing the ones we've begun rather than -- at least at 
this juncture -- I'm not suggesting there won't be new initiatives 
over the coming year -- but none announced tonight. We have the 
Caribbean initiative, certainly our Central American activity, the 
Middle East initiative is a very high priority, and we have lots 
to do on each at the moment without looking for new initiatives as 
such. 
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Q Does that reflect his preoccupation with domestic 
initiatives? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Certainly this 
past year, looking at -- as I'm reminded by Mike Deaver each time 
we seek another hour here or there -- the foreign policy/defense 
area has received much more of his time than any other area. 


So I don't think we can state that there is any preoccupation on the 
domestic side. 


Q I'm not sure I understand where the President is 
finally coming down tonight on the defense spending for the next 
year and through 1989, in terms of what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know how far 
you went into this with my colleague -- 


Q -- $55 billion through -- 
Q Through the freeze. 

Q -- through the freeze. 

Q For now. 

Q For now. 

Q Defense spending will not be frozen; right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q I'm sorry. I missed that. Defense svending 
will not be -- 


Q Defense spending will not be frozen. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The freeze relates 


:o salaries for the one year after a 30-percent increase in salaries 
-n the military establishment over the last three years. 





Q So the basic thing that was announced a few weeks 
go, the $8 billion or whatever it is, looking at Point 3, remains 
mtact. There has been no change on that. Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And then what's 
ppening is my colleague is going to come in with a five-year -- 
at amounts -- 


Q But most of the money comes as a result of freezing 
* salaries and through the fuel bit; right? I mean, there are 
major reductions in hardware? 


¢ Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To decrease inflation -- 
fuel savings, salaries. That's $55 million, I believe, and 
et authority forty-seven, and outlay -- 

Q That's where it comes from, those areas -- 

Q Is that correct? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, yes. 

Q What's your e: sectation that the Democrats on the 
are going to provose as they bargain through with your proposal 
ht what they want to achieve in the coming sessions? Would it 
bs in defense cuts? Is that your highest expectation that 
s -- they'll put on the tables, the price, to get some of 
shrough? , 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why dn'‘t you help us 
on that? My colleague works with that end of the NSC and-he may be 
more specific in expectations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've -- I suspect 
Congress will give the defense proposal a thorough overview, and 
certainly there are high profile vrograms which have been questioned 
in the past and will be questioned again. But the key aspect of the 
procram is that the administration over the past two years has set in 
motion an initiative to make up for a decade of underfunding in key 
areas, like readiness and modernization. The President has proposed 
a multi-year program to redress that, and the key aspect of it is 
sustained building now. We're on the path. The defense industries 
have been given an indication that we're serious about this, and 
efficiencies are worked into the arrangements we've made with the 
defense industry on this score. And really sustainability end 
following through is the main emphasis. There's no second-quessing 
over a defense program at this -- at this point. It's rather clear 
and forward, and I suspect that's the message we will try to convince 
Congress, that we need to follow through now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Time for another? 
Q Yes, for more than one. 


Q Just generally, who are the main writers of the 
speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has worked 
on it all week -- 


Q I mean in addition to him, obviously. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's been a process 
around here that -- really he sat down with the -- somebody from the 
sveechwriters -- heads up our speechwritinc operation, plus a croup 
from the staff, before Christmas. It was December 23rd. And said, 
“Listen. Here's basically what I want in the speech." And he 
presented an outline for it. Of course, some of the decisions on the 
budget side weren't made at that time. But he laid out essentially 
what he wanted. Then some speech drafts started coming back to him. 
And he has bounced -- he bounced several back. I quess he went 
through four -- five like that before he then took it himself. And 
this weekend he rewrote the speech. And that's -- the lono yellow 
vads were out this weekend. 


Q Basically he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So it's -= he completed 
a draft -- I guess he went through five that he backed up -- bouncing 
back and wanted to change the materials that he was getting. And 
then this weekend, as I say, he redrafted the speech himself. So 
it really is his product, and I think all of you are familiar with 
the long yellow pads that he turns out his speeches on. And I've 
said several times, from my background and experience, this man spends 
more -- takes more care with his words and is more involved in the 
writing of his major speeches than any President we've had in this 
office, I would say, since the War -- including the War with the FDR. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in the war, 
but I was in Sacramento. To back up what my colleague is saying -- 
I hope that for history, and I understand all presidential papers 
count -- but the many drafts that he does do for his speech, whether 
ir Sacramento, usually on weekends, our speechwriter was Ronald Reagan. 
And I know there's probably some skepticism on that, as there seems 
to be on -- 


Q Not here, no, no. 


, Q So this is a complete -- he redrafted comvletely 
over the weekend sort of the fifth return. Is that -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He worked with the 
fifth after -- he redrafted a great deal of it. I wouldn't -- you 
know, there were some ideas, obviously, that he had put into it 
earlier, some ideas that came up in the staff and so forth that 
he incorporated. But basically the speech is his. And it's now 
gone through another cycle. He wanted people around here to take 
‘a look at it and have any suggestions -- they went back in last 
night. He's worked on it -- he put the finishing touches on it 
last night. And he's doing some more of that today. 


Q But it's very much his speech -- 

Q He's not finished yet? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you well know, 
in anything like this -- (laughter) -- as I keep hearing from -- by 
television land, there are always suggestions that will come in at 


the last minute from hither and yonder. And that <-- the basic 
speech is finished, but there -- we're down to the finishing touches. 


Q He doesn't have an extra paragraph in his pocket 
that he might decide to pull out at the end of the speech and 
announce whether he's going to run again or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we'll save that 
another luncheon. 


e) Does it have a slogan or a -- you know, a second 
beginning or anything like that? Is it characterized that way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: -- effort here to craft 
another slogan, it would be gone within four days or five days. 


Q There are reports that "stay the course" will not 
be in this -- (laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'll find 
he's very -- (laughter) -- his principles are still very much -- 


Q -- has got a good idea, the "second beginninc." 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen. We could 
all go on a great deal longer, but you've been very kind to stay 
here and be patient and we thank you for coming. Let's do it 
agaln. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:15 P.M. EST 
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ON THE STATE OF THE UNION MESSAGE 
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The Briefing Room 
5:19 P.M. EST 


MR. GERGEN: Good afternoon. This is a background 
briefing embargoed until the time of delivery of the President's 
address this evening. Our thought was that since the fact sheets 
are now being xeroxed it would be better to go and get the briefing 
started. And then at 6:00 p.m. we will give you the fact sheets 
as well as the text of the address so that you can run <= Now the 
process here is that each «© these gentlemen will make a_ statement 


and then they'll be happy to entertain your questions. sss:iiiieiiieis:: 

Muiiiiisfis going to do some scene setting and present an overview 
on the economic side. Then,:s:iciiisiiiisiiscisi:is going to talk about ot 

the budget, the budget plan. Then, Come Back tosrccssiiiisisisiiesss ; 


A little bit on taxes. And then go on to fesiiiii:itc3si with some other 


domestic initiatives that are in the State of the Union. And then 


sessssescseccsesess Will deal == with the foreign policy and defense issues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks, 


In the State of the Union message tonight, the President 
will focus on the transition and renewal of the nation's economy. 
He'll outline a program for increasing economic growth and reducing 
deficits. In the section titled, "To An Economic Recovery", the 
President will emphasize that the economy is undergoing a challenging 
and often difficult transition. Considerable progress has been 
made on several of our economic problems, inflation for one, interest 
rates for the other and together they set the stage for an economic 
recovery this year. 


There are other difficulties, however, that must be 
addressed in the economy. Unemployment remains far too high. . Projected 
federal budget deficits, which were caused a great deal by the recession, 
could threaten the prospects for recovery unless strong and remedial 
action is taken immediately. 


The keys to restoring growth and creating more jobs 
are to lower the prospective deficits substantially, reduce structural 
unemployment and expand American trade. So, the President will 
introduce a four-part budget plan to spur economic growth. This 
budget plan must be bipartisan, fair, prudent and realistic. And 
in this four-part budget plan, the first part, comprehensive freeze in 
federal spending, my colleague will discuss in a moment. Structural 
reform of transfer payments, my colleague will also discuss that. 
The defense savings, which is the third part of the four-part program, 
are those recommendations that the Secretary of Defense has already 
made and which savings he said could be safely achieved. And then, * 
finally, the insurance policy against high deficits in the out year, 
a standby tax program that I'll discuss with you. 


Je Freres, 





Finally, in the national economics arena -- Oh, by the 
way, the President will also state that he will oppose efforts to 
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undo any third year change in the third year tax cut or indexing. 
And in the international economics arena, he will call for non- 
inflationary growth of the world's economy and will discuss how he 
thinks that can be achieved. And my colléague will discuss that 


more fully. 
So, why don't I turn it over to my colleague? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since the budget 
message comes on Monday, we will not be putting out the full details 
at this point in terms of the size of the problem or the overall 
set of programmatic changes in the budget. But, obviously, if 
economic recovery is at the heart of improving the state of the 
union, then getting the budget deficit down is one of the major 
challenges before Congress and the administration this year. 


In the statement tonight, the President will indicate 
that, due to the recession, there is a very large deficit in 1983, 
an excess of $200 billion, and that if we do nothing over the next 
several years, that will continue to grow to $300 billion in the 
out years. What will be proposed in the budget message in detail, 
what will be outlined, in terms of a general strategy tonight, is a 
four-part plan, as my colleague has indicated, to bring that deficit path 
down from where it is today, slightly above $200 billion, steadily 
towards a lower and lower share of GNP in the out years, 


The heart of it is a comprehensive freeze immediately 
in 1984 that, when all of the parts are put together, will result 
in no more spending in the budget total in 1984 than we spend in 
1983 on a constant dollar or real dollar basis. Now, the way that 
we get there is through beginning with the six-month freeze on COLAs 
that were part of the Social Security package and extending that 
to all other Cost of Living Adjustments in related programs throughout 
the budget, Veterans, SSI and so forth, extending the freeze 
concept to federal pay and retirement so that there would be no 
pay increase or retirement increase next year, applying the freeze 
concept to discretionary spending programs in the aggregate so there 
would be no increase 
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in authority over the level adopted by Congress in ‘83, and then 
applying the freeze concept to other parts of the budget where it's 
applicable, such as on farm price support increases, physician reim- 
bursements, and so forth. That's stage 1. It happens immediately, 
and makes a major difference in turning around the budget. 


The second stage to follow is the permanent reform of the 
automatic entitlements. The details will be coming next week, but it 
will cover everything from federal civil service to the Medicare and 

Medicaid medical entitlements, to the whole array of additional auto- 
matic spending programs in the budget. That will continue the progress 
in the out years of reducing the deficit path. ’ 


The two additional elements, obviously, are the economies 
and savings that have been achieved in defense, about $55 billion -- 
those have been announced -- over the next five years, and the standby 
tax that will be discussed in detail by my colleague. 


Overall, that will reduce the deficit from nearly 7 percent 
of GNP this year to about 2-1/2 percent of GNP by 1988, and put the 
budget on a course that's consistent with the economic recovery that 
is at the center of the State of the Union message. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On taxes, the proposed 
Standby tax program will be limited in size to one percent of gross 
national product in the years involved. Those will be fiscal 1986, 
‘87, and '88. The standby would last no longer than three years, and 
begin on October 1, 1985, which is the start of fiscal ‘86. 


The new program would be triggered only if the Congress 
previously agrees to the other spending restraints, including the 
budget freeze, which my colleague has just described. 


Secondly, that the 1986 federal deficit, fiscal ‘86, 
exceeds 2-1/2 percent of gross national product. 


And third, the nation on that day has a growing economy 
and is not still in recession. 


Now, all three of these conditions must be met before the 
program is effective. If effective, the contingency taxes would con- 
sist of a surcharge on individuals and corporations that are approxi- 
mately equivalent to one percent of taxable income; taxable income. 
And an excise tax on oil, both domestically produced and imported, 
to raise additional revenues. 


Now, the President will state that that is an insurance 
program to protect against high deficits:in future years. And the 
president will make it clear in his address that he's actively 
interested also in ways to simplify the federal tax system, and wants 
that studied further. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the tone of 
the budget message carries over into the tone of the rest of the pro- 
gram which the President will be presenting tonight. That is, it's 
bipartisan; we're attacking major problems that our society faces 
today; it's realistic in that the proposals are doable and we believe 
that we can get bipartisan support for them; and they require very 
modest resources. It's fair in that they focus on the poor, the 
unemployed, victims of discrimination, and lower and middle income 
families; and finally, that it's comprehensive. In fact, the program 
initiatives that you'll see tonight are the product of a six-month 
mid-term review of our policy programs. 


I guess the first block of programs deals with reinforcing 
the economic program. And here the President will be proposing the 
Employment Act of 1983, which recognizes that the recession we‘re in 
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today is not typical of past recessions. Instead, historically, per- 
haps, somebody would be laid off, and then when the recession was over 
they'd go back to their old job. 


But here we see some major structural changes, and thus 
the program that the President is proposing is responsive to this 
diagnosis of the problem. For example, we will be extending for 
another six months federal unemployment compensation. We will also 
be providing a new innovative program to provide tax credits for those 
who are long-term unemployed. The idea here is not to subsidize peo- 
ple to sit home and pick up unemployment checks but to subsidize their 
going out, finding new jobs, being trained -~ if you will -- to take on 
jobs and perhaps careers that they hadn't had before. 


It will also call for adequate funding for the Title III of 
the bill the President labored to get enacted last year, that provides 
funding for displaced workers programs. It will also call for 
new flexibility in the state U/I programs to make funds available for 
relocation and training, and also for a summer youth differential, so 
that unemployed youth can get the first job, which is critical in their 
career. 


Also, he will again be calling for enactment 
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of the enterprise zones, because we feel that they are in some of 
the hardest hit areas. The enterprise zones can make a real 
contribution. 


The President sees a new trade strategy as an 
important part of backing up the economic program. And here, 
I guess, the themes are a fair shake for America's farmers and 
workers, and free trade. We will be calling for increases in 
the guaranteed loan levels for the Export-Import Bank. The 
President will be calling for new negotiating authorities in the 
Congress. And, also, we will be calling for the Congress to acvr 
on a port moderization program that the President has been workiazg . 
on for the past two years with the Congress. 


Also, the area of R&D --:here, we will be targeting 
our federal resources more effectively in the R&D area, and 
continuing to fund as we have been the great research 
universities. 


Of course, education in the longer run ties into 
the structural changes that we see in the American economy. 
Here, the training in science and math to a new level of 
excellence and quality the teaching of science and math in all of 
our schools so that children will be trained for the jobs of the 
future. The President will, also, be calling for an educational 
savings account. This provides tax incentives for middle and 
lower-middle income families to save for their children's 
education. He will, again, be calling for the tuition tax-credit 
program for options for families so that their children can have 
a choice in where they go to school. And finally, he will, again, 
be calling for the school prayer amendment. 


Beyond the economic recovery program, there are some 


essential programmatic reforms. You are already aware of the 


support the President has given to the Greenspan Commission's 
call for Social Security solvency. But beyond that, the President 
this evening will be calling for the containment of health care 
costs. For example, in 1982, the CPI went up 3.9 percent, 

while the medical CPI went up over 1l percent. Here, the basic 
objective is to make sure that health care is an affordable 

good for all Americans. Here, he will be calling for vouchers 
so that people in the Medicare program will have a choice. We 
will be calling for a new program of fixed payments to hospitals 
to try and contain hospital care costs. In Medicare, we will be 
calling for cost-sharing in part to help finance a new 
catastrophic vorogram for all those enrolled in the Medicare 
program. This catastrophic program would ensure that hospital 
care costs for the individual do not bankrupt their families. 
Some two vercent of American families had total health care 
expenditures of over $10 thousand last year. 


In the private health care area, he will, also, be 
calling for a limitation on the tax-exempt benefits. That is 
the monthly premium which employers pay for health care 
benefits. 


Moving to the area of civil rights -- there, the 
President will be calling for the elimination of sex discrimination 
in federal laws, and also in employee pension plans. He will, also, 
be taking the initiative in calling for a reauthorization of the 
Civil Rights Commission, and for a strengthening of the enforcement 
of fair housing laws. 
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In the area of crime and drugs -- there, we will, 
again, be calling for a major reform of the criminal justice 
system, and then acceleration of the war on organized crime and 
drug trafficking. : 





Now, having mentioned this somewhat lengthy list 
does not encompass all of the program reforms the President will 
‘be calling for tonight. Items on the continuing agenda -- 
because I have not mentioned them here tonight does not mean that 
they are not still on the agenda and of high priority -- such 
as the clean air act, enterprise zones and regulatory reform. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


I had assumed you would have the address or at least 
a summary. I understand that you receive that shortly after we 
leave here. In any event, I will not repeat it. 


Last time I saw tonight's address, it was 22 
pages. Only four pages were devoted to my area of responsibility -- 
defense, foreign policy. And those four pages were at 
the end of the address. You will find nothing new or novel in 
those four pages. No changes. No modifications. Do not be 
deceived by it. 


The President determined that, after two years, 
it is perhaps to reaffirm, reassert, remind some of you of what 
our policy is, and suggest that it is well in place, a firm 
policy and a strengthened America on a pretty solid foundation. 
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He'll tell you more about it. He will challenge the Soviets tonight 
to something more than words, whether they be words through Tass or 
Pravda or mere words on an arms agreement. 


The President expects action. He expects it from anyone 
of several places, whether it be Poland, Afghanistan, Kampuchea. He's 
not going to be particular or specific tonight. 


But going back to the foundation I referred to and the one 
from which he's workingon, the mere four pages tonight. It's been 
created out of over 100 one-on-one meetings with heads of state or 
prime ministers, built on some 75, 76 or 77, I don't know which, 
decision directives in both defense and foreign policy, most of them, 
of course, classified, creating the policy which we are now implementing 
and will be over this coming year, built on over 10 major addresses, 

a significant one being in November of ‘81 and then again last year 
in Eureka. And, as I mentioned a moment ago, there'll be no indication 
of any change from those two announcements, either tonight or tomorrow. 


So that's enough on those four pages, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'll turn it back to my colleagueand if you have questions on specifics, 
I'll attempt to answer then. 


MR. GERGEN: It would be helpful if you'd direct your 
questions, if you could, and -- Let's start. Helen. 


Q Are you saying that the deficit will be over $200 bill. 
and that the President will call for a total freeze on spending across 
the board? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first part of your 
guestion is correct. The deficit, we now estimate for this current 
year, ‘83, which is well underway, will be over $200 billion. 


The freeze that we're talking about for ‘84 is designed 
to bring it down rapidly from the path it would otherwise be on. 


Q What will it be in '84? 
Q What figure do we use to get the freeze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The figure for ‘84 
will be somewhere in the range of 188 with the freeze. Without the 
freeze, it would be in excess of $230 billion. 


The freeze, to make clear again, is a -- it results in 
an aggregate freeze on total spending in ‘84, relative to the ‘83 
level in constant dollars. But it's achieved by a whole variety of 
measures built on the freeze concept, COLA freeze, pay freeze, 
discretionary freeze, freeze of reimbursement to physicians under 
Medicare, hospitals under the health programs and so forth. And then 
follows on with the other measures. 


Q Aren't those a lot of if's? 
Q Total spending, you mean the unified -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those aren't if's. Those 
are measures proposed in order to bring about an overall standstill 
in the level of spending in the budget. 


Q Then you have to have tctal cooperation from Congress. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's absolutely right. 
It is a joint undertaking -- 


Q How do you know it's joint yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is going to be pro- 
posed. It is going to be suggested in a bipartisan spirit. And 
it builds on, obvicusly, the freeze notion that was at the core of 
the bipartisan Social Security solution. 
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Q What do you mean “total spending"? 
Q -- some elements of it are not exactly a freeze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I indicated 
before, the freeze concept is applied, as appropriate, to various 
parts of the budget. COLA's, which are increases for inflation, can 
be frozen for a period of six months. In the case of other things, 
like discretionary programs where you have hundreds of programs, no 
one would propose to freeze each and every line item in the budget. 
but for the aggregate of discretionary spending, the level requested -- 


Q -- discretionary spending. Including defense 
spending? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Non-defense discretionary 
spending. 


Q Non-defense -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, we've indicated 
that the defense changes have already been announced. 


Q That's not a total freeze, then. 

Q -- change the $8 billion -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
you're trying to .nake an issue where none lies. I said the basic 
component, the first component is a freeze on a variety of different 
things in the budget that will be described in the budget on Monday. 


When all of these things are done, including the defense 
change that has been 
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announced, it results in an aggregate standstill in the overall 
budget. 


Q In current dollars or constant dollars? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In constant dollars. 
Constant dollars. 


Q In current dollars -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's slightly 
under five percent, so there is five percent growth in nominal terms, 
no growth in real terms. 


Q -- mean that defense will grow by about 14 percent, 
but that the aggregate of the non-defense discretionary programs 
cannot grow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think the increase — 
that you're referring to is in budget authority for defense. The 
budget is growing in nominal terms, obviously; more some places, less 
others. In the aggregate it does not grow after inflation is dis- 
counted for or in real terms. 


Q Defense does? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Defense is only going to be cut $8 billion in out- 
jays, whereas the aggregate of non-defense discretionary programs 
will be frozen except for a 4.7 percent inflation increase. Is that 
not correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think maybe 
we've explained that long enough. 


Q Can I ask a question of your colleague about the 
contingency tax package, please? 


Q -- question. That's a good question and I'd like 
to see the answer. 


Q I'd like to hear it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try again. 
There are a lot of different things in the budget. There is pay to 
military and civilians, there is retirement to former federal workers. 


Q Buster, please, can you answer the question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You called it a comprehensive freeze. It's not 
comprehensive, it sounds like it's more like selective, and I should 
like to know whether it is, and in what way it's selective. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me rephrase it. It 
is a freeze concept, comprehensively applied to COLAs, to retirement, 
to pay, aggregate non-defense discretionary spending, to certain enti- 
tlements like medical entitlements where you freeze the reimbursement 
and not the level because more people are using the program, and when 
you add all of these freeze concepts that are applied as appropriate 
to different parts of the budget to the defense savings that have 
already been announced, the sum total of federal spending does not 
increase in ‘84 over the ‘83 level. 


Q Which means that the discretionary non-defense 
programs are frozen. But those -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- They're not cut. 
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Q But the defense programs proceed as usual with a 
large increase over and above inflation, so that it is not a compre- 
hensive but it is a selective freeze on domestic, non-defense 
programs. Is that not true? , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll try again. There 
are a lot of different programs in the budget. Some are entitlements 
that grow automatically. We freeze them as we can, freeze the 
indexes, freeze the reimbursements. There are other programs that are 
\ppropriatec. In the aggregate we ask no more in ‘84 than we asked 
in ‘83. In defense there is an increase. No one has ever tried to 
deny that or suggest otherwise. 


Q The aggregate is the same. Does that mean that the 
non-defense actually goes down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In real terms that would 
be the case; yes. 


Q Where, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a detail that 
we'll get to Monday with the budget. 


Q There was a reference to an immediate freeze but 
then you're talking in terms of ‘84. Are there portions that are 
going to be frozen immediately, or does all of it take legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It all takes legisla- 
tion, obviously, because the index benefits require legislation, pay 
requires legislation, a lot of the other changes do. The effective 
dates occur throughout the calendar year because many of these pro- 
grams are adjusted at different dates. The angle is that anything 
that would ordinarily be increased or adjusted in ‘83, an attempt 
will be made to freeze that increase. With the exception of defense, 
and we've made that very clear. 


Q -- you have deficit, how much over $200 billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's slightly 
over $200 billion and we'll be putting the full details of that out 
Monday. 


Q What will be the percentage -- just without s9ing 
through this whole thing again, while the aggregate budget is 
increasing just about five percent, which is the inflationary -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q -- how much will the defense budget be increasing 
in percentage terms, in approximation, in outlays? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that I 
have that, the outlay figure, right here. In budget authority it's 
about 14 percent. 


Q How much will discretionary non-defense be going 
down in real terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you freeze 
it at the aggregate, in the aggregate at the nominal level, then 
about five percent. 
Q It goes down five percent? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. Someone is -- 
Q Well, that was his question. Let's get it straight. 


Q Won't it go down more than that? 











cw 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Congress adopted a 
budget resolution last summer that we supported. It called for a 
three-year freeze on discretionary spending. That was done in ‘83 
by Congress. In our ‘84 comprehensive freeze proposal we are continuing 
what Congress agreed and we agreed to do last year, last summer, for 
discretionary non-defense spending in ‘84. 


We are building on that by freezing pay, freezing COLAs, 
freezing other automatic entitlement programs as it is practical to do 
given the nature of these programs. 


Q What will happen to all non-defense spending in ‘84? 
I think that's what we're trying to get at. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the kind of 
| detail in the budget that we'll get into Monday. 


Q Well, percentage terms. You've just given us the 
increase for defense, now where does that -- e 








Q -- 14 percent up, we're trying to get the non-defense 


down. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was going to ask you 
to withhold on that until Monday. 
Q But it does go down, definitely goes down, in nominal 
terms ? 
Q You'd better clear it up because they're misin- 
, formed. 
Q Give us comparable numbers that we can use. What's 


comparable to the 14 percent, in terms of non- -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the rest of the Lud- 
get? Okay, 14 percent is in nominal terms, it's the budget authority 
requested for defense after the $11.3 billion reduction that you've 
all heard about and it's been out a while. 


The overall budget increase is about 5 percent, slightly 
under. That includes the larger defense increase, smaller nominal 
increases elsewhere. It averages 5 percent. 


Now if you want to start getting into all the components, 
how much -- 


Q No, we don't, we want non-defense. We want a 14- 
percent comparable figure for non-defense. 


4 Go down. 
Q One more figure will do it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you would ask some- 
body else a question, in order to put this to rest, I will calculate 
it right now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let him work on it. Is 
there anotiier question here? 


Q How much do you raise in taxes if you trigger it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which question am I 
taking first? 


Q You're taking this one. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 





¢ how much do you raise in these taxes if in fact the 
gces into effect? f 
| . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One percent of GNP is 
the limit per year on each of the three years, fiscal ‘86, ‘87, ‘88. 
We calculate, based upon our economic projections, which are cautious 
and below the average of most private economists, that the gross 
national product in fiscal ‘86 will be something around $4 trillion, 
100 billion, rising to about $4 trillion, 800 billion in '88. So you 
could say that it would be becween $40 and $50 billion per year over 
the three years. 


Q And how far will the deficit be down by ‘88 under 
your scenario? Again, in dollar terms, how far will the deficit be 
down in ‘88 if your entire program is enacted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With the trigger? 
Q With the trigger and all these savings. 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just above $100 billion 
in ‘88. 


Q Above $100? 
Q Even with the taxes? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What did you say the oil fee was? Did you answer 
that? You said there would be an excise tax on oil, but I didn't 
hear hear what figure -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will depend upon, 
obviously, what the surcharge is, how much will have to be made up 
by the oil tax. Currently, that's in the neighborhood, we're 
thinking in terms of -- but have sent up no legislation, but are 
currently thinking in terms of $5 a barrel, domestic and import. 


Q Is the President going to suggest any specific 
stucy proposals on taxes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will sug- 
gest that we study the possibility of simplifying the Tax Code. 


Q Do you know how many people -- 
Q -- get any more specific than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will not get any 
more specific than that tonight. 


Q Sir, if you did not build the trigger tax into the 
budget, you could not demonstrate that the deficit was going down 
sufficiently to satisfy Wall Street. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not Wall Street. The 
question is, if we didn't build the trigger into the budget, are we 
doing that to satisfy Wall Street? 


Q No, that's not the question. The question is, if 
you didn't build this standby into the budget figures, you would not 
be demonstrating the deficit coming down. Isn't that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The deficits will 
come down in any event, but they will not come down as much as they 
would if the trigger is enacted. Now, remember what we have said 
here, that there are many ways to get that deficit down. 


The first one, and the one that we hope will happen is to 
have the economy grow faster than we are projecting at this particular 
moment. Obviously, if you keep spending level and the economy 
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recovers as a percent of GNP, your deficit goes down. 


Q What are your projections? Unemployment, infla- 
tion, boxcar loadings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of those will be 
in the budget message. I don't have them with me now, and it's on 
a year by year basis. Yes? 


Q Sir, if the balanced budget amendment had passed, 
you wouldn't have been able to achieve its five-year target. Will 
the President repeat his pledge to try and get immediate enactment 
of that amendment, given the fact that he now has a budget that will 
be able to meet its goal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The statement censgat 
will not call for the balanced budget amendment, 
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but the President will say that that is still his goal, trying to 
get a balanced budget amendment. We have not crossed that bridge 
as to whether or not to send up that legislation at this point. 


Q Without the trigger, what would your deficit in 
‘fiscal ‘88 be under your program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without the trigger, 
what would the deficit be? It would be somewhere in the neighborhood 
of just over $150 billion without the trigger. 

Q According to your own projections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: According to our 
projections, which are on the cautious or prudent side. 


Q Including-the freezes? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Including the freezes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Including the freezes, 
obviously. 


Q How many people are affected by the COLA freezes? 
How many beneficiaries -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're trying -- I 
plead with you again. You're trying to get into details that we 
will answer all your questions about Monday. We're simply indicating 
what the overall strategy is tonight in order to deal with the 
deficit problem that's critical to economic recovery. And I'm not 
trying to be non-responsive, but simply indicate we're not going to 
put out all of these kinds of details now. 

Q One other -- 

Q One figure -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q The calculation you just made -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was about 2 percent 
for non-defense spending. 


Q What's 2 percent? 

Q Up? 

Q That's a nominal term. 

Q What was what again, please? 

Q Up -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Up. 





Q Plus 2 percent, that's a nominal term. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q So it's a-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hold on, hold on, please. 
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Q So we understand the answer, are you -- 


MR. GERGEN: All right. The question was, what was his 
calculation? 


Q On what? 
Q On what? 
Q Don't play games -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was raised 
before: If the overall increase is 5 percent and defense is about 
15 percent, what's the rest of the budget, the other two-thirds, 
70 percent roughly? It's about in the neighborhood of 2 percent 
in nominal terms, up. 


Q Up. 


Q I have a question. If I understand that computation 
correctly, since you're expecting inflation to be about 5 percent 
and non-defense spending in nominal terms only growing 2 percent, 
then we're talking about in real terms a reduction in that area. 
And my question is: Given the fact that you're calling for a real 
term reduction in non-defense spending and what will still be a 
whopping increase in defense spending, what gives either of you 
gentlemen the slightest idea that this has a chance of being 
salable to either Congress or the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll answer for the 
country. I don't know about Congress. As far as being salable, 
one of the things that everyone is saying we need and need 
immediately is economic recovery -- economic recovery in order to 
get jobs for the unemployed, economic recovery in order to have 
more prosperity in the country. The obvious thing you have to do 
is to get interest rates down. 


With deficits of the $230 billion to $300 billion that 
my colleague mentioned, we would never be able to get interest 
rates down. We think that by these budget stringencies, by the 
orogram that we have already in place -- that is, the tax cut that 
is comine on July lst of '83 and the fiscal stimulus and with 
steady monetary growth, that combination will enable us to have 
the recovery that we want -- slow in the first part of the year, 
increasing in the second half of the year. 


Q How low do interest rates have to go to accomplish 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've already started 
it. As you notice that in housing, that housing starts are up, 
housing permits are up: about 60 percent. It's starting in auto- 
mobile sales. With the new rates of interest for purchasing a car, 
you're getting better car sales. So interest rates have already 
started down and are showing -- are helping in the start of the 
recovery. 


Q How low do they have to go? 


Q On the trigger for the tax, does Congress have to 
accept every one of the spending reductions that were laid out 
before it would trigger? I don't understand what that trigger is, 
that first part of the trigger. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not spelled it 
out with that great deal of orecision. You know, if you get 99 
percent, would you not go with this? If you get 71 percent, would 
you go with it? We haven't spelled out in any of that kind of 
detail. What we're saying in generalities is that, first, the 
budget freezes and the budget cuts that my colleaaque has talked 
about have to come first. Then we will propose this legislation 
for the trigger in the out years. 
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Q Is the COLA freeze that you're talking about -- 
does that aoply to needs-based programs as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The COLA freeze applies 
to all entitlement benefit programs that -- especially that are 
related to Social Security, because they interact. ‘ 
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And if we have now agreed on a bipartisan basis, at least to propose 
moving the Social Security date for adjustment from July to January, 
most of the other dates would be moved equally. That amounts to a~-« 
six month freeze. 


So, yes, it would be applied across the board. 
Q The means-tested -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The means-tested pro- 
grams are entirely indexed. AFDC isn't and it wouldn't and it wouldn't 
be affected. Food Stamps are and that would be moved six months to 
keep everything in track. Otherwise, you'll have terrible disruption 
in programs. 


Q But AFDC would be affected by the freeze, would 
it not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it wouldn't be- 
cause it's not an indexed benefit program. 


Q No, but it would be affected by the comprehensive 
freeze. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it wouldn't because 
I said the freeze mechanism applies separately to programs as it 
best fits without undue disruption or unfair impact on the program. 
But, nevertheless, as it fits, it's applied to a whole variety of 
categories in the budget. 


MR. GERGEN: We've only got a few more minutes. So 
are any other questions directed to -- 


Q On your employment program, did you mention how 
long you would extend the unemployment benefits and would they be 
extended for everyone then collecting or just those who may not have 
benefited from the extended program? In other words, people who just 
had -- were still on regular, the regular 26-week program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, we will 
extend the program with some modifications. The President, however, 
will send that legislation up as a separate vackage in the very 
near future. 


Q -- say how many weeks it would be extended? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 

Q How many weeks it would be extended? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Essentially, it wouldn't 
be a change in the number of weeks extended, but that the program 


itself would be extended. 


Q How many jobs do you estimate that this program 
would create? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't attempted 
to make an estimation in terms of the number of new jobs created, 
as I think that's a -- 


Q Can you estimate that it would create any jobs? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think, however, 


that trying to get involved in those numbers exercises makes in- 
teresting stories, but not very accurate ones. 
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Q How much does it cost? The whole -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cost data will come 
out in the budget on Monday. 


-- entitlement raises that are tied to the GS 


‘salary level, like Black Lung, would they then be frozen throughout 


the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That being the case and 
eo that would be true in that instance. 


Q There's no plan to ask for an amendment of that 
law? To change it? 


Q -- how much would the freeze save in 1984? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, as my 
colleague has just indicated, we would insist you wait until Monday 
for all of those details and far more than you can possibly want or 
ask for. But we aren't going to go into all that tonight. 


Q would you start releasing these texts and fact 
sheets so some of us can get out of here? 


MR. GERGEN: I just talked to Robin and he's supposed 
to be -- he's supposed to get here in just about a minute past six. 
If he is, we're going to stop. 


Q Can you tell us, is the President going to propose 
the voucher system for Title 1 federal aid? Or is that idea not 
in the -- 


Q Question? 
Q You didn't mention it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, will 
the President propose a -=- converting Title 1 in the Education Act 
into a vouchered program. That is not mentioned in the fact sheet 
or the speech tonight. 


Q Well, wait a minute. Does that mean he won't 
propose it or is it just not mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't forecast what 
the President will or won't do. The subject is the speech tonight and 
it's not referenced in the speech tonight. 


Q Do you need a tax increase to get economic 
recovery? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, an economic recovery 
without a tax increase is a plausible scenario. There are many 
economists that are forecasting such a thing. As a matter of fact, 

I think that's about -- the average economist is forecasting that. 


Q You're not forecasting it. Tax increases are in 
your budget, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only to be triggered 
if the deficits are 24 percent of gross national product or more in 
the out years. 

Q -- assume that it will be, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q You do not assume in the budget -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the budget, we do 
not assume that. 
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Q By what year will you have a balanced budget, if 
your scenario stands up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By what year would we 
have? Well, we're only required to have a five-year projection. We 
haven't taken the figures out beyond that. But it will not happen 
-in the five years under our scenario. 


Q Well, that's clear. But there was some talk that 
you are now shooting for 1990; but if by ‘88 you're to be well over 
$100 billion in the red ink still, when do you finally reach -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't taken the 
figures out. I wouldn't know how to answer your question under our 
scenario. 


Q With all the red ink, why is the third year of the 
tax cut a sacred cow? I mean, you've got trigger. You've got all 
these other things going in, why not take away the third year of the 
tax cut -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And abort the recovery 
right in the middle by taking away the money that we hope that con- 
sumers and savers will be able to use, one to buy and the other to 
save. That's an integral part of the recovery system. If -- it's 
a well-known anecdote that in a -- the start of a recovery period, 
you don't increase taxes. Instead, you cut them. And that's exact- 
ly what we have in place; so why not go with it. 


Q What gives you the idea that all this is politically 


achieveable in Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I note that the 
freeze on Social Security benefits for six months, which has been the 
most sensitive all the way along, 
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has been endorsed by the Speaker, by the Chairman of the Rules 
Committee, by the leader spokesman for the elderly in this 
country, and has been widely endorsed by the leadership in both 
parties in Congress. Now, it seems to me, if we can begin with 
that agreement and that proposal, it ought to be equally possible 
to put a freeze on federal employees who are better off, 
obviously -- federal retirees who are far better off than the 
average Social Security beneficiary, and on down the line. 


Q Is there a possibility, do you think that there 
is a danger that you might damage the chances for the Social 
Security freeze i* you link it as you have been doing with 
freezes on such .°\.¢s as Food Stamps am other things? 

Do you not enda::;.r the agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFPscY .: I will not 
speculate on that. 


Q You did not mention, I believe, the federalism 
initiative, which was a year ago at the center of -- (laughter). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will = 
be talking about the federalism initiative this evening. And in : 
the fact sheet, you will find the federalism initiative. And, 
in fact, the federalism initiative this year is structured 
somewhat differenctly than the pvrovosal last year. Most 
speicifically, as you recall last year, we discussed the concept 
of a swap involving the Medicaid program. However, in our policy 
review this year, the President came to the decision that, before 
proceeding with a swap of responsibilities for the Medicaid 
program, we needed really to get health care costs under control, 
and that trying to go through a major swap at this time would be 
disruptive in the objective of bringing health care costs under 
control. The federalism proposal you will find this year will 
not involve the swap of programs and fiscal resources, but, 
instead, will focus on some new, block grant programs which are 
detailed in the fact sheet. 





Q ‘How much would you pick up if you repealed 
indexing, rather than run with a stand-by tax? And what is the 
rationale for the stand-by tax when many of your fellow Republicans 
on the Hill say that they are against that? They would rather 
scrap indexing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, the 
concept of indexing is something that I think that most tax 
payers would welcome. That is the idea that the federal government 
will not be allowed to enjoy excesses that would come from 
inflation only, and that each one of us would go into a different 
bracket as inflation increased. And we keep getting progressively 
higher taxes that way. This has been. the game that has been 
played in Washington for the last 15 years. And we are trying 
to break that game. So what we are trying to do is to preserve 
the idea of indexing. 


Now, what we are saying is that we can fashion taxes 
that will not interfere with the process of savings and 
investment. And those are the types of taxes we are trying to 
trigger if needed in those out years. 


Q How about Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague is 
now here. We are going to wrap. 


Q Let us just hear about Israel for a moment. 
Is the President going to cut off aid to Isreal in any way? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are going to 
wrap now. And while you are here, I want to remind you that 
this is an embargoed briefing until time of delivery. And 


we have got the fact sheets and the speeches here. 


Why can't you brief us more often? 


Q 
THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 


END 


6:04 P.M. EST - 
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10:03 A.M. EST 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I have a brief statement, and then 
be glad to respond to questions. 


As you know, on Sunday I'll fly to Europe and visit nine 
cities in seven countries. The main purpose of this trip is to consult 
with our allies regarding the Geneva talks on intermediate-range 
nuclear forces. It is not a negotiating mission, but a mission in 
which I'll hold discussions and consultations with many of the 
leaders in Western Europe. And during my visit to Geneva I'll be 
meeting with both the United States and Soviet negotiators invo.ived 
in the INF and START talks. 


More than a decade ago, President Reagan -- more than a 
year ago, President Reacan initiated the arms control negotiations 
that are now under way, and our INF proposals are comprehensive. We 
feel that they are truly sionificant. They're designed to eliminate 
an entire category of nuclear weapons -- not to freeze them at high 
levels, as has often been the case in past agreements. 


I'm also going to be -- have with me on this trip, meeting 
me in Eurove because of a schedule problem on this side, Martin 
Feldstein, the Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers. And his 
oresence will avpropriately put some emphasis on the economic side 
of the equation that's facing our friends in Europe and the United 
States. We will be prepared to discuss with our allies all the 
economic issues of common concern, and there are many. 


As we embark on the trip, I am -- been studyince up on 
this a lot, and I am very confident of the strencth of the Western 
Alliance. And I'm equally confident of a unified allied commitment 
to the coal of arms reduction. 


Our strencth lies in unity and we are unified in what 
essentially is a strong moral position -- banishing a whole new 
generation of intermediate nuclear forces from the face of the earth, 
if you will. 


I'm also confident that a meaningful, verifiable arms 
reduction can be achieved at the negotiating table.. I said at the 
beginning I'm not going there to negotiate. Our negotiator on INF 
is there. Our START negotiator, General Rowny, will be there. And 
they are there because our President is serious about results at 
those arms talks. And I'm not sure our friends in Eurove all 
understand that. I want to make that messace just as clear as I can 
as I make this trip. 


With no further ado, I'll be clad to respond to your 
questions. 


Q Mr. Vice President, there's an article in the Times 
today that quotes State Department officials who aren't named, and 
one of them -- it says that this trip would be the right time to 
- announce a new approach on European missiles. And this official is 
guoted as sayinc, "If Sush is not given something to say beyond 
reiterating our willingness to be flexible, the trip could turn 
into a disaster." Now, you've said -- 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Yes. 


Q -- two or three times you're not going to negotiate. 
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THE VICE PRESIDENT: That's right. 


Q But could you address that? Could you address the 
question of -- it's pretty well clear now that the President is being 
flexible -- but are you vorepared to reach some new accommodation 
with the Euroveans, voarticularly the Germans? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Our negotiators are there in -- 


Q Excuse me. I meant with the Europeans. I do not 
mean with the Russians. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: The whole purpose of consultation 
is to listen and to talk within the framework that I've outlined. I 
just disagree with the nameless, faceless quoted State Department 
person there. I just don't think that success or failure is going 
to be determined whether we have a piece of paper in our pocket 
offering some new deal. That is not what the trip is about, as I've 
said. So I would respectfully disagree with the conclusion of a 
person that didn't put his name on his thoughts over there. 


But I know how our President feels. We -- and as I 
listen carefully to what the leaders of the governments with whom I'll 
be visiting say, I'm confident that we are very, very much in accord 
with these allies. We do have a moral position, a strong position -- 
_ridding Europe and the world, if you will -- 











because we're not going to play it off against Japan and China -- 
@ dGecace of weapons, a whole new generation, if you will, of these 
weapons. And that's a good position. 


And the Soviets have come back and said something. 
It was not balanced. It was not equal. As our President said, 
they met us half way. They said, “Don't you do -- You'll have 
none, and we'll have half of what we got." That's not balance. 
That's not equal. 


But the place to discuss that is in Geneva. And, 
in the meantime, I will be listening very attentive, in confidence, 
because consultations cannot be conducted out in the open in 
front of the glare of these lights. ‘ou cannot get the inner- 
most feelings of people. But I'm going there, the President's 
appointment, to listen carefully to our allies for suggestions, for 
ideas, but not to do what they've suggested here. 


Yes? 


Q Mr. Vice President, you say in your statement 
that you're confident of the strength of the Alliance. But what 
about the pressure that's being exerted on the allies, particularly 
the Germans by their peace movements? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Well, those pressures are there. 
Ané I had an opportunity to visit yesterday, for example, with 
Mr. Genscher. I would simply refer you, in response to that question, 
to what Genscher said when he left here. And I think that that 
is reflective of the German government's position. 


Now, I‘m not suggesting there's no pressures on them 
because of their peace movement or anything else, but the idea of 
removing this generation of weapons really should have the support 
of the people of Germany. And if I can make no other -- I think there's 
some misunderstanding on the part of some of the people there as 
to our commitment to real negotiation. I really believe that. 

I'm confident they realize that we are determined to stay strong 
and to help keep the Alliance strong, in concert with our NATO 
allies, but I'm not sure they see that that other part is quite as 
serious as we feel it is, that negotiating part, you see. So, 
I'll try to get that message across. 


Q What is your comment on the fact that all parties 
out of government in West Germany, the Social Democrats, *he C.S.U., 
Franz-Josef Strauss and even the Greens seem to reject the zero 


option? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: One thing I don't want to do, 
and it's going to be very difficult -- Two things I don't want to do, 
one get into a lot of interpretations over statements coming from 
a wide array of the political spectrum in Germany and, secondly, 
being a politician myself and having been elected and being somewhat 
sensitive to things that might appear to be intervention in the elective 
process of a country, I would want to carefully avoid doing anything 
to get into that election that's scheduled for March 6. It's not 
going to be that easy, frankly. But having been in the political wars, 
I will be very sensitive to that. So, I think it might not be 
overly helpful, with that in mind, to comment, except to say, as 
I looked at Mr. Strauss’ statement and then read the interpretations 
of it, which now you can't make a statement without having everybody 
interpret it, that I'm not so sure that he and his, and Kohl and 
Genscher and others are going to be very far apart. 


I'd like that to sort out a little, however, before 
‘commenting on it. Now, you mention opposition. Sure, there's 
going to be some that are going to have different emphasis, but none, 
I think, that would want to diminish the Alliance staying together, none 
that will criticize, not only the moral position but the sound offer 
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that has been made in terms of zero option, zero-zero. I mean, if 
you could sit and talk to the people, I believe they'd undersian<@ 
that. Now, why give up on something like that? Yet, our negotiatox 
is there,all ears, waiting to hear some reasonable position from which 
to negotiate. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Mr. Vice President, why don't you include the 
Scandinavian NATO countries in your trip? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Time, I think. They are important. 
We had the Prime Minister of Denmark here recently. And I think 
it's really time and it's, as you'll notice in there, it's the 
basing countries that emerged in the consultations on which I'm about 
to embark. Yes, sir? 


Q A very well known face, not a face-less Department 
official, Mr. Nitze has said that the United States is not and I quote, 
"locked into the zero option". Now, what is your assessment? Does 
the convenience of his ability of a gradual solution lead to a 


solution perhaps? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I think that his -- I hate to use -- 
The words mean different things to different people. Nitze and the 
President are as one. They are in totally 














in accord as to what might happen and what should happen. Nitze 

would agree with what -- everything I've said here about the desirabil- 
ity of the zero option. He would also agree with the President that 
iz there's some worthwhile proposal, something meaningful, 

that Coes reflect balance and equality and fundamental principles 

that we agree with, that it's worth seriously negotiating. So that 
would be my reply. 


Yes, in the back, sir. 


Q -- come to another stop of your itinerary; i.e., 
Vatican. There's heightened interest here and e 
to 


the President, we are 
this sensitivity. And it is 
be. 


Q -- follow up -- So you would not say that the 
conclusion that the paper draws is correct when it says that the U.S. 
government is trying to steer away from -- 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I think our system of justice 
and, hopefully, fair play in matters of this nature would say that 
you Gon‘'t -- nobody is guilty until proved so and there's a presumption 
that you're entitled to a fair hearing. And for us to stand here fron 
across the ocean and cast judgment on it, in the President's view, 
would not be fair. And I couldn't agree more. So it's that. And 
so we're not shaping it one way or another for political currents, 
if that was what the question is. We're not -- by staying silent, 
we're not attempting to do that at all. We're attempting to see 
justice prevail, see the truth out and we believe that the Italian 
magistrates are very serious in this. Yes, sir. 


Q Mr. Vice President, you mentioned a moment ago 
that you didn't plan to do anything to get into the March 6th elections 
in Germany. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Yes. 


Q Does that mean that we can rule out any public 
statement by the administration between now and March 6th on any 
proposal other than the zero-zero -- 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Wo, it just means that I'm going 
to be very sensitive to the political currents and to the election. 
I'll probably get killed for saying this; but I remember when I was 
runni for Vice President of the United States with the President 
and @ Beseten figure, dignitary, got involved, whether willfully or 
not, in a campaign stop for the opposition party here. Ané I'll 
tell you, it put us into orbit in terms of our blood pressure. And 
_ JI vealize the sensitivity, particularly in Germany, the cross 

_currents of public opinion, and also because of the multi-faceted 
party system there. And all I'm saying is I'm going to endeavor 
to conduct myself in reply to questions, in terms of fairness of 
who we see and all of these things in order to stay out of the 
elections. But it doesn't mean that we will shape whatever it is 











happens at Geneva, or anywhere else, to try to, you know, to have that 
reverse twist to it, to try to hold up action or accelerate action 
on this account. Yes, sir. 


Q Wouldn't you like to see the Kohl government win 
the March 6th elections? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Nice try. We are not going to -- 
Listen, that's exactly the kind of question I need practice in stone- 
walling. Next one. (Laughter). 


Q What is your position concerning a summit meeting 
between President Reagan and Mr. Andropov? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Well, you know, some forget that 
it was President Reagan who was very open-minded about seeing 
Mr. Brezhnev at the United Nations. Do you remember last year? 
That wouldn't have been a summit meeting. But our position is that 
-- the President's position, which is what matters on this one, is 
that clearly at some point, you know, a meeting might be in order; 
but you've got to have it properly prepared for. And if you bill 
it as a summit, you're going to raise the level of expectations. And 
if you have a summit, you better know what's coming in and know oretty 
well what's coming out. 











And that is our view -- thorough preparation so that the meeting 
would be productive and useful and not followed with a 
counterproductive lack of activity. 


Yes, sir? 


Q But couldn't such a summit meeting pave the way for 
major breakthroughs or breakthroughs in major issues? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I think if we became convinced 
of that, that that would have great influence on the President's 
thinking. 4 


Yes, sir? 


Mr. Vice President, the United States rejected 
the latest Soviet offer to reduce its medium-rance missiles to 
the levels of missiles held by Britain and France. But hasn't 
the question of the British and French missiles got to be 
addressed at some time at either of the Geneva talks because, 
after all, these missiles are pointing at Russia and the 
two countries are members of NATO? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: There was a time in agreements 
where agreements were reached where the British and French missiles -- 
with the Soviets -- where the British and French missiles were 
not a part of the equation. 


We are focusing here now on INF and we don't feel 
they are part of the equation. We think you have to compare 
apples and apples and oranges and oranges and we don't think 
that mixing that in is contributing to that definition of how 
we proceed. We don't think it is the role of the United States 
to -- when we're negotiating with the Soviets' interests to 
commit somebody else's forces to negotiation. And we agree 
with what President Mitterrand said loud and clear on that 
subject and what the British position has been on that subject. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Mr. Vice President, will you be carrying any 
kind of a new message to Europeans? Just from the public 
statements, the Europeans know what's been said here. There 
obviously continues to be considerable concern in Europe about 
whether or not compromise at some point is possible because 
both sides have rejected opening positions. Will you only 
be listening or will you be able to tell them in some way and 
somehow how the United States views a potential solution to 
this issue? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I'm not sure I fully -- I 
think I've addressed myself to that question. So, I would 
just say that we are not carrying new proposals if that -- I 
missed the exact wording of what you said -- to the people of 
Europe whether there were new proposals -- 


Q I'm saying, would you be able to give them 
some idea of what the administration negotiating strategy 
is, for example? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: No, and I think the reason 
for that is we are serious about consultation. This idea of 
the cosmetics of consultation is not what drives this administration 
. in working with our allies. And to go there and kind of have 
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public, if I'm getting your question correctly, public postures 

as to what might or might not be possible in this -- we're not 
doing that. And we're going to listen, we're going to talk to 

our allies and then I will come back and keep that very closely 
held and so that we can talk in frankness and total confidentiality 
ang then come back and report to the President. 


Yes, I had identified him and then over here. 
Yes, sir? 


Q Is in your view December ‘83 the absolute 
deadline for negotiations? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: There are dates set for 
deployment and, as Mr. Genscher said that will go forward in 
terms of deployment unless there's some agreement that stops 
it. Yes, that's a set time, an important time, and it is, in 
our view, that is a fundamental part of the two-track approach. 


Yes, sir? 


Q I'm not sure I understand what you are going 
to do because you keep repeating that you have no new proposals 
to bring to Europe and that you want to discuss. But if you 
have no new proposals, what are you going to discuss? -- because 
the zero option has been discussed many times. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We're going to encourage 
the Soviets to come up with a reasonable proposal because 
we have tabled a very good proposal. It has a moral base 
to it. It, for awhile, captured the imagination of the general 
public. It still has the imagination and support of the 
leaders of NATO. And it talks about removing an entire generation 
of new, deadly, intermediate nuclear weapons from Europe. It's 
a sensible proposal. It's a sound proposal. It's a moral 
proposal. And we want to hear something that has some soundness, 
some sensibility, some morality, some balance, some stability, 
something that will recuce that threat to the lowest possible 
ievel. We think we've made that offer and we haven't heard 
anything in response. 


Now, our negotiator is probably -- I don't know 
whether he's there right this minute, but he's there prepared 
to discuss, as long as it takes, to hammer out an agreement. 
And I don't think a lot of the people in Europe know this, and 
I'm not sure people — 
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in Moscow know it. But, if I do nothing else but get that point 
across, this trip will be worthwhile. 


Q Mr. Vice President, if you hear a reasonable 
proposal for a very low limit that is balanced between Soviet and 
American forces, but it is other than the zero option, will the 
administration negotiate on that? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We are there open-minded. As the 
President said, “Bring on some other proposal and let's discuss it." 


Q I have two questions. One, what kind of a job 
do you think the Soviets have done as far as -- 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Let me just correct something 
before Mr. Smith finishes the last sentence he's writing down there. 
Without departing from the zero option. The goal is to rid the 
world, banish this generation, this decade, if you will, of development 
of intermediate nuclear force. 


Q Mr. Vice President, I'm not’ quite clear. Are 
you saying anything other than your zero option is totally unacceptable? 
Are you saying that? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I'm saying let's negotiate. And 
we've made a sound proposal. We've not heard one in return. Let's 
negotiate on it. And that's where our allies stand -- firmly behind, 
but willing to listen. 


Q I have two questions. What kind of a job do you 
think the Soviets have done in influencing European public opinion 
on this question and, two, did I understand you to say that you'll 
be meeting with the Soviet negotiators in Geneva? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Yes. 
Q What's the purpose of that meeting? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I think the chance there would be 
to at least represent to these individuals who are representing the 
Soviet Union the kind of conviction that we have in terms of really 
wanting to achieve and equitable, balanced, stable resolution to 
this question. And it will be, I think the meetings will be fairly 
short. 


What was the first part of your question ? 


Q What kind of a job do you think -- How successful 
have they been in influencing public opinion in Europe on this 
question, Western Europe? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I guess I would have to wait until 
I get there to really find out. I think they had some plusses and 
they had some minuses. The part that came off as kind of shrill and 
threatening at the end of the Gromyko visit I think could be counter- 
productive in Europe if you're listening carefully. The very fact 
that the Soviets are talking about wanting an arrangement and peace, 
we welcome that. And so I can't honestly say, assess yet the value 
of the Gromyko trip or of the Andropov proposals. I think the allies 
recognize that the proposals are totally unacceptable for the reasons 
that I keep talking about here in terms of equality and stability 
and all of this. But the fact that they were made, we ought not to 
knock that. | 


You've already -- P.S. All right. Two more after 
“this one. 


Q There may be a contradiction in two of your 
answers. You said that the plan goes through for deploying the 














missile. You also said our negotiator will stay in Geneva as long 
as it takes. I don't understand that. If there is serious nego- 
- tiation still going on in December, will the missile deployment 
plan be deferred -- : 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: No. 


Q -- so long as there is serious negotiation? Or 
will they be deployed and you will continue to negotiate because 
there will be less to negotiate about? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: There will not be deferment. I 
mean, we have certain time frames. NATO has taken a decision in 
concert with all parties and that is a -- You're talking about the 
deployment date? 


Q Yes. 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Yes. 


Q Well then, he won't sit there as long as it takes 
because, by January, it will be impossible to eliminate all missiles 
from Europe. We'll have new missiles in Europe. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We may end up negotiating to get 
&ll missiles out of Europe. That's our objective -- new ones that. 
have come in and others. I mean, we are not -- We are very serious 
about this proposal, you see. 


Let's get these two and I quess that does it today. 


Q Mr. Vice President, I wonder if I could ask to 
what extent your arms control policy is hostage to your own party's 
right wing and how far does Senator Helms' veto extend? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: The answer is none and none. 
Next question. 


Q The Europeans have ventured on their own a number 
of times with regards to communicating with the Soviets. We all 
know about the pipeline and other things. This administration has 
responded with trade sanctions and some remarkable rhetoric ané 
how options in the arms negotiation that has not won a consensus 
among the allies. How come this administration or does this 
administration think that it knows better how to deal with the 
Soviets than the Europeans? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We have certain responsibilities 
for dealing with the Soviets. But I don't think we think we know 
better. I think we think we are acting in concert and I think 
George Shultz's recent 7 
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trio that eliminatec some of the things that, kind of, momentari‘yv 
divided the Alliance was a very good trip. And I think the idea 
that we have a proposal that is supported by all the allies -- 

this zero option proposal ridding Europe and the world of these 
weacons is a good thing. I mean, I cannot imagine veople, if they 
felt that that could be achieved -- and all it needs is the 

Soviet acquiescence to achieve it -- that anyone would think that is 
a bad idea. Nobody thinks it is a bad idea. Our allies are with 
us on it. Their problem is -- can you actually achieve it. 

and there, we do have some responsibility with the Soviets, because 
it is the United States that is doing the negotiating. It is, 
also, the United States that willingly, we hope in a steadfast 
fashion, is an integral part of defending ourselves and Europe. 
With NATO, an attack on one would be an attack on all, for 

example. 


So we do not think that we know best. And that is 
why I am talking about consultation. But we do have certain 
principles -- about common defense, about equality, about 
reduction of weapons, about trade -- certain kinds of trade. 

And sometimes, there are going to be differences among friends. 
This Alliance does not march in lock-step. There is room for 
divergence in free countries -- not so much dissent and disapproval 
in other countries in Europe. But I do not see many people that 
feel that -- you know, I will put it this way. I do not see many 
people going from West to East to seek freedom. . And part of 
freedom is diversity. And I do not expect any lock-step approval 
of anything we do. But if there is a question as to our motives, 
if there is a misunderstanding of this President's commitment to 
arms reduction or to doing our part to defend these values, then 
this trip will be worthwhile. 


And I just come back to this hypothesis stated out 
of that story today. I do not think you judge -- you know, these 
coints I have just made I think are important points. And they 
relate to consultation and reassurance and exchanging of ideas 
to see that differences do not grow in the Alliance, you see. 


And I really am looking forward to it. And I think the trip is 
worthwhile on that count. 


And I am going to get killed if I take another 
question. Is that right, Teeley? 


MR. TEELEY: That is correct. 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: All right. 
Thank you all very, very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:31 A.M. EST 
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The Briefing Room 
1:46 P.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: We will go on to the background briefing 
on the visit of President Reagan and President Mubarak. This is 
a background briefing. You may attribute the remarks made to 
a senior administration official. You may use the quotes as 
vou wish but we would prefer that you not use his name. 


Q I thought the President only wanted officials 
to talk on the record to reporters? 


MR. ALLIN: Most occasions that's exactly the 
policy he wants followed. 


Q Most occasions it's not. 


Q Does Egypt have a corporate income tax and 
are there plans to abolish -- (laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure it's 
ever been paid. 


Q What? I can't hear very well. I take on the 
physical ailments of those I cover -- (laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let us run over 
briefly the format. The two Presidents met in the Oval Office 
with a group of advisers. This went on for about half an hour. 
On our side there was the Vice President, the Secretary of State, 
the National Security Advisor, Ambassador Habib, and others. 

On the Ecyptian side there was the President, the Deputy Prime 
Minister and Foreign Minister, the Minister of State for Foreiacn 
Affairs, the Egyptian Ambassador and the Undersecretary in the 
Foreign Ministry and the head of President Mubarak's office, 
Osama el-Baz. 


The meeting then adjourned to the larger Cabinet 
Room where both parties were joined by other people. The most 
notable on the Egyptian side were the three economic ministers 
who are here and on our side Mr. Meese joined. That went about 
25 minutes and then we went off to lunch where, I believe, 
everyone who was in the larger meeting went into lunch and the 
lunch went on for about an hour. 


Now, the other day I cited to you the -- what we 
thought would be the framework of the visit. I described tham 
as six general objectives. Let me run over them: To pernrit 
President Mubarak and President Reagan to renew their personal 
relationship, an important factor in our overall relations; 
to review and to reiterate the special relationship between Egypt 
and the U.S. and our common dedication to the pursuit of a 
just, comprehensive and secure peace for the Middle East; to 
discuss the peace process and President Peagan's peace initiative; 
to review the situation in Lebanon and our mutual interest in 
the removal of all foreign forces from Lebanon, strengthening 
of the Lebanese central government; to review regional security 
and political issues and U.S.-Egyptian cooperation in dealing 
with these issues; and to discuss U.S. economic and military 
assistance to Egypt. 
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You have the departure statement of the two 
Presidents which, I believe, clearly indicates that the discussions 
that have taken place so far and those that will take place will 
fall into the general framework that I outlined. There will 
be additional meetings with Secretary Shultz this afternoon which 
will be a follow on the overall discussions. And then, of 
course, there is the meeting between President Mubarak and 
Secretaries Regan, Baldrige and AID Director McPherson still to 
come. 


This morning the President met with Secretary of 
Defense Weinberger. Now, let me take some of your questions. 


Q Was there any suggestion on the part of 
President Mubarak that time is running out and that there is 
a time limit on the possibility of the peace process working? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. President 
Mubarak stressed -- 











Q Could you repeat the question please? 
Q We couldn't hear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did President Mubarak 
stress his concern about time running out on the peace process 
and the problems of the stalemate in Lebanon. Is that what -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole thing 
together. And my answer to that was yes. President Mubarak made 
a major point of emphasizing his concerns over these general issues, 
citing also the negative impact on our hopes for an early resumption 


of the peace process ofcontinued impasse in Lebanon. 


Q Did he put any limit? 


Q Did he put any time frameon it, for example, a year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no time 
frame discussed. Just -- He did use the phrase “the sooner the 
better”, and he -- I don't want to suggest he thinks a year. I think 
he -- Clearly, the Egyptians would share our perspective that we're 


talking in months. 


Q That's looking ahead, not to look back. There is 
a peace treaty between Egypt and Israel. Did President Mubarak give 
President Reagan any indication that that treaty will fall apart, 
that Egypt -- The word "renec” comes to mind. I'm trying to think 
of a less loaded word. That Egypt will pull back on its commitment 
to have normal relations with Israel if this Lebanon problem isn't 


solved quickly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two points. 
Let me answer this in two steps. The first one is President Mubarak's 
comments on the Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty. He emphasized Egypt's 


commitment to peace with Israel and 
about that. This was a major topic 
were clear, emphatic, no nuances in 


On the question of the 
of normalization, it was made clear 


to the peace treaty. No question 
of discussion and his comments 
that respect. 


impact of Lebanon on the process 
in the context of the discussion 


by the Egyptian President that Lebanon has impacted on this process. 
He reaffirmed his decision to return the Egyptian Ambassador to 


Tel Aviv when there is an agreement 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


on a framework for the total 


You will recall this is a statement 


that President Mubarak and his government have made before and 


publicly. 


Q Can I just follow up? Not to put too fine a point 
on it. Agreement on a framework for the withdrawal or, indeed, when 
the foreign forces have left Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding was -- 


Q Will a framework do it, or do they have ta get out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding was 
that it was the agreement itself, with the understanding that the 
withdrawals would start very quickly. 


Q You mean Mid-East foreign forces, don't you, and 


not all foreign forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not talking 


about UNIFIL and the MNF. 


MR. ALLIN: Can we move back over here? 
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Q You're talking about the framework for Israel to 
withdrawal or all the three forces, the PLO, the Syrian, -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The frame -- 
Q That may take forever. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- is all foreign 
forces. 


Q All foreign forces. 


Q But, to follow on that, in the departure statement 
the President said only the withdrawal of Israel, in his only 
reference to that. He only mentioned Israel in talking about the 
withdrawal of forces. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which President? 
Q Mubarak. 
Q President Mubarak. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mubarak. 
I'm not going to -- The Egyptian position, as I've understood it, 
and there's nothing in the discussions today to change that, is that 
the Egyptians support the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q We can follow up on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That includes Syrians 
and PLO from Lebanon. 


Q But he singled out the Israelis. Doesn't that 
indicate some feeling that the Israelis are the problem, that the 
rest will fall into place, I think as he said, once the Israelis 
leave? 


SENIOR ADMININSTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, you can 
ask these questions directly of the Egyptians. My understanding is 
the Egyptians believe the priority is Israeli agreement in order, then, 
to get the framework agreed for the others to leave as well. But 
that's something to check with them. 
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MR. ALLIN: Could you hold, please, so we could recoqnize 
-- we'll go around the room right here and then to the back. Yes. 


Q Another follow-up to that question. What did 
President Reagan say about this issue of relations between Israel 
and Egypt? And was there any call by President Reagan to take 
those relations from this frozen status that they are right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, in the 
course of the discussion, obviously indicated the desirability of 
relations between Egypt and Israel being better. He -- I forget 
which President initiated a discussion of the subject. And there was 
a discussion of it. And it was in that context that President Mubarak 
made the statements that I said earlier in answer to Barry's question. 


Q Did President Mubarak have any specific ideas for 
President Reagan, how he might encourage the Israelis to begin to 
agree to withdrawal and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did President Mubarak 
have any ideas on how President Mubarak might encourage the Israelis? 


Q No, how President Reagan -- or how Ambassador 
Habib might negotiate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing specific other 
than citing the urgency and noting the importance of the American 
role in this respect. 


Q Egyptian government officials svecifically said 
before the Mubarak visit that President Mubarak would ask President 
Reagan to increase U.S. pressure on Israel for a withdrawal agreement. 
Did he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was, let me put it 
this way, the President clearly indicated that it was viewed univer- 
sally as an American responsibility to ensure that this framework for 
agreement for the withdrawal of all foreign forces took place. And 
in that context, he would expect us to have influence on the Israelis 
in our discussions. 


Q Which President was that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mubarak. 


Q What was President Reagan's reply when it was 
said that time was running out? What -- how did he react to this 
and did he make any -- any indications as to what time -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no one talked about 
any deadlines. And I don't want to suggest that President Reagan 
waited for President Mubarak to say that the Middle East issue was 
time sensitive. That isn't true. Clearly, President Reagan, onhis 
own, indicated his own impatience and his own recognition that Middle 
Eastern issues are time sensitive, particularly peace issues. Wars 
can start any time. And this got you, again, to the discussion about 
the need for a breakthrough in Lebanon. And the relevance of movement 
mrogress on Lebanon towards creating an atmosohere that would induce 
others to join a broadened peace process. 


Q Did he indicate -- Did President Reagan indicate 
that he was going to do anything to enhance the power of what you'd 
call the American responsibility to do something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I know what 
question you're asking. But that wasn't the way the discussion went. 
The President said that he's -- we are discussing all of these issues 
now and the questions of how best to make quick progress on Lebanon 
and all of the issues that I've already mentioned. 
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Q -- follow up? 


Q Has President Mubarak carried any messages from 
leaders in the Middle East, either from Gemayel, Arafat was mentioned 
in this context? And just to follow it, President Mubarak spoke of 
a golden opportunity, referring to King Hussein? Has he carried any 
new evidence about Hussein's joining the peace vrocess? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going 
to talk about what, you know, what President Mubarak's confidential 
correspondence is,that he may or may not have told the President about. 


Q I mean in the message. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I know what 
you're asking, Shalom, and I'm not going to answer it because it's, 
you know, that's nis business with his own friends. But clearly, 
he had -- He clearly stated that the need 








for quick movement in Lebanon and that, particularly on this 

question of the getting all foreign forcess out, was also a reflection 
of the position and almost the -- Well, the very urgent desire of 
President Amin Gemayel ana his government as well. 


MR. ALLIN: Karen? 

Q And Hussein, too? 

Q And Hussein as well. 
Q And Hussein as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I think 
before -- In the context of what Shalom asked, I'm not sure that 
Hussein fits into that. But, certainly, as far as the Jordanians 
are concerned, this is terribly important. 


Q Well, can I ask you whether we have, whether the 
United States has in any way signalled the Israelis that, unless 
some agreement is arrived at very soon, that Mr. Begin will not 
be invited to come in February? 


Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: The question of a 
visit by Mr. Begin is agreed to in principle and the dates haven't 
been set yet. That's all I have to say on that. 


Q Well, can you answer my question? Have we 
signalled that, unless there's an agreement soon on this framework 
that you've been talking about, that that visit will not take place 
in mid-February? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Secretary 
of State has addressed this and so have many others, and I'll leave 
it there. 


Q I don't know what's been said. Is the answer yes 
or no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll get you the 
record, Lesley. 


Q Did you all ask Mubarak to do anything and, 
secondly, when he goes back and, secondly, as a result of this 
meeting are you any closer to getting on with the President's 
peace plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we ask him to 
do anything? Nothing specific. And that wasn't the context of 
the discussion. The discussion was really what have we both been 
doing to try to get this on track. In that context, President 
Mubarak explained what Egypt was doing and with whom to try to get 
the Palestinians to agree to a formula that would allow the Jordanians 
to enter the negotiations. He talked about his contacts with a 
whole variety of Arab parties. 


President Reagan described what we have been doing, 
talked about, obviously, the visit of King Hussein, the importance 
of the Saudis, the Fez visit, this kind of thing, but no specific. 

Q Let me ask -- 

Q Excuse me. 

MR. ALLIN: Jeff? 

Mr. Mubarak said outside that he was encouraged Py 
what he had heard from King Hussein, from Palestinian leaders and 


from other Arabs. I wonder if you could say if he told the President 
in any detail what he had heard that made him encouraged and, secondly, 


MORE 








if you could say, as a result of this, whether you and the administra- 
tion in general are more encouraged about the prospects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's awfully hard to 
measure the temperature on this thing. With respect to what Egypt 
has been doing, the President expressed his appreciation for the, 
not only the public support of Egypt, President Mubarak personally, 
for our initiative, but aiso the private activities that they have 
been engaged on. 


When President Mubarak says he was encouraged, I think 
it's encouragement based on essentially the same data we have as to 
evolving attitudes, the forthcoming PNC meeting, that people are 
thinking seriously about taking some tough decisions there. He did 
not go into any detail, to the best of my knowledge, as to his 
discussions with King Hussein or messages, other than that he 
supports the King's interests and the King's current activities in 
trying to gain support for a move into the peace process. 


Q -- second part of my question about whether all 


of this brings you any closer to getting on with the President's 
peace plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAION OFFICIAL: I think it helps put 
into higher profile at the highest level here and in 
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Egypt the problems that must be overcome in order to move 
ahead and a need for close consultation as we move ahead. I 
don't think you can say that this has brought us closer or 
further except in the sense that I happen to believe that when 
you have these discussions at the Presidential level, they're 
always a plus and that you tend to reinforce each other's 
policies to press ahead and I think that will happen. I know 
that will happen. 


Q Let me follow-up on something -- 


Q President Mubarak said outside -- may I just -- 
President Mubarak said outside that he had urged the United 
States to move further toward supporting the richt of the 
Palestinians to self determination. In the private meetings, 
did President Reagan in any way suggest that we were 
considering moving further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on 
this issue is very well known. It's not only the Camp David 
Accords but the President's initiative which is based on Camp 
David. We believe that the policies dealing with self determination 
and everything else in these documents, particularly on the 
President's initiative, not only adequately deal with the 
issue of self determination. We're talking about Palestinians, 
and a lot of them -- elections, governing themselves 
even in an initial phase. But beyond that, they are eminently 
practical in that they are realistic and are achievable. 


Q So, the answer is no. He did not suggest 
that we would do anything more than our stated position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, this is 
Our position. President Mubarak has spoken for himself. 


Q Is it Mubarak's position that there can be 
no major movement on the autonomy question until there's movement 
on the Lebanon withdrawal issue and is it ours? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two issues 
are not formally linked in any way. And, indeed, we have had 
a period of impasse on Lebanon and movement on the peace 
process. At least, I interpret it as movement as to what's 
happening out in the Arab world -- King Hussein, the visit here, 
and subsequently. And I think that's clear. 


What has also become clear is that, at the present 
time, the perceptions of Lebanon are beginning to have an adverse 
impact on the prospects for breakthrough on the peace process. 
That's what you really mean when you say getting the autonomy 
talks. And it's -- the problems are very simply put in that 
respect. You get a new conventional wisdom that circulates 
Out in the Middle East and it sort of goes like this: Why 
should we take a chance on negotiations on the West Bank and 
Gaza when there's a North Bank being created? I'm not saying 
that's the case but you don't need this repeated more than 
two or three times and pretty soon it's in all the coffee houses 
and this puts real pressure on governments. 


So,. from the point of view of perceptions, this -- 
yes, it's unfortunate, but it happens to be a case. 
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That doesn't mean there isn't going to continue to be progress. 
I believe on movement towards broadening the peace process. 


Q Did President Mubarak ask President Reagan 
directly to start a dialogue with the Palestinians? And what 
was really the atmosphere of these talks concerning the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you 
should ask those questions to President Mubarak. I'm sorry. 


-- still somewhat unclear. What was the 
thrust of Mubarak's vresentation on whatever the United States 
should do vis-a-vis Israel from settlements in Lebanon. 

You said that he urged the President but was there anything 
more than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On settlements, 
they agreed that settlements are a very serious obstacle to 
peace and this obstacle is going to have to be overcome. 


Q -- the United States do. What was the thrust 
of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think 
that President Mubarak was here to give advice to President 
Reagan on sensitive issues like that. They discussed the 
major topics facing them, the prospects for 
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progress, the problems that they saw, and there was agreement that 
more had to be done and we had to move ahead because this is a time- 
sensitive inter-related set of peace questions. 


Q So what did the President respond to President 
Mubarak? That's what we're trying to get at -- when President Mubarak 
said that there should be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President -- and I'm 
not saying that -- you know, don't put this in the context of 
President Mubarak said, "Gee, we've got problems out there," and 
President Reagan said, "Gee, really?" They both know the situation -- 


Q They said that? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President expressed 
on his own initiative, on his own behalf, not responding, the 
recognition of the problems, the recognition of the harmfulness of 
the current impasse in Lebanon, the need to get all foreign forces 
out as soon as possible, the perceptual link that is harmful between 
now Lebanon and actually broadening the peace process. There 
was a discussion, a sharing of assessments, and that's the way it 
was put. 


Q Was anything said about aid cut-off soon, slow-downs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, you don't -- one Presi- 
dent doesn't tell another President to do that. 


Q President Mubarak said that both Presidents acree 
that the settlements are a serious obstable to peace and they have to 
be frozen. The word “serious” -- is this a new terminology which 
has been added, or was it used before? And the second part of it 
is: Since the United States and Egypt ave equal partners in the 
peace process, do you believe -- or does the -- President Mubarak 
feels now that he is going to be treated -- Egypt is going to be 
treated as an equal partner, the same way Israel is treated in the 
economic and political and military fields? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm trying to -- 
on your first question, the answer is no. On the second question, 
I'm not going to speak for the Egyptians, but it's our -- it's our 
firm belief, our conviction that the American-Egyptian relationship 
is very solid, that we would expect this visit to re-enforce that 
relationship. 


The question of the Egyptian-U.S. relationship, I 
believe, has to be judged on its own merits and not against any 
other standards. And you judge it on its own merits or against any 
other standards and it's very healthy and solid. 


MR. ALLIN: We'll take three more questions here. Right 
here, Leo, and -- 


Q Can you -- 
MR. ALLIN: -- has had his hand up a long time. 


Q You said that everybody went in there and aareed 
on the problem. Mubarak came out of the meeting and said he was 
reassured about the U.S.'s willingness to make some prooress in 
Lebanon. What specific things did we say, did the U.S. describe 
to him, if any, that would give him grounds to be reassured that we 
can make progress? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think that, 
acain, you'll have to ask the Egyptians their own views on this. 
But, as I understood this, it was a result of the recognition 
up front that we knew what the problems were and that the President 
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was determined to overcome then. 
Q And that is all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a difference 
when you hear this from an Ambassador and when you hear it from the 
President. 


Q Nothing more specific? No indication of what 
steps we are going to take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He noted that we 
were discussing all of these issues here now. And we were going 
to come up with our own volicies. 


Q Does that mean we have not come up with it yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does not mean 
anything, except what I have said. 


Q Are you saying that there is a policy review 
to re-examine our, perhaps, financial situation with Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. We have 
Phil Habib. We have had a policy review going on ever since 
Phil Habib came back. And that is it. 


£0 Did President Reagan agree with President Mubarak 
that, as far as Lebanon is concerned, the prime onus is now on 
Isreal? Or did President Resgan, as he seemec to suggest in his 
Gevarture statement, reiterate the view that it is really a 
concurrent, tripartite responsibility -- Israel, the PLO, and the 
Syrians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me answer it 
this way. I think President Reagan is very impatient with the 
lack of orogress so far in the Lebanese situation, and wants to 
break this loose as soon as possible. In our view, the key to 
this is the current negotiations between the Israelis and the 
Lebanese. We believe that, once you get an agreed framework on 
the withdrawal of Israeli forces and it is clear they are going 
to withdraw, then you will be able to get the Syrians and the 
PLO to, also, agree to withdraw in that time frame. 


I am not suggesting that there are not other 
discussions going on between the Lebanese and the Syrians, 
the Lebanese and the PLO, other Arabs and these people -- 
because there are. But, clearly, in the President's view, the . 
key is breakino the impasse between Israel and Lebanon at this time. 


Q So your answer is yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. My answer is 
what I said. 


Q Are we any closer to getting a resolution 
of all this now than we were this morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are no 


further. 

Q Are you saying that the President believes that, 
once the Israelis agree, the Syrians and PLO will agree? 
Yes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I formulated 
my remarks extremely carefully. And I am going to leave them there. 
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Q I am just asking what you said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you ask me 
if I think that is the case, the answer is yes. 


Q What arms are we giving to Egypt? Do they 
want arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no new 
arms coming out of this relationship. On the last time we met 
here, I noted that a certain number of aircraft, tanks, and 
other things had already gone into Egypt. There were no hardware 
issues -- major hardware issues between us. 


Q Did you find the Palestinian position 
disclosed by President Mubarak more encouraging? How do you 
describe your reaction? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we find the 
Palestinian position described by President Mubarak more 
encouraging; or how would we describe our reaction? 


I do not think it is a question of being discouraged 
or encouraged. It is a question of beince verplexed and hopeful 
that the PLO will be able to make the right, constructive 
decisi»». to encourage West-Bankers and Gazans to join the 
peace negotiations with King Hussein. 


May I say one word about economic issues? Someone 
asked. We are discussing -- 


Q No. You have to explain “being perplexed." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It seems to us that 
the issues are so simple. Although, they are complicated. 
(Laughter.) The choices before them, and before the area, are 
really quite simple -- will there be movement toward peace; or 
won't there -- and, if not now, when. 


The answers to those questions, in my view, clearly 
would lead to a constructive and positive response from the 
PLO. 

Q Did the two Presidents meet privately at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They may have talked 
orivately; no structured, vrivate meeting. 


On economic issues -- there 
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are three economic ministers here. I won't keep you. They're 
reviewing various aspects of the assistance program and they'll 
also be discussing certain aspects of Egypt's domestic economic 
policy, foreign investment, what have you. 


We have been discussing in great detail moving along 
the discussions on a possible American participation in water and 
sewage projects. And there's a lot of progress on this. We discussed 
with the Egyptians other areas, for example, the electrical field 
where our support could be supportive of reforms that they themselves 
wish to make. 


It's this kind of discussion that's going on. We're 
looking for more flexibility in our programs. There's a limit on 
this. 


Q How about agriculture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Agriculture is one 
of the target priority areas. These are all areas that the government 
of Egypt is addressing in a new five-year plan as well. So, these 
meetings -- I don't want to say beneath the surface, but, certainly. 
a very important aspect of these meetings in the bilateral relationsi.-p 
has been the advance team of three ministers who are still here and 
still meeting. And they'll meet with our ministerial team. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:24 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
- BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
( | ‘ ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S ASIAN TRIP 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 27, 1983, 2:39 P. M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I've got a state- 
ment I'll read, and then I'll be glad to take questions. 


As you know, the Secretary will begin his visit to 
Asia first with a stop in Japan from January 30-February 2. 
In Tokyo we plan to follow up and expand on the discussions 
that were held during Prime Minister Nakasone's very suc- 
cessful visit here two weeks ago. 


As you know, the Secretary met both the Prime 
Minister and Foreign Minister Abe during the visit and looks 
forward to resuming those contacts as well as to meeting 
Cc uher members of the Japanese Cabinet who did not accompany 
the Prime Minister here in Washington. 


In addition to bilateral matters, such as the 
various trade problems and developments in our mutual 
f security relationship, the Secretary hopes to discuss in 
depth with his Japanese hosts the wide range of global and 
regional issues in which we and the Japanese share basically 
common interests. 





In particular, the Secretary's interested in 
advancing coordination of U.S. and Japanese positions and 
approaches on such problems as arms control, the Middle 
East, East-West economic relations, and assistance to deve- 
loping countries. 





He has welcomed Prime Minister Nakasone's express 
desire to involve Japan more deeply and directly in meeting 
the challenges that confront the Western democracies and 
thereby fulfilling Japan's responsibilities as the world's 
second most important economic democracy. 


From Tokyo the Secretary will travel to China 
where he will visit from Feburary 2-6. His stay there will 
provide an important opportunity for him to get acquainted 
with the leadership of a country which is very important to 
us and whose friendship we value. 





The visit, which is the first in a series of high- 
level exchanges between the U.S. and China planned for this 
year, will also give both sides the opportunity to review 
the relationship in its entirety and to explore ways to 

\ expand it. 











During the visit the Secretary expects to discuss 
a broad range of issues. He will exchange views on the 
world situation with the Chinese leadership and review our 
respective approaches to global, political and economic 
problems. He will also review our approaches to major 
regional issues, including Afghanistan and Kampuchea, the 
Middle East and southern Africa. 


In addition, he plans to discuss the wide variety 
of bilateral elements in our relationship, focusing pri- 
marily on our economic, commercial and scientific and tech- 
nological ties which have expanded very rapidly in the four 
short years since normalization. 


In the course of his discussions the Secretary 
will also explain our approaches to those areas where we 
disagree, with the objective of dispelling misunderstandings 
and narrowing differences. | 


His next stop will be in Korea from February 6-8. 
The U.S.-Korean relationship is in good shape, and there are 
no outstanding issues which the Secretary will need to 
resolve during his brief visit. Nonetheless, it will serve 
several important broad purposes, and perhaps the most 
important of these will be to reaffirm the U.S. security 
commitment to Korea. 


The military threat from North Korea remains a’ 
formidable one, and understandably it is a major preoc- 
cupation of the Korean Government. Periodic high-level 
reaffirmations of our commitments are appropriate and 
necessary, not only to maintain the relationship of con- 
fidence and trust with the Republic of Korea Government, but 
to give clear signals to North Korea and to its allies. 


We are particularly encouraged by recent internal 
developments in Korea, and the Secretary will say so. The 
Korean Government knows where he stand on issues of human 
rights and political liberalization and that we welcome 
further progress. The Secretary undoubtedly will discuss 
international issues, including his just-completed visits to 
Tokyo and Beijing. 


Korean diplomacy is becoming more active as 
Korea's interest in the world expand, and there are a 
variety of issues on which we consult and attempt to coor- 
dinate our positions. 








Economic issues will also be on the agenda as 
Korea is becoming a significant player in the world economic 
system, and U.S. bilateral trade with Korea exceeded $12 
billion last year. 


The Secretary's last scheduled stop will be in 
Hong Kong February 8-9 to attend a meeting of our Chiefs of 
Diplomatic Missions from the East Asia and Pacific region. 
He will have an opportunity there to exchange views with all 
of his ambassadors in that region on global and regional 
foreign policy issues, and obviously to discuss the results 
of his trip. 


There is one other possibility on the way back 
there will be a refueling stop in Japan, and we are 
exploring with Japanese officials the possibility of some 
brief follow-up discussions during the few hours that the 
Secretary will be in Japan on that second stop. 


I'll be glad to take any questions. 


0 You talked about the first of several 
high-level anticipated meetings this year with the Chinese 
officials. Could you expand on that? Are you expecting the 
President to go to China? 


A The two events that we know are on the sche- 
dule -- of Secretary Baldridge's schedule -- I believe that 
both of these are in May, in fact -- Secretary Baldridge is 


scheduled to go for a meeting of a joint committee on com- 
merce and trade, and Presidential Science Adviser Keyworth 
is to go later and inaugurate a group on science and 
technology. 


In the normal course of events it would be 
appropriate for Chinese Premier Zhao Ziyang to visit the 
U.S. sometime, and we would welcome such a visit as well as 
other high-level visitors both directions. 

0 You say both of those are in May? 

4 Both Keyworth and Baldridge are in May, yes. 


6) What about the Defense Secretary? Is 
anything in the cards there? 


A Nothing specific. 








) When do you expect Zhao Ziyang would be visit 
to Washington? 


A No specific time that I know of. 


0 Could you go’ into a little bit more detail? 
You said during the trip to -- during the Japan segment of 
the trip one of the issues to be discussed is East-West eco- 
nomic relations. One assumes this is tied in with the 
Administration's efforts to get some sort of studies on 
East-West economic relations done before the world economic 
summit in Williamsburg. Are the two together, or is this 
just going to be a general chat? 


A I think the whole subject of East-West rela- 
tions, including economic relations, and it is partly, spe- 
cifically directed at those studies. We've had talks with 
the Japanese about their participation in them and directly 
in some cases and in other cases indirectly, and we want to 
make sure that their views are fully incoporated, so it's 
important. 


We've had very good cooperation in general with 
them on these issues over the years, and I think they share 
Our basic concerns. 


0 Will the subject of export controls come up 
with the Chinese? Is that a subject for discussion? 


A Do ycu mean U.S. export controls? 

0 U.S. export controls on exports to China? 
A Yes. I assume that will be discussed. 

0 Can you give us any idea of what we'll be 


Saying to them? 


A I think we'll want to emphasize, as we have 
before, that the United States is interested in expanding 
its trade and economic relations with China. We're 
interested in helping China's economic development and 
modernization. We've made substantial steps toward libera- 
lizing controls with China, particularly over the ten years, 
but particularly in the last four years since the nor- 
malization and most specifically in the last couple of years 
since the President made a decision on liberalizing restric- 
tions. They remain. 
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It's a difficult area. There will be a number of 
specific problems that we'll want to address. 


0 Is the Administration considering further 
liberalization? 
A We have no specific steps in mind. We are 


trying to find ways of achieving the President's objective 
of improving economic trade and technology relations with 
China consistent with the general guidelines that he laid 
down. 


0 Just to follow that up, are there any steps 
to implement some of the decisions that have been made on 
some of the computers and other high tech stuff, and, 
secondly, on nuclear technology? 


| Is that going to be on the agenda for Shultz when 
he's there? 


A They're two very different issues, and on the 
first, it is not a specific policy decision that's involved. 
There are a great many of these license applications that 
come in, a great many that are approved. There are occa- 
Sionally difficult cases where they're not approved or where 
it takes some time to come to a decision, but basically we 
have a very active and growing relationship in that area, 
and we hope to continue that basic line of policy. 


In the case of nuclear technology, we at the 
moment don't have a basis for peaceful nucler cooperation 
with China. We would very much like to achieve such a 
basis. The problem, of course, lies in the fact that 
China's not a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and 
takes at least a very different view of nuclear export mat- 
ters than we do. Both as a matter of policy and also as 
a matter of U.S. law, until some of those problems are 
clarified, we cannot proceed in the nuclear area. 


So I imagine that at least in general terms, that 
latter subject will be addressed during the Secretary's 
visit. 


Q At the time of Secretary Haig's visit there 
was an announcement that China was now eligible to purchase 
items on the munitions list on a case-by-case basis, and 
there was talk of a delegation coming soon thereafter. The 
delegation never came. The military delegation got caught 
up in the Taiwan dispute, obviously. That was resolved last 
August, but I gather nothing has happened. 











Is the subject of military relations in any way 
going to figure into these talks, or the possibility of some 
discussions on hardware questions? 


A Military relations is very broad. Let me 
take the hardware question specifically. 


We are not pressing China to buy arms. It's not, 
in our view, appropriate for us to be pushing on this issue. 
We do have a policy that, as you note, it has been effect 
now for 18 months, that we will consider Chinese requests as 
we would not have done before, but on a case-by-case basis. 
I believe it's been some 12 months now that the regulations 
have been formally changed to permit approval on a case-by- 
case basis of such requests. 


Q Have you gotten any? 


A There have been no -- there have been some 
requests but there have been no requests for sales of major 
weapons systems. 


There have been also a number of requests for 
sales presentations which is a much earlier step in the pro- 
cess. I don't know precisely how many of those we've got- 
ten. We've gotten a fair number, and some of them have been 
approved. 


0 Is that presentations of major weapons 
systems, or -- 


A I believe it includes some. 
0 Could you be more specific? 
A I think I can't be more specific because 


we're getting into commercially proprietary information. 


fe) But is it more likely to be in the aircraft 
region of sales? 


A I am not going to say anything about specific 
types because pretty soon you'll have me down to a 
contractor's brochure prospectus. 





Q What about anti-tank weapons? 


A Again, if I could start down specific types, 
I might practically be naming a contractor. 
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fe) Could you give us a better idea of numbers? 
I mean, you say there -- 


A Total numbers of such presentations? I think 
it's on the order of 100 or 200. 


fe) One or two hundred sales presentations made 
or -- 


A Licenses granted for sales presentation. I 
don't think we know after the license is granted precisely 
whether the presentation has been made or not. 


Q What about the remainder? You said there had 
been other requests although not for major weapons systems. 
Can you give us an idea of the numbers there? 


A It's fairly small. I really don't know 
specifically. 


0 Do you expect any specific -- 


A Some of that, by the way, I think is under 
previous policy if permitting non-lethal transfers. I think 
the only thing that's even a weapons system is some kind of 
small arms of some sort. 


0 This is all ITAR stuff, right? 


A As I say, I think some of it was permitted 
before the ITAR was revised under the -- because it's 
non-lethal. 


0 Do you expect any further announcements of 
steps to broaden the relationship such as Secretary Haig 
took last time when he made this munitions list announcement 
in Peking? 


And how would you characterize the U.S.-Chinese 
relationship overall at this point? 


A I think this visit itself is a major step to 
broaden the relationship and to put it on a stable and 
Sustainable footing. I answered the second part of the 
question first, perhaps, that it's been a long time since 
there's been an exchange at this level, and that in itself 
is a measure that we have had some difficult times. We had 
long, difficult discussions about the issue of Taiwan arms 
that tended to push everything else off the agenda. 














The purpose of this visit is to review that full 
agenda, what's a very rich and broad relationship. There 
are a great many international issues that we'll want to 
talk about where we have some common interests and some that 
are not in common, and where it's important at the least for 
us to understand how each of us are approaching a number of 
these issues, where we both have a great deal of influence 
on events. 


And, similarly, in the bilateral area, there's 
again a very broad relationship that includes trade and 
technology exchange, exchanges of students and people, 
which, if you look at it from the long-term perspective, is 
perhaps the most important of all.. So we will have a great 
deal to talk about there as well. 


The basic point is, you said how do we view the 
relationship -- we view it as one of the very important 
relationships we have in the world because China is a 
country that exerts great influence, particularly in the 
Asian region and a country has has enormous potential, even 
greater potential for the future. 


0 Do you expect that the Chinese will put 
Taiwan high on their agenda again this time, and, if they 
do, what will Shultz tell them? 


A We've already had some discussion on the 
agenda, and we've indicated that we've had lengthy and dif- 
ficult negotiations about the issue of Taiwan sales. We 
have concluded a communique, and we feel there's a great 
deal that we have to talk about. We're not going there to 
have a long negotiation about Taiwan. 


I see that subject may come up, but I don't think 
it's going to dominate our discussions. 


fe) Will the issues either of textiles -- would 
that even come up at this level meeting? And, also, what 
about -- will Shultz probe the Chinese at all for the status 
of China-Soviet relations and the recent flurry of nego- 
tiations they've had, or would that not be discussea? 


A On the textile matter, I would imagine the 
subject will come up, but I would expect it to be in general 
terms. I don't think the Secretary sees himself as a spe- 
cial trade negotiator. We have a very competent head of our 
textile negotiating team -- Ambassador Peter Murphy -- have 
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a lot of confidence in him. And, despite the difficulties, 
it's a difficult negotiation. It involves a lot of strong 
interests and concerns on both sides. 


It's always been a difficult subject with every 
country. It's been difficult with China before, but we 
expect in the end we'll achieve agreement. I think when the 
subject comes up, the Secretary will simply want to indicate 
his support for achieving an agreed outcome to this. 


On the broader question that you raise, I think of 
course that one of the most important subjects of conver- 
sation is in fact our approach to the Soviet Union, how we 
view our relations with the Soviets, and what objectives we 
hope to achieve, and how we think those can best be 
accomplished; and, of course, we would want to hear simi- 
larly from the Chinese about their approaches. 


fe) Do you think the question of the transfer of 
SS-20s from Europe to Siberia will play in the discussions in 
Tokyo and in Peking? Their fears and what can be done about 
it, and our policies about missiles in Europe? 


A I think that both of those countries are -- 
and, indeed, I increasingly sense even many of the smaller 
Asian countries -- are beginning to realize the stake -- the 
interests that they have involved in even in what seems to 
be European arms control. 


In fact, having that in mind from the beginning, 
Our approach has been to look at the threat in global terms 
and to talk about global limits. Certainly we don't see it 
as any progress in terms of U.S. interests or world peace 
if the SS-20s are simply moved from west of the Urals to 
east of the Urals. As a matter of fact, since they can move 
back equally quickly, it isn't a whole much of a game from 
even the narrow European point of view. I would expect that 
whole subject will be discussed in both Tokyo and Beijin. 


Q Has the United States, or will the United 
States soon know on a World Bank loan for the Soviets? I 
mean, for the Chinese? Are you familiar with that? 


A I'm not familiar with a specific loan. 


) That will go through, nonetheless, but that 
the United States because of interest return on that loan, 
which we feel should more properly go to a commercial 
outlet, that we'll vote "no" on that loan. 
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Do you know anything about that? 


A You bring up a case I'm not familiar with. 
It sounds like some others that I've heard about with 
Thailand and other places where in fact we are trying to 
' tighten up the general standards for multilateral bank 
lending, and to not have that lending become a substitute 
for things that we think are more properly done in commer- 
cial channels. 


It sounds like that kind of case, but I don't know 
the specifics on it. 


6) The reason I ask that, it really speaks to -- 
just like on the textile issue -- and while we do have a 
formidable negotiator and it's a delicate matter, these are 
the types of things, it seems that the Chinese are looking 
at in our attitudes towards them on what we think on the 
oveall sense are very small issues. They see them in a much 
larger picture, and -- 


A Also it brings up something that is also fun- 
damental in the relationship, and it's one of the reasons 
why I think it's a difficult one and why it takes special 
management, and that is that you have the whole question of 
economic relations between two extremely different economic 
systems. 


I think, on the one hand, the Chinese are used to 
things being settled between governments, and once it's 
settled between governments, that takes care of it. On the 
other hand, since our approach is exactly the opposite, we 
have a whole lot of businessmen who are eager to trade with 
China, we have a lot of technology to offer China that we 
think would greatly benefit China, and they don't know how 
to get to first base with a very large Chinese bureacracy. 


If we want to promote this sort of progress in the 
bilateral area that we would like to see, then one of the 
things we would want to use discussions like this one for is 
not that we can resolve individual licensing problems but at 
least to try to understand systems and situations and one 
another better and perhaps find some solution. 


0 It's been reported that Prince Sihanouk has 
been in Thailand and he's been reported to be in Cambodia at 
the present time. 
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Is there any likelihood that Secretary Shultz will 
see him somewhere along the way? 


A I don't know. I just don't know. 


6) Do you have any indication that he might be 
somewhere that Shultz is going to be and that he might -- 
the two might meet? 


A I guess he spends a lot of time in Beijing -- 
re) Yes. 


A -- but I just don't know whether they will 
meet or not. | 


@) To follow that up, there's been a Chinese 
proposal floated to the Soviets on Kampuchea. I'm wondering 
how the U.S. sees the possibility of a Sihanouk option, if 
the Vietnamese withdrew and somehow got Sihanouk into a 
coalition government, would that be acceptable to the United 
States? 


Do we want to coordinate our position more closely 
with the Chinese on Kampuchea? 


A Kampuchea is one of the very important issues 
where it would be hard to find a more dramatic example, I 
guess, Of where China has a major influence on issues that 
are of great concern and importance to us and to a number of 
countries that are -- with whom we are very friendly -- in 
this case all of the ASEAN countries, and Thailand most spe- 
cifically concerned. 


Certainly if we are talking about a kind of solu- 
tion that leads to a withdrawal of Vietnamese forces from 
Kampuchea, that's precisely the objective that the United 
States has’ been pursuing, and we would support any kind of 
effort that we think can lead to that. 


re) Follow-up. What sort of specific agreements 
between ourselves and the Chinese do you expect to result 
from this visit? 


A As I say, I don't anticipate specific 
agreements. Even, for example, I think I've already made 
clear on textiles I don't expect one on something like 
peaceful nuclear cooperation. I think again it's more a 











matter of establishing some lines of approach and some high- 
level guidance to things that would have to be worked out on 
a more technical level. 


The important thing is the opportunity to review a 
very broad range of issues and to understand on these issues 
the principles from which we're each operating. 


Q What do the Chinese expect? Are they looking 
for further concessions on Taiwan? 


A You'd really -have to ask them what they 
expect. But I think -- I think that they put a great value 
on this relationship also, and really for both of the two 
reasons that I cited. They certainly, no matter what takes 
places in talks between China and the Soviet Union, I think 
that China’s concern about the Soviet Union is going to be 
an enduring factor in Chinese foreign policy. 


Countries that border on the Soviet Union tend to 
be a good deal more concerned about the Soviets even than we 
are. I think that will remain, and I think therefore it 
will remain an important factor in our relations with China. 
And I think also that precisely because China is so com- 
mitted now to what they call the "Four Modernizations," what 
we might call "economic development," I think there is an 
enormous amount of benefit that they can derive from closer 
bilateral relations. So I would think they would be 
interested in that same agenda that I talked about, but 
you'd have to ask them. 


0 Do you anticipate criticism in Pekin and 
Tokyo of the U.S. policy on missiles in Europe in view of 
the fact that they may have a kind of an adverse effect on 
their security interests? 


A I would think the zero-zero option is exactly 
what what they would want to: see. - 


0 Specifically on the course of negotiations in 
Geneva, do you expect them to support that? 


A I think they're pretty comfortable with the 
way we have been conducting those negotiations. I think I 
would expect a great deal of support for the way we've been 
going at it. 


I would also expect expressions of concern that if 
there are going to be changes in position, particularly 
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changes that could affect their interests, that they need to 
be consulted, and that's a point that I think we need to 
become increasingly conscious of. 


For a long <ime the arms control business has been 
run as a kind of branck of European affairs, but it is also 
increasingly a matter that Asians are thinking about and 
knowledgeable about. I've been struck in my contacts -- for 
example, Japanese officials over the last five or six years, 
there are,progressively penetrating questions that I have to 
answer on this subject. 


0 Will the bievetece be seeking affirmation of 
support in Tokyo and Peking for the U.S. position? Will he 
be -- explicit affirmation of support? 


A The word “seeking" implies that we're looking 
for something we don't have. I think we have the support. 
I think we will strengthen the support by the kind of con- 
sultations we conduct. 


0 If such issues of sovereignty of Taiwan and 
arms sales to Taiwan are raised, what position you are going 
to take? 


Js Basically that we have discussed that issue. 
We have negotiated it at length. We have a communique on 
that subject now. We expect to carry out our commitments, 
expect them to carry out their commitments, and the purpose 
of this trip is not to try to further refine those very dif- 
ficult positions that were excruciatingly arrived at. 


2) Is there a U.S. policy or view on Chinese 
sovereignty over Hong Kong? 


A That's an issue that we want to stay out of 
the middle of. It's an issue for China and the United 
Kingdom to settle. We do express clearly to both parties 
that the United States has very important commercial and 
human and trade ties with Hong Kong which we would like to 
see continued, and that we support in a more general way the 
stability and prosperity of that very unique place. 


But the specific way in which that's accomplished 
is something that I think the British and the Chinese are 
going to have to sort out. 


0 Do you anticipate that North -- South-North 
Korean relations, including South-North talks, is going to 
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be raised, not only with Seoul leaders but also Chinese and 
Japanese leaders? 


A It will certainly come up in Seoul, and the 
most important aspect of it remains. No matter how much 
nibbling progress we can make here or there on the diploma- 
tic front, the most important thing remains the military 
Situation, the military balance, the need to maintain a 
strong military deterrent in South Korea. And, as I think I 
said explicitly in my opening remarks, that the reaffirmation 
of that element of our relationship is maybe the most impor- 
tant single reason for the Secretary's visit to Seoul. 





More generally, I think we support South Korean 
efforts to achieve what goes by the jargon word of 
"cross-recognition." We support more generally South Korean 
efforts to expand its diplomatic contacts with a whole host 
of countries, indeed most importantly with other friendly 
countries in Asia. So I'm sure that subject will be 
discussed in some detail. 


0 There's no prospect of seeking further new 
formula of -- | 


a I think we may explore formulas. I don't 
know that we'll come up with one. 


e) In your opening statement on China part, you 
talk about the despair of misunderstandings between the two 
sides. 





Could you be more specific, in addition to the 
textile issue? What misunderstanding are you talking about? 














A There's been, for example, a lot of Chinese 
criticism of U.S. policies in the Third World. We, our- 
selves, think that when you look at the problems of the 
Third World, that to some extent things like Chinese 
borrowing from the World Bank or Chinese sale of textiles in 
the United States is a problem that actually affects Third 
World interests. 





I think we would at least like them to understand 
Our approach to problems in the Third World, such as : 
southern Africa. They may in the end still disagree with 
us, but at least disagreement from a basis of understanding 
is I think a good deal more constructive if that's where you 
turn out than disagreement out of not fully appreciating 
what it is that we're trying to accompliish, so that would 
be just one of many important areas. 
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@) When the President delivered his State of 
Union message is just about one week before the Secretary 
takes a trip, but he didn't mention any specificity about 
East Asia or China. 


Do you read any policy significance into it? 


A No, I don't. Having labored to get State 
Department inputs into State of the Union messages in a more 
general way, it's just that particularly at a time when 
there is so much concern about domestic problems here, we're 
lucky that we get any mention of foreign affairs at all. 


8) Has the U.S. formulated its position on 
China's membership in the Asian Development Bank? Is it 
true the Secretary is in favor of seeking Peking at the 
expense of Taipei? 


A No. We don't have a position on that sub- 
ject. No, we don't. 


QO  =Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:10 p.m.) 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: First, I would like 
to say how pleased I am and particularly how pleased the 
President is to have President Mubarak here with us. He is 
in the midst of a very important visit to Washington. And, 
as before, he has made a. tremendous impact on the people who 
he has met and talked with. 
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I say it's a very important moment because, 
obviously, beyond the particulars of the relationships between 
the United States and Egypt, which I think both Presidents 
would agree are very good and work well, there are issues 
of great importance that we share a vital interest in, in 
the Middle East, in Lebanon, in what we call the peace pro- 
cess, the issues of Palestinian rights and Israeli security 
as well as the basic relationship between Israel and Egypt 
that are very much in the forefront. 


We recognize also that there are all sorts of 
additional tensions in the area which emerge out of the 
Iran-Iraq war, and things to think about jointly in various 
parts of the world. 


President Mubarak has brought us very strong and 
vigorous views, and has contributed to our understanding and 
I hope that we have added something to it, but it was a very 
good meeting today with the President. I've had the privi- 
lege of two additional sessions with President Mubarak; he's 
met with the Secretary of Defense. He will meet with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Director of our AID 
Program has been present. He's met with members of the 
Congress. So he has been meeting with key people throughout 
the United States Government. 








I think it has been a very positive and helpful 
meeting all around, and we are delighted that he is here and 
impressed with what he's had to say. 





With that, I'll stop and have whatever questions 
you want to ask. 


fe) Thank you, /iIIINEIHEI: for giving us the 
chance and we are really deeply grateful for this. 


My first question is, the legal advisor of the 














State Department, during the Carter Presidency, stated that 
the settlements are illegal but you are using the words "an 
obstacle to peace." How would you explain the difference, 
and what are the basis of this difference? 


A I will give you my opinion, and I think it is 
pretty well in accord with the President's opinion. 


One can argue back and forth as lawyers about 
whether something is legal or not. To us, in a sense, 
that's not the important question. The important queston 
is, is it helpful and constructive in what we are trying to 
achieve in the region. 


The President's opinion is, and he has stated it 
on the record, and I have as well, that this settlement 
activity that is going on is not a constructive contribution 
to the peace process. The President has called, in his 
September lst speech, for a freeze on settlements, and we 
have continued to say that we think that such a development 
would be very helpful and I know that it would be welcomed 
and regarded as an important thing throughout the world, 
including the Arab world, so I'll stop at that. 


fe) How far did the United States complain about 
the urgency of reaching a settlement within the next three 
or four years -- three or four months, I'm sorry. 


(Laughter) 


A When you say three or four years, you have a 
different definition than I do. 


We feel that it is very important to get these 
essential processes moving, and we have been working very 
hard in many ways to bring that about. I use the plural 
"processes," and so I'm thinking about the process of 
bringing about the leaving from Lebanon of all foreign for- 
ces and the emergence of an ability on the part of Lebanon 
to govern itself and to get on with the process of 
rebuilding and reconciliation. So that's one element in 
this picture that we think is very important. 


Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper have been 
there. They are back and forth. The President sees them, 
talks to them. He has a lot of thoughts in this area, and 
he's heavily engaged in this process. 














It has been going very slowly in our opinion. We 
wish that it would go more rapidly. But, at any rate, that 
is one element in the picture. 


Another element in the picture is the emergence of 
another Arab leader, King Hussein, with appropriate 
Palestinian representation to take part in the peace process 
along with Egypt, Israel and the United States. We feel 
that it is important to get this process going. It's our 
Opinion that with all of the important issues that people 
want to discuss, they often come here -- the Arab leaders do 
-- and they want to discuss with us various issues about the 
West Bank, and we say the place for those things to be 
discussed is at some table that includes all of these par- 
ties. Those are the people that can decide something. So 
we want to get. that process going. 


I think it is very important that as we are 
working on these other things the essential ingredient in 
the peace process that emerge from the Camp David Accords, 
namely, the relationship between Israel and Egypt, not 
atrophy. This is something else that we believe needs to 
have close attention. But it is, I think, worth noting that 
with all of the strains that come to any Arab nation, in a 
set of events such as those we saw in Lebanon, the commit- 
ment to peace on the part of Egypt didn't waiver. I think 
that is a very important point. 


I would say that if you think I have spoken in 
terms of urgency, as I hope you have, I have been pounded on 
all day long by President Mubarak and President Reagan about 
the importance of this. I agree with it. 


The question is not whether we think things are 
urgently necessary but finding the ways and the means to 
bring about a prompt set of decisions on the important 
issues that are at stake. That is easier said than done 
because whenever you're dealing with issues that are of tre- 
mendous importance to people, they don't like to decide when 
all the decisions represent compromise of one kind or 
another. 


At any rate, I agree with the implication of the 
question, that there is urgency; time is a factor here, and 
we need to move rapidly. 


@) King Hussein was here a month ago. I think 
it was declared that he is due to come next month to 
Washington in order to reach another time. I want to ask, 
have you reached something concrete with him during his last 























‘ visit? 


A King Hussein was here. Whether he comes back 
again in a month remains to be seen. But at any rate, we 
had several days of very intense and worthwhile meetings 
with King Hussein. 


King Hussein, I believe, basically supports the 
President's initiative. And like President Reagan, like 
President Mubarak, like, I think, Prime Minister Begin, he 
wants peace. He is willing to work for it. 


The process of constructing the right atmosphere 
and the right conditions to enter these negotiations is 
something that we talked with him about in great detail; how 
to enter, what the conditions should be, what to expect, 
what will the steadfastness of America -- he's very 
interest in, of course -- and we discussed all these things 
a lot. I see and know that he is talking with his peers and 
advisors, the Palestinian groups and so forth about it. 


We hope that before long he will feel that he is 
in a position to make a positive decision. Of course, that 
remains for him to decide. Clearly, he's welcome back in 
Washington at any time, but you don't have to come to 
Washington to decide things. Lots of times people like to 
do that. We're glad to have them. We all have to remember 
that the action is in the Middle East. That's where it is; 
not here. But we are very interested and we're ready to do 
whatever we can to move this process along. 


0 As you have stated, President Mubarak is in 
Support of the President's initiative; also King Hussein. 
On the other hand, Begin is categorically against. 

How do you see the basis of negotiations with one 
of the main parties refusing to negotiate? 


A Prime Minister Begin is in favor of the Camp 
David Accords and the Camp David process. We feel that the 
President's proposals fall squarely within those Accords. 
So he is certainly willing to come and take part in the 
process. 


I think one should expect in any negotiation that 
when people start, there are differences of opinion around 
the table. If there weren't, there wouldn't have to be a 
negotiation. We don't say that everybody who comes to the 
table has to have the same opinion. We feel that people 
should come to the table dedicated to the idea that we're 
going to find peace, and we'll have to talk and understand 
each other and develop compromises, and so on. 




















I see no evidence whatever that Prime Minister 
Begin isn't ready to come and do that. 


fe) What kind of conditions are put on the 
Palestinian delegation within the Jordanian delegation? 

A Of course, it's up to King Hussein -- 

0 Can the PLO nominate the members of its 
delegation? 


A We believe that to have a member of the PLO 
in the delegation would be what in our country we would call 
a "non starter." It's just not the case that Israel will sit 
down, and that's a fact. At the same time, I think there 
have to be Palestinians in this negotiation because there is 
going to be, in any negotiation, compromises made; somebody 
takes a little, gives a little. That's the nature of nego- 
tiations. , 


A great deal of what the negotiation is about are 
the rights of the Palestinians. The Palestinians are not 
going to accept a result in which they had no participation. 
You wouldn't; nobody would. They have to be represented 
there. Everyone agrees on that, and the Camp David Accords 
explicity say that. 


So that leaves you the question of who are these 
Palestinians who could be there. As far as we can see, I 
think there is a presumptive case for people who are on the 
West Bank or Gaza, but not necessary just that. I think 
they have to be people who are legitimate in the eyes of the 
Palestinians as their representatives. 


There are quite a number of people who have 
standing and who aren't the PLO, and who have that status. 
You can't expect to have Palestinians be regarded as legiti- 
mate if they've been picked by the Israelis. You wouldn't 
accept somebody as your representative that the person you 
were bargaining with selected. So we have to have people 
who are legitimate in the eyes of the Palestinians. 


That is always a question: How do you select such 
people? I think one of the geniuses of the Camp David 
Accords, as I see it anyway, is the provision for a tran- 
sitional regime with a self-governing authority. And a 
self-governing authority governs by virtue of the people who 
are going to be governed, that is, the people on the West 
Bank and Gaza, who are going to be covered, select them. So 
that is a process in which you identify people through a 
legitimizing process. 


ae gee 














It seems to me the problem of picking 
Palestinians, while it has its thorny aspects, is a problem 
possible of solution. 


Q In other words, ::::i tiie: the mayors, to 


*eeeeeeeeeveeeveeeeee eee nee 
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define what you have said now? 


A You could interpret it that way. I don't 
want to try to put something down like that and seem to be 
too specific because I think this is the sort of thing that 
King Hussein and his advisors and those who are going to 
instruct this, they have to decide that. 


I just reiterate again, you can't dictate to 
people who is going to be on their negotiating team and feel 
that that team will have legitimacy. Maybe you can say, as 
a party, I won't sit down with somebody; but you can't say 
who they have to come with. 











@) Is it true that the American administration 
has excluded what you can call the leaque of villaaes, this 
body which the Israeli have done (phonetic) on the West 
Bank, the leaque of villages? 


A The "village leaquers"? 
2) Yes. 
4 I would only just refer you to what I said 


earlier: I think they have to be Palestinians, and they 
have to be individuals who have standina and legitimacy in 
the eyes of the Palestinians whom they are qoina to repre- 
sent. That's the characteristic that they have to have. 


a) Let me nut another question, Mr. Secretary. 
When are you going to drop your commitment not to open a 
direct dialogue with the PLO? 


A ™he conditions have been stated and 
restated very clearly by the President and others, namely 
that when the PLO, which has in its founding document a cor- 
mitment to the eradication of the State of Israel, in some 
manner drops that, or contradicts it, and says that it 
aarees that Israel is a state with a riqht to exist and 
gives that measure of recognition and accepts the idea of 
Resolutions 242 and 338 as a basis for peace, when they do 
that, unequivocally and unambiquously, then the United 
States will be willing to talk with then. 


‘@) What about if the Palestinians or the PLO do 
that and there will be no reaction from the Israelis, are 
you going to take this step? 


A We can speak for the Mnited States, and the 
President has spoken about this. He has said that, and said 
that flatly. And when various leaders of the Arab world 
have been here, he has said it to them privately. He has 
said it to them publicly after their private meeting, and 
has been asked by them, and he has told them, "You can ao 
back and you can say this." So we have had the same message 
to everybodv; the message has heen given in direct, private 
discussions and in public statements. It's the same comment 
exactly. 


‘@) Back to King Hussein and selecting the 
Palestinians, have you heard from him recently that there is 
any progress on this issue? 


A We hear from Kina Hussein constantlv. He, I 
believe, has a high reaqard for our Ambassador in Amman; and as 
others go through, as Phil Habib is circulating around all 
the time, so in that manner, we are in constant contact with 
Kina Hussein. So he aqives us his views of what is taking 
place. 

















@) Is there any progress? 


A I think words like "optimism," "pessimism," 
"improving," or what, wear a little thin. Certainly, he is 
very positive and all of that; but at this point, there has 
to come a time when there is a decision made. I hope that 
that time is fairly soon, but I can't predict it. 

0 SITiHHiHiiiiiiiiniiiisi: to what extent you can quaran- 
tee the implementation of the ideas in the American initiative? 
Is it Just a proposal, or is there some American auarantee 
that the principle which is in this initiative can be 
implemented? 


A The guarantee that we can qive is that we 
think these are qood ideas, and we will carrv them forward 
into this discussion. Now, other people come to the 
discussion with different ideas; different ideas were set 
out at Fez; different ideas have been sponsored bv the 
Israelis; different ideas have been put forward by the 
Eqyptians. So our ideas are not the onlv ideas. But we will 
support our ideas, and we will listen to the ideas of others 
in the negotiation. 


We don't go into a neqotiation saying, "Sur way -- 
or else!" We have to discuss them, but we will stand by 
these thoughts of ours. 


0 Sorry there is not such kind of commitment. 
What about the American quarantee to King Hussein which we 
have been told that it was written, and he has got it in 
letters? 


A Well, King Hussein has wanted to hear from 
the President that the United States is trully concerned, it 
will stay involved, and the President is committed to stick 
with this peace process, through all of its difficulties; 
and he has that assurance from the President. I think he is 
convinced that the President means it. I'm certainly con- 
vinced that the President means it. So those are some of 
the basic issues. 


We also have discussed with King Hussein a lot 
about the nature of the peace process and transition 
arrangements, and he is interested, as President Mubarak is, 
and as we are, on the auestion of the pace of negotiations 
and whether or not we will do evervthinag we can to see them 
move rapidly -- which we will; we want them to move rapidlv. 
That doesn't mean thev will, but we certainly will want to 
do everything we can to make them move rapidly. 





Nobody enjoys being involved in a negotiation that 
just goes on and on, so we have talked about various ideas 
about how to make that happen. The auestion of settlements 
is on King Hussein's mind, as it is President Mubarak's, and 
Our own. All of these things we talked about with hin. 


Aqain, as far as aiving guarantees is concerned, 
it's an interesting word. What the United States can 
Guarantee is what we will support, just as I suppose Favypt 
can say, "We will auarantee that we'll do certain thinas" 
and are willina to. Rut we can't quarantee what other 
people will do because they are sovereian countries, and 
they -- 


‘@) The main problem is that the Favptians will 
not go to the negotiations before, at least some kind of 
timetable for the withdrawal of the Israelis from Lebanon. 
Up till now, we have set about three times: first, January 
lst; second, February 12; and until now the neaotiation is 
very slow. So when can we expect the negotiation on the 
peace process will come? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. I think it 
should be soon. I think the Lebanon problems should have 
been solved a month aaqo. 


‘@) ™he President said yesterday that -- 


A We would like to see them solved, but thev 
aren't solved. 


0 Rut the President said vesterdav that he will 
bring the peace for the Middle Fast in one year, so is there 
any forecasting for the timetable -- at least at the 
beginning? 


A I don't want to put down dates because I 
can't deliver dates. I'm very careful with commitments that 
I make. I like the word “urgency” that was used here. I 
don't like the words "three or four years” to define it. 
(Laughter) I prefer the three or four months. 


I think we need to be pushing hard on this because 
the longer something is stuck, the more difficult it is to 
unstick it. 


9) In other words, there is a definite connec- 
tion between the lebanese question, or the Lebanese issue, 
and the evacuation of the Israeli troops from Lebanon and 
the peace process? 
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A The answer to that I think is ves and no. 
People have it in their minds that these are connected, and 
there is a certain connection to them; but at the same time, 
they are independent processes, and they don't need to be 
tightly inter-dependent. We, at least, have tried to 
disconnect them to some extent. And one reason whv, as we 
were discussing the question with the President, of the 
timing of his announcement of his proposal of September lst, 
while Lebanon was in still quite a state of turmoil, we felt 
it was important to put those thoughts there so that people 
could see that in our eves, the critical issue is contained 
in the basic peace process and finding that halance between 
Israeli securitv and Palestinian rights and their legitimate 
-- their abilitv to live in stability on the West Rank and 
on the Gaza Strip. 


So we put that out, then. Perhaps somebody could 
have araqued: "Well, why don't you wait until everything is 
all settled and straightened out in Lebanon?" And we said, 
"No, we're not going to do that because we don't want to 
make the one contingent on the other.” 


The fact of the matter is that the lack of a solu- 
tion to the Palestinian problem is, in manv respects, the 
cause of the difficulties in Lebanon. So if you say, "What 
comes first?" We sav, “Let's make some headway on these 
Palestinian issues. That's the deeper problem." 


0 I have one question: 


a So TI understand that President Mubarak has 
said and King Aussein has said and evervbody says, "You've 
got to get Lehanon all straightened out hefore anvthing can 
hapven on the peace process." 


Well, we say, "It's the other wav around, really." 
But at the same time, there is a connection. The connec 
tion, I suppose, is fundamentally to see whether or not the 
people will really withdraw. 


@) A last question -- it will be a longa 
question. 

A A long question? 

0 Ves. 

A You mean, it's aot manv parts to it. 


(Laughter) It's aoing to he more than one auestion? 





ll 


0 Yes. 
A I can't remember more than one at a time. 
0 We have been here since one week, and all the 


time we are hearing the words “for our backaround." 
A You heard what? 


0 "For our background," the information we are 
going to get from the responsible man is for our background. 
All right. So I, at least, and some of my friends, now we 
have this complex RACKGROUNN, because we are sure now when 
we hear the word “BACKGROUND,” you are qoing to qive a very 
diplomatic answer to every question -- and vou are the head 
of the diplomats of the United States. So now we would 
like to have a real news factor (sic) in what vou are qoina 
answer us about what happened during the negotiations with 
President Mubarak, what the United States is qoing to do in 
Lebanon, what the United States is qoing to do to help our 
friends in the Arab world. We want news, sir -- and we are 
going to auote nobody. 


(Laughter) 
A I can tell vou that I have two rules that I 
try to stick by -- and I aot talked out of both of them in 


this case. One rule is: be on the record; and the other 
rule is: never have a press conference unless you have some 
news. (Laughter) 


Now, I don't have any varticular news, 
(Laughter) 


My instinct was to say, "They would like to hear 
some news. They want some news. I don't have any news. I 
shouldn't have the meetina." And Ambassador Ghorbal came 
around and everybody came around, and thev said, "Well, you 
should meet with them there. They are a wonderful aroup of 
people." 


I said, “Well, I don't have any news and I can't 
speak for President Mubarak. He'll tell vou what he 
thinks." 


n Correct. 


A He's very capable of that. So I came here 
under protest, that I was violatina mv rules. And now you 
bauel@ohdvae-that I was riaht in the first place: I never 





to 











12 


(Laughter) 
‘@) You are always right. 
a) May I rephrase the question, please? What 


are the points which you might say the U.S. and Faypt have 
agreed upon today vis-a-vis the Middle Fast or bilateral 
issues? 


ry A-areat many things. First of all, in terms 
of the bilateral relationship, I think that continues to be 
a strong relationship, and these meetings tend to help keep 
that going. The final details have been straightened 
around, and I think in the meeting I just came from with 
President Mubarak, this was nailed down on a major project 
in Eqypt that has been workina for quite a while. Visits 
like this tend to cause peovle to brina thinas to a head and 
decide, so that aot accomplished. 


0 What was the major project? The S.......? 





A Yes. This is not a news thing. Your agovern- 
ment and mine will figure out some proper wav that they want 
to have to announce something like this, and this is not the 
way to announce it. Rut I can just tell you that this has 
been worked on, and I think that, basically, got 
straightened around. 


Bevond these matters that involve the United 
States and Eavpt bilaterally, as I said at the heqinning 
here, we have great interest toaether in the region and what 
is going on. And I think in terms of Lebanon, the imnvor- 
tance of complete withdrawal, of the Government of Lebanon 
having the opportunity to reconstruct itself, and the impor- 
tance of urgency in all of this are thinas we discussed 
together and agree on. 


By the same token, what I said in the beqinning on 
the peace process and so on, so that this whole ranae of 
things we've been talking about here was, basically, in the 
nature of the discussion. And I think it was quite . 
worthwhile -- to hear some intervretations of others, to 
find where there were differences and where there were simi- 
larities, and to improve the understanding. All of that is 
very worthwhile to do. 


o) We can quote this? 


ay You mean you want to chanae the rules? 


(Laughter) 
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Q It's only for this question. It is very 
similar to the statement of President Reagan after the 
meeting this morning. 


We don't want to change the rules. We want 
more news! (Laughter) 


A I'm not a news-maker. I don't know. Do you 
want to put the whole thing on the record or -- 


DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think in the last 
question I see no problem about putting that ON THE RECORD 
with the exception of the point that you made about the 
announcement of the AID projvect. I think, as you said, the 
two governments might want to announce that. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: They will figure out 
some way to make an announcement, and I don't want to 
preempt that. 

a O.K. 


(The meeting concluded at 6:40 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the budget is 
based on a very -- use whatever adjective you want, we're using such 


words as "cautious, prudent." Somebody said, "low ball," and we 
know it's not low ball. 


We're trying to make certain that the argument now 
centers on the budget, not on an economic forecast. 


As far as it's concerned, it calls for the calendar 
year 1983 having a growth rate of 3.1 percent, fourth quarter over 
fourth quarter. That is probably below the mean of what any group 
of economists would be doing. Some will be lower than we are. Some 
will be higher. 


We're low initially in the first couple of quarters 
but by the fourth quarter we see growth rate, real now I'm talking 
about, at a four percent rate. And we see that four percent rate 
carrying through the period that we're projecting, which is 1988. 


When you get out into those out years of '85, '86, '87 
and '88, being four percent real growth, that is a much stronger 
economy than we've had at any time in our economy since World War II 
with the exception of the period 1961 to 1966. But that was ac- 
companied by quite a bit of inflation, going from one percent in 
"61 to six percent at the end of that period. We're not calling 
for that type of inflation at all. We're calling for inflation 
to remain in the four to five percent area during this neriod. 


It brings us at the end to a gross national product 
of $5 trillion by 1988. 


As a result of this forecast, of course, as we start 
out very modestly in our projections, it does not bring the un- 
employment rate down that quickly. As you know, the rule of thumb 
is somewhere around 2-2 percent of GNP to bring down one percent 
of unemployment. 


We're not forecasting that for 1983, but we are fore- 
casting it for the other years. We have single digit unemployment 
in 1984 and we have it down to full employment by 1988, if you 
agree with those who say that full employment, now, is somewhere 
between 6 and 6% percent unemployment. 


As a result of all of this, of course, revenues do 
not rise as rapidly as they would have with a much stronger fore- 
cast or with a much greater inflation forecast. We could have 
jazzed these numbers up to have indicated that. We decided acainst that 
because we tried to be more realistic and in line with what most 
forecasters are saying they think the outlook is going to be. 


Were the economy to grow at a stronger rate, we do 
say, and will say in the budget document, that if there's a 1.3 per- 
cent real growth over and above each year what we have forecast, 
there would be a balanced budget by 1988. If there's merely a 
one percent increase over the next eight quarters over what we 
forecast, the budget deficits in those out years will be $20 billion 
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-2e. 
per year less than we're saying. Certainly that is an achievable 
amount under certain circumstances; but we're not forecasting that. 


So it's on that economic assumptions and in that economic 
mood that we have worked over this budget, which we think is quite 
rezlistic. It's not the type of budget that we think is going to be 
tucned off right away by the Congress. Why don't you describe it 
and then I''1l come back for taxes. Unless somebody has questions 
on the economic forecast before we get into the actual budget itself. 


Q What do you base these early projections -- 
the growth of the economy, 3.1 percent -nd 4 percent? What factors 
are you putting into that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what we're saying 
is that we're coming off a remarkably low year, 1982, a negative 


year and a real negative quarter of 2% percent in the calendar quarter 
of ‘82. 


We see the economy reviving in this quarter. We're 
thinking it would be plus one for the first calendar quarter of 
'83 and then gradually going up three percent, I think we have for the 
third quarter and four percent for the fourth quarter, calendar 
quarter of ‘83. 
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Q What sectors of the economy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Primarily in the housing 
and consumer items. Then, somewhat in automobiles, consumer durables, 
and then finally into the industrial sector. But we don't see a real 
revival of new plant and equipment until 1984. 


Q What interest rates do you see this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Interest rates? We're 
calling for Treasury bills, which are currently at 8 to average 8 
this year. This is based upon the fact that we think they probably 
will go lower in the first part of the year and then come back again 
in the latter part of the year, if our forecast holds, because business 
will be reviving and demand for money will be revived in the third and 
fourth quarters. ' 


That would also accommodate, by the way, a prime rate in 
the ten range for this year, or perhaps even more. 


Q If we had to tolerate a higher full employment 
figure than we've been accustomed to in the past, and which I assume 
is based upon planned obsolescence and transitions from industrial to -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And a larger work force. 


Q -- and a larger work force, how is that figure going 
to match up against that of the other industrial countries, those 
countries that really don't have to modernize plant and so forth? Do 
you have any notion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, at full employment or 
at full blast in their economy, Germany would have to have guest 
workers. Many other nations have guest workers, as they call them, 
which means they are importing labor. In Great Britain, six percent, 
I would think, would be probably more or less in line with what they 
would think their full employment would be. Japan, that would be a 
high figure. Japan would, I think two percent would be full employment. 


Q Is that a political problem for us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is it a political problem? 
I don't think so. I think as long as we have inplace the jobs training 
portion, as long as we have unemployment insurance and the like, I think 
we can tolerate that. 


Q On the economic assumptions, what underlying assump- 
tion are you making on Fed policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fed policy? Again the 
magic of no figures. Accommodative. 


Q Despite their being accommodative, you'd have 
interest rates tipping up at the end of the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Because, obviously, 
the Fed herself would not be feeding money into the economy as it 
revives. That's when they start -- again, in that overdone phrase, 
leaning against the wind. 


Q What are the implications for long-term rates under 
that pattern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Long-term rates to come 
down, again on Treasuries, somewhere into the nine to ten percent 
range. A fairly flat curve rather than a steep slope to the U curve. 
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Q That's by the end of the year? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I want to catch Mr. Rowan 
before he runs too far with that. When my colleague said a slight up- 
turn, he was referring to a tenth or so of a percentage point. 


Q In the short term rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the short-term rates. 
In other words, we just see -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not thinking that -- 
I said that -- yes -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically, the 
T-bill mark has been eight percent for several months. We see it 
bobbling around that for a year and then coming down steadily, so if 
you want to get some notion that we're predicting an upturn of signifi- 
cance in the interest rate in his budget, don't. Because that's -- 


Q I wasn't planning to run anywhere. 
MS. SMALL: Go ahead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All this budget and the 
numbers will be out. I don't want to snow you with too many, but to 
give you a sense of the context and what the major components of the 
plan are, I think a few will be necessary. So if you can bear with 
me, let me just give you a little bit on the budget structure and the 
forecast we face without any policy changes. 


The deficit this year we're now forecasting to be about 
$208 billion, fiscal year ‘83. That is heavily influenced and heavily 
induced by the recession and the fact that the economy was down again 
in the fourth quarter, and basically stems from the fact that revenues 
now in '83 as we project them will be slightly under $600 billion, or 
at the same level they were two years ago. So we have just had a 
standstill on revenue for three fiscal years as the economy has gone 
through this severe adjustment, inflation has been wrung out, and busi- 
ness activity has declined for about 18 months. 


Now, when you have <a three-year standstill on revenue 


and your outlays continue to grow for the defense that we need, for 
some of the entitlements that we haven't been able to slow down, 
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and for interest which has just hemorrhaged because of this temporary 
period of high interest rates that we went through. We are really 
out of whack in terms of where we start in 1983 with that $209 
billion deficit. 


If we changed no policy, entitlements, COLAs, index 
benefits or anything in the revenue structure, that deficit will 
continue to rise to abcut $231 billion by 1984. And as you project 
out further, it could even reach the $300 billion mark under the 
existing budget structure with the four percent forecast for real 
growth over six years -- that we have in the budget. 


So, what are we proposing to do about it and why is 
it there? There are all kinds of arguments that will be made as 
to whether this was caused by this policy change or that. And 
that is something that we'll have to contend with on the Hill. 


But there is one fact in these very large out-year 
budget deficit projections that, I think, everybody needs to 
understand. Compared to what we were forecasting for GNP in early 
1981, and I might say that the CBO and DRI and all the others would 
have been in the same boat precisely and I'll supply you the numbers 
if anybody's skeptical, but the economy's going to be about $500 
billion smaller in nominal GNP by the end of this year than we 
thought it would be two years ago or CBO or anybody else. 


That represents this rapid, enormous squeeze of inflation 
out of the economy and the cost in lost business activity that we've 
absorbed during that interim period. And it won't be recovered. We 
don't want the inflation back, and we can't get the real growth back 
that rapidly without overheating or reigniting the whole boom- 
bust cycle again. And that means that over time we're looking at 
about $150 billion lower revenues a year than we projected just 
two years ago with the same tax policy because of this rather severe 
disinflationary correction and adjustment the economy has gone through. 





And that's a burden that everybody's going to have 
to help deal with. The other aspect is that because the interim 
deficits have been so large, due to this adjustment, and the interest 
rates were so high temporarily, our debt service costs now are 
going to be running well in the triple digit range, even with all 
the policy savings we have in this budget compared to the $50 billion 
or $60 billion in '81 and the $20 billion or $30 billion range 
in the late '70's. 


So, we've got about $50 billion a year in permanent 
debt service costs, outlays, built into these out-year budgets now 
because of the two-year correction, getting this inflation out of 
economy that we've gone through. And that's a very major factor 
in creating this path. And it's a new policy problem to resolve. 


But what are we proposing to do about it? In the | 
State of the Union, the President announced the basic four points 
of the budget plan. I think I'll spend just a minute or two elaborating 
on each. The first is a freeze, and there has been some confusion 
about that. It is not a freeze in the literal sense that every 
program, every line item in the budget is frozen, but, rather, it 
is a concept by which we can hold down various areas with some 
notion of equitable sacrifice and balance treatment. 


So, essentially, what we're proposing is to freeze 
federal pay and retired pay, both military and civilian, for one 
year on the grounds with the inflation rate running at four percent. 
If there's any time, we can forego a cost-of-living increase, it's 
now. : 


We're proposing to freeze the COLAs on indexed 
entitlement benefits, like SSI and veterans and railroad and so 
forth for six months. We would pick up, then, in terms of display 


MORE 








ete 


in the budget the six-month freeze on Social Security COLAs that's 
already been agreed to in the bipartisan package. And, then, on the 
discretionary appropriated programs, health, welfare, natural resources, 
water projects and so forth, we have a freeze in the aggregate. You 
take all the budget authority for these domestic programs who are 
asking for the same level that Congress voted or appropriated last 
year, but with some shifts in the internal priorities. We've increased 
law enforcement. We've decreased mass transit, but in the 

aggregates, a freeze. 


Congress committed to that in the ‘83 budget resolution, 
a three-year freeze on discretionary spending, and we're just carrying 
out that policy. Then, in a few other cases, we have found automatic 
formulas in the budget that were increasing too fast, both on budgetary 
grounds and policy grounds, and, so, we have frozen those as well. 
One example is the target prices in the Farms Commodity Programs. 
Those would be frozen as part of our pick program with a couple 
million a year savings in GCC outlays which are hemorrhaging right . 
now, as many of you might know. : ; 


We're also proposing, for instance, to freeze physician 
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reimbursement and the hospital reimbursement formula under 
Medicare because that's the only way thet you can get at 
Medicare expenditures -- it's an open-ended reimbursement 
type entitlement. We think this can be done for one year 
if we follow up with permanent reforms later. 


So, that's basically the freeze package that saves 
$19 billion in '83 from that base line deficit that I described. 
And those savings keep growing over time even though it's mainly 
a one-year freeze because of the big wedge that you've taken out 
of the base of the budget. 


So, over the five years, we would have $164 billion 
in savings from what would otherwise be these base line deficits 
without the freeze. The second -- 


Q -- freeze allowance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- over the five 
years. Now, that's the one-year freeze on pay and COLA's 
and a permanetn steady level on discretionary spending at the 
1983 rate. 


Then the second big component by way of kind of an 
organizing concept, we're callingthe structural reform, it incorporates 
the Social Security bipartisan solution. That is nothing new. 

It's just displayed in the budget. On a unified budget basis, 
it saves about $80 billion over the fives years -- $12 billion 
the first year and then slightly higher amounts in the out years. 


The second part of this structural reform category 
is the major initiatives in the health care area covering both 
the public health benefit programs -- Medicare and Medicaid as 
well as the private. The basic problem is there are no incentives 
in the system to control costs because of third party open 
ended reimbursement. And the more the private health insurance 
delivery system inflates, the more rapid Medicare and Medicaid 
go up. And they're now increasing at literally astronomical 
rates -- three times greater than the rate of inflation at the 
present time. 


So, we're proposing to put a cap at $175 a month 
on the tax exclusion for employer provided health benefits in 
order to induce some incentives into the overall private 
system for cost control and then we would couple that with 
some changes in Medicare designed to encourage both more 
efficient consumer or patient and provider behavior. On 
the provider side, we will be proposing a system of fixed 
reimbursement per case. And these will be developed -- the 
so-called "BRG's”" based on diagnostic profiles and it basically 
tells the hospital, if you ‘spend more than average or you 
keep the patient in the hospital longer than average, it's 
on your clock, not ours, since we pay a flat rate. To the 
patient we're saying that for the short stays, the routine 
hospitalization, there will be a new eight percent co-payment 
for the first 15 days and a five percent co-payment for days 
16-60. But in return, we will eliminate entirely the heavy 
perverse co-payments that we have in Medicare today on the 
‘ back end. 
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Today's it's free for two to 60 days and then you pay 25 percent 
for the next thirty and then 50 percent for the next thirty. 

So, the sicker you are, the longer you are in the hospital, the 
more catastrophic your illness, the more you pay. So, if you're 
in six months under Medicare today, the average cost is about 
$15,000. 


We would cap -- eliminate any co-payment after the 
60th day and call this the catastrophic feature. That will reduce 
the cost for the long, extended illness that I just described -- 
six months to $1500 rather than $15,000. But it will spread 
the cost of the Medicare system to the front enc -- routine, 
less difficult illnesses and provide an incentive to shorten 
the length of stay for those who are in for four or eight or 
12 days the routine cases. That will save -- 


Q -- catastrophic plan the President mentioned 
in his speech -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what he 
meant, right. And right now you're putting the whole burden 
of cost on one percent, nothing on 99 percent. This shifts 
it rationally towards taking the burden off from the people 
who are dead on their back for a long time or sick on their 
back for a long time and puts some cost sensitivity into 
the routine flow of eight million people through the Medicare 
hospitalization system. 


There are some other changes but this gives you 
a flavor. The overall package saves $58 billion over the five-year 
period. 


The third big piece that will be highly controversial 

is the major overhaulof the Civil Service retirement system. 

Now, that is, I think by any standard, the most generous, the 
richest retirement system that exists, at least to my knowledge. 
It costs 37 percent of payroll to fund the retirement benefits 
under this sytem, far higher than any other governmental or 
private entity. We're proposing over time to phase in reforms 

to reduce the cost to 22 percent of the payroll and then raise 

the employee contribution from seven, where it is today to ll. 
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So it would be a 50-50 system at a lower cost envelope over time. 


To do that, we have to make some changes in the 
annuity structure, and put a penalty on early retirement between 
age 55 and 65. You can still retire. But you would have an 
actuarial reduction just like you would have in Social Security 
today. That is about a $16 billion savings package over the five 
years. 


Then finally, the other feature -- the third point, 
obviously, is the defense adjustment that has been announced. 
That is $47 billion in outlay savings over the five years. 

And then, the standby revenue feature, which maybe my colleague 
will want to discuss some more -- that applies only to fiscal 
years '86 to '88, only if the deficit remains above 2.5 percent 
of GNP and would have about a $50 billion a year impact if it 
were triggered. 


So this all adds up, then, to a package that starts 
small, $43 billion in '84, because you are dealing with entitlements. 
And it takes time to generate the savings. But it grows until you 
have got $184 billion reduction in the deficit by '88 from this 
freeze-reform standby package that I have just described, and 
about $558 billion overall reduction in the deficit over the five 
years. 


There is nothing you will find in this budget that 
easy. But there is nothing in here, by the same token, that 
cannot be done in the sense that the money is real. And it can 
be saved. Or it can be gained if legislatively and politically 
we can get it done. It would give us a deficit of about 2.5 
percent of GNP by 1988, dramatically different from the 7 percent 
Or so deficit that we have today. Still too high. But, obviously, 
a track that is moving strongly in the right direction. And one 
that is compatible with pretty strong economic recovery and growth 
over the period. 


If we get better growth, because we have reassured the 
financial markets that this structural imbalance in the budget is 
being treated with -- in a credible and realistic way, then those 
deficit numbers that we are projecting -- as my colleague has 
indicated -- would be smaller as well. But we are not going to 
have a chance to see whether that happens unless we get this huge 
freeze-reform and standby package first, because we will not get 
the growth without removing this spectre of these huge deficits. 


Q You gave us a couple of examples of discretionary 
programs that would be caught up in the aggregate freeze. Can you 
give us couple of examples on the other side -- of programs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. That 
would be cut? 


Q That would not be cut. That would go along. 
In other words, where are the winners? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. There are 
three categories. One is a targeted set of programs, which 
would be increased above the appropriated freeze level. Now, the 
National Science Foundation is one in terms of the technology 
thrust that we are trying to make. We go to human resources. 
Head Start is another on the grounds that we, pretty well, concluded 
that this is one program that works. A third is the law enforcement, 
anti-drug campaign initiative that Congress approved last fall. 
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The second category, where they are level -- the best 
example is handicapped education. Congress appropriated about 
$1.1 billion for that in '83. We are proposing $1.1 billion in '84. 


The third category is a limited number where we have 
cut below the '83 levels to pay for. the selective increases that 
I mentioned. Postal subsidies are probably the best example of 
that. They are way too big. They can be cut. But the users of 
the system ought to pay for it. So we are cutting that by 
$0.5 billion. Another example would be some of the energy R&D 
boondoggles that they keep putting in on the Hill from the old 
energy program. We are cutting that one back rather strongly as 
well. 


But the mainstream part would be in the middle 
category requesting, pretty much, the same level that Concress 
avpropriated in ‘83. 


Q The same level? Or the same level, plus 
inflation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It is the 
same nominal level. So there is, if you assume inflation is five 
percent, an erosion of real program dollars. But on the other hand, 
there is opportunity in all of these programs to adjust for small 
changes of that sort. 


Q Federal aid to state and local government 
stays level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot give you 
a precise number. It would still come out of the computer. But 
I would guess, knowing the big programs there and what we are 
doing, that it is almost level. 


Q You said that there would be $47 billion in 
savings in defense over five years. That is savings from what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From what we had 
in the February 1982 budget -- last year's budget. That is a 
five-year budget. And instead of a request, for instance, of 
$285 in budget authority for '84, we are requesting $273. 


Q You still come out with about 30 percent for 
defense and 70 percent for everything else. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. In outlays, 
it is about 30-70. That is right. 


Q Thirty-seven percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Thirty percent 
defense, 70 everything else. 


Q Thirty and 70. Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What kind of support do you have at least from 
the Republicans on the Hill? Have you gone through all of that? 
Or is that just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We are just at 
the stage now where we are giving briefings. Obviously, we did 
not want everything to leak out and become part of the public 
debate before we even formulated our own plan, and came to our own 
deicisions down here. Some of these things have been tested. 
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Others have not. But thus far, there has been a pretty favorable 
reaction in the sense that it looks realistic. It looks believable. 
People wish that those deficit numbers were lower. But they realize 
what you have to do even to get there. And I think we are going to 
get a pretty good response. 


Q Is the process a little slower this year than 
in previous years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Well, it was 
delayed. I do not think it was slower. We delieverately started 
after the elections for reasons that do not need 4 great deal of 
elaboration. And because we started a month late, we really had 
things planned into a much shorter time frame than normal. And 
we have a three-times-bigger problem than normal. So that did 
create the appearance of strain and a little bumping and grinding 
along the way. But I think that we had a pretty orderly process. 
And we had to face down some pretty tough issues, and wake some 
very difficult decisions. 


Q Grassley and Denny Smith and Newt Gingrich and 
some others were up at the Senate yesterday having a press 
conference on their freeze proposal. Is there just a solid 
freeze? And your is a softer, more flexible kind of freeze. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I am not quite 
sure what they are proposing now. They were -- every month 
or so. But their idea is to freeze the budget. And I have tried 
to some of our friends, it is not that easy to freeze last year's 
numbers in place. You have got to look at the underlying procram. 
And see what you can do with it. 


In the case of health care, for instance, you have 
got more people on Medicare. You cannot freeze the number. You 
have got to try to freeze some element of the cost. And so I 
think they tend to produce an exaggerated notion of what is 
possible even if you apply a stringent freeze. You have to 
freeze programs in formulas. You cannot freeze numbers, because 
the numbers are directed by things you have done in the past, 
or case-load growth and so forth that we are not going to wish 
away. 





Q For months and months, youself and the President, 
among others, told us that increased taxes made the deficit bigger. 
Now, in your plan, the part four thing, you have standby taxes to 
make the deficit smaller. For those of us who are trying to 
understand which are the good taxes and which are the bad taxes, 
can you tell us the -- what changed, why you are saying something 
different? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will give you 
rather elaborate opening remarks. I am going to talk about the 
whole tax first. And then, I will get to the contingency tax 
second. I the '84 fiscal budget, there will be nine separate tax 
initiatives. Three of these will be new. There will be in the 
field of education. For one, we will have an education-savings 
fund in which a parent could set aside a thousand dollars. Any 
interest or dividends on that would be tax free, would accumulate, 
and be used for education. That is up to -- it will start phasing 
out at $40 thousand income, and not advantage beyond $60 thousand 
of income. 


The next one would be credit from new jobs, both 
to employer -- and there would be voucher system for long-term 
unemployed to use the voucher for a prospective new employer to hire. 
We will have three initiatives that we have previously brouct up 
that have not, as yet, been passed -- but will be reintroduced. One 
of those will be the enterprise zone system, starting out with 25 of 
these zones where there will be special tax 
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incentives for employers to hire the unemployed. The second one 

would be the tuition tax credit, starting off with $100, going to 
$200 to $300 over the out years, credits against tuition costs in 
private schools. 


And the third will be-the Caribbean Basin initiative, 
where we will have special tax breaks, particularly for tourism, 
for the countries of the Caribbean Basin. 


Now, in addition to those tax initiatives, there will 
be, of course, three or four separate tax items in the Social Security 
package. This is part of a compromise that has been worked out and 
just to recall them to your mind, the first one has to do with the 
self-employed. I know you'll be happy to hear that. The self-employed 
will pay at the same rate as the employer-employee, but will get 
credit, get a deduction for 50 percent of what is paid into the Social 
Security fund. 


The next one is that those who are over 65 who have an 
income outside of Social Security of $25,000 per family or $20,000 
single would pay on the 50 percent of the tax that the employer has 
paid into the fund. 


The other one would be that the dates for the already- 
enacted increases for employer-employee would be brought forward. And 
the final one would be the bringing in of the federal -- new 
federal hires, plus those working for nonprofit organizations, into 
the Social Security system. 


Now, apart from that, the other one and the final one 
that you want to hear about is the so-called contingency tax. What 
we will propose on this is first of all, it will not even be sent up 
to the Congress until such time as there has been some work done, 
major work done, on these freezes that that my colleague spoke about, 
and on the budget cuts that we're advocating. 


The idea behind this is that the deficits in the out 
years loom very large, absent some type of policy decision. If all 
of these things are enacted in the year 1988, the final year that 
we're projecting, the budget deficit would still be in the neighbor- 
hood of $167 billion. It is our feeling that this is much too high 
for the money markets, that they would want that down, or else we're 
going to have real rates of interest staying very high over these out 
years for fear that we'll either monetize that or that in an effort 
to fund it we'll crowd out all -- private savings. 


So the question becomes, how do you fund that size of 
deficit? You can fund it in either of two ways. You can borrow or 
you can tax. In this particular case we are proposing that if the 
budget deficits are larger than 2-1/2 percent of gross national pro- 
duct, starting in fiscal '86 -- that's October 1 of '85 -- that we 
have a surcharge on taxes. That is, if you paid $200 in tax, five 
percent surcharge, you'd pay an extra $10. If you are paying $20,000 
in taxes you'll pay an extra $1,000, plus an oil tax on 
a per barrel basis, an excise tax on both imported and domestic oil. 


Q A surcharge on the taxes, not on the income? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it will be the 
equivalent of one percent on taxable income, but a five percent sur- 
charge is probably more equitable, treats everybody equally. If you 
had a one percent surcharge on taxable income, percentagewise, and 
only percentagewise, not dollarwise, obviously, it would fall most 
heavily on the low and middle incomes rather than on the high incomes. 


This being the case, it can be argued, why don't you 
just go out on the bond market and finance that deficit rather than 
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tax yourself for it? Here is where perception has become reality. 
It is perceived that if we do go out and borrow it is worse in those 
out years, according to the money markets, and therefore we should 
have a balanced budget through taxation. 


The actual truth of the matter is we should correct 
these deficits from the spending side, not from the financing side. 
It should be neither by taxing nor borrowing, it should be by failure 
to spend the money in the first place. And as you have a growing 
economy, if you keep your spending level, the percentage naturally 
comes down and as revenues rise you automatically get toward a 
balanced budget. 


We are saying in the trigger, that if the economy is 
such that it has taken the deficits down below 2-1/2, there is no 
need for the trigger. 


Q Not to beat a horse that may, in fact, have already 
died, but -- and before I forget my own question -- you've talked 
about looming deficits before us and you've said very explicitly 
that the way not to make the deficit smaller was to increase taxes. 
Now, you have come forth with a proposal which says that if the defi- 
cits get at a certain level, you must increases taxes to make them 
smaller. I fully understand your current proposal. What I don't 
understand is how it squares with what you, the President, and many 
other people, and even some columnists and commentators who have 
quoted the previous positions very vigorously. How do those things 
square with one another? Do taxes make deficits bigger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In 1981 we had this 
Opinion. In 1982 as the deficits started to get larger, we got into 
the recession, as we started from a much lower base, as the economy 
grows less than we had originally thought, with world-wide recession 
and the like, it occurs to us that our deficits are much larger than 
we ever thought they would be. And accordingly, if we can't get them 
down by either putting a lid on spending or by curtailing spending, 
then we have to figure out how to finance it. And which way is 
better? That argument will go on as long as there are tax collectors, 
as to whether it is better to borrow or to tax. And in this case we're 
going to do both. We're going to tax a proportion -- remember, I said 
$157 billion. Well, the tax itself will be $50 billion, so roughly a 
third will come from taxes and the two-thirds will be financed by 
borrowing. 


Q Just a final comment on this particular point. 
Early in the administration, that is to say, last year, there of course 
was no argument within the administration, at least fromthe President. 
He said clearly the way to reduce the deficit was to cut spending. 
And we don't have a -- deficit because we don't tax enough, and indeed, 
in the State of the Union message last year he said he would not attempt 
to balance the budget, that is reduce the size of the deficit, on the 
backs of the taxpayers. Yet that's precisely what you've done, like 
you say you're ready to do now if the deficits get so high. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not on the backs of the 
taxpayers. We're trying to -- we're taking one-third of that out year 
deficit from the taxpayer, and two-thirds by borrowing, so it's not 
entirely on the backs of the taxpayers. 


I agree with you that the proper way is to reduce spending, 
but again, you have to face reality. We have to make these decisions. 
If we don't get, and we don't achieve those -- remember last year, we 
thought we had a deal wherein we were going to have three dollars in 
cuts for one dollar in revenue increases. Notice I didn't say tax 
increases, but revenue increases. 
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We didn't achieve that, and so we are left with these 
gaping deficits. You have to somehow or other do it to finance them. 


Q How did that turn out, that three-to-one ratio? 
That was a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it depends upon 
the way you want to, you know, totdl up the score. But probably less 
than one-to-one. 


Q Sir, a question about your proposal to grant tax 
incentives to apply to employers who hire the unemployed. This has 
been proposed before, you know. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Should I -- I forget the 
question. 


END 12:54 P.M. EST 
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QUESTION: Do you expect to be able to get a chance to have 
much of a discussion with Mr. Nakasone given the situation 
with the parliament in session right now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: ...how the meeting is scheduled, and I am 
sure I will, and with Mr. Abe. 


QUESTION: Do you anticipate that talking with them would 
have much if any impact on the decision which I understand 
is being taken this week on the defense budget? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course he will take the positions 
that he feels are right for Japan on his defense budget. We 
will discuss them and I will tell him about developments in 
the United States. But, of course, he was there himself 
very recently, and this is kind of an extension of that 
visit. 


QUESTION: What are your principal goals for this visit? 
What would you like to talk about? What would you like to 
see accomplished? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, in a broad way this is part of our 
effort to work with our friends in Asia, and on this trip I 
will be visiting in Japan both on the first and last stop, 

and China, Korea and Hong Kong. Later on this year, I will 

go to the ASEAN countries Foreign Ministers meeting as an 
observer, and I believe also at approximately the same time, 
we will have a meeting with the Australians and New Zealanders 
in Washington. So we are very consciously working on our 
relationships in this part of the world. 


It was interesting to me when I first arrived as Secretary 
of State, we had Lee Kwan Yew there, and subsequently the 
Heads of State of Indonesia and the Philippines were there, 
and the foreign ministers of other important countries -- 
Thailand, Malaysia. So, there is quite a lot of activity in 
our diplomacy toward Asia. 


So in response to your question, in a sense this is the 
first part of, I would call it, an "Asian Journey." As far 
as this trip is concerned, obviously our relationships with 


Fave Caer POP Ae Ghia, 2240, KQrea are of central importance to us. 


And, broadly speaking, we seek to develop those 
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relationships, identify problems and set in motion and 
consolidate processes and solve problems. There may be 
some specific things along the way that a contribution 
can be made to, but I think the objectives are basically 
broad ones. 


QUESTION: Do you expect to see Prince Sihanouk in Peking? 
Would you see him if he's there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If he is there and if it can be worked 

out in terms of the scheduling, certainly, but we do not 

have it on the schedule as of the momnet. It will just have 
to depend. Obviously,I am going there to visit with officials 
of the People's Republic of China, and everything about that 
will take precedence. But if he is there, I would like to see 


him. 


QUESTION: What do you hope to find out from the Chinese on 
this trip? Are there some misunderstandings that you can 
clear up on this occasion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are certain obvious problems, 
and then there are certain areas of tension that do not 
represent issues of principle but nevertheless are difficult. 
I would say something like the textile negotiations is a 
difficulty; it is a sort of typical trade negotiating dif- 
ficulty, but it does not represent any underlying issue of 
principle. 


The problems involving Taiwan involve basic principles and 
are somehow more difficult. At the same time, I hope that 
we can find a way to regard them as being in the background. 





Our overall objective is to explore the common interest and 
common ground, to put problems in perspective of that 
overall common ground and to emphasize the common ground 
and see if we can put the U.S.-China relationship on a 
stable, sound, developing basis. 


QUESTION: At this point do you have any indications from the 
Chinese that suggested they are as eager as we are to restore 
the tone and the stability of our relationship? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the fact that I am going to China 
shows that we place great value and importance on our relation- 
ship with China. The fact that they have invited me and are 
ready to recieve me, I think cordially with very serious 
substantive orientation, suggests that both sides are very 
serious about the visit. Beyond that we will just have to see 
how it goes. 


QUESTION: Do you expect to learn anything from the Chinese 
about the talks with the Soviet Union on this journey? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I will be interested in anything 
they will care to tell me about it and am prepared to share 
our own views of the evolving Soviet situation with them. 
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QUESTION: How concerned are you about a rapprochement between 
China and the Soviet Union, or do you think that that is some- 
thing that is likely to go either not very far or very, very 
slowly? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I do not know. We will have to see 

how that goes, and of course, it is primarily for them and the 
Soviet Union to work out and decide on their relationship. There 
some elements of, I presume, great concern to China about Soviet 
behavior, for example in Asia, that are also of great concern to 
us. If, as a result of their discussions with the Russians, 
Soviet behavior changes, then I think that is a positive devel- 
opment, but at any rate I will be very interested in anything 
they have to say about that. 


QUESTION: Do you expect to find common ground with the Chinese 
on our efforts in arms control with the Russians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have no doubt they will be interested in 
our efforts in arms control and, of course, it is clear that 
they do not favor an INF result that winds up with a new number 
of SS-20's moving in toward Asia. We are against that also, 

and it is very much in our minds as we negotiate in Geneva. 

So I have no doubt that they will be interested in that subject, 
and I am prepared to discuss that with them. 


QUESTION: Is one of the purposes of your talking with the 
Chinese officials at this point to give the President an 
assessment of the new leadership in the foreign policy area? 
What do you expect to find when you meet the new leaders for 
the first time? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, I will be meeting the Chinese 
leaders for the first time myself, and I look forward to that, 
and naturally I will gain some impressions from them. It is 
one thing to read what people say and analyze what they seem 
to be doing, and it is another thing to meet people. I do 

not want to act as though I am overwhelmed by the importance 
of personal relationships, and yet, they do have a role when 
you make an assessment of the intent and outlook of people. 

Of course we have a continuing stream of high level visitors, 
private visitors as well as public visitors, to China and they tell 
me what their impressions are, so it is not as though we have 
no assessments of Chinese leadership. Of course, we do. 


QUESTION: Will you be talking to them about a possible trip 
Sy the President let's say within a year? Is that on your 
agenda? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the question of exchdnges 

of visits in general is a subject that undoubtedly will come up, 
but I am not going to be explicitly discussing a Presidential 
trip. I think that.would be premature. 


QUESTION: Do you hope to work out a visit by Premier Zhao 
to Washington? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he has been invited to Washington, 
and I am certain to ask about their response, and I hope that 
he will be visiting Washington. 


QUESTION: Secretary Haig...on his trip to China said an 
arrangement had been made ...that the Chinese would begin to 
think in terms of some American military equipment and were 
suppose to send a delegation to take a look at it. They neve. 
did. Would you expect them to put some new life into that 
particular exercise? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it is a question of seeing what can 
evolve now, and that is one area where developments might take 
place. There are a number of others, so it is not as though 
I am going to say I want to promote this, I want to promote 
that, I want to promote something else. On the other hand, 
we have interests, and they do, and if they are mutually ac- 
commodative and a visit will help, well certainly, we are 
prepared to see that kind of exchange develop. When you talk 
about the evolution and development of a strong and stable and 
forward moving relationship, it does not in the end come out 
of discussions in a high level visit only, but also in all 
follow-on activity that may result from that in a variety of 
fields. So, certainly, this is a possible area. 


QUESTION: Do you include in that the question of technology 
transfer which also was promised at the time of the Haig visit? 
I believe some new regulations were drawn up and there has not 
been complete follow-through. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no doubt that that is an important 
subject in our eyes, and I am sure that it will be a subject 
that we will discuss in some detail. As I understand the 
priorities of China, certainly one that they have emphasized 
in their public statements, and understandably so, is their 
desire for modernizing their economy, and high technology is 
an element of such modernization. I say "an element" because 
at least in my observation, as an economist and as a private 
businessman in being involved in lots of projects on countries 
that are developing, the primary thrust of modernization and 
development, well certainly, it is not just high technology. 
There is a lot else, and most major projects do not involve 

a big element of high technology. There are other elements 

to that process, and I c3rtainly would want to brina out ’ 
for whatever interest there may be. 
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QUESTION: Do you expect the subject of nuclear technology to come 
up during this visit, either in the context of exchanges between 
the United States and China, or the question of China's ratification 
of Non-Proliferation Treaty and their alleged activities in 
Pakistan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, those are subjects that have gotten a lot 
of attention and in one way or another, I'm sure they'll be 
talked about. 


QUESTION: What do you have to say to them on the subject? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that, on the one hand, I believe 
there is a great deal to be gained by the use of nuclear technology, 
principally in the form of nuclear power. At the same time, it seems 
to be appropriate for everybody in the world to be concerned about 
nuclear proliferation in the weapons sense, and it isn't pleasant 

to contemplate that kind of technology being widely dispersed and 
the possibility of it falling into cavalier hands, and so aside 
from any particular thing, it's a subject of general importance. 

We worry about it obviously. There's an international agency that 
worries about it, and I think it's a matter for general concern. 
I'm sure the Chinese are equally concerned. 


QUESTION: This is not directly on the subject of this trip, but 
do you have any reaction to the developments in El Salvador vis- 
a-vis the U.S. policy toward El Salvador at this point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, implementing our strategy in El Salvador 
and Central America is very important to us and to those people 
there, and it's also difficult. The heart of the strategy is to 

find conditions for economic development to take place so that the 
poverty of the region can be alleviated and people can be better 

off. We know that it's difficult for that to take place when you 
have guerrilla warfare, insurgencies and a general upheaval that 

goes with that. So the development of military strength and ability 
to deal with those insurgencies is important in El Salvador and in the 
other countries. It's a hard problem. We are dedicated to it and 
intend to keep helping our friends in El Salvador and other countries 
in the region. You take two steps forward and one step back and 

it seems to be that kind of a process. I think in the perspective 
of a couple of years, we have made great strides. In the perspective 
of shorter periods, you go back and forth and I think that the pro- 
blems that we've seen recently in their military organization and 
governmental problems are genuine difficulties, but I think they 
will be overcome all right. 


QUESTION: -- thing is taking two steps forward and one step back, 
now is this the one step back? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to characterize any particular 
individual or development as forward or back by inference, but 

it's certainly better to be arguing and working on the substance of 
what you should be doing than preoccupied over the process through 
which you're going to do it because your eye is not on the main 
Subject. That's the point that I was making. 








PC 14 #28 


alte 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you sum up at all where we stand on 
the Middle East after having talked all week -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think in the Middle East in the last couple 

of months and in the somewhat longer time period, we made a fair 
amount of headway, most of it not generally visible. At the same 
time, the visible and important developments that we work for and 
hope for and expect have not taken place as yet. King Hussein has 
yet to declare himself, and we want to see that happen. Ye encourage 
the process of bring that about in a manner that is King Hussein's 
Stepping forward. But more than that stepping forward with the right 
kind of support from the Arab community so that the outcome of sub- 
sequent negotiations would have a sort of broad support and thereby 
broaden the acceptance of the peace that we nope for. All of that 
takes time and I think that considerable strides have been made, but 
yet we still look for King Hussein to step forward. That hasn't hao- 
pened yet. 


In Lebanon our objectives are clear, and so are the difficulties of 
attaining them, and at this point there is a pretty wide gap, I 

would say, between the conditions that Israel feels she needs in order 
to withdraw and the conditions that Lebanon feels are consistent 

with the emergence of a new Lebanon and as sovereign and in con- 

trol of its territories and able to govern itself and develop its 
relationships in the region. So there are some biggaps there. 


The problems of securing the complete withdrawal of the Syrian 

and PLO forces we have confronted, in a sense to the extent that 

you can confront them at the moment, that is the Syrians say they 
Will withdraw when the Israelis withdraw. I think we also have 
good grounds to believe that the PLO wili go with the Syrians or wi]! 
withdraw as the Syrians withcraw. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's for that reason, I guess that it appears as 
though our efforts are more directed toward the IsraeJi-Iehanon 
dimensions than they are the Lebanon-PLO dimension hecause it takes 
a plan for Israeli withdrawal to provide the acid test of the Syrian 
statements. So we are in the midst of the kind of a process, and 

I wish I could report that there were breakthroughs in the offing. 
I'm sure there are, but I can't identify them. (Laughter). 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe the conditions are such 
that the Israelis could safely withdraw now? You say they don't 
seem to believe so at this point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What I said was that the conditions that they 
have put forward are quite different from the conditions that the 
Lebanese seem to be ready to accept, so there is a gap there that 
has to be worked on by both parties. In the end, of course, 
people have to be their own judges of what their security demands, 
but of course, we have our opinions also and we're in with them. 
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QUESTION: What is your analysis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe there is a genuine convergence of views 

on finding appropriate security arrangements for southern Lebanon so 
that you have a real insurance policy that the geographic area doesn't 
become the base for attacks on Israel. That is accepted as a legitimate 
objective. So the question is what does it take to do that and how 

do you do that, and not whether it should be done. My own opinion 

is that it can be done, and it ought to be possible to do it consistent 
with appropriate sovereignty for Lebanon. But I am not able just to 
write out the ticket and hand it to people, and there is a big 
difference of view about what is necessary. Beyond that are the issues 
surrounding so-called normalization, and that's a different kind of 

an issue entirely and was not part of the announced rationale for 

going into Lebanon in the first place, but nevertheless, is an 
objective. I would say from the United States point of view that, 

of course, we believe that the desirable objective is peace among 
Israel and all of her neighbors. 


To that extent, I think the basic peace process involving not only 
Israel's security but the legitimate concerns and rights of the 
Palestinians is in the deepest sense at the heart of the security 
issues because if that can be resolved in a satisfying way, then the 
tension of the sort of militarily-oriented security arrangements is 
much less. 


So this always takes me in my thinking back to the basic Camp David 
September lst President's proposals as really the core of the issues 
to be resolved. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there was a time when you were saying and 

when the people in your Department were saying Over and over again 

that withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon could be accomplished 
very quickly. I take it from our comments today that you would not 

make that statement today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I would say it could have been accomplished 
very quickly. It could be accomplished very quickly, but it hasn't 
been accomplished very quickly because there have developed some very 
~onsiderable differences of opinion about what is necessary in these 
areas that I've spoken of. 


TION: Mr. Secretary, given that and the fact that you say that 
disagreements are very wide, what are the next steps for the U.S.? 
“hat do we do tomorrow, next week and the week after? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to constantly appraise the positions 

of the parties as we see them and consider them and to try to 
figure out ways the objectives, legitimate objectives, might be 
met consistent with the needs of the parties. So in any negoti- 
ation you are constantly doing that and that's basically what is 
going on, and we were interested to listen to President Mubarak 
talk about the subject. He's very concerned about it, and I must 
say has in both his public and private statements put a great deal 
of emphasis on the importance of bringing about resolutions promptly, 
and I agree that the situation just doesn't remain constant. It's 
a situation in flux and there is a great premium on trying to get 
things accomplished in a short space of time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, But how? 


SECRETARY: Well, if you have the answer I'd he delighted to know, 
It's obvious that we're struggling with it and perhaps we're getting 
somewhere. The fact that people are talking about the problems and 
working at them, and in the process of doing that assessing what the 
needs of each other are which always in any necotiations you're con=- 
stantly appraising and struggling to see if you can find other ways 
of meeting the needs that are mutually satisfactory. That's the 
nature of a negotiation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said some months ago that you didn’t 
feel that your presence was needed there, you personally going to 
the Middle East. Do you still feel strongly about that today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think there are very able people there 
working with the parties in these negotiations, and I think we have 

an extremely strong team working on behalf of the Jnited States and 
on behalf of getting the issues resolved. With our Ambassadorial 
group out in the Middle East, it's an extremely high quality group 
of people; and Maurie Draper is able, knowle@geahle; and Phil Yabib 

is also as the overall Mideast negotiator; Dick Fairbanks is involved, 
and in Washington a strong group, so we have a strong and well- 
coordinated effort going on. 


If a time comes when a trip by me to that region would seem to be 
helpful, certainly I'm ready to make it. 


QUESTION: That time has not come? | 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not oriented to trips for the sake of a 
trip. I have been looking at my schedule and there are plenty of 
trips, I can tell you. 
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QUESTION: I take it from what you have said you're not one of 
those who think the solution is leveling the boom on Israel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think that forcing people to do 
things that they believe is against their interest produces lasting 
solutions to the problems. I don't think it will produce a lasting 
solution for Israel to force Lebanon to do something that Lebanon 
feels deeply is not in their interest. By the same token, I think 
you apply that to any important party in a negotiation, so obviously 
negotiations are surrounded by an environment of pressures and con- 
siderations and arguments, and I don't deem that negotiations are 
abstracted from that, but just trying to push people around all the 
time, I don't think, is the way. You might get a solution but it 
wouldn't necessarily be lasting. 


QUESTION: Would some kind of a summit conference with Prime Minister 
Begin and perhaps with the Lebanese President help at this point if 
the differences are so wide, so broad? “ 
SFPCRETARY SRFULTZ: There are all sorts of procedural things that can 
be tried. I think you have to ask yourself: is there something 
inherently wrong with the negotiating process that exists where 

there is an inability to communicate or truly understand or something 
like that that needs an impulse from a different direction? So far 
as I can see and has been reported to me, there is a good exchange of 
views and the forum that exists for the negotiation is a perfectly 
adequate one, and there is also plenty of ability to communicate at 
a high level directly and through Phil Habib. So it isn't as though 
somehow there is a stalling out process because of a lack of communi- 
cation. I'mnot saying that high level meetings aren't sometimes very 
useful, but I don't see the evidence that that's what is needed now. 


QUFSTION: The Egyptians, perhaps including Mubarak himself, think 
that the Israelis are dragging out the negotiations, stalling, trying 
to carry them into the Presidential election campaign 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I doubt very much that that's the case because I 
*hink there are benefits to everybody invelved to having a settlement. 
Afterall, people are still getting killed over in Lebanon, 

sO if you can save a few lives of your countrymen, that's got to be 
important, and so on. So you hear that statement made. [In fact, I 
read an interview the other day from Mr. Sharon in which he more or 
less explicitly said that. I don't think underneath it all that 
that's true. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Egyptians were also saying and other 
Arabs have suggested that there is a very narrow window to get this 
accomplished because there is the fact of creeping annexation or de 
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facto annexation of the West Bank, and at a certain point they really 
won't be able to negotiate. Do you subscribe to any part of that, 
and how much of a window do you think there is? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, obviously, the more land and resources 
taken up by settlements, the less room for maneuver, in one sense. 

I think it's worth pointing out that in the presenting of his 
proposals, the Presicent was explicit about his view that Jews 
should have the right to live on the West Rank anc in Gaza. 

At the same time, if there were settlements existing in a geographic 
area that it was decided should be under some juriseiction other 
than Israel's then whoever lived in those settlements would live 

in the jurisdiction that was there. So in that sense, to some 
extent it reduces the importance a little but nevertheless I think 
there is a great deal of power to the argument that the longer time 
runs and the more extensive the settlements are, the more difficult 
it is and more futile it seems to the Arabs to conduct a negotiation, 
partly because of the substance, the so-called facts on the ground 
that are created, and partly because it appears to them to be a message 
about what the conceivable outcome of the negotiation might be. 





QUESTION: Let me ask a question on Japan real quick. The Alaskan 
Oil business, is that going to come up and the question of the value 
of the dollar vis-a-vis the value of the ven which some people think 
is the central issue in the deficit. Will you spenc much time on 
that issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I imagine that the energy subject, I'm sure 
that will come up, and Alaskan oil is part of that subject. A 
working group is being established to look at the energy subjects 
more broadly, including Alaskan oil. Of course, for oil to go from 
Alaska to Japan there would have to be a cachet or the taking away 
of the prohibition, and that woulc clearly involve a lot of 
legislative strategy anc negotiation. The people who are very 
interested in that development, particularly the Alaskans, many of whom 
wonder why it should be that oil from 49 states of the (nion should 
be possible to go anywhere the owner of the oil wants to send it,but 
but the oil produced in the most difficult of circumstances is 
restricted. But the Alaskans, certainly the Alaskan senators par- 
ticularly, I know want to see this subject move forward, and so 
we'll be talking about it certainly. 


Your other subject was the value of the dollar and the yen. It's a 

very important subject, and it's a very difficult subject. It's a 
difficult subject analytically and then to the extent that you feel 

any degree of confidence in your analysis, then it's not so easy to 

know exactly what to do about it. But certainly the prohlem is 

there, and to me the problem is well illustrated by the cifficulties 

of Caterpillar tractor. Here you have a company -- marvelous company -- 
very well managed, good products, extremely experienced in interna- 
tional trade -- can't say this is a company that somehow doesn't 
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know how to operate abroad, it has been more successful than almost 
any other company in the world. It's a fantastic operation -- 

and with the surge in the value of the dollar against the yen, 

last year it practically knocked Caterpillar out of traditional 

third markets. Now, I suppose you would say: Well, that is some- 
how a reflection of long-term values, so be it. But in late May, 

I remember being in Japan discussing this issue with Japanese leaders, 
and the value was in the neighborhood of 230 yen to the dollar, and 
most of the people I talked to seemed to think it ought to go to 
2190-200 or something on that order. Two or three months later, in- 
stead of going in that direction it had gone to around 280, and that 
just made the relative prices of the Japanese and U.S. products to- 
tally different. There is nothing you can do about it as an American 
manufacturer or labor force. But now it's back to 230 again, so that 
we have this movement that you can only call a blip, but it had very 
severe consequences. There's something wrong with that. So we can 
see the problem. 





Now, analytically why did that happen? If you understand why it 
happened, what do you do about it? I'm not settled in my own mind 
that I do understand how that happened. I have a feeling that the 
U.S. in its currency is seeing a kind of Switzerland effect where 
the value of the dollar is being affected very powerfully by finan- 
cial movements that are very different from what you would expect 
if you were looking purely at trade matters. Historically, we have 
always thought of these values as reflecting essentially trade flows, 
inflation rates and things of that kind. Interest rates have the 
effect, but I think there is also ... (inaudible) ... yet this 
quick movement of a very large magnitude, we've got to figure out 

a way to get a hand on that, but I don't know what that way is. I 
have some ideas, but I'm not ready to talk about that. 


QUESTION: Former Secretary Kissinger in an article in today's or 
tomorrow's, whatever date this is now, Washington Post, Sunday any- 

way, makes some suggestions about your trip to China. He says that 

he believes that China on this technology front, should be considered 

in the category of India or Yugoslavia, you know, all these regulations. 
Did he make that recommendation to you, and what do you think of that 
idea? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, in Secretary Kissinger's 

very interesting, thoughtful article, he says that the Chinese always 
believe that nothing takes place by accident. That being the case, 
the Chinese must believe that his article has some official standing, 
and it doesn't. I don't mean by that to suggest that I'm criticizing 
his article. I'm just saying that it's his article and it's an 
interesting article. 
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QUESTION: Don't you wish... 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll be discussing the technology transfer 
issues, and I think that India-Yugoslavia comparison is a handy 
shorthand that people have. At the same time, I think China is 
a unique country, and I don't think of China as part of a class 
of countries, but as a country that is important and needs to be 
thought of in its own terms and its own right. So I wouldn't 
say that because we treat Yugoslavia some way, we should treat 
China the same way, nor vice versa. The China dimension deserves 
careful and special consideration. Now, having said that, I'm 
sure we'll try to work out a way of handling technology transfer 
that expresses the regard in which we hold our relationship with 
China. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
TOKYO, JAPAN, February 1, 1983 


MODERATOR: Thank you very’much for waiting. We shall start 
this press conference given by the Secretary of State of 

the United States of America, Dr. George Shultz. As you 
know, in June of last year when Dr. Shultz succeeded former 
Secretary of State Haig, the mass media reported this news 
with the following kind of expression: "At long last, it 
has been realized." 


That is probably because when President Reagan assumed 
Office two years ago, most of the people expected Dr. 
George Shultz to become the Secretary of State. 


With those opening remarks, I would like to introduce our 
guest of honor Dr. Shultz, Secretary of State of the United 
States. Dr. Shultz was born in New York in December, 1920. 
He majored in Economics at Princeton University, and later 
received his Ph.D. in Industrial Economics from MIT. 


As part of his academic career, he served as the Dean of 

the Graduate School of Business of the University of Chicago. 
As a public official he has served in a series of important 
cabinet posts under President Nixon such as Secretary of 
Labor, Director of the Office of Management and Budget, and 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


From 1974 on, he was the Vice President of the San Francisco- 
based Bechtel Company, America's largest construction company. 
Since 1981, until he became Secretary of State last year, 
he was the President of Bechtel Company. 


Dr. Henry Kissinger in his memoirs wrote: "If I could choose 
One American to whom I would entrust the nation's fate in 
a crisis, it would be George Shultz." 
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As you know, the world at present is beset with a series 
of very difficult problems. In the economic arena we see 
mounting economic and trade frictions against the backdrop 
of the worldwide recession. In other arenas, we see East- 
' West tensions in the irea of the deployment of nuclear 
weapons, and so forth. In view of these worldwide difficulties, 
we have high expectations and hope that Dr. Shultz will be 
all the more active in these important areas. 


With this, I would like to hand the microphone over to 
Dr. Shultz. 


Before that, however, may I introduce the members seated 

at the head table. At the extreme right is his excellency, 
the Ambassador of the United States Mr. Mansfield. Next to 
Ambassador Mansfield is Mr. John Hughes, Assistant Secretary 
of State for Public Affairs. The interpreter is Yonekura. 
Thank you. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Does anybody have a question? (Laughter.) 


MODERATOR: Before receiving any questions, may I ask you 
for your cooperation in making your questions succinct and 
brief because we only have very limited time, and Dr. Shultz 
can only stay until 4:40. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask the Secrstary for his evaluation 
of our Prime Minister's recent visit to the United States. 

How do the leaders and members of the U.S. Government, such 

as President Reagan himself, yourself Dr. Shultz, and Secretary 
Weinberger evaluate his visit? We have received various 
reports from the United States, but, if I may, I would 

like to hear your evaluation or impression directly. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Prime Minister Nakasone's visit to the 

United States was a tremendous success. He made a strong 
impression on the President the members of the Cabinet, the 
members of Congress, and all who met him as a very well informed, 
decisive and strong person. He was accompanied by Foreign 
Minister Abe, who also was very impressive during his 

visit, and we were delighted to see them and look forward to 
continuing opportunities, such as my visit here now, to continue 
our discussions and work with them. 


QUESTION: I have the following two questions, both concerning 
defense matters: when we look at the budget message covering 
fiscal year 1984 and the defense report issued recently, 
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a tremendous amount of funds is allocated to the defense 

area. Also there is a matter of collective defense with 
European countries, South Korea and Japan. Against this 
background, the "Team Spirit" military exercise is starting 
today. North Korea has reacted to this by calling for a 
state-of-readiness on the part of all its forces. It is 

the first time North Korea has called for a 

state-of-readiness of its forces and is treating the situation 
as if war is on the brink of breaking out. 


Now, Mr. Secretary, what sort of comment would you make to 
this situation? That is the first point. 


The second point concerns the defense of the sea-lanes 

by Japan. In connection with this ramification of collective 
defense, we are very much interested and very much concerned 
with the sea-lanes defense matter. In this connection, to 
what level and extent do you think Japan's defense capa- 
bilities should be enhanced to meet the expectations that 
Japan faces from other countries? What do you think would 

be a reasonable level of defense capability on the part of 
Japan to discharge its responsibility compared to the present 
level? That is the second question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: With respect to the first question, people 
throughout the world are interested in peace. The United 
States and its allies will start no wars. Our efforts to 
build up our defense forces are efforts to create the capacity 
to deter aggression. That is our objective. And if our op- 
position can be convinced of that, perhaps they will even 
agree with us to reduce the level of armaments. But we know 
that we must have the strength to defend our interests against 
aggression and to work with our allies in doing so as well. 

I think that is the basic point, and it applies whether we 

are thinking with respect to the Soviet Union, North Korea, 
what is happening in Cambodia or throughout the world. 


With respect to the second question, Japan has set for 
herself the mission of being responsible for the defense of 
the air space of Japan and for the seas around Japan. And 

I think that is a very appropriate mission, given the fact 
that Japan is obviously a seafaring nation and depends upon 
air and sea traffic and movement. It is clear that to fulfill 
responsibilities in connection with that mission, more needs 
to be done. How much more remains to be seen. But certainly 
a greater effort is necessary. And no one disputes that. 

The question is, how rapidly can this mission be taken up. 

We applaud the determination that Prime Minister Nakasone 

has been expressing in this regard. 
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QUESTION: With regard to the possible transfer of SS-20 
missiles from the Soviet Union's European territory to 

the Far East, Japan has expressed apprehensions. I would 
like to ask whether you or in your talks with the Japanese 
side jointly, have any plans of involving China in the dis- 
cussion of what to do concerning such Soviet plans. If 
they should materialize. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's proposals being negotiated 
in Geneva are for the complete elimination of intermediate 
range, nuclear warhead, land-based missiles, as the President 
put it last night, "from the face of the Earth." That is 

not only within the range of Europe, but also Japdan and China. 
That is the proposal that the President has put on the table. 


I think it should be noted that this involves not only the 
question of what to do about missiles that might be moved 

from the range of Europe but also what to do about the missiles 
already deployed within the range of Japan and China. 


QUESTION: Looking at relations between Japan and the U.S. 
recently, it seems that trade friction has become less important 
Since Prime Minister Nakasone assumed power. Is it correct 

to say -- I have two questions on this. Is it correct to 

say that the two countries decided to solve at least part 

of the trade friction problem through exchange of military 
technology or through an improvement of Japanese expenditures 
for defense? The second thing is, what are the trade problems 
which are still to be discussed and which you have been dis- 
cussing with Japanese leaders in these days? Thank you. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no trade-off between an exchange 
of military technology and the solution of so-called "trade 
frictions" involving access to Japanese markets or other such 
things. These are independent matters. Of course, we were 
all pleased, the President was pleased, at the announcements 
that Prime Minister Nakasone made before he came to the 
United States for some additional measures, particularly 
measures dealing with the processes through which goods 

from another country get into the Japanese market, and for 
changing those conditions of inspection and registration and 
so on. And it has been interesting and reassuring to hear 
also the sense in which the Japanese in charge have a good 
sense of the fact that it is not enough to set a policy. 
There has to be a kind of managerial follow-through to 
transform a policy statement into an operating reality. 

And there appears to be a firm grasp of that point and, 
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at least expressed to me, a determination to follow through on 
it. That will, of course, not be the end of all these frictions, 
but it will be a great help. 


I might say-beyond the particulars of whatever trade disputes 
there are between the United States and Japan, we share a 
tremendous stake in maintaining the general openness of the 
world trading system. And that Openness is under severe 
attack by forces of protectionism around the world. I think 
that it well behooves Japan and the United States together, 
and along with other countries, to, in a sense, take resnonsi- 
bility for keeping this system open and healthy, because we 
both have so much to gain as do others around the world. 


QUESTION: (There have been) numerous published reports on 

both sides of the Pacific that Ambassador Mansfield is leaving 
shortly and that the Administration intends to replace... would 
you care to comment on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think Ambassador Mansfield is one of our 
most distinguished Americans, and we intend to keep him on the 
job. (Laughter) He looks great. I would add just a word on 
that. Japan is one of the world's most important countries. And 
so, when it comes to selecting a person from the United States 
to represent us here, we have to find for ourselves a really 
distinguished American. I believe that we are very fortunate 

in the United States to have such a person here in the nerson of 
Mike Mansfield. It's good for the United States, and I can't 
help but feel that the Japanese people also appreciate the 

high quality that this wonderful man brings to his work. 


QUESTION: When you talk about the defense of the sea-lanes, 
the starting point is the Middle East and the ending point is 
in Japan, from my point of view. The United States guarantees 
the security of Israel, but the crux of the issue, I think, is 
Palestine and the Palestinian veople. And so without providing 
a sOlution to that issue, an Overall solution could not be 
hoped for. I would like to ask when the United States is 

going to sit at the table with the PLO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the central issue you correctly 
state as "finding the conditions in the Middle East that 

will, at once, satisfy the security needs of Israel and the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian peonvle." The President 
on September lst proposed a set of ideas which we called a 
"fresh start" in working on this process. These ideas fall 
squarely within the framework of the Camp David Accords, which 
have produced progress with the return of the Sinai and peace 
between Israel and Egypt. We believe it's essential to pursue 
this course, and we are trying, and the President is trying 
everything that he can, to bring about the discussions that 
will satisfy the conditions I have mentioned. 
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As far as the PLO is concerned, the President has stated very 
clearly the conditions under which the United States Government 
would talk directly with the PLO. Remembering that the PLO 

is an organization that has in its charter a provision calling 
for the extinction of the State of Israel, we believe it's 
appropriate that, before we will hold discussions with the PLO, 
they simply renounce that and say they recognize Israel's 

right to exist and the formulas for peace embodied in United 
Nations Resolutions 242 and 338 as a basis for proceeding 

in the Middle East. When they do that, the United States 
Government will be ready to sit down and talk with them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in response to an earlier question 
you pointed out that the President's proposal in Geneva calls 
for the elimination of all of the medium-range missiles where- 
ever they may be. The President has also said he would enter- 
tain any serious Soviet offer and some months ago the United States 
negotiator, Mr. Nitze, seriously considered, and talked with 
his Soviet counterpart about a proposal that would leave at 
least 90 SS-20s in Asia. Were you able, in your talks here, 
to tell the Japanese Government that under no circumstances 
would the United States be willing to make an agreement which 
leaves medium-range missiles in Asia? And can you so state 
here today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has said, first, he favors and 
has proposed to the Soviet Union that all of these weapons, 
wherever deployed, be eliminated. That is the United States 
position. 


He has also said we are willing to listen and talk to them 
about any reasonable proposal. So, if they have a proposal to 
make as a counter to what the United States has said, let's 
hear it. We'll examine it. So far we haven't heard any 
proposal that qualifies under the terms that I just mentioned. 
The negotiations are resuming in Geneva now, and the place to 
conduct those negotiations is at Geneva at the bargaining 
table. 


I would like to just take this public occasion to express my 
appreciation to my hosts here in Japan for the extraordinary 
warmth and courtesy of the reception that I, my wife and my 
party have received. Respect for the United States was shown 
by the fact that we were received by the Emperor, and in our 
discussions with the Prime Minister, the Foreign Minister -- 

my host -- and all the other people, private and public. The 
treatment that I have received has been cordial and generous, 
and the approach to our discussions a very serious and informed 
one. And I appreciate this spirit very much. 


MODERATOR: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary, for the most 
straightforward and candid response you have given to all the 
guestions. Although our time was very limited, we are most 
grateful also for your kindness in sparing time from your 

very busy schedule. According to our custom, we would like to 
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present you with a memento from our club. Thank you very 
much, Sir. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
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QUESTION: Are you going to speak just in general terms? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think general terms is the appropriate 


level, and just leave it at that. I am not here selling 
arms. 


QUESTION: Just a follow-up on that guickly. How important 
is it to the whole US-Chinese relationship in your mind to 

try to establish some sort of a military sales relationship 
between the two countries. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the relationship has to be 
seen as a broad one that in a sense is responsive to the 
needs that each country has both in bilateral and for inter- 
national terms. So as time goes along needs rise and fall 
and we have to be ready to look at them and that doesn't 
mean that everything anybody wants on either side will 
necessarily be accommodated. But I think that is the spirit 
we Ought to approach this relationship in. 


QUESTION: Are you anticipating any requests to come soon 
Or is there any reason to believe that... 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to try to predict what they 
may Say Or want, but I am certainly prepared to respond to 
anything that they want to bring up in this area. Of course 
if it came to particulars, that is a matter that is best 
handled by the various military people. 


QUESTION: So you say you are prepared to respond, prepared 
to give an indication that the U.S. is favorably inclined 
toward that kind of exchange’ 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are certainly prepared to discuss what 
needs they may have within the framework of earlier dis- 
cussions, which essentially emphasized defensive problems 
and on which nothing much has happened. So maybe there 
isn't anything in anybody's mind but if there is why then... 


QUESTION: One of the main developments since Secretary 
Haig was over here in June of 1981 is that the Chinese have 
now carved out what they have referred to as an independent 
foreign policy. What is the United States’ attitude and 
what is yours? What are you prepared to tell them about 
Our views of the independent foreign policy that they have 
carved out for themselves? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I assume any country of the, well probably 
any country but particularly a country of the size and 
importance of China or the United States, will have an 
independent foreign policy in the sense that you have 

to be guided by the things that you think are in the 
interests of your country. I think it is quite apparent 

in the kind of world that we live in that alliances and 

the indentification of common needs and objectives among 
countries are an essential part of an effective foreign 
policy. So to that regard, we have alliances and have 
identified common interests with a number of countries, 

and I assume obviously there are some with respect to China. 
I would expect that we would have some discussion of 

those things, but that doesn't compromise anyone's independence. 


QUESTION: Well, of course, the way the independent foreign 
policy is actually worked is that they have gone on the 
attack more against the United States in areas that they 
don't like -- the Third World, Africa, Middle East and that 
sort of thing. 


SECRETARY SHUTTZ: In some cases, 2Qerha»s in all cases, what 
those comments reflect are a misunderstanding and to the 
extent that is so, perhaps my visit can correct some of 
those misunderstandings, or at least we can talk out what 

our differences are. You mention the Middle East. I am 
certainly prepared to talk about our policies, objectives, 
how we see the Middle East situation and listen to what they 
have to say. We can discuss that, and I can explain some 

of our perceptions of what is going on and so on around 

the world. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, to what extent do you expect to 
find the same or greater level of anxiety as you found 
in Japan over the present deployment of SS-20s in Asia 
and future deploynent of them as they relate to INF talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As in Japan,I am certainly ready to discuss 
the issues involved in our arms control negotiations. 

Again, it is not for me to try to predict what they are 

going to bring up or what their concerns are. But I am 

ready to talk about our view of the matter and our position 

and listen to their views and concerns whatever they may 

be. I can't help but believe that if there are some 99, 

I understand, SS-20s that have China within their range 

that that isn't a matter of some concern. But at any rate 

it is for them to express their concerns. 


QUESTION: You haven't any indication going in that they 
are particularly worried about some kind of a deal whereby 
another hundred might show up on the eastern side of the 
Urals? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They have not sent me any telegram saying 
that, no. 


QUESTION: Didn't they put out a statement yesterday saying 
that there is so much commotion on the issue they don't 
think there is going to be an agreement anyway? I saw 
something on the wire about that. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, everyone is free to express their 
opinion. In the meantime, the missiles are there and whether 
there is an agreement or not, at present the missiles are 

there and if there is no agreement, we will have some deploy- 
ments, and we continue to believe that the best arrangement for 
everybody concerned, including the Soviet Union, is to eliminate 
these weapons. 


QUESTION: Do you think the fact that the President has now 
said that Mr. Bush's mission was mainly for propaganda 
purposes is going to make your discussions on the SS-20s 
more difficult with China? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you have put that in a provocative 
way. We are, both the Vice President and I, in separate 
parts of the world discussing issues of substance and 

talking with leaders in the various countries being visited 
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and the Vice President is making some public statements 

and they are substantive and designed to tell everybody 

as clearly as we can what our positions are and why they 

are what they are and to express those. If you want to 

call that propaganda, that is fine, but I think that the 
public in Europe and everywhere around the world is interested 
in knowing our viewpoints. 


QUESTION: But I mean I didn't call it that. I believe 
it was the President who said that, if I read the wires 
correctly. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think my statement still stands. 
You are trying to inform the public and that is a shorthand 
way of exoressing it, I suppose. 


QUESTION: Is that simply a response to the Soviet propaganda 
offensive? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, we have done that right along. The 
Vice President's trip actually had been planned, thought 
Out guite some time ago. The drama of the trip seemed to 


be enhanced by its immediate environment. 
QUESTION: The Polish Foreign Minister is quoted as -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I think if I may on that, 

that obviously the President recognized as the timing of the 
trip was being worked out and so on, that this was an important 
mission at a time when the whole question of arms reduction 
negotiations and deployments are being debated in Europe 

to have a person of the Vice President's stature as a person, 
as well as his official stature, go over and enter the debate. 


QUESTION: The Polish Foreign Minister put out a statement, 
whose words I don't have, but in effect calls on the United 
States for improvement in relations with Poland following 

the changes made in December in martial law and the statement 
seems to suggest that he would be interested in at least 
opening some exchange on what needs to be done to restore 
relations. Do you see any opportunity for that at this time, 
and have you seen enough happen in Poland to justify a 

change in US relations with the government there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well)ywe have been evaluating along with 
our allies the developments in Poland and some seem to be 
a step forward and some seem to be a step backwards, so I 
think it is rather an ambiguous question whether or not 
there has been any genuine movement. Lech Walesa is out 
il but yet he is constrained clearly in a great many 
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we would like to see progress in Poland along the lines 
of the points we and our allies have made. If there are 
Opportunities for those developments to take place we are 
all for that. And that would mean that our relationship 
would be better. 


QUESTION: But you haven't seen anything yet, I take it, 
that would justify a change soon in U.S. attitude toward 
the Polish Government? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, not that I know of, although maybe 
you have something off the wires that I haven't seen. 


QUESTION: No, it was a reference to the Pope's visit that 
suggested that propaganda... 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what about the North Korean situation? 
Some people say that they have only done such an alert 

three times in their history and each time it was involved 

with the Pueblo or the killing of those two Americans. 

Anybody worried about it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is something to watch. But I don't 
Know Of any good reason for it. 


QUESTION: Do you think it is provocative on their part? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly it is provocative on their part. 
It raises the level of tensions but I don't know of any 
reason to expect some particular explosion there. 


QUESTION: Would you tell us something about your own 
experience with China and Taiwan? I know you have never 
been to China. You have been to Taiwan on several occasions, 
T gather, as a businessman. Have you talked to the Chinese? 
Lither in business or in your Treasury 

job or in some other capacity, what has been your own inter- 
action with China up to now, up till today? 


MORE 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have met a number of Chinese 
officials as they would come through San Francisco when I 
and I met some during the Nixon Administration when 

was in office, byt never had the opportunity to go to China. 
I almost went a number of times as a private businessman but 
the projects we were interested in never seemed to be quite 
materializing, so in the end I did not go. But there have 
been quite a number of people, some in the financial field, 
some in the engineering area that have come through, that I 
have talked to. Very, very able people. 


QUESTION: How many times were you in Taiwan? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do not know exactly I would have to... 
QUESTION: Just about? A dozen times, three or four? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, probably four times or so, I am just 
guessing. 


QUESTION: As a businessman? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, all together as a businessman. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you concerned that the Chinese 
are providing nuclear weapons data to Pakistan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do not have any comment to make about 
that matter. 


QUESTION: Has any nuclear cooperation been completely ruled 
out now? It was at one point being investigated and I think 
Mr. Stoessel at one point talked about their hopes for nuclear 
cooperation with the Chinese. Is that now completely dead? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there were some discussions basically 
having to do with nuclear power plants, I believe, and the 
possible interest of the Chinese in the American (inaudible) 
and it may very well be that those talks can resume. But we 
have regulations that our government administers having to do 
with the conditions under which nuclear technology can be sold 
abroad. And so if those discussions do re-emerge we will 

need to sort of focus on the issues brought up by those reg- 
ulations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you seen the entire text of the 
Bush speech on the Andropov-Reagan summit? But I was wondering 
if there is some implication there that the President would 
meet with Andropov for some element of negotiation or they 
would simply meet to ratify a deal that was negotiated in 
Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The statement in the letter, the open 
letter, that the President wrote was confined to a partic- 
ular matter, namely that he would go anywhere to sign an 
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agreement abolishing intermediate range nuclear powered, 
nuclear warhead, land-based missiles from the face of the 
earth. That was what he said. So that is a statement of 
what we would be willing to do on that particular matter. 
It does not infer or preclude anything else. It was a 
highly specific proposition. 


QUESTION: Is there any justification for the Chinese claim 
that we have been too slow to supply technology either 
(inaudible) they say that they get agreements from us or 
statements from uc that the Commerce Department or the Defense 
Department slows it all down. Have you been able to look into 
that? Do you think maybe something could be done about it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have looked into it. The process 
of approval is always laborious, I think in any government. 
There has been, in fact, quite a lot of action, in the sense 
that a great many requests have been approved. And that number 
has grown. The level of pending cases has been declining a 
little bit lately is my information. And there are a number 
of efforts under way to address, you might say, the efficiency 
of the process through which requests are made and acted upon, 
not only with respect to China but other countries as well. 

It is a difficult matter at best to administer an export con- 
trol type of program because the more difficult cases almost, 
by their nature, tend to be...you have to handle them case 

by case. They tend to be things in relatively new areas so 
you are constantly looking at the edges of whatever procedures 
and criteria you have set up. 


QUESTION: Are you going to give the Chinese leadership any 
reassurances that this new process of looking at the efficiency 
is going to produce a little more for them? Are you going to 
give them any more reassurances that there might be more in 

the pipeline coming? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I am a believer that you have to be 
very careful when you make commitments or assurances or what- 
ever you want to call them. So the one commitment that I want 
to call attention to is the commitment to keep our comaitnent, 
and there have been a great many made as I have studied the 
history of this relationship. So I think that is about as 

far as I would want to go. The speed with which a given ap- 
plication to buy something or other can be acted upon I 

think would take a courageous person to make a flat commitment 
that I can guarantee you that within "X" number of weeks any 
application that is made is going to be acted upon. Nobody 
who has observed the difficulties of these cases would make 

a statement like that because you cannot keep it. They are 
difficult problems. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one thing that hasn't been talked 
about here. I just wonder how do you see the American stra- 
tegic relationship with China? Others in the past have talked 
about how China and Japan and the United States now for the 
first time have joined strategic outlooks. There has been 
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a kind of chill in the relationship, I guess, as China seems 
to have altered its posture a bit. I just wonder how you see 
our strategic relationship now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, this is one of the matters 
I want to explore in my discussions in China and it kind of 
brings us back to the first question that was asked, I 
Suppose another way of putting it is that I would like to 
explore and try to identify the areas where our interests 

are in parallel. Tf that adds up to something that you 
would put the word strategic on, so be it. It may or it may not. 
But certainly in the broad interplay of power and influence 
around the world, the influence and impact of China is an 
important one and we need to understand it and hope that they 
can be brought to understand ours and, where it is possible 

to work in a parallel way, I think will benefit from that 

and so will they. That is the way I would phrase it. 


QUESTION: Do you have an overall word to characterize your 
attitude towards this relationship? Would you use the word 
realism? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Realism is always a good word. But I think 
that as I analyse the situation, realism should lead to activ- 
ities that are worthwhile from the standpoint of both countries. 
So I think I go well beyond realism to the implication of the 
fact that there are a lot of parallel interests and realism about 
them will lead us into some constructive elements in our 
relationship. 


QUESTION: Back to the SS-20 question for a second. The Chinese 
obviously are not even a U.S. ally, yet they are very much 
affected by what goes on in Geneva. First of all, have we 

kept them abreast of what's been going on there? Second of 

all, are you prepared to give them the same sort of commitment 
that you gave the Japanese? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am sure that they are generally aware of 
what is taking place in Geneva. As far as our negotiating 
stance is concerned the President's proposal is one that 

would be helpful in Asia without a doubt because it calls for 
the elimination of the SS-20's that hold eight Asian countries 
within their range and I think this question of our stance in 
the negotiation has come up particularly with the Andropov 
proposal that seemed to envisage moving missiles from the 
Furopean arena to the Asian arena and that is certainly one 

of the things that is wrong with that proposal. If it does 
anything for Europe it does it at the expense of Asia. 

Having a global outlook as we do and must, that is one of 

the reasons why that proposal is unacceptable to us. I think 
it must be unacceptable to the Europeans as well because among 
other things missiles that can be moved in one direction can 
be moved back in the other. If you are really going to get 
anywhere, you have to destroy the weapons in the first place. 
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QUESTION: Sir, don't some of the Chinese nuclear weapons 
qualify as intermediate range in as much as they are pointed 
at the Soviet Union and that is about as far as they can go? 


Isn't that some of the reason for the ninety odd SS-20's there? 
Doesn't that obviously become a factor? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It may be a factor, but nevertheless I think 
from our standpoint we have to think of Asia as a whole and I 


think the proposals that the President has made are very 
constructive ones. 
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MR. ALLIN: Okay. If we could get started, we'll 
have a background briefing on the meeting of the President with 
the Chancellor of Austria. Our background briefer, for your 


information only, is CO CC COCO EHEEE SESE EEOOEEOEEE LOSE OEEOS Cocccescecesesssceseseeeserees 


MHMNNMIMINIIIgiiiiggignigigiiiiiun: You may attribute the briefing 
to a senior administration official, may use his quotes as you wish, 
but we'd prefer that in this case you not use his name, attributing 


it to a senior administration official. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. What 
I thought I would do is go through quickly the substance of the 
discussion. And, then, we can -- I'll take questions as you wish. 


The President and the Chancellor met for nearly two 
hours, which followed a 90-minute meeting between the Chancellor 
and the Acting Secretary of State, Kenneth Dam, this morning, 
at breakfast. As the President indicated outside a moment ago, he 
expressed his wish to the Chancellor to designate Helene von Damm 
as U.S. Ambassador to Austria. And the Chancellor immediately 
expressed, on behalf of the Austrian government, his enthusiastic 
agreement. 


In the Oval Office, the principal subject of discussion 
was the Middle East, a subject I think, as you know, which 
the Chancellor has been interested in for a considerable time. They ~- 
agreed that the overriding issue in the Middle East is the requirement 
for genuine peace, real security and a resolution to the Palestinian 
problem. The Chancellor stressed his enthusiastic support for the 
President's initiative and said he would do everything ne could 
to push it forward. 


Both were encouraged by King Hussein's support for the 
President's initiative and hoped that he, too, will decide to join 
broadened negotiations in the near future. The two leaders also 
discussed Lebanon in detail and agreed that it was essential that 
there be an early and total pullout of foreign forces from that ° 
country. 


They thought together that there's a great risk 
stering permanent instability in Lebanon if the withdrawal 
reign forces is not quickly effected. The President underscores 
ersonal distress at the slow pace of the negotiations thus 


During lunch, there was an extended discussion of 
the U.S. economy in which Secretaries Regan and Baldrige also 
participated. The President noted his confidence that U.S. economic 
recovery has begun. And all agreed that this would be a positive 
element in the international economic situation. And there was 
also a discussion at some length on the dangers of protectionism 
and the requirement to fight protectionist tendencies, which 
exist in all of the countries of the West. 


MORE 





I might say that there was a discussion of East-West 
relati::s this morning between Acting Secretary Dam and the Chancellor, 
which went on for about an hour about the new Soviet leadership, 
arms control, regional issues and what have you. In the meeting with 
the President, the bulk of the discussion was, in this particular 
sphere,was about Poland. The President said that we continue to 
find the Polish situation discouraging and are concerned about the 
fate of Solidarity members, including the thousands who are still 
in prison. And the President stressed that what is required in Poland 
is not repression but reconciliation, and if that occurs, we will 
do our part in helping Poland overcome its difficulties. 


The two leaders agreed that there are no problems 
in U.S.-Austrian bilateral relations, that our relationship remains 
close and cooperative. The Chancellor thankec the President for 
U.S. support of Austria's role as a country of first-asylum for 
East European refugees. And we indicated, for our part, the 
appreciation for Austria's taking in and overseeing the resettlement 
of thousands of Poles who were stranded in Austria when martial 
law was declared. 


With that, I think I'll take your questions. Yes? 
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Q What specifically did Chancellor Kreisky promise 
to do to push the President's peace initiative along? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There weren't any specific 
promises on his part. He is a man, as you know, who has very many 
contacts throughout the Middle East and he said he enthusiastically 
supported the President's initiative and would so indicate that to 
the leaders of the Middle East with whom he is in frequent contact. 

Yes. 


Q Did the Chancellor elaborate on his talks with 
PLO chief Yassar Arafat recently in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He mentioned that they 
had talked and indicated to the President the substance of that con- 
versation. I don't think I want to go into any further details, 
however, if I may so choose. 


-- Kreisky has been very close to Arafat, one 
of the few leaders in Europe who is. Could you teil us did he 
give the President any indication that Arafat's willing to recognize 
Israel's right to exist? Or what is the latest on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say that 
this was discussed in general. And the President indicated our 
policy, which is that if the PLO recognizes Israel's right to exist 
and the appropriate UN resolutions, then we will have contact with 
Israel. And there was a general discussion of this. I don't think 
either one of the two leaders were particularly predictive about 
whether that would happen and when it would happen. 


Q You meant the contact -- you meant with the PLO, 
did you or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


Q You said contact with Israel. I wondered if you 
meant the U.S. would have contact with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, if our conditions 
were met, the conditions which have been in place for years, as you 
know. 


Q I think I'm misunderstanding your answer. You 
said we would have contact with Israel. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. We would 
have contact with the press --did I misspeak? We would have contact 
-- my apology. We would have contact with the PLO if it recognized 
Israel's right to exist and the appropriate -- 


Q -- official contact or unofficial? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. No, no, 
efficial. Our position has been the same for years and years on this 
matter. Yes. 


Q Is the Chancellor in any way acting as a middle- 
man in conveying the tone or some message between Arafat and the 
President? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he is trying to 
help. And, as I say, it's -- he has very good contacts with many 
of the leaders of the Middle East and has indicated his desire to 
push the President's initiative forward. 


Q There is no message from the United States govern- 
ment through him to the PLO? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Does the President consider Chancellor Kreisky's 
close relationship with Arafat as helpful? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come up. 


Q -- Poland, did the Chancellor propose a plan that 
several nations, like in the case of Yugoslavia, should work together 
to stabilize, to help financially Poland. Did he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't say 
anything like that to the President, no. Yes? 


Q What was Chancellor Kreisky's position on Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what was his 
position? The two of them agreed that reconciliation was a pre- 
condition for stability in Poland. I don't think there was particular 
disagreement between the two of them on that score. Yes? 


Q Was there any encouragement by Chancellor Kreisky 
for an early meeting Andropov-Reagan? And was Vienna mentioned as 
a site of such a summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. Yes? 
Q Was there -- 
Q "No, no," what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were two questions: 
No mention of a summit. And no mention of Vienna. Sorry. 


Q Did the Chancellor mention Europe's concern 
about the arms race? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did the issue of U.S. concern about Austria having 
become a channel of sorts for sensitive technology to the communist 
nations come up at some point today. And, if so, what was said on 
both sides? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It didn't come up between 
the President and the Chancellor. However, we have been meeting 
with the Austrians on the fringes of the’ Chancellor's visit and 
there was an understanding between ourselves and the Austrian 
officials that enhanced efforts needed to be made on both our 
parts to insure that U.S. technology which is transferred to Austria 
is not re-exported illegally. 


Q Did that understanding emerge or crystalize today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say in 
the course of the visit. 


Q There were talks yesterday about this as well? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Any specific undertakings by Austria in this 
regard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, now, as I Say, 
it was a general understanding that the two sides would cooperate 
to try to tighten up the scrutiny, basically, of U.S. technology 
which is in Austria and to avoid illegal transfer of such technology 
to third parties. 


MORE 








Q As the Chancellor has these Mid-Zast contacts, did he 
convey any message to the President involving many Mid-Eastern leaders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did he bring up any perception that Israeli intransig- 
nance in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, with your forebearance, 
I'm not going to get into the minute details of the discussion, but he 
gave his view of the various internal dynamics in the countries in ques- 
tion in the Middle East, to the President, including Israel. 


Q What science technology -- 


Q Did he ask the President to exert any influence on 
Israel? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, he didn't, no. 

Q What science technology are we giving to the Austrians, 
please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is an ordinary 
flow of U.S. technology to many of the countries of western Europe. 


Q Which kind? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What kind of U.S. technology? 

Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it could be anything 
from know-how about bottling Pepsi-Cola to microtechnolocy. It's the 
ordinary export of U.S. technology to other countries, some of which is 
sensitive, some of which isn't sensitive, and what our concern is is 
that none of this technology either in its components or in the know- 
how associated with it, is transferred to the Soviet Union or to eastern 
Europe if it has military application. 

Yes, miss? 

MR. ALLIN: Two more right back here. These two. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two more. 

Q Can you say if the views -- 


MR. ALLIN: We might sneak one more in. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. Could you start again. 
I'm sorry. 


Q The views and the assessment of Chancellor Kreisky 
and the President about the Arab leaders, are they close? Could you 
say that they agree, they have the same views? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said neither one of them 
was -- they were analytical and not predictive. 


MORE 
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Q On the technology issue again, is this now a satisfactory 
situation? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Question. 
Q Is there any talk at all about a Reagan trip to 


Austria this year? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come up. 


Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


FRIDAY, FERRUARY 4, 1983, 3:30 P.M. 


MR. ROMBERG: The briefing this afternoon is ON 
BACKGROUND. The briefers will have some opening remarks, 
and then will be happy to take your auestions. 


FIRST SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think every- 
body has a set of the tables which show the country 
programs and the program totals. There are also four sort 
of illustrative graphs that give you some idea of the 
distribution of the programs, the FMS, ESF, IMET totals, MAP 
totals, and also their distribution by region. 





The tables which you have are rather complicated 
and detailed. I'm sure that a lot of you, after you've 
looked at them, may have questions following this briefing. 
If you do, don't hesitate to call either me or the Pentagon 
official. 


There are three bills that are in question here. 

We have a Suoplemental Bill for FY-83. We have a separate 

Lebanon Supplemental, and then we have the FY-84 Securitv 
a Assistance budget. Let me take up each one in turn. 


With respect to the FY-83 Supplemental, we are 
requesting $987.5 million in additional Securitv Assistance 
in this fiscal year. This includes $525 million of off-budget 
FMS guaranteed loans. These are loans; they are not grants. 
They are moneys loaned to foreign countries at the rate of 
interest on which the United States Government borrows funds. 


This requirement is based in part and includes the 
Lebanon Supplemental,this gross number, but $961 million was 
cut by the Congress from our FY-83 request, and this 
Supplemental is designed to restore a siqnificat part of 
that cut. We're doing it because the nature of the cuts 
imposed by the Congress were really quite severe, and we 
Cannot conduct our foreign national security policy without 
these resources. Certainly, without the Supplemental, we 
will do severe damage to a number of important security 
relationships that we have around the world. ° 


Let me give you an example of the severity of the 
cut Congress imposed, and the reason why we're going hack for 
a Supplemental is that Congress earmarked a good deal of the 
"83 moneys to a number of countries above the Administration 





request levels, but provided no additional funding to cover 

those earmarks. So that with respect to the FMS guaranteed 

loans, we only have half of what we requested if we fulfill 

these earmarks, which we have to do by law; and we only have 
a quarter of the grant funds that we asked for that are un- 

earmarked -- that is, a quarter of what we asked for. 


On the breakdown for the Supplemental is $167 
million in grants -- that is grant MAP; $249.5 million in 
Economic Support Funds, so-called ESF; Sl million in 
International Military Fducation and Training -- that, by the 
way, is for Lebanon; and $525 million in these FMS Guaranteed 
Loans. 


If we don't get the Supplemental, we're going to be 
in serious trouble with a‘number of major allies and friendlv 
countries with whom we have strong security relationships, 
notably, Pakistan, Korea, Thailand, countries all of whom are 
faced with severe threats from hostile neiahbors. We will 
also have grave problems in countries like Turkev, the 
countries of the Horn of Africa, and the Caribbean. 


Turning now to the Lebanon Supplemental, we're 
asking for $251 million, of which $159 million will be in 
Economic Support Funds -- this will be all arant. That, by 
the way is no-year monev; that is, we would ask for it this 
year, but it would be spent over two years, '83 and ‘84, 
$190 million in FMS Guaranteed Ioans, and as I mentioned 
$l million in IMFT, Military Fducation and "rainina. 


The ESF portion is designed to finance construction 
and capital equipment to be supplied bv U.S. firms, rebuild 
the infrastructure in and around Beirut -- transportation, 
basic utilities, water, sewage, that kind of thing. Some 
will go to agricultural development, training, technical 
assistance. 


The $100 million in FMS Guaranteed Loans is 
desiqned to continue a program that we have already begun to 
rebuild the Lebanese armed forces. That is a three-stade 
program. We now have completed most of phase one, which is 
to bring four briaades of the Lebanese armed forces up to 70 
percent strength; and February, this month, is our taraet 
date to get that equipment in-country, and to beqin training 
the Lebanese brigades on that ecuipment. The next stage is 
to reconstitute a fifth brigade, and to bring one of the ori- 
ginal four up to the 109 percent strength. 











We hope to have that in train and well along by 
mid-year, that is by June, and have it completed by next 
February. The reason we need the money now is that if we 
we are to order the eauipment and get it shipped into Lebanon 
by early summer, we have to pav for it in the immediate 
future. Of course, the whole rebuilding of the Lebanese 
armed forces is critical if the Government of Lebanon is to 
reestablish the Central Government's control over the country, 
assuming the eventual withdrawal of foreiqn forces. 


Finally, on IMET, there is a very high requirement 
for training for Lebanese military officers and personnel 
here and also to finance the military mobile training teams 
that we send to Lebanon to train the Lebanese military in- 
country on a variety of equipment that we are providing. 


The ‘84 bill, we are requesting $9.2 billion total, 
which is somewhat above our '83 request by $400 million or 
thereabouts; and the funds, I think, can hest be described as 
being devoted to five major objectives. Falf of the total 
program is allocated, basicallv, to the Middle Fast and to 
support our Middle Fast peace effort. “hat is about half of 
those funds ao to Israel, Eaypt, Jordan, Lebanon, and the 
Sinai MFO. 


About 29% of the total supports countries that pro- 
vide the United States with access and base facilities, spe- 
cifically Spain,- Portugal, the Philippines, Greece and 
Turkey. Another 29% goes to finance military purchases by 
countries of particular defense interest to us, for example, 
Korea, Thailand, Pakistan, and Indonesia, either because , 
their location is critical or because thev are faced with 
severe threats from hostile neighbors, alliance rela- 
tionships, and the like. 


About one-tenth of the program provides economic 
support where economic instability and political. instability 
could jeopardize U.S. strategic interests. The residual, 
which is about 1% or thereabouts, qoes for the IMET program, 
which is a very small but extraordinarily important program 
and one with a very high return, from our point of view, and 
to smal]. assistance proaqrams primarily in Africa and Latin 
America. The charts that you have do sort of break down these 
figures. You can see graphicallv how the program is broken down. 


I think at this point, I'll turn the mike over to 
the Pentagon official for whatever he would like to say from 
‘ the Defense Nepartment point of view. 
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SECOND SFNIOR OFFICIAL: Thank vou. 


Ladies and Gentlemen: As you no doubt know, the 
State Department has the lead on developing our Foreign 
Assistance programs to include our Security Assistance; but 
in the develooment of these programs, they work very closely 
with the Department of Nefense, which includes mv organiza- 
tion as well as the regions and the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


The programs and the funding that are reflected 
here that we feel are urgent in the Supplemental -- and I'm 
setting aside Lebanon, for a moment -- are those which are 
continuing programs of countries which we helieve are of 
important interest to the United. States, to come up with a 
series of capabilities within those countries under which 
we analyze thoroughly and assess judqments on before they are 
ever submitted and they become part of the package. 


Many criteria are used for those to include, of 
course, the affordability for the countrv, the sophistication 
of the materials and weapons systems they would purchase, and 
perhaps even more importantly, though, what they would con- 
tribute to regional stability or internal stability and what 
certain of them would provide in terms of access to us in 
case we were called upon in a contingency. 


Another important factor is what thev could do for 
themselves without involving the U.S. Forces. I might add 
that over the last several years, the Securitv Assistance 
Program has avoided any direct conflict for the lnited 
States, and nations have been able to handle reaional 
problems or their own problems in what we view as an 
acceptable way. 


It is important -- we have certain countries where 
we have, in Korea, for example, a high state of readiness for 
the North Koreans, a large amount of equipment, and where we 
have U.S. forces in sizable numbers, and an urgent need to 
have a continuing force improvement program within the South 
Korean forces. 


By reductions in programs at this stage or une- 
ven programs, as you might guess if the same thina were to 
occur in the United States defense forces, we have starts, : 
stops, and faltering; and the countries are simply not able to 
continue to develop those capabilities which they desparately 
need. 


There are other countries which are important to 
us, as my colleaque said, in the RForn, for various reasons, 
where there are critical materials at stake and lines of 











passage and lines of communication. There are those, for 
example, Turkey, that is in’ desparate need of modernization, 
one that throughout the years has found itself in areater and 
greater obsolescence and one which is in desparate need of 
modernization. At the levels that we had this past year, 
they beqan a modernization program in refurbishing equipment 
that they have and modernizing the old equipment that they 
have, in setting up an infrastructure as a very important 
NATO ally which has tremendous borders and a tremendous 
range of responsibilities in case of conflict, but more to 
deter., Turkey is in a position now to where if it does not 
modernize, it will become weaker and weaker, and in a very 
important and a key area. 


There are other countries that are of a different 
value to the United States and to the Department of Nefense 
in its overall mission of ‘protecting our interests. We like 
to believe -- and we do believe -- that the programs that 
have been developed and the funds that are reauired, only to 
continue those programs are important to the interests of the 
United States. 


A couple of other comments: There are countries 
which because of the economic situation in the United States, 
that are having difficulties in the world, as you know, or 
are having difficulties economically. There is a major 
consideration on our part in recommending credits that miqht 
be available to them, which they will eventually have to pay 
back, and also a concern On our part that those countries 
should receive increased MAP or grant money and more 
favorable terms in their pay back. 


I will make one other comment, that the moneys 
that are made available, appropriated, and authorized by 
Congress for security assistance must be used to purchase 
eugipment and services from the United States and no other 
nation. That is not only smart, but it is also mandated hy 
Congress, and followed by us in spirit. 


This is not to say that we see the monevs that are 
appropriated as a money-making thing for the United States. 
And it is not a reason to have a foreign policy or Foreign 
Military Sales Program. But it is also not a reason not to 
have one, because it does not hurt us economically, in our 
view. There will be varying interpretations on that, but 
the money does not go to other sources; the procurement must 
occur here in the United States. 


Thank you. 








SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good. TIT think at 
this poiint, we will take any questions that you have. 





0 Could you save us from some paper work and 
possibly save us from error by walking us throuch the 
largest programs, Egypt, Israel, and Turkey, and tell us how 
they compare with last year's? 


A Sure. 


9) Just to understand your terminoloay, 
"Guaranty" means to guarantee a loan; and “Direct” means a 
grant? 


A It's a forgiven -- We don't have -- 
Originally, a direct -—— Yes. 


Q Excuse me, Jim, I just wanted to get that. 


A By the way, I had a typo in what I was 
reading from in the Supplemental. I said the FSF fiqure was 
$249.5. It's $294. There has been a transposition of the 
numbers -- just as a correction. 


The way this set of tiny numbers is laid out, each 
sheet covers a different program. On the top you've aot the 
aggregate figures for the entire program, and vou can read 
across. See the ‘82, ‘83, and requested ‘84 numbers. Page 
2 contains the Foreign Military Sales Financing Program. 
This is the quaranteed credits, the loan proaqram; and it is 
the largest, single items in the entire Security Assistance 
Budget. 


In the tables that you have, Eaypt and Israel are 
the two largest programs, by far. They take almost half the 
entire budget. For Eqypt, we're requesting $850 million in 
loans and another $450 in what amounts to aqrant. That is, 
it's a forgiven credit. 


For Israel, the number in FY-84 is $1.150 billion 
and tiiere is $550 million in addition in foraiven credits. 
That, therefore, gives you for Israel S1.7 billion as a total. 


0 Is that what is referred to as $1,000,000,000 
in Direct Financing Program on the first page? Is that Faypt/Israel? 


A Yes. : ° 


0 Is that what it means? 


A Yes, that's right. 











0 I don't understand on Israel -- it's $1.15 in 
loans? 


A In loans; and an additional $550 million in 
forgiven loans, for a total of $1.7 billion. 


0 Is that on another page, the forgiven loans? 


A Yes. I think that's on a separate. It's on 
page one, and you'll also see it on page three, the very 
next one, that little short one. 


8) O.K. So in other words, how does that com 
pare, total with the current year, in both cases? 


A For the current year, Fgypt is aetting $400 
million in forgiven, $900 million in loans. You will see 
that in the column, “FY-83 Revised Requests." 


‘0 So, in other words, they are level, their 
totals -- 

A Yes. 

0 -— while Israel goes up. 

A No. Israel stays the same, as well. 


0 And Turkey? 


4 Turkey for '84, there is a jump. You'll find 
that down in sort of the middle of the page. Our program 
for Turkey in the FMS Program in ‘83, you'll see, is $355 
million in loans; and in FY-84, we're requesting $525. 
Turkey does get some grant assistance, and you'll find that 
about four pages further on. And that's $110 million. 


0 For ‘83, right? 


A For ‘83, right. And for '84, $230 is what we 
are requestinga. 


Q Just a few questions so I can understand 
this: The '83 fiqure we should look for is the Revised 
Request? 


A The Revised Request. 


0 That's what we should work for? 





a Yes. 


0 Now, I don't understand what you just told 
Jim, that the figure in Israel's case stands the same. In 
guaranteed loans there is a jump from $950 to $1150 million. 
Is this right? 


A Yes, but Israel, last year -- and you'll find 
that again if you look back on the forgiven that it got $750 
million in forgiven credits. That was a Congressional ear- 
mark that I mentioned before. Do you see it? 


0 Yes, I do. So you're sayina that the totals 
come out the same -- 


A Yes, the totals are the same. 
Q -- for both Eqypt and Israel, '83 and '84? 
A Yes. 


0 What is the difference between a aqrant and a 
forgiven loan? 


A It's a word of art. That's the way Congress 
describes it in the legislation. In other words, we loan 
them the money, and then we write that part of the loan off. 


'e) How do these figures play off aaainst what 
the Hill has been doing? Would vou aive us the state of 
play? And I believe it was the Appropriations Committee 
that was increasing the amount of grant aid to Israel? 
Where does that stand? 


A It's been done. 750 has been earmarked. 
0 That is the 750 -- 

A ™hat's right. 

'@) Did you say Eqypt also stavs the same? I 


couldn't hear you. / 


4 Yes. It's just that the mix within these 
totals is changed sliahtly. 


0 What is the difference between Foreian 
Military Sales and between the Militarv Assistance Program? 





A The Foreign, Military Sales Program is basi- 
cally the loan program, where we extend credits for 12 years 
-- in a few cases for longer than that. The Military 
Assistance Program is a grant program. The old Military 
Assistance Program goes way back to the 1950s. 


Q Last year your request for direct FMAs 
for Israel and Eqypt was, for Israel $500 million and for 
Eqypt, $400 million. 


A $400 million, that's right. 


Q And if you look at the figures this year, the 
total is the same, but you increased for both countries the 
amount that they get as direct loan. 


.. aii 
.@) What was the reason for this increase? 
A In part, there is, obviously, an economic need 


for both countries. It reflects also anticipation of a 
Congressional consensus that the grant component ought to be 
raised. 


@) Where was it raised? I can't find that. 


A The Congress earmarked for Israel, added 250 
over what we had asked for. 


Q So why didn't you go all the way with the 
Conaress, and then aive Israel as the Congress did? 


A Because, in the first place, we have a 
limited resource here. We have other requirements besides 
just Eqypt and Israel who are already aetting half the 
program. 


0 Do you expect that the Congress will try to 
increase the Israeli share once again? 


A I'm not going predict what the Congress will 
do in this case. 


0 The increase to Israel, how did that affect - 
the Pakistan program for this -- 
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A It affects it in the sense that the total 
resources that we have available -- Pakistan is not getting 
grant money, so that the Congressional earmark for grants 
for Pakistan, it's a wash. Rut when we're talkina about the 
total FMS program, we come up short; and unless we get the 
Supplemental, we will not be able to fund the Pakistan 
program completely. 


0 Unless the Supplemental is enacted by 
Congress? 


A Yes. 


0 Do you know how many of the FMS loans have 
been rescheduled or are in default at this point? 


A Let me turn that one over to my colleaaue. 
This came up at another session we had this morning with 
Congressional staffers. 


SFCOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'm sorrv. I won't he 
able to precisely answer the question. I just don't have 
the data, whoever the questioner was. There has heen 
rescheduling of debts, but not just FMS or Security 
Assistance debts. It is within the country programs that 
have been rescheduled. That is to say, "™urkey has been 
rescheduled by the Paris Club, and there have been other 
countries that have been rescheduled. When that occurs, it 
affects all elements of their economic programs. It inclu- 
des Security Assistance. 


There is the matter of the Brooke Amendment that, 
of course, says that when a country defaults or is unable to 
continue payment or does not, then we discontinue it when 
that occurs. 

There are late payments on occasion by certain 
countries, but to my knowledge, we only have one right now 
that falls within the Brooke Amendment. 

0 Is that Turkey? 

A No, it is not. 

0 Can you tell us which country it is? 

A Zaire. 


STAFFER: No. They just came in. That's right. 
They just came in yesterday on that. 














ll 


0 May I ask fade, sir, on this economic aid to 
Israel, I didn't understand one of the replies. This $759 
million figure that is listed here for '83, does that 
include $200 million that Congress suggested be forgiven, or 
was the government's own request for $750 million forciven 
at the outset? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. We did not ask for 
$750 million. That was a Congressional earmark. 


Q You asked for what, $550? 
A $500 million. They added $250 million. 


0 I see. So, essentially, you're going back to 
what you asked for last year in terms of forgiven? 


A Yes. 


(Continued on page 12.) 
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8) Also on Israel, to get the full flavor of how 
much U.S. money will flow in that direction, one also has to 
add the economic support. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: fThat's right. 

Q So in other words -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: 785 for Israel -- 

0 Yes. So it would be 1.7 billion plus 785. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. 750 for Egypt. 


8) Could you also give us some details on the 
security assistance levels for Central America, especially 
some details on that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'll tell you, they're in the 
table. These tend to be fairly small programs. If you look 
On Page 2, down at the bottom, you'll see the American 
republics, which include Central America, the Caribbean. 


The largest program, I guess, is El Salvador, and 
-- let's see -=- and Panama, but, you know, they're all 
fairly modest programs, as are all the programs in Latin 
America. We just don't provide much. The ESF program is 
much larger. 


fe) This year they were requesting -- the origi- 
nal request was for $63 million, and then in the continuing 
resolution there was only $25 million for El Salvador. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. 


0) Are you asking for any increased amounts for 
this year or next year for El Salvador? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: For El Salvador the big increase 
is in the ESF program, and, if you'll turn to that page, 
you'll see that our El Salvador request, both the revised 
request for the -- in the supplemental is $140 million, and 
$120 million in the '84 request. 


In other words, there's a shift here from military 
assistance to economic assistance which reflects what we 
believe to be a shift in the requirements in El Salvador 
where the economic structure of the country is under attack 
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by the guerrillas -- blowing up generators and pylons and 
the like -- and it's absolutely essential that this stuff be 
replaced. 


fe) (Inaudible) shift from military to economic 
when your military is virtually doubling? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Pardon? I'm sorry. 


Q How do you mean that there is a shift from 
military to economic when your military is virtually 
doubling? | 3 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It means just that I'm talking in 
the sense of the kind of «= the requirement within El 
Salvador, we believe, continues to be very heavily on the 
economic side. I'm sorry, I didn't -- 


Q I see you're dropping $20 million in econo- 
mic and going up $14 million in military, and I don't quite 
understand your contention that one is shifting in the other 
direction. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I mean, it's a proportion of what? 
-- one to five, thereabouts -- that is, the emphasis on it. 


0 But your proportion is decreasing, is it not? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: But, look, last year -- what was 
Our total? $55 million in '82 for military under -- what 
was the -- (to staff) Do you remember what the -- 


THIRD OFFICIAL: 115 -= 


FIRST OFFICIAL: For El Salvador. We used our so- 
called 506 emergency draw-down authority on two occasions 
for El Salvador. As I recall, I think the total was 55. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: 63.5 in MAP. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Okay. Well, there you have it. 
$63 million in grant assistance under our 506 authority, and 
the FMS financing was 16.5, and this year we're not going 
after that kind of money for El Salvador. We're only 
asking, in fact, in the -=- for the total -=- I should work 
out the totals and add them all up for you. 


e) I have a total, and I'm curious, because it's 
almost l-to-l. With MAP and FMS combined for '84 you're 
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requesting $85 million. For ESF you're requesting 120, 
which is not a 5=-to-l ratio which the Administration has 
talked about over the last couple of years. 


Why this tremendous rise in military? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The military has not risen from 
"82 through '84. It hasn't. 


Q Well, I'm looking at '84, and I'm seeing 120 
versus 80, and that's not 5-to-l. 


fe) Where is he looking? 
FIRST OFFICIAL:-. Yes, I'm sorry. 


re) Well, the 80 I break down -- on FMS guaran- 
tee, $30 million for '84, and on the MAP I see $55 million 
-- sorry, it's not 80, it's 85 -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Okay. 


QO, So it's certainly not 5-to-l, it's less than 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes, but I'm sorry, there's one 
table we don't have, and that's Development Assistance. Do 
we have anybody from AID here? 


(NO response) 


6) I think that's in the neighborhood of about 
$40 million, which would still be a 2-to-l, not 5=-to-l. Can 
you explain why that is? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


fe) Could you explain why the proportions have 
changed that radically in the last two years? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We're facing in El Salvador, 
obviously, a really crisis situation on both the military 
and the economic side. I mean, there's been no growth in 
the El Salvador economy over the last year -- in fact, there 
May actually have been a decline -— and we continue to face 
a very severe military threat. 


In other words, we got a major program going -- 
and I agree with you, I was only operating on the FMS as 
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opposed to ESF and that l-to-5 ratio -- but the fact is that 
the needs in El Salvador remain exceedingly high. 


Q But is this a testimony to a deteriorating 
military situation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. I wouldn't characterize it 
as that. If we had somebody from ARA here, I would be in a 
better position to give you the details, but it's certainly 
serious. But, no, I don't think we can argue that it's 
deteriorating. 


Q I notice that you have $10 million in FMS for 
Guatemala. Does that include the 6-plus that was announced. 
recently -- $6 million plus -- or is that on top of that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm not sure about the $6 million 
plus. This is the program for Guatemala, and it's mostly 
designed to -- what we had agreed -- maybe what you're 
talking about is our agreement to sell spare parts for cash. 


0 Yeah. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's probably what you're 
referring to. 


Q And why is there no FMS for Honduras? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Because while we've got us some 
MAP for Honduras -- which I think you'll find over on the 
next page here -- let me look and see what the numbers are 


Q $40 million. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: $40 million. Honduras is not in 
a position really to carry much of a debt load, and that's 
the reason for that. 


re) I'm curious about the increase to Peru which 
seems to go up quite markedly. I'm wondering why that is. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: This is in the FMS program? 


QO MS, right. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: You know, Peru is looking to 
diversify -- if that's the word -- its military purchases. 
It's been very heavily dependent on the Soviet Union, and it 








is in our interests to see that diversification occur. It's 
a modest program, $30 million. It will buy, you know, a 
couple of C-130s, something of that sort, and that's basi- 
cally the reason. Peru is an interesting country, it's an 
important one, and we'd like to offer them the opportunity 
to buy American. 


Q What is the difference between -- we know 
what a loan for FMS is, and we know what the forgiven is. 


What is the difference between the military assistance 
program and those other two, please? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The military assistance program 
-- I'm going to leave that one to the second official. 
Basically, it is a grant program of long-standing that has 


certain legislative and other legal differences that 
separate it from the forgiven FMS credit which -- 


0 That's a grant, huh? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yeah. It is grant. It's a grant 
program. 


re) And how did you handle that question about 
going on El Salvador from 8 to 55? Was that because you see 
a crisis in both ecors:c and military? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It continues to -- I mean, El 
Salvador continues to be in very serious straits. 


8) And all the U.S. granted El Salvador last 
ycar was $8.5 million? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. Because we had -- we used 
this so-called emergency draw-down authority, 506. 


Qo How much was that? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: 55. 

Q 55 additional million plus the 8? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


0 Is that right? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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) Can you explain the increase in aid, the FMS 
to Jordan? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


0 Can you explain the increase in the FMS 
requested for Jordan? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Jordan has been -- you know, for 
years has been buying equipment from the United States. The 
program, at least to my mind, has always been probably 
under-funded, given the sort of situation it finds itself 
in. 


It has some very serious modernization require- 
ments coming up, particulary in the air defense area, and 
Jordan has been a -- what shall I Say? -- a very reliable 
partner in the Middle East, and is in a very uneasy 
situation and has been, particularly from Syria and so on. 


This strikes us as being a reasonable increase in 
that particular program, given its military requirement. 


0 Why there is a decrease in the Fiscal Year 
‘84 on foreign military sales to Lebanon? $15 million. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Because of the supplemental. 
Q I don't understand. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We're going in for this $25l 
million supplemental to Lebanon, which we believe will -- it 
was a one-shot deal. We're going to re-equip those briga- 
des, retrain them, and hopefully re-establish the Lebanese 
armed forces -- 


fe) (Inaudible) any more than this, or there will 
be more progress for the future? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There may be more progress in the 
future. We're not planning any, but we assume that once we 
got this re-equipment program finished, that then the 
Lebanese will pick up the operations and maintenance clause, 
training clause, and the like. 


In other words, it really is a one-shot deal to 
get that army back on its feet. 
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Q What about economic aid? There won't be any 
in ‘84. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: In the supplemental it's 
"no-year" money. That is, some of it will be spent in '83 
and some in ‘84, and of course there are a lot of other 
donors that are operating in Lebanon. It's not just the 
United States. 


Q Can I follow up on Jordan, please? Are the 


'mumbers that you have -- do they envision a specific arms 


deal that you expect in the coming year? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. But we have a list of things 
that we expect them to buy, and it far exceeds $150 million, 
and that does not include things like advanced aircraft. I 
mean, it's ammunition, it's trucks, it's -- 


Q You mentioned anti-aircraft. Does that mean 
Hawks? 


PIRST OFFICIAL: That's one possibility, but that 
isn't in this list. We have no request -- we have no formal 
request for Hawks -- but I'm saying the things that we 
expect to come on-stream this year, we've got 300 or 400 -- 
maybe $300 million worth of things that are really quite 
Ordinary. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: May I make a point at this 


point? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. Go ahead. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I'‘'m.concerned that there may be 
a perception that has grown that the funds that are 
requested are tied to specific weapons systems for any par- 
ticular country. That is not the case. 


This is an estimate on our part as to the afforda- 
bility within the overall budget that can be appropriated, 
either in MAP or credit program, as to their requirements 
after working with them and understanding their needs. 


The funding of these monies in no way commits the 
United States to sell any particular weapons system. It is 
based on an estimate of what we understand their needs, and 
whenever the monies are made available, then the country, 
probably having some planning -- considerable planning done 
-- will then come to us for a request. 
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In Jordan, for example, it is upgrading and moder- 
nizing the existing systems that they have, and it does not 
involve any large procurements of any new sophisticated 
weapons systems. 


In many cases, just as in Turkey, those programs 
have suffered over the years in obsolescence to meet what they 
perceive -- and we agree -- is a general threat to then. 


Q Is all of this $9.2 billion for Fiscal Year 
"84 in DOD budget, or is some of it State Department? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: All of the security assistance 
and foreign assistance funds are handled through the State 
Department. The State Department has a lead on all of this 
within our government, and also has a lead on not only that 
in justifying it to Congress, but also has a lead on the 
allocations of them and also the lead on determining which 
weapons systems they will receive. 


fe) So it is part of the State Department budget, 
not part of the DOD budget? That was my question. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Foreign Affairs budget. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Foreign Affairs budget. 


fe) Can I inject something here, anticipating a 
political problem? I've been trying to do the figures in my 
head, and I got lost, but what is the net effect of the 
juggling of funds -- ‘reece vis-a-vis Turkey -- and how much 
of a political problem are you buying? 


I think, as I get it, there's a net increase in -- 
at least in grant aid to Turkey, and I've already had a 
couple of phone calls complaing about that. 

What is the net effect of that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The Turkey figure is based on 
what we consider to be a long -=- 


g The total is 755. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The total is 750. 


0 755. 





—~ 


FIRST OFFICIAL: ‘I'm sorry. Yeah. 755. And it's 
based on our judgment of really long unmet Turkish moderni- 
zation needs in virtually every aspect of the Turkish mili- 
tary establishment. 


The Greek figure, as you'll note, is straight- 
lined from last year -- 


fe) 280. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: --— at 280. We have just started 
a renegotiation of our defense cooperation agreement -- talks 
just started, I think, last month -- and we don't know how 
those negotiations are going to come out. 


“ 


When we have a better feel for the nature of the 
agreement that we can reach, why we will have to reconsider, 
I think, the Greek figure. But, at the moment, we have no 
reason to raise it. 


8) The more money, including the economic 
assistance, will exceed the $l billion? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: For Turkey? 
0 Turkey. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Close to that, yes, I think it 
is. 

Q What about -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: 900 and something. 

.e) What about the tradition of a 7-to-10 ratio? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: We don't recognize the 7-to-10 
ratio. That's a Congressionally imposed ratio. It's not 


something that the Administration has ever acquiesced in. 


8) Which weapons system are you expecting them 
to be interested in? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Who? 


@) The Turks. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Do you want to take that one? (To 
Second Official). 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: The Turks, at the current level, 
as I indicated to you earlier, are modernizing their tanks, 
their naval programs, their aircraft programs, in terms of 
performing better maintenance on them and will buy probably 
a few helicopters. 


, The need for the funds across the board in their 
modernization -— they anticipate that one of their high 
priorities is what they would consider to be air defense, 
which ‘would be possibly new fighters, some point air 
defense, control radars, etc., etc., which would be deployed 
into the central and to the eastern parts of Turkey, in ' 
large measure. | 


But they have not made a determination as yet as 
to which type of aircraft they will purchase and how many at 
this time. 


oO On Turkey they have bought the F-4s from 
Egypt. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: No. They have not. They are 
negotiating with the Egyptians. 


0 Would that be included in this money or -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: No. In the additional funds 
above what is now -- 


Q Yes. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We're asking for in the supple- 
ment to go from 400 to 465 to further do what they are 
doing, and some of that money could possibly be used to 
purchase those aircraft, depending on how they would 
readjust their five-year program just as we would. 


The increases in the monies are not based on the 
justification of purchasing of those aircraft specifically. 


a Can I ask you a question on Jordan, please? 
Jordan goes from 75 to 115. That's 80. That's about more 
than a 50% jump. $40 million more. 


To what degree, if any, has that figure of FMS for 
Jordan been influenced by the Administration's hopes that 
Jordan joins the President's peace process? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: It's basically detached from 
that. I mean, the decision on the Jordan figure was deve- 
loped last summer well before the recent visit of King 
Hussein. And, as I say, it's based on what we consider to 
be legitimate military requirements for Jordan. 


Q In the economic support funds, what do you 
mean by “southern Africa regional, $40 million"? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: This is a development -- I think 
it's devoted largely to roads, infrastructure, that kind of 
thing, and it has to do with our general southern African 
effort to restore peace and tranquility to that part of the 
world. 


Q But does that mean Namibia or -— which 
countries does that -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. It covers three or four. 
(To staff) Does anybody know offhand which -- I'll have to 
look that up for you to give you exactly which countries are 
benefiting. | 


fe) Another question on Jordan, if I may. They 
received some Soviet arms -— Soviet military assistance this 
past year, didn't they? And I ask the question in the con- 
text to what degree do we feel we're in competition with the 
Soviets to provide them arms? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: What Jordan bought from the 
Soviets was some air defense equipment. It was basically 
anti-aircraft guns which -- of a sort that in fact we don't 
even have. We don't make them. It was a very modest 
purchase that was a one-time shot, as far as I know, and in 
that sense we're not in competition. We've been involved in 
Jordan -— in equipping the Jordan military for years. 


fe) Is this the highest ever security assistance 
program that's ever been introduced by the Administration? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Not if you compare it to the late 
50s. 


fe) Late 50s. there were more? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. Substantially more. If you 
look at the dollar value of those programs back in the 50s, 
it's double this at least, and it was in those days all 
grant. 
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fe) To follow that last question up -=- a more 
general policy question -- you know that Hill liberals who 
normally support foreign aid are very touchy about the rela- 
tive balance between the economic development and security 
on the other hand. 


And, if you look at FY '82 actual and FY ‘84 
request, you see in the security categories rises -- in the 
case Of FMS of about 30% and in the case of MAP about 270%, 
whereas the ESF is relatively static. 


Do you expect that this is going to go down well 
in Congress, number one? And, number two, what kind of a 
world does this -- well, not world, that's too silly <= but 
what does this suggest about the degree to which the Reagan 
Administration has made the world more secure over the last 
two years that we have to spend this much more on military 
assistance? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think the requirement -- first, 
let me say that the economic aid figures that you have in 
that table do not include PL-480 and development assistance. 
You would have to add that on, and that's a substantial 
amount of money. I don't know offhand what it is, but 
you're talking billions of dollars. 


Second, we deal with the world as we find it, and 
the fact is that if we've got serious problems -- places 
like Sudan and Kenya, elsewhere in Africa, primarily sort of 
Soviet-Libyan activities to overthrow, otherwise destabilize 
countries -— Pakistan's facing a serious threat from 
Afghanistan that for national security and political reasons 
we feel obliged to deal with -- a naked act of aggression 
that you just can't turn your back on. We have continuing 
requirement for base rights, and, as I pointed out, almost 
20% of the budget is involved in ensuring that we maintain 
access facilities, bases, and the like in at least five very 
important countries geographically located. 


So I don't think that you can say that the 
security assistance budget reflects on this or any other 
administration's ability to deal with the world that it 
finds. This is one way, and an important way, of ensuring 
that our security interests are protected. 


0 I understand. But after two years of the 
Reagan Administration, it appears from these figures that 
the world's actually become a more dangerous place in terms 
of military threats to U.S. interests. Is that correct? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Look, that's a judgmental thing 
that we could spend the rest of the afternoon arguing. I 
don't know whether it's more or less dangerous than it was 
in 1979 when the Soviets walked into Afghanistan. 


Q A follow-up question to that: The MAP 
program, which was just about moribund in 1981 -—— it was 
down to about $160 million -- and you've got about a 260% 
rise here -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q It is about the highest it's been since '75. 


FIRST OFFICIAL:. Direct reflection of the economic 
situation that a number of our allies and other friendly 
countries find. 


fe) Is this also a signal to the future? I mean, 
do you see the MAP grant program increasing in the next few 
years because of that economic program? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I can't speculate on that, but I 
can say that when you look at where those MAP programs are 
devoted, they're the countries that really we cannot in good 
conscience offer high-interest-rate loans to; that they have 
serious security problems that need to be met, and the only 
responsible way to meet them is with grants, because a 
country like Sudan simply cannot absorb any more credits at 
whatever the current rate of interest is that the 
government's paying on money. 


MODERATOR: You have two questions in the back, 
and then why don't we cut it off? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Okay. 


Q What is the breakdown in the economic support 
fund for Israel and Egypt between loans and grants? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's all grant for both. 


Q And it's also a change from last year -- it 
was two-thirds and one-third, wasn't it? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. But I think year, '84, I 
believe it is all grant. AmI right? ESF for Egypt and 
Israel. 
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THIRD OFFICIAL: Yes. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. It's all grant this year. 


fe) And one more thing. You said something 
before about Zaire. Would you explain why Zaire doesn't get 
any FMS credit? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Because they can't afford to take 
On any more credits. 





0 Just for clarification, do you have some 
tables back there with the totals for the countries, with 
all the addition done? Or could you give me again the 
totals for -- 


(Laughter) 


0 -- because we're going to have a lot of 
mistakes here. For Israel, Jordan, Egypt -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Look, I do have something that we 
probably could duplicate which takes a few of the key ones 
and puts all of the programs on one thing. 


9 Do you have the Middle East on that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I've got it here. We'll dupli- 
cate it up. 


'e) Are those actual dollars or current dollars? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: They're current dollars. 


Q They're current. You mean the previous 
figures are brought up to 1984? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Oh, no, no, no. They are then- 
year dollars. 


8) Okay. I'd Like to ask in that case for '83 
with the supplemental it comes to $8 billion 775 million, 
and for the '84 request it's $9 billion 142 million. With 
inflation is that an increase or a decrease on the 1983 


figures? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think a slight increase. I 
don't know that we've worked it out, but I'm not absolutely 
certain about that. 


8) Okay. Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 3:29 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I came here to contribute what I 

can to the building of a stable and enduring relationship 

with China. That was the direction I got from President 
Reagan and that is what I tried to carry out. I found on 
arriving that this was also the.intent of the Foreign 

Minister of China as he said privately and in his toast 

on the opening evening. Within that framework and with 

those joint objectives, we have explored issues around the 
world. We found some instances, cases, where we have parallel 
views and interests and others where our views differ. 

But in all cases the discussion was penetrating and worthwhile. 
As we reviewed our bilateral relationship, we realized that 
much has been accomplished. If you look at the volume of 
trade, the amount of technology exchange, the number of 
students and other people moving in both directions, there 

is a considerable record to look at. On the other hand, 

there are issues of importance that we must manage with great 
care. The Taiwan issue was raised a number of times and 

there was assurance given on each side that the negotiations 
on that issue, as for example, leading up to the August 
Communique, and in other statements on that issue that have 
been part of the written statements that each side have 

agreed on together, that these have been worked on hard 

and seriously. And from the standpoint of the United States, 
I assured my counterparts that we took these undertakings 
seriously and intend to live by the commitments made in the 
Communique. I would say that this is a characteristic 

of ours which cuts across issues, the intention and the 
determination to live by our commitment. With regard to 

many Other bilateral issues that are sometimes difficult 

and contentious in themselves, we seek to find that atmosphere 
of mutual trust and confidence that tends to take a problem 
and turn it into something that is soluble, as distinct 

from an atmosphere of distrust which can make the same 

problem very difficult to resolve because of possible implica- 
tions of a lack of good faith. But I believe that this 
objective of creating an atmosphere of mutual trust and 
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confidence is a key and certainly is something that I intend 
and President Reagan intends to work for. I appreciate 

the warmth and the seriousness with which my hosts have 
received me here. And I hope that whatever accomplishment 
may result-ultimately from this visit, in the space of just 
a few short days, of course, will reflect that warmth 

and the seriousness. I would like to say that, a number of 
times, when very direct and candid statements were made 

to me, my hosts said that I should remember that candor was 
something that could take place among friends. And I would 
have to say that I received a great deal of friendship during 
my visit here. Questions? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when you left for Peking you said 
that you hoped that the Taiwan issue would remain in the 
background in these discussions. Tonight you told us that it 
was raised a couple of times. Has that issue remained in 

the background and perhaps enabled you to move on to the 
Other issues, and perhaps get on the way to solving some? 

Or is that an obstacle to solving the other problems? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Taiwan issue has been, is, a problem. 
We discussed it as I said and I think the most important 
thing that I can say about it is that we have made some 
commitments with respect to Taiwan and we intend to live 

by those commitments. 


QUESTION: Is the State Department position on the Chinese 
tennis star Hu Na, who is now seeking political asylum 

in the United States, that she would face a real threat 

of persecution if she returned home? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is a case that is handled by the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service and the Department 
of Justice. They are reviewing the case and I don't 

know what the outcome of that review will be. I do believe 
that in the process of very large scale cultural exchanges 
with thousands of people moving back and forth, incidents 
will arise from time to time, I'm sure. The question 
always is: Is this a sort of individual incident that has 
to be given that perspective or not? And here I think 

is an illustration of the importance of an atmosphere of 
mutual trust and confidence that surrounds the relationship 
as a whole. 








QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, why is it that the Chinese are 
still not satisfied on the Taiwan issue? Is it that they 
do not like the agreement that was signed in August? 

Can you give us a better understanding of what the problem 
is now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: One of the rules that I always make with 
myself is that I don't try to speak for other people. 

You will have to ask the Chinese that question. From 

my standpoint I can speak for the United States and as I 
have said now, this is the third time, that we have made 
certain commitments, not only in the August Communique, 

but also in the Shanghai Communique and in the communique on 
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normalization, about what we will do, what we will not 
do. We will live by those commitments. 


QUESTION: - Mr. Secretary, can you say specifically what 
it is the United States will do to decrease arms sales to 
Taiwan as spelled out in the August 17th Communique? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ:. Well, I did not try to renegotiate that 
Communique with the Uninese and I don't think I want to do 

it here either. The Communique spells out certain undertakings 
and we will live by them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you talk about the strategic 
relationship with China, particularly in relation to China's 
efforts to normalize relations with the Soviet Union? 

Do we have what you might call a strategic relationship with 
the Chinese any more? Or is it just the case where this is 
another country on which some issues we agree with and some 
issues we don't? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, China is a country of great 
importance. President Reagan considers it to be a country 
that we certainly want to have a strong, stable and enduring 
relationship with. In my discussions here, 

and in discussions with others on other occasions, 

certainly we have talked about our relationships with the 
Soviet Union, the U.S. relationship, the relationship of 
China with the Soviet Union. And that is, of course, 
something that both parties are interested in. There are 
aspects of Soviet behavior that affect us both and which 

we have discussed. So, I suppose if you want to call that 

a strategic relationship you can, but I prefer myself 

to think of our relationship as being a stable and enduring 
One based on the direct contact between the United States 
and China and our interest not only in what the Soviet Union 
may Or may not do but on many other matters of bilateral 

and international conce2rn. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you seek any explanation from 
the Chinese on their characterization of the United States 
as superpower on hegemony along with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Again, I will let the Chinese speak for 
themselves. From the standpoint of the United States, we 
don't think we are remotely comparable to the Soviet Union 
and we should not be put in the same bag and characterized 
as the same kind of country for a host of reasons that I 
need not belabor here. 
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QUESTION: Why were you so tough on the American businessmen 
at the luncheon when they asked you to be a little more 
forceful with the Chinese on their behalf? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wasn't tough. I was just a little 
annoyed and tired. No big deal. 


QUESTION: Did you get the sense from the Chinese that they 
were on the threshold of an agreement with the Soviets 
on the Kampuchea issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Again, I think any views of the Chinese 
about a subject like that, you have to get directly from 
them. I think it is no secret that both we and the Chinese - 


believe that the Vietnamese should get out of Kampuchea 
and there should be an opportunity for a democratic Kam- 
puchea to establish itself. And we hope that occurs. If, 


as a result of discussions between the Chinese 
and Soviet Union, something like that can come about I 


think that would be a plus. I don't want to characterize 
that because I think it would be presumptuous of me. 

It is up to the Chinese to describe their conversations 
with the Soviets on that question. 


QUESTION: Is there any way you can say what changes have 
occurred in the U.S.-China relationship as a result of this 
visit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope that the result of this visit 

is some contribution to the development of understanding, 

of trust, of mutual confidence between us. That is not 
something that comes out of the visit or what anyone says 

but emerges as the result of activities that people undertake. 
To some extent I think it is especially established if you 
manage to work through successfully something that is difficult, 
as distinct from things that are relatively easy. And we 
have had plenty of difficult things to work through. 

So, my aspiration is to make some contribution to this 
emerging relationship and I hope that that may have taken 
place. 





QUESTION: May I ask yuu what is now the policy of the United 
States regarding the sale of lethal weapons to China? 

Is China interested in buying such weapons? I am speaking 

of the initiative Secretary Haig undertook when he was here. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject of arms sales didn't arise. 
And so it was not an issue. 


QUESTION: Would you go into more detail on the military 
discussions that were held this afternoon by the subcommittee -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think there is any special 
detail to go into. They were on more or less technical 
matters and undoubtedly were informative but I don't think -~- 
it is fair to say they were not addressed to major military 


issues. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there has been a great deal of 
speculation that those discussions were a prelude to such 
things as a visit by Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger. 
Is there any possibility of that in the next few months? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That remains to be seen. I think from 
Our standpoint, that is certainly a possibility. But it 
depends upon how much interest there is on each side, in 
defense visits back and forth. I ean't give any definite 
statement about it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, what sort of success did you have 
in cutting through difficulties on the technology transfer 
issue? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is one of those issues that is difficult 
inherently, but on which, as I have dug into it myself, 
before I came here, and as I've listened to comments made 
here, it seems to me that is one of those issues where there 
is a lot of misunderstanding so that a real effort just 

to clear up the misunderstandings will help. Now there are 
some inherent difficulties in any technology transfer 
program, when a country -- and all countries have technology 
that they don't want to see exported or they want to see 

it exported only unde’ definite conditions. We have that 
policy and other countries do. And it is always a somewhat 
difficult issue not just with respect to China but with other 
countries as well. But the main point I think out of an 
examination of the technology transfer subject is that 

there have been changes over the past two or three years ~- 
the major one following Secretary Haig's visit about a year 
and a half ago here. And if you look at the statistics 

On the number of applications made and the number of applications 
approved, just to take that one measure, there has been 

a very considerable increase. So as time goes on, and 

as we work at this together, I think gradually that whole 
subject will come into proper perspective. Again it is one 
of those subjects where the interpretation of some problem 
will vary a lot depending on the sense of mutual trust and 
confidence between the parties generally, and at the same 
time handling it successfully will be a way in which that 
mutual trust will dewelop. So there is a kind of interactive 
process gOing on here. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is it possible for you to say 

’ if any of the specific problems between the United States 
and China -- textiles, technology transfer, Taiwan -- 

are any closer to resolution now than they were before 


you got here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: .In the sense that there has been any 
contribution through these discussions, to understanding 
and mutual trust and confidence, then I suppose the answer 
is yes, sort of across the board. All of the subjects 
were discussed. But I did not come here to be the textile 
negotiator or the technology negotiator or whatever. I 
did not aspire to try to settle those issues as such. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have several times referred 

to the importance Of personal contact, back and forth 

between leaderships. Can you tell us whether it is now 

clear that the Premier will be coming to the United States 
within the next several months, and could you tell us what 

the other trips are now seen as in the offing by high officials 
of the two Governments? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I talked about the importance of developing 
mutual trust and confidence, and you interpolated that 

into meaning personal visits. And I do think personal 

visits can make a contribution, but even more of a con- 
trioution is made vy substantive activities that are mutually 
satisfying, so that if, for example, after our textile people 
can meet at some point and resolve their differences, that's 

a real contribution, as distinct from meetings as such. 

Now I do think that exchanges of people back and forth 

can be quite helpful. Secretary Baldrige, whose jurisdiction 
particularly emphasizes matters of trade and technology 
transfer, will be here in May as part of a regularly scheduled 
commission meeting. Similarly, the presidential Science 
Advisor, Dr. Keyworth, will be here in May. And ne, of 
wourse, will be able to talk about technological matters 

and technical matters from the standpoint of their genuine 
technical content. So, I think those visits -- they are 
definitely scheduled -- they will take place, and they 

will be constructive. I hope to meet the Chinese Foreign 
Minister from time to time; and I hope he will be able to 
come to the United States before long, so that we can continue 
to develop our Own personal relationship and thereby to 

be better and better at talking problems out. The Premier 

has peen invited exolicitly by the President to visit the 
United States, and has said that he intends to do so, but 
pinning down a time for such a visit is something that has 

to be worked through the diplomatic channels and there isn't 
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any answer as to the precise time and we will just have to 
wait on that. So there is a flow of people back and forth. 
I would not be at all surprised to see the volume of it 
increase. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, were there ever or are there now 
U.S.-equipped listening posts anywhere in China, or any 

kind of listening posts with which the United States has been 
involved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's the kind of question I don't 
touch with a ten foot pole. 


QUESTION: An easier one. You spent a good long time this 
morning with Deng Ziaoping. Could you tell us about the 
conversation and also how you found him personally in the 
two-three years since he travelled around the United 
States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pexrsonally, of course, he is a very 
dynamic, forceful, interesting individual. I felt privileged 
to have a chance to spend that much time with him. From 

the standpoint of the content of our meeting, I would say 

the point that emerged to me most forcefully was just this 
one that I have been seeking to emphasize here, namely, 

the importance for the future of our relationship of the 
development of mutual trust and confidence. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the Chinese bring up in 
discussions with you the subject of joint U.S. military 
exercises with the South Koreans, and if so what was said? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was a statment made, not in our 
major meetings, about it. The response On our part was 

that this of covrse, was a training exercise, planned a 

long time 1 9, « * about which the North Koreans had been 
informed weli in wcuvance. So there is nothing about it that 
poses any immediate problem. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss the problems of 
civilian nuclear cooperation with China or ask the Chinese 
about reports that they are slipping various nuclear materials 
to other countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as cooperation on matters of nuclear 
power is concerned, that is something that may emerge. 

There are interests on both sides in that. And we will 

just have to see if that will develop into something. 

We, of course, have for a long time been concerned about 
problems of nuclear proliferation and we continue to have 

that point of view and I am sure that it is widely shared 
around the world and here as well. But I don't want to go 
into that in any detail. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your discussions with the 
Chinese leaders, did any of them ask you whether President 
Reagan will run in 1984? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 

QUESTION: Did you tell them? 


MR. HUGHES, SPOKESMAN: (Laughter) We are about out of time. 


End Text. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I do not have any. You can describe 
a meeting of top leaders as a summit meeting but I think the 

















fact is that the President has invited the Premier to Washington, 


Suggested some broad possible times, and the Premier has said, 
and he said it to you people at the press conference with him, 
that he will be coming. But we have to find the time, so we 
will start looking for that and that is the fact of the matter. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has been invited and that is 
just starting to be under review but I think we have to take 
these things one at a time. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) What do you hope to accomplish here, 
what do you have in mind for this Korean visit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The principal objective, of course, is to 
reaffirm and support our security arrangements with Korea. And 
also, to pay my respects to the American troops that are 
stationed here. Beyond that there are points of encouragement 
towards moves in the direction of liberalization and also some 
jiscussion with them about economic development in general. 

On the whole they have had a fairly successful 1982 economi- 
cally, particularly compared with other countries, and at the 
same time, it is always an interesting subject to discuss. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do not have any specific reaction to 
that. Certainly, the problem of a reconciliation of the 
people of the North and South Korea is an important problem.aiid 
I think the South Koreans have made a number of proposals -- 
some rather people to people steps and some of a more broad 
institutional nature -- to see if that cannot be brought 
about. On the whole, the North Koreans have more or less 
preemptorially rejected these approaches. So, I think that 
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efforts to try to bring about some sort of better relationship 
between the peoples of the two Koreas is positive but it would 
be refreshing if the North Koreans would show a little give in 
the situation. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is not even in my briefing papers but if 
it comes up I am certainly glad to @Giscuss it with them. But, 
fundamentally we have problems in «he textile industry in the 
"mited States that have led to an effort to bring any increases 
in import levels in line with increases in the market generally. 
And that is broadly the stance that that has been taken in all 
of the negotiations with the Chinese. We have been slightly 
more forthcoming than with others, but basically everybody has 
been asked to reduce the rate of increase in their shipments. 


QUESTION: Would you address the question of mutual recognition 
of North and South Korea by the Soviet Union and by the United 
States? You have any thoughts on that at all? Does it seem 
like a good idea, a silly idea or ...? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is the sort of thing that might be a symbol 
of a desire to reconcile these people. They are all Koreans and 
they have a lot of family ties back and forth so it is some- 
thing of a strain to have this division. That is one version 

of so-called cross-recognition and there are a lot of other 
aspects to it. Sometimes you hear suggestions about recogni- 
tion, and sometimes it is a matter of trade relationships and 
things of that kind but what they all add up to is a recognition 
2f the artificially, from the standpoint of families and people 
of a divided Korea. 


QUESTION: How are things going to go or how do you feel things 
will go now with China? Have we sorted out all the problems 

of the past few months? What is your own personal feeling about 
how the talks went and what the future holds? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have identified a lot of problems but also 
a lot of progress and accomplishment. There are a certain 
number of meetings that have been identified and potential 
further developments. And my own opinion is that if we can 
maintain the sort of spirit of the dialogue of the last four 
days, then we will gradually make headway in resolving the 
individual issues. As I commented yesterday at the press 
conference, if you can get issues into the context of a 
generally good atmosphere, then you find ways to solve them. 

You take the same issue and put it into a less happy atmosphere, 
and they become very difficult to solve. So, I think the 
general tone of things can have some impact. 
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QUESTION: (Inaudible) Are you telling the Chinese the United 


States has a commitment to live up to the spirit of, or in 
terms of, the joint communique, but also other commitments 
in the world such as the enduring commitment to Taiwan, and 
it remains a commitment and the U.S. keeps it's commitments. 
Is that the general tone? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ:. I think it's very important that our 
country keep commitments that are made. In referring to 
the various communiques that have dealt with the subject 
of Taiwan, I believe I'm correct in saying that every 
communique, every formal statement involving China (the 
People's Republic of China) and the United States have 
had a reference to Taiwan in one way or another. We do 
understand these commitments, we intend to live by these 
commitments. That was the statement that I made. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think there 1s a satisfactory 
status guo in terms of our foreign assistance programs that 
are in effect, and so on. I am sure there is disappointment 
in Korea, as we feel ourselves, that the foreign military 
sales levels are below what the President requested. 

As they have come forward in the continuing resolutions, 

we have sought to restore the President's levels with a 
supplemental; and of course, it remains to be seen whether 
the supplemental will go in the Congress but we will be 
trying to get those funds restored. But basically I 

think there is a knowledge of our defense commitments 

and I'm going there to further demonstrate that. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) Do you expect to cover any new 
ground with the South Korean President? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'll be glad to respond to anything 
he chooses to bring up. And, there are a variety of 
subjects I think that are interesting subjects to talk 
about, and I don't know whether you classify them as 

good, bad or what. But certainly as far as I'm concerned, 
there 1s an Open agenda. 


QUESTION: Obviously the human rights issue 1s one that 
always comes up in Korea and recently taking their 

most noted dissident, I guess, out of jail and throwlaog 
him out of the country *= do you think the situation 
there 1s improving? If you do, specifically why? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is improving in the sense that there 
have been specific things, you mentioned the most prominent 
One. As to why, I suppose, I think it's a move in the right 
direction and people like to move in right directions. 
Perhaps it is an expression of confidence on the part of 

the Government but as for their reason for doing things, 

I think basically you have to ask them. 
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QUESTION: Do you plan to encourage them to continue 
moving and speed up their move in this right direction? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have set out to work at these things 
through quiet and non-public diplomacy, and so I don't 
want to violate the spirit of that by having discussion of 
a. 


QUESTION: What can you teil us about your meetings with 

the Chinese? You have had a lot of negotiations and meetings 
with people over the years. What was it like? Did you 

find any surprises there? Could we have your general 
impressions of the meetings? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, the people are a serious 
people. Meetings were conducted in a very pleasant way 
but there was a minimum of the sort of pleasantries that 
go along with a meeting; and as soon as the photo 
Opportunities were ended, they plunged right into 
substantive discussions, which I welcomed. I think the 
people were basically well prepared; they came to talk 

in a substantive manner. I did feel that on some issues 
their perception of what the facts are, differed sometimes 
rather substantially from what my sense of what the facts 
are on a given case. For example, on the proportion of 

Our market occupied by Chinese textiles. (Inaudible) 

But I found them to be strong, tough, well-informed people. 
I want to call to your attention that not everything 

that we talked about was, so to speak, a negotiation. 

There was a big sort of informational content to their 
statements about their views on different parts of the 
world and situations of different countries, and also 

in our descriptions of what was taking place. So 

to some extent, it was information-sharing and analysis- 
sharing. It was interesting to me in talking with 
different Foreign Ministers and the people from different 
countries to get a sense of the degree to which the country 
has a world view of things as distinct from a preoccupation 
with what's going on in their own country and immediately 
around their own country. Certainly it is true that the 
Chinese have a world view, just as we do. They see things 
in places that are far removed from China as having 

an impact that is of some significance to them. They like 
to talk about Africa, the Middle East and so on, in that 
context, so that makes it interesting. 
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QUESTION: Did you get the feeling that they were less con- 
cerned about the Soviet threat to themselves than they have 
been in the past years? Is that a reason why they're 

now willing to talk more normalization with the Russians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Again, I think that is the sort of 

question that you have to ask them about, how much concerned 
they are. They have made a number of comments, some publicly, 
during the course of the visit and I just refer you to 

them. It seems to me, as is true in every country in some 
way, some more than others, they want to see their country 
develop and great tensions all around their border are” 

not helpful to them. So they seek to reduce those tensions 
and I think that's an objective that is understandable. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there has been considerable 
concern among some quarters in the United States regarding 
their shift in attitudes about the Russians and their 
place in the Third World. Could you tell us anything 

that would indicate how you cane out of these talks and 
your own view of the significance for the United States 

of what the Chinese have done within the last year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I felt that their view of the Russians 
is very realistic. It remains to be seen precisely what the 
content of the Third World orientation will turn out to be. 
But the United States, say over the post-World War II 
decades, has peen a champion of economic development 

of that world. So that has been our stance. Differences 
of view arise about what the right way to bring about 
economic development is, they are or may be important 
issues and they were probably aired more directly at 
Cancun. But I do think there is an increasing perception 
around the world that if you want development you need 

to rely on the enterprise of individual units, you need to 
give people some stake in what they are doing, that markets 
do help whether they are organized within a socialistic 
type of framework or a pure market economy. The market 
idea is very important. Certainly they use it in China 

as far as I can see. Also any country, fundamentally, has 
to rely on itself to provide the real motive power for 
development. Now that, of course, doesn't mean there isn't 
a role for aid from outside in technical terms and in 
straight, foreign investment terms, and in terms of con- 
cessional aid of various kinds, there is such a role. 

But getting the right perspective on these things can 

be a point of real discussion. 
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I found one of the most attractive aspects of discussing 
economic development with the Chinese to be their recognition 
of these facts and their determination to develop themselves 
and it was said to me a number of times with the size 

of China and with the number of people in China, it's quite 
clear that the basic thrust of the development of China 

has to come from within. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There have been, for example, some 
developments in the way agriculture is organized in 

China, as I understand it, that give family units a Capacity 

£O work to a degree for themselves and to benefit 

from a strong performance themselves, so that what you 

do is related to what you 

get out of it. So I think that is an example of the sort 

of look at the enterprise notion, and the ability to sell 

into a market is related to that. I don't want to be 
misunderstood. I'm not saying that the Chinese have 

promoted a market economy, but they use the market idea 

and I think if you look around in Socialist economics nowadays 
you find that there is a considerable amount of experimentation, 
and always has been for that matter, with the question 

of how you use the idea of a market, and can you within 

the framework of state ownership of main resources. 





QUESTION: I quess what I was trying to get at was that after 
hearing them explain their own ideas about their foreign 
policy especially, is their foreign policy now something 

the United States tolerates? Is it something we could live 
with quite comfortably? How is the U.S. going to relate 

to a China which has really taken a kind of new direction 
within this last year or so? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussions tnat I had about their 
foreign policy lead me to believe that there are many 

areas of great importance where their interests and the 

way they see the problems are quite parallel to ours. 
Therefore it's quite worthwhile to be talking with them 

and I think that can be fruitful. So I came away with a 
rather good feeling about that. We also discussed a variety 
of areas where they may have different views and they 

are critical of the United States sometimes for what 

we do, sometimes for us not doing enough, or paying enough 
attention to something. But I found that discussions with 
them to be informed discussions and substantive discussions 
and serious discussions, not a sort of debating point 
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type discussion at all. So I found it to be quite worth- 
while in relating that to the broader sense of the inter- 
action of their foreign policy and ours to be basically 


encouraging.__ 


QUESTION: What's your impressions on how they feel about 
arms control? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It did not play a prominent place in 

our discussions. They did not ask a lot of questions about 

it and, on the other hand, when we did discuss it, in a sense 
the outcome of that discussion was that we offered to have 
Admiral Howe give a briefing on what we were doing. 

They seemed to be glad to have that briefing and it was 

a lengthy and solid discussion and, as Admiral Howe pointed 
out, they seemed to be very well informed about what is 

going on, so they follow it. 





QUESTION: There were a couple of people from the North 
American desk at dinner last night between a few of us. 

On the subject of the SS-20's, one of them said there 

are a hundred or more there now and a few more don't 

make any difference to us. Is that a view that you picked 
up at a higher level (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, that kind of comment was not made 
to me. 





QUESTION: In the past, before the Reagan Administration, 
almost every time we'd go to China there would be criticism 
the U.S. wasn't tough enough against the Russians or 

we weren't spending enough on military. In their press 

they now seemed to be critical of the U.S. for spending 

too much on the military. I just wondered in your discussions 
did you get a recent feeling that the Reagan Administration's 
military program was appreciated. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I felt that it was, and that they 
welcomed the strength and determination of the United 
States. I don't hear any criticism whatever along the 
lines that you suggested in your question. 


QUESTION: You got into the question of technology transfer; 
you talked about that quite a bit. What is it that they 
are interested in specifically? Did you get a feeling 

of priority what they want, what they are interested in? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the technology transfer issues 
have come up in a sense on two levels: One is with 
respect to some particular piece of equipment or area of 
knowledge for which an application has been made and 
about which there is discussion. And so that leads you 
into such discussion of criteria, and procedures, and 
speed of consideration, and so on. So that is what you 
might say is an operational level of discussing the subject. 
They also laid a lot of emphasis, and +n many respects, 
the heaviest emphasis, on the intent «= .j the atmosphere 
within which these operational quest..o"> were to be dis- 
cussed. People made the point to me . umber of times, 

on this particular equipment or that particular equipment, 
so much the way that you view us is more important 

than the way particular things are handled. It is the 
Overall sense of atmosphere that is being displayed 

here. So you sort of go back and forth between these 

two levels. That was the nature of our discussions. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The whole subject is one that is a 
difficult one, inherently. You have always, particularly 
these days, a moving target. The sense that technology 
is changing constantly, particularly in the fields that 
are of the greatest interest. So you keep having to 
adapt your criteria and your judgment to this moving 
target. So I think it will remain a difficult issue but 
I do think there is a lot of room for clarification so 
that it can be put into a more satisfactory way. I am 
not directly answering your COCOM question. Obviously 
people can make decisions about things like that but 
that is an issue for the Government to consider. 


QUESTION: Thank you sir. 
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MR. ROMBERG: The briefing this afternoon on the 
President's Democracy Initiative is ON THE RECORD. Your 
briefer is Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs 
Lawrence Eagleburger, and, obviously, everything he says is 
for attribution. 


I think he has an opening statement and then 
questions, and also some colleagues are here to work with 
him. Larry? 


UNDER SECRETARY EAGLEBURGER: I would like to 
discuss for a few minutes with you today the President's 
Democracy Initiative. There have been a number of press 
reports on this subject, and they demonstrate that there is 
at least some confusion about the subject. I'd like to try 
to clear things up, if I can, today. 


As you recall, President Reagan, in his speech to 
the British Parliament last June, committed the United 
States to make a far greater effort to support the develop- 
ment of democracy and democratic institutions abroad, and to 
communicate more effectively the values and ideals which 
form the foundation of the United States. 











He reaffirmed this commitment in his State of the 
Union address. The Democracy Program we are discussing 
today is an important step in the implementation of the 
President's Initiative. It represents what we hope will be 
a fundamental dimension of our foreign policy for the years 
to come. 


Two weeks ago John Hughes made available a brief 
summary of the objectives and contents of the Democracy 
Program. We have made the same paper available to you 
today. 


As this paper points out, this is a long-term 
effort with a global scope. It is bipartisan, and it relies 
heavily upon the participation of non-governmental 
Organizations. 











This program has been months in the making and 
will be presented to the Congress in the latter part of 
February. We are asking for $65 million for Fiscal Year 
1984, and we intend to work closely with the Congress and 
private organizations in both the development and the imple- 
mentation of the various projects contained in the overall] 
program. 


As the handout indicates, the program is directed 
at such things as leadership training, education, 
strengthening democratic institutions, improving the com- 
munication of ideas and information, and development of per- 
sonal and institutional ties, or, to be more fashionable, 
network building. 


We cannot yet make available the list of projects 
Since they are still being worked out and have to be 
discussed with the Congress first. I think, however, they 
will not shock or surprise you. We will propose 
strengthening some classic government programs as well as 
providing additional support for democracy-related projects 
of non-governmental organizations which have a proven track 
record or significant potential. 


We will have some new ideas and approaches 
directed at strengthening democracies and democratic 
institutions. 


Let me just briefly give you some examples of the 
sorts of things we're thinking about: 


- Support for the Asia Foundation. 
- Support for free labor movements. 


- Regional institutes and conferences. For 
example, the conference we had recently on free elections. 


- Visits between the U.S. and other countries -- 
reciprocal visits. 


- Exchanges of publications. 


These are the sorts of things we're looking at. 


Two weeks ago John Hughes dispelled, I hope, the 
notion that this $65 million was somehow an effort to pro- 
mote U.S. arms control and related issues in Western Europe. 
The point here, ladies and gentlemen, is that there was some 














confusion, I think, earlier about whether Ambassador 
Dailey's exercise was to be the recipient of the $65 
million; and the point we're trying to make here is, not at 
all. This is an entirely different exercise and the Dailey 
exercise is not related to the $65 million we've been 
talking about. 


In fact, not much of this program that I'm talking 
about today would be directed at Western Europe, and most 
that is directed at Western Europe would be devoted to a 
long-term effort to explore shared values among Americans 
and Europeans, and to engage their partnership in the larger 
enterprise of building democracy around the world. 


Some European nations, as you know, have already 
been more active than we in this area and provided some of 
the inspiration for the President's initiative. 


I would like now to dispel any notion that this 
effort somehow involves the Central Intelligence Agency. 
There is absolutely no CIA connection with this program. 
Quite aside from other considerations, long ago we 
recognized that any CIA involvement was unnecessary. Most 
people in and out of government who have examined this issue 
over the past few years have correctly concluded that sup- 
port for democracy and democratic institutions should be 
open and totally above-board. 


The New York Times itself came to this conclusion 
in an editorial last spring. We also know that as a prac- 
tical matter CIA involvement would kill such a program. It 
would provide those who have much to fear from the spread of 
democracy a pretext to discredit the entire effort. 





If I can cover a third source of confusion, we 
also have for you today a handout explaining the organiza- 
tion of the new government structure for public diplomacy. 
It covers the broad sweep of activities by U.S. Government 
agencies in this area and tries to consolidate and rationa- 
lize the effort. 








For example, I'm told that there were at one time 
some 35 interagency committees dealing with public diplomacy 
issues in an uncoordinated fashion. The new arrangement, we 
hope, will bring order, efficiency and policy direction to 
the activity. USIA, State and AID have worked closely in 
this development and will work together in its implemen- 
tation. 





Again, let me make a further clarification. The 
public diplomacy rubric is a broad one. The Dailey effort 
with regard to Europe and European security issues can be 
described as a part of the broad -- as coming under the 
broad rubric of the public diplomacy effort, as indeed can 
the democracy initiative. 


The two initiatives I've talked about -- the 
Dailey effort and the Democracy Initiative -- in fact, fall 
under the broad concept of our public diplomacy approach. 


To conclude, the President and his Administration 
attach great importance to the program. It is one which 
reflects American ideals, and which we hope will enjoy broad 
bipartisan support. This is the Democracy Initiative, the 
$65 million initiative, I'm talking about. 


We believe it will produce substantial benefits in 
the years ahead, but it's just a beginning and much more has 
to be done, not only by government but we believe by the 
private sector as well. 


The willingness is there. We have been encouraged 
by the broad support for such a program from people on all 
points of the political spectrum. It's an idea that many 
have advocated for years. We have recognized for years the 
need to provide our friends with economic and military 
assistance. We need to give more attention now to politi- 
cal, intellectual and social infrastructure necessary to 
support democratic systems. 


This program is, if you will, an accompaniment to 
Our economic and military assistance programs. We would 
look upon it as a political assistance program aimed at 
emphasizing the building of democratic institutions abroad. 
It will all be on the public record, it's all above-board, 
there is no CIA participation, and we hope devoutly that it 
will be a bipartisan effort. That certainly is our 
intention. 


I'd be glad to try to answer your questions. I 
have with me Ambassador Helman and Mr. Scott Thompson from 
USIA who I'd like to have come up here, as a matter of fact, 
because I think when it comes to specific questions, they 
will be able to do you better than I can. 


0 Larry, how is this operation going to avoid 
treading over that fine line of involvement in other 
countries' internal political affairs? 





























\ For example, when you support a labor union or 
give an opposition party the means for transmiting its 
message. Is that not a selective involvement in somebody 
else's affairs? 


a You know, again, it's a legitimate question, 
and part of the answer to it is that we're going to have to 
obviously, as we deal with these programs, be careful to 
analyze their impact and their importance with that as a 
reference point. 





But I suppose if you're going to support labor 
unions, help them -- help labor unions develop in somebody 
else's country -- yes, there is an argument that could be 
made that this gets into that area. 


On the other hand, it's been our belief all along 
that these free institutions are worthy of assistance and 
Support; and, in its own way, it's -- you know, we talk 
about human rights and the condition of people in other 
countries and how they're treated. This is, after ali, much 
I think within the same context, so it is again a question 
of placing a judgment on what are the most important values 
that we're trying to support abroad. 


-- MORE -- 
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fe) Could I just follow up. The $65 million 
dollars is a lot of money but it’s not an infinite resource. 
Obviously, you're going to have to make judgments and selec- 
tions on who you're going to support. What are the criteria 
are you going to use in choosing who is going to benefit, 
what parties and sectors of the political structure are 
going to receive it? 


A Again, we're in the midst now of looking at 
the programs and the budget, and we will have to make our 
judgments on the basis (1) of what is most likely to have 
some advantage, some hope of success; what are the most 
important programs from our point of view. 


Scott, you deal with this more than I do. Why 
don't you get up. 


MR. THOMPSON: I had my staff at the Bureau of 
Programs at USIA working with the bureaus here in the 
regions and in USIA come up proposals that would be most 
cost-effective, that would be most worthy of bipartisan sup- 
port and therefore transcending a particular administra- 
tion. 


I think it's worth emphasizing that most of the 
programs are of the kind that support countries in their own 
objectives. For example, the Government of Liberia has a 
public program for preparing its 1985 elections. They have 
asked for our assistance in preparing for those elections in 
1985. One of the programs herein is such a proposal. 


We have gone through iteration after iteration to 
find the most efficient means of spending this relatively 
large amount of money. 


MR. EAGLEBURGER: Let me add one more point here, 
too. What we're trying to do here, some of it we hope will 
be new, some of it will be to expand activities that have 
been going on for sometime. We have supported through AID, 
for example, the development of the free trade union move- 
ment for some years. 


Many of the concepts are, in fact, concepts that 
we've had for sometime, but we're going to try to expand the 
activity and do more. Some will be in new areas. I can't 
at this point give you a set of specifics and I won't be 
able to until we've submitted the budget to the Congress. 


0 You partially answered my question, which 
basically was going to be how and what you propose to do 
here is going to be different from what's been done by 














various agencies in the past. 


— I guess my follow-up question then would be, is 

( there going to be a central’ administration here; is it going 
to be USIA? Who's going to coordinate all this? Somebody 
has to mind the store. 


A The basic concept here is that the money will be 
appropriated to the U. S. Information Agency. This is for 
administrative coherence and so forth. The concept, again, 
thereafter is that some of the monies will then be managed 
by AID, transferred from USIA to AID, some to the State 
Department, but with USIA the overall agent, I think is the 
best way to describe it. 


MR. THOMPSON: And a very small staff. 


0 I was struck by the absence of the words 
"civil and human rights" in these two pieces of paper. You 
mentioned that, but could you develop that theme a little bit 
more? Where does human rights fit in? 


MR. EAGLEBURGER: One, we have a human rights 
program. But so far as it fits in here, it would seem to 
me that the whole concept of promotion of democratic insti- 
tutions is in itself closely allied and related to the whole 
question of human rights. Obviously, that will be a major 
element in our approach to the development of democratic 
institutions. I think it really is subsumed into that 
broader statement about democracy. 


fe) Picking up Jim's earlier question, I notice 
On Page 2 you talk, for example, about strengthening, among 
Other things, parties. How do you handle a situation 
where in country X, one party might be one that the U.S. 
favors and one that the U.S. opposes; would this program 
envisage contributions toward the pro-American party, so to 
speak? 


an Here, again, we're asking iffy questions that 
are very difficult to deal with in the abstract. But my 
point here, I think, would be, it is not that we are going to 
use this approach in a democratic society to support one 
political party against another. That is not our purpose. 


Our purpose is to try to strengthen democratic 
parties that advocate democracy in those countries where 
democracy is a sometime thing at best. It will be to try to 
strengthen the advocates of democracy abroad, not in a 
democratic society to try to play one off against the other 
Or work with one and not the other. 


Again, I emphasize, all of these programs will be 
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public; they will be there to be scrutinized by the Congress 
and by the press. There's nothing we're trying to do under 
the table and therefore it would seem to me your question is 
one that, when you look at the programs and hear our defense 
of them before the Congress, you'll be able to get some 
sense of precisely what it is we're trying to do. 


0 Does this program do anything to resolve th 
dispute about the philosophy of the Voice of America ntoh, 
I gather from the papers, over the past couple of years 
there's been some feeling that it's been used too much to 
promote a certain set of political values rather than to be 
an objective reporter of the truth. 


You talk about this being bipartisan. Does it 
have a back effect on the question of the role of the VOA? 


A The answer is, I don't think that the 
democracy initiative, as such, really will. But if you look 
at the other paper which describes the public diplomacy 
layout and the various committees there, you will find that 
there are at least two committees that deal with the 
question of our communicating in general and then with 
regard to the radios. I'm sure this is one of the issues 
that they will be discussing, as how those radios are best 
used in the programming and so forth, but I can't guarantee 
that they're going to solve the dispute that you raise which 
is, as far as I can recall, has been with us for at least 
the last twenty years that I've been in the government. 


0 Neither of these committees appears to be 
bipartisan. One is chaired by the Assistant -- 


A The committees are obviously from within the 
government. Again, let's make a distinction between the 
democracy initiative and the $65 million dollars and our 
desire that that be programs which will receive bipartisan 
Support, and the public diplomacy exercise, which is covered 
in that second paper we gave you which is, after all, an attempt 
to establish a government mechanism to be more effective in 
the whole process of public diplomacy and since it is made 
up of government bureaucrats, such as myself, obviously it 
falls within a different category. 


It's hard to describe the Government of the United 
States as bipartisan at any particular time. 


fe) Might there not be situations where the 
program could be self-defeating in areas where democracy is 
an idea and its institutions are shaky at best and we come 
out and provide support to an institution such as political 
party, wouldn't that open them up for attack and criticism 




















from their opponents? 


A Sure. That's a real possibility. Again, 
I come back therefore to the question -- the question has to 
be how wise and sophisticated we are and what it is we try 
to do. In some cases, in looking at particular possible 
efforts, we may decide precisely the point you've made. 
That, in fact, to do anything here would in fact not further 
the cause of democracy and hopefully we would have enough 
sense then not to proceed with that. 


But, again, my point is, one of the issues that 
obviously the Congress can debate with us in the process of 
the appropriation is whether or not Initiative X, which we 
will be describing to them, makes any sense or not. It will 
also be open to the press to dispute with us if, in fact, 
they think it does not make sense. 


I can't argue from the general concept which is 
that we ought to be out doing a great deal more to try to 
promote democratic institutions abroad to arguing in the 
abstract this way, that we couldn't make mistakes. 
Obviously, we could. But I don't think the danger of that 
sort of problem ought to hold us back from trying to proceed 
with the general concept, recognizing that you and the 
Congress will have a chance at us in the process. 


0 No need to change the law here; the budge- 
tary authority is the only -- 


A No. 


fe) Why was the Secretary of Defense part of the 
special planning group? 


A Obviously, one of the issues that greatly 
affects our public diplomacy is the whole question of our 
defense posture, how we are perceived abroad, the Dailey 
exercise. I want to be careful not to confuse points, but, 
nevertheless, the Dailey exercise is obviously, in part, 
occasioned by the fact that we are in the midst right now of 
a serious discussion with Europeans and, indeed, with the 
Soviets; and the object of a propaganda campaign on the part 
of the Soviets with regard to the deployment of the INF. 


These are not issues that can be ignored. They 
are part of the public debate. They are part of the 
transatlantic debate. It seems therefore, to me, that the 
Secretary of Defense has a role to play in terms of his 
advice and his thinking about the future of the defense 
programs. 


0 I think that's where some of the con- 
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fusion comes in, that although it may not be designed to be 
an INF promotion program, it could develop into that, could 
it not? 


A Which is -- 


0 The whole public diplomacy, the whole $65 
million dollar program. 


A No, no. Believe me. Number 1, we've got ar 
appropriation -- an authorization process to go through wit! 
the Congress which is not going to be fast. It's going 
take time. We've got an INF issue out there and the Dai 
exercise, which we're trying to deal with right now and » 
be for some months. But you will see, when we submit th. 
budget for the Democracy Initiative, that it really is gu: 
a different question. 


By the time we get the monies for this 
appropriated, in the first place, we will have gone some 
weeks if not certainly months, I think, down the road. 
Believe me, they are just two different issues. You wil! 
see when we submit the budget that there is a real 
distinction between them. 


0 I understood that they are two different 
issues, but this is a question almost everybody is going to 
get when they go back to their office. How much of this 
money, if any, is going to go to the Dailey effort? 


A zero. Not one penny. 


0 How much money will be allocated elsewhere to 
the Dailey effort? 


ay So far as I know, none. What Dailey is doing 
is drawing now on resources of people already available. He 
is trying to get some cohesion and coherence to our 
approach, but it is drawing on resources already available. 
There's nothing new coming into it. 


fe) When will that $65 million dollar request be 
put to Congress, Larry? 


a It should go in the next week or two. The 
23rd, I'm told. 


0 One of the issues that affects public diplo- 
macy is obviously the credibility of the media, in this case 
VOA or RFE. How do you expect this fourth named committee 
on public affairs which is going to presumably increase the 
number of major public speeches and so forth carried, which 
will presumably be propaganda, to accept the news credibi- 
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lity of the VOA? 


A To accept the news -- 
fe) Sorry. To affect? 
A It's damned if you do, damned if you don't, 


in a way. When we don't make speeches or don't try to 
defend or describe U.S. policy, then we are being silent 
on the major issues of the day. 


Obviously, VOA represents the United States. When 
somebody makes a speech, we are trying to represent the 
views of the Government of the United States. We're trying 
to explain those. Obviously, when those are broadcast on 
VOA, they will be identified as the position of the U.S. 
Government on subject X, Y or Z. 


The question of the credibility of that effort, it 
seems to me, the best I can say is we'll have to identify 
what is specifically the view of the Government of the 
United States, the speech by the Secretary of State on what- 
ever, and the audience will itself then have to make its 


judgment. 


One of the problems I think we have had, and one 
of the things that I hope the Dailey effort will, in fact, 
get us to focus more carefully on, is that we have not done 
an adequate job of describing the President's programs, why 
they are right and why we believe that they ought to be 
accepted. 


I don't deny at all that part of what we're trying 
to do is a more effective selling job of what I happen to 
consider to be a good product to begin with. I can't 
answer the question of how that will affect the credibi- 
lity of the VOA. They'll have to describe where the 
thoughts come from. 


--MORE-- 
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0 So is there a link between the Public Diplomacy 
Program and the report this morning that former Senator 
Stone might be selling some of the President's programs in 
Central America? 


Ay I can't comment on the report about Senator 
Stone. That is, at this point, something on which I have 
no information for you, so I don't know whether there is a link or 
not. 

e) Do you have any region of preference to impl: 


ment this program, for instance, Latin America or Eastern 
Europe? 


A No. And you'il have to wait until you see the 
budget proposals, but I think what you will see is that in fact 
there is a broad geographic spread. And one of the points I 
tried to make in my opening remarks here is that I think you 
will find that in fact the emphasis on Europe is not as heavy 
as it is on some of the other areas. East Asia, Latin 
America, Africa, Eastern Europe, I think you will find that 
they are all covered, in one way or another. 


0 You said the democracy campaign was going to be 
completely above board, but The New York Times reported the 
Other day that Mark Palmer had prepared a document last year 
which suggested that covert action should be one of the 
possibilities to be considered. Has covert action, or was it 
last year considered as a possibility and been firmly 
rejected? And if so, who is responsible for the rejection? 





A There are lots of internal documents within the 
U.S. Government that look at various and sundry possibilities 
which, when they are moved to their superiors, the recommen- 
dations are not accepted. There is no question that there was 
a discussion in various documents, because after I read the 
newspaper article I went back and looked back at some of the 
Old documents. There is no question that this issue was 
discussed in a number of papers at one point or another. 


A firm flat decision was made at senior levels -- without 

going into the discussion of which people -- but at senior 

levels, a firm decision was made that there would be no CIA 
involvement. This was made both with regard to the view of 

this Department in the inter-agency discussions. A number of 

Other agencies came to the same view; and when it went to an 
inter-agency discussion, that view was upheld: there will be 

no CIA involvement. 


0) On that point, when you make the transition, 
are you going to make it clear which programs that you're 
going to fund publicly, previously were being funded by them 
under security? 
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A That makes an assumption that previous programs 
funded by the Agency will in fact now be transferred over to 
the public domain, and I don't know whether, in fact, that is 
what will happen or not. All I can tell you is that any 
program falling under the democracy initiative will be 
publicly described and publicly defended; and I can't say 
that if we picked up something that at one pgint was funded 
some other way, we would describe that. Obviously, what was || 

done inanother way, under other circumstances is something 
that we're not necessarily going to be prepared to talk 
about. All I can assure you is that anything done under 
this Program will be done in full view of the public, and 
will be sumbitted to the Congress for approval, 


Q Does this mean that when you decide to 
help a newspaper or a political party, before that, you 
send something to Congress and Congress will review it 
and discuss publicly, and everybody who looks at the U.S. 
budget will know that there so-many thousand dollars are 
going to this party in Chile or that one in Romania, or -- 


Is that it? 


A The basic answer to that is yes, but at some 
point you get to a level of detail that I would suppose is 
not going to be specifically encompassed in the budget. 


Number one, we're going to be appropriating money 
for specific programs; we're going to be asking for money for 
specific programs. They are going to be described, for 
example, trying to assist the development of free labor unions 
in Latin America. Now, I don't know that it will say $4.75 
to Mr. X in Colombia; but there will be a description of the 
program, how it is going to be managed, where the money is 
going to go, and obviously, the Congress, the GAO, and any 
other institution will be able to follow through how the 
money is spent. But I can't say that in the budget submission 
itself, it will get to that level of detail. I can say that 
it will be public expenditure of moneys which can be traced 
through by the appropriate agencies, public or private, 


Q Let me ask you -- It's difficult to ayoid 
comparisons with the past. Some years ago, the United 
States Government gave money to a newspaper in Chile to 
promote what was thought then a democracy; but we have 
been living for the last ten years under a dictatorship 











which was helped by the democratic efforts of the 
United States Government. 


I understand the effort of the United States 
doing this, but how can you avoid, first, a credibility 
problem; and second, the involvement either of ideologica 
choices, by this or that U.S. Government, whatever governr 
is in place at a certain moment, to avoid doing this kind 
thing which does not promote exactly democracy? 


A With regard to the first point, the only 
answer I can give you is that what we will do is open to 
public scrutiny. We have to go into the Congress and 
describe why we want the money and how we intend to use the 
money. The budget and the way in which we spend that money 
will be open to all the review procedures, both public and 
private, that exist for looking at the way money is spent 
by the bureaucracy. 


There is no way we will be able to hide what we 
do. That, it seems to me, is the best defense I can give 
you for its being straight and above board.and unrelated 
to whatever may haye been done by other agencies under 
other circumstances in the past. 


With regard to the second question, of course 
judgments made by human beings will have an ideological 
component. I can't deny that. I can assure you that the 
Government of the United States under this program will not 
provide money to support Humanite', in Paris. I can just 
guarantee that flat out. (Laughter) And obviously, that 
is a judgment we are making. 


Again, the only way I can make the point to you 
is that, again how that money is spent, recognizing we 
are all human and we have prejudices, what we will have to 
face is the fact that it will be open to public scrutiny, 
and we will » ve to defend why we did what we did and why 
we spent th ‘ioney the way we spent it. Under those 
circumstances, all I can really say to you is, "Try us 
and see," 
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0 In light of the public openness of all this, 
are you willing to declassify the NSDD that authoritzed this 
Program, and if not, why not? 


A We are not, obviousy, prepared to declassify 
the NSDD as such; but if you will look at the document which 
was given to you, entitled, "Public Diplomacy," that is in 
effect and unclassified precis of the classified NSDD. 





@) Larry, when you say you won't give money to 
the Humanite', that raises the obvious question of 
LE Monde, (Laughter) Extrapolating from there, is that an 


area on which you might work, that is to say, a newspaper 
that has a very limited affection for the lnited States and 
one that might in country X, Y, or 2? 


A Rernie, I understand the question and the 
thrust of the question. It's an iffy question. I think the 
answer in the specific terms in which you aive it, is T can 
conceive of no circumstances whatsoever where we are aqoina 
to try to provide money to a newspaper in a free society 
such as France is. That is not our purpose. France is a 
going, functioning democracy. We may or may not like what 
any newspaper in Paris SayS about us, but the democratic institution 
are alive and healthv in France. 


What we are talking about here is "How do vou 
further the process of democracy?," democracy-building 
the establishment of and the assistance to democratic insti- 
tutions in countries where democracy is not the normal way 
of life. 


So the thrust is .qoing to be quite different. 
Again, I come back to saying you'll have @ chance to look at 
the budget, to watch us spend the money, to see how we do 
it. 


0 If a newspaper, or if a particular labor 
union receives money, will we know that that specific 
newspaper is to receive help or that particular labor union 
is to receive help? Will it be that specific? 


A Again, I tried to answer that earlier. I 
can't tell you that when we go in with a budget, it will get 
to a level of detail that is that finite. I can say that 
you'll be able to find out how we spend the money. There is 
no way we can hide the open expenditures of money. 
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We're talking now about supporting newspapers. 
There may be a certain professional bias in the approach 
here this afternoon (laughter). Supporting newspapers is 
not something I think we're going to be spending a great 
deal of money or time on. I can't say we won't do it on 
occasion. I don't know. But if we do, again, it will be 
above board. I can't say that if you ask for an 
appropriation of X millions of dollars, we will then cet 
down to that specific in what we send to the Congress. 
I can tell you that under the Freedom of Information Act, 
nothing else, you can always trace back how it is you've 
spent that money. We will have an obligation publicly to 
describe to you how that money was spent. 


Q Are you saying the CIA is getting out of the 
business that you're going into? 


A Sir? 


fe) Is the CIA getting out of the business that 
you're going into? 


(Laughter) 
A We're in a different business. 


0 The CIA in the past has done things that they 
call promoting free labor institutions, political parties, 
media, and so on. 


A I cannot speak for the CIA. I can only come 
back to say, you will know what we're doing. That's all I'm 
here to try to brief you on and to convince you of, that it 
will be above board. What other agencies do is not for me 
to comment on. You will know what we're doing. 


0 On that point, Larry, could you respond to 
this? Last week we asked Prime Minister Fanfani in Italy if 
the Christian Democrats there were still getting money, as 
Colby revealed some years ago, "under the table" from the CIA. 
He wouldn't give us that kind of an assurance. 


This raises the point that maybe these outfits 
could get money from this outfit openly and from them 
"under the table." Is that possible? 


A I doubt it very much. 


0 You doubt it. 
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A Don't let me’ mislead you. No, it's not 
possible. I come back to saying we are not going to be 
spending our money trying to further democracy in countries 
that have a well and well-established democracy. 


re) But Larry, those countries that have well- 
established dictatorships will not necessarily be happy 
about your readiness to -- 


A Happiness, I have learned long since, Bernie, 
is not necessarily something you find often in foreign 
policy. They're not going to like some of it. 


e) How, in fact, can you even get into a 
. y 
country? 


2. It's going to depend on the country; it's 
going to depend on the circumstances of the program. I 
can't give you a specific at this time except to say, as we 
develop the programs, you'll have a chance to watch us do 
it, and you'll have a chance to find out how well we do it. 


0 But it would be objective like providing money 
for democracy in Nicaragua or in Chile. 


A It better be. That's our full intention. 
And that's why I said at the beginning: fThis must be bi- 
partisan. What we are trying to establish here is, if you 
will, a new approach to these sorts of issues which will 
only last from one administration to the next if it has 
bi-partisan support. This is not something we're into for 
the next two or six years. It is something that we want to 
last over the course of the next 20. And under those cir- 
cumstances, we're going to have to be very careful to make 
sure it receives bi-partisan support. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:39 P.M.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan sent me to Korea to 
reaffirm and strengthen in every way possible the strong 
relationship we have with Korea and to develop the strengt> 
of our alliance and our capacity to deter aggression as it' 
exhibited here on this Peninsula. I've had the opportunity 
for many discussions with the Foreign Minister not only in ti 
formal meetings but as we rode around, with the President 
and with others here -- and beyond that it is inspiring to 
visit the forces in the DMZ to see the quality of our youn 
Korean and American soldiers, and to see the duties that 
they are undertaking there on your behalf. So I am grateful 
for that opportunity and very glad to be here. I express 

to you, Mr. Minister, my thanks for all of your hospitality 
as well as your thoughts. If there are any questions, we'll 
take them, if there aren't, why we'll board our plane. 


GQ 


QUESTION: Our understanding is that you discussed the cross- 
recognition problem. 


SFCRETARY SHULTZ: What problem? 





QUESTION: The cross-recognition of Korean Peninsula. Would 
you elaborate a little more detail about that now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the question arose and, of course, 
it's part of the recognition that on this Peninsula there are 
Korean people and there are families that are located in 

both North and South. And so efforts have been made, very 
creative and imaginative efforts, by the Government of South 
Korea to see if some pattern of reconciliation can evolve, 
and the cross-recognition proposal is one among many efforts 
to get at that problem. Unfortunately, these efforts have 
basically been rejected by North Korea although it may be, 
as time goes on, that patterns will be found that help t 
this situation along. Perhaps you'd like to comment on that, 
Mr. Foreign Minister. 


> <eer taaee ; steer eree se «<- abe8 Vane: 











9 PR 45 


ate 


N MINISTER LEE: Oh, I basically agree with you, Mr. Secre- 
| We both agreed that this matter of the cross-recognition 
ires more prudent study so we agree to study continuously 


~.]1 we reach certain advisable conclusions. 


TION: Was this question raised during your visit to 
ng and if it was raised, what was the reply of the Chinese 
ers? 


ETARY SHULTZ: The question of cross-recognition did not 
up during my visit to Beijing. 

TION: Mr. Secretary, I understand that the United States 
to object to South Korean export of arms. Would you 

ise explain Washington's position on this matter? 


‘“RETARY SHULTZ: Well, the United States has a variety of 


trictions on itself in connection with the export of arms 
so when United States technology is involved in the pro- 


*tion of arms by an ally as in the case of South Korea, 
ten basically we think that the restrictions that we apply 


ourselves ought to apply to the other countries as well. 


1, of course, _ somatines that leads to some differences of 


5 =) 


nion but th 's the fundamental point involved. 


STION: Coulc you be more specific on such restrictions? 


WTIT.T . 


SHULTZ: Well, if there is a country to which we feel 
inadvisable to ship arms from the United States, then we 
ld : riends who have U.S. technology that we have 

em on jointly so that they can develop their own 

acities, to observe the same restrictions. Otherwise we're 
) nforce on ourselves a policy that we may have. 


> i 


JESTION: Mr. Prime Minister, can you tell me what steps -- 


few Prime Ministers in the 


om. You've just got a promo ion Congratulations. 


ell me what steps your Government is prepared to 
gan Administration convince the U.S. 

eign military assistance to South Kore 
nment would take to convince the U.S. 

S is being made on human rights questions? 


ox 


ly think it's not a function 
chines. We try to make them 

f this Peninsula, understanding 
a war in this Peninsula, I think 
come out. If there is any way 
along this line, that is just 
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a fie 
QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, if cross-recognition of ¢ 
Koreas will take place for the United States and Mainlan 


China and Japan, the United States will sign a pea 
with North Korea and will withdraw its troops -- U. 
from South Korean soil? 


wW OD 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there is no proposal around that 
have heard, other than by the North Koreans, that 
be withdrawn from South Korea. And there is no i 


t 
> ts + 


inte n 
of doing so. We stand with our friends here in South Kor: 
e he 


And, we are here to deter aggression and we'll be 
long as that's needed. 


QUESTION: It means that despite cross-recognition the 
States never will sign a peace with North Korea? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If North Korea changes its behavior a 
is a reconciliation with South Korea and a peaceful situs 


emerges, of course that's something else again. But anyo 
who studies the the situation or goes up and visits in the 


can see that that's a long way away. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since we've been here in Seoul, 


been a commentary published in Peking about your visit ther 





Does it surprise you and do you feel that it somehow reopen: 


or changes some of the things that you did there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I've said what I had to say 
visit there. And, I think, it was worthwhile from my 
point. I learned a lot. I hope that the things that 
to say were helpful in expanding the understanding of 
Chinese about the United States and the Reagan Adminis 
And there were lots of problems there when I arrived 
are still problems there. And that's the situation. 


jw 
ty 
O 
" 
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Ss; 


QUESTION: Did you see anything new in that? I mean have 
seen it or did you analyze this report? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I saw a report. I don't know whethe 
it's the same one you're talking about, probably is, and 
didn't see -- and to some extent people came in with a se 
of commotion about it. I read it and I didn't go into o 


Yr 


about it. (Laughter) After all they weren't businessmen. 


(Laughter) 


QUESTION: When the Chinese leadership asked you to seek 
repeal of the Taiwan Relations Act, how did you respond 
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CRETARY SHULTZ: The Taiwan Relations Act is the law of the 
United States. We have negotiated several communi- 
he Chinese on various occasions, the most recent 

i? t August. And those were very seriously worked on in 
ach case. And it's our intention to live by the commitments 
those communiques which we think are perfectly consistent 
with the Taiwan Relations Act. 


— 
(rt 


QUESTION: Is that how you explained it to the Chinese leader- 
ship or did you say that it's just not going to be possible +o do 


ECRETARY SHULTZ: That is the explanation that I have given you 
jJiven the same explanations here, in Beijing, in Washington, 
ublic and in private. 


XUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you're nearing the end of this 
trip to Asia, could you give us an assessment of how you think 
Lt gone, what you've accomplished? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's been a very worthwhile under- 
taking from my point of ivew. And each of the countries that 
I've visited on this trip has been very cordial, hospitable. 
And in every case the discussions that I have had have been 
very serious and thoughtful, well prepared by them and by us. 


na 


50, I think it's been quite worthwhile. 


QUESTION: I understand that you are going to revisit Tokyo 
1 your way back to the States. Do you have any message to 


arry from the South Korean leadership tc Mr. Nakasone? 





ECRETARY SHULTZ Well, as I have gone from one country to 
ne next and people have asked me about what has taken place, 
‘ve given a report and I have talked to the Foreign Minister 
about my trip as I came here. And on the way back to Washington, 
ye will stop in Tokyo and I'll have a chance to review with 
the Japanese there a sort of wind-up of the trip. So I've been 
porting in a sense as I have gone along. 
ESTION: Mr. Shultz, as you know starting to take place 
m Spirit '83 so if the Soviets will conduct another large 
military exercises in the Pacific or Chinese, North 
mn troops together that the United States considers 
th ace in the Pacific, in your opinion what the 
states will do in case that North Korea and China 
t another large scale exercise like Team Spirit '83? 
CARY SHULTZ: Well, exercises are exercises. We are 


1g One ourselves with our friends in South Korea. 
innounced it. And it's part of our continual prepa- 
itic ind readiness. And I think the basic thing that the 


f) 
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United States will do and our allie 


our strength and try to be sure that those oppc 
understand that we do have that strength and det 


And again you can see it expressed 


human terms in the faces of the people up mannin 


in the DMZ. 
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MR. ROMBERG: The briefing this morning, as you 
know, is ON THE RECORD on the Human Rights Report. The 
briefer is Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams. He has some opening 
remarks and then he will be happy to take your questions. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: This is the second 
country report on human rights practices that has been com- 
piled fully under the Reagan Administration. It is longer 
than last year's by roughly 200 pages, and we hope it is 
more informative as well. 





The introduction this year repeats, as I think 
some of you will have noticed, the central portions of last 
year's on the philosophical underpinnings of our human 
rights policy. We reread those sections and found them 
utterly persuasive and decided to include them again. 


What is new in the introduction is the last part 
of it, which is an effort to describe how we put together 
the report and the problems that anyone has, and that we 
had, in putting together such a report -- difficulties in 
maintaining consistency, difficulties in getting information 
On certain countries. We wanted to try and give a sense of 
how we put the report together and what we think the 
problems with it are. 


As to the reports themselves, I think like last 
year, we have tried to avoid any kind of sensationalism 
in the tone. We have tried to avoid, to some extent, eva- 
luative adjectives because that's not the purpose of the 
report. The purpose is to compile facts and report on the 
cacts of the situation to Congress. 


I just wanted to make one point about the length 
of the individual reports. They don't measure anything in 
particular by the length, the number of pages. To some 
extent, the length reflects the availability of information; 
and on some of the worst human rights violators, because - 
they are closed societies, there is very little information 
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f eveileble. In other ceses, the lenoth mey reflect, et leest 
in Dart, the cecree of interest in this country, in the 
country in cv stion; put lencth, per se, coes not refiect 
the performance of the country in cvestion with respect te 
huméen rignts. _ 

Another cheneoe in the report this veér is the 
inclusion cf sepérete reports on the Seltic Stétes -- 
Lithuenie, Letvié, ence Estonié. In previcus veers, those 
néc been incluced uncer the report on the Soviet Union. 
it wes pointed cut to us lest veér thet thet wes én enomely 
>Deceuse the United Stetes, elong with é@ number of its 
western aliies -- Britéin, France, Cénecé, ence Cermany -- 
cces not recocnize the forceeble incorporétion of the Beltic 
States into the Scviet Union. So why, we were esxec, Eid we 
net heve severete reports cn those countries? 

We thought thet to be @ very cooc cuestion, so 
this vear we Go heve sepdérete reports. Thev foliow the 
report on the USSR. . heres oe : 

eee 33 fa ea +s 

. ~~ Ke continue this yeér with @ strong emphasis on 

ee. Doliticeal ights end on siving @s much information ‘es 


- 


“SES Sossibdle on the question of political richts: _ First/“on~ 
Ba Sérticipetion in governing the “country, we heye 25304 _%9 is 
; “incicete when thet. ‘participet ction is real, end when ‘itiis ~~ 
Sees POs. FOr, exemple, “there ise great cifference beteeen” mem—_ 
Se bership which can even be “imposed in"2 mess orcenization 
a “organized by, run, and controlled by @ covernment, on the —_ 
=s\one hand, end “real pol itical perticipetion in én oven poli- 
Re tical system in ‘which people do “in fect choose the rulers of 


= - 


= the country. So we've tried to cive some informeticn ebout 


- 





whet the real form of political perticidetion is. 


Wwe heve — to cive more information, és we 
covlé, about lébor unions thi S yeer, Deceuse it if Our sense 
thet trade union movements in @ country ere both & meesure 
of enc @ means of political paérticipeticn by the peoples of 
véerious countries. We've. tried to show how free the trede 
union movements ére or ere not. © 

We've trieé to inéicate who ectveliv rules the 
country in cvuestion. For exemple, we héve tried to co 
beyoné sevine, "This country is é& cne-péertiyv state." There 
ére some one-péerty states thet heave é léerce Dureéucretic 
Derty thet really Goes control Dower. There ere other 
one-rértiv st2tes where, in fect, cne men reéiiv rules the 
ccuntry entirely on his cwn. There ére others where @ smell 
ethnic croup or @ clicue rules the country. We've triec to 
éistincuish these, end give a sense of whe is ectuelly in 
cherce: where coes Dower really Jie. 


~~ 





We've tried to give more information about elec- 
tions, going beyond whether elections exist, and saying how 
free they are. That is, are their multiple candidates so 
that people actually get a choice? Are the returns fraudu- 
lent or are they accurate? 


In the case of parliaments or legislative 
assemblies, we've tried to give an indication of whether 
they are real. For example, do they ever reject legislation 
that is put before them? Are all votes unanimous, or are 
they real, deliberative, and decision-making bodies? 

We've tried to give more information on the independence 
of judicial systems and on their ability to check government 


power. 


In the area of free speech, we've given, as has 
been true in past years, information on how free speech is, 
and we've tried to cover a somewhat new area this year, 
namely private speech. That is, it is one thing to discuss 
the ability of people to discuss political matters in 
public; it is another, and an interesting question, as to 
whether they are even free to discuss political matters in 
private. For example, does the government run such a large 
network of informers that people will not even feel free to 
talk about politics in their own homes or in a friend's 
house. We've tried to give information about that. 


Finally, we've tried to give information about the 
press, as in previous years. As with these other items, 
we've tried to be more precise about the condition of the 
press. That is, for example, who owns it? Is it 
government-owned, or is it not? What is the degree of 
government control? What is the amount of censorship of the 
press? We've tried to give a sense of just how free the 
press is in each of these countries. 


I want to introduce Charles Fairbanks who is here 
with me, who is Deputy Assistant Secretary for Human Rights, 
and who oversaw the compilation and production of this report. 
With me, he will make an effort to answer your questions. 


MR. ROMBERG: Before we go to question, let me 
just remind you about the embargo, that the briefing as well 
as the reports are embargoed until 6 p.m. today. 


le) Could you sort of give a general evaluation, 
compared with last year, on the status of human rights and 
discuss what you see are the greatest setbacks or the 
greatest advances in human rights records? 








ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No, we don't do that, 
and it's a point, I think, worth making. Two other organi- 
zations do global reports, Freedom House and Amnesty 
International. I don't believe Amnesty tries to make that 
kind of global assessment; Freedom House, on the other hand, 
does. Indeed, it does a mathematical assessment. We don't. 


These reports, as you know, stem from the 
Congressional requirement that we report to Congress on the 
human rights situation in country after country, the initial 
idea being that this would help Congress in its decisions 
about economic and military assistance. 


As we do the reports, we do them one by one, and 
no one makes an effort in the course of this process to 
assess the overall state of freedom in the world, as say, 
Freedom House does, so that in going through this, we have 
not tried to do that. It is not an unwillingness to 
disclose it to you; we don't have in our heads either an 
overall assessment of whether there was a plus or a minus. 
I think it's a very difficult thing to do anyway. But this 
report does not do that. 


fe) Why is- the Soviet Union included in the Com- 
munist countries, since obviously, there is no aid? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Initially, when the 
reports were devised, Congress asked for reports only on 
countries which receive assistance. The pattern that soon 
emerged was that we were criticizing only friendly countries 
and were failing to criticize unfriendly countries because 
they don't get assistance. Then Congress changed it, and 
Said to do a report on every country, or which is a member 
of the United Nations, which essentially covers every 
country in the world. We've got 162 covered this year. 


0 Mr. Secretary, in the portion of the report 
that deals with Israel and the occupied territories, you do 
make reference to the massacres in Lebanon -- in Shatila and 
Sabra -- and you point out that there was a Commission of 
Inquiry empanelled to look into this. 


In view of the report that panel has produced, 
what conclusions do you now draw about the human rights 
Situation as it pertained to that incident? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I guess I would say 
that question goes beyond the bounds of this briefing. The 
conclusions that we draw on the basis of that report -- and 














if there are any, on the basis of the Lebanese report -- 
will be given later and, of course, in next year's report. 
But this year's report did not cover that, and I don't want 
to really go beyond the bounds of what is covered in this 
report. 


8) O.K. May I follow up? There was another 
mention in there of 5,000 or so detainees -- people who were 
picked up by the Israelis in Lebanon. What is your view as 
co the continued detention of these people? Is that a 
violation of their human rights? What efforts are being 
undertaken to secure the release of those people who are 
not, as far as we know, charged with any crime? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We have made clear on 
a number of occasions that we're quite concerned about the 
continued detention of those detainees as well as a number 
of others. There are, I believe roughly, some 300 Syrian 
prisoners of war. Our main concern has been to make sure 
that all detainees, by all parties, are being treated with 
humaneness and in accordance with the Geneva Accords. All 
parties have accepted those fundamental humanitarian prin- 
ciples, although the Israelis do not accept that the 
Geneva Accords actually apply. Our real concern has not so 
much been with the juridical question as it has been with 
tne question of how the people are actually being treated. 
Obviously, we have said on a number of occasions that we 
hoped that as many people as possible can be released as 
soon as possible, and if anyone is going to be tried, that 
the trials take place as soon as possible. 


-- MORE -- 
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fe) I don't understand your answer to the first 
question. You said that -- you were basically asked, "How do 
you measure progress?" I mean, surely, this is the point of 
the report. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No. Perhaps I misun- 
derstood the question. There is a difference between a 
report on individual country and a report on the globe. 


ft have made no effort to assess, nor did Congress 
ask us to, whether freedom in the world is enlarged or dimi- 
nished in 1982. 


We have many ways of measuring progress in a 
country. What we do not attempt to do is to line up 162 
countries. I don't know how one would do that, really. 
That is, does one say that, "Well, things are a little bit 
better in Uruguay but they are worse in Czechoslovakia." 
How do you measure that? How do you say, "Well, that's an 
advance or it isn't an advance"? 


So we don't make a global assessment. What we do 
is make a country-by-country assessment. 


Q All right. Let's look at it country-by- 
country in a global aspect. Which seemed to have been the 
worst? Which seemed to have been -=- in your view -- the 
greatest and the least progress in the world? Taking country 
by country which were the most glaring examples? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: One can mention a few 
countries, I guess, in which the situation was worse, in no 
particular order. I suppose one should mention Iran, where 
I would say the situation was worse than last year, although, 
of course, it's starting from what was a very bad situation, 
so it isn't as if there had been a deterioration from a con- 
dition of relative freedom to one of relative unfreedom. 


There was a tightening up in a number of countries 
in the Soviet bloc. You might want to comment on that (to 
Assistant Secretary Fairbanks). The Czechoslovakia 
Situation was worse. The Soviet Union itself saw a dimuni- 
tion of the amount of personal -- I hesitate to use the word 
"freedom" in that context, but "personal autonomy," I . 
suppose. 


Lebanon, of course, went through a peric:. Jreat 
violence, including thousands of deaths, so that one +ould 





have to say, and we do, that the human rights situation 
there deteriorated. 


I'm trying to get the negative ones first. 
Q Poland? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Of course, the main 
problem in Poland had occurred in 1981, not 1982. It was 
December 1981 when the progress in Poland was halted. The 
situation in 1982 has deteriorated, but the main change came 
in 1981, not 1982. 


Q Would you mention Nicaragua having deteriorated? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I haven't gotten to 
Latin America yet. I'm still going around. 


If you get to Latin America, Nicaragua, we think 
-- and this is consistent with virtually all the other human 
rights organizations reports and press reports -- there has 
been a continuing diminution of personal freedom. 


There have been moves towards democracy in Brazil 
where the “abretura” continues. In Uruguay, where there 
were party elections. In El Salvador, where last March 
there was a constituent assembly election. In the Dominican 
Republic, where there was another free election. 


Do you want to add any countries? 


MR. FAIRBANKS: I'll add an evasion which I hope 
will amount to the basis on which one could give a clearer 
answer. 


The reports, I think, have to stand on their own, 
and the State Department has never been anxious to draw 
conclusions because the report itself is our most considered 
judgment and our most carefully crafted judgment about this 
Situation. 


If one looked for places that have gotten worse 
and those that have gotten better, I think one would have to 
look to countries where changes in the whole situation have 
taken place -- that is not merely quantitative changes -- 
but countries that were attaining a completely different 
level of human rights observance, and then it turned around. 


Poland was a very clear case of that sort where, 
based on popular participation, a whole range of liberties 




















seemed to be flowering during 1981; and then at the end of 
1981 there was a very sudden repression of that going across 
the board with a whole range of human rights things. 


I think those kinds of cases, of which you've 
named some, are the most significant, and much more signifi- 
cant than things sliding up or down, though that can be very 
tragic as well. 


Q What about countries like South Africa and 
Pakistan, last year compared to this year? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Do you want to do 
Pakistan? 


MR. FAIRBANKS: In the case of Pakistan, I think 
ever since the Zia Government took power, one has seen a 
kind of continuous back and forth movement which follows 
from the very nature of the regime, I would say; that it is 
a military regime, but it, in some other respects, is not as 
harsh in certain areas of human rights as things were before 
there. 


So that one gets a kind of loosening up in which 
political discussion is permitted, and then one gets the lid 
put on that, and it has a natural kind of oscillation. 


Compared with previous years under Zia, I don't 
see a very clear movement this year. 


Q South Africa. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: South Africa. There 
have been ups and downs. For example, there have been some 
deaths in detention. Killing is, after all, the worst form 
of human rights abuse. 


In response, the government has announced and has 
begun to implement an administered, if not judicial, 
restraint on treatment of detainees. 


There have been a few incidents that give concern 
about government pressure on the press and on the courts. 
There have been no major changes in those areas. There's 
been the introduction of the constitutional reform which we 
discuss in the country report on South Africa, and, 
obviously, different parties in South Africa have different 
views as to whether that is an advance or is not an advance. 











The inclusion, in some ways, of the Asian colored com- 
munities, but not the black community, in the government. 


I would say there has not been any very signifi- 
cant change in the human rights situation in South Africa. 


Q Elliott, on South Africa, could I ask a speci- 
fic question? I'm bemused by a sentence in the opening 
paragraph which says, "National elections in South Africa 
are free and fair, but only whites may presently 
participate." 


How can a system of national elections be free and 
fair when 16.2% of the population are permitted to 
participate? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: It's very important 
to distinguish between a country in which 16.2% of the 
people engage in free elections, and there are scores in 
which zeco percent of the population engage in free 
elections. 


The purpose of the opening paragraph on South 
Africa was to try to give a sense of the complexity of the 
human rights and political situation there. It is a country 
in which, as that paragraph says, there is a very strange 
mixture. 


Those elections in which the white participate in 
South Africa meet any country's standards of freedom, but 
the vast majority of South Africans are simply not permitted 
to particpate in them. 


Similarly, they have an independent judicial 
system in South Africa that is one of the finest in the 
world, by world standards, yet there are significant, and 
growing over the years, restraints on what the judges are 
allowed to even get into. 


One of the greatest critics of the government in 
South Africa is the press. It has one of the most vibrant 
free presses in the world, yet the government puts very 
Significant limitations on the press, and on occasion 
attempts to intimidate it. 


So what we tried to do is to give a sense of the 
extraordinary mixture of qualities which the South African 
human rights situation presents. 
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It is a very strange one. There are very few 
countries -- in fact, I cannot offhand think of one -- which 
has that particular mix of qualities, and that was what we 
were trying to get at there. 


There is a very vibrant political life in South 
Africa, yet it is one which lives under extraordinary human 
rights restrictions, and that's what we were trying to 
convey. 


-- MORE -- 
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2) May I raise one other specific? On the part 
about Israel and the occupied territories, you mention that 
the settlements adversely affect the livelihoods of the 
Arabs. Are the settlements, per se, a violation of the 
Palestinian Arabs' human rights? 





ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No, we have never said 
that the settlements, per se, are a violation of human 
rights. The position of the Administration is that the 
settlements are a hindrance -- I think we used the word 
"obstacle" -- an obstacle to movement towards a peaceful 
settlement of disputes in that area. But we have not said, 
for example, per se, the purchase of land and its settlement 


= 


oy Israelis would be a human rights violation. I think that 


would be too categorical. 








re) Could we follow up: on Israel? Could you 
please give an overview of Israel, aside from the questions 
that you've already answered, the overview of the human 
rights situation in Israel? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: What we try to convey 
in the report is the distinction -- and this is nothing new; 
it's really been in for a number of years -- the distinction 
between the human rights situation in Israel itself and the 
human rights situation in the West Bank. The difference 
between a democracy and an area which is under military 
occupation, military ruie. 


The West Bank is not a democracy. It is run by 
the military government, and though there are various ways 
for the people there to express their views, they do not 
control the government which rules them. 


Turning to Israel for a second. I'll come back to 
the West Bank. Turning to Israel, Israel, as we say in that 
report, is a democracy which would be familiar to Americans 
and meets the usual international and western standards of 
free elections, free press, freedom of speech, and so forth. 
Those are limited in virtually every case in the West Bank, 
although I think it's also fair to say that there are 
varying degree of harshness of military occupation, and one 
can point to a number of military governments, including in 
the Middle East, which are a good deal harsher than the 
Israeli Government is on the West Bank. 


The key, I think, to that portion is the distinc- 
tion we draw between the full democracy in Israel itself and 
the lack of full democracy in the West Bank. 


0 Another question on Israel? 
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@) On Afghanistan, just for a second, Mr. 
Abrams. Besides painting a pretty bleak picture of the 
human rights situation there, your report seems to draw a 
political conclusion, unless I'm reading too much into it, 
and that is that the Soviet Union is in the process of 
turning, Or seems to be in the process of turning 
Afghanistan into a Soviet province. The introductory 
paragraph seem to make that clear. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I think that's -- I 
don't think we do that. 


re) Well, Paragraphs 4 and 5 -- 3, 4 and 5. 
MR. FAIRBANKS: What page are you reading from? 


0 Page 1072. Particularly paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 
Paragraph 4. 


ASSISTANCE SECRETARY-ABRAMS: No, I think one has 
to distinguish between Soviet control and turning 
Afghanistan into a satellite in the familiar pattern of 
Eastern Europe, and turning it into an actual province. 

That was certainly not the intention of our statements, nor 
do we mean to imply that, but rather that the government 

is fully in the control of the Soviet Union and one cannot 
in a sense speak an of independent Afghan government at this 
point. 


You want to add to that? 


MR. FAIRBANKS: If I might speak to that. If one 
compares the situation in Afghanistan with the present 
Situation in Eastern Europe, the degree of Soviet control is 
infinitely greater in Afghanistan because one has in all the 
important ministries Soviet advisors who we believe, one 
can't know, pretty well set the policy, and then it's signed 
off on by the Babrak Karmal regime officials. That's com- 
parable, though more extreme, than the situation that one in 
Eastern Europe around 1950, during the Stalin period, when 
there were Soviet advisors who, without going through an 
ambassador or through, say, the Government of Poland or 
Czechoslovakia, would directly decide the policies of 
Czechoslovakia or of Poland. 


So Afghanistan is a very extreme case in that way. 


0 I have another question on Israel. The 
inclusion in the section ~: {srael and the occupied terri- 
tories of these referenc t. the massacre in Beirut, does 


that imply that Israel was , -tly responsible for that and, 
if not, why was it included in that section rather than the 
section on Lebanon only? 





4. 











ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We didn't mean to 
imply anything. We had to figure out where to put the 
events in Lebanon. One could make a good case for putting 
them exclusively in the Lebanon report; one could make a 
good case for putting some reference to them in the Israel 
report because there was an Israeli invasion of Lebanon and 
Israeli troops were involved in a lot of the events in 
Lebanon. 


We were trying in a sense to do that without 
implying anything. We thought not to have mentioned 
Lebanon and the war in Lebanon in the Israel report would 
have been to leave out an important fact, and that in 
itself might have been taken as some kind of political 
judgment on our part. We were trying not to make that kind 
of judgment. 


0 On El Salvador. You say that you really 
can't fault without question the government or the abuses of 
its own security forces because the members of the security 
forces, among other reasons, may be acting on their own 
"schtick." Isn't that academic to somebody whose been tor- 
tured or murdered? And isn't the more important question 
what the government is doing to try and stop those abuses, 
and can you talk about that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: There is a crucial 
distinction if one is attempting to engage the human rights 
Situation in a country, the direction it's going, the possi- 
bilities of improvement, between human rights abuses which 
are ordered by the government as a matter of government 
policy and those which are committed against government 
policy or despite government policy. It is important to 
establish that relationship. That is why we thought that 
that was an important point to make. That is not the policy 
of the government. 


0 Would not one prove that the atrocities and 
abuses are against the policy of the government, be it the 
prosecution of those who commit them, is my point? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We have said many, 
many times that one of the things that we would like to see 
more and more of in El Salvador is the prosecution of 
security officers and others who commit human rights abuses. 
We've also said in the certification document about a week 
ago that one of the gravest human rights problems in El 
Salvador is the fact that the criminal justice system has 
essentially collapsed. 


| Traditionally in El Salvador, what happens to a 
military officer who is accused of a human rights abuse is 





that he is dismissed from the armed services and then tried 
in a civilian court. There aren't really civilian courts 
trying people, especially military officers now, raising th 
question of how you maintain discipline. 
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Our point there was to make it clear that we do 
not think that every time there is a human rights abuse one 
can say that this was ordered by the high command or that 
this is the responsibility of the Salvadoran Government. 


One of the things we try to do in these reports 
was to give a sense of the actual situation in country after 
country. If you take the recent battle for the town of 
Berlin in El Salvador, you note that at the beginning, when 
the guerrillas attacked, there was something like fifty 
government soldiers there. In many, many towns and smaller 
ones than Berlin in El Salvador there is a small detachment 
of national guardsmen. Frequently as small as three or 
five men under a sub-sergeant, and that detachment has no 
communications equipment whatsoever with the high command. 


It's important, we thought, to know that because 
it gives you a sense of how difficult it is for the high 
command to maintain discipline. This is one of the central 
goals of our attempts to professionalize the armed forces of 
El Salvador. It's important to distinguish between their 
failings in achieving that and a policy of human rights abuses. 


fe) In listening to you this morning, and reading 
some of these reports, there seems to be a dichotomy on the 
one hand between the Polands, Nicaraguas and Afghanistans 
and what you just mentioned, Salvador, Pakistan and South 
Africa. Is that old dichotomy between authoritarian and 
totalitarian exist in this report, is that dichotomy valid 
still? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I don't think you'll 
find the words in there. You will find them a few times in 
there. They were irrelevant to the compiling of these 
reports, and I think that if you look at every report, if 
you want to make this distinction, on a Communist country 
and on a non-Communist human rights violator, I don't think 
that criticism will hold up. We have some extremely tough 
criticisms of non-Communist countries and of countries which 
are quite friendly to the United States. These reports were 
done without reference to the degree of friendliness to the 
United States, because that is not the issue in these par- 
ticular reports. 


We have always said that the 
totalitarian/authoritarian distinction was an interesting 
and valuable one but was of limited utility as a basis for 
human rights policy. It is of no utility in the compilation 
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of these reports which are not supposed to be judgmental in 
that way. What they're supposed to be is simply a statement 
of the factual situation in the country. 


The facts can be described, and in some cases I 
think people will want to use the totalitarian/authoritarian 
djistinction. It's not one that we use, because we were not 
trying to make that conclusion. We're just trying to pre- 
sent the situation. You can make your own judgment as to 
whether a country fits under one rubric or the other. But 
.n the compilation of these reports, that did not come up. 


re) In terms of other Middle East allies like 
Saudi Arabia and Jordan, do you see any decline or improve- 
ment in their human rights situation over the past year? 


MR. FAIRBANKS: Offhand, it doesn't seem to me 
that there have been major changes during the year 1982 in 
either of those countries. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: As I recall the 
reports, I don't recall any major human rights events in 
either country or a conclusion that there had been any 
Significant changes. 


fe) The improvements you mentioned in El 
Salvador, you say that the army started taking prisoners in 
1982, but you don't mention how many prisoners they took, 
how many guerrilla prisoners they took. I would like to 
know the number. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I think you can get 
that out of the certification document. We just can't put 
in -- I have the number here. In the time we've been doing 
these reports, the amount of space given to El Salvador has 
about doubled. The same is true with respect to a number of 
other friendly countries, such as the Philippines. So we're 
trying to give more and more information, but you can't 
possibly give every relevant fact. And in the case of El 
Salvador, aided by the fact that just a week ago we did a 
very lenghty report on human rights in £l Salvador, so I 
would refer you to that. 


0 You said that you had in some cases had very 
cough criticism of some friendly governments. Could you 
jive me a coupie of examples of the toughest criticism of 
that sort that you have in the report? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No. I think I will 
eave the evaluations of which constitute the toughest cri- 
icisms to you. 


} 
. 

- 
Me 








. 0 Mr. Secretary, I see that the Romanian educa- 
tion taxes is mentioned. Has the U.S. decided yet how it's 
going to respond to the imposition of the tax? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: That goes beyond the 
scope of the briefing, so I think I won't take that right 
now. 


0 In terms of Lebanon, you were saying a moment 
ago that the ultimate depravation of human rights is to kill 
somebody. You say that there were thousands of people 
killed in the Israeli invasion, but you don't fix a number. 
Obviously, this is a very crucial point and a very contro- 
versial one. Why did you not take a stand on how many 
people were killed in the war in Lebanon? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Because I don't think 
anybody knows how many people were killed. In any kind of 
wartime situation, it is extremely difficult to fix the nunm- 
bers. We have been trying to do this now for two years with 
respect to El Salvador, and we have come up with figures as 
to the number of people dead, which we think represent a 
trend but do not, I don't think anybody believes, repre- 
sented an actual number. You just can't get that kind of 
number. You can't get it from the Lebanese if you ask then, 
you can't get it from the Red Cross if you ask them. There 
is just no way to get it. 


0 On a country-by-country basis, is there a way 
you can draw a conclusion on which one may be the worst 
violator of human rights in the entire world? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We don't do that. We 
don't try to do that. Reading through the book again last 
night, I asked myself that question. It's a difficult one 
to answer. A top-of-the-head answer, it seemed to me that 
the toughest single report was Vietnam. That is, it looked 
as if it would be the worst country to live in on the basis 
of our report. But you may reach a different conclusion if 
you read from cover-to-cover yourselves as I think unlikely. 
Why don't we cut it there? 


On Romania, I don't know if that question has come 
up at morning briefings. It probably has. 


MR. TAYLOR: Not recently. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Let me just say a 
word. It's very clear from the statue that the United 
States will not, cannot lawfully grant MFN status to a 
country which imposes an emigration tax that goes beyond 
the, let's say, pro forma. That is, we're not talking about 





an airport tax or something like that, but a real emigration 
tax. 
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Therefore, there really isn't any decision to 
make. If an education tax is implemented, an emigration 
tax is implemented by the Government of Romania, we are 
bound by law to refuse MFN status in the future. This is 
not something that's left to the discretion of the Executive 


Branch. 


Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 10:45 P.M.) 
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MR. ALLIN: Okay. For those of you who are here, I 
think the rest of the people have probably got the fact sheet and 
may be working off that as well as the statements by President Reagan 
and by President Mung' Omba. 


We will star* with President Mung'Omba who will make 
a few remarks and then we'll have Tom Dawson, who is the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of Treasury for Developing Countries. And then 
he will address any questions you might have. 


President Mung 'Omba. 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, 
I'm delighted to be with you after this very important occasion 
for Africa and, indeed, for the African Development Bank. 


As you know, the bank has been in existence since 
1963. It started its operations in 1966. At its inception, it 
had a capital base of $250 million. In 1982, with various increases, 
we had reached $2.1 billion. 


With the opening up of the bank's capital stock to non- 
regionals, we have now moved to close to $6.3 million. What does 
that mean for us? In the past, our activities have been limited by 
the fact that we didn't have enough resources. And I need not go 
into the development requirements of our continent. Nearly every 
inch of that continent needs to be developed. The resources have 
been the major handicap. And in opening up the bank's captial to 
non-regionals, we have been merely trying to look for more means 
of making the African Development Bank more responsive to the prob- 
lems of the African continent. 


This occasion, or this signing ceremony, which has taken 
place this morning brings in your country, the United States, into 
the African Development Bank. The United States, as I said in my 
remarks earlier at the signing ceremony, is not really new to the 
African Development Bank. Since 1974, when the African Development 
Fund was created, and since 1976, when the U.S. joined as a state 
participant in the fund, we have had a lot of assistance, a lot of 
technical assistance from the United States. We have used that 
technical assistance in identifying bankable projects for the African 
Development Fund. Andalso for the fund, they have sent us expertise 
from here to come and work with us in Abidjan and I would like to 
make a further acknowledgment of our gratitude to all this assistance 
that we have received from your country. 


Now, with the coming in of the United States into the 
bank, we are actually looking for greater participation of your 
country in the efforts that we have been making on our own. The 
African countries do welcome this positive step taken by the United 
States and several other countries. And on behalf of the governing 
bodies of the African Development Bank, I would like to say positively 
that I look forward to much closer cooperation and a meaningful 
participation of these countries in the -- Africa's development. 


MORE 
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I think I should end there. And if there are any questions, 
I'll be glad to answer some. 


MR. ALLIN: Naomi, why don't we have Tom go ahead and 
then we'll take questions from the two of them. Okay -- 


MR. DAWSON: I have little to add beyond what's already 
in the fact sheet. I might stress a point that the United States 
Originally had been invited to join the bank in 1979. Andwhen the 
new administration came in, the necessary procedures within the bank 
itself had not been completed. Now that they have been, we have 
happily decided to go ahead and join. It's an institution that is, 
I think, unique among the development banks where we actually had our 
congressional authorization and our first year's appropriation prior 
to formally being invited to join. And I think that's a -- it's a 
unique pleasure. And there are very few institutions that I can 
think of where that is the case. And we will be seeking this year 
the second installment of $18 million of appropriations and an 
additional $54 million of callable capital, which will be the second 
of our five installments that we'll be making in'‘this replenishmer.t 
of the African Development Bank. 


And I'd be happy to answer any questions as well, par- 
ticularly on the U.S. perspective. Thank you. 


MR. ALLIN: Mike, do you have a question? 


Q I was wondering what other non-regional countries 
are members of the bank? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: There are 23 other non-regional 
countries apart from the United States. 


Q What are some of the larger ones? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Japan, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Italy, France, the Scandanavian countries, Switzerland, 
Belguim -- 


MR. DAWSON: The United Kingdom. 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: The United Kingdom. (Laughter). 
I should have said 








that -- The United Kingdom. Then we have Brazil, Argentina. 
South Korea, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, The United Arab Emirates, 
Portugal, Spain, the United States. That is 24 -- and Canada, 
of course. 


Q How does what the Bank will do differ from 
what the World Bank does in Africa to justify creating, essentially, 
another bureaucracy -- another development bureaucracy? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Essentially, we are going to 
continue doing the same thing as the World Bank does. We finance 
projects. But I do not see any contradiction between the work 
of the World Bank and ourselves. We like to think that the 
African Development Bank can be used even by the World Bank in 
the sense that we are on the spot. We are in the situation. 

And if we can strengthen our management, if we can improve on our 
expertise, I am sure that the bureaucracy that you are referring to 
will be non-existent. 


Q But do you see what you are doing? Are you 
going to use different means than the World Bank? Or is this 
going to be, essentially -- pretty much, the same. 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: It is, pretty much, the same. 
Our efforts are, pretty well, coordinated with the World Bank. 


Q But what does U.S. entry mean? Was the United 
States invited, mostly, because it has the money and can increase 
its contributions? Is there anything else that will happen as 
a result? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Yes. There is quite a lot 
that is going to happen with the United States coming into the 
African Development Bank. I do not look at this partnership as 
merely a question of getting money from one country to the African 
Continent. I think it is going to provide better means of 
understanding our own problems and the efforts that we are making 
in Africa in developing ourselves. 





MR. DAWSON: If I might add something as well -- 
the African Development Bank, because of the nature of its 
founding, had been unigue among the regional banks in not allowing 
non-regional countries to join. And it was the change in that status 
to, in effect, bring it into conformity with that of the Asian 
Development Bank and the Inter-American Development Bank -- 


Q You borrow the money. Is that correct? 

PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Yes. We do borrow money. 

Q Do you expect to pay back. 

PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Yes. We -- 

Q At what interest rate? And how will you get -- 
with the economic situation so low, how do you expect to raise 
all the money to pay back within a certain length of time? 

PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: I like to think that we are 
a bank like any other bank. And the capital markets, the 
international capital markets are open to us. And we have been 


trying to borrow. In fact, we have borrowed successfully over a 
number years on the capital markets. 
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We have been trying to see if we can get relatively 
softer money, which would then enable us to on-lend to the African 
countries. 


Q How do you pay back? 
PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: How do we pay back? 
Q Yes. 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: (Laughter.) We do pay back 
when the member countries that we have lent to begin to pay us back. 


Q What are the average interest rates on loans 
that you make and loans that you give out? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Our lending rate is now 
11 percent. 


Q What do vou borrow at, the same thing or less -- 
I would hope? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: In certain cases, we are 
borrowing below that rate. In fact, in many cases, the money 
that we have used to on-lend has been borrowed at less than 
ll percent. It is necessary that we do that. Otherwise, there 
would be no point in it. 


Q Oh, of course. You would not make anything. 
But that would be -- is that, in any sense, subsidized, would you 
Say since high interest rates have been above that in the last 
two years? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: When the interest rates have 
been so high, we avoided borrowing. 


MR. DAWSON: I might, also, add -- that is a practice 
quite similar to that of the other development banks who, 
effectively, are using the guarantees of the individual member 
countries to allow them to borrow on the capital markets at a 
rate somewhat above that that the government has to borrow, but 
below that of which any private borrower would be able to do. 


Q What kind of activities do you finance? Do you 
give special emphasis to certain types of projects? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Yes. We just concluded a 
five-year program of action in which we have given emphasis to 
agriculture. Within the sect of agriculture, we are giving 
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greater emphasis to food production. Our feeling is that food 
availability on our continent is actually on the decline. It's 
still very scarce. And unless we can step up that, the future 

of the African economies is very grim. Thirty-six percent of our 
lending activities in the next five years is going to go into 

the agricultural sector. 


We also finance public utilities, transportation, 
education, health. What else? 


Q Industries. 
PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: Industries and development 
banks. There are small national development banks which we have 


been assisting to develop for individual member states. 


Q The Soviets have been active in Africa. To 
what extent do they contribute to your borrowings? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: The Soviets are not active 
in the African Development Bank. They are not members of the 
African Development Bank group at all. 

Q Will they ask to join? 


Q -- invited to join? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: They were asked to join, but 
they didn't join. 


Q How do you perceive your relationship with the 
United Nations Economic Commission to Africa? 





PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: We work very closely with the 
E.C.A. in Addis Ababa. We used them for research purposes. And 
most of the documentation which they have done on various sectors 
of Africa have been referred to us. And if there are possibilities 
of funding some of their recommendations, we have been glad to do 
that. 


Q What is your view of President Reagan's position 
that development in the Third World should be through private 
enterprise and not through large grants and transfers from the 
industrial countries to the developing countries? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: That doesn't -- can't answer 
that. 


MR. DAWSON: I think that clearly there is a mix. 
And the primary responsibility and the primary causes of growth 
in individual countries are their own economic policies. And, 
I think, it is certainly the case in Africa with much recent 
research, for example, the Berg report, indicating that allowing 
market forces -- for example, allowing farmers to be able to earn 
market prices for their products is an essential component of getting 
the growth going. 


There is no doubt that concessional assistance, espe- 
cially to the most needy countries, most of whom are in India, is 
an essential component of that. But I think it is best used in 
support of such market oriented policies. And we think the 
Bank understands that and has been supportive of that. 


Q Do you have a problem with defaulting on loans 
by recipients? And what makes the U.S. contribution to your 
effort a safe bet in these times when even Mexico is having trouble 
paying back -- 
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PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: We haven't got a bad record of 
debts by borrowers. There have been some arrears on subscriptions 
but efforts are being made to see that all the payments are done 
to the Bank. 


I do not think that the U.S. joining the Bank would, 
therefore, lead to more defaults etcetera. I do not think so. 
I just hope that the record that we have maintained in the past is 
going to continue. It's necessary for us to have a clean balance 
sheet. It's important for our borrowings on the capital markets. 
And we do insist on that to our borrowers. 


MR. DAWSON: I might add one other point with regard 
to reschedulings and defaults and arrearages in the development 
banks in general and the African bank in particular, that the loans 
made are, even in the case of the Mexico which you mentioned earlier, 
Mexico is keeping current in its payments to the Inter-American 
Development Bank and the World Bank and, indeed, would be expected 
to as well if there were countries that were in a default situation. 


The international organizations, as it were, are 
preferred creditors. The threat, as it were, that hangs over 
individual countries, which has been applied in a number of insti- 
tutions,is if they are not current on payment, they do not continue 
to receive loans. And that is a very effective threat. 


Q In your remarks, you talked about the ceremony 
being an explicit recognition of assurance for a long-term commitment 
by the U.S. Is that commitment beyond the five-year plan that 
was mentioned earlier? 


PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: No, I was referring to United 
States' international commitment to developing nations or to poor 
nations. That's a long-term thing. 


Q Just a technical question. What's the difference 
between a paid-in fund and a callable capital? And what were your 
actual budget outlays fee? 


MR. DAWSON: I could go on for hours on that. 
PRESIDENT MUNG'OMBA: That's right. 


MR. DAWSON: The paid-in is best conceived of as a 
cash payment made to 
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the institution. It's made over a number of years, in general. 
The callable capital is, as it were, a guarantee that should 
the bank need to call on those subscriptions for the purpose 
of making payments on its own loans, then that would be 
necessary. 


There has never been in the history of any 
of the development institutions, some of which are almost 
40 years old now, a case where there has been any call on 
Capital, nor do we expect there ever will be. But the 
nature of the institutions is that their lending volume 
is limited to the sum of their paid-in capital and their 
callable capital. 





Q Is the paid-in capital then the only 
thing that shows up in the United States budget? 


MR. DAWSON: It is what shows up on budget. 
But in addition, the Congress and the appropriations committees 
themselves explicitlyapprove the amount of callable capital. 


Q With so many non-African countries now 
participating in your organization, do you deplore the fact 
that it's becoming less and less African? 


MR. MUNG'OMBA: No, on the contrary, I welcome 
that. And I welcome the fact that we have extended this 
invitation to non-African countries. As I said, the 
development requirement in our continent have become so 
large with our economies facing difficulties that it was 
necessary for us to look for partners in -- 


Q Sir, the African Development Bank is 
becoming very much an international organization. How 
do the IMF and the World Bank take it? 

MR. MUNG'OMBA: I think very well. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:30 P.M. EST 
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February 10, 1983 
No. 46 PC 20 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Hong Kong 
February 9, 1983 


MR. HUGHES, SPOKESMAN: Good afternoon all. We're On-the-Record. 
I thought just before we started that I might take a moment of 
the Secretary's time. A number of you on the plane wanted to 
know about that Radio Beijing interview, and we got a cable 

today from Beijing saying that the interview with the Secretary 
was broadcast February 6 -- that was a Sunday on which it was 
recorded -- at 1400 GMT and nine times, nine times on February 7, 
that's the following day on their worldwide English service, so 
that takes care of that little detail. 


QUESTION: Was it broadcast internally? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know. This cable doesn't carry any of that. 
It's pretty good coverage on the overseas service. Mr. Secretary, 
we're all at your mercy. 


QUESTION: Did you have any chance to give any thought to the 
report from Israel on the court of inquiry and what effect it 
might have on various negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as the report is concerned it's, 
of course, an internal matter for Israel. So I don't have any 
comment on their internal affairs, other than to say that it 
Seems to me another outstanding example of the way a democracy - 
can conduct itself; and to that extent it seems to me that it 
deserves a definite tip of the hat as a model of how democracy 
can work. As far as its impact on the various matters being 
negotiated are concerned, I think all of these questions -- the 
Lebanon mat cers, the basic peace process, the Middle East peace 
process matters, Israeli-Egyptian concerns -- are all matters of 
great importance. And we intend to keep working away at them and 
I presume the other people -- parties to those negotiations -- 
Will as we'l. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: Do you think it might delay even more the decisions 
that need -to be made on the withdrawal from Lebanon, just while 
the internal thing is sorted out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that necessarily needs to be 
the case, and people in governments have to work on more than 
one thing at a time. We all do, and I'm sure the Israelis will. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the issuing of a report is perhaps an 
example of democracy but if it just stays that way, would you 
Still feel the same way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Do you mean if they just issue a report that's 
put in a file drawer? Well, they have, I think, first of all, 
the Government of Israel decided to appoint the Commission. The 
Commission has conducted a thorough investigation, issued a 
report, and it's been again an interesting marker on the esteem 
in which this process and the Commission, is held that there have 
been no indications on anyone's part that it would be other than 
a thorough investigation, and that the Commission members would Say 
whatever their conclusions were. And undoubtedly that's what 
happened now. What will happen next is for Israel to determine, 
it's an internal matter and we'll just have to see about that. 


QUESTION: Let me ask about another matter that doesn't pertain -- 
well, perhaps partly to this trip. The Department issued the 
Human Rights Report a day -- on the day or day after you left 
South Korea. We were told that you told the South Korean Govern- 
ment -- you praised the South Korean Government -- on the pro- 
gress it has made on human rights questions. Did you let them 
know that this report was going to be issued which was critical 
of the Government's -- some of the Government's policies with re- 
gard to dissidents -- political dissidents. Did you discuss that 
question at all with them aside from appreciating the progress 
that they've made? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I said on an earlier occasion we are trying 
to conduct, to the extent that we can, our diplomacy in this 
regard on a quiet basis and I don't want to undermine that ap- 
proach by discussing it. The release of that report, I think, 
basically, that's the report made to Congress and then the re- 
lease of it is basically a Congressional matter. So we weren't 
in control of that. I think it is by now a fairly straightfor- 
ward effort to gather information, publish it and assess it. 


QUESTION: Did you during the meeting with Chiefs of Mission here 


produce any kind of conclusions -- any kind of balance sheet oo 
of how we are doing in Asia? And did it produce any kind of 
concern about Soviet activities in Asia -- the Soviet military 


buildup or naval buildup? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussion Were wide ranging. I don't 
want to specify all of the topics. You can pretty well identify 
them. But to me, it had a very good effect in getting me and 
others to think about the Asian dimension of our foreign policy. 
And, of course, aS you think about that you can't help but see 
that we do have and must have a world view, as we think of 
United States interests around the world. But I found it useful 
Since I look on this trip as, in a sense, part of our efforts 


in Asia -- this trip now, another to the ASEAN meeting in late 
June, there will an ANZUA meetingin Washington at about the 
time -- the Chiefs of Mission meeting was a useful way of trying 


to draw these threads together. And there are a lot of very 
impresSive people in our Embassies around through this part of 

the world, and so there was a great deal of discussion (inaudible) 
varying points of view, so I think all in all it served a useful 
purpose for me. 


QUESTION: Could you describe the Asian dimension a little more? 
What mutual strategic issues or concerns do you share with China, 
for example? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, we first of all want to have a 
strong and enduring relationship with China as such. It's a major 
country, aS we are, and so we need to think of it that way. And 
here their own modernization program is something of great 
interest to us. We support what they are trying to do and I think 
as that succeeds it will be of general benefit to stability in 
this part of the world -- higher standards of living, the market for 
Our products and so on. Beyond that as you, as we talk about | 
issues around the world, first of all, there are a number that are 

well known where we have parallel interests, as in Kampuchea and 
Afghanistan, various dimensions of Soviet behavior. There are 

other areas where our views differed but it was interesting to me 

in talking with the Chinese to see that they too have a world 

view, and they feel comfortable in a sense going around the world 

and talking about things that are taking place in various countries 

and seeing the relationship among them. It was interesting to me, 

just to take another dimension or example, having traveled to 

Europe in December and then talking with the Vice President about 

his trip before he left, and exchanging cables to a certain extent 

about our two trips to see the relationship between them. And 

you see, for example, a relationship in arms control is discussed 

and on the one hand, the preoccupation in Europe, of course, 

with the questions of deployment, zero/zero, what the Soviets do, 

and in this part of the world the dimensions of our negotiations 

Saying that zero/zero goes across the board, it's a worldwide 

kind of proposal. And the Russian proposal -- the Andropov pro- 

posal -- faltered in Europe because it aspires to continued Soviet 
monopol;, in Europe and in this part of the world it is seen as 





-- MORE -- 
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a further destablization here, so those are all reasons 
why we rejected it in the first place. But again you 
see the connections and you see the worldwide dimensions 
in what we are trying to achieve. 


QUESTION: Did you get the impression as a result of 

talking to the Asians that they would be uncomfortable 

with any compromise that could be reached with the Soviets 

in which they could keep a certain number of missiles in 
Asia? The Europeans seem to be interested in some compromise 
that would reduce the number of the missiles in Europe 

and allow us to put up some, but that would still leave 

the Soviets with a rather large force here. Does that put 
more burden on you to try to get the zero option? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That certainly reinforces the virtues 
of the zero option. And that point was made to me. At 
the same time I don't think here they are trying to sort 
of tell us what we should do. They are very interested 

in the negotiations and we gave thorough briefings at each 
stop on what our positions are and I think that was well 
received. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does that “they” include 
the Chinese? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 


QUESTION: I'm specifically thinking of the (inaudible) 
in which arms control was listed as one the areas of 
congruence. Could you expand on precisely what they were 
talking about? Was it -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the SS-20 matter is sort of in 
the center of it and symbolizes their interest and 
their support for the positions we have been taking. 


QUESTION: Secretary Haig was Out in Asia in June 1981. 

One of the points he made at that time regarding Vietnam 

was that the United States would continue every effort to 
isolate Vietnam under the present circumstances, as long 

as Vietnam basically was in Cambodia. It's a very controversial 
position because people think it is better to have contact 
even if you don't make an arranyement with it. 





Have you thought about that question of what United States 
policy should be towards Vietnam? Do you have any thoughts 
on that?. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think basically Vietnam has isolated 
herself by her actions. And Vietnam has become isolated 

in the United Nations, where there have been very strong 
votes, and I believe the Kampuchea resolution attracted 

more votes this year than last year. And Vietnam is 

isolated economically, and all of this, I think, is unhelpful 
to Vietnam and their behavior is outside the pale. We : 
Oppose what they are doing and I don't think that there 

is anything to be gained by changing our stance in that 
regard. I think Secretary Haig was right. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on Kampuchea, you said there are 
parallel interests with China on Kampuchea. It seems that 
China wants to keep low level guerrilla war going there for 
quite some time as a drain on Vietnam. Is that a shared 
objective with the U.S.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, the shared objective 
basically is to get Vietnam out of Kampuchea, and to allow 
there to emerge in Kampuchea a government that is responsive 
to the will of the people of Kampuchea. And that is a shared 
objective. The guerrilla warfare is one way of making it 
cost Vietnam to be there, and it is part of this pressure 
which, of course, also has its external dimensions as I was 
talking about in response to the previous question. 


QUESTION: So, in the absence of political initiatives we 
Support continued military pressure on Vietnam, is that 
correct? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is correct, but we have been exerting 
Our support basically through the Asian countries as 

Sharing this objective with China, and the Asian countries 
have basically been taking the lead and we have been supporting 
them. 


QUESTION: There was a report on television last night broad- 
cast from the United States. It said the Administration 

had decided to make some new aircraft sales to Taiwan. 

The report may have been garbled -- we heard the F-104 

and then it could have been the F-4. Can you tell us anything 
about this? Is there some new sale planned on that? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there is nothing new in that. 
Tiere have been some sales. That is an aircraft that 

is an old aircraft, that's been in the Taiwan inventory 
for some time. 


QUESTION: 104's, is that what they are talking about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think so, yes, that is what they are 
referring to and there is nothing about that in any way 
falls outside of the undertakings that we made in the August 
Communique. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, One matter we haven't touched 

On here and maybe came to your mind is economic matters in 
Asia. As you know, this part of the world handles more 
U.S. trade than Europe does. Some of the countries you 
passed through -- Japan, Korea, this place right now -- 
have been among the more dynamic economies of the present- 
day world. Do you have any thoughts about the economic 
trends and the economic circumstances that you found 

‘ and its meaning for the United States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think a lot of the future of the world 
is here in Asia. And I felt that for quite a long time. 

As agovernment official before and as a businessman I've made 
many trips to this part of the world. It has a very able, 
hard-working people in many, in most of these countries 

and you certainly can see it here in Hong Kong. So I think 
that the United States needs to pay a lot of attention to 
Asia, and the economic dimension, of course, is one of the 
reasons that brings me here as you suggest. On the one hand, 
we have the importance of opening up markets here, as in 

the Japanese case and in the case of other countries, and 

on the other it is a source of raw materials, it iS a source 
of goods that come into the United States. It is a thriving 
economic community. 


QUESTION: Do you see anything the United States should do 
Or should not do (inaudible) with regard te the economy? 


o- RURE -- 











PC 20 -]- PR 46 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think, of course everybody out 
here asks you what is happening to the United States econo- 
my and will expansion, is it getting underway? So that's 
topic "A" and I've expressed myself on that subject. I 
think another subject of terrific importance to everyone 
here and in the United States is the subject of protection. 
I think we have to do everything we can in the U.S. to 

stem the rise of protectionist forces and the people here 
do, too. They have a terrific stake here in an open trading 
system. That means, at least in many of the countries, 
that it's not enough just to express concern about develop- 
ments in the United States but they need to look in the 
mirror and ask what their own policies are and whether 

or not they shouldn't do something about them. We've 
discussed this a great deal in Japan. We worry about, 

for instance, local content legislation in the United 
States. The Administration is firmly opposed to such 
legislation. And it has been raised with me. But there 
are countries here, Korea, for example, has now in place 

a form of local content legislation. So I think we need 

to mutually examine access to markets and I know the more 
we are able to say in our Congress that markets are open 

Or being opened, the better chance we are going to have of 
persuading people that we should exercise great care in 
this regard in our own domestic legislation. But I think 
that's an issue of great importance. There's been a good 
bit of discussion about the debt overhang that many countries 
have; I think it's worth noting that the picture out here is 
basically a pretty good one. None of these great problem 
cases are here; they're in other parts of the world, but 
nevertheless, it's clearly seen that they can have an 
effect because just as we had to have a world view in our 
foreign policy, the economy is basically a world economy 
system. There's no other way to think about it. 


QUESTION: Could you help us clear up some confusion about 
the Zhao Ziyang visit? You and Zhao, when we were in 
Beijing, announced that he had accepted the invitation 

and that there was no date set and I think it fair to say 
that both sides let it go at that. Thereafter there was 
an announcement from the White House which, reading the 
stories about it, went a step further then and suggested 
that he would come either in June or September and the 
details had been worked out. There followed that a state- 
ment from the Chinese that no, the details hadn't been 
worked ouc and that he might come this year or he might 
not come this year. What are the facts in this case and 
how did it get out of kilter? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know how it got out of 
kilter but the facts are these. I delivered a letter to 
the Premier from the President reiterating the invitation 
to come to the United States, and suggesting as an initial 
possible time either some time in the month of June or some 
time in the month of September. Those were suggestions. 
And that was received by the Chinese and it was stated 
that there was an intention to accept the invitation, and 
that the Premier would be coming and that the details would 
be “worked out through diplomatic channels" was the phrase 
used. And the details, of course, include the time, as 
well as other matters having to do with the content to be 
treated during their visits. So diplomatic channels are 
at work on the subject but there is no further information 
about when the trip would take place. 


QUESTION: Is it certain that there would be a trip in 
1983? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no reference that I am aware 

of to 1983 beyond the references that I just told you 

about, namely, there was an invitation to come, two suggested 
time periods and what the possibility in those time periods 
is to the Premier, I don't know. And if those don't suit, 

we can look at others and we'll just have to see, as far 

as the timing is concerned. 


QUESTION: What is the status of President Reagan possibly 
going to China? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he's, that invitation was extended 
to him through me, and I think earlier, when he and the 
Premier met in Cancun, if I'm not mistaken. And the 
President is interested in that possibility. But there 

is no trip planned that's in the making at this point of 
time but he's glad to have this invitation. 


QUESTION: When all of this was taking place some unnamed 
White House official was quoted as saying that there was 
no way the President was going to China. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I was in a meeting of the Cabinet, 
and I'll say this on the record since what the President 
said was that he was sort of tired of statements by unnamed 
White House or Administration sources, and if people had 
something to say, let them stand up and say it on the 
record a-qd then we'll know who said what and how official 
it was. So till you tell me who said that on the record, 

I don't pay much attention to it. That's courtesy of the 
President, those are his words, so you see I am on the 
record. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I think this question was raised 
very early in the trip, maybe on the plane or on the way 
over or something, and I just want to see whethet anything 
has changed. On the question of Hong Kong, did you discuss 
it at all with the Governor or perhaps in the meeting with 
the Ambassadors or Heads of Mission, the future of Hong 
Kong or are you still staying out of that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's basically for China and the 
United Kingdom to work out. And from our standpoint in the 
United States, we have very considerable interests here in 
Hong Kong and so we, of course, want to see this question 
worked out in a manner that will promote the stability and 
prosperity of Hong Kong. But it's basically a question 

for the Chinese and the U.K. to pursue and I don't want 

to make any comment about it beyond what I've just said. 


QUESTION: Did you discuss that (inaudible)-- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You can't be in Hong Kong and not have 
people raise this question. But it's not a subject that 
we really can contribute to particularly, and so we just 
express our hope that they can work it out in a manner that 
continues to serve this interesting and rather unique 
community here. 


QUESTION: You expect that to be worked out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would think so. But I don't -- you 
live here, you have probably a better insight that I. 
It's a good thing everybody has going here and usually 
people like to keep a good thing going. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you say what other matters 
of mutual interest you discussed with the Governor? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He was interested in knowing what's 
going to happen in the United States economy. Of course, 
I know what's going to happen to United States economy, 
so I was able to answer that question. He was interested 
in my visit to China, and at the same time, I recognize 
he's one of the most experienced diplomats in the world 
when it comes to China, so I was interested in hearing 
what his views were, so we talked about subjects like 
that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will you be back in June for the 
ASEAN Conference? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope to be; I plan to be. They've invited 
me and so unless there's something, something comes up to 
prevent me I'll be there. As I've said, I've been many times 
to various ASEAN countries and I look forward to it. 
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MR. SPEAKES: The Vice President and the Secretary will 
be here shortly. You have the statement, which we would like for 
you to hold on an embargoed basis until you finish the briefing. 


Also, the IMF meeting that was scheduled for 2:30 p.m. 
has been cancelled due to the weather. And we will let people 
cc. 


Unless there is a rising chorus, I see no need for 
a regular 12:30 p.m. briefing. I have nothing to add to what 
I had this morning. 


Q What about shredding the paper at EPA? 
MR. SPEAKES: We shredded that this morning. 


So I do not hear a rising chorus. So I think, once 
this is over -- and we will run a check to see if there is any 
additional paper, we will put on a lid for the day and let you 
cet home safely. 


Q Will they reschedule the IMF -- 


MR. SPEAKES: I do not know. I will have to check 
and see. 


Q Without objections; so ordered. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. (Laughter.) The “ayes” have 
it. 


* * * 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We'll be delighted to respond 
to questions. We have had an opportunity, the Secretary of 
State and -- report on his trip, I on mine, the other part 
of the world. And we both modestly feel the trips were pretty 
good. And now, with no further ado, we'd be glad to respond to 


questions. 


Q Mr. Vice President, may I just ask you about 
the zero-zero option? Yousay that you brought back to the 
President the message that our allies would like to see perhaps 
an interim agreement on the way to a total ban of those weapons. 
Do I take it from the President's statement today that he 
is not ruling out the possibility of reaching some interim 
agreement ? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We had an opportunity to brief 
him and I, as I said in the press conference yesterday in London, 
I don't think he'd ruled anything in or out. He's just had 
a chance to digest the views that we gave him in confidence, 
received in confidence, from the various leaders. So, I 
just don't know what he's going to do yet. It's too early. 


Q -- sir, I asked -- 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Yes, I -- 
Q -- the statement he gave us and I guess what I 


want to know is, it would be a misinterpretaion then to say 
that he is insisting on nothing but the zero-zero Option? 


MORE 





THE VICE PRESIDENT: You've heard him say that 
zero-zero Option is cur position. You've also heard him say 
that he would welcome a serious proposal from the Soviet Union 
to -- and he -- Nitze is over there to negotiate and neaotiate 
seriously and we hope such a proposal will be forthcoming. 


Q Do you have any indication there will be? 
Have there been any new signs of serious negotiations? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I can't say from the 
40 minutes I spent with Mr. Kvitsinsky that I got that 
Cirect feeling. But it's worth staying in there and trying. 
We have -- one thing I think we dispelled or hopefully 
help dispel on this trip was the feeling that we were 
not interested in serious negotiation. And I made very clear 
we were. We also happen to have a very strong moral position 
banning an entire generation of these intermediate-nuclear 
force weapons from the face of the earth. And I say that 
because the Secretary reminds us that we are dealing globally 
On some matters and this is a noble objective. It's an 
objective that for awhile the Europeans seemed to have lost 
Sight of, not our allies incidentally, not the government leaders, 
because I found the Alliance very much together on this point. 


Q Given our position, even if there is some 
flexibility in it, and given the Soviet position, as we 
know it, is it really realistic to think of any arms control 
this year? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Absolutely. 
Q Why? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: Because I think that we're 
there to seriously negotiate and I would think that the Soviet 
Union would want to help lower the level of terror. What 
people don't realize is the conviction that our President has 
about arms reduction. He also is firmly committed to both 
tracks -- going forward on the agreed dates with deployment 
but staying there seriously negotiating. And we think the 
Soviets know they have a monopoly at this moment. And we 
think that there ought to be some incentive there for them 
to negotiate because with that -- the status quo monopoly for one 
side and nothing for the other is unacceptable to the Europeans 
and certainly unacceptable to the United States. 


Q Mr. Vice President, it's been said recently 
that this administration is losing the propaganda war in 
Europe to the Russians. What is your assessment? Are we 


losing that propaganda war? 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: No. 


Q And why did you say some Europeans seem 
to have lost sight of our goal? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I think there was some 
feeling -- when zero option first came out, it captured the 
imagination of all governments and a lot of the peace movement. 
Then the Soviet Union, of all people, came forward with kind 
of a propaganda campaign and I hope that our visit and other 
things, other statements made by the President in terms of 
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various subjects, but his willingness to be serious about 

arms reduction, are now back in the forefront. And, so, therefore, 
I think that there is a much better perception of the U.S. 
seriousness and willingness after this trip. Maybe that's 

a little bit of an egotistical assessment, but I believe that 

the press coverage and the summations that I've seen anyway 
collected from foreign press coverage would bear that out. 

And that doesn't say we have no problems. There are plenty 

of problems there. 


Q Mr. Vice President, what would constitute 
a serious offer by Moscow? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: I don't know but I think 
we'd know it when we saw it. Remember what Potter Stuart 
said about -- 


Q Pornography? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: -- pornography, I believe it 
was? We'll know a serious offer when we see it. And we've 
got a very able negotiator there and we know an unseriousness 
offer when we see that. 


Q Do you think they've been unserious so far? 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Absolutely, and so does 


every single ally that I talked to. Not one felt differently 
on that point. 











Q What about the possibility of an interim agreement 
along the way before you get to zero-zero? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: What do you mean, do I -- 


Q The allies -- the cuestion that the allies said that 
they might take some steps along the way from -- 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: We've noted Margaret Thatcher's 
statements, we've noted the statements by Mr. Genscher and others, 
and it's -- I've brought back to be kept in confidence the inner- 
most feelings of each of these leaders of the governments and, to 
some degree, the opposition leaders with whom I've met. And that 
will all be sorted out now by the Secretary of State and the 
President as we consider the various recommendations, comments, 
criticisms, suggestions made by these leaders. 


Q Mr. Vice President, do you think that the election of -- 
Q Mr. Vice President, what was -- 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Let me -- here, and then come back. 


Q What was the purpose of the open letter that you 
delivered in Bonn from President Reagan when, in fact, the Soviets 
had already rejected the so-called zero-zero? 


THE VICE PRESIDENT: When I got to Europe, and before, 
I think we all acreed that there was some misperception about the 
President's willingness to meet with the General Secretary. And 
I reminded the people in Europe that it was, indeed, President 
Reagan who had suggested that Brezhnev meet him informally at the 
United Nations. I reminded them -- and that needed reminding, I 
found out -- that it was our President who talked a couple of times, 
at least, about a summit meeting, provided it was well prepared, 
the hopes of the world not to be elevated only to be dashed by 
failure to prepare properly. And this, saying I will drop 
everything, go anywhere, anytime to sign an agreement, put in 
focus the morality and the correctness of the U.S. position on 
INF. And I realized that some felt that it was nothing 
particularly new about it, but Chancellor Kohl thought it was 
a good idea because what he felt is it showed our President -- and 
so did -- I believe Mr. Vogel had something favorable to say 
about it. We made it in Germany, so I cite those two. But as -- 
along the way, a lot of people felt this demonstrates the 
President's willingness to reach out, albeit we did define in 
that letter -- the President did define the terms under which he'd 
have that meeting. 


But you can't look at it all alone. You've got to look 
at the willingness that has been demonstrated. And why the people 
of Europe felt that the President was unwilling to meet under any 
circumstances anyway, I don't know. But I think we -- that letter 
helped lay that to rest and helped put in focus the position that 
we strongly adhere to. 


Q Could we get the Secretary on the Mid East, do you 
think? 


THR VICE PRESIDENT: Yes, that's fine. 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Are you through with me? I might -- 


Q Let us just ask you, if you have to run off so 
early, a political question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I need to go, too, but, anyway, I 
was beginning to feel irrelevant, so I'm glad to hear I have a 
question. 


MORE 





- 5 - 


Q -- if you have to run off so early, a political 
question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I need to go, too, but, anyway, I 
was beginning to feel irrelevant, so I'm glad to hear I have 
a question. 


Q Never. 
Q Irreverent. 
Q Are recent events in Israel going to make a 


settlement easier in Lebanon for withdrawal of foreian forces? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That remains to be seen what emerges 
from that, and, of course, we're evaluating what's going on. 


Q Do you have any indication that there's movement 
in the withdrawal talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


Q Would it be easier if Minister Sharon was no 
longer a member of the Cabinet? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just what Minister Sharon's position 
is going to be is yet to be seen. From our standpoint, when we 
negotiate with Israel, we negotiate with the government that's 
there. And whatever government the people of Israel put there, 
that's the one we'll deal with. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you planning -- 
Q -- asked you about the Mid East -- 
Q -- to go there yourself in the very near future? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Don't have any precise plan. 
Q I meant Far East. 


Q You know, when you left -- as you were leaving 
China, your statement was so upbeat and everything was great and 
mutual visits and so forth. As soon as you left, the Peking 
government really started attacking our -- U.S. foreign policy 
and so forth. How do you reconcile -- 


MORE 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I do not think there was that 
much difference between the statements that I made and the statements 
that they made. I was pretty restrained. 


Q But they were not. (Laughter.) I mean, you no 
sooner left town, sir, than they issued a statement underlining 4 
the differences and the problems between the two countries. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are differences and problems. 
And we are all aware of them, including me. And I can enumerate 
them as well as anyone else, and did. 


Q Mr. Secretary, yesterday Lyndon and Helga LaRouche's 
"Club of Life" held a demonstration against the IMF Interim Committee 
meeting here. Now, your Department has issued a statement of support 
for the Creditors' Cartel established by the Ditchley Group last 
month. Do you, also, support the expansion -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You are talking a lingo that I 
do not follow. I am sorry. 


Q Have you never heard of the International Monetary 
Fund or the Ditchley Group? 


Q The Ditchley Group. (Laughter. ) 


Q You do not support the statement that was issued 
by your Press Office on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that it is time for me to 
go to lunch. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:29 P.M. EST 
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eee ee ssssesssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss;, wee WAll brief you on background 
as a Senior Administration Official on the official working visit 
Friday of the Prime Minister of Norway. 

We would like to keep this session directed at that 
visit and the subjec*s that will be addressed there and we would 
appreciate your sticking with that understanding, please. 

Q Why? 

MR. ALLIN: Because that's what the briefing is for. 

Q Why can't we ask for his reaction? 

MR. ALLIN: Oh, on his confirmation? 

Q Yes. Some -- all the good news -- 


MR. ALLIN: I'm sure he can -- he is free to address that 
at lenaqth if he'd like. 


Q How does it feel to be confirmed after two years 
of waiting? 

Q Are you no longer held hostage? 

Q Why did it take only two years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, it wasn‘t 
two years. 


I'll give you a quote, if you'd like, and that is that 
I'm a happy man. How's that? Let me -- 


Q You look it. 
Q Is that on backcround, or is this -- (laughter.) 
MR. ALLIN: On the record. (Lauchter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the record. 
Thanks, Mort. 


In about 40 minutes the Prime Minister of Norway arrives 
in Washington for, as Mort Allin said, an official working visit. 
I don't think I need to say too much about U.S.-Norwegian relations. 
Sometimes people have said -- and I don't know if this is correct 
or not, but it gives you some idea of the relationshio between 
the two countries -- that there are more Norwegian Americans than 
there are Norwegians; that the ties between the two countries are 
very deep -- 


Q Why is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is ae Norway not 
only has a close bilateral relationship with the United States ~~ 
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Come on. Let me get this thing over with. (Laughter.) But 
they are a key NATO ally. They are the country which maintains 
the so-called northern flank of the alliance. And shortly after 
Prime Minister Willoch's election victory in October 1981, the 
President called the Prime Minister. They, I think, are philo- 
sophically similar. 


For most of Norway's history, they have had a Labor 
government. And the new government has taken some courageous 
policies in terms of trying to put a lid on government spending, 
cut back on the growth of spending there, and to gain greater 
control over the economy. And from our standpoint, that strategy 
has been successful. 2 


And one of the things that the Prime Minister will 
want to discuss with the President, the Vice President and the 
Secretary of State are the current international economic problems, 
coping with unemployment which is growing in Norway as well as 
the United States, as -- 


Q -- any cutbacks in social programs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- as well as inflation, 
which is a problem in Norway. 


The Prime Minister's own background is that of an 
economist, and he was formerly the Commerce Minister in Norway, 
so there will be a heavily economic component. 


Energy is another important issue which is certain 
to come up in the talks. As you know, the Norwegians have a large 
off-shore oil and natural gas enterprise, and we have had talks 
about the Norwegians -- about their oil and gas resources and we 
have talked to them about increasing their production, and they 
have been willing to do so. And many people have viewed Norway 
as a potential substitute in Western Europe and elsewhere as a 
supplier of natural gas, a substitute to the Soviet Union. 


The other issue which will clearly come up in the 
negotiation -- 
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sorry, not the negotiations, in today's -- tomor.cow's discussions 
and Friday's discussions will be INF and security policies. 

The current government has been very supportive of both the 
December ‘79 two-track decision which, as you know, calls for 
negotiations on limiting intermediate rance nuclear forces 

and in the absence of an agreement at the end of this year, 

the deployment of those missiles. Despite criticism by the 
Opposition Labor Party in Norway, the current government has 
firmly supported the December '79 decision and it has also 
firmly supported the President's proposal for eliminating 
entirely INF missiles, not only in Europe, but from the face 

of the earth. And there will clearly be consultations on 

this -- on the arms control talks in Geneva. Although Norway 
is not a basing country and has a policy which calls for the 
non-deployment of nuclear weapons on its own soil in peace time, 
it strongly supports the NATO deterrent strategy and the 
deployment wy the United States of nuclear weapons to deter 

a conflict. 


Q On somebody else's ground? 
Q On somebody else's soil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's 
about all I really have to say and I'll be happy to answer 
your questions. 


Q Will the main focus of their talks then 
be arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think the 
main focus will be security and arms control as well as 
economics because Willoch is, as I said before, an economist. 
He is concerned about the international recession and he has 
his own ideas of how to move toward a period of growth. 


Q Did you say that they do now supply the 
Soviet Union with oil and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they 
don't supply the Soviet Union -- 


Q Potentially? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no, 
you misunderstood me. They are a potential supplier or 4 
substitute supplier to other European countries of oil and 
gas. 


Q Which American companies are involved in 
the oil and gas -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Norway has 
its own nationalized oil company but that nationalized 
oil company works with several American anc other Western 
oil companies. 


Q Which ones are those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can't -- 


but I think most -- I would say all the major American companies 
in one way or the other are subcontractors in this very ambitious 
program. 


Q My memory might be at fault and if it 
is I apologize, wasn't there a controversial parliamentary 
vote there on payment for the infrastructure. Could you go 
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through that again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have a very 
good memory. I think two months ago a debate arose in Norway 
Over Norway's payment into the NATO infrastructure funding 
for the INF deployments if negotiations fail. The opposition 
party opposed to the deployment of the missiles at the end 
of the year had a motion which would have stopped Norwegian 
funding of that NATO common pool and the government continued 
to support that payment and won that vote by one vote. 


Q There's no change in that -- not been reversed 
or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it has not. 
Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘And so it was 
a courageous stand by the government. 


Andrea? 


Q Despite supporting the two-track decision, 
is he also one of the leaders who supports, excuse me, an 
interim agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAE: I don't -- 
I certainly haven't talked to him and the Vice President 
while he spoke to the NATO Council, as you know, did not 
Visit Norway. So, this will be a good opportunity for the 
Prime Minister to give his views. 


I will say this that we had a meeting of the 
NATO Special Consultative Group in Brussels on Monday where 
the Norwegian representative was there along with all the 
Others. And that group agreed to a public statement that 
said that the President's proposal for eliminating an entire 
class of weapons was the best outcome that could be achieveu 
in Geneva. 


Q Was that stressing the outcome as a 
long-range goal and leaving room for other things -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't 
think so. I think it stood for itself. 


Q Was the question of an interim agreement 
taken up then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're 
getting off the -- those are confidential meetings. 


Q I mean, you can't give half the story. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm just 
saying that I think we'll be able to hear what the Prime 


Minister's views are on those negotiations while he's here. 


Q How do you think they'll overcome their 
problem? By sending more produce to us here? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not 
aware of any effort on their part to send more produce 
to us. 


Q Will they -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I imagine 
through policies designed to encourage growth. 


Q Do yOu have any advice for Ken Adelman? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Come on. 

Q Having just gone through a -- 

Q Yes, let's hear the answer to that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 
Any other questions on Norway? All right. 


Q Where is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The northern 
flank of NATO. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:28 P.M. EST 
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it worldwide recession? I mean, at some times it's been interest 
rates. At some time it's been growth rates. It all ties together. 
But then as an economist, what's the overall problem in the world 
today that the leaders will really want to focus on? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I spent a good part yesterday and the da 
before discussing that subject in the Senate Foreign Affairs 
Committee and the House Foreign Affairs Committee. Parti 
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QUESTION: Are all heads of state coming -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: [ think we should call 
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QUESTION: --does he know anythilr 


QUESTION: He seconds everything 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Right. 
QUESTION: Why was Williamsburs 


QUESTION: See you later. 


THE PRESS: Thank You. 
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who isi: EE EEE EEE EEE! He should be 
identified here as a senior administrition cfficial. And he will 
answer questions on the Egyptian and !lediterranean exercises. We 
welcome our colleagues from the State Department and hope they 
do not learn any bad habits here. (Luughter.)! 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFI'ICIAL: My colleague 
thought it might be useful if I could come cut and respond to any 
questions you may have concerning U.S. military activities in 
the Middle East. And I weuld be glad to do that. 


I thought that I would szy one or two things. And 
maybe they are gratuitous. But they ere, because I may suffer 
from having been in the military for 70 years. But I was 
frankly, honestly surprised at the scale of puzzlement over what 
is going on. 


But in the way of ground rules for this, let me start 
by saying that I will not comment on intelligence material. We 
do not discuss intelligence matters. Howeve-:, I think all of 
us -- surely, everyone in this room -- are avare of the long 
history of Libyan efforts to destabilize other governments in the 
area. These efforts ace well known to us and to our friends. 


The current deployment of U.S. Air Force AWACS 
aircraft is in the context of combined U.S. and Egyptian air 
training. These exercises have been conducted in the past -- 
mostly recently, in December, 1982 as [ reca)l. They will 
certainly be repeated in the future. 


Our fleet units in the Mediterrenean are deployed at 
normal, peacetime readiness levels and dispositions. They are, 
as always, prepared to conduct or suppwrt cortingencies as 
necessary. 


In specific reference to ‘he speculation on 
aircraft carrier movements in the Mediterranean -- the President 
in his role as Commander-In-Chief does not mcve each individual 
ship here or there at any time. This :s surely the case today 
and in the past few days and weeks wit! the Nimitz. It has not 
been ordered by the President to any péerticular location in 
response to any particular event. 
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Now, I will say one more tring and go to your z 
questions. And that is what I mentiouc<c earlier about being, 
perhaps, overly sensitized to how exercises happen and why they 
happen. The United States conducts exercises for the purpose of 
training for improving readiness with ovtr own forces as well as 
combined forces of other countrie:. 


Now, it, also, does for ancther reason. Occasionally, 
the United States will conduct an exercise if there is tension 
in area in order to relieve that tension, tc demonstrate resolve 
to our friends, and as well to improve the readiness of our own 
units and their capabilities. . 


Let me give you a co.ple of examples. I chink many 
of you here covered, in 1970, the Jordanian situation in 
August-September as I recall. For those who did not, if you 
look back, you will find that we rad roughly twice the level of 
Marine forces in the Mediterranear at the time. But if you check, 
you will find that was indeed coircidental -- that the Marine ’ 


forces were effecting a relief of one battalion for the other 
battalion. 


I am not trying to blow smoxe at you. Surely, if 
we had not had them there, I expect we would have sent them. 


But the point is, to draw conclusions that the United States -- by 
sending those two battalions to the Medi-<erranean -- was reacting 
to intelligence in Jordan or anywhere else would simply not 
be true. 

The same thing happen2d, co:.ncidentally -- to be 


guite honest, in 1973. You will r2call 2n the October War, if 
you look back, you will find that we had roughly twice the normal 
level of Marine forces in the East2rn Mediterranean. And indeed, 
you will find that that was the coisequence of the normal 
expiration of one battalion's assiynment and the next battalion 
having just come in. 


Now again, if they had not been there, we probably 
would have sent them. But the point is that everytime that there 
is the deployment of a U.S. unit to a given place on the globe -- 
to assume that it is associated wih a crisis, a reaction to 
intelligence, an event of some proportior is simply just not 
right. 


Q Well, tell us the case here then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, the situation 
with regard to the carrier, for example -- the Nimitz is assigned 
a broad area of the Mediterranean for operations And the orders 
that task it for conducting normal- life operat* ons in that area 
have not changed. The area in which it ooerutes and it is 
assigned to do business have not clanged -- is conducting those 
normal operations today. 
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Now, let me tel... you something else about exercise 
planning. It is not uncommon to develop either ourselves or 
in concert with friends an exercise concept. And ou develop 
it and you put it on the she.f and at some point you may 
conduct it by schedule. At some pcinc you may conduct that 
Operation by consulting and woing ahead to conduct it at other 
than a scheduled time. 


The situation w:.th recard to the Nimitz, though, 
is that for a long time Nimitz and its battle group has been 
assigned to conduct normal operations in a portion of the 
Eastern Mediterranean. Those orders have not changed. The 
Nimitz has not been ordered to any particular location in 
response to any particular event. 


Let me give you another documentation, if you 
don't choose to believe that. Last weekend at some point the 
Nimitz filed publicly a notice to airmen and mariners of the 
intention to conduct flight cperations in international waters, 
international air space, and I ask you, frankly, if the 
United States were concerned about the possibility of any 
government taking any particilar action, if we would have 
cast our response or our contingent planning for that publicly? 
I rather doubt it. And, indeed, that's what we did. The 
Nimitz was doing that in the contex: of its standing orders 
to conduct operations in this area chat it's been assigned 
for some time. It completed it and it moved on still 
within this broad ocean or broad Mediterranean area. 


Let me take your quest.ons now. 

Q May I just say -- 

9 Well -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sam? 


Q -- the probl2m with what you have outlined 
is that responsible individuals in t:his government have 
told reporters that, in fact, the N:mitz battle group was 
Ordered to go where it went for a few days and the AWACS 
were sent to Egypt because of the fear that Qaddafi was 
massing units on the Sudanese border and was going to attempt 
to destabilize Sudan. And when you stand up and tell us 
what you just said, it flies in the face of these other 
officials and what they've said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: I would invite 
whatever officials that you source to come and say that because 
it is simply untrue, Sam. And I am referring specifically 
to the newscast last evening which said, in so many words, 
that in response to the massing of Libyan forces or something 
to that effect, that the Pres:.dent had ordered the movement 
of U.S. units to include the battle group. And that is 
untrue. 


Yes? 


Q May I just icllow up one and then I'll -- 
The problem of course continues to b2 what happened last night. 
The President stated somethin: which his own officials later 
said were not the facts. And ‘why did he co that? You 
have made the case today that he didn't order this carrier 
to move any place, but they vere routinely moved. 


Q Didn't know ebout it -- 
Q But he either didn't know about it or 


chose not to state the facts és his own aides later explained 
them. Why? 
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SENIOR ADMINIS'TRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take both 
points. Those are reasonab.e questions. First of all, as 
to whether the President was aware and/or ordered something. 
The President was aware tha: the himitz was conducting normal 
fleet operations in its assigned ¢rea as I've said earlier. 
The President does:.'t order that movement. The Nimitz has 
been operating for some time in tltese same Mediterranean area 
under the same orders. Now it dces that with che authority 
to conduct operations, exercises, other movements that are 
approved before it ever leaves the United States. But as you 
can imagine, you can't on that basis say that on -- when it's 
leaving port in December that on February whatever it is, 16th, 
you're going to conduct operations off Libya. It doesn't work 
that way. So, it has the latitude to operate in that broad 
Eastern Mediterranean area. The Fresident didn't order it. 
The President was aware it was conducting normal operations. 


John? 


Q But he was aware, though, of the press reports 
and we know that a guidance had been prepared for him in 
advance of the press conference spelling out the specifics 
of the situation including the various points that were 
covered in the initial press reports. I mean this just 
doesn't -- 


Q Why did he say that there had been no 
naval movement? Why didn't he say it's the normal thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, that's 
the other part of your question andi that's a fair point. 
If you look back, as I recall it, Lou's question, let me 
look at it -- said, "There's a report tonight that we have 
sent AWACS to Egypt and that we have sent a carrier nearby 
and I want to ask you, do ycu fear that there's going 
to be a Libyan attack on Egypt or could you explain why we have 
taken these actions that have appa-ently been taken?” 


The President responded that there hadn't been 
any naval movement in the context of a Libyan attack on Egypt. 
And the result awareness was that <he Nimitz was conducting 
normal operations, that it wasn't, surely, directed to do 
something that was related as Lou stated. 


Q I think Lou misspoke on Egypt. But then 
the next question was about Sudan. 


Q The frresideat said, "I'm not aware of any 
naval movement of any kind." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's 
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responding to Lou's question, John. His question -- 


Q =~ next series of questions dealt specificaily with 
Sudan. Lou did talk about Egypt. But I talxed about the Sudan. 
‘And the President continued to leave the impression that there wasn't 
anything in the Mediterranean that had anything to do with thac. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ££ there's any onus of what 
the President understood and intended last night, I am responsible 
for it because in the course of the vast week to ten davs, whatever 
has been happening anywhere from Lebanon to other places I have 
briefed the President on each day. Ani I can assure you that the 
President was fully aware that what was taking place was normal 
Operations of Nimitz in the area. Now, that is not a cause for 
a President to say that there is sometiing unusual going sn. And 
it's in that context that he answered che questions lastnight. 


Q May I follow -- 


Q What about -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen. 


Q How about the AWACS? Does that also apply? How 
long -- when were they sent, how long will they be there, are there 
Egyptians on these AWACS, and what was the purpose? And are you 
Saying that none of these so-called normal operations had anything 
to do with the vossible crisis in the area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF::CIAL: Let me say this. I 
thought that I said -- if I didn't, I :ntended to say -- that when 
we schedule an exercise -- and I refer specifically to the AWACS, 
and let's talk about that -- that we prepare the concept and the 
plan and the arrangements and it goes «n the shelf and occasionally 
we come out and we run the exercise. Now, at otner than scheduled 
times we'll consult periodically with friends in the area, whether 
they're in Asia or anywhere else. And if there is some interest in 
having an exercise, whether purely for training or for reasons of 
heightened tension or anything like thet, then we'll conduct another 
exercise. Now -- 


Q Is that what you did here? You're speakinc 
rofessorially. Can you be specific arout this instance? 


'O 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I will. Now, 
as we've said -- and I think as the President has said -- Libya 
has a habit, that is unrelieved for a natter of years, of intimidating 
its neighbors. This applies to Chad, to Nicer, to Tunisia, 
to Sudan, to Egypt for that matter. Ncw, it qoes in not terribly 
predictable fashion. Sometimes it's wcerse and sometimes it's not 
so intense. At any rate, the United States and the government of 
Egypt conducting jointly today a AWACS joint exercise. It's 
hapvened before, it will hapven again. 


Now, I'm not going to tell vou -- and I don't intenc 
to mislead you -- that this is entirely unrelated to and without 
interest in whatever Libya may do. I sould hope that the American 


taxpayer expects that we use their money prudently, and these 
exercises, as I have said, always have the potential for serving 

a joint benefit. Yes, they improve readiness. ‘Yes, they may deter. 
But I go back to the premise of the brcadcast last nicht -- and any 
other premise you want to make -- that is, that it was responsive 
to the massing of Libyan forces. And that's just not the case. 
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Q Sir, may I ask you a question -- 
Q -- question of normal operations. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lesley. 


Q Under this sort of umbrella term "normal operations," 
that apparently the Nimitz commanders have some sort of ad hoc 
responsibility for deciding exactly what they'll do, is part of their 
instructions from time to time to go into the -- or near the Gulf 
of Sidra and send planes into «she area to sort of warn Libya as it 
did when the met was shot down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRA‘'7ION OFFICIAL: The authorities include 
the ability to conduct operations in international waters. And for 
any operations that are conducted in disputed waters, there must be, 
yes, a clearance and an approval here in town. Now, that just is 
not the case here. 


Q So they didn't go into the Gulf of Sidra or into 
these disputed waters. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRA“ION OFFICIAL: These were not conducted 
in disputed waters. 


Q Well, who -- 


Q But the aircraft flew over the Gulf of Sidra, did 
it not, sir? 


Q To use your words from before, could I ask you whether 
the déployment of the AWACS was designed to relieve tension and show 
resolve? Is that the purpose cf their depvloyment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of the 
exercise is two-fold. Yes, it is to improve readiness and combine 
training with our friends in Ecypt. [If it has the collateral 
benefit of reducing tension, sc much the better. That's it. That's 
what it's for. 


Sorry, Bob. What's -- 
Q Did, or did rot the Egyptian government express 


concern to the United States gcvernment about the situation along 
the border? I think that's the question that -- it would be °- 
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most helpful if we could get an answer to that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going 
to speak for the Egyptian government. Andi I can't treat with you 
exchanges between our government and theics. I'm sorry. 


Yes. 


Q Did the aircraft carrie: Nimitz enter the Gulf 
of Sidra, as we were told here last night that it did? 


SENiOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think probably it's 
best if I get out a map for you, frankly. There is no question 
that these waters in which the Nimitz was operating are disputed. 
They are not. They are international waters. 


Now, the notice that was filed applies, and this goes 
to Bob's question, that aircraft would conduct operations in the 
Libyan flight identification region. And they did. And that is 
not any -- well, any violation of law, surely, involved in that. 


, Q The ship was outside 31:50 or whatever that line 
s? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct, yes. 


Q But the aircraft were south of that line in areas 
Qaddafi contends, at least, although we don't recognize his con- 
tingent, are his waters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O)"FICIAI: They were conducted 
inside the Libyan FIR, yes, that's correct. 


Q Inside the Libyan FIR means in an -- over -=- an 
air space over water that he contemis is his, whether it is or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION Ol'FICIAL: That's right. 


Q Did they get spec: fic orders to do that from 
back here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are authorities 
that are approved well in advance; fut it wasn't a matter of 
recent approval. 


Q Because you talkec. earlier about needing special 
clearance. That was only for the Nimitz, not for the aircraft? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in this instance, 
that does not require case-by-case epproval. 


Helen -- or, excuse me, Sarah. 


Q Sir, was the President not informed by you people 
of the danger and of the unrest and distur>dance over chat way? Or 
was he, in his reply to questions last nigit, trying to keep the 
people from knowing that they -- you know -- what was going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
was fully aware of what was going on and fully in a position to 
assess any particular risk and I don't think I agree with your 
assertion that that is the case. I mean, “here are operations and 
exercises going on throughout the world. ne can make an assertion 
that there's a risk in Korea; but -- 


Q Well, sir, this is such an unusually -- it's a 
little different from Korea. We're there all the time. 


But did you people talk to members of Congress about 
this saber rattling before you did it? (Laughter). 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O?FICIAL: Well, I really challenge 


that, Sarah. For the United States to operate in the Sixth Fleet, 
something it has done for over 40 y2ars is something that is -- 
saber rattling is -- I just can't agree with that. 

Q Yes, but I'm not talking about -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O?FICIAI.: Yes. 


Q -- the operations over the years. I'm talking 


about this particular operation. Did you talk to members of Congress 


or consult with them at all before ‘ou dic this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O]"FICIAI: Well, as a matter of 
fact, members of the Congress are aware of our routine of this. 


Q Which members of Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION O}FICIAL: Well, the normal ones. 
And that's as far as I'm going to go. (Laughter). 


I don't mean to be cute about that. It's bipartisan 
and it is appropriate to the committees who have jurisdictional 
oversight. And that's -- 


Yes. 


Q Would it be fair to characterize what happened 
as a happy coincidence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that makes what 
I've said appear too cute by half ard I don't intend that. And, 
you know, what is -- Let's suppose tomorrow morning, you know, that 
something happened out there that, for whatever reason, Libya or 
some other country decided that they were joing to take a whack at 
their neighbor. 


Well, it would surely appear that what I've been telling 
you is entirely smokescreen. 


Frankly, would it not have also appeared the same way 
on October 6th in '73 or in August of '7- -- My point is to you that 
they're conducting an operation out there. If ic reduces tensions, 
fine. If there is some violence tomorrow, we are ready for it. 
But it is not a preconceived plot or scheme to perpetrate anything. 


Q On the question of whether or not there was naval 
movement in the area, would it not have been more accurate to say 
that there was no naval movement oth2r than normal operations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that was surely 
the President's context of saying what he did. 


Q Did you make clear, if so, I missed it, when the 
AWACS went in there specifically this most recent time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OF ?ICIAL Did I -- excuse me? 


Q Can you tell us wh2n the AWACS aircraft went 
an currently? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OF?ICIAL: Well, we don't get 
into the specific timing of that; bu: I wijl tell you that it -- 
that this operation, which began a f.2w days ago, has a duration 
that is entirely typical, and in fac: almost congruent to the 
length of previously planned exercises of the same kind. 


Q -- the Nimitz movement The Nimitz had been 
off Lebanon and I'm aware that it has an area of operation which 
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is broad and includes all that part of the Med. But the Nimitz 
dwesn't move from off Lebanon two off the Gulf of Sidra on the whim 

of its captain. And if th: President didn't personally order that 
ship to move, can you teil us whether Secretary Weinberger, the 

Chief of Naval Operations, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who ordered 

the Nimitz, at that particular moment, to cease conductiang operations 
off the coast of Lebanon and beyin corducting operations rorth of 
that 3130 line in the vicinity of the Gulf of Sidra? Who ordered 
that ard when did it occur? 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, the authorities 
for operations throughout the ajrea of the Eastern Mediterranean is 
one that is tasked when the shi; deplcys in the beginning. Now, 
any changes to that or any moditicaticns to it are within the 
authority of the Secretary of De:fense and his subordinates -- 


Q We understand whose authority generally it falls 
within; but I'm asking you a specific question. At some point, 
some time in the last week or sc, the Nimitz traversed the Medi- 
terranean, part of the Mediterrznean, and went from waters off 
Lebanon to waters which a laymar would understand to be cff Libya. 
Who made that order and when did it happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFI7TIAL: The President of the 
United States did not make it. And I -- 


Q We understand that. Who made it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: I cannot account for 
those within the Pentagon who may have done that. 


Q You mean it's just a whim of a guy in the Pentagon 
waking up in the morning and saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, wait a minute. 
Let's go back to what the aircraft carvier did. It did not cperate . 
in the Gulf of Sidra. It did not operate in disouted territory. 
It in no way did anything that was con*entious. 


Q Just to clarify, though, it was cperating in 
exactly the same, you know, waters and its planes were operating 
in pretty much the same way as tiey were in '81, when he tried -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, wait a minute. 
You are absolutely incorrect aboit that. It was not operating in 
the same area. The planes were 10t operating in the same area. 
It is entirely different. 


Yes. 

Q Is it pure coincidence that all this happened 
while President Nimeiri was in Ca.ro? Lid he carry any information 
and inform President Mubarak who in turn informed the United States 
that something was happening along the border of Sudan that we don't 
know about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mention that 
President Nimeiri was in Cairo. To be quite honest, I'm not aware 
of that. But I can't -- 

Q Yes, he just left yesterday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRI\TIO!N OFFICIAL: I frankly can't account 
for exchanges between President Nimeiri and President Mubarak. 
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Q Can you tell us why General Vernon Walters is 
in Khartoum today? There is a report to that effect. And if so, 
what is he doing there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dick Walters is there 
in no sense on anything connected t» any of your questions today. 


Q Can I get -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Yes, gc 
ahead, please. 


Q Thank you. To shift the focus, what can you tell 
us about the Libyan buildup, the size, where it is, how long they've 
been building up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frankly, I wish that 
could; but I said at the outset I can't discuss intelligence matters 
ere. 


Yes. In the back, please. 


Q If you hadn't had the coincidence of this training 
mission, this AWACS training mission scheduled along with the Nimitz 
changing its position, is the situation such that you would have con- 
sidered sending -- anyway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's speculative and 
I don't want to condition the climate by saying something about how 
we feel from here right now. And I just don't think that's useful. 


Q Let me clarify his question. He's made it -- 
He didn't hear you right. You didn't say the AWACS mission was a 
regularly scheduled one. You simply said you had a way of exercising 
that was taken off the shelf in this particular moment. Is that 
correct? And this wasn't -- They didn't have a long-planned exercise 
to arrive at -- in Cairo -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'm -- it's just 
my Marine Corps mind, I'm not tracking what you're getting at here. 


Q You haven't really answe:red it. All the stories 
last night on the AWACS said that Egypt asked for the AWACS out there 
because there was concern about tensions on the Libyan-Sudan border. 
Some of the stories referred to movements of Libyan planes close to 
the Sudan. You don't want to get into details; but was this a case 
where the U.S. government was asked to come in and have an exercise? 
Or was it just a case of the U.S. idly having nothing to do with its 
AWACS and sending the four over there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To be honest, I think 
it's something in the middle. And I'm not trying to be frivolous, 
Bernie. I think -- we consult with them. We consult with others 
about how things look to them and to us. And we did. And we've 
done this in the course of the past two weeks and beyond that, for 
that matter. We consulted. We mutually acareed that it would be 
constructive to have an exercise and -- 


Q When was that decision made? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRAT:.ON OFFICIAL: Oh, latter part of 
last week. 


Q So that was vhen the decision was made to have 
the AWACs sent into Egypt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What do you mean by "constructive"? What was 
the intent behind that decision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I answer that 
in the context of the earlier answer, and that is that exercises 
serve two purposes: They help both countries learn to operate 
together and they improve the readiness of the people involved, 
and they may have a collateral deterrent benefit. 


Q Was the Nimitz aware of the exercises with 
the AWACs, or was everybody cperating on their own? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, -- 


Q I mean, you make it seem as though the Nimitz 
just suddenly wound up off the coast of Libya without any, you know, 
authorization from topside. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've really failed 
to do something here. Let me go back to the beginning. When you're 
going to send an aircraft carrier to the Mediterranean, what 
authorities does it have? Well, it's assigned an operating area, 
and in that operating area it's authorized to do certain kinds of 
maneuvers. 


Now, before you ever send it over tnere, you look at 
those kinds of maneuvers and you decide is that risky, does it have 
a political sensitivity to it and so fo:th. 


Now, in the course of its deployment, surely you can 
change that if you wanted to, and you cwuld say, "Don't do that. 
Go and do something else someplac2 else." I'm telling you that 
the President knew it was on normal operations and he did not alter 
those operations. 


Yes? 


Q But aren't you basicélly confirming the story 
in your last two or three responses? I mean, just in a somewhat 
softer tone of voice -- you've ta.ked akout, you consulted last 
week, decided that there was a muxual benefit. You've referred to 
it having a collateral deterrent benefit. I mean, it has to have 
a collateral deterrent benefit to something or other. You weren't 
just reacting to something out of the ectoplasm. 

e 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, -- 


Q Aren't you saying that, essentially, yes, but 
for whatever reasons, you don't want to make it that hard and fast, 
an admission of what a number of us were told last night? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I specifically reject 
that the circumstances asserted lest evening were what prompted this 
deployment, that there was some kind of massing before the fact of 
these Libyan forces, as I recall John said. 


Q -- really planes, I think, not forces. 
Q I don't understand. What are you rejecting? 
Q Which deployment? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, 
the statement that was broadcast last evening was that in response 
to the massing of Libyan forces, as I recall it said Southeast Libya, 
that the United States has taken fleet movements and certain AWACs 
movements, and that's just not accarate. 


Yes, Lesley? 


Q What was the purpose of sending the planes off 
the Nimitz into the disputed waters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's go back over 
that again. Maybe I didn't make that clear. First of all, the 
Libyan FIR is over international waters. And we flew there, and 
we were operating our ships in internaticnal waters. 


Q FIR? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Flight Identification 
Region. 


Q Is flying the planes over the areas that he 
Claims to be Libyan part of normal operations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go back. And 
if I said this wrongly, let me correct it now. This isn't disputed. 
Now, in the past, we have flown over dispited surface. We didn't 
on this occasion. The Libyan FIR that we were operating in was 
over international waters, not disputed by him, nor us, nor anybody 
else. 


Q Well, what's an FIR mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION DJFFICIAL: Flight Identification 
Region. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION DFFICIAL: It's not a claimed 
area. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIZL: It is not a claimed 
area. When a commercial airliner, 'vyhen ary kind of aircraft is on 
its way to or from Libya or in transittinc and it enters this zone, 
purely for air traffic control reasons, it identifies itself and 
so forth. That is a Libyan thing. We have FIRs. Every country has 
FIRs. | 


Q Did we identify ourselves? ’ 
Q It's not disputec air space, water, territory 
at all? So, in no way did any American craft, either the Nimitz 
or any of its planes, go into areas that Qaddafi claims are Libyan? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: That is correct. 
Q Did we identify curselv2s? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Now, I said earlier 
and that's what I hope was clear at the time that we have in the past, 
we didn't now. 


Q Did we identify ourselves? 


Q Was there a collateral benefit to the AWACs 
mission besides training, besides -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you're asking 
me to say that we are -- 


Q Was there? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- effecting a 
negative outcome. I, you know, just wait and -- 


Q Well, you said there were two reasons to send -- 
There are generally two purposes or two outcomes when sending a 
training mission of this kind -- one was for training, one was for 
cooperation with another government over that kind of an operation, 
and there were also sometimes, may be collateral benefits in an 
operation of this kind. Were there, are there collateral benefits 
in this operation of the joint U.S. and Egypt AWACs mission? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose 
you implied, have we prevented something from happening. 
How am I suppose to answer that? 


Q I'm asking you a question. I'm not implying any- 
thing. Was -- In the opinion o* the United States government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I take 
collateral benefit to mean that the benefit was we prevented 
something pad from happening. Now -- 


Q Those are your words, not mine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they're 
your words. Dic it have a value? Well, I don't know if 
it did or not. . 


Q Can you tell us what specific part of Egypt 
or North Africa the AWACS are operating in in this 
exercise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Where is the Nin:itz now and how long will 
the AWACS exercise continue if its still -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFITIAL: The Nimitz, 
as you know, if you ask the Pentagon, trey don't discuss 
precisely where a ship is. But I don't mean to lead you 
away from something ominous here. I mean, the Nimitz is 
Operating in its normal operating area. It has not been 
directed to go to a precise location. fhe President doesn't 
get into that. 


Q But you -- 


Q Did our aircraft identify themselves in 
the flight identification region and were they challenged? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly 
don't know. In an undisputed area, I could speculate for 
you but you'll have to check with the Pentagon on that. 


Marvin? 


Q Do you have information of unusual political 
instability in the Sudan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Do you have any information about -- when 
is the scheduled visit of President Nimeiri to Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President 
Nimeiri was here -- 


SENIORk ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was ‘e 
recently -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIOY OFFICIAL: -- not long ago 
for medical reasons but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- for medicai 
reasons. 
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Q Are you expecting him to come back here 
to -- further medical check-ups: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly don't 
know. I'll be glad to check anc find out. 


Q You referred a couple of times to the sentence 
that, “These operations were not ordered in response to any 
specific event.” I'd like to break that into two things. 

One, is that they were not ordered in response but, two, to 

a specific event. Is there a specific event going on to 

which these operations were not ordered to respond? (Laughter.) 
Is there an event going on? (Laughter.) Let's break them 
down. He said the operations were not in response to 

a specific event. Is there a specific event which you're 
denying that these are a response to? (Laughter.) 


Q That was terrible. But I understand it. 
(Laughter. ) _ 


Q Per the '73 situation, you were lucky then. 
Q That's right. 


Q You just happened to have those people in 
that area, I think he's asking -- Are you just lucky to 
have suowe -- 


Q Was there an event -- but this operation 
was not in response to that event? 


C ‘Right. 
Q I think that's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I think 
I'm finally getting it. 


Q Or was there an event that led the 
United States and Egypt to conclaide there might be a collateral 
event -- collateral benefit? 


Q Right, were thece troops massing, in other words? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Are you concern2d about things going on 
in -- 


Q Let's stick to <he or:.ginal question, 
if you would, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF.CIAL: I think I 
understand what you mean and the fact is that the United 
States and this administration, in particular, has always 
had a concern about Libya's rather adventurous and unpredictable 
policies. The -- gosh, I'm trying to think of a time when 
there wasn't some kind of worrisone indicator. And I can't 
think of one, frankly. (Laughtec. 


Q But the answer is there was a worrisome 
indicator -- 


Q Under the fascis3ts. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But there 
are always worrisome indicators coming out. I mean, anybody 
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can pick up a paper everyday and find something that is -- 
Q You're saying the:-e's nc particular crisis? 
Is there any crisis atmosphere at ‘he Pertagon, here? 





af y 
he OM ee 
y eet C 
. —- ies. * 


Ny 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying that 
on this particular occasion, the reading of the leaves, and 
the mutually agreed judgment of ou: leadership and those 
of our friends in the Middle East was that -- let's conduct 
an exercise. 


na is iad 
» en” ~ 


oy. Now, I don't mean to underscore that that is 

e somehow a recognition of an extremely heightened danger. But 
it was, purely, manifestly, an expression that we believe 
there's value in demonstrating our readiness. 


Q Can I just follow. -- 

Q why? 

Q When you decided, when you mutually decided 
it would be constructive to have exercises, were the Libyan 
troops then massing at that time on the Sudan border? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's close 
enough to intelligence. I'm sorry, I can't do that. 

Yes, in the back please? 


Q To put it in simpler terns, weren't we 
simply trying to send a message to Libya -- 
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Libya -- we don't want to see them move into the Sudan? Isn't that 
what we're really saying here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You tie this to Sudan -- 


frankly, Libya has intimidated and made frequent threats to everybod 
from Tunisia to others, and so I wouldn't limit it. —— 


Yes, Chris. 
Q But you -- 


Q Let me ask you this series of questions. One, did 
the President -- you say he did nox order the Nimitz to move. Did 
the President specifically order the AWACS into Egypt? | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, in the context 
that certain authorities are stand:ng and certain authorities require 
approval, yes, the AWACS deployment required an approval and the 
President approved that. 


Q All right. And may I follow up? On the Nimitz, 
you've mentioned that the AWACS -- the decision to move the men was 
made late last week. When was the decision to move the Nimitz into 
the Libyan area made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly can't give 
you a time. I want to explain that: -- as I guess I said earlier, 
that the Nimitz conducted its moverients end finished those and left 
and that the timing of the AWACS tl.ing involves the presence today 
and tomorrow and the next day or so of the AWACS over there, and as 
a consequence there isn't the exercise linkage of those two events. 


Q Can you give me any time frame as to when the 
decision was made for the Nimitz tc: move away from the coast of 
Lebanon into the area around the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we really don't get 
into -- 


Q Was it a matter cf weeks, days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't want to 
get into when the military move was -- 


Q Let me ask you ore of my other questions, because -- 
the one thing about the Nimitz explanation that to me, anyway, 
doesn't scan. It was my understanding that the Nimitz was off 
the coast of Lebanon to provide support for the Marines in Lebanon. 
So why would it have moved off the coast as part of its normal 
overations when those Marines are still there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Nimitz does do 
that. We've had one or two carriers in the Mediterranean for years 
and years. At the moment there is one over there, and one carrier 
can't do everything all the time. The forces in Lebanon have not 
always had carriers off shore there. There have been several times 
inthe past when there haven't been any carriers there, so this was 
not extraordinary, unusual. 


Yes. 


Q You mentioned you had 20 years in the military. 
You also said that this was an exercise like many exercises that 
are planned well in advance, put on the shelf, . and then -- 
run at a scheduled time or in response to something. ae 
When was the last time that any exercise such as this -- a joint 
exercise with another nation has been run at such short notice? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer is 
that we've done it recently, and I will get you an answer on it. 
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But I have a conscious recollection of ii. 


Q -- generally, joint exercises between the United 
States and another nation usually arse planned well in advance and 
are not done within just a matter of a few days. He also said it 
would have -- it would terminate as these: things usually terminate. 
Some of these things, I believe, have an indefinite termination 
date. Does this one have an indefinite termination date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it doesn't. 
Q Does it have a definite termination date? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it does. 
Q What will govern the termination date? 

Q Will you tell us what it is? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


r Q What will govern the termination date? Whether 
the Egyptian Air Force is ready, or the crisis is over? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIO' FICIAL: When you set a 
termination date, when you start the exercise, you've clearly ruled 
out that there is going to be some -- that your criteria include 
those kinds of factors. Now, you know I'n not aqoing to stand here 
and tell you that if something violent haopens over there we're 
going to end the exercise and say, "Tough luck, guys. We're going 
home.” No. I mean -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. 
Q What surprised ycu -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Helin and Lloyd and then close 
it down. 


Q You say that things are alweys worrisome where the 
Libyans are concerned. But aren't they more worrisome and more 
tense in recent days, at least? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess a little, yes. 
MR. SPEAKES: Helen, and then Lesley. 


Q Why: were you sucprised that everyone was aroused 
by this -- these exercises and the fact that there would be a linkage 
between the movement of the Nimitz and the sending of AWACS, that it 
suddenly loomed as a big picture? #hy should that surprise you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess having been on 
a lot of exercises -- let me say that I wes on a ship boring holes 
in the Gulf of Tonkin in August of 1964, so these things -- it seems 
to me what we have military forces for, we send them here and there 
to be ready inthere -- if there is a situation that requires our 
help with an ally, and as a consequ2nce, what we have been doing to 
assure training readiness, to assur? that we and our allies can 
operate together and, by the way, t make clear to any antagonist 
that we are ready, is a normal func<ion of forces. And that's what 
they're employed for. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. Let's gc to Lesley ard then -- 
Q -- one last question? 


MR. SPEAKES: -- three hands are up. We'll take 
three. Make them short. 








- 16 « 





Q On whose initiative did the AWACS go to Egypt? 
Was it on the initiative of the United States getting in touch with 
Egypt and saying, “Hey, let's run this exercise"? Or was it, on 
the other hand, on the initiative of, say, Egypt gcing to the 
United States and saying, "Let's run this exercise’? Because some- 
body had to have the idea and somebody had to initiate it. So the 
question is who. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've talked to -- we 
have been in touch through our enbassy there and through our military 
in the normal exchanges of intelligence. And this happens on a day- 
by-day basis. We could go back and find the precise date, but those 
talks were in progress last week as the week before that, for that 
matter. And a point was reached -- and I honestly cannot define for 
you when it was -- when both sides agreed. Now, I don't know 
whether our guys or their guys or who it was that suggested it, 
but it was a joint decision. It wasn't: something that either 
side forced down the throats of she other. It was common judgment 
that it serves our interest now :o go out and train together. 


MR. SPEAKES: Did Deborah have a question? Lesley? 


Q Is there anyth.ng -- yesterday while this story 
was beginning to bubble up, there was some talk that the White House 
was feverishly trying to keep it out of the press. What is so 
damaging now that the public is made aware of a joint exercise 
with Egypt or that the Nimitz moved arcund Libya? What was your 
problem with having the story cone out: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It gets into a matter 
of the principle of sources and methods and intelligence and so 
forth. And that's as far as I can go. I'm sorry. 


Yes? 


Q The President upproves the AWACS, and you briefed 
the President. It would seem to me that the President would want 
to know who initiated these discussions, the U.S. or Egypt. And you 
mean to say you don't know who did this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say that. 
I said that we and the Egyptians and the Sudanese, for that matter, 
frequently consult each other on a daily basis. Our ambassador 
and his counterparts in the foreign ministries exchange information 
on how we view the situation in the area. Now, this -- I'm sorry. 
This is normal practice, and it tas been going on in the past few 
weeks and I would guess in the ccurse of the past ten days or so 
that they began to say: What abcut an exercise and what do you 
think about it? Well, we can or we cannot be ready and we can or we 
cannot have the forces available and this sort of thing. And they 
reached a common agreement that, yes, let's do it, both sides are 
ready, and we are in a position. 


Now, I -- that's as good an answer as I can give you. 
I'm sorry. 


THE PRESS: Thank ycu. 


END 1:50 P.M. EST 
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Pebruary 18, 1983 
The Briefing Roca 
1338 £.mu. EST : 


MR. ALLIN: Wow that wa have all the agenda-setters 
here in the room, we will begin this briefing. 


This will be on background, attributable to a 
senior administration official. We would appreciate it if you 
oA attribute gy colleague's remarks to a senior administration 
° ° 


Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CPFICXAL: You have just seen 
the press statements by the President and the Norwegian Prime 
Minister. He, as you know, has been here on an official 
working visit. This afternoon, he will complete his visit with 
Giscussions with Secretary Shultz. But I think we can give you 
a a. now of the issues that came up and the results of the 
meet. ° 






























As the Prime Minister indicated, I think the key 
issue -- or the issue at the top of the agenda -- was the arms 
control and disarmament question. And I think the Prime Minister's 
statement spoke for itself, which I think reflected the Norwegian 
government's strong support, continuing support for the 
December 1979, two-track decision. 


That decision, I will remind you once again, was 
that the United States would negotiate with the Soviet Union 
on this class of weapons. And failing in an agreement, NATO 
eo with the deployment of 572 systems beginning at the 
end of 1983. 


Now, discussing the 1979 decision, I think there are 
several specific points that are worth noting. Both sides agreed 
thet the Andropov proposal -- that is, his proposal that calls for 
almost 500 Soviet warheads targeted against Europe and zero for 
the United States -- was an unacceptable and an unreasonable 
proposal. And there was good discussion of why Sritish and French 
systems should not be taken into account in those negotiations. 
Both sides agreed that British and French systems io not play the 
role that American systems play in Europe. And that is operating 
as a deterrent to Soviet attack, that the British and French 
system cannot substitute for the American nuclear umbrella. 

And I think there was common agreement that equality, as the 
President said in his State of the Union address -- “Equality 
between U.S. and Soviet forces in arms control is a precondition 
for an agreesent.° 
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Pinaily, I think that the President told 
the Norwegian. . Prine i nister that the United States is indeed 
ted to reaching an agreement in Geneva, sincerely 
committed to banning an entire catagory of systems so that the 
United States could forego, altogether, the deployment of any 


Im think the second issue on the agenda was economics, 
and the strategy that both countries are pursuing with other 
Western countries to bring about a recovery and an expansion of 
the international economic order. I think, as those of you who 
were here for the little briefing that I guve prior to the 

visit, I pointed out that Prime Minister Willoch is a trained 
economist and -- before being a Prime Minister -- was a Commerce 
Secretary. So there was a good deal of discussion on ways in 
which to bring about sustained growth and 
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Borvegians remain committed to developing their energy resources -- 

in part to reduce potential Buropean dependence on Soviet 
supplies. The Prime Minister pointed out that Norvay 

£ some short-term difficulties in rapidly developing their 

energy resources in Northern Norway and off-shore resources 

there -- that this was a terrific technical challenge but 

went. to say that in the 1990°s that this looked like «a 

wery important source of energy for Western Burope. There 


Q Is that oil in Northern Norway wor other fuels? 


SEVIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, this is 
matural gas and cil. But when I say this -- we're talking 
about the Norwegian Sea, its off-shore we're talking about. 


Q@ - oil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: O11 and natural 
gas. And I think it’s fair to say that the U.S. officials, 
including the President, the Vice President, Secretary of 
State, Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of Defense, 
who sat in today in the meetings prior to lunch and at lurch, 
were pleased to listen to the Norwegian governme:t's commitments 
to move ahead in the exploitation of its energy resources. 


I°ll just finish up by saying that there was a 
good discussion about U.S. policy in Latin America, and 
Central America which in response to a question by the 
Morwegian Prime Minister, the President and the Secretary of 
State had an opportunity to explain cur policy there, to 
explain that we have a balanced, integrated approach to the 
problems of the region -— focusing both on the military side 
as well as the political and the economic. And I think there 
was general agreement that there was a tendency to misunderstand 
or that Buropeans have misunderstood the fact that we do 
have a balanced policy towards the region. It does not focus 
merely on the military dimension. 


Q Did the President use that phrase, “The 
Europeans have misunderstood"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think 
this was more a kind of percep*ion that both sides just 
simply share. But there was no charses there. There was 
just a general feeling that more needed to be done to explain 
Our position and our actions in Central end Latin America. 


Q The Prime Minister made it clear that he 
does not want the United States to insist on the zero option 
as the only agreement possible. In fact, he said, as you 
recall, that he wants the United States and the Soviet Union 
to make all possible efforts to get agreement as close to 
this optimum as possible. You would help us if you could 
tell us what the President's response was when they 

. Giscussed the possibility of an interim agreement. 
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ious 
the Soviets, to discuss ea Soviet 
the President has outlined as 


criteria for effective arms control. 
Q May I just follow that up? Did the Prize 
Minister ask the President why the United States does not now 


offer a new proposal or did the President volunteer information 
as to why the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he did. He 
eaid that he felt that it was important -- the President felt 
the negotiations about eliminating an entire class of weapons. 


Q That's the reason why he would not now 
change his proposal or subait a new one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don’t, & think © 


But also, excluding zero? Either way? 
SENIOR ADMIKRISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 


that. What the Norwegian Prime Minister was interested in hearing, 
and I think he did hear it, that we are sincerely committed to get- 
ting an agreement in Geneva. 


Q Why didn’t he know that, and also, if you do 
egree with our interpretation of his remarks, that he would accept 
less -- I'm speaking of the Prime Minister -- less than a sero? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not too sure I 
would agree with that interpretation. 


Q Why? 
Q =- as close as possible to - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is your inter- 
pretation. It's certainly not mine. 


Q What does “as close as possible® mean? 
Q You don't quarrel with that interpretation, do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. You 
should ask the Norwegian Prime Minister. 


Q You're telling us what went on, from both sides. 
You are speaking for both. 


Q You don't quarrel ~ith our interpretation, do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I just don't 
want to comment on his interpretation. 


Q Did he indicate in the meetings that he would be 
willing to accept less? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the issue 
came up like that, Chris, it really didn't. I mean, there was no dis- 
cussion, gee, would you take this or that? I think it was more a 
general discussion of asking the President what our negotiating stra- 
tegy was and the President explaining that we think that zero is a 
realistic alternative, that we want to continue to try to achieve it, 
and at the same time if the Soviets have a good idea, a reasonable 
proposal, we're willing to explore it. 
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aS SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, << 't remen- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 think thut there was, 
was no discussion. 1°11 just simply repeat what I said. 
was no discussion of concrete negotiating alternatives other 


Q We're not asking you thet, ve know that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're not going 
to get any sore out of me on this subject than you've gotten. 


Q You've confirmed now. You state -- 
Q We don’t vant you to distort what the -- 


Q Could you tell us if the President or the Prine 
Minister, either one, mentioned the March 6 elections, and what 
strategies might change that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was -- no, I want 
to make this point wery strongly. There was absolutely no discussion 


about how our negotiating posture and what we say about it would 
affect the March 6 elections. 


What there was a discussion about was a simple discus- 
sion of what aight hapoen on March 6, and President in fact asked the 
Morwegian Prime Minister -- I remember him saying, you know, you're 
closer to this situation than we are, what's your judgment? 


But there was no discussion of how our policy should in 
any way be hinged to that election date. 


Q What was the Prime Minister's judgment? 
Q =- afterwards -- ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, there was no - all 
there was, a simple political discussion as though we were talking 
about who's going to win the next mayoralty in Cincinnati. 


Q What did the Prime Minister say? What was his 
judgment? Did he have none? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that really is 
privileged information. 


Q Why did the President ask hin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it's obvious that 
people in the West are interes.ed in that election. It's an important 
election. 


Q Did tho Frime Minister think that the zero-zero 
option was reasonable? Was he discussing that in the sense of what 
was reasonable, what possibly could be attained? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he was interested. 
I don't think he specifically had a view on whether it was reasonable 
or not. He was interested in hearing what the President felt, because 
it is a U.S. negotiating position, and he did hear from the President 
‘that we thought it was reasonable both in terms of a concept as well 

as an achievable goal in Geneve. 


Q He didn't comment specifically on whether he thought 
it was reasonable? 
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Q Did the President ask the Prine Minister about 
the West German election? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think <-- I can't 
remember precisely how it came up. But I do remember the Presi-ient 
ppd saying, “Gee, what -- ° you know, “your closer to it. W.at 

oo ae ee ae 


Q Well, what did he say? 


Q Did he give him an answer, even if you don't 
say what it is? 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It’s just inappropriate 
for me to do that. 3 


Q Did he shrug his shoulders, say, “Beats ne°? 


Q You said that what the Prime Minister wanted 
op tase exp Gee we Oe serious about what's going on in Geneva. 
anything that has happened in American politics or anything 
happered over here that <-- any reason that there was any 
a © oe OS first place that we're serious 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, what has 
happered is there is an international propaganda campaign, 2 peace 
offensive, which anyone who reads the Eurovean press or listens 

ets say is very clear. They are trying to argue 
that somehow we are unreasonable. We are intransigent in these 


Q What I was asking is was the Prime Minister 
Goubtful that we are -~- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Ho. 


Q Well, why did he need to be reassured if he 
didn't have any doubt in the first place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he 
necessarily did have to be reassured; but I think the President 
4id want to make it very clear, just as the Vice Presidert, in his 
visit, to be able to say that we are sincerely committed to achieving 
an equitable outcome in Geneva. 
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I don't quite understand your answer. Does that 
| Minister believed that we were not doing an 
effective job of getting our case cut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it was more @ 
Giscussion, I think, by two Western politicians of some of the 
problems in countering Soviet propaganda. 


For instance, the idea I talked before about the 
British and Prench forces and the Soviet Andropov proposal end 
the need to do a sore effective jcb expleining why a Soviet munc- 
poly is act an acceptable arme control cutcome. It was more a 
recognition that both share, as Western leaders, who ia-e 
to constantly sustain support of their publics, unlike the Soviets, 
of having to deal with that proble. 


‘we another subject, are there any -- was there 
Se Seesaseses 2 et the Norwegian cut in the price of oil 
today 


ek ee ~* 


report Borweg 
think, what is it? a three-dollar cut in the price. ‘wt there 
ao real discussion. 


Q The Prime Minister didn’t know that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF.TIAL: Well, I don’t know 
if he did or he didn't. 


1:54 P.M. EST 
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SPECIAL BRIEFING BY M. PETER MCPHERSON, ADMINISTRATOR, AID 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1983, 3:05 P.M. 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: This is an on-the-record briefing by 
AID Director McPherson. It is on the subject of Commission 
on Foreign Security and Economic Assistance that the Secretary 
announced this morning. 

Peter, all yours. 

MR. MCPHERSON: Good afternoon. I am Peter McPherson, 
Administrator of AID. 

Secretary Shultz before the Senate Budget Committee 
today announced the creation of a Commission on Foreign Security 
and Economic Assistance. This Commission will be chaired by 
former Deputy Secretary of Defense, Frank Carlucci. Incidentally, 
we've got a handout ie @ moment which will give these names for 
you and more detailed background. 

The Co-Chairmen of the Commission will be Lane Kirkland, | 
President of the AFL-CIO, and Larry Silberman, Executive Vice President 
of Crocker National Bank and former Ambassador to Yugoslavia, Deputy 
Attorney General, etc., and Clifton Wharton, Chancellor of the 
State University of New York System and Chairman of the Board for 


International Food and Agricultural Development, a leading 


developmentalist, economic international development type here 


in the country. 
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The Commission has been formed to review the goals and 
objectives of the U.S. foreign assistance program. We expect 
the Commission to review all present foreign assistance programs, 
security and economic, both bilateral and multilateral, and to 
make recommendations to the President, the Secretary of State, 
and Congress. We expect to utilize funds raised from private 
sources, as well as funds that the Government will contribute. 
The Commission will operate outside the State Department itself. 
The foreign assistance programs have long been an integral part 
of our foreign assistance policy and we are confident that a 
Commission of very distinguished Americans, the others to be 
announced shortly, will help us to adjust and improve these programs to 
meet the challenges of a rapidly changing world. 

On behalf of the Secretary, I've begun to organize the 
Commission, a duty the Commission itself will shortly take over, 
and will continue to serve as the Secretary's liaison to the 
Commission. | 

I might add that the Commission first came up as the 
Secretary and myself and others during the lame duck session 
consulted with Congress about foreign aid. It came up in several 
meetings with Congressmen as their idea actually, so after thinking 
about it and fairly extensively consulting with Congress in the 


last few weeks the Secretary feels it is a very excellent idea 


and is going to go forward with it. 
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I would welcome any questions you might have. 

Q How many members will the Commission have 
when it's full? 

A : The exact number is not yet determined. It 
will have in excess of fifteen members. 

Q Give us an example of how they'll go about 
examining whether foreign assistance is best served in the 
American interest, say, in any given country. What will they 
do? Will they go there? Will they audit the program? How is 
it done? 

A We don't expect that the Commission will 
travel abroad, but rather will have people to come in to brief 
them or hold in the nature of hearings from a wide range of 
individuals who have opinions and who have direct experience 
in this. There is, of course, an enormous amount of experience 
and opinion within this town and otherwise that the Commission 
would easily be able to draw from. 

Q How do they decide whether $18 million here 
and $29 million there is best spent and best serves American 
interests? Just from interviewing people? 

A Well, the traditional approach in the past 
has been that foreign assistance served America's interests in 
several ways. One, that it served the interests of America 


because the development in growth -- speaking of economic 
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S ' assistance for the moment -- of foreign countries was in fact good 
for America, furnished markets and economically good. 

The second reason has historically been for humanitarian 
purposes, drought and so on. A third reason, and very important 
one, is it served national security interests. Our program has 
tended to be targeted to various areas of the world that were of 
great interest in foreign policy euutent to America. The security, 
the military, the foreign military sales, of course, have been 
primarily looking at U.S. foreign policy interests and security 
of the countries that were our allies and friends. Those premises, 

—. it seems to me, need to be reviewed in the context of the budget 
YY austerity days that we have before us, and I think the Commission 
itself will need to draft some more detail as to how it will 

proceed, and it seems to me inappropriate for us to try to ahead 
of time determine in great detail what it ought to do exactly, 

but it's our expectation that they will take the premises of the 
program as now set forward, set forth, in the budgets and other 


presentations of the Administration and look at those. They will 





talk extensively with Congress. 
In some ways there have been, of course, a lot of 
commissions in the past, but this one in some ways we invision 


to be different, and we expect to have Congress and members of 


/ Congress deeply involved in the Commission as members or in some 
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capacity, at least some unofficial capacity, and we look upon 
this group of really very distinguished Americans to deal a lot 
with Congress and Congress to express their views. 

We've got to have leadership of this country take a 
serious and careful look at foreign aid rather than just sort 
of talking back and forth about it, serious people should take 
a look, in our judgment. 7 

Q Can I ask sort of a -devil's -advocate question? 
If you're going to have them dealing a lot with Congress, what's 
going to prevent people from drawing the conclusion that this is 
nothing more than a PR effort to convince Congress by co-opting 
some critical members of it or supportive members of it, that 
you immerse them in all the detail of this stuff and then they 
come out supporting the foreign aid program? 

A Well, I think the involvement with Congress 
that we anticipate having will be such that there will be a 
variety of views to start off with on foreign aid, and I wouldn't 
expect that such a variety of views would be able to be co-opted 
as you said. I think there needs to be an honest exchange and a 
careful analysis of where we are on foreign aid. Historically it 
has been thought to be a pretty important program and it had 
certain premises, those that I laid out a moment ago, and it's 


time, in our judgment, to review it, and to review it not just as 


the Administration within itself thinking it through but to review 
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it by senior outside people and review it with Congress, have 
a serious discussion on the matter. 

Q You seem to be indicating that this Commission 
will have a mandate to make changes. 

A Well, the Commissionr.will have a mandate to 


make recommendations it thinks to be-appropriate. We are not 





telling the Commission ahead of time just what they should do. 

Q | When are they going to report, in time for 
the upcoming bills' passage? 

A We expect a tentative report or an initial 
draft tentative report by July l. 

Q Can you say where we are? Could you give me 
the context for that? Some of the questions you are going to be 
looking at. There must be a number of things you have in mind, 
the balance between security and economic development and that 
sort of thing. 

A | That's one of the ways foreign aid is 
traditionally viewed, and that may be appropriate. On the other 
hand, you perhaps should look at more basic questions as to what 
functions foreign aid plays, what the needs are, and build from 
that kind of basis as opposed to starting right off and looking 
at the balance between military and economic. 


Q When you say "where we are" that has no picture 


in my mind. I mean is it useful or not useful? What are the basic 








questions you are trying to answer? 

A You have before you a world economic 
situation. You've got a world political situation, country by 
country, continent by continent. We've had now a lot of years 
experience with foreign assistance. It seems to us it's 
appropriate now, and there has been a lot of discussion about 
foreign aid when it's up before cenets, it's appropriate now 
to sit back and thoughtfully say, “Let's look at the world as 
it nv the situation, political and economic and military abroad, 
and let's look at our resources and let's see where we want to go. 
If I were to define in great detail what this Commission should do 
I think that would be somewhat limiting, and I don't want to do 
that. 

Q Would you expect. that; they might take a look 
at allocations: df our foreign assistance program to the Middle 
East, for example, as compared to the rest of the world and say, 
"This is out of whack; this doesn't make any sence"? 

A I really don't want to prejudge but clearly 
overall allocations are clearly going to be something the 
Commission would have to look at. 

Q Is there going to be an agenda? 

A A note about what I say on allocations. I 


don't want to comment specifically on the Middle East, but I just 


want to say the broad allocations obviously are part of the way a 











foreign assistance program works’. 

Q Are they going to have any sort of an 
agenda or a framework from which to begin? 

A We are preparing a series of questions and 
working papers,but we expect that ‘they themselves, using such 
papers and questions, will then as a Commission -- the Commission 
will have staff and will be neeped eunsete the Department and AID -- 
will then want to use such guess to draft their own questions, 
their own agendas, etc.. It's very important, and in some ways : 
it would be nice to have a complete scenario. On the other hand, 
that would be limiting, so we've been careful not to do that, and 
I think you understand why we don't want to sort of pre-direct the 
activities of the Commission in such a manner that it will not 
perform its function effectively. . 

Q Is there some fundamental I haven't quite 
grasped for this yet? Because foreign economic aid and military 
aid is basically a product of U.S. foreign policy across the 
world, and it is a very large part of that entire policy. Is 
the Commission going to, of necessity, deal with general foreign’ 
policy problems? I mean are we saying the State Department is 
going to be dumping foreign policy onto this Commission? 

A I wouldn't say that. I didn't think the 
Secretary had that in mind. On the other hand, he clearly sees 


foreign aid as an integral part of U.S. foreign policy, and 











. 
accordingly this Commission's recommendations will be part of 
that context. 

Q To follow up an earlier question, if I may. 
Would it be unduly cynical to say that one of its tasks is to 
figure out how the heck to get a foreign aid bill through 
Congress? 

A Well, it seems to me, to us, the Secretary, 
that there has not been a consensus of levels of foreign aid 
and how the foreign aid program should function for a few years 
and that such a general belief on how to operate would be very 
helpful for this country and for its foreign policy. 

Q When is the last time a full foreign aid 
bill was passed by the Congress? 

A A year ago. As with some part of the 
Government last year, it was funded this year by a continuing 


resolution for '83. For '82 a bill passed. 


Q Will you get into bilateral aid, multilateral 


aid, FAO, and -- 3 

A We're looking primarily on the economic side, 
the bilateral program, the so-called development assistance, the 
ESF, the PL-480, the bilateral programs that the U.S. directly 
administers. We are looking at the multilateral programs, which 
are the banks. I mean the World-Benk, the American Development 


Bank, Asian Development Bank, African Development Bank. That on 
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the economic side. Andon the military side we are looking at 
the foreign military sales, MAP, and so forth, the so-called 
military assistance basically. 

Q . How much will you concentrate on the IMF? 

A The IMF program will not be a point of 
concentration. On the IMF there have been, as you know, 
extensive discussions internationally in recent weeks. There is 
before Congress a program. It is the belief of the Administration 
that our role and our contribution to the IMF is clear and is before 
Congress and the public at this em. 

Probably shouldn't take more than a couple more questions. 

'Q Yes. In that connection, you said a minute 
ago you didn't want to define the role of the Commission, but now 
you're saying the Administration doesn't want the Commission to 
focus on the IMF, and in connection with that I sort of ask another 
question, which is that since the Secretary announced this Commis- 
sion I assume it's safe to assume that he supports its work, not 
necessarily its conclusions, he'll wait until he sees that. Does 
that mean that he'll also wait until this Commission draws its 
conclusions as to how much he should support the current foreign 
aid request? Are you going to put all this on hold until this 
Commission comes out. 


A We're proceeding. Congress is proceeding with 


hearings. The Secretary testified this morning on the foreign aid 
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bill, among other matters, before the Senate Budget Committee, 
and we expect to continue. Congress hopes to move along through 
the committee process in the next very few weeks the various 
appropriation requests of this Administration. 

Q Do you expect it next year, I mean not this 
year in other words? 
“i I would aw think that by next year there 
would be some impact, and I envision the discussions through this 
year will be of interest ee ehthnes of Congress too. But the 
point I would like to respond on especially, and I think the 
point you are making, is we do not think of this Commission as 
intervening and stopping the appropriations in process while the 
Commission goes forward. The Commission, yes, is looking at things 


as they are right now, but the Commission is also going to be 


looking at matters over the next few years. 





Q | You're not suggesting that its findings are 
in any way binding in the end at all, are you? 

A No. 

Q What if the Congressmen come back and in the 
course of this appropriation process they're going to say, "Nbw, 
wait a minute Mr. Secretary, you just proposed an overall review 
of this program, why shouldn't we wait and see how it comes out? 


a They will take any opportunity they can to get of passing it. You 


know that. 
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A Let me answer this question and leave you, 
because I think we've covered it quite well. We have had 
extensive consultations with the appropriate enems cntee on 
Congress on this Commission, and I think everyone up sini 
understands, both from our point of view and from the point of 
view of expeditiously handling what they've got before then, 
that no way does anyone want to wait for several months before 
this Commission euaphoves its task. That's going forward. I 
need to look forward and prepare, as a matter of fact, my 
hearing before the House Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow 
morning, and I can tell you that Chairman Zablocki isn't waiting 
for anything as he proceeds to makk up and prepares to ask me all 
kinds of good questions tomorrow morning. 

Q How much of a budget will the Commission have? 

A We think the Commission needs to more carefully 
define its agenda before an ‘propriate budget can be drafted. 


Thank you gentlemen, and ladies. 


(The briefing was concluded at 3:25 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ON THE RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 
STEPHEN W. BOSWORTH, CHAIRMAN 
FOREIGN POLICY PLANNING COUNCIL 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1984, 4:15 P.M. 
[i433/ 


MR. BOSWORTH: I'd be happy to take any questions 
anyone might have. 


Q On the record? 

A On the record. 

@) What about Fl Salvador? (Laughter.) 

A Don't anticipate it. (Laughter.) On the 
subject of the Policy Planning Council and staff. 

O - §teve, could you explain the mechanics a 
little more about how the -- the Secretary said that there 


will continue to be permanent people. I mean are you still 
going to have a staff as has existed in the past? 





A Yes, very much so. We're fortunate, I think, 
in having a very highly qualified staff in place that is 
composed of people from outside the Government, people from 
inside the Government; and that staff will remain in place 
and will work with the Council members. 


@) So what's different then? I mean tell me 
what's different about this change? 


A I think there are a couple of things that 
are different in a sense, I don't want to try to exaggerate 
the differences because, as the Secretary indicated, this is 
a function which has been performed in the Department over 
the last 35 years. But I think there are a couple of things 
that are different. 


First of all, I think the Secretary himself is very 
directly and acutely interested in the function of the 
Policy Planning Council and staff. As he indicated just a 
few moments ago, he is concerned about the need not to allow 
the Department as a whole, and himself in particular, to 
become totally a captive of day-to-day events. So he very 
much wants this function performed, and performed in a 
vigorous fashion. 


The second difference, I think, is that of struc- 
ture. In contrast to the approach of the past several years 
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in which the structure of policy planning has been rather 
traditionally hierarchical with a Director and several Deputy 
Directors. It's our belief that by creating this Council, 
which will operate in a collegial and basically very coequal 
fashion, that we are able to attract a very high quality of 
individual by giving them the prospect of direct par- 
ticipation in this exercise of frequent and direct contact 
with the Secretary of State and the Deputy Secretary and the 
other principals. 


So I think those are two differences. I would not 
want to exaggerate them. The function remains basically as 
it has been for the last several years. 


Q Can you give us some idea of the type of 
projects or thoughts that you're working on? 


A I think the Secretary gave a pretty good 
breakdown. There are issues of current policy where because 
we do not have discrete regional or functional respon- 
sibilities we will be expected by him to provide an 
integrating function and to provide a cross-cut of issues -- 
for example, economic issues which have political implica- 
tions. One can enumerate such things as the debt crisis, 
the question of what's going to happen in the world oil 
market, etc. 


Those are primarily economic issues, but they are 
economic issues of very profound political implications for 
our foreign policy. That is one set of issues. That is 
sort of a policy function, if you will. 


The planning function is the other side of the 
coin, and that is an effort to look ahead to anticipate 
problems and issues that are coming at us to begin devel- 
oping contingency planning for dealing with those issues, 
to develop alternative analyses. 


It is not what one might possibly consider a Think 
Tank operation in that we are not looking 10-20 years ahead. 
I think the majority of our forward planning is six to 24 
months ahead, but we are also trying to be attuned to sort 
of see changed developments in the world that will inevi- 
tably impact on U.S. foreign policy. 


I think we should be conscious of the fact that 
there is a lot of work being done on foreign policy 
issues in a forward-planning sort of context outside the Govern- 
ment. And one of the things we intend to do very vigorously 
is establish lines of communication and contact with the 
various private foundations, universities, and individuals 
who are doing that sort of work. 








Q It's unclear to me, and maybe I'm just naive, 
; it's unclear to me if these council members will consider 
Ee this as a full-time occupation or if they'll be coming in on 
visitation duty from time to time? 


A It will not be visitation duty. It's a full- 
time job. 


Q Would you expect to expand the number of 
council members? 


A It's somewhat accordian-like. I think that 
Five, in my view at the moment, is kind of the optimum, but 
there is no fixed tenure. People will be here for a fixed 
period of time but not everybody for the same amount of 
time. 


As the Secretary indicated, Bob Osgood is not 
going to be coming on until the summer when he finishes his 
academic commitments, so we'll be operating with four for 
the next few months; then he'll make it five. Conceivably, 
we could go to six at some point or we may drop back to four 
for a few months if someone leaves while we're getting 
someone else. 


. Q Will it have any kind of a monitoring function? 
( Suppose an Assistant Secretary wants to send off memos 
. someplace or other, does it have to go through the Council? 


A No. I don't want to spend all of my time 
clearing everyone else's memoranda, but I do expect, and the 
Secretary expects that we will be informed and know about 
what's going on in the bureau but we are not a traffic cop. 


If we have views on an issue which are not con- 
sistent with or the same as the views of a regional bureau 
or a functional bureau, we will express those views. But we 
are not a traffic cop. 


Q At what level will these people be paid and 
treated in terms of access and so on? 





A In terms of their level of pay, I think given 
the rather compressed nature of the Federal salary schedule, 
it will be at or near the top. 


In terms of access, as the Secretary has made 
Clear, he expects to meet with them directly, and I suppose 
one could consider that sort of the rough equivalent of an 
Assistant Secretary level, but I'm not going to spend a lot 
of time trying to negotiate a contract as to what our level 
Or status is. 


g 








@) Will they meet once a month, once a week, 
once a day? ‘ 


A I think that will vary. If my own experience 
over the last seven weeks that I've been in this job is any 
indication, I think we could expect that one or more of us 
will meet with the Secretary a couple of times during the 
day, sometimes more than that, on individual issues. 


I would hope that we would also, as a group, meet 
with the Secretary periodically but I'm not at this point in 
a position to say how frequently that will be. 


Q Each of the four members has his own regional 
study background -- the Soviet Union, Europe, Latin America 
or Mideast -- but is there any special reason why the Asian 
specialist is not included? 


A No. In fact, I would submit that it basi- 
cally has been included. I think that both Bob Osgood and 
Peter Rodman have done an extensive amount of writing on 
Asian studies, Asian developments. 


We did not try to go out and recruit a Western 
European specialist, a Middle East specialist. What we 
really tried to do is find four highly qualified genera- 
lists, each of whom has some specific areas of expertise, of 
concentration. But I think that basically everyone here is 
a generalist. 


Q What issues have you dealt with over the 
past seven weeks? 


A The same issues the Secretary's been dealing 
with over the past seven weeks. Also looking at some 
aspects of the international economy. We've been operating 
at a rather stripped-down staff over the last seven weeks. 
As me that question eight weeks from now. 


Q Did you get involved in the Libyan thing on a 
day-to-day or do you get involved in broader issues? 


A We get involved in both narrow and broad 
issues. I don't want to get into the specifics of what 
we've been working on, but narrow and broad issues. 


Q Let's take one a little further away. Maybe 
it'll be more helpful. If the Council had been in existence 
last summer, would it be involved in the pipeline dispute? 
Is that the kind of cross-cutting issue that -- 


A I would think so. 











Q What kind of relationship will you have with 
the White House? ' 


A We work for the Secretary. Our relationship 
is to him. 


Q The Council members won't talk to NSC? 


A No. We talk to the NSC. We'll continue to 
talk to them; have a very good relationship with the White 
House. 


Q Thank you. 


(The on the record. briefing concluded at 4:23.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Good morning. Any questions? 








QUESTION: Mr. Kirkland, yesterday, indicated 

that he feels there's little chance the Reagan Administration 
will turn away as much the way labor would like to see them 
turn away. In fact -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Turn what? 


QUESTION: The expression that Mr. Kirkland used concerning 
the Reagan Administration was "There's no education the second 
kick of a mule." Did you offer any indication that Mr. 
Kirkland perceives reception of the Reagan Administration that 


the mule might be able to budge? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had a wide-ranging discussion across 
many topics. It was a very constructive atmosphere; didn't 
agree about everything but I thought it was a very good 
meeting. I don't have any comment on the detail of it, but as 
far as I was concerned the meeting that I had was constructive 


in tone throughout. 





QUESTION: Could you summarize the general nature, subject 
matter of your remarks, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The sessions are off the record with the 
AFL-C1O Executive Council, and I would just respect that tra- 
dition of theirs. I'll be glad to answer any questions you 


want to ask me about what I think about something or other. 


The nature of the discussion with them is traditionally off 
the record and I'll just leave it that way. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, the Canadian Government is saying that 
the barring in this country of three films without a 
disclaimer by the United States, that they are either political 
propaganda or that they are not wanted in this country. Is 

the throwback of the McCarthy era an abridgment of freedom of 


speech? 





For further information contact: 


a ._._ 
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How would you explain that to the Canadians as the Secretary 
of State? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have just barely caught up with the fact 
that those films have been barred, and I think I'll just 
reserve comment until I'm able to dig into it a little bit 
more. 





QUESTION: Do you feel any possibility that because of the 
principles involved that the Administration may have to 
reverse this or back down on it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to make any kind of definitive 
comment until I've had a chance to get into it a little bit. 
Obviously, we must stand always for the principles of freedom 
of expression. But where that leads you in this particular 
case, I'm not ready to Say. 





QUESTION: Did you get the impression you were invited here as 
a surrogate Secretary of Labor? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. (Laughter) 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, following up that question, as a 
former Secretary of Labor who enjoyed very warm relations with 
the labor movement, do you have any guidance that you could 
offer to Secretary Donovan, or to us, as to how the /iabor 
movement changed this arms-length relationship? It's really 
quite unparalleled, isn't it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think Secretary Donovan has been around 
here and invited to talk with various groups, and has done so. 
I understand the discussions have been constructive. It seems 
to me that's the way to handle it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a lot of these labor people are 
skeptical this recovery will continue. What's your view? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My opinion is that we are now seeing the 
Start of a recovery. If we manage things right, I think it 
can continue and expand and develop into a genuinely strong 


recovery. I believe that will happen. 


When I say “if we manage things right," I'm very conscious of 
the fact that our economy, big and important as it is -- 25 
percent of world GNP -- nevertheless, it is very much a part 
of the world economy. 


The expansion here helps everybody else but what happens 
elsewhere will also affect us. So we have to manage it and 
think about it in that manner. 
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I might say that I think one of the positive developments 

taking place in the world economy is the obvious tendency now 

for the price of oil to fall. I think that is a positive 

development. I recognize there are many problems that will be 

created by that but we shouldn't let the problems and the need 

to cope with them blind us to the importance of this develop- 

ment, and its basically positive impact on prospects for the recovery. ~ 


My Old friend over here, I have to recognize. Jack. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you tried to advise the 
Secretary of Labor on how to behave more adequately? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think he's doing fine. I don't have to 


advise him. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on that economics question, what 
about the outlook on unemployment? There seems to be a 
feeling that things may improve but unemployment won't dimi- 
nish very much very soon. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Decline in unemployment tends to lag in 

upturn historically. That's just a statistical fact. On the 
other hand, I think as recovery takes place, employment oppor- 
tunities will be created. That's in some ways a definition of 


a "recovery." I think we can see that. 


What tends to happen is that the labor force, of course, keeps 
expanding and you have to have a recovery that is faster than 
the expansion of the labor force in order to really cut into 
unemployment. I think it's important to have a strong and 
steady kind of expansion and in the end that will have its 
impact on unemployment. 








Of course, the big thing is to have an impact on employment so 
that the number of jobs expands and the number of the job 
opportunities expands. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you probably know there's a lot 
of, opposition in Canada to the testing of the cruise missile 
Over northern Alberta, and I wonder how important -- how cri- 
tical is testing in Canada of the cruise missile to the U.S. 
Defense Secretary, and if the Operative Agreement is not 
Signed, what affect will it have? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's important to test weapons so that you 
know about their behavior. So this arrangement is a matter of 
great significance, and the Canadian Government has made an 


agreement with us and we expect that will carry forward. 
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I think there's one thing that we must keep in our minds here 
in this country and throughout the free world. There tends to 
be a preoccupation with weapons and, of course, we must have a 
Capacity to defend ourselves. That's why we are talking about 
these weapons. But the real thing for us to concentrate on is 
not the weapons but the values that are involved, the values 
we share. What we're trying to do and what our Allies are 
trying to do is to defend those values. In order to do that, 
Obviously, we have to have a deterrent capability, and that's 
what this is all about. It's about our values and the defense 
of them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, speaking of weapons, has the inabi- 
lity to get Mr. Adelman through the Senate Committee up there, 
is this creating a problem for you? Can we have your comments 
on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Obviously, we want our nominee to be con- 
firmed because you always do, on the one hand, and, more to 
the point, because Ken Adelman is a darn good guy and he'll do 
a good job. He can't perform in the job until he's confirmed, 
so the more delay there is in his confirmation, the more dif- 
ficulty it causes us in pursuing the President's program of 
reduction in these armaments. 





However, that having been said, the President's program is on 
tract. We are working on it. The capacity of the staff of 
the Arms Reduction and Control Agency, that staff is fully 
engaged. So we continue on. But we would be benefited by 
having Ken Adelman confirmed. 


QUESTION: Are you personally going to pick up any of the 
Slack at this time while you're waiting for the Senate vote? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am working on this and other matters all 
out. Ken Dam, my Deputy Secretary, is paying special atten- 
tion to working with the ACDA staff. There is an Acting 
Director there. Administratively, we're fully engaged. But, 
certainly, we'll be better off when Ken Adelman is confirmed, 
as we expect him to be. 


OUESTION: On what basis do you make that statement, sir? I 
hear a lot of confidence in Washington that the Senate will 
approve him; on what basis do you think that will happen? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On the basis of general sentiments that you 
hear, on the basis of the merits of the man and the need to 
pursue vigorously the program of arms reduction that the 
President has put in place, and so we need to get the 
President's team in there and working. I think those argu- 


ments will become more and more obvious as we go along. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, yesterday, Defense Secretary 
Weinberger said that El Salvador does need more aid, more 
military aid on the part of the United States. The Defense 
Secretary also implied that perhaps we should expand the 
Multinational Peacekeeping Force in Lebanon. 


Does this indicate that Americans must accept, as a fact life, 
active U.S. military involvement for the Reagan - 
Administration, or for the United States to have their way? ' 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You have two different things there 
entirely. One is support for the Government of El Salvador in 
its effort to have the strength to counter the insurgency in 
El Salvador, remembering that that insurgency is armed and 
Supported by outside forces -- by the Soviet Union through 
Cuba and Nicaragua to them -- and we need to support that 


democratically based government. 


By helping them in their military efforts and supporting them 
with armaments, that's one thing. That is not the use of U.S. 
troops. That's the use of U.S. support. 


In Lebanon, we're there in a peacekeeping role; not in a 
hostile environment, but in a peacekeeping role. What expan- 
sions there may be in the Multinational Force and what 
involvement it may have in the arrangements for withdrawal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon and the provision of security, 
attention to the security of interests of Israel in southern 
Lebanon, remains to be seen. 


The President has taken the position that we should be open- 
minded about that and work with Israel and Lebanon to see what 
makes sense; and if there is a U.S. role, we should be ready 
to consider it, but there won't be any commitment to U.S. for- 
ces without that being carefully considered and there be con- 
Sultation with the Congress about it. 


QUESTION: There's a lot of feeling around here that an econo- 
mic game plan that calls for the unemployment rate to remain 
as high as ten percent for another year or year and a half is 
not really a recovery. I know that the President and Mr. 
Donovan here both have said that workers and union members 
will come back to the Republican Party when the recovery 1s 


underway. 


If unemployment is ten percent at the time of the 1984 elec- 
tions, what kind of ‘xlue collar vote and labor vote do you exvect 
you can get? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's sort out of my jurisdiction. I 
don't know about that. I do say this. That there is no game 
plan for unemployment staying high. There is a game plan, or 
an effort to have policies that will lead the United States’ 
economy to expand and to have that expansion take place with 
inflation staying under control, and to have that expansion 
take place with a greater rate of savings and investment so 
that we are able to modernize the plants and equipment that we 
have and give to the American worker the kind of top-notch - 
tools that he and she need to do their job. That is the kind 
of expansion we want and it will have rising employment, and I 
hope we'll see unemployment fall. 





It is so that the people who project things as economists are 
not always right. For example, nobody expected that the rate 
of inflation could possibly fall as fast as it's fallen in the 
past year and a half. But that is a real triumph, and it 
exceeded peoples' expectations. 


Everybody keeps saying that unemployment will be slow to 
decline, as you all have here. I would say that the 
unemployment statistics that were last recorded showed a 
decline that surprised everybody. I don't say we'll con- 
tinually be surprised; I just say that when people project how 
things are going to be two and three years from now, they 
don't necessarily know what they're talking about. 


If we have a strong expansion going with jobs increasing, I 
think that's the main thing. What the political fallout from 
that is, I leave to the politicians to figure out. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said over the weekend that one 
fine day King Hussein would join the peace process. You were 
very optimistic that the Palestinian National Council did not 
give him a mandate. In fact, the Palestinians have said that 
the President's plan was not a sound basis for any progress. 





Where does your optimism come from? Can you explain it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Palestinian Council and the statements 
that come out of meetings like that, you can find all kinds of 
Statements and meanings that attribute it. Our sense of opti- 
mism comes from the attitudes that we feel in King Hussein. I 
think he genuinely wants to be part of the peace procress 
under the right conditions, and I think it must be quite 
obvious to people throughout the Middle East, including 
‘Palestinians most particularly, that they have a tremendous 
amount to gain from the establishment of a peaceful situation 
in the Middle Fast and with Israel. Those are the kinds of 
things that lead us to think that this will get going. 




















QUESTION: In March? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to lay down a time or anything 
of that kind. 





QUESTION: You mentioned tools for labor to help in recovery. 
One of the things they are pushing for are tighter trade 
restrictions, domestic content laws; what is your answer to 
them on that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the answer, in a sense, has to 
come back to expansion. If we have expanding job oppor- 
tunities in this country and around the world, that puts all 
of the tensions surrounding trade in a different light. But 
when we have unemployment that is high and rising, that 


creates great tensions everywhere, not just here. 





My point in this is, if we can create a situation where 

Our economy expands, where, with the help of falling oil pri- 
ces, we see a greater expansion than is otherwise anticipated 
in Japan and Western Europe, you get that expansion. That 
begins to feed expansion in the Third World which has been 
extremely important for jobs in this country. Then, we want 
to keep trade relations as open as possible so that the 
interactive effect of these expansions can take place and be 
mutually stimulative to everybody. Then, we'll all benefit. 
That is the kind of reasoning, at least, that I have on this 
subject. : 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on protectionism, isn't the Secretary 

of Labor or the U.S. Trade Ambassador strengthened by the 

threat or the reality of domestic content legislation, in GATT talks 
Or in straight bilaterals? Aren't you strenghtened when you 

go forth from a meeting like this knowing what labor senses 

and what it wants? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Underlying the problem, however, is the 
fact that domestic content legislation embedded into our law, 
if that were to happen, would be bad for the United States. 
It would be bad for the American consumer. We have to keep 
remembering that, and don't forget about the consumer. There 
are a lot of them out there. We have to keep remembering 


those things. 





Threats and consequences always play a part in any bargaining 
process, but we don't use as threats things that we wouldn't 
like to see come to pass. We have to be a little careful 


about that. 


QUFSTION: Could you clarify the President's calls for _~ 
something in the nature of a Palestinian homeland; explain 
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abies 


how, if at all, this differs from previous policy on the 
matter? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it needs any particular 
clarification. The President spoke, and I think his meaning 
is perfectly apparent. I never try to clarify Presidents; 
they speak for themselves. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, recently, four high-ranking offi- 
Cials of the Cuban Government were indicted for alleged 
complicity with drug smugglers using their island as a 
refueling point. Could you comment on that, and do you have 
any assurances that that is no longer taking place now? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't be sure, obviously, but it's 
something that we don't want and our policies are against it, 
our efforts are against it. There are efforts to interdict the 
flow of drugs into this country; they are very strong. They 
also have programs to try to stop the production of drugs at 
their source with various countries going forward. All of 
that effort is a very strong one. 





We've had, in recent months, some rather spectacular seizures 
of drugs right here in this area. So we're not always suc- 
cessful but we're successful quite often. We keep working at 
it. It's very important. 


QUESTION: As a former Labor Secretary, do you agree with the 
plan, the proposal to drop the minjmum wage for people 22 and 
under during a five-month period? Obviously, Mr. Kirkland and 
the Federation do not agree. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've always felt that a youth minimum dif- 
ferential would be constructive, particularly in view of the 
fact that unemployment among youth, particularly black youth, 
is historically very high, much higher than other demographic 
groups. 


I think there's no question about the fact that if this were 
to happen, it would help employment opportunities for the 
young people and I think that would be a constructive thing to 
do. I've advocated that a long time. In fact, I remember the 
first Executive Committee Meeting of the AFL-CIO -- and I see 
Jack smiling over there -- that I came to in 1969. I had made 
a comment before coming here advocating this on a TV quiz 
show, so that was the first question I got in the Council 
Meeting. The issue is still around. I haven't changed my 
Opinion, and I guess my friends in the labor movement haven't 
changed theirs either. 


Thank you. 


(The press conference concluded at 12:10 P.M.) 
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\ _ SPECIAL BRIEFING 
by 
‘RICHARD R. BURT 
- ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR: EUROPEAN AFFAIRS 
MARCH 8, 1983, 10:30 A.M. 


(ON THE RECORD: UNLESS: OTHERWISE NOTED) 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I think it is best that 
I just begin. answering your questions. I don't think I 
need to make a statement. 

; MR. STEINER: I just wanted to say that now that 
you. nave been: confirmed, we hope to meet more with the 
European press, Western Europe, the NATO countries, and we 
hope to: have a lot of small group. meetings like this. This 
is one of the first, really, to meet with you people. | 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: It might be useful just 
for the first question you ask if you introduce yourself and 
tell us wharyow represent. 

Whe wants to break the ice? 

MR. BRYNE: I am Arvid Bryne, from Dagbiadet, in 
Oslo. 


I would like ttohave you outline the situation now 


~- 


L } in the IMF talks, after the German elections, maybe. 
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“ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT; Well, the German elections: 
have no direct relationship to the mr talks. The negotiations 
were underway aa to the election and are enteinen now in 

3 As I said ir 2 press ‘conference in Brussels. last 

month, we are somewhat disappointed with the status that the 
negotiations have reached. - We do ‘not “believe that the Soviet “= 
Union has put orm the table # reasonable or an acceptable pro~ 
posal. They apparently believe that they can “derail” the NATO 
mentite 71> deci siér ia dae t not have to pay cnnthbing for 
stopping American: Genbositente.. 

as the President said very clearly im @ unt to 
the hittin | Legion, we believe there are certain principles 
ox criteria that have to: be followed in the negotiations. One _ 
of those key principies is equality in US. and Soviet rights 
‘and Limits in the agreement. 

That is certainly what our proposal calls for in. 
insisting on zero for both: sides. ‘The Soviet proposal does 
not call for zero for both sides. It calls for zero for the 
United States and @ massive SS-20 capability for them. 

While we are disappodatéd with the Soviet position 

im the negotiations, we are certainly not giving up. We are 
continuing to. pursue our goal, which is to eliminate an entire 


category of- systems, at the same time our representative has 














mcs been instructed by the President to listen ‘te other pro- 
= ES posals, and we hope that they will be reasonable proposals. 


and meet. the criteria that the President laid out. 

Or the Germar: elections. ‘specifically, the most 
important point is ‘that the campaign: and the elections them— 
selves demonstrated the vied political stability of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, and vet Think that’ the Bessage — 
one of the messages of the election -— is that Gecnaaiy, - ‘like 

| other allied countries,-- ‘cemine solidly behind the December 
°79 decision. : : 

Prom that standpoint, I think the statements by 
other officials calling the results: -- encouraging are correct. 

_ I justaid that I would not personally view the 
“election as 2 watershed, because I believe that the United 
States can work closely with any major German political party. 

RIE the major political parties made it clear that 

they fundamentally supported the Atlantic Alliance. 


MR. HELLBERG: ‘Lars. Heliberg, Aftenposten, Norway. 





You said om the Hill, yesterday I think, that an 
: analytical debate is underway-in the intelligence commnity 
both om the scope and the nature of the Soviet military 


expansion. Would you. add to that? 


Pi. ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I wouldn't want to go 








\ 
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too far beyond what ¥ said. “Xr think that there is no debate 
over the question. that the Soviet Union is maintaining an 
impressive siticesy buildup. ‘There has. been for some time 
@ technical debate over how to: cost or to understand or to 
quantify — maybe that if the word -— the Soviet buildup 

“ whey have a-different economy and it’ is important 


that we revise and reanalyze our techniques for estimating 


the Soviet buildup periceicatiy. 


What does seem to be occurring, according to some 
experts; is that cine Soviet: Unica is prepartag for = new round 
of military improvements, investing more in research and 
development than has beem the case in the past. This may -— 
may- —— and I want to emphasize "may* -— may mean that they 
are allcating defense-spending rubles somewhat diff winete. 
Agaim I want to emphasize that "may* -— what that May mean 
is that the constant increases that we saw during the seventies 
in their procurement of existing systems could level off -— 


not decline, but level off — so that they could spend more 


-,Money on research:.and development of new weapons. 


QUESTION: Still they would have to be produced at 
some: point. | | 


~ ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, at that time, then 





5 
aiwiatite. they would spend less on research and development 
and more on procurement, and this is a fairly normal 
, baie 


QUESTION: Any idea what these new weapons would 


‘ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: They are actively devel~ 
oping and. testing a new generation of cruise missile, as onec 
cnmmte, as well as at ‘Teast four new intercontinental 
“ballistic missiles, and @ new intercontinental bombe> known 
as the Blackjack. 

: MR" HOEBERGs -thamais Hojebers, Scandinavian News 
By YES | 
What about the discussion about an interim solution 
concerning the debate2.':: 7 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: What do yeu mean, "What 


about the Seemmestensto 





MR. HOGEBERG: Well, you say they call on Europe. 
How seriously do you take that debate? Are you seriously 
considering maybe going inte a discussion with the Russians 
al ., about am interim solution? 
RSSISTANT SECRETARY BURT; Obviously if we were, I 
wouldn't tell you, because we have to engage in negotiations 


with the Soviet Union, and the way to engage in negotiations 
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wlin ‘the Gevtael is to not reveal to: your own public what 
is. im store in the Se a a | oo 

,: What I can say is that Vice President 
Bush consulted very closely with several key heads of govern- 
ment during his visit ii Europe. He reported to the President 
the results of those discussions. He will continue to consult 
this month. chats sok meeting with the NATO Special Consulta- 
tive Group ini the midale of March. 

We are familiar with the ideas contained in the. 
tsnantie solution proposal, and we are constantly reviewing 
ideas Like this, ang other ideas. But: our position in the 
| : negotiations and ‘in public remains the same, and that is, we 

| believe verystrongly that we should continue to seek the total 
elimination of land-bazed intermediate range nuclear missiles. _ 
‘ QUESTION: Have we set 2 date for Vice President 
Bush's next tour of Europe? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: 1 am not even aware that 
there is such a tour planned. 
QUESTION: Wher N@rwegian Prime Minister Willoch 
Was here, it was said that the Vice President should come to 
Norway, but a date was not set. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I know that there have 


beer some press reports and some discussions come out of that, 





a 


but I think it is premature now to talk about a visit, to 


—E,, 
\ 
/ 


talk about concrete dates for a Vice Presidential visit. 


QUESTION: It was given before the visit in 
etn a 2 
MR. ALBRECTSEN: I am Bent Albrectsen, Berlingske 
nde 


Are you: shbbre- ate, after time has passed since 
the aadsepor access to power - do you have an estimate of 

| trends im the Soviet Union” after that change? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I atscussed some 
of these questions sesteuéar -— and, Steve, you might give 
them a copy of my statement. 

MR. ALBRECTSEN: That would be very nice. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I talked a little bit 
about what we know about Andropov and his roie. 

Generally speaking, I think the emphasis. in Soviet 


policy seems to be continuity  ° have not seen any major 





snaiaperet the sort that some peuple hypothesized. There 
have been suggestions. that the new Soviet leader might be 
5 more radical; there might be major changes in the Soviet 

: economy; there might be major shifts in foreign policy; and 
so far we haven't seer those changes. 


~ What you see at home in the Soviet Union ts a stepped 











ap anti-corruption dzive, campaign, designed to improve 
| efficiency and.productivity, which are some standard. techniques 
used by the Soviet leaders in the past. No: signs of basic 
econcitic reférm. Om the foreign policy, I think you see a 
more ictive effért tc implement the status quo. We see @ 
continuation of the talks: with Peking; inno diplomatic activism 
im South Asia; and = cheseeto peace offensive, propaganda 
offensive, in Westie Europe. But, again, no fundamental 
. ‘Rs @ result, we do: not. base our policy tovards the 
Soviet Uniom on 2 single individual. And our policy alse 
| represents continuity. We are publicly carta, and in private 
telling the Soviets that we are prepared for better relations;. 
but that better relations have to objectively flow from a 
changes in paiavieds that there are aspects of Soviet behavior 
that are mainly responsible for the decline in U.S.-Soviet 
° relations; and that we have to address these problems, par- 
ticularly the problems of the Soviet military buildup; the 


Soviet propensity to use force in places like Afghanistan, 





. and the Soviet humar rights record; before there can be a 
- veal improvement in: the relationship. 
‘This is the position that we wemettaking together 


with the allies at the Madrid CSCE conference, and we are 





pleased ow the strong unity of the allied Commission in 
.; a ae 

MR. CHRISTIANSEN: Niels Christiansen , Jyllands 
“Pastem, Denmark , 

De you have any Comments on: the reported Soviet 
suggestion or proposal to include the Baltic in a Northern 
European riuclear-free zone? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: We are extremely skeptical 
about the nuclear-free zone concept, as you know. Nuclear- 
| free zones, under some circumstances might make some sense. 

For example, we have supported in principle a nuclear-free 
zone for Latin America. The problem, of course, is that in 
the Nordic area, you have a superpower adjacent which has 
thousands of nuclear weapons on its soil, which would not be 
in any way limited or affected or influenced, really, by a 
Nordic nuclear-free zone, including the Baltic. 
The basic flaw with a nuclear-free zone is that it 
would prevent the West from deterring the use of Soviet nuclear 
weapons: against the Nordic area, while doing nothing to curb 
_the Soviet nuclear buildup which threatens the Nordic area. 
te de @ form of untlateral aisazzanent by another 


name. And the question, of course, that is raized by the 


(C inclusion of the Baltic is the problem of verification. 
yi 
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~ i We hile recently seen reports of Soviet submarine 
activities in the Baltic, ‘nis possibility that those sub- 
marines are equipped with nuclear weapons, and I think recent 
developments with submarines in that ‘iil iil the difficulties 
im tracking those submarines, and I think these are very 
important examples of the verification problems, the monitor 
ing problems, that one would encounter in making the Baltic 
nuclear free. | ; 
QUESTION: Could you say @ little more about the 
Soviet activity im the naltic? | } 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I seem tc remember a 
certain submarine — 
QUESTION: Oh, you are thinking about == all right. 
So there is nothing new that they haver’t sort of reinforced, — 
as far as you know, the nuclear capacity and put in even 
more snctecs submarines there? 
The answer is no? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I don’t want to give you 
am anwer because I just haven't looked at the situation. They 
é .; have plenty of capability.in the Baltic, and over recent 
years. ee have enhanced that capability, as. you know, because 
_ aS they have deployed: more modern, longer range submarines in 


ne the North Atlantic, they have moved their older nuclear 


submarines: down into the Baltic. 








ll 
| ‘QUESTION: . You mentioned the various kinds of 
PX: e weapons. that the Soviets. seem to be working on withR.and D. 
Is there any sign that any of these have already breached 
or wilt tiled ths teideiso or the understandings that are 
im force nouns the United States and: the Soviet Union? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: We watch the situation 
very closely,” and from time-to-time, some of these develop— 
ments do raise questions which we then. raise with the Soviets. 
I domit want te go beyond that. | 
QUESTION: I would like to ask you how the Adminis- 
trations problem with Ken Adelman is: influencing a ay 
and ask if they are influencing the discussions, the talks 
going on? 
-KSSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: None. A very simple 
snewer —— none. 7 
QUESTION: ‘That means you don't need him. (Laughter. ) 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: ts that 2 questiom:or 
z suauinene? (Laughter. ) 
MR. STEINER: Any other questions? 
we | ‘ quesrron: Depeer Secretary _ is going to go to 


- Buvope soon. What is going to be the main topics? What 


is going to be his mission there? 





C | “™ ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I think that one of the 
J P 
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things be is apparently -— you imew,. he is of Danish ancestry, 
and so I think he will be interested in part in his.visit to 
‘Denmark in visiting his roots. 

QUESTION: When is he leaving, by the way? : 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: i can't euilaber. It is 
the end of this month. poe 
| QUESTION: r was seat thinking, ts fe possible - 
set up @ talk with his before he leaves> 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: TI thidk that something 
like that is — Steve is working on something like that. 
ur STRTNER= We are trying to get. something. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I think his main two 
foci. will be security and disarmament issues, on the one 
hand, and esentnie problems and prospects on the other. 

: I know that in both Oslo and Copenhagen, ‘he will 
want to talk about the Reagan. Administration's support for 
arms control; he will want to. explain our approach to arms 
control; the fact that this Administration, for the first 
time, is calling for real reductions in nuclear capability, 

7 -not simply codifying the buildup on. both sides. He will 
| want to emphasize the continuing commitment of the Reagan 
Administration to a strategy of deterrence. He will want 


to: explode: the myth that somehow this Administration has a 


nuclear war-fighting strategy.--that is a myth.-<:.hutwthat we 
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continue to base our policy ox Ditiivniie’s.. And en the econgmic 
round, f think. he: will want te talk. Om the one hand, he will 
want. to: report om economic developments in: the United States, 
particularly the various signs that. indicate that an economic 
recovery is uriiterway here; and I know that he will want to 
explain. President Reagan's commitment to defining protectionism 
in international trade. | 

QUESTION: ‘De you feel that there har been any : 
kine of changes over the Last couple of years with regard to: 
the U.S. relations with the Nordic countries? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: That is an interesting 
question; and it is cunathion that is hard for me to answer 
right off the top of my head. I would want to think a little 
shout it. 


don't see, though, any significant changes. in 


our relationship. For just one example, we recently had, 


as you know, the visit of the Norwegian Prime Minister, which 
was an immensely successful visit. I know that everyone, 


including the President, who saw him was very impressed with 


‘Sometimes there is a tendency in Washington to be- 


Lieve that the Nordic countries tend to have a parochial 


outloek on various issues. I can tell you quite honestly that 
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the Norwegian ‘Prime Minister demonstrated exactly the opposite. : 
He was. concerned about a wide range of issues and we. had 
very good talks. And a the extent that that visit was an 
example of sort of ‘ 0.8. /itoréic dic dialogue, I think that we 
“ace in vary good shapes 
) QUESTION: Yes>. but they keep. popping ab these 
| @isputes, for examiie, between the Labor Party in Worway ané 
"te the ts, and with the Danish Social ‘Democrats. E 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT= Let's don't be naive 
about these: ‘iettekene. Z am constantly amazed -— and some of 
you may know, Iwas a former journalist myself, and I know 
‘What sakes goed cone. There is an inevitable tendency for 
the press to focus om differences and: disputes, and that is 
healthy. That is one thing that forces: politicians and govern— 
ment officials to. focus om these problems. ) 
What is really very healthy within the Alliance.-- 
and I would argue in its relationship with the United States 
and the Nordic region. —— is how truly pluralistic and democratic 
our relationships are. The fact that we can air our differ- 
ences and our views openly; that we don’t suppress. or repress; 
7 NATO,- for example, is aoe the Warsaw Pact. When there are: 
NATO meetings, the differences become apparent very quickly. 


~~ ‘here is a constant belief that I think is sometimes 


uncorsciously fostered by the press, that differences and 





@isagreements. ‘show that the Alliance, or that the Western 
‘World, is somehow im disarray. . 
I believe just the opposite. None of | us believe 
im our Owm domestic politics that debate shows that we are 
in disarray We all support the democratic process. We 
want to see spirited debate within our pariiaments. we 
expect td see the parties clask. 
‘The same is true for the Alliance. Now, the Alliance 
wouldn't, be the alliance, the West wouig not be “the West, if 
ve Gidn't have these kinds of disagreements and eeninee. and 
- we weren't able to work these problems out. 
EF could take von: through -— though it would be very 
: boring for you —— thirty years' experience of disagreement and 
debate within the Alliance. Going back to the 1950's, you 
remember the: TYear of Europe; (1973. and: the problems caused by 
the '73: Middle East War; the dispute over the pipeline of this 


‘Administration; the dispute in the Carter Administration over 





‘Ivam and the Iranian sanctions; and you can go back into the 
1960's with several examples. 
- The fact is ‘that the Alliance always gusviviee be- 
: cause of its problem-solving ability~ 
So: I think what is necessary is. to take a kind of 


sophisticated approach to these issues. The time to get 
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worried about the state of the Alliance and the state of 
the Western World is when the debates disappear. e 

QUESTION: Is there any new assessment on Poland? 
_ Es something happening, are they moving, or is it largely 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I think we are fairly 
depressed about the situation in Yoland. You will récail 
that thes EC, as well as NATO, supported three conditions 
fox change im Poland shortly after the imposition of imartial 
law. None of those conditions has really been-met. — 

. There are still large numbers of-detainees in Poland. 
While martial law has been technically lifted, the State con- 
tinues to enjoy through emergency measures a great deal of 
authority. Solidarity has been suppressed, and the govern- e 
ment's efforts to establish factory intense is certainly not 
the kind of labor movement, free labor movement, that the 
people in the West hope would come about in Poland. 

The situation can't be called static, because there 
are continuing efforts by the: authorities to: crack down on 
dissidents. There are continuing signs of dissidence. There 
are some important, potentially important, developments on 
the horizon, Inciuding the continuing possibility of a visit 


by the Pope. 


We believe that it is important, under these . §  - 

















I circumstances; that the test take its views very clear to the 
gs Polish authorities that we are not going to forget Poland, 
and that the gecasares That we have applied should continue 
im place. 
QUESTIow: “if we cam go back to the imr, are you 
still convinced: that it is possible to get some agreement 
with the Russiats based on the zero option? 

_—s”sASSTSTANT SECRETARY BURT: Yes. Just to emphasize 
my point, — I make two points about why I think it is possible. 
First of all, when the negotiations started at tne end of 
November 1981, the Soviet Union took the position that there 
was: already < belance in Europe. In other words, that they 
adié not a" ta reduce a single SS=20 missile. 

What is interesting about the Andropov proposal of 
last December is that they _ admit that a balance does not 
exist, and that they would be prepared to reduce some SS-20's. 

Now, that is not to argue or to suggest that the 
Andropov proposal is acceptable. It is not. But what is 
iapentent about it is that they have at least recognized 
‘ that Westerm public opinion will not accept this fallacious. 
er argumantt that there is 2 balance. 
In fact, let me ask a question. How could there 


be a balance when the negotiations. started at the end of 
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ee 1981, and then continue to argue there is @ balance, while 
Se they were excluding negotiations, and while the negotiations 
| have beer underway, they hive beer deploying a new SS-20 

\ ga; our position of calling “for the total elimination 
of these weapons has at Teast moved: the Soviets to recogmizing 
that they mst consider suttedbtend. int that is an important 
first cee. | | 

Now, as the year goes. BY and the Alliance demon— 
strates that it is solidly behind: the December ‘79 decision, 
an@ that im the absence of am acceptable agreement deployments 
will begin at the end of 1983, we believe that the peveetn 
will become more serious. 

One more question. 

QUESTION = | Excuse me, sir. You said there were 

" two reasons. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, the first was the 
fact that they have recognized, that they have accepted the 
need for reductions. ‘the second is the point about timing, 

.. that as: deployments —. 
: QUESTION: All right~ 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: -=— that as the prospect 


of deployment becomes more imminent, we believe that the 


\ 
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Soviets will have ta be more serious. __ 

_ Gmtil now, as I said earlier, they have been 
trying to get something for nothing, and trying to derail 
‘Americe» deployments without have to reduce 2 single system 

Mie STETNER: one last question. 
QUESTION: Ake you going with Dan? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: No- My principal deputy, 
QUESTTON: And you yourself have no plans at the 
puesent to go to Europe? - | | 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I will chair a meeting 


of the Special Consultative Group on IMF in Brussels in 


March. 

MR. STEINER: Thank you, Mr. Burt. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY.BURT: Thank you. Good to 
see you. 


‘QUESTION: Thank you, very much, sir. 
(The briefing concluded at 11:05 a.m.] 











war, were still’ very much alive, and that significant 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
: BRIEFING ON 
LAND REFORM IN EL SALVADOR 
os ae ae BY 
PETER McPHERSON 
ADMINISTRATOR OF THE AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
TUESDAY, MARCH 8, 1983, 2:35 P.M. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Good afternoon. We have recently 
seen very positive developments in El Salvador. For 
example, the acceleration of the date for the general elec- 
tions and the extension by the Constituent Assembly of El 
Salvador of the provisions of Phase III, so-called land-of [to]~ 
the-tiller af the Agrarian Reform Act, extension until the 
end of 1983. 
: A . 
These events coincide with the completion of an 
outside evaluation of the El Salvador Agrarian Reform 2 
Program, an outside evaluation undertaken or paid for by AID. | 
The report was undertaken by Checchi and Company, a well- 
known firm with extensive experience with the Agrarian 
Reform Program of El Salvador. 


The report is very positive on the state of the 
Agrarian Reform Program, and I believe the Ametican people 
should be aware of these developments. I should like to 
take this opportunity to facilitate that process. 


With me today is Peter Askin, who was the Mission 
Director in El Salvador -— Deputy and then Mission Director 
-- from October 1977 until last July. 


The authors of the study, a team of independent 
and experienced consultants assembled by Checchi and 
Company, arrived in El Salvador with the impression from 
U.S. newspaper accounts that the conversative coalition that 
won the March 1982 election had attempted to, in effect, 


annul the reforms. 


El Salvador has a long history of attempting land 
reform, and many observers, I suppose, including the con- 
sultants, would not have been surprised to have found that, 
in fact, this attempt also had ended unsuccessfully. 
However, the members of the Study Team found “somewhat to 
their surprise” that the reforms, despite an on-going civil 


further progress had been made during the June to December 
'82 period. The authors spent two months in El Salvador, at 
the end of 1982, conducting the study which included exten- 
sive field work. 











= 


I simply would like to highlight some of the more 
important aspects of the reform and the Sestures of the 
report. 
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The authors first found that the Agrarian Reform 
Program was working successfully. 

Next, that agriculture production, in the 
reformed sector, after an initial period of decline, had 
regained pre-reform average production levels. This is an 
especially unusual thing to happen in land reform undertakings. 
Generally, there has been a prolonged period where produc- 
tion has declined and stayed low. But in this case, as I 
said, after some decline it has now come back up to pre- 
reform average production levels. , 


As illustrated by the chart that I have 
here, we see that there has been a dramatic increase in 
applications over the last six months. This follows a 
period of uncertainty immediately after the March elections. 


(Indicating) This basically is the uncertain ate 
period -- this part isn't to scale but this is -- the uncertain. 
period, that six months, and then a very substantial 
jump-up, beginning at about October '82 to the end of 
February where we went from about 30,000 to almost 48, 000 
people that had applied for the program. 


, The land reform that we're focusing on is two pha- 
ses, the so-called Third Phase, which is the land-of-the- 
tiller. This program benefits thousands of small farmers 
who were formerly renters and sharecroppers and have little 
chance of owning their own piece of land. Phase III, that 
which is reflected here in the chart, permits renters and 
sharecroppers to apply for title on land they had tilled 
under those tenure arrangements as of March 6, 1980, up to a 
maximum of 17.3 acres. In other words, if you were farming 
on land, you could apply to become the owner up to 7.3* 
acres. 


The other phase which is involved here and has been 
implemented, is the so-called Phase I which is large 
holdings. Individuals that were living and working on those 
farms became, in effect, the owners by way of cooperative 


arrangements. 


_* We have a handout which you'll be getting which - 


will lay out the rest of my statement. I think, perhaps the 
easiest way rather than going over it is to have you ask 
questions. 


~~ 





*Number should be 17.3 acres. 
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You have in your possession the Checchi Report. 
The handout is composed of two things. One, my longer sta- 
tement which I haven't read in full; and (2) several 
excerpts from that Checchi Report of three or four pages 
that lays out, I think, the most pertinent findings. 

The important point here is that after an initial 
start, beginning in March of ‘80, the period right after the 
election, particularly for several months, there really . 
wasn't much going on. Indeed, some of the people had been 
thrown off the land that they applied to own. 


Beginning about October ‘82, the army took a very 
active role and began to put people back on the land that 
they had been thrown out of and you see a very dramatic jump 
of applicants for ownership. . 


This 48,000 farmers covers a total projected of 
about 300,000 people. It is indeed a substantial increase 
in activity, and I think this is the development, which, in 
all the other activities involved in this country, has argely ie a 
gone unnoticed by the American public. | : 


I welcome your questions. 


Q ‘What is the difference between an applica 
. tion and the actual possession of the land? 


A ‘These people, when they apply, are ordi- 
narily in possession of the land. The land-of-the-tiller, | 
by definition, is people who have been renting it, were renting 
. tt as of the date when the law was passed in 1980, and 
generally have continued on in possession, so to speak, of 
the land as renters. 


So when they apply, they're already physially 
there, usually. What happens then is an issuance of a tem 
- porary provisional title and then in due course a permanent, 
a certification of ownership. In connection with all that, 
these tillers promise to pay for this land over a period of 
years and the government issues to the owners bonds that 
they in turn will see that they're paid. 


Compensation has been one of the issues. There 
are numerous recommendations which the Checchi Report makes 
. concerning compensation in other matters, recommendations 
which we think, in many cases, look very interesting and in 
some cases already we have been pursuing. 

Q You paint such a glowing picture of it. I 
wonder, are there any problems with this, and particularly 
the issuing of permanent titles. I hear that's been 














lagging behind. 

A ”~ There are a number of problems. - You'll find 
when you look at that Checchi Report, there are a whole 
series of recommendations. Each would suggest something 
that, of course, should.be done. You mentioned permanent 
titles. There have been many fewer permanent titles issued 
than there have been provisional titles. 


I think the material we passed out has a listing 
of various cageees, including permanent provisional titles. 


As a tax lawyer, and sometimes working with pro- 
perty law in this country, I can tell you what an excru- 
ciating process -- I bet everyone here has bought a house at 
one time or the other -=- working out title to real estate 
is. That is a long and involved process that the El 
Salvadoran Government continues to work hard at, and we're 
interested in facilitating in a variety of ways. 


Q - What is that figure, please, on permanent 
titles that have been issued? 


A ‘Let me get that figure for you. As of the 
end of last month, 1,410 permanent titles; there have been 
provisional titles as of last month, 35,823. 


Q As T understand it, the Phase III has been 
extended until the end of the year? 


A That's correct.: 


-——MORE-— 
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- 3 Q What are your projections for that, and what 
( | happens after that? Does it stop? 


A ‘It has been extended, of course, a cduple of 
times now. I think we just have to -- and the El Salvadorans 
will have to -- look at what happens then. 


One of the reasons there was such a big jump from 
October to the end of February was that the military govern- 
ment, particularly the last quarter of last year, went out 
in mobile units and, in effect, informed people about the 
rights that they had and pushed the system along. 


' XY suppose that if in fact the figures were to con=- 
tinue, it would be feasible to cover much of the country 
that might be open to this by the end of ‘83. 


Part of the problem in implementing land reform 
has been to implement it in areas where there has been 
substantial conflict. In fact, in the eastern part of. the 
country it has been implemented much less than in other 
parts of the country. It!s just very hard to do it, 
very hard to get people in and to make the whole system work. 


I think the El Salvadorans -- in answer to your 
question -— are simply going to have to look at where this 
is at the end of "83. 


Q . Generally, how do the guerrillas respond to 
land reform? . 


- 22 owe - 


A I think land reform is a serious threat to 
the guerrillas. Land reform says to the guerrillas that 
this El Salvadoran Government is serious about helping the 

. people, including the little people. 


When you find an army which has been so interested 
in this kind of reform, in helping people who live on the 
land actually own that land, it responds to much of the rhe- 


toric that the Communists -=- the guerrillas -- have used. It's 
a very positive development. 


Over the years I've been quite interested in the 
‘land reform of various countries in the world. You've got 
history going back in this hemisphere, of course; Mexico 
had a massive land reform after their civil war. Bolivia, 
Peru, and so on. 
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Land reform is never an easy thing. There are 
inevitably major problems with it. There have been num- 
bers of difficulties with the El Salvadoran land reform, but 
it appears to be going fairly well. 


There are some advantages. First of all, of 
course, the world has learned from some of the previous land 
reforms. Our key has been -— let me just contrast it with 
many land reforms in this hemisphere historically. 


Usually they didn't provide a lot of credit, a lot 
of agricultural extension -- seed and fertilizer -- in other 
words, backup help.for the farmer who was getting this new 
title or new provisional title. 


In El Salvador, through the foreign aid program, 
we've done a lot of work of exactly that kind. In this case 
also there was certainly a benefit that the title -=- that the 
land was going in many cases to the people that actually 
lived on it, so there wasn't actually a tumultous shift 
around. 


I think it is because of those two factors -- our 
extending credit, seed, and that kind of thing, plus who was 
getting the land -- that you found that agricultural produc- 
tion didn't have the dramatic dive that you had in many 
countries -- in Bolivia in looking way back, and Peru, and 
so forth. 





Q Mr. McPherson, the report says that the —— 
entire process of land reform would be aided greatly if the 
level of violence dropped and world prices for coffee, cot- 
ton and sugar rise. 


I would be interested in knowing what percentage 
of aiding greatly depends on things over which the 
Salvadorans have no control such as the low price of sugar 
and coffee.. 


In other words, basically doesn't this report say 
the land reform program has a long way to go and a lot of 
that depends on things outside Salvador's control? 

; ! A We think that this progress is pretty 
_ gubstantial progress. We think that when you increase 
titles, we increase people who are applying for land by 
almost 70 percent.* In the period from October ‘82 to March 
'83 =<— to February '83 — you're talking about a lot of 
progress. 








tactual number is 56% 
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There's no question that if the violence were to 
stop, particularly that there would be another -- if the 
violence were to stop, the farmer -- land reform, the’ things 
that the guerrillas are saying they want -— at least some of 
the things they’ re saying they want, would happen. 


It's also true that agriculture generally in El 
Salvador would benefit if coffee prices and sugar prices in 
the world market were up. I can't quantify just how much, 
but I'm saying two things: One, things would be better if 
the violence were to be reduced; but, two, clearly, very 
substantial progress. "to the surprise of us* -=- to quote the 
report -- has been made.. 


Q This may be in the green book, but could you 
give us a sense of proportion as to what has happened in 
Salvador? Has most of the land that is subject to land 
reform been broken up or a small portion of it? Where do we 
stand in that? 


A That's a very fair question. We think that 
-— you notice that there are 48,000 applicants or families 
that have applied. We think that there is in excess -— 
around or somewhat in excess of of 100,000 that may be 
eligible. 


_ The figures are somewhat hard to come by, frankly, 
but there may be in excess of 100,000. 


Q Add itional or -— 


(A No. In total. That figure is a little bit 
skewed back and forth, but in a range of 100,00 or a bit in 
excess... That figure represents about 300,000 people, so 
‘you're talking about perhaps in excess of an additional 
300,000 people, or a bit more than that, that could be 
possible beneficiaries. That's for Land-of-the-Tiller, not 


Q That represents 100,000 people? 48,000 
applicants represents 100,000 people? 


A No. It represents 300,000 people. In other 
words, we estimate about 6 people per family. . 


That's talking about the Land-of-the-Tiller 
program. In addition, Phase I, there are some 314 coopera~ 
tives -— Peter, do you have the number of people we're 
talking about there? 
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MR. ASKIN: We're talking roughly about in excess 
of 200,000. 


MR. MCPHERSON: In excess of 200,000 people have 
benefited from Phase I. Phase I -- to say it's fully imple- 
mented is probably not quite the way the people and the 
cooperatives are set up. There is not more land to be put 
into Phase I. ' 


Q To what degree is this public report of : 
progress at this time prompted by the Administration's push 
to get the $60 million in military aid? 


A We had asked for the report several weeks ago 
-- months ago, actually -— because people who went down to 
El Salvador arrived two months before the end of last year, 
completed the work, and it was just delivered the end of 
last week. | 


: Q So it's just a coincidence? 


A We work on land reform in El Salvador day 
after day, and a.report of this size is pretty hard to have 
delivered on Day X. Moreover, of course, you never know 
what a report is going to say, I might point out. 


Q I don't think you quite understood the 
question that I asked. I was trying to ask what the total 
land available for land reform is, and how much of it has 
been broken up for small farmers? 


Are there still large landholders in the country, 
and how many? | 


A The large landholders have almost entirely 
been moved into Phase I, and those are the 312 cooperatives. 


The Land-of-the-Tiller is another program that 
essentially people were qualified to participate in if they 
lived and worked on land as renters. This program covers -- 
and we have come perhaps nearly half way to having that 
program implemented. 


“. Q Is the average application about 20 acres,did 
you suggest before? 


A No. It is less than that. Indeed, you can- 
not as a Tiller, under the Phase III program, have more than 
17.3 acres. 
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'e) So that's about it. 


A Yes. But you're essentially a pretty ‘small 
farmer. . 


Q I'm not quite sure-I understand the motive 
here. I just want to try to understand it. 


A It's a pretty involved program, frankly, this 
whole thing. 


Q In what you said a minute ago, you said — 
you kept insisting on the point about if the guerrillas 
stopped fighting, this land reform program would progress 
faster and better and so on. 


Does the Administration believe that if Congress, 
for example, approved a cut-off of military aid so that 
there would be no more fighting -—— there would be no arms in 
El Salvador -— it would be great because land reform could 
take place or does the Administration believe that sending 
more bullets to El Salvador would assist the land reform 
program? | 

A I think our clear position is that if we were 
to cut off military aid to El Salvador, one group of 
fighters would have a lot of arms and so forth, and it 
doesn't look to us like that would help the land reform 
program at all. - 


It's pretty clear that the guerrillas see the land 
reform program as a threat. It's something that they have 
never wanted to succeed, and the El Salvadoran Government, 
proceeding as they have with this, plus their initiative as 


- well to move up the date of election, it seems to me are 
very positive steps. 


I've taken an awful lot of your time. Why don't I 
have one more question here and then I'll quit. 


Q Which one of the recommendations is AID going 
to -support of the report's recommendations? 
“: Q There are many, many recommendations there -- 
a total of, I think, 14 primary recommendations. Some of 
them we expect to, but we're looking at them all. I think 
one of them, for example, was this report is brand new but 
it came out just before the El Salvadoran Government had 
extended the date of land reform, which it did on March 3. 
Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:00 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon, 
ladies and gentlemen. I am most pleased to inform you that 
today President Reagan issued a statement of oceans policy 
and established by Presidential proclamation an exclusive 
economic zone. 


This proclamation: of an exclusive economic zone, 
or an EEZ as it is sometimes referred to, confirms United 
States sovereign rights and control over the living and non- 
living natural resources of the seabed, subsoil, and super- 
adjacent waters beyond the territorial sea, but within 200 
nautical miles of our coast. 


The EEZ applies to waters adjacent to the United 
States, to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands, and United States overseas 
possessions and territories. 


a The EEZ is widely regarded as a lawful claim of 

— jurisdiction under international law. Over 50 nations 
already claim some form of EEZ, and it is included in the 
recently completed Law of the Sea convention. 


The President's proclamation clearly establishes 
United States jurisdiction and control over seabed mineral 
resources off the coast but within 200 nautical miles. 


The President's proclamation does not materially 
affect our existing jurisdiction over fisheries resources. 


In establishing an EEZ, the United States has 
limited its claim of jurisdiction to resource-related ° 
rights. Within our EEZ, all nations will continue to enjoy 
non=-resource related freedom of the high seas, such as navi- - 
gation and overflight. 


Ladies and gentlemen, I would be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q How does this relate to the Law of the Sea 
treaty. Is this in place of our signing it? 
\ 
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>A As you know, the President decided in July of 
1982 not to sign the Law of the Sea treaty, and at that time 
we undertook a very extensive review of the next step. as far 
as oceans policy were concerned. 


Our objection to the Law of the Sea treaty turned 
around the deep seabed mining portions of the text, not the 
non-deep seabed mining -— not the non-deep seabed portions 
of the text. 


Consequently, we view this step of the declaration 
of an economic zone following this review to be a positive, 
next step in terms of the development of our oceans policy. 
We feel that it is completely in accord with international 
law as that international law is embodied in those portions 
of the LOS convention that covered this area. So we think 
that this is the appropriate way to move at this time, and 
that is the relationship to the LOS treaty. 


Q Is this consistent with the Law of the Sea? 


A Yes. I believe I just answered that. It is 
consistent with international law as that international law 
is reflected in the EEZ portions of the Law of the Sea 
treaty. 


It does not stem from the Law of the Sea ‘treaty, 
but those provisions are consistent with international law. 


Q Just out of curiositiy, because I know very 
little about this -= the fact that we're claiming a 200-mile 
zone around the possessions, such as the Marianas, would the 
Law of the Sea agreement also envision such a right? 


A The Law of the Sea would envision a right 
after, of course, it comes into force -- it is not in force, 
as you know, at the present time. It may be many years, if 
it comes into force at all -=- but it would provide for the 
establishment by signatories to the agreement based upon 
international law of such zones. 


° The zones that can be established -- again, I come 
back to the fact -- are clearly a right under international 
law as it has developed. That is reflected in the treaty so 
that it would be permissible under the treaty. 


But if the treaty were in force, and if the United 
States were a party to the treaty, we would have the same 
sort of a situation as far as the economic zone is 
concerned. 
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‘As you can see, it's the portions that are 
outlined here in the blue. 


Q That applies to possessions like the Marianas 
and Puerto Rico as well? 


A It applies to the Northern Marianas. The 
Northern Marians, the Commonwealth of Northern Marianas, of 
course, is in a developing state,. but under the covenant and 
the U.N. trusteeship agreement, it would be applied -- we 
will apply it to the Northern Marianas, as well as Guam, to 
Wake, to Midway, to the Hawaiian chain, to Johnston atoll, 
and to the other possessions within the Pacific area, as 


‘well, of course, to Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands and 


the continental United States and Alaska. 


Q But that would be consistent with Law of the 
Sea as well. 


A That would be consistent with the provisions 
of the treaty. That's correct. 


Q Could the signatories to the Law of the Sea 
treaty take similar action in respect to their 200-mile 
limits at the present time? 


A Oh, yes, indeed. That obviously follows from 
the answer that I just gave. They could indeed do so. 
Indeed, 56 countries have already established economic 
zones. These economic zones are, however, varying in 
nature. é 


It will be our position that we would be prepared 
to recognize the establishment of economic zones by other 
countries even before the treaty comes into force. 


If those economic: zones are consistent with inter- 
national law as reflected in the treaty, and if the 
countries establishing those zones -- the coastal states 
establishing those zones -- would recognize the rights of 
other countries in their zones and they would not be incon- 
sistent with international law. So that, yes, other 
countries can establish these zones, many have, and that 
would be our position as far as recognition of those zones 
is concerned. 


fe) Establishing these zones, of course, you're 
not ruling out exploration anywhere else in international 
waters, are you? This is an exclusive zone. 





G A No. It is the position of the United States 

that beyond the 200-mile economic zone that seabed mining 
-- which I believe you're referring to here -- is a.high- 
seas freedom to be pursued as a high-seas right, which basi- 
cally means that a country would have the right to pursue 
that as long as it does not interfere with the sovereignty 
of any other country. , 


But that is beyond the zone that you're talking 
about there. It is not within the zone. Resource-related 
matters within the zone are entirely under the jurisdiction 
of the coastal state, in this case the United States. 


© Do you have a rough area for those zones 
claimed in the Pacific territories there? 


A Yes. I can give you a rough idea. In the 
statement you will note that it says “in excess of 2,000,000 
square nautical miles." 


Indeed, the 2,000,000 square nautical miles 
applies to the zone around the continental United States, 
but would exclude the Hawaiian Islands and the Pacific area. 


& If you total up the entire amount, it would be 
somewhere around 4,000,000 square nautical miles, probably a 
little over that. 


; Qo Why 200 miles? Is that a traditional, economic 
’ zone? Why not 300, why not 1,000? 


A This is the zone that has really been deve- 
loped through international law and is reflected in the por- 
tions of the Law of the Sea treaty that applies to it, so 
that you will find there that it is 200 miles. . 


As you know, the United States already has a 
200-mile fishery zone, but the EEZ is something that has 
come to rest after 200 miles as far as the developing inter- 
national law of this subject is concerned -- as I say, as it 
has been reflected in the treaty text. 


Q You say here where there's a conflict in 
zone between a couple of nations, it will be settled in 
accordance with equitable principles. 


What are the equitable principles? 











A The equitable principles would be equity 
under the particular circumstances, and that may encompass 
various considerations. It might encompass in some case, 
medium lines, it might encompass variation from medium lines 
in other circumstances. 


We don't think that all situations are subject to 
the same sort of resolution, but the resolution between 
exclusive economic zones should be on the basis of equitable 
principles. : 


re) It will basically be worked out between the 
two countries involved? : 


A That's correct. 


Q Could you-expand on any impact the proclama- 
tion might have in two areas: On the U.S. tuna industry 
and in marine scientific research? 


A * Yes. I'd be happy to. There is a specific 
exclusion from the zone for tuna. As you know, since the 
passage of the Magnuson Act in 1976, the Fisheries 
Conservation and Management Act, there has been an exclusion 
for highly migratory species of tuna. 


We do not recognize the jurisdiction of any other 
coastal state, and we do not assert jurisdiction in the 
United States beyond 12 nautical miles over tuna. 


This particular exclusion is also made from the 
assertion of fisheries jurisdiction within the economic 
zone. So the economic zone then will specifically exclude 
tuna. 


As far as the marine scientific research is con- 
cerned, although the provisions of the Law of the Sea treaty 
applicable in this area would give us the right to assert 
jurisdiction over foreign flag vessels doing marine scien- 
tific research in the U.S. exclusive economic zone, we have 
determined that we will not assert that jurisdiction. That 
the matter of freedom of marine scientific research is an 
important one to this country and to its scientific com- 
munity, and we will not assert that. 


However, we will recognize the assertion of such 
authority by other states having economic zones as long as 
that assertion is consonant with international law and it is 
asserted in a reasonable way. i 
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Further, we will assist U.S. scientists in 
achieving the necessary authorization in those cases to 
undertake this research. But the United States has..deter- 
mined that, although it would have the right to do so, it 
will not assert this right over marine scientific research 
in its zone. 


Q In just one other area: Would this have any 
impact at all in the negotiations in the International 
Whaling Commission -- on the moratorium? 


A No. This will not have any impact on the IWC 
at all. We will continue as far as the situation on marine 
mammals is concerned, and particularly on the IWC to 
recognize the IWC protection of whales. 


As you know, at the present time we defer on 
marine mammals to the appropriate international agreements 
in that connection, and we will continue to do that, 
although we clearly have the authority under the economic 
zone to control those, but we will handle it in that way. 


Q A simple-minded question, but if this is con- 
sistent with the Law of the Sea, why didn't we simply sign 
the Law of the Sea? 


A I think I answered that question just a few 
moments ago, when I said that the reason that we did not sign 
the Law of the Sea treaty was because the President's con- 
cerns and objectives that he stated in January of 1982 
simply were not met. 


Those related to deep seabed mining. They did not 
relate to the other portions of the Law of the Sea text 
which is involved here. 


The basic reason, then, for our non-signing of the 
Law of the Sea revolves around the deep sea mining aspects. 
I think that you and probably others are fairly well aware 
we've made our position quite clear on the reason for non- 
signing because we did not achieve the changes that we felt 
were necessary to have a regime for deep seabed mining; that 
when deep seabed mining becomes economically feasible and 
appropriate, we would be in a position to appropriately mine 
under American flag and under the circumstances that we felt 
would be necessary for mining and necessary for protection 
of our economic interest and, indeed, our strategic 
interests. It has nothing to do with this part of the 
treaty. 








‘Q Would this proclamation -- when does it go 
into effect? Immediately? 


A Immediately. It went into effect —"it will 
go in effect today. Yes. 


Q Within the federal bureaucracy there are 
several agencies and depar*ents which have jurisdiction 
over various areas that this proclamation affects. Have you 
decided to name one agency the lead agency for the 200-mile 
zone or have you decided on a coordinating body, for 
example? 


A We have made no decisions in that connection 
yet. The proclamation and the accompanying statement really 
are as far as matters go at this point. Obviously, I think 
it can be assume that certain implementing legislation will 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of the proclama- 
tion. That, of course, is something that has not yet been 
fully addressed as yet either. 


Q You make this sound like a fairly routine 
exercise to assert claim to these areas which makes me 
wonder why it hasn't been done previously? 


A After we made the decision on non-signing in 
July, we undertook a very, very thorough review and study of 
what the appropriate next steps in our ocean policy develop- 
ment should be. 


After that rather complete review and after a 
complete agreement amongst the relevant departments and 
agencies and a unanimous recommendation of the Cabinet on 
this matter to the President, it was deemed that this was 
the appropriate next step to take. 


We think that, of course, it clearly signals that 
the United States will comport itself with international law 
in this area as that has been reflected in the LOS treaty 
text. We believe that it will be essentially a model for 
other countries that will establish such zones, and there 
will probably be a number of countries that will do this 
before the Law of the Sea treaty comes into effect. As I 
ay, if it does come into effect. 


The more that we can have consistent zones -- 
zones that are essentially consistent with the provisions of 
the text reflecting international law, the better off we 
will be. So thec we felt that it was a very appropriate 
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step in the development of our national oceans policy in the 
wake of our decision on the non-signing of the LOS treaty. 


Q Are there likely to be significant ejections 
from other countries? 


A We consulted very, very broadly in that con- 
nection with other countries. -I would have to say that 
there was a somewhat variable response in that connection, 
although overall the response has been quite moderate. 


Those countries that oppose the decision of the 
United States not to sign the LOS treaty could be in 
general characterized perhaps as being the most concerned 
about our declaration here. 


There are some countries also that have some 
question with regard to our position on the tuna exclusion. 
However, I would remind you that our position on tuna -=- has 
been our position since 1976 — would continue to be our 
position even on the hypothetical assumption that the United 
States were a party to the LOS treaty and the LOS treaty 
were in force. We would still take the exception on that. 


So there's basically no difference on that. 
However, I think that there is very little question that the 
countries, both our allies and friends and those that are 
perhaps not in that category but are concerned with the Law 
of the Sea, will certainly recognize the United States 
exclusive economic zone. 
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Q Are there any areas like the Caribbean or up 
around Alaska where our 200-miles bump into cmneuaty ¢ else 
200 miles? 


A Yes. You do have areas in the Caribbean. 
Obviously, you have areas where these would touch, but that 
would not provide any problem. We would not obviously 
assert out to the full 200 miles if you had a situation 
where it would abut against another country's exclusive eco- 
nomic zone. 


Q How about Alaska? 


You're talking about this area right here 
with the ; Union? 


Q Yes. 


A This is a line of demarcation that was 
established back in 1967. There is some dispute over this 
particular part of the area and you see this little white 
area within the blue, that is being addressed at this pre- 
sent time, but, again, there is not going to be any asser- 
tion of our exclusive economic zone that would poegarees the 
outcome of those discussions with the Soviets. 


Q I don't see it mentioned specifically, but 
this would also include oil and gas? 


A The zone will include all living and non- 
living resources out to 200 nautical miles beyond the terri- 
torial sea of the United States, it will remain at three 
miles. 


It would also cover the water column above, in 
terms of OTEC, that is, Ocean, Thermal Gradiance, Wind, 
Wave, Energy, when that becomes feasible. So that certainly 
it would cover oil and gas or any other non-living resource 
within that area. 


Under the situation that exists at the present 
time, the United States has jurisdiction to all of the 
shelf, the natural prolongation of the land mass even that 
goes beyond 200 miles which traces back to the Truman 
proclamation in 1945 and the subsequent development of that 
under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act in 1953. That 
is essentially incorporated within the EEZ proclamation out 
to the 200 miles. 


The only real change, if you're really looking for 
the specific change is that where the continental shelf ter- 
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minates before you get out to the 200-mile limit and you 
have a portion of deep sea bed, this would assert the 

sovereign rights and control over the resources. of that por- . 
tion of the seabed that does not exist now. 


In addition to that, as far as fisheries resources 
are concerned,. under the Magnuson Conservation and 
Management Act of 1976, there is only management of these 
resources and, of course, as I have said, we are now 
asserting sovereign rights over those fisheries resources. 
This, we feel, will be an improved position for the United 
States in various negotiations that we might be having on 
fisheries matters with other countries. 


\ 
Q In practical terms, what does this mean for 
foreign fishing rights within U.S. waters, and will the EEZ 
actually supercede certain aspects of the FCMA? 


A It essentially means virtually no difference 
as far as the fishing situation is concerned -- foreign 
fishing within U.S. waters, allocation of excess stocks and 
what not. We do that under the Magnuson Act at the present 
time. That is going to remain essentially the same as it is 
now. 


I just gave the only real variation as far as the 
fishery situation was concerned. 


I'll take one more question. 


Q I'm a little confused about the relationship 
of the EEZ to the Law of the Sea Treaty because you've said 
that it parallels in large measure the treaty, and yet 
you've said -- 


A May I correct your -- 
Q The EEZ provisions. 


A No. I said that it is consonant with inter- 
national law and that international law, the balance, is 
reflected in the EEZ portion of the LOS text. That's quite 
different that saying that the LOS text is the basis of the 
assertion of an EEZ. That is not the case. So that is an 
important distinction and I've tried to make that quite 
clear. 


Q I note that there are differences. For 
example, you note that the territorial sea remains at three 
miles and the treaty says it's twelve. The treaty system 
involves a 12-mile territorial sea with notions of transit 
passage through international straits, et cetera. It sounds 
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like the EEZ proclamation is an effort by the United States 
not to assure anything off its coast, because, as you said, 
the U.S. has most of it already. And on the polymetallic 
sulphides, the U.S. has in fact cut the funding for such a 
program in the U.S. Government for FY-84. So it's not a 
coastal justification. Rather, the U.S. is trying to create 
a model in customary international law and yet you've said 
there are 56 states with economic zones of varying claims. 
And if there is not clear trend in customary international 
law, why do you say -- how do we obtain the consistency with 
which you're aiming if the U.S. zone is really just another 
zone among 57. 


A That's not correct. There is, I think, a 
clear development within international law that would mili- 
tate for a zone which is consonant with the provisions of - 
the EEZ in this connection. 


The fact that other states have asserted zones 
that are not consistent with this, of course, we believe is 
not desirable. Indeed, our position on the recognition of 
the establishment of other zones by other coastal states would 
be that they should be consistent with international law, as 
reflected in the treaty, and they should allow for the 
rights of other nations within those zones. Indeed, they 
should not assert rights for jurisdiction beyond what has 
really been elaborated in the EEZ text of the LOS Treaty 
which is the way these things have developed. 


We believe that consistency in the establishment 
of EEZ's is to be very strongly desired, and that the move- 
ment in this direction, we hope, will be asigees in that 
connection. 

Thank you very much. 


(The briefing was concluded at 4:02 P.M.) 
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MR. ALLIN: We better get started here because 
one of the briefers is -- had hoped to get an 11:00 a.m. shuttle 
for a speech. It's going to be a little difficult. So -- 
First of all, the material in this briefing will be on background, 
attributable to senior administration officials. Secondly, the 
material in this briefing will be embargoed until the time of 
the President's speech which is expected to be around noon. 
So, it may be incorporated in the stories on the speech that are 
to be moved at around noon. Thirdly, we hope to have a fact 
sheet in about a half an hour that will give you a breakdown on 
the numbers comparing them for the last two years and looking 
ahead to 1984 on both economic and military aid. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 
You have in the speech a figure is -- restatement by the President 
of the strategic importance to us of Central America and the 
dangers and cost to us should Salvador not survive in its 
struggle against the guerillas. 


The President goes on to outline his strategy in 
dealing with the problems that we face in Central America 
emphasizing that we are approaching this by supporting democracy 
in El Salvador and in other countries of the region. He gives 
his assessment of the situation and I call particular attention 
to it. He says, "How bad is the military situation?” It is not 
good in his judgment. The insurgents have sporadically had 
the initiative since October. And, on the other hand, they 
have not been able to make permanent gains. They do not control 
territory permanently and the President, subsequently, makes 
quite clear that he believes that with the additional comprehensive 
package we've proposed that our friends in El Salvador can regain 
the initiative. 


He makes very clear that he is not going to Americanize 
the war either by sending American combat troops or by sending 
American combat advisers. He addresses the question of the number 
of trainers that we will have in the area, pointing out that we 
will need substantially larger amounts of training. We would 
prefer to do all of the incremental training out of country -- 
in the United States or in other countries of the area. However, 
that is much more expensive than doing it in El Salvador itself 
and the ultimate decision on how many training personnel there 
will be in El Salvador is a function of what resources ultimately 
become available as a result of the congressional process. 


He states here his position on negotiations. He 
is for negotiations among the countries of the area in order to 
deal with such threats as the large number of foreign military 
advisers in Nicaragua, in order to deal with the flow of military 
equipment across borders, which is a major problem from Nicaragua 
to El Salvador, in order to establish democratic regimes in all 
the countries of the area. 


He notes that a regional peace initiative with the 
three Central American countries -- Honduras, Costa Rica, and El 
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Salvador at the head of it, is emerging. We've been very closely 
in touch with the sponsors of that and he wishes it well. 


He also notes that we support negotiations within 
countries -- negotiations in order to maximize the participation 
in free and non-violent elections. The concept here is that there 
should be negotiations in El Salvador and in Nicaragua; for 
example, in order to make sure that all parts of the population, 
all opposition groups, have an opportunity to participate 
in the electoral process. 


He, however, makes quite clear, again, his opposition 


to power sharing negotiations and gives a specific example of 
what happened 
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in Laos, when an attempt was made at an arranged coalition government 
through negotiations, resulted in an early Communist takeover. 


He presents a comprehensive economic and military 
assistance package. The economic part of it, designed to provide 
the kind of additional drive in a number of countries, in El Salvador, 
a coordinated counter-insurgency civic action program in the key 
provinces of Usulutan and San Vicente, and Costa Rica, a support 
for their northern provinces' projects, which are designed to prevent 
the Nicaraguans from pressuring that area and Honduras support 
for agriculture. These are all proposals designed to get on with 
the fundamental business of the President's policy, which is 
strengthening our friends in their ability to resist the pressures 
they're under. 


He also proposes a substantial, additional military 
program along with this, with a heavy emphasis on training. The 
economic program is a total of $168 million. The military program 
is a total of $130 million. And I'll be glad to address afterwards 
the division of these sums in terms of the way they would be presented 
to the Congress. 


The President reaffirms his support for democratic 
reforms and the land reform. And I should point out to you that 
there's been a lot of action on both fronts in El Salvador in the 
last couple of weeks. You've heard President Magana call for early 
elections. They'll be in December, open to all. You've heard of the 
formation of a peace commission with two independents and a Roman 
Catholic bishop in order to promote the participation of adversaries 
in those elections, facilitate it. 


You've heard of the Pope's endorsement of that call. 
On the land reform side, the reform legislation was renewed for another 
ten months until the end of the year. I think it's not well known 
here, but it should be, that the land reform is going at a higher 
rate than it ever has. The first two months of this year showed 
much higher totals of applications in the start of the process than 
have ever been noted before. And at this rate, within ten months the 
land reform can be completed. 


The President renews his commitment to ending human 
rights abuses, noting that the creation of democratic institutions 
is essential in order to do so. And in general, he reaffirms his 
emphasis on the search for a political rather than a military 
solution to the problem in El Salvador, coming down very vigorously 
throughout the speech on the creation of democratic institutions, 
control of abuses, reforms and negotiations. 


And I'll stop there and let you ask questions about this. 


Q Okay. You seem to be rather vague on the number 
of military advisers the United States will send. Are we going 
to go above 55? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, that will 
depend on the resources available. 


Q What does that mean? If Congress gives you more 
money to send advisers, will they send them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what it means 
is that -- Let me restate this, if I could. It costs perhaps ten 
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times as much to train a given military unit of El Salvador in the 
United States than it does in El Salvador. It costs somewhat more 
to train it in other countries of the area. If we receive the 
full amount of our request, we propose to do all or most of the 
additional training required out of country. If we receive less, 
we will decide to do more training in country and we will have 
more trainers than we now have. 
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Q Can you tell us what governments of what countries 
allow the United States now to train Salvadoran troops within their 
borders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been, 
notably, training in Panama and Usarka.* And that is an important 
option to us. 


Q Are there others? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We are looking 
at others. But I would prefer, at this point, not to -- 


Q Is Costa Rica involved in it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is very 
unlikely. 


Q To follow up on this questicn, I ama little 
confused. Are you telling Congress that, if you do not get the 
money, we are going to commit more U.S. trainers to El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am saying that, 
indeed -- if we have low funding levels, we think the training is 
the key to this oroblem. If we have low funding levels, we will 
do more training in El Salvador. 


Q How many more trainers are we envisioning 
here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no 
estimate available. 


Q Is it open-ended? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think you 
would be wrong to read it that way. We are dealing with very fine 
trade-offs and very small numbers. We have been dealing, as you 
know, with a self-imposed ceiling of 55 -- not a big number. And 
the actual average has been less than that during the last year. 


So the numbers, I think, you should not characterize 
as open-ended. 


Q Are you saying that, if you get the full $110 million, 
you will not need to go above the level of 55? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am saying that, 
if we get our full request, we will prefer and would do most of 
the, or all of the additional training ovt of country. 


Q -- you need not go above 55. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The exact number -- 
I do not want to get caught on the exact number there, because I 
do not think yov can envision all those circumstances. But, 
in essence, that you be the result. 


Q On the economic side, did you give a breakdown -- 
you mentioned a total of $168 million. How much is going to which 
countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I would be 
glad to do that. We will give it to you in the fact sheet. ~ But 
let me just run through some of the numbers. 


The total increase in economic assistance that we are 
talking abovt is $168 million for four countries: Belize, 
Costa Rica, El Salvador, and Honduras. If that is agreed by the 
Congress, it would bring ovr Fiscal Year '83 totals to $472 million 
for economic assistance for those four countries. And the 
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breakdown of the increase would be: El Salvador, $67 million; 
Costa Rica, $60 million; Honduras, $34 million; Belize, a little 
short of $7 million. 


Q Would you repeat that, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will give you, 
I think it was mentioned to you, a fact sheet. So you will have 
these numbers in all their extraordinary detail here. But it 
is $60 million for Costa Rica, $67 million for El Salvador, 
$34 million for Honduras, and a little short of $7 million for 
Belize. 


Q The military aid figures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon. 
Those are the -- 


Q The military aid. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right the 
military -- those were economic figures. The military assistance 
figures are as follows. We propose to go for $60 million dollars 
of reprogramming of military assistance. That is to say we would 
be taking military assistance that has now been authorized under 
the continuing resolution from other countries and devote it to 
Zl Salvador. 


Some of that is consumables, which may be required in 
the near future. There is a major element of training in that. 
And my colleague can respond on details of that. That is the first 
part of the military assistance proposal. 


The second part of the military assistance proposal 
is to take reorganize the supplemental that we have up before the 
Congress and take $50 million of that, which has not been approved 
by the Congress, and devote it to El Salvador. That is to say that 
other countries would be diminished by $50 million. And 
El Salvador's total in the supplemental would be increased by 
$50 million. 


These changes, up to this point, do not increase the 
President's budget request to the Congress. They reorganize it. 


Q There is no drawdown? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No drawdown, 
no emergency drawdown. 


Finally, the President would submit an additional 
$20 million request to the Congress primarily for Honduras, but 
also for Costa Rica and Panama. 


Now, in Congressional terms -- 
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Let me go back over it. 


In Congressional terms, this would be the play. The first 
$60 million reprogramming would be submitted to the appropriations com- 
mittees. There's a regular procedure for doing this, and it's done 
guite frequently. 


Secondly, the supplemental request, which is going to be 
debated by the Congress in any case, will give the Congress an oppor- 
tunity to have an up-or-down vote on the program for Central America. 
This enhancement package would be subject to a vote by the Congress, 
as indeed would be $20 million actual supplemental that is added on 
to it. 


Q On this -- 


And if your eyes don't glaze over at that, then you | 








can take anything. . pee 
Q What is your latest assessment on how many days 
ammunition they have left? Ah -- passing that one on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, on the 
ammunition. It's unfortunate that this figure of 30 days, 60 days, 
90 days has been picked up and thrown around as freely as it has been. 


Q Why is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because on the amount 
of ammunition left for the forces that are in Salvador, it all depends, 
as all of you well know, on the usage. And if they have more combat, 
which they did have in January, early part of this year, they're going 
to use more ammunition. If they have lows like they have had, they 
don't use that much ammunition. 
* 


Right now they're going to have another problem because 
it looks like the fighting in Morazan is picking up again. So the 
ammunition requirements -- let me just give you some thumb -- 


Stay away from that 30 days. Nobody can, nobody -- 
because people force witnesses and everybody else to come up with a 
figure. I mean, you know, it's unrealistic to look at it that way. 


Q Why do you go before Congress and say it if you 
think -- why didn't you tell Congress it was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did say that, and 
that was not picked up. 


Q You did not tell Congress. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, Let me just 
give you something else on the requirements. In other words, which -- 
we have to look at it from a different angle on the ammunition require- 
ments. 


The amount that was programmed -- now, this was in, towards 
the first, or the latter part of fiscal year ‘82. That means August, 
September of ‘82. The amount programmed was considered sufficient to 
provide modest, a national reserve of about 3.5 million rounds and a 
basic load for each of the weapons, which is 210 rounds per weapon. 


Now, the problem that developed was that the requirements 
were planned around the assumption that funding resources would be 
available in fiscal year 1983 in the sum of $60 million. That's what 
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we requested. Unfortunately, being forced to operate under the con- 
tinuing resolution caused a drastic program cutback across the board, 
and the reductions in ammunition orders were especially severe. 


So, we find that in the last week we were forced to fly 
five C-130 special air mission flights to Salvador to deliver two 
million rounds of small weapons ammunition. So you can, from that, 
gives you a little bit of an idea as to the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got to move off 
rather quickly. Perhaps -- 


Q What countries lose military aid in order to give 
more military aid to El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to address 
that in the reprogramming requests we send up to the Congress, but not 
today. They will be going up very soon and available to you. 


Q On the negotiations question, on page four of the 
speech, the way the President defines what he wants these regional 
negotiations to consider, it seems to limit them, and it seems not 
to provide the kind of political flexibility that some of these coun- 
tries have been talking about. Is this a statement of what the United 
States hopes for, has told these countries these regional negotiations 
should be limited to? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not a 
limitative statement. We hope that these issues are addressed, 
they are critical; that is to say, the democratic transformation 
of all the countries, the question of how you could get all of 
those foreign military and security advisors out of Nicaragua 
and other countries as well -- and there are 2,000 Cubans there, as 
you know -- as well as a support for insurgencies across borders. 
So these are -- but they are not intended to be limitative. It's 
intended to be an expression of hope that they will be addressed. 


Q But what is the U.S. attitude if these countries, 
as they have suggested that they may do, want to discuss or 
arrange a discussion between the guerrilla forces and the Salvadoran 
government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a question that 
the Salvadoran government obviously would address in that. What the -- 


Q -- the U.S. attitude? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What the U.S. attitude 
is is that we can support negotiations, can and do support negotia- 
tions within each of these countries, participations in 
elections. And that's very firmly and clearly stated here. 


Q Does that represent a change in your policy 
from the previous statements by the administration on negotiations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's an important 
Clarification of the administration policy. 


Q If you get the money that's requested here, what 
will the result be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The result will be, 
we believe that the Salvadoran army will be able to take the initiative 
and it will be able to provide the military shield behind which 
the political and economic reform process can go on towards the 
creation of a broadly supported government in that country. 


Q And if you don't get the money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we do not have 
funding levels, obviously a very difficult situation would develop 
in that country. 


Q On negotiations again, internal negotiations, I 
know you want them to lead toward elections. But are there any 
preconditions such as laying down arms that you would like to see 
imposed on such negotiations, or are they unnecessary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that these 
questions have to be addressed by the Salvadorans. Their peace 
commission is the vehicle which has been created by them in order 
to do that. And we are indicating here our very strong support 
for that activity by the peace commission. 

Q Will there be any change -- 

Q If the Salvadorans -- 


Q -- in the role of the U.S. people -- trainers 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
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Q None at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. They are not -- 
the President states that very clearly. They are not to be military 
advisors to go into combat with Salvadoran units. 


Q What about the idea of sending them off to brigade 
headquarters and that whole -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President doesn't 
address that. That is an idea that we have considered and do consider, 
but we have not got a decision on that. Obviously, the degree to 
which you do training at brigade headquarters is again a function 
of resource levels and the overall pattern of training. No decision 
on that. 


Q What they're doing here, it seems to me, is 
taking the lid off the number of trainers unless you get the full 
amount of money that you want, and then we have a tentative promise 
that it doesn't go above 55. Is that incorrect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are not doing 
that. We are saying that a lot of training has to be done and where 
we do it depends on what the money situation is. But -- 


Q Well, so you may take the lid off the number of 
trainers if you don't get the money you want. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will -- if we do 
not have substantial funding for this and cannot do it out of 
country, we will indeed do it in country. 


Q Is there a new lid? I mean, are we talking about 
anew figure? You say it's not open-ended. Are we talking about 
60, are we talking about 100, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the notion 
of open-ended suggests that under any of these circumstances, you 
could have very large numbers. And the answer is clearly you 
can't have under any of these circumstances very large numbers. 
In other words, we're not -- it's not open-ended. That's -- 


Q What do you consider not a large number? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you a 
definition of that because I think the thrust here is very clear -- 
a preference, a very strong preference for minimizing the number 
of trainers in country. 


How open-ended is the military aid? If they can't 
do it for -- with $110 million, would we pour more money in or will 
we say at some point that we can't do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President -- the 
comprehensive program the President thinks will get the job done. 
He notes that we've trained one in ten of the Salvador soldiers. 
This is going to significantly increase that number, and we have 
throughout observed the good performance of American-trained units 
down there, both large ones and small ones. We expect a good 
return from this. By the way, the insurgents themselves have often 
commented on that. 


Q Well, if you get this money, you don't expect 
that you'll have to come back in another six months and say, “Well, 
we need a little more, because this isn't quite enough"? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the package 
the President thinks will do the job. 


Q What if the Soviet Bloc countries continue supplying 
increased amounts of arms and ammunition to the other side? Where 
does the escalation stop? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, if there's 
an escalation on the other side, we'll have a new situation and we 
will have to reconsider that. I'm not ruling that out. 


Q What percentage of the Salvadoran military requires 
training? And how long does it take to train a Salvadoran soldier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on what 
you're training them for. With battalion training is six weeks, 
basically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it ran three, 
almost three months. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three months. All right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That -- when we brought 
them, the battalion to -- train. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got to run, if 
I could. I would just like to say that the -- what the President 
is saying here, one is you're not going to militarize the -- the 
approach down there. He is not going to Americanize it. He is 
going to provide a shield behind which a political and economic 
solution can emerge. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:44 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: As you know, we 
are welcoming the Dutch Prime Minister as well as the Dutch 
Foreign Minister for a visit that begins Monday evening when 
they arrive in Washington. The invitation for this visit 
was extended, I believe, during Vice President Bush's visit 
to The Netherlands in January. 


I don't think I need to spend much time on the 
various. issues that will come up during the visit. 
Obviously, East-West relations and the Geneva negotiations, 
both START and INF, will be central topics. 


On INF, we will continue the very close con- 
sultations that have been underway in recent weeks and 
months. on our negotiations in Geneva, as well as the imple- 
mentation of the December '79 decision. 


I might just say in passing, we are pleased with 
the fact that our NATO allies continue to support our nego- 
tiating position in Geneva and continue to support the 
December '79 decision as a whole. This visit will be in part 
an effort to exchange views and to demonstrate alliance 
solidarity on this issue. 


On other questions, we will want to talk about, 
obviously, other regional problems, such as the Middle East, 
Central America. We will want to talk about U.S.-European 
issues, economic problems and economic prospects, which, as 
you know, in our case we are pretty optimistic. I know that 
both the Dutch Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister wil 
want to hear about various signs that demonstrate that a 
U.S.-Economic recovery is underway and what implications 
that might have for prospects in Europe. 


There are some issues on the U.S.-European com— 


_Munity agenda. That is, combating protectionism and | 


avoiding a new dispute over agriculture which will probably 
come up. 


I don't think I need to say too much about the 
U.S.-Dutch relationship. The Netherlands are one of our 
Oldest friends. I think that The Netherlands was the first 
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country that actually recognized the United States, so it's 
a very old relationship. It's a deep relationship. 


Vice President Bush got along very well with the 
Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister during his visit, so 
this is a good opportunity to sustain our relationship with 
the new government in The Netherlands. 


I*ll just stop there and be happy to answer any 
questions. | 


Q Can you tell us what was going on? Why was 
it necessary for the Dutch Foreign Ministry to say that they . _ 
have no beef with Bill Dyess? 


A I can't comment on why it was necessary for | 


any foreign government official to make any statement. 


There have been reports in the Dutch press which you're 
familiar with, but I can't speculate on why the Dutch . 
Government made those statements. 

Bill Dyess is our Ambassador there. During his 
tenure in The Netherlands he has done a good job and rela- 


tions between the United States and The Netherlands have 
been very good. 


Q And he will be going back to his post after 
this? 


A Following this visit? 

0 Yes. 

A My understanding is he will. 
-— MORE -— 
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Q How many cruise missiles are they suppose to 
receive in the Netherlands? 


oR. -E%m not: sure. Is-that classified? 
STAFF: No. 

A It's 48, a 
Q When would deployment be completed? 


‘A .Not all five basing countries under the 
December '79 decision are meant to begin their deployments 
at the end of the year. The Netherlands are not among the | 
countries under ‘the original December '79 decision that were 
to begin at the end of the goes. 


Q Who are they. 


A The total deployment begins -- the first 
deployment, as you know, begins at the end of ‘83 and is 
completed, I believe, in 1987 or '88. The countries that 
are scheduled to begin at the end of the year, eames 
speaking, are Germany Britain and Italy. 


Q Do you know when the Netherlands is supposed 
to begin? 


A tIcean't recall. 


Q Do you expect a commitment from Prime 
Minister Lubbers? 


A A commitment? What kind of commitment? 
Q Of deployment. 


A We're not in the business of expecting 
anything. Our position has been clear all along. We would 
like the Dutch Government, in the absence of an arms control 
agreement, to begin deployment. There's no secret about 
that. I don't need to talk about our expectations. 


Q Isn't the Dutch Government committed to go 
back to its parliament once before the deployment actually 
begins? 


Loa A I'm not really sure. I know they do want to 
consult closely with their parliament on the INF question, 
in general, and I know that they're in the process of 
putting together a: defense White Paper which, I think, will 
be -— what? Ready next fall, Peter? -—- which will address 
the INF issue, but that shouldn't be viewed as necessarily a 
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deadline for them to take a decision one way or the other. 


Q Do you expect that the Prime Minister and » 
Seanaheey Shultz or President Reagan will will discuss the 
situation in Suriname? 


A I think that it's reasonable to cnt that 
it will come up. It is an issue of concern to us. It has 
been a issue of concern in the Hague. 


You say they are supporting the President's 


| proposal in Geneva on INF; did you say that before? 


A The NATO Governments, including the Hague, 
have supported the proposal for eliminating an entire class 
of weapons. : 


Q : You think that the absence of an interim pro- 
posal that the united Sront of NATO nations will hold very 
long? 


A I think that we nave denenstrered ate from 
December 12, 1979 onward, and I have no reason. to expect 
that unity or that siutation will change. I think the 
Alliance is united now and will continue to be united on 
this question. ' 


I think all of the Allied governments were pleased 
by the President's American Legion speech where he empha- 
sized, as did Vice President Bush, that we do not have a 
take-it-or-leave-it-proposal, and made it clear that Paul 
Nitze has been instructed to consider any other proposals 
that meet the criteria laid out in that speech: Of U.S. 
Soviet equality, no inclusion of British and French systems, 
no additional threats to Asian friends and allies, and 
verifiability. 


I think that that has met any possible concerns 
about our sincere desire to seek an equitable outcome. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:22 P.M.) 
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rules for this iciating: On background, attributable to a senior 
administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I don't 
think this should necessarily go on too long. I thought the statements 
by both the President and the Prime Minister were pretty clear and 
concise discussions of what the two discussed this morning. I'll 
just summarize the central questions. 


As the statements, I think, demonstrated, INF was a 
major discussion -- point of discussion. There was general agree- 
ment on the need to continue both tracks of the December '79 
decision, a recognition that preparations for deployment were 
critical to the success of the negotiating effort in Geneva, that 
those preparations provided the incentives necessary to achieve a 
negotiated outcome in Geneva. 


The President listened to the Prime Minister's ideas 
about the INF issue generally and our negotiating approach in 
Geneva. There was substantial agreement on the central need to 
achieve Soviet reductions and to not permit any monopoly to emerge -- 
a monopoly in INF capabilities to emerge from the negotiations. 


The second issue was relations between the United States 
and the European Community with a lot of discussion on the question 
of trade and agriculture. Both sides recognize the need to avoid 
tension or any kind of trade war in this area and the need to find 
a pragmatic solution to disagreements between the United States 
and the E.C. on agriculture. They recognized that discussions are 
now under way in this area, and they both promised to do what they 
could to reach a solution to this area, which potentially could raise 
concerns in other areas of U.S.-European relations. 


There was discussion of energy questions, the implications 
of the current price of oil. As you may know, there is a lot of 
interest in Dutch energy, specifically natural gas and natural gas 
deliveries. We are interested, of course, in finding alternatives 
to Soviet natural gas in the European energy market. And there 
was discussion of Dutch plans in this area, as well as plans of other 
countries such as Norway. 


Fourthly, discussion on the international economic 
picture and, specifically, the economic scene here where the President 
was able to report to the Prime Minister on the encouraging signs 
of economic recovery here, its possible implications for the economic 
picture in Europe. 


At lunch, Treasury Secretary Regan was able to report 
on the international debt situation, which the Prime Minister was 
interested in hearing about. And there was the discussion of the 
various issues that are likely to come up at Williamsburg. 


Lastly, there was discussion of the situation in El 
Salvador and Central America. The President spent time explaining 
the United States' commitment to democratic forms of government in 
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Central America and specifically El Salvador, arguing that ovr 
approach is not a military approach but one that recognizes the 
social and economic problems of the region. The Dutch Prime Minister 
in his remarks said that there were some differences in our approach 
to the region, but those differences were far fewer and less 
important than had been the case earlier on. And I think that they 
had a useful exchange on that subject. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. Yes. 


Q Any talk of an interim deal on INF, any suggestions 
from the Dutch? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was 
an exchange of various ideas, ans exchange that has been going on 
for some time. You will recall the Vice President saw the Dutch 
Prime Minister in Europe last month, and this was another opportunity 
to hear their views, But I don't want to go into specific details 
because it doesn't -- It essentially corrupts the consultative 
process to talk about these things in public. 


Q Can I follow that? In light of recent statements 
by Kohl and Colombo, would it be fair to characterize the spirit 
of what the Dutch Prime Minister was discussing with the President 
as being in the same vein? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not make that 
generalization. 


Q How would you characterize it? Just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't. I 
wouldn't. But, if you are trying to suggest that the Europeans 
have a united front on the interim solution and they're all saying 
the same thing, I would not do that. 


Yes? 


Q In his departure statement, the Prime Minister 
said something about compromise. Could you tell us how that came 
up in the talks between the Prime Minister -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not -- That's 
interesting. I did not hear that word, and I don't remember that 
word coming up in the discussion. 


Q It was -- When he talked about economics and the 
need for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, that's right. 
Q -- a compromise in trade. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't quite -- That's 
right. I was thinking in INF. And I think he was referring there 
to specifically these trade problems we have with the European 
community and the problem of agriculture and the need to find a 
compromise in that area. And that was, I think, recognized by 
both sides in today's talks. 


Thank you. 
Q No, I wanted to ask a question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. Thanks for 
helping me out. 


Q One of the press people from the -- You're welcome. 


One of the press people from the Netherlands said that 
the Prime Minister had been quoted, when he talked with foreign 
journalists, as saying that they would do everything possible to 
make sure the Geneva talks were successful, but if they ended -- 

I believe the word used was unhappily -- there are still ways that 
deployment of the 48 Cruise missiles that the Netherlands are supposed 
to get might not take place. What does he mean by that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I really 
don't know. 
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Q Do you know that he made that statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if he did 
make that statement. I haven't seen it. 


Yes? 


Q The Dutch Foreign Minister was quoted in reports 
over the weekend as speaking favorably about an interim solution. 
Was what the Prime Minister said today consistent with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen those 
remarks and so -- And I think it would be a mistake -- The Dutch 
Foreign Minister speaks for himself and, since I haven't seen those 
remarks, I just think it would be a mistake to say that that was 
what, ,necessarily,the Prime Minister said. 


Yes? 


Q The Prime Minister said something about the 
importance and adequate contribution of the Dutch to NATO. I 
understand there has been, the Americans disagree on that -- on 
adequate. Is that true or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can answer 
that question in two ways. I mean, we don't think anyone's contri- 
bution, in general, is adequate, including our own. We think that 
it's important to do more. We have not, as an Alliance, kept pace 
with the Soviet military buildup. And we've publicly said that we 
think that everyone needs to do more. 


On the question of the specific Dutch contribution, 
that they have done a good job. They have, under difficult economic 
circumstances, increased their defense spending. They have very 
large armed forces. They have an active Navy, Air Force and Army 
that's bigger than most people recognize. They're proud of their 
contribution, and they play an important role in maintaining the 
military balance, both in the Netherlands in the role they play 
in naval tasks, as well the forces that they have earmarked for 
defending the central front in Germany. 


Q But it's never adequate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. 
As long as the Soviet Union continues to increase its forces as 
they do, we have to do more. 


Q Did the Dutch Prime Minister report on the coming 
anti-nuclear demonstrations in Holland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He discussed the 
domestic political situation in Holland and the concerns and special 
problems they have there. And I think it was useful for us to hear 
those comments. 


Q Just useful? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it's important 
for our own planning to understand the domestic political context of 
some of these decisions. 


Q Was there any comment from Mr. Reagan? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- No, not 
really. He just wanted -- I think he was interested in hearing what 
the domestic situation was. 
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Q Did the Prime Minister, as Foreign Minister Colombo 
said he did last week, suggest to the President that what is needed 
is some kind of new proposal from the United States in Geneva to 
break a deadlock in the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to -- 
Q I'm not talking an interim agreement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You want me to put -- 
You're trying to put some words in my mouth and I'm not -- 


Q No, I'm not. I'm asking you what he told the 
President. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to go 
any further than I have, to simply say that they exchanged ideas 
on the negotiations in Geneva. 


Q Well, can we read from your saying that they 
exchanged ideas that they did talk 
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about possible proposals, other than the zero option for the proposal 
now on the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Here, I'm going to 
have to reiterate what Larry Speakes said this morning. We have 
exchanged ideas on these negotiations since they began. We have 
formal mechanisms for doing this. During these visits, such as 
these, we exchanged ideas and I think we will continue — 
to do so. 


These are a unique set of negotiations. I do not 
believe that the United States has ever consulted as fully and as 
continuously as we have in these INF talks. 


While only the United States is represented at that 
negotiating table, we have gone into those negotiations with an 
alliance position and we have never taken a position in those nego- 
tiations without discussing it beforehand with the allies. And so 
this is just a continuation of that consultative process. 





Q Did you get the impression that if negotiations 
fail, the Netherlands would, indeed, take the full 48 missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, the 
Dutch government has not taken a position on their own question of 
deployment. They have not said they would not deploy. And that, I 
think, is -- their position hasn't changed as a result of this visit. 


We hope -- our position is clear, we hope, that they will 
exercise their responsibilities under the December '79 decision. 


Q Are they keeping it deliberately vague at this 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think they're 
keeping it deliberately vague. I don't want to speak for why they 
have or haven't taken a position. 


Q Did the Prime Minister discuss the domestic 
political situation in the Netherlands to underscore the importance 
of reaching some kind of agreement before December? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think that's 
fair. I don't think that's what he did. I think he was more interested 
in explaining -- you know, there have been a number of recent events. 
There have been some -- and not just because of INF -- there have 
-- it's a relatively new government. There have been elections in 
Germany. The Prime Minister is a Christian Democrat. The Christian 
Democrats, one in Germany. And I think it was an opportunity for 
the Prime Minister just to bring the President up to date on the 
political scene -- 


Q Was that brought up in the context of the discussion 
on INF, though? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't -- I 
really can't recall because these kind of issues flow into one another. 


Q Did he indicate to the President how possible 
Parliamentary votes would turn out if this -- brought on the floor, 
Parliament floor. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was not discussion 
of that in that kind of detail. I do understand, and this was not 
discussed in their discussions today. But I do understand today 
there was a Parliamentary vote in the Hague onthe question of INF 
infrastructure funding, which won substantially; but -- which was 

















won substantially by the government. And this is the allotment that 
all the NATO countries pay in to central NATO funds to pay for the 
preparations and deployment if the negotiations don't succeed. 


Yes. 


Q The President has characterized in the press, 
publicly, through Larry Speakes, how he feels about the nuclear freeze 
movement in this country and how a vote in the Congress would not 
change the way he is going forward. 


When the Prime Minister spoke to the President, did 
he characterize how he felt about the nuclear freeze, anti-nuclear 
movement in his country at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, not really. 
Yes. 


Q But there still is no clear understanding whether 
or not the Dutch will, in fact, deploy the missiles on schedule. 
That is still an open question as farzas this administration is con- 
cerned. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's not sort 
of reading the tea leaves. The Dutch government has simply not taken 
a position. They have not publicly -- they have not taken a decision 
on the question of deploying in the absence of negotiations. They 
continue to support the Alliance decision, the December '79 decision. 
And as I, I think, underlined in my remarks, they continue to believe, 
and I think the Prime Minister was very clear on this in his statement, 
that the preparations for deployment are necessary to create the maximum 
conditions for agreement in Geneva. 


Q When are they supposed to deploy the cruise missiles? 
85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- I'm not 
sure if that is classified or not, Bernie. So I'm not going to 
answer that. But they are not scheduled -- I think it's fair to 
say they are not scheduled to deploy at the end of the year, as are 
some other countries. 


Q Why did the President raise the El Salvador issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he wanted to 
raise it for a number of reasons. One, there was a specific -- it 
has been a specific concern of the Dutch for some time. There were 
some journalists, if you'll recall, that were 














killed, and this has been a domestic issue in the Netherlands. It's 
been a political question in the Netherlands. And more broadly, 
though, I think that we think we have a very good case for ovr 
policy in Central America. We think that -- that to some extent 
that case has been distorted in Western Europe for any number of 
reasons. And it was a good opportunity for the President to set 
the record straight. 


Q Do you need support of Western Europe here? 
Does it really matter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but it -- it's 
not a question if it matters or not. They're our close allies. 
We have central -- we have shared values with them. They're important 
countries. And we want them to understand why we are doing things. 


Q Is there any kind of trade-off here, though, a 
certain -- making them aware, "Look, we've got our own problems in 
Our Own area here. We're preoccupied with the nuclear matters in 
Europe, but we've got our own problems." Was there a sort of suggestion 
that we need some mutual understanding here, anything along that 
line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. 
You'd have to clarify that "trade-off" for me -- 


MR. ROUSSEL: Make this the last question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's beyond me. 


Q Secretary Weinberger said several times that an 
interim agreement is not objectionable if there is a means of 
getting the Soviets back to the table to conclude it. What do you 
need, what kind of assurances would you need to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that 
question. You'll have to ask Secretary Weinberger. 


Q Well, you're dealing in the same area -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but I just can't -- 
I can't answer that question. 


My last question. 


Q In which case would you like the Dutch to increase 
the gas production, natural gas production? You have talked about 
natural gas. A second -- as a replacement for a second gas pipeline 
to the Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that wasn't -- 
you're being much too specific and I -- it is clear that we think 
that Dutch gas is important, and we're interested in -- we were 
interested in hearing from the Dutch what their plans were in terms 
of natural gas. But there was no kind of specific agreement 
sought after. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:58 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 1983, 4:09 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: We are on BACKGROUND. This is attri- 
butable to a senior State Department official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let's go back a 
few days to the origin of the visits. I think this is 
important, to put back into perspective when, in California -- 
I think it was about over a week ago -— the suggestion was made 
from the Israelis that their Foreign Minister might visit. - 

We had an immediate positive reaction, and then thought it 
would be a good idea to invite the Lebanese to come. They 
obviously thought it was a good idea, and both parties came 

to Washington. 

For those of you who are interested in these 
‘things, I asked that we put together a piece of paper that 
says Shamir and Salim meetings in Washington, which talks 
about delegations and one-on-one. 


| If you think anyone would be interested in this, 
you might want to run it off, so I can skip that O.K.? 


Q Please. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The visit to 
Washington of the two Foreign Ministers has provided and is 
providing us an opportunity to review the. status of the 
troop withdrawal negotiations and to hear their concerns and 
ideas, as.well as express our own views, in the context of < 
the need for rapid progress. 


I should note that there have been discussions on 
Other items apart from Lebanon, although Lebanon is the main 
focus. And in this respect, the President stressed, in his 
discussions with the Foreign Minister, his determination to 
press ahead with the peace initiative he launched on 
September 1 in the context of our policy and this 
Administration's own recommitment to the search for peace in 
the Middle East. 


The President met with Foreign Minister Shamir 
Monday afternoon, and he will be seeing Foreign Minister 
Salim tomorrow morning. I don't think right now we can give 
you the exact time, but tomorrow morning, I would say 
somewhere between 10:00 and 12:00 o'clock. 
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His meeting with the Israeli and Lebanese Foreign 





| Ministers is a clear indication of the importance ie 
& attaches to successful and rapid completion of tie 
we negotiations. 


In addition to his personal participation, he, 
obviously, has been following these discussions closely. 


We had not anticipated a dramatic breakthrough as — 
a result of these talks, and there is no breakthrough; but 
we do believe progress is being made. And as demonstrated 
by the public statements of the Lebanese and Israeli Foreign 
Ministers, they have participated in the discussions in a 
constructive manner . | .an6 a very positive spirit. 


our concern with respect to achieving a stable 
Lebanon and assuring the security of Israel's northern 
border remain unchanged. Questions as to how best to 
accomplish our objectives have been central to our 
discussions. We have been injecting our ideas all along, and 
will continue to do so as necessary. 


I foresee a return trip to the area by Ambassador 
Habib and Ambassador Draper and his team in the near future 
-- don't pin me down to days -- in order to help the parties VA 
i. quickly arrive at an agreement. 


- I would like to note the recent public statements 
reflecting Syrian and PLO intentions to withdraw from 
Lebanon if Israel does. We welcome this public reiteration 
of their positions as confirmation of our strategy for 
working for the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Let me reiterate for you briefly our policy objec- 
. tives which were first outlined last fall by the President. 
They are the guiding principles in the negotiations that 
Ambassadors Habib and Draper have been conducting these 
past months, and they are central to the discussions we are 
holding with the two delegations here: 


One, the withdrawal of all foreign forces -- 
Israeli, Syrian, PLO, Iranian, you name them. All armed 
elements remaining in Lebanon must be subject to the control 
of the Central Government, and this includes the militia S 
forces in the south. 


Second, arrangements to secure the security of 
Israel's northern border; third, the restoration and reen- 
forcement of a stable Central Government in Lebanon, the 
extension of Lebanese sovereignty throughout its territory, 
and the unity of that territory. 


or, 
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Then, of course, subsumed under all of these are 
( , arrangements to assure the security of all of the residents 
.—/ of Lebanon, including the Palestinians, ~ 


While many issues. have been dealt with and 
agreement has been reached in the course of the nego- 
tiations, we are now at the point of addressing the 
remaining core issues. It is essential that momentum is net | 
lost in the timetable for the withdrawal of all foreign for- 
ces from Lebanon be worked out as. soon as possible. | 


I nave eentioned the. president's personal involve- 
ment and his commitment through his meetings with the é 
Foreign Ministers. In addition, Secretary Shultz has been 
conferring with and briefing the President throughect the 

| visit of these two Boece Ministers. 

Once an: eeveenent has been reached for the | 
withdrawal of all foreign troops, it will be clearer to what 
extent an international presence is needed to assist the 
Lebanese armed forces. I should say it would be clearer as 
to the nature of the international assistance, because I 


uM 








think it‘s_clear that there will be_a_need for some time. 
a We continue to see an important role for the 6,000 
y UNIFIL troops currently in Lebanon. There is also a need 


for the Multinational Force. The objectives of this force 
would be to facilitate the withdrawal process and to assist 
the Lebanese Central Government in reestablishing its 
control throughout Lebanon. These details will be worked 
out. ; 


The security of Israel's northern border is a 
hallmark of U.S. policy. The U.S. will do all it can to 
assure that an agreement is reached which will preclude a 
return to a situation in which hostile acts can be per- 
petrated on Israel across its northern border from Lebanon. 


Israel has pressed its case for full normalization 
of relations with Lebanon. This is the second ‘part of the 
discussion, the first part being the security issue. That 
is a worthy goal, and one we readily share. , 


We will continue to strive to see full peace, 
security, and normal relations between Israel and each of 
her neighbors, as we seek to resolve the Palistinian 
problem. This is the basic message in the proposals 
Outlined in the President's initiative on September l. 











) 


@ 
’ 


_a 


| BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


of which security arrangements in the south can be agreed 


aay. about. ” oat 


At present, progress towards this best: full nor- | 
malization and full peace with Lebanon, must be conditioned . 
by Lebanese judgments of what is possible, consistent with oe 
Lebanese needs for internal stability and political consen-  }  .--: 
sus, as well. as the essential relations with the other Arab — 4 

countries... A: stable, secure, and free Lebanon would bean . 
historic achievement for the area, for Lebanon, for Israel, 
and for the world. A Lebanon beset by strife, living under 





: ——. and ; tneteadtstty serves: the interests of | hone of 


; - . : q PE we -«@ ~ o° & . ; oe 
5. Me? . e te. 8 ly ‘| tse .& 4 eh tt 8 TO, Ss : 
te. & «3 62 5 : . $ FE ea s *s —/ ° 


. vet ? é. we. aa. oy od sue . eS San Sey a“ : p 2 i: a i 
cae Bee Tet me- answer some questions. Wek iat 


. - “:* . TAL 
a a Te ar | . > 


vate Ags “since it's ‘dees you didn't ‘weite’ that state- 


‘gent i" ‘the time. since Shamir. left the building -- he said, © 


when he left, that some new ideas have emerged — are these wig : 


- new ideas those that. would define the nature of joint | 


Sobansoe-tocemad_ganeste- ta southern Lebanon to” take care of Babak. 


*. wee 


e the security oneeepis al: Peta ne 


. » So o° a ‘ » % iss 

: fy °ee 8 > ” “<6 ° . e e - 
cathe be? F . <.. ti i, oe rate “ ae ‘~ 2 

“S . zt ° $:.3 se e?. % “ . i: 


“RT pee me address ‘the statement firsts: ‘th e% ee 
visit Like this, you do a "rolling” statement, so this | 


wasn! e canned ten seye agor 7 can assure you. 


a 


| We ‘hae: been discussing ‘essentially the security » 
issues and also the mutual relations issues. The question 


upon, how they will operate, and how the results. will be ; 
verified, in a manner consistent with Israel's security 
needs and Lebanon's ee ae: premrant that's what aril re 


. @e. o° 

. “s : © _ ° 

4 ; . e «¢ ¢ a” « 
lle Ba 


. Fare ae 
mw e2°'¢ 
ore. ~* —. . 


The. weeds Chnteh seasehe ” I think you'd neve to | 


ven, iii atten What that implies, to the extent which you 


are- talking about, is a residual Israeli mili esence. 
And I think the Lebanese have made clear that that's 
impossible aoe them to accept, . _ Ae 


HED can you ‘define for us a “Littre better - -- 


\ 


Q ‘ 
Q Wait a “minute.” Let him finish. 
. | 


1 thought he had. 
c 

! ee ‘eee ~ So, we're ‘eevian | ‘to find ‘solutions that are 
consistent with what are both the Lebanese requirements and 
Israeli real security concerns. And in that respect, let me cite 
the statement of the Lebanese Foreign Minister. He made | 
very clear that we wege asevecssag real Israeli concerns, 
real Israeli concerns. ~ es 
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Q Can you do a, little better on translating 
the principle. of Israeli security and Lebanese sovereignty | 
into something | that we. can grab hold of? 


A - No. Iz —T can' t, because that’ s qoias to 
get -- I can't discuss the substance of what we've been 
talking about in detail. I just can 't. Others may eutsstee 


a Can you: just —_ - ara 


| A But I'm not ‘going to because we're talking to 
the Israelis. We're also talking to the Lebanese. There 

are no final proposals or anything. -We're in a very deli- 

cate stage-of discussing these issues. You have to finda :. . 


. balance. These are yer? difficult decisions for both sides. 


r don' t want to. make their task at home any 


4 


‘ more went" gga Boo A SUA aR gs Ree wl : 


Q Can I follow up pee questions. Did you say ~ 
that the joint patrols with residual Israeli -- 


A Residual Israeli presence. If you're asking 
me questions, will there be a residual Israeli military 
presence in the south, the Lebanese have made very clear 
that that they can't accept. | 


.° Q Okay. But are you saying that joint patrols 


is also unacceptable? 


A | Yes. I would think in the context of residual -- 
this would fall under one of those residuals. 


Q . Even if they cross over for just those - 
patrols and go back? , 


A ‘Are you ‘talking about:: the issues that the -- 
I think the Lebanese have addressed ‘that one. That's not- 
the -= 


Jf 


—Q | , (Multitude of questions: at same time) 
A ‘Now, look, I'm not getting into the details. 
I'll take some other questions, but if you want to follow - 


up and parse that one, I won't give you any answers. Okay? 
So don't -- : 
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ee Q Do you agree with the Lebanese Foreign 
Be” Minister when he said that the Lebanese armed forces are 
— capable of controlling and gatesiene south Lebanon, 
which» -— a 7 


\: 


A Let me ru it this way: We have confidence 
that the Lebanese are preparing themselves seriously to 
assume their security responsibilities for their country. 

- It's not a game for anyone. It's not a con job that anyone 
is. trying to put over on any side. ‘Those persons who would 
-seek to do harm to Israel, the Lebanese would see as their 
enemies, too. They" betacormcpe aa in with guns to kill 
ae, — 5 ee | | os 


"Thre. aebenese ability - ‘tr speak pa EP -- I" m 
| confident that they're going to be able to work out with 
their armed forces what they need to do their security | 
Joby 2 and not ay in the south. 


; ‘This is tough, this. is difficult, but | we believe 
they can do it. As you know, we've been working with them 
for some time. - : eae } 


bins Qs How Jong will it take? 


Z A. It. depends: on what you're talking about. 
| And what are you talking about? Are you talking about a 
mobile combat armored division? You're talking about 
small groups of motivated people who are well-trained to 
carry out interdiction patrolling and other functions, 
atid we bélieve the Lebanese have the motivation to do 
it and the will. Okay. That should answer that question. 

















— Q You said before that the idea of joint | 
patrols has to be put aside, if I heard you correctly. 
Any way of yam pateecs to be used out -- 


A Let's forget about joint patrols, please. 
We're talking about -— the Lebanese have said what they 
cannot accept. Again, these are not games there. They 
can't accept having foreign armies running around Lebanon, 
Ad that doesn't mean that they are not terribly concerned 
about the security of all of Lebanon and the southern 
Lebanon part, and the need also to assure that Israel's 
security needs are met. - rp , | . 
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Q In the President's eoch to the American 


Legion, he talked about the U.S. would guarantee Israel's ~ 
security in return for a cenplete withdrawal. 





That eqncent has never been fully parsed inated 
in terms of the U.S. penance in a multinational 
force. : : 


: . “You said eaten that the full role, : -I.guess, dnd 
size of that’ force would be determined in connection with 
the actual terms ved the- withdrawal. 


| tims ‘But, t mean, ‘that's been the main idea talked 
about. t know your problem, ‘but -— | , 


f ‘No; rr know: . “You understand my eeebies. I'm. 
not going to try to define away what a President said or 
add to it. SRE 6S ghee 3 


Let me : emeade that _ in: these amnethathens the role. 
of the United. States in the security field goes beyond the 
American presence as symbolized by the MNF, although that's 
important. We have ongoing security assistance proposals. , 

omen Some of you are aware of a supplemental we've asked for. 


healt There-is an ongoing training role. Some of this 
can be accelerated; some of it tam be expanded. In addition, 
we are participating in the negotiations, an important 
element of which is the security zone_af south Lebanon. 





I would expect that whatever the ongoing mechanisms 
that come out of these negotiations, that we will continue 
to be participating in them. 





This makes quite a broad package of how the United 
States can participate in assuring the security of Israel's 
northern frontier, which, quite frankly, is not inconsistent 
at all with helping the Lebanese rebuild themselves and 
assuring the security of Lebanon. 


Q. But last night Foreign Minister Shamir: said 
he did not think that a U.S.’ role would be helpful. In. 
fact, he said, quote, "We opposed it." | 


A I don't know what U.S. role you're talking 
about, but I don’ t believe that's an accurate description 


, 
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| 
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of Foreign Minister Shamir or his government's view of the 
AMerican participation in these negotiations or in the 
kind of an ongoing role that I described earlier. 


Q But more ‘to the point what he was -- ‘ving 
to some of us last night was that he didn't thin. 
multinational -- it. was appropriate for a multin:® >..al 
force to: b reunerns the area north of the Israeli boxraer. 


oe And you’ re telling us that the Lebanese don! t 
think it's appropriate: for there to be joint military 
patrols, and I'm not sure where that leaves us for southern 
Lebanon. ee re eS ‘e Sn 


wx ae ‘to Siiaiits ‘eek niet Diente, forces that are 





“4 Saeroeeeer Why should that 


surprise you? Host countries have eunies whe. patrol 


: their = 


te 9 . We endasevend: from Mr. Shamir that he* s 
bringing some new ideas to the Israeli Cabinet because 
he has-a mandate to accept them here. 


‘As to the staves of those ideas, are those 
acceptable right now to the Lebanese, or you still have 
to explore it with the Lebanese? ; 


A I really can "t get into that. We've been 
talking about ideas. We're going to continue to talk 
about ideas. It really would be harmful if I were to 
Start to, address these things, and I can't do it, andlI 
won’ t ‘Play games. | 


Q ° Is there room for U.S. military personnel 
in this security zone in southern Lebanon? | 


A ‘This gets: you into whether -=- you mean 
is. there a specific role for an American MNF? Is that 
wnat we' re talking about? y 


Q. No. When. you were talking before in answer 
to Gwertzman's question, you ticked off a couple of 
things under the category of guarantees. 


Gees ‘Because you're talking about -- 
when I mentioned. "mechanisms," not all of these things 
have been worked out. But the kinds of things they're 


} 
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thinking: about -- and’ zr. think: a lot | of it's in the public 

domain -- a: ‘joint military:-commission, a joint military 

committee. I'm assuming. we will have American military . ESE 
personnel who will play a continuing role in that context, on ee 
as. well as in =e Sensntes. and the: aatatery assistance role. 





¢@ But this: is aifferent from, for exemple, | Me tie Mie Bp! 
U. Se Marines there fos some Beowe-2 of sere?” Eee ots ag x ylei® eee — - 


Pe 


- «se . a 6 * . a - 
eo 4 ae Lege. es +t e 


- 


nt Bi in yf Be Yes, ‘sir. Se Sire ae Ome RRS at SU Ra ee 
rasan £, this ts more of = x supervisory ‘thing,. send- aia eee 

ing. them in. there? he Le: RPV Et Veet PRS dy 

“ = eet wee oe ‘the: follow-on: ‘inp lamentation’ - -— - assurances» |: 

that. the aqveenento ‘will: be implemented, this. kind of. Se ees 

But don't pin me down, because. I can't answer. I'm } not - see ate | 

that close: we: o—_ ti 2 36-3 $e.0,.2, Phe. f9 1 ~ Paha. eS . feo. ‘2. . he ii 2 é*g ‘ bo - a eee Nee, i BASH 


ca 9 : ‘ct: ~ ee ae ‘ @ + ele: od * = ei -* oe SRS ee 6 @-b0 e+. ve 
Boal seize Tas pte SF. me 37, = . oy f*: ree Rt ee it ere Ae EL 


ware 9: “Could: I ‘follow up on ‘this? ‘ deceeeenee tre Bas a, 
Weinberger said a couple of weeks. ago on -TV interviews ie ar 
that one. of the ideas. is that U.S. personnel would train’. ore 
the Lebanese forces. in south Lebanon. That.would. be the — 
way that the American presence would ‘be in south Lebanon 
and not in the. multinational force. 7 


Is. that one of the: ideas that is discussed? 


‘A - ” can Me really confirm or ‘deny. I don't 
want to tale about it. I realize someone will write a 
headline we're going:to put trainers in the south, but 
that hasn' t been -- you know. : 


‘ae .* The military personnel you' re talking : " 
about -- this: American military personnel who will play. ! 
a continuing role in the context of, say, joint military eee 
commissions. or committees = this is. not MNF Anericans? 


-~. . i a. 





R 2 ‘No » BB-' Por 5 aemities today we have: some Ip 
American military who are out with Morrie Draper who are _& 
—— in the aegetsetions. priqusiy et. tt ) 








QQ. . Would you define. that as an executive ite : eB 
role, as part of a commission or a committee? RE POF ade Roan eat 


A ~ It's a diplomatic role. 


- 
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~~ 


Q ts it like the observers you have in -- 


ae ee No, no. These are people who are participat- 


ing on the team. We' ve. always had them. 


Q. Is the bottom line of this ‘that the Lebanese 
will be. able to tell their people that there will be no 


; Israeli isteny presence in) southern Lebanon? 


hte So he Begs ‘Yes. That's the position of ‘the Government | 
of Lebanon. a ne i ae ‘ . $e > 


s, @. : Tt's also | the pobition of the U. s., isn't. it? 


eek ol We don't see how you can really come to an <f 


| sevecnent that will provide for. the withdrawal of foreign 
 Seneee unless. ‘there is: an absence of coceem forces. 





‘You know, it's -— ‘and I. think oo. 


Hi Qo But you coula perceive -- let. me just follow 
this -- you can conceive of Israeli military personnel of 
working in some oupervesesy cooperative manner with the 
Lebanese? : ‘sie 


A | No. I don't see how you parse withdrawal of ' 
foreign forces. I ‘mean, esther the soldiers are there or 
they aren *< there. | > 


But there will be discussions. There will be 
mechanisms that will be worked out in joint committees, 
joint commissions -- | 


- (Continued on next page) 
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QQ Joint Tstaeli/Lebanese commissions? _ 


A’: And r think American participation. “mhey're , hie 

se “discussing these issues. There has to be some framework for  .-..... 
. verifying that the agreements are implemented. Everyone wt 
recognizes that there is a special nature of the south with = 

respect to Lebanese. and: Teveelt. Seoursty. i! ; 





aS: “there will be a “continuing, ‘on-going eechenion. but ed. 
net in the context of the idea of weang. in Southern Lebanon. eget tweed 
Mage Could ‘the’ u. re “also: ‘serve: esa oe oes rs 
: aaah toipencadebentan function as we have in sest : Ye a 
- agreements in the. Hiddle. East; either — oft ‘obser-_ 5: 2 a 
; var tone, eee.“ Teg F eeg BREE a, | 





- 2 inf e “.¢ at Roh “3. a 
ray Peal oe eee “az .s3'7gs'< Fi" 3 
5 al ° ity . ie 3 = 2 a ; 


ae noe we a3 ‘don't. think that's being ‘contemplated. ATS Sages 
aga yee a Or reconnaissance. SOON aL yds nea seat ses ae + e bis 


@e , -"* . ~ « . 
+ * ~~ oe -- > “e ‘ +. -¢ -.* » 
b 7 39 ? < ze — col “*'s —_? 4 

a aad ‘ 


: Day ver °F ‘know what: you're ‘talking about, ‘dat e's Beret 
still doing some of it baad the Staat. That's | not reas , Weed ae 

: ee: Huh cae a Piss eee 

. : | °Q you've addressed what the Lebanese cannot 

7. accept. Can you address 7, i ’ 


a ee oe “e “When I. said is. it's not betes contemplated. ae 
don't want to rule things. out that the President hasn't 
- looked at, and: the Secretary hasn't even seen. And if 
"someone were to say that's a sign of sine qua non, that's 
_ something else- ‘ese! sa lot of fluidity in this. 


*s ee ‘You! ve. ‘gegqested ‘some role of American mili- 
tary men in southern Lebanon. Are you now excluding a role 


ina multinational nection entences Museegetionss wOses, per 
se? tN * ah i | 


a a I'm at.  aibiaten ‘arthich, and I'm really 
‘not including anything. Jim mentioned that Foreign Minister .- 
Shamir, presumably yesterday, when someone asked him a 
nen: said he saad t like the. idea of . MNF. - 


> shes 9 i | ‘He was. - opposed to it. my i 
AS That he! 's ‘opposed. to it. . 


He said today that he does not ‘believe that 
Lebanon will be ready to take on that security role for 
three to four years and in the iterim Israeli troops should 
be there in some way to do the job. Does that address 
‘. accurately Israel's point of view at this point? You've 


* 














a ge penahcrant ae 


ae A . i'n not going to comment on that. 
O°’ es ee Si -Q- : You. say that ‘the ania cannot. accept. 


oe, What. is it facing that. yoaiisetion: that -- - what. is Israel's ee ES = 
. : Lares then? i * Be Ages yeie od ves es “ 2 - ‘ ~~ ve | 


bs nS : 
? 


: i eas matts. what: aby inet been ieatbtak’ 4 the last - 
five. days. Eo ig I'm. really not going to tell ‘you - ie." 
. where we came out because we! re still- going. $ *. ¥ ee Vink : 


"etd * a° “Se. a8, “a. gate Sey. fe Sa 
” , e ' ' aed 


: hg: >On: ‘the second “seobion “Which is. ‘the. ‘seta. Pe res ae 
* of valabions RR Israel and:Lebanon == not the aw. ase Leet 
' arrangements: but the oer issue -_—- have yee. nade bey fe ie fee aT, | 
; | Peegeses on this? © wae vie Ie,* hs, Ae we e- “er. ~. . ee ET | 


3 m . ? : o LRM we 4 .! 
Vs.mme,,° ~ * ™" o2-Weoe * - +. . a sé ~ _ o~ ore * ot - _* wi 

» ae tee os Sr Te Sass erat s-“¢ fee *e . . . °*% aed 

oat i.e -- 2 Soya rie san * — Seto Ye 

on ~-- 


Lye RES ‘There’ sa lot of discussion that's heen’: ails 
going: ‘in. the committees” that. Ambassador Draper has. been ‘ Cee Rg age hee 
chairing. I‘m not. aware of. any secrets out there in the . See eee ae 

_, Middle Bast- -I read: the Israeli and Lebanese press reviews. 2 ge aT see 

- cme tf you: don't, L suggest. you. should. me gen’ totes, ae a My Py: saad 





, * ghey' ve ‘been: naviae: ‘lots. of talks. ere are the: 3 
problems; again, the constraints on the SEERENS ageey from 
| the internal ,consenees Maeeees pt. Mes | 


' a ‘There ‘is ‘the: fact of life that Lebanon is depen— 
. dant on the Arab world either through remittances of about | 
- $3 billion dollars a year from people working primarily in 
the Gulf, or someone: -cited a figure of, what, 90 percent of 
Lebanon’ 3 exports gO. 0: the: Arab world.' 


‘ eae One very ‘militant right-wing Christian reminded me 
, 3 couple months ago that of those Lebanese working in the 
Gulf, 200,000 of them are Christians, as he was explaining 


the limits. on Lebeneny. cormal cooperation and normalization 
with Israel. | ons . 


- We are perce to work within ‘these séeniens, too, 7 
to come. “up we Leeetaversi what both. sides can live with. 


7S 
_ 


9° _ This joint: military ‘countesien or committee, 
whatever you choose to call it, this is new; this. is not 
Scaeraray. that is on "the oe. now? Y | 
We OR af No. ” they’ ve been: ‘Giscussing ‘these. “So much 


has already been discussed in eee passe negotiations out 
there. — OE eo er if | 


ow. 


} ag : Who's on a this Goss comadeeset ) 














* A ts this a clear committee you're 
- envisioning? : | : 


A: ‘There are’ discussions going on on nor—- 
malization and on: security, and 6n. the security side there : 
have been discussions. about setting up in order to monitor ~~. 
or the implementation of-the agreements certain mechanisms. : ee 

One or more. of. then- are. in the Military: field. me 





NS ee ‘San people. would” ‘talk, they. ened covies the SEF get 
| situation. The: Americans will be apd bend Mise: It. 
oh was * aes. ‘Sense. that tT. was. talking. © . 


. ‘ 
: ” deta 2 £2 
. neg, _* --. . , yr fa.* ee: ia? 
d a? ot . a by - : 4 out oe 


e ° ‘ a ‘ ° sé ae > 
aoa <3... ° A” . a . -- - : “+ oon? . 4 
om étie <= ‘ - - oe «+ *f% 

oy" ° os. i - AF as 23 ath ae Se ¥ -_ “eS aes = hota ) ‘ 

- 2 - 


a. 3 PES Sigh oe tn other’ words. when you said "Joint mili—’ Be ae 
tary: ‘comaaies or joint committee,” it .wasn't.clear~ © 90... ):°nTke Ep? 


whether you were talking about. American/Lebanese, Led aa,” ite Ss * 
ee rca core or. att. three. ans Mo Ri Sia baa See Sty 287 pt ate Siteign 

» ae a2 AS 7 ‘don' te ‘know. "Whatever ‘geebsaions: that oR ast Bete oie foe 
ce cinalte come: “out and whatever. they call them. — and rates eS ey 

: understand all of this-is still being discussed —- we're © Ce ak 2 es 
going to be a: part. of it... How we're a part - ‘of Ate: we'll. be: ng es edt 

| full be shes ote wherever: you call MBe es eo RR? : aude fA ES 


7 


- PLS @e “Te you. go ‘back: ten. dene ago, the Renebhte ge 
seem to ‘be insisting that they had to have some~kind of per- 
manent military presence in southern Lebanon. As a result 
of the discussions here in the last: few days, do you per-. 
ceive any selaxation: in that Tsraeli peestsen? 





vt Nd | “You! re ‘going, to. have ‘to ask ‘the Israelis to. 
comment on that. | on cee at © ch, fe | | 
Qe! We. ‘ aahad Shamir abouts, that ‘gecteeten, and he , 


‘seemed to -— he.used. the characterization that the Israelis: 
would be happy with. some form of -=- his word was 

"cooperation" —— some kind of cooperative setup between : 
Israel and Lebanon, the details on the ground of which would 
nae to be negotiated in. the Middle East. 


_* That seemed ‘to: be ‘backing. off an. insistence that 
there had‘ to be a. permanent Israeli military presence. Do =. 
you pousenrs that as. a ape in . the Tereels Position? 


Na ‘J 2 =. don’ t even. want tio comment on ate ae 
er "Qe: ts ‘there j a Veeparate ‘American/Israeli 


agreement being wevnss out, like in er". aquessenter 








‘ eR “You! re thinking ‘of an MOU. Not in a “formal 
sense. We! re: ¢ having. eee eegeeecens. | : : 


= 
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| answer. to. _— Mmestion is: now. CUES A Arete tod {SP ate tees Fe 
Pye Git tee woes sapere eer Prt ER eee ee RCE SS sr deeel 
ee Secondly - we did discuss: ‘other ‘lessee. ‘but its was Layaciee eee 
‘ just in the content. of Siscussions; the bilateral. Pes ft cyt BAG he: 
; oo ~ Snot oe fant 4 nme Se 4 is we: : ‘ 
: i P2Q “what. ‘is: your’ ‘timetable, from Rowe from PRES bem Sree bt ag 
hereon | in? ‘You. -eageet; Some: “kind of 29 00 oe ssa coek Beate parte. geet 
iat . -.¢ ne! To pss na - os +: t: Se Py fet = Pa gees om ae ie Aes “eit x tas SSR: aes aye SF aS a ee 
ee aN ee the: ‘Foreign: ‘Minister: of Israel - is. ‘soon: to. rata aey oe 
rh get on an Siseliaes to: go-.to: New York, and: the. Foreign... pat ier eit 


 Saseee | can be’ sotto’ at the same time? | 





"BEST copy AVAILABLE sie hig 8 | 
Q In other aus is there a sort of 


mer encen Be that if this'Lebanese troop withdrawal issue — 
can be settled that some of these other cpanternen Loree ” 


Ke eeiee” we. are ‘hot. Spe ee on.a a 


ad st 


. Memorandum of  eaneeabebten. I think for those of you who” . 
. follow the theology of these things: -- I'm not going. to say. 
' something. like this won't eventuate maybe with the Lebanese,» 


as well. But we're not... I'm. not. looking Sor. we. The. 


*. Minister of. Lebanon will probably. be in Washington: through 


- Thursday night. As. far as: | eee we've still. 
 Clequssions here. i ee ae “ 


: r can! t answer E exactly when do r think Phil is. 
leaving? at tae ee OD ee Ie. ate 


| Q . “Nos | that" s: “not what I! m talking ‘about... BR 


the larger context; are you hopeful that with the progress — i! 
"you made here, you can get an. , ageeenent within. the. next few 4 ft 
weeks, few cays ¢ few months? : : . 


AS Every ‘tine I ‘say pe ‘Like this, . you 
remind me ‘later that I misled you. You don't quite say. 
I lied. I think it's moved us closer, yes. You know. our 
view, the sooner the better, but these are serious issues. 
We've engaged on a different level on these issues. 


| eigne: Does. ‘this tie. ‘into King Hussein’ s coming’ yes | 
‘ into the talks in any direct way? Do you report on the. rw 


substance of meee, negotiations or ‘these talks here today? 
, cron We are ‘in’ the process. of having. the 


cea but we do keep’ people informed. I think: it's. 





been clear that if we.can achieve an agreement on Lebanon... 
which provides for ‘the full withdrawal of of foreign forces © 


_ and the: reconstruction’ of. Lebanon, that's going to have a 


very ements a generally on. the caviseament out there. i 


> 


“No one has. to. explain to: me that it's negative. 


: o he When you say we! re going to be part of this 


~ 





om. 
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process you're talking about, are you envisioning an Cc 
: increase, modest or. —_— in American acs seney otveng th in 
. Lebanon? See 


: A at this point I'm not iaphitubien siinieiad, 
I don't exclude because the President himself, back some 
months, did not exclude any increase in our component of the 
MNF in cooperation with other donors. But before you can 
talk about that, you really have to see what is the 
agreement that’s. come out; where would such a force, if it 
had to be increased, best be put and maybe it wouldn't have 
tc be increased. at als, Gepending on. how the deal is. cut. 


.- @ - You. were asked before whether the Secretary — 
and you maybe thinking about going out to the Middle East, 
and you might not have heard the question. It came from two. 
colleagues on either side of yOu. oe : 


A : ‘and it waS, is the Secretary thinking about ~ 


going to the Middle East? — 

Qo Yes, sir. 

A I think he wants to go to the Middle East, 7 4 
but he still believes that it should be at a time when a . 


trip would be most useful. You can pin me down on that, and 
} Uf I can't give you the answer. But he's not interested in a 
fact-finding mission. 


2) You said the Lebencee would find it 
impossible to accept a residual Israeli military presence. 
There's been some consideration to a civilian residual 
Israeli presence on a temporary, occasional basis. 





A I think the question of the withdrawal of 
all foreign forces, the Lebanese intend to handle the job 
themselves. I wouldn't want to suggest that people are 


going to a, in and out of uniform or senething and it's 
going to | make the thing ween out. : * ei 


Thank you. - 


_ (Backgraund briefing concluded at 4:45 p.m.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: Okay. The President has concluded his 
meeting with the Foreign Minister of Lebanon. And a senior 
administration official is here to brief you on that meeting. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most of you were 
not in the State Department briefing yesterday, I think. 


Q No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Then I will 
not go into as much detail as I did there on a preliminary statement, 
but let us go back a little bit into the origins of these meetings. 


It was about 10 days ago that we were informed, while 
we were in California, that the Government of Israel thought a 
visit by the Foreign Minister would be a good idea. The reponse 
went back, of course, positively. And at the same time, we 
suggested that the Foreign Minister of Lebanon come for talks in 
the same time frame. And that was received positively. 


Q Who suggested that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did. And that 
was received positively. 


And they both came with rather complete delegations. 
Now, somewhere in the State Department Press Room is a complete 
listing of all of the meetings that have taken place: those that 
were one-on-one, those that were delegation meetings. So anyone 
interested covld get it from them. 


Now, before they came, we said there would be no 
breakthroughs. We expected none. There were not. We believe there 
was progress. The two parties came. And they engaged in the talks 
in a constructive and positive spirit. And I think you can see 
that from the public statements of the two Foreign Ministers. 


In addition to the formal Lebanese delegation, the 
acknowledged Leader of the Sunni Muslim community in Lebanon, 
former Prime Minister Saeb Salam, came with a message from 
President Gemayel for President Reagan. 


Now, where do we go from here? We will have another 
meeting with the Lebanese in the State Department today. 


Q Is that with the Secretary? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will not be with 


the Secretary. It will be with Ambassador Habib and Ambassador 
Draper leading our side. 
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The Israeli delegation left yesterday, as you know. The Lebanese 
will probably stay over -- at least some of them -- until Friday 
morning or Thursday night. I would expect Ambassadors Habib and 
Draper to leave on the weekend and to show up in the area -- I 
can't tell you whether it's Jerusalem or Beirut -- by Sunday. 


Now, the President has been personally involved through- 
out this period of both preparations for and meeting with the 
delegates. The Secretary of State has been conferring with him and 
briefing him over the period of time that they have been here, and 
we have been discussing. And, as you know, the President has met 
personally with the foreign ministers and the leaders of the two 
delegations. Actually, the President met with the full Israeli 
delegation. Today he and the Vice President met with Prime 
Minister Saeb Salam and Foreign Minister Salem. 


Q Salem -- 
Q Salem as in cigarettes? 
Q -- like Massachusetts? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Like Salem, not to be 
confused with Salam. 


Q Not Salem. That's interesting. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Salem. Salem. 


Q There were two separate meetings, weren't there? 
One with the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One with the President 
followed by a meeting -- 


Q How long was that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About half an hour -- 
followed by a meeting of about half ar hour with the Vice President. 


Now, go ahead. 
Q Both Salem and Salam were in both meetings? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 


Q Thank you. 


Q -- message that -- communicated to the President. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me go on. 
The meeting with the President lasted about half an hour. And there 
was a very good and pointed exchange of views. 


Q Pointed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By that I mean -- I 
don't mean that, but precise exchange of views. By this, you know, 
the President has been involved in Lebanon and I think he's probably 
the first President since Eisenhower who had a Lebanon policy. If 
you go back to what I used to tell you in early ‘81, Ronald Reagan 


has had a Lebanon policy -- a policy focused on Lebanon. 
Q Invasion by the Israelis? 
Q What was his Lebanese policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since well before the 
invasion by the Israelis -- 


Q Was the invasion part of the policy? (Laughter.) 
He laughed. (Laughter.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) The -- 
Q Maintain some credibility here. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had -- this 
administration has had a policy, a discreet policy on Lebanon. 
When -- in a different manner -- 


Q We don't know what it was. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're damn right, we 
had a good policy on Lebanon. It was right at the beginning, we 
were trying to stop the fighting, and then we were trying to work 
with the Lebanese to make sure that the country was strengthened, 
not weakened as a result of the pending Lebanese elections. Phil 
Habib was out there. He got a ceasefire. We had a Lebanese 
policy. 


Events have forced changes in the policy, obviously. 
But we had a policy that did-- that was not the same as previous 
administrations that said Lebanon has to wait. Now, you can 
criticize us for not having done everything that maybe some of you 
think we should have done, but we had a policy and we still have 
a policy. 


I said all of that to explain why, when the President 
meets with foreign leaders on this subject, you address the substance 
immediately. 


Now, the former Prime Minister brought a letter from 
President Gemayel. I haven't read the letter. I assume that the 
substance of the letter is similar to the comments that were made 
by Mr. Saeb Salam, in which he expressed a great appreciation for 
the role of the United States and the President personally over 
the months in our policies designed to make Lebanon whole again. 


The President reiterated our commitment to our policy 
on Lebanon, starting with the withdrawal of all foreign forces, which 
is the key. In this respect, the Lebanese side concurred 100 percent 
that all foreign forces meant all foreign forces, including the 
Syrians and the PLO. 


There were also discussions of the substance of the 
issues that we have been discussing over these past few days, which 
were essentially the questions of security arrangements in the South, 
security for Northern Israel, and the means of arriving at these 
agreements consistent with Lebanon's requirements, which are Lebanon's 
sovereignty. 


There was no argument and there has been none over the 
issue of whether or not there should be security or whether these 
security arrangements should be good -- 


Q -- should be good? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and effective. That's 
not the issue. The issue is how. The Lebanese well understand that 
security for Northern Israel and arrangements in the southern zone 
will also enhance Lebanese security. It's where the Lebanese happen 
to live. And they're very interested in that. 


Now, the Lebanese also made clear their determination 
and their requirement to handle their own security affairs. 
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and, in general terms, made clear their willingness to go in these 
agreements, both in mutual relations and on security, to the limits 
that are required for Lebanese survival. 


Now, there was also 3 discussion -- 
Q What does that mean? 

Q What does that mean? 

Q We don't understand that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. It means 
that there are limits beyond which the Lebanese cannot go with 
respect to mutual relations -- not that they don't want good 
relations -- but formal, mutual relations, and on issues of 
security, for example, a residual Israeli military presence. 

That they cannot do those things and maiin*ain the internal consensus 
that they need for their own stability and their essential 
relations with the Arab world. 


Q But could Israeli troops -- 


Q Well, are you saying they cannot formalize 
a peace with Israel because the other Arab nations would not 
tolerate it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point, 
that's not what we're discussing. 


Q Isn't it trade -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are discussing 
trade issues and the trade issues are thorny. They're difficult. 
I think something like 90 percent of Lebanon's trade is with the 
Arab world and -- Three billion dollars' worth of remittances come 
into Lebanon each year, primarily from the Gulf. And I recall 
a couple of months ago a very close associate of Bashir Gemayel, 
a Lebanese, -- I would describe him as a militant Christian, a 
leader -- expressed to me -- He said, "You have to remember that 
200,000 of those Lebanese who live in the Gulf are Christians." So 
try to understand why we have certain problems here. 


Now, there was also discussions about the peace 
process, the broader peace process. The Lebanese from the 
beginning -- and I'll take you back to when President Gemayel 
visited here -- the Lebanese were as interested in the President's 
peace initiative for the broader area, as they were in the issues 
of Lebanon because they well understand that Lebanon's problems 
will not totally be regularized until you have a broader peace, 
and that there is some provision made for the Palestinians. 


They stressed that, at the present time, there is a 
widespread, generally positive atmosphere in the Arab world with 
respect to the need for moving ahead on peace, peace with Israel. 
They believe strongly that success in resolving the Lebanese 
problems and coming to successful conclusions on these negotiations 
will also be a great stimulus towards accelerating movement 
towards peace, broader peace. 


They expressed great appreciation, therefore, not only 
for the President's policies on Lebanon, but also for his September 1 
peace initiative. 


Now, much of this was repeated in the Vice President's 
meetings with the Lebanese. And I'll end on a note -- When the 
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Lebanese were telling the President how important it was that the 
United States and he personally continued to be firm in the pursuit 
of the objectives of our Lebanese policy. The President assured 
them that he had no reverse gear on this policy. 


Lesley? 


Q What is discussed -- What did the Lebanese say, 
what do we feel is going to happen if there is an agreement by the 
Israelis to withdraw in terms of the Lebanese and the Palestinians -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Syrians and the 
Palestinians. 


Q Syrians. Syrians, right. Sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Lebanese are 
convinced that the Syrians and the Palestinians will indeed withdraw 
when the Israelis withdraw, that there must be this agreement in 
the first instance, however, with Israel. 


Let me just say that there is widespread cynicism 
throughout the Arab world that the Israelis have any intention 
of withdrawing. Those of you who talked, who visited out there 
before the April 25th withdrawal from the Sinai know that the odds 
they were offering were astronomical that the Israelis would never 
leave. So this is terribly important that you have it. 


Q Does the U.S. government support that opinion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say two other 
things. Let me say two other things.on this point. That in the 
discussions in, recent discussions in New Delhi between the 
President of Lebanon and the Syrian President and the head of the 
PLO, Mr. Arafat, privately the, we have been informed, that these 
two parties reaffirmed their intention to withdraw and almost 
Simultaneously the Voice of Palestine, which is the official PLO 
radio, carried this, as did the Syrian Information Minister make 
a public statement. These things are not coincidences. 


So, yes, we do share that belief. 
Q Share what belief? 
Q That they will withdraw. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That the PLO and the 
Syrians will indeed withdraw -- 


Q You're not saying you share the cynicism in the 
Arab world that the Israelis -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no, no, no. 
I was explaining. 


Q Does the U.S. Government agree that they will 
withdraw if the Israelis withdraw? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the answer is 
yes. But I wanted to give you that explanation. 


Q You say there has been no breakthrough but that 
there has been progress. Where do you see any progress at all on 
the crucial issue of maintaining the security of the northern 
border of Israel? That is one of the key issues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is one of the 
key issues. I am not going to get into the details of those 
discussions. And that is what they are right now. They are very 
delicate. Foreign Minister Shamir is probably getting off an 
airplane in Israel. We are meeting again with the Lebanese. 

I am just not going into the details. 


Q But is the U.S. offer as described in The 
Washington Post this morning accurate, about we will send more 
Marines in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not sure I read 
that. 


Q Help me friends. It says that there is going 
to be -- we will send more -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure it must 
be written somewhere, Lesley. 


Q -- more U.S. Marines in. 


Q One of the recurring points of discussion is, 
reportedly, the possibility of sending more Marines as part 
of a multinational force to Southern Lebanon to take part in the 
security arrangements. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, some months 
ago, the President indicated a willingness to consider this, 
in principle to consider it along with our other partners in the 
MNF should the circumstances be such as to require this. We 
are not going to know whether there will be an expanded role for 
the MNF until we know what the overall shape of the final 
security arrangements are. We just do not know. And there were 
no discussions -- the Lebanese did not come in here and say -- 


Q Didn't Shultz make a new proposal to the Israelis 
that involved the U.S. sending not part of the Multinational 
Force, but a whole, sort of, separate group of Marines in, three 
new ideas that Shultz proposed that Shamir, kind of, liked? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I do not want 
to mislead you. We had lots of ideas that we talked about. Let 
me try to clarify what I think is one of the issves that is 
related, also, to what Sam asked. 


There is the issue of how do you reassure the 
Palestinians on their security as you look to the future. Now, 
it is a psychological issve right now, because clearly those eight- 
to-ten thousand Palestinian fighters up in the North and around 
the camps in Tripoli have no capacity for coming down to Beirut 
or to Sidon and Tyre and protecting people. 


And in that context, there has been discussion about 
the possibility of 
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a role for UNIFIL having a -- to be located near these camps in the 
south. 


But not to have the security responsibility. The soverign 
responsibility would be Lebanese. But we're talking now about a 
symbolic reassurance. That kind of talk has been going on -- and 
not only in the south, elsewhere. 


Q Does this administration believe that if Israel 
withdraws that the Lebanese Army is capable of maintaining the peace 
and security in South Lebanon and the rest of the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q We do believe that? 
Q Right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have to look at 
the threat. 


Q By themselves without any other outside forces? 

Q By themselves? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would think so. 
Q Do the Israelis believe that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what we're talking 
about. We're not faulting the Israelis for having security concerns. 
And let me remind you that the Foreign Minister of Lebanon at least 
twice has said, "We are here discussing our concerns and fears and 
the Israelis are here discussing their concerns and fears." No one 
is trying to short change the fact that people have real concerns. 


This gets you into a threat analysis. And there can 
be differences about a threat analysis. And you can argue about what 
is there now, what might be there in five years, what might be there 
in 10 years. But as far as what is there now and what is likely to 
be there in -- I don't know what time frame you want to choose. 
Whatever else you want to say or you can argue about the Israeli in- 
vasion, one thing you can say categorically is it eliminated that 
threat in its major elements. 


Now, you're not talking about training the Lebanese 
Army -- you know, a Panzer Corps. You're talking about motivated, 
trained, sufficiently armed small units who can interdict and patrol 
and who want to do it. 

Q An unfortuate de=-ciption, Panzer Corps. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we have our people 
on the staff -- 


Q -- already had the Panzer Corps to begin with. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- who are there believe 
that the Lebanese are thoroughly capable of doing it. 


Now, we are working with them. We're training them. 
We have our money -- our assistance going in. We have a supplemental 
on the Hill, as you know, for more military assistance. 

Q Do Draper and Habib -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And our soldiers who 
work with them believe clearly that, yes, they can do the job. Given 
the threat. 
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—Q Do Draper and Habib have any new orders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wrap it up. No, 
they -- it's not new orders. Draper and Habib have been here 
participating in this. I think what they have is now a changed situation. 
You know, they're going to move back into a negotiating environment 
that has been altered as a -- I think positively altered as a result 


of the meetings here. 


Q Since there are -- at least discussions of the 
possibility of U.S. forces being involved in some multinational effort 
keeping there possibly into Southern Lebanon, 
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doesn't that give you additional concern in light of the hand 
grenade incident today where five Marines were wounded. The 
longer we're there, doesn't that increase the possibility of some 
international incident that draws us in more fully? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the beginning 
of the deployment of the Marines, no one excluded the possibility 
of unfortunate isolated hostile incidents. That's obviously 
what you have -- not only against the Marines but you had a 
hand grenade thrown against the Italians. 


I should say, in that respect, that Prime Minister 
Saeb Salam brought the regrets of the President of Lebanon 
and the entire Lebanese nation on this issue while expressing 
great appreciation for the courage and valor of the Marines. 


Q Well, what if it's a larger incident? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do you 
call a larger indicent -- bigger bomb? 


Q Death. 


Q Bigger bomb, more people killed. Doesn't that 
generate some feeling here we have to do something? And doesn't that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do what? 


Q Take our troops and go in in a sweep and wind 
up in some kind of military action with somebody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't expect 
there to be much of this. If you can get the foreign forces 
out -- you can pretty well document that most of the trouble 
that's been happening in the south area and also whatever is 
being reinfiltrated back into Beirut, and some people have gotten 
back and the Lebanese know it, and they've picked up a lot of them, 
are coming from those forces that are behind the Syrian lines. 
Those forces will leave, whether they're Iranians -- and, you know, 
got about a thousand -- there's Iranian crazies out there stiil, 
or PLO, they're going to go. That's another damn good reason 
for getting rid of them all. 


Q What about the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going 
to tell you there aren't going to be additional incidents. We 
hope there won't be. But so far we've had -- and there are 
those who want to screw things up, who don't want these 
negotiations to succeed, who don't want Lebanon to be whole 
again. There might be some nutty Lebanese Communists involved 
in this but chances are there's someone else. 


Q You spoke earlier -- 


Q Like who? Who do you think might be involved 
in this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to say. 
You could -- 


Q Did Salam bring any information about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he couldn't 
bring anything. 


Q You spoke earlier -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I tell you, there 
are a bunch of -- I told you there are all of these Iranians 
who are over there, too. 
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Q You haven't told us what -- 


Q You spoke earlier of progress in the 
negotiations, a changed situation. Does the U.S. now have 
reason to believe that Israel will soften its position on the 
residual force in Southern Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't really want 
to address the Israeli position. Foreign Minister Shamir has 


already talked to that. He's back reporting to his Cabinet. 
Please, understand. 


Q You just talked about -- you're saying Habib 
and Draper are going into a changed negotiating environment. 
What has the change been? You haven't really told us. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know I haven't. 

Q Well, give us a break. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, we've had 
five days of talks. 


Q Well, you have five days to brief us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have floated 
some ideas. These are ideas that we believe, 
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hoth sides have evidenced serious interest in. 
Q What happens to Major Haddad? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Major Haddad is a problem. 
The Lebanese just frankly say, "Major Haddad is a Lebanese, whom 
we will deal with in a honorable way. But he cannot be in charge 
of the South." 
Q But Israel is backing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're hoping that this 
is an issue that can be worked out. 


Q What did you say in a secret meeting with Hussein 
in London? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was so secret 
about it? We had lunch for three hours in the Grand Dining Room of 
the Plaza -- the Ritz Hotel. 

Q Nobody knew you. (Laughter.) 

Q Who came? 

MR. ALLIN: Take two more questions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They knew him. 


Q Are you suggesting that it might have been 
one of the Iranians from -- from the valley that threw the grenade -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't know who it 
might be, but if you want to know who might do things like that, 
I just note that there are these -- 
Q But they're 60 or 70 miles away up in the valley. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, people can infiltrate 
in, or maybe there are a couple of nuts around. You know, nuts are 
everywhere. (Laughter.) 
Q Not here. (Laughter.) 


Q Can you explain what the President meant when he 
said, "I have no reason to -=- " 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What does that mean? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very simple. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Forward, all the way, 


persevere. . 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's it. 
Q Forward with what? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With our policy. 
Q I thought you were going to be informative today. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With our overall 
policy. 


Q You told me you were going to be informative. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am, I am. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:45 A.M. EST 











a DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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EL SALYADOR 


FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 1983, 11:00 A.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning, all. 


Yesterday, you requested a session with iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiisin: We 
have produced him. This is a session ON BACKGROUND, so the 
speaker may not be quoted by name. You may attribute this to 
a senior State Department official. | 

Q May I ask why it's ON BACKGROUND. I mean, we have 


WEERITIITITITITITITITITI TET TTT TT on television now, and it seems to me he is not 
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going to say anything startling or anything beyond which he said 

on television, so I was just wondering why -- - 
A Well, you never know. 
Q Can I back that? . | % 
A You may back it, but we're not going to change the 


rules. I understand your -- 


Q Include me in that. 


A O.K. I note as well. 


Q Would you give us a good reason why? ) . 


A I think it's a collective decision. <<::::::::: sesses 


TITITIT ICL IIT TI TTT ETT I LITTLE TTT L TEEPE RET ET TTT T ER ETE TEE TTT TT There are certain 
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a, sensitivities about his role and what he might say; and I think 


the collective wisdom is that he prefers to be ON BACKGROUND today, 
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so he is going to be ON BACKGROUND. We can either proceed on that 
basis, or we can call it off. 

Q Just put on the record again the recollection of 
Secretary Shultz‘ comments before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, -~ 

A I understand. 

Q = that if somebody in this Administration has 
something to say, he should get up and say it. 

A understand. I understand your point. 

Q dust for the record. 

A ¥ understand your point. But there are going to be 
strcumitnete vein if we seek to respond positively to requests 
you make, we're going to have to have some rules which we either all 
agree to or we don't do it. So, is everybody happy? I guess I 
shouldn't pose it that: way.” Does: ‘everybody accept that we are now 
QN BACKGROUND? 

O.K. 

I have to leave in about 15 minutes. I understand 
SIIIHHHiiiiiiiinean stay until 11:30. 

ssssesssssssssesssssesss: BS Rewe § haven't soured the atmosphere 


for you? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: As I understood it, they 


wanted me to come in here ON BACKGROUND. That is what I was asked to 


do, and here I am. I have no statement. I'm here to talk to you -- 
dialogue or negotiate with you. What would you like? But not about 
power-sharing. 

Q I do have one question, if I may: Is there going to 
be a reassessment of the package toward El Salvador, the $110 million 
because of recent perceptions that the human rights violations 
continue? Will there be cuts or -- | 

A I wouldn't think there would be any reassessment from 
the Administration side -- certainly not from my side. We will con- 
tinue to push hard on all of the human rights cases. We, unfortunate- 
ly, get new ones. We'll push on those, too. But there is improvement 


and they have been coming fewer and farther between. I think the 
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reassessment is being made in the Congress of the United States. 

Q Could I just pick up on that? I'm quoting from a Times 
story today: “The Administration is considering a reduction in the 
$110 million package." Is that true? 

A Well, they haven't told me. 

Q You have been doing some consultations on the Hill 
since you've been here. 

A That's right. 

Q What is your sense of the attitude up there? By next 


week, it will all be clear; but at this point, what is your prediction 


about the way things are going to pan out? 
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A ft think there is a lot of concern. I think almost 
everywhere I've gone -- you know, I haven't really been around as 
much as sometimes. These are concerned, responsible representatives 
of the people. They seem to me to find the arguments convincing, 
most of them. They want to help. 

They have a problem, too. American public opinion has 
not yet moved as far as it should move -- and I think eventually 
will move -- in understanding what El Salvador is all about. I don't 


know how many of them have told me, “Yes,iiiii: but there is 

not much constituency support.” But I haven't met anybody up there 
who wants to see the comandantes -- and the Salvadoran comandantes will 
make the Sandinista comandantes look like Boy Scouts -- I haven't seen 
anybody up who wants them to take over. That would be a far worse 
result than anything you've had up to now. 

Q What makes you think that they would make the Sandinista 
comandantes look like Boy Scouts? 

A You ought to take a look at who they are and what they've 
done and where they came from. They had on Radio Venceremus the other 
day that they were inaugurating the second of March Memorial Offensive. 
I had never heard the date of the second of March, so I read and looked 
into that. The second of March was 1972, before the elections of '72, : 


and what happened on that day? They killed their first two National 


Guardsmen and captured two rifles. They shot them down as they were 


standing, presumably, at peace with the world outside of a hospital. 
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That's the kind of thing that they =e 

Two or three of the comandantes left the Community Party 
of El Salvador in the early 70s because they didn't agree with the 
Communist Party official strategy at that point of earticisation 
in the political process. Two Gaye éftex the October golpe, 
which threw the Stskitis telliee out in '60 or so with the senior 
officers of the Salvadoran armed forces, the man who was heading 
the junta was a Maniby the name of Guillermo Ungo. You know, he's 
the "front man" for them that runs around the world now. He was 
in charge of the junta. There were communist ministers in the 
government, and- Cayetano Carpio said, "It ain't good enough. Power 
to the peste. * | 

"Power to the People" is a Lenonist phrase which means 
"those of us who are really worth it, run the place." It happens 
that "Power to the people" is the same chant,"Poder popular" 
that was used when the Sandinista comanddntes interrupted his 
holiness, the Pope, eight, nine, or ten times in Managua. Now, 
if it wasn't good enough for Cayetano Carpio to have Ungo heading 
the junta and communist ministers in the government, and if he said, 
"The struggle has to go on," I think it gives you some idea of what 
the real leaders of the guerrilla are about. 


You can fill trunks with the statements that they made 


in the late seventies of what their objectives are. And when they 


) kidnapped people rn and they raised $40-$50 million by kidnapping rr 
and a lot of people for whom ransom was paid, they got back alongside 
the road, including a distinguished Foreign Minister of El Salvador, 
who was killed for.no good reason at all except his name happened 
to be one of the important families, That'ts the kind of people they 
are. | 

i think, eventually, the American public will recognize this, 
because it's the truth, | | 

Q Over the last few days, there has been a gathering 
moye among several people, particularly in the Senate, to get behind 
a resolution == there are seyeral people like Senators Kassebaum, 
./ Hatfteld, and Tneuye who have already put forward proposal which, 
in broad outline, are essentially the same. Basically, what they would 
do would be to grant some form of aid, but to put limits on the amount, 
to put limits on the number of advisers, and also to condition the 
continuation, say, towards no pre-conditions, no strings efforts 
by the Government of El Salvador to try to engage in negotiations. 

Is this acceptable to the Administration, something like this? 


A  &£'m not an Administration spokesman. I'm an 
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Q Give us your viewpoint asi: Hn 
-A Some of this -- -You know, are we serious about maintaining 


and helping defend a country that after 50 years of military dictator- 
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ship is trying to conyert itself into a democracy? We had stunning 

















OD elections this time last year. That Assembly is just about 

oS finished with a Constitution. Wetre going to have new elections later 
this year. There will be a directly-elected President of El Salvador. 
We have an Assembly that just recently, twelve days ago, by a 36 to 
24 vote, extended land reform to the end of the year. 

Is the object of the exercise to help this process? 

You know, the society is tortured; it's: sick in ‘many ways. It 
needs a little bit of understanding and a little bit of assistance. 
Now, are we going to put in what is necessary so they can defend 
the democratic siesees, so the reforms can go forward, or are we 
going to so work it out that we handcuff ourselves? 


I dontt know. There may be good reasons for a new 
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understanding with the Congress. If we could reach, in my 
view; an:understanding that this was a bi-partisan problem, stbat? 
the fundamental interestsof the United States in our commitment 

to freedom, our national security interests, our economic interests 
in the sense that if we do not hold and maintain some degree of 
stability and security in Central America, we are going to have 
floods of Central Americans in the United States. Now, ‘that's an 


economic interest. 


It seems to me we've got to make up our minds: It's 


my personal view that if we can reach an understanding with the 














Congress and have a bi-partisan policy, we're not going to have 
a Marxist dictatorship in El Salvador. We're going to continue 
to press them like mad to improve what is wrong with their 

society, but wetre going to help where help is needed. If that 
can be reached, andthe condition is. some number different than 


the President's number, I personally, would say that it is worth 


it, to have the American people and the American Congress with 
the Administration, But some of the proposals I've heard about, 
it seems to me are designed to give us the worst of both worlds. 
We won't have what we need to keep the Salvadorans engaged with 
real hopes of peace this year, or a political process working; 
we'll have just enough to go on. That's a question. 

But I repeat, I cannot speak. for the Administration -- 
the President. Congress and the Administration will give the 
American Embassy in El Salvador instructions and resources that are 
ayahlable, and we'll do the best we can, working in support of the. 
Salyadorans to put them to good use. 

Q Sith two questions in the same area, the military: 
Number one, how badly off, re-supply-wise, is the Salvadoran army, 
and could you give us some examples? Number two, could you assess 
the military situation there? 

| A All right. Those of you I've talked to before -- 
and there's a number in this room -- know that my basic view has 


been for a long that you cannot be expected to control successfully 
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this kind of a war with a 6-to-l or a 7-to-l numerical majority, 
particularly when you recognize that maybe one part of that is 
well-trained, well-equipped troops, so it's almost 1-to-1 in 
active combatant forces, that you need more people, and you need 
them better trained ath titi cinta, You need mor mobility to 
support them: you aaed wave medical facilities to support them. 

One of the shocking things about that war is the ratio 
of killed to wounded. In the last 18 months or so, there have been 
about 2,000 killed in action, and about 4,000 wounded in action. 
That's the real war -- it's well over, close to 15 percent of the 
army's strength. But that 2-to-1 ratio, I mean, just shouldn't be. 

In the heavy fighting in October through February, there 
were rapid draw downs of some kinds of munitions. There were 
selective ammunition shortages on the horizon. It's not everything, 
but it's perfectly clear that the money that was available had been 
fully committed, and there wasn't enough there to get through this 
fiscal year. So it's not an immediate, critical problem, that the 
whole thing is going to fall apart today. There were some immediate 
shortages, and some things have been done to fill those shortages. . 

Now, "How is the war going?" I guess that's the second 
question. This is slow, tough besineed, end it's going to continue 
to be very slow, tough business as long as the other fellows are 


getting critically-needed items from outside. The air infiltration 


this year has been considerably above anything we'd seen before. 


| ' 10 
| On the good side, there is some good news. The efforts 
to slow down, control sea-borne infiltration have made progress. 
It still comes in by sea, but much less. This period last year, 
before the @lections, it was pouring in over the beaches. Two 
years ago, it was coming in by the truckloads from Honduras. Now, 
it's filtering in, in-small vehicles, a few things at a time; and 
it's being brought over the mountains, on those trails on pack 
animals, but it's less than it was two years ago from Honduras. 
They are getting critically-needed items weekly, if not 
daily, from Nicaragua. They come into Nicaragua from Cuba, 
Algeria, from Libya, from Vietnam. I haven't seen anything 
ae recently, but at one point from Ethiopia; and it's pretty hard 
_ to stop this situation where you don't have the majority, the 
ratio of forces that wes need -- based on historical experience 
and conventional wisdom, at least -- and the other guy is still 
getting resupply of critically-needed items. 
That's true. We've been capturing a lot of stuff 
recently, too -- and that's a change in the war -- and there 


have been some tactical adjustments to try and deal with it. You 





can't defend every little outlying village with a half dozen 
national guardsmen. If the guerrillas move, they come, they 


will take that town, and then they'll take the weapons. The 





Salvadoran Army does not have enough people, well enough 


trained to do everything. 
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Q  Cauld you elaborate on =" 

A & think youtye had -- Other people have really -- 

Q Well, it's just about the, following up on neiib 
question, about Algeria. Has this been stated before by the United . 
States, that Algeria Ras been supplying -- 

A Did : ik todas in it? That's why we're ON 
BACKGROUND. There nhee bein ite Uadaniine from Algeria to 
Nicaragua. It’s true. Maybe I shouldn't have said it. 

Forgive me, ::2:::: 

FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 

SECOND SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were 
Soviet-manufactured arms. 

Q What impact will the delay in the nuns' case have 
on Congress and on the aid package? 

A Well, it sure, in hell, doesn't help; and it 
doesn't help my state of mind. I mean, it's maddening business, 
absolutely. The degree of frustration dealing with a judicial 
system unlike anything that any of us ever heard of or ever 
imagined. 

There is maybe one, little optimistic, positive note all 


we try to look for the silver lining, I guess -- there have been 


questions under their rules of evidence as to whether, you know, 


technical evidence could even be introduced that has anything to do 
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with the decision-making process ‘of the Salvadoran criminal 
justice system. So to the extent that there have been questions 
raised about the microbus -- I gather that the reports about the 
ballistic evidence were ‘ie right, that it's not in the paper, 
at least on quick reading -- that is evidence that they are going to 
take some of the technical evidence. The really positive thing 
about it is that the court, the appeals judge, seems to have 
picked around the edges. He's got some procedural points; he's 
raised a question which I suppose is right judicially, but sort 
of strikes you as absurd -- at least me:~- he wants to know why 
they weren't charged with robbery as well as with murder. He 
views that as a deficiency in the charge. 

But he does. say -- and this is good news -- that their 
right to be charged with murder and the trial should go forward 
as soon as these technical inconsistencies have been adequately 
dealt with. 

Q How do you intend to tell, to pressure the Salvadorans 
now on this case? What would be your strategy? 

A My strategy is the same as it's been for 18 months 
or two years whin I first got down there: "Come on, fellows; come 
on. You've got to do better; you've got to do better." 

But there is a difficulty: I do not believe it is 
appropriate -- and I’ve been criticized for this, and perhaps 


correctly -- for a foreign power to intervene directly in the judicial 
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process. E'd like to think you had an independent judiciary. 


Itye been damned critical of the way it functions, So we 


make our points normally through the Attorney General, the 


‘representative of the Executive, or indirectly in press 


statements. 

I went to Zacotecoluca recently, and I had a meeting 
with the judge, but’ I did not discuss the details of this case. 
because I did not think it was appropriate for a foreign - 
ambassador. Can you imagine what would happen if we had a 
criminal case here, and the Ambassador of El Salvador or the 
Ambassador of France went directly to the presiding judge? 

I think the principle of trying to support, develop, and make the 
judiciary work puts some limits on what I will “. 

As I say, some people think I am overly cautious. 

© You earlier said, in a fairly cogent comment there, | 
at one point you said, "All they need is a little bit of help." 

Could you give us some idea of how much "a little bit 
of help" is? You're talking to Congress, now. 

A TI can't put numbers. I think you've heard me say, 
it may be a little bit for a long time. We want to get the policy 
right. We want to understand what is at stake. I think part of 


it is to recognize the difficulties in this very different 


society, with a very different history, a cultural institutional 
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overlay that is weaving away, and haye some patience, Get 
it right and stay with it! 


The resources -- in all, EF suppose aS iiiiriiiiissssssssiiiis: 
I'll] neyer get enough resources. r'n particularly bothered 
about not haying what we need to keep the military effort 
going, to say nothing of stepping it up so it's more effective 
on the offense. I'm worried about the economy, which is an 


absolute disaster. But I think it costs less -- in fact, I'm 


sure of it in my own mind -- to do what is required in El 


_ Salvador now than it would cost if we don't stay with it now. 


Q Does the army need more aircraft and helicopters? 


A- I think so, a modest additional number. This is 


one area where there is a sort of comparative advantage. 


Q How many more? 

A I don't want to put numbers on it. I think there 
are some indications in the Congressional presention material. 
It's not very many. In the first instance, they've lost two 
helicopters, two Huey's -- two of the twenty -- and they 
certainly need replacing. They could use a little bit more. 

It's not a massive infusion. There's no way -- I mean, Congress 
evelé pase $500 million tomorrow, and say, “We want to put a lot 


of stuff in there." There are no trained officers, non-coms, 


‘maintenance teams to handle them, We have an absorptive capability 











©) 


rm 
es 


15 


problem.~ You know, they can take some more. And if there 
were more Americans to do eknihih Gaiuithinee. those that 
were there would fly a little better than they're flying now, 
although I must say, they: are doing remarkably well -- the 
Salvadorans in that field. 

Q You nawen't talked at all about the political 
situation. 
A’ I haven't been asked about it. 

Q@ Well, here it comes. 

A Good. 

Q There has been a lot of talk about the future 
of the Defense Minister; there has been a mutiny by one of 
the, by most accounts, most able field commanders in that army. 
Regardless of how much training or equipment we put in there, 
is this army politically capable? Does it have the leadership 
and the political solidarity to do the job, or is it so mixed 
up with right-wing shiniine te the society that it's going to do a 
job that we don't particularly want it to do? 

A Tf won't deny that there are problems there, like 
eyerywhere else. I think the message from the Ochoa rebellion 


was, the army themselves were very, very disturbed; they understand 


there is an enemy, and this is self-defeating; and I think that is 


why they rallied around the President, who has the title of 
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_Commander-in-Chief, or something or other, General Commander 
of the Armed Forces, constitutionally, and it's the only time 
he has Sctuaidy-ederdisen it. I mean, he intervened; settled 
that. 

An. interesting phenomenon -- none of you would find 
it out of the ordinary, but it's the first time I've been down 
there when the President went of television when he didn't have 
the military right beside him. He announced the settlement of the 
Ochoa business. 

There are divisions within the army. There is lots 
of pressure for General Garcia's departure. I think the 
President, with constitutional processes, informed the military 
commission to look into it. He's got the officers that are 
pro-Garcia and anti-Garcia, and they're all going to work it 
out. My guess is that in a Salvadoran way, this will work out, 
and that they will pull themselves together. And I hope that 
if there is new leadership that it will oo after the main thing. 

I don't know how you keep poli -- parties from 
mucking around with armies. And of course, you have an army 
that for 50 years was sort of running the place. It's not 
always easy to get their minds on the war and away from the 
political issues. But here is a place there has been very marked 


progress, and this is a place where General Garcia made a 
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contribution, getting the army out of the process, pulling 
them back to defend the electoral process, and not to rig it. 
That, by Latin American standards, was a sea change. 

Q Can we ask again about the arms flows. If the 
air route is so heavily used these days, and if the interdiction 
of arms coming in is such a high priority to us and the Salvadorans, 
why isn't there more physical evidence? Why don't we have more 
planes down if, in fact, that is a route being so heavily set? 

A Why don't we bring them down? What with? 

Q That‘ts the question I'm asking you: If it is so 
heayily used and if interdiction is such a high priority, there 
doesn't seem to be much physical evidence that -- It leads you 
to believe that either (a) the interdiction effort doesn't work 
at all or (b) there is not that much coming in by air. 

A I think there is a missing element here. We 
have provided patrol boats; put radars on them to go up and down 
the coast. We have taught about how you inspect things and stop 
the smuggling of arms in trucks and automobiles. The Hondurans have 
put people out in Honduras to try and slow down. They've been 
successful on land. But there really isn't much of a capability 
for air interdiction. 


What are you supposed to do? They don't have any radar, 


as they remind me every day: "Why won't the United States give us 
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radar?" It's a political Leite in El Salvador. They don't 
have it. they don't have very good communications if they 
had the radar through the airfields. If they get to the 
airfields, the aircraft don't have any air-intercept radar? 
Have you ever priced a modern fighter for an intercept mission, 
with the electronics that it's supposed to take? One of those 
would take two or three times the currently available military 
assistance for the Republic of El Salvador. | 
So they say, "well, we've got our radars, i:iiiiiNii: 
The compesinos see them, and they tell us about them. And we 
have some independent confirmation." I don't think every flight 
reported is an Nicaraguan arms-smuggling, but I think there is a 
good deal of it. 
You know, somebody said, "Well, you ought to put in 
a radar down there, and have Americans man it, because there is 
also a maintenance thing. I mean, they have trouble keeping the 
radios working; how are they going to keep — working? Where 
are the technicians going to come from. We can't put Americans 
in on a radar site. We have a ceiling on American military. 
So everywhere you look, we seem to have boxed ourselves in. 


Now we're taking air interdiction seriously. And 


they have been doing some interesting things. We've taught them 
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cf a little bit about night flying, and now they fly a few patrols. 
| I'm probably getting into an area I shouldn't be talking about. 
But they've been flying that. 

It's like looking for a needle in a haystack: there 
are a couple hundred small fields iets thins things come in. 
There are three areas where we've identified where they come 
regularly, .and there are a few other places they come from time 
to time. What I'm praying for is that one of them will break 
its landing gear or something or other, and then we'll have 
the evidence to convince the skeptics. 

Q Sir, would you give us an idea of what the Peace 


Commission is doing? What is it accomplishing? Do you see -- 


” ta 


A It has just been formed. 

Q == any movement on the guerrilla forces, moderate 
or whatever, to talk? 

A I'm always an optimist. I've been wrong before. 
I'ran into real trouble by being optimistic last year when the 
FMLN looked like it was about to do something sensible, and make 
a serious proposal. Then they came out with that propaganda stunt 
in Mexico -- a dialogue without pre-conditions, which is the 
biggest sirigle condition you a a So that means you can 


talk about anything: making Cayetano Gdarpio the Minister of 


Interior, for example, not precluded under their formulation. 
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The Peace Commission itself has just been formed. ‘They 
had a long, difficult time in the Salvadoran political process 
reaching sited gee of reference; but what it is 
supposed to ed i te i ds eo, he supposed to 


rework the amnesty provisions; it is supposed to play a.major 


i 


role in providing guarantees to anybody who wants to participate 


in ‘the democratic process, It is supposed to be a way to talk 
about that. | 

It has a bishop. He is one of the bishops who delivered 
Mr. Ungo's October proposal to the President in great secrecy, 
heard the President say, "Let me think about this. I will get 
back to you. Keep it secret so we can deal with it sensibly," 
and then ten dine tates, they had a television spectacular in 
Mexico City, waich convinced me that maybe I'd been wrong in 
thinking that maybe they were getting to be serious. It almost 
meant that the bishop couldn't be on the Peace Commission, because 
the right-wing guys that don't like dialogue, or negotiation, or 
this stuff, said, "He's purely pro-guerrilla. He delivered 
Ungo's proposal." It took some political persuasion by the 
President and others to end up with church representation on the 
Peace commision, but that is the guarantee that it is serious. 


It has a leading political figure and it has a former 


foreign minister. You know, we're going: to encourage them 


to interpret their mandate in the broadest sense possible. 
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& There will be other people who-will discouraging them, and 
we'll see what happens. 

OFFICIAL: Time for a ait question. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take two more. 
One and one. 

‘Q If the stakes here are what we say they are --. 
the Panama Canal, the cost of this thing rising, why are we 
tip-toeing around with 55 advisers, we won't give them radar, 
we won't do this, and we won't do that. If the stakes are the 
way you guys describe them, it doesn't seem that this 
Administration's eiteenes to this great threat that you guys 
described is adequate to meet it. 

A Well, there is this domestic political problem. 

I think the President has spoken up, and very eloquently given 
his view of this. I think others -- 

Defining the problem -- you can do it in a negative 
sense. It's certainly perfectly clear what we don't want to 
have happen. Putting it in the positive sense, which is more 
important, the political solution and trying to get this economy 
and this judicial system that make this society work, that takes 
longer and is harder. 


But if the American people are going to be bound by the 


Vietnam syndrome for the rest of history, if they are going to 
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look back instead of looking forward, as the Secretary said 
the other day -- When I talk to Congressmen, and they say to 
me, "It's a ‘convincing case. We'd like to help, but I'm 
worried about my constituents." 

‘The American people have got to understand this. 

+ tie a naieve notion. We started out in Vietnam 
with about 90 iialihiads support, and ended up with less than 9, 
I guess. “y think the facts, the situation, the realities, 
the differences in Central America suggest that if we stay 
with it and explain it honestly, I don't suppose we'll end up 


with 90 percent support, but I think we can persuade the 


American people that this is another place for patience and 


perseverance. 

One more question. 

Q Isn't part of the problem that the reason for 
the Vietnam analogy, the number s change -- you know, the 
President says one week that $60 million is needed; then 
the néait week $110: million is needed. There seems to be 
little explanation of why you go from one to another. 

How do you say that we absolutely have to have this 


amount of money between now and September, and what happens 


‘if Congress cuts it to say $30 million or $40 million, which 
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Ce) A Well, I wasn't ee not fully acquainted 
with the processes of policy formation about numbers. I think 
there is Saibaiiale tka tabind Gas tn an. The President 
came to being very explicst on this: We have various 
constraints. This ceiling of 55 -- remarkable, I'm told -- 
is exactly the ceiling that was on the American trainers or 
advisers in Vietnam after the Peace Treaty. It was 55 when 
Vietnam fell. 5 

How in the hell we ended up with exactly -- if it's 
true -- the same number? It just boggles the mind. But if 

you, for Vietnam reasons or domestic political reasons or 
J for other reasons, good ones or bad ones, cannot do much 
about increased training in a country, then you need more money, 
because it costs a hell of a lot more to train a battalion in 
Fort Bragg than it does to train a battalion in Ahuachpan. It 
costs more to train at the military training facilities in 
Panama. There are some advantages in out-country training. 

You can get their undivided attention. They are not pulled out 

to go and deal with the latest guerrilla attack. 

I think that probably -- it would be my guess; I don't 
know; it's purely a guess -- in looking at the elements of the 
problem, and as I say there is language in the President's 
speech that says, "Give me more money and we'll have fewer 


trainers in-country." 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 11:40 A.M.) 
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MR. ROUSSEL: All right, if we could get going here. 
The ground rules for this, it will be on the record, for sound 
and camera. We have Ed Meese, Counsellor to the President -- 
who will be briefing also with us are John Walker, Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury for Enforcement and Operations; Carleton Turner, 
Director of Drug Abuse -- Office of Drug Abuse; and Jeffrey Harris, 
Deputy Associate Attorney General. 


Mr. Meese? 


MR. MEESE: Good afternoon. We're here to brief 
on the National Narcotic Border Interdiction System. As you 
know, for about 15 months now the various agencies of the 
federal government that are involved in narcotics control have 
been working in South Florida successfully in an integrated 
and coordinated program to investigate and prosecute narcotic 
cases but also to interdict the flow of narcotics into the 
country through that area of the nation. 


We feel that we have learned a great deal from 
this experiment. It has been successful in reducing the amount 
of narcotics coming into that area. It has provided benefits 
to law enforcement in terms of decreasing the incidents of 
Crimes related to narcotics. And, as a result, the President 
has taken a series of actions. One was last October in which 
he directed the establishment of a series of narcotics and 
organized crime task forces throughout the country. This was -- 
has been implemented and we have 12 of these regional task forces 
that are primarily involved in the investigation and prosecution 
of organized crime with heavy emphasis on drug trafficking. 


Yesterday he met with key members of the Cabinet 
and directed that the next step be taken and that is to 
establish an interdiction system that would take the lessons 
learned in South Florida and expand the interdiction concept 
to all the borders of the country. In order to do that, he 
has established an executive board that is composed of the key 
Cabinet members involvec in this activity which will meet 
periodically to establish the policy and to make sure that 
the system works. It will be led by the Vice President who 
will have the overall responsibility for coordinating and 
overseeing this interdiction effort. 


The chart here shows this executive board. It 
will be chaired by the Vice President. It will include the 
Secretary of State because a great deal of effort is being 
put into the international aspects of narcotic control; the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Defense, the 
Attorney General, the Secretary of Transportation and myself 
as Counsellor to the President, Director of Central Intelligence, 
and Carleton Turner, the Director of the Drug Abuse Policy Office. 
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It's anticipated that this group will meet as 
often as necessary but probably around -- about quarterly in 
order to establish the policy for the overall program and 
to monitor the results. 


To develop the plan, the implementing plan for this 
effort, a coordinating board has been established with the heads 
of the various agencies that are actually involved in this effort. 
It will be chaired by the Chief of Staff to the Vice President, 
Dan Murphy, Admiral Dan Murphy, and will include the agencies 
that are listed here. John Walker, the Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury for Enforcement, Rudy Giuliani, the Associate 
Attorney General will both be working on this coordinating board 
and they will be assisted by the Commissioner of Customs, the 
Director of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms, Commandant 
of the Coast Guard, Secretary of the Navy, Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Deputy Director of the CIA, the 
Deputy Director of the Drug Abuse Policy Office, the Commissioner 
of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, Director of the 
FBI, the Administrator of the Drug Enforcement Administration, 
Secretaries of the Air Force and Army, the Assistant Secretary 
of State for International Narcotic Affairs and the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower. In other words, 
you've got here represented in this group all of the 
agencies that have resources or have an operational responsibility 
for narcotics interdiction. 


The concept is that the -- what has worked well 
in South Florida will be now expanded. The volans will be 
worked out so I'm just giving you a hypothetical implementation 
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of this program. But we know that it will, in all probability, 
include somewhere around four regional groups that will take in 

the various areas of the United States. And there will be an 
intelligence group that will provide intelligence and an intelligence 
coordination center, which we have already existing at El Paso, 

which will be expanded and upgraded to provide an intelligence 
system to support not only the interdiction effort, but also the 
investigation and prosecution efforts of the task forces. 


There will be close liaison between the interdiction 
effort and the investigation and prosecution task forces -- 
the organized crime tax forces -- so that they will be working 
well with each other. This is a part of ovr total, national 
program that has been used successfully and we hope will 
continue to be even more successful in the primary, federal 
responsibility in the field of law enforcement, which is 
preventing and controlling drug abuse. 


It is a part of a national program that includes, 
beside the enforcement activities that I have mentioned -- the 
task forces and the interdiction effort -- it, also, includes: 
prevention, education, treatment, research, and includes-the 
health aspects -- all of which is coordinated through the 
White House Office of Drug Abuse Policy. 


So this is, in effect, an overall program. Today, 
we are dealing primarily with the enforcement aspects of drug 
abuse control. But equally important, we feel, are the efforts 
that are going on as far as the prevention, treatment, and 
education. 


So with that as the start, we will open up to 
questions. 


Andrea: , 

Q Mr. Meese, can you tell us something more about 
the interdiction, about what kind of activities might be carried 
out outside the borders, what kind of military involvement, CIA 
involvement? 


MR. MEESE: Okay. The activities outside the borders -- 
obviously, one of the things is the State Department and the 
Department of Justice working with other countries to eradicate 
narcotics at the source, and to prevent the export of narcotics 
from those nations. Other activities on the borders, of course, 
wovld involve using resources from the military as well as the 
law enforcement agencies in order to stop -- to track, stop 
planes and ships, boats that might be bringing narcotics into this 
country, to arrest the people who are involved, to confiscate the 
contraband narcotics, and then to proceed with the forfeiture 
of the boats and planes that are involved in this traffic. 


Q Do you need more money for this? And does this, 
also, involve any kind of a crop subsidy or other type of 
external program such as we had in Turkey? 


MR. MEESE: I will let Carleton answer that part 
of it. Then, I will come back to the money. 


MR. TURNER: The State Department -- Don DeCarlo, 
Assistant Secretary of State, has a budget for that. And there 
are monies budgeted in the INS budget that take care of any 
programs. It would be a joint program -- no pun intended there -- 
(laughter) -- between our government -- 


Q I would never have thought of that, Carleton. 


MR. TURNER: -<-- and other governments. 
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MR. MEESE: Yes. As far as monies in the budget, we 
have something in the neighborhood of around $150 million in the 
'83 budget, and I believe over $200 million, approximately, in 
the '84 budget for increased law enforcement assistance in the 
organized crime and narcotics field, some of which will be utilized 
for the interdiction effort. 


We will, also, be using -- there will be use of 
military resources such as radar assistance, such as aerial 
surveillance, and in some cases Navy ships with Coast Guard 
crews aboard in this effort. 


Q Mr. Meese? 
MR. MEESE: Yes? 


Q This $150 million sounds like the same 
$150 million that was talked about for the original 12 task 
forces. Are you saying that that money will be stretched all the 
way? 


MR. MEESE: No. Some of that is being used for -- 
for example, the Customs’ air resources, things like that. 


Q Aside from refereeing turf battles, what will 
this new, super task force do that the other 12 cannot do? And 
doesn't the creation of these new layers of bureaucracy really 
argue for the creation of a central, federal anti-drug office 
such as the President vetoed in the last session of Congress? 


MR. MEESE: First of all, the President did not 
veto a central narcotics office. What the President vetoed 
was a jerry-buvilt system that was the very antithesis of what 
we are talking about here. 


Here, we are using the President's authority, 
exercised through the Vice President, to coordinate existing 
governmental agencies, and not develop any new bureaucracy. 

The drug czar would have created a whole new office, wovld 

have put a lower-level staff member from the White House in 
charge of Cabinet Officers, and would have created a walking 
disaster in which history tells us has never worked where things 
comparable to that have been tried before in the government. 


Q But given 
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that the 12 task forces which span the entire country are responsible 
for investigation of cases and prosecution of cases. The interdiction 
effort is essentially a border patrol effort designed to provide sur- 
veillance, interdiction, and apprehension of the people that are in- 
volved in the narcotic traffic. And it is a border activity as opposed 
to the task forces, which are generally working within the United 
States. 


I g 233 the best analogy is the difference between a 
patrol force is a police department, which is on the street, watching, 
monitoring what goes on, making arrests, and a detective force which 
is investigating cases and taking cases to prosecution. 


Q Can you tell me the estimate of the total amount 
of money involved annually in the drug traffic coming in, and whether 
it's being cut by the South Florida task force? 


MR. WALKER: I'm sorry, could I have the question once 
more? 


Q I'd like to know the dollar value of your estimates 
of all the narcotics traffic coming in here annually -- 


MR. WALKER: If you're talking about the street value, 
retail street value, we're, estimates range from $70 to $80 billion a 
year. 


Q Now, hasn't the Florida task force cut down that to 
some dearee? 


MR. WALKER: I think that you have to view the success of 
the South Florida task force as having a success generally, but a 
success primarily in the South Florida region. We have seen evidence 
of traffickers coming around South Florida now and penetrating our 
borders in different parts of the country. Hence, the reason for this 
new program. 


Q Is that the real reason? We have to -- 


MR. MEESE: That's one of the reasons. That's one of 
the reasons, but it's really to take a successful program and expand 
it nationwide. But part of the reason is that if you just left the 
program in South Florida, then you would have the penetrations else- 
where. The whole -- 


Q And that is happening, is it not? 


MR. MEESE: To some extent we see indications. You know, 
measuring narcotics trafficking is not an exact science. They don't 
usually respond too well to public opinion polls, and so therefore 
you have to make inferences from the data that we get. 


We do know that the amount of narcotic trafficking in 
South Florida appears to be less. We know that the crimes incident 
to narcotics trafficking seem to be decreasing to some extent. But 
it's not a laboratory situation; you can't be exact. 


We also know that we have had increases in the amount of 
boat and plane traffic in other areas up farther north, in other areas 
of the southwest, and this leads us to the inference that they are 
trying elsewhere. So, that's one of the reasons, in addition to 
what, the idea of expanding nationwide. 


Q Could you compare the effort that you're going to put 
forth in these four areas that you're talking about with what you were 
doing in South Florida? Is it going to be as intense and as expensive? 


MR. MEESE: Well, I don't think you can compare it pre- 
cisely. You are going to have, you're going to have attention to all 
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of the borders but you may concentrate at a particular time when the 
threat is there in a particular location or in a particular area. 

You will have mobile forces that you can use to allocate to the 
specific threats wherever they may be. So, it will be a moving 

type of operation. It will probably not be as intensive in any 

one spot on a prolonged basis as it was in South Florida, but over- 
all it will be more intensive, if you take a whole area, than anything 
that we have at the present time. 


Q How many jobs will be allocated? 


Q Mr. Meese --- resources devoted to this? 


MR. MEESE: Beg pardon? 


Q Will there be additional resources or are you talking 
about organizing the resources already available? 


MR. MEESE: We think we're doing both. There are more 
resources, were contemplated, with the additional budget allocations 
that were made. 


Q -- of that will be available for interdiction? 


MR. WALKER: Let me give an example. As far as the 
Customs Service is concerned, we have a request in to DOD right now 
for six P-30 Ryan aircraft, eight tracker-interceptor aircraft, the 
C-12 variety, and four Blackhawk helicopters. And we are expecting 
a favorable response from that. We have an indication on that. 


Now, we have monies in our budget for -- 


Q These military planes would be available to the 
Customs Service? 


MR. WALKER: Military planes will be made available to 
Customs; yes. 


MR. MEESE: This is under the provisions of the law 
passed in late 1981 that allowed military equipment to be utilized 
by other law enforcement agencies. 


Q Is that only a nart of the additional resources 
that we're talking about here overall? Are there other aircraft or seecraft? 


MR. MEESE: There will be other aircraft that are being 
used that will be allocated to this that are not being used at the 
present time. There will also be military aircraft. We have used 
military radar planes, military surveillance planes. So there will 
be a variety of resources that will be used in this effort. 


I can't tell you the exact amount because one -- this 
has just been directed by the President yesterday 
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and the actual implementation plan will be developed by the Coordinating 
Board. 


Our effort is to utilize existing resources and other 
available resources in the best way possible. If, at the end of that 
time, when we've got everything being used to the maximum and still 
additional resources are necessary, then the President will consider 
that as a part of the budget process. 


Q Are you going to submit, Mr. Meese, for a supple- 
mental? 


MR. MEESE: It won't be necessary at the present time. 
It may be necessary later. 


Q But are you -- 
MR. MEESE: I don't anticipate it during fiscal year 1983. 
Q But maybe next year. 


MR. MEESE: But -- if that becomes necessary. But I 
think just using the existing and available resources better will 
go a long ways. 


Q We've been hearing, though, for a long time that 
there aren't enough resources to do what has to be done now. The 
12 new task forces were going to be hard pressed to make it on that 
$150 million just based on what they were supposed to do. 


It's real hard to figure out how that same $150 million 
is going to fund this whole new border effort. Maybe you can explain 
a little bit about how the money is going to be divided between the old -- 


MR. MEESE: No. 

Q -- task forces. 

MR. MEESE: No. I don't -- 

Q The old-new task forces. 


MR. MEESE: No. The -- What you're talking about is 
a part of the same overall plan. Some monies in the budget that 
was allocated were specifically for an interdiction effort which is 
now going forward. 


What we're trying to do is take resources, as I say, 
existing and available resources, including military resources and 
others, and utilizing them on an entire national basis as far as the 
border is concerned. We don't know -- I don't think anybody could 
tell you precisely ultimately how much in the way of resources is 
necessary. We do know that the resources we have available now can 
be used better. We do know that things such as radar surveillance, 
such as aerial surveillance by the military, such as the use of Navy 
ships that are in training activities with Coast Guard crews aboard 
can be utilized to a greater extent than we have. And that's what 
we're going to do. 


Q Who will have the authority to decide what the 
priorities are the for the military when it comes to drugs versus 
other things, and also for some of these other things? Who will be 
making those decisions? 


MR. MEESE: Well, obviously, the Secretary of Defense 
has that responsibility. But he will be working with these other 
agencies under the direction of the Vice President in order to make 
those resources available. 
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One of the tasks of the coordinating board is to make 
resource recommendations to the President through the Vice President 
from this executive board so that we will have whatever resources are 
available and whatever additional resources might be needed. 


Yes. 


Q Perhaps I missed it. What is going to be done 
specifically in the way of getting at the source of the drugs, crop 
eradication and things like that? 


MR. MEESE: In addition to the interdiction effort, 
which is really what we're talking about today, there is an on-going 
effort, which has been -- is light years beyond anything tried before 
by the government, in the State Department to work with the countries 
-- the source countries in the eradication of the crops, the law 
enforcement efforts in those countries against production facilities, 
laboratories and that sort of thing and efforts by the law enforce- 
ment and customs agencies of those countries to help prevent the 


export. 


Q Can you tell us which. countries »orimarily? 
Q Are there funds allocated for that? 


MR, MEESE: Yes, there are funds in the State Department 
budget for that, as a regular thing. 


Q What are we talking about? 


MR. TURNER: You'd have to see Don for the exact 
figures. I can make that available. But the budget covers proposed 
programs underway and the possibility of contingency money for other 
programs. There is money there. 


Q Which countries in particular? Turkey, Bolovia or 
what? 


MR. TURNER: Well, you have a program in Turkey. 
That's one of the successes. Mexico is another success. But right 
now you'd have to say Colombia would be your target country because 
you're getting three drugs from Colombia. You're getting marijuana, 
cocaine and qualudes. You also have Bolivia, a source of cocaine; 
Peru, a source of cocaine. Some programs are under way in Bolovia, 
some in Peru, not as much as we would like; but that's contingent 
upon cooperation between our government and their governments. 


Q Any other country that's really problems and -- 
Southeast Asia -- 


MR. MEESE: Southeast Asia. And we've had some good 
successes over there, since the Attorney General's visit particularly. 


Q What kind of goals are you setting for this system 
in terms of a percentage reduction and -- 


MR. MEESE: We're not setting any goals at this time. 
I think the first thing we want to do is get the plan set up and 
measure what can happen. Obviously, your ultimate goal is to try 
to stop the importation of narcotics in any way. That is not going 
to be reached. As a matter of fact, I think it's worthwhile to caution 
that what we're doing today is making a major step; but it's a step 
that's going to take a long time to implement and it's going to take 
a long time to see the results. But what we are beginning is a new, 
major step that, in terms of resources, in terms of organization, in 
terms of allocation of assets and in terms of overall concept, is 
something that's never been done before. 
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Q Only four of the twelve regional task forces have 
been set up so far, according to General Smith before the Congress 
this morning. If that's the case, and he doesn't expect that all 
twelve would be up to speed until this summer, when do you expect 
that this will be on-line and ready to go? 


MR. MEESE: I can't tell you for sure. Actually, there 
are more task forces than that. 


MR. HARRIS: All the task forces are going. We expect 
that they will all be going at 100 percent by the summer. They're -- 
each one now is operating somewhere in the neighborhood of 25 percent 
to 33 percent of full strength. But they all have started and by 
summer they will all have a resources board. 


MR. MEESE: But as far as this, the implementation plan 
is -- will start 
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being developed within the next week or ten days, and I can't teil 
you for sure how long it will take to get this implemented. We're 
going to do this in a very careful manner to make sure that it is 
being done successfully. 


But in order to see concrete results, I think this is 
going to take a while, a number of months. It was a long time -- it 
was several months before you saw any results from the South Florida 
Task Force. These are not things where you have a panacea or 
things where you have immediate results overnight. But it is 
a matter of getting organized, getting your assets marshaled, getting 
the additional resources that we need and moving in a way, as 
I say, which hasn't been done before. 


Q Mr. Meese, just to clarify, what we're talking 
about here is coordination systems, no new money and no new manpower? 


MR. MEESE: Yes, there is new money. There is new 
money and there is new manpower. 


Q How much new money is there going to be just for 
these interdiction operations? 


MR. MEESE: I can't tell you the exact amount at this 
State because we don't know until we see the implementation plan. 
There is money in the budget now, for example, to fuel a fleet 
of approximately a dozen aircraft -- additional aircraft that aren't 
there now. 

MR. WALKER: Right. 


MR. TURNER: It's 18 -- over $18 million in the 
customs budget. 


MR. WALKER: We've got -- in the customs budget, we've 
got $18.3 million, just for -- 


MR. MEESE: This is for maintenance operating costs. 
MR. WALKER: -- just for increasing in air interdiction. 
MR. MEESE: We have something in the neighbor- -- 


Q Is that the total figure for how much new money 
is earmarked for interdiction? 


MR. MEESE: No, because you can't put it in terms of 
money. We will be taking military resources that are not being 
used now in this effort that will be used, and I can't tell you how 
much those resources are worth. 

Q Well, what kind of a budget do you have -- 

MR. MEESE: What? 


Q I mean, you're saying, well, you can't put -- 


MR. MEESE: You're taking -- no, you're taking the 
departmental budgets. All these departments have budgets. 


Q Yes, but what kind of a budget do you have for 


this -- 
MR. MEESE: You don't have a separate budget for this. 
MR. WALKER: It's not a separate law enforcement 
agency. 
Q So if it's not a separate agency -- 
Q Well, where's the money coming from -- 


MR. MEESE: What? 
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Q If it's not a separate agency, you can't really 
put your finger on how much it's going to cost you, then. 

MR. MEESE: Well, that's right. I mean you can 
eventually, but you do it in a post-audit type of thing. You can 
tell in the course of a year because you know how many flying 
hours you've had for military aircraft, you'll know how -- you'll 
have how many hours and miles or knots of steaming and so on -- 


Q So essentially you don't how much it's going to 
cost. 


MR. MEESE: We can't tell for sure. 


Q During this long orientation period, do you 
expect to take this -- the interdiction -- 


MR. MEESE: We don't expect a long orientation 
period. We'd have a long -- a planning and implementation period. 


Q Well, during the period -- the long period you 
suggested earlier we'll have to wait before we know the results of 
this effort, do you expect that the administration will continue 
with its objection to the creation of a centralized anti-drug office? 

MR. MEESE: Nobody has proposed a centralized anti- 
drug office, but if you talk about the drug czar-Mickey Mouse 
system that was in that bill, yes. 

Q Ed? 

MR. MEESE: Yes. 

Q Why is the President giving a speech tonight? 

MR. MEESE: Well -- 


Q -- serious question. 


MR. MEESE: -- he was afraid there might not be 
enough news tomorrow. No -- 


Q -- seriously. 
MR. MEESE: No. I think when -- 


Q Will there be after the speech? 


MR. MEESE: I think when you -- (laughter) -- I think when -- 
Q Serious question. 


MR. MEESE: I think when you hear the speech, you 
will understand why he gave it. " 


Q Well, what is the thinking -- 
Q Mr. Meese, could I ask you -- 


MR. MEESE: I, however, am limiting my remarks only 
to the National Narcotic Border Interdiction System. 


Q Mr. Meese, I'd like to ask you a question about 
your home territory. I noticed you have California divided there. 
Is this going to have San Diego down on one area and -- 


MR. MEESE: These borders are not exact. This is just 
a prototype drawing of how the regions might show up. That will 
be up to the implementation plan. But it would appear logical -- 
it would appear logical that the Southeast -- Southwest Interdiction 
Program would operate primarily along the southern border and a 
certain distance up into California and it would -- 
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Q -- like San Diego or something? 

MR. MEESE: Yes. It would depend on where the maximum 
range of planes would probably be and where they'd be landing. 
It could go farther north, it could go -- I could see them stop- 
ping somewhere over in here. The exact boundaries have not yet 
been determined. 

Yes, Bob. 


Q Do you perceive -- if this organization doesn't 
have a separate budget, then does it not have any staff of its own? 


MR. MEESE: The staff comes from the existing agencies. 
We are not creating a new organizational entity. We are creating 
a coordinating mechanism to better utilize the resources of the 
existing agencies that are involved in the drug control program. 
Yes. 


Q How many miles of border are we talking about? 
Does anybody know -- 


MR. MEESE: How many? 
MR. TURNER: About 96,000. 
MR. MEESE: Ninety-six -- 


MR. TURNER: Roughly 96,000 miles of border around 
the U.S., but we're not looking at every inch. 


MR. MEESE: Ninety-six hundred -- 

MR. TURNER: Ninety-six thousand. 

MR. HARRIS: -- 3,000 miles in the State of Maine alone -- 
Q Ninety-six thousand miles of borders -- 

MR. WALKER: If you count all the little bays and inlets. 
MR. MEESE: Oh, I see. Okay. 

Q Coastline, border -- 

Q What about the coastline? 


: MR. MEESE: My friends tell me here it's 96,000, if you -- 
as the crow would fly if it was going along the edge of the ocean. 


MR. TURNER: Every bayou. 
Q That's a -- 
: MR. MEESE: I didn't know that either. 


Q What are the major points of entry for drugs in the 
southwestern California region? 


MR. MEESE: Well, in the southwest -- John, do you want 
to handle that? 


MR. WALKER: Yes. We have a lot coming in through the 
Gulf, through the Houston area, and through New Orleans. 
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And primarily that's the route that we see being utilized 
right now. We don't seem to have that many overflights over 
Mexico at the present time. But that could change. 


MR. TURNER: I think -- 
Q What about San Diego and -- 
Q Yes, what about California? 


MR. MEESE: You have some activity coming into 
Southern California but not an awful lot of flights. 


MR. WALKER: In terms of flights -- fairly limited 
there. 


MR. TURNER: I think you should remember one thing 
that after the South Florida they were busted up. They had 
a centralized organization and they're spreading out. So, 
there's not any one point that has been pinpointed as like a 
South Florida. And I think what he's -- Mr. Meese has said 
and the President says, we're not going to let that happen 
again. 


Q Doesn't that make it harder for you to 
catch these people? 


MR. WALKER: Noboby said it was easy. (Laughter.) 


MR. MEESE: And the other thing is we don't make 
the rules for them. 


Q Do you expect there will be a tightening up 
of the relatively easy access that exists on our Canadian and 
Mexican borders, speaking mainly of -- 


MR. MEESE: I would say that, again, at this point 
we have no indication that there will be any major changes in 
that. This is one of the things that I think will be viewed 
by the implementation plan. But as far as changes in the 
process at the border, none is contemplated at the present time. 


Q Ed, you mentioned the change at -- expansion 
of the El Paso Intelligence Center. 


MR. MEESE: Right. 
Q How many people -- 
MR. MEESE: Upgrading. 


Q -- how much of an upgrade, how much money -- 
don't know? 


MR. MEESE: We don't know because that's one of 
the things that they'll be coming up with here in the implementing 
plan. But I think one of the things is, in terms of upgrading, 
we're looking at improved communications equipment which is 
already in the budget. We're looking at improved computerization, 
for example. One of the things we're seeking is to get real 
time information back and forth between the El Paso Intelligence 
Center and both the task forces internally and the border 
interdiction program. 


Q The second question. How about just 
intelligence gathering in general? 


MR. MEESE: Right. 
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Q Do you expect an increase or a heightened 
effort to gather intelligence outside the United States? 


MR. MEESE: We would hope so, yes. 


Q What would that entail? Would that entail 
more American funded or American agents trained going into 
various countries -- 


MR. MEESE: I think one of the things you don't 
do is talk about your intelligence methods. But I can say 
that the fact that you have now task forces over and above 
the ordinary narcotic activities of U.S. attorneys and FBI 
and DEA.-- the task forces are in addition to what was going 
on before. They are generating more leads. The interdiction 
effort, as it goes around the country, will generate more 
leads. This will provide better leads for those agents, CIA 
agents, DEA agents and others, who are working in foreign 
countries to improve their intelligence gathering capability. 


Q The reason I ask that -- 
MR. MEESE: Yes. 


Q -- was in the past, DEA and before it was 
DEA, its other -- the other names it carried -- and 
all of that. There was substantial and serious criticism 
of the conduct of various American training programs for the 
agents, conduct of the agents in various countries, the way 
they questioned prospective witnesses -- all very serious 
allegations back in the ‘60's. The question is how 
will this be applied in -- 


MR. MEESE: You haven't had problems, to my knowledge, 
Since January of 1981. We have the same agents, same intelligence 
people out there now and I would see no difference in terms 
of the ethical quality of their work. But I think in the 
operational quality of their work, the more leads they have 
the better job they can do. 


Q On the military side, can you elaborate 
a little bit more about how those missions will be done -- 
whether it will be standard missions that are say flown 
and an extra person put on just to worry about drugs? I mean, 
how is that going to work? There has been a lot of complaints 
from Justice that they haven't been getting all they could 
from the military. 


MR. MEESE: Really? I haven't heard those 
complaints. 


Q I have. 
MR. MEESE: Well -- 
Q -- the Justice Department. 


MR. MEESE: I see. I think what you have, what 
we plan is that there will be missions, both training missions 
which have training value and special missions that will be 
run by the military primarily in surveillance and in radar 
activities, this sort of thing. A lot of the kinds of things 
that we're talking about here -- the surveillance observation 
and monitoring of aircraft, for example, has to go on anyway 
through both FAA and the military. But what we have is, 
through coordinated communication systems, a better ability to 
relay this information to track these planes by the DEA people 
and Customs people. 
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MR. WALKER: The military is being very helpful 
in the -- right now in the area of interdiction by providing 
navy vessels which can tow the smuggler vessels, by providing 
the ability to refuel Customs vessels and Coast Guard vessels, 
by having arrest teams actually on the navy vessels so they 
can do actual interdiction. All of these things are going on 
at the present time and we'll continue using that. 
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Q Will this task force address the profit motive, 
make the importation of drugs so expensive that it will reduce the 
incentive? 


MR. MEESE: The interdiction effort will, to some ex- 
tent, because every time you make it harder for them to fly in success- 
fully you're making the cost higher. Every time you interdict a ship 
and capture the contraband, capture the people, and also go for for- 
feiture of the ship, as you would with the forfeiture of the planes 
when they land, all of these things increase the cost. But primarily 
the real increase in cost is primarily going to be the work of these 
task forces, because in addition to the prosecutions they're tracking 
the money. 


We have Internal Revenue Criminal Division people, 
Customs veople, in a very big program in which they are going after 
the funds to provide for forfeiture, court-ordered forfeiture of the 
proceeds of the illegal narcotic traffic. 


MR. WALKER: We'll be devoting 420 personnel for that 
effort alone. 


Q What about sentencing? Is there going to be any 
attempt made to increase the penalties? 


MR. MEESE: Yes, as a matter of fact we have a bill 
before Congress at the present time, the one that the President sent 
up last week. 


Q Isn't this interdiction effort, Mr. Meese, mainly 
aimed at marijuana and cocaine, the so-called middle class recrea- 
tional drugs, as opposed to heroin, which mainly affects lower-income 
peovle? 


MR. MEESE: No. No; as a matter of fact, I would say 
heroin is one of the princival targets. 


Q Most of or much of that originates in the Golden 
Croissant, they say, in Pakistan, Afghanistan, and Iran. In only 
one of those countries, I gather, we have much influence. How do you 
expect that this new agency, this new task force, will make much of a 
dent in the export from that area of heroin to this country? 


MR. MEESE: Well, one of the things we've done as far 
export in the country we do have some influence in and we've made 
some major strides. But we're worried, in the interdiction effort 
we're worried about the importation, and one of the things you do is 
that you, the efforts will be directed acainst the ships, the planes, 
whatever else is bringing the stuff in. 


We'll take one more back here, now. 


Q You spoke earlier of diversion and, in fact, that's 
become an increasing problem also along the eastern seaboard. What 
effect didthat, the increasing diversion problem have on your thinking 
in coming up with this interdiction system? 


MR. MEES¢: That was one of the reasons why it was done. 


Q Was it one of the more important reasons or a minor 
reason? . 


MR. MEESE: I would say it was a reason. I wouldn't 
try to quantify it. But it was one of the reasons, obviously. 
Okay. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 4:22 p.m., EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought, if I 
could, I would start with two or three minutes of overview of 
the President's remarks for this evening, and then take your 
questions. My colleagues, senior administration officials, will 
respond as well. 


As you can see -- and I will not be redundant -- the 
President's remarks are oriented toward justification of his 
defense proposals, an elaboration of his perception of the 
problems we must contend with, and his response -- his solution 
for dealing with the security problems in the years ahead. 


He focuses vpon not just the numbers, the trends, 
but as well, the political implications of this enormous 
accretion of Soviet power, and then addresses how we must 
respond. 


The President, then, turns his attention -- in the 
latter part of the speech -- to strategic deterrence. As you know, 
for many years, over a generation, the United States has based its 
security against strategic attack upon a concept of deterrence 
focused on offense. That is, the promise that we could retaliate 
if anyone chose to commit aggression against us. This threat of 
retaliation, this deployment of offensive forces, and this offensive 
basis for deterrence implies the need, over time, to sustain 
ready, modern, strategic offensive forces. 


Since coming into office, the President has 
increasingly pondered the implications, long-term, of continved. 
sustained commitment to ready, modern offensive forces, and 
generally to the questions raised by basing your security on 
threatening others. So, in short, this concept of threatening 
and the requirement to sustain offensive forces has led him to 
conclude that there must be a better way. 


That is to say, shovld we not investigate the 
promise of new technologies in the defensive area which hold promise 
for contributing to stable deterrence through defense as opposed 
to offense -- defense which does not threaten the territory of 
other countries, defense which defends ourselves? 


Now, the President is fully conscious that this is 
not a simple proposition, nor is it by any means a near-term 
proposition. First of all, he is very much aware that defensive 
systems, if paired with offensive systems concurrently, are not 
stabilizing at all; in fact, the contrary -- permitting an offensive 
policy or first-strike, if you will. And this is in no sense his 
intention. His commitment is to a long-term program of research 
and development to see if technologies at or soon after the turn 
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of the century could enable us to place greater reliance upon 
defense and, through providing incentives for arms control, lead 
to a significant, serious reduction in strategic, ballistic 
missile forces. 


Now, he is fully conscious of the fact that you 
could not, under any circumstances, contemplate defense from the 
perspective of Allied security. That is to say, Evrope relies 
upon ovr strategic offensive forces today for their security. 
Their vital interests and ovrs are one. These are inextricably 
linked. Our commitment to them is firm, and will endure. And 
he has so reaffirmed to his counterparts. 


Indeed, what he would contemplate is that any 
benefits which materialize from this R&D program, surely, would 
be shared so that the strategic interests of Evrope would be 
secured through these same benefits. 


He is, as well, very much aware that questions can 
be raised about the ABM Treaty. What are you doing? Do you 
have any altered intention or policy vis a vis the ABM Treaty? 
Absolutely not. United States policy toward the ABM, which we 
respect is in no sense changed by this R&D program. 
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In short -- and I'll conclude -- the President in 
this portion of his speech is directing, consistent with our 
obligations under the ABM Treaty, and recognizing the need for 
very close consultations with our allies -- directing an intensive 
effort to define a long-term research and development program in 
defensive systems and in eliminating the threat which is posed 
by strategic ballistic missiles. 


We'll take your questions now. Yes, sir. 


Q Would you define some of the new technologies 
you're talking about in broad terms, at least? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll turn it 
over to my colleague here. There are a number of those -- I 
could discuss them, but he can do it better. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that 
in one word, but let me say this. We have carefully avoided 
trying to explicitly endorse a single potential technology, because 
we do not feel -- the President does not feel that the available 
data and information is in hand. But certainly it wou]d encompass 
the full complement of lasers, of microwave devices, of particle 
beams and projectile beams. 


We believe that the state of technology and all the 
supporting technologies from electronics to aiming and tracking 
systems to materials to guidance to data processors to communications 
has advanced so rapidly in the last ten years that it is possible 
now to define and begin an aggressive R&D program with a high 
probability of success toward the end of this century. 


Q To what degree is this call based on the 
concern that the Soviets are well ahead of us in this kind of 
research? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, I do 
not think that the lead -- purported lead that the Soviet Union has 
claimed to have is an overwhelming one. They have a larger effort. 
The United States has a substantial effort also. Neither one of us 
possesses today the technology to meet the requirements of the 
goal that the President has, I think, clearly stated in his speech. 


Q Is space basing contemplated as one of the things 
to be explored or even the main avenue for the basing of these 
things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Space basing is an 
option. So is -- so, of course, is using earth basing. I 
emphasize the lack of specificity is because we wish the American 
scientific community and our entire broad technological expertise 
to apply itself to this problem and help us, let us say, develop 
the strategic vision that the nation needs. 


Q Just to follow up, are you -- is one of the elements 
that has led your thinking this way this High Frontier type proposal 
of a group of satellites surrounding the planet which could take 
this kind of role? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is certainly 
not dependent upon the particular proposal embraced in the High 
Frontier Report, by any means. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the other hand, I 
would say there is one thing in common, and that is the High Frontier 
Report began with the objective of using American superiority in 
technology and in our industrial base to gain an adequate military 
capability and adequate defense capability. That is the common 
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element. The particular 400 Satellite System that was embraced in the 
High Frontier Report is a concept to look at but not the basis for 
the President's objectives. 


Q Sir, you say that the U.S. already has a substantial 
effort under way on this. Give us a sense of how big that effort 
is and how big it's being made further by the President's decision 
tonight? Any numbers would be welcomed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's program 
in the Department of Defense embracing ballistic missile defense and 
generic research in the kind of technologies that we are discussing 
here is today on the order of $1 billion. It is premature for me 
to in any way attempt -- > 


Q -- $1 billion over what period of time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One billion dollars 
per year today is the present spending rate of that entire progran, 
from ballistic missile defense through generic technologies. 


Q By the DOD? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By ne Department 
of Defense. It would be -- I must emphasize i. -rould be premature 
for us to identify or to scope the full nature of this program. 
We are calling upon the community of scientists, the available 
expertise in the nation to help us identify this. 


Q But is the President going to put more money 
‘in the budget to get this done, and when and how much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When the program -- 
Research and Development Program is identified, to the best of our 
ability in the next few months, a clear-cut decision will be made 


by the President and with the advice and involvement of the 
Congress, of course. 


- @ Can you explain why this does not violate the 
ABM Treaty? And if not literally, then in spirit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in neither does 
it. The ABM Treaty envisioned research and development efforts and, 
indeed, the Soviet Union has had a quite intense R&D program that is 
fully authorized within the ABM Treaty. 

Q -- the Soviet program? 

Q What are the limitations of the treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a dollar 
figure for you, Steve. 


Q Roughly -- 
Q Is it equivalent to ours? 


Q Is it roughly equivalent? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'll take the question 
and I'll get it -- 


Yes. 

Q What are the limitations of the ABM Treaty? What 
can't we do? 

Q Yes, in terms of space technology, for instance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the authority 
for research and development is rather broad. The ABM Treat deals, 
as you know, with the number sites, which is, first, two, now, one 
and, indeed, we don't have any authorized on both sides. Originally, 
National Capital Command Authority plus one site. And we have chosen 
not to deploy. 


Yes, Saul. 


Q Yes, you said that this would provide incentives 
on arms control. Does that mean that it's on -- that this whole R&D 
program, as well as theirs, is on the table in strategic negotiation 
sessions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll take it in two 
parts. 


First, let me stress that the motive, again, and this 
is clear from the fact that we are telling you what is launched today 
is a search for a plan; but the motive that has led the President to 
this point is his commitment to provide hope that there is an alter- 
riative to the inexorable requirement for building, deploying modern 
ready nuclear offensive forces. 


Now, it is that which has led him to draw attention 
to -- away from offense and into defense. Focusing that attention 
will take some time and it will surely take decades to reach 
fruition. But it's the hope element which we're talking about. 


Now, on your second -- on your real question, because 
that is the motive and because this is a long-term thing, this 
has no immediate effect upon START or INF or other arms control 
talks. Clearly we anticipate that an important benefit, once 
this research brings material results, would be a dramatic incentive 
for the Soviet Union to agree to radical reductions in offensive 
ballistic missiles. 





Q But it can also have that other problem 
and that is that both of us at the same time achieve or 
are about to achieve an ABM capability, at the same time our 
arsenals are stuffed with offensive weapons, that means a race 
for a first strike by the nature of what you, yourself, said. 
Aren't we in danger of doing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think if 
one were to envision -- call it perfect competition and freedom 
of choice on both sides, that you can envision us, for example, 
proceeding through development and into deployment as you suggest. 
But stop and think about it, once the United States program 
goes on for years and years and years and you near a point of 
saying it does or does not have some promise, you cannot go to 
a system of deployment nor would we, as a value judgment, without 
Congressional and executive, as well as, inter-allied and 
U.S.-Soviet consultations and negotiations about the implications 
of this. 
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Now, I underscore that very strongly. In no sense 
do we envision an accelerated effort to develop an ABM systen. 
That's not the point here. It is not the objective. 


Lou? 


Q You have -- two questions. Is this specific 
enough that you envision that you're going to come back here 
within this fiscal year and ask for some more money from Congress 
for R&D. Or aren't we even that close to it -- I mean after 
these scientists get together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think 
it prudent to expect within this fiscal year the plan to be 
directed and the effort to be under way. The results in terms 
of recommendations, I think, unlikely during this fiscal year -- 
next fiscal year -- 


Q The second question is that following on 
what Saul asked, even if your intention is exactly as you've 
stated it, you're talking about something that is going to 
be, aS you say, decades away. Why covldn't, in a different 
circumstance, different -- obviously different President, different 
Congress, different relationships in the world -- this be 
precisely what you don't want it to be, an encouragement for 
a first strike? If you have in fact a really good defensive 
system and we still have a very strong offensive arsenal, why 
in another context coulcn't this be an incentive for a first 
strike for us or for the <-- or the Soviets, regardless of 
what you intend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, Decause 
as both a legislative and a practical and an appropriation 
matter, you simply could not do that nor would we propose it. 


-- clarify it. Are you contemplating eliminating 


our offensive nuclear arsenal before yuu would actually deploy 
this new defensive technology -- rather than have an overlap here -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You wouldn't 
leave yourself entirely defenseless in a transition period. It 
is phased. My colleague has suggested an obvious point and that is 
that this would be in a transition time -- assuminc that there ever were 
any deployment, and that's not clear -- necessarily phased with clear 
negotiations in progress, so that that is an agreed proposition. 


-- would have both offensive and defensive weapons 
in being and in deployment at the same time, which gets you into the 
first -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You would not because 
of the effectiveness of this approach of the defense systems is for 
the long term. 


What the President is trying to do is open the door 
to the next century so we can get away from these hair-triggered 
missile systems. And you would phase this in. It would be combined 
with negotiations on defensive and offensive systems. And an over- 
arching strategic arms agreement could be the ultimate goal, so that 
both sides could get rid of tiese arsenals of missile forces that 
threaten their societies and have more stable defensive forces against 
some residual ballistic missile force. 


Also, remember now, as we try to reduce strategic missiles 
in SALT and START, we recognize that if we'd press the reductions fur- 
ther -- we have only the rather ambitious reductions proposed in STAPT, 
as you know -- but if you pressed further, some people began to raise 
guestions whether the deterrence will become unstable. This is because 
in the present dispensation we depend on the threat of the offensive 
missiles. So at some point, the present approach gets in the way with 
arms reductions, more radical arms reductions. And the President wants 
to open the door to a new approach where we can eventually get rid of 
these missiles. 


Q What mechanism are you going to use for mobilizing 
the American scientific community and -- I'm not sure that I can see 
how you can come up with a decision on the direction to take over the 
next few months, considering the magnitude of the problem. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, the 
specific mechanism that we take I think will depend upon all the 
various agencies involved getting together under a coordinating 
mechanism that the President is in the process of defining. I do 
not think that is a difficult feat. I believe the American scientific 
community is ready and prepared and willing, as they have in the past. 


The second part of your question -- 


Q You indicated you expect a decision on the direction 
you want to go -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Months. 
Q -- within a matter of months. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. The generic 
technologies that underlie this are by no means mature. But they are 
reasonably far along in the pass of development. I mean, we have 
had lasers for decades today. We know quite a bit about large lasers. 
The same thing is true of accelerator technology, whatever. There is 
enough there to make a judgment. 


What has been lacking, I think, has been sufficient 
attention to trying to -- toward trying to solve the task, the 
strategic vision, if you wish, that the President has described 
in his speech. 


Q Well, do you see that taking place with the 
formation or reformation of a panel like the ICBM Panel that was 
in effect during the late '50's, the early ‘60's, the panel of 
experts or what? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is more than -- 
a bit speculative right now because we are still in the process of 
discussing this. But let me just say this, I think the decision ul- 
timately will certainly involve representation from all the agencies 
in the government associated with defense, as well as those associated 
with science and technology. We will do our very best to get leading 
members, the strongest expertise we can, from the scientific and 
engineering and industrial community to help us in the participation. 


Q Is there an assumption here that at some point 
there's going to be some kind of large infusion of money? I mean, 
you've given us nothing about direction, structure, funding. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The best thing I can 
say is to give you the calibration that I gave you before. Today, 
we spend a billion dollars in R&D across the full spectrum of what 
we call “sight defense" to protect a small zone out through generic 
technologies. Until we can identify how many technologies are worth 
pursuing towards the system development, I don't think I could make 
an intelligent estimate. 


Q -- politicaily at sort of providing some light 
at the end of the tunnel on the nuclear -- the current kind of 
nuclear arms race we have and sort of trying to satisfy some of the 
feeling that has built the nuclear freeze movement that -- you know, 
it's 20 years away and we don't have the technology yet but we're 
going to try for it and maybe one day we can all live in a land 
without offensive weapons. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could say from the -- 
Q -- does that buy you some time politically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I may answer this, 
I think from the very early months that I came here, I saw the Presi- 
dent's very deep concern and very deep commitment to some day ending 
the degree of reliance we have today upon a policy of assured destruction, 
retaliation for deterrence. 
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I think this speech represents the President's strategic 
vision toward that end. 


Q Does the President envision, can you tell us -- 





Q Can you relate this -- 


Q Fusion Magazine published a study that indicated that 
exactly the new technology that they were investinc in would have the 
sort of spinoffs for the civilian economy that would pay for themselves 
many times over, much the same way the NASA program did. I'm wondering 
if you've looked at this and the sort of marginal -- it might be to 
the American people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly. And I think 
there's a lot of truth to that. We've seen it throughout the history 
of modern technology. I think there will be larce spinoffs. I would not 
attempt to speculate as to whether it is a compensating spinoff. 


Q Is there any particular appeal that's being made to 
the American scientists who've been brought to dinner in the White 
House tonight, for instance, and is there any promise that the Presi- 
dent envisions bringing them together under government sponsorship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The commitment is men- 
tioned in the speech. The President certainly will call upon the 
scientific community, and these are leading members of the scientific 
community, to help us in this endeavor. 


Q To what degree is this decision an outgrowth of 
your feeling that with the MX panel's research that our land-based 
forces are goinc to be increasingly vulnerable to a first strike and 
that this -- system is really the only way to prevent that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that point, that 
observation is in large measure what prompted the Joint Chiefs to dis- 
cuss this overall issue with the President, the fact that we must be 
willing to look forward more than just another decade. I think that 
is a consideration. 


But I emphasize, on the part the President, the objective 
is a long-standing one that has no overlap, particularly with the MX 
Commission or any immediate decision on the table for the President 
now. 


Q This is a decision that is totally independent of 
the MX panel and will have no effect on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The decision is com- 
pletely independent of the MX panel, and as to the other question, 
I can only speak from my own experience, in the first few months that 
I was here, in 1981, I had a quite profound discussion with the 
President on the exact objective that is expressed in this speech. 


Q You said the Joint Chiefs. 


Q When did the Chiefs raise it with him? When did 
the Chiefs raise it with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The month of February. 
Q -- the President make a statement -- 


Q On -- there is only a vague mention of a further 
sveech in a week's time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. There 
will be another time to speak on that subject, on arms control. 
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Q Will that be on interim arms -- ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could we call on some of 
these veovole back here, vlease? Yes, in the middle. 


Q To what extent was the President, have the 
President's views been influenced by his meeting with Edward Teller 
on this subject last fall? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has met 
periodically with Edward; he's met with a number of other people. 
And this is not a disproportionate laddering. I wouldn't make it 
high on the scale. 


Q How is this system different from the BMD proposal 
that's in the original Air Force MX plan, Dense-pack plan? That calls 
for BMD by 1992, as I recall. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, BMD and 
this technology goes back 25 years. There have been various proposals. 
What we'=ze saying, the President is saying tonight is, we are going to 
develop a plan for a program based upon those new technologies today 
that offer greatest promise. 


Q -- going to start the -- program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Will you explain the Cuban intelligence station that 
the President mentioned, how long it's been built, it's been functioning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q How old are the -- photos -- 


Q Is this going to help the President to sell his 
defense budget to Congress, this new proposal? I mean, how does it 
encourage, it being part of the same speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a responsibility 
to provide information with regard to the problems we have to deal with, 
the Soviet trends, capabilities, so forth. And that's what the 
President is doing to facilitate judgment by both the American people 
and, of course, the Congress. 


Q Can we expect to see the President offer limited 
reductions next week at Geneva, as opposed to complete elimination 
on both sides under the zero option? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't speculate on 
what he'll say next week. 


Q You talked about having some degree of success by 
the turn of the century. Can you say what kind of capability you expect 
to have developed at that point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, this is not some- 
thing you can prejudge. As my colleague said, there are a dozen 
promising technologies. The pace of their maturing is something 
you can't -- 


Q Can we talk to some of the scientists who are in the 
White House to see what they think of these new technologies? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


END 5:28 p.m., EST. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Karna. 
Karna assures me that in the room are 26 of the world's foremost 
writers in the area of defense. And she further assures me that 
you all refused to accompany the senior official in Portugal and 
Spain -- (Laughter) -- to be here for last night's adress. 


But, seriously, last night's major address by the 
President was the first in a probable series of three addresses. 
The next will be 31 -- I.guess_it's next Thursday, isn't it Karna -- 
Los Angeles World Affairs Council and primarily in the area of 
arms reduction, arms control and a probable address the following 
week on his MX decision and related matters. 


But I assume you have all read or heard the address 
last night, which was basically the Soviet threat, defense of the 
defense budget, and finally the presentation of a new initiative of 
a deep hope, a deep commitment on the part of the President to 
announce something that he's felt very strongly about, certainly since 
I came over to this position a year ago, and that is, how do we 
get off this trail, this interminable route of build up of nuclear 
offensive weapons. And the genesis, if we may, of last night's 
announcement, I think, arouse or would lay in a meeting, a rather 
routine, cyclical meeting that the President has with his chiefs 
and chiefs of staff several weeks ago. 


It was not really an agenda item. These meetings 
are loosely structured, giving the chiefs led, by General Vessey, 
the ability to exercise their direct responsibility to the President 
as counsellors on defense matters. And this idea arose. It's not 
a new idea. Those of you who've had far more experience and background 
in the area of defense than I know that this is not a totally new 
concept. It goes back 10 to 20 years. In fact, I think my colleague 
is here with us today to handle the technical side of defense. Two 
other colleagues can answer questions, maybe in the historic perspective. 


But the President showed immediate interest in the 
concept when it arose at the table. I might say Secretary Weinberger 
was there and was aware that it would be presented in routine 
presentations. The President interest increased. And, so, the 
concept has developed, as I say, over the last several weeks. 


And in his mind, he's been briefed on an ongoing basis, 
obviously on a richer close-hold basis, because you have not written 
in the interim. ut that's it for openers. I might add that he's 
reviewing and wil for the next 24 hours a standard, written 


decision directive wich will call for next steps on inter-agency 
basis. He'll probably sign that 
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in his morning 9;30 a.m. briefing tomorrow. I would like to avoid 
classifying that. That's our nolicy in classification -- as many 

NSC decisional directives by the President as we can will continue 
to be nonclassified and, as this develops, we may be able to hand 

you that tomorrow. 


But, again, while the emphasis is obviously on the 
new or what might be considered to some the novel, we would hope 
that it not detract from the first part of the address, namely the 
Soviet threat and what the President feels, in his basic duty to 
the American people to be, their security and freedom, that we 
continue to support, to declare, particukarly to the American 
people, the Soviet threat on the one hand, what the President 
feels he must do about it on the other. And, apparently, that 
message didn't get through to the House in the past week. Perhaps 
the speech could have been given a week earlier and had a little 
more effect on what now appears to be a three percent budget out 
of the house, a three percent increase -- something between three 
and four. I don't think they're all that certain what it represents 
mathematically up there even yet. 


But, with that, we could open to my “olleayucs on the 
more technical side. 


Q Before we get to the technical stuff about the 
new initiative, I wonder if I could ask you about the, one question 
about the first part of the speech you just referred to? And that 
is, the President certainly made it clear he feels terribly strongly 
about the need for his defense program to be put into place, continue 
to be put in place. Yet, he never, to my knowledge, has threatened 
to veto legislation which would provide insufficient funds for 
defense, in his view. Can you tell us, since we're on background 
here, is the President prepared to veto that kind of a bill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA!: Well, as I learned with 
then Governor Reagan in '67-'68, working with a state legislature 
not unlike the House at the moment, he avoids threatening vetos 
until a matter arrives on the desk. But <= So he has not indicated 
what -- 


Q But what -- 
Q Any guidance about whether that would be likely? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not going to 
project that. 


Putting it another way then, what will he settle 
for if he can't get his 10 percent real increase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we're going to 
have to watch as it unfolds. 


One other, before we get to -- 
Q Are you -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Are you going up with a second proposal later 
on this year, with a money bill for this BMD proposal? Are you 
going to come up with a supplemental for the BMD or are:you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view at the moment 
is it's not going to require a supplemental this year. We'll be 
able to operate out of existing assets. 


Q How expensive do you,think this is going to 
be? Do you have any idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen any 
figures. I've heard some. That, of course, will no doubt be 
called for in the directive that goes out tomorrow. 
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Q When you say, "out of existing assets," are you 
talking about the fiscal ‘83 budget? You mean you wouldn't put 
any money in for fiscal '83, which is really next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is my understanding, 
yes s 


Q No money in '84 either? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's open. 
Q Additional money. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Well, that would require a supplemental, then, 
wouldn't it? Or an add-on of some kind. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That will be, no doubt, 
a very early issue out of this directive. , 


Q Could you just expana this for » minute, if you 
could, on the way this thing evolved with tne JCS. How did the 
issue come up? What was it that -- How did they express it? How 
did they put their concerns? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFCIAL: I'd rather leave it 
just in the brevity that I've given it on -- 


Q Can you tell us which member of the Joint Chiefs 
are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say that the 
Chiefs are in total community on this issue -- from the community 
of the Chiefs. 


Yes. 


Were there any prominent scientists at MIT or 
Cal Tech or what not who were contacted and were brought into this 
process, in developing this proposal -- Do they endorse 
this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During the course of 
preparing the President's 











involved with that on our White House Science Council examination 
of new military technologies for the last year and last night 
about a dozen leading scientists in the United States met with 
the President before and after the speech. 


Q Could we get a list of those folks -- 


MR. SPEAKES: We put it out last night. It's 
available in the press office. 


Q What is the mechanism for mobilizing the 
scientific community into this R&D effort? I don't understand 
that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mechanism -- first 
of all, if you notice in the President's speech last night, he 
called upon the entire scientific community to help us in this 
whole endeavor. But, specifically, the decision directive that 
my colleague spoke of just a moment ago will begin the process 
by initiating an interagency effort and I think implicit in that 
_is bringing into the process of defining the R&D program as well 
as carrying it out the broadest possible scientific expertise -- 
academic, federal laboratories and government scientific capability 
that we have. This is a tough job and it's going to take the 
entire capability that we have. 


Q -- federal grants to colleges and universities 
towards this program? . - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it 
means altering them in any way. The basic research that we have 
today will certainly continue because that's the, if you wish, 
the salt source of tomorrow's talent. But most certainly, I 
am certain that the various government agencies that will be involved 
in this will be providing funds to academic institutions, to 
federal laboratories and whatever to do the generic research that 
will be associated with this. : 


: Q Will this effort -- to you or the 
Pentagon. or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly not me. 
I am an adviser to the President, not a process -- 


Q Well, I mean, who is going to coordinate and 
pull this all together? Is it Pefense or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Department 
of Defense and other agencies such as the Department of Energy 
that maintain large commitments to advanced military R&D will 
be involved. I think, ultimately, the Department of Defense will 
be the primary leadership. 


Q If you're talking about a massive. new national 
effort here, as the President was last night, and you just said 
it will involve grants to scientists to get the right kind of 
research done, how can it now involve a large additional amount 
of money in the budget for the current year, let's say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's put it 
in perspective because it's absoiutely impossible for us to 
give you a dollar figure when the President just said we need 
to step out and define the optimum R&D program to achieve this 
goal many years from now. But put it in perspective. Today 
we are spending about a billion dollars in the Department of Defense 
across the entire complement of ballistic -- anti-ballistic missile 
technologies and the advanced technologies, the generic technologies 
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that will be required for tomorrow's systems. That encompasses a 
very, very broad program and a rather massive R&D effort. And, 

I think, when we look at this, we've got to look at that as a 
baseline. You're not going to multiply that by a factor of five 
because you don't really know enough -- 


It wasn't clear from what you said last 
night on that one billion dollars whether you're encompassing 
just BMD technology or beam and laser technology which goes 
beyond BMD -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That includes 
the Army ballistic missile development program. The advanced 
technology development in DARPA and the various service directed 
energy programs. CS Utlewtn Advteted «estarrek Mie. ae"& Pt On 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The less traditional 
parts are about a quarter of a billion and the more traditional, 
and I'm not using the word "conventional" because of conventional 
nuclear confusion. The more traditional. approaches are about 
three-quarter of that billion. The less traditional, more 
advanced approach is one-quarter. 





Q What I'm trying to get at is whether the 
one billion focuses on BMD because there is other aspects of 
beam technology too that are -- ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is 
encompassed in that billion dollar is -— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- laser technology, 
microwave technology, particle beam technology and projectile 
technology -- traditional BMD missiles. 


Q The breakdown you just gave, was it the 
projectile tends to take up three-quarters of a billion and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's <-- the 
more advanced ideas are only a fraction, like a quarter of that 
billion. 


Q And that quarter of a billion -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The others are -- 
Q -- the laser, the beam -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The generic -- let 
me clarify a bit, if I may. The generic is a quarter of a billion. 
About half a billion is the traditional BMD that is being carried 
out by the army. 


Q Is there any area where this will <-- that 
you try to concentrate on? In other words, are they going to 
concentrate on the BMD thing, or like, for example, the experimentation 
that's going on in Huntsville right now? Or are they going to 
concentrate on directed energy weapons? It seems to be very 
vague. Or are you going to take it in all and put the money in 
everything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me be specific. 
tet's use the jargon of the past. This is not site defense or 
terminal defense that ‘the President is describing. It 
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is the broad goal of being able to have a comprehensive ballistic 
missile defense capability as a first, big step towards to reduced 
reliance upon a sure destruction. And that means bold, new 
technologies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me add -- It's 
essentially -- (inaudible) -- impression of prioritizing. First, 
prioritizing within advance concepts that will be worked out. And. 
that's why the thing will grow gradually. As my colleague indicated, 

~ 483-existina funds will cover this period of working more prioritizing. 
Second, prioritizing overall. And that's where the President's 
decision comes in, opening up the door to what was -- could be 
doctrinal opposition, reluctance to really explore more vigorously 
this whole avenue of strategic stability -- 


Q You couldn't then say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- putting in greatex 
emphasis, then, will over the years induce the Defense Department, she 
Department of Energy to allocate the resources, once meritorious 
priorities have been identified. 


Q You couldn't then say it was a crash program or 
you couldn't say it was a Manhattan Project or the war-on-cancer type 
of thing. But I'd like to ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= talk Manhattan, 
if you wish. 


Q -- was the purpose of the President's speech last 
night to sell the F-184 defense budget or to lay the groundwork 
for a new, and as yet undefined, program whose costs are unknown. 
And, in retrospect, do you believe that including the latter may have 
dissipated any impact of the former? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, in 
the first part of it, the short answer is yes. The President, in 
a traditional format, stated the problem, what we're up -- (inaudible) -- 
and his solution, how to cope. The second one -- I disagree with 
your characterization of it, that is a crash program, a massive program. 
I think that to talk in programmatic terms really misses at least 
the President's motive in what he said last night. 


The President wanted to get the attention of several 
constituencies, the American people, the Congress and so forth, 
_..OM a very important public policy issue. Now, clearly, today, when 
one looks at any given newspaper, you're going to find some expression 
of interest or concern in nuclear policy every day. 


Now, it probably, the President felt strongly, would 
have been the wrong way to lead to announce throwing a pot full 
of money in a new direction before you had established the understanding 
of what you're trying to do here. Now, what is it he's trying to 
do? On that score, it's the President's very strong belief that 
continued, exclusive reliance upon threatening people, upon offense 
for deterrence is simply, over time, an unacceptable exclusive basis 
for deterrence, that people's perceptions of an apparent, interminable 
preoccupation with building offense isn't sufficient leadership, 
that you've got to provide some hope -- this is what my colleague 
underscored -- hope that there can be something which doesn't threater. 
other countries, doesn't threaten their territory, but, indeed, 
promises to defend us. 


So, it was this getting of attention, engendering of 
a debate, posing of an alternative to offense alone. Now, the President 
didn't do that waking up one morning and deciding it was a good 
idea. As my colleagues mentioned, it goes back to his earliest days. 
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It predates the President's election. The chiefs meeting with him 

six weeks ago was a trigger, but it was a trigger that hit upon 

very mature thinking in the President's mind on this, mature also 

in the sense that he's very conscious of the problems here. I mean, 
any time a country relies for a generation on a doctrine for 
deterrence, you establish commitments. And you make commitments 

based upon that doctrine. The commitments endure. So, you've got 

to be concerned about that. The Europeans rely upon American strategic 
offensive power. Therefore, it's very clear that those commitments 


which endure 
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must be underwritten as you go with this research effort. And 

the President is absolutely firmly committed, and has corresponded 


with his counterparts overseas on this score underlining our 
commitment. 


Q I question whether there is anything really 
new in substance in the President's approach, because all of us 
-- and some here know much better than I -- are aware, as 
Judge Clark referred, of the past research and the past extensive 
work over a long period of time looking toward the space-based 
lasers and other forms of so-called “futuristic,” bal)istic 
missile defense. It is not an idea that just spawned itself. 
There was a considerable amount of money spent on it, and effort. 
I do not see, really -- in a substantive fashion, where this 
takes us beyond where we probably would have gone anyway. 
Most of the people I have talked to projected that this would become 
a realistic operational system -- this type of thing -- about 
the end of this century. So where does this take us beyond 
where we have been before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a matter of 
emphasis. 


Q Just calling attention to it? 

Q But there is no money in it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Prioritizing. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have fiscal 
years ahead of us, 16 fiscal years ahead of us in this 
century. 


Q But we will be moving in this direction. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, 
I would say that your portrayal of what is going to happen in 
the next few years is an accurate one. But I would ask you -- 
and I think this is really the point: Does anybody expect 
that this enertial investment -- year by year by year -- could 
ever materialize into anything without being elevated to a 
conscious, public-policy debate on the issue? Of course not. 


And it was to engender -- not to dictate, not 
to impose, not to arbitrarily decide -- but to invite consideration 
before we go ahead with this program, before we reach the point 
where these technologies mature. 


Q Spread through the length of this, there have 
been, in the last year, reports by -- and others that there. 
has been some demonstration project. Can you give us some 
technical details about what is going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me answer a 
little bit of the last in this question. First, there has been 
no single, specific breakthrough that prompted this initiative 
by the President. On the otner hand, let us look at the last 
five years. There have been remarkable advances in a number of 
the underlying technologies, the most obvious one of which is 
microprocessor technology. There have been major advances in 
segmented optics, major advances in aiming and tracking systems 
that have begun to make this look much more feasible. 


But let me back up a second. I beg to differ on 
one point. We do not have a program and we never have had a 
program that had any prognosis for success toward this goal 
in the Year 2000. Last year, the House proposed action that 
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would, essentially, have seriously and significantly altered the 
generic program in the Department of Defence over a spirit of 
frustration that we were not getting ahead. The fact of the matter 
is, we have not had a clearly stated goal for our programs, which 
is what the President provided last night. We have not had the 
total scientific expertise of the nation, by any small means, 
committed to this endeavor. 


And it is a question of elevating it, just as 
my colleague said. The President is setting out his goals very 
clearly. And he is asking us all, and the scientific community, 
to try to devise a program by which we will get there. But 
we are not going forward. 


Q So this is more like Jack Kennedy's saying, 
"We are going to the moon by ‘'70." Is that right? You are 
going to have this system by 2000. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President did 
not say that we would have it by the Year 2000. He said we 
must have it, because of its importance. He, also, said it is 
not a short-term task. It is a much longer-term task than the 


Apollo Program was. 


Q You, yourself, said last night “by or around 
the turn of the century." So it seemed to me that that is 
what you are projecting. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not 
right. He said that they could not mature before then, so 
as to setting that as a milestone. 


Q I still do not understand, in terms of the 
difference between the plans that you are now asking to be 
developed versus the plans that now exist. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try 
to be specific. If you set your goal, as the President did 
last night, clearly and crystally, then you are going to try 
to lay out an R&D path that will do both the following. It 
will attempt to identify the most promising basic technologies 
whether they be lasers, microwaves, particle beams, whatever. 
Then, in turn, you will try to lay out a generic program that 
will develop guidance system definition, whatever optics are 
required, studying whether you can propagate a laser beam 
through the atmosphere, that kind of generic technology. 


We do not have that type of an encompassing 
R&D program to get an objective. We have some random -- 


Q Then, you are, sort of, pursuing a -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give 


you a Pentagon view on this. As they put the budget 
together -- 
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each year. You know, there are many promising proposals which, as 
you well know, have to be pushed over the edge and cannot be funded 
because there's only that much room. And as things get moved over 
the edge, it's a question of priority. And this is really something 
we -- the nation will do, or is it contrary to our strategic 

doctrine and therefcre, while it looks quite interesting, we really 
don't have money for it this year, and then you go through that 

again next year, or only have half the money needed to move it ahead. 


Now, with this focus that the President provided, the 
priority is higher so that we'll move into the budget rather than 
just falling over the edge. . 


Q Without in any way questioning all that you've 
said about the President's deep-seated feeling there must be a better 
way to defend the country and so forth, isn't this also in a 
sense or -- a way to have an answer to the kind of yearnings of 
the people who are backing the nuclear freeze that there might be 
some way to get away from nuclear weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that's 
too nazrow, frankly. I think, first of all, as a comment on the 
freeze in particular -- I won't go through my litany -- but the 
President on that score feels like he is going beyond a freeze. 
And he has already in his reductions proposals a better answer than 
the freeze provides. But there are at least two sources of 
this -- of the timing and substance of this idea. And that is the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, in their presentation, are very clear that 
when you look out a couple of decades from now, the realities of 
what is feasible in terms of the Triad become problematical. It 
isn't that we can't solve the problems, but it is to say that you 
want to be sure that you have investigated every complement that 
will enable you to cope with the worsening demands of preserving 
these systems. And that leads you, naturally, into defensive 
systems. That -— to take your point, however, it is a requirement 
of leadership that you look at the -- your concept for security 
over time and how the other side is maturing in its force posture. 
And necessarily you must evaluate how that changing balance is 
viewed by your own body politic and others. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's a 
second important part in your question, to which I think we all 
would emphatically say the answer is yes. It is a response not to 
the politics of the freeze movement or -- but to the yearning that 
all people with common sense have to be -- which the President 
emphatically shares with all ».f us who have common sense -- to 
make an effort to free us of this present human condition of having 
the overhand of large missile arsenals that could destroy our society, 
the Soviet society in -- with time scales measured in 30 minutes 
and that that condition is not something that can be -- should be 
tolerated and that a major effort ought to be made to find a path 
out of it. And I think in that sense the President was very much 
responsive to what people feel because -- 


Q -- psychology -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- he shares, obviously, 





that view. 


Q To make this all come about, history has shown us 
that you have to centralize your efforts, like in Project Apollo. 
What are we doing to make certain that this is going to be 
centralized rather than a bunch of disjointed studies and disjointed 
services and agencies and what have you working at several different 
directions? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely, that's at 
the heart of how you assure that you meet your milestones and succeed, 
ultimately. The President's directive is in two phases, and the 
first phase is to ask the Secretary of Defense, working with others 
here in the Executive Branch, to define a plan. Now, that plan 
definition will, indeed, involve through contracts and consultant 
work the advice of outsiders. Now, that is laying out the spectrum 
together with the evaluation of their promise, risks, costs, so forth. 
At that point you reach a decision point. The President reviews that; 
then, with the advice of the Secretary as well as the other members 
of the NSC, make choices which are both resource allocation choices 
that are keyed to milestones over time. 


That, then, cranks in to the budget process, and you are 
in Phase II. 
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Now, Phase II is not simply a kind of an implementation, per se. It 
is continuing to evaluate the several things you have chosen, 
priorities, and it is subject to change.as certain things you hoped 
for don't prove and others come on strain. But that's -- 


Q How far away -- excuse me. 
Q In what sense -- 


Q Let me follow up. Please let me follow up. How 
far away is Phase II -- find us getting into a budget process, 
identifying an office, someone to run the program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They anticipate that 
Phase I would require through the balance of this fiscal year. 


Q I was going to ask: Where do you feel that you 
come into constraints in the ABM Treaty, which does have constraints 
on development -- not on research but on development -- in space, 
in mobile systems, things of that nature? It does specifically talk 
about that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you 
have to explore when you get there and address that when something 
concrete arises in terms of testing or development. 


Q But how far away do you feel you might be before 
you come up upon those constraints on development -- not on deployment 
but on development -- that are in the — 


Q What about the budget implications for the out 
years? 


Q Wait, let him answer the question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You said it's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You almost said 10 
years, didn't you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly it's a 
period of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- ballpark? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: == guess. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't tell 
specifically, but we can certainly say that it's of the order of 
five, ten years. And in that sense I think we can certainly say 
that we have ample time to consider steps to take at that time, 
ample time to discuss it with the Soviets. 


Q Sir, can I -- 
Q Hill testimony -- 


Q Could I just clarify one point here? If we're 
prioritizing, presumably we're doing more than we would have done 
otherwise. So that means we're going to spend more than we other- 
wise would have spent. But what is the actual extent of this 
additional commitment in dollar terms that you project over this 
year and next year and the next five years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- what the purpose 
of the Phase I effort is. You are -- 


Q You don't know at this point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Much like the President 
explained how the budget is made in his speech, you don't start with 
a figure and then fill it in from below. You look at what the 
concrete requirements are that are justified, and then you add it 
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up and see whether that can fit into the budget. 
Q - Well, everybody says this could be incredibly 


expensive, that it would just pale in terms of expenditures “beside the 


Manhattan Project -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whatever NASA does 
tends to be expensive. (Laughter.) 











oe ee EX i — 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me add something 
before -- I think it's -- we've got to understand that the program 
we have today is subcritical in the sense of meeting an objective 
on a given time scale. And what we're talking about is trying to 
drive the program to a critical level. And the reason that I — 
offered you the billion-dollar reference point before is to say 
this billion dollars is a subcritical program. And now we are 
taking the steps to find out exactly where the priorities are and 


what the optimum program should be. 


Q May I ask you a question that I hope has a short 
answer? What is the scientific basis for your conviction that 
you can erect a defense system that cannot be overwhelmed by an 
offense? First of all, you are suggesting something unique in 
history. o 


—~ . Cae 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, that 
somewhat overstates the precise objective that the President made. 
The President'spoint is not that he is confident today that we can 
erect an impenetrable barrier to ballistic missiles. His point is 
that we must try to rely less exclusively on offensive systems. 


That's it. The.-- ahead. 
 * 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secondly, a meaningful -- 


not necessarily watertight. -— defense is not unique in history, 
as you, of course, know of many historic examples of defense -- 
defensive systems working. And within the -— 


Q Did you ever hear of a war being won by defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The objective is not 
the war being won. The objective is to free, to some extent, our 
society of this threat; to reduce the threat, at least; to reduce 
the danger to the American people in the long term, for the next 
century. 


Q Hill testimony has always -—- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the allies, of 
course, too. 


Q Hill testimony has always /indicated that the 
Soviet Union is spending more on BMD and HEO projects than we are. 
Do = agree with that proposition? It's really a three-part 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q You do agree that they are spending more. 





ee 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You do also agree --I figure that such a system 
would have terrific balance of power impact. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICTAL: Well, the issue of 
assuring tds, 
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that the maintenance of stable deterrence is what must govern 
any implementation or adaptation of these technologies and ultimate 
systems into our defense. 


Now, that's another way of saying that if and when 
these technologies prove out, before deployment you have got to 
stop and look at the several policy approaches to going ahead or 
not going ahead -- arms control and so forth. 


Q If we agree that the military utility of such 
a system is terrific, then why don't we just re-bill the whole 
exercise as the militarization of space, keeping pace with what 
we agree is Soviet superiority in a field that's very important 
to us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, 
you couldn't make that value judgment that that is a possible 
accomplishment, that today you could simply say we will have this 
by 1990 and do it with any confidence that you could get there. 


Q What I'm saying, we're impelled, at least 
in part, by the fear that the Soviet Union will get there first -- 
let's draw our own conclusions after that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I offer you one 
perspective. I don't think the Soviet Union's program, a careful 
analysis of the Soviet Union's program, to the best of our 
abilities, would indicate that the Soviet Union is likely to get 
there in the near future either. What the President is really 
trying to do here is to lead us more toward a reliance upon 
defense. I think it is not impossible that the Soviet Union 
would also choose to pursue the same emphasis. But we are not 
looking for a magic bullet, a silver bullet. This will be 
avery tough job. I do not think the United States nor the 
Soviet Union is going to reach into a hat and pull out a 
destabilizing solution suddenly. 


We're talking about a long-term of technology 
development. I think it is very likely that both we and the 
Soviet Union, considering the state of technology transfers, 
if you wish, today, would develop whatever capability was deemed 
effective in the same general period of time. 


Q But our Air Force officials have said 
several times in interviews that the Soviets could have a 
working laser weapon, they deem it a crude one, but a working 
laser weapon of some kind, by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anti-satellite, 
very simple mission -- 


Q -- a weapon, introduction of the laser as 
a weapon by around 1990. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anti-satellite -- 
the President is not discussing anti-satellite technology. The 
anti-satellite mission is something we have -- both nations have 
known how to do for many, many years. 


Q Will this project have anything to do 
with defense against cruise missiles -- is that a big -- on this 
whole -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: oo in the speech 
the reference is to ballistic, strategic ballistic missiles. 
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Q If we're talking about shooting down missiles 
in the boost phase, as I presume we are, and this relates to 
a question asked by someone earlier, are we not talking about 
space-based weaponry and would this not be a breach of an 
international treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends what 
it is. The treaty against putting the weapons in orbit were -- 
weapons of mass destruction is a valid treaty to which we are party. 
Putting other systems, not weapons of mass destruction, would 
not be affected by that treaty. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The likelihood 
of it -- implying that there would be nuclear weapons in space 
is so low as to be negligible. I think large numbers of -- large 
fraction of members of the scientific community have been looking 
for some time in great detail at directed energy systems based 
on the ground using nothing in space more than a directable mirror, 


for example. 


The concept of putting nuclear weapons in space 
is only marginally consistent in any stretch of the imaginativa 
with what we are discussing here. 


MS. SMALL: We're going to have to wind this up. 
Are there any last thoughts that you want to leave with this 
group and then we're going to adjourn. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just come back 
to, again, the President's motive in this was basically a motive 
of offering hope. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- a note 
of history. Some of you will recall that we had discussions in the 
late ‘60's with the Soviets where they were quite upset that we 
seemed to put so much emphasis on stopping defensive systems in- 
stead of stopping offensive systems. So we should not foreclose the 
possiblity that within the next decades, through our arms control 
negotiations, we can develop a larger convergance and a strategic 
philosophy which would help force the Soviets and us to reduce the 
offensive systems and get the more stable arrangement. 


MS. SMALL: Anything else you want to say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make 
one comment. The question came up before about inflexible -- 
the inflexibility of defense. I think you do have to realize that 
that's part of the challenge. We are -- Maginot Line concept, 
if you wish, just demonstrates that defensive systems have 
traditionally been lethargic and offensive systems have 
traditionally been aggressive. 


Necessarily, we are forced to find a system that 
has expanded flexibility that could readily defeat an extrapolation 
of a generation or two or three or four in Soviet technology. 


It is a broad goal. It must be a flexibile 
defense. And I agree, that is one of the most difficult aspects 
of the system. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, one 
of the most important points that I think was made here and 
maybe we understated, my colleague just said it again, and that 
is that a terribly important part of the President's thinking 
is this -- is that if we do succeed, even partially, the value 
in an arms control context and in a rather novel arms control 
context are enormous -- that is for a more comprehensive approach 
affecting offensive and strategic systems. * 


Thank you. 


END 10:47 A.M. EST 
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' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I could answer 
any question, I'd be happy to do so. 


Q What does the directive say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The directive is 
not yet final and until the President signs it, of course, we 
won't know specifically and so I think I'll just have to leave it 
at that for the moment. 


Q In general. 


° SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In general terms, 
it will direct what he said he was directing in the speech last 
night. 


Q Direct who? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be directing 
the Executive Branch of the government to take those actions 
that are necessary. 


Q I'm glad this is all on background. (Laughter). 


Q What can we expect to happen here when there's 
apparently no money allocated beyond what's already in the budget 
for research and development? How is what he's asking for different 
than what's going on anyway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're going to 
define a very specific plan and that will include the technical 
and schedule factors and related to that the cost factors. We 
don't know -- have the precise work-out on that yet; but chances 
are it will first show up in the budget in a realistic way in the 
FY '85 budget. 


Q How much would you be asking for? Any idea? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not yet. 


Q But I mean, if there's a billion there now, would 
that be doubled, tripled? I mean, give us some ballpark -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The real answer is, 
we don't know the real ballpark. I can scope it broadly. I don't 
mean to -- it'll sound perhaps trivial and if you excuse me; but 
it will certainly be a measurable increase over what we spend today 
on these matters. My guess is that in terms of the defense budget 
overall, however, it will not make a substantial change in that 
budget. But I must say that we really don't know with precision 
yet. We hope to know soon. 


, Q All that money would be for what could be called 
pure research," “applied research," what -- 


MORE 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Research and development. 


Q Can I ask why did the President decide to do 
this now? Why not last week, last month, next year? What's so 
important about doing it today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't speak precisely 
for the President. Let me give my impressions. Of course, one 
thing is clear. The President is genuinely -- seriously interested 
in reducing the risk of nuclear war. It's a matter that's been on 
his mind since he's been in the administration. He's pushing arms 
control. And I'm sure you're well aware of the arms control pro- 
posals we have. 


He has been receiving advice from his various National 
Security Advisors, including the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who have 
indicated to him that the -- we have to start looking to the future, 
the longer-term future to somehow or other get out of this mold where 
our populations are hostage to nuclear terror, the nuclear environ- 


ment -- 


Q When did those advisors make that point? Last 
week? Last -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have 
been advisors who, in one way or another, have been -- or individuals 
who have been making points for a period of time. But I would say 
that it's -- it came to a head in February. 


Q In what way? I mean, why? Was there a meeting? 
Was there -- What came to a head? Was there a report? Was there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were various 
meetings, including a meeting with the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


Q As a result of the MX -- 

Q With new data? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q As a reuslt of the MX Commission -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not related to the 
MX Commission at all. 


Q Well, we were told last night hy Mr. McFarlane 
that there was a relationship to failure to find some kind of a 
basing mode. 
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Q -- the Joint Chiefs, he said -- 


Q The Joint Chiefs came in and said, "We've got 
to take a look at these -- the technological systems now that. 
we've had this problem -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but we must under- 
stand that what we're talking about in terms of the technological 
systems, we're really talking about the longer-term future, a 
couple of decades, turn of the century and the MX is in a near- 
term environment framework relative to that. 


Q But trying to set the context, to follow up 
on David's question -- 


Q From your point of view, are we talking about 
laser beams here or are these satellites? What are the systems? 


Q We just want to clarify what Mr. McFarlane 
said last night about whatever relationship this may have to the 
scientific problems related to MX basing. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I personally don't 
see 
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any relationship between what we are going to attempt to do here 
and the MX Commission. 


Q No. I mean, the decision to initiate this 
now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I, personally, do 
not see any relationship. We are looking to the long-term 
future, trying.to make some major change, get away from over- 
reliance on offensive weapons with the terrors associated with 
it, and try to have defensive systems which reduce the risk of 
war. 


Q As I understand it, the ABM Treaty not only 
bars deployment of defensive systems, but also some types of 
development of those systems -- “development" being a really 
vague word used to even include testing and that sort of 
thing, which I think does come under the prohibition of the 
ABM Treaty. 


What steps are you going to take to assure the 
Soviets, as we were told last night, that whatever this administration 
does will not, in fact, abrogate the ABM Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our program will, 
as the President has stated, be consistent with the obligations 
of the ABM Treaty. That is a Presidential statement. And, in 
addition, of course we are in consultations with our allies 
and, obviously, with the Congress. And, obviously, we will be 
with the Soviets. 


So whatever we do in this R&D effort will be 
consistent with the terms of the AMB Treaty. If these technologies 
downstream -- again, I have to emphasize this is longer-term, 
not near-term -- if these technologies look like they could 
bear fruit in terms of providing effective defense, then what 
we would hope is that there would be incentive for us and the 
Soviets to sit down and talk about a very broad arms control 
regime. 


Q If I could follow that up? Could you be a little 
more specific and, also, address the question of whether of not 
you are, in fact, bumping up against some the limits imposed 
by the ABM Treaty in proceeding with development which might 
entail testing and that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, this will 
all be defined in the program plan. Again, I will emphasize 
that the President has stated what we do will be consistent 
with the ABM Treaty. 


Q Sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am? 


Q In light of the importance of this and in 
light of the problem that the press seem to have this morning 
actually understanding the significance and explaining it to 
the population, is the President going to do anything to 
lead the nation to understand a little bit more fully what the 
importance of all of this is? I mean, the sort of thing that 
JFK did on the space program and so forth. Is he planning to 
go to the nation again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The 
question had to do with is the President going to do more help 
clarify -- or are we going to do more. 
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Uf course, I think the President's speech was 
extremely important. He kicked it off personally with his own, 
personal speech. So it is straight from the President. And we 


will, of course, as time and events unfold, continue to tell you 
what we are going to do. 


Q Was there any thought given to the coupling 
of his speech in terms of concentrating only on the Soviet 
threat, and having 4 separate speech on this new proposal? 

Some of the Congressional hawks this morning on the Hill are 
quite disappointed. They feel that the new proposal really 
overshadowed what they wanted the President to do, which was to 
graphically demonstrate the scope of the Soviet threat. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot answer 
that with confidence, because it was the President's decision 
on the speech. But from my working standpoint, that aspect 
was always planned to be incorporated in the speech. For the 
time, the President has made his decision on that particular 


aspect. 


Q Defense Department officials have 
said, over the past couple of years, that these weapons are 
"turn-of-the-century" ideas -- around the Year 2000. And they 
envision massive expenditures to develop them. Now, you are 
talking about something that you say will not be a significant 
part of the Defense budget. That seems awfully inconsistent. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am talking -- 
in terms of the near-term, our R&D program which the President 
has directed -- I am not saying it is insignificant. I do not 
want to mislead you in that respect. I was just simply trying 
to scope it, because I do not have the numbers. It would 
certainly be substantial relative to the effort we have now. 
And how much of a change or perturbation in the Defense budget, 
I do not know. 


Now, so we are really talking in terms of the 
near-term budgets. 


Q Is this in fact a turn-of-the-century -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Definitely. 
We are talking about decades, not months or weeks. 


Yes, sir? 


As you know, one of your colleagues -- 
your former colleagues, for more than five years, has been 
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screaming for the government to put up the kind of money he says 
the Soviets have put up in particle beam weapons research. 
Assuming you're talking about particle beam weapons and/or lasers, 
is there any reason to believe that any of that technology would 
be any use against cruise missiles or subrocks fired from 
submarines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to answer 
that simply by saying our program as identified by the President is 
focused on ballistic missiles, which are the most destabilizing 
in hair-trigger type forces. 


Q In other words, no protection against cruise 
missiles, subrocks, SS-20's programs that fire -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a slightly 
different question. If I interpreted your first question correctly, 
is that technology applicable to those systems -- in defeating 
those systems, or are we focusing on developing means to defeat 
the systems? So -- but the answer is we are focusing on ballistic 
missile defense. 


Q Which means that this, at least in the way you're 
currently thinking it through, is no defense against cruise missiles, 
SS-20's fired to be not so orbital but lower to the ground, and 
subrocks and other weapons like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, we're looking 
at ballistic missiles. 


Q How much is this thing going to cost by the 
time it is all over with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't know. 


Q What are the Soviets spending now? How far ahead 
are they if they are already into this kind of research? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the 
answer to how much they're spending. We do know they've had a 
massive investment program and research and development program 
on strategic defense for many, many years. 


Q Are they doing the same kind of thing -- are they 
in danger of bumping up against the limits of the ABM Treaty? 


Q You're a fine one to talk. (Laughter.) 
Q What was the question? 
Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question had to 
do with -- are the dangers -- are the Soviets in danger of bumping 
up against the limits of the ABM Treaty? I can interpret it that 
many ways. (Laughter.) 


Do you see how hard it is to work around here? 
(Laughter . ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think, if 
you'll permit me, I'll just finesse it by not saying anything on 
that. 


Q No, no. You addressed the question that the 
U.S. has no intention of violating an ABM Treaty. The President 
made that point last night. And we were told last night that 
the Soviets are already into some kind of this research and your 
colleague said that he would try to get a figure on the Soviet -- 
are they doing something now -- are they doing now what President 
Reagan wants the U.S. to start doing? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have a large 
across-the-board technology effort on strategic defense. 


Q In 1981 General Daniel Graham said that this 
High Frontier's program could be done in five to six years 
instead of 15 years if we could eliminate the red tape. What 
do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't agree with 
that. It would take much longer. And it's not red tape; it's 
a matter of technology and systems design and development and 
so forth. 


Q What do you say to those -- some people, including 
Sam Nunn and others, who are pretty expert on the defense issues, 
who believe that this is destabilizing, that, in fact, we will 
go through a period where both sides have offensive and defensive 
weapons and that it, in fact, encourages first-strike capability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't agree with 
it. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we're 
looking at a phased approach, again assuming the technologies come 
to that kind of fruition. We're looking at a phased approach where- 
in we can start increasing emphasis on defense and decreasing 
reliance on strategic offensive missiles or any kinds of offensive -- 
strategic offensive nuclear missiles. And that certainly -- by 
decreasing the reliance on the strategic offensive missiles certainly 
moves away from a first strike; in other words, it's in that 
direction, and -- 


Q Which -- 
Q More. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More. 


Q I was going to ask -- no, what I wanted to ask 
is, can you conceive of either super power ever relying completely 
on a defensive system, an untested defensive system, and giving up 
all offensive weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- if you'll 
permit me, in a sense that's a hypothetical question and I would -- 
having been in the R&D business, I would prefer not to try to 
answer. All I know is there are a lot of knowns and there are a 
lot of unknowns, and only time will tell how this turns out. 


Q Could you tell us what the differences between 
defensive and offensive weapons are in this case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. An offensive 
weapon, which is a retalitatory weapon, would be such as our 
intercontinental ballistic missiles or submarine-launched missiles. 
The idea behind deterrence is that we could have force sufficient 
to survive a Soviet first strike and retaliate against the Soviets 
and thus, if we had that kind of a force, we hope to deter the 


MORE #649-3/24 














‘ . ran «eS —~ 


Soviets from striking in the first place. The cost then would be 
higher than the gains. 


Q Would you say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The defensive system 
is one that could destroy an incoming missile. 


Q Would you say that it would be correct to assume 
that the Defense Department and you have no idea at the moment what 
exact form these weapons will take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not crazy about 
the absolute no idea, but let's say that it is truly premature 
to start talking about system and force configurations, just far 
too early. 


Q But what system -- 


Q -- weapons, that they were talking about last 
night, which your colleague was talking about, laser beams, et 
cetera. What's the difference between an offensive laser beam 
in space and a defensive laser beam in space? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in terms of 
a defensive sytem, we would be talking about a system that could 
intercept and destroy a missile which was targeted against us or 
our allies, as it was implying. 


Q Could it also not be used as an offensive 
weapon to destroy anything on the ground? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It seems highly 
unlikely to me. In other words, a missile flying exo-atmospheric 
is, relatively speaking, compared to, say, a bunker on the ground, 
is a vulnerable target, a soft target. 


Q Could it not also be used offensively to shoot 
down satellites? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of could, 
the answer is yes -- could. In other words, there's a physical 
possibility; but not as an attack against armed targets. 


MR. SPEAKES: He's going to be here a while. Let's 
go one at a time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have the 
atmosphere and you have hardening and so forth, so on. 


MR. SPEAKES: Go Timberg and then Weisman. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q Elaborating on my colleague's question, when 
he talked about cruise missiles and you said you're not focusing 
on that, does that mean that even if this plan comes to fruition 
that cruise missiles can still make their way to the United States 
below this curtain? And what are we doing about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the present time, 
our defense against any kind of attacking vehicle is at best 
minimal. We have very, very little defense against weapons of 
any kind that would be earmarked to attack the United States. 


Q Okay. But if you can shoot down the ballistic 
missiles when they still have the cruise missiles, then what have 
you accomplished? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, we would 
be looking eventually to an entire arms control regime, but again 
the initial focus must be, and is, on those systems which pose the 
greatest danger of mankind in ters of triggering nuclear wars. 

And that's where our challenge is at the moment and that's where 
we're focusing. 


Q Just following -- 


-- President Reagan asked for a postponement the 
week before last of the Senate Budget Committee's consideration of 
the budget. He said that -- in his letter to Senator Baker, that 
the reason -- or a main reason for that was because of some 
decisions that he had to make and, perhaps, announce on defense 
issues that would affect the budget. I assume this was one of them. 
The question is: Is this the only one, or do you have some more 
that he will be announcing that will affect the budget -- the 
defense budget for the next year or the next couple of years? Is 
this what he was talking about in that letter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of defense, 
my -- I know of nothing else specifically in terms of defense. 


Q So the natural follow-up to that is: If the 
impact on the budget so minimal, as you say, what was the 
rationale for saying that was the reason to hold up the whole 
consideration of the nse budget? 








SENIOR ADMIN. TION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not ready 
to acknowledge that the’ t on the budget is minimal. 

Q I thought that's what you already had acknowledged. 

Q You said for ‘84. 

Q He said at fiscal ‘85 -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, excuse me. I'm 
sorry. I misinterpreted your question. I thought you meant in 
terms of Congressional deliberations. 

Q Yes, well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the '84 budget. My 
apologies -- 


Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q No, you said in the ‘85 budget. 
Q You said -- 


Q You said there was a measurable increase over the 
one billion probably but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. No, maybe I 
misunderstood. What I'm -- 


Q -- in terms of the whole budget, it would be minimal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought the gentleman 
was asking in terms -- so I may have misinterpreted the question. I 
thought what -- my answers to your earlier questions stand. I 
thought what you were asking was, was this intended to sort of have 
an impact on the Congress in terms of how they deal with the FY '84 
budget. 
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Q Yes, I may not have been clear. What I'm asking 
is: The President made a big deal of asking the Senate to postpone 
its consideration of the budget because he had some decisions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The FY '84 budget. 


Q The FY '84 budget. Now here we have the decision, 
but you're telling us it has no real impact on the '84 budget. 
So why did he want -- why did he say that he wanted a postponement 
in order to make this decision or announcement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
there's a technical connection in the sense of -- this decision 
obviously does not relate to the ‘84 budget figures. But I think 
the President's message last night was 
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the imperative of strengthening ovr defenses and, also -- with 
respect to this specific initiative -- to give some vision, to 
break through the morass of the kind of situation we all have to 
live under today, to show some vision of hope for the future, 
some way we can again reduce the risk of nuclear war in addition 
to arms control. We are still pursuing arms control. 


Q Following on the earlier question that this 
system is being focused at ballistic missiles and leaves us 
still vulnerable to cruise missiles even after you complete it, 
won't that just have the effect of shifting the offensive arms 
race rather than eliminating it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, one has to 
recognize that the ballistic missiles are truly the most 
threatening, because they are very fast-flying systems. I think -- 
20 minutes, so forth, so on. 


Whereas, aerodynamic systems are measured in hours, 
many hours. And there is a big differences in terms. However, 
there will be, undoubtedly, a broad scheme that takes this into 
account. And it will include, hopefully, an arms control 
regime that brings it all down. 


Q You said that you disagreed with part of 
a colleagues analysis through the High Frontier Program. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The time 
frame. 


Q Yes, sir. 


Now, what is your overall evaluation of that. 
Are you opposed to most of it, or a part of it, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My personal view 
is that many of his points are good. But some of his points, 
I did not agree with. And certain things, I thought could stand 
improvement. Nevertheless, it is -- 


Q Overall, you say it is a good idea. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


I am saying what I am saying: some good, some 
areas of improvement. And I want to emphasize, again, that the 
President's program is not pinpointed to any particular system. 
It is across-the-board and would look for the optimum approach 
to this. 


Q You said a moment ago, "Our defense against 
any kind of attacking vehicle is, at best, minimal." The kind 
of vehicle you were speaking about specifically is cruise 
missiles and/or -- what else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Aeroplanes and 
missiles. Ballistic missiles, aircraft, and cruise missiles. 


Q We only have a minimal defense against 
incoming aircraft now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
Q Being used -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that is -- 
I am talking about actually knocking down attacking aircraft. 
All the -- are gone. Our air defense force is very, very small. 
We are trying to improve our air defense force, the President is. 
But we do not have a major air defense force. 
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Q I, also, want to pursue one clarification on the 
High Frontier point. And then, I had another question, too. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


Q The most recent proposals that High Frontier 
has put out that I have seen really have nothing to do with 
laser, particle beams -- weapons and so forth. It really is 
just off-the-shelf technologies. So it really does not have 
any relationship to what the President proposed as far as I 
can see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I will 
repeat, as far as our analysis is concerned, the kinds of technologies 
that have to be brought to bear is measured in years, many 
years, not months and weeks. 


Q That being the case, the other question that 
I had is, the same technologies that we would have to invest 
in, in terms of research to achieve this kind of defensive 
capability, are the same technologies we ought to be investing 
in to achieve things like fusion power, is that not the case? 
Is that being taken into account here, that this is going to 
actually have an effect on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There can be some 
relationship within the scientific community. But, again, this 
program is focused on defense against ballistic missiles. 


Q Just to clarify, if we came up with a system 
that was effective against ballistic missiles, is there any 
reason why it could not be used against the cruise missile? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know you will 
not like the answer. But the real answer is: it all depends. 
That is the real answer. 


Q On what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the real 
answer. 


Q On what does it depend? 
Q Whether it works or not. 
Q On what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whether it works -- 
(laughter) -- what it works against. 


No. This is really what it is. Whether it works; 
what it works against. For example, just to give you a 
notional idea, is it exo-atmospheric or indo-atmospheric? In other 
words, if it is a system that can operate effectively only against 
matters which are in space where there is no atmosphere, that is 
One matter. If it is a system that can operate against systems 
both in space or within the atmosphere, that is a different 
matter. And that is the real world. That is not cop-out. 


Q What has happened in the last year or two 
that would call for a reversal of the policy of the last several 
Presidents of depending on mutual deterrence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 1980 
Elections. 


THE PRESS: Oh. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They elected a man 
with some leadership and vision. 
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Q Sir, when does the ABM Treaty expire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We just completed 
an ABM Treaty review. We review it every five years, I believe 
it is. And I think it is an indefinite treaty. I believe there 
is a review every five years. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:10 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Karna. 
Thank you for joining us today. I'll open and then we have two 
technicians here -- my colleague, who's been closely involved in 
the address and initiative announced last night. 


But let me say, as Karna just suggested -- little 
of the background, the President's thinking, concern -- I think 
really last night's address, which I'm sure you're acquainted 
with, was prompted by two concerns on the part of the President. 
One, he's felt for some time that the major and extent of the 
Soviet threat has simply not gotten through to the American people 
and, I think, obviously, not gotten through to some members of 
the Congress, that there's been too much of overreaction and almost -- 
some call it knee-jerk reaction -- to the arithmetic involved in 
the defense budget, that it's hard to justify any set of figures 
until the threat, and, therefore, the need, is explained. 


And, as you've heard. the President, and before that, 
Governor Reagan state, "Give the American people the facts 
and they're going to do the correct thing." And that was his idea 
last night for the first, shall we say, two-thirds of the address. Not 
much time in which to do that. But there are many facts and figures 
we would like to have put in, drawn in part from Cap's recent 
volume -- I hope you've seen -- The Soviet Threat. 





And he, I might add, was editing, particularly that 
part of the draft, up to an hour before delivery. Apparently there 
were advance copies in places because I understand some reporters 
relied on other drafts, on material that simply was not in the final. 
But the last third was prompted again by the President's concern, 
going back months, if not years, to the interminable build up of 
offensive nuclear arms, without much apparent hope of ending or 
diverting that particular race. 


Some weeks ago at a routine meeting here in the 
White House with the Joint Chiefs of Staff, in the give-and-take 
that these meetings have taken on, very productive meetings. 
And Chiefs come in and in their independent duty of direct counsel 
as military advisers to the President, the thought of, and not necessari-_ 
a new one, spread -- My colleague will explain. But going back, some 
arenas here, ten years, the thought of going from the spear to the 
shield idea was brought up, surfaced by the Chiefs jointly in unity. 
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The President's interest rose immedistely. He asked for further | 
information and, in the intervenin. .2«ks, on a rather close-holed 
basis,this theory was further deve is.<™ Obviously close-holed 
because none of you wrote about it. ‘. e= Sometimes our system 
does work. (Laughter.) And, in fu... knowledge of some of the 
shortcomings or what would certainly be reported as shortcomings, 
he asked that we go forward in preparation of last night's 
announcement. The shortcomings, of course, being does this 
violate existing treaties, particularly in the ABM area; would 
this not call forth the allegation that we are abandoning our 
Allies. toward creating a fortress America; other things that 

I think we've all heard in the hours since his announcement last 
night. 


But even in the recognition of those allegations, 
he wanted to go forward in the hope that we can truly show an end 
to the offensive ballistic race. 


With that introduction, I'd like to turn it back to 
you for questions you may have for either Jay or Fred. 





Q Well, I have kind of a far out question, put, 
in terms of ending the race and not being destabilizing and dealing 
with all those arguments that you have heard already, I'm sure, 
in previous briefings and you heard last night, let's assume you 
have some big breakthrough, some kind of timetable of your own 
choosing, would you be willing to share that technology with the 
rest of the world, including the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We certainly want to 
include the Allies, as the President made clear in his speech, in 
these developments and work with them to maintain the reality of 
our commitment, of our nuclear umbrella. And, if there is going to 
be the possibility for a change to a more stable relationship where 
the offensive missile arsenals are less prominent because of 
defenses, we would want the Allies included. 


Would we want to share it with the Russians? We'd 
have to see the reasons why. Under extraordinary circumstances of 
a great deal of progress in opening up and reduction in secrecy 
and verification, at the kind of an end phase of a major arms 
control development in the next century, it's possible. For the 
more near term foreseeable future, we are in a competitive 
relationship and the Soviets are doing well enough getting their 
hands on our technology and scientific developments without us 
voluntarily sharing it. 


— Q Well, I meant in the sense that, you know, 
the idea being that, if you achieve the breakthrough and have the 
capability that you want to have, then the argument goes it's 
not stabilizing, it's destabilizing because you can destroy all 
their incoming missiles which, theoretically, would leave them 
open to a strike which they could not counter. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, the 
Soviets have, if you're talking about ballistic missiles, the 
Soviets have other deterrent forces, aerodynamic aircraft or 
they're building cruise missiles. 


Second, we could, if there was such a technological 
breakthrough that you postulated, we would probably want to pause. 
Congress would be involved, and the deployment, the full deployment 
might take a long time. And, meanwhile, we might develop, would 
hovefully develop jointly with the Soviets a schedule for progress 
in reducing the offensive missile forces, so that neither ours nor 
theirs are threatening to the other side. 


Q Do you know for a fact:who leads in this outer 
space competition in laser beams, et cetera? And, if not, could 
you give us a judgment on who may lead? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: There are some 
areas where one side leads, and some where the other. Maybe -- 
Do you want to address this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's fair 
to say that the Soviet effort is somewhat larger than our own. 
There are some areas where they are ahead, and some where we are 
ahead. But their effort is definitely somewhat larger. I think 
the point to emphasize, though, is the fact that neither one of us 
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are anywhere near achieving the objectives that the President has 
stated in his talk last night. 


Q Why is the Soviet effort larger? Why has it been? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's larger invest- 
ments. You might ask why is their investment in strategic forces 
three times as large as ours? Why is their investment in conventional 
forces 70 percent larger than ours? These are the points the 
President made in his overall] speech yesterday. 


Q Then you've been denied -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You remember the table 
he had on how many tanks they build, how many we build. You can ask 
a question why -- 


Q I just meant it as outer space. 


Have you been denied requests for outer space 
research? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have to allocate 
our resources overall, and we have a ceiling on the defense budget, 
so it's a question of priorities. We cannot argue that we made a 
top priority of additional money for outer space because we had 
other priorities. You saw the tables on tanks, missiles and so on 
that the President showed last night. 


Precisely what the President's instruction to us now 
does is encourage or guide us to establish a higher priority for 
efforts in this area. 


Q The question I would have is: If you're not 
allowing any more new money for this specific project, in either 
this budget or next year's budget, and you do have money in the 
budget this year -- a billion dollars overall -- to study this 
technology, what difference is there now than there was before the 
President made his speech? 


C 

SENION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take several 
things. One of the reasons why we have been emphasizing so much 
the nature -- the requirement to define an R&D program is -- 
basically is that the nation's effort right now is what I would 
call a subcritical effort. We are pursuing some promising technologies 
that would ultimately be required to meet this goal. But we do not 
have a national program to meet this goal. We feel that it is 
necessary to draw upon broad expertise, inside and outside the 
government, to try to lay out a plan, a program that will get 
there as rapidly as possible. 


And, first of all, first in our minds is to get 
this prior to development of the fiscal '85 budget because that's 
crisp implementation. How we get between here and the beginning of 
the fiscal '85 budget will depend very heavily upon what that plan 
looks like. There are resources already within the Department of 
Defense in generic research that underlies this, and we have 
flexibility between now and the beginning of ‘85. 


Q If the critical thing for you at this point is 
to get this defense budget through Congress, and there's some doubt 
in both Houses whether you can get it through, why have this big 
initiative occupying everyone's attention over what is acknowledged 
to be a future project? What was the tactic? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some felt that 
«*.t we call the last one third of last night's address micht detract. 
' = President answered that thought or contention with the answer 
chat he felt that the two approaches, somewhat independent for the 
moment; additionally, that just as the new approach offered the idea 
of hope to him, it would, likewise, do so to the American people; 
and, shall we say, end up actually complimenting the argument 
for his proposed budget; and that we were lookinoe for new alternatives 
to old theories, as they say, the spear and shield idea and -- but, 
while early on we felt that, as I say, the one would detract from 
the other, on balance, he felt it wouldn't, and I don't think it will. 


Q Could I ask you to develop a little bit more the 
senesis of the idea in the President's address and specifically what 
it has in common with the High Frontier proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What it has in common 
with the High Frontier proposal, the High Frontier proposal, which 
is, as I understand it -- and my colleague may wish to speak to 
this -- a project somewhat outside of the Pentagon, would be only 
one aspect of the totality. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL. Yes, I would say that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a very narrow 
approach. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- neither the High 
Frontier nor any other particular specific proposal in any way 
influenced the President's objectives. I think 
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the President's objectives were really establishing the long-term 
goal of reducing our reliance upon assured destruction. 


Now, to be specific, the High Frontier Report refers 
to a system of approximately 400 satellites that would use, 
essentially, infrared-seeking missiles to hit incoming ICBMs. 

It is an approach to the problem. 


The President has not been led to this statement and 
initiative last night by any particular technological approach. 
The thing that is common is that the very spirit that led 
people to initiate the High Frontier Report -- the desire 
eventually or hold out as a goal the eventual withdrawal from 
mutual assured destruction -- was the same goal. 


Q Has the President spoken to General Graham 
about this as part of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has the President 
spoken to General Graham specifically? 


No. Other people here have, including myself, very 
much. And others have talked to General Graham specifically. 


Q So he has heen involved in the development of 
this idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not say that 
at all. You might say that General Graham, a year ago or so, 
came and discussed with me in detail the elements of the 
proposal. There are literally dozens, if not hundreds, of 
different schemes that people have developed using lasers, 
projectiles, microwaves, particle beams. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might put it 
more generally that there were a number of ideas that, in a sense, 
were lying fallow rather than being tested out, prioritized. 
And that is precisely what we now have to do -=- to start 
prioritizing, which one of these particular things to pursue 
in Defense and the Department of Energy. 


They were lying fallow because of doctrinal 
blinders that prevented particularly the government and to some 
extent the scientists from pursuing this further -- the belief that 
it was bad to examine the defense against ballistic missiles. 


And what the President has opened up here is a 
vision that this could lead to a better world. 


Q I wanted to ask if there is any particular 
technological development. We heard a couple of weeks ago 
about the Soviet capability to destroy an American satellite 
from the ground, maybe with a charged particle beam -- whether 
it is charged particle, or laser, or anti-satellite technology, 
anything that has, sort of, been something of a breakthrough 
which would indicate that this idea had a little more 
plausibility than it had, I guess, in the first two years of 
the Reagan administration. 


Q An hour before the President went on last 
night, an unnamed Member of the Congress phoned the White House 
stating that he had understood that that had, in fact, occurred, 
and that was what prompted the address last night. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is a 
categorical no. I do not think any major breakthrough has 
occurred in the United States or, to the best of our kncwledge, 
in the Soviet Union that particularly prompts this thrust. 


But what has happened, and in the last two 
years, but I would particularly focus attention on the last five 
years, is what has happened in the whole family of the critical 
technologies -- and let me just list a few. In data processing, 
micro-electronics, micro-processors, computers, in aiming and 
tracking systems, in large optics -- large-scale segmented 
optics, in ovr knowledge of visible-wavelength lasers -- 
across this and many more areas of technology, the speed of 
evolution has been enormous in the last five years, enormous 
even looking back on the last 30 years of technological 
evolution. 


And I think the time has come when it most certainly 
looks reasonable to begin a project whose difficulty is perhaps 
equivalent to the development of controlled fusion. 
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Q Whom are we going to protect this country against 
with this effort? In other words, we heard about intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. But are you, also, talking about 
intercontinental bombers? Are you talking about submarines off 
the coast? Are you talking about cruise missiles aboard Russian 
trawlers? What would this program protect this country against? 
And would there be perfect protection against a nuclear attack? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The program we are 
proposing to pursve here is an anti-ballistic missile system. 
No question. I think, as this first bold step, we should 
distinguish that very much from the President's general 
guidance which is to reduce -- our objective goal, hope is to 
. reduce our reliance upon the threat of assured destruction. - 


But the most serious threat today and the most 
destabilizing threat unquestionably is the ballistic missile. 
And that is what we are very much trying to address. 





Q Land or sea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Land or sea. 
Right. And INF as well as ICBMs. 


Ana you asked specifically whether it will have 
linkage, essentially. Our objective, of course, is to design 
and develop as flexible 
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every conceivable advance we can imagine in ICBM development, in 
penetration aids, decoys, reduced observability, everything else. 
Our objective is to design an area defense system that is highly 


flexible. 


Q You made a reference to one aspect of the 
Frontier, High Frontier proposal, although not all of it. The 
first phase of it, the more immediate proposal they make is to 
deploy some 400 satellites, each with a certain number of rockets. 
But that is only what they call their early stage. They go on 
then to explore lasers, x-rays, particle, and so on. What do you 
consider to be some of the more promising routes to take in 
developing this system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer most 
simplistically, I would say certainly I think the very rapid 
advances that have occurred in shortwave length lasers are very 


interesting. But do not deemphasize the very importance of what 
I was trying to answer in Pat Buchanan's question, the importance 
of aiming and tracking systems, the importance of improving our 
infrared detection schemes to distinguish between decoys and real 
vehicles, for example. These and data processing, these are 
really underlying critical technologies. 


Q I'm still looking for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're looking for 
me to draw a picture of what it's going to look like. 


Q Well, about the picture, I don't expect a picture 
at this stage. What I'm looking for is to bring this a little bit 
from the vagueness of something out there in space and all to 
something that a scientist would talk about is where we see our 
brightest future is in lasers, or we see our brightest future 
in terms of particle physics or we see -- I mean, what are the 
promising -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I try to answer 
by offering an analoay? 


Q Sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In 1951 the nation 
decided to embark upon a program to develop controlled fusion so 
we would have cheap, secure, reliable electricity for eons to come 
from seawater. We had no idea how we were going to obtain that 
objective. We beoan by studying all different types of plasma 
devices. We supported plasma physics throughout America's universities 
and several laboratories. And we are doing it in the year 1983, 
32 years later. I think the difference between that and this is 
the sense that here there is a far greater urgency. And I wish -- 
I think we intend to try to design the optimum R&D program and 
comoress it so that it will be available in the -- 


Q -- the Manhattan Project -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without launching 
a crash program, now. This is not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The same answer to 
that question of the Manhattan Project, in one sense, that it 
is a program such as that but we do not have the kind of urgency 
we had at a time when we feared that the Germans would get a 
nuclear weapon before we did. 


Q Can I ask -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no flavor 
or intention of a crash program. Fiscal '83 is not going to change 


the funding. Fiscal '84, we'll look at that. Fiscal ‘85, well, 
surely it will -- some of it should begin to show. 
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But the time horizon is, as the President said, toward the end of 
this century. 


Q Well, is it -- you're not going to increase the 
"84 budcet because you don't know where to put the money or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We micht -- we're 
not yet decide -- it's not clear yet. 


Q And, secondly, is there a Defense Department 
program now that's desicgned to study all these new technologies 
and determine whether it is even feasible to proceed with them 
into 1988, with a 1988 cutoff? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an active, 
imaginative, and aggressive program in the Department of Defense 
to pursue certain technologies. There is not a broad-based 
procram to address this objective by exploring all -- either all 
alternatives nor all the generic research that would be required 
to achieve his goal. Yes, we are studying certain types of 
lasers. We are studying certain types of directed energy concepts. 
Put it is -- that's what I meant -~-— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pieces. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- before when I 
referred to -- as being subcritical. It is pieces, as my 
colleacue just said. Yes, but it is not a program, and that's 
the best analogy, was the Manhattan Project. During the Manhattan 
Project, people went out and measured nuclear cross-sections at 
the same time they were trying to learn how to separate uranium 
235. It was a very broad orogram. It spread across the country, 
actually. 


Q How do you proceed from here to design this 
thine? What does this speech set in motion exactly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A directive which we 
are producing now on an interagency basis, following the President's 
mandate of last nicht -- has been working on it, again, 
in pieces, for the past couple of weeks, put tomorrow if he is 
satisfied with the proposed decision directive, standard NSC 
directive, he'll sion it and it'll vass the -- several issues 
you've suggested here this past hour. 


Q He'll sign this directive tomorrow? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: Yes. In all prob- 
ability. That's the schedule. 


Q -- is that one of the NS DD's -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: GD's, right. 


Q A numbered one? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Number 80 whatever. 


Q Well, can you, just for the -- Does it matter? 
Can you tell us a number? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I may be able to 
tomorrow. And it may be a non-classified document. That's my 
hope. Working group on that right now. 


Q Has Edward Teller played much of a role in this? 
Yas he had much input? He's been, certainly, speaking publicly 
in favor of such an approach. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will say personally 
I have spent an enormous amount of time with Edward Teller on this, 
as he is a member of our White House Science Council. But let me 
emphasize, there was no particular technical concept that influenced 
the President in any way. The President -- if this is a proper thing 
to say -- was not bureaucratic in his approach to this. The Presi- 
dent has a goal and the President drew upon all of his advisors in 
how best to assess and implement this. But the President was not 
in any way influenced by bomb-pumped X-ray lasers nor satellites 
carrying sidewinders nor anything else. The President has a global 
objective and is trying to provide strategic vision. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has conferred with 
Dr. Teller. Dr. Teller was here two months ago. In fact, he was 
here last night. 


Q Teller was saying, you know, that, in fact, 
there were some advances in the last year or two. He couldn't 
discuss them because they were classified, that there are some 
novel schemes being worked up at government laboratories. And 
I was just wondering if you could give us any sense of just -- of 
what those refer to. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They refer to the 
general concept of using the very high energy density of a nuclear 
weapon to result in directed energy, to be very general about it. 
And that has been in the press in the past. 





On the other hand, I must emphasize there has been 
no particular technical breakthrough that drove the President 
to this particular initiative. 


Q If you look just for a second on the other side 
of the mirror, from the Soviet Union's perspective, if the Soviet 
Union were making a public announcement that they were looking at 
and forming a program, R&D program, to develop an anti-missile 
system, would we not think that the Soviet Union was escalating 
the arms race? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends how it 
is couched. Here it is very clearly couched with the objective 
of de-escalating the arms race of the competition -- it's not really 
a two-sided race -- and getting away from the Soviet racing 
in an offensive missilery. And we will then cut back our 
offensive missilery or stop adding new ones as we can have the 
defense-dominant situation. 
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Also, recall that the Soviet Union in the late '60's 
very much favored letting defensive systems go ahead and rather 
curbing offensive systems. At that time, we talked them out of 
it because we thought that was wrong. 


Q In the real world, though, if the Soviet Union 
today made an announcement that it was stepping up its defensive 
systems, would we not have some serious doubt about their want and 
need for a -- arms reduction? Would we think that it was -- wouldn't 
we take that to mean that we'd be escalating the arms race? I 
mean, don't you think they're going to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they would -- 
you know, we would see it in a larger mosaic where we see that they 
are building so much more. They're spending three times as much as 
we do in investing in strategic nuclear forces now. They are in 
that very high plateau, as well as in all the other systems, as 
the President showed last night. 


So additional initiatives there, plus the secrecy that 
prevails in the Soviet Union, you know, would make us concerned, 
as we have been concerned about other Soviet programs. And very -- 
usually there's a good reason. The Soviet Union can observe much 
more detail, much more openess the thinking that goes on, the 
funding that takes place, the constraints we impose on ourselves. 
So this situation is not symmetric. 


Q I'd like to get a little time perspective here. 
If I hear you correctly, you're talking about drawing together some 
kind of a plan for an organized research and development effort. 
The plan, if drawn up effectively, might lead to budget requests 
in FY '84-'85. The R&D would then go on for X number of years, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 years. And you're talking about weapons that 
we may not see for 10-15-20 years. Is that right? I mean, a 
lot of us need some kind of a time perspective. We realize you're 
talking about something vague and projected. This is the nature 
of science and technology. But we're laymen in this field. And 
if you're thinking in terms of those blocks of years, it would 
really be useful if you'd just lay a little bit of that out in more 
concrete terms. I mean, I've used my terms. I don't want my 
terms. I want yours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But the President 
said clearly last night that this was a next century military -- 


Q But there's a lot between what you may do in 
FY '84 and the next century. And we're asking you to -- fill in 
some of the gaps. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I may interject, 
the reason why it's been couched exactly the way it is is the fact 
that we all believe, the President believes that we must draw upon 
all the wisdom and 
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expertise of the nation to devise a path that will be most effective. 
This is a very difficult challenge, comparable to fusion. And we -- 

The President was calling upon the community of scientists to contribute 
to this. Necessarily it will take some serious thinking. We will 

be -- The administration and the Congress will be highly responsive 

to what will be needed to implement that plan as quickly as possible. 


We are very resistent to saying that we will put 
X dollars as a supplemental in the '84 budget or Y dollars in the 
'85 budget because we are right now trying to seek the greatest 
and brightest expertise to make exactly those decisions. We know 
the goal. We -- I think we have a sense of the urgency, as a very 
real Presidential commitment. And that is what it is all about. 


We do not know the details. We cannot tell you how 
big the object will be. 


Q -- it's a little hard to put together, the 2lst 
century and urgency. I have a problem with that. And I -- That may 
be the very nature of scientific research but, again, I renew my 
plea to get some notion between urgency and the 2lst century, which 
sketches out what you ali would -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- let me give you a 
perspective here on offensive missiles. Work began, in some senses, 
in World.War II. German scientists came to this country closing 
the traditions on German developments to our development. And they 
proceeded on a slow pace initially, then accelerated, particularly 
accelerated after Sputnik -- ten years, twelve years later with 
certain difficulties and failures of the Atlas and Titan programs 
leading to the MX -=- to the Minuteman and so on. 


What you're looking there is 20, maybe 30 years of 
work on offensive miSsilery. And people are still perfecting them. 
And we're going on to the MX. And, so, it's gone to so many systems. 
And that path has been open for 30 years. 


The path to working on defenses against offensive 
missiles has been rather closed by the doctrine, by the belief 
it was a wrong way to go. And the President now has opened the 
door again to say we really should, for the next century, not be 
stuck on just continuously improving offensive missiles, but we 
should get back to see whether we cannot develop defensive systems 
against missiles. 





So, to have this kind of scheme that seems to 
be surprisingly long to you is really not so extraordinary, looking 
back in history -- how the other systems came along, with which 
we are now saddled. 


What the President wants to happen is that his 
successor in the 21st century should not be similarly -- be saddled 
as he now is with only offensive missile forces. 


Q Why, though, was there such a leap from here to 
the 2lst century? Why wasn't there that interim step, which is 
technology that has progressed since 1972, the LOAT System, Low 
Altitude Intermediate System. I mean, there is an anti-ballistic 
missile defense system that is short of Buck Rogers. I mean, they 
already talk about this being 50 percent effective against 
incoming Soviet missiles. Why was that not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- there's one perfect 
difference. There are two approaches to the ballistic missile defense 
problem. One is if you have a site such as a Minuteman field or 
a closely spaced basing field, that's called terminal defense. And, 
basically, that's something that really people have known how to do 
for a long time. Certainly, back in the '60's we were on the verge 
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of deployment -- at the end of the 60's. Now, we are talking about 
something else, protecting a nation. 


And, certainly, the concept of LOATS, as the lower 
level element, that's the Low Altitude Defense System, is one 
approach that uses nuclear weapons. We wish to take a look at the 
full spectrum today. LOATS is one of the least sophisticated of 
those opportunities. 


Q It would be wrong to assume that the intermediate 
steps are excluded? 


Q Yes, you're not ruling out LOATS, 
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and specifically you're not ruling it out as part of an MX defense 
system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, this has nothing 
to do with an MX defense system. And I will not say we are ruling 
it out. 


Q -- land-based missiles. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not a very 
attractive option. 


Q But it is still a possibility. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You should note 
here, as just stated, the broad objective is not just the defense 
of land-based missiles. 


Q No. The broad objective -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because the 
defense of land-based missiles is really locked into the doctrine 
that offensive forces are the right way to go, even to protect 
by all means. But defensive -- something that degrades the 
Capability, the destructive potential of the missile arsenals -- is 
the wrong way to go. 


Breaking away from that is what the President 
has addressed. 


Q Is it fair to say that this concerted effort 
might produce technological applications that could be deployed 
in advance of the next century or perhaps considerably in 
advance of it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It certainly 
is possible, most certainly. I think we have tried to quantify 
how large we consider the problem, and how many steps will have 
to be taken, and how many accomplishments will have to occur. 
And in light of ovr experience of doing complex -- the nation's 
and the world's experience in doing complex development projects, 
that is I think why we estimated this degree of complexity. 


Could I just say one last thing about -- it 
certainly has been our objective to emphasize non-nuclear means. 


Q I want to ask you a question about this 
destabilization business and the premise that underlies it. 
I, personally, slept better in the late ‘50s and early ‘60s 
when things were destabilized. But the Republican Party 
platform which Ronald Reagan ran on as a candidate and supported 
as President called for military superiority over the Soviets, 
because the American people demanded it -- is the way the 
platform put it. 


In fact, every Republican Party platform since 

1960 with the exception of one Presidential year has used the 
word "superiority." Does this administration buy the idea that 
the peace of the world, beyond some point, becomes endangered 
when the United States gets too strong in some area, that the 
peace of the world is equally endangered regardless of whether 
Or not it is the Soviets or the Americans that get too strong 
in a certain area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. This administration 
does not buy the idea. But we are, also, able to point ovt that, 
given the disparity in spending particularly on strategic forces -- 
3-to-1 in the Soviets' favor, we are not moving toward superiority. 
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It follows by arithmetic. And, therefore, those who accuse us or 
those who wanted us to move to superiority ought to be informed 
that this simply is not happening. 


Q Because you have abandoned the goal, or 
because it is simply -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not within 
the budget. It is not achievable within the budgets that we 
have within the strategic field. In other areas, in the naval -- 
Maritime area, we stated the goal and are pursuing the goal of 
maintaining superiority. 


Q At what point was it decided to formally 
abandon the platform position then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Platform 
positions are more visionary and are larger goals. And when you 
get chopped into the budgetary process with a Congress that may 
be partly controlled by the other Party, then you- may not be. 
able to implement your platform entirely. That is one reason. 
There may be other reason, too. 


Q Can I just ask this? Since you are not joing 
to ask for any money in the ‘83 budget -- possibly but nce’ for 
sure in the ‘84 budget and then more likely in the '85 budcet, 
what do you need from Congress to help you along this way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me phrase it 
this way. We will ask for the resources at the earliest 
Opportunity when we can spend them intelligently. Some of that 
may be through simply redirecting existing funds. Some of it 
may be through programming. Some of it may be through a 
supplemental. And one thing we know with reasonable confidence 
is that it will certainly be in time for preparation of the 
‘85 budget. 


Q You do not need an authorization. You are 
just talking about money. You do not need any Congressional 
backing in principle. You are talking about when you need money -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a 
one-billion-dollar-a-year program for ballistic missile defense 
across the spectrum of system development today in the army 
to advance technologies to a generic base already underway in 
the Department of Defense. 


Q So you do not consider this a change in 
direction «.1at would require you to go to Congress for a 
green li: on other than specific increments of money. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think the 
thing that is different is this does not require the support 
of Congress. The thing that is so different is the fact that 
the President is saying to the American people that here is 
a pass toward greater stability in the future and one that 
I believe we should pursue. And that path represents reducing our 
reliance upon assured destruction. 
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Q In coming to that conclusion, you said before 
that one of the reported shortcomings would be treaty violations. 
Could you address that for a couple of minutes as to how -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That what? 


Q That treaty violations would be reported -- 
Q ABM treaties. 
Q -- shortcoming of -- offering the plan -- 


the ABM treaty. Can you address that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure if I quite get 
your question -- that atthis time the program envisaged does not 
come in conflict with the ABM treaty since the ABMtreaty, | 
anti-ballistic missile treaty of 1972 permits research and it 
would be -- proposing as a research program. 


, There can be a stage further down in time, in a 
number of years hence when testing other activities prohibited 
by the treaty would be appropriate. Long before that time 
we expect to have discussed this roadmap with the Soviet 
Union to see whether together we can move toward a larger 
strategic arms control framework which would permit us jointly 
to move away from the reliance on offensive missile arsenals. 


Q On that same point, the actual treaty language 
says that each party undertakes not to develop tests or deploy 
ABM systems or components which are sea-based, air-based, base-to- 
base, or mobile land based. Well, the word “develop” it seems 
to come in conflict with the President's remarks last night which 
was that he wanted research and development of these systems. 

How do you handle that one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you get to 
a development stage as defined in the treaty, then you have to 
address that and perhaps renegotiate the treaty or see what 
you do about it. But at this stage, you're not confronting 
opportunities for such a development phase. Obviously as 
you go to a complete system there will be development of 
testing phase further down the road. 


Q | My question is that given the fact that 
this is somewhat vague and very far in the future and also 
the potential, as one of the other questioners mentioned, that, 
for example, if the Russians look at this and may take it 
the wrong way, why is this all being done in public? Why don't 
we just develop this thing quietly for awhile until we see 
what we've got? And was that seriously considered as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I have a 
feeling that the people around the table here know the answer. 
To invigorate research in a broader way in the government, 
particularly in an area where for doctrinal reasons the 
path may have been blocked for a decade or more. It would be 
very difficult at peacetime -- not in wartime like the Manhattan 
Project. It would be very difficult in peacetime not to do 
that in public and also it would kind of convey something sneaky. 
There's nothing to be shy about here or-concealed. On the 
contrary, I think we can take a rather -- we can take a very 
positive view of this, as the President obviously made this 
clear last night. 


Q I wanted to change the subject briefly. 
The President mentioned last night that 10,000 foot long runway 
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in Grenada -- two question. First, what do we think is the 
purpose of this and secondly, what Soviet aircraft require 
a runway two miles long? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: An illustration 
of the potential purpose was given by one of the Grenadan officials, 
I think a year ago. He said, Esprechio (phonetic) was his name, that -- 
one way could serve strategic purposes for the Soviet Union. And 
of course indirectly or directly -- indirectly through Cuba or 
directly Soviet support made this airfield possible. 


What aircraft would require such a runway? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- larger 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The majority 
of modern military aircraft require a runway longer than 8,000 
feet. 


Q Aeroflot? (Laughter. ) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- 


Q No, I mean, I'm talking about -- not the MIG-23s 
that are in Cuba, or MIG-25s but does the -- I mean does the 
Backfire Bomber require that or do the fighter planes need a -- 
can they use a smaller runway than that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact of the 
matter is, Pat, I think this answers your question is that 
a 10,000 foot runway is not needed for commercial applications. 
It is required for military aircraft -- either fighters or bombers. 
I don't think the Backfire Bomber actually takes as much runway 
as a fighter does. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- good question. 


Q What is the difference in the President showing 
pictures of Grenada and Cuba? I don't mean this in an offensive 
way, but what's the difference in the Soviet Union saying, "Well, 
here's Diego Garcia and here's the Gulf of Oman, here's Oman, 
here's where we're building this runway and here's for our 
Rapid Deployment Force." I mean it seems that there's a 
symmetry here of perspectives. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the difference 
is in the trend, the historic trend. In Southwest Asia, in 
the Gulf, there was the British base of Aden, now South Yemen, 
and the British have always been in Diego Garcia, directly or 
indirectly. There were U.S. bases and Whelis (phonetic) Air Force in 
Libya. So, we had a military presence to -- commensurate with our 
interests and commitments in the area. 


The Soviets have not, in the past, had such a 
military presence inthe Caribbean and in Central America. It 
is that shift that is of concern to us. 


Q But isn't it consistent with their -- just 
as it is with ours? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it is not 
consistent. They are not importing the energy from the Caribbean 
area as we are from the Gulf. They don't have, therefore, this 
kind of legitimate interest that we have. 


Q I would like to get back just for a quick 
second to the speech last night. One thing that it seemed to do 
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that wasn't related to the 2lst century necessarily was that it 
did represent a fundamental shift or a fundamental change that, 
acknowledgement, if you will, and you said it here, about reducing 
our reliance on assured destruction, I mean if anything that 
speech said last night, I think, and I'd like to get your 


reaction to it, that 
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this administration is saying once and for all that this notion 
of MAD, of mutual assured destruction, is simply not the basis 
for U.S. strategic policy under the Ronald Reagan administration, 
that there is a significant change in U.S. policy. Now, is that 
the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's be very careful 
here. The narrow sense of mutual assured destruction, some people 
have an image of it that both we and the Soviet Union should simply 
threaten to attack cities and have no other capability. That was 
never U.S. policy. And that was made clear in the Annual Report of 
Secretary Weinberger, in the Appendix, A, I believe. If you go 
through the posture statements of McNamara, Brown, all the previous 
Defense Secretaries, you'll all find they envisage, ask for flexibility, 
ability to target military targets. 


So the discussion here is slightly different from that 
debate. The discussion here is more that we have -- em- 
phasized continuing improvements in offensive missiles and shyed 
away from working on systems that could defend against these of- 
fensive missile arsenals. 


Q But it's more than just -- I mean, we're talking 
about more than weapons systems here. We're talking about doctrine 
and strategies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. 


Q And this does represent a departure from the 
last 20 years in U.S. strategic policy. Correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It opens the door 
to approaches which have been abandoned in the mid-1960's, namely 
that a secure nuclear deterrent force and secure peacekeeping 
arrangements in the nuclear world ought to exclude defensive 
measures. That branch was taken in the late 1960's, eariy ‘70's. 
Andwhat the President's initiative does is it says, "Let's look 
at the other branch again, that defensive measures, particularly 
in the ballistic missile areas, can and will contribute to the 
goal of preventing nuclear war and of assuring our security. 


Q But the President clearly said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: oso you're right. 
It is a departure, but not all the way back to Day 1 in the nuclear 
age. 


Q -- twenty years -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- it is a lofty 
objective to seek a means for defense where assured destruction 
is not the dominant theme. 


Yes. 


Q Can I ask a question about the first two- 
thirds of speech? Is there any indication that, from the Senate, 
particularly, since the speech took place after the House had 
already voted -- or, you know, on the same day -- that this is 
going to have any impact in getting you more money than the people 
in the Senate have talked about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, clearly, the 
purpose of the speech, particularly, the first -- what is it? 
Nine-tenths or four-fifths was to convey to the American public 
the seriousness of the Soviet military buildup, the disparities 
that have resulted from that buildup and that would get worse 
if we trimmed back our effort. So, clearly, it goes without 
saying, he was communicating with the American people the importance 
of our defense effort. 
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Q Has our intelligence turned up any evidence 
that the Soviets are embarked upon this same kind of physical 
research? Particle physics, laser physics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we had a 
question on that earlier. They have been working in these areas, 


yes. 


Q The President talked a great deal about the 
growth; but does he -- of the Soviet threat. Does he, do you all 
see the Soviet threat vis-a-vis our arsenal as being about the 
same, worse or less severe than two years ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the immediate 
period, the mid-'80's, late ‘80's, it's on a way of getting less 
severe because the improvements in readiness and sustainability 
and personnel, manpower that have been instituted and that have 
been detailed to some extent in the President's speech make our 
forces more capable. 


But looking beyond that at the 1990's, the disparity 
in what we call “military investment," buying systems, buying 
research and development, are still very, very troubling. It is 
for that reason that we cannot simply cut back, as some people 
are suggesting on the Hill, on these new systems, on what is called 
"modernization" in the Pentagon. 


Q Do we take into account at the moment whatever 
we perceive to be the debates that are going on within the new 
Soviet leadership over their priorities and their investment? 
What is our assessment of what has been going on over the past 
several months, some of which has gotten into unclassified public 
material? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we do take -- or 
try to do take it into account. We try to sift out deliberate dis- 
information from facts, a difficult job. We, of course, constantly 
watch their defense effort, their continuing stream of new systems 
that come down the pike, new missiles, new aircraft and so on. 

By and large, that what we call this long-term Soviet buildup 
has been going on and hasn't really changed substantially in the 
last few years -- 


Q Regardless of the changes in our policy from 
one administration to another, is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not seen a 
Significant change in the last few years either up or down. Some 
people have been arguing, you may recall, that because President 
Reagan decided we really have to make a larger defense effort 
that the Soviets would simply follow and do even more and negate 
everything that we do or that we add on our side. 





If there was any change at all, it may have been a 
very slight decrease in the rate of growth of what they're doing. 
Now, what they're doing is at the higher level already. 


Q -- two or three percent growth instead of 
three or four percent -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. And 
that may actually have begun in the late ‘70's. But that is on a 
much higher level than ours. 


END 3:01 P.M. EST 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
: ON 
\ VISIT OF HIS EXCELLENCY KENNETH D. KAUNDA 
PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF ZAMBIA 
TUESDAY, MARCH 29, 1983 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me tell you 
a little bit about this visit and its genesis. It's part 
of the continuum of consultations that we've had with the 
Zambians over the years. Kenneth Kaunda is no stranger to 


_ Washington. I think it's his fourth trip here. 


> 


— 


sb This is an official working visit. The emphasis will 
be on substance. He will arrive this afternoon from Paris. 
He has been in Paris, he's been in London, he's been in Cyprus. 
He’ will go on from here to Cape Verde, and then to Algiers. 
( . He will arrive here this afternoon. He" meets with 
SY the President tomorrow, meets with the Secretary tomorrow. 
The Vice President will give him a dinner the next day. He 
will meet with other high-level Administration officials, 
with Congressmen, with officials of the international finan- 
cial institutions before departing I think early on Saturday 
morning. 
Kenneth Kaunda is the first southern African leader, 
or Front-Line States leader, to visit the United States in 


this Administration. He is one of Africa's senior statesmen. 


His views on southern African issues are respected and sought . 


by this Government, and that's the reason why he's coming. 








& This is not going to be a negotiating session on 
: southern African issues. It is going to be an exchange of views, 
a consultation, and part of a series of consultations that began 
when Vice President Bush went to Lusaka last November. We're 
looking forward to having him here, and the community here will 
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spend a lot of time listening to his views. 
I think that is all I want to say at the outset. I 
' think economic issues will come into the discussion as well, | 
Fs but the focus will probably be on the southern African issues. 
Let me throw the session open and bring my colleague 
up here to provide some broader conte’ of his own. 
Mi : SECOND SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might just 
( ) a add that, as my colleague has said, President Kaunda has been 
the leader of his country since its independence. Some would 
Say since before its independence. He's a major figure in the 
non-aligned movement, obviously, as well. He has many things 
he'll want to talk about that go beyond immediate issues in 
his own neighborhood, I'm sure of that. 

Everyone who's followed African events closely over 
the years is well aware that he's been a central player in the 
search for a negotiated peaceful change in southern Africa for 
decades, a major player in the Rhodesian conflict era, a major | 


victim of that war, as a matter of fact -- Zambia -- and has 


an important interest as well in another neighbor, namely, 


Namibia. 








He is a leader who has in the past taken important 
€) stands for peace, even when it meant that he was out front of 
some of his friends. He is a man of, obviously, considerable 
experience. We intend to profit from hearing his views directly. 
And he is in every sense a major figure among the Front-Line 
leaders, although he is not the Chairman of the Front-Line, a 
title that is reserved for the President of Tanzania. 
He lives very close by to many of the more important 
_ conflicts in southern Africa; therefore, he's intimately involved 
” in all these questions. 
: I think I'll just stop there, and then my colleague 
and I will be happy to take any questions there might be. 
SEF x Q Is there any special urgency about _this visit or 
(4s it just one of those things that turns up on the diplomatic 
: calendar? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No. I wouldn't say there's any 
special urgency about it. There's been preparation for some 
time on it. The invitation for it I believe -- correct me if 
I'm wrong -- was actually transmitted during the Vice President's 
visit, is that correct? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: In November, yes. 

Q President Kaunda had at one point in the not-so- 


distant past fairly close relations with Nkomo, and I'm wondering, 


do we have any sense of where he stands in this Zimbabwean 


feud between Nkomo and Mugabe? 





FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't want to speak for him. I can 
) relay to you what has come out in the press in Zambia. I think 
that President Kaunda made a ‘statement saying that he was not 
going to raise this issue in London, and that Mugabe was the man 
in power in Zimbabwe and he was going to follow his advice and 
his lead, but that he was going to stay away from this one during 
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his trip -- during his visit to London. | ? ' 
Q Since we're on background, could one of you tell 
us what President Kaundats position is on the question of Cuban 
+ troops in Angola? ° 5 
FIRST OFFICIAL: He has made no secret of his sense . 
that the linkage, as it's put by the Front-Line States, between 


a 


_ these two issues is ‘extraneous to the Namibian independence 
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/ process. That is the standard Front-Line Statss’ position 
and he adheres to that. 

Q What effect will his visit have -- what bearing 
on the Namibia talks? Will you be covering that entire ground 
with him, or is he bringing some proposal on this issue? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: We, of course, don't at this point 
know what ideas he may be bringing, but he'll certainly be 
presenting hS view of the current situation in the negotiations, 
and he may have some ideas as to how things could be expedited 


further. We, for our part, will want to bring him as fully 


up to date as we can as to how we see the state of play in the 


negotiations and seek to elicit any suggestions he might have for 





. and so on. 


carrying the ball further down the field. Quite obviously, we 

are not arranging a meeting between heads of state in order to 
resolve theological questions about the status of linkage. Both 
President Kaunda and our Government, I think, want to see Nanibis 
independent, and that common interest should provide an ample 
basis for a useful discussion. I can't predict beyond that what 
the outcome would be. As I've said, though, we attach significant 


importance to his views and believe that he has excellent lines 


out to a great number of the parties, or the key parties, in the 


_* region. Obviously, that includes Angola, it includes South 


Africa, it includes SWAPO, it includes Cape Verde which has been 


the host to a number of the South African-Angolan direct contacts, 
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Q What's your view of the current status of 
negotiations? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: We consider that there is an ongoing, 
positive evolution in these negotiations. We don't have any 
major announcements or updates to offer today, but despite the 
sort of stiff, formal exchanges of position, of declaration, of 
condemnation, of resolution, and what have you at various forums 
internationally that you're well aware of, whether it's in the 
context of Front-Line meetings or in the context of demand 
summit in New. Delhi or wherever the next venue will be, there's 


a series going on. There's one in Lisbon this week. There'll 


be one in Paris later. There'll be one in New York, no doubt, 














after that. Despite all that, there is indeed an evolution 
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under way. It is not one that is publicly visible for which 


we can all be thankful, and as. long as that remains the case, 


obviously, we'll be giving it all of our best efforts. 


— Q What's the motivating force for that optimism? 


Economic problems? 2 * 
i 
SECOND OFFICIAL: No, no. I wouldn't say economic 


problems. I would say ongoing, direct and indirect, and other 


kinds of contacts between the key parties concerned. The poiftt . 


is that all these contacts are being kept in a very discreet 
channel with the result that there is not a visible series of 


events that people can point to and say, ah ha, this is progress. 


? Because people are, obviously, negotiating, and. they're negotiating 


discreetly, and they're not advertising their latest shift of 
position and their latest reformulation of position. 

Q Would you say that Namibian independence is a lot 
closer now than it was in January of '81? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: As I have said before, I would say 
that, yes. 

Q Two years. ago the President charged that the 
Embassy was plotting a coup against him, and two of our first 
secretaries were named as CIA spies. 

What effect has that had on relations with Zambia? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: When I arrived in Zambia in August 


and presented my credentials, the President made a big point of 











ae saying that the past was the past and that we were opening a new 
ee page in our relationship, and that has been in fact the case. 
I hove had nothing but the most positive kind of relationship 
with the Zambian Government at all levels, and we've had a 
stream of important Americans, both public and private, to Zambia 


since September, including the Vice President, Henry Kissinger, 





Kathryn Graham, Nancy Kassebaum, and the relationship has been, 
I think, a very positive one. . 
Q I know you don't want to speak for the Soviet - 
af Union, but how would you describe the relationship between 
the Soviet Union and Zambia? Military installations, say, 
aid, whatever. | 
ons FIRST OFFICIAL: I think you answered, my question for 
\. 4 me. I really don't want to characterize that. 

Q As an observer on the scene can you speak on . 
background as to how close it is, what level of cooperation 
they maintain? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Zambia is a non-aligned country. 

It has a Soviet Embassy there which has got regular contact 
with their government. I mean, I really don't want to go much 
beyond that. 

Q Is there any U.S. aid to Zambia? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. We have been providing over 





the last several years an average of about $30 million a year. 


In some years it's been higher; in some years it's been lower. 











Gates. 
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This year it will be about that, focused on agriculture. The 
Zambian Government is trying to diet their agricultural 

sector, and the United States is working with chen to support 
that emphasis. Our aid takes the form of PL-480 food assistance, 
commodity import assistance ist primarily fertilizer -- and 
technical aid in the form of advisers who are stationed in 


Zambia to provide help on planning, research, marketing, that 


kind of thing. This year the figure will be about $30 million, 


-and the mix will be about half PL-480, about half commodity ~*~ | 


import, something like that. 

The figures over the last six or seven years come to 
an aggregate of about $200 million since the middle 70's. 

In addition, we are providing anothez, $13 million 
for a road-building and a road-repairing project between 
Kafue and Chirundu. Let me translate that for you. It's 
actually the main road between Lusaka and Harare. It's a 
regional project funded under SADEC auspices, and it's not 
part of our bilateral program with Zambia, but it does impact 
directly on the economy there. 

Q No military aid? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: No military aid. 

Q What's the Chinese aid at the moment? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't have figures in my head. 
They've provided, of course, a lot of assistance over the past. 
The Tazara Railway is one of them. There's a textile plant in 


Kabwe. There are a number of roads that they've built as 





well, but I don't have an annual figure. 
& Q Is it decreasing, increasing? 

4 FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's decreased since the 
great big investments, the great big infrastructure invest- 
ments, that were involved with the railway. 

Q Does U.S. aid match that, balance it? , 
FIRST OFFICIAL: No. It's not designed to either. 
I mean, the bulk of Chinese aid came during the middle 60's. 
It was for a quite different purpose, and ours is designed 
re to -- as I say, to focus on the emphasis that they've put on 
| developing their agricultural sector. It's a specifically 
focused program which is not in place to react to other 


PA 


_ people's programs. 


wot 
{ 


( } | Q Thank you. 


ee 


(The briefing concluded at 10:25 a.m.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: -This is a background briefing, and 
they should be identified as Senior Administration Officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. I 
thought we'd start off with just one or two words of background on 
the President's decision which will be announced today concerning 
intermediate nuclear force talks in Geneva and then respond to 
your questions; my colleagues taking questions in their respective 
areas. 


As you know, since the mid-1970's the Soviet Union 
has. been deploying in Europe intermediate nuclear forces -- long- 
range intermediate nuclear forces, principally the SS-20. The 
Alliance -- NATO -- began consideration of how to respond to these 
deployments and to the serious imbalance that existed in the 
"70's, mid-'70's, and was worsening. And in '77 a proposal was 
made that there be a corresponding deployment to redress that 
imbalance by NATO. This was discussed in the course of over two 
years' time, and in December of 1979 the decision was taken by the 
NATO Alliance to undertake two measures: First of all, to deploy 
On the NATO side 572 missiles, comprising 108 Pershing II missiles, 
464 ground-launched cruise missiles; and, concurrently, to seek 
negotiations with the Soviet Union with a limitation of INF. forces. 


At that time, December of 1979, the Soviet Union had 
approximately 800 warheads; the NATO Alliance had zero corresponding 
systems, zero corresponding warheads. At that time as well, that 
condition was characterized by President Brezhnev: "A balance now 
exists." 


To make a long story short, today that condition is 
roughly 1300 to zero. Over a year ago Brezhnev committed to a 
moratorium on the deployment of these forces; a freeze, if you will. 
And instead of a freeze, these missiles have continued to be 
deployed throughout the Soviet Union to the point that today over 
350 systems missiles exist; in addition, to -- approximately 200 
Older single warhead systems. 


The United States, in close coordination with the NATO 
Alliance, proposed 
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negotiations as a consequence of the NATO two-track decision in 
November of 1981. And, as you know, the President's proposal, 
coordinated with the Alliance, was for the complete elimination 
of long-range, land-based intermediate-nuclear force missiles. 


Those negotiations have been under way for over a 
year's time. The Soviet Union has made no serious response to 
the U.S. proposal. The Soviet Union has taken a position, a 
position which calls for them having more warheads as a final 
outcome than they had at the beginning of the negotiation. 


In short, it is not a serious proposal. It's a proposal 
which calls for zero corresponding systems on the Alliance side; 
in short, a monopoly for the Soviet Union. 


The United States has coordinated its views of the 
Soviet position from the beginning. It has had a very active 
consultative process in NATO capitals -- in Brussels, bilaterally, 
here in the United States. At the beginning of this year, given 
Soviet intransigence, unwillingness to negotiate seriously, the 
President undertook an intense round of consultations with our 
allies and this will be addressed by my colleagues in a moment as to 
the mechanics of that consultative process. It involved travel 
by the Vice President and very close and very intense round 
of talks bilaterally and in the special consultative group, high-level 
group, the nuclear planning group. And this has led to the 
forging of a’ proposal which the President will announce today. 


The President's firm commitment to getting results 
from this negotiation has led him in consultation with his counterparts 
inthe Alliance to propose that while we will maintain the zero-zero 
outcome as our objective in these negotiations, thatthe Alliance 
could propose as an interim step on the way to this final zero 
outcome an interim position which provides for an equal number 
of long-range INF missiles on <-- or warheads on launchers if 
the Soviet Union could agree as well to reduce their warheads 
to an equal level on a global basis. 


We'll take your questions now. 

Q Are you suggesting any numbers -- 

Q -- you just said -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the back, please? 


Q -- an equal number of missiles or an equal 
number of warheads on launchers? Could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Warheads. 


Q An equal number of warheads on launchers. Is 
there any specific number? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Warheads on 
missiles on launchers and there is no specific number. 


Angela -- Andrea? 


Q There have been reports of 100 and 300 warheads -- 
100 missiles, 300 warheads. Are those about the level that you 
would envision this would reach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no 
number envisioned at this time. 
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Q There is no number even envisioned in any 
kinds of discussions, less formal discussions in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The proposal is, 
as I've stated it, that the United States would agree to an 
equal number of warheads on missiles on launchers. 


Q In other words -- 

Q There is a -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTARTION OFFICIAL: Sam. 

Q There is a report -- 

Q -- finish -- 

Q Had you finished? I didn't want to cut you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 


Q There is a report -- had you finished? I 
didn't want to cut you off. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 


Q He says he's finished. There is a report 
that this proposal is being put forward today with the intention 
of actually citing numbers, suggesting numbers in two or three 
months. Is there any plan for the United States somewhere down 
the line to actually propose numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a negotiation. 
Surely, the United States would anticipate the negotiation of 
an equal outcome and that obvicusly must involve numbers. And 
we go into a negotiation in good faith looking for that equal 
outcome. 


Q You're not saying to the Soviets they must 
be the ones to first propose the numbers then or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't prejudged 
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where it comes from, no. 


Q -- the question. Sir, please, we can't under- 
stand your answer when we don't hear the question you're saying 
no to. So would you please repeat the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sam asked whether 
or not there is a precise number and from which side it had to 
come. Did it necessarily have to come from the United States or 
from the Soviet Union. My response was that surely there would 
be, ultimately, a number, that we enter that negotiation without 
nrejudging that it had to come from the Soviet Union. 


Yes . 


Q -- whatever that number might be, would the 
U.S. position be that we would want both Pershings and cruises 
in -- a mix of them on our sites? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's correct. 
Q President Reagan said that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. The 
question was did we envision that the outcome would have to include 
poth GLCMs and Pershing-2s, and the answer is yes. 


Q During the campaign President Reagan criticized 
President Carter for conducting public necotiations, and isn't he 
doing the same thing in this case? And does that mean that this is 
really a public relations ploy and not really serious negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me ask my colleague 
to expand on that. In short, the President put forth certain princi- 
ples in his American Legion speech. Going back before that, when he 
first entered these negotiations, he stated that he would enter them 
in good faith, negotiate any serious proposal. 


Now, what he is saying today is surely in keeping with 
and not a departure from the principles that he put forth in 
February. Do you want to expand on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say one 
thing, that before this, I might note that there is a little bit, 
there is a major difference on how we've handled the coming forth 
of this initiative, and how the Soviets, for instance, handled their 
initiative last December, where General Secretary Andropov came for- 
ward with a speech before we had heard anything about a proposal, and 
we had to wait, in fact, over a month before we saw that proposal at 
the negotiating table. 


First of all, Secretary Shultz has discussed this ap- 
proach already with the Soviet Ambassador here in Washington, and as 
I think you all know, Paul Nitze in Geneva laid this proposal out to 
his Soviet counterpart. So the Soviets have heard about this propo- 
sal. We have asked them not to, in any preemptive way, to come for- 
ward and disagree with it until they have had a chance to seriously 
consider it and before the negotiators have a chance to sit down and 
discuss it. 


Q Could I ask you this? Even if this proposal were 
to be embraced by the Soviet Union and some unspecified number were 
hit as a number that they would build down to and the number that the 
U.S. would build up to, would that delay deployment of missiles 
starting in December? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, does 
this proposal in any way, or would agreement on this proposal in any 
way affect the deployment date for the beginning of these systems at 
the end of 1983? And the answer is, definitely not. That without an 
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agreement we will begin deployment at the end of 1983. And if there 
is an agreement, remembering that we still would like to eliminate 
entirely these systems, but if we were to reach an agreement on equal 
levels of warheads, we would still begin deployment at the end of 
1983. The deployment date is unchanged. 


We believe that it is only the deployment date and the 
beginning of deployment that gives the Soviet Union any incentives 
whatsoever to negotiate seriously in Geneva. 


Q What are the vorovisions for inspection, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That one after this 
one. Thank you. 


Q What is the incentive for the Soviets to negotiate 
seriously on this oroposal if they know we're going to deploy anyway, 
since that's the objective that they have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a big difference 
between 572 and a lower number, and we would like to move to a lower 
number. 


Q Must the Soviets agree to the zero option absolutely 
as an eventual objective, for us to go ahead with this interim 
proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are, the President 
remains committed to the zero-zero final outcome. We propose this 
interim position on the way to that outcome without precondition. 


Q Sir, you talk about the specific number coming out 
of the negotiations. Do you anticipate the U.S. unilaterally before 
the next round starts coming up with a specific number proposal, or 
do you think that will only come during the process of a negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a matter for 
negotiation. The question was, would we anticipate a number being 
proposed between now and the recommencement of the talks, or would 
that be a matter for negotiation? And it is a matter for negotiations. 
Yes? 
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Q What are the current numbers for trying to get 
to even, the current numbers that you would rather see come to 
even? You propose that they be even. What are the current 
numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now, the 
systems we are talking about are LRINF missiles. Now, that 
is SS-20s, Fours, and Fives on their side with an aggregate of 
about 1300 warheads. On our side, there are zero corresponding 
systems. 


Q You are not counting the 462 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, our own 
deployment involves P-2s and GLCMs. And so the balance between 
the aggregate P-2s and GLCMs versus the Soviet force being at 
equality is what we are seeking, equality in warheads on 
missiles on launchers. 


Q To follow that up, how many warheads would there 
be on those that we are planning to deploy, totally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All our systems 
are one-warhead systems. It would be 572 at the max. 


Q Could you answer my question, sir? 


Q Could you amplify on that "on a global 
basis?" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "On a global 
basis" means that the equal limits on both sides would apply 
throughout the world. That is, as the President mentioned in 
his earlier statement, that we are not in this negotiation to 
provide for one part of the world's balance and allow the 
Soviet Union to move these missiles to another part of the 
world -- to export the problem to Asia. And these are, after all, 
mobile systems as well. 


Yes? 

Q We would count three Pershings or three 
GLCMs for one SS-20? 

SENIOR ~ : STRATION OFFICIAL: That is the number 
of warheads, yes. ' right. 

Q Would ...4s scaled-down figure still involve 


deployment in all five European countries? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It would. 
Q What was the question? 
Q Question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. The 
question is: Would this lower level involve deployments in 


all of the five basing countries? And we envision that it would. 


Yes? 
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Q And, also, do you want to keep the same sort of 
ratio of Pershings to GLCMs, about a 4-to-l ratio? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is 
something that must be a matter for negotiation. We do anticipate 
that the deployments must remain in a militarily viable 
condition. I will call on my colleague to go into that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, depending 
on the number, we would want to make adjustments so that we had 
a militarily effective distribution. And it is impossible to 
say, now, what that might look like. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. We are going to 
have to go with two more questions, because these people 
have got to be somewhere in about three minutes. 


So has the back been neglected? 
Q Yes. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get a couple in 
the back. 


Q Is there anything the Soviet Union can do 
now, in the context of this proposal or anything else that you 
envision, to stop U.S. deployment of Pershing IIs in 
December 1983, anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They could 
agree to the proposal that was initially put forward and to 
which the President remains committed, which is the total 
elimination of all of these systems. 


Q In other words, to avoid deployment, the 
only way to do it is to agree to zero-zero? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And I might 
point out that a statement to that effect was made by the 
Defense Ministers of all the NATO countries in Portugal about 
10 days ago. 


Q Are you still trying to not count the 
British and French missiles? 


MR. SPEAKES: The last question, right there. 
That is it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not 
counting the British and French missiles for the simple reason 
that those systems are, for the most part, submarine-launched, 
ballistic missiles. They are not land-based, INF systems. They 
do not provide the same kind of role as American systems in 
providing a nuclear guarantee or nuclear umbrella for our 
allies. They have no place in these negotiations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the 162 to 
which the Russians refer, only 18 are land-based missiles. 
The remainder are sea-launched missiles that are identical to 
the sea-launched missiles in the inventories of the United States and 
the Soviet Union, which are counted in an entirely different 
negotiation in SALT or START. So they are seeking to count 
them twice. 


Q But don't they, in fact, pose a threat to the 
Soviets? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And they could 
possibly be addressed in some other kind of negotiation, but not in 
these INF systems. The point is that, if you even add the 
British and French submarine-launched, ballistic missile forces 
to the American submarine-launched, ballistic missile forces, the 
Soviet Union still has a larger inventory of submarine-launched, 
ballistic missiles than Britain, France, and the Unit2d States 
combined. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. That is it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:28 A.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a background 
briefing on the visit of President Kaunda with President Reagan. 
This is a background briefing, attributed to Senior Administration 
Officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
President Reagan and President Kaunda just finished two hours of 
very intense, very substantive consultation. 


The format for the meeting went something like this. 
They met in the Oval Office to begin with, and then moved into a 
larger meeting with advisers, in the Cabinet Room. And after fur- 
ther discussion they then went to lunch. 


I can say that throughout the entire process the sub- 
stantive exchange never stopped. The statements that both of them 
have made, I think, speak for themselves. There were a wide range 
of tonics that were discussed, from southern African issues to the 
Middle East, Korea, arms control, East-West relations; you name it, 
they discussed it. 


The meetings were attended by a broad spectrum of offi- 
Cials from both governments, covering the economy as well as the 
political scene as well. 


I have been involved in relations between these two 
countries for only about six months, but during that period we have 
had continuous consultations, continuous exchanges between the two 
Presidents by mail. We have had a visit by the Vice President and 
other distinguished American citizens. 


This meeting was really the high point, so far, in what 
I would call a continuum of consultation, and this series of consul- 
tations will continue. Both men agreed to keep in constant touch as 
we work our way toward a solution of the really pressing issues in 
southern Africa. 


I think that the Zambian side as well as the American 
side were very well satisfied with the exchange. 


Q Why ? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were satisfied 
because there was a very strong effort on both sides to listen, to 
understand, and to try and devise common approaches to the problems 
that face them. 

Q And did they? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q On Namibia? Did they agree to separate the 
Angolan-Cuban issue from the Namibian independence issue? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to go 
into the specifics of what was actually said. All I can say is that 
both sides understand each other's positions very, very clearly, and 
share very much the same objectives. 


Q How about the meetings? 


Q Well, but that's exactly where they were before 
they started. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's where they are 
now. 


Q So they have made no progress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These negotiations -- 
these talks were not negotiations. These were consultations. 


Q But there was advance indication that Dr. Kaunda 
would be asking the United States to put more pressure on South 
Africa, for instance. Did he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's fair to 
say that Dr. Kaunda, President Kaunda spoke from the heart about the 
imvortance of getting an early settlement of the Namibia problem, 
an early return to greater stability in southern Africa as a whole, 
to get some momentum behind the hope that we all have for peaceful 
change in that part of the world. And it was a very heartfelt 
statement. 


We also, on our side, the President, the Secretary, 
spoke from the heart. We have committed ourselves to seeing this 
process through. We remain convinced that it can be done. We ex- 
changed notes on how we see the current state of play and how the 
process could be advanced more rapidly. Neither of us have any 
interest in delay. 


Q You said that you want to get some, he's asked for 
more, some momentum behind the movement for peaceful change. Are you 
dead in the water? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we don't consider 
that to be an accurate description of the situation at all. 


Q Exactly how close are you, now, at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have, as we have 
made clear in the past, resolved virtually all of the Namibia-related 
questions associated with 435. We have a continuing exchange going 
on bilaterally with Angolan officials. It is a privileged diplomatic 
exchance. We are here today to discuss the detail of it. It is an 
ongoing exchange which we believe has good prospects for a further, 
positive evolution. 





Obviously, in discussions with officials of Zambia, 
Zambia is an important neighbor of Angola, important neighbor of 
Namibia, so the Zambians were anxious to hear our view of that 
exchange as well as the exchanges going on between Angola and South 
Africa directly. 


Q Is the temper in the neighborhood there, however, 
one of impatience over these talks, if you're talking about more 
momentum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there are, 
there's a wide degree of consensus that everyone is getting impatient. 
That's not an issue which would divide us from our friends along the 
front-line states, including the Zambians. 
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Q What is dividing you? What is dividing, what's the 
difference in the point of view between the President and Kuanda on 
this? 


Q It's Angola, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we would 
need to go into discussions of other governments' positions. The 
Zambian Government has made very clear, just now -- President Kaunda 
made clear what it is that he would like to see, and indicated that 
the Zambians and the U.S. share the view that we'd like to get an 
early independence agreement for Namibia. 





Q What's dividing them? What's the question? What 
is the main difference in the approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, at this point I 
think we should be quite clear that the negotiation hinges on issues 
that are between a few key parties, South Africa, Angola, ourselves, 
SWAPO, to some extent. 


Zambia has encouraged this process from the sidelines. 
It is not directly a party in the immediate U.S.-Angolan bilateral 
discussions. So we exchange ideas on how to move the process forward. 
I don't think there's a need to discuss divisive issues. 


Q Would you follow uv your answer to Jim, please? 
You said, we've solved virtually all of the Namibian-related ques- 
tions. Which ones have you not solved? Where are we now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only remaining 
issues that are associated with 435 concern the final composition 
details of the UN force that would be in Namibia during the transi- 
tion, and the precise nature of the electoral system that would be 
used during the transition. 


Q On the issue of South Africa, the President, Presi- 
dent Kaunda said before he left, he was reported to have said, in 
UPI, that the countries of the West are sittina on a volcano. As far 
as South Africa was concerned, that it was going to erupt within, he 
predicted, four years. And the racial eruption would make the French 
Revolution look like, I think he said, a Sunday teaparty for children. 


Does the United States share that view of South Africa 
and the racial tensions being about to erupt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think we would 
let the Zambian leaders, their statements, stand and speak for them- 
selves. He has spoken from the heart on many occasions about his 
view of the situations, both in South Africa and in southern Africa. 


Q Do we, what view does the United States have of the 
racial tensions? Do we think that they are going to erupt in South 
Africa? Do we think that more pressure is needed on the government 
in Pretoria to lessen its apartheid law? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think that 
the situation in that respect is very clear. There obviously are 
dynamics at work which are readily apparent to the leaders of South 
Africa itself -- themselves. And it is, in part, for that reason -- 
internal dynamics in South Africa. It is, in part, for that reason, 
that that government is seeking to find a way forward away from the 
blind alley that it has been in in the past. 


Q But do we think -- do we think that we should 
be putting more pressure on the South African government for change? 
Is that our position, that the United States should exert more pressure 
on them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's our view 
that the situation contains within itself both the problems and the 
pressures and the solutions. The role of outside -- the role of 
outsiders, such as ourselves, is to encourage the right kind of 
process, and we are doing that in every way we know how, both by 
what we say and by what we do. 


Q What are we -- I'm sorry to keep at you on this, 
but what are we saying and what are we doing? Are we continuing 
our quiet diplomacy with South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We most certainly 
are, both on regional issues and on direct bilateral issues and 
the situation as we see it inside that country. At the same time we 
are investing in what we believe in. We are backing, as far as we 
know how, the process of constructive change away from the apartheid 
system. 


Q It's fair to assume, isn't it, that President 
Kaunda doesn't think you're doing enough? I mean, this speaking 
from the heart was -- he really was saying that the U.S. should 
put more pressure on, wasn't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I can take an 
overview of this broad question -- because it's very difficult to 
disentangle South Africa, Southern African, the whole region, and 
Namibia and Angola are all part of that. It is the view of the 
Zambian leadership, as has been repeatedly stated, that the West 
has a vital role to play in advancing the peace process, in turning 
the corner away from heightened violence and in leading to a more 
just and stable region. 


I'm not putting words in anyone's mouths when I say 
that. This is the standard, long-standing Zambian position -- that 
the West has an historic responsibility that it must play. It is 
our view that we are playing precisely that role, a serious engaged 
balanced diplomacy in the region. 


That is what President Reagan is committed to, and 
that's what we've already begun. 


Q Did President Kaunda bring any specific suggestions 
as to how we might proceed from here on out or for any changes in the 
U.S. approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, this was 
not a negotiating session. Both had presented their own set of 
broad views on the subject. 


Q Well, did those broad views include suggestions? 


MORE 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There weren't any 
specific -- well, you know, now go to so-and-so and say such-and- 
such. There wasn't anything of that kind, no. 


MR. ALLIN: Okay. We'll take two more questions. 
Connie, Jim. 


Q One more follow-up -- one more follow-up again 
in your -- regarding your statements about the U.S. role in the 
area. Have the events in Zimbabwe changed America's tactics 
regarding South Africa or changed America's philosophy in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say 
so. Maybe you want to elaborate your question, but from what 
you've asked, I don't quite see the point. 


Q Is the United States surprised at all at 
what happened in Zimbabwe and do you seen handwriting on the wall 
for South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our interest in 
Zimbabwe, as in other countries in the region, is to promote Lvil 
development and stability there. And to the extent that that is -- 
suffers a temporary setback, we are naturally concerned. It doesn't 
mean we're going to wash our hands and walk away. 


Q Was that discussed this morning, the Zimbabwe 
Situation? Did President Kaunda and President Reagan discuss this 
problem in Zimbabwe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 


Q It hasn't changed our philosophy or our tactics 
regarding South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Regarding South 
Africa? I'm not sure I quite understand the implication of the 
question. 


Q Well, are we still pressing for majority rule 
in South Africa after what's gone on in Zimbabwe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We believe in every 
part of the world that government should be based on the consent of 
the governed, and in that sense we don't tailor that policy country 
by country. 


Q What can Zambia contribute to resolving the 
Angola question? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's fair 
to say that we -- both sides exchange -- andthese exchanges will 
be continuing this afternoon, by the way -- analyses of the state 
of play in the negotiation. We both put ideas forward. I'm not 
going to be revealing diplomatic exchanges here as to how that 
process could be moved more rapidly. 


Obviously, President Kaunda, who has been on the 
scene in -- among the front-line states longer than any other 
leader of the front-line states, with the exception of President 
Nyerere of Tanzania, is a seasoned statesman who has been through 
many of these things before. 
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To the extent that he is assured that we are going to 
stay the course, it enables him to carry that message, it enables 
him to carry that message to his colleagues. 


It is in part a question of keeping channels open, of 
keeping communications going at a time when most of the focus is 
amongst relatively few parties, and others are watching with interest, 
with concern, and with impatience. 


Q For the uninitiated, can you tell us whatever 
about Resolution, I think it was 345? 


Q 435? 
Q I had it written down somewhere. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: UN Resolution 435 and 
all its annexes is an appropriate subject for a two-semester graduate 
course. It was passed in 1978. It provides the fra.ework for a tran- 
sition plan leading to Namibia's independence, wiil: ail kinds of de- 
tailed provisions concerning conduct of elections, transitional UN 
force, and so forth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Resolution itself 
is rather short, but it refers to a plan, however, which is attached 
to it, and the plan is rather long. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. Stay the course. 


END 2:01 P.M. EST 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought I would make a few opening 
comments and then we can just have the questions we wish. I have been 
trying to think to myself what is this really all about. Anéd ob- 
viously it is about reductions in nuclear arms, particularly a parti- 
cular class of armaments in Europe that are highly destabilizing anc 
“therefore especially dangerous. And clearly we have been in the 
position, the President has, of wanting to see that whole class of 
weapons eliminated globally. We continue to think that is the best 
solution. 


We recognize that this is a negotiation and the Soviet Unior 
has rejected that. And so the President has made another proposal. 
The new proposal -yow will have so I won't repeat it other than to ‘say 
that it is a further effort to negotiate something that still aspires, 
although it isn't a condition, to get to elimination of these weapons 
but is willing to take as an interim step some finite number somewhere 
between zero and 572 warheads on both sides, and according to specified 
criteria that has been set out. 


So partly this is about that. But I think that in the full 
perspective of things we tend to mislead ourselves if we concentrate 
overly on the weapons aspect of this problem. And it is a fact that we 
have had an extensive,rich consultative process with our allies on the, 
on the original 1979 Dual Track Decision, in the first place, then on 

the elimination option, in the second place, and now on the President's 
most recent proposal. 


And we have had really sort of an alliance view throughout. 
It is very unified and strong and determined. So I think that raises 
a question of how is it possible to get so many countries that are 
geographically spread around and who have varying interests on many 
things to be so unified on something of this kind. And I think you have 
to come back to the values that these countries share in a determination 
to be able to defend those values against a very clear threat to them. 


And it is really that that underlies the unity that we have 
and the fact that we are undertaking both to confront the Soviet Union 
with the strength implied by the First Track and the Dual Track Decision, 
but at the same time hold out to everyone the prospect of a reduction, or 
in our ‘basic proposal, elimination of these very destabilizing weapons. 


So the perspective that I want to lend is the strength of the 
alliance and the reason for that, namely our jointly held values as 
really the underlying source of strength. And I don't say that in any 
way to neglect the importance of the particulars of the arms reduction 
negotiation and the weapons systems and all that. 


Period. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I thought, I didn't 
want to interrupt. 


2 SECRETARY SHULTZ: So, do you have any questions before 
eave? 


Q: Sir? From Moscow recently we have heard from Andropov 
anc we have had some journalists reporting on the temper of the talk 
over there. And the general feeling seems to be that the Russians 
have had it up to here, if you will, with dealing with the Reagan 
Administration. Is that, do you find that is their reading? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There have been some very sharp state- 
ments made, and I think it is fair to characterize the U.S-Soviet 
relationship as, as not a particularly good one right now. It is 
tense. At the same time, I think it is important to point out that 
we have discussions going on with the Soviet Union in two fora in 
Geneva that include both the INF and the START talks also kind of 
adjoining each one of those talks about confidence-building measures. 


There is a continuing discussion in Vienna and NBFR talks. 
We are engaged with them across a range of Helsinki Final Act and 
disarmament issues in Madrid. cd we have quite a number of other 
settings in which there are from time to time meetings, for example, 
meetings that I have with Dobrynin, Ambassador Dobrynin. 


So there is dialogue. And it is our feeling that the 
important element here is to see and to probe and to find out whether 
there are areas of importance where substantive agreements can be 
made. That is, tone reflects substance, not the other way around. 
And there are a great many substantive matters where we are in deep 
disagreement with the Soviet Union, and that is the essence of it. 


So we need to work at the substance. And if it turns out 
that the substance can be improved, then I think the tone of the 
relationship will improve. 


Q: > Secretary, there is some very sharv differences in 
statements with _ President made over a period of some weeks,,very, 
very harsh denunciation of the Soviet Union and what everyone seems to 
feel is a very constructive proposal at this time. Why is there such 
a great variance between the President's rhetoric on some of these 
very, these occasions when he speaks so sharply and so strongly of 
the Soviet Union, the focus of all evil, and then made movement toward 
this kind of substantive thing? Because the first statements almost 
indicate that it wouldn't matter what negotiation we had, we wouldn't 
trust them to carry it out. And it would be almost impossible to 
negotiate. 


Is there a plan here? Is it by accident? Why are these, 
these enormgus differences in tone? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that if we didn't feel that 
there was a reasonable possibility of arriving at significant agreements 
in these discussions we wouldn't be having them. So the fact that they 
are going on, at least from our standpoint, shows that we think there 
is a chance that things can improve and that the improvement can be 
genuine in the sense that it can be built on substance. 


Now, the range of issues that one can discuss is cuite 
broad. And, of course, on many of them, particularly when you are 
talking about something like arms control, I think that it is not so 
much a matter of trust as it is verifiability, that you are going to 
aspire to an agreement that is inherently capable of being carried 
out because you can know on both sides, they as well as ourselves, 
that it actually is being carried out. 
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So the kev here is the subject of verifiability. 


Q@: Do you get any indication from the Soviets at all of a 
shift in their position on verifiability? Are they moving toward a 
more acceptable position as far as we are concerned? Is there any 
shift in that whole area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, our negotiations are ongoinc in 
various areas, and I think that the notion that an agreement oucht to 


be verifiable is an accepted notion. The geaetsen of what it takes 
to satisfy yourself on that is where all of the argument comes. 
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For example, the President feels that the Threshhold Test Ban Treaty 
is capable of considerable improvements in the area of verifiability, 
and the Soviets feel -- have told us that they do not agree with that. 
The Soviets have a difference of opinion there. It is not over whether 
verifiability is a vroper concept -- it is over the impliementation of 
the conceot. 


Q Sir, given that you have said that the tone for 
that meetinc reflects substantive disagreements between us and the 
Soviet Union, wherein lies the possibility for an improvement or a 
chance of an agreement on improvement of the relationship? Why do 
you think there might be such a thing and do you think there is any 
prospect of a summit meetino before the end of the first term in this 
administration? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you have to review all of the 
issues and then aprise them one by one and see what the prospects might 
be viece by piece, so if you say “any agreement" that can cover a 
broad rance. The focus of attentipn right now is on the major arms 
reduction negotiations and particularly today the INF negotiations. 

But there are a lot of other things. 


The President has said, and as far as I can read it Mr. 
Androvov has also said that in principle they are prepared to have a 
summit meetinc but only on the pasis of the prospect that somethinc 
really siqnificant could be achieved in the meetinc. So the idea of 
@ simple get-acquainted meeting doesn't seem to be in the cards. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you have expressed the wonder -- the 
pleasurable wonder that at the -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I didn't express any wonderment. 
I insist that it is remarkable and that it is important and then I 
tried to aqive -- I tried not to have wonderment but rather to cive you. 
an answer, namely our ‘shared values. 

Q Isn't it true thouch, sir, that President Reaqan 
would have stayed on his original zero-zero option had it not been for 
_ Drcossure from our allies in Europe? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has said -- and this has 
been an Alliance proposition all along as I understand it. I am rela- 
tively new to it but the 1979 decision -- the original proposal -- has 
been an Alliance proposition all along and it has been discussed con- 
tinously about what position we should take and what our negotiating 
stratecy should be, and so on. And there have been lots of discussions 
within the U.S. government as well as within the European governments 
and amonc us.:. And I think it was a shared view that the timing is richt 
now to make this change in our position. So I don't think it is a 
question of pressure this way or that way. It is a question of a con- 
tinous process of consultation and I think there emerged a very broad 
consensus in our government and in the governments abroad that this was 
the time to make a change, as the President has done. 


Q You didn't find, sir, a reluctance in the Pentagon 
to make this change? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. We had lots of discussions of this 
over guite a -- vractically ever since I got here -- I was reminded this 
morning nine months ago. Somebody implied that it ought to be time for 
me to produce something. (Laughter.) 


Q Mr. Secretary, isn't there perhaps a considerable 
danger that offerinc the interim proposal at this point shortly after 
the hurdle of the West German elections will sugcest or be interpreted 
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as meaning that the administration was not terribly intent on zero- 
zero option to begin with, that once the political hurdle had been 
Cleared we throw out a more specific bargainino vosition and that this 
might tend to undercut the substasace of zero-zero? 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: I don't think there is really any legi- 
timate question about what the President feels and for that matter what 
our allies feel is the best outcome. It is the elimination of these 
weapons. We think so, we continue to think so, and I think that that 
position has a kind of broad appeal to mankind in a sense. It is support- 
ed by the Japanese. The Chinese think that it is the right proposal, 
and so on. There is a world-wide acceptance of that. I think there 
is also a recognition of the reality that we are trying to bring about 
arms reduction and that in the process of conducting this negotiation 
we need to try out other options, and so we have. 


I think it is worth pointing out that the way the Presi- 
dent has constructed this proposal, he did not substitute some number 
for zero. He rather said in effect that there are a variety of numbers 
that are conceivable and we are saying to the Soviet Union that we are 
willing to seek an interim number. And if they would accept this con- 
cept maybe there are some numbers that they think are better than other 
numbers. Obviously you cannot just pick any number for a whole bunch 
of reasons. But I think it is an effort to put this forward in a manner 
that is -- maximizes the potential for negotiation and for some reality 
of the prospect of aqetting some place as much as -- We cannot do it, 
of course. It takes two sides to make an agreement. 


Q Does this put the onus on the Soviet Union now to 
come ud with a number -- an acceptable number -- and is it, in terms 
of the public relations battle of this, is the ball now to be perceived 
in the Soviet court? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the ball has always been 
in the Soviet court because we have tabled a complete and very good 
proposal in what has been called the zero option, and I quess you could 

Say that they have made a response but the response is so far out of 
the ball park that I don't think anyone really took it that seriously. 
* But at any rate, certainly this is another effort to put forward some- 
thing as they have said very clearly that they do not accept the idea 
‘that they will have none of these weapons. ° 

So this is another way of trying to get at it consistent 
with the vorinciples that have been implicit in the President's posi- 
tion and the Alliance position all along and has been enunciated most 
recently in-his American Légion speech and again by Paul Nitze in 
Geneva. - 

Q You are asking in effect -- you are saying to the 
Soviets in effect, what number will you take? Is that the way that 
you read it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It leaves it open to the negotiators 
to say, well, you think this number, we micht think that number, but if 
we can get the thing into that ballpark then it seems to me that that 
is a big advance. I don't know whether the Soviets will respond that 
way, but at any rate I think that our position is a good one. It has a 
good ultimate objective and it is a negotiating position and it has 
strong Alliance support. 


Q Mr. Secretary, we are truly trying to maximize the 
prospects of coming up with an agreement. Isn't there-- will there be 
some way to take account of the fact that the British and the French are 
modernizing their strategic nuclear forces in a significant way and either 
in this negotiation or in START might we accommodate that fact somehow? 
Because it doesn't seem to me from the Soviet perspective a priori crazy 
to insist that these forces be factored in this tabulation of forces. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: You used -- I will just focus on the 
current -- the negotiations we are talkinc about. You used a good word, 
"strategic," and these are intermediate-range missiles that we are 
talkinc about. We are talking about land-based missiles, and we are 
talkince about the U.S. and the Soviet Union. I don't think that it 
is reasonable to consider -- we should not consider a proposition 
broadly that equality consists of adding up the armed forces of every 
country in the world and then sayino that the Soviet Union has to have 
the same as everybody else combined. I think this problem that we have 
has to be put in terms of the U.S. and the Soviet Union and equality 
and capacity to deter on our part based on that notion. As you know, 
the overwhelming number of UK and French systems are submarine-based so 
that they are not land-based systems -- I believe only a very small 
number of the French systems are land-based. So stratecic land-based -- 
those are national systems. They are not NATO systems. So I don't 
think that they should be counted, let alone taken into account in 
this negotiation. 


I need to extract myself here and let you get -- 


Q I wondered if the United States would feel that the 
number of SS-4 and SS-5 missiles that the Soviet Union has, if they 
eliminated those would this be a realistic approach to the thing? 
Because the Soviets have never given an indication in their history 
of eliminating a new weapons system. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You must be kiddinc. 





Q Well, no I am not. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: You must be kiddina. 


Q The Soviet Union has never eliminated an operatino 
weapons system. Theythave only gotten rid of the old obsolete systems, 
and they haven't given any indication in these negotiations, I am sure, 
that they wish to dismantle any of the SS-20's. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we cannot anpraise proposals 
* accordine to what the Soviet Union would like. We have to appraise 
proposals according to what would be sensible and reasonable from the 
‘ standpoint of our allies and which one would think would be reasonable 
for them. If they feel, as it has been said so often, that they are 
threatened, then why isn't it reasonable to say let's just eliminate 
all of these weapons and then they don't threaten anybody. 


Q I wasn't talking about what was reasonable -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that there are all sorts of 
responses to these things, but to think that we could accept -- the number 
of SS-20 warheads now deployed, I think, well exceeds 1,000 and not 
have anything to confront that and to be used as a component of our 
deterrence would be absolutely ridiculous. 





I will leave you in the hands of my better peers. 


END 10:30 A.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: -- anything you got. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Very good. 
You'll hear from the Reagan administration. 


MR. SPEAKES: Anybody got enything -- 


Q Yes. Is there anything new in the speech 
other than -- any new proposals per se? 


Q Are they any proposals -- 


Q@ ...Am I right saying there are no new proposals? 
That's a correct characterization? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI: No. There's 
a report on the fact that we will be doing something in the 
non-proliferation area -- 


Q -- can't hear you. 
Q -- say again. 

Q What? 

Q Will you speak up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL, Yes, the question 
was whether there are any new proposals. There's a reference 
to the fact that the President in the non-proliferation area 
will be doing more in terms of getting tocether with heads 
- ef state on this issue to strengthen safeguards. But that is 
not a new proposal as such. It's a new vehicle for meving 
in that area. 


9 Aiso, the President says that he's going to 
have more to say on accusing the Soviets of violating one of 
our treaties. Can you tell us about that? Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It says that he 
may have more to say on that issue. 


Q What does he have in mind when he says we 
have serious grounds for questioning their compliance? What 
precisely does he have in mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFYCIAL: The administration 
has previously discussed those serious concerns in the are: 
of cheiiical warfare where there are clear violations and has 
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expressed serious concerns in the areas of nuclear testing and 
in the area of SALT. And we have many letters that have come -- 
questions to the Senate -- from the Congress to the President 
where he has been asked to address these issues and he will 

be responding to those concerns some way in the future. 


Q He will? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He would need to 
answer their letters -- find a way of communicating his concerns, 
his own concerns on the findings. These are even -- being studied 
very, very intensively at this point. 


9 Where does it say he might have something more 
to say? Why doesn't he say he will have something more to say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION “FFICIAL: I can't answer that 
specifically. I don't know. 


Q Is there a speech that is being considered or 
something as formal as that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q Why tke big attack on the nuclear freeze movement 
st this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The focus of the 
speech is on the agenda of arms control issues, some of which will 
be badly undercut by the proposals for a freeze, instead of for 
reductions. He says that would pull the rug out from under our 
negotiators at this point just to talk about a freeze rather than 
reductions in effect. 


And it would prevent the modernization in che 
absence of reducticns on the Soviet side. 


Q ihe administration continues to have serious 
concerns about the use of chemical warfare despite the 
Australian test results that suggested that maybe the toxi''s 
zren't as prevalent as once believed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i think anybody who 
has talked to refugees in Eastern Thailand that have come out 
of Cambodia and Laos and has talked to the Afghancs that have 
escaped would find their testimony very convincing about what 
hes happened. And in addition, our laboratories, as well as 
those of other nations, have indicated that there is really a 
lot of ground for concern on this issue. 


Q What would you describe as the basic purpose 
of this speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is to put into 
a broad context not only the decisions on the new INF initiative, 
which were announced yesterday, but also once again to lay before 
the public and the world the extraordinary agenda of negotiations 
eed proposals that this administration has undertaken in the 
evea of arms control, that reflects the President's personal 
seriousness and that of his entire administration in this area. 


Q What is he doing differently than the previous 
administration? What's extraordinary abouc the agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I may say o +4. 
something personal, I joined the government in the Kennedy 
administration and worked in the White House in the Johnson, 

Nixon and Ford administiations, and I've not seen anything like 
this broad a range of proposals. For example, the 50 percent 
cut in ballistic missiles -- strategic zero option for INF, 
etcetera -- 
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Q Weren't there proposals on the tables in 
previous administrations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, in previous 
administrations, for example, with the SALT agreements, you 
capped, you provided ceilings, which in most cases codified 
enormous buildups. In the case of SALT II, it would have 
permitted and did permit the near doubling of the Soviet Mirv 
missile force, for example. Salt I permitted enormous buildups. 


Q So, you're talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact of the 
re2uctions and the fact that we are engaged now in strategic, 
intermediate and conventional force nerotiations. We have begun 
the effort at the Committee on Disarmament to negotiate a 
comprehensive chemical weapons ban. We have laid before the 
Soviets and the world a proposal in the area of confidence- 


building -- 
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And there are other efforts underway, as in the non-proliferation 
area. 


Q Do you think that today's address -- the 
President has this extraordinary agenda on seeking arms control. 
Does he undercut that at all, himself, by using such harsh 
rhetoric in talking about the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that he has 
assessed the Soviet reluctance to engage in discussions on 
reductions and on effective verification in a very clear way. In 
the reductions area, however, the Soviets have undertaken the 
proposal in the area of START, which does suggest that they are 
understanding the importance of moving to real reductions rather than 
staying at high ceilings. 


But they have not been specific, in general, on 
system limitation. And they are always very unspecific on 
verification procedures. 


Q But I mean, by referring to the Soviet Union as 
an evil empire and the focus of evil in the world and all that -- 
does that make it harder to negotiate with them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They use extremely 
harsh rhetoric about us recularl;. i de not think the President 
has used unusually harsh rhetoric about the Soviets. The particular 
phrase you take, maybe he should have cited Alexander Solzhenitsyn's 
language, which is to the effect of its being a focus of evil. 


Q \Mat woulgé it take to set ham upset. When Andropov 
calls him a liar and a lunatic, he says that is nothing new and, 
kind of, ordinary. What does it take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot speak for 
the President on that. I do know that he would like the focus to 
be on these specific proposals that he has made, which are technically 
very detailed as well as in the broad outlines which we have made 
public, and which we are currently negotiating. 


Q While we are on this subject, how can we 
compromise with evil? I mean, how can we ever make a deal with an 
evil empire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is easy to make a 
deal at equal levels when you have the systems identified and the 
verification procedures established if the parties find it in their 
mutual self-interest. And in this area of military escalation or 
building of continuing increases of arsenals, it makes sense to try 
for that. 


But maybe Mr. Speakes would like to speak for the 
President more on the psychology. (Laughter.) 


Q Can you explain what this man has in mind? 


MR. SPEAKES: We shall make evil good, Sam. It is 
the Old Testement. 


Q He says, "My views about the Soviet Union are 
well known. Although, sometimes I don't recognize them when they're 
played back to me." I would be glad to compile a group of 
videotspes of his views and play them back to him, and see if he 
recognizes himself. 
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MR. SPEAKES: Well, the evil shall be good and walk 
among you. 


Q Can we get some more specific -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think in the 
specific -- if I recall the specific context of the speech on 
evil, it was -- the proceeding sections dealt with human rights 
issues, anti-semitism, and so on. And there is a very clear 
pattern of Soviet violations in that area it seems. 


Q But this administration has played down human 
rights; unlike the Carter administration, this one seems to think 
that real politics is the way to get along in the world. You, 
youenss « have just said to make a deal if it is to our mutual 

terest. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there is 
-- I work arms control. And I find in all of the arms control 
speeches and in the other speeches that I have read of the 
President's, the continuing reference to the importance of both 
peace and freedom. And the two are linked for him. And I believe 
that the arms control aspect has a genuine element of preserving 
both peace and freedom. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get Deborah. 


Q On the question of chemical weapons, how does the 
U.S. decision on binary -- proceeding with binary chemical 
development square with this concern about the Soviets using 
them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It is a good 
question. In effect, we have proposed in that area, of course, the 
equivalent of a zero option. That is, we are activ-ly urging 
accelerated negotiations on a total ban on chemical weapons. 


Vice President Bush carried that message, personally, 
from the President to the Committee on Disarmament in the first 
week of February in Geneva of this year. 


Our negotiators there believe, as do many in the Congress 
and those in the administration, that c:.e of the chief incentives for 
the Soviets to negotiate on anything is the proof that there is a 
funded program in the United States on the similar kind of systems. 
And it may! bean incentive for them to negotiate, indeed. I happen 
to believe it is if they believe that, in the absence of eliminating 
such systems, we would be prepared to de.elop a deterrent. Right now, 
we have no effective deterrent in that area. We have an aging, old 
deterrent. 


Q But the U.S. has described the use of these 
chemical weapons as a violation of international law. How does 
the development of such a weapon not put the U.S. in violation of 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The use is prosctibed 
And we would like to ban. And we have proposed a ban not only on 
its use, but on the production of such systems. 


However, you cannot deter something that, unilaterally, 
has turned out differently in the arms control area 


MORE 
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if you do not have some system of your own that is of 
roughly equal type. ‘ie are proposing a total ban. We 
would be delighted with a zero option in this field. 


Q% -- saying two wrongs make a right here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm saying 
that the -- a a on 


Q Are you saying that if they have them 
that we've got to have them and even if binary weapons are 
against international law, if they've got them we've got 
to have them too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm sorry. 
They are not -- the use of the weapons is against international 
law. What we are trying to achieve is a ban on its 
production as well. 


Q Bascially you seem to be extending what 
appears to be the acministration's negotiating posture 
of developing a weapon, or threatening to develop a weapon, 
in the hopes it will give you leverage to negotiate further 
sO =o if negotiations fail, you'll have a weapon on the 
table. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not 
extending that. That is a rationale that has been used 
in all of the areas. 


Q Didn't you just say that if we don't 
have a deterrent it's very unlikely that the Russians 
will consider any reason to negotiate on chemicals 
or strategic weapons or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying 
that that is the insight, if you will, that our negotiator f 
in this case, Lou Fields, Ambassador Fields -- the Committee 
on Disarmament and the arms control community in the 
administration believe correct -- that it does turn 
out unfortunately that the Soviets seem little impressed 
by unilateral restraint. We are trying to negotiate a ban. 


MR. SPEAKES: We had a hanging question about 
Soviet response to yesterday's speech and earlier speeches. 
There's been no specific -- no official response. There's 
been commentary on Moscow radio and television. Our 
position on it -- we hope the Soviets are giving the 
President's interim proposal made at Geneva serious consideration 
and we hope that they are studying it with -- and giving 
it a comprehensive study. And perhaps that explains 
the reason that there has not been official instant reaction. 


Q Larry, is the administration, :considering 
that Andropov called the President insane and various other 
things very recently, is the administration encouraged by 
the absence of rhetoric from the Soviet Union? Is that -- 


MR. SPEAKES: I don't think we can make a 
judgment, Lou, specifically because there's been some 
commentary but we just can't make a judgment. It's our 
sincere hope that they are giving it serious study. 


Q Didn't we ask them to withhold comment 
until they had done so? 


MR. SPEAKDES: Yes, and we hope they do so. Okay. 


Q I have a question. I've got a technical 
question on START. Where are the negotiations now? Are 
they in recess and when are they coming back? And also 
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beyond that, it seems like we've kind of put those into 
a second priority now. Are they -- is there any plan to 
elevate their importance vis-a-vis INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The talks 
went into recess this week and will resume at -- probably 
six to eight weeks from now in normal cycle. They 
have not in any way been downgraded. We have the proposals 
on the table. We are very hard at work in some — 
confidence-building measures areas and we have discussed 
some very detailed aspects of the broader outlines that 
we've made public. But we, as you know, do not discuss, 
because of the confidentiality, the specifics of the 
negotiation at any one time. 


Q We're discussing the INF negotiations pretty 
frequently now but we haven't done anything about START. 
Is the President thinking about a new proposal for START? 
Is he going to be doing any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we've 
proposed a -- ceilings of 850 ballistic missiles, which is 
a 50 percent cut below our current levels; 5,000 warheads 
on those ballistic missiles, which is also a significant 
cut; no more than half the missiles to be land-based and 
so on. 


Q That's the old proposal. That hasn't sotten 
anywhere. Is there any demonstration of flexibility on 
the President's part -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are 
certainly discussing these with the Soviets and listening 
for variovs counterpropesals. 


Q Is there any prognosis at all for 
success in those confidence-building measures? They've 
been announced sever3l times by the administration -- 
notification or are you getting nowhere on them too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet 
public references to those have generally been fairly 
friendly so we do have some hopes that something can 
be achieved in that area. 


Q Are the Pershing missiles -- can they be 
programmed with two -- with more than one nuclear warhead? 
Can there be more than one nuclear warhead on a Pershing II 
missile? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are 
being produced with one warhead and that is the intention 
to deploy them. I do not know and I would think that it 
would take, personally, this is a guess, it would take 
major configurations. It's something -- not something I 
can -- 


Q But all of our warheads, all of our missiles 
that are going to be deployed are all single warheads. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, absolutely. 


Q I have one final question. Last -- around the 
first of the year -- last fall, we were being told by the President 
and others that the Soviets were negotiating seriously and that 
we are optimistic. Now, all of a sudden, they haven't produced a 
Serious proposal. What's happened to change our view on the status 
of what they're doing? 


F SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, there is a dif- 
ference, if I may, a semantic difference between -- and a substantive 
difference between negotiating seriously and a serious proposal. 

We are still negotiating seriously. We're still waiting for a 
serious proposal. 


Q How can you negotiate seriously on something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we have elabor- 
ated each other's views of the specifics of the proposals that we 
have made and we've gained substantial understanding in that. We 
have not made any kind of a breakthrough, if that's what you're 
asking, in an agreement. 


Q How long does it take to elaborate views, assuming 
that you were given to believe a few months ago that there was 
serious negotiation in progress, meaning that every so often some- 
thing would happen, other than just a restatement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and always 
accompanied by the hope that we would find a, if you will, a forward 
leaning spirit on the part of the Soviets to get those reductions 
that we want, massive reductions, verifiable reductions. We 
have not seen that spirit at this point. 


Q So we're not as Optimistic as we were a few 
months ago, in other words -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the President 
and certainly his negotiators have always believed that,(a) their 
proposals were right and very, very forward leaning; and (b) that 
they deserved and were getting serious attention from not only our 
side but also from the Soviets. 


Q Yes, but what about his question? Are we less 
optimistic than we were? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you that 
because I'm not sure how you're interpreting this optimism. 


Q Wasn't there some talk about some kind of an 
agreement out of START by the end of the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was talk about 
an agreement within about a year by the Ambassador, by Ambassador 
Rowny -- I think he said, 50/50, within a year. I don't think he 
said -- I'm sure he didn't say by the end of the year. 


Q Well, what about 50/50 within the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
speculate on that. 


Q Is that still the general assessment over there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
speculate on that. 


Q Well, if there's no -- if we're just sitting 
there with a proposal that they're basically just sort of understanding, 
they're not coming back with a counter -- it is still 50/50? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have come back 
with a counter involving reductions of substantial number. But 
the systems to be limited and the verification procedures and the 
specifics are, in our opinion, unsatisfactory at this point. 


Q So is it 50/50 or is it something less than 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
speculate on that. 


END 9:33 P.M. est [Pst? | 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Briefing by 
AID Administrator Peter McPherson 
On 


Columbian Earthquake 
Friday, April 1, 1983, 3:04 P.M. 
MR. MCPHERSON: Good morning. Mr. Ambassador, 
would you join me please. 


Yesterday, as I think all of you know, at 8:13 


= « 


Eastern Standard Time an earthquake registering 5.5 on the 
Richter Scale shook the town of Popayan, Columbia, with a 


population of about 250,000. There have been reports of 


about 300 deaths and 1500 people injured. There are confirmed 


5. * 


200 dead. 

Communications to the area have been interrupted. 
The Government of Columbia has requested the U.S. assist 
in this matter and we are responding. 

The Agency of International Development is in the 
process of airlifting 1000 tents, plastic sheeting for shelter, 
medical supplies and flood lights by a U.S. aircraft to the 
area. 

This morning, at 8:30, the first relief aircraft 


arrived. That aircraft was a U.S. Government C-130. It 


landed at Cali, a town of about 90 miles from the city affected. 





This plane later took off and was able to land 
in that city where it discharged its cargo. A chartered 
commercial 707 landed at 10:30 and discharged its cargo in 
Cali where it will be transported to the site by Columbian 
aircraft. Another flight is scheduled from the AID 
stockpile in Panama and will land in Cali this afternoon. 
We expect that the full amount of assistance that 
has heen requested, and_apparently is in need, will be in-country, 
in fact, on site by this afternoon or evening. 
The U.S. Ambassador to Columbia is currently 


making an aerial assessment of the area, the surrounding area 
A 


. , affected, and we expect to respond to a request for 
ot 





additional assistance if that is necessary. 

The damage appears to be greater than originally 
estimated. The town was crowded for religious observations, 
observing the Holy Week. As a matter of fact, one of the 
Major sites of death was a cathedral collapsing killing an 
estimated 60 worshippers. Thirty bodies, in fact, have been 
recovered. 

The value of U.S. assistance which has been 
or will be delivered by this evening is about $700,000 in 
value, and we expect quite possibly that can increase. 


As the President's special representative for 


International Disaster Assistance, I would like to extend to 
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the people of Columbia our deepest sympathies for what we 
know to be a really terrible situation and extend our 
sympathies to the people who have suffered. 

I would also like to thank the U.S. military 
personnel who worked througthout the night in getting 
the material ready for the planes and loading them. ~- 

We responded with those peoples' help just very rapidly, as 
I said a moment ago, being able to have all the supplies 
that appeared to be needed at this moment on site within 
about 36 hours of the time that this disaster occurred. 

. I have with me here Ambassador Gomez, the 


Ambassador from Columbia to the United States ;.and I 


think he would like to make a comment or two. 














AMBASSADOR GOMEZ HURTADO: Thank you for this oppor- 
tunity to express our grateful cognizance of the help that was 
given by the American Government to the Colombian authorities. 
We have received aid that was mentioned a few minutes ago in 
a demonstration of efficiency and good will. The Colombians 
are very grateful for that help. ; 

Popayan means a lot for our country. It is ene of 


the ancient cities. It is full of history. Most of our 


Presidents were born in that city, and they contributed to the 


/” fight for independence and then to build up our democratic 





political system. 


What happened in Popayan is very meaningful for 


Colombia. All of our people are very sorry about what happened, 
¢ , ‘~~ 
and we consider that the economic future of that city is in 


danger because it was one of our architectural shrines. We had 


maintained that city as a model, as a museum, as a demonstration 


of the Spanish civilization from the time of the colony, and 
we have preserved it with a national effort to maintain the 
general lines and the art of that time -- the Baroque style 
especially -- and that city used to live mainly of the tourists. 
Having lost most of its monuments and churches, 
and of course the pieces of art that we have in those churches, 
we know from now that the future, the commercial future of this 
part of our country, will be endangered. 


Our Red Cross organization has been able to give aid 


and to bring food to the people, but the problem we have is 








that they don't have shelters. They don't have homes any more. 

It has been several tremors before the earthquake, so the 

people don't dare t* return to the ruins. That's why the 

help of those 1,000 tents is psychologically very important. 
We are very grateful also with the actual Ambassador 

of the United States in Colombia -- Mr. Boyatt -- who immedi- 

ately flew to Cali, a near city, and was waiting there for 


the aid that was flown by air from Panama and actually may be 


> 


, already in Popayan, and helping our authorities to give that 
pe : 


co 


aid, to distribute that aid to the people. 

Most of the dead and injured belonged to the lower 

classes. That happens -- I don't know why -- in every tragedy, 
_7$0 we will have a lot of problems to rebuild the -city, which is 

an economic and social interest. We will have the problem to 

rebuild that city because we fill find other priorities. 

As people are pcor we will need to feed them first, to provide 

them some houses, and only aftervarés Maybe we can succeed 

in making the reconstruction of the city which has, as I 

told you, an economic interest. 

We are so very grateful to President Reagan who sent 
to our President, Mr. Betancur, a very warm message of sympathy. 
Thank you. 

MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you very much, Mr. Ambassador. 
Are there any questions? 


Q Where did the planes fly from? 








MR. MCPHERSON: Panama. They flew from Panama and 
the supplies are located there, stored there, at Panama and 
flew in to Cali which is, as I indicated, about 90 miles from 
the site. 

Q Could you read off that list of items sent? 
1,000 tents? .. 

MR. MCPHERSON: 1,000 tents, plastic sheeting which 
can be used for shelter -- you spread it out and use it for 
, shelter -- medical supplies, and what we are calling floodligfts. 
Electricity is out, and in order to continue on with searching 
for the bodies and this kind of thing, they need some electricity. 

One of the other problems that they have, incidentally, 
-ls while they have water, there is some serious. problem of water 
that can people can drink. What happened, of course, is that 
sewer lines and water lines run side by side, and so when you 
get an earthquake, they often both crack and you get an inter- 
mixing with all kinds of problems that occur. 

We think that we may well have a problem there 
that we will be wanting to respond to shortly. 

Q Is there anything that is needed which the 
United States is unable to provide in terms of emergency 
assistance? 

MR. MCPHERSON: We're in a pretty good position from 


Panama to respond and respond quickly, as we've done here. 


Apparently UNICEF has put in a modest amount of assistance. 














There's some reports -- and we don't have it confirmed -- 

that Venezuela may be sending in some assistance. The Colombian 
Sovernment, of course, has been doing a magnificent job respond- 
ing to the needs of their people We have, as the Ambassador 
indicated and I've talked about today, I think done a very good 
job at the President's direction of responding quickly, 

really very rapidly, to this emergency situation. 


Q How many people do you have reports are homeless? 


- 


MR. MCPHERSON: There are clearly thousands. 7 
Q So are 1,000 tents going to be enough, or more 
sent in? 

s MR. McPHERSON: Those tents will hold about six 
«people per tent -- or more, I suppose -- but thats what 
they're constructed for. We think that for right now this 
will probably be okay. In these kinds of situations what you 
find is that people will move in with friends or relatives. 
There's an immediate community response to the extent that 
structures remain standing. There is some fear of people 
moving into structures, as the Ambassador indicated, because 
the tremors haven't entirely stopped. 

There was another tremor this morning, by the way. 
I think at 6:30 this morning. This is a community going way 
back to 1730 there was an earthquake where there was vast 


destruction. I think in 1942 there was -- 


AMBASSADOR GOMEZ HURTADO: 1842. 











MR. MCPHERSON: But there's been a series -- 

AMBASSADOR GOMEZ HURTADO: Yes. A series. 

Q How much of the city is still standing? 
Buildings, this kind of thing? 

MR. MCPHERSON: I don't think we've got a firm report. 
I suppose when we get with this aerial report that the-. 
Ambassador is taking at this time we may have a better feel. 


Q Did the U.S. volunteer this, or did Colombia 


~> 


ask? 

MR. McPHERSON: The Colombians have asked, and we 
were in a position to respond immediately. There's a formal 
procedure for doing this. The Colombians ask, the U.S: 
“Ambassador finds there to be a disaster, and it: sets off a 
response such as we have taken. 

Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:17 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON GROMYKO PRESS CONFERENCE 
SATURDAY, APRIL 2, 1983, 11:07 A.M. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. The statement is ON THE 
RECORD. It is a Department of State statement that you 
have. I hope you've had time to read it; it was put out 
here a few minutes ago. 


Briefing material is attributable to senior officials. 


Obviously, you have seen what is here in ternts of 
the statement. I think these officials may want to talk 
about it a little bit. And, in fact, why don't I, instead 
of going on, say that that statement is ON THE RECORD from 
the Department. The President, of course, has also spoken 
ON THE RECORD previously7-and I think the speakers have an - 
Opening remark and then we'll take questions. 


Q Before we begin, I don't usually make a 
point of this sort of thing, but I wonder (inaudible) should 
not be ON THE RECORD. 


s MODERATOR: As I say, the statement is an official 
Statement. It is ON THE RECORD. The President's statement 
“is ON THE RECORD. And this is going to be ON BACKGROUND. 
But I take your point. 


Q The statmeent is anonymous, by the way. 


. MODERATOR: This statement is an official state- 
ment issued by the Department of State. You're going 
to waste your own time in terms of some people having deadli- 
nes in Europe they've got to make. 


Q But it's a matter of some importance. If the 
Soviet Foreign Minister is ON THE RECORD, there's no reason 
why these official who go on television, make speeches around the 
country, can't be ON THE RECORD answering these questions. 
There's no sensitivity involved in this. 


MODERATOR: I take your point. The briefing will 
be ON BACKGROUND. 














fe) Can we attach your name to the statement? 


MODERATOR: It's a Department of State statement, issued 
by the Department. 


Q No -- did the Secretary participate in its 
composition? . 


MODERATOR: This is a Department of State state- 
ment. We do that frequently. 


8) I know, but when you speak for the Department 
of State you still have a name. You ares: ess 


MODERATOR: Do you want to say that I made 
available to youan official statement? Is that all right with you? 


Q It would make a difference to us if Secretary 
Shultz prepared the statement -- , 


.* 
{ ° 


MODERATOR: All right. 


0 -- or if the 12th Assistant Deputy Assistant 
Secretary to the Deputy Assistant who prepared it. 


‘MODERATOR: No. This is an official statement. If 
you want to say that I issued the statement on behalf of 
the Department, you can do that. I'm not going to go into 
the drafting process. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL. The answer to your 
question is yes. The Secretary of State is aware of the 
statement and he, of course, did participate. All right? 


Q Thank you. I appreciate it. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I just have a few brief 


remarks to make and then (the other officials) will be happy to 


answer your questions. 
° 


The statement does speak for itself, so I'm not 
going to try to summarize it. I will point out to you 
though that it addresses both the specific points that the 
Soviet Foreign Minister raised about the INF negotiations 
and our position in those negotiations as well as make some 
broader points about U.S.-Soviet relations. 
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I wanted to just make a few specific points about 
the Foreign Minister's statements concerning the INF 
negotiations. 


The Soviet Foreign Minister had three principal 
arguments about the interim proposal. 


The first was the familiar concern about the 
British and French forces. 


The second was the absence of aircraft limitations 
in the interim proposal. 

And the third concerned the Soviet position on 
forces deployed in the Asian portions of the Soviet Union. 


. In each one of these three objections, we believe 
we have a strong case for the approach we have chosen and I - 
, thought I might make that case. 


First of all, onthe question of aircraft, the 
Soviet Union has wanted to include aircraft in overall 
reductions. We have never ruled out altogether INF 
agreements limiting aircraft. In fact, we have called our 
negotiating approach.a phased approach. We have wanted to 
concentrate in the first stage of these negotiatigns on the 
most destabilizing weapon systems and where the greatest 
disparity in forces exist -=- which is, clearly, the 
land-based Long-range intermediate forces where the Soviet 
Union, as the statement makes clear, has some 1300 
warheads and the United States has zero. 


However, if you look at the overall balance in 
nuclear-capable aircraft, you arrive at some very 
interesting conclusions; and that is that the Soviet Union 
has a substantial advantage, together with its allies, in 
nuclear-capable aircraft able to deliver nuclear weapons 
against targets in Europe in contrast to the United States 
and all of its allies. 


Last year NATO examined this problem and put 
tocether what it called a force-comparison study, which 
showed that the Soviet Union, together with its allies, had 
some 2500 nuclear-capable aircraft that could be used today 
é siast targets in Europe, while the equivalent figure for 
tne NATO Alliance was some some 450 aircraft.* 


So it is difficult to take the Soviet charge 
seriously on aircraft because of the substantial advantage 
they enjoy. Nearly five- --or more than five -- to-one 
advantage is in this category of systems. 





* NOTE: The correct figure for NATO Alliance nuclear-capable 


aircraft if 800. The 450 figure refers to U.S. only nuclear- 
Capable aircraft. 











Secondly, in the British and French forces area, 
we have said all along that these forces, which are almost 
entirely sea-based ballistic-missile forces, do not have the 
same role or function as the U.S. and Soviet forces. It 
should not be included in these negotiations. However, 
again, looking at the numbers, it's important to make a 
point -- which is if you take existing levels of Soviet 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles, which are some 950 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles, and you look at — 
existing levels of U.S. submarine-launched ballistic missi- 
les -- which I think are, roughly, 550 --.and you add the 
British and French submarine missiles -- what, 144? -=- most 
of those are 162 -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: 162. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: <== to minus 18, you find 
thta the Soviet Union still has a substantial advantage over 
the United States, Britain and France in the category of 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles. 

f Of course, .submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
-- the ones that are deployed by the United States. and the 


Soviet Union -= are limited in the strategic arms category 


and are under discussion right now in thbe START negotiation. 


Finally, on the Asian systems, the Soviet Union, 
of course, wouldlike us to ignore the substantial SS-20 for- 
ces they deploy in Asia. There are a couple of points worth 
making here. : 


First, a good fraction of those Asian forces can 
reach targets in Europe where they are now deployed because 
of the range of the SS-20s. 


Secondly, those forces, because the SS-20 is 
a mobile and transportable missile,, can easily be moved 
From East to West. In fact, a number of the Soviet SS-20 
bases have been constructed in areas close to rail links and 
other transportation centers and our studies indicate these 
these missiles can be moved very quickly from one portion of 
the Soviet Union to another. So we obviously have to take 
into account these forces. 


And, finally, we have to take into account the 
threat that these systems pose to our Asian friends and 
allies. We simply cannot ignore those threats. And this is 
why we have been willing to limit worldwide our deployment 
of intermediate-range nuclear forces. While our existing 
plans call for only deploying these systems in Europe, we 





would be willing to reduce and eliminate altogether these 
forces anywhere in the world; and all we are asking the 
Soviet Union to do is take the same step. 


And I think all three of us would be happy to 
answer these questions, but I think we need to get to the 
guts of the Gromyko argument; and when we get to the guts of 
that argument, we find that it doesn't stand up <= that 
there is no reason why the Soviet Union should not either 
agree on our bold version of arms control eliminating these 
systems -- and if they're unwilling, as they have been, then 
agree to take a step in that direction to agree to equal 
levels of U.S. and Soviet warheads. 


° Despite thé substantial disagreement, can you ~ 
take an overall view of this agreement? Is there a basis 
for negotiations now? In other words, as important as the 
details may be to you, aren't you arguing details with the 
Soviets now and isn't the net result that you've made mutual 
progress toward arms control -- or is that not so? 
- FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think that when you call 
these "details," they are -- 1. = 


t ° 


2) Important. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL -- they are important details. 
Nevertheless, I think there is, and the President has come 
forward, with a proposal that does provide a basis for 
progress and negotiation in Geneva. - 


Q And Gromyko didn't kill it today? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think, as we point out 
in the statement, we found it somewhat restrained. 


Q Isn't it true that the last time that Gromyko 
responded directly to an American proposal was in March of 
'77? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'm not too sure if that 
is true. I know I have asked some of our Soviet historians. 
That was a famous presentation he made. But he gives press 
conferences and responds to disarmament and other issues 
every year in New York -- 


fe) I know in New York. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: <= at the General Assembly. 











Q But in terms of aU.S. proposal and and an 
immediate direct response by Gromyko, isn't this comparable 
to 1977? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think it is comparable. 
Whether this is the First time since '77 he's done that, I 
just can't say. 


fe) (Inaudible) your statement said that Gromyko 
has rejected this proposal as well. I mean, is it assumed 
here that it is rejected or not rejected? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The statement says it was 
rejected. What I said in my statement is that the 
President's proposal does provide the basis for a 
negotiation. 


fe) Well, “rejected” is a special word in diplo- . 
. Matic language. I mean he may have rebuffed it. "Rejected" 
“ is really to say no way. Do you take that as saying no way? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Again, I think the statement speaks for 
itself. 


“ 0 The statement uses the word "unacceptable" at 
several key points. . 


t . 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think Mr. Gromyko used 
the word “unacceptable." 


Q Yes, that's what I mean. 


Q What we are trying to find out is are we 
still engaged in a process of negotiation with the Soviets 
based on the proposal that the President has made most 
recently or are we checking that out somehow? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The negotiation -— let me 
just -- Paul Nitze, at the end of the last round, laid out 
the ideas that the President publicly discussed. We are not 
now in formal negotiations with the Soviets. That formal 
negotiation will resume on May 17. What we are saying is 
that we think this proposal provides the basis for nego- 
tiation and we hope that the Soviet Union does as well. And 
we hope that when we return to the negotiating table on May 
17 some progress will result on the basis of the 
President's proposal. And in the statement, I think, as you 
can see, we call on the Soviet Union to seriously examine 
this proposal and not to reject it out of hand. 


fe) Thank you. 





THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'll just add there's a 
history here of things being rejected at one moment and 
ultimately accepted. The Soviets rejected the concept of 
negotiation about these forces until the December 1979 deci- 
sion, after which they agreed to negotiate. What they 
regard as unacceptable today they may not regard as unaccep- 
table tomorrow and they have every reason to be concerned 
about conveying the impression, which Gromyko's remarks have 
begun to do, that they are unwilling to enter into any 
agreement that would be based on equality of the relevant 
forces, which are the warheads on long-range missiles. 


fe) Directly after the President's speech, you 
gentlemen held a briefing at the White House, at which it 
was said that there might be another American proposal of 
specific numbers if indeed the Soviets turn this one down. 


I presume that we are not in a position now where 
the United States is preparing that and the initial posi- 
tion has been rejected, killed -=- or whatever word you want. 
There's still some life in it, right? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We certainly do believe 
there's life in it, and this is why we have called on the 
Soviets to examine this carefully; and we're not going to 
negotiate in public. We want to hear what the !Soviets have 
“to say when we return to Geneva to the negotiating table. 


Q Isn't this about what you expected? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I don't want to comment 
because I think there was more than simply this possibility. 
I think my own view is the Soviets could have come out with 
a much stronger and tougher line than they did, but that's 
my Own personal view. 


fe) In one of the briefings this week it was said 
that the Soviets were asked not to reject the proposal out 
of hand and to think about it seriously and come back to the 
table. Had you specifically wanted them not to issue this 
kind of statement? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say that. 
I think that we expected some type of statement from them. 


fe) Could you address Gromyko's allegation that 
Japan and the waters surrounding Japan are stuffed full of 
nuclear weapons and the Island of Okinawa is an enormous 
nuclear weapons base. South Korea is a complex of nuclear- 
weapons bases, the Indian Ocean <= blah, blali, blah -- 
Diego Garcia stuffed full of nuclear weapons, the Persian 
Gulf stuffed full of nuclear weapons? 














FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think those allegations 
are somewhat ridiculous. It is very clear -— and my 
colleagues may want to comment on this -- it is very 
clear that over the last ten years the Soviet Union has 
engaged in a massive military buildup in the Far East and 
they have deployed nuclear-capable aircraft to the area. 
They have deployed their SS-20 missiles -- which can reach 
targets in Japan, South Korea and elsewhere in Asia -=- and 
we have not engaged in any kind of major military buildup in 
Asia. Our desire there has been to maintain and preserve 
the balance. 


°) But could you take it step by step? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. I'm not going to com- 
ment on the whole question. We never do on the question of 
nuclear-weapons deployment. You know that. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: What he seems to be 
referring to is the fact that we have nuclear-aircraft - 
‘carriers that -move throughout the oceans of the world. 
They sometimes have on board small numbers of nuclear 
weapons, and I suppose he counts them every time they move 
from one ocean to another. 


The fact is in the Pacific the Soviets have an 
overwhelming advantage in nuclear weapons and have had for 
some time, and that is an advantage that has been _ 
increasing. We have deployed no new weapons in the Pacific. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: If you're going to compare 
forces -- I mean what he's talking about are basically tac- 
tical aircraft that are deployed on aircraft carriers or in 
Japan or with U.S. air force units in Korea, which are of course 
in no way comparable to missiles, strategic weapons with é 
thousands-of-miles range that can strike and destroy whole 
cities. 


0 So what you're rejecting then is the word 
"base," when he says there are bases -- "base" meaning -- 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. We're just saying 
they're not comparable. You're talking about some tactical 
aircraft that have the ability to deliver nuclear weapons 
and you're trying to compare them with awesome strategic- 
capability systems like the SS-20s. 


e) Their major growth has been just in the 
SS-20s -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No, 
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THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: As my colleague said, it's 
been across the board. But I did want to underline that 
when you talk about what we are focusing on in INF == which 
are these intermediate long-range missiles of the SS-20 type 
-- they have deployed 324 warheads or 108 systems to Asia 
already, and there may be more on the way. We don't have 
any comparable system in Asia at all. So for them to raise 
this issue is really almost incomprehensible. 


I think they are referring, as my colleague said, 
to a few ships. they have lots of ships of their own that 
we believe carry nuclear weapons. 

e) On that figure, you know, I've seen 90 to a 
hundred. You're saying 108 now. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 


O . What is the current rate of new SS-20s -- 
about one a week? about one a month of them going to Asia? 
351 was the last one. Where are we today? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Roughly, we will stay and 
have stayed with this rough estimate that they deploy one 
new SS-20 a week; and they allocate, I think, one out of 
_three or one out of four SS-20s to Asia. 


0 So they're building up the Asian forces as 
well as the European forces? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, they are. 
2) O.K. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Clearly, but it's a 
little misleading to say one a week or whatever. They came 
at different times. That kind of figure is more from 
looking at the overall number and saying it would be an 
average Of one a week. 


2) All right. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We have seen recent 
deployments in /sia, and it continues to build up in Asia. 
There's a lot of emphasis on Asia. 


fe) You are also concerned about mobility. Is 
there any evidence that SS-20s are shifted at all from 
either side of the ocean urals? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: They don't need to shift 
them now, because they have deployments in the eastern and 
western parts of the Soviet Union -- 
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e) Yes, I know. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: <= but what there is evi- 
dence of, in exercises and the way they produce the weapons 
and they transport them, is that it's an easily transpor- 
table system and they have the capability to transport it 
over a great distance. 


) A small point on the SS-20s in Asia. I'm 
curious that many of those can reach targets in Alaska, 
since he flatly says that none of them can reach American 


targets. 


a 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: O.K. Let me give you my 
best estimate, and again our expert -- maybe my colleague -- 
may want to comment on this specifically. 


And, again, his.point about mobility or your point 
, about mobility -- they are mobile. They can shift them very 
guickly. If they did ship them, without question, they 
could; where they are deployed right now, it depends on 
which range estimate you buy, and there's been a difference 
of a small number of about 500 kilometers in terms of 
estimating in various range estimates. 


If you take one estimate of it, they can, clearly. 
‘If you take another estimate, they can, barely,:. But, you 
know, this is a very small part of Alaska right now in the 
current deployments. 


-- MORE -- 


ee 
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Q What are the parameters? What are the range 
parameters you are talking about? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let's see -- I don't 
think these are classified numbers: 4,400 to 5,000 kilome- 
ters in range -- much longer, by the way, than the Pershing 
II or the GLCM that we're talking about; and those ranges 
are 1800 kilometers and 2400 kilometers. Theirs is almost 
double the range. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: One thing you should bear 
in mind with the SS-20 is that while we worry about the 
threat that it poses to our allies in Europe, where it is 
deployed it has the capacity to cover the entire Middle 
East, large portions of northern Africa, the Indian 
sub-continent, and all of China. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: And the United States. 


0 What is the rate of dismantlement of the 4s 
and 5s -- are the Russians doing much along those lines? 
And secondly, what about the Chinese missiles? The Soviets 
have raised this as ‘an argument, that the Chinese have 
-IRBM-type missiles. How do you answer that, that-they would 
need some in Asia to counter Chinese weapons? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I can answer that; my 
colleague might want to do the -4s and -5s dismantlement. 


The Soviet Union has substantial nuclear capabili- 
ties to use against countries in Asia, including China, 
without the deployment of the SS-20s, and no one would try 
to suggest that there is anything approaching a regional 
nuclear balance between the Soviet Union and China. But we 
make the point in the statement that we cannot accept the 
principle that we have to enter into arms control agreements 
with the Soviet Union that provide an outcome that gives the 
Soviet Union equality with all of its potential adversaries 
combined, because what that means is that the United States 
enters an agreement in which it accepts inferiority with the 
Soviet Union. 


I think the President has been very clear <= and 
the Alliance has been very clear <= that the only basis that 
we're prepared to negotiate with the Soviet Union is on the 
basis of equality. 
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SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Do you want me to just 
add, on the -4s and -5s, those numbers do change. Right now 
they are in the 240-250 range, closer probably to 240. They 
have decreased a little bit as these SS-20s have built up in 
large measure. 


With regard to China, they have a very small, 
strategic missile program; the Soviets have a huge one. 


Q They have decreased from what, over how long a 
period? It's just never been made clear. : 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think their figure was, 
roughly, 600 four, or maybe 5 years ago, so they are gra- 
dually reducing that force. They have said that they were 
retiring that force, come what may. We should not view this 
as any kind of concession. After all, we're talking about - 
missiles that-.are well over 20 years old. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's worth putting a 
couple of these numbers into perspective. Since the late 
1960s, the United States has been reducing the number of its 
deployed nuclear weapons to the point where we now have 
deployed today the lowest number of nuclear weapons we've 
had deployed at any time in the last twenty years, and some 


8,000 fewer nuclear weapons than we had in the ‘mid-to-late 


1960s. 


By contrast, the Soviet Union has been steadily 
adding nuclear weapons over the whole of this period. If 
you look just at Europe, the United States, in December 
1979, unilaterally removed 1,000 nuclear warheads from 
Europe. And we are pledged under the terms of the December 
1979 agreement to remove an additional 464 nuclear warheads 
from Europe as the ground-launch Cruise missiles are deployed. 
So we will have actually reduced the total number of weapons 
deployed in Europe, even if we were to carry out the full 
planned deployment by over 1,000 weapons. 


The Soviets have been adding weapons at the rates 
that we've been discussing, both in Europe and the Far East. 
In addition to the longer-ranged weapons that we've been 
talking about, they have been making significant additions 
across the spectrum of shorter-ranged systems, and they con- 
tinue to do that. 


fe) Even though you're not talking numbers at this 
point, in our proposal is the Cruise=-Pershing mix 
negotiable? 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: What is negotiable are 
reductions in both the ground-launch Cruise missile numbers 
and the Pershing II numbers, that we have said this week 
that we would deploy, if we deployed a reduced number, a mix 
of both Pershing II and Cruise missiles. In other words, 
we're not talking about dropping the Pershing II. 


Q Why? What is the reason? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Because we think there are 
sound military reasons for maintaining a ballistic missile 
and cruise missile mix. ; 


QO What is the military reason for the mix? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Because there are dif- 
ferent defenses against the two types of systems. They have 
different capabilities, and in the analysis that was done by 
the NATO military authorities during 1978-1979, it was 
agreed that a mix was more militarily appropriate. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Could I just add on one 
point there, too? As you compare these systems, in which the 
Soviets, as you know, have over 1,050 warheads ‘right now, 


“SS-20 warheads, all of those warheads or missiles in their 


351 systems move at the same speed as the Pershings. We've 
often heard people talking about the short flight time of 
the Pershing ccmpared to the Cruise. All on the Soviet side 
are the same flight time as the Pershing. 


O I got a heated phone call one day from someone 
in Alabama claiming to be an expert who took vigorous excep- 
tion to the notion that the Pershings can reach the Soviet 
territory in six minutes -- you've seen 5 to 8, 6. He says 
it's much slower than that. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's roughly 15 minutes, 
which is, by the way, the same flight~-time as some Soviet 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles against targets in the 
United States. . 


O I've never seen a published account of those. 
I keep seeing 5 to 8, or 6. That's flat wrong, right? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: That is flat wrong. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: It matters where it is. 
Some people are talking about how much warning time they 
might have. There are a lot of variables involved. 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: One question we need to 
ask ourselves is why is it somehow unacceptable to threaten 
the Soviet Union from Europe with a ballistic missile, but 
it is perfectly all right for the Soviet Union to threaten 
Our allies with an even more destructive ballistic missile? 


Q While we've got you, I'd like to ask you about the 
demonstrations in Europe this weekend -- what effect you 
think they might have on the Soviet statement here and what 
effect you think they might have on our negotiating position 
in Geneva. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I would only on your first 
question say that I think it would be a mistake for the 
Soviet Union to view those activities as somehow repre- 
senting a lack of commitment or will on the part of the 
Alliance to go forward with the December '79 decision. I 
think the response of the European governments to the 
President's proposal demonstrates that there is very strong 
Support for continuing preparations for deployment in 
Order to achieve an arms control outcome, that the Alliance 
has remained united behind this issue since the December '79 
decision was taken, and it is as united as ever right now. 


od 


In terms of our negotiating position, we recognize 


-che concerns of Europeans, and Americans for that-matter, for 
reducing the risks of nuclear war. What is clear is that 


you will not reduce the risk of nuclear war if we do not 
either get an acceptable arms control outcome or are unable 
to deploy, and the Soviet Union is left with a total mono- 
poly in these weapons. Unilateral disarmament is certainly 
not a solution to this problen. 


Specifically on this question, from my 
Special perspective -- someone who worries about Europe -- 
that is one of the major problems with the freeze, that what 
the freeze would do would be to lock in the United States 
and its allies into a massive inferiority in the area of INF 
systems. It would preserve the Soviet 1300-to-zero advan- 
tage. 


Q I haven't been to all the briefings this week, 
but the question has come up in my office which goes 
something like this: If there is no agreement, the U.S. 
would be deploying over several years 572 new warheads; the 
Soviet Union has some 1300, plus or minus, some over this 
period. The interim proposal calls for both sides to end up 
with equality of warheads. So ir: other words, the U.S. is 
asking the Soviet Union to give up in the negotiations 
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something the U.S. is not willing to do on the ground -- 
that is, we're not willing to deploy the number that would 
bring us to equality with the Soviet Union warheads, but yet 
asking them to come down to equality on their own. 


The question just is this: Is this a logical 
proposal? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think it's completely 
logical. And you might look at our position in the Vienna 
negotiations on conventional force levels. 


I think the important point is that the United 
States and its allies cannot formally agree to codify or 
institutionalize inferiority. In December '79, we took a 
specific decision, and that decision was to deploy 572 
systems. We are not at this stage going to revise that 
decision because our concentration is, at this stage, - 
to implement that decision. That is what we intend to do. 


But we are not prepared to codify Soviet 
superiority, or to institutionalize it, within an agreement. 
The purpose of these systems, of 572 systems, is to 
establish, in the face of the Soviet SS=-20 buildup, a clear 
link between the defense and security of Europe and the 
defense and security of the United States. We:believe that 
“the December '79 decision, which includes the 572 systems, 
will do that. 


0 Have we settled on the number of 572 with the 
Allies, because their traditional deployment in Europe, the 
Soviets, was around 600 warheads? How have we arrived at that 
number? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. There were a number 
of factors that led to the 572, everything from looking at 
overall military requirements, targets, the countries 
involved. For instance, the Pershing II numbers, part of 
that 572 -- 108 -=- each one of the Pershings will replace a 
shorter-ranged Pershing, and that figure was already set, of 
108. So I think there were a number of factors, and no one 
was predominant. 


MODERATOR: Let's take one more. 


O You, obviously, can't answer this in detail, but 
to pick up on your point that we cannot afford to codify 
Soviet superiority, they are still deploying. At what point 
do you have to reevaluate your own strategic position in 
that regard, because obviously, if they deploy 500 SS-20s, 

572 GLCMS and Pershing IIs don't really have very much to do 
with the strategic balance. 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: My colleague may want to 
add a point to this because he is the fellow who is respon- 
Sible for working with the Allies in looking at NATO 
requirements in the future; and that's a future-oriented 
question. 


Our problem right now is to implement the decision 
we have already taken, and that is the focus of our effort. 
It would be counter-productive, in my view, to begin raising 
questions about that decision. Our purpose now is, in the 
absence of an agreement, in the absence of eliminating these 
Systems altogether, or in the absence of achieving an 
agreement on the basis of the President's interim proposal, 
is to deploy all 572 systems. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let me just add one 
point, which is that the numbers the Soviets have already 
deployed make no military sense to us. The number greatly 
exceeds any reasonable scenario for the employment of those 
weapons. There are sO many more weapons than there are 
targets that one wonders why the Soviets go on deploying 
them, unless it is to create a political effect. But we 
can't justify even their current number. 


While they could, of course, go on building to the 
sorts of numbers you suggest, it seems to us a terribly 
ill-conceived deployment plan and a wasteful one. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 P.M.) 
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MR. ALLIN: Okay. I apologize for the delay. The 
briefing will be ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a senior 
administration official. This briefing is on the visit of 
President Reagan and President Hurtado. And it will deal, 
exclusively, with that meeting. So other questions on other 
subjects that you may feel our briefer has some insight into can 
be addressed at some other point. This briefing is on the 
meeting that was held today and on U.S.-Ecuadoran relations. 


Thank you. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Mort. 


The discussions that the two Presidents had -- 
and that George Shultz and Don Regan and other administration 
officials had with President Hurtado -- covered the following 
points. 


First, support for democracy -- this is an 
elected, democratic, constitutional government in Ecuador, 
coming in after a period of military rule. It is headed toward 
presidential and parliamentary elections next year, with the 
first round in January of 1984. It has been a very difficult 
transition. The President expressed his strong support for 
democracy in this country and, indeed, for the spreading trend 
toward democratic institutions througnout the Hemisphere. And 
President Hurtado, in addition to reiterating his strong belief 
in democracy in the Hemisphere, thanked the President for the 
Support that we have given. 


The second topic that was treated in several 
conversations is the economic one. As you heard President 
Hurtado point out, Latin America is in a serious debt crisis. 
And most of the countries on the continent are facing deep 
recessions with an uncertain future. The President, President 
Hurtado, described what Ecuador had done to deal with this 
issue. It has, on the one hand, asked for the rescheduling of 
a portion -- $1.3 billion -- of its $6 billion foreign debt. 
That is under discussion with New York and other bankers. And 
the discussions are proceeding quite positively. They will be taken 
up again this week. And the expectation is that they will be 
successful. 


On the other hand, though, the government of Ecuador 
has taken a series of very difficult stabilization measures, 
have caused a good deal of popular reaction. It has acted with 
courage and some considerable firmness and with success -- 
such things as sharp devaluations of the currency, removal of 
subsidies on petroleum and other products, sharp cuts in state 
programs in a number of areas, and a compression of the budget 
deficit. All of this latter has been taken in conjunction with 
a negotiation with the IMF, which has progressed quite well. 
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The United States, on its side, has -- in addition to 
its, roughly, $10 million program of economic assistance for this 
country -- provided this year -- and we are just about to announce 
the second part of this -- $81 million worth of CCC agricultural 
credits. 


Now, in discussions on the economic side, both the 
Ecuadorans and our officials agreed that not only do individual 
countries have to put their houses in order, but there has to 
be some general expansion in-.the international system. It is 
one thing if only a few countries have to cut back. But if 
every country has to cut back, this becomes inconsistent. And 
an environment is created in which the effects tend to reinforce 
each other and make matters worse for individual countries. 


The President, Mr. Regan, Mr. Shultz pointed out 
to the developing expansion in the U.S. economy, said that it 
is not a question of having a single locomotive for the 
Western World, but of a large number of countries 
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moving together and all, would affect each other and pointed to the 
Williamsburg Summit as the next occasion on which to discuss a common 
strategy in depth. : 


We also covered -- third subject -- a number of hemispheric 
questions; in particular, the question of how to develop diplomacy 
moving towards peaceful solutions in Central America. It was pointed 
out in the course of these discussions that a proposal had emerged 
in Central America, led by Honduras but responding to an initiative 
by a number of regional powers, such as Mexico, Venezuela and 
Colombia, to have an all Latin regional meeting on peace in Central 
America. Have been a lot of consultation with the United 
States, and we had agreed that we should not take a direct part in 
this in order to maximize the possibility that Nicaragua would join 
it. 


However, at the present moment, Nicaragua appears to be 
resisting this meeting with other Central American countries. The 
debate is occurring in the OAS over what is the right forum of such 
a meeting. The United States representatives expressed support for 
this five-plus-five initiative, five Central American. countries, five 
other Latin American witnesses, as they are called. And there was a 
larger discussion about the role of peaceful discussions in the 
hemisphere, including the experience the United States has had in 
attempting to negotiate with Cuba, and attitudes that the Cuban 
government adopts towards its neighbors. 


Our relations with Ecuador are very good; a very 
cordial exchange, mutually supportive exchange. The President of 
Ecuador thanked us for the support that we had given during recent 
severe flooding in his country, particularly in the coastal town of 
Guayaquil. 


Okay. That, I think, summarizes about where we were. 
Yes, sir. 


Q As you know, the President of Ecuador and his 
Foreign Minister have made statements in the last six weeks in which 
both have declared their view that in order for there to be peace 
in Central America, all foreign interventionists should leave the 
region. How does the United States view that suggestion since we, 
of course, have uniformed military advisers in El Salvador -- 
trainers, pardon me -- and we have covert activities going on which 
the administration says is within -- are within the law. So how 
do those things fit within President Hurtado and his Foreign 
Minister's view that all interventionists in the region should leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you may recall 
that a number of democratic countries, including this one, got 
together in October in San Jose and tried to outline an end game, 
if you will, for Central America, sort of what we were aiming at. 
And one of the things that we were -- we said must happen, all of us -- 
the United States has affirmed that in a number of ways since that 
time, including by President Reagan repeatedly during his trip to 
Latin America and Central America in December -- one of the things 
that we suggested was that there should be mutual, reciprocal, 
verified accords on removal of all foreign advisers, limitation of 
the import of heavy offensive weapons, an end to insurgencies run 
from one country on another on the same mutual and verifiable basis, 
and a number of other points. But all of those points were included 
in that statement of policy and supported subsequently by the 
President. 


We don't have to have a lot of foreign military 
trainers in El Salvador or elsewhere. We have a few. We don't have 
nearly as many, of course, as the Cubans have in Nicaragua. 


Q That wasn't my question, sir. President Hurtado 
and his Foreign Minister have both said all foreign military inter- 
ventionists in the region should be withdrawn. What is our government's 
view of that call -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our government's view 
of that is that, and I'm giving you the specifics, because we've 
already supported and indeed proposed the specifics that on the 
same reciprocal and verified basis that we should remove the trainers, 
part of the intervention, if you will. I think that's what is meant 
by that word and the heavy offensive weapons and so forth. That 
is all on a basis of reciprocity and verification. That is an 
American proposal and that of other democracies in the area. 


Q May I follow up, sir. Did he raise this issue 
in the talks today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Has it been raised at the embassy level or 
at the level of foreign minister talking to foreign minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On an economic question 
with Ecuador, he said while he was in New York that he was interested 
in a debt solution that would involve debtor countries paying on 
their ability to pay perhaps with respect to their foreign exchange 
earnings rather than fixed interest rates and over and over 
again rescheduling. Did he bring this up in the meeting today 
and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. 
Q Didn't come up at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. He, indeed, 
spoke of the relatively good job he thought Ecuador was doing in 
reaching agreement with its creditors and the successful handling 
of its debt. He pointed out that this is a very major issue. 

You heard him speak out in front of the White House. It's a 
very major issue for a lot of countries that we all must be concerned 
with, but he did not propose such a solution. 


Q And anything about a collection of countries 
Similarly situated with respect to that -- getting together 
and devising some overall debt relief? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Didn't even bring it up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q In the five plus five plan, did he voice support 
for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He voiced support 
for solutions that would get the maximum amount of agreement. 
He said that Ecuador is not proposing its own plan, does not 
plan to put forward specific ideas but is vitally interested in 
peace in Central America and would support and join other 
proposals. 


Q But he did not specifically support five plus 
five? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not 
specifically support five plus five although he did express 
interest in it. 
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Q Did he ask the President -- President Reagan 
for any information on what exactly the United States is doing 
in Nicaragua? And was any explanation offered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the subject 
did not come up as I think I just mentioned. 


Q Sir, on the economic front, you say that he had 
not asked for any economic aid, he have no discussed the Nicaraguan 
issue, and he have no expressed himself on the five and five proposal. 
What is the substance of the visit then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was mainly 
on the three points that I mentioned before which resulted in 
some very far-ranging conversations on this. We said on our 
side that we thought that, indeed, they had done extremely well 
with their stabilization program and that we were telling our banks 
that we thought it was a serious and constructive program that 
is worthy of support. 


I don't think that either the President of Ecuador 
or our President thought of this as a meeting in which -- 
to request economic assistance. We had, as I mentioned, just 
granted a substantial amount in the CCC credits. 


Q Sir -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, that -- 
excuse me, you're first. 


Q I just wanted to ask you about the CCC credits. 
You say we've already granted them or we are about to make the 
announcement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The second tranche 
of them is about to be announced. The total will be $81 million. 


Q And forgive my ignorance, but what does CCC 
credits mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They mean short-term 
credits for the purchase of agricultural goods, generally three years 
in length. It would be particularly helpful at this time of 
a payments crunch in Ecuador. 


Q How much of it's already been made public then? 
Q Is that for all -- 


Q How much of the $81 million has already been 
announced? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How much are the -- 
have we got an expert here on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, sir. 


Q This is for Ecuador to buy American agricultural 
products? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I don't know 
how it's broken down into the two tranches, I'm sorry. 


Q And this is all $81 million -- all the credits 
are for Ecuador and not for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ecuador. 
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Q -- agriculture -- beets, corn -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you that 
eithar. I'm sorry. 


You're going to ave to provide specialized -- take 
numbers and provide srcecialized information, please. 


MR. ALLIN: You ought to give Jeff Biggs a call at the 
Department, 652-4726. I'm sure he will be glad to provide that. 
Right, Jeff? 


Q What's the number again? 
MR. ALLIN: Jeff? 
Q Yes. 


Q In his speech before the OAS yesterday, President 
Hurtado said, and I quote, "The violence that has left a trail of 
blood in Central America has historical causes that are linked to 
Oppression, social injustice, and economic problems." In his 
departure declaration, President Reagan thanked President Hurtado 
for sharing with him the benefit of his perceptive views. Was that 
perceptive view shared with Presicent Reagan and did he try to 
stress that the President should take that into his analysis of what's 
been going on in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not make 
that point. However, many administration spokesmen have, as you know, 
said that there are two things going on in Central America. One is 
the legacy of past injustices, and the other is outside interference. 


Q Just a clarification on the five-plus-five. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Is the five-plus-five identical -- is the Honduran 
resolution at the OAS identical to the five-plus-five, or is there 
a difference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it simply says -- 
calls on all countries to meet under this formula in order to discuss 
the resolution of their problems, all countries in Central America. 


Q Under five-plus-five -- I thought it didn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has the five, and it 
is less certain about how many others should come in, but it suggests 
other Latin American countries coming in and being witnesses 
without -- 


Q And would we oppose -- if Cuba were invited as a 
Latin American country, would we oppose that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It refers to members 
of the OAS, I believe. We would not support that, no. 


Q At any time during the meeting, was the issue of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And -- excuse me -- 
I think I shoule say that no one is proposing it. 


Q All right. 


Q Sorry. At any time during the meeting, was the 
issue of tuna-fishing raised by either side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was ina 
congratulatory tone because this is a very difficult issue -- an 
issue brought about, on the one hand, by seizures, by Ecuador of 
U.S. tuna-fishing boats and, on the other hand, by the imposition of 
a U.S. embargo on tuna and tuna oa has been satisfactorily 
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resolved. It was a month ago. 
MR. ALLIN: Last question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You may have heard 
President Reagan referring to this in his remarks. 


MR. ALLIN: Al? 

Q Yes. The question is: Did the President of 
Ecuador urge President Reagan to seek a peaceful solution to problems 
in Central America? Did he use those words? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It was the 
American side that raised the ideas that we have and see -- 
possibilities we see for peaceful solutions. And it was President 
Hurtado who commented and reacted on some of his quite general 
ideas without putting forward specific ones. 


Q So he didn't have to bring up Central America, then, 
on his own? It was the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did. 
Q He didn't. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did. 
Q What about the CBI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not bring it up. 
Ecuador is not a beneficiary. 


Q It was not discussed in the context of the 
hemisphere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:32 P.M. EST 
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MR. HETU: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 
Assembled is the President's Commission on Strategic Forces and 
a number of our senior counsellors. Let me introduce General 
Brent Scowcroft, the Chairman of the Commission, who will have a 
brief statement and, then, take questions and answers. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Thank you, Herb. [I think, since 
you really have not had a chance to go over our report, that it 
would be useful for me to take five minutes or so to outline some 
of its major elements as background for your questions. 


It is a closely reasoned report, I hope. And, 
therefore, I wovld urge that you read it carefully. I will not 
pretend to cover all of it, but simply touch some of the 
highlights. 


The Report begins by outlining the central dilemma 
for us -- of coping with Soviet expansionism, while avoiding 
the devastation of a nuclear war. It, then, goes on to discuss 

. the nature and the cequirements of Ceterrence anc the manner in 
which arms control can make a contribution to that deterrence. 
It points out that the Soviets place great emphasis on their 
military forces, at least as a backdrop for their political 
designs. 


For example, Soviet investment in ICBM forces 
underscores the importance, in their eyes, of the role that those 
forces play for them. Thus, since the deployment of the last 
U.S. ICBM -- the Minuteman [II -- the Soviets have deployed the 
$S-17, the 18, and the 19 -=- over 600 missiles of MX size or 
larser. And they are, now, in the process of testing two new 
ones. 


Since the fundamental purpose of 0.S. strategic 
forces is deterrence, it is vital for us to understand the 
importance of military power in the Soviet scheme cf things. 

To maintain and enhance deterrence, the United States has been 
modernizing its strategic forces. The Report discusses that 
modernization with emphasis, of course, on ICBM forces -- which 
is at the heart of ovr current, national problems on strategic 
force modernization. 


Our analysis has convinced us that this issue has 
come, in part, co be miscast. And our Report recommends what 
we feel is a major, new departure. We are proposing new directions 
both in ICBM forces and in arms control. That new departure, 
fundamentally, is to integrate strategic force programs with arms 
control, and to move both in the direction of stability. 
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We would accomplish this through a three-part 
program. The first part would be the immediate deployment of 
something like a hundred MX missiles for a number “easons, among 
which are the foliowing. 


First and certainly not least, to demonstrate 9.S. 
national will and cohesion -- we have now had four Presidents 
who have said that the MX is important, if not essential, to our 
national security. Failure to carry through with this program 
would hardly demonstrate to the Soviets that we have the will, 
which is an essential element of deterrence. 


Next, in order to reduce the substantial imbalance 
in the capability of U.S., ICBM forces compared to those of 
the Soviet Union -- the Soviets can, with their ICBM forces, 
put our forces and other critical targets at risk in a way that 
the United States cannot begin to match. This is an important 
element of instability. 


But, very importantly, the MX is essential to induce 
the Soviets toward negotiation, especially negotiations on an 
arms control framework which would permit us, and encourage then, 
to move in the direction of greater stability. 


For the longer run, the Commission proposes 
engineering design of a small, single-warhead missile <-- looking 
toward possible deployment in the early 1990s. We suggest a 
Single-warhead missile in order to reduce the value of che 
target, making it unremunerative to attack and, thus, enhancing 
the stability of the force -- and small in order to open up, 
to a maximum extent, the opportunities for survivable basing, 
almost certainly including mobile. 


In corder to provide the environment which will 
support the deployment of a small missile, a new departure in 
arms control is needed. Counting by launchers has, perversely, 
led us to the present structure of very — valved targets, 
large missiles with a number of 


We must, therefore, turn to counting our forces 
on both sides by warheads, and not by launchers. After moving 
to count warheads, it would be, then, useful to cap or reduce 
the numbers sharply in order that a deplovment of great numpers 
of small missiles would not be necessary. 


This, in turn, gets us back to the MX, which is 
essential to induce the Soviets =o negotiate away what is 
currently a favorable strategic position for them in ICBM forces, 
hopefully, to encourage them to move in the same strategic 
Girection by making clear that their huge missiles in silos are 
a@ wasting asset. 


For this, we believe that MX deployed in Minuteman 
silos is an adequate response at reasonable cost. It is true 
that, whatever the current survivability of Minuteman silos. 
they are becoming more vulnerable. We do propose a vigorous 
R&D program on silo hardening and, of course, would take advantage 
of any developments which result from that research and development, 
either with the MX or, conceivably, with the small missile. 


The fundamental requirement for survivability of 
Our ICBM force is as a hedge against a Soviet breakthrough in 
anti-submarine warfare, putting our submarine-launched, ballistic 
missiles at risk. We do not see that on the horizon at the 
present time. And we are proposing the small missile in the 
longer run to enhance survivability of the ICBM force. 
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For the present, we believe that vulnerability is not 
so dominant a part of the overail problem as to require other, 
immediate steps. We believe that the Soviets must have some 
uncertainties about their operational capabilities, notwithstanding 
whatever their test accuracies indicate to them. Sut especially, 
we feel that there still is an important synergistic survivability 
between the ICBM forces and the bomber forces in that it is 
difficult, if not impossible, for the Soviets to attack both of 
them simulcaneously. 


That, in brief, is the outline of our recommendations. 
Few, if any, will consider our recommendations an optimal 
solution. If such were available, this Commission probably would 
not have been convened. We have tried to construct an approach 
which is different in kind, however, which promises a major, new 
departure for the the United States in the direction of 
enhanced stability for our strategic forces and, hopefully, an 
approach which will permit a consensus to develop, allowing us 
to put the devisiveness of the past -- both in arms control and 
in our strategic forces -- behind us and allow us to move forward 
with a more common perspective in ovr efforts to preserve both 
peace and liberty. 


And now, we are prepared to take your questions. 


Q General, once before Congress turned down the 
concept of hardened silos for the MX. What has changed in your 
judgment? Has the political climate changed, or the 
techno logy ? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Sam, that is not precisely 
correct. What Congress dic is turn down an interim deployment of 
MX in Minuteman silos, oroposed by the administration while they 
were deciding whether they wanted co put it 
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in aircraft, deep underground, or go to ballistic missile defense. 
And the Congress said, "No. Come back and tell us where you want 

to put it permanently, not on an interim basis." We are recommending 
a permanent deployment for the MX. 


Q So you don't think there would be an objection from 
the standpoint of the technology of the hardened silo? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What I'm saying is I think their 
objection at the time did not relate to what it is we're proposing. 


Q This, you say, is permanent, General? Do you mean 
permanent, or just until the development of the smaller single warhead 
missiles? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I would think permanent exactly. 
When one would phase it out, I think it would still be very useful. 
After that time, it would depend extensively on developments with che 
Soviet Union. 


MR. CUTLER: Bill, if we were successful in developing 
the single warhead missile and in negotiating an arms control treaty, 
in which both sides relied primarily on single warhead missiles for 
their ICBM force, then one of our objectives would be to reduce 
the number cf multi-warhead missiles on both sides, including the 
MX's on our side and the SS-19's and 18's on their side. 


Q General, moving from the -- counting launchers ‘to 
counting warheads, what would that do, in your opinion, to the problem 
of verifiability? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't think it necessarily -- and 
some of the other commissioners might want to comment -- I don't think 
it necessarily makes shat kind of verification more difficult. We 
have fairly -- we have adequate rules now which allow us to determine 
the number of warheads on missiles. If we'd kept the same counting 
rules about testing, it seems to me that that would not be an insur- 
mountable problem. 


DR. BROWN: I think that's right. t's a matter 
o= how you do the arithemetic. The present agreements limit the 
number of launchers, they limit the number of warheads ver iauncher, 
and you get the number of warheads by multiplying. If you limit the 
number of warheads and let the number of launchers be loose, you 
Can still -- you're still going to have to get the number of warheads 
by multiplying the number of launchers and missiles you see by the 
number of warheads per missile. It's a different way of going at 
it sO as not to put pressure on to reduce the number of launchers 
and thereby make the forces more vulnerable because they're more 
warheads to attack a limited number of aim points. 


Q What about refiring capabilities? 


OR. BROWN: Well, that is going to have to be 
taken care of no matter how you do it. 


Q General, yousaidin your report that the Soviets 
are developing two new ICBM's. Is this, in your opinion and the panel's 
Opinion, a violation of SALT II? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, yes, we use that as a shorthand. 
That -- I don't think we want to get into that. It's an extremely 
complicated -- extremely complicated matter. In fact, they have 
had two tests of something, one of which they have declared as their 
new missile and -- 


Q Will not our announcement of two ICBM's, the MX, 
and a new smaller ICBM, announce to them that it'll be all right 
for them to go aheac with two new ICBM'’s also? 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: f think not at all. 
Lloyd, you might -- 


OR. BROWN: It certainly shouldn't because we're talking 
about a flight test with a small missile that would not begin until 
probabiy 1988 or ‘89. To equate that with a flight test that takes 
place this year, I think in a treaty chat -- whose original term 
was to run until 1985, it seems to me is a strange application. 


MR. CUTLER: The SALT II Treaty prohibits the extended 
testing of more than one new missile, ICBM. The SALT II Treaty runs 
out in 1985. It expressly provided that by the end of 1984, had it 
been ratified, there would have been a new negotiation for an 
extension of that treaty with lower limits and also more improved 
limits. It would have been quite logical to expect that in any 
extension going beyond 1985 both sides would have agreed that each 
could deploy in that period -- test and deploy a second new missile, 
especially one as stabilizing as a single warhead nissile. 


Q General, are you not saying both in the report and 
in vour summary that the vulnerability of U.S. land-based missiles, 
which Mr. Brown and Mr. Reagan and others told us was a fact as early 
as 1980, in fact does 

















not really exist for all practical purposes and probably won't in 
the immediate future? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, I don't think we're saying that. 
I think what we're saying is that the program, which we propose, fun- 
Gamentally, deploying the ‘X early for purposes which only it can 
serve, and relying on the longer period for the survivability which 
the small missle provides, is adequate to deal with the problem. 


DR. BROWN: The equation of vulnerability of land-based 
ICBM.'s withthe vulnerability of our strategic forces is. I think, 
the mistake that's implicit in your question. The land-based ICBM's 
will be vulnerable. In combination with our other forces, they 
will provide a stong deterrent. 


Q Why won't the Minuteman be vulnerable in the same 
silos -- ° 


DR. BROWN: It is. 
Q I don't mean the Minuteman, I mean the MX. 


DR. BROWN: It is. The difficulty for someone who has 
tried to attack a diversified force, in order to escape retaliation, 
is that destroying one component of that force successfully, 
providing that the others are designed to be complimentary to it, 
will not protect him from retaliation. 


MR. CUTLER: And Sam, for every missile <hat survives, 
that missle wili have ten warheads instead of three, so you will 
have triple the size of your surviving force. 


Q General, when Sam asked earlier about she Congressional 
objections, the first time arounc, on hardened silos, the obiections 
were not just that it was a temporary interim plan, the objections 
were also to the question of the vulnerability of the silos and the 
hardenine technology. Has something changed since then regarding 
the technology of what you're proposing to be done to the Minuteman silos? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I wouldn't say anything is 
fundamentally changed altnough there are some very interesting new 
Gevelooments in silo hardening which could hold out substantial oromise. 
We are not basing our recommendations on a research and <eveiopment 
breakthrough of any kind. 


Q So you would proceed with the basing mode even if 
the technology on the hardening does not work out? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q Well, how do you answer the guestion of vulnerability 
though? That was the main Congressional objection. 


DR. SCHLESINGER: I think that it is important to avoid 
exaggeration on the vulnerability question. The effect of deterrence 
is to achieve an impact on the minds of a would-be attacker. 


There is a substantial difference that General Scowcroft 
has referred to between accuracies achieved ina test ranse and 
those accuracies that would be required in an operational attack 
against the U.S. complex. The Soviets can never have a high degree 
of confidence that those accuracies would be achieved in a massive 
strike which has never before been tested. 
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MR. CUTLER: I'd like to add just one other point 
on the vulnerability question, and that is that this report 
proposes a new and better answer to the vulnerability problem. 


The vulnerability problem of the ICBM forces 
essentially is the multi-warhead missile. I£ both sides have an 
equal number of ten warhead missiles, then one side can use ten 
percent of its force to knock out all the missiles on the other 
side. Or, if it uses two warheads per missile, twenty percent 
of its force to knock out all the missiles on the other side. 


We're proposing moving toward a system of single 
warhead missiles, where essentially you would have to use all of 
your missiles to knock out all of the missiles on the other side. 
And that's the central stabilizing proposal of this response. 


I would like your response to the argument 
that is made that deploying an MX counter-silo missile in a non- 
survivable basing mode might be destabilizing development. General 
Kelly Burke used to argue that unless the MX is made survivable, 
that would put us in a use-it-or-lose-it situation. Both sides 
would move their finger closer to the trigger and that would be 
destabilizing. The MX is a counterforce weapon. What's your 
response? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't know -- Jim, why don't you 
comment on that. 


MR. WOOLSEY: Let Jim -- 

DR. SCHLESINGER: You wanted that -- 
MR. WCOLSEY: Go ahead. Go ahead. 
DR. SCHLESINGER: All yours. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Trying to share the weaith here. 
Laughter). 


MR. WOOLSEY: Let me call your attention to the 
Giscussion at the bottom of page seven anc the top of pace eight 
in the report, because the thrust of the recommendations with 
respect ot what has been termed the window of vulnerability 
in the late 1980's, the U.S. ICBM force, I think, can only really 
be understood in that context. 


It is, essentially, that the problem of the vulnerability 


of the 
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1CBM force, when viewed in isolation, is an important problem. 

It needs to be fixed; but it is a problem that we have some time 
to fix and we should do it right and that the best way to do that 
is, essentially, to try to evolve ourself and to encourage the 
Soviets to move toward a force of single -- small single warhead 
ICBM's over time. 


With respect to the vulnerability of the U.S. ICBM 
force in the relative near future, such as in the late 1980's, the 
interaction between the bomber force survivability and the ICBM 
survivability described in those paragraphs I mentioned to you 
is of great importance and, therefore, I suppose you might say 
that the Commission believes the vulnerability problem is important, 
needs to be dealt with, but that it's a long-term problem, not a 
short-term problem, as far as the U.S. ICBM's seen alone is con- 
cerned. 


Q Then what was this entire 1980 Presidential 
campaign defense debate about, Dr. Brown? I mean, we 
have all of you luminaries here seeming to say that we should 
never have worried about this window of vulnerability, which you 
announced in a speech and President Reagan campaigned on. 


DR. BROWN: If one wants to go back to the 1980 
campaign, perhaps some of you who were involved in reporting 
it will remember what was said by one side was that there was a 
critical window of vulnerability and that it needed to be re- 
moved right away. And what the other side was saying is, "This 
vulnerability is a problem. We are going to have to take care 
of it.” And the timing and the overall nature of the problem was 
not that immediate and that critical. 


I will point out to vou that there were other ideas 
proposed for solving the vulnerability problem. Some of us may 
think that those were even better ideas. But you have to start 
from where you are now. And from where vou are now, this strikes 
at least this particular advisor as being a sensible solution to 
the problem. 


Q General Haig, where are we now? What's your 
view on this window of vulnerability? 


GENERAL HAIG: Well, there are two undercurrents of 
confusion on the so-called “window of vulnerability." And I'll 
overcome my present nostalgia for -- (laughter) -- to try to put 
it in focus. 


You know, there's a window of vulnerability -- andI. 
think the original debate was focused on the aggregate capability 
of the two sides to deal a destructive blow in an instantaneous, 
hard-target kill capacity and that the gross figures between the 
Soviet Union and the United States were falling into considerabie 
disarray. They had the large, heavy ballistic, instantaneously 
launchable systems. And that is a window of vulnerability in terms 
of net assets. And it runs up against deterrence because if that 
imbalance becomes overwhelming, and it's in the process of doing 
so, then deterrence is undercut and there's an incentive for the 
other sice to contemplate first strike. Very destabilizing. 


Then, we have a second range of window of vulnerability 
Giscussions which are focusing, more importantly, on the vulnerability 
of our systems to a Soviet strike. And that's the vulnerability 
of the fixed silo. And it's awfully important you don't get them 
confused in analyzing this problem. 
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Therefore, I think one can say, yes, of course, there's 
a window of vulnerability. It was a valid concern by serious 
people. And as Harold saic, some viewed it as a more urgent prob- 
lem than others. 


And then th*«re'+ ‘Ais second range of window of 
vulnerability which invo. @ Vulnerability of a fixed silo. 
And here, we feel that we ..<« going to deal with this by going 
to this light missile, wiiich has other assets as well, which can 
be deployed in mobile configuration. 


But in the meantime, we've got to deal with that 
other window of vulnerability as well. 


Q General, if the vulnerability problem is not 
that immediate, it can be taken care of on a longer-term basis 
as the Commission now seems to state, why not skip the MX and 
go immediate to the small missiles, the small, mobile -- I gather 
it would be a mobile, single-warhead missile. Is that correct? 








GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I've tried to deal with 
that in my opening comments. Basically, we think it's very dif- 
ficult to get there from here for a couple of reasons. First 
of all, we don't have a small missile. It will take time to 
develop, especially basing options. If one looked right now in 
deploying a small missile, we might have many of the same basing 
problems that the MX has faced over the past year. There are 
some interesting, promising developments, hard mobile launchers, 
for example, which would permit a useful mobile deployment. They're 
not here yet. It takes time. 
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Furthermore, we think it's essential to work on 
a negotiating environment to at least change the counting rules 
so that the small, single warhead missile is not counted as one 
along with an SS-18 replacement with ten warheads. Therefore, 
we think it's essential, and for the other reasons -- 


DR. BROWN: Let me foilow up on that. I think that 
Mr. Scowcroft's given the right reasons, that we do need to show 
the Soviets that their large missiles may not be completely 
invulnerable in the future either. We need to put some kind of 
leverage on them, to push them towards smaller, eae 
missiles. 


But to go _—e to your specific question -- why can't 
we just wait -- I'd recalled to you that we said in the 1970's, 
early 70's, that we would modernize with a new missile in the late 
70's. In the mid-70's, we said we'd do that in the early 80's 
In the late 70's, we said we would do it in the mid-1980's. Your 
question suggest that what we should now do in the early 80's is 
say that we'll do so in the early 90's. And given the record, 
I just don't think that's believable. 


Q General, what are you hearing from Congress 
about the prospects that they will approve this plan when they have 
rejected all of the others up to this point? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I wouldn't want to forecast. We 
have consulted widely on the dill, both in the House and the Senate, 
both to exchange ideas, get their views and what we have we feel 
has a reasonable, has the best chance to be successful ané to be 
able to develop the kind of consensus essential, if we're to move 
forward. Sut I -- 


Q Is that a consensus from the Pentagon? 


MR. WOOLSEY: Brent, could I -- Excuse me. Could I 
Sust, On the previous question, particularly call your attention to 
pages 16 through 18 of the report, which is, I think, the best 
we can do in trying to answer your question. 


Q Do you have a consensus from the Pentagon? 
Dig you work on them as well as Congress? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'll let the Pentagon speak for 
itself. 


Q You did not -- Can I then -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: This was an independent commission. 
We heard from officiais in the Pentagon, from the Air Force, from 
all relevant military agencies, but we operated independently and 
Came to our conclusions independently. 


C Do you have a fear that certain high officials 
at the Pentagon are going to come and try to disagree with your 
panel and undercut your findings? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We believe our conclusions are 
inherently persuasive. (Laughter.) 


Q Do I understand that there's a major overhaul 
here in the U.S. approach to the START taiks, at least in counting? 
Is it your understanding the President is accepting that part of 
the report as well as the MX basing? 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We are -- made our report to the 
President. And he, in turn, when he has reviewed it with his National 
Security Council, will announce his decision. 


Q General Scowcroft, a number of people at the 
table there are responsible for developing the MIRV. As a matter 
of fact, I don't think, except for the absence of Mr. Kissinger, 
you could get a better panel than this one of the people who are 
responsible for it. I'd like to hear a little discussion about why 
it took so long for you people to learn the dancers of the MIRV. 
And what led to the big turnaround? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You say -- Harold, go ahead. 


DR. BROWN: You'll notice that submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles are still going to be MIRVed under this recommen- 
dation, and there's good reason for having multiple warheads. I£ 
one is concerned about ballistic defenses as a possible destabilizing 
factor, and if you worry about MIRVS as a destabilizing factor, 

I assume that you would worry somewhat about anti-ballistic missile 
deployments, too, then multiple warheads are an important way to 
assure that retaliation will succeed and that, therefore, deterrence 
will hold. As a side effect, a very important one, MIRVS created 
the situation where land-based inter-continental ballistic missiles 
seen only by themselves, if that's all there was on two sides, would 
be subject to a severe destabilization. 


Overall, I guess I still 
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believe that mobile warheads, particularly on SLBM's, are important 
to have. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think in addition, Jim, that 
besides we have not yet developed an ABM treaty. There was some 
doubt about whether or not it would be accepted. And MIRVs 
were a hedge against that. They were also a way, in terms of SALT I 
and arms control, of demonstrating that the United States was still 
ahead or equivalent to the Soviet Union. 


Q If the Soviets don't agree that this -- 


MR. SCHLESINGER: Well, just a second. Let me reinforce 
what Brent has said. In the first place, the MIRVing was developed 
by Secretary McNamara in the ‘60's as a way of going through a 
Soviet defense without developing a counterforce capability on the 
part of the United States. That motivation disappeared, to a large 
degree in 1972. Since 1972 the United States government has been 
worried about the long-run implications of both sides MIRVing 
with large throwweight missiles. The MX was originally put forward 
partly as a bargaining chip to induce the Soviets not to MIRV their 
force and we were prepared to dispose of the MX. In 1974 the 
President raised in Moscow the question with the Soviets -- at 
Yalta, raised the question with the Soviet Union whether or not we 
could have a mutual limitation on MIRV throwweight. 


So I think that the presupposition behind the question is 
not entirely accurate historically. 


Q General, are you flatly accusing the Soviets 
of violating the unratified SALT Treaty in this report -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No. 
Q -- with the development of two missiles? 


Q General, is the 0-5 adaptable for the single warhead 
land-based missile? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No. 


Mr. Reed? Where is the Vice Chairman of this commission -- 
r x 2 


Q He's away. He's been called -- 

Q Is there a reason why he's not here? 
Q He's playing the market this morning. 
Q Seriously, General Scowcroft. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I believe he anncunced that on the 
termination of this Commission in the making of its report that he 
was finished with his federal service, ané that's finished. 


Q But the Commission Report -- the Commission is 
Just repercing now. We all -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, no. The Commission reported 
to the Presicent at 11:30 this morning. 


Q Was he there? 

MR. CUTLER: He was there. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, he was there. 

Q But he just chose not to -- 

Q If the Soviets won't go along with the idea of 
reducing the number of their MIRV force and they continue to go 
in that direction strategically, does the smaller missile still 
make sense to the United States? 
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DR. BROWN: It still makes sense. It will have a more 
difficult time competing, but it still makes sense. 


Q Well, can you explain why? 

DR. BROWN: Because it will diversify the force further 
and force the Soviets into an even more complicated planning function. 
If they have to take out -- if they have to plan to be able to destroy 
a series of hardened mobile missiles, if those can be developed, 


then that further complicates their planning. They need different 
rhead yields, different -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It may prevent us from going 
as far as we would like toward a single warhead missile because without -- 


DR. BROWN: -- single warheads -- 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: <-- the Soviets moving in that direction 
you have to deploy very large numbers in order to maintain a balance. 
That would be one of the chief -- 

Q General, is there any reason -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: One more question, ladies and 
gentlemen. Last one. 


Q -- in your opening statement, you said around 100 
or about 100? Is there any possibility that would be increased? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, that's our recommendation. 


One more. 
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Q Doesn't this contradict what Secretary Weinberger 


and Mr. Keyworth were saying? They said that superhardening 
had »eer achieved when they were arguing for dense pack and here 
on page 19 it says precisely the opposite. 


OR. BROWN: Quote what it says so that we'll see. 

Q What? 

DOR. BROWN: Quote what it says- 

MR. SCHLESINGER: It does not say the opposite. 

Q It says the effectiveness of the CSB deployment 
preserving the survivability of an ICBM force over che long run 
would depend significantly upon advances in hardening silos. 
The effectiveness of this is yet to be demonstrated and the 
cost -- 

DR. BROWN: That's right. 

Q -- is, as yet, uncertain. 

MR. LAIRD: That's right. 


MR. SCHLESINGER: There are many promising developmen 
in the hardening area, but it has not, as yet, been demonstrated. 


Q Yes, but that was not what Secretary Weinberger 
and Or. Keyworth told us. 


MR. LAIRD: That's what this commission report says. 
(Laughter. ) 


MR. DEUTCH: I would like to -- if I might -- I 
would like to make one remark about what, for me, and I believe 
many members of chis Commission the bottom line is. And the 
bottom line is that one is being presented with three inseparable 
pieces: a new approach to arms control moving towards mutuai 
Stability, MX and Minuteman silos, and the development of a new 
small single warhead, ICBM. And it is the combination of those 
three steps that should be given consideration by you and by 
the American veople rather than any one of them individually. 
It is an inseparable approach to the future which I support. 


Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Any other comments? 

Q -- to follow up, would you be against proceeding 
with the MX? Would you be against proceeding with the MX, 

Mr. Deutch, if the research -- 

MR. DEUTCH: I personally would be against proceeding 
with any single element of the package. It is all three together 
shat I believe are essential. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Thank you very much. 


, MR. HETU: Thank you. Copies <= transcripts will be 
available at about 4:00 p.m. this afternoon in the press office. 


2 -- this is a unanimous report? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It was a unanimous report, yes. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 

END 12:46 P.M. 
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April 12, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start with a 
little bit of background. This is the first visit by the Sultan 
in eight years. He was here in 1975. We have had 150 years of 
political relations, asthe Sultan mentioned in his remarks. And 
we opened our embassy in Muscat on July 4, 1972. 


The visit symbolizes the importance the U.S. admin- 
istration attaches to both U.S.-Omani bilateral relations and to 
the important constructive role played by Oman under Sultan Qaboos 
in the Gulf and in Mideast regional affairs. 


We had four general objectives: To permit the Sultan 
and the President to know each other; to form personal relationships; 
to strengthen and broaden the already close relations between Oman 
and the United States; to review regional security and political 
issues and U.S.-Omani cooperation in dealing with these issues; to 
discuss the peace process, President Reagan's peace initiative and 
other regional issues. 


The first meeting took place from 10:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m., 
approximately, in the Oval Office. Present on our side were the 
President, Vice President, Secretary of State, Judge Clark and 
Ambassador John Countryman. On the Omani side, there was the Sultan 
and the Foreign Minister. I will have to get you other names fron 
the White House, if you're interested. 


This meeting of approximetely half hour, apart from 
get-together discussions, touched on a variety of issues. But at 
the beginning of the broader meeting, which started at approximately 
11:00 a.m., the President introduced the broader meeting by briefly 
reviewing the discussions in the previous meeting where there was 
a very heavy focus on the peace process. 


In the discussions, there was a brief review of bi- 
laterel issues, in which we have no problems. It was more a quick 
review of elements of this relationship. There was a discussion of 
the peace process. The discussion involved the issue of how the 
recent position of the PLO leaders, as communicated to King Hussein, 
serves the Palestinian cause in general and the rights of the 
approximately 145 million Palestinian 

















supporters of the Camp David Accords, and Oman is a strong supporter 
of the President's September 1 initiative. 


On Lebanon, the Sultan emphasized the need for an early 
solution there to allow Lebanon to be free of all foreign forces, 
give it the chance it deserves to develop itself. In the context 
of nis remarks he noted the dangers to the Lebanese consensus of 
continued foreign occupation. 


There was also a thorough discussion of the Iran-Irag 
war, of the dangers of the continuation of this war which was 
generally recognized to be useless and purposeless bloodshed at 
this point, the need for meaningful initiative to try to bring the 
hostilities to an end. 


Apart from the basic issues of security and stability 
for the area, there was also discussion of the very great 
ecological danger of the current oil spill which is a by-product 
of this war. 


There was some discussion on the Omani side on the 
meetings taking place in a regional, marine ecological body, to which 
all of the Gulf countries and Iran belong, in the hope that this 
forum could lead to agreements which could allow the oil spill to be 
taken care of. 


Why don't I take some questions. As you know, I 
gather its running on the wires, the Secretary of State will have 
a press conference this afternoon. Many questions that are on your 
mind that are not in the Omani-U.S. context, I will not address. 
The Secretary will address them later. 


Q Did the Sultan urge direct talks between the 
United States and the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can ask him. 
That was not the context of the discussion. The context of the 
discussion was the need to persevere in the search for peace and, 
as I said earlier, there was discussion of the issue of how the 
current attitudes of the PLO leadership could contribute to this 
search for peace, and most particularly, to fulfill the rights of 
their own people. 


Q Did the Sultan recommend any concrete steps 
in light of recent developments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say 
that he recommended anything in particular except the need to per- 
severe, keep at it. 














Q Was there any feeling by the Sultan that there 
was a chance of changing the PLO attitude? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was discussed 
more in the nature of the attitudes of Palestinians more broadly. 


Q When you said that there was a broad discussion 
about the effect of the current attitude on the Palestinians, what 
was the conclusion? What is the effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, you 
know, there was a recognition on both sides that, clearly, the 
current situation can't possibly serve the Palestinian movement 
and cause 














and let me leave it at that. You're going to have plenty of 
opportunity later this afternoon to explore in detail with 
Secretary Shultz the status of the peace process and things. 
I'd prefer to leave it to hin. . 


Q Regarding the Iraq-iran war, did the Sultan 
bring any new initiatives or new ideas that can be formulated 
and what you call meaningful initiatives -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Sultan, as 
you know, is a very realistic, and I'd say practical, as well 
as wise person. He knows you “n't just wave magic wands at 
problems and the problems go away or you find the solutions. 


He did not attempt to bring any magic solutions. He 
did discuss the dangers of the continuation of the war for everyone 
in the area and expressed the hope that in the near future attitudes 
would have moderated to the point where there can be some meaningful 
initiatives to bring the war to an end. 


There was a brief discussion of the various initiatives 
that had been in play, why they did not achieve any success. 


Q Did the President ask the Sultan to do anything 
to help save the peace initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That wasn't the 
context of the discussion. The Sultan expressed his continuing 
strong support for the President's peace initiative. And they 
discussed ways and means of proceeding constructively into the 
future. 


Q Let me try one other. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
comment on -- 


Q Let me try -- Did the Sultan express 
himself on whether he thinks some element of PLO leadership might 


Still give Hussein the go-ahead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
was the context of the discussion, focusing on that. 


Q Despite what they discussed, is there a role that 
the United States feels the Sultan can play in getting -- in your 
plan? Is there, despite what they discussed, is there a role the 
United States feels the Sultan can play in getting the peace talk 
back on track or the negotiations back on track? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that the 
Sultan's support is extremely important in itself. And I think that 
he personally, and Oman's influence within the GCC is important, has 
grown over the last period of time. We think that's the most 
important role that the Omanis can play at this time is to continue 
to indicate their support. And -- 


Q -- have any discussion at all of U.3. forces 
in the Gulf region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the sense 
of U.S. forces in the Gulf region. As you know, we have a very 
close, cooperative relationship with Oman in the security field. 
They have made available to us certain facilities to be used in 
emergencies. Those bilateral issues were described or discussed 
very satisfactorily during a visit that Admiral Howe, the Director 
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in Political Military Affairs in State,and General Secord of 

ISA made out to Oman a couple of months ago. So, there was no 
issue with respect to that but a general review of our cooperation 
is probably the best way to discuss it. 


Q On the_ influence of Oman in.the GCC, - 
are you expecting tiie Sultan to persuade or did he ask him to 
persuade the Gulf states to support the Reagan initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The Sultan 
supports the Reagan initiative. He's made no secret of it. 
Everyone knows this. And, as I said earlier, we believe that his 
continued support for the initiative is very important. And 
we have no doubt that -- 


Q My question is with the influence in the GCC. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me put it this 
way. Nothing would please us more than if the entire GCC endorsed 
the Sultan's support of 














the President's initiative. But those are issves for them to work 
out. 


Q Did the Sultan bring any message from other 
leaders of the Arab world? Or did the President give him a 
message to take back to his fellow leaders concerning the 
peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Sultan did not bring 
messages from others. He came here in his own right. Obviously, 
in any discussion between a Gulf leader and the President of the 
United States when this leader addresses an issue of regional 
concern -- be it the Lebanese problem or the peace process or 
the Iran-Iraq War, he speaks with some confidence in representing the 
views of others. I would say in that sense, he very clearly 
expressed at times that he was expressing opinions which others 
shared with him, but no real message. 


To the extent that the President gave the Sultan a 
message, it was that we are -- whether he shares it or not is 
up to him -- but clearly that we are committed to our relationship 
of bilateral cooperation with Oman, that the Gulf remains an 
extremely important area, a priority American interest, a vital 
American interest that we intend to promote, and that the 
President remains committed to the search for peace and his own plan, and 
that we remain determined to achieve a settlement on Lebanon. 


Q What did he have to say about the Iran-Iraq 
War and the supplying of arms to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The supplying of 
arms to Iran in general? Have you got anything particular in 
mind? 


Q Just general supply of arms. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not so 
much, I guess -- 


Q Wherever they are coming from. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They would 
like to see the War end. But I do not want to put words in 
the Sultan's movth. The focus was -- 


Q Was there any discussion of an Arab 
summit, and in what context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
so. I am not aware of any great enthusiasm anywhere for an 
Arab summit. 

Q Is there a possible role for Egypt in the 
Mid-East peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Egypt? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Egypt is 
one of the partners in the Camp David Accords. Oman -- along 
with the Sudan and, I believe, Somalia -- never broke with 
Egypt. And they have been outspoken supporters of Egypt's 
adherence to the Camp David Accords, the treaty with Israel, 
et cetera. 


Q But they have not taken an active role. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Egyptians 
have not taken an active role in the sense of sitting down again 
at the table on the autonomy talks. This is a whole other 
issue. The Egyptians have been out in front in supporting the 


President's peace initiative and encouraging King Hussein to 
join the negotiations. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:12 P.M 
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JIM ANDERSON, UPI: Good afternoon, Mr. Secretary. In the 
Middle East, where does the United States go from here and, 
specifically, are you personally prepared to play a more 


direct role in the wider peace process? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The United States has been playing a very 
strong and direct role. The President's initiative of 
September 1 was and remains an historic opportunity for peace 
in the region. Those proposals remain on the table. Of 
course, we will continue to support them. They deserve sup- 
port, and they'll get it not only from us but from others in 
the area. 





QUESTION: Will you be doing anything to engender such sup- 
port, personally? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the main point is that the 
proposals are responsive to the needs of the region. There is 
no question about the fact that the events of last weekend 
were a disappointment and are a disappointment, particularly 
SO since it seemed that King Hussein had managed, after a 
great deal of work and effort and patience on his part, to 
create conditions under which he could enter the peace pro- 
cess. Then word was received out of the meeting of the 

PLO in Kuwait that conditions were put forward that were unac- 
ceptable to King Hussein. 





We agree with King Hussein in rejecting those proposals. At 
the s° e time, everybody has to take a look at the situation 
and soy, what is the alternative. Almost as if by punc- 
tuatiou, we had the murder of a moderate Palestinian in 
Portugal over the weekend. What is the message? That was a 
murder of a Palestinian, apparently by Palestinians, but it 
certainly doesn't do anything for the Palestinian people. 


I think if there is genuine concern about the legitimate aspira- 
tions of these people, then there ought to be some thought 
given to their needs. This is what the President's plan does. 


I might point out that directly in the Camp David Accords, it 
speaks of the legitimate aspirations of the Palestinian people 
and calls upon King Hussein and representatives of the 
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Palestinians to come and talk with Israel about peace. This is the 
right course of action; it remains the right course of action. 


The approach of violence, which seems to have been the 
approach for many years now and which has had the effect of 
devastating Lebanon and causing untold losses of lives and 
injuries, that's bankrupt. 


I think it's about time everyone took stock and said that the 
road to peace, and road to well-being for human beings is the 
road of negotiation. The prospect for negotiation is best 
through the use of the President's proposals which fall 
squarely within the framework of Resolution 242 and the Camp 
David Accords. 


QUESTION: Is it realistic to expect that King Hussein could 
enter peace talks without PLO approval, and are we encouraging 
them to do that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: King Hussein has to take his own counsel, 
and I think that it is most beneficial when King Hussein 
enters the peace process, if he does, that he do so with sup- 
port from his brothers in the Arab world because that will 
have the effect of making any settlement that might be reached 
much more meaningful. Of course, I think we also have to 
remember that when you're talking about the West Bank and the 
Gaza Strip and the people who live there predominately, 
they're Palestinians. So you're negotiating for Palestinians. 





I think it's the case in any kind of a negotiation, people are 
not going to accept something that they don't have a part in 
so they want to be represented. So I'm sure that in any such 
negotiation King Hussein will want company. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you not, in fact, now appealing to 
more moderate Palestinians to come forward and join King 
Hussein and enter the negotiations despite what any radical 


element within the PLO may feel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've always tried to appeal to the good 
sense of moderates, and continue to do that. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Phil Habib is now sitting in on the 
tripartite talks. Will you now consider another move, namely, 
a trip to the Middle East yourself to get things moving? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any current plan to go to the 





Middle East. Certainly, whenever the President decides that 
it might be useful, I'm ready to go, but there's no 
current plan to go there. 
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QUESTION: After reading the statement of King Hussein, what 
other information do you have that would contradict the very 
final statement that Jordan will not join the peace process by 
consent or renew it with any other party? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any additional information, 
and I'm not asserting here that King Hussein is about to join 
the peace process or anything of that kind. I didn't make 
that comment. In response to a question about would he 

come in by himself, I tried to make clear that it seemed to me 
he would want to be accompanied by Palestinians if he were to 
decide to do that at some point. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has the PLO done itself damage by 
its negative response? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I certainly think so. 





QUESTION: How so? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It has clearly been the party that has, at 
least temporarily, frustrated what is a most promising oppor- 
tunity for peace with justice and security in the Middle East. 
It seems to me it must become more and more apparent that such 
a frustration, accompanied as it was by this violent act, all 
too typical, does not provide any answer for the aspirations 
of the human beings called Palestinians who are living there 
and trying to make their way in the world. 





QUESTION: A number of Arabs, iicluding some moderate ones have 
claimed, in the wake of the King's decision, that the United 
States had shown no ability to influence the Israelis, either 
in Lebanon or on the question of settlements in the occupied 
terrorities. 





Do you think it would be fruitful now to increase American 
pressure on Israel on either of those front? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I think that, as from the beginning, 
the key to peace is that itself. That is the incentive that 
has to drive people. 





As far as Lebanon is concerned, in getting a settlement in 
Lebanon, I think that a great deal of headway has been made. 
For there to be a genuine settlement, it has to be something 
that the Israelis and the Lebanese feel are in their 
interests, and the questions are difficult ones. 


We are all impatient. I know some of my colleagues in Israel 
that T've talked to are impatient. Everybody would like to 
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get this negotiation completed. On the other hand, you're 
talking about matters of great importance and difficulty, so 
you want to get them right. 


I think the pressure of the desire to work something out is 
very important there, and I don't think the way to go about is 
with additional arm-twisting of one kind or another. 


-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you know, there is a school of 
thought that says that a lot of the moderate Arab states, in a 
diplomatic sense anyway, are being held hostage by radical 
elements in the PIO, and that even the United States in its 
efforts is, to an extent, also hostage to these same radical 


elements. 


Ts there, in your current calculations, some way of getting 
out of this presumed “trap?" 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is a "trap" -- if it is a "trap" -- that 
was created by the decision of the Arab League to place on the 
PLO the mantle of negotiator for the Palestinian people. 

Tt's that decision basically, that King Hussein refers to 
when he looks for support in his efforts to enter the peace 
process. 





That stands there. On the other hand, I wonder if it isn't 
going to become apparent to people that when you seem to give 
such power to a radical group, you've made a mistake. At any 
rate, from our standpoint, we will continue to advocate the 
peace process; we will continue to stress the importance of 
the security needs of Israel; we will continue to stress the 
fact that if there is to be peace, it must be achieved by mem- 
bers Of the Arab community with representation for 
Palestinians sitting down with Israel, with Egypt, and with 
ourselves in the peace process, and working it out. We 

will continue to emphasize that for this to be successful, it 
has to meet the legitimate needs of the Palestinian people. 


I think that's good, high ground to stand on. That's where 
we're going to stand, and we're going to invite others to come 
and join us there. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is that the same thing as urging 
moderate Arabs, then, to look back once again to the Rabat 
decision of '74, urge them to reconsider the validity of that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they'll have to compose themselves 
and see how they want to proceed. It's up to them to 
decide how they wish to do that. 





have said to the Congress and publicly that the Administration 
is not violating the Boland Amendment, which says that the 
United States Government cannot aid forces in Nicaragua for 
the purpose of bringing down that government. 
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Some senior people in Congress have raised questions about 
that -- even disputed it. Today, Congressman Barnes, the head 
of the Latin Subcommittee in the House, has introducead a 
measure to forbid any U.S. aid to any irregular force anywhere 
near Nicaregua having anything to do with Nicaragua. 


In view of the Congressional concerns about what is going on 
and what it is going to lead to, what is your attitude toward 
tightening the Boland Amendment to take out any legal ambi- 
guity or proceeding to a flat ban such as that which has been 
introduced by Congressman Barnes? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as I know, there is no violation of 
the Boland Amendment. I want to expand, however, and say, as 
people look at what is happening in Nicaragua, and ask them- 
selves why, it shouldn't be difficult to figure out the 
answers. After all, here is a regime that came in, the 
Sandinistas. And what did they say? They said, "We don't 
believe in this dictatorship we just overthrew. We're going 
to have a free kind of system here. We're going to have 
elections. Everything is going to be great." 





And what have they done? They have completely gone back on 
the promise of elections. They have very badly suppressed 
freedom of the press. They have done a terrible job on the 
Miskito Indians, for example. They have been very hard on the 
Church, as illustrated. As an illustration -- there are 

lots of other things -- but the illustration is the way in 
which they greeted the Pope on his recent visit. So if you 
look for explanations for why it is that the Nicaraguans are 
having internal trouble, you don't have to look very far. I 
think it's important to recognize these underlying facts. 


QUESTION: What about the question of whether you would sup- 
port, or what your attitude is regarding the endeavor by many 
in Congress to either tighten up on this language so that no 
support can be given to irregular forces, or to han it 
completely? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The moves being made that,seem to be 
designed to prevent us from continuing to support our friends 
in El Salvador and elsewhere in Central America, in their 
effort to provide a military security shield so that they can 
go forward with the process of democracy, so that they can go 
forward with the process of economic development, so that they 
can go forward with the development of the human rights 
efforts in those countries, I think is the undermining of our 


ability to provide that shield and is a bad mistake. 
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It is bad not only in the region; it's bad for our country, 
because here we're talking about our own neighborhood. We see 
that in Cuba there is a Communist-controlled country. The 
same thing is emerging rapidly in Nicaragua. And if that 
becomes the case in Central America, it is not only bad for 
the people in Central America -- My gosh, if you care 
anything about human rights, I think you have to consider what 
is being done in that regard if you turn this over to the 
Communists. However we also have to think about own security, 
because here we're talking about our neighborhood. So I 
believe that the Congress should do the reprogramming that we 
have asked for and support the continuity of effort that is 
necessary in El Salvador and elsewhere. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Ambassador Kirkpatrick made some 
comments in New York today that suggested the United States 
has a moral obligation to support groups like those in 
Nicaragua which are trying to overthrow the government. Is 
that this Administration's policy? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly, when we see forces of democracy, 
forces that are opposed to something that takes on the aspect 
of tyranny, it's easy enough for us to figure out which side 
we're on. But our own immediate problem with Nicaragua is the 
undoubted use of Nicaragua as a base from which arms flow, 
largely through Cuba, to Nicaragua, and then to El Salvador. 
It's the “export of revolution without frontiers," I think is 
their phrase, to their neighbors that is the heart of the 
difficulty and which we are trying to cope with. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in spite of the validity of all 
that you've said about the situation in Central America, the 
tinited States is still signatory, and indeed was one of the 
founders of the OAS and wrote a good deal of the Charter. 





What about Article 18 which specifically prohibits any inter- 
vention in a sovereign state? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ:. We are talking about states that are very 
anxious to have us there. We're talking about helping. Here 
is Costa Rica that has no army; here is Honduras, struggling 
to make its democracy work; here is El Salvador, certainly 
with a pretty tough history and with lots of problems -- no 
doubt about it -- but, nevertheless, making some progress, 
and we're trying to be helpful. I think that is perfectly 
well in accord with the OAS Charter. 





I also think it's well in accord with the OAS Charter to be 
opposing the export of revolution and the export of arms 
across national boundaries for the sake of encouraging the 
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kind of disruption that we see in Fl Salvador. After all, 

look what these people have done to the chance of the people 

in El Salvador to make a decent living. They've blown up 5% 
bridges; they have blown up power plants; they have disrupted the 
economic infrastructure. I suppose it's no wonder that they are 
reluctant to come into the democratic process. That would be a 
terrific platform to run on. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, again shifting to another part of the 
world, is the United States taking adequate steps, in your estima- 
tion, to counter Soviet moves in the southern Pacific and in 


southern Africa? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In the southern Pacific and southern Africa? 





QUESTION: Among the ANZUS partners where there is a large Soviet 
build-up and also in southern Africa? 





-- MORE -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as southern Africa is concerned, I 


think the answer is yes, but I'll elaborate on it a little 
bit. 


As far as southern Africa is concerned, we and others have 

been working long and hard to bring about an independent 
Namibia, and we find that in order to do that -- it is obviously 
not an integrated part of the negotiation -- but in order to 
bring it of€, we have to see some sort of program for the 
withdrawal of foreign forces, Cuban forces in this case, 

from the area so that South Africa will have confidence that 

it is not being surrounded or having on its borders the Soviet 
proxy forces. 


We have been working hard on that. We have been making some 
progress, but, Like most of these things, it's a slow, hard 
go. But I think basically what we're doing is right, and I 
hope that in the end it works out. 


As far as the southern Pacific area and AN2ZUS is concerned, we 
have very strong relationships with Australia and New 

Zealand and the countries in that part of the world, and, yes, 
I think that we're working adequately there. I might say I've 
been in touch a couple of times with the new Prime Minister of 
Australia who happens to have been a friend of mine from some 
years back. I believe that the strength of that rela- 
tionship is going to continue. 


QUESTION: Do we detect a growing Soviet buildup there, 
though, in the waters in the southern Pacific? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I don't think so. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I take you back to the Middle 


East, please? You say that the President's proposals are on 
the table. Can you in any way be forthcoming -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They're on top of the hill. That's where 
they are. On the high ground. They're on the high ground. 





QUESTION: Can you in any way be forthcoming in a specific way 
as to what is being done to pump some life into the 
President's plan? For example, any thought of an invitation 
to Hussein to Washington? A resumption of Camp David type of 


get-together? 


And, finally, when you talked earlier about the Rabat deci- 
Sion to empower the PLO to be the sole mandate for the 
Palestinians as being a mistake, is there in that a suggestion 
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that you think it would further the cause of peace if that 
power were stripped from the P1!.0? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think what is needed is for it to be 
exercised constructively. There's a saying around here, “Use 
it or lose it." I think that if people have the ability to do 
something or other, then they ought to measure up to those 
responsibilities, and they aren't doing so. That's the main 


point. 


As far as actions are concerned, it's always fun to travel. 
Maybe not so much fun as to have conferences. But it isn't 
necessarily so that action of that kind necessarily brings 
progress; sometimes it does and sometimes it doesn't. I 
don't think that we ought to equate constructive efforts with 
visible moves of some kind. In fact, it may be that the best 
thing we can do right now is to keep quiet for awhile. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is there any evidence the PLO is 
considering military action? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are elements of the PLO that claim 
credit, if that's the right word for it, for the murder of the 
Palestinian in Portugal. So whether what has been decided is 
a decision to go the route of violence rather than the route 
of peace and negotiation, I don't know. But if that is the 
decision, I think it is a bad decision, a bankrupt decision, a 
return to something that has only led to tragedy. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you describe for us the posi- 
tion of Saudi Arabia at this time? The Spokesman said 
yesterday that King Fahd was willing to cooperate in 
furthering the ends of the Reagan proposal. 


Do the Saudi Arabians support the Reagan proposal now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Saudi Arabians have been in touch with 
us closely throughout this whole process and have been basi- 
cally supportive. As the President said when he spoke on the 
subject on Sunday, the Saudi Arabians were as emphatic to him 
in their rejection of these changes as King Hussein was and as 


we felt ourselves. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you consider any steps 


-_-_- ee 


necessary to improve our relationship with China? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are, of course, working at that. It 





takes two to have a good relationship. We have a lot of 
inherent problems, but we have many objectives in common, many 
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ways in which we can help each other. In my trip there and in 
our subsequent contacts, we've sought to emphasize these and 
will continue to do so. I recognize fully that there are 
difficulties that arise out of the fact that we continue to 
have a relationship with Taiwan and, for that matter, that we 
have a judicial system that works in a certain way when people 
come here. It works, it produces outcomes that sometimes 
other countries don't like, and they get aggravated. But 

at the same time, I think we have to be true to our own ideas 
and laws. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President said today that the 
Palestinian leadership should take bold and courageous action 
to try to get this plan moving again. 


All signs from the Middle East, not only now but in recent 
years, have been that with the exception of Sadat, nobody is 
gOing to take any bold and courageous action for the 
Palestinians on the West Bank. 


If nothing happens, what will happen? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They have not had a happy lot, the 
Palestinians On the West Bank. There are many who profess 

to feel deeply about that fact and want to see that lot 
improved, and there are ways to do it. I think the principal 
operative way that is available is through the President's 
plan -- which I've said is perfectly consistent with 242 and 
the Camp David Accords. There it is. It's a method through 
which the lot of the Palestinians can be improved. If 

you're interested in that, then there's a way. We think that 
perhaps people will in the end come around to that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the event that the United States 
has to proceed with the deployment of Pershing II missiles 
beginning at the end of this year, how concerned are you at 
possible Soviet countermoves with might involve deployment of 
SS-20s, either somewhere in the Caribbean or in the eastern 
Siberian region which would put the western United States in 
the range of the SS-20? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, the United States is in the 
range of lethal Soviet ICBMs right now. So far as we can 
sec, as we trace Soviet activity in deployment of the SS-20s, 
they are proceeding fairly aggressively with a deployment 
schedule that seem to be totally independent of what anybody 
else does. 
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I think it well behooves ourselves and our allies to implement 
the two-track decision of 1979, namely, to pursue aggressively 
negotiations, which we're doing and which the President has 
done with some new proposals most recently, on the one hand, 
and at the same time continue in our determination to deploy 
if it turns out that we're unable to reach any agreement. 
That's where we have been standing, and that's where we do 
stand now. I believe from everything that I have heard and 
seen, and people I have met with, that our allies and their 
leaders are as determined as we are to see this thing through. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you seem to be aiming appeals at two 
groups in the Arab world. First, to the moderates in the PLO 
camp to reconsider the action of last weekend, and, if that 
fails, to the moderates in the Arab world itself as opposed to 
the PLO to reconsider and perhaps modify the Rabat formula. 





How much hope do you have that either appeal will be 
effective? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I like the word hope, but, in a sense, I 
think it's overworked. We're determined to stick with this, 
and I know when the President talked with us about his 
September 1 initiative before he made his proposals, and as we 
were discussing them and developing them he said to us, and 

we all agreed, that there was no point in making proposals 

of this kind if all you were expecting was some immediate 
reaction and a settlement. These problems have been around a 
long time. 





It was quite clear to the President at the time that it was 
important to make fundamental proposals that were of such a 
nature that you really could and would stick to them and stick 
with them and exercise determination and exercise patience, 
and recognize that in the end, what's the:alternative? What's 
the alternative to peace? What's the alternative to security? 
What's the alternative to addressing the legitimate rights and 
needs of the Palestinian people? 


I don't think the alternatives are attractive at all, but the 
attraction of peace is very powerful, and that's where 
President Reagan stands now, and that's where he's going to 
continue. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 


(The press conference concluded at 4:04 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This will be a two- 
part briefing, as Mort indicated. 


This is a special visit in some respects. It is not 
only a bilateral visit from the German Chancellor with the normal 
issues on that agenda, obviously, the security questions, arms 
control, INF, we'll feature on those; but he is coming as the 
representative of the European community and he -- as the Presidency, 
which Germany now holds, of the European community. And we are 
obviously looking forward, in that capacity, to having a discussion 
that will have a bearing on the Williamsburg Summit, which is the 
reason that Allen Wallis is here. 


On the bilateral relationship and the security re- 
lationship, it's clear that this is an important visit for us. 
The Chancellor has won, recently won an important election. And 
it is, I think, timely that he sit down with the President and 
address some of the critical issues that we face. 


Probably the most important right now, of course, is 
continuing to implement the NATO two-track decision. Our position 
on that decision is very clear. We are continuing with our allies 
to go forward with preparations for the deployment of cruise missiles 
and Pershing II missiles. But we are also working very hard to 
achieve an arms control outcome that would make it possible for 
us to revise that decision and, if possible to forego the deploy- 
ment of missiles. Those negotiations begin on May 17, when Paul 
Nitze returns to Geneva. Our German friends have told us that 
the Chancellor will want to discuss the status of those negotiations 
prior to the beginning of those negotiations. The German government 
has praised President Reagan's recent initiative on proposing an 
interim agreement which would call for equal levels of U.S. and 
Soviet warheads on INF missiles. So we expect there to be a sub- 
stantial amount of agreement on negotiating questions and security 
issues. 


Beyond that, and while Allen will get into these issues, 
we are also working, as you know, very closely with our allies on 
the question of coordinating approaches to East-West trade. We 
would like to come up with a common approach to issues like energy 
and technology transfer and financial flows from West to East. 

And that will be a subject on the agenda. 


And I just might mention a third subject, which does 
not get a great deal of attention here in Washington but gets a 
good deal of attention in Western Europe, and that is the status 
of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, the so- 
called CSCE talks, which are underway now in Madrid, where 35 nations, 
the European, East and West Europeans, the Canadians and the United 
States are discussing the -- a follow-up agreement to the Helsinki 
-- 1975 Helsinki Final Act. And both the Chancellor and the Ger- 
man Foreign Minister indicated that they will want to discuss those 
topics. 
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I'll stop there and take any questions you might have. 


Q Are you saying that the Germans fully endorse 
our negotiating position on the intermediate-range missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Totally? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They fully and totally 
endorse that position. 


Q What about technology transfer, you know, regarding 
-- gas pipeline and this kind of thing? What is the response, the 
general response to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think we are making 
good prosgress in our discussions in COCOM 








on the question of technology transfer. There are some obvious 
differences and this is a question that raises economic questions 
and export possibilities for countries but we are confident that 
we can work these problems out. 


Q If the two countries so fully and totally agree 
on the need for,on the arms control issue, then why did you say that 
that's the most imvoortant reason why he's coming over here to talk to 
us? Why does he need to talk to the President before the negotiations -~- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, because ever 
since and even before the December '79 decision was taken, the way 
in which we have been able to -- I think -- bring the Soviets to 
the necotiating table and to put pressure on the Soviets to meet 
our legitimate security concerns is through alliance cohesion. And 
the only way you achieve alliance cohesion is to constantly keep in 
touch with one another. Since the President's interim proposal, the 
Soviets have come forward. They have rejected that proposal. Foreign 
Minister Gromyko has given an extended press conference as you all 
know. And it's imoortant that the two heads of covernment address 
those issues,talk about them, stay on the gme wave lenoth so they 
understand our point of view and we understand theirs. 


Q Is the United States satisifed that Chancellor 
Kohl can handle his own domestic political opposition to the missile deploy- 
ment and if not, is that -- something he's going to try to reassure us of? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He does not have 
to reassure us on his capacity to govern the Federal Republic of Germany. 
I mean,what we have seen so far speaks for itself. But to answer to your 
question, yes. We are satisfied he can handle any problems that might 
emerge. 


Q Well isn't the question a little broader than that? 
I mean, they both have domestic political problems like from the nuclear 
freeze movement. Do you think they will talk about these mutual problems 
and perhaps devise some sort of strategy to try to overcome them? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're looking for a lead. 


Q No -- might answer the question -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, of course, it's 
obvious these two men are politicians: They will talk about domestic 
political questions, and I think it's obvious that they will want to 
address these. What they both clearly share is a dedication to making 
progress in the Geneva negotiations. There is simply no doubt about 
that. And it's important, I think, that that has a domestic factor 
to it. But what they are really interested in doing is trying to 
somehow be able to forego missile deployment in Europe, and the only 
way to forego missile deployment is to make progress in the Geneva 


talks. 
be! Q Wouldn't the passage of a nuclear f~eeze resolution 
by the House be damaging to that effort, both here = . ° Surope? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We bel... ve it would. 
Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well for one thing, Chris, 
a nuclear freeze would leave the Soviet Union with a complete monopoly 
in this category of INF missiles. It would leave the Soviet Union with 
1,300 warheads that it could use against our NATO allies, and would leave 
the United States with zero. So,I think this is the most significant 
example of how a freeze would undercut our efforts to negotiate real 
reductions. It would be very difficult if a freeze were to be insti- 
tuted. I'm not talking about a freeze resolution passed but ifa 
freeze were to actually be instituted the Soviet Union would have absolutely 
no incentives whatsoever to negotiate in Geneva. They wouldn't -- 


j the he United 
Sir, then, why do you think the Congress of t 
States is asnene to vote for the freeze? Do you think people don't 
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understand the situation or you think they don't believe you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've got me. But 
Chancellor Kohl and other European leaders would certainly be concerned 
if our negotiating leverage in Geneva were undercut. 


Q Well, doesn't the President veto that bill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'm not going 
to discuss that. 


Q Couldn't he veto it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to discuss 
that. 


Steve? 


Q The President is due next week to give his thoughts 
about the MX Commission which has now called for a drastic revision 
in the view of some, of a strategic approach, of an arms control 
approach for the United States. Is the President going to be briefing 
the Chancellor on his views about what the MX Commission calls for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be briefing 
the Chancellor on these issues. But -- And I'm going to get off 
the stage here and let Allen Wallis take over, but I just want to 
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differ with this view of how the MX Commission Report calls for 
such a drastic review of our strategic approach or arms control 
approach. In fact, there was a New York Times article that 
somehow suggested that, because of this Commission Report, the 
focus in terms of our arms control approach was going to be 
warheads. That has been the basic focus of our START approach 
since we came forward. 


MR. ALLIN: Let us just take one more. 


Q Are there any terms that would make the 
administration ready to support the final document in Madrid, 
as far as it is being proposed by the neutral and non-aligned states? 
I am thinking of another -- better performance of the Soviet 
Union in terms of human rights, the Scharansky case or anything 
else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a very 
good question. First of all, we are dissatisfied with that 
document as it now exists. 


Q You are satisfied? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dissatisified. 


We think it has to be stronger on several important 
human rights areas. But we, also, believe that improved Soviet 
performance on human rights would improve the atmosphere for 
negotiating a concluding document in Madrid. 


Q Let me ask a question. You said earlier that 
the only way to forego deployment is to make progress in 
negotiations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The only way 
to forego deployment is actually to agree to eliminate these 
weapons altogether. 


Q You used the word “progress." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I am sorry. 
I am glad you corrected me. 


Q The only way to forego deployment is to 
agree to eliminate them completely? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. 


Q Well, haven't we asked that we have a 
reduction as a start? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
has come forward with an interim proposal, which could lead to 
reductions at equal levels. But that would not lead to our 
foregoing deployment. It was cause us to revise, downward, our 
deployment plans. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:16 A.M. EST 
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UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: As was explained, I am the 
President's Personal Representative for this summit. There is 
a Personal Representative for each of the eight leaders who 
will be there. 


This is the ninth of the summits, of the meetings of 
the heads of the seven largest industrial democracies, plus the 
President of the Council of Evrope. It will be held at 
Willliamsburg, the 28th through the 30th of May. 


The summits, over the years, have become larger and 
larger, and more and more complicated and grandiose and spectacular 
events. We are making a major effort to revise the format this 
time, at least as far as the actual leaders are concerned. We 
cannot control how many press come and how big a number of people 
there is around Williamsburg. But in the actual meetings, we will 
be able to arrange that this time so that it is clearly a meeting 
of the heads of governments and not simply a convention to which 
they came as has been the appearance that I, as an outsider, got 
in the past sometimes -- of these meetings. 


Also, this time, we are having the agenda prepared, 
as we put it, from the top, down. In the past, the agenda have 
grown out of the bureaucracies of these countries, and eventually 
have been fed up to the leaders for their approval or review 
at the end. 


This time, we started by the President's writing 
to each of the other leaders and asking them if, before the 
first Sherpa meeting, they would call -- and, incidentally, the 
Personal Representatives are called "Sherpas." I should have 
mentioned that -- (laughter) -- since they, presumably, guide 
the leaders to the top, to the summit. (Laughter. ) 


Before the first meeting of Sherpas, each of the 
leaders called his Sherpa in and told him what topics he would 
like to have on the agenda, and gave him some idea of what 
views he had on those topics and, in particular, what he would 
like to hear about the views of other people on those very same 
topics, so that it is literally 
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being formed from the top down. And, correspondingly, we will not 
have a prenegotiated communique. I hasten to add: Of course, there 
will be news there. There will be a statement at the end of the 
summit telling what they actually talked about and what they said 
about it and what conclusions they reached and what actions they're 
setting in motion, if they are setting any actions into motion. 

But since we -- since it's really to report what they actually 

say, we can't write it now. We're going to have to wait until the 
actual meeting of the leaders to write it. In the past, I am told 
that by this time they'd be on the second draft of the communique, 
even before they actually met. So those are real differences. 


Now, these -- finally, I should say that Williamsburg 
+S well-suited to this kind of a summit. It's an informal place, 
it's a beautiful place, and it's soaked in American history. But, 
nevertheless -- I'm sure you've all been there -- it's not grandiose 
Or pretentious; it's informal, will lend itself to this kind of a 
summit. Somebody -- the heads of government will each have one of 
those old colonial -- restored colonial houses that they'll be in, 
and if they want to, they can talk to each other over the back fence, 
which led somebody to say this will get known as the “back fence 
summit." But I'm not sure how much of that they'll actually do, but 
it will be a possibility. And they'll be able to walk to the meetings 
and walk together if they want to or if they want to go out fora 
stroll, they'll be able to do that. There'll be definite arrangements 
for that kind of informality. 


And, finally, much more time will be devoted to the 
heads alone. Something like half of the total time -- the thing isn't 
well -- completely structured yet, so I can't make a firm statement -- 
but as it looks like it's shaping up, about half the total time will 
be with the heads alone and no one else present. 


Q God help us. (Laughter.) 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: They will not be totally in the hands 
of their ministers and their staffs and so on. 


One final remark I might make about this informality: 
The President, of course, is very -- this is his style and the way 
he'd like to have it but he's not imposing this. After the last 
summit, all of the leaders, literally every one of them -- and I 
believe President Mitterrand was the first to come out publicly 
with it -- said that they really thought the summits ought to be 
restructured in this direction. So this nas been a unanimous desire 
of all of them, and it's very much President Reagan's feeling that it 
should be that way. 


Q You mean they didn't like Versailles? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I didn't hear that they didn't like 
Versailles. 


Q Well, you've been critical of the other summits. 
Was Versailles the worst? (Laughter.) 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I'll go on with some other things 
about -- I wasn't at Versailles and I don't know anything about it, 
but I'll -- 

Q Were you at any previous summits? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I'll go on to some other things about 
this summit, and then we'll take questions at the proper time. Maybe I 
should say proper question, too -- (laughter) -- about what are 
the -- 





Q -- you're saying they're grandiose and they're just 
sort of out of control, and I was just wondering -- 


UNDERSECRETAEY WALLIS: They've grown gradually over the 
years to be more and more that way, and everybody felt that way. 
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With regard -- the question that you're presumably most 
interested in is what they'll talk about. Now, we expect the 
agenda to be much less rigidly structured, also. Instead of having a 
point-by-point agenda, there will be general topics that will be 
interwoven in the discussions. Because when you get the heads of 
governments together, they are the people that can take a broad over- 
view, and it's not sensible for them to get together and negotiate a 
financial arrangement or negotiate a trade arrangement or something of 
that sort. It's much better for them to take a broad view of the 
interrelations of trade and finance and their relations to other 
things and to the economies of their countries and to the basic 
problems that are facing the world's economy today. So the agenda, 
while I'm not saying they're going to go in there without any kind of 
structure to it at all, obviously, it will -- and we're working -- 
the Sherpas are meeting from the various countries, are all meeting 
to try to work out what the topics will be and what kinds of things 
are likely to be covered. But it will not be one of these point-by- 
point-by-point things where, if you're talking about protection and 
somebody mentions a trade issue -- I mean, a finance issue or inter- 
national debt issue, he won't be told, well, that's out of order now, but 
that comes five points down the agenda. They'd simply talk about it, 
because they are interrelated and that's the thing we want to 
capitalize at this summit -- is having the heads, who have two cover 
all of these different areas. 


As to the topics that will be discussed, 
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you could judge what they'll be, yourselves, from reading the papers. 
They'll discuss the principle economic issues in the world today 
and, of course, foremost is the level of economic activity -- the 
problem of restoring the expansion, the rate of growth in the 

world economy and, in particular, having that spread to employment. 


There are also major problems of international debt, 
as you're all aware. There are problems of protectionism, rising 
protectionism in the world. Those will surely be discussed. There 
are these economic problems of East-West relations that my colleague 
touched on, which again, will be discussed. And I won't try to 
enumerate those. As I say, I think you just read the papers 
which, probably some of youdo, and you can get a feel for what 
are the issues of the day. And those will -- I think you can 
count on all of those being discussed at one point or another. 


So, let me stop there for questions. I see a hand 
up here. 


Q It seems to me that in previous announcements 
there was some talk that there would be no communique at all and 
no statement afterwards. But now you're saying that there will 
be no pre-negotiated communique but, of course, there will be 
a statement of agreement afterwards. It sounds like there is this 
sort of creeping back toward -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: No, let me -- what happened 
there when we said no communique, communique to people in the 
diplomatic business means one of these things that's carefully 
labored over and written ahead of time and we said there wouldn't 
be one of those. But we found people who were interpretting it 
to mean there wasn't going to be any disclosure after the meeting 
of what had been talked about -- that there wouldn't be any 
communication. Of course, that's not the case at all. There 
will be briefings at appropriate times and during the session 
and there will be a statement at the end. Now, whether it 
will be a written statement or an oral statement, I can't say, 
because that will be up to the heads at the time. 


Q Do you mind if I follow it up? 
UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: No. 


Q Those of us who have covered a couple of these 
summits, I think, have the impression that it was not the existence 
of a communique that created the problems but rather the desire 
of certain countries and in the case of East-West issues, the United 
States, tha+ wanted the summit to -- leaders to agree to certain 


things. ‘t the fact of the communigue but it was the fact 
of count ‘ ing everybody to agree with them on certain points. 
So, given ~ sagreement, is it the -- that continues to exist 


and that my co.ieague referred to on some of these issues, to smooth 
things along, will it be theU.S.' position this time that it might 
not be so desirable to push for agreement and try and wrap things 
up in some kind of fashion at the end? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I'm tempted to ask you to 
repeat the question but -- (laughter) -- 


Q Oh, go ahead. Take a shot at it. (Laughter.) 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I'm not quite sure where to 
start on that one. But I think it is -- 


Q Just say, yes. (Laughter.) 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I think it is true that 
with pre-negotiated language, having watched some of these negotiations 
now and, as a matter of fact, you see this out -- outside the 
government, too, and people negotiating things. But there's 
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often an attempt to find language that everybody can agree to 

and the reason they could agree to it is because it means different 
things to different people. That's why they agree to the language. 
That kind of agreement isn't really very valuable for this kind 

of a situation. There are times when that is extremely important. 
But for this sort of situation where these leaders are getting 
together in order to better understand ore another and their 
respective economies and what the impact of their policies is 

on other countries and indicate to other countries what kind of 
policies would be beneficial or hurtful to their countries, for 
that kind of a summit, that sort of pre-negotiated language is 

not appropriate. And the situations that require that kind of 
pre-negotiated language usually need to be dealt with by ministers 
at considerable length and care. 


So, I think that there is a chance by this device 
that we will not have -- the problems, as I understand it, from 
Versailles arose afterwards over the interpretation of the language. 


Q Sir, I was just trying to ask in a delicate way, 
it's obvious that a lot of people feel that the problem with the 
summit last year was because Ronald Reagan was trying to ram 
through an agreement on certain kind of East-West things. And 
that was the source of the confusion and disagreement and 
misinterpretation. People thought -- and so the question is 
not -- the question is is he going to be stubborn again this 
year -- (laughter) -- and try and get an agreement on some things 
that other people will resist. 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I won't try to go back over 
the Versailles Summit except to say that I think people of principle 
are always called stubborn if they adhere to their principles if 
you don't happen to accept them. And I don't think that the 
troubles at Versailles resulted from anything -- I hadn't heard 
that charge, as a matter of fact. 


9 Do you want to argue with that, Henry? 
UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Henry? 


MR. NAU: If I might just add something, Steve. I think it's 
incorrect to say that the President rammed through some language 
at Versailles. Indeed -- 


Q He tried to. 


MR. NAU: The language that actually emerged in the 
communique was the version of some language proposed by Thatcher 
and modified by some other participants. So, I think -- 


Q -- everybody interpretted it differently, 
right, Henry, and so -- 


MR. NAU: No, there's no question about that. After 
the summit there was a question of differences in intepretation 
which is inevitable to some extent. Now, I think at this summit 
the objective is to try not to box them, to try to prepare the 
summit and the issues in such a way that the heads themselves are 
going to have some flexibility with those issues rather than to have -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Let's not try to re-hash 
the Versailles Summit because all I really came here was to try 
to tell you something about what to expect of this one. 





Q -- if -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Yes. And then I'll take you 
next because I know you've been trying to -- 


Q If you are going to have a meeting of the heads 
of state -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: We are. 


Q -- and nobody else there, he's going to be the 
spokesman for that meeting and how are we ever going to find out what 
really went on? Or is each man going to come out and do his own 
leaking? (Laughter). 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: The chairman will make a state- 
ment at the end of that session and inform the ministers that are 
present what's happened at that session. And then there'll be a 
statement at the end of the day. 


MR. ALLIN: You'll be kept fully informed, as always, 
Sarah. 


Q And the chairman is the President in this case? 


-- peculiar in this hodgepodge of agenda that 
you're really not having a formal agenda. Isn't that meeting getting 
absolutely nowhere? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Well, your views are interesting 
-- (laughter) -- but let me take this question here. 


Q In the economic field, do you expect any major 

East-West controversy this time around? 
uF 

UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I don't expect major controversy. 
I think this kind of a meeting is an opportunity to work toward closer 
agreerent. And I think in many ways there is -- Well, in fact, as 
far as I've been able to detect in the eight or nine months or how- 
ever many years it is I've been here, on fundamentals, there seems 
to be very close agreement. And so the problem is to explore how 
do these appearances of squabbles occur and how can we prevent those. 
And I -- 


What are the topics that would be involved in East- 
West disputes? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: In East-West? One of the issues 
is East-West. The degree to which -- a matter of debate, and even 
within our government, is the extent to which trade with the Eastern 
bloc conveys a significant strategic advantage to them and what kinds 
of trade. And what kinds of trade are not significant from that 
point of view. 


There are also disagreements about the extent to which 
governments ought to intervene in foreign exchange markets, in order 
to bring about stability. There are disagreements about how to 
resist protectionism. So far there isn't any disagreement about 
whether we ought to resist it. But there are different -- I say 
"disagreements," they're simply differing approaches, differing 
views. And I think when the heads get together and can override 
the views of the specialists who negotiate these things normally, 
that we have a good chance of coming to a ‘onstructive agreement 
and, not only that, to some follow-up action that will execute 
what's agreed to. 


Q It was already evident from what happened last 
year and what's been said this year, by the Germans particularly, 
that the question of East-West trade is one that they would like 
to mute. That's what things foundered on last year immediately 
following the Summit. What reason is there to believe that the 
leaders themselves can put together any kind of agreement on this 
when disagreement's already substantial? 
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UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: I think there is good reason 
to hope and expect that. Since the beginning of this year there 
have been a series of quite intensive studies going on related to 
this issue. There has been a study of the energy security issue, in -- 
really not just in Europe, the whole world -- going on in the IEA, 
the International Energy Agency and in the OECD, both. There are 
studies going on of -- and probably going to be agreements about 
credits with respect to, not just the Eastern countries but to 
all 
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industrial countries. There are studies about what kinds of advantage 
can be obtained by state trading companies dealing with competitive 
companies. You always hear the statement made, well, they can play 
one off against the other, and so they extract practically all the 
benefit that normally would be divided between the two participants. 
There are studies in OECD of the extent to which that may be a hazard 
and if it's a hazard, is it actually true, does it really happen. 

So there are a number of these studies going on, and they will be 
reporting to various agencies. There are some going on in COCOM 
about specific military equipment and also about other high technology 
that may have strategic implicatiors and watching newly emerging 
technology. 


There will be a number of meetings -- other meetings that 
can consider these things. There will be a high-level COCOM meeting 
at the end of April and there's an OECD ministerial meeting in May. 
Right after the summit there's a NATO -- a ministerial meeting. 
Inciaentally, there are also some studies going on in NATO. So there 
is a lot of serious work going on, and in the course of this, people 
are really pinning down where their disagreements are and a lot of 
this has the result of guiding people who do want to control their 
trade with the East with -- insofar as it's a strategic danger. So 
I think there's a lot of reason to think that on those issues there 
will be much better agreement this time. 


I might mention also that on the foreign exchange issue 
at Versailles -- which, incidentally, most of the people in the govern- 
ment don't regard as total a waste as the press all does -- but 
Versailles it was agreed, because of the disagreements about exchange 
intervention in efforts to stabilize foreign exchange rates, somebody 
said why don't we peek at the facts. Let's ask each country here 
to make a survey of what has happened in the past when it has inter- 
vened in foreign exchange markets. And so each of these -- they 
got together and agreed on methodology and each of the countries has 
made a detailed study of that. And that will be available, be published 
prior to the summit, indicating circumstances under which intervention 
seems to have some value and the circumstances in which it doesn't. 


All of that points the way toward much better agreement. 
I'd be surprised if we have major disagreements on those issues. 


MR. ALLIN: Take two more questions -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: The man on the second row has been 
trying to get a question. 


Q When you sat down with the President, what did he say 
he specifically wanted to see on the agenda for discussion? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Essentially the items that I 
mentioned. I mean, the questions of -- 


MR. ALLIN: Okay, in the back, yes. 


Q -- reports in the press that the United States 
wants something like half the time at the summit to be taken up 
with discussions of East-West trade. 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: Yes, I know. There never was any 
basis for that whatsoever. I can tell you -- what's that? 


Q -- any intentions on -- 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: No, nobody is going to spend half -- 
nobody is going to spend half the time on any one topic, especially 
that one. Yes. 


Q Could you tell us how much this is going to cost 
and about how many people there are now preparing for it? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: No, but that leads me to add -- one 
bit of information, I guess, was not disclosed to you. The Sherpa -- 
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the planning motion -- we have a Sherpa team, of which I'm the chairman. 
Henry Nau is a member, Beryl Sprinkel in the Treasury is a member. 

And what leads into your question, Mike McManus of the White House 
staff is a member. And Mike has complete charge of all of the logistics 
side of this. And if he knows, you'll have -- if -- you know, you'll 
have to ask him. I haven't asked him yet. 


Q Will the issue of nuclear arms in Europe come up at 
all on this, or do you expect that to be put off until the NATO 
meeting in June? 


UNDERSECRETARY WALLIS: This is an economic summit. But 
as I understand it, frequently at meals they set that aside to discuss 
political questions. So quite -- we haven't had any discussion yet 
of what they'll do on that. We will have before -- just shortly before 
the summit, we'll ask the political directors of the various countries 
to think about what they might want to talk about. And I haven't any 
idea what it will be. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:40 A.M. EST 
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MR. ALLIN: We'd like to get started, if we could. 
This is a background briefing on the visit of President Reagan and 
Chancellor Kohl. This is a background briefing, attributable to 
senior administration officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will try to give 
you an overview of the meetings. As Mort stated, we have my 
colleague here who, if you've got some questions on Williamsburg, 
he can deal with far better than I can. I might make -- begin, though, 
by making a remark about the atmosphere surrounding the meeting. 
This was, I believe, the second time since Helmut Kohl has been 
Chancellor that he has met with the President. And as with the 
first meeting, what was remarkable about the meetings was the 
atmosphere. I think you could tell from the remarks that the 
two heads of government just gave that the chemistry in the 
relationship between the two is very, very good. They -- even 
though they don't speak the same language, they communicate as 
well as two heads of government can. I think that they share 
a similar kind of philosophical perspective. They're interested 
not just in the technical details of economic and security questions 
but approach issues from a standpoint of values which is particularly 
apparent with the German Chancellor. 


He is an optimist and he has been an optimist throughout 
his political career. He is very optimistic about the kinds of 
problems that the Federal Republic of Germany faces in what will 
be a very difficult year. He told the President of the United 
States that Germany continues to abide by and forcefully supports 
the December '79 decision. He urged the President to make a strong 
effort in the Geneva negotiations to reach an agreement but he 
very strongly stated that in the absence of an agreement that would 
eliminate entirely INF missiles that the missiles scheduled for 
deployment at the end of the year would be deployed. He told 
this to the President today at lunch. He told it to the Vice 
President today at breakfast and he informed the Secretary of 
State of the German support for the INF decision last night. 


So, that was the clear signal that we got. He was 
optimistic about the ability of his government to continue to 
support the December '79 decision. He was optimistic about the 
economic prospects in Germany which, while lagging somewhat 
behind the United States recovery, are becoming apparent with 
a low inflation rate, the first signs that unemployment is going 
down. In response, the President and the Secretary of State were 
able to give the German Chancellor, I think, a good description 
of the recovery under way here. And I think there was an 
agreement that with these positive signs that the Williamsburg Summit 
should be a success based on the success of the economic policies 
that are now being carried out not only in the United States 
and the Federal Republic, but in other industrialized countries. 





The German Chancellor stressed the theme of allied 
unity, obviously interested in shoring up and strengthening support 
for the December '79 decision. He was extremely complimentary on 
the question of allied consultations and praised the way in which the 
President andthis administration had consulted prior to the recent 
announcement of our interim proposal on INF missiles. The President 
in response was able to pledge that the United States would continue 
to consult closely and beyond simple consultations pledged 
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that the United States would make its greatest efforts to reach 
an agreement in Geneva not only in the INF negotiations, but in 


START. 


I might_-just simply add that, on the INF issue, the 
Chancellor made a very strong statement on no change in the 
timetable for missile deployment. He argued that this was a 
means by which the Soviets would be brought to negotiate 
seriously in Geneva. And he, also, made a strong statement 
on not eliminating or dropping the Pershing II missile from 
the scheduled deployment, arguing again that that weapon system 
and the possibility of deployment of that weapon system was 
necessary to create incentives for serious Soviet negotiating. 


I probably should not give you a quote from the 
Chancellor. But I will -- on the INF issue. This was: he 
said that -- “If there is no agreement in Geneva, we will do 
what we promised to do." As the Chancellor indicated in his 
remarks following the lunch, there was a discussion of the 
Madrid Conference on Security Cooperation in Evrope as the 
35-nation, follow-up conference to Helsinki and the Conference 
of the mid-1970s. There was an agreement there that we should, 
together, work to achieve a final document in the Madrid 
Conference that would lead to convening a conference on 
European disarmament. But that would be linked to making real 
progress in the area of human rights. So there was agreement 
On what we call a “balanced approach" to the Madrid talks. 
There has been progress, both on the disarmament front and on 
human rights. 


Would you like to say something on Williamsburg? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is not a lot 
to say about Williamsburg beyond what the President and the 
Chancellor said in their general remarks. But I can adda few, 
more specific comments. 


The first thing is that they both agreed quite 
enthusiastically that they want this summit to be informal 
and relatively unstructured, and with a lot of time for private 
discussion among the leaders. Both of them emphasized that 
strongly. They, then, had some discussion of topics that might 
come up. It was stated very strongly by the Chancellor that 
this summit could be and will be a success. And both of them 
expressed that conviction. The Chancellor put it that it can 
be -- this is not a direct quote, because I do not write that 
fast. But I took down the substance of what he said -- that 
it can be both realistic and honestly optimistic, that we can 
present an optimistic picture to the world and that we can 
present a united front. 


At the same time, he emphasized that, because we 
do have agreement on fundamentals, we are in a position to 
discuss those points of disagreement between us -- things like 
the agricultural problems between us and Western Europe, 
differences in view on East-West economic relations. Any other 
points of difference could be discussed effectively because of 
the agreement on fundamentals and objectives. 


I came away -- having some interest in seeing the 
summit come off successfully, I came away extremely encouraged, 
because we had here two of the most important of the leaders 
who will be at that summit who not only showed that they are 
informed about the issues already and that they are dedicated to 
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handling them properly, but the thing that really encouraged me 
the most was that there was, so obviously, aexcellent chemistry 
between those two as individuals. And for the kind of summit 

we are running -- hoping to run -- informal, personal association, 
that is a critical factor. 


That is really all I have to add. And that was not 
much either. 


Q ‘Did the Germans urge that the whole East-West 
trade issue not become a big topic at Williamsburg? And what 
was the U.S. reaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not say 
that they “urged.” Both the President 
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and the Chancellor mentioned -- and I would be hard-pressed to 

remember which brought it up first -- that the studies that are in 
progress, to the extent that those are coming along in the respective 
organizations where they are being carried out -- the extent that 

those are wrapped up there, it won't be necessary to spend a lot of 
time on them at Williamsburg. And I don't know whether you remember -- 
it doesn't matter which one brought it up first because they both 

had this idea in mind, that -- how much we have to -- they have to 
discuss at Williamsburg depends on how much progress is made before 
that and what state the studies are in. 


Q Will any of those studies be finished? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of them I'm sure 
will be. None are finished yet, and until they are actually wrapped 
up and in an envelope, it's unsafe to make categorical assertions. 
But I'm quite confident -- 99 percent sure -- that some of them will 
be, and I'm equally sure that some of them won't be. 


Q When Kohl spoke he said, "It is our belief we have 
not heard the last word yet from the Soviet Union.” Does that "we" 
refer to both Kohl and Reagan, and what is the basis for optimism 
there'll be some change in the Soviet's position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think he was 
speaking for the President, but I think that it's fair to say that 
reflects the views of this administration; in other words, we were 
not completely surprised by the Soviet response. And while the 
Soviets have said they will not accept the interim proposal, they 
have never said they will not negotiate about it. We have laid out 
a framework for a negotiation. As you know, we haven't come forward 
with any specific numbers precisely to give Ambassador Nitze the 
flexibility there to sit down with the Soviets and explore a 
possible outcome. So we remain optimistic that when Ambassador Nitze 
returns to Geneva on May 17 that there will be serious negotiations 
on the President's interim proposal. 


Q Are there any signals Moscow that they're working 
on some sort of paper to offer at the talks, or is this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no signals 
from Moscow about what they are necessarily going to come up with in 
May. We assume that they will continue to promote their approach, 
but we are confident that the President's proposal will be the 
basis for negotiations when the round resumes. 


Q You said -- the President said that he called 
on the Soviets to respond seriously to our proposal. You're inter- 
preting that response they'd given us a not-serious response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'll just simply 
repeat what I said, and that is: While they have rejected the 
specifics of the proposal, they have not indicated that they're 
unprepared to negotiate over it. And that's really what we want. 


Q You did mention as areas of disagreement East- 
West economic relations. I was wondering if in the conversations 
today either side reflected the thought that those disagreements 
might be so intense as to disrupt the happy calm in the other areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'd say just the 
Opposite. The feeling was that there are differences of interpretation 
and emphasis and slant there, but there was no idea that that's a major -- 
that that's going to be a major tug of war or a major stumbling block. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just also amplify 
what my colleague said, because -- and I think he'll agree with me. 
Obviously, there have been disagreements within the Alliance on East- 
West economic issues. There were no disagreements on East-West 
economic issues in these talks today. They did not go into great 
detail on the studies or the issues, but if you look at the 
Chancellor's statement as well as the President's statement, both 
endorse the need for a common approach to East-West economic relations. 
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Q -- using the linkage between the progress in 
human rights records, on the one hand, and the European disarmament 
conference, as you mentioned it right now -- does it mean only a 
if more progress is made, the administration would then support 
the arms -- disarmament conference -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have always supported -- 
not always, but we supported -- we began supporting, I think, sometime 
last year the concept of a CDE, a European disarmament conference. 

The linkage, though, exists by virtue of the fact that a European 
disarmament conference is being discussed in the context of the 
Madrid talks, which has a very important human rights element. And 
what we have always said -- and what the Allies have always agreed 
with -- is that we want a balanced outcome there. As you're aware, 
the Alliance has had a united position in the Madrid talks from the 
beginning. For example, last year in the aftermath of Poland those 
talks were suspended for obvious reasons. We returned to the talks 
last fall. The neutral and non-aligned countries came up with some 
proposals for ending that conference with a final document. The 
Allies agreed that there should be some amendments to that final 
document to strengthen its human rights provisions, and that remains 
the Alliance position. 


So there's no -- this is not a new position on the part 
of the United States, and it is completely consistent with the Alliance 
approach. 


Q Can you go back to INF for a moment? 


MR. ALLIN: Could we get some of the people in the back, 
please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What's that about the President meeting with 
Andropov? There was -- Kohl mentioned that they both still agree 
that continuing contacts are important -- 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, as a 
statement made in Bonn prior to the meeting today, the Chancellor 
d@id inform the President that he was considering a visit to Moscow 
sometime this year. He said the principle reason for going to 
Moscow some time this year would be to tell the Soviet Union that 
the Federal Republic of Germany would remain an integral part of 
the West. 


He then asked the President what the President's views 
were on a summit meeting with Andropov and the President reiterated 
our view on that, that we are open to a constructive summit meeting 
with the Soviet Union. We continue to believe that that meeting 
should be carefully prepared, that we do not believe that a meeting 
-- a quick, get-to-know-one-another type of summit is in our interests 
at this time because it would raise expectations. We would like to 
achieve concrete results from a summit. 


Q Did you indicate to the German legation in any 
way that by the time the Geneva talks resume you will have a sort 
of fresh-start proposal to give some sort of numbers concreteness 
to the general interim idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was some 
discussion recognizing that we had to flush out the proposal some- 
what and we have a mechanism, a special consultative group to do 
so. It is meeting later next week. And so there was a recognition 
that the consultations on our proposal would proceed as we move 
towaru Geneva. 


But it was agreed that at this stage we wanted to give 
Ambassador Nitze. flexibility that he could explore with the Soviet 
Union alternative levels that might be acceptable to both sides. 


Q If I may just follow it up, you will not be having 
a specific numbers proposal by the time he returns to Geneva -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just think we -- we're 
in the process of consulting on this subject right now. 


Q There are reports in the Financial Times 
and elsewhere that the famous Brazilian bridge loan package is 
now falling apart or being renegotiated and so on. In light 
of that and other sorts of developments, is there any feeling 
now in the administration that Williamsburg will have to discuss 
an approach to the international financial crisis that goes some- 
what beyond what you've called "ad hocery”? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first, you 
asserted some facts, which I'm not either confirming or denying 
or otherwise discussinc, since they're not really relevant to 
what I'm here talking about today. 


When I was here talking about what the Summit would 
cover, I mentioned the international debt situation as something 
they almost surely would discuss and the interrelation between 
problems of debt and problems of trade and so on. 


Q You give us a quote from the Chancellor on 
his commitment. Can you give us a quote from the President, if 
he offered one that you overheard, on the negotiations? Did he 
utter a commitment directly to the Chancellor? You paraphrased. 
Can you give us a direct quote -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a 
direct quote and I can't even give you a paraphrase. But I can 
tell you that the President did give the Chancellor a very strong 








commitment on his desire to seriously negotiate an acceptable out- 
come at Geneva. There should be no doubt about that. 


Q Is it correct that the Sherpas are meeting 
this weekend in Williamsburg and what are they negotiating this 
time? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is correct, they 
are meeting. And they will be talking about the plans for the 
Summit Meeting. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not surprising. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:12 P.M. EST 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We plan to discuss the relationships between 
Mexico and the United States and to review, under the umbrella 
of a long-standing binational commission, a variety of issues 
that come along; to renew our sense of ability to deal with 
these issues. It's a kind of a problem solving type of mission. 
It is a new Government here under President de la Madrid and 
this will be the first high level visit with them. We've been 
seeking to arrange this for some time and this was the first 
time when we were able to find a mutually convenient date for 
it. 


QUESTION: Is there anything, sir, about Central America that 
you're going to ask or want to discuss with the Mexicans in 
terms of their role in any kind of negotiation or resolution 
to that whole problem? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Developments in Central America are clearly 
of great concern to us and to the Government of Mexico, under- 
standably in both cases, and I think it's going to be important 
for us both to exchange ideas and information and to see what 
patterns of collaboration, if any, we can work out in helping 
the people there to deal with those problems. Neither of us 
want to see warfare there; both of us want to see stability in 
that region. And so I'm sure it's going to he a matter that 
both parties will want to talk about. 


QUESTION: The U.S. and Mexico are on a collision on Central 
America. They recognize Nicaragua and Cuba; they are for ne- 
gotiations; you oppose them. We have the feeling that the 
two countries are taiking past each other. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're going to talk to each other, 
that's the point and we'll see whet information we may be able 
to provide mutually and whether or not there are things we can 
do. 


For further informoation contact: 
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QUESTION: Should we, Mr. Secretary, on this trip be looking 
for anything, that is to say by way of some new initiative that 
may emerge to -- that would pursue a solution in El Salvador, 
Central America -- or is that too ambitious out of this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know of any new initiative that 
might be talked about, but we're certainly going to discuss 
these issues andif we can find something that we think could be 
useful we'll certainly be ready to pursue it. 


QUESTION: You said the other day there's a fair distance 
between the point of view of Mexico and the point of view of 
Washington? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was just described, fairly. 


QUESTICN: Mr. Secretary, you saw Don's story in the Post today 
about the U.S. proposed reactions under discussion, including 
direct use of U.S. air and naval power, etc., U.S. considering 
contemplating various strong military political measures,in 
response to potential escalation of military activity in Central 
America by Cuba and the Soviet Union. Can you tell us about 
what, in fact, the Administration is contemplating, or do you 
see any such move by the Soviets? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Administration is not contemplating any 
Americanization of the conflict in Central America. We observe 
and have said on a number of occasions, obviously a large flow 
of armaments from the Soviet Union to Cuba, from Cuba to Nicaragua 
and on into the adjacent countries and into El Salvador. We 
see Cuban advisers in large numbers in Nicaragua and we see a 
stridency in rhetoric that is very Soviet-oriented in its tone, 
and so it seems clear that there is a crowing Soviet-Cuban 
influence in Nicaragua. I don't know whether that was what was 
being referred to in the story or not. I just glanced at it 
here. 


QUESTION: What it talks about is that the Administration is 
contemplating proposed reactions, those under discussion include 
direct use of U.S. air and naval power dispatching U.S. Air 
Force jets to the area to offset Soviet-made jets, etc? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know -- well, I'm not going to com- 
ment on a news story when I don't know what it's sources are, 
not me. 


QUESTION: Forgetting his sources, is the story accurate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it has been said that AWACS are 
in use in the region as a matter of intelligence gathering. 


QUESTION: You're not going to take this question, is that it? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I said there is no plan, that I know of, to 


Americanize that war and the things that are described there 
are by way of Americanizing the war. 
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QUESTION: Are you planning on going to the Middle East soon? 
This week -- Thursday? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any current plan to ao to the 
Middle East. I'm not saying that I won't. I will go when there 


is something constructive to be accomplished. 


QUESTION: Are you going to name some sort of senicr adviser to 
try to accelerate the possibility of findinc some solution for 
El Salvador? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that formulation of a high-level person 
that miaht be useful to the Government of El Salvador is cer- 
tainly under consideration. I think to be useful, the Govern- 


ment of Fl Salvador has to tnink so -- not just the Government 
of the United States. 


QUESTION: Do you have any person in mind? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I think that if someone is named it 
might be somebody from the United States, but not necessarily. 


OUFSTION: Sir, what do we want from the Mexican Government in 
terms of Central America: [| mean for the past few vears basical- 


ly we haven't been happy with Mexico because of its position 
on Nicaraqcua. At this point, what do you want? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Vell, ion't want to sort of pre-stage what 


I intend to say t re talk about it. 
So, I think I'll just leave it at that. 
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SECRETARY REGAN: Mexic ng ?t york its way out of its 
economic difficulties. They na‘ 2 sensible plan; they are trying 
to bring their inflation un ntrol: they're trying to pro- 
vide more jobs: the’ e tr’ ‘ut down on their money sup- 
ply; they have been helped in their balance of payments by 

IMF loans, VIS loan: Loa! from the United States Government of 

a temporary nature, plus £ course, loans from commercial 

banks. All of these should take up the slack as far as their 


balance of payment robli ire concerned. 


ce 
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CT 


better now than it 


QUESTION: yes their situation k a 


did say last August 


SECRETARY REGAN: . great deal better as a result of the 
measures that thi 1 Madr i Government has taken in order to 
aet sustained economic arowth for Mexico. 


QUESTION: Do you think they will neeé@ further commercial bank 
loans this year? 
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SECRETARY REGAN: At the present time, it does not look that 
way but that's not to say that the situation might change de- 
pending upon what happens in the world's economy or prices of 
oil or other things of that nature. 


QUESTION: Hasn't the fallin: 


jy Oil prices knocked the stuffing 
out of their foreign exchanae? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, failing oil prices are not helpful, 
obviously, to their foreign exchange. It's a question of how 
much oil can they sell ard at what price. However, were interest 
rates to decline, that would more than offset the fall in the 

oil prices. 


QUESTION: Is the U.S. prepared, if necessary, to help Mexico 
now? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, that's one of the thinas that we wil] 
be discussing with Mexico. At the current time no additional] 
help is needed. 


QUESTION: Interest rates fallina where? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Interest rates falling world-wide. Their 
loans are at floating rates. Either based upon the London 
and the interbank rate, LIBOR, or based upon the American 


Prime and usually tlese two co fairly well tocether in paral lé 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will there be any effort on the part 
of the U.S. to use the economic leverage given Mexico's debt 


position, etc. to get them to mute some of their differences 
with the U.S. on policies toward Central America? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I don't think that those two necessarily tis 

in one to the other. I think Mexico is our third largest 

trading partner and it's up to us to try to help Mexico and 

its economy for our own selfish good. The big switch that was 
made in '82, wherein they, instead ot we having a surplus with 
them, we ended up with a deficit in trade, a swing of some S$®& 
billion as a result of their having to cut back in their economy. 
So it's in our interest to try to help them get their economy 
Started. 


QUESTION: Are you rulina out any use of economic leverage? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, we don't use economic leverage in that 
sense of the term, no. 


QUESTION: What are you using? What sense of the term are you 
using? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, we don't use economic leverage from that 
point of view. We try to heip our trading partners. 
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were, we in the United States will 


business. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think when it comes to mediators an aw- 
ful lot depends upon the person as distinct from where that 
person might come. Well, if there is somebody, it might very 
well be a U.S. person, a Foreign Service top person or maybe 
somebody not of the Government; or it might be somebody from 
outside the United States. But I think the key thing is that 
the person be well-versed in the area and have the stature and 
kind of sense or savvy that would make that person effective. 


QUESTION: I can't imagine who in the United States would have 
credibility within the guerrilla movement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The point is to help the Government of El 
Salvador define conditions under which people could come into 
the electoral process that are genuinely credible conditions. 
And I think that's quite a possible thing to do. Now whether 
the guerrillas will come into the democratic process or not 
is certainly an open question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if this hich senior level negotiator 
were named, would the United States -- would you shift the 
U.S. position in any way against shooting their way into power 
or stay within the same ground rules? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no shift -- no contemplated 
shift and you <-sked about this and we've talked about it as 
though it's sort of an imminent possibility and I wouldn't want 


to turn it into your lead or anything like that. It's something 
that Congressman Lona has been talking about and he has some 
leverage and there's also --' there's merit to the idea but it 
has to be considered and there's some downsides, too, if it 


isn't done right. 


QUESTION: The Post made it their lead this morning -- that's 
why we're talking about it. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Some news day! Lauahter) Thank you very 
much. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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AMBASSADOR GAVIN: Ladies and gentlemen, we have just cele- 
brated a stgnificant event in Mexico -- the visit of three 
Secretaries in the Cabinet of President Reagan, and at this 
time, if I may, I will present to you the Secretary of State 
of the United States of America, Mr. George Shultz, and the 
Secretary of Foréign Relations of the Republic of Mexico, 
Lic. Bernardo Sepulveda, who will take your questions. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, I'd like simply to express my 
appreciation for the cordial welcome and the gracious treat- 
ment that we have all received here in Mexico, and also to say 
that I have certainly benefitted, as have my colleagues, 

from the constructive discussions that we've had here over 

the last couple of days. I'll be glad to take your questions. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Communique simply says precisely 
what it says. We agree that it's important to avoid esca- 
lation of the armed conflict and that we seek peace; we 

seek economic development, in the region. As far as the 
meeting to take place in Panama is concerned, I have, as we 
pulled up here, again wished the Secretary the best of good 
fortune in those meetings. We hope that they're successful. 


QUESTION: I have a question for Secretary Shultz and then one 
for Secretary Regan. Did you deal with the question of ille- 
gal immigrants to the United States and undocumented workers 
in the United States, and how is this problem going to be 
solved? Is there going to be a quota system for Mexican 
workers in the United States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We did, as we said in the Communique, dis- 
cuss the general question of immigration and I think the most 
important development in the legal sense in the United States 
is the prospect of the Simpson-Mazzoli Bill, that is well 
known here and in the United States. I would say beyond 
that, however, that the really important thing to focus on is 
the importance of economic growth throughout our region. We 
talked about that in talking about the U.S. economy. We've 
talked about the Mexican economy. We've talked about 

Central America, but it is prosperity at home that is essen- 
tially the answer to this question. 


QUESTION: What shape will American financial support for 
Mexico take, and will there be additional American invest- 


ments in this country? 


SECRETARY REGAN: We had a very interesting discussion with 
Secretary Silva Herzog and Secretary Hernandez regarding the 
Mexican economy and what they forecast for it over the next 
several months. At the current moment, Mexico is doing it on 
its own, there is no need for further financial aid. If 
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conditions were to change, obviously, we plan to be in touch 
with each-other constantly, so at the moment there is no 
additional financial assistance. 


QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, have you reassured the Mexican 
officials that the money that's supvosed to be used to in- 
terdict arms in Central America won't be used to wage war - 
against the government that they support in Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have discussed the situation in Central 
America at great length and the Secretary has described his 
efforts to me -- very constructive efforts -- and the point of 
view of Mexico. We also discussed these matters with Presi- 
dent de la Madrid, and in turn, I've explained our analysis 
of the situation and the things that we're trying to do to 
help bring about security for the region, particularly in 

El Salvador, where there is a guerrilla challenge to a demo- 
cratic government, and our own efforts to promote, I think, 
the essential ideas of preventing the flow of arms, in the 
case that we worry about, from Nicaragua, Cuba and Nicaragua 
to El Salvador, and to seek means for national pluralism 
throughout the region, so that we can see economic develop- 
ment take place. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you had six Cabinet members meeting 
here, three from Mexico and three from the United States, 

and you discussed a number of problems from the point of 

view of the interests of the two nations. My question is 

the following: Were there any points in which the different 
focus of each Government might bring about a disagreement 
between them or did you have a general area of disagreement 
in the positions adopted by the two governments surrounding 
all of the items that you discussed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would say that we had a uniformly good 
atmosphere -- a problem-solving atmosphere -- in the sense 
that whatever we took up, I think it was genuinely felt 

on both sides, the object was to make progress in solving the 
problem. Now, in some cases, there were things that had been 
so constructed before we got here, like the tourism agreement, 
that we could sign it, so that represented an agreement. In 
other cases, we agreed to start up again some talks that had 
been suspended, as in the discussion that Secretary Baldridge 
had on the fssue of subsidies. There were others in which we 
exchanged ideas and in which a proposal was tabled on one 
Side or the other. On the question of tuna, for example, we 
both see that these are fish that migrate around and so they 
haven't heard about national boundaries, so it's a problem to 
know how to deal with that, and the Mexican Government put 
forward a new proposal, which we'll be examining. We didn't 
agree on everything, but we were able to look at every issue, 
including very sensitive ones, such as the Central American 
issues, all in, I think, a very constructive spirit. I might 
ask my counterpart if he would like to comment on that. 
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SECRETARY SEPULVEDA: Thank you very much. I share a great 
deal of the viewpoints expressed by Secretary Shultz and that 
these conversations have been extremely fruitful and extremely 
cordial and productive. We've held them in an atmosphere of 
frankness and cordiality and we have been able to present our 
different points of view on these various matters within this 
framework of cordiality and frankness. As you know, this is 
the first occasion during the Administration of President de 
la Madrid that the Binational Commission has met. We've met 
-- Secretary Silva Herzog and Secretary Hernandez -- with 
our American counterparts and worked constructively over the 
past two days in analyzing the various problems that were pre- 
sented to us. Some of the results have already been mentioned 
by Secretary Shultz, but I'd like to mention a couple of 
others that I think we have made progress on. For example, 
the matter of environmental quality along the border between 
the two nations, we have made progress in discussing this 
Situation. I think this is a situation that affects both 
Mexicans and Americans and we have made progress that we'll 
‘be able to settle and improve the quality of the environment 
along the border between our two countries. 


Another item that I consider of importance is a matter of 
cultural exchanges, and that we hope that we will both be able 
to receive and to send cultural presentations frome one coun- 
try to another and vice versa. And I think as far as legal 
matters are concerned, I think we have established the ground- 
work for cooperation whenever that is necessary and indispen- 
sable, and that we will get good results in the legal field in 
the future. As far as Central America is concerned, of course, 
we have what, in the contents of the Communique, reflects the 
results of our conversations. But I think there is another 
point that I think is very important for us, and that is that 
we feel that we're seeking medium term solutions to the problems 
of Central America. But we have to undertake the task of 
working on the beginnings of those medium term solutions on the 
basis of urgency and working with all the parties concerned. 
And, of course, we are interested in establishing peaceful 
conditions throughout the area that would permit the building 
of friendly relations between the various countries in the 
Central America region. And, of course, we have to generate 
peaceful machinery in Central America and that cannot be done 
on a short-term basis. But as we establish and build upon what 
we are doing and establish a better climate, then our task will 
become even easier. And I think we have established the need, 
as I said, of achieving medium term results in this area by 
means of prompt action in the field of economic development 
and in the establishment of economic conditions that will 
affect the prosperity of all the countries of the Central 
American area. I took advantage of the occasion to brief 
Secretary Shultz on my visit to the five countries of Central 
America, and I think that there has been a useful exchange of 
views as far as Central America is concerned between our two 
delegations that is of a great usefulness for the situation. 


‘ 


740 











-4- 


We hope to be able to promote dialogue and negotiations 
starting with our trip tomorrow to Panama and our meeting 


there. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Contadora initiative has 
certain points in it that directly affect the United States. 
My question is:. Does the United States Government object to 
these provisions or is it willing to cooperate with this 
group? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as I understand it the Contadora 

Four have managed to organize a meeting in Panama and to 

my way of thinking the key in this meeting is the fact that 
all five Central American countries will be there, which 

to my mind is a recognition of the basic fact that the issues 
are fundamentally regional. Now, having said that, of course, 
there are all sorts of questions that have to be worked out 

by the parties ané I know the Secretary and his counterparts 
will be trying to do that. And, as I said earlier, we wish 
them well in their effort, because we, as they, want to see 
peace; we want to see democracv; we want to see economic 
development in those regions and we feel that we got a lot and 
I hope gave something in the exchange of views on this, not 
only with the Secretary, but with President de la Madrid, whom 
we were privileged to spend a considerable time. Thanks 

very much for your cordial treatment here in Mexico. 
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QU ESTION: (Inaudible) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have to speak from our position, but I 
think the most encouraging thing about the meeting that's 
coming up is the fact that all the countries of Central 
America have accepted to come, which more or less automati- 
cally defines it as a regional conference. We believe that 
the problem is essentially a regional one, so the fact that 
they're all there seems like a good thing to us. The 
Mexicans have heiped to arrange that although their own view 
has tended to be that the problems are essentially bilateral 
rather than regional. That's of course, one of the things we 
discussed at quite some length; what are the arguments, pro 
and con on that. 





QUESTION: Secretary Baldridge, we hear in Mexico that yours 
was a command performance. They insisted that you be there. 
Can you tell us what you did that made it worth their while? 





SECRETARY BALDRIDGE: It's just my natural charming self. 
(Laughter) They're making a major policy change from an 
inward investment policy of a domestic economy to an outward- 
looking economic policy and are tending more toward 
strengthening their exports, which you need to do in order to 
pay back their external debt. 





The subsidies problem between us is a serious one. We agreed 
to resume discussions on that on this stop and we talked over 
the (inaudible). The Mexicans also imade a new proposal in 
the fishing talks -- the fisheries problem that has been a 
source Of some contention over the last several years. 
(inaudible) We want to help them where we can on their abi- 
lity to get and retain foreign investment and also some of 
their own domestic capital. In reference to the past year or 
so, I think they are trying to change and work out their 
policies. 


QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, there is no more key issue for 





the United States in terms of Central America than the fact 
that Cuba and Nicaragua are supporting the Salvadoran 
guerrillas. Is there any acknowledgement on the part of the 
Mexican Government that Cuba and Nicaragua are doing what the 
United States says they're doing? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think anyone questions that. 





QUESTION: When you raised this with them as a major concern 
of the United States, what was their response? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I described the situation as we see it, 
and that's part of how we see it. Nobody took issue with 
that description. 





QUESTION: Is it your impression that the Mexicans, in view 
of their influence with both Cuba and Nicaragua, are 
attempting to do anything to moderate their behavior? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Secretary Sepulveda described to me the 
discussions that he and the other foreign ministers in the 
Contadora four had with the various governments when they 
made their tour around the five governments. He apparently 
took the lead among the four in their discussions in Managua. 
What he told me that he said about the things that have to be 
resolved gave me some encouragement that he does see it that 
way, because certainly one of the things that he considers 
important is the cessation of the shipment of arms from one 
country to another. That's really what's taking place from 
Cuba to Nicaragua to El Salvador. 





QUESTION: Sir, is there any change on the possibility of 


your going to the Middle East since the bombing in Beirut? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That question will be -- well, the 
bombing, of course, is something that we are all distressed 
about, deeply, and undoubtedly we will discuss it when I get 
back. Just what the situation in Lebanon is as of tommorrow, 
we'll see. Phil (Habib) has been having continuing meetings. 
I've been reading his cables constantly. I don't have any 
doubt that it's a good idea for me to go to the Middle East 
as soon as it seems as though it's going to be worthwhile and 
helpful to everyone out there. e'll just have to see and 
make an assessment of whether that's the case. 





QUESTION: Is this something you're going to decide upon this 
week, whether or not to go out there, Mr. Secretary? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a matter that been under continuing 
review for quite a while. The President will decide and 
maybe this week, and maybe not. 1 don't have the answer to 
that. 





QUESTION: Do you think it would be a good idea to com- 





municate the U.S. position toward Beirut and the situation 
there, the peace initiative, and so one at this time? 
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SECRETARY SHJLTZ: There's a lot to be said for going and in 
particular, if that can be helpful in bringing about a 
settlement of the Lebanese problems. There's also a lot to 
be said against it. In particular, we have some very capable 
negotiators out there who know the situation well. We're in 
constant touch with them, have a lot of communication with 
the Lebanese and with the Israelis, including telephone 
calls. 





So, it's not as though there's no contact or nothing going 
on. We have had the view all the way through, including when 
the Israelis and the Lebanese came to the United States three 
or four weeks ago, whenever that was, that it's very impor- 
tant to support our negotiators and not to undercut them in 
any way. So, this is a matter that we'll be consulting with 
Phil on. His inputs and others will help make that decision. 


I would say there are a number of things to be discussed. 
There is the l,ebanon problem; there are the relationships 
between the Jnited States and Israel; there's the 
Egyptian-Israeli situation; and then there's the overall 
peace process, as well as other matters of interest to the 
Middle East. Whether there's anything we can help with in 
the Tran-Iragq situation, particularly the oil spill which is 
getting to be a very bad situation in the Gulf -- a real 
pollutant -- I don't know. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what's going to happen? Are you 
going to have meetings with your people tomorrow to talk 
about the Middle East, or are you going to talk to the 
President about it, or, how is this decision going to be 
made? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm going to talk to the President about 
it, but me let me give you my schedule tomorrow: 





Beginning at ten o'clock, I testify for several hours on the 
MX before the Senate. Beginning at four o'clock, I testify 
before the House Committee on Nicaragua. Thursday morning, 1! 
testify before a Senate Budget Committee, so the Congress has 
me pretty well occupied. But I expect to see the President 
and report to him on the trip to Mexico. In particular, f 
have some messages from President de la Madrid for him. I 
might say the Mexicans were quite sympathetic and strong in 
their concern for our people in Beirut, and shocked by the 
action and both Secretary Sepulveda and President de la 
Madrid gave letters on that subject. 


T don't Know when I'll get through testifying. That's up to 
the Senate. You sit there. They all walk in and out and you 
sit there and answer questions. 
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But sometime between when I get through on that and when TI 
pick up testifying again, I'll try to see the President. And 
I think sometime Thursday ahtecunan. I‘li nave some free time 
from the Congress and be able to consider this issue. 


QUESTION: Why are you testifying on MX. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: At the request of menbers of the Committee 








as transmitted by Senator Tower, there is a feeling that 
there's some foreign policy implications co the MX 
deployment. 


QUESTION: Sir, in terms of Central America and with your 
discussions, what were the positive results of the trip, and 
to your mind, disappointments of the trip in terms of 


Salvador, Nicaragua and the Mexican position? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: From the standpoint of benefits, without 
being able to put specific points in front of you, I think I 
have a clearer idea of what the Mexicans are trying to do, of 
what their attitudes are, how they see tie problem, their 
analysis of it; they have a better idea of ours. T hope that 
we are able to make our points clear to them. We got a sense 
of their positions, right up to President de la Madrid. We 
Spent quite a bit of time talking about tiat with him. So, I 
think that understanding of the perceptions that people have 
and what they think should be done about it is important. | 
Suppose the sense in which this is regional as distinct from 
bilateral, is a matter that makes quit i bit of difference 
in how you go about it. There's also some importance to the 
extent to which you conceive of action on it being a series 
of discreet steps that stretch out over a period of time, as 





distinct Erom a set of things that you try to get put in 
place. Tt suppose, in a way, that's a dimension of the multi- 
lateral regional versus bilateral point, but it's neverthe- 


i 
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less something that we discussed gu 


At one point, it was said by a top Mexican that our objec- 
tives are peace, development and democracy. And we ofti- 
Cially think they have to be attainec 1 that order. Well, 


in a sense, those are our objectives, too, but we see them as 
guite interdenendent. And, in fact, it's the lack of a 
pluralistic, representative government in Nicaragua that as 
tended to destabilize the region to a considerable extent 


But at any rate, in discussing issues that kind back and 
forth, I hope that we each have improved our understanding of 
the situation. 


QUESTION: Did they suggest to you that through our policies, 
the United States is radicalizing the Nicaraguan revolution? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: That was never said to me. T know 1 read 
that written all the time, but they never made that state- 


ment. 





QUESTION: Maybe they were being diplomatic? 


—_— — —— 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I must have spent three hours 
sitting, just the two of us, with Secretary Sepulveda talking 
about this issue. There was no particular reason why he 


should pull his punches. 





QUESTION: Did you have any disappointments on the trip? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I think that overall, the discussions 
went quite well. The object of trying to create an 
atmosphere within which we could talk about problems in a 
constructive and forthcoming way and get something done on 
them, in that sense, I think that trip went quite well. Not 
only the discussuions T had, but the discussions Mac and Don 
had were quite fruitful. We got much better aquainted with 
Our Opposite members. All that is to the good. 





But as far as the Central American side is concerned, of 
course we're quite aware of the fact, although it wasn't 
arranged at the time this visit was arranged, that tonight 
the Foreign Secretary in Mexico is off to Panama, and so T 
think the opportunity to talk to him extensively before that 
was important for us. 





QUESTION: Do you feel the same about the visit of the 
President of Brazil to Mexico? 1 mean, was it important for 
you to talk to the Mexicans before the Brazilians did, or 


what could they pass on? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I think that part of that conversation wiil 
involve the economies of both of the countries, and seeing as 
to whether or not they can increase tcade between those two 
nations. Also, to see how they can be helpful to each other 
in the situations they find themselves in now, regarding both 
of them as large detonations struggling to get the necessary 
foreign exchenge to pay for their principle and interest. 





-_- ———-—- — 


QUESTION: You said earlier you don't think there's any chance 
of a de Seor cartel? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No, I don't. I don't delieve there's 


— -_— i SP 


anything sinister in their meaning as reyards a debtor cartel 
Or anything of that nature. 


QUESTION: The Mexicans gave you an optimistic progress 
report on their ability to make the TMF goals and so forth. 
Nid their progress report dovetail with the independent State 


Nepartment and other economic analysis that we have? 
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SECRETARY REGAN: I woulda say that ours was a little less on 


the bullish side than theirs. 


We thought they were doinjy very weil, not to say that we 
didn't think they would make it, or anything of that nature. 
But some of their forecasts -- they themselves admit -- are 
more targets than actual performance that may be met during 
the course of the year. 


QUESTION: Did you discuss contingency plans as to where the 
money is going to come from this summer, if they need more 
money as they apparently will need? 


SECRETARY REGAN: There was no need to do that, in as much as 
none of us could quit? accurately forecast what the need 
might be and what circumstances would require that. 
Obviously, you could play the game “what if". What if oil 
prices fall? What if interest rates fall? You could go 
through the whole Litany of “what ifs". But all we said was 
we would watch the situation carefully, stay in touch with 
each otier, and if the situation starts to worsen, then we'll 
get down to brass tacks. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It seeas to me that an awful lot rides on 
the quality and strengt) of an economic recovery around the 
world. That will make a big difference to everyone in their 


ability to work out of these debt problems. Tt's not a magic 


wand, but it will ciuanye tie atmosphere a lot. You consider 
that the 1.5. economy, which is almost a quarter of the world 
economy, has been basically flat for three years or so --just 


hasn*'t had any growth. TE that starts growing, it automati- 
cally chanyes the atmosphere considerably, and if that is 
accompanied by a better performance on the part of Germany 
and Japan, well there you are up over 40% of the world eco- 
nomy. So it can make quite a difference. 


SECRETARY BALDRIDGE: There's clearly a great deal of econo- 
Mic interdependence between Mexico and the 1.S. - I don't 
think it's widely realized that our exports to Mexico in 1981 
were $18 billion; in 1982 they were $12 billion -- a $6 
billion drop. And 25,000 jovs, a billion dollars in exports. 
That's 159,000 American jobs that we lost as a result of that 
drop in expsits. So, it's quite clearly in our own self- 


interest to help any way we can. (Tnaudibles) 


QUESTION: How rete | can we help? What could we say that 


_—— 


fically to bring this about? 


': Maybe the best thing we can do to help 
ts to > get the 1.3. economy growing again as we think it is. 
Tt looks like that is on track. That's the number one thing 
we can do for Mexico. We can help them, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury has pointed out, tide them over their debt 
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problems in the interim. We can also help them in their 
desire to attract new foreign investment. We can't do it for 
them, but if they are adopting the policy that we think they 
will be, we can certainly aid (inaudible). I think there are 
other things --the nuts and bolts -- the Fisheries Agreement 
is finally coming to some conclusion on a substantive 
agreement. Whether it's in their favor or not, it's the fact 
that it's amicably settled -- GSPs and so forth, they are all 
part of a mosaic that helps give confidence to foreign 
investors, and also some of the Mexican money that is left -- 
Capital that is left. 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'd add to what Secretay Baldridge has 
said. One of the subjects we did discuss was financing 
trade. They are going to have trouble financing trade. We 
discussed EXIM, CCC, other types of help that they may need 
in order to ourchase goods and services from us. 





QUESTION: Do we give them any certainty that there will be 
new EXIM - 





SECRETARY REGAN: We said we'd be more than willinng to 
discuss it. But we did discuss the various aspects of it -- 
how to go about doing this, what areas, that type of thing. 





QUESTION: Is there anything new on immigration, the whole 
issue Of Mexican people coming into the U.S. which is 
apparently increasing as their economy is weakened? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The fact that it's a major issue on both 
sides of the border, and TI think that the fact of the matter 
is that in the U.S. there is rising concern that we don't 
control our borders. It isn't an anti-immigration sentiment 
so much as a lack of control over who is coming in and how. 
So I would expect that something like the SimpsonMazzoli Bill 
is liable to pass. That has some significant implications 
for Mexico, so they're very interested in it. Immigration 
has been a kind of a traditional safety valve for them. So, 
they're very concerned about it. 





QUESTION: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY 
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THE MX MISSILE 


April 19, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
9:17 A.M. EST 


MR. ALLIN: This is a BACKGROUND BRIEFING on the 
President's recommendations regarding the MX, based on the 
Scowcroft Commission's recommendations. 


I would appreciate it if you would attribute the 
briefing to senior administration officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It might be most 
useful if you would just take a minute to read the President's 
statement. And then my colleague and I will try to answer 
any questions. 


Q This seems to be nothing but a total 
endorsement of the Commission's Report. Is that correct, 
basically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
has accepted the Commission's recommendation with respect to 
deployment of the Peacekeeper missiles and development work on 
a new small missile. He, enthusiastically, has adopted the 
Commission's recommendations. 


Q Is there anything that the Commission 
recommended that he does not endorse? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a 
number of points of narrative made in the Commission's Report 
that do not necessarily require any action. I think he has 
taken the actions dealing with the deployment of these systems. 


I suppose I should add that I suspect the President 
is gratified that the Commission has broadly endorsed his 
strategic modernization program, which is in the narrative 
rather than in the recommendations on the Peacekeeper. But 
in its analysis, it comes to the same conclusions to which the 
President came in initiating this strategic modernization. 


Q I thought they said there was no window of 
vulnerability. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The phrase, 
“window of vulnerability," was never as precise or informative 
as is necessary to gain a grasp of these issves. There are 
vulnerabilities in all parts of ovr strategic force, and indeed 
in all parts of the Soviet strategic force. 


The critical question is whether -- recognizing 
that the vulnerabilities are partial or, to turn it around, the 
potential survivability of each part of ovr force is partial -- 
whether, in combination, the force as a whole is adequately 
survivable to assure that we have a deterrent. 
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And one of the points that is stressed at some length 
in the Commission Report is the synergistic effect of different 
elements of the Triad. That is, the fact that we have submarines 
and bombers and land-based missiles, each of which would be 
attacked by different forces under distinct circumstances. 


It means that, when you put it all together, there 
is an adequate level of survivability, provided we do certain 
things. And one of those certain things at this juncture is 
the deployment of the MX as recommended in existing Minuteman 
silos, because without it -- 


Q Is that not the same thing as saying that the 
window of vulnerability as advertised by the President during 
his campaign did not exist in the panel's view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I do not 
think one can say that there is no vulnerability. It is 
widely recognized -- 


Q That is not the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is widely 
recognized in the Commission Report that there is a significant 
vulnerability. And if you read the section of the Report that 
deals with the land-based ICBMs, the Commission accepts the 
judgment of the preceding administration that most, if not 
all, of the ICBM force is vulnerable to attack. 


Q This stuff does make a great deal of 
the synergistic effect of the remaining three legs of the 
Triad. So, QED, where is the window of vulnerability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to 
define the window of vulnerability? 


Q No. I would like the -- to define the 
window of vulnerability. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of the 
window of vulnerability, I think you really have to look at 
two levels. First, thinking in totality -- of the total 
strategic forces, there is the concept of the window of 
vulnerability. And one really must examine two things: not 
only our capability, but also the projected capability of the 
Soviets -- in trying to arrive at an overall view of the 
window of vulnerability. Is it getting wider, et cetera, 
et cetera? 


Needless to say, it lacks preciseness. And you 
have to really leave it up to those individuals who address this 
on a day-to-day basis to come up with a judgment. 


Now, let us step down to a second level. And we will 
talk about the vulnerability of the land-based ICBM. And I do 
not think that there is a great deal of disagreement when you 
look at, exactly, the capability that is attributed to the Soviets 
now in terms of the increased exposure of our land-based system. 


So in terms of the synergism, this is the whole idea 
of the Triad -- is that while looking over some period of time, 
one particular leg might be more vulnerable than the other 
two legs. And this is the synergism that you really want to 
aspire to. 
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MR. ALLIN: Could I interrupt just a minute. Two 
things: number one, the crews that need to go over to the 
East Wing should go now; and number two, we would appreciate if 
this material was, also, embargoed -- along with the speech -- 
until 10:00 a.m. 


Okay. 


Q In terms of what the President has endorsed 
and not endorsed in the Commission Report, what we can assume -- 
I mean, the President's statement is much briefer than the 
Report. We need to know what we can incorporate, be reference, 
as administration policy. 


You said, some points of narrative were not 
necessarily adopted by the administration. And then, you talked 
about the recommendations. But there were a couple of 
recommendations the Commission made that are not -- I do not 
see in this statement. One is that we change the START 
proposal, though it is already heavily oriented toward the 
counting warheads -- a point the Commission Report, sort of, 
does not acknowledge. But we, at least, change it to remove 
the launcher-sub limit. Does the administration accept that 
change in its START proposal. Will it carry that forward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You might not all 
have heard the question. The question was: Will the administration 
change, consistent with the recommendation of the Commission 
Report, its START policy? And the questioner observes that it 
is already a part of the administration's START policy, that 
an emphasis is placed on the counting of warheads and, indeed, 
on throwweight. 


The Commission raises questions about counting 
launchers. And this is an aspect of the Commission Report that 
needs to be studied very carefully. And we are in the process 
of doing that. 


Q So you have not necessarily accepted that 
recommendation. You are studying it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are looking 
at that recommendation. But I think it is important to point 
out that our START policy is already oriented toward 
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numbers of warheads and throwweight, and launcher limits of some sort 
would be necessary as counting rules, even in a situation in which 
they were not themselves the unit of the count. But that is an issue 
that is under study. It's a very complex one. . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to add one 
comment to that, that you must really view the Commission -- the 
Commission's recommendations in the context of the entire package. 
And their comments concerning arms control is highly contingent 
upon that total package moving forward. And that -- 


Q I understand, but the administration has embraced 
the heart of their package, and so I'm just wondering about a couple 
of things that, as you say, flow into the context of that. And 
the second one, if I could have an answer, is this. The Commission 
also strongly recommended the idea of studying a small ballistic 
missile submarine. It was a study they were recommending, not a 
production course. I see nothing about that. Is the administration 
going to study a different SSBM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's -- from an 
historical viewpoint, you will find that through the years a number of 
different-sized subs with different capabilities, different loadings, 
have been examined off and on. I would subspect that, again, out of 
this Commission's report that this recommendation certainly has been 
noted. 


Q I know it's been noted. What I'm asking -- 
has the administration embraced it, or not? Is the administration going 
forward to study, as the Commission recommended, a small SSBM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No decision has been 
made on how to proceed with the small -- 


Q Couleé you assess for us the likelihood that Congress 
will go. along with the President's endorsement here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, we're 
hopeful the Congress will and it was a major part of the Commission's 
deliberations to meet, as they did on a number of occasions, with 
members of the Congress. The recommendation made by the Commission 
has been endorsed by every recent -- perhaps it's every living 
Secretary of Defense, by the recent Secretaries of State, by -- from 
both parties. It's a very broad spectrum of opinion reflected on the 
Commission and the counselors to the Commission. If the -- it is 
hard to believe that the Congress would be unresponsive to the degree 
of consensus that has been developed both by the Commission and now 
endorsed by the President. 


Q Senator Mark Andrews, Republican of North Dakota, 
who describes himself as being hawkish on defense, says because 
you are no longer dealing with a really hardened, so-called invulnerable 
launch site, that you're talking about a first-strike weapon only. 
How do you respond to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we disagree with 
that. As I said at the outset, there are vulnerabilities associated 
with all parts of the Triad. The question is one of degree. There are 
vulnerabilities with respect to the submarine force. It's difficult 
to communicate with submarines. Some of them are in port at any given 
time and are vulnerable. Nobody would argue that that's a first- 
strike force. 


Whether a system is a first-strike system or not does 
not turn on the question of whether it is vulnerable or the degree to 
which it is vulnerable. There are no invulnerable systems. The days 
in which we were able to deploy a system and remain confident that 
for 10 or 20 years it would be invulnerable are long past. The balancing 
out of technology has relegated that to an anachronism. And the 
Commission recognizes that. 
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Q Isn't it true, though, that the largest Soviet 
land-based missiles are, in effect, invulnerable unless you get an 
MX? Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The largest -- indeed, 
the Soviet ICBM force is not vulnerable to attack by the United States 
by virtue of our modest offensive capability and their extreme 
hardening. 


Q Is that the reason you want the MX, so it will have 
a hard-target kill -- Capability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Commission 
says -- and this is a conclusion that we endorse -- that without the 
MX, a number of things -- a number of consequences flow from the 
failure to proceed with this. One is it would be extraordinarily 
difficult to succeed in the arms control area. Secondly, an imbalance 
would be permitted to exist, in which the Soviets would have the 
capability, as they now do, to destroy and attack an entire element 
of our Triad. And we would have no comparable capability. 


Q Could you explain -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that is a matter 
of considerable concern to us. Our ICBM force -- our existing 
ICBM force is aging and is going to need to be replaced. Part of it, 
indeed, is now being dismantled due to old age, the Titans. 
And there are various other reasons the Commission adduces for wanting 
a launcher of the approximate size and characteristics of the MX, 
not least of all a hedge against a breakout or Soviet ABM capabilities. 
So for all of those reasons we 














think it's important to maintaining the strategic balance and 
moving forward on arms control. 


Q I want to clarify the point brought up by Walt 
over there a moment ago. The President, then, has not endorsed the 
entire commission report? And can you be more specific what he has 
endorsed in that report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I want to 
be careful here because it would be wrong to go out and write a 
story that says that there are parts of the commission report the 
President hasn't -- does not -- does not -- 


Q He hasn't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a minute. I 
just want to put it in context. The question is does the President 
agree with every word in the report. I can't answer that. I just 
don't know whether he agrees with every word in the report. He has 
endorsed the recommendations of the report. 


Q Has he endorsed all of the recommendations? 
Q Some of the recommendations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The recommendations 
that deal with those action items like whether and how to deploy 
the Peacekeeper missile, whether to proceed with the development of 
the new small missile. Those recommendations he's endorsed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Let -- 


Q When the report was presented, though, gentle- 
men, we were told by the commission members that unless all aspects 
of the report were accepted by both the President and Congress that 
none of them could succeed on their own, not the MX, not the arms 
control initiative -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try to put 
the acceptance in proper perspective. Again, I'll have to go back 
to -- let's view the recommer.dations as a package. And if you 
really look at the totality of the report, you're really talking 
about nearly a true decade track. Okay? 


Now, an essential part of this report is the sort of 
progress that will be made in terms of arms control. Okay? 


So, you know, yes, he has endorsed the commission's 
report; but he certainly cannot implement this, the recommendations 
in a vaccum. The arms control I mentioned plays a critical part 
in terms of exactly what's going to be done in the long term in 
terms of the MX missile. Will the small missile actually be de- 
ployed? Will the Soviets reciprocate in moving away from launcher 
limits if that desire is made? Will they actually agree to bring 
down their MIRV missiles? In other words, I'm trying to tell you 
that, you know, the report must be viewed in the context of not 
something here or now. It's something that is going to unfold 
over a number of years. 


Q -- recommended some things for here and now 
to get it started and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what -- 
Q Does he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would you promote 
me to general, please? Thank you. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I really 
understand this question. But let me try it one more time. The 
report makes a number of recommendations, The President has accepted 
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those recommendations. Now, with respect to one arms control 
cuestion, let me say first he accepts the thrust of the commission's 
report with respect to arms control and has recognized the relation- 
ship between our arms control policy and the prospects for success 
and, moving ahead on the -- in adopting the recommendations with 
respect to deployments. And the Commission and the President see 
eye-to-eye on that. 


There is a specific point made about an aspect of our 
START policy. And that is under study and review. 


MR. ALLIN: Let's take two more cquestions here because 
people have got to get going. In the back -- 


Q Would you -- Just a few minutes ago, you were 
addressing the question of what is and what is not a full-strike 
weapon. Would you explain to me why this MX missile as it is 
planned to be deployed does not constitute a full-strike weapon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is no 
agreed-upon definition of what constitutes a first-strike weapon. 
And, indeed, one cannot look at an individual weapon and in any 
meaningful sense talk about it as a first-strike weapon because 
what is involved is the totality of the forces on both sides. And 
the deployment of 100 Peacekeeper missiles, consistent with the 
recommendation the President has accepted, would not endow the 
United States with the capability to destroy a significant element 
of the Soviet strategic force. 


Unhappily, the Soviets now have that capability with 
respect to a significant element of the American strategic force. 
And that is why we remain concerned about the nature and direction 
of the Soviet strategic program and believe that analysis demonstrates 
that even with the full deployment of 100, we would not have a 
first-strike capability. 


MR. ALLIN: Okay. Just a minute. Mike we'll take you 
and then way back, Dean, Jerry, Mike. Okay? And that'll be it. 
We've got to get -- Close it off -- 





Q Could you explain the significance of this 
45-day time clock that starts with Congress today? I don't 
understand the importance of it. Why, if Congress votes it 
down, why couldn't you just resubmit it or is there some funding 
that if you don't get within 45 days you jeopardize? What is 
the 45-day thing mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From a programmatic 
viewpoint, as you very well know, just looking global across the 
whole spectrum of strategic forces modernization, it's necessary, 
in order to move forward -- and I'm talking about essentially we have 
a program in which there's a -- cost of $5 billion -- and just 
in the interest of moving forward the program and not to end up 
cancelling contracts or what have you is -- we need a near-term 
decision. 


Likewise, not slipping the initial operational 
capability, it requires a prompt decis:\*. 


Q So, if the decision is no, then you've got your 
decision and you don't resubmit it? Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's something that 
would be addressed at that time. Right now, everyone feels some -- 
is hopeful at least that the recommendation will be approved. 


Q On the second page, the second recommendation 
urges development and production of the Peacekeeper in deploying 
100 of them in the existing Minuteman silos near Warren Air Force 
Base in Wyoming. Why is -- that sounds so much like dense pack 
to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It should not sound 
like dense pack. As you very well know, the Minuteman silos 
are separated, each by a distance of three to five miles. So, it's 
certainly not a dense pack, which is 1800 to 2200 feet. 


Q -- Wyoming -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Say what? Oh, okay. 
Ail right. I missed the -- 


Does the administration have its own cost- 
estimate for MX as well as the Midgetman? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Could 
you repeat -- 


Q Does the administration have its own cost- 
estimate for the MX program as well as the Midgetman? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Midgetman -- it's 
avery early stage to be talking confidently about costs. But 
we have no disagreement with the Commission's judgment. We think 
this program, in fact, now will save some money. I -- 


Do you agree with their -- I think they said 
$14 billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we do. Could 
I just return to this window of vulnerability question? The window 
of vulnerability is not simply a physical, a technical question. 
It's a question of whether, in the judgment in Moscow and here 
and around the world, there exist circumstances in which the United 
States might be vulnerable to attack. And that judgment rests not 
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only on such technical considerations as whether the Soviets 
have the requisite number of warheads with yields and accuracies 
sufficient to destroy Minuteman missiles in their silos. They 
have that. 


The Commission recognizes that they have it. The 
previous administration recognized that they would acquire that 
capability about now. There's no dispute about that. But whether 
the United States is vulnerable depends on our ability to respond 
in its totality. And it depends on a political dimension that mustn't 
be ignored. And if this country now, after it has been proposed 
by successive administrations in one form or another, and endorsed 
by this Commission, which really gathers together representatives 
of all those preceding administrations, were to fail to deploy the 
only new ICBM the United States has had in close to 15 years, if, 
indeed, we were not able to make what is obviously a controversial 
decision, the political impact of that has to make the window 
of vulnerability a far more formidable and far more important factor 
in our security. 


And, so, the window of vulnerability is not simply 
a technical matter. It's a question, too, of the political 
Climate. And we would only do great harm to the stability of that 
political climate by failing to make this decision. 


Q Are you saying that people who would oppose 
it would be un-American? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, of course, I'm 
not saying that. 


Q General Scowcroft said yesterday that the Mx 
in combination with the D-5 could be viewed as a first-strike 
capability. Could you comment on that? 








- 10 <- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we certainly 
don't view it in that light. 


MR. ALLIN: Jerry? 

Q Is there any language in this, in the report 
at all that the Administration takes exception to, that you can 
specifically say, that you take exception to? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Which is why 
I wanted to out in perspective the statement that we have endorsed, 
the President has endorsed the recommendations of the report. There 
is no language to which exception has been taken. 

Q Is that five billion dollars -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a great deal 
of discussion of uncertainties and potential future developments 
that do not add up to recommendations. And how some of that will be 
dealt with in the future remains to be seen. 

Q Is that five billion dollar figure, the one you 
gave us, the cost Congress would have to approve for the '84 Budget 
to get this thing going -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, that's -- 

Q Is there no cost in the ‘84 Budget -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- no, that's a 
sunk investment I'm talking about. 


Q -- that's what you've spent so far -- 
Q Is there any cost in the '84 Budget -- 
Q That's five billion. 


Q -- or approximately how much are you asking for 
in the ‘84 Budget to get this thing rolling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would have to -- 
I don't have the number, it's about one, point -- I could look in 
the Commission's reports. 

Q It's under two billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it is. 
Let me look -- let me look at the number. 


Q -- five billion is what -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, let me look at the -- 
Q Five billion so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me look at the 
precise number. 


Q Where is that five billion so far, sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's sunk costs. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Research and Development. 
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Q Research and Development -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, research and 
development. 


Q We've already done that already? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

MR. ALLIN: Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Thank you. 
Q It's gone? 

Q But what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The actual profile 
of the investment is in the report, and we stand behind these numbers. 


Q == page? -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's on page twenty- 
two of the report. 


Q The other fourteen billion is on top of the five 
is that right, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q The other fourteen billion's on top of the five? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct, we 
have a sunk cost of about $5 billion dollars. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:43 A.M. EST 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
VISIT OF EC PRESIDENT, GASTON THORN 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 1983, 2:00 P.M. 


MODERATOR: As previously announced this is a 
background briefing on the visit of EC President, Gaston 
Thorn. 


It is my understand the Senior Department Official 
will make a brief statement on the visit, and then you will 
be free to ask questions. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: All right. I'11 just try 
to summarize what has happened during the visit. President 
Thorn, accompanied by their Ambassador, Sir Roy Denman, and 
their Economics Minister, Jean Durieux -- Is that his exact title? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Chef de Cabinet. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I see. That's different 
-- chief of staff, so to speak. They met the President at 
11 o'clock at the White House and had a meeting with the 
President in the Cabinet Room, at which Deputy Secretary Dam 
and I were there from the State Department; the Vice 
President was there; Judge Clark was there, and Secretary 
Regan was there. I didn't make a list of those, so I can't 
guarantee that that's all. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was all. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was all? Thanks. 
I would say it was quite a constructive conversation cen- 
tering mostly around plans for the Summit, which was the 
occasion of President Thorn's coming. He will be one of the 
eight participants in the Summit. However, naturally, some 
of the Summit topics are related to other things, and occa- 
Sionally there was the mention of some other subjects besi- 
des those that will come up at the Summit. 


Both Presidents agreed that they were optimistic 
about the Summit being constructive and coming to useful 
conclusions. One of the bases for optimism is a feeling that: 
the economies of the Western world and the industrial nations 
are either beginning to recover or are on the verge of doing 
so. Our President, of course, pointed out that recovery 
seems pretty definitely to be established and growing here. 
President Thorn said it isn't actually underway in Europe, 
but that everybody thinks it is just about to be, and that 
there is a definite spirit of optimism in Europe. 

















President Thorn also reported that he senses a 
greater degree of unity among the countries that will be at 
the Summit than at any time in the last ten vears. I wasn' 
sure whether that last ten vears meant that it was greater 
before that or that he wasn't there to observe it. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: He was there to observe 
it. and he felt it was greater than before. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Good. Being an ex- 
“statistician. T would have a tendency to quibble on things 
like that and wonder what ambiguities there could be in 
them. 


T jotted down notes while T was there knowing that I 
was supposed to come and revort to vou. The emvohasis was 
that both neople felt that the Heads of Governments should 
focus on the big issnes. not specific issues. There was 
some mention, for example. if vou would guess and vou would 
anticipate. of the present issues between the United States 
and the EC over agriculture. Both felt those extremely 
urgent and important and needed to be dealt with -- and are 
being dealt with -- reasonably optimistically: but thev felt 
it wasn't really the kind of thing suitable for the Heads of 
State at a meeting like the Wiliiamsburg Summit will be. I 
think both sides felt that, and that is what had heen felt bv 
other people working on the Summit. 


_ There is an interest in the level of interest 
rates in the United States -- both narties think they are 
too high, and hope to see them come down. There was some 
discussion of the needs of the developing countries, both 
those that are taken care of by the IMF and some of the 
poorest oines that are more dependent on outright aid. 


President Thorn expressed some interest in some 
kind of a new monetary system, but he said he didn't mean a 
new Rretton Woods: he reallv didn't sav what he did mean, 
but just that he had an interest in a new monetary system. 
Maybe later. Ambassador Vest will be able to elaborate on 
that. You might have other sources than what he said there. 


There was some discussion of Fast-West relations 
and the work that is in-progress and a general feeling on 
both sides that that work is coming along satisfactorily and 
will probably be taken care of in the various agencies 
dealing with it -- the International Energv 4qgency. the 
OECD, NATO, and COCOM, in which case it probablv wouldn't 
take up a lot of time at the Summit. It remains to be seen 
how those will in fact shave up. 





The European Communitv expressed some concern 
about the Export Administration Act and the Administration's 
position on that. They have serious questions over what 
they cali extra-territoriality and we call conflicts of 
jurisdiction. They also commented on the proposed ban on 
imports from companies that violate COCOM restrictions. 

They emphasized support for the world trading svstem and 
emphasized that we ought to examine the links between 
finance and trade. 


That exhausts the notes I took at the meeting with 
the President. We then had a lunch -- the Secretary of 
State had a lunch for the group from the EC, and we 
discussed essentiallv the same questions. I think no 
additional questions were discussed there. but some of them 
were discussed in greater depth and at greater length. 

I have nothing to add, really, from the lunch, which again 
was constructive -- two groups that are working toward simi- 
lar objectives and starting with similar assumptions. There 
may be questions about that which will remind me of 
something that did happen different at the lucnh. 


I'll stop there. 


I'll ask mv colleague if he wishes to amplify that 
at all. I see vou took some notes. too. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I took notes. too, as of 
habit. and I would say vou covered all the points quite 
precisely. 


I would sav from the point of view of President 
Thorn of the European Commission, this association of the 
European Commission with the succession of Summit has been a 
very important activitv. The European Commission. bv 
treatv. gives the Commission authority to move in the world 
of trade. energy, export credits, and sO on. SO as an 
institution just getting underway. in some wavs. in the 
strange world of growth(?), it does have some responsibilitv 
in its own right. which makes it possible for it to pnlav a 
role in the Summit and to be helpful. Certainly, it has 
been helpful for President Thorn to have come over here and 
to have talked with the President. 


Q You said that President Thorn expressed some 
concern over the new proposals for the Export Administration 
Act. Were there any suggestions that the Administration 
might want to rethink some of its vrovosals? 








FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. we didn'' discuss 
that at anv length at all. We already knew that they had 
concerns about that because they had communicated them to us 
previously, so he simply reminded us that they had those 
concerns. And I would say that we didn' have any more than 
simply an enumeration of the fact that that was a concern. 


6) Sir. could you elaborate on the words of 
President Thorn on the needs of developing countries or the 
developing world? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Incidentally, when I used 
the word "needs." I didn't to imply that either President 
Thorn or President Reagan used that word. I could have said 
"interest of." 


Both of the Presidents -- and I can't really 
sharply distinguish between which one said which because 
they were saving essentially the same thing. Both said that 
we, in the interest of the world economy. need to see that 
the economic condition of the LDCs improves. Both of them 
agreed that that is also in the interest o# the industrial 
economies. 


As to the needs -- I probably did use that word 
now: it just shows vou vou should watch your words even more 
carefully in a meeting this. I did not intend to quote 
them, attribute that word; and I kind of doubt that anybody 
used the word "needs" in anv context in the entire meeting. 
bnt <= 


Q On the import controls. the EC has made its 

views known on extra-territoriality in the form of a diplo- 

be matic note, but I don't think that the EC has said anvthing 
on the import controls because the proposals ‘just came out 
from the Administration on April 4th. T wonder. could vou 

j»st outline what these ECs concerns on the import controls? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. They really just men- 
tioned that, that they are concerned about it -- did not 
elaborate. I think vou would have to ask them about 
questions like that. T've told vou now evervthing thev said 
this morning. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I have to assess that it 
was a verv brief exchange. There have been so many stories 
already about how much the Europeans are concerned about 
this Act. The Wall Street Journal has made a nice week of it. 
They only referred to it in passing, as if to sav. "I just 
want to point to this: you are well aware of our position. 

We are concerned. We hope we can find a wav to defuse that 
different svot between us." They didn't really go into 
details at all. | 

















Q Did President Thorn point out anv other 
asvects of the Export Administration Act that were not pre- 
viously addressed in the diplomatic note? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 


0 In the lunch with Secretary Shnltz. did the 
Secretary go into any detail in describing the U.S. concerns 
on agriculture to the EC? And did President Thorn give anv 
indication to the U.S. of the ECs position on it? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We did discuss agriculture 
more than just mention it. the wav we did the Export 
Administration Act. As to exactly who said what -- that is. 
you asked did the Secretarv express any views -- he indi- 
cated the importance that we attach to that. Others of us 
there indicated the urgency of coming to some conclusion on it. 
It's been dragging on and in-process since December. 


There is currently a meeting of the -- What is 
it called, the Commission? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's the Council of 
Agriculture Ministers of the 10 countries. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: That is in progress. And 
he indicated they will be considering what prices to set, 
but they haven't settled that yet. That will be later this 
week, presumably. We consider that a very critical issue, 
whether their prices are way above world prices, which then 
stimulates extensive production, and so on. 


So there was no negotiation going on in these 
sessions at all. We did make it clear that not only we, but 
the United States Congress attaches a great deal of impor- 
tance to that question, and they seem to be acutely aware of 
that. We made sure they were. 


0 I wondered if the Second Senior Official 
could go into any detail as to what President Thorn meant by 
his comments on the new monetary system. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: In all fairness to a 
group like this, no. I would be misleading you if I would 
try, because I don't think I've ever heard him define it. 
They are pointing to a direction in which they would like to 
see action, picking up on things that they have heard 
Secretary of the Treasury Regan sav at one time or another. 
But they have never defined the shave that direction would 
take. ; 

















Q What direction -- 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: They certainly didn't this 
morning. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: They certainly did not. 
They are looking for that combination of activities which 
would inhibit the excessive swings, and they have not said, 
at any time that I can recall, what shape it should take. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Like the rest of us, I 
guess they'd like to see exchange rates stable. 


0 I wanted to ask about comment on East-West. 
You said that President Thorn had said things were coming 
along satisfactorily and might be handled pretty much within 
the agencies. Chancellor Kohl said roughly the same thing. 
Does the U.S. agree with that assessment? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. As a matter of fact 
in this meeting, President Reagan said it first, as he 
opened the meeting with a brief statement, and included that 
in his statement; then Thorn said the same thing later on. 


And you're right: Chancellor Kohl did say that. 
That is the way it looks at the present time. 


Q So President Reagan agreed with that 
assessment, that this would not be a major -- 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, not that it won't, 
but it wouldn't have to be if the subjects are disposed of 
satisfactorily in the other organizations. That remains to 
be seen; but we're saying it looks as if they will be satis- 
factory at that point. 


Let's see: You wanted to follow up. 


Q On the exchange rate, yes. We had the same 
debate exactly a year ago. I wonder of the American readiness 
to intervene in the exchange market more than it was last 
year, or is it going to a decline? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No, we're not. What hap- 
pened last vear -- and I wasn‘* here -- if vou can rely on 
the newspapers -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We can. 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: To some extent, I do. 


(Laughter) I'm iust kidding about that. I hear it from 
inside. I know from the fact we're working on it. 




















Last vear they decided that since there is this 
theological debate. why don't we peak at the facts. So they 
agreed that each country would make a studv of those instan- 
ces in which there had been intervention in its currency. 
I've forgotten how far back they carried it; it probably 
depended some on how far back there had been some systematic 
records and consistency in institutional arrangements. Rut 
they agreed on a common methodology. and then each country 
made its own study. They got a vack of studies about l-1/2 
feet high. They have formulated a rather brief summary of 
what these studies show. That will be published by the end 
of the month. That was to throw light on this issue of 
intervention. Until that is published, it is hard to make 
any general statements about it. But at the present time. 
Our position is unchanged. 


0 Yes. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I quess wou know what our 
position is: our position is the same as the one that 
President Mitterrand stated in his national television speech 
about two weeks ago. T should have brought it so I could 
quote it preciselv. The content was that if two countries 
have differing inflation rates, there is no wavy that their 
exchange rate can be kept constant. He said, "I have to 
tell you that, in all candor." or something like that -- he 
emphasized it. 


That has been our position for a long time. and 
still is. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: In all fairness, if I mav 
just sav. in Europe, you will find a very high degree of 
pressure from country to countrv on those governments. 
pushing for a greater degree of activitv in intervention on the 
part of the United States. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We're keenly aware of that. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: And that is what is 
pushing these various ministries to look for more action 
from the United States. And it is in terms of intervention 
= are thinking, and they consider we're big enough to do 

t. 


FTRST SENTOR OFFICIAL: The only thing we've said 
is something to smooth out temporary turbulence in the market. 
The usual example that is given is that the dav the 
President was shot. the Tredsurv did intervene to stabilize 
markets. although the evidence is that it didn't make any 
difference: the market was going to be stable anyhow. 











Q I wonder if the Second Senior Official could 
bring us up to date a little bit more other than the fact 
that the Council of Agriculture will attend this meeting. 

On the question of agricultural subsidies, did they get 
anywhere in this intervening three months of talks? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On the question of pri- 
ces, not -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On the general subject of 
agriculture. 


0 Yes. Agricultural subsidies. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Prices, not subsidies, 
though they're related. 


Q Prices. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The discussion we've had 
for three months has been on all of our differences on agri- 
culture. It involves every factor that could contribute to 
what we consider distortions in the international market. 


Progress, but very slow progress. You have to cut 
away an awful morass of protection on each side of your 
position. 

I think they have come to clear identification of 
particular areas that they are willing to consider on both 
sides,.and we're now waiting to see what they come back 
with. It's been a long, slow process. | 


0 Weren't they supposed to have some sort of 
report by the end of March? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was what Ministers 
hoped for. We're having another meeting late this month. 
However, it's not the first governmental or inter- 
governmental activity that managed to last a little longer 
than it was originally scheduled for. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Late this month or early 
next month. you remember they just told us they had to delay 
a couple of days. 


MODERATOR: Let's take two more. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I see one back there and 
one over here. Let's take three because there is one I 
haven't taken at all. 














Q Is it fair to say that the thrust of the 
U.S. position on this agriculture question is that we attach 
urgency to settling it very soon? I mean, when you say 
"soon," do you mean before the Summit? 


rIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We can't, realistically, 
expect it to be settled before the 28th of May, but we do 
attach great urgency to that. 


I suppose you all realize what the situation is. 
We don't like it. but we're not complaining now about their 
barriers to our imports of agricultural products or our 
exports to them. In fact, they are one of the biggest 
purchasers of our agricultural exports. 


Our big complaint is. in third countries, for 
example in Saudi Arabia, our chicken producers have been 
wiped out of the market almost completely and abruptly by 
heavy exports to Saudi Arabia, and to the Middle East 
generally, of heavily-e"bsidized chickens. , Incidentally. 
chickens aren't just from the EC either. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Brazilian chickens are 
the best! (Laughter) 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The best or the worst, 
depending on what -- They won the last bid, so now the EC 
is mad at them, too: but we're mad at both of them because 
we don't subsidize those things. That puts our chicken far- 
mers, who are generally the most efficient in the world -- 
that is, they actually can produce chickens at a lower cost, 
so it's in the interest of the world economy to get their 
chickens from here -- nrnshes them out of the business. Thev 
have established business with lots of capital invested; 
people are working there. They can't just pick up and move 
in a dav. a week. or a vear. 


It's an extremely serious matter so it is urgent. 
If vou have any doubts about it. go down to Arkansas or 
Georgia, or places where they raise chickens, or even just 
go over to the Hill and talk to some of the Congressmen from 
there. It is a very urgent matter. 


T just havovened to vick chickens because the 
chicken producers were the last people in talking to me 
about this- but there are quite a number of other cases of 
that sort. 


On the other hand, they are our largest customer 
Or our second-largest customer for agricultural products. 
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SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Our largest, $8 billion a 
year. 


0 Which countries? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The EC, the European 
Community, generally. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Particularly heavy in 
sovbeans and corn gluten feed. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 


We haven't been sitting bv idly. doing nothing. 
Even when we met them in December and decided to have these 
talks, the Secretary of Agriculture stated then, clearly and 
unambiguously, that we were not going to withhold any action 
until these talks came to a conclusion. 


About a month later, we sold a million tons of 
flour to Egypt at a highly-subsidized price, partly as an 
effort to get their attention and to indicate that we really 
were serious. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: It did! 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: It certainly did. After 
that, the talks became very much more intensive and 
business-like. But we've also had a number of export sales 
with subsidized credit -- quite a few of those. So we're 
not just sitting idly by, and we won't. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Could I savy one thing? 
It's only fair, though, to keep in mind -- and I'm not 
trving to play the devil's advocate on the other side of the 
coin. If this is an extraordinarily difficult social and 
political, as well as economic. problem in our country, it 
is equally so in every one of their countries. So the 
margins of maneuver are small in trying to get to the bottom 
of the problem. 


You use the question, “When are we going to settle 
this problem?" This. like a lot of other problems, is an 
area in which we are less likely to so-called "settle" the 
problem than find areas of accommodation we can both live 
with. I know that sounds like fancy, gray language. But 
that's the real world. 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We mav ameliorate it -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: You may ameliorate the 
problem, but vou don't solve the problem -- certainly not in 
the short term. And it is just as well to keep it in mind. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We have become completely 
convinced that the people we work with are working in good 
faith -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFTCIAL: -=- and they attach as much 
urgency to the problem as we do. That is one of the reasons 
we've continued the negotiations longer than we anticipated 
when we started. . 


0 Could I have a follow-up on the agricultural 
phase? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: All right. 


Q The meeting next week is going to be held at 
a much lower level than the former one. What does that 
mean? 


FTRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Not much. 


0 Does that mean that thev will get down to 
details, otherwise there is no hope whatsoever? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I wouldn't sav it's being. 
handled at a much lower level. The meetings have been held 
primarilv at the level of Deputv Cabinet Minister and 
Office Director. the ones that have been held this year. As 
far as I know, the next one that will be held, whenever it 
is held, will be held with someone who is there at a Deputy 
Cabinet Minister level and the same Office Directors who 
have the greatest technical knowledge that have participated 
in the past. It is not a particular derogation at all. 


Your question surprised me because there hasn't 
been any decision to do that, although it is true that I'm 
not going to be there, and I have been at the past ones: I 
suppose the Assistant Secretary will. But that is because 
of other things connected with the Summit and the OECD 
Ministerial and a whole lot of other things. So I was 
really surprised at any suggestion that we're downgrading, 
because we're not. 
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Q But Mr. Havercamp is not coming, but why? 
The last time he was -- 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Mr. Havercamp only came 
the last time. Mr. Havercamp did not participate in the 
January talks. 


OFFICIAL: Or the February. 


Q I would like to ask only the Third Senior 
Official, please, would the question of East-West trade 
relations and poli ical relations be envisioned as a big 
issue or not? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. As I think. the First 
Senior Official exnlained. we hope very much there will be 
sufficient progress between now and then so that it will not 
be a big issue. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: If it's settled elsewhere, 
it won't be an issue there of any consequence. 


If it's settled elsewhere first, it won't be a big issue 
at Williamsburg. 


@) If not -- ? 


FTRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Then. thev will have to 
discuss it, if they haven't been able to come to any 
decision. 


Q I would like to know if Secretary of 
Agriculture Block lobbied to get the agricultural issues on 
the table in Williamsburg? Is he a disappointed man todav? 


FTRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. He 
certainly didn't lobby with me. (Laughter) I guess that's 
whom he would lobby with, if he were. No. I think this is 
an issne between us and the EC, and that's only two of the 
eight parties that will be pvresent at Williamsburg. 


You see, for this kind of issue, curious to me 
anyhow as a new arrival in the government, places like 
England, France, Germany, and Italy that I used to think 
were important countries, they are not in on this kind of 
negotiation. The EC handles trade negotiations for all of 
them. It's a bilateral issue between us and the EC. 























13 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: But there is one point, 
and that is the EC representative discussing agricultural 
matters keeps watching over his shoulder blades to see what 
those countries are doing. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's certainly well 
within the FC -=—- they control it. But not on external 
relations. 


O.K. Thanks very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:35 p.m.) 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: Do youwant to go straight to 
questions? Okay. Or do you have the statement? 


I think the statement is self-explanatory. The 
President has announced that we have offered to renegotiate a 
new long-term agreement with the Soviet Union in an effort to re- 
affirm our reliability as a grain supplier. It's very simple, 
straightforward. We have not received a response. 


Q I don't think that mike is on. 
Q Ambassador Brock, in your -- 


Q We can't hear -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I probably am speaking a little low 
at the end of the day. I'm sorry. I apologize. 


Q In your suggestions, in your proposals to renegotiate, 
are you making any specific proposals for changes in the present 
agreement? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, we haven't determined any 
suggested changes even among ourselves. We simply have offered 


to begin negotiations. : 

Q Is it correct to assume there were preliminary 
talks so that you have solid Soviet interest already expressed in 
this? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We have not received a response. 
The Soviets were advised of our willingness, I think, on the 7th 
of April. Is that right, Mark? 


MR. PALMER: Yes. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: But we would assume that they would 
have an interest. We've had no talks. 





Q What are you suggesting as the minimum Soviet 
purchase in the new long-term grain agreement? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We have made no decisions on any 
levels at all. We simply are expressing a willingness to talk. 


Q Is it fair that you're going -- would like to 
increase it from the levels of the existing agreement? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think we would be prepared to 
consider that, but I think it would depend in part upon our analysis 
of their needs and their own, as well as the agreements that they 
have with other countries and what fit we might have within that 
context. 
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Q If I'm correct, the negotiations for this long- 
term agreement were freezed after martial law was imposed on Poland -- 
in Poland. Is this decision linked to the situation in Poland? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Do you want to respond to that, Mark? 


MR. PALMER: No, it's not linked to the situation in 
Poland. We continue to be deeply concerned about developments in 
Poland. There is a review under way within the U.S. government about 
the situation in Poland. We expect to complete that review fairly 
soon and to consult with our allies. But our concern -- 


Q But, Mr. Palmer -- 


MR. PALMER: -- about the situation there remains -- we 
believe that the sanction -- this sanction has made its political 
point but that it no longer makes sense to continue it because a 
number of grain suppliers, beside the United States, are prepared 
to go ahead with long-term commitments and agreements to the Soviet 
Union in the grains field. 


Q The President has said repeatedly -- 


Q But it does amount to lifting the sanctions, doesn't 
it? It does amount to lifting the sanctions. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: This was simply -- we simply 
suspended any further negotiations, but we -- I don't think you could 
categorize this as a sanction, in the category that certain other 
actions were. 


Q Has there been any change in Soviet conduct that 
would make this -- make us enter into these negotiations? 


MR. PALMER: No, there hasn't been. This is not 
related to Soviet political conduct. We remain deeply concerned 
about their conduct in various parts of the world. It is simply a 
decision to establish our credentials as a reliable supplier of 
grain. 


Q Why shouldn't it be connected to Soviet conduct? 


MR. PALMER: It is a step being taken in the context of 
grain trade, not a political step in the context of our relations 
with the Soviets. 


Q -- the original step was political. The original 
step to suspend negotiations and not to discuss a long-term 
agreement was political. Why doesn't this have a political component? 
You can't say that it's not a political action, because they were 
connected from the start. Isn't that right? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: This suspension was taken as a -- 
one of a whole series of steps that were taken at that particular 
time. But we have consistently in this administration drawn, I think, 
a pretty clear distinction 
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between- normal commerical -trade-and other actions that do have 
political or sanction connotations. We simply are not -- have no 
intention of engaging in economic warfare with the Soviet Union. 


And I think that would be the implication if you 
said no grain trade, which is generally commercially available. 
Other countries are signing these agreements, and under the 
circumstances, it makes sense for us to be available. 


Q -- this likely to be seen in Moscow -- isn't this 
likely to be seen by Moscow as an indication that the Reagan 
administration, despite its rhetoric, is no longer interested 
in linkage between Soviet behavior in the world and the commerical 
relationship between the Soviet Union and the United States? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think we have made throughout 
the two years of this President a very clear distinction between 
normal commercial relations on products that are generally available 
and other steps in the area of strategic materials and the like. 


Q Like the pipeline? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, of course. Because, naturally, 
there is a clear distinction between the two. 


Q What caused you to, at this time, decide to 
renegotiate on a long-term basis since the contract goes through -- 
what -- September of '83? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: The contract goes to September 
the 30th, and if history is any teacher, these negotiations are 
not done in a matter of a day or a week. It takes some time for 
both sides to prepare their positions. And we do need some time, 
unless we get under the time pressure of the last week or so, 
which is a very difficult negotiating position. 


But I think fundamentally the decision was made 
because we have been trying for some time to be sure that we 
establish this country as a reliable supplier. We damaged that 
reputation substantially when the former administration imposed 
an embargo. This administration has imposed no firm embargoes, 
has no intention of doing so, but we wanted to make the record 
clear about our reliability as a supplier. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, would you follow the Carter 
precedent that, should there be an embargo at some point in 
the future, that grain, which is covered under the agreement, 
would not be included in that embargo? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think the way the President 
phrased it as early as '79 or '80 was that we, under his 
administration, would not single out any one group to bear the 
brunt of foreign policy. 


Q That's not my question. My question is 
when President Carter imposed the grain embargo, he did not include 
in that embargo grain contracts which were covered by the long- 
term grain agreement. My question to you is would that principle 
continue to exist in any future long-term grain agreement with 
the Soviets? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think so. That's a principle 
that several administrations have adherred to. We do. And 
to add some strength to that, we have the change in the law. 
The Durenberger amendment was passed with contracts -- 
last fall. 


Q Mr. Reagan said he wasn't going to renegotiate 
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a long-term grain agreement with the Soviets. He said he wasn't 
going to do it until there was some fundamental changes in Poland, 
which included the end of martial law, releasing political prisoners 
and, I think, recognition of Solidarity. Have you -- How did 
you convince him that he ought to do this since those rather 
fundamental changes haven't been made yet? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think I should let -- 


Q You did convince him to change his mind, 
didn't you? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think Dave Lyng might want 
to talk about how he was convinced. I think the Department's 
been very active. 


Q Could you answer one question, please, about 
the cost? The cost, how much was the cost? 


Q Wait -- 
Q There's something on the floor, please. 


MR. LYNG: We've continued to ship grain to the 
Soviets. We haven't shipped as much this year as we'd like 
to ship. They have purchased just the minimum in the one- 
year extension. And from an agricultural standpoint, we have 
lamented seeing this moving to the Argentines, to the Canadians, 
to a number of others. 


And we think that by having a long-term agreement, 
we can regain at least a portion of that volume that we had before. 
The issue of continuing the grain shipments has not been a problem 
with this administration. 


Q No, the question was negotiating a new, long- 
term agreement until there were fundamental changes in Poland. 
The President said there would be no new, long-term agreement until 
there were fundamental changes in Poland, which haven't occurred. 
How did you convince him to change his mind? 


MR. LYNG: The importance of this to the nation and 
the statement says it, the President's statement. It 
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is consistent with United States agriculture export policy. And 
it reflects ovr commitment to reestablish the U.S. as a 
reliable supplier. 


Q That still does not address the question. 


Poland was a central issue. Nothing has changed 
in Poland. Why the flip-flop? 


MR. PALMER: I think there is no question in the 
minds of either Moscow or Warsaw how seriously we view the 
Situation in Poland. We are quite convinced that they will not 
take this as a step that indicates any lessening of ovr concern. 
The sanctions that we still have in effect are powerful. They 
are continuing to have an important inflvence on developments. 
And so we do not, in any way, feel that this will be misread 
by the countries in the East or by ovr allies. 


Q Then why make this thing in the first place 
if you do not intend to stand by it? 


MR. PALMER: It was an important political signal. 
And it had an effect as a political signal. 


Q You mean now, or before? 





Q You said, it was an important political 
Signal originally. And ovr changing our mind will not be 
misread by Moscow. Why is it not an important political signal 
when we, now, agree to negotiate on a long-term basis? 


MR. LYNG: We simply felt that it had its impact. 
And in the last few months -- year, there have been a number 
of other countries that continue to provide these materials 
On a commercial basis, some slightly below normal commercial. 
And it simply had no validity as a tool in that exercise anymore. 
There are other sanctions that do have validity. But this one 
does not. So why not change that? 


Q It seems that what you are saying is that 
the dollar is, ultimately, more important than ovr political 
concerns, that we were losing ovr markets. But now -- 


MR. LYNG: If I accepted your statement there, 
then the implications would be that we would want to begin 
to engage in, what some would call, economic warfare. 


We have not suggested that at any point in time. 
The suspension of talks was part of a long list of efforts. 
We felt that it made its point. And its usefulness is, now, 
over. 

Q Ambassador Brock, what about the quantities 
in the current agreement? Would you like to see increased 
quantities over the six-to-eight million tons that are now 
in the agreement? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think that depends entirely 
on the flavor of the negotiations and whether or not a different 
level would be in their interest as well as ovrs. That is 
part of the negotiating process. And I think we, clearly, 
would like to sell more. But whether we change the levels 
in the formal agreement or not, we have made no decision in 
that regard. 


You had a question there. Yes, ma'am. 


Q Yes. I wanted to ask abovt how much money 
would be involved? And, I think, the statement was drawn 
about Argentina and Canada. All those countries are selling 
grain to the Soviets. Does that mean that we will miss the 
bus? 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: It could. 
Q Or have we missed it? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think it is fair to state -- 
Dick can speak more eloquently than I. But if I recall when 
President Carter imposed the embargo about four years ago now, 
we had 70 percent of the Russian market, and have fallen -- 
as a consequence of that embargo -- to something like 
20 percent. And, yes, we have taken a pretty tough lick. And 
we wovld like to get some of that back. 


Q -- money, millions? Approximately. 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Billions. 

Q Billions of dollars to the economy. 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 

Q What kind of pressure have you received 
from the American farm community to reinstitute these 


negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: They have expressed a considerable 
interest. (Laughter.) 


Q Who will represent the United States at the 
negotiations? And when and where will they be? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We have not made a decision 
as to who, individually, wovld represent. I have the 
responsibility, legally, to either do so or designate the 
person. But we have not made that decision. 


Q Is the Agriculture Department sending a team 
to Moscow pretty soon to start looking into this -- in the next 
three or four weeks? 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: They have consultations. 

MR. LYNG: We did, in March. 


Q That was the normal consultation? 


MR. LYNG: The normal consultations in March. 
We did; yes. 


Q Let me ask you one other question. How 
much grain do we sell in Poland? 


MR. LYNG: Yes. We are selling no grain to 
Poland that I know of. There may be a very small amount of 
commercial transactions. Most of the business we did with 
Poland was with government credit guarantees. And we are 
not guaranteeing any Polish credit now. 


Q Those sanctions are still in effect. 


MR. LYNG: No. This is not sanctions. It is 
a question of no credit. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:51 P.M. EST 
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QUESTION: Do you have any idea what you hope to accomplish 
in the troop withdrawal talks in Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope that we can first arrive at an 
agreement between Israel and Lebanon that will provide for the 
withdrawal of the Israel forces from Lebanon, and obviously 
then we have to go on and work out with the Syrians and Lebanon 
and with the PLO their withdrawal consistent with the Israeli 
withdrawal schedule. 


QUESTION: Are you optimistic in getting such an agreement 
with the Israelis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that it is a very do-able thing. 
Basically, that's because it seems to me it's very much in 
both the Israelis and the Lebanese interest and anyway, as a 
negotiator and mediator, you have to be optimistic, you have 
tothink it will succeed, otherwise you won't get anywhere. 


QUESTION: What are the major obstacles now as you are going 
out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are, of course, the two tracks 
in the sense of the negotiations -- they have to do on the one 
hand with security arrangements and on the other with the 
movement of goods and people and other aspects of the relation- 
ship between Lebanon and Israel. There has been a tremendous 
amount of accomplishment, at least as I see it, by Phil and 
Morrie in working with these and with the Israelis. But there 
are still difficult issues in each of those areas and so I'll 
try to identify them as clearly as I can and work with the 
parties to help in any way I can to get them resolved. 
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QUESTION: Have you been told, Mr. Secretary, that your pre- 
sence on the scene will in fact produce a deal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, but I think that we all feel -- Phil 

does and the President does--that it's time for me to come out 

and give Phil a hand. I don't have any assurance from anybody that 
by coming out there will be an agreement. There are some 

tough issues. 


QUESTION: Why this week, instead of two weeks ago? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are matters of judgment about that. 

I have been having it in my mind for quite some time and 

we have wanted to give all of the leeway possible for the 
parties themselves and working with Phil and Morrie to go as 
far as they possibly can. And I think the announcement of 

a Secretarial trip tends to put things on ice to a certain 
extent, awaiting your arrival, so we held off on it until 

now. And I think it is just our judgment that the issues have 
got to a point where the injection of a new face of some- 
thing of that kind would be helpful. So here I go. 


QUESTION: Are you prepared to stay, Mr. Secretary, until 
there is an agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I'm prepared to work at it as long as 
it seems there is a chance to accomplish something. 


QUESTION: Including -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I hope that there can be some accomplish- 
ment fairly reasonably soon. 


QUESTION: Are you aiming primarily for an agreement in 
principle ‘or are you going to try to work out an actual time- 
table, take it down to more fine points -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll go as far as we can go. I think that 
the creation of a timetable is something that follows, really, 
agreement on the conditions that will obtain once withdrawal 
has taken place. And that's a matter that we'll just have to 
see how that best emerges in the situation. Obviously that 
will be connected with what Syria will do. 


QUESTION: Did you just talk by telephone before this trip 
with any of your counterparts in Israel or Egypt or Jordan 
before deciding on this particubar timing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I've had lots of discussions with 
everybody in the region and our Ambassadors have, and Phil 
has, so we've had a great deal of feedback. I'm not, however, 
responding to a demand from my counterparts that I come out, 
although I think it is far to say they welcome the visit. 


QUESTION: How concerned are you that even if you do get 
an arrangement with the Israelis that you will end up with 
nothing from the Syrians -- that they will no longer be 
willing to leave? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, anything is possible, but they have 
said that they will withdraw as the Israelis withdraw, as the 
Government of Lebanon requested them to withdraw. The Arab/ 
Fez statement set that out as an Arab understanding, all of 
those things were confirmed when the Lebanese met with them in 
New Delhi at the time of the non-aligned summit and so all 
those statements are there. But we have to have an Israeli 
agreement to call their card and I hope that we'll have it. 


QUESTION: Would you be prepared to engage in a kind of 
shuttle diplomacy between Lebanon and Israel, if that's what 
it takes to get that deal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, sure. We are prepared to do whatever is 
necessary by way of movement back and forth. 


QUESTION: And then if you have the deal, you would be pre- 
pared to fly to Damascus to see if it would work with President 
Assad? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just how the movement around will go will 
depend on our feel of the situation and what we think the right 
tactic is. So, I don't want to try to predict that I'm going 
to go here, there, back and forth and so on. I'm going to de- 
cide as I go what the best next step is. 


QUESTION: We haven't considered breaking away, for example, 
from the Lebanon situation to go to Jordan to try and re- 

vive the peace process as well, or do you want to do one after 
another in seriatim, rather than both together? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the peace process is very much on our 
minds and on the President's mind; however, we put, the Presi- 
dent puts the priority on this trip on trying to work out a 
withdrawal plan from Lebanon. That's our priority and we will 
work at the peace process as well,and if in the course of 

my stay in the area,, it's possible to meet with King Hussein 
and King Fahd, we want to do that. 


QUESTION: Why would it not be possible? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no reason not to do it; both have 
let me know that I'm welcome and they would like to see me. 

I think they both feel that it is quite proper to place the 
emphasis on getting the Lebanon situation squared away if we 
can. And a trip to either of those capitals is something that 
I hope to work in, but I have to put the priority where the 
President has put it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, suppose you succeed and the Israelis 
and the Syrians do withdraw, what sort of force has to go in 
there to maintain the integrity of the Lebanese state in that 
situation? Do you have to beef up the Multinational Force, put 
in more Americans? How do you deal with that? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, a great effort has 
been made over the past months to strengthen the Lebanese 
armed forces and to the greatest degree possible, and ulti- 
mately totally, of course. It is up to the Lebanese to 
maintain law and order in their country. Just what help in 
any interim period will be needed from the Multinational Force 
or UNIFIL “is something that will be part of the discussion 
and what the disposition of those forces would be. But 
General Cooley has told me when he was back the time the 
Lebanese and Israeli teams were in Washington and then since 
then we have continued to track it, that he believes that 
there has been a great deal of progress with the Lebanese 
armed forces. A big training effort has been going on and 
the state of that will have to be assessed and see what 
additional help may be needed. 


QUESTION: How would you describe the state of Israeli- 
American relations? Clearly the Israeli security concerns are 
at the bottom of this. Can you give any more assurances or 
anything to the Israelis, you think, to make it easier for 
them to strike a deal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Israelis always take the 
position, and I think properly, that they have to be basically 
responsible for their own security. And you have to respect 
that. We are part of this negotiating process; we want to see 
it succeed and we certainly are prepared to stay with it--after 
an agreement and a leaving of the forces framLebanon takes 
place--to be helpful. But just what role the United States 
might play is going to be part of this discussion. 


QUESTION: Can you talk about the Haddad issue a little bit? 

Is he an insurmountable obstacle in the sense that Israelis are 
not going to yield from their demands that he remain in charge 
of security in southern Lebanon? And if they do insist on that, 
is there any way a deal can be cut? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If you say it iS an insurmountable obstacle, 
we might as well turn around and go back, but it is certainly 
a major issue and just how it can be resolved, I don't know. 
But obviously, it's one of the things that has to be worked at 
if we are going to get a resolution of the issue. 


QUESTION: Are you going out with any ideas of your own to 
try to resolve that problem? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have ideas but my first idea is to listen 
to people and hear what their ideas are and what the reasons 

are for the positions they take and sometimes, if you understand 
the reasons clearly, you can find other ways to serve those 
reasons. But at any rate, that's the way I will approach it. 


QUESTION: So you are not taking any specific plan or anything 
like that? You'll listen first and then if you can make 


suggestions later, do that. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not coming here with a preconceived 
American plan to try to sell the people. I'm coming here, having 
followed these negotiations very closely, discussed them a lot 
with Phil and Morrie as they have been back, discussed them 
with the Lebanese and the Israelis directly as they have been 
in the United States, So I start with a lot of knowledge; but 
Still, being there ana listening to people tell you their point 
of view and what their problems are and what they are seeking. 
is I think an indispensable step in anything like this. Any- 
thing that really sticks and really works, has to emerge out 
of the feelings and the desires of the parties. I think that 
is always the case in any bargaining situation. 


QUESTION: How is it that you don't already know these things 
after all of the myriad contacts which have been going on for 
the past two years? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a question of knowing alright, but 
hearing people talk about it again; and I suppose there is 
always a difference between what you know and what you realize 
as things get driven home to you. I told that little story on 
knowing and realize once and I won't repeat it. But I think 
there is a nice distinction between those two notions of under- 
Standing and no doubt being there, listening to people in 
their home environment and hearing them in a setting where 
there are a number around who talk, argue with each other, it 
helps to really get an appreciation of their views. 


QUESTION: In that sense then, is this trip overdue? Should 
it have been made earlier? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, if I had thought so, I would have 
made it earlier and one can argue it. We argued it back and - 
forth several times and felt that there was headway being 
made and the process ought to continue as it was and headway 
did continue being made. But it has been our judgment and 
Phil's judgment that now is the time to do it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how important is resolving the 
Lebanon issue in your mind to the possibility of the broader 
Middle East peace plan having any hopes? (sic) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's important but these two things are 

not directly connected with each other, They are connected in 
people's minds to a certain degree, but they are separate is- 
sues. I think each, to the extent that headway is made on 
either of them, tends to reinforce the other and so it would 
be helpful. But the two processes are independent. 


QUESTION: Are you hearing any ideas on this trip about how to 
resuscitate the Reagan plan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that resuscitation is the : 
word to use’ if you think of a person who needs resuscitation, 
it's a pretty bleak picture, I think that the fundamentals 
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of the ideas are valid, necessary, basically welcome to people 
and that remains so and so we have to just keep working at it. 
But I just remind you all that there was in the United States 
a very broad support for the President's initiative, that has 
been true around the world and there have been major changes 
in attitudes of key arab countries;and of course, while it was 
rejected by the Prime Minister in Israel, all in all a lot of 
the ideas are very valid and I think interesting to people 
there, so that remains so. 


QUESTION: Can you talk about your Egypt visit -- the two days 
or so in Cairo -- what is the purpose of the stop in Cairo? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, Egypt is one of the Camp 
David partners so we thought that's a good place to start. 
Second, we have an important bilateral relationship with Egypt 
and so I'll have some discussions about that. Third, the 
Egyptians are close observers of this scene and they have 
thought a lot about the Lebanon situation and so I'll invite 
their views. So for these reasons, it seemed worthwhile to 
Start in Cairo,but in addition I wanted to have a meeting 

of our Ambassadors in the region. You probably all know them; 
they are a very talented group of people. They seldom aet 
together as individuals, and while I know them all and I've 

met with them all, I've never sat with them as a group and dis- 
cussed -- interacted, So I think that's going to be quite 
worthwhile and I expect to spend a fair amount of time at it, 
as well as taking time specifically on the tactics of our 
negotiations approach with those that I am going to be working 
with directly. So (a) it gives us a chance to talk with the 
Egyptians directly and. (b) it's a good setting for this Ambas- 
sadorial meeting that I expect to learn a lot from. 


QUESTION: Can you give us some sense of a calendar, Mr. 
Secretary, that is to say, what do you see in terms of days at 
the outset Cairo, Israel, Lebanon and whether we, in fact, 
will be going to the OECD meetings in Paris on this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I expect that we will get to Cairo, I 
think, in the early afternoon on Monday Cairo time, and expect 
to have meetings there that I described through Tuesday 
evening and probably go to Israel Wednesday morning. Then we 
will just have to go on from there and see how quickly it 
goes. Certainly, I want to co to Beirut very quickly, partly 
to talk to the Lebanese but also to visit the people in our 
Embassy and give my support and reassurances to them. They 
have been through a lot and they are all heroes out there from 
the descriptions that I've had and they deserve our support 
and they are going to get it. 


But as far as how long this is going to take, which is your 
question on OECD, I don't know and we will just have to see 
how it goes. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how do you feel about the articles 
that have been rather critical of you and the Administration 
for essentially not accomplishing anything? Does it annoy you? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, nobody likes criticism but I guess 
it comes with the territory. I have to do my best and do what 
I think is right and then everyone can make their judgments. 
Everyone is entitled to their point of view, even me. 


QUESTION: Do you think you have had a chance to do your best 
or do you think people have taken advantage, the time, the 
transition sort of presented you with a sort of fait accompli 
in certain areas? I'm thinking mostly of arms control. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think I've had great cooperation and a 
wonderful reception in the Administration and in the Congress. 
I've been treated very well, as a person; and, insofar 

subject of arms control is concerned, I've been getting into 
that more and more and I think I don't have any trouble 
getting my views to the President and getting a good hearing 
and I think with some effect. So obviously there are a lot of 
positions that have been taken and on the whole I think very 
good positions. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am surprised. I'm not complaining, I 
don't -- but I'm surprised about the comments that I'm invisi- 
ble because there are some weeks when I feel all that's hap- 
pened to me all week long is I've been sitting in front of 
Congressional committees answering questions and it's a highly 
visible kind of activity. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I think they want to give you a little 
dinner. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'll have to have John -- we should tabulate 
the number of meetings and what not that we have had -- I've 
never done that. 


QUESTION: I do -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You do? Well, I'd be interested to see 
how that looks. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in connection with the President's 
Middle East plan, some of us have the feeling that your stra- 
tegy now is not for you to become personally involved in 
sort of an on-the-spot salesmanship role but rather for the 
Arab world to decide on its own that it wants to come in. 
Could you sort that out, please? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President feels, and I certainly agree 
with him, that there is a very good set of proposals on the 
table, both in a kind of immediate sense, like you take a 
photograph of them, and also in a kind of historical sense in 
that there has been an evolution on things that in its tor- 
tuous way nevertheless spells quite a lot of progress. So all 
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of that is there and it is our feeling that it deserves 

careful analysis by everybody -- Arabs, Israelis -- and that 

as they do that, I think they will come to recognize that it 

is a very good approach. Now obviously, there is a first step 
of an Arab leader, presumably King Hussein, coming to the peace 
table and sitting down and starting to talk and until you 
Start talking, you can't arrive at any kind of an agreement. 
Now what positions people take when they talk is up to them. 
We've tried to say what positions we'll take. They'll take, 
I'm sure, widely divergent positions as will the Israelis. But 
that's the way you begin. And the first thing is to get people 
to sit down and talk and what that stands for is a really vital 
affirmation of what everybody now says -- mainly that it 

is time to come to grips with what is necessary to get a more 
general peace in the Middle East, or at least this aspect of 
the problems of the Middle East. 


QUESTION: But will you personally engage in salesmanship of 
the President's: plan with King Hussein or are you going to stay 
this side concentrating on troop withdrawal from Lebanon and 
let the Arab world reach its own consensus which is what 

you've been suggesting in recent interviews? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that we have that much more 

to say. We've described -- we've responded to questions and 

I hope we have also convinced people that there are certain 
positions the President is going to take and he isn't going to 
change them and that it is up to people to decide to go ahead 
into the negotiations. But we will sit and talk and do that 

a great deal -- to the extent that it is helpful. 


QUESTION: What makes you think the decision they take 
isn't their decision - in other words, that there is room 
for reassessment of the decision they have made? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, it's just as I read the cable traffic 
around, there seems to be a lot of that kind of head scratching 
feeling that says maybe we are letting a pretty good train go 
out of the station, and we don't know when the next one is 
going to come along. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us one thing, Mr. Secretary, about your 
remarks to The Washington Post that if Hussein accepts that you 
are not asking him to actually sit down at the table to nego- 

tiate until the Administration succeeds in getting a freeze 
on settlements on the West Bank. Could you give that sequentially? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sure. First of all, the President in his 
September 1 speech called for a freeze on settlements. And 
we have continued to emphasize the desirability of that and I 
think we all know the rationale for that in terms of changing 
the factual situation that you are negotiating about. So, 
there is that. Now, that is clearly of great concern to any- 
body that would come to the negotiating table understandably. 
And the President has repeatedly assured everybody that he has 
taken that position and he is going to continue to take that 











== 





position. And various interlocutors constantly say are you 
going to stay with your positions? And the President says, 
yes, I'm going to stay with my position. Now, in our dis- 
cussions with King Hussein, we tried to make a distinction 
between a statement that he might make explicitly saying*I 

am ready to sit down with Israel and negotiate about peace’ or 
however it would be phrased. And the actual day when you sit 
there and put your feet under the table and start talking. And 
I think in terms of discussions with the Israelis about a phrase 
of however the settlements issue should be treated that you are 
in a lot stronger position if it is clear that the key Arab 
leader has committed himself to sit down and talk. I think it 
changes the situation so we tried to make that distinction 

with King Hussein and I think that he could see that there was 
at that point. 


QUESTION: But would you not expect King Hussein to actually 
join the negotiations until a freeze is in place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What the President told King Hussein was 

| that he wouldn't press him to actually sit down to negotiate 
until a freeze, When you look at that in detail, there are a 
gigantic number of things that a freeze could mean, so it's a 

a concept that sounds simple but it has a lot of ambiguity to it. 

But at any rate, we would certainly work on it very hard. 





QUESTION: What weapons do you think you have in your arsenal 
going into this that you are willing to tell us about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am the Secretary of State. I don't have 
weapons and I don't have an arsenal. I just have words 


. and whatever persuasivepowers I can bring to the situation. 
Thank you very much. 


/ 
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BY 
SECRETARY MALCOLM BALDRIGE, 
MR. BOB LIGHTHIZER, 
AND MR. DENNIS WHITFIELD 
ON TRADE REORGANIZATION 





The Briefing Room 
1:37 P.M. EDT 


MR. SPEAKES: We have with us Secretary Baldrige and 
Bob Lighthizer, Dennis Whitfield of the U.S. Trade Representatives' 
Office who will brief us on the administration's viewpoint on 
trade reorganization. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Thank you, Larry. 


Good afternoon. The President has decided to support 
a major reorganization of international trade responsibilities within 
the Executive Branch. The administration is ready to work with the 
Congress as expeditiously as possible to create a unified, Cabinet-level 
department. And this new department should combine the major trade 
functions in the Executive Branch, primarily the office of the U.S. 
Trade Representative, the International Trade Administration of the 
Department of Commerce, and should include certain trade related 
business and economic functions presently within the Department of 
Commerce. 


The reorganization would consolidate the primary 
responsibilities of these agencies including their policy-making, 
their negotiation-implementation, regulatory and promotional functions 
into the new entity. A new Cabinet-level Secretary would, in effect, 
be the present day USTR combined with certain trade and industry 
functions of the Secretary of Commerce. 


At present, trade responsibilities are scattered over 
several major Cabinet-level agencies. Because responsibility is 
diffused, the decision-making process is at times difficult. Trade 
policy formulation, negotiation regulation and promotion are 
closely intertwined. They cannot efficiently or effectively be 
artificially separated into separate and different Cabinet-level 
organizations. We need the institutional strength that comes from 
combining authority for policy coordination and negotiations with 
real organization power and resources. Our other major functions 
in government -- foreign affairs, defense matters, financial matters, 
and others, have strong Cabinet departments responsible for both 
developing policy and carrying it through to completion. So should 
trade. 


The importance of trade to the welfare of our nation 
is increasing dramatically. Total trade in goods and services now 
stands at over 22 percent of GNP. Trade generates jobs. Every 
one billion dollars worth of trade produces approximately 25,000 jobs. 
And in the period 1977 to 1980, four out of every five new jobs 
in manufacturing were export-related. The rapid growth of trade 
in our domestic economy means that trade cannot be relegated to 
a second-tier position. 


Senator Roth and others have introduced S.121 which 
would create a new Cabinet-level Department of Trade. We support 
the purposes of this bill and, in general, its major proposals. 
We wish to begin immediately intensive discussions with the Congress 
on all aspects of this issue. We need a stronger, more consolidated 
voice for free trade. There's growing protectionist sentiment, 
both at home and abroad. Most U.S. businesses stand behind free 
trade. We have gained more by relying on free trade principles than 
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any other country and we stand to lose the most if the world slipped 
back into protectionism. 


If we are to meet the challenges of foreign competition 
and maintain and enhance the multilateral framework for trade, 
we must take the institutional steps that will be be necessary 
to meet those challenges by consolidating trade responsibilities 
in one Cabinet department. 


The administration is asking the Congress to help 
us develop a detailed proposal and to pass the required legislation 
as quickly as possible. That's the end of my statement. Bob 
Lighthizer, the Deputy USTR, is here in Bill Brock's absence. 
He's in Europe. And he and I will be glad to answer any questions 
that you might have. 


Q Would there be a net increase of one Cabinet 
department or would you do away with the Commerce Department 
and scatter its agencies around? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I can't comment on the timing 
of this but the President's intention is to end up with one 
Cabinet department less, not add one so that this new department 
eventually would be the department that combines both of those 
resources. 


MR. LIGHTHIZER: Mr. Secretary, I should just say 
that was really a joint statement of Ambassador Brock and the 
Secretary. 

SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes, that's -- 


Q Why don't you just take all the trade inthe 
Commerce Department and let it go at that? 
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SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We want to really take the 
business- and trade-related functions of the Commerce Department 
that are very specific to business and trade and put them into 
this new department -- they are, by and large, the implementing 
functions for ovr policy -- and combine them with the USTR 
that has the responsibility of actually developing the policy. 
So we would have the development of the policy and the 
carrying out of that policy in the same department. 


Q What would be left? 


Q What would happen to the remaining Commerce 
functions? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We have not made those 
decisions yet. We will after the -- 


Q You mean, this -- 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No. 


We will after the consultations with the 
Congress. 


Q Mr. Secretary, wovld you -- as Commerce 
Secretary -- or Ambassador Brock, then, head this 
department? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: The new Secretary would be, 
in effect, the USTR and the Secretary of the new Cabinet position. 
Whom that would be, we do not know yet. 


Q Mr. Secretary, realistically, aren't we 
talking about -- at least for awhile -- two new Cabinet posts; 
you will keep Commerce and have this new department, also? 

So wouldn't it actually increase the number of Cabinet level 
departments, at least for awhile? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I do not know the exact 
timing. We do not know yet, until we finish our dicussions with 
the Congress. But the intent would be to end up with one 
devartment and one Cabinet Officer less. 


Q What happens to EX-IM Bank? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: That is one of the functions 
that will be under discussion with the Congress. We are not 
prepared to -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, what happens to ongoing 
negotiations during the interim, while you are discussing this 
with the Congress -- ongoing negotiations with other countries, 
number one? And, number two, what happens to the proposals 
that were made about a year ago for Commerce to absorb most 
of the Energy Department? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Let me take those one at a 
time. Clyde, you are always asking two questions at once. 


The first -- there is no question that the 
responsibility for trade negotiations, development of policy 
is with the USTR. That would continve until there was any 
change in the law. 


Your second question, would you mind repeating? 
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Q What happens to the reorganization that was 
announced a year ago with respect to the Energy Department 
being absorbed -- most of the Energy Department being absorbed 
by Commerce? Where does that stand now? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We still have that bill on 
the Hill. This effort has entirely to do with trade reorganization. 
And I would have to defer any questions on Energy to the 
Secretary of Energy. He is responsible for that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what about the large block 
of trade involving agriculture? Would you take that over? 
Or would that remain with the Agriculture Department? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Again, that is one of the 
areas that we will be consulting on. But there has been no 
decision or consideration of that yet. 


Q If I could follow up -- if that stays away 
from this new Department of Trade, won't that leave a very 
large gap in the ability of that Department to, both, 
negotiate and to carry out policy? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I would not comment on that 
one way or the other. Today, that is still under consideration. 
And I cannot help you. 


Q What is the reasonable assumption about 
what would happen to the rest of the functions of the present 
Commerce Department if this were to go into effect? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I do not want to make any 
reasonable assumptions. We have not -- 


Q Unreasonable? (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: (Laughter.) Or unreasonable 
ones. These issues, really, are going to be worked ovt in 
consultation with the Congress. We want a bill that 
accomplishes what we want on the putting together of, both, 
the policy-making function on trade and the carry out of those 
policies. That is the most important principle that we want 
to pvild on. 


Now, after that, we want to get the sense of the 
Congress and work with them on it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you explain why 
Guy Fiske withdrew from overseeing the sale of the weather 
satellites? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, this conference is 
on this trade reorganization bill. And I have nothing more 
to add to what I have already said about the event. 


Q Well, can you say, for the record, whether 
or not you feel that there was a conflict of interest there? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I have said before, there 
was a possibility of an appearance of a conflict of interest. 
Therefore, he excused himself. And as far as I am concerned, 
that is the end of the matter. 


Q He did not excuse himself for eight months 
after the issue first came up with Comsat? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, this conference is 
on trade. 


Yes? 
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Q What are your personal plans? Are you planning 
to stay on in government? Further plans, or not? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, I don't have any other job 
now and -- (Laughter. ) I have, in the past been able to earn 
a living outside the U.S. government, and I suppose I might be able 
to again, but I don't have any real plans. I'd like to stay with 
this President. I'm a great supporter of his, and believe in his 
volicies. 


Q Is that on the record? 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you like to head this 
new department? Are you -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I have no comment on that. 
I'll do whatever the President wants. 


Q Does that mean you and Bill Brock would be fichting 
it out to see who would -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No -- 
Q -- stay in the Cabinet? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We haven't fought yet, and I don't 
imagine we will in the future. He and I are great respecters of each 
other and we've worked very well together, and I admire him tremendously. 


Q You seem to have -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, in view of the recommendation, how 
would you assess this administration's current policies in regard to 
foreian trade? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: How would I assess their current 
policies? Well, that's a pretty broad question for this kind of a press 
conference. 


I think that we're united on, in trying to keep protec- 
tionism down to the lowest possible level. We are united in trying to 
increase U.S. exports abroad. We're united in the fact that we have to 
do as much as we can to get jobs that come from those exports. The 
1l percent drop in U.S. exports since the end of 1979 has cost the U.S. 
one million jobs. So alli of our efforts ought to be toward trying to 
regain that. Trade means jobs, and that's why it's so important. 


Q So the foreign -- 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q -- trade policy up until now has been what, a failure? 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No, nobody's se... . or even 


intimated it. I think that whatever you call our ore::it trade policy, 
it could be strenathened by the consolidation of burn the policy-making 
function and the authority to carry out that policy into one department. 
So whatever our policy is, it's going to be stronger and better served 
by having one department. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes? 
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Q -- I'm still not clear on one of your answers. In 
your discussion within the administration about this reorganization, 
has the President expressed an intention or is their an understanding 
among you about which individual would head this new department should 
it come into being before the end of, of this administration? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No, we've just left the President, 
Deputy USTR Lighthizer and myself. There has been no conversation 
at all about who would head the new department, what would happen 
as far as the personnel are concerned. But the President has decided 
to back the general purposes of the Roth bill on trade reorganization. 
There are details yet to be worked out, and some important details, 
as the questions have indicated. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Do you expect this reorganization -- are you 
optimistic that it will be in place before the end of this term? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I am. I am optimistic we can get 
this passed this year. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Why -- 





SECRETARY BALDRIGE: There's somebody in the back of the 
room I haven't -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, on this legislation that's going 
forward, this is going to create the new Department of Trade, Will it 
also, at the same time, abolish the Department of Commerce, or will they 
move on separate tracks? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE:: No, I think in the originai legis- 
lation, I do not think there will be an actual abolishment of the 
Department of Commerce. We wil’ have to work that out in another way. 
But, the intention is to work that out, so that we don't have two 
devartments. 


Q So, initially then you would -- 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes? 


Q -- create the new department, and then there would 
pe separate legislation to abolish the Department of Commerce? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I am not enough of a legislative 
expert to know, but that's probably a good quess about the way the 
course would run. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes? 


Q -- ynderstanding that you want to consult with 
Conoress and the decisions haven't been made, what is your current 
thinkina on what would happen, for example, to NOAA? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Again, I have no thoughts on it 
that I would make public now because that's going to be the subject of 
consultation. That, and all the other departments in the Commerce 
Department. 
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MR. SPEAKES: Andrea, and one in the back. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why are you optimistic about this 
being accomplished before the end of this term when the Energy 
Department's reorganization and the abolishing of the Department of 
Education have not proceeded at all? What makes you think this 
will be any different? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I think those are two completely 
separate and different cases. I think number one, that trade is on 
the front burner in everybody's mind today. The number of jobs that 
we could gain or lose by the proper conduct of our policy and the 
follow-through on it affects those jobs. And everybody, everybody, 
is interested in what happens to trade. 

















Now, if Congress can be convinced that this is a stronger, more 
effective department combined than it is separately -- and I happen 
to think they can -- then I'd be optimistic about this passing. 
And I think it rests on one very common sense viewpoint. No where 
else in the U.S. government or most foreign governments that I'm 
aware of do you have the policy recommendation, the policy 
development in one department and the carrying out of that policy 
in another department. They're together. The Defense -- That's 
true in Defense, State, Treasury, Agriculture. Why should it be 
different in trade? I think that kind of common sense reasoning 
will prevail in the Congress. 


Q Is the timing of -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Last question. 


Q -- this announcement geared to the Economic 
Sum.it? Is this meant to be a message of some sort to our allies? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No, sir. I don't think that's 
relevant. This is a -- The Economic Summit comes once a year. 
This would be for as long as the Congress wanted it to stay this 
way. 


MR. SPEAKES: Helen, and then -- 


Q You seem to be pretty cavalier about what 
happens to the other important functions of your department. You 
say you haven't even thought about it, you don't know where they'd 
go, you'll have to discuss it. Isn't that rather strange? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Helen, I don't think the use of 
the word “cavalier” is exactly correct in this context -- 


Q You escaped from every question revolving -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: -- and I did not say I didn't 
know or I hadn't thought abovt it. What I said very carefully -- 
we thought about it a lot -- was that some of these issues are 
commlex. They have to be discussed in great detail with the Congress 
to see what kind of a bill we can all get through because trade, 
don't forget, is Congress' responsibility. And I would not want 
to be cavalier the other way in just trying to hand them something 
engraved on stone and say, "Take it or leave it." That's not the 
way we should work on this. We should work with them, not in a 
cavalier attitude. 


MR. SPEAKES: Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:50 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: Okay. We'll start on this briefing because 
the congressmen are not out yet and if we wait it will be another 
fifteen minutes I'm afraid. 


This will be a briefing on the visit on Thursday of 
Prime Minister Trudeau with President Reagan. This briefing is on 
background and should be attributed to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ithought I might just 
say a few words to give a framework for the visit. The meeting between 
the President and Prime Minister will be their eight, including 
encounters at international meetings such as the Ottawa Summit, the 
NATO Summit, Versailles Summit. 


The Prime Minister will be arriving tomorrow around noon. 
His program will center, of course, on the meeting with the President 
on Thursday in the Oval Office, followed by a working lunch. Tomorrow 
afternoon at 4:00 p.m. he will also be meeting with the Vice President. 
Ambassador Gottlieb will be hosting two social events: a luncheon 
I believe on Wednesday with Canadian businessmen, and then a dinner 
that night at his residence. And that is the program, as we understand it. 


The basic reason for the Prime Minister's visit is to 
consult on the Williamsburg Summit. In this sense, the visit is similar 
to the one which Chancellor Kohl and Foreign Minister Genscher paid 
on the fourteenth and fifteenth of April. 


Bilateral issues will also figure, we assume, in the 
discussions, although the fact that Secretary Haig and Foreign Minister, 
Deputy Prime Minister MacEachen had a meeting on the tenth and eleventh 
of April here where they went over the -- I'm sorry, Shultz. I beg 
your pardon. 


Q Is he back again? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he may be, I'm not 
sure, but not as Secretary -- Secretary Shultz -- you got me there. 





Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister MacEachen had a 
meeting here on the tenth and eleventh of April where they reviewed the 
bilateral agenda. So I doubt that bilateral questions will play an 
overly large role in the discussions, either with the President or the 
Vice President. 


The Vice President, as you know, was in Ottawa on, I guess, 
the seventeenth, was it, of March -- fifteenth? -- thirteenth. Okay, 
thirteenth of March. So, our consultations with Canada have been very, 

















very intensive in the last, last couple of months. And I think as the 
Secretary and Foreign Minister MacEachen made clear when they completed 
their meetings here on the eleventh, we feel that the bilateral 
relationship, whereas it will never be without problems, without 
issues, is in a relatively good state at this point. 


Let me take your questions. 


Q Could you put some kind of a timeframe about where -- 
recognizing what you've just said -- can you put some kind of a time- 
frame on the cruise missile -- was anything discussed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was discussed 
between Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister MacEachen. We assume 
that it will come up tomorrow, or rather, on Thursday. We do intend, 
in the near future I would say, to present a proposal to the government 
of Canada regarding testing of the ALCMS system along with several 
other systems under the memorandum of intent which was signed between 
Secretary, Deputy Secretary Damm and Ambassador Gottlieb in the 
beginning of February. 


I can't tell you exactly when the request will be 
submitted. This is something which the Department of Defense does 
through its channels, but I expect it will be submitted fairly shortly. 


Q Do you expect the two leaders to have a discussion 
about it during the meeting Thursday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect the 
subject to come up. I don't feel that it's one which would occupy a 
great deal of time. The Prime Minister has said that when the request 
is submitted it will be considered by the government of Canada. I 
think that's quite reasonsble, understandable. 


Q There are still recurring problems with the 
Europeans, and the question at Williamsburg may come -- obviously is 
going to come up -- between relations on technological transfers 
East-West. Where does Canada fit into this? What will we expect of 
them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Canada has been 
very actively involved in all of the discussions on East-West 
economic relations going back to the fall of last 
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year. The Canadians are participating, of course, in the 
discussions in NATO, in the International Energy Agency, in 
the OECD, and in COCOM. 


These discussions or these studies, which were 
begun last fall are making progress, each according to its own 
time schedule. It is difficult to generalize, to say exactly 
where we are across the board in all of these studies. Some 
are more advanced than others. There will be, for example, a 
COCOM high-level meeting on Thursday and Friday of this week, 
which we feel is an important occasion, the second high-level 
meeting -- the first having taken place in January of 1982 as 
a result of the agreement reached at the Ottawa Summit. 


But with Canada as with the Western Evropeans 
and with the Japanese, we feel we have made good progress in 
arriving at a general understanding of the basic principles 
for East-West relations. Considerable work remains to be done. 
But we were satisfied, I think, with the progress made thus 
far. 


Yes? 


Q Let me get back to the cruise missile question. Are 
you confident that this will work out, eventvally I mean? 
There may be demands on the Canadian side. But are you 
confident that this will work out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a decision 
which the government of Canada will have to make. But, yes, I 
am confident that it will work ovt. The Prime Minister 
indicated in public during the Vice President's visit, as 
we understood it -- his remarks, as we interpreted his remarks, 
that he thought that this was a reasonable request for the 
United States to make. 


So I am confident that this will be resolved, 
yes. 


Q I would like to get back to the Summit for 
aminute. It is not clear from your East-West answer whether 
East-West economic relations are to be a major topic during 
this bilateral meeting this week. Can you tell me if it is? 
And can you tell us what Summit-related issues have to be 
discussed before the Summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Summit 
preparations are underway now. There was a meeting on the -- 
I cannot think when the last Sherpa meeting was held in 
Williamsburg. Very recently. 


Bic MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ten days ago. 
SE ! AINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ten days ago. 


Allen Wallis and his colleagues met with representatives 
of the other Summit participants, including Canada. So this 
process is going on, we feel, quite well. 


The President and Prime Minister will want to 
review the status of preparations for the Summit. And in this 
context, obviously, there will be some discussion of East-West 
economic relations. But as we have made clear, this is not 
the centerpiece of the Summit. Rather, the centerpiece of the 
Summit would be questions of how the Western countries can 
improve -- better economic cooperation, coordination of their 
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policies, enhanced chances for non-inflationary growth in all the 
economies involved and, thereby, contribute to general improvement 
in the international economic situation. This will be the 
principal focus of the Summit. 


Economic questions or questions involving economic 
relations with the Soviet Union will undoubtedly be discussed. But 
since there is good progress being made in the studies, there 
seems to be no reason to make this the center of discussions 
in Williamsburg or, for that matter, on Thursday with Prime Minister 
Trudeau. 


Q By “studies,” are you referring to some 
mechanism by which the Allied nations covld all agree on dealing 
with the Soviet Union? And where is that right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do not see this 
as an exercise in which we seek agreement on a mechanism by 
which all will follow the same basic policy or will meet to 
coordinate policies. Rather, we see an effort underway in a 
variety of organizations -- in COCOM, in the IEA, in the OECD, 
and in NATO -- to agree on certain basic principles which would 
be implemented in those organizations. 


Obviously, each country would make independent 
decisions on questions involving trade with the Soviet Union 
and other Eastern European countries or against the backdrop 
or on the basis of certain generally accepted principles. This 
is what we are talking about. 


Q Is that material for discussion at the 
summit level? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a subject 
which, I think, the leaders at the Summit would want to take 
very positive note of, that considerable progress has been 
made in the 
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various efforts that are underway; but I wouldn't consider it, again, 
to be likely to be a center of the discussion at Williamsburg. 


Q Can you give us any idea of the type of progress 
being made in these other organizations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- just 
take them one at a time. In COCOM, the high level meeting which will 
be held, as I say, on Thursday and Friday has resulted, we think, in 
-- or will take note of considerable progress made in updating and 
modernizing, if you will, the COCOM list. Also, will take note of 
proposals to make the organization itself somewhat more efficient, 
somewhat more effective. In the IEA, we're talking about energy 
security and I think there's a good element of agreement there on 
the need to enhance energy security of all of the participating 
countries. 


In the OECD, the question focuses on two aspects, one 
on the question of export credits. There will be a meeting this week 
of the export credit consensus arrangement, also -- it's being held 
in Paris -- to discuss an extension and modification of the consensus 
regulations for the period after the lst of May of this year. 


The OECD is also discussing overall questions of 
economic relations with the Eastern European countries and the 
Soviet Union. 


. So in all of these fora, the studies which were begun 
at the beginning of this year are moving along rather well, we feel. 


And we have some important meetings coming up. As I 
said, we have the high level COCOM meeting Thursday and Friday. We 
have an OECD Ministerial on the 9th and 10th of May. Secretary Shultz, 
Secretary Reagan, Secretary -- I think, USTR Brock and the 
Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisors wili be there on the 
U.S. side. That's on the 9th and 10th of May. Then we have the 
Summit at the end of the month, 28th through the 30th. And then 
we have the NATO Ministerial in Paris on the 9th and 10th. So 
these are sort of milestones along the way in each case. 


Q Let me get back to these discussions this week. 
There are topics that are going to come vp at the Summit, I mean, 
within the framework of generally everybody reaching economic growth 
together. And I'm just wondering if you can lay out for us some 
of the specific topics. I mean, are they going to talk about in- 
terest rates? Are they going to talk about currency exchange 
rates? Are they going to talk about East-West some? You say, I 
mean, Trudeau and the President -- I mean, you started out saying -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all of these 
subjects will obviously be discussed. I don't think the Summit 
is seen as a place for decisions to be taken on any of them. The 
idea, the objective -- 


Q I don't mean the Summit. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, tomorrow. I 
see. 


Q Yes. Yes, I mean, the President and Mr. Trudeau -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the meeting 
between the President and the Prime Minister, as was the case of 
the meeting between the President and Chancellor Kohl is taking 
place against the backdrop of the preparai.:ons for the Summit. 
And I think what the leaders are doing in each case is taking 
sort of a snapshot of where they are on the preparations, what 
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remains to be done, where should we be concentrating between now 
and the 28th of May to ensure a successful meeting. 


So, in this case, I think they'll review the results 
of the last Sherpa meeting and look ahead to the next one, which 
will be held in the middle of May and see what else needs to be 
done to have a successful meeting. 


Q Doesn't it seem unusual for two chiefs-of-state 
to get together and to just sort of chat about the -- I mean, I'm 
not trying to be combative; but -- | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On a nice day like 
this, you shouldn't be combative. 





Q Well, I'm not trying to be; but it does seem 
unusual for two chiefs-of-state to sit down and just chat about 
the Sherpa meetings, which are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, no, that's 
not what they're chatting about. They're chatting about what we 
consider to be -- and I think the Prime Minister probably agrees -- 
is an extremely important event coming up at the end of May. It 
just happens that there is a process underway for planning -- for 
preparing for that meeting which is known as the "Sherpa process." 
All they can do is review what their associates, their personal 
representatives have done and get an idea of what needs to be 
done between now and the end of May to ensure a successful meeting. 
I don't find it unusual at all that they would want to meet. 


Q Last Friday, Prime Minister Trudeau was very 
critical of U.S. policy in Central America and he accused the 
United States of intervening in other countries' affairs in Central 
America. Is that subject likely to come up in this meeting? And 
do you have any particular response to that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would take 
some issue with the way you characterized the Prime Minister's 
remarks in his Iowa press conference. He had some things to say 
about Central America. I don't think he accused the United States 
of intervening in Central America. I think he said that Canada 
was opposed to intervention. - 
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The two are not necessarily the same, certainly not in our view and 
I doubt in the view -- that's true in the view of the Prime Minister 
either. 


Canada has interest in Central America. Canada has 
assistance programs in many Central American and Caribbean programs -- 
or in Central American and Caribbean countries. We are working 
together with Canada and other interested countries to promote economic 
progress, social reform, and stability in Central America. We feel 
we have a common interest here, so, sure, I think we will discuss the 
subject with the Prime Minister. But I don't see this as one where 
we're at loggerheads or in a confrontation. I think our perspectives 
differ somewhat, but I think there are a lot of shared interests in 
terms of U.S./Canadian interests in that area. 


Yes. 


Q After the MacEachen visit, Ambassador Gottleib met 
with a group of us over at the Press Club for breakfast, and we asked 
how acid rain was progressing. And he said with, you know, all 
diplomacy that under the Reagan Administration, that the whole process 
is going backwards because this -- the EPA under this administration 
has actually relaxed the rules for the emissions of sulphur dioxide. 
And he was quite upset, to say the least, about the way things were 
going. Do you expect this will come up with Mr. Trudeau? And, I mean, 
is there anything new that this administration can offer to them in 
terms of some affirmative action on this issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
take issue with Allen Gottleib, but I would have to say that my 
perception of where we are in the transboundary air pollution or acid 
rain discussion with Canada is somewhat different than the one he 
presented to you at the National Press Club. It's true that the 
negotiations are still under way. It's true that despite the fact 
that we began the negotiations in June of 1981, we've yet to reach 
an agreement. But the fact that in two years we've not been able 
to reach an agreement on this very difficult and complicated issue 
does not, in my view, mean that we've failed or that the Reagan 
Administration is moving backwards in this area. I would remind you 
that it took us three years to reach agreement on the Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement in 1972, and I think the subject matter covered 
was a lot easier and the issues were a lot clearer than the issues 
involved in the acid rain discussions. So we've made some progress 
in -- certainly in identifying the issues. The work groups have 
completed their work. Peer review panels are examining the work 
group reports in both the United States and Canada. 


Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister MacEachen agreed 
that when this process -- that is to say, the peer review process 
is completed -- the two peer review chairmen should get together, 
compare notes, and probably arrange to participate in the next 
meeting between the two Ministers when that occurs, presumably 
sometime this fall in Ottawa, although no date has yet been set. 


We also have a new Administrator-designate at the 
Environmental Protection Agency, Mr. Ruckelshaus. It was understood 
or agreed -- and the Secretary has talked to Mr. Ruckelshaus on this -- 
that he and his opposite number, Mr. -- or Environmental Minister 
Roberts would get together fairly shortly after Mr. Ruckelshaus's 
confirmation and after he's been able to familiarize himself with the 
state of play on this issue. So I think it's -- I know it's a 
disappointment to our friends in Canada that we haven't been able 
to reach an agreement so far, but I would simply say that it's a 
complicated issue. The President told the Prime Minister 
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when he was in Ottawa in March of 1981 that the negotiations would 
be lengthy. The President has proven prophetic in this sense, though 
we have been negotiating now for almost two years. I would expect 
that the negotiations will go on a bit longer. Exactly how much 
longer, I don't know. 


Now, as far as the relaxation of standards, it's true 
that some of the state implementation programs have been relaxed 
somewhat by the Environmental Protection Agency. However, actual 
emissions have continued to decline. 


Q That's because of the recession. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it may be because 
of the recession. It could also be because of the fact that the 
United States has now installed 89 -- or 96 -- I can never remember 
the exact number -- scrubbers on power plants, largely in the Middle 
West. It could also be because some new atomic power stations have 
been introduced in the Middle West region, thus 
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enabling the power companies to reduce somewhat on the coal-fired 

power plants. It could be for any number of things. The fact 

of the matter is that sulfur dioxide emissions in the West -- Eastern part 
of the United States, the area we're talking about, have continued 

to decline despite the fact that some of these state implementation 

plans have been relaxed somewhat by the EPA. 


So, it's not a black and white, open and shut case. 
I think progress has continued to be made and it's. awfully difficult, 
if you really look at the facts, to make the Reagan administration 
look like anti-environment, pro-acid rain, frankly. 


MR. ALLIN: We're just going to be able to take 
one more question because the President's remarks are going to be 
piped in here. Who hasn't asked a question yet? Peter? 


Q Is there any trade that the Canadians engage 
in with the Eastern bloc that the United States wishes that they 
not be taking place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any specific trade 
arrangements between Canada and -- Not that I'm aware of. We are 
aware, of course, that Canada is a major competitor of the United 
States for grain sales in the Soviet Union and elsewhere. But as 
long as these are unsubsidized commercially-based sales, we have 
no basis for complaint about Canadian sales. 


We simply feel that Canada, as all the other allied 
countries, should view trade with the Soviet Union as we do, against 
the backdrop of our overall basic security interests, vis-a-vis 
the Soviet Union. As long as that happens, we have no basis 
for complaint. And I'm unaware of any specific cases involving 
Canada which we would take issue with. 


MR. ALLIN: Thank you. If there are a couple of 
you that didn't get to ask questions and want to come up and 
informally ask my colleague on background before he goes, why 
don't you come on up. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:56 P.M. EDT 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
EN ROUTE FROM CAIRO 
TO JERUSALEM 
April 27, 1983 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you've seen Mubarak. On the way out 
you talked about this as being very do-able -- Lebanon. After 
seeing Mubarak, do you feel that this is even more so the case? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he certainly believes so, and I think 
when something is seen as very important by people on a wide- 
Spread basis and when it's apparent that both the Israelis and 
Lebanese want to find an agreement -- apparent on the basis of 
the fact that an awful lot has been achieved -- then I think 
you have a basis for feeling it's do-able. So I continue to 
feel that way. 


QUESTION: Can you give us a rundown of what you think the chief 
obstacles are now, what you'll try to achieve in the next 
couple of days? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to sort of go through 
obstacles. I have an idea of what the chief ones are in my 

own mind, but it's important for me to get some idea of what other 
people think the obstacles are and how they see then. I'd rather 

just sort of leave it for my discussions to frame that in my 

mind. But there are, of course, problems remaining quite 

clearly, and I'll have to get at them. 


QUESTION: Why are you not seeing the Prime Minister until so 
late in the day? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think this is the way they have scheduled 

it, and I think that it's the way things go in Washington as 

well. Somebody comes on an important mission and we generally 
talk to them in the State Department and other places and then 
they'll go over to the White House. I think it's a fairly normal way 
to do things. But I do look forward to seeing the Prime Minister 
in the large meeting late today, and also I hope to see him tomor- 
row morning in a smaller meeting. 
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QUESTION: What is it that you will be able to do? In other 
words, will you bring some flexibility or some possibility of 
offering something that for example, Phil Habib or Morrie 
Draper could not do. What is it that your presence will make 
possible that was not possible before? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really don't know. I hove it turns out to 
be helpful -- helpful to the parties themselves, of course 
that's the main thing, and to Phil and Morrie in their © 
efforts. They have been doing a terrific job, and they have 
all sort of ideas. I'll just try to work along with them. 


QUESTION: General Sharon yesterday talked about a “special status" 
for southern Lebanon. Is it conceivable that you could get over 
the Haddad problem by somehow working out some kind of an under- 
standing between the Israeli and Lebanese that would allow 

Israel to go back into southern Lebanon if there were a direct 
threat to their security? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the key here is the removal of all 
foreign forces. That's what you have to achieve. And any arrange- 
ment that falls short of that is not going to be the basis for 
Syrian troops withdrawing, is not going to be compatible with the 
sovereignty of Lebanon. So that has to be the objective. 


QUESTION: So a "Special status" would be ruled out for southern 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to make a comment on sone words 
that somebody has said. I don't know what they imply, but it 
sounds like they imply some continuing presence of Israel in 
Lebanon, and I think that for there to be sovereignty for Lebanon, 
all foreign forces have to be removed. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you go heyond some of the generalities 
and be a bit specific with us about what you're going to ask the 
Israelis to do under the two headings of the Lebanon troop with- 
drawal and under the larger and broader peace process? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I said I don't want to get pinned down into 
specific things because they're the grist of the negotiation, and 
I want to see how the negotiation goes. I don't think it's par- 
ticularly good for me to be identifying this, that or the other 
as key elements in the picture at this point. 


QUESTION: To get into the recent history of this thing, you 
spent a lot of time about six weeks ago with Mr. Shamir and 

with the Lebanese. Have the negotiating details changed in any 
significant thing? Aren't you really going to be talking about 
the same things that you were six weeks ago and thought you were 
reaching agreement on? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Some of the same things, but of course in a 
broad sense, you talk about the same things. But then in a 
tactical sense, as you get down into the operational details of 

an agreement, they evolve. In the end, it's these details that 
have to get pinned down. So at one level of generality I think the 
answer to your question is yes; at another it tends to focus in 
more and more on particular things that people are trying to work 
out. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the flight over you were saying 

you wanted to learn some things here; you wanted to understand 
what people in the region feel about the situation. You have now 
had a chance to talk to your Ambassadors. Have they changed your 
views about anything? Do you see new problems that you didn't 
see before or new solutions that you didn't see before? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to make a comment about the 
meeting with the Ambassadors because we've tried to make these 
private meetings, and I think it's important to keep that sense 
of it. I think, whether you are talking to our Ambassadors or 
anybody else, the importance of peace in the Middle East comes 
through and the difficulty of achieving it in a very broad 
sense is very apparent, and the importance of keeping at it. 

I think that everyone regards getting the Lebanon situation 
Squared away as a matter of tremendous importance. It will have 
its reflection on other areas, but it stands on its own feet 

as a matter of great importance. But at any rate, I think the 
priority of working on Lebanon on this trip is one that everyone 
agrees on. 


QUESTION: Is there any indication yet as to whether you would 
be welcome or not in Syria at some point in these negotiations? 
Have you made up your mind yet when or if you will go there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would like to go to Syria; and assuming that 
there are important things to go about, as I believe there will 
be, I hope that I will be welcomed there, and I expect that I 
will. As I've met with the Syrian Foreign Minister a number of 
times, he's repeatedly invited me to come to Syria, so I don't 
expect that he would have any other opinion. 


QUESTION: I infer from that that you wouldn't go there until 
you either had an agreement between Israel and Lebanon or al- 
most had one. Is that correct? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have a whole flow of negotiating matters 
to consider, and just when I will decide it's important to go=- 
but I don't want to say in advance. 


QUESTION The Israelis have been saying that you'll go to Beirut 
twice: tomorrow and then again on saturday. Is that the plan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that's probably. Certainly my plan 
is to go to Beirut tomorrow; and then what develops beyond that 
and where it's most useful to be and who I should be talking to 
when, is something that I'll have to feel my way on. I think 
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you have to have an idea in your mind of what you're doing, but 
also not let that idea get you so pinned down that you don't have 
that flexibility of mind and movement to do other things. 


QUESTION: You're going to see Mr. Begin this evening and again 
tomorrow morning before going to Beirut. Is it your assumption 
that you'll be carrying from Begin some concessions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I certainly wouldn't -- 
QUESTION: Do you understand what I mean? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I expect by the time I go to Beirut, I will 
have a very clear idea of the things that Israel considers impor- 
tant and where the critical elements of the negotiation are as 

they see it. 


QUESTION: When you said a moment ago that you'd like to go to 
Syria assuming that there are important things to discuss and that 
you expect that there would be, does that suggest that you feel, 

if I may just push it a bit, that on the basis of what your 


Ambassadors have told you, that you have a feeling now that we are 
close to an agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't like to play around with words, but 

if you say that here is a starting point and here is the endix, 
point, and let's say that you've got an agreement and you make a 
list of issues or something like that and then you’say, well, where 
are you on this list. Well, I'd say that we're here somewhere. 

A lot has been accomplished. And so you say, well, then you've got 
an agreement. In one sense yes; on the other hand, you won't have 
an agreement until you have an agreement. So the remaining issues 
are difficult ones. So I don't quite know how you measure close- 
ness is my point. But I think there is a very good chance of 
getting an agreement with the right effort on everyone's part, 

and certainly I'm going to do everything I can to help the par- 
ties come to an agreement. It's not our agreement or my agree- 
ment; it's their agreement, remember, and they have to feel 

that it is good for both of them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you discuss the Haddad phenomenon? 
What is it that makes it so difficult to resolve? Isit 
his militia or is it him personally that is at stake here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe it's both, but I don't want to make 
a long description of that. I assume that I'll be hearing about 
that, and I'll listen. 

\ 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when you just put your hands out there, 
what did your right hand stand for, an agreemnt or an actual 
withdrawal? And if for an agreement, how far beyond that is the 
actual withdrawal? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I was talking about an agreement between 
Israel and Lebanon for the withdrawal of Israel, and that's the 
first thing that we're concentrating on. But obviously the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces is something that needs Syrian 
agreement and the agreement of the other forces in the area -- 
PLO forces and Iranian forces and any others that may be there. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hello. Kind of you 
to come. The President has chosen the extraordinary step of 
addressing a Joint Session of Congress this evening on the 
situation in Central America because he believes that the challenge 
that we face there requires a national consensus and a very 
strong bipartisan support. 


The President is choosing an address to a Joint 
Session and to the country at large because he believes that the 
facts concerning the circumstances in Central America are not 
widely understood among the American people. He wishes to explain 
and make clear that a determined campaign inspired by and supported 
by the Soviet Union and Cuba -- a campaign of subversion in 
Central America is very well advanced. It has not reached a 
crisis proportion and it is still within our ability to contain 
and ultimately reverse current trends. But because it will 
take substantial effort, effort which must be sustained over 
time, the President wishes the people and the Congress to be 
thoroughly well informed and to seek their support. 


The President will take the approach of, first of 
all explaining just why Americans should care about what happens 
in Central America. He will define our interests -- interests 
in terms of trade, petroleum, strategic locations, the Canal 
obviously. He will point to and describe in some detail how 
these interests are threatened, the level of Soviet effort in 
terms of advisors, hardware, other forms of assistance. And 
he will then define his solution to the problem. 


The President does not believe and tonight will 
say that the solution to the problems in Central America cannot 
be a military solution. As a long-term proposition, ultimately 
we must provide for stable economic growth and development as 
well as progress toward pluralism, reform of institutions, improved 
protection of human freedoms. But that in order for this longer 
termed process to prosper and succeed, there must be a: fundamental 
level of security behind which it can take place. And that 
security does not now exist. 


The President will go into some detail in comparing 
and contrasting the situations in Salvador and Nicaragua. Finally 
the President will state his policy succinctly as embodied in 
four goals: political, economic, security, and with regard 
to regional cooperation. And he will also provide certain 
assurances to the Congress and to the people as to limits 
or guidelines he will follow in pursuing these objectives and 
policies. 


And I would like now to turn to my colleague who 
will be more precise on what I have said, particularly with regard 
to our policies, the four points, the assurances, anything 
else you'd like to say. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might add to 
the general descripcion that the President also in contrasting 
the development in Salvador and in Nicaragua, the latter case 
you have a broad coalition moving towards monopolization of power, 
militarization, and a 
M 

















“2- 


substantial foreign military presence and in the case of 

Zl Salvador a situation of substantial conflict, human rights abuses 
moving in the opposite direction towards the development of democratic 
institutions, the overcoming of human rights abuses, and substantial 
reform. 


He does include a statement of policy on Nicaragua. 
He says that we do not seek to overthrow the government of Nicaragua. 
We do seek to, in accordance with U.S. and international law, to 
diminish or prevent the flow of arms to insurgents in neighboring 
countries. He adds that we cannot and should not protect the govern- 
ment of Nicaragua from the anger of its own people. But we could 
and should, through diplomacy, offer an alternative and he pledges 
himself to actions to prevent -- to protect all countries in Central 
America from war. 


The four points that my colleague mentioned are: 
first, the establishment of democratic institutions, social reforms, 
land reform, and human rights improvements -- as being the essence 
of the first point that he seeks. 


To back that up, economic assistance to overcome the 
costs of the turbulence and the recession, but the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative to open up hope for the future. 


Military assistance, as my colleague indicated, as a 
shield to allow these economic and political changes to take hold and 
work. 


And then finally, the diplomatic track. Negotiations 
amone countries on such things as the level of foreign military 
advisors and trainers, import of offensive weapons, support for 
insurgency on neighboring countries, access of opposition parties to 
democratic elections on the one hand, and, on the other, negotiations 
within countries on how to hold fair, safe and open elections -- 
elections oven to all parties. He points out that the terms of 
participation in elections should be, indeed, negotiable in each case. 


The President, in his assurances, states that he will 
Support any reciprocal and verified acreement that the Central 
American countries can reach on the elimination of foreign military 
advisors, import of offensive weapons, renv.iciation of support for 
insurgency on neighboring countries, and he indicates also his 
intention to support the access of opposition parties in all countries 
in the area to the democratic process in those countries. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just have one item 
to add to the description of the speech and the description of the 
>resident's motivation for making the speech, and that is that this 
is an effort, in the Congress, to the Congress, to attain a bipartisan 
approach. 


Bipartisanship is mentioned and is described and is built 
inte these remarks. And this is an effort, not just with words, but 
with policy, to address and draw as close as possible to the 
Congressional intentions that have been so frequently expressed in 
the form of conditions, certifications, speechs, and the like. This 
is a strong effort to do that. 


And I think its an effort to share the responsibility, 
as opposing -- as opposed to shifting the responsibility.-- to share 
it with the Congress. And in a non-partisan way. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have only two more 
points to make. At the conclusion of his speech the President 
announces his intention to name, nominate for the advice and consent 
of the Senate an ambassador-at-large to Central America. His or her 
duties will include the joint responsibilities for lendine U.S. 
support to regional efforts to bring peace to the area, and 
secondly, to work closely with the Congress, to be attentive to their 
interests and to assure the closest possible coordination of U.S. 
policy for the region. 


Finally, the President will say precisely what he wants 
the Congress to do and he will call for prompt action in four areas: 
Specifically, in the spending reprogramming requests for 1983; for 
action on the 1983 supplemental, economic and security assistance 
funds for Central America; for action on the 1984 authorization bill 
and appropriations for economic and security assistance in the same 
area; and, finally, for bipartisan support such as was offered last 
year for the prompt enactment of the Caribbean Basin Initiative trade 
and tax measures. He will acknowledge, with appreciation, the 
introduction of this measure in the House today. 


The sum total of the administration's request for aid 
collectively in the entire region in 1984 is $600 million. The 
President notes that this sum is really very, very modest considering 
the stakes at issue. Indeed, $600 million is less than 190 percent 
of what Americans spend on video games. 





Q What was that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, coin-operated 
video games. (laughter) 


Q Is that Central America and the Caribbean, or 
just Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- Central America. 
The statistics are also available to you here on the collective 
investment of the Soviet Union in the Caribbean and Central America 
and Cuba and so forth over the years, which far outdistance our own, 
of course. We'll take your questions now. 


Q Are those figures -- include any additional aid 
beyond what was announced in the President's speech in March? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Everything has been 
announced. The reprogramming, the 1983 supplemental, the 1984 bill 
and the 1984 supplemental. 


Q This is all -- but that's the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. The ‘83 
second supplemental. 


Q That doesn't total $600 million, I don't think. 
How does that break down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 1984 bill does. 
Why don't you give them the breakdown? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The 1983 totals 
are four seventy-two for economic assistance for the countries involved, 
and one hundred and eighty-three on the military side. So we're a 
little -- 
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Q That's the ‘83 supplemental? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all 1983. 
All 1983. 


Q When you spoke of negotiating the terms of taking 
part in elections, is this a change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- 


Q From the way you've described it, it could be or 
couldn't be a change in your existing policy. 


SENIOR ADMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's intended as a 
very clear and firm statement of -- restatement of what the President 
said on March 10th, which was that he is in favor of negotiations for 
elections. He is not in favor of negotiations for power sharing. 


Since that time, Secretary Shultz has described this in 
some detail in testimony on the Hill and we, of course, have been 
in dialogue with the Salvadorians on this subject. And they have 
some ideas and proposals. 


Q What's the status of the CBI bill right at the 
moment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's had hearings in 
the Senate Finance Committee and today was introduced by Chairman 
Rostenkowski in the House. 


What about the special envoy? Will you be naming 
Mr. Stone? Tonight will the President announce -- and if not, when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will 
not announce his choice for this special envoy and, as I say, the 
text simply says that he or she will have duties that I've outlined. 

Q Is there a problem that you can tell us about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI: The President won't 
make any -- 


Q Yes, but why isn't he going to name him since it 
has been pretty well spread around that he's been asked? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It hasn't been spread 
around by us. 


Q Not by you, no. Come on -- speak up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, thank you. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Is there a problem? I mean, is it that you will 
not be named? Can you say that? 


SENi1OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not in a position 
to answer your question. 


Q Wink twice if you're going to be -- (laughter.) 
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Q Why isn't the President addressing the troop 
level of American advisers there and the point that had been 
brought up, or indicated earlier, that more American trainers may 
be necessary if he doesn't get the full Congressional approval. 
Is that in the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President does 
address the numbers involved really on both sides. Specifically, 
he cites the levels of Soviet advisers regionally, Cuban advisers 
in Nicaracua, and, by juxtaposition, points out the 
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the imbalance here. We're talking on the order of 2,000 Cuban ad- 
visors in militarv context. Substantially more than that when you 
aggregate other advisors on a regional level of approximately 
2,000 Soviet advisors in the entire hemisphere. 


Q Is the President asking for any modification 
or waiver in restrictions like the Bolling amendment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, in fact, the 
President is very explicit in saying that our purpose is not to 
Overthrow the government of El Salvador and we are and will comply 
with the law in Nicaragua. 


Q Can you talk about what you hope to get if 
Congress would give you all the money? In other words, you've 
got two major things that I see that you're trying to get. One, 
trying to resolve the situation with the rebels in El Saivador. 
And, two, trying to work out some sort of non-aggression situation 
with the Sandinistas. 


Could you talk about if you get this money, what does 
it do toward getting the rebels into the elections, which they don't 
seem to want to join for a lot of reasons. And, two, where does it 
get you with regard to getting the Sandinistas to stop helping the 
rebels? 


Is this just -- You talked about the fact that there 
is -- the security situation that you need for development in El 
Salvador does not exist now. Is this just kind of a stop gap to 
get you -- to keep you on the road toward those goals?~- Or will 
you actually achieve something toward those two major goals if you 
get the full amount? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two key 
variables to look at in the military assistance situation for 
El Salvador. One is the level of training. That is to say, the 
amount of simple training that can be done over and above the level 
of consumables and weapons requirements. And second is the reliability, 
durability, expectations of the aid. 


So far, we've been living jus* sort of from hand to 
mouth from -- every six months. And we've never been able to create 
a firm environment in which the Salvadorans could develop their 
military force. 


So we -- at current levels, even with the Doc Long add- 
on, which puts us at about $55 million -- or, correct me, $56 million 
for this year, we will not be able to do significant training. And, 
therefore, you are not able to get out ahead of the insurgent problem 
to get the initiative against the insurgent. 


Equally, unless we have some expectation that support 
will be continued at some minimum level that includes training by 
the U.S. Congress, there will be uncertainty as to how these funds 
are used and it will be difficult for the Salvadorans to gain the 
initiative. 


Note that I put it at again, "the initiative." The 
President is calling for a political not a military solution. Once 
the insurgents can be convinced that they have no long-term prospect 
of winning, the likelihood of their lending themselves to a political 
solution will be much greater. 


Once the Sandinistas come to the conclusion that they're 
going to be opposed by a large number of their own citizens for a 
long period of time unless they admit them into the electoral process 
and withdraw from their support in other countries, then perhaps 
the conditions for a stable Central America will have been created. 


Q What is the military situation now? Are we 
losing the war? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Answered no. The 
-- But the insurgents have had the initiative on and off since 
October. They have not been able to convert it into major gains 
of territory or developing a recruiting base. But they have been 
able to knock off relatively large numbers of small outposts. And 
they have extended the area of operations that they have. 


We think that during this period, ineffect, the -- 
although the government army has made gains. Those gains have 
been less than that of the insurgent. So -- 


Q Well, why do they seem to be losing the war if 
they've extended the area of operations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, except that 
it does not lead to -- you cannot extrapolate that out indefinite -- 
If, in fact, the current trends were to continue indefinitely, you 
would end with a loss so that you're looking at current trends which 
are unfavorable, although not sharply so. And the question is how 
do you take action early enough to reverse them? 


Q And did the turnaround begin in October? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The insurgent 
offensive at that time, when combined with leadership uncertainties 
in El Salvador itself, resulted in an ineffective response and these 
gains were made. The leadershiv situation has now clarified in the 
military side in El Salvador. And if training is made available, 
we expect that there will be an improvement in the course of this 
year. 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me enlarge on that 
just a moment. The President feels very strongly that the short 
answer is, no, we are not losing there. 


But it is equally clear to him that we have had a 
difficult problem in getting the level of assistance that we need. 
Now, as my colleague has pointed out, if we're going to be able to 
sustain a policy over time, recognizing that economic development 
doesn't take place overnight, it's going to take a sustained commit- 
ment. About seventy-seven cents of every dollar we send down there 
goes to economic programs as opposed to security programs. But 
it's going to take this small level of security assistance to make 
possible any hope of procress on the economic side. 


The point is, however, that given these problems -- 
and they have been very evident in all of your reporting -- it's 
apparent that the stakes simply are not understood -- the importance, 
why we should care. And it's that central purpose, to explain just 
what our interests are, what the costs of failure would be to the 
American people -- because over time you will never sustain any 
policy in the Congress that doesn't command broad public support. And 
that's the objective. 


Q Is it fair to say, from what you're saying, that 
the objective here of the administration is not to achieve a 
victory over the insurgents but rather to prevent a victory by them and 
achieve a stalemate for a period of time during which it is hoped 
that the insurgents will realize that they have to do something else? 
And if that's the strategy, when do we think -- how long might there 
be a stalemate where we keep pouring in aid to hold off a victory? 
And what might then happen to encourage them even more to participate 
in a political reconciliation, other than just holding them off 
militarily? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- (laughter) -- not 
any of that. 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What it is, is that 
the President is seeking a level of assistance by which both the 
society, the economy, and the armed forces of Salvador can regain 
and take the initiative. And although an e.uti-guerrilla situation 
is not eliminated or even reduced down to minimal conditions over- 
night, it is the regaining of the initiative and momentum that will 
induce the guerrillas to at least consider the possibility of partici- 
pating in the political process instead of trying to take the situation 
there by force. 


So we're not looking for a stalemate, we're not looking 
for a long, drawn-out deadlock. We are looking to raise the level 
of assistance sufficiently so that our friends there can take and 
hold the initiative. 


Q Sir, you just said that we're not looking for 
a long deadlock and your colleague says we are looking for a sustained 
commitment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me explain, then. 


Q How many years and how much money are we talking 
about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me explain, as I 
think I did in my answer. When you take the initiative, you don't 
necessarily win an anti-guerrilla conflict overnight. It takes a 
sustained effort. In the country of Malaya it took some years. In 
the country of Colombia, where the M-19's have been operating for 
years, they've been reduced to manageable proportions over time. It 
didn't happen overnight. But the government forces in Malaya, the 
government forces in Colombia, took and had the initiative. They 
had a sufficient level of commitment and support and they had a 
sufficient momentum so that over time, with a sustained effort, 
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those insurgencies were reduced down to what most people would call 
irrelevancies, even though even today they still exist. 


Q How many years will it take in El Salvador, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It won't be over in one 
year, but it all depends on how much we help, how effectively we can 
train, and how effectively the Salvadorans themselves can respond. 
But it won't be endless. 


Q Could you elaborate a little on this thought that 
the United States will support any agreement that was reached that 
would bar the weapons and trainers of both sides from these 
countries? Would you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Daniel, I think that 
makes a major point in this speech. Although in the San Jose prin- 
ciples -- the United States joined in that previously -- but it's 
made here specifically in connection with the four points and with 
the fourth point. What it means is that if we can attain -- not we -- 
if the Latin governments and countries in groups that are discussing 
possible initiatives can attain a reciprocal, verifiable 
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commitment among those countries that now receive foreign military 
assistance to either cap it or end it or reduce it, then we will 
join in that effort. And that is the specific idea. If you 

can get the thing -- 


Q And as to that, will it be the task of the 
U.S. Ambassador-At-Large to try to achieve such an 
understanding? Will it further it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the U.S. 
Ambassador -- San Jose's principles did not involve the 
Sandinistas. 


Q It invited them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They did. 
And it was an invitation to them. 


Q But the final document did not take into 
account any Sandinista cooperation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They did not 
come. 


Q They rejected it. So how can you, then, 
take the San Jose principles and say that this is the basis 
on which we are going to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, look. The 
mere fact that they reject it does not mean they are not the 
right basis for a solution in the area. They are the right 
basis for a solution in the area. 


The Sandinistas said, “We weren't at San Jose. 
So we're not bound by these principles that -- we don't have 
to address them." And the answer of the Central American 
countries to that was, "Okay. Then, let's have a meeting of 
Central American countries in which we develop these principles 
on the basis of our own grouping." 


The Sandinistas are now saying no. They do not 
want to do that. They want to meet bilaterally with the 
Hondurans or with the United States. So they are bobbing and 
weaving on this. But the point is to get them together 
ultimately in a regional grouping. 


And what the President is saying is that he wants 
to support that process. And he wants to encovrage them to 
reach agreements among themselves to deal with their own 
problems, which will have these effects. Dealing with the 
foreign military advisors is the most striking and immediate 
one -- get them all out of the area. 


Q Will the Ambassador-At-Large speak with the 
Sandinista government and try to encourage them into a 
regional cooperation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just how he does 
that with any individual government, nobody has attempted to 
determine in advance. But the purpose is to promote that kind 
of agreement for all the Central American countries. That 
includes Nicaragua. 


Q The Vietnam analogy -- it, sort of, runs in 
a kind of a reflexive sort of aspect of public reaction to 
this thing from the beginning. Does the President confront 
that directly? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The word "Vietnam" 
does not appear in the speech, if that is the question. The 
assertion of an analogy as you portray it, I think, is treated 
in the speech in terms that there is -- 


Q There is one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- one negation -- 
if I could just answer -- 


Q I am sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in which the 
President lays to rest the question of the memory of Vietnam 
by stating, categorically, that there is no thought of sending 
American combat troops to Central American, that they are not 
needed and that they have not been asked for. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The point is 
that the President goes into the uniqueness of this situation 
by laying out what our interests are, which are very clearly 
understandable in the Western Hemisphere, affecting our own 
economy, involving our own vital sea-lanes -- situations which 
have not applied elsewhere: Vietnam, if you will. 


Q Given the steadily eroding support for the 
President's requests -- specifically, dollar amounts of military 
aid and the votes of restrictions on U.S. activity in the 
region, what difference will this speech make? What is the 
expectation, politically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the 
central reason for the speech. Now, that is the self-evident 
truth. We are having a tough time getting Congression support 
for what we are trying to do. 


The President's judgment is that that is because 
they do not understand the importance of it, nor precisely 
what it is we are trying to do, and that the American people 
as well have not been adequately informed on this issve. 

The two earlier public addresses on this subject were not 
carried by television. And in short, this is pasically a very 
conscious stepping up to what the President telieves is an 
extremely important public policy issue, which the American 
people and the Congress shovld decide based on the fullest 
possible information. 


And that is why he is making this speech tonight. 
And, implicitly, he obviously does believe that with the facts 
on what ovr interests are, on the severity of the problems, 
and on what it takes to deal with them, they will make the 
right choice. 


Q Is there any reference to Cuba and possible 
action against them in view of their continved role in 
support of the rebels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are 
countless references to Cuba. You may be sure. 


Q How about possible action against them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
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Q What is the "or else?" I mean, what if 
Congress -- and the country -- does not rally around him in 
support? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President 
makes pretty clear, after going into precisely what the 
government of El Salvador is trying to do and the efforts 
they are making, that we cannot turn our back on it. 
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We cannot turn our back on democracy in Costa Rica, nor in Honduras -- 
in short, intends to stay the course. 


Q You saidthat one of the purposes in trying to 
obtain the bipartisan approach is to draw closer to what Concress 
has wanted. What specifically in this speech fits that definition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The diplomatic 
initiatives and descriptions and assurances in the fourth point 
is directly the kinds of things called for by numerous Senators and 
Concressmen-- the description of the economic efforts, the acricultural 
efforts and the social efforts that have the support of the administration 
there and which we want to intensify. 


The description of military support, not as an end 
in itself but as a shield for reform, for movement towards democracy, 
for movement towards Opportunity for people, these are things that 
the Congress has wanted the administration to do and say more 
of and they are going to get that tonight. Now, if they won't 
take yes for an answer, then we'll have to see what the answer 
really is. But there's not just an appeal for bipartisanshio 
here, there's considerable substance of bipartisanship here. 


Q Is there a categoric assurance that the 
United States under no conditions will send combat troops in 
this area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to 
hear the actual statement made because I wouldn't want to 
hypothecate or hypothesize what might happen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President states 
very firmly that there is no need for them, for American troops 
there. And they're not asking for them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- not needed, not 
wanted? 


Q Does the President either explicity or implicitly 
reassure Congress that the 55 man limit wili remain in effect or 
is there still some question as to whether it might be necessary 
to increase the number of advisors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He doesn't address 
that. 


Q On the Boland Amendment, let me ask about the 
Boland Amendment, there was some talk on the Hill that Boland 
wanted to change that limit, that there would no longer be any covert 
operations, everything would be overt operations. What does 
the administration feel about that possible change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If there was speculation 
about it, I think that today you could discount that. As far 
as I know, that concept, and I had heard that, isn't being seriously 
considered any longer there. 


Q Would you talk about the special envoy a little 
bit and discuss the extent to which the Salvadorans are upset 
about that whole concept? It makes them obviously a little uneasy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not an 
envoy for El Salvador in the sense that you may have seen some 
press reports and there's been some speculation in El Salvador 
itself. This is not an envoy, for example, to independently 
work between several groups in El Salvador. It is a person to 
support the efforts of El Salvador and the other governments of 
the region to advance towards peace. And the operative phrase 
there is "support the governments." 
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Q - The great unknown in all this, and you say, American 
troops will not be involved. There's absolutely no intention of such. 
the Nicaraguans accept MIGS from Cuba and -- or large numbers of 
combat troops from Fidel Castro, this administration has already 
said privately and you have said in Senate hearings that you have 
warned the Cubans and the Soviets about that. So, obviously, there 
is some discussion and that's what people are worried about, the 
escalation, thereof. And the speech doesn't answer that. People 
are concerned about what's down the road. How do you answer that? 

How do you assure the American people that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can put tegether 
a huge catalogue of "what ifs” and the President does not 
attempt to deal with all the “what ifs”. 


Q But you've addressed that in the Senate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly, is that -- 
what the President says there's no thought of and he's addressing 
the issue that the United States’ active policy would want to 
put in American troops into, say, El Salvador. And he's saying 
there's no thought of it, no need of it, and no desire for'it 
by the locals. He's not trying to eliminate all contingencies 
and the contingencies that have been discussed remain. 


Q Has the President had any assurances of 
bipartisanship going into this speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to 
answer that. I think that the administration is very appreciative 
of the bipartisan efforts led in the recent days by Chairman Long. 
Several weeks ago it did not appear that his subcommittee was in 
a position to vote in favor of any re-programming at all. He 
took the trouble to go down there. He made personal efforts to 
set reasonable, attainable and worthwhile conditions, to show 
some movement with the progress that he attained and that we 
attained, with the help of President Magana and the government down 
there, he felt assured enough to come back and 
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with democratic votes, not just his own, reprogrammed $30 million 
for military assistance. 


Q Why did they pick a joint session against 
the advice of some of the Republican leaders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know 
about such advice. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nor do lI. 


Q Does the President start out in his speech that 
there's the long-term effort of two, three, four, five, six, seven 
years down the -- Does he make clear the length and the duration 
of the American involvement in terms of aid, advisors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad you bring 
it up again, Rick. It's been asked two or three times here, 
and that's a very key point. 


Earlier, I said that if you're going to have any 
promise of economic develop -- I think everybody would accept 
that that doesn't happen in two years or three years and so forth. 
And, so, yes, with respect to the economic development of the 
area, it's going to take a long time. 


I couldn't give you a number of years. Separately, 
what it takes to stem and end the military threat to this development 
process may take very little time or it, too, could conceivably 
take a long time. The point is that today the ability of the 
President of the United States to explain to the people the issue, 
the stakes, the nature of the problem and the nature of the solution, 
and, then, command broad support for it, and to demonstrate to 
people in the area that the United States is committed to this 
process carries as much a message to the left there as to anybody 
else. 


And the very demonstration of that commitment and 
will could make this a much shorter process than I think is implied 
by your questioning here. Now, I can't say it's going to be over 
tomorrow afternoon. I don't intend that. 


The point is if the government of El Salvador and 
the other governments in the area have a clear demonstration that 
the President is committed and enjoys a broad base of support 
in his commitment, that can have an enormous effect in turning 
the tide. 


-- do you believe, then, to follow up on what 
your colleague said that this money would be sufficient to regain 
the initiative? Can you -- I think those were his -- That was 
his term. Is that something that the administration believes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that if 
we get the funds we've asked for right now, to include the 
reprogramming, the two glove supplementals, the '83 and the ‘84 
bill, that, yes, we can have a very solid program in '84 and 
"83. 


Q You will regain the military initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're talking 
about going from a level of roughly $80 million last year to 
$136 million this year, if our requests are agreed to, back 
down to $85 million next year. I'm talking about security 
assistance. And that kind of surge will give you the enhancement, 
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we think, that will gain the initiative. 


Q Is there going to be any sort of political 
effort beyond what the President says? I mean, is there any, like -~ 


Or something of this sort, sending out across the country, 
any sort of effort beyond tonight's speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gosh, I'm afraid 
to know what you might say if I said yes. (Laughter.) 


Q No, I'm serious. In other words, a lot of 
people have complained within your own -- within the State Department 
and other places that there isn't enough visibility of the 


administration out among -- in these various areas, supporting kind 
of -- that you're talxing about. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I don't 
mean to be frivolous. Yes, the administration spokesmen, as often 
and as frequently as we can, are going to be promoting the President's 
policies in the days ahead very vigorously. Yes. 


Q Okay. That's what I wanted. That's all. 


Q Is it true that you're saying that the President can 
categorically state there's no intention to send combat troops now, 
that there's just no way he can make that assurance for the future? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the present 
set of circumstances, the President says that they are not needed. 
He points out that they haven't been asked for and so forth. Now, 
I think that's -- I don't intend to be cute by that. If there -- 
something profound in the context of rebus sic stantibus, then we'd 
have to take another look at the situation, but -- 


Q Since the purpose, as you said, of appointing a 
special envoy is in part to try and figure out ways and promote 
a process whereby the opposition in El Salvador can participate 
in the electoral process or will participate in the electoral process, 
will the envoy be empowered to talk to anyone in the opposition 
in regard to El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague didn't 
Say that. He said that the envoy's purpose is for mostly regional, 
that is to foster among the governments of the area the reaching 
of an accord among themselves that provides for exclusion of 
outside advisors, lateral movement of subversive weapons, people, 
— so forth. Now, it is, too, as well to help where we're asked 
or 
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in facilitating the fullest possible participation of everyone in 
elections. But this is not an intrusive role to which the United 
States is called. And we don't see it that way. 

Q Does that mean that -- 

Q Is that no? 

Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q Well, could we have the answer to the follow-up 
question? 


Q Is that a no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that he's not 
supposed to -- 


Q To talk to the opposition in El Salvador? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, his mandate 
as to who he talks to isn't defined. He has a mission and he's 
to do his best to carry out that mission. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or she. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, maybe I could 
help on this. The Salvador government has asked that all opposition 
parties, as well as parties that are in the government, participate 
in election. And it tends to seek means by which they can all be 
brought in. It will be contacting and reaching out to the -- obvious- 
ly, to the degree that we can be helpful in that process at their re- 


guest and in support of them, that is what we will be doing, one of the 


things we'll be doing in El Salvador. 


That does not necessarily -- it does not mean, however, 
that we are acting independently in trying to reach opposition groups. 


MS. SMALL: We're going to have to wind this up. Is 
there one final comment that any of you want to make? 


Q Yes, one question then. 


The continuing flow of arms into Nicaragua from 
Cuba, from the Soviet Union, from Libya, the apparent apprehension 
of a boat in Costa Rica, I understand, with a large body of arms 
just today all dramatizes the fact that the flow continues. And as 
long as it continues it would seem to be very difficult to stabilize 
the situation in Salvador. What steps to prevent that continuous 
influx are being considered? Or are there any being considered? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are obvious- 
ly very interested in preventing arms from reaching the area. We 
make clear that strong sentiment through our diplomacy, both to the 
Soviet Union and, as already reported long ago, to Cuba. With our 
friends in the area, we try to do what we can to identify and prevent 
these kinds of shipments from taking place. 


On that, the President does note in this speech tonight 
that the Brazilian success last week in detaining the Libyan air- 
craft might well not have been possible had the Grenadan airport 
been finished and we would never have known about it. 


END 5:50 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: May I have your attention, please? 
This is a background briefing attributable to senior administration 
officials. It is embargoed at the same time as the speech -- 
until 8:00 p.m. Eastern Daylight Time. 


Again I want to say, this is a background briefing 
to be attributed to senior administration officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hello. I will be 
brief, and take your questions in about five minutes together 
with my colleague. 


The President has decided to request the extraordinary 
measure of a joint session of Congress to address the Congress 
and the American people tonight on an issve that is of 
extreme importance to this country and its relationship to 
Central America and to our national security. 


He believes that the challenge is so important that 
it requires the development of a very broad, national consensus 
and strong bipartisan support for the support of U.S. policy. 

He will go into the nature of the challenge as he sees it. 

And that is that there is, today, a Soviet and Cuban 

inspired and supported campaign of subversion in Central America 
that is very well advanced. 


The President will take the format, in his remarks 
tonight, of explaining just what U.S. interests are or, in other 
words, why we should care. What is it abovt the area that 
affects ovr interests -- security interests? In this context, 
he will talk about the level of trade, the level of petroleum 
that passes through this area -- almost half the trade, half 
of ovr petroleum requirements. 


He will talk about the geo-strategic locations 
in the area -- the canal and so forth. He will talk abovt the 
level of Soviet advisors and Cuban advisors, which out number 
the American advisory program by many, many, many fold. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifty to one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifty to one, 
my cOlleague tells me. 


He will, basically, explain the character of the 
problem as it exists and the conditions within these countries. 
That is that conditions of recession in terms of trade on 
primary products have led to very high unemployment, high 
inflation, which makes attractive an appealingly simple 
concept of Marxism. And this has been very much exploited 
by the Soviet Union and Cuba and which has fostered and supported 
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insurgencies which are far along in El Salvador. 


In the nature of the solution to the problem, the 
President will make very clear that the solution is not and 
cannot be a military one, that the long-term solution must be 
built upon the economic development of the area and a long 
process of establishing sustainable growth in these 
countries, that in a political context the long-term future must 
rely in greater progress toward pluralism, toward reform of 
institutions, establishment of democratic institutions, and 
greater protection for human freedoms in these countries. 


But in order for this long-term political and’ 
economic program to have any hope of succeeding, there must 
be a fundamental level of security behind which this development 
process can take place. The President's sense of priorities is 
already expressed in the amount of investment that is going 
into these relative categories today -- roughly three to one 
in favor of economic assistance versus security assistance. 
But there must be this security assistance. 


The President will lay ovt his four policy 
pillars, if you will: ovr political objectives, ovr economic 
objectives and policies, ovr security objectives and 
policies and, finally, ovr objectives for regional cooperation 
and ovr support for regional solutions to regional problems. 


He will, also, provide certain assurances as to 
the U.S. 
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conduct in seeking these objectives and limits which we impose on 
ourselves. He will stress that the United States has not sent 
troops and there is no need for U.S. troops in the area, nor have 
any been requested. 


He will make a very strong call for bipartisanship. 
He will make clear he views this as a shared responsibility and 
one which we must all shoulder. 


I'll call in just a moment on my colleague for.a little 
more precise definition of the four posts and the four assurances. 
I wanted to say, fundamentally, that it's very clear to the 
President -- and this goes to his motives for the speech -- that 
we have had problems in getting the levels of assistance -- economic 
as well as security -- that are needed to sustain U.S. policy in the 
area. He believes that the reason we've had problems is because 
there is not an adequate understanding of the problem, nor an 
adequate understanding of how we're trying to solve it, either in 
the Congress or in the country at large. 


On the other two occasions when the President has 
spoken publicly about this issue, it hasn't reached a television 
audience, it hasn't been carried. And so today he hopes to. reach 
the people qf the United States as well as the Congress because he 
is -- accepts that there is no promise of long-term success in 
sustaining this policy unless it is widely understood by Americans. 
But he believes that if he identifies what our interests are, why 
we should care, how they are threatened, and what we intend to do 
about it, that we can reverse current trends before a crisis point 
is reached. 


The close of the speech -- the President will also 
announce that he intends to nominate an ambassador at large to the 
Central American region. He goes on to say that he or she will 
have as his or her duties: Lending U.S. support to regional 
efforts by the governments of the area to find solutions to their 
problems and to bring peace to the area; and separately, but 
related, to work closely with the U.S. Congress to be attentive 
to their interests and concerns and to assure the closest possible 
coordination of U.S. policy in the area with them. 


Anything to add? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can be very brief. 


Thank you. 

I think the essence of the strategy is in the four 
points with our values, support for democracy, political change, 
and for human rights at the very start. The President dces 


contrast the evolution in Nicaragua and the evolution in El Salvador, 
in the one case, from a very broad consensus type movement in 
Nicaragua towards a monopoly of power, militarization, and foreign 
intervention; and in the other case, an opposite movement from a 
situation of serious human rights violations towards the construction 
of democratic institutions, a limiting of human rights abuses, and 
very substantial land reform. 


The second principle is, of course, economic support -- 
both economic assistance in the near term and the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative to give hope for the future. 


The third point is military assistance as a shield. 
The President very clearly states that this limited program is designed 
to give the -- our friends the opportunity to hold off and, indeed, 
take the initiative against the sheurgents, pending the rest of his 
strategy taking hold. 


And, finally, on the diplomatic front, the President 
does state very clearly that he will support any aqreement -- he 
uses the word “any agreements" -- reached among the Central American 
countries to remove all foreign military advisers and trainers, to 
limit the import of offensive weapons, to permit access to opposition 
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groups to democratic processes in elections in each country; and, 
finally, on a basis of verification and reciprocity, to end the 
support for insurgencies from one country to another. 


He states his Nicaragua policy very clearly. He says 
that the United States does not 

















seek to overthrow the Nicaraguan government. It does seek to -- 
in accord with the United States and international law -- to see that 
flows of armaments to neighboring countries are limited and eliminated. 


He indicates that the United States cannot and should not 
protect the Nicaraguan government against its own people. But we 
should offer a diplomatic alternative and that is what is contained in 
the four assurances that he very strongly proposes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPP tCTALs Just a word or two: 
in numerous places in the speech and in «ie substance of the President's 
speech, the. theme of bipartisanship is very evident. 


It isn't only that the President is askino for bi- 
partisan team-work and support, it is also that he is formulating the 
administration's Central American policies in four points plus four 
assurances, of which three of the four are clearly the kinds of thinss 
that have specifically and generally been asked and requested by 
both sides of the isle by the Congress. 


And I think that the administration is grateful to see and 
aporeciative in seeing the emergence of some substantial bipartisanship 
particularly in the last week in the situation in which Chairman Long 
and his Subcommittee of Appropriations in the House has approved, with 
a bipartisan vote,the reprogramming of $30 million of the military 
assistance requested by the administration, with the suggestion that 
more can be forthcoming with more progress. 


Let me make one final point, and that was that the 
President ends by seeking four specific things from the Conoress, 
and he asks for the prompt action af the Congress on reprogramming 
1983 funds for both economic and security assistance; prompt action 
on the 1983 supplemental; prompt action on the 1984 bill; and finally, 
immediate action to move the CBI tax and trade legislation to the 
floor. 


He notes, with his appreciation, the introduction today 
in the House of Representatives by Chairman Rostenkowski, of the CBI 
legislation. As a footnote, he mentions -- in terms of overall 
levels -- that in 1984 our aggregate request is for about $600 million 
to the whole area. That's about 10 percent of what American's will 
spend this year on coin-operated video games. 

Your questions please. 

Q Are you the new envoy? 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been no 
decision made on the envoy. 


Q Is he an administration: official or not? 


MR. ALLIN: Yes. He's been working in an advisory role 
with the Secretary and the President for several months in the area. 


‘ Q Why is there no decision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ask the President. 
He hasn't decided it yet. 
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Q You don't have an expert guess -- will you send 
a message to him? (Laughter.) 


Q Is it true that there has been opposition from 
within the State Department to having a non-diplomatic -- who is not 
someone from the diplomatic community to take that post? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gosh, if that were so, 
the Secretary's in trouble. . ; 


(Laughter. ) 
Q -- in this case -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't mean to be 
frivolous, I‘m sorry. No, I don't know that: 


Q Is the administration concerned that Senator Stone 
was a lobbyist for Guatemala in 1981 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've heard no such 
reference to anything like that. 


Q Are you aware that he was a lobbyist for Guatemala? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not. I have to 
be clear. I'm not involved in the clearance process, but I must say 
again, there's been no decision here. 
Q -- would you consider -- 


Q What would you anticipate -- 


Q When would you anticipate this decision's going 
to be made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Soon. 
Q Is he -- 

Q What are the plans like -- 

Q -- this evening -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Not this evening. 
It will not be made, in my judgement, for another day or so. 


Q Is he among those under consideration? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are -=- Yes. 
Q -~ still under consideration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can you tell us who else is under consideration? 
" SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Is there anyone else under consideration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
Q How many? 


MP. ALLIN: Miguel, help us out here. Go ahead. 
(Laughter. ) 
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Q -- I wonder -- (laughter) -- if you believe that 
the -- (inaudible) -- the government going to recommend in El Salvador 
aren't enough to counteract the outcome of what is going to happen 
there? 


I say that because I have some experience in this kind 
of business. In 1968, there was in my country, Cuba, a situation 
like that. And I told my President Battista that we are going not 
to be six months. He told me, "Miguel, we are going to fight with 
the last bullet.” We try to wait ‘by fascists, by -- (inaudible) -- 
who save their country against this fascist -- (inaudible). And 
in January the 9th -- the lst -- we have to leave the country. 


I have been seeing the same characteristics over there. 
And I think that we have to take action and to imprison the military 
power of these people or the contrary, we are going to have another 
Cuba, another Nicaragua, etc. 


I think that the -- 


MR. ALLIN: Miguel, did you ask a question? Because 
we only have so much time. 


+ Q Yes. 
Q It was your idea, Mort. 
MR. ALLIN: <= por favor. 
Q You called on him. 
MR. ALLIN: He had his hand up, folks. 


Q -- actions. And with the program that have been 
designed, do you believe that the country is going to be saved for 
democracy and not for the -- enemy? That my question. 


Q Is Miguel under consideration? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two parts, 
I think, to the answer. 


First of all, we have had problems, as I've said, in 
getting approval for the amounts we've requested. Now, the short 
answer is if we get the full amounts that we have requested, we be- 
lieve that two things will happen. First of all, in real terms the 
economic assistance that's provided is a very strong infusion that 
we believe is the limit of what can be absorbed this year and use- 
fully employed on the security side. Yes, we believe that if we get 
the funds we've asked that that is for this year a sufficient amount 
to stem the tide and begin to enable the government to take the 
initiative and not just in the security side but in economic recovery 
as well. 


Now, the second, if you will, or stronger message or 
signal to be sent here is if we can get agreement for this it will 
be a very strong demonstration that the President and the country and 
the Congress intend to provide the necessary support and it can have 
an important rallying effect on the government and on the people down 
there. 


Q Tell us some more about che conciliatory parts 
of this. Is this new -- this? Is it an outbranch in terms of the 
verifiable having all sides come in and talk? Is there something 
new in that, the political end? 
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SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weill, first of ala, 
tnat's anctner reason why the speech is important. And that is that 
very few people, I think very few journalists are aware of the long 
history of serious efforts and diplomacy to engage all of the govern- 
ments down there to include Nicaragua. And the fact sheet has a long 
history of U.S. efforts to try to engage them already. My colleague 
will cover this more in just a moment. It does express our very strong 
support in this speech for regional efforts to solve the problems there. 
The principles are consistent with-and reenforcing of the San Jose 
principles that we do support and the efforts that we commit ourselves 
to seek arrangements for excluding heavy weapons from the area, 
advisors from the area and to prevent the free flow of weapons between 


+ 7 pained we have said before. ~ But I don't think many people know 
tnat. 


In the back. 


Q You say the U.S. would support any agreement : i vou 
emphasize any agreement that would result in the withdrawal of f-reiun 
troops from the area. What if that agreement also involved power 
sharing, say, on the part of the leftists in El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, nobody has 
ever said the leftists in El Salvador have to withdraw from the 
area. There are two different issues here. 


Q We won't agree to their sharing in power if it's 
not the result of an election. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, maybe I'm 
misunderstanding; but the points concerning the exclusion of weapons, 
exclusion of advisors and limiting of exporting revolution, if you 
will, doesn't tie itself or isn't tied to the Salvadoran rebels, 
except to the extent that they enjoy this external support. 


With regard to their participation in the electoral 
process in Salvador, yes, he also says that he supports that. And 
negotiations to facilitate that participation. 


But, again, he reaffirms we do not support negotiations 
for power sharing. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he would 
like to see the same happen in Nicaragua. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. 


Q What I'm saying is, isn't it conceivable that 
the parties down there, the nations in the region, would negotiate 
an agreement for withdrawal of foreign troops that might also, 
as a price for this, give power to the guerillas in El Salvador? 
I mean, do you exclude that as a possibility? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see that 
the Salvadoran government is likely to do that. . 


Q Since the President's speech makes a point on 
the Nicaraguan issue of emphasizing that the U.S. is acting 
within the law, will the President accept the moves in the 
Boland committee to limit to 45 days any additional covert 
activity and to set up an overt fund of money for interdiction -- 
weapons interdiction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As an opinion, I'd 
only say that I think some of those accounts about what is being 
considered are, first of all, speculative and,in at least one 
case to my knowledge, erroneous. I apologize. I guess I'd have 
to say that with regard to whatever else they might consider, 
we'll wait until we see it. But the President does make clear 
we are not violating the law and we will not. 


Q Of the $600 million you mentioned proposed 
for '84 for the area, how much of it -- do you have a breakout 
for El Salvador and Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have you got the 
table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nicaragua does 
not figure on it. (Laughter.) El Salvador is $190 million. 


Q How much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One hundred ninety 
million economics, $85 million military. 


Q Nicaragua has none? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has zero. 


Q Who gets the other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Costa Rica, Honduras, 
Guatemala. 


Q The other question I had was how much time is 
this administration allowing for this process to work? A year, 
two years? -I mean, what kind of time frame are you talking about? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think economic 
development in countries like Central America or others for that 
matt<’ takes a long time. I wouldn't put a number of years on 
it but it will surely take more than two or three for the 
economic development. How long it takes to stem and eliminate 
the insurgent problem isn't predictable right now. It could 
take very little time. It could take a longer time. It's 
a function of, in large measure, how much the people and the 
government believe that the United States is committed to them. 
Beyond that is, importantly, a function of how well they perform. 


In recent days we think, frankly, with a number of 
changes that have been made -- new assignments and so forth that 
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there is every promise that with this level of aid they could 
take the initiative. And if it's clear to the guerillas that 
the United States intends to support over time the government 
of El Salvador, it could be over sooner than otherwise one 
would expect. 


Q If not, then what? 


7 Q For those of us who have not had a chance 
to read this as closely as we would like so far and who don't 
follow this as closely as we should, is there any new diplomatic 
initiative or any new offer of any new bipartisan move 
contained in his speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's a very 

. strong theme of interest in bipartisanship and an effort to develop 
it and a very clear acknowledgement that this policy cannot be 
sustained without a bipartisan base of support and a repetitive 
emphasis on bipartisanship. 


Q What about the other part? Any new diplomatic 
offer? Is there any such -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a very 
strong affirmation of our support for diplomatic initiatives, 
both regionally and by countries in the area -—— the Conta Dora 
by the reinforcement for the San Jose principles and so forth. 
The naming of an Ambassador-At-Large to be undertaken in the 
next few days, I think, signals a clear and emphatic interest. 


Q The President said he thought that Nicaragua 
is having second thoughts about any introduction of any kind 
of nuclear offer from the Soviets. Have we been in contact 
with Nicaragua and warned them about anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think today -- the 
answer is no -- but it was reported today here and has been 
corroborated that the foreign office there has said that they 
would not accept Soviet missiles and would not become a missile 
base. 
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Q Has there been any change in U.S. support for 
the idea that, before negotiations in El Salvacor, the guerillas 
shovld lay down their arms -- that first they lay down their 
arms, and then the negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not said 
that. We said -- and the President says in his speech here -- 
that the terms for participation in the election are negotiable. 
We have, also, said -- "You are not going to shoot your way into 
them." 


Q In the Mid-East,. we are trying to get 
King Hussein to come forth and, sort of, get negotiations 
Started. Are you trying to do something similar in Central 
America? Is there an emphasis here on trying to get ovr 
allies in Central America to do-more of the negotiating? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a very 
strong emphasis on regional efforts and the requirement that 
solutions be regional solutions. We 2:<« not focusing on a 
given country, if that is your point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The other point 
is that it is not, sort of, we that are somehow manipulating 
them or getting them ovt to do this. They are taking their 
own problems in their own hands and have called this current 
diplomatic effort. The President is saying he supports it. 


Q I have got two questions. Number one, did the 
Nicaraguan decision not to be a Soviet missile base result 
from any U.S. pressure at all? And, number two, as long as 
you are breaking down the El Salvador portion of that $600 
million, how about the other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer to 
the first question is no. 


And what I reported to your colleague's question 
was a New York Times report today. But it was not a 
consequence of diplomacy with Nicaragua. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want 
the figures? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is ‘84, 
right? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $105 million 
in economic for Costa Rica, $80 million for Honduras, 
$4 million for Belize; and in the case of military assistance, 
$37 million for Honduras, and $3 million for Costa Rica. 


Q One question -- is there any new programming 
or any new supplemental being proposed here at all -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


NS 


Q -- besides the $110 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It is the 
one that was proposed on March 10th by the President. 
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Q You and the President both used the 
expression “he or she," referring to the Special Envoy. Is 
there really a woman under consideratior.? 


I would like an answer. I mean, do you mean it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Always. 


Q Your colleague said, nothing is really new, 
substantively, other than an agreement to appoint a special 
Ambassador. And all of these points have been made to 
Congressman, by administration officials, and to the public: 
Why do you think this appearance tonight is going to make 
any difference in terms of the public or Congressional 
sentiment? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, 
it is the first time when the President will have reached 
the American people on national television on this issve. 


Now, I wovld think that there are those present who would think 


that very important in shaping American opinion. 


Q So you are calling a joint session of 
Congress so you can get on television and communicate? 
(Laughter.) I am sorry. I do not mean to be spurious. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You got 
it. (Lavghter.) 


Mr. Gergen will be glad to deal with that. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q No wait -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I will 
be glad to answer that. 


The President is going to the joint session of 
Congress because the Congress has opposed the fvll levels 
that he has asked for. There is, clearly, significant 
opposition to what he proposes to do. He believes that 
because the Congress does not understand the interests, the 
treats to the interests, and how you go about countering 
that. And there is no better way to go to the Congress and 
Say that than to go and do it. 


Q Do you think the President's message did 
not get through before because the message was flawed or 
because it was not carried on television? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the 
message was very solid. I do not think the interests have 
appreciably changed. There has been some change to the level 
of support and that kind of thing. But I think that the 


. Message did not carry, for whatever reason, to the average 


American and to the Congress. 


Q Why is there such a quick reference only 
to the Libyan planes in Brazil? And why isn't there a 
reference to the fact that there is an evidence of what you 
are trying to prove? That is, of this campaign of subversion. 
There is no evidence -- no reference to that fact, that the 
Libyans are trying to take arms to the recion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, 
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the reference there, if you haven't read it, is that had the 
Grenadan airstrip been completed, that shipment might have taken 
place and we might never have known about it. 


With regard to,I think, your larger question -- and that 
is what are we trying to do about that -- I think the President has 
said before, and says again, that our opposition, very strong and 
firm view of this introduction of weapons, particularly heavy weapons 
in this area, have been made known to the Soviet Union and to Cuba 
in the past and remain very much ah emphatic part of our policy and 
our diplomacy today. 


Q Why isn't that referred to in the speech, 
the fact that these planes were carrying arms to El Salvador? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He does talk about that. 
Q But not the planes part. 
Q I don't think it's -- 


Q Can you be more specific on the role of the special 
envoy? Will he be based in here or in San Salvador? And will his 
role be more directed -- his or her role be more directed toward 
negotiations within El Salvador, or regional negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Regional. The -- 
of his location -- he will, of course, be officed in the State 
Department, and his job is, as I said, both to travel and to be 
attentive and lend support to regional efforts toward solutions to 
these varied problems the President cites; and, secondly, here to 
deal with the Congress as he or she may see fit to do. 


Q -- the El Salvadoran Chamber of Commerce was pretty 
critical to day of reports that a special envoy was being named, 
likening it to an act of an approval. I was wondering if you have 
anything specific to respond to that. And I was wondering generally 
if you'd like to respond to that.. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The envoy that is 
envisaged is an envoy to act in support of the governments of the 
area -- El Salvador in particular, of course. And El Salvador is going 
to hold an election. It is reaching out to all opposition groups 
to participate in that election. It will need assistance from the 
international community in preparing the election. The role of the 
special envoy in that case will be in support of and on the request 
of actions taken by El Salvador; not in an effort to impose from 
outside arbitrary or unwanted actions from the United States -- in 
support of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But because of this -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a second. 

Q From what the President -- on the question of the 
troops, from what the President says in his speech and from what 
you gentlemen'have said here tonight, I don't hear any commitment 
by this administration not to send troops to Central America. Why 
is there no commitment? 

Q Question. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is that 
with all of the references to troops, there is no commitment never 
or not to send troops. 

Q I think there is. I think there is a -- 

SENID2R ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that your question? 


Q Yes, that's the question. 
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Q There is something. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the President says 
there is no thought of -- 


Q Page 6. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- sending troops. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President has 
said many, many times -- I'm not trying to blow smoke at yéu -- that 
there is no need for troops, that they have not been asked for. 


Q But you're not ruling it out at some point in the 
future, are you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the current 
circumstances and the foreseeable circumstances, the President cannot 
anticipate sending U.S. troops to this area. Now, I'm not trying 
to be cute. You know, if tomorrow there were 20 divisions of new 
outsiders, that would be rebus sic stantibus. But it's not that 
situation. . 


Q It seems that this special envoy is something of a 
strange ~~ Number one, he only operates, as I understand it, in 
El Salvador at the request of the Salvadoran government. My first 
question is: Is that true? In addition, it appears that he is 
going to be lobbying Congress, based at the State Department, 
and negotiating elections with -- supposedly with insurgents, a 
task that nobody has accomplished, and yet -- obvious reason to 
think that's going to be accomplished. Isn't that a lot of water 
for that -- him or her to carry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've expanded 
a little bit on what I said. First of all -- 


Q Your colleague was the one that said -- answered 
the question about the Salvadoran government. Is that true? He would 
not operate unless the Salvadoran government. requested him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he is in support 
of the Salvadoran government. 


Q At their request? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in support of their 
elections, would be at their request, too. 


Q But only at their request. 


Q But only at their request. Is that -- 
Q Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not trying to 
impose from outside on any of those countries arbitrary -- 


Q So if the Salvadoran government does not request ‘ 
him, he fs not in a position to operate in that way. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is in regard to 
the internal negotiations problem. I'll try to make a distinction -~- 
perhaps, I should have made it clearer -- between the regional 
problems which involve, for example, 
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import of offensive weapons and military advisors and trainers 

on the one hand, and negotiations within countries on the other. In 
the latter regard it is in support of and on request and acting on 
behalf of, and not attempting to exercise an independent outside 


judgment. 


Q -- initiated by Congressman Long and the key 
thing he wanted that envoy to do was to be involved in the 
negotiating process within El Salvador. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I correct that -- 
is that if you look at the letter that was discussed between 
Congressman Long and the State Department, Secretary Shultz, you'll 
find that -- a very clear statement about power sharing and support 
of free and open elections, which all can participate in. 


Q Has El Salvador requested a special envoy yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This whole special 
envoy has just come up now. 


Q I'd like to ask the senior official in the 
Gark suit if it's true that Senator Stone was a registered foreign 
agent for Guatemala and then to comment on what effect that might 
have on his credibility as a negotiator with leftists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During 1981, Senator 
Stone was a registered attorney for Guatemala with two missions, 
one of which was to seek to work towards a treaty with Belize. 
And the second of which was to seek to work for an upgrading of 
their own human rights sufficient to obtain a restoration of 
the relationship with the United States. We came close in both 
regards, at least in terms of agreements, but we didn't get there 
in either. And I resigned. 


Q Can't you comment on the second part of my question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No private 
organizations in Guatemala -- I know the rumor. There is no -- 
I never represented any private organizations there. 

Yes. Go ahead. 

Q -- curious about the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Go ahead. 

Q -- credibility -- What do you think -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Senator Stone has 
high credibility. I've been told that by -- 


Q Is that on background? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's very much on 
background. ' 


Q This morning's Post carried an ad by the Nicaraguan 
Embassy, which at least report, probably more, probably contradicts 
many of the statements you just made here. I'd like to ask you, 
if I could, one, they say that they have tried repeatedly to engage 
this government from President Reagan on down in diplomatic 
discussions and have repeatedly been rebuffed. And number two, 
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*~.2y challenge this government to projiace graphic evidence cf this 

-Lleged flow of arms from Nicaracua t> =1 Salvador anc say such 
ridence is not produceable because it doesn't exist. What do 

“Qu say to those two allegations? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFIZTIAL: I sav this -- that 
there have been three separate efforts at negotiation that have 
been proposed to the Nicaracvans, one <f which in August ‘81 I 
was involved in which we proposec a ninsagjression agreemenc. 
with them in return for their cetting cut of El Salvador which 
they turned down flatly, was pvt --dsone in writing, the seccn¢e 
of which was the group of democratic countries meeting in San Jose, 
Costa Rica, in October of 1931. They produced the princirles that 
the President is now reaffirming very vigorously and maxing his own. 


Personally, those were offered to the Nicaraguans 
as a basis for negotiation. They rejected them. And, finaliy, 
there is an effort now underway, led Sy Honduras, to have a 
regional meeting of all the Certral American countries to address 
those questions. The Hondurans said that since they cidn't respond 
to the Costa Rica initiative because we were involved, "Dcn't 
participate this time, and let's see whether we get to the barga-ning 
table." They still don't want to come. 


Answer to the second question is that there is a 
mass of evidence which we have provided to our two intelligence 
oversight committees which describes the ccommanc-in-control 
apparatus, the flow of logistics and training from Nicaragua 
to El Salvador. 


And I should add tc you that since the Niceracuans 
challenged us last July, we offered to help them find a headquarters. 
They said, "We don't know where the headquarters is of the 
insurgents outside Managua.” We said, “We'll help ycu. We'l 

give you technical assistance." They never tcok it up -- All 

we need a little direction-finding. 


Q I wantec to ask him whether the suicide of 
Salvador -- Butterfield, if that has been analyzed by the State 
Department in terms of what it might mean vis-a-vis a negotiating 
position of the FDL or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The largest and 
most intransigent faction has lost its two, top leaders. We don't 
know what the role of the other groups was in that. But it looxs 
very much like an outburst cf garg warfare. 


And there may te some instability amono them as 
they struggle for power. I think it's very hard tc see exactly 
which way that this -- go. I would only point cut to you, though, 
with reference to the last question that it is suggestive thet 
_ all of this happened in Managua. 


MR. ALLIN: Thank you. We'll have to conclude 
on that funereal note for the guerrillas and thank you. (Laughter.) 


END €:42 P.M. EDT 
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May 2, 1983 
No. 134 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON THE PLANE 
FROM JERUSALEM TO BEIRUT 
April 28, 1983 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They're keeping you busy, I understand. 
QUESTION: How did you find Begin? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Very constructive and thoughtful. We had a fine 
meeting both yesterday and then a so-called private meeting this 
morning. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We reviewed all the Lebanon issues and went 
through them, and he gave me his views and interpretations and 
then we discussed a whole range of other issues of interest to 
Israel and the United States. We also agreed that since I'll be 
around in the Middle East for a while, that we would schedule a 
series of meetings, that is between he and I, so that we'll 

have a chance to talk through a good range of issues over a 
period of time and come back to them and kind of dig into them a 
little more deeply than you can possibly do in a Single meeting 
or even a couple of meetings. “ 


QUESTION: Beyond Lebanon? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Beyond Lebanon, yes. 


QUESTION: What does it mean whenyou say that you'll be around 
the Middle East for a while? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're all trying to find out when this is 

all going to be over. Well, obviously, if we're able to get an 
agreement, or if an agreement emerges between Lebanon and Israel, 
that's not going to happen overnight, and there are lots of other 
things to do as well. So I will be in the area for a while. 

So there'll be opportunities as that takes place to meet, and we 
agreed that we would do so. 
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QUESTION: A while is a couple of weeks? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we'll have to see. 


QUESTION: We had a briefing this morning from the Israelis in 
which the gentleman implied that the major issue on Lebanon is the 
Haddad problem and the kind of complex issues around the joint 
Supervisory teams. Is that what Begin told you also? And then 
can you discuss your own sense from him about whether or how the 
Syrians fit into this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: At this point what I'm doing is gathering infor- 
mation and views and reasons for views and so on, and I'm going to 
do that again with the Lebanese Government, so I don't want to 

say what my views are or be quoting other people. I think the 
Israelis have given you their views directly; you don't have to 
hear them from me. So I'll just leave it at that. As far as the 
Syrians are concerned, they have said on a great many occasions 

to me and to the Lebanese that they are prepared to withdraw as the 
Israelis withdraw, as we noted in one of our other discussions that is 
with you. They have changed their line somewhat recently, but, 

at any rate, we still expect that if we can get an agreement 

with Lebanon and Israel that we will go on to our next steps 

and they have said that they'll withdraw. So we'll expect they 
will. 


QUESTION: As a factual matter, a senior State Department official 
said last night at a backgrounder, that we don't have information 
that matches the assertions about the new Soviet presence in 

Syria -- flying the helicopters, manning the Sam-5s, Are you 
checking into that? Was that a major issue last night? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's not an issue. They presented us 

with their intelligence, and we have our own intelligence, and 
we've discussed that with them. And some of the things that they 
have said are parallel to our intelligence - quite a bit. The 
basic fact is, without arguing particular points, that there 

has been a very considerable increase in Soviet weaponry and Soviet 


personnel in Syria. 


QUESTION: Was that 2 complicating factor at all in the Lebanon 
negotiations? Some of the Israelis last night at dinner were 
telling us they were afraid that this was intended to frighten the 
Lebanese Government and it might harden their negotiating 

position -- they might feel intimidated by this larger Syrian 
presence and Soviet involvement. Does it complicate your task in 
getting a withdrawal agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can tell you more about Lebanese attitudes 
after I've met with them, but I think basically the Lebanese-Israeli 
discussions involve them and their security concerns, their 
relationships and while President Gemayel's recent statement got 

a lot of publicity in one way in Israel, it also was a statement, 

I thought, about his attitude toward Lebanon with respect to any 
other country -- that he intended 
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to be independent, and intended to run his country as he saw it, 
and everybody should take note of that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do we take it from the way you're going 
about this stage of the negotiations, essentially drawing out each 
of the parties for their arguments and such, that even though you've 
had a couple of meetings now with the Israeli Prime Minister, you 
wouldn't talk in terms of a narrowing of the gap on these remaining 
issues at this point? That remains for the next stage after you've 
talked to both parties? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's a good rule, when you're talking 
about a negotiation, that you really haven't gotten the issues 
framed until you've talked to both sides, and then you have a better 
idea. So I approach these discussions with the notion that I'm 
going to reserve judgment on just how wide the differences are, and 
how difficult they are, until I've heard from both about what 

they regard the issues to be. And as I said a moment ago, how the 
reason about the issues, what's the resason why something is so 
difficult. And sometimes if you look at the understructure of an 
issue as described by people, you have an idea of what the real 
root of the problem is, at least that's the way I've always ap- 
proached these things. 


QUESTION: Does that mean that your actual negotiation will be 
starting on Friday having had these preliminary explorations in the 
two capitals? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that we all have to remind ourselves 
that negotiations have been going on for four months, and a lot 

of ground has been covered, a lot has been known, and to a certain 
extent there are no new issues and there are no new arguments. 

The question of really understanding them deeply and seeing where 
the rate of emphasis is. So in a sense I'm starting, but that's 
not quite the right word. It's been ongoing. But in terms of 
arguing points with the parties, I suppose that is more likely to 
Start tomorrow. 


QUESTION: On Friday, in other words, you will start to make your 
own contributions as to how to deal with the gaps having heard from 
both sides? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'll conduct a set of meetings that are ina 
sense more energetic from my side of it. I've been listening and 
asking questions. 


QUESTION: Is there anything in the presentation of the Israelis 
that you didn't know before? You mentioned on the way over that 
there was a difference between what you know and what you realize, 
and now that you're on the ground, are there things that strike 
you as new that you didn't realize before? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: It isn't that there's any issue that is new 

in the sense that I didn't hear about it in Washington, or read 
about it in the endless books that we have, but I think it is 

good to get a feel for it as people now see it, and it's given me 

a better appreciation of the nuances of concern -- where the weight 
is, and I'm beginning to get a sense of that, where the weight of 
concern is. 


QUESTION: Based on your conversations so far, could you assess 
for us the degree to which you think the Israelis are anxious to 
leave Lebanon, and whether you think they're willing to make any 
compromises to get out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have had the opinion all along that the 
Israelis want to leave Lebanon. They don't want to be in Lebanon. 
And one of the first meetings that I had on the subject was with 
Foreign Minister Shamir in Washington and he was very strong on that 
point. And I think that the evidence from the fact that 

there's been a tremendous amount of progress sort of buttresses 
that, and everything that I have seen in Israel supports that idea 
that they want to get out. They want to get out on the basis of an 
agreement and arrangements that they think will provide the things 
that they want, and that's quite understandable. But the desire to 
conclude an agreement and leave I think is quite clear. 


QUESTION: Are they each willing to compromise on the key issues? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's important to anyone in a negotiation that 

the final result be consistent with the general goals they've sought. 
So it's a question of finding ways to achieve those goals that 

are mutually satisfactory. So if the question is whether you're 
going to compromise something which you regard as essential, well, 
no, people don't make those kinds of compromises; but if you Say, 

can we find our way to a manner of doing something that satisfies 
both, well , that kind of compromise, I think, is the sort of things 
we're looking for. 


QUESTION: Do you think you might have to go to Syria before the 
Israelis and the Lebanese reach an agreement? In other words, try to 
see if they will accept the terms that the Israelis and the Lebanese 
are looking for? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, right now, of course, I'm trying to come 
to grips with Lebanon-Israeli issue, and the question of going to 
Damascus is something that I'll come to in my own mind, and I 
would expect to go there assuming that I'm welcome there, and we 
will have passed that question. But I don't want to say anything 
about the timing because that will have to evolve out of the 


situation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that you will have a series 
of discussions with Prime Minister Begin during the time you're 
out here. Do both of you, do you think, see this as an opportunity 
to sort of chart the whole future to repair the tension in the 
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relationship and chart a new future for Israeli-American relations 
encompassing the President's peace plan and other issues? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure that both Israel and the United States, 
both the Prime Minister and the President, want to have a strong 
collaborative relationship, and wanting it is important, but 
wanting it is not enough; there has to be the structure of specific 
things that we work on that give rise in a sense to and support that 
kind of relationship. And there are all sorts of interactions 
between Israel and the United States. Right now we're focusing 

on the Israel-Lebanon negotiations and our involvement and interest 
in that. There are a whole set of issues having to do with the 
peace process that are familiar to you. There are bilateral is- 
sues involving financial flows and weapons procurement and so on 
and there are interests that we have outside the region. So, there 
are a great many things that we'll talk about and I hope that 

we'll be able to go through this full agenda. 


QUESTION: Was it something that Begin proposed that you have a 
series of meetings or was it something that you suggested? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was something that I suggested and he was 
very pleased to -- he said he was very pleased to do it. 


QUESTION: Did you indicate the frequency with which you hoped to 
have these meetings? Daily or -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I just said that I expected that I would be 

in the region for a while and that as we started this meeting, it was 
my hope that we might have a series of them rather than think in 
terms of meeting where you go through fifty topics and tick them 

off -- have a more leisurely kind of discussion, and that we'd 

have to schedule them as we can. Because the priority here is 

trying to work on the Lebanon situation and he was very agreeable 

to that approach. 


QUESTION: Have the Israelis proposed having a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the U.S. in connection with the Lebanese-Israeii 
agreement? Are you talking in those terms? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are a lot of things that are in the 
air on this and proposals like that, I think, are common in these 
types of negotiations, so I think I'll just leave it at that. 


QUESTION: What is it that has produced the need for you and the 
Prime Minister of Israel to have a complete review of all of your 
interests? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: I think it's fair to say that particularly 

Since the -- all of the events connected with hostilities in 
Lebanon have taken place that there has been a considerable strain 
in the relationship, so that gives rise to a need to review it and 
to examine it and try to see that everything goes as well as it 
possibly can. But then I would say that it seems like the natural 
thing that I do wherever I go that I would review the bilateral 

as well as other aspects of relationships between the United States 
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and the country that I'm visiting. In the case of Israel, the 
relationship of the United States to Israel has been so close over 
such a period of time that I think it is especially important to 
do so here. 


QUESTION: How are you reporting back to the President and how 
often? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As often as there is something ... to report 
but at least once a day. 


QUESTION: Do you phone him directly? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's easier to put things in cables 
and they get them set out clearly and it comes to him, but also 
if the occasion arises when I think a phone call is useful, I'll 
certainly -- I know that he'd be very glad to receive it. 


QUESTION: Do you tell him more than you tell us? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I tell you everything there is. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is the Soviet build-up as such in Syria 
that you are totally concerned about it? More than replacement of 
what -- because I think that some Israelis were saying it was quite 
alarming (inaudible) -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a matter of genuine concern to us as it 
is to the Israelis. I don't want to blow it up into -- beyond that, 
but it is a major build-up and a major problem, no doubt about it. 


QUESTION: What about the state of Begin's health and his spirit? 
We've heard all kinds of things suggesting that since the death of 
his wife, he hasn't been the same person. What can you tell us 
about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I met him for the first time yesterday and 
I spent a lot of time with him this morning -- an hour and a half, 
I guess or something like that, and he's a very vigorous inter- 
locutor, I can tell you that. 


QUESTION: This review that you're talking about -- one shouldn't 
construe that this is some sort of complete review of American- 
Israeli relations such that the relationship could be downgraded 
in some way, I mean you know, as in the Kissinger review of 
relationship. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, no, no, that's the wrong slant entirely. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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QUESTION: Can you give us your assessment of the talks with Mr. 
Gemayel and how long you met with him? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sure. Well, why don't I give you sort of a run- 
down chronologically of the day. You know pretty much, I think. 
First we went to the site of our destroyed Embassy. We saw that. 

We kind of got a feeling for how that seems to have taken place. 

As people now know, they think it was a pick-up truck although they're 
not absolutely sure, and that it was driven, suddenly turned into the 
driveway the wrong way, so to speak. That is, generally you'd come 
around like this, and it came in this way, and it was just driven into 
the window and exploded, bang, with the driver. So it was a 
kamikaze-type operation. And, well, you can see for yourselves, the 
destruction was very wide and not only was part of the building that 
you could see literally stripped away, but the parts on the side 

that were a tair distance from the immediate blast were gutted more 
or less. So, anyway, I viewed that, then went over and met with our 
employees of the Embassy who were at a nearby site, and just expressed 
my appreciation for what they've done, and their courage and help- 
fulness. A great many -- most of them there -- are Lebanese and as 
we know most of the people who were killed are Lebanese -- one 

lady there who works for the Embassy whose husband has still not 
been dug out, so all of these things can't help but affect you. 
They're sO tragic. But anyway they have really pitched in both 

in terms of helping to dig out and helping to get our Embassy back 

in business again promptly, but also, I think, just generally 
Supporting each other. So I spent time just shaking hands and 
talking with them. I should just say that at first as you probably 
noticed, I had a little meeting with the three Ambassadors of 

the three countries who are in the Multinational Force. You 
probably know that the French were there and the French Commander, 

as soon as Colonel Mead came, said to him: "My forces are at 

your command." He turned the French forces over instantly to our 
Marine Commander in an immediate action that if we ever had any 
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doubt that we have a Multinational Force in a very true sense, you 
can see it there. And considering how the French always are very 
concerned about their national identity and sovereignty, so I 
thought that was a wonderful thing for them to do. 


And the British have turned over a floor of their Embassy to us 

as we're trying to find space and so on. So there's been a very 
strong response and cooperative response from everybody. So then 
we went on up to the Presidential Palace. I hada fairly 

lengthy private meeting with President Gemayel, just the two of us 
for a while. I didn't put my clock on it, I can't tell you 
exactly how long it was, but about half, three-quarters of an hour, 
and then we had a session that was similar to the session that I 
had in Israel, where we asked that they -- well, President Gemayel 
presented an overali statement and then we asked them to highlight 
the issues for us. Then we asked questions in an effort to be sure 
that we understood the issues thoroughly. We had a kind of a 
working lunch -- a very pleasant lunch -- and then we went back 
again to the exploration of the issues, and at the end of that, I 
had another private meeting with President Gemayel. There we were 
joined by Phil Habib and Elie Salem, the Foreign Minister. That is 
sort of the structure of it and while the discussion in the large 
group was entirely on the Israeli-Lebanon agreement and related 
matters, the discussion with President Gemayel was in part on our 
bilateral relationships and the Embassy situation and so on. So 
that is kind of a description of it. 


QUESTION: We got the impression from hearing both sides today, 

we got briefed by the Israelis in the morning and the Lebanese 

in the afternoon that they were talking somewhat at cross purposes, 
that they don't understand what the other intends to do. Do you 
have the sense that they're both on the same wavelength and did you 
clarify things for them today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They certainly are talking about broadly the 
same issues. I didn't really try to argue or discuss a lot, I 
tried to understand today as I did yesterday in Israel and my 
objective was to be sure that I had understood and people knew 

that I had heard them out. And whatever points there are or 
aspects there are to their position, they're known to us and not 
only me -- but Phil and Morrie Draper and Nick Veliotes and Charlie 
Hill and Gene Cooley and our whole team. I missed some people, 

but you know who they are. 


QUESTION: Can you begin to see where some narrowing can take 
place as a result of your two conversations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can see some areas, I think, where it's 
possible to think of ways of formulating things that would perhaps 
satisfy both parties, but then there are other issues where there 
are just differences, and they're going to be difficult to work 
with, but again, as I said this morning, I'm very impressed with 
how much has already been accomplished, and just have a sense that 
we have a very good chance of making it. But I can't tell you 
how on some of these issues because -- 
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QUESTION: On the security issues, can you see any way that an 
international force or Multinational Force, somehow involving 
the Americans in some form or another, could bridge the gap on 
the security issue between what the Israelis insist on and the 


Lebanese insist on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, anything is a conceivable thing, but 
that has not been an approach that would seem to be congenial to 


the Israelis. 
QUESTION: Does that mean the use of Americans? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's what your question was, I think. 


QUESTION: Well, if they accepted the international force in 

the Sinai disengagement -- the Golan disengagement and the 

Sinai pull-out -- why couldn't they accept it in principle in some- 
thing which they say involves somewhere between 40 and 100 

troops of their own? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to get in a position here of ar- 
guing the thing one way or another, but I think there is probably 

a difference in that the reason for the security concerns in 
southern Lebanon is that that has been a base from which northern 
Israel has been attacked, and so to the extent that you believe, as 
they do, that there is a potential for infiltration, and then PLO 
terrorist groups once again shelling or attacking or in one manner 
or another using that area, you want to see an intelligence capa- 
bility and you want to see a capability to follow-up on whatever 
might be found out, and take the terrorists out of there. 


So, the Multinational force, as presently conceived of, is not a 
military, internal security group that has a combat assignment, 

but in southern Lebanon, I think, there is a potential combat 
essignment in a sense. That is, right now, there is no large 
force, but if there is a small group or something, the idea is 
you've got to go and take them out of there. So that's a different 
kind of role, that's the only point I'm making. I'm not saying 
it's inappropriate, but it's different from the examples you gave. 


QUESTION: Is this the sort of thing that you would be bring up 
when you begin the bargaining tomorrow, and Saturday and subse- 
quently? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As you have noted, I'm making a conscientious 
effort not to get into a discussion here of the issues and how I 
think they should be approached and so on. I'm trying to reserve 
judgment, and I'1l make my moves at the bargaining table, so to 
speak. 


QUESTION: What did you and Prime Minister Begin talk about this 
morning? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We talked about Lebanon and we also talked 
about U.S.-Israeli bilateral issues, and other issues around the 
world in which the United States and Israel both have a wide- 
ranging discussion. And as I told you this morning, we identified 
it at the beginning as something that would be a continuing set 

of discussions, and I don't know how many times we'll be able to 
meet, but I think, from my standpoint, the more we're able to 
really dig in and talk about these things thoroughly the better. 


QUESTION: Can I just follow up on this statement to clarify an 
impression you may be leaving with me, will one of the dimensions 
of your approach to find bridging solutions between the two 
positions involve an increase of American troops in Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any comment to make on that really, 
particularly insofar as southern Lebanon is concerned. We have 

taken the view that is if some increase in the Multinational Force is 
appropriate: it's open for consideration. We're not foreclosing that, 
if that would turn out to be useful and obviously, I think, the 
question is open as is the deployment of the Multinational Force. 

But in saying that I don't want to leave any impression at all 

that I'm getting ready to propose American troops in a combat role 

in southern Lebanon and I'm not contemplating that. 


QUESTION: I was asking a question of broader international context. 
Is there not some possibility of international formula to bridge this 
*pparent contradiction between the two positions -- the Israeli and 
the Lebanese -- against security on the one hand and sovereignty 

on the other? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But you see it isn't that broad. As you 

discuss an issue like security/sovereignty obviously you try 

to get the ways in which you are going to get at that by various 
measures, and there have been a lot talked about, a lot already 
agreed on that dileneate ways of getting at it. And then the question 
is whether or not these ways are satisfactory, whether the Israelis 
feel that the provisions for security are really going to 

work, and when proposals are made they have to be tested against 

the criterion of full withdrawal and sovereignty. So you get down -- 
sO you move from these general principles which everyone agrees on 
that there must be security and there must be sovereignty. You get 
everyone to sign on that immediately, but then how do you make that 
operational? And that gets you right down into the detail of 
particular issues, adn that's where the cutting and fitting has to 
take place. 


QUESTION: You've met with both sides now, sir. Can you indicate 
to us whether you think it's going to be harder or easier to ac- 
complish this than you expected when you set out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought it was going to be difficult when I 
started out, although I thought it was going to be do-able, and I 
still think that it's do-able, and I'm even more convinced that 
it's tough. 


QUESTION: Do you think we're going down the ladder? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, no, I think it's been very positive. The 
good thing about it is that the spirit is terrific. Both 

Heads of State have assured me that they want an agreement, and 
they want full withdrawal and they want a peaceful, stable, secure 
prosperous Lebanon, and secure borders and all that. And every- 
body keeps tell each other, telling that I think the figure was usei today, 
that over 100,000 Lebanese have been killed in the last three, four, 
five years as a result of all that has happened. So obviously, 

most of those who were killed were killed before the Israeli war 

in Lebanon. And so this is a matter of long standing, and the 
Lebanese keep saying, if you think the Israelis are concerned about 
having the PLO come back here and raise Cain, think of how we must 
feel about it in the light of all of these things. So all of 

this genuine desire to get an agreement, the confluence of interest 
in this matter and the general spirit of people as I've talked to 
them give me the confidence that we'll get there. But if you ask 
me about quite a few specific issues, do I see how we can work our 
way through them? I don't see how we can work our way through then, 
but I think we can. I don't know how but I think we can. 





QUESTION: Are you going to go back and forth for the next few 
days, or do you have some other approach that you plan to use? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What I think is going to happen is I'll spend a 
lot of time tomorrow with the Israelis in various groupings through 
the morning. I think we have a lunch scheduled with the opposition 
party leaders and then on Saturday, probably come back to Lebanon and 
meet with President Gemayel and his advisers and then we'll see 

where we go from there. 


QUESTION: Will you see Begin tomorrow? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 

QUESTION: On the American troops, Casper Weinberger said a couple 

of weeks ago, that an increase of perhaps as many as two divisions -- 


about 800 to 1,000 men -- was possible. Are you thinking of any- 
thing beyond that or is that -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What the President has told me and that's what 
I'm operating on, is that he's very anxious to see this work out, 

and he wants to be helpful, and as we work at this, if it seems 

that some increase in the Multinational Force will be helpful, we'll 
consider it. Obviously we have to consult with the Congress 

before any change is made, and it's also a question of the disposi- 
tion. Right now there's a certain deployment and I feel certain that 
however this works out, there'll be some rearrangements of that 
deployment because we can already identify various potential 
missions that are not missions of operating under hostile conditions, 
but nevertheless will be offering reassurance and so on that you 

can see. So, I'm going to work at this but I don't want to get 
pinned down to brigades or numbers or anything. I am only going from 
a general principle from the President and when I see where we're 
going, I'll get in touch with him or I'll keep in touch with him 

and he'll make his decision. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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MS. SMALL: Welcome, everyone. Let me just say welcome 
to everyone. I've seen many of you here before. We're happy that 
we could arrange this gathering for Ambassador Kirkpatrick, particu- 
larly. Dave Gergen will be joining us in a few minutes. And we 
might say that we are making a transcript of the exchange, which 
probably won't be available until late tomorrow morning, by noon, 
because we have Trudeau here, we have departure statements, and 
briefings and other things that are also going to have to be 
typed. It's a little hard for the stenos to get it all out. 

But by noon tomorrow, there will be a transcript in Room 45 for you 
all if you want to send a messenger. And this would be on the 
record. Everything today is on the record. 


We can go ahead and start our salad. The main course 
will be up in a few minutes. And if the Ambassador would like to -- 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick, if you wanted to open up with some remarks 
yourself, we'll just then go to questions and make it sort of 
a working lunch, however you would like to proceed with your remarks. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: What can I say? As I think 
most of you here know, we think Central America is very important 
for the United States and for our future as well as,even more 
than,our present and for a lot of different reasons which the 
President laid out last night and which a good many people in and 
out of our government have laid out many times, as -- all of you 
know that and all of you know what the President said last night. 


I might comment briefly on what I thought about some 
things that Chris Dodd said last night. (Laughter.) This 
might be the -- you probably now want to think of that, too. I 
would -- but I guess there are a few simple observations I would 
like to make. The one is the extent to which the terms of the 
debate have changed in the last year. 


A year ago, a significant number of persons engaged 
in public debate on this issue doubted -- continued to doubt on the 
record that the Soviet Union, Cuba, and the Soviet hloc, in fact, 
had and were interested in having and had developed an -- a 
significant presence in this hemisphere. There was a lot of 
pooh-poohing about the suggestions of the development of Soviet 
power in the hemisphere and the efforts to develop bloc power in the 
hemisphere; and, specifically, the Soviet interest in Nicaragua, 
Central America, et cetera. 


Even six months ago, significant numbers of people 
engaged in this public debate were still doubting on the record 
the presence of a significant flow of arms into Central America, 
specifically Nicaragua, and the other countries of Central America 
through Cuba. And as recently as three months ago, I think there 
was a lot of doubt about whether the struggle in El Salvador was 
a truly indigenous affair or whether there were -- whether there 
was a kind of a regional agenda, whether other countries in the 
region -- like Honduras and Costa Rica were or were likely 
to be involved. 


These are interlocking questions, because, obviously, 


if there was a significant arms flow from the Soviet bloc through 
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Cuba into Nicaragua and from there to Salvador through Honduras, then 
Honduras was involved significantly by way of the continuing flow 

of arms through Honduras. And whether or not there were safe 

houses discovered in Honduras and whether or not there were some 
kinds of threats going on to Costa Rica, those questions today, I 
think, are no longer considered as very lightly opened questions by 
most of the people participating in this public debate today. 


As recently as six months ago, certainly, almost nobody 
was talking about the establishment of a Marxist state in El Salvador 
as a likely possibility. Now, that's changed. You know, even Dodd 
begins last night by saying we will oppose the establishment of a 
Marxist state in Central America. Steve Solars (phonetic) and his MacNeil- 
Lehrer show with me last night, and Congressman Long began by 
Saying the same thing, basically. Of course, we oppose the establish- 
ment of a communist state in El Salvador. 


Six months ago -~ even three months ago -- nobody even 
raised that possibility -- virtually outside the circle 
of those of us who have been long concerned about the question. 
Nobody was talking about the possibility of establishment of Soviet 
bases. Last night Dodd began by saying that we will oppose the 
establishment of a Marxist state in Central America, would oppose the 
establishment of Soviet bases. We will not tolerate -- that's the 
strongest languaye I think anybody has used yet that I have heard -- 
the introduction of offensive Soviet missiles or Soviet 
missiles with an aggressive -- aggressive capacity or offensive 
capacity into the -- Central America. 


He said we will oppose these by war if necessary. That 
is very interesting. That's the kind of -- if I may say so -- 
purple prose that nobody in this administration uses in talking 
about these issues. That's just kind of interesting, I think; worth 
noting. 


Q Who was that? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, Dodd -- Dodd did that. I 
was -- I hope I got my notes right. I haven't seen a text, a 
written text of the speech, but I took notes on it as he was speaking 
and I think that's what he said all right. Professors, like 
journalists, are practiced in taking notes -- (laughter) -- 
but they should know that -- better, I think, at taking notes than 
at a lot of things. 


The interesting thing that I thought about his discussion 
was -- which I thought paralleled in certain ways Steve Solars' (phonetic) 
discussion on the Lehrer show where I had been with him -- was that 
he -- what he didn't do was deny that these were legitimate concerns 
or that -- realistic concerns, but he moved on to say the administration 
misunderstands the basis of the conflict. He said we know as little 
now about Central America as we knew about Indochina in the ‘60's. 

He then went on to say the people of Central America are appallingly 
poor and that there are appalling disparities in wealth in Central 
America; that Central America is wracked with poverty. I would just 
like to say I wholly agree that the people of Central America are 
appallingly poor and that there are appalling disparities of wealth and 
that the people of Central America are wracked with poverty and 

that there is, in fact, hunger -- real hunger and a great deal more 
malnutrition that is hunger-derived, in a sense, in the sense that 
there's no alternative to the -- no practical alternative to the 
malnutrition for a great many rural Central Americans. 


It seems to me, therefore, if the question is not whether 
anybody opposes a Marxist state -- there's also no question about 
whether the people in Central America are appallingly poor and whether 
there is hunger and whether they are wracked with poverty. 


He even went on to say, instead of trying to do something 
about this, they -- that is, we, the administration, try endless 
military aid, endless military training. I would like to say there 
that when he talked about our trying endless military training, 
reminded me of some hecklers I encountered at Berkeley and 
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then at Minnesota. I think it's the same group actually, because 
they were saying the same things. And one thing they kept saying 
is: 30,000 dead. U.S. out of Salvador, 30,000 dead, as well as 

those -- we've had an average of about 37 trainers in El Salvador 
through this period, you know, as though they were somehow 


responsible for the 30,000 dead. 


I thought about that 37 trainers 


or 55, which is our sort of top figure, and 
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I felt that same quality of statistical surrealism was involved here. 
If --Anybody who’ can think of that meager US training presence as 
endless training for El Salvador has got a notion of what's endless 
that I don't understand. 


He said that -- What gets really interesting, though, 
in these causal arguments, if Central American were not wracked with 
poverty, hunger, injustice there would be no revolution. And here we 
really get to the question that I think is the most important question 
that remains between the Administration -- between those people that are 
concerned about doing something about Central America and the people who 
Oppose any kind of program that's been so far offered in any way. 


And I'd rather put it that way than in terms of 
administration/non-administration. The question is what it is that 
Causes what it is we are concerned about. Now,we can say that we are 
and should be concerned about wracking poverty and hunger in Central 
Americe. 


We shovld have always been concerned about it. We 
should be concerned and I think we are in some sense concerned about 
wracking poverty in Bangladesh and in Burundi, where I was this summer -- 
I found what may be the most wracking poverty I have ever seen-- or 
Ruanda. That's one kind of question. 


Now, whether that wracking poverty and hunger is the cause 
of the strategic, of the revolution, as Chris Dodd called it, 
in Central America is quite a different question. I 
think this is very important and very basic. It's quite clear that 
if poverty and hunger caused Marxist revolutions then there would be 
Marxist revolutions in all the countries where there is wracking poverty 
and hunger. 


And, presumably, we would see a correlation between 
the levels of poverty and hunger, on the one hand, and levels of 
revolutionary activity, on the other. But, of course, no such correlation 
exists and, I mean, it's not so. The poorest, the very poorest countries 
in the world are, in the great course, peoples of the world in the poorest 
countries are not, in fact, in making revolutions of any kind, least of 
all Marxist-Leninist revolutions. 


Central America --You know, Great Britain said all this. 
I don't know why one has to keep going over it, in fact. But it's not 
the poorest countries who foment Marxist revolutions and -- it's the 
poorest people who do. Usually it's countries who have been poorer than 
they are, and that certainly fits the Central American model, by the way, 
and who had already improved the living standard quite a bit. 


And in Central America what causes our particular 
problem is the fact that there is a -- what differentiates it from our 
humanitarian concerns in Asia or in Africa or in the Middle East , 


differentiates our appeal for aid in Central America from our humanitarian 


aid to the UN, and through the USAID, and so forth, is a strategic 
problem. 


And that strategic problem is caused by the introduction 


of a lot of weapons and a fairly high level of trained gverrillas, 

who were trained in Cuba and Nicaragua and other paces into the region, 
and who are making war on those societies. There is no sense in which 

this government opposes change in Central America, or seeks to maintain 
a status quo. You know, that is an impossibly silly argument. All you 
have to do is look at the historical record over the last decade to see 
that we have, in fact, done the opposite to maintain our status quo. 

We have, in fact, promoted 
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change. That was true in the previous administration; it is true in 

this administration. It's not change we're talking about, it's a partic- 
ular -- it's not even violent change we're talking about. It's a 
particular kind of violent change, caused by a particular kind of 

people trained and armed and equipped and linked to our adversaries in 
the world. 


That's really -- that's the point I want to make. I would 
like to say about -- and the only reason I am laboring it is because 
people keep talking about it, you know, all the time. You know, the 
other things I would like to say about -- it's obvious that his figures 
were wrong. He talked about the -- he said this administration, that 
we had provided $700 million in economic and military assistance to 
El Salvador since his administration came to power, and that's just 
not true. 


We have provided a -- We requested $720 million, and we 
have provided about $461 million. 


Q Since Reagan took office? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Since Reagan -- right. Those 
are Reagan's figures. 


Q Four fifty-one, did you say? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: The Reagan administration -- I just 
got all these figures. They are very complex, as real figures usvally 
are. 


Q Does that break it out for -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: In military assistance. Since 
the Reagan administrations requested since its arrival in office for a 
fiscal '81, ‘82 and '83, $525 million in economic assistance. 


Q Five twenty-five? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Plus $195 for FY '84, but that's 
not -- that's requested. Congress has provided $461.5 million so far in 
economic assistance for El Salvador. The military assistance, the 
administration has requested for FY '8l, '82, '83 and ‘84, $340 million. 
But Congress has approved so far only $143 million. So if we look at 
the grand totals approved to date requested by this administration, 

‘81 through '84, the grand total is $600 million, not as Chris Dodd said, 
a billion through '84. It's not a terribly important point, but it's a 
kind of important point. You know, it's like a 240 percent error. 


Just one other point. On negotiations, you know, he 
talked about the dogs of war being loose in Central America, and 
when the cheering has stopped and there's going to be a regional 
conflict. And I would just like -- And how the government ought 
to use its power and influence to bring about a negotiated end 
to the hostilities. 


And I would just like to say that that's exactly what we 
try to do all the time. And if -- And what I think is very badly needed 
and, hopefully, will be forthcoming is that if anybody has some good ideas, 
practical, constructive ideas about how to leash those dogs of war in 
Central America and Nicaragua, for example, and El Salvador, Honduras, they 
shovld give us some concrete suggestions. And they would find us 
interested, you know -- attentive, really. 
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Q Would you address the Rabinowitz-Scala-Plaza (ph) 
thing, Mrs. Kirkpatrick? Particularly, the emphasis they pvt out on 
the Contadora process? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I would just say that things keep 
changing. Among the things that keep changing is the Contadora process. 
The association of those countries -- Venezuela and Colombia and 
Panama and Mexico -- is obviously one that is ongoing, and they 


change 
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their minds, too. As I'm sure you know, the foreign ministers of 

those countries have been meeting intermittently -- it sometimes 

seems almost continuously -- and with the foreign ministers of 

the core countries of Central America, the Central American five. 

For weeks now,almost,they've been meeting and they've been communicating, 
talking to each other and trying to put together some kind of solutions 
for the region. And those have taken various forms, And most of 


those forms, by the way, have been thoroughly welcomed by the 
administration. 


We are entirely willing and ready to stand aside 
for any kind of regionalnegotiations which meet the -- satisfactory 
and it's a -- which can be organized among the countries of the 
region by the Contadora group in conjunction with the countries 
of Central America. 


Q Ambassador, if the problem is the introduction 
of arms and money and so forth by the Soviet Union and its 
surrogates, why could that not be cut off by making it unpleasant for 
the Soviet Union in places where they are more vulnerable such 
as Afghanistan and Angola and Ethiopia? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I'm sorry. Would you 
say that again? 


Q If the problem of the Soviets -- is just the 
Soviets introducing -- Why can they not be gotten to agree 
to stop it by making it unpleasant for them in areas that are 
much more vital to them than El Salvador is, such as Afghanistan, 
by supporting the -- and so forth? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Are you suggesting we go 
to the source? (Laughter.) 


Q Yes, exactly, precisely. I don't see any 
point in letting the enemy choose the ground upon which you 
fight because that's very unpalatable ground down there. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: First of all, I think that 
not all the -- I don't want to either seem or sound indifferent 
to the suffering of the Afghan people, which is very, very 
large and, indeed, tragic. But I would say that not all areas 
of the world have the kind of direct strategic relevance to the 
United States that Central America and the Caribbean do. And I 
think that we don't have an abstract interest in controlling the 
Soviet flow of arms in the world. We have a very specific need 
to prevent the establishment of bases for the projection of 
Soviet power in placés that are vitally important to us. And 
Central America and the Caribbean are such places. And I think, 
therefore, we cannot try to deal with those problems in other 
places. I think that's the answer -- 


Q Did you see more of a stress on the political 
solution versus a military solution in the President's address 
last night? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I think if we want a_ political 
solution in either El Salvador or Nicaragua or any place in 
Central America, we have to provide military assistance. If we 
don't provide military assistance, there will be a military 
solution in El Salvador very quickly and it will be an imposed peace 
based on essentially the surrender of the people of El Salvador to 
the guerrillas. I just don't find that military/political solution 
language very meaningful, frankly, because there's only one 
group that has imposed a military struggle on El Salvador and 
those are the guerrillas. And there's only one other country ~ 
that continually tries to persuade the guerrillas to stop fighting 
and accept some other kind of -- settle their differences in 
some other kind of way. 
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I think we have been trying to promote, we, the 
United States, have been trying to promote political settlement 
in Nicaragua for a long time. We did -- the Carter administration 
tried that, the Reagan administration's tried it. I don't think 
we have ever tried to promote military settlement any place. There 
is somebody who's trying to promote a military solution. They're 
the people who come in with arms and try to conquer the place. 


Q Ambassador, a lot of people are puzzeled by 
the difference in the strength that exists between the guerrillas 
and the government forces in El Salvador. It's generally 
reported to be about 30,000 on the government side ane somewhere 
in the neighborhood of 5,000 on the guerrilla side. Is that correct? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't think anybody 
knows exactly how many guerrillas there are. 


Q Well, a rough -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: The figures that I usually 
hear are six to eight thousand guerrillas. 


Q All right, six to eight thousand -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Five, six, eight -- I 
don't know exactly. 


Q How many thousand on the government side? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Again, it depends on whether 
you're talking about army or militia. 


Q Well, police, army, whatever -- the government -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, it matters as the 
Nicaraguans are always pointing out. Some -- maybe let's say 
20,000 in the army and plus some assorted police and National 
Guards and -- 


Q They certainly have a substantial majority 
just, you know, as far as the 
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numbers. Why are they not more successful and -- Well, how do you 
explain this discrepancy if there are less guerrillas -- Why don't 


the government people prev. .« How do you read that? 
. AMBASSADOR 1 *®«. ‘RICK: I think it's -- That's 
like saying how can so few . nals tie up so many cops? 


Q I don't think that's really comparable, though. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: And I -- Well, I think it's 
entirely comparable. 


Q I would add that -- 


Q But isn't there a concept about guerrilla warfare | 
as well as @ ten to one -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, there is. And it isn't 
exactly -- I think it is comparable. And the reason I think it's 
comparable is that the guerrillas are the attackers and they can 
choose where they want to attack, when they want to attack, how 
they want to attack. And they can benefit by surprise. And let 
me say in Salvador they do and they benefit by surprise because they 
have such top flight, sophisticated communications equipment for 
directing the attacks. And they can supply -- And the government 
forces are trying to defend the whole country. And guerrillas can 
decide to attack here and if the government doesn't know in advance, 
then they get there after the attack. And then they can decide 
to attack there. It's a relatively small country and they've got 
fairly high mobility. 


Q Well, let me ask you, it's been suggested that 
one of the reasons might be that there isn't a sufficient amount of 
dedication or zeal or commitment on the part of the government, that 
there is not the willingness on the government's side to, in effect, 
give up their lives for what they believe in that you have on the 
guerrilla's side. How do you evaluate that factor? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, I think there's been 
probably more government soldiers killed in the last two years than 
there have guerrillas. So -- if I may say so. 


I believe -- By the way, reliable figures on this are 
very hard to come by in fact, about who was killed and how many and 
who killed whom, in places like El Salvador, not just El Salvador. 


But the fact is that it's very hard to fight a guerrilla 
war. I mean, everybody knows that. 


El Salvador is a miserable, poor -- let's use Chris 
Dodd's language, you know, appallingly poor, small, parochial little 
country, which, like other countries in the region, has a tradition 
of what's known as “a barracks army," which is to say the armies aren't 
very much accustomed to fighting wars. They're accustomed to being 
-- maintaining internal order and a variety of other things. And 
they are not trained to counteract guerrilla tactics. 


Now, you introduce -- 

Q We've tried to train them and -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, but it's -- 

Q -- it hasn't been successful. 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, we haven't tried very 
hard. And, by the way, we, you know, we still aren't because we 


haven't had the money. You can't take fifty-five trainers into 
even a little bitty country like El Salvador and get very far in 
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a year and a half or so, two years, in training people. You can't 
train very many. 


There is a big difference, as everybody has commented 
on, between the military performance of those brigades who have 
been trained by Americans and those who haven't. That's because 
they've learned something about how to respond. 


I think -- See, I don't think this is any mystery. 
The guerrilla tactics and guerrilla war are a very different kind 
of operation. 


In addition, by the way, the guerrillas enjoy sanctuary, 
ready sanctuary in Nicaragua. They even have, as I understand it 
from some Costa Rican friends, they have enjoyed, maybe they don't 
now, rest and recreation facilities in Costa Rica, just over the 
Nicaraguan border. 


Q You know that? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I said that I am told by -- 
I have been informed by some Costa Rican friends that this is the 
case. It may be that those have been shut down. Efforts were made 
to shut them down. I do know that for a period that was the case. 
And we all know that there are rest and recreation facilities in- 
side Nicaragua, which the Salvadoran guerrillas regularly repair 
to. So they've got a sanctuary and that makes it easier, too. And 
they've got high mobility. And they're well trained. They're better 
trained for fighting a guerrilla war than the government troops in 
El Salvador are trained for countering guerrilla war, which is a -- 


Q Let's turn to the success of our policy. Do you 
feel that, if we gave them what you would regard or the experts 
regarded as adequate arms, adequate military training, that that would 
make the difference, that they would immediately prevail? Or -- not 
immediately -- that they would be able then to prevail over the 
guerrillas? I mean, do you think their dedication, their commitment 
and all the rest of it is there? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Oh, yes, absolutely. Absolute- 
ly. Absolutely. I think there is simply no question about that. 
I think that the notion that the people of El Salvador are indifferent 
to the idea of guerrilla triumph in El Salvador is a terribly mistaken 
canard. You know, I mean, it's -- that's just really wrong. The 
people of El Salvador care a lot about this. And among the people 
who care are the soldiers. They don't necessarily know what to do 
about it, but they care a lot. That's -- The only way they've really 
had to prove it was in that election, as a matter of fact, where 
they did prove it. 


They're not at all indifferent about whether they're 
governed by Sandinistas and neither, let me say, are the people of 
Costa Rica or the people of Honduras. Probably, neither are the 
people of Nicaragua. 


Q Could I follow that up, Jeane, with two questions? 


If the President got what he asked for last night, would 
there be any major changes in our approach to the region? 


And, secondly, have we, on any levels, talked to the 
Soviets directly about this? And, if so, what have been the responses? 


First, would there be any difference in our policy 
if the President gets what he wants? I sense differences in his 
last points. But -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: If we -- if Congress provided 
all the assistance -- 


Q Yes. 
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AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: -- which the President has 
asked for, then I think we would be able to undertake even more 
effective measures, for example, in the training field. 


Q Can't hear you. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: In training, for example. 
We would be able to continue training at a somewhat higher level 
and that would help a lot. 


We have -- It took us a while to put in place our 
own capacities for surveillance, you know, aerial and that sort of 
thing. So we're in a position to make more effective use of resources 
today than -- we, the U.S. government -- than we were a year ago, 
or even six months ago. I think that -- you know, I think that 
represents our best estimate of it. That's -- 


Now, on the Soviets -- 


Q Could I just follow that? What about pressures 
on the Salvadorans to clean up their own situation? Are we willing 
to do that after this? 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Oh, listen, we do it, you 
know, to a very, very, very great degree, of course. 


I just wish, in fact, that you, for example -- (laughter) 
-- would -- would, really, would take a good hard look at the record 
of U.S. pressures on the government of El Salvador over the last 
three years down to this week, let's say. There, I mean, I think that 
it is no exaggeration to say that the U.S. government has put a 
very great deal of pressure on the government of El Salvador to 
meet our standards in judicial, moral and political domains and that 
they have moved far in that regard. Far. 


I think we put, really, really maximum pressure. 
And, I may say, I think I know quite a bit about this -- 


Q How do you say they've moved farther? Fifteen- 
thousand, as Long pointed out to you last night, cover 15,000 in- 
stances of unresolved crime. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: That isn't -- Of course, that 
isn't -- 


Q And not a single conviction. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Yes. That isn't, you know -- 
That isn't what he said. People are always using those figures and 
sometimes they use 15,000 and sometimes 20,000 and sometimes 30,000 
civilian deaths, you know, attributed to the government and unresolved. 
What that means is that there have been that many people killed in 
the ongoing conflict, that many civilians killed in the ongoing 
guerrilla war and in El Salvador. You know -- And that nobody knows 
who's killed those people. A very great many of those people have 
been killed by guerrillas and a good many others of those people 
have been killed by their being caught in crossfire. And virtually 
all of them have been killed as a direct consequence of the existence 
of a guerrilla war in El Salvador. 


Q Where is the evidence -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: You know, stop the war and 
you'll end the killing. That's -- 


Q Do you dispute the statement -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I understand that there were 
45 unexplained deaths in El Salvador before the onset of guerrilla 
war in the fall of 1979 and the year before that. 


Q Where's the improvement? 
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AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK; The improvement is in judicial 
process. The improvement is in the establishment of democratic 
processes, democratic elections, constitutional processes for law- 
making in El Salvador, land reform. 


Q Do you -- 

Q There is a -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Mort. 

Q Do you dispute the -- 

Q Don't forget my Soviet. question. 
Q Let me just follow this -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't know -- Listen, the only 
thing I know about your Soviet question -- And I suppose -- I know 
what I know. I only know what I know. The only thing I know about 
that was what was basically leaked from the Haig period about the con- 
versations which he had with Gromyko about Central -- in which 
Central America figured. But that's -- you know, you have as much 
access to those newspapers as I do. 


Q Enders has said that they warned them on the introduction 
of aircraft into Central America. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I think that was in that 
Haig conversation, Smith, actually, presumably, in the Haig- Gromyko 
conversations. 


Q Two things. First, the -- in describing civilian: 
casualties in El Salvador it's -- the figure is often -- 
thirty-some-thousand have died, the overwhelming number killed by 
government security forces. 


Now, first question is do you dispute that -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I'd just say nobody knows. 

Q But, presumably, when we put human rights pressure 
on the government, we must tell them something like, "You keep doing 


this and you are going to alienate your own population, including 
Mr. D'Aubisson, Major D'Aubisson." 





Now, what is it that we get back? I mean, these are 
high ranking politicians, some of them, with a stake in the country, 
presumably, and do they just dismiss that theory or what? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Mort, I don't think that -- 
I think that the thousands of people who are killed in El Salvador 
are killed in the process of fighting a war in El Salvador. That's 
-- I think there are a few cases of clearcut murder by security 
forces. The nuns were such a case. The murder of Mike Hammer and 
Pearlman and Rudolfo Biero were such a case. 


There are then -- And there are others. There are 
some cases which are known -- well, in which there's powerful evidence 
to suggest, let's put it that way, as well as we can know anything, 
were killed, were victims, civilian victims of security forces in 
El Salvador. 


And then there are a very great many dead Salvadorans 
who have been civilians, that is neither people whom we knew to 
be guerrillas,nor people whom we knew to be in the army 
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but were found dead in streets and nobody knows who's killed them 
and they are casualties of war, literally. And what we say 
continuously to the government of El Salvador -- all parts of the 
government of El Salvador, and the security forces in El Salvador -- 
is that from their point of view and our point of view, it is 
absolutely essential that they must fight the guerrillas who are 
after all trying to kill Salvadoransin ways that don't kill innocent 
Civilians and other persons and that they may not. And if they have 
other scores to settle, I mean they must not do it. And we also 
insist that there must be judicial processes which put an end to 
private violence on the government side. 


The question is really private violence. And we 
tell them all the time that this is terrible -- a mistake for them, 
and simply intolerable to us. 


Q Let me follow that up. Do you think there is 
any possibility that that kind of message can get through 
sufficiently to encourage Rubin Zamora, for example, to actually 
come back in the country -- that we could cuarantee his safety so 
that he could come back and make these elections cricket? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I believe we can guarantee 
Rubin Zamora's safety. I just really don't doubt that. I do not 
doubt that we can guarantee Rubin Zamora's safety. If we can 
guarantee his safety furthermore as a campaiqner, and that we can 
guarantee and devise with the government of El Salvador, and get 
their cooperation by the way, ways to protect their supporters -- 
Kaunga or, you know, anybody else who is willing to enter an 
electoral process. 


Q But, Howard, if we could do that, that would 
be @ really new thing because we haven't been able to do that. 
How could we do it? They were all wiped out when they came in in 
1980. 


Q They were all what? 


Q The ones who came into the elections were all 
wiped out. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't know who you're 
thinking -- 


Q Oh, the whole, the whole Directorate of the 
region -- 
Q The FDR leaders who were killed in November -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Right. Right, right. But 
that means they weren't killed coming into elections. 


Q They were, actually. 
Q And if we can guarantee it, that's something new -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I think we can. I think 
we can. 


Q Would the government agree to it now? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I think they will, yes. 
I think they will. I think that will be negotiated out -- and I 
don't want to anticipate the outcome of negotiations, but I would 
like -- which will be undertaken by a negotiator -- but I personally 
do not doubt, one, that we can do it, and that we can negotiate such 
an agreement and that we can deliver on security. 
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I don't know whether we can do it with 55 Americans, but I don't 
doubt that we can do it if we decide to do it. And I think we've 
decided to do it. 


Q You mentioned the magic word which is Haig. 
There was a big story in The New York Post yesterday about what they 
called the secret guerrilla war in the White House -- Team A, Team B, 


who the hawks are, and who the doves are -- 
Q -- talk to Winnick -- 


Q Well, that's my question -- in early Haig there 
was an effort, apparently at the State Department, that this should 
be a front burner issue, El Salvador. Allegedly, the White House 
staff -- we were told Jim Baker was going to be here, this was a 
question for him. Then allegedly the White House staff said "No, 
that's not who we're going to go with, we're going to go with” -- 

Is one to assume that the President's speech to the Congress 
yesterday means that this issue is resolved for now, for the 

rest of this term of this President -- that this is going to be 
so-called front burner -- that he will make his case to the American 
people regularly and methodically, and he prepared to do political -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Ben, I think one can assume 
that this administration is at all authoritative levels persuaded 
that this is an issue of capital importance -- it's an issue of 
great imoortance -- of very great importance, but it will stay on 
the front burner in this administration until the problems have been 
resolved in Central America. 
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That's the reason of course, that -- The President thinks that it's 
got to be on the front burnersof the Congress and for the American 
people. And I guess everybody in this administration now is 
persuaded that objective'y that -- as Marxists might say -- that the 
objective situation has this issue high on the agenda of priorities -- 


Q Including all the people who were cited in 
the Post yesterday as saying they're still against it? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Yes, I -- 
Q You saw that story? 
AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I saw that story. 


MR. GERGEN: Can I comment on that as a member of 
so-called Team B? The Latham story in The New York Post yesterday 
which -- what I and several others regard as a rather scurrilous 
piece. The fact is that Baker and others around here enthusiastically 
endorse the idea of the President going to the Hill to give that 
speech. They are strong supporters of the policy. 


And there has been unity in this building and in 
this administration to the President taking this issue on. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Then, the reason -- But the point 
is that *he reason that there's a consensus is because 
nobody thinks there's any choice, which is exactly the 
President's message to the Congress and people, that there 
really isn't any choice. I mean, it's just objectively so 
important to the United States today that it's got to be faced. 


Q When do you think the country will come to the 
same conclusion? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't know. But I believe 
that the dialogue, trialogue, the discussion on this and all other 
issues of public policy is not just one that's determined by any 
president Or administration. It's one that's determined by the 
whole,as it were,political class, by the administration, by the 
Congress, by the media confronting issues. 


I think that's going to be as much decided by our 
communicators. 


Q But why do you think you have so much difficulty 
in arousing the country to the dangers to the south as the 
administration sees them? I judge you would grant that you do 
have difficulty. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, I don't think we have 
difficulty. No, I don't think the country is very aware of it, 
but I don't think the problem is we arousing the country. Why 
isn't there broader understanding of this issue in the country 
generally, I think, is the question. 


And I think the reason for that is that we are 
accustomed to taking for granted security in our hemisphere. Our 
whole national experience has led us to be sort of a -- certainly 
in the modern period -- to be safe and secure in our hemisphere. 


We are not accustomed even to giving any thought, 
to speak of, to those small countries of Central America. We have -- 
The really interesting thing, I think, about the post-World War 
II period is the lesser interest in Latin America generally in 
the United States -- interesting to think about the fact that the 
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Rio Pact was the first of the series of alliances negotiated and 
signed by Harry Truman in the postwar period when he decided 
and the Congress decided we had to have a series of alliances. 


Before NATO was ever negotiated came the 
Rio Pact and the Rio Treaty. And there used to be 
a good deal more attention paid to hemispheric affairs politics 
in the United States than has been the case in the last few decades. 


I think part of the problem is just that, a sort 
of slide from the forefront of American attention of hemispheric 
affairs. Generally, Central American countries, as people keep 
saying, “Those are little countries." 


We're not accustomed to thinking geo-politically. 
We're accustomed to thinking in terms of big countries, big 
armies, big bank balances and credits and problems and such. 

Q May I -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Wait a minute now. 

Q I'm -- 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Little female chauvinism -- 

Q Thank you. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Phil Houston hasn't had an 
opportunity. 


Q As you, I think, correctly pointed out, there's 
an emerging consensus about El Salvador, even here in Washington, 
even if no one else wants to admit it. . But where I think that 
we're going in exactly the opposite direction is on Nicaragua. 


And last night, the President really gave only 
a little bit of rhetoric to the question of Nicaragua. And I 
wondered if you could talk a little bit about how to develop 
consensus about Nicaragua or what the prospects are. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I think that, first of all, 
the first challenge, the first prerequisite -- the first requisite 
of good public policy in a democracy is, I think, a reasonably and 
well-informed citizenry and Congress. And I think the first 
pass before not us, the administration, but the American people, 
the Congress, is to become informed, as 
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it were, about the government of Nicaragua. Who is it, what is it, what 
are its policies? What does it intend? How does it treat its own people? 
How does it treat its neighbors? How does it respond in international 
negotiations? 


That's the first task, I think. And, again, I think that 
there's a big problem. Nobody, none of us is accustomed to thinking 
about Nicaragua as a very interesting place. I think it is also kind 
of cultural snobbery almost, by the way, that's involved in attitudes 
towards Central America. Who cares about Nicaragua, El Salvador -- 


Q We had the Marines in Nicaragua on a number of 
occasions and -- 


Q But isn't Nicaragua the issue now? We -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: “We"™ didn't. You know, our 
grandfathers did, but "we" surely didn't. 


Q I'm not talking about "we". I'm talking about the 
United States. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: We haven't thought about Nicaragua 
in a long while. It's like saying, "we" had slaves. "We" didn't. 


Q But isn't Nicaragua -- I mean underlying -- 
(Laughter) 


Q --underlying Dodd‘s remarks, is it really Nicaragua 
behind it? I mean Dodd is talking about one issve or responding, but 
really what the issue now is is Nicaragua, and the covert operations. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, let me ask a question: whose 
issue? 


Q Well, but isn't that the origin of more of the 
Opposition in Congress to the -- I mean the -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, it surely, presumably, 
wouldn't be the origin of opposition in Congress to military economic 
assistance for El Salvador. That would be very odd. 


Q Okay. 


Q Mrs. Kirkpatrick, I think one of the reasons or some 
people believe that one of the reasons why there might not be much 
support in the country is that the Reagan Administration doesn't appear 
to have made up its mind if it wants to fight or feed the Russians. 

And I wonder if you could explain the rationale behind the decision 
just a week before the President going on television to announce the 
offer of a long-term grain agreement to the Russians. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, I think I will just pass, 
and toss that question to my friend, Ben Wattenberg. 


(Laughter) 

Q What, in your assessment, are the chances of the 
Soviet missiles being reintroduced into that part of the world? I mean 
let's extirpate this clear down to the end. Supposing El Salvador 
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goes to pot; supposing we get in terrible political problems in trying 
to place the missiles in Europe. How much of a chance is there of 

the Soviets attempting some major effort? Maybe not missiles, but 
maybe something related in Nicaragua, in that part of the world? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: You know, Soviet military power 
in this hemisphere is the most ignored, important politico-military 
question that I know about. The -- I find it extraordinary that our 
media pay as little -- and our Congress -- pay as little attention to 
Soviet capacities for -- and not only capacity, but actuality for over- 
flight and electronic surveillance of the United States as we do. You 
know, planes periodically slip through our radar and end up taking pictures 
in Vermont or someplace and people sort of shrug. 


There was a lot of attention paid at a certain point in the 
Ford-Kissinger foreign policy period about the development of an agree- 
ment not to develop nuclear servicing, submarine servicing capacities 
in Cienfuegos, and that was hailed as a great victory when the agreement 
was won. And then those capacities to service nuclear submarines were 
developed at Cienfuegos, and nobody really much noticed them. We know, 
you know, the Soviet nuclear missile-bearing submarines that roam around 


off ovr shores. 


And Soviet aerial recognizance over-fly us. And all the 
important portions of the Southeastern Caribbean and the northern 
rim of Latin America -- Venezuela, for example. You're going to get 
the -- People that study these are always drawing circles 
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about overflight capacities and the circles are very interesting. 
They change a lot when you move them from Cuba to Grenada, for 
example. 


The Soviets -- what do we know? We know that Brezhnev, 
himself, mentioned the possibility, if you will, or the potential, 
necessity of stationing nuclear missiles in this hemisphere. 

We know thar Vladimir Zagladeen, who is described as the Deputy 
Minister of the -- Foreign Minister -- I don't really know much 
about Vladimir Zagladaeen, let me say, is -- a week ago reiterated 
the what, assertion tnat in case of the stationing of Pershings 
in Europe, the Soviet Union would need to find places to station 
nuclear missiles in the Western Hemisphere -- as he put it, an 
equal time and distance from American cities and he then said 
something of five to seven minutes. 


We know that plans have been undertaken for the 
construction of a deep water port in Grenada at 
which is on the Atlantic Coast, which is on one of that -- exacti-; 
that sea lane through which virtually all the oil tankers passes 
between Grenada and the Venezuelan Coast. It's a very narrow strip. 
We know that there's discussion between the Soviets and the 
Nicaraguans about the construction of a canal -- a canal, an 
alternative to the Panama Canal. We know that there is 
discussion, what the Nicaraguans have said, Ortega himself, one 
of the Ortegas said that they were involved now in the construction 
of a platform which will -- which Soviet ships can be repaired and 
serviced. 


So, we know about the airstrip is capable of handling 
high performance jets in Grenada that's being developed. We know 
a great deal about the development of air strips, again, capable 
of handling high performance jets; bombers as well as others in 
Nicaragua under way now. We know about the stationing of the 
MIG-23s in Cuba which we know that with just a couple of hours 
of alteration of some of the mechanisms, they can be transformed 
into MIG 27s which are capable of launching offensive nuclear 
weapons. I mean, we know all of those things. 


I see little reason to suppose that they would not, 
in fact, act 01 Zagladeen's and Brezhnev's warning to undertake 
the stationing of filuclear missiles in this hemisphere. Everything 
we know about their behavior suggests that this is, in fact, what 
they are doing, that they are moving as rapidly as possible to 
the development of major facilities for the projection of Soviet 
military power, not just in the hemisphere but right around the 
American rim in the hemisphere. One of the, by the way, striking 
things about this is the speed with which they build and, for 
example, Nicaragua, between the time they undertake the development 
of new air strips, for example, on that Nicaraguan-Atlantic Coast 
where the mosquitoes used to be and the speed with which they 
developed this. 


Q "Missiles" becomes the code word, i 
mean, the bombers and that we've lived with now for a couple 
of decades. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, I don't think we've 
lived with those bombers for a couple of decades. 


Q The surveillance on the East Coast and the 
submarine base and we've debated -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: But not the MIG-23s. 
Q Yes, perhaps not. But I don't know, but I 


would suspect though that missiles, that changes the dialogue 
in such a dramatic way. You feel really there is that chance? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't feel anything about 
this. I only know what they have 
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said. They are the ones who have introduced this possibility into 
the discussion. Brezhnev introduced the -+- you know, this 
idea into the discussion. I don't have any independent opinion about 


it. 


Q Did he -- 
AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: -- being reiterated -- 
Q --in your discussion of it must take -- must 


encompass that. I mean your diplomacy, your work must encompass 
the possibility. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: My work, no. I mean I just 
know what I read. 


C Your work is dealing with the allies in part. 
Why is -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I mean that quite 
seriously. I mean I don't have any special responsibility or 
competence in relationship to weapons or missile installations 
anyplace in the world. I do try to follow their press and strategic 
writing with regard to this hemisphere. It's harder to do from 
the UN than it used to be from Georgetown, if I may say so. 


Q Why have -- or are you trying to deal with 
the allies on this and to get them on board? For example, West 
Germany and France, by my recollection, is contributing about 
$50 million each to the Sandinistas. And how about Spain? Can't 
we get Spain on board and be a little -- what we did for them 
in getting them into NATO and the Common Market and staying out 
of the Gibraltar issue, and also in staying out of the enclaves 
in Morocco issue. 


Could some leverage be exerted on the allies to get 
behind us in Mexico, too? Why can't we squeeze Mexico? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Ask somebody else. 
(Laughter) 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: With the European allies, 
I would say we do quite a lot of talking to them in capitals and 
in Washington, you know, about these problems. And I think that 
the German government, the Federal Republic has said that there 
would be -- they are no longer extending assistance to the govern- 
ment of Nicaragua. Almost all, by the way, of the assistance to 
Nicaragua, economic assitance to Nicaragua has come from the 
west. 


Our best estimates are there has been some -- about 
$2 billion in economic aid that the government of Nicaragua has 
received since July, 1979, when they came into power. They have 
about $1.7 -- let's say $1.4, it's either $1.4 or $1.6 has come 
from western sources, and the remainderfrom Eastern bloc sources. 
I think actually -- Actually, I think it's $1.6 has come from 
western sources, and $.4 from Eastern bloc sources. The French 
government is a very special -- you know, they have some special 
perceptions about Central America, which I think one has to go 
back to Chateaubriand to fully understand, in fact, in "The Noble 
Savage" and the dream of revolution and the state of nature. 
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You know Rousseau. In Rousseau's discourse on 
inequality, when he wanted to picture the ideal state of nature, 
he put it in the Caribbean, he would say that. And I'm not just 
kidding when I say I think this is an important kind of foundation 
for some of the dimensions of French perception of that policy 
today. We keep talking to them a lot about it. And I think that 
they have come to understand at least better some of the dimensions 
of strategic importance to us. 


Q Just to follow that through. The French 
takes -- Mitterand takes an admirable position vis a vis the Soviets, 
and he lobbied hard for the installation, indeed, of the cruises 
and Pershings, and he had his own strong military defense against 
the Soviets. So he is aware of the Soviet threat. Can't you just 
close the circle with him and say that we're very aware of that 
threat right here in the hemisphere and move them around? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: We just do a lot of dis- 
cussing with the French government about this question; that's 
really all I can say. 


Q Steve Solars says that when he and Jim Leach 
were down in Nicaragua that what -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Excuse me, could I get a 
cup of tea? Is there anybody around? 


Q In fact, one of the Ortegas said that they 
were perfectly willing to have negotiations, direct negotiations 
with the United States, and he says that Ambassador Quainton (ph) 
said that this was a very significant departure. 


And he came up here and he said that he reported to 
the State Department, Solars says, 


MORE 

















oe Be 


and nothing happened. 


Now, the Democrats claim over and over again that when 
Enders went down in August of ‘81 that there was a kind of a take- 
it-or-leave it attitude. And the whole impression that gets created 
is that we have really not done all we could to negotiate out this 
problem, that we have opted for the covert route instead of trying 
as hard as we can to get this situation settled diplomatically. 
What do you say to that? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I just say it's, you know, it's 
just not so. That's all. 


We have tried repeatedly by all kinds of means to persuade 
the government of Nicaragua to, at a minimum, at a minimum, live at 
peace with it's neighbors. To -- Mort, the best, maybe, example is 
the San Jose Communique, are the San Jose principles, which we reiterate 
all the time, which look toward the end to the importation of arms 
and an end to the export of arms across borders with mutual, you know, 
mutual respect for each other's national independence and territorial 
sovereignty and verified respect for the borders of all countries by 
all countries. 


The Nicaraguans have been very interested in having 
a border agreement which would protect them against any crossing of 
anybody into Nicaragua while leaving them perfectly free to violate, 
ignore the borders of Honduras and Salvador and Costa Rica during 
this same period. 


Nicaragua has denied Costa Rica the use of the San Juan 
River, for example. By the way, that's where they're talking, making 
motions about a canal. Costa Rica has treaty rights to the navigation 
of the San Juan River and they have had free use of it for a century 
and they've been denied it. There have been a lot of violations of 
the Costa Rican border by Nicaragua, a lot of violations of the Hon- 
duran border by the Nicaraguans -- continual just penetration, perforation 
of the Honduran border by Nicaraguans infiltrating arms and guerrillas 
into Salvador. 


And what they have wanted to talk about was never the 
-- never included their respect for the borders of other countries. 
It always consisted of other countries' respect for the sanctity of 
their borders only. That's a very special kind of a topic. 


If you just look at -- They have been offered again and 
again an end to the -- all importations of arms into the area with 
international verification of that, an end to the importation and use 
of all foreign advisors in the area with international verification 
of that, respect, mutual respect for the borders of all countries 
with international verification of that. 


They've also been -- There are -- all kinds of pro- 
posals have been made for internal reconcilation in all countries 
and, of course, for democratic elections and democratic freedoms in 
all countries. Again, with international verifications and guarantees. 
And they simply turned them down. 


Q Well, let me just -- Solars' point was that maybe 
all of this is propaganda, you know, that these offers get made for 
the purpose of not being accepted, but, nonetheless, the impression 
gets created that we have not done our level best to try to settle 
the situation. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I know. That's, you know, 
that -- I'm afraid that the impression gets created above all by 
them, though. I was saying to Joel coming down, I have the feeling 
that if we were living today at World War II and we heard, you know 
a 
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Roosevelt or, let's say, Churchill, "We will fight them in the 

streets and on the beaches,” the announcer would say -- CBS 

would say, “And now, for another view of this question” -- (laughter) -- 
“we will bring you from Berlin -- " This is -- "* 


Q But isn't the question in Nicaragua really one 
of whether or not the Sandinistas are willing to talk to their own -- 
I mean, I agree with you that there's nothing new in Ortega saying 
that he's willing to talk to the United States. But why can't the 
United States put a condition on that that they talk to their 
own opposition, which is really what the internal dispute is about, 
isn't it? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: All I can do there is assure 
you that we have said privately and publicly in many arenas, on 
many occasions, that we wholly support -- and the President said 
it last night -- the negotiated settlements that provide for all 
the good things that I just described, you know, the respect for 
each other's borders and the -- 


Q No, but I'm talking about -- 
AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: -- and internal reconciliation -- 
Q Okay. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Internal reconciliation -- I mean, 
we -- you know, that's a -- as you know, that's one of the basic 
principles. The San Jose communique is internal reconciliation. 


Q Mrs. Kirkpatrick -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: -- a respect for opposition, 
the negotiated settlements. 


The Nicaraguan government is really very interesting 
to observe. When -- the last time that they came to the U.N. -- 
well, not the last time that they -- a year ago -- they've been 
there twice since -- but in March a year ago -- I gucss it was the first 
time they came to the U.N. -- coincided with the trip of Enders and 
a very serious American approach t% them. Conversations -- this was 
the period, the Haig-Enders-Kasten -- et cetera, conversations in 
Mexico, and the proposals and negotiationa with Nicaragua. And they, 
interestingly conough, chose that moment to come to the United Nations 
to level all sorts of extraordinary and untrue charges against 
us. And they, as they say, heightened the rhetoric and inflamed 
the disagreements at exactly that moment. Just that pattern has 
occurred three times with them. 


¢ 


Q Do you think the -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I wouldn't want to say about the 
Nicarag.*, government what D'Escoto said last night about the President, 
name ly t they simply lied. Because I don't think that's quite 
the appropriate language which heads of governments and members of 
administrations talk about each other. But the truth is they do 
lie -- (laughter) -- and they lie fairly rogularly about what they 
have done and what they are doing. And D'Fscoto licd in that inter- 
view when he talked about the absence of the 2,000 military advisers 
that probably is -- as a matter of fact, he's probably right. That's 
not quite an accurate estimate; that's an underestimation of the 
number of Cuban military advisers in Nicaragua today. 


Q Mrs. Kirkpatrick, I'd like to ask you a couple of 
questions. When you passed, as you did, on the timing of the Soviet 
grain offer, is it because you don't know the rationale, or because 
you do and disagreed with it? You don't duck many questions. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Sometimes -- Ben Wattenburg 
(phonetic) can handle the questions better. (Laughter.) 


Q It's a fair question, 


Q And you don't duck many questions. Why are you 


ducking this one? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I haven't -- because I wasn't 
involved in that discussion at all, but -- and I'm not actually just 
ducking that question. But I have had the experience of being 
President of the Security Counsel for the last month, I've been in 
New York virtually the whole time. 


I don't regularly attend any of the Economic Cabinet 
Counsel meetings anyway, because I don't have the time to be away 
from New York. And I missed all the discussions, in fact. So I 
covld not tell you what the thinking was of the Cabinet Councils 
and the members of the administration who made that decision when 
they made it, truly. 


Q In early March Mr. Enders was on the McNeill-Lehrer 
Report, and he said that the US goal in El Salvador was not to win 
the war, it was not to destroy the guerrillas, it was to give them 
just just enough aid to hold the line. What's wrong with trying to 
defeat the guerrillas, if as you said carlier, they are the source 
of all the havoc that's being caused in that country? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Mr. Lofton, I have said -- 
I noticed reading the speeches of the guerrillas, they always end 
their speeches saying, “Revolution or death, we will win.” 

Q They don't say “Hold the line"? 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Pardon me? 

Q They don't say, “Hold the line"? 

(Laughter) 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: They don't say, “Hold the line”. 
They don't say, “Hang on until we get --", you know, “We'll provide 
the shield until the next scason's crops come in." They -- 

Q What is wrong with victory as a policy? 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, I think, actually, that 
there is a distortion of Tom Enders' statement. I think what he says 
is that we will hold the line until democratic institutions have a 


chance to work their magic and caverybody is brought into the democratic 
process. That's really what he 1s saying. 


Q Which is victory. 

AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: If I may say so. I mean vic- 
tory is an El Salvador free of war and making it, you know, decisions 
democratically and respecting constitutional processes; that is 
victory. 

Q Do you think the Prosident -- 


MS. SMALL: We do have to wind up here, wo will just 
have maybe one last question. 


Do you think the President cleared the legal 


Q 
hurdles last night in the matter of aid to the Contras? He said 
that we are not trying to overthrow any government, but you have 


MORE 


FOLIA -¥ af 





- 25 - 


Boland Amendment, and we know that the Contras are, indeed, fighting 
with the purpose of overthrowing the Sandinista government, and 
we are aiding the Contras. 


So does he clear the hurdle? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I don't know. I mean I 
think he just meant what he said. You know, he meant very clearly 
that this Administration is not, as some people have suggested, 
breaking the law in any sense. 


Q Are those really just words? Because the 
Contras are -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: No, those are not words. 


Q Well, the Contras are of set purpose to try to 
overthrow the government, and we are aiding the Contras. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Well, actually -- I don't 
even -- words are what we communicate with, and then they are the 
only -- I think that the -- I don't know the Contras that well, 
frankly. The Contras that I know have, as a goal, the establishment 
of democratic institutions in Nicaragua. 


And what they would like to do is, in fact, have 
a negotiated political settlement in which there was internal 
reconciliation and then there were elections in which the 
Nicaraguan people could choose their government. I think that 
is the goal of the Contras. 





The goal of the United States in Nicaragua, the 
minimum goal of the United States in Nicaragua at this point is, 
I think, to persuade the government of Nicaragua to stop actively 
trying to destroy their neighbors. And the maximum goal of the 
United States in Nicaragua is, I suppose, to encourage the 
Nicaraguan government to keep the promises it made the OAS in 
relationship to the establishment of democracy. 


I don't think any of that involves any contradiction 
of any law. 


Q If you accept that as the goal of the Contras, 
that's trve, I guess you can. You can ascribe that as -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I do, I do, I mean it 
guite seriously, when I say that is my understanding of their 
goals, truly. 


MS. SMALL: Okay, we're going to have to wind up. 
I want to thank you, Ambassador Kirkpatrick, for coming down here 
and being with us. Thank you all for coming. We will try to 
have a transcript, as I say, by noon tomorrow. 


END 
1:55 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: This is a background briefing on the meeting 
between the Prime Minister of Canada and the President. Please 
attribute the remarks to senior administration officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague, of 
course, will be taking the questions on the Summit which was, of 
course, a major subject of discussion between the President and 
the Prime Minister. I would be pleased to answer questions on 
the other subjects discussed which, as the Prime Minister and the 
President indicated, included matters involving the East-West 
arms control negotiations. Perhaps since they, themselves, in 
their closing statements gave a pretty full report on the subjects 
discussed, why don't we just start now with your questions on 
subjects other than Williamsburg please? 


Q Did they discuss cruise missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically. 
The Prime Minister, as he stated, when he left the Oval Office 
or left the meeting with the President expressed support for 
the President's position on the negotiations under way in Geneva 
and indicated that he saw the President's position, the President's 
proposals as being fully consistent with and supportive of the 
NATO two-track decision which, as he stated a few moments ago, 
he fully supported. But there was no specific discussion of 
cruise-missile testing. 


Q How about acid rain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject did 
not come up between the President and the Prime Minister while 
I was present. Did it come up -- did not come up while I 
was present. 


Q Both countries are now in sync on the 
issue then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the point 
to keep in mind here is that Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister 
MacEachen met on the 10th and llth of April and had a very 
extensive discussion of the acid rain issue which, as I recall, 
accounted for probably 50 percent of the time of the actual -- 
of the formal meeting. And they have worked out an approach over 
the coming months to the U.S.-Canadian discussions on the acid 
rain issue which involve, among other things, a meeting between 
Administrator-Designate Ruckelshaus and Environment Minister Roberts 
of Canada as soon as Mr. Ruckelshaus is confirmed and read into 
the subject. 


Q What bilateral issues? 


Q Did they have any discussion on Central America 
especially in the context of Mr. Reagan's address last night? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there was 
discussion of the situation in Central America and the Prime Minister 
indicated without going into great detail that he was generally 
supportive of the position which the President took last night in 
his speech. 


Q Did he express any concern regarding the Caribbean 
Initiative where they now receive money for military aid? And I think 
the Prime Minister did not agree with that in the past. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion did 
not get into the question of the various types of aid which might 
be provided. So, I can't respond to that point. 


Q What bilateral issues did they discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't really 
a discussion of bilateral issues so much as it was a recognition 
that the bilateral relationship is developing satisfactorily and 
under good control by the Secretary of State and the Minister of 
Foreign Affairs. 


Q Did they discuss their mutual interest in 
Robert Service and his poetry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid not. 
I don't -- no. 


Q That's all they had to talk about the last 
time in Ottawa. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They had a very 
full review of a number of issues but that was not one of the 
subjects discussed. 


Yes? 


Q Even though the subject of cruise missile testing 
didn't come up, is there any problem with when America does -- 
when the United States does submit its request to test cruise 
missiles in Alberta? Is there any problem with that request going 
forward and Canada saying, "Yes, you can"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That obviously is 
a question which should better be directed to the Prime Minister 
or to a representative of the government of Canada but it certainly 
is our understanding that the request, when it is submitted, will 
be reviewed in a positive and forthcoming way. The Prime Minister 
did indicate, as you heard a few moments ago, that he fully supports 
the position which the President has taken in the negotiations with 
the Soviet Union. So, we are generally positive, optimistic that 
when our request is submitted, it will be dealt with favorably. 
But, again, as I say this is a request, rather a decision which 
the government of Canada will have to make. Okay -- 


Q -- question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sorry. 
One more there? 


Q What did they disagree on? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm hard-pressed 
to say. I don't want to give the impression that there were 
no points of difference or nuances in the way that the two leaders 
approach the issues but there were no points of difference which 
come to mind. I think it was a very amicable and friendly meeting -- 
the eighth of the two leaders since President Reagan took office. 


Q Did the Prime Minister have any suggestions on an 
approach to Nicaragua and El Salvador? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specific in 
suggestions. He, as I say, indicated during the discussion 
of the President's speech and the general situation in Central 
America that he 


MORE 














appreciated the reasons behind the policy which the President was 
following and generally supported it. 


Q Did he not express any reservations about the 


Latin American policy. He generally is supportive, but did he not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were no 


specific reservations expressed. The Prime Minister noted that his 
Own general approach to other countries was that if they wished to 
adopt a certain form of government that that was their business. 

But when they chose to export that form of government by violent 
means, that was indeed quite a different business. And the President 
fully agreed with that. And that discussion took place within the 
context of their general review of the situation in Central America. 


Yes. 


Q Does the President discuss at all his intention 


to nominate a special envoy and what role that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That subject 


did not come up either in general terms or in terms of a personality. 


Q -- East-West trade, Export Administration Act? -- 
MR. ALLIN: Why don't we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I think we'd 


better break and let my colleage talk about it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussions on 


the Summit showed both the President and Prime Minister to be in 
general agreement -- or specific agreement also -- both in the general 
style that's planned for the way the Summit will run and also for the 
subject matters that should be discussed and even in general on what 
their attitudes on the subjects that would come up. 


he 
no 
of 
to 


The Prime Minister emphasized very strongly the importance 
attaches to an informal, nonstructured, noncommunique -- that is, 
advanced negotiated communique -- kind of Summit in which the heads 
government come tocether and talk, as he put it, rather than try 
see that what they say conforms to what their subordinates have 


previously said they would say. 


And as you know from previous reports, the President 


feels very strongly on that, and that is the way the Summit is being 
planned. 


With regard to subject matter, the Prime Minister said 


that at every Summit people start out saying, "This will be the most 
difficult Summit ever -- be harder than the previous ones," he 
suggested that in point of fact this one won't be. This one will be 
a much easier Summit than some, because in large part of what he 
described as the remarkable turnaround in the U.S. economy. 


However, we pointed out then later that, of course the 


turnaround in the Canadian economy is comparable, so the two together 


do 
of 


give a very good basis, or as the Prime Minister put it, instead 
having to focus quite so exclusively on contemporary, on present 


problems, they will be able to focus on the future to consider how 
deep and how lasting the recovery will be. 
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And then they had a good deal of discussion, including 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the subject of the interest rates, 
why they are as high as they are and whether they can be expected 
to come down, and since the Secretary said they can, they then went 
into the reasons why could they, why are they high, and why could 
they expect to come down. And presumably that will be discussed 
more fully at the Summit. 


And they had a good deal of discussion of the problem 
of -- the debts of the LDC's and how they can pay that off, what 
a lowering -- how much a lowering of interest rates would contribute, 
how much an expansion of trade opportunities for them in the 
developed countries could contribute, possibilities of handling 
that problem satisfactorily. 


There was a good deal of discussion between them also 
of the importance at the Summit of taking steps to fight the rise 
of protectionism and even to roll back some of what has happened. 

I quess that covers everything on which I made note. 


MR ALLIN: There was a question over here before 
on the East-West Trade -- the Export Administration -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. What was 
the question about East-West trade? 


Q Did the subject come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATivis OFFICIAL: No, it did not come 
up in these meetings. 


Q -- the Export Administration Act, did it come up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That did not 
come up either in these meetings. 


Q I just wanted to clarify -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't mean it 
won't come up at the Summit, but it did not come in any meetings 
between the President and the Prime Minister. 


Yes. 


Q I wanted to ask -- who did you say made the 
observation that it would be -- that this could be an easier Summit -- 
was it the President or the Prime Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
started by sayino that people always say every Summit is going to be 
the hardest one, the most difficult one ever. He thought this one 
might not be as difficult as some of the earlier ones because of 
the remarkable recovery in the American economy. And we added, well 
in the Canadian economy too. Right back of you is another question. 


Q Could you be more specific about their mentioning 
rolling back what has happened in the protectionist area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I really 
can't because they weren't. They simply referred to that as one 
of the tonics. See they are not trying to carry on the Williamsburg 
—— here so much as talking about what should be talked about 
there. 


Q Did the Prime Minister suggest in any way that 
there could be no communique at Williamsburg? Is that what you mean? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He stuck to what 
we said all along. 


That there will be no vore-negotiated communique 


but there will of course be communication and there will be some 


kind of a statement at the end, which those of us working on 
preparing the Summit 














are assuming will actually be in writing. 
Yes? 


Q You talked about the benefits of not having 
a pre-negotiated communique. What do you think some of the 
risks are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of the 
reasons for not having it? 


Q Some of the risks going into -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the risks. 
I suppose the risks are that the discussion will be so diffused 
and dispersed that it'll be extremely hard to write a good account 
of what they talked about. 


What we're aiming at in this summit is to have 
an unstructured discussion where the inter-relations among 
subjects are emphasized. And that, obviously, will make it 
hard to write up. 


Also, it's not expected that this summit will lead 
to definite agreement. So, we will now do this, that or the 
other. It might lead to things as the last summit did, to undertake 
studies or to put people to work on problems, but not to negotiate 
an international understanding. And, so, I think the difficulty 
is that it'll be hard to -- it may be hard to put real -- The 
more successful the summit is in its goals, the harder it'll 
be to pin down something that doesn't lead everybody to say, "Well, 
he didn't do anything." 


Yes? 


Q You said that East-West trade problems were not 
discussed in the meeting. Does that mean that the U.S. has agreed 
not to give any enforcement to the subject during the Summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they just 
didn't discuss it. 


Yes? 


Q You mentioned the remarkable economy -- recovery 
in the U.S. economy and also in Canada. The two countries have 
had very different approaches. Did Trudeau or the President 
suggest which methods seem to be producing best or were they just 
simply the Canadian responding to the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't any 
discussion of what had accounted for on either side. The Prime 
Minister did give the President a great deal of credit for the 
recovery that's come about here and congratulated him on his 
perseverance and steadiness. 


Yes? 


Q The French government is showing some reluctance 
recently about participating in the various meetings, one set 
in Paris with finance ministers and one here this week, which, 
I think, they've been or out of and are back into, allegedly 
because of concern about U.S. trade policy. Is there any concern 
that this might poison the atmosphere of the Summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't 
any discussion of the French or that question. 


Q No in general towards the Summit. Do you -- 
any concerns? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm reporting today 
on what happened between the Prime Minister and the President. 


Q -- on the Summit -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only as they relate 
to what happened in the meeting between the Prime Minister and 
the President. 


Q Is there any discussion at all about what 
political topics may come up at the Summit -- any hot spots? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we didn't 
have any discussion of that. And, of course, that will be 
prepared by different people than are preparing the economic 
Summit. It is an economic summit, and the people preparing it 
are concentrating on those issues. But there will be a meeting 
of political officers to consider what they might talk about 
privately at lunch or dinner or something, which I'm told is 
when they talk about political questions. 


Q Did they discuss at all interest rates in 
the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: They only 
discussed the question of why are interest rates as high as they 
are in the U.S. and what are the reasons why they can be expected 
to come down. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:00 P.M. EDT 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON THE PLANE 
FROM JERUSALEM TO BEIRUT 
April 30, 1983 


QUESTION: Just in the most general of ways, where do we stand? 
What are you hoping to do today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, on where do we stand: Of course, we had 

a further discussion with the Israelis yesterday and we once again 
went through the full range of issues so that both parties agree 

on what the issues are. They weigh them somewhat differently. 

And the discussion was a lot more operational -- a lot more nuts 
and bolts yesterday, both in the meeting, really the meeting the 
Prime Minister was in and then the subsequent one where it was just 
a continuous meeting for all interests and purposes. He had some 
other things he had to do. That was the only reason he dropped 
out. 


In the meeting today, we all undoubtedly want to talk about the 
issues aS issues with President Gemayel and his team, but 

we'll also be wanting to pushing into operational details. I 

think we're well beyond now the point where general principles are 
useful to talk about, and we need to be much more into exactly how 
something would work if you're going to do this or that or the other 
thing. So, the discussions will be much more concrete. And, of 
course, depending upon the Lebanese view of matters, we'll want 

to be as detailed as we possibly can be about what their position 
is in an operational sense. So that's what we'll be doing today. 
And I believe the meetings will be at the Presidential Palace, 

and we'll just be sticking at them. I think John probably will 

be trying to give you a briefing on what's happening, but we'll 
just be going at it continuously as I see it. 


QUESTION: One of the major sticking points on the security is- 
sue has been a role for Major Haddad. A couple of weeks ago, the 
Lebanese offered the concept for, as I understand it, a compromise 
where he would get not the Commandership of the territorial 
brigade but Deputy Commandership or something like that for a 
finite period, thereafter to get some sort of appropriate job 
outside of the region. Does that seem to be what's shaping up as 
the kind of compromise that is envisioned? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you've described what the Lebanese 
proposed. The Israelis don't seem to have changed their view 
about a command responsibility -- that is the two jobs that 
they've talked about, Commander of the Brigade or Commander 
of the Zone. But we will continue to push on that subject. 
That's clearly a matter of great importance to both parties. I 
don't want to make any comment about where I think that will go. 
You have described what was put on the table, and the Israelis 
have set out what they believe and we're working on it. 


QUESTION: At what point in the process do you envision talking 
to the Syrians about what it is you've done? When you get close 
to a deal between Lebanon and Israel or after it's concluded or 
how do you keep the Syrians from saying, well, you did to me what 
they did at Camp David to Jordan? You present me with something 
I have nothing to say about, I don't want to participate. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, I have talked on various occasions 
to the Syrian Foreign Minister and there have been conversations 
between the Lebanese officials and the Syrians at various times. 
We will have to make a judgment about when is the appropriate time 
to go to Syria for a concrete kind of approach to an agreement. 

We have had our Ambassador Paganelli go to the Foreign Ministry to 
see if we're welcome to come there and we have received the answer 
back that we are. And there are possible dates, but what the 
right date will be, I don't know. Assuming that we do make 
genuine progress, and that's an assumption because the issues are 
far from resolved to see how you might resolve them, but assuming 
that we do make some genuine progress in the next few days, cer- 
tainly we'll want to go to Damascus. 


QUESTION (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That depends, but we have been in touch with 
them and they have invited me to come so -- 


QUESTION: Just a couple of days ago, the Israelis said they 
would never give back the Golan Heights. Does that create any 
problems? Does that give Syria an incentive to shoot this whole 
thing down because they won't get anything out of it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that the Israeli position on the 
Golan Heights has been clear for some time, and so has the Syrian, 
and for that matter the U.S. position hasn't changed in a long while. 
So all of that is there; there's nothing new about it. 


QUESTION: Yesterday, we were told by a senior Israeli 

official that the U.S. role in the negotiations had been less than 
positive, because he contended we had given the misimpression to 

the Lebanese that their security can be protected without working 
out the kind of security agreement that Israel demands. Has this 
been raised with you in terms of a complaint about the American role? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've heard complaints about the American role, 
but on the whole, I think, the atmosphere in Israel as in Lebanon 
has been focused on the present and the future and trying to work 
out the appropriate arrangements for it. I don't want to argue 
the past; I don't accept the criticism that you referred to as 
being valid. 


QUESTION: Do you see in a general sense this negotiation coming 
down to a final tradeoff of the Israelis moving off Haddad, perhaps 
as Deputy Commander or some other leadership role, in return for 

a more forthcoming attitude by the Lebanese on trade or on some 
aspect of their mutual relationship? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am probably annoying all of you by not being 
willing to get into those issues and where the tradeoffs are as I 
see them because I think that's for us to be thinking about and 
using and not be broadcasting around. 


QUESTION: Do you get the sense that the Isreelis are willing to 
discuss the Haddad question, that that is a negotiable issue as 
far as they are concerned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've been discussing it and their position 
hasn't changed that I can see beyond the two propositions that 
they've put forward and put them forward publicly as well as in 
the negotiating situation. Whether in the end there'll be any- 
thing else that we can do remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: You're scheduled to meet with Prime Minister Begin 
tomorrow. Can you tell us what your plans are for Monday and 
beyond? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wish I knew exactly, but my plans are to keep 
working at it. I'm planning to have, at his invitation, just a 
family dinner with Moshe Arens and his wife this evening. And I 
have scheduled a brief meeting with Foreign Minister Shamir 
scheduled for early tomorrow morning, prior to the Cabinet meeting, 
not a negotiating session or anything, but just to give him a 
quick update. And then I have a meeting scheduled with the Prime 
Minister in the afternoon. That's another private meeting similar 
to the one that I had the other day. But it would range across 
all issues. That's what the schedule now shows. But as I've 

said from the beginning, a schedule is something that has to give 
way always to whatever we think is worth doing to try to bring 

the negotiations to a successful conclusion. 


QUESTION: So beyond Sunday, you have your schedule as it is? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really don't know. My talks are not fixed. 
Certainly we will try to get as far as we can with the Lebanese 
in operational terms in our meetings that are coming up. So 
then we'll want to come back to the Israelis in similar detail, 
as soon as it's possible to do so. As you know they have a 
Cabinet meeting scheduled for tomorrow morning -- a regular 
Cabinet meeting -- so that's a block of time that's in there. 


























We also have the question that you raised of: When do we go 

to Damascus? And, of course, that as I said depends on where 
we think we are in the negotiations and what the time availa- 
bilities that they have are. So I -- these things are juggling 
around and I don't know exactly when I'm going to do what. 


QUESTION: The regular negotiating session is scheduled to resume 

on Monday with Ambassador Draper. Now is it conceivable to try 

to clarify your role versus the role of Ambassadors Draper and Habib, 
that you could go on and, for example, talk to the Syrians or the 
Saudis or others and leave the dotting of the i's and the crossing 
of the t's to the regular negotiating teams. Does there come a 
point where we no longer need the participation of the Secretary 

of State in these operational details? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It will make me feel very good if you have the 
Opinion that we can get to the point where all that's necessary 
is to dot a few i's and cross a few t's. I don't feel that we're 
there yet. But certainly the direct talks between the Israelis 
and the Lebanese that Ambassador Draper is helping with, that's 
the forum ultimately where whatever is done would be done, and 
that's appropriate. But what that schedule will be in the 

light of what we're doing on these trips has to relate itself the 
one to the other, because there are key people involved in 
negotiations who are also involved in any meeting that I might 
have to say with the Israelis, like with David Kimche, for 
instance. So, you can't be at two places at once. 


QUESTION: The Israelis were saying yesterday that they have 
injected several new ideas. They don't want to use the word 
"concessions" -- on a military issue, one that they would not 
any more insist that Haddad have the key role in his batallion or 
his brigade, whatever; the other that they are prepared to lower 
some level of their military presence. Are you bringing with you 
anything such as that that could be described as a concession? 

Is that where you are attacking the problem first? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a fascinating negotiation. I'm sure 

that maybe you'll write some reflective pieces on it that I'll be 
interested to read, but you have a meeting and certain things 
transpire in the meeting. Then you read abcut the meeting as 
various. people describe it. I suppose it's t old elephant 
story, but different people have different perc ions. You had 
one briefing that you described as by some wnivc:.tified briefer who 
put forward a much different line of thinking about what was going 
on and the briefing that you referred to and I'm sitting there in 
the meeting and I'm reading about all these things. Everybody is 
giving his views, publicly and privately, and we have to sort 

of find our way through this, while to a certain extent, keeping 
our own counsel about just where we think the issues are going. 
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I know that if you don't feel that I'm unresponsive, you probably 
ought to, at least on this kind of thing, and the reason is that 

I think that the less able I am and my team are to be effective in 
the negotiations, and at the same time, it's one of those 
negotiations where the public statement about what is going on is 
an integral part of the negotiation. I recognize that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you discuss the Soviet involvement 
in the negotiations in the sense that the Israelis keep -- you 
say in the public diplomacy aspect -- keep hammering away at the 
Soviet involvement in Syria and they are telling us that you 

also agree that this is a very serious matter and is a kind of an 
implication that now there is a new Israeli-American consensus 

on how to act in -- we haven't really heard much from you about 
this really. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, just descriptively, the level of Soviet 
involvement in Syria has incrased substantially above what it was, 
Say a year ago, in terms of the sophistication of the weaponry and 
the number of personnel involved. That's sort of a fact. And 

then there are all sorts of combinations or permutations to that 
fact and implications of that fact. As far as these negotiations 
are concerned, in the first instance, they involve Lebanon and 
Israel and arrangements between those two countries and at the 

same time, obviously, whatever discussions there are basically 
involving Lebanon and Syria about the Syrian withdrawal. And at 
least aS faras I am concerned, Syria is a sovereign country and 

they have expressed themselves on the subject as has the PLO to 

the Lebanese -- we've had that reported to us -- and there isn't 

any Soviet involvement in any direct way in these talks. That isn't 
to say that they don't have some materiel and some personnel in 
Syria. Obviously they do. But as far as these talks are concerned, 
they are involving Israel and Lebanon -- in the one instance, 

Syria and Lebanon in another, and Lebanon and the PLO and so 

forth. 


QUESTION: Have the Syrians in the last several weeks indicated 
they could not accept the way the Lebanese-Israeli negotiations 
seem to be going, at least the content of them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They've made statements about the conditions 
under which they would withdraw. They have also, I gather, com- 
plained to people that they're not as well-informed as they'd 
like to be. So we presume they are getting better informed. The 
basic condition laid down by everybody has been complete with- 
drawal of all foreign forces, so I think in terms of a fundamental 
given here is that in the Israeli-Lebanon agreement, there are 
provisions for a complete withdrawal. And that's the fundamental 
thing that Syria has put forward. And so they probably are re- 
jecting to some extent statements that you read about in any 
morning's paper that suggest something other than complete 
withdrawal. But as far as we're concerned, complete withdrawal 
is the underlying premise. 
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QUESTION: It sometimes seems when we are listening to the Israelis 
the last day or so that they have rediscovered the strategic con- 
sensus and are trying to sell it back to us. How much does it 
cost? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the strategic considerations in- 
volving the Soviet Union in this part of the world are always 
important matters. I tried to describe the Soviet situation as 
best I could in response to Bernie's question, and I don't, in 
terms of how much does it cost, I don't have any -- 


QUESTION: What I was thinking about is: Do you anticipate some 
new attempt to revive the Memorandum of Understanding or some 
new U.S.-Israeli document, call it what you will? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: One of the things that I'm doing, as we've 

talked about before, is talking to the Israelis, with Prime Minister 
Begin, in particular, about the U.S-Israeli relationship in a 

very general sort of way. First, as when I go to any other country, 
I talk about that subject, although in the case of Israel, the 
relaticnship has been so close and strong and-integral that it 

has a special meaning. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ2: I think there are lots of reasons that are 
connected in part with their situation in Lebanon, in part with, 
no doubt, the desirability in the Arab world of having the Israeli 
forces withdraw from Lebanon. They know perfectly well that if the 
Syrian forces don't withdraw, the Israeli forces won't withdraw, 
and I think they can perhaps reflect back on some of the things 
that happened a decade or so ago or more, and the Israelis are 
still occupying the West Bank; and so if they wind up as the 
responsible party for Israeli occupation of Lebanon, I don't 

think that's a good mark for them, in a direct way or in the 

Arab world generally. And I think you have to remember that's 
where their attachment is -- to the Arab world. 





QUESTION: Thanks very much. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in view of what we have now found out 
about the attack on the residence with Katyusha rockets, do you 
have any other feelings than you have communicated earlier? Do 
you think there was an attack on you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any way of knowing that. 
QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You could hear lots of rounds going off 
last night beginning in the early part of the evening, and so -- 


QUESTION: But-the Marine Lieutenant said he was sure that they 
were aimed at the Embassy residence. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I héard that. 


QUESTION: Is that going to cause you to reconsider your mission in 
any way or are you worried that it might become too dangerous? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


QUESTION: Do you have any sense that anyone is trying to inti- 
midate you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not intimidated, whatever they are trying 
to do. 


QUESTION: Going to the substance of it, can you give us any 
kind of assessment, any kind of feel for where we are now on 
the negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to seem to be dodging questions 
but in a way I am, in the sense that I, if I were sitting down 
with the President and describing the negotiations, I would go 
through all of the issues, say what I thought were basically set- 
tled and what was open and what the possible trade-offs are and 
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so on, and I just feel as though I can't do that, and therefore 
it's hard for me to really give you the kind of substantive state- 
ment that I know you would like, but what I can say are the 
general things which are accurate and important -- namely that, 
the work on the agreement has been very intensive and hard work, 
and people have really gone at it well-informed. I have been 
impressed that the effort is genuinely serious in the sense of 
people struggling with some concept or element of the agreement 
in the spirit of people who intend to carry it out if they agree 
to it. Ina sense, difficulty of something is a good sign because 
it shows that people take whatever they are arguing about very 
seriously. If you are ever in a negotiation, and people start- 
conceding things that are important very easily. You say, "Oh, 
oh, something is wrong here." Well, in that sense, I think that 
the spirit and effort is very good, and we have gone through the 
draft agreement as I said this morning -- I think some of you 
were there, maybe all of you -- from stem to stern, and talked 
about it conceptually, talked about word by word. 


And we've also explored some of the aspects of the agreement in 
terms of exactly how it is they understand this would really work 
in practice and detail, which is not part of the agreement, but 
an effort to get a sense of the meaning from the inside out. And 
so I would say that they have been very good sessions. 


QUESTION: Why is that not better done with the two sides them- 
selves sitting down at a table saying, "Do you understand that 
word, ‘withdrawal,’ to mean that?" And then communicating di- 
rectly rather than through you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course it has been going on directly 
between the two sides with Morrie Draper present and others from 
the U.S. side, and a tremendous amount of progress has been made 
as a result of that. So what we have is a good structure and 

a lot of agreements to start with and they will get back to that. 
But I suppose the answer to your question is that the issues that 
remain are issues on which the principles have to weigh in very 
heavily and the negotiations as they're structured have key people 
involved in them, but they don't have the Presidents and the Prime 
Ministers and so on level involved in them. So in the nature of 
things, we're able to engage with those people and perhaps that's 
whatever service I mey be able to render you, that's about it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, let me take you back to the rocket 
attack. I think that you can probably assume that the Israelis 
will mention this to you as an example of the fact that the 
Lebanese are really not even in control of security in their 
own capital. Does it give you any pause for thought that maybe 
there is a serious problem there than they can't handle in the 


south? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you have to remember that their 
capital is literally surrounded by foreign forces. It's a country 
that is occupied by foreign forces, not of just one country, not 
even of just two, but of lots of elements of combat, so I don't 
think that's any fair test of what they'll be able to do when all 
of the foreign forces leave. There wasn't any firing, for in- 
stance, over in West Beirut. 


QUESTION: I was just wondering, you've done a lot of labor 
negotiations, how is this different from a labor negotiation, or 
is it very similar? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's similar. I suppose you'd have to 
say the stakes are higher. You have life and death on the table, 
so that makes a difference. But the effort to understand the 
genuine points that people have and why they have those points, 
and how you can find mutually agreeable ways to resolve them, is 
a fairly common thing, whether you're in labor negotiations, or 

a business deal, or this kind of negotiations, or any other kind 
of a negotiation, that's the way things tend to work. But the 
fact that the stakes are so high does give a different feel to it. 


QUESTION: Are you going back today to Israel, and go through the 
document the way you did in Lebanon, word by word, phrase by phrase, 
and if so how could you possibly get through this whole thing in 
time to go to Paris? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Are you worried about Paris? Well, what the 
approach of our meeting will be, of course, will depend on what 
they want to do and what we want to do. I think that in the 
end you do have to take it and go through it. It's a very 
painstaking, lengthy, tough process, and nevertheless at some 
point that kind of thing has to be done. The schedule that's 
been suggested, I think we told you that I had an appointment 
with the Prime Minister at four. He has requested to have that 
meeting later because he, as I understand it, is attending a 
funeral, and so the proposal we had sent down from Israel was 
that we have the meeting with the negotiating group at four, 
and then when the Prime Minister is free, I would have a 
meeting with him. So that it's turned around a little bit, but 
I just pass that along for whatever it may lead to. 


QUESTION: It was suggested by the Lebanese that this is the 
critical phase now, this next phase where you're talking to the 
Israelis, and after you've gone through the same process with 
them, the United States -- you, personally -- will be able to 
come back with specific problems, ways of dealing with those 
problems, language. Would you address that issue? Is that cor- 
rect? Is that a good perception -- an accurate perception? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: All the way through, in the discussions that 
Phil has been having and Morrie has been having, bridging ideas 
have been offered. And the document that we are sort of working 
off of is full of bridging ideas that have been offered by us or 
have been offered by others, one of the parties. So there is 
nothing new about the process of trying to find ways to bridge 
across. And that will continue. 
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QUESTION: How critically important is this next phase? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are down to the really strong strokes; 
there's no doubt about it. And we now have, I think, a very good 
and carefully thought out idea of what the position of the 
Government of Lebanon is. We know what they are willing to do. 
And so we'll try to find out the same thing from the Israelis, by 
the same process. . 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on Syria, you said you were planning to 
go there on Monday but the schedule has slipped. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't know when I would go, but there were 
various possibilities. There is no possibility of my going Monday, 
obviously. 


QUESTION: Had there not been a possibility at one point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they came back and said, yes, we'll 
receive you and here are the times that are available and Monday 
was one of the times. We've had to say that we can't make it by 
that time. 


QUESTION: Have you sensed the same concern among the Lebanese 
over the Soviet build-up in Syria as you sensed that the Israelis 
have given you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Israelis gave us a very extensive briefing 
on what their observations are, what they think is there, and their 
own analysis of it and their evaluation of it. The Lebanese are 
certainly aware that the Soviets are in Syria, but they didn't 
offer and we didn't have that kind of extensive discussion. 


QUESTION: What happened last night with those two Katyusha 
rockets is undoubtedly going to be taken with some concern in the 
United States. If they presumably have not missed by less than 
a hundred yards ' would have hit some part of the building, 
and the explosi .ld have been fairly large, according to what 
the Marines told us. Given the concern that the story is un- 

doubtedly going to cause in the United States, have you thought 

about taking any extra kind of security precautions or doing 

anything differently than you are doing? It is a serious issue 

when two Katyusha rockets miss by you. The Marines certainly 

seemed very concerned about it. 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I wouldn't play it up excessively. 
There is a lot of attention paid to the security aspects of 
things; and I feel very comfortable about it. 


QUESTION: But you haven't thought about possibly shifting the 
site of the meeting or not staying overnight when you go back? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly not. It's been there -- the Presidential 
Palace has been there. They are well-known landmarks. There's 
been a major war on for all this time and it's still there. 
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QUESTION: Would you not expect the Israelis to take this attack, 
to repeat an earlier question, as evidence that they have to 
provide for their own security, because you have all the Multi- 
national Forces that exist in Lebanon -- you have Marines all over 
the place -- still an attack like that can happen? I think you 
can be sure that they'll say, you see, we need our own forces to 
protect our own borders. What do you say in response to that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think anybody knows who fired off those 
rounds, but the fact is, as I said earlier, Lebanon is a country 
occupied by foreign forces and until the foreign forces get out; 
it's not possible for the Government of Lebanon to really take 
control because the foreign forces are in control of the areas 
where they are. 








QUESTION: You would not expect this to delay or impede your 
negotiations as far as the Israelis to dig in their heels even 
further on the security demands? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Israelis are very concerned about the 
security issues. That's the big, main point in the whole negotiation 
so they don't need to have their concerns hyped up. They are very 
much aware of the security problems, and the negotiations are 
addressing them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you decided at what point you have 
to make a decision; it's about Paris, obviously, in part. But 
could you conceivably go to Paris and come back or stay here and 
let somebody else go to Paris? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm planning to go to the Paris meeting. 
It's an important meeting. Among other things, it will be a place 
where I can meet the Foreign Ministers of the countries that are in 
the Multinational Force with us, and we're trying to get that set 
up. But we’re going along all right and I'm just no -- other than 
being pretty firm in my decision to go to Paris -- I think we 

have the time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'm still not clear on the procedure 

now upcoming. You will be going over the agreement again and 

the annex much as you did in Lebanon, but will you be using the 
text that you now have after going over it with the Lebanese, or 
will you be using a text that emerged from all the meetings from 
last December, and then use that as a basis for future comparison? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not sure I follow you. 


QUESTION: You had a text that you took to Lebanon and you went over 
it clause by clause. Now you are going to do the same thing with 
the Israelis. My question is: Are you going to use the text 

which you are bring back from Lebanon as a starting point or a 

text similar to that which you took to Lebanon two days ago? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's sort of a tactical thing we'll 

have to -- we've been tffinking about,. But, actually, obviously, 

the Israelis will want to know what was the Lebanese position on 

a lot of these key things, and we'll tell them. 
nt . an ; 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I have two questions -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In the sense that it's just the question of 
what is the easiest document for people to work from. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as I said earlier, we've been -- there's 
been lots of bridging stuff in the documents, not only things 

that we've offered but somebody on the Israeli side or the Lebanese 
side comes up with an idea and it is a pretty good interplay 

that way. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I don't understand your answer to 
Barrie's question about security. You replied in your response 
about the fact that there were all these foreign troops and MNF 
in Beirut. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it's not the MNF that is the problem. It's 
the fact that you have foreign forces in Lebanon. They are not in 
Beirut. 


QUESTION: Yes, but what has that to do with the firing of two 
rockets? Obviously, the foreign forces -- the MNF -- were not 
behind those triggers? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The MNF was not behind those triggers -- 


QUESTION: Obviously, we know that. But I don't understand your 
answer frankly. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Inaudible) 


QUESTION: You mean the Syrians, the PLO, and the Israelis, is 
that what you mean? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know who fired the rockets, but I'm just 
saying in response to the question about Lebanese ability to 
control its territory, that it's hard to test that until the 
territory is vacated by the foreign forces and I did find out that 
West Beirut seems to be pretty quiet now. 


QUESTION: Don't you think they have more security now in Beirut 
because foreign forces are there? The MNF and the -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The MNF is a different proposition. 


QUESTION: Let me take you another way if I may. To what degree 
will the bridging involve and the introduction of American troops 
to provide that bridging between the Israelis and the Lebanese on 
security? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're not envisaging any of that kind of 
bridging -- the use of American troops -- as a way of compromising 
issues in the south of Lebanon. 
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QUESTION: Sir, (inaudible) the privilege of a provocative question 
because a lot people in the United States will wonder. Do you 
consider that what happened early this morning was an assassina- 


tion attempt? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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QUESTION: How are you doing now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think we are in a -=- we've moved through 
a great deal of material. We have still some major problems left 
but we made lots of headway over the last two or three days. 

So what will happen at the next stop remains to be seen but I 
think I think I now have a good idea of what Israel will agree 
to, and so we will be working back and forth between that and the 
Lebanese position and I think that we can see pretty good oppor- 
tunities. 


QUESTION: Could you indicate to us your travel plans now as far 
as Damascus, Riyadh, Amman and Cairo and when you might leave the 
area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have anything more to say on that 
than before. 


QUESTION: Do you still hope to go to Jordan and Saudi Arabia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do, but first I have to get a little bit 
more closure on this situation before I go. 


QUESTION: Can you now predict when you might have an agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, you are never in that position until you 
have got one. 


QUESTION: Are you still prepared to come back here after Paris 
if that is necessary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My plan is to go back after the Paris meetings. 
QUESTION: To go back to the States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's the plan. 


For further intormation contact: 
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QUESTION: Should we assume that you basically now have a docu- 
ment that the Israelis find acceptable, and if the Lebanese 
also find it acceptable then you are finished except for telling 
the Syrians what it is and that you don't intend to shuttle 
between Damascus and Beirut? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are major issues to be confronted still 
and a lot of them have to do less with the language of what an 
agreement says and more with being sure there is a genuine meeting 
of the minds on what this really means and what you are going to 
do, assuming this is agreed to, and we want to do as good a 

job as possible on that because you have to be thinking if this 
agreement is reached, then it has to be carried out and you want 
to be sure people are as close to the same wavelength on that as 
possible. You can't predict everything, though. There has to be 
a certain spirit of administration, but within certain frameworks 
you do have to nail down the way different parts of the system 
would literally, actually work. So that's where we are. 


QUESTION: One of the ideas that's been floating regarding Major 
Haddad is that the southern region would be divided into two 
separate regions -- a southern, southern region and a northern 

one -- that he would be the Commander of the southern one 

and then there would be an overall command. Is that fairly close 
to the way that thing might be resolved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to comment on the Major Haddad 
issue. That's a very important part of the whole process 

and we're talking about it in various ways. So I'm just not 
going to comment on it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, we've heard a suggestion that you have 
a sense that either you could get it done very quickly in the 
next few days, like before the weekend, or else that it's going 
to probably take about another month of work. Is that anywhere 
near a ballpark figure? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My sense of it is that things are coming to 
a point where closure on this is possible and if it turns out 
that it doesn't happen then it will take quite a while to bring 
it back up to where it is again, because things change when 

you don't find an agreement -- people's positions shift around. 


QUESTION: Just to follow up that point. Are you now aiming 
for an initial document of which the text is set or -- you've 
used the word "closure" and I'm not sure where you're trying to 
get a detailed agreement in principle of all the questions -- 
but with the language still open to negotiations by members of 
the teams? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a document and specific language -~ 
suggested language -- and so on, so by the time we get through 
we won't have just a set of agreed principles. We'll have 
things that are agreed to as they are written and that is one 
aspect of the problem. But another aspect is, what I was 
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mentioning, that people agree to do certain things and you 

set that out, and you describe it and so on, but then you have 

to be sure that the implications of that are seen and there's 
some foresight about what it really implies and people are 
accepting it and prepared to carry through. So that means you 
have to have some pretty careful exploration of how these matters 
will work. So there is an agreement, as such, that represents 
pieces of paper with words on them, and then there's really the 
understanding of ~-~in Operational terms -- of just what it means. 


QUESTION: There would be continuing negotiation after you're 
finished. It doesn't just all stop after you've got what you 
want? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's like any other agreement that 
people can make. You make the agreement, but the agreement 
covers things that are prospective, and so that means you have to 
have an administrative set-up to deal with the unforeseen things 
and what is that set-up and how will it work and so on. 

So that'a a dimension that goes beyond just what you write down 
in an agreement, that's if you're trying to get an agreement 
that will really be effective, which both parties are. You can 
see that people are really serious about these issues because 
they argue about them, and they really do probe into these 
areas. It's a good sign, not a bad sign, but it just means it 
takes a long time. 





QUESTION: Can you tell us what areas are -- in what areas the 
two parties are still most far apart? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As before, I think i'd rather just stay away 
from that and try to manage as best as we can without it. 


QUESTION: Is security a part of the free movement of people 
and trade? — 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: All the parts of the agreement are important, 
but certainly the security aspects from both the Lebanese and 

the Israeli standpoint are kind of absolute, necessary conditions. 
I suppose if you use mathematical formulation, a necessary and 
sufficient condition -- they're necessary, they may not be suf- 
ficient, but without strong security arrangements you don't 

have an agreement. The Lebanese are at least as concerned that 
the ability to have stability and security in their country be 
maintained as the Israelis are. There's no difference of opinion 


about the desirability of that. —~ 


QUESTION: Do you find yourself in the position, as a labor 
negotiator, trying to split the difference between the two 
sides, or you're trying to sell some Lebanese positions to the 
Israelis, some Israeli positions to the Lebanese? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, it's a little bit of everything I sup- 
pose,.asS you get down to issues, but sometimes they're sort of, 
I don't know how to characterize them, relatively small issues 
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that lend themselves to -- sort of, well, a little bit of 

this and a little bit of that. But on things that are of real 
importance, that technique doesn't work. You have to get 
something that is satisfactory to both sides. So it isn't -- 
of course, on an all across the board you do -- so I don't 
think your "splitting the difference” approach really satis- 


fies people very well. 





QUESTION: In the past couple of days we have had some briefings 
with the Israeli military intelligence, and they say that the 
evidence they have tends to lead them in the direction of be- 
lieving -- without any direct evidence -- but leads them in 

the direction of believing that the Syrians may have played 

a role or “sponsored” was the word used, in the explosion of : 
the U.S. Embassy in Beirut. Can we infer from the fact that you 
are going to Damascus, that you do not agree with that conclu- 


sion? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm going to Damascus because the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon involves Syrian 
forces, and I want to talk with them about that. That has 
nothing to do with any information having to do with our Embassy. 
I don't have any comment to make on that. It's just another 


subject. 


QUESTION: One, will you try to get some kind of written affir- 
mation of the Syrian desire or intention to withdraw their 
forces; and two, are you going to discuss -- I remember during 
the Kissinger days, there was a time when about one hundred, 
two hundred million dollars in economic aid was offered to the 
Syrians, I'm not sure if Congress ever approved this -- will 
you make any effort to discuss bilateral issues in an effort to 
try to woo the Syrians away from the Russians a little bit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the issue of Syrian withdrawal is 
basically something for the Lebanese to work out with the Syrians 
and we will support them and help them as best as we can. 

The Syrians have taken a position over a period of time that 

they are there as a result of the mandate from the Arab League 
and more or less at the invitation of the Lebanese. And so, I 
think the Fez declaration dealt reasonably with the Arab League 
mandate, and the Lebanese are wanting them to leave and have 

said so. So that's basically the framework that has to be 


dealt with. 


QUESTION: What about the AID question on American aid to 
Syria? Will that (inaudible) try to improve the relationship 


(inaudible) ? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are always interested in improving our 
relationships with countries in this part of the world, including 
Syria. We have a relationship. I've met with the Foreign Mini- 
several times. We h&ve an Ambassador there; they have an Ambas- 
sador in Washington. And we work at that, but that's something 


we always do wherever we go. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is it fair to say that today for the 
first time you feel in a realistic way that you have the makings 
of a deal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have always felt that it's a do-able propo- 
sition, and I continue to feel that way, maybe a little more 
definitely as-I have gone along. But I don't like to keep 
repeating myself, but you don't have a deal until you have a 
deal. 


QUESTION: Is "do-able" (inaudible) -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to get there; we're not there yet. 
QUESTION: But do you feel now that it's do-able this week? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure that's what we are going to try to 
do. In fact, we are trying to accomplish it as fast as we can. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two questions: Number one, up until 
now you have been saying that you're prepared -- you left open 
the possibility that you might come back after Paris. Earlier, 
while we were sitting here you said your plan is to go back to 
Washington, is that cancelling out the possibility of returning 
here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it doesn't represent any change of mind 

or anything. I just haven't thought about that too much. 

The plan all the time has been to go back after the Paris meeting, 
and I haven't confronted any possibility of changing it. 


QUESTION: So you are now going to Damascus flat out, that 
Still depends on how the talks go, doesn't it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It depends on how the talks go and it depends 
on the Syrian agreement to receive me. Although they have 
agreed to receive me in principle, we haven't established the time. 


QUESTION: Is it your assumption that if you get a deal between 
Israel and Lebanon that the Syrians will fall into place, that 
their strategic interests are such -- in addition to what you 
have already said about Fez and the Arab League and the Lebanese 
invitation -- that their strategic interests would, in fact, have 
them fall into place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We think they must have an interest in with- 
drawal of Israeli as well as their own forces, and I would hope 
an interest in a secure and peaceful and prosperous Lebanon. 
So, we'll make the best of assumptions anc go at it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two questions. One, have you begun 
discussing with the Israelis a side Memorandum in which you 
might reaffirm some usual U.S.-Israeli understandings? And, 
secondly, again, Mr. Begin seems to be very, very pleased with 
the talks yesterday, at least with his description of the 
atmosphere. Are there any thoughts you might like to add 

just on how Mr. Begin is negotiating? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Both parties obviously see the United 

States' presence in these negotiations and I think have 

welcomed it and find it constructive and, one of the for- 

mulas that is often resorted to, is to seek side letters of 
assurances from the United States to Lebanon or to Israel on 
various things that they regard as especially important, and 
which somehow -don't seem like the things you can put in an 
agreement. So I imagine there may be some sort of 

letter or side letter or letter of assurance or whatever it 
would be called. But that hasn't been worked out; it's been 
talked about some, particularly during the course of discussions 
occasionally it is said, well, why don't -- maybe the United 
States could write a letter that states their opinion or gives 
assurance of something or other. So we have been compiling ° 
a list of these things. 


On the second question, I have had several meetings with Priine 
Minister Begin. They have all been good meetings, thoughtful 
discussions, and as you all know he is a very courteous and 
gentlemanly person and the general atmosphere of the discussions 
has been good and substantive, but in every respect conducted 

in a warm and pleasant manner. And I think probably he was just 
reflecting that as I was, and his statement was a very generous 
statement on his part and I appreciated it. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there have been a number of things 
happening that you probably are keeping track of, and we keep 
that very much in our minds. And of course, when I go to 
Amman and Riyadh, I will be talking about that as well. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much, 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have been meeting for many hours today, 
and into the evening yesterday, with representatives of the 
Government of Lebanon -- with President Gemayel, with the 

Prime Minister, with the Foreign Minister and their colleagues. 
As a result of our discussions, we now have a explicit and clear 
idea of the position of the Government of Lebanon, our plan 

is now to return to Israel and we will present this material 

to the Government of Israel and have their reaction. So, 

that's where we are and that's our program. 








QUESTION: Is this the final plan that you will present 
to the Government of Israel or will you have to come back here 
again after you've gone to Israel? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Government of Lebanon has really ex- 
tended itself in these discussions and we have all worked at 

it very hard. The Prime Minister has been with us throughout 
and we have now a solid position of theirs so we'll present 

that and we'll see where we go from there. It is very desirable 
to come to a conclusion as rapidly as we can. 





QUESTION: Do you think, Mr. Secretary, that that conclusion -- 
that is to say, that you can, in fact, achieve a complete with- 
drawal agreement by this weekend? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it remains to be seen, and we'll have 
to have the reaction of the Government of Israel. They'll have 
to look at the material and then give us their view about it. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you expect the Lebanese and the 
Israelis to sign some sort of agreement before you leave, even 
if the Syrians haven't yet agreed tO it? Or do you just have 
an agreement and then you will leave and someone else will do 
the selling job with the Syrians? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Again, it depends on the reaction of the 
Government of Israel to the material that we will be bringing 
as to how rapidly we can move. I am scheduled and plan, in 
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any case, to go to Damascus On Saturday. President Assad has 
indicated that he will receive me on Saturday, so if we have 
a meeting of minds between Lebanon and Israel by that time, 
that would be very positive. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in saying that the Lebanese Govern- 
ment has extended itself, are you not saying now that the ball 
is very much in Israel's court to accept or reject what you've 
negotiated here? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not putting pressure on anybody. 

They have their own pressures to consider and their own objectives. 
The Government of Lebanon and the Prime Minister and his colleagues 
have worked at this very hard and thoughtfully, and I mainly 
wanted to pay a compliment to the Prime Minister, the Foreign 
Minister, and President Gemayel for the constructive and hard- 
working effort that they have put in. 





QUESTION: Mr. Foreign Minister, is it necessary for the 
Lebanese to yo to the Arab world and particularly to Syria, 
before you can accept final agreement on this document? 





FOREIGN MINISTER SALEM: I think I'd better say a few words 
and then the Prime Minister will, of course, speak in Arabic 
in his statement. I just want to thank Secretary Shultz for 
his very intensive efforts with us and with Israel, in an 
attempt to reach an agreement. We do not have an agreement. 
We have given Mr. Shultz a clear statement on all the points 
raised in the proposed agreement. He knows exactly where we 
stand. This is not the first time Lebanon does this. Lebanon 
did that at least three times before. There were conflicts 

of views, fears and differences that have not led in the past 
to correspondence of ideas and, therefore, the attainment of 
an agreement. Lebanon appreciates deeply the efforts of 
Secretary Shultz because Lebanon wants to free itself and the 
American initiative is the only concrete mechanism we see 
ahead of us to liberate Lebanon from occupation and indeed to 
preserve the integrity and sovereignty of this country. What 
we are doing, therefore, we do with pride, and openly, and with 
hope that this will lead to an agreement. We have not in any 
way compromised the basic principles that we have set from the 
very beginning to govern our relations with Israel in the con- 
text of this agreement. The principles that were enuciated 
before remain. Our efforts with the Arab countries are 
continuous. We have been, for the past three months, talking 
to the Arab countries; we are talking to them today; we talked 
to them yesterday; we will be talking to them tomorrow. There- 
fore, we will not be doing anything we were not doing before 
with the Arab countries. Again, we go to the Arab countries 
not to seek their approval, because we are a sOvereign state, 
like all Arab states -- they determine their affairs in light 
of their own interests. We go to the Arab countries to coordinate 
with them, to keep them informed on the positions that we are 
taking, and to take their advice because in many matters they 
are concerned. Lebanon is an integral part of the Arab world. 
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In no way do we want to violate or compromise any basic 
arrangement that we have with the Arab countries. And, there- 
fore, we have to be always in line with them and in full 
cooperation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Minister, is an agreement still possible this 
week? | wren 





QUESTION: A signed agreement? 





FOREIGN MINISTER SALEM: Yesterday you asked me, and I told 
you Mr. Shultz is an American and by nature an optimist, 

that I am from Lebanon and by nature a realist. I will leave 
it at that. 





QUESTION: Yesterday you said that you couldn't see this hap- 
pening in the next few days. Although you wouldn't rule out 
miracles, you said it couldn't be done by a magic wand. Has 
there been some miraculous thing done on the part of the 
Secretary? 





FOREIGN MINISTER SALEM: We have seen that he certainly is 

a very persuasive individual. Behind his gentle manner and. 
method, he's a very tough fellow and I think if any agreement 
can be had, it is through the efforts of Secretary Shultz. — 
Whether the ideas that Lebanon is proposing will be accept- 
able to Israel -- now that's an open question. I would say 
if these ideas are acceptable, then we are on the way to an 
agreement. 





QUESTION: Sir, are you confident that if Israel will accept 
(Inaudible) that Syria will be prepared to withdraw its troops 
from Lebanon? 





FORFIGN MINISTER SALEM: We in Lebanon are confident that what 
is in the higher interests of Lebanon will be supported by 
Syria. 





QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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QUESTION: Have we come any closer? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, sure, we have a clear and very forth- 
coming position from the Government of Lebanon, as we have said, 
so now we'll see what Israel has to say to that. 


QUESTION: Prime Minister Wazzan's remarks prepared for us -- one 
of the things he said was that this was Lebanon's last position. 
Was that actually the case or is he just negotiating -- using us? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I won't comment about that. I will give the 
Israelis my opinion. 


QUESTION: Is it your assumption that if you do get an agreement 
from the Israelis to what you have from the Lebanese that there 
will actually be some kind of initialing or signing or you'll 
have to get an understanding from the Syrians before there is 
ever any signatures? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is something between Israel and Lebanon. 
Now, obviously, the Israelis are not going to withdraw if there 
is no indication of Syrian withdrawal and PLO withdrawal. But 
it's separate -- a related but separate -- matter basically 
between the Governments of Syria and Lebanon and the PLO. And 
then there are other things that Israel insists on: return of 
prisoners and bodies, so there is that. This is a negotiation 
between Israel and Lebanon and what the Syrian position is, is a 
separate thing. As far as the actual signing is concerned, if 
there is such a thing, there have been negotiations going on 
between negotiating groups as you know, so if an agreement emerges 
out of this -- that both parties agree to -- I would presume, 

if that's the opinion of both parties, they would have a meeting 
of that negotiating group and that's the group that will finally 
negotiate whatever they decide on. 


QUESTION: Do you expect to have some definitive word late to- 
night on the Israeli position? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any to predict. We are asking 
for appointments, and we are prepared to work at it all night, 
if need be. But it's a very important, comprehensive agreement 
and so it takes a lot of going over. 


QUESTION: Do you think you'll have to go back to Lebanon again? 
Do you have any way of knowing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have no way of knowing. 


QUESTION: The Lebanese keep saying that they don't discuss Major 
Haddad at all. How do you get around that? Some sub-groups are 
talking about him? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have a way of getting at that. 


QUESTION: Are you going to Saudi Arabia after or before you go 
to Damascus? Can you give us something on your tentative travel 
schedule? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If it works out and it's a big "IF" and the 
real thing to concentrate on is Israel and Lebanon, but if it 
words out reasonably well, then I would ask to be received in 
Saudi Arabia and Jordan. And since the Damascus visit is Satur- 
day, I'll try to do it before that. But it may not be possible 
to work that in, but I'd like to do it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, we don't want to use up your voice 
any more. Just one final question. Are you getting tired? 
Are you physically fatigued now with this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not particularly. I just have a little cough. 
I cough and cough and it's debilitating. 


QUESTION: Are you going to Beirut tomorrow? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, that is not my intention. 


QUESTION: Will you stay in Israel tomorrow and to Beirut again, 
or never to Beirut again? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I wouldn't say never. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Thank you very much, 


a a ro 


and my statement will be brief 
Al 


‘ - - 


I've been asked here to announce the new visa 
policy to address the problem of illegal foreign access 
to controlled strategic technology. 

As you know, this Administration has been very 
concerned with the ways in which Western high technology 


has been used to accelerate the military buildup in the 





Warsaw Pact forces, and especially those of the Soviet Union. 
The acquisition of sensitive technology, which is 

both overt and covert, costs us dearly. It allows the 

Warsaw Pact to save hundreds of millions of dollars in research 

and development costs. It allows them to save years in 

developmental lead time in weapon systems and defense 


industrial production. It allows them to modernize quickly 


critical sectors of their military industries while 





diminishing engineering risks by adopting proven designs 
and equipment, desicons proven in the West. 


It allows them to achieve greater weapons 


performance than would be the case if they relied solely 
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on their own technology. It, allows them to develop rapid 


2 ,* 0 
= - 


countermeasures against Western —— systens. 
In short, the process is crucial to eroding 
the qualitative edge the West has used to offset the 
. he 
quantitative superiority of Waa'saw Pact Forces, and ic costs 
us billions of dollars in increased defense expenditure 
to overcome the capability of our own technologies when 
they are held in unfriendly hands. 

This Administzation has set out to rectify the 
Situation. Thus far, we neve raised the priority of this 
issue so that it now receives the attention of the most 
senior officials in the government. 

We have doubled the number of our personnel working 
on the problem. We have quintupled our resources devoted 
to export control enforcement. We have sought to strengthen 
the multilateral system of strategic export controls. We 
have maintained high technology sanctions on the Soviet 
Union and cut back on Soviet exchance programs. We have 
enhanced our analytical capabilities, including our attempt 
to define more carefully which technologies are critical 
for military purposes. 


For more than two years, we have been actively 


seeking out the weaknesses and loopholes in our own system 


and trying to plug them as fast as we can. 
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An additional: sé when action can be taken is 
to give greater attention to the potential for illegal 
acquisition of U.S. controlled technology by foreign 
visitors. bis y ‘ 

Over the es the senior interagency group 
on the transfer of strategic technology, which I chair, has 
examined this problem. We have found that there is cause 
for concern. People are coming to the United States to 
acquire controlled technology by any means possible. Some 
of this occurs through industrial or military pepionaee, 
some through carelessly handled commercial visits or poor 
control of sensitive information, some through research 
exchances anc some through elaborate ebvescheneey tebense 
to get items out of the U.S. by disguising their destination 
and onb-ese. 

| Some of it involves people entering the United 
States to acquire strategic technology contrary to our laws 
and national security interests. 

This Administration is determined that the illegal 
acquisition of U.S.-controlled technology must be impeded 
by all legal means. The visa process is one of those means. 


Accordingly, the State and Justice Departments 


have been directed to apply the appropriate provisions of 


the Immigration and Nationality Act to deny or restrict 
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visas where there is reasih''to, believe that an alien is seeking ©. 
to come to the United States to acquire controlled strategic 
technology illegally. This policy is now in effect, and we 
are taking necessary steps to implement: it. 
. | . as 

The purpose of this new policy is to further 
protect U.S. strategic technology so that it does not 
contribute to the buildup of military power among potential 
adversaries of the United States. This policy will not be 
allowed to interfere with the interests of U.S. persons and 
aliens when their dealings are legitimate af properly 
involve U.S. technology. 

Thank you very much, and I would be glad to 
answer any questicns you might have. 

Q | What kind of people are we talking about? 
Is it Western European or Eastern Eur dpean? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: It's primarily Warsaw 
Pact nationals, but the Act in question applies to all 
nationalities. 

Q What kinds of tests or what judgment do 
you apply in determining if the person seeking this 
technology -- 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: It would be based 


on information that we collect by a variety of means as to 
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whether or not the individual might be seeking illegal | 


access to controlled technology. 


. 
_ 


Q Could you give us an example, please, 

-of a case, purely theoretical case; describe a businessman 
or something? What would you give you reason to believe 
that such a person would be efning here to acquire illegally 
such type knowledge? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: For example, you can 
have an individual who comes to the United States for 
purposes of industrial research; that is, he seeks to learn 
about some industrial product but he may have been previously 
identified by intelligence sources, for example, to be 
involved in espionage in some way. So we would have good 
reason tc believe, based on his prior behavior, that the 
individual might be more likely to engage in espionage than 
the stated purpose of his visit. 

Under those circumstances, we might deny the 
individual a visa or control the circumstances under 
which he had access to the United States. 

Q What kind of control? I-.mean, you would 


say where he could go in the U.S.? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That would be one 
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of the ways of limiting his access, yes. 
Q Have nationais- from any. of our Western 
allies been denied visas because of this problem? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Not known to me, 


. \ 
no. . i > om ‘ 


Q But do you éxpect to scrutnize them 
carefully as well as those from the Warsaw Pact? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: There are some cases 


; 
‘ 


that we've seen where nationals of non-Warsaw Pact 
countries have acted as conduits for illegal twansfer of 
equipment to the Soviet Union; and under circumstances 
where we have so identified such an individual, we would 
seek to deny or restrict his access to this policy. 

Q: Which countries? Can you identify the 
countries? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: We don't have any 
specific countries in mind to discuss. 

Q Doesn't U.S. law now give the Justice 
Department -- have visa restrictions on anyone we want 
to restrict visas? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Yes. The legal 


authority is there. It's a question of the policy on 
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precisely how it's implemented.. We do not need new statutory - - 


- - 
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authority for this policy:""’- 

Q Do you have any estimates about how many visas 
are likely to be denied or restricted under this policy 
that would have been granted? : . =e 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: No, we don't have any 
estimate at this point. Part of the expectation is that 
by having this kind of policy in place, one might deter 
some of the less adventurous spirits in this line of work. 

We have seen an upsurge in recent years of efforts 
to acquire this technology illegally where the purpose of 
travel has be disguised. We think that probably there will 
be some cases. 

Q: Can you put some flesh on that and give 
us a specific instance, a case that might be known that 
you can give us as an example? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: An example of -- 

Q Of this kind of industrial espionage. 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: I don't want to quote 


specific cases unless we have -=- we can't deal with 


specific @mses that we have denied. Through our own national 





means, we have found a considerable amount of activity where 


the purpose of the. individuals coming tc the United States 
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has been concealed and that<his actual purpose has been all 
espionage or otherwise violating U.S. laws Gealing with 
controlled technology. 

Q What secrets have been stolen to your 


- t 
. aad - cs a il \ 
knowledge, or what trade secrets have been taken by others? 
A 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: ‘The range is very 
substantial. It includes not only secrets that are 


® ee 6 


eqsignent that is on our existing munitions control list — ‘ 
or our arms export control list, or nuclear eubert list 
that denied for export without suitable licensing. 
an Exactly, what kind of equipment or 
technology are you talking about? ; 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: It can cover a range 
from explicit aiiicesy equignent, electronic test equipment, 
certain kinds of industrial processes, technical know-how 


or the equipment itself to perform the industrial process. 


The technology controls that we have cover an 





important range of modern industrial technology that is 
suitable for military purposes. 

Q You said you found a considerable amount 
of activity in this regard. What is a Sconsiderable amount 


of activity?" 
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UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Efforts by individuals 
of foreign nationality ys ee technology that is 
controlled. | 

Q Can you put a number on it? Anything 
tangible? Just saying a."considerable amount" -- to me muy 
Maybe ten would be, to you a Hundred would be? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: ‘Cabeneenereie, 
it's in the realm of -- in the intelligence business, I'm 
not at Landeey to discuss significant numbers. The point 
is, the numbers are Significant enough to be having an 
tener tent impact on the military power of the Soviet Union, and 
that is why we regard it as justified to take this measure. 

Q | Does this apply to all foreign nationals 
including diplomats? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: The diplomats, 
in the United States, are under a different set of 
circumstances. They don't have visas -- 

Q | This is just private foreign nationals? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: This would be for 


foreign nationals who do not have diplomatic status. 





Q How.would it affect the average person 


seeking a U.S. visa, either visitors or residents and 
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so on? What difference would it make to them, or will it 


e a.+ 7 oe © 


only be somebody who's under “suspicion already? 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHENIDER: It would not affect 


the ordinary visitor at all. It would only have an affect 
F : y . NS 
on people who are generally ‘known’ to be in the business of 


a 
illegal technology acquisition. 


(Continued on next pace.) 
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Q Isn't that already illegal? And don’t you 


keep illegals out anyway? S- te: 


UNDER “SECRETARY starve? As I say,. we have the statutory - 
authority. the problem has been that we have not had a rigorous 
policy of denying visas where the individual who is seeking a 
visa has as its purpgse the Leggy abquisttion of controlled 
technology. 

Q How has that been a sscnhans You mean many of 
these people, have slipped through even though the controls exist 
because certain officials have doubted whether they should pinch 


them or not? : . 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: No, we have just not -- 


It hasn't been a criteria for controlling the issuance of visas, 

and so we are making it explicitly a criteria by this policy. 
Q ‘What are the gradations? You mentioned keeping 

people out of the ie just denying them a visa, limiting 

areas of the country they could go to. Are there any other gradations? 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Basically, you've touched on the 


two basic ideas. One is denying them access altogether; another is 





controlling the terms of access that they have so that if they come 
to-visit a factory in New York, they don't spend the next two weeks 
wandering around factories all over the United States. 

Q It's exceedingly vague. Can't you give any examples 


of exactly what people have done -- what people you're speaking of and 





what they have done that causes ycu this great ccncern? 
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UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: There is no dearth of 


—_- 2 


aes The nature of the -problem has been that the techniques : 
by which we learned that dies bbithaiins have taken place is in the 
domaine of the intelligence services, and generally, they are 
rather tight-fisted about being explicit. 
r 
Q You don't have ton‘tell us how you learned it, just 


4) 
an incident. | 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: How we learned that -- 
Q * We won't ask you how you learned about the incident, 
if you could just teIl us about the incident. ‘ 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Yes, well éften knowing about 
the incident will compromise how we know about it. 
Q Can you give us one that doesn't fall into that 
category ‘of "often" -- I mean one that doesn't revéal -- 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: I can't think of one at this 


point that I could lay out. Perhaps we can see if some can be 


declassified so we can use them. 





Q Can you name systems i in Warsaw Pact nations that have 


ee —: > 
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been amproves through this type of -- 


———— < § - - — ce st - 
- = - - | 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Yes. Tactical aircraft, fire 
control systems, air defense, nuclear weapon design, ballistic 
missile guidance. 


Q Would you say there has been gross neglicence 


until now? 











13 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


UNDER SECRETARY SCENEIDER;  "Negligence® might be 


: we 


too strong a term. I think. the problem has been one of 
sensitivity. “Within the.U.S.~Government we have had only 
a dim understanding of how extensive this activity has been. It 


was only during the laté 1970s. that we‘began to become aware 

. r & ad ‘ 
ae Z 

of how extensive a problem tHis was and how rigorous and 


well-organized was particularly the Soviet effort to acquire 
this technology. So over the course of the past 2 or 3 years, 
the ability of the U.S. Government to understand the scope 

of this problem and try and identify how it was being done 

so chat we could feed that knowledge back into a system of 


identifying some ideas as to how we could control it has taken 
7 | 


quite a long while. 

In a certain sense this seems like a fairly mundane 
change since no legislative change is required. On the other 
hand, because of the vast traffic in the United States in terms 
of foreign visitors, any little change to visa policy requires 
a substantial, well-organized effort to make it effective and 
make sure that it doesn't interfere with legitimate entry into 
the United States. 

Q How will this effort be applied? 

‘UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Perhaps I can ask the 


representative from Consular Affairs to describe the mechanics of 


it. 
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| YOICE;: Can you identify yoursel£? 
_ MR. CAULFIELD: * “¥é3,. John Caulfield. 
Right now, most applicants from communist countries 
diiis apply for visas have their applications, not the physical 
applications but the insite Ceti them, sent to the Department 
es 
of State for an advisory opingon. At that time, any information 
that the Department of State had available concerning the 
applicant, including concerning possible intention to acquire 
Geulineties" technology illegally, would be made available to 
the Yundehie Officer at the Embassy or Consulate overseas; and 
he would take that information into censtbieotion in making his 
decision. : 
Q What would be a profile, a typical profile 
that would really set the bells ringing when he wethe into a 
Consular Office and applies for a visa? 
MR. CAULFIELD: It would not be at the Consular 
Office. The Consular Officer would not be the person to. 
necessarily identify this potential activity. But as I said, 
in all cases,"or most cases of applicants from Communist countries, 
the visa application would be referred to the Department of State 
for an advisory opinion. 


If information was available which indicated this 





person's intention in coming to the United States was to seek 
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controlled technology illegally, then the Department of State 


would make that information “available to our Consular officer 


 * 


— 
- 
- 


who would use that inGeutiation in making his decision. 
Q That isn't done now? 
MR. CAULFIELD: ‘I think the Under Secretary had | 
addressed that in his remarks." : Ee 
UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: As I said earlier, we 
have not had a policy in place that would control the issuance 
of visas on the basis of individuals’ seeking to acquire controlled 
technology. In a certain sense it sounds strange that this 


hasn't been implemented to date, but as I mentioned earlier, 





the fact thet we're doing it now is the culmination of an 
increasing preponderance of evidence that this is a problem of 
very substantial concern to our security. ; 

Q ; Is there such a thing as a restricted visa, like 
"not good for California” or something? How do you deal with that? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: The law permits us to 
restrict the scope of a visa ew is choose. We have circum- 
stances in people who have diplomatic access to the United States, 


for example, in Washington, who have their travel restricted 


It is an enforcement problem, but in terms of 


policy, it doesn't represent anything that is startling. 
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Q) ~ You’ and your..colleague keep referring to 


Warsaw Pact countries, "Commiinist countries," Mr. Caulfield 
kept saying. 

Will this policy be applied to a who is 
suspected of trying to steel sensitive technology? Will it be 
applied to industrial theft ab weil ac military issues? Will 
it, for esau ic, be applied to Japanese visitors? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: It would only apply to 
bibeten Ubiselane tae tes ettetinn to acquire controlled 
technology which is defined in several -- actually. four -- 
silicasiinn “inden, = is the technology that sa’ et the 
Commodity Control List under the Export Administration Act; 
the decent Ya the mindetens List.under the Arms: Export Control 
Act; the third is the technology regulations under the Atomic 
Energy Act; and the fourth is technology controlled under the 
National Security Classification System. os it would not deal 
with foreign visitors whose interest in acquiring technology did 
not fall under those areas. 

Q So it won't deal with industrial -- private industry? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right, provided it's 


not in these controlled areas. That's right. 


(continued on next page.) 
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Q | Would it apply to Japanese visitors who are 
trying illegally to ebehin’ cabbneioey for their home 
industries? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: If the technology that 
they're seeking to acquire is in these four categories. 

The Immigration Act applieseto all nationalities and does 

not distinguish between, say, the Warsaw Pact countries and 
allied countries or neutral sountrise or any other particular 
classification, but simply refers to the:--. ‘it refers to all 
nationalities. 

Q I'm just trying to get a grasp on the numbers 
we're talking about. Are we talking about hundred, several 
hundreds, thousands, who may be stopped from coming into 
this country? Certainly the Department has had some sort 
of guesstimate on the type of people who may be involved. 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: It's hard to forecast 
what the numbers would be in the future given that those who 
are -- 

Q Visas that might be denied. 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Yes. ---:for the simple 
reason that, knowing that we have a policy to this effect 
and would be investigating visa applications for this pur- 
pose, that many who would otherwise try it --because in 


the past, because we had no controls of this kind, would be 


deterred from doing it. 
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Q If it were” "in place last year at this time, 
how many people -- I. aa. how many people came into this 
country in the last year? I'm just trying to get an idea. 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: I can only say it 
would be a very considerable number because we have not 
done it, but I can't sve vie overt answer because of 
the fact that it's in the domain of our intelligence services 
and we're just not able to comment on that publicly. 

27 How many people came through last year 
under those circumstances: that were detected and prosecuted? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Because we didn't 
have a policy last year of denying visas for these purposes, 
we did see poneouate people for anything that was related 
toa-- 

Q No one came through the United States last 
year that triéa to acquire this technology? 

" UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Sure, they did, but 
we didn't have a policy in place of denying them a_visa for 
correcting this sort of technology. 

Q How many people came to the United States, 
tried -to. acquire this :technoloty, were detected and prosecuted, 
regardless of your visa policy? I mean, if-:it was on the 
list, it was on the list, wasn't it? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: We, of course, had 


: 
| prosecutions dealing with violations of our export laws. 


-. 
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-- may have heard last yéar the Customs Service had a 

fairly substantial effort “at a few airports just seeking to | a 
detect or find technology or equipment that was being exported 
illegally, and they found a fairly substantial smount of 
illegal diversions. These cases are now being pursued. 
I don't know if the Justice bepartment might want to make 
any additional comments on hac. 

\ 


\ 


MR. SCHROEDER: No. 


' Q Why don't we have the Justice Department tell 
us what penalties are available if a person is found to be 
conducting this kine of business after having entered the 
country. What action, beyond deportation, oon take place? 

MR. SCHROEDER: Under the Export Administration ° 
Act there are both civil and criminal penalties for the 
illegal export of technology that is controlled -- that is, 
it requires some sort of license for export. 

I’m not personally familiar with exactly what 
those criminal penalties are, but I would assume that that 
could involve both fines and/or imprisonment. 

Q Mr. Schneider, this applies to all foreign 
nationals regardless of whether they're Communist-country 


applicants or not. 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right. 


Q Because you were mentioning the Communist 








20 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


‘countries eaflier --. ~. 


o;%38 * 
a-+ +e a a 


UNDER SECRETARY. SCHNEIDER: That's right. That's 7 
an example of how we would deal with it. 

Q Yes. So it's regardless of the origin of the 
applicant? es ss . 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right. 

Q You say that a large number of people come 
in now in the status that you've -- in that group that 
you are ,now trying to land on -- 

"UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right. 

Q -- and if they pinch things and leave -- 
could you explain, take us through step by step, and 
explain the process whereby people who are known either 

by the Embasszes out there or somewhere in the State Depart- 
ment or somewhere in the Justice Department to ‘have been 
involved in industrial espionage of controlled items are 

let into the country. A number of us, I think, are scratch- 
ing our heads at that. How does the seive work? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: I can give you an 
example. An individual in a foreign country sets up an 
export company that is intended to divert technology 
acquired from the United States to a Warsaw Pact destina- 


tion. He comes into the United States posing as a European 


or a Japanese or whatever businessman, and says he wants to 


buy one of these widgets which can be legally exported to 
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‘the Federal Republic of Germany, but not to the Soviet Union. . 
| He pre the any ew ané ala TE the widget. to the Soviet Union : 
through his company. 

Q My question is, who under the current non-rules, 
or whatever you want,. who in, the ae States and where in 
the United States do we know’ ‘that that guy is a bad guy, 
and how does the process occur whereby that information is 
not given to the Consular Office or to the customs people 
or the ores police or whatever? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: We know about these 
illegal activities in part through our intelligence services. 
The difficulty is that we have not had a policy in place 
heretofore that would have provided a coupling from what we 
know about these folks who have engaged in this kind of 
activity back to:‘the Consular Officer who would have denied 
the fellow a visa who was involved in this kind of shopping 
expedition. 

Q As it currently exists, if I'm a Consular 
Office in, say, Warsaw and a Soviet citizen walks up to me 
and says that he wants a visa for the United States because 
he's on ta and he's a businessman, is that in any way 
seasiditetbaie back here to the State Department, or does 


he use his own judgment? 


UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: Why don't you 


take care of it? 
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MR. CAULFIELD: “Yes, it would be. Most citizens 


hah > 


of Commanist countries -automatically have their visa appli- 
cations referred back to the Department of State for an 
advisory opinion regardless of where they apply. 

Q To which bureau? To yours? 

MR. CAULFIELD: To" the Department of State. 

Q. To the Sapastnens of State. 

MR. CAULFIELD: Any indoubeticn that we would 
have concerning potential ineligibility would be made 
available to the Consular Officer at the place where the 
person actually applied. . . 

Q - Where is the missing link, because the 
Assistant Secretary just said that there are people in 
this building who know who the bad guys are, and vou say 
there are other people in this building who regularly get 
an inflow of the names of guys, and somewhere there's a miss- 
ing link? Where does it occur? 

MR. CAULFIELD: Right now the policy is to make 
information concerning a person's possible involvement in 
gaining access to controlled technology illegally available 
to the Consular Officer so that having that information he 
can make his decision on the visa. 

Q But does this person have to have a prior 


record before you..have him on the list? 
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UNDER SECRETARY.SCHNEIDER: Not necessarily. 
There are plenty of casés Of miltiple offenders, but there 
would be cases where we would find that an individual has 
received an assignment from a Soviet-bloc intelligence ser- 
vice to collect U.S.:technology by posing as a foreign 


| , 
business traveler, and he may not have been in that business 


before. If we are able to develop information that this 
kind of thing exists, then we would use that information 
in this case. 

Q What, actually, is the difference between 
the new policy and the old policy? ; 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: The new policy is 
that we overtly make attempts to legally acquire U.S. 
controlled technolosy a basis for denial of visas. 

Q How? How do’ you overtly do this? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: The process was 
explained earlier. When the visa application is made, we 
Marry that visa application with information that we have: 
collected from other sources to make a judgment as to whether 
or not the particular individual might be on an expedition 
to illegally acquire controlled technology. If that is 
the case, we will deny or restrict:the visa. 


Q If I understand you, then, what you are say- 


ing is although vou may have had the information in the 


past, you simply haven't acted on it, although you might 
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have reason to suspect that a fellow -- | > 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right. It's 
been, :.I would :say» imperfectly acted upon.in some cases, 
especially fron the Soviet bloc where we identify an 
individual as a foreign intelligence ‘officer. For example, 
it's not too hard to give fs i problem in acquiring a 
visa. But the problem is sufficiently widespread in a 
sense that dummy companies have been set up bv the Warsaw 
Pact companies to acquire technology, for example, that 
we need a more systematic and thorough going policy to 
do it, and that's what this initiative is intended to do. 

Q ' Can I just follow that2?..:So in previous 
cases when you have had applications and you say, "Oh, 
this guy's a problem, but we don't have any criteria for 
denying his visa" -- 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: That's right. 
This is the last question. I'm sorry, I've got to -- 

Q Have we asked the allies -- the NATO allies 
specifically, to implement the same kind of policy? 

UNDER SECRETARY SCHNEIDER: We have discussed 
it, and they are working on the same kind of initiatives. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:31 p.m.) 
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May 9, 1983 
No. 163 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON THE PLA* >. 
FROM JERUSALEM TO AMMAN 
Mey 6, 1983 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, obviously that was a pushover, what 
are you going to do for an encore? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have, I think, to look to the efforts made 
by the Israeli negotiators, by the Prime Minister, by Minister 
Shamir, by Moshe Arens which have been very constructive and 
earnest all the way through here. And I can say the same for 
President Gemayel and Elie Salem, Prime Minister Wazzan and 

their colleagues. There has been throughout the discussions that 
I have been involved ina very clear effort on everyone's part to 
find answers and solve problems. So when you have that kind 

of atmosphere, you always have grounds for thinking you can a- 
chieve something. I think it is a significant step that we have 
an agreement between Israel and Lebanon that will provide for 
complete, full withdrawal of all Israeli forces from Lebanon -- 
complete withdrawal, and at the same time gives the attention 
that must be given to the security needs of Israel. Now, obviously 
we have to go on to the question of Syrian withdrawal and PLO 
withdrawal. We fully understand that the Syrians consider 
themselves to be in Lebanon on a different basis from Israel. So 
we will approach this as a separate topic but obviously for 
Israeli withdrawal to occur, there has to be evidence of what 
Syria will do. We are going to Jordan to talk with King Hussein 
about the developments with Lebanon and also in the peace process 
more generally and then, as you know, we are going to Damascus and 
then Riyadh or Jidda, depending on where King Fahd is. Then we 
are going to swing back through Jerusalem and pull in Paris late 
some night. We will get to Paris. 


QUESTION: How soon do you hope an actual withdrawal could occur 
in Lebanon? The agreement provides, what eight to twelve weeks, 
I understand? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that is the time span that it will take 
depending somewhat on the circumstances, weather conditions and 
all of that. That's the length of time that would take from the 
time you start until the time yoy finish. 


See ager erecet ‘2 gear eraee ; 
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QUFSTION: What was the most difficult issue that you dealt with 
out here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it is hard to classify them. In some 
ways everything is difficult. I think what's difficult is to 
get the whole package together and everybody on board at once on 
everything. That's where the difficulty lies. I wouldn't single 
out any one. 


QUESTION: Sir, what actually is going to trigger withdrawal? Is 
it something in the agreement that says once the Syrians agree to 
withdrawal then the Israelis will start to pull out? Is there a 
trigger mechanism of some sort? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is a problem that we will have to approach 
and we will. But I'd rather not get into that. I'd rather wait 
until I talk with the Syrians. 


QUESTION: What clarifications did the Israelis want? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe that the nature of the clarifications 
as we had them explained to us briefly will not pose any real 
problems. I think they can all be taken care of. I say that on 
the basis of a very brief conversation. The Prime Minister called 
me to tell me of the Cabinet's decision. I think it is notable 
that it was a large majority. Then he asked that Moshe Arens come 
over which he did and we talked for a while. I called the 
President and spoke to him and gave him the news and Moshe Arens 
also spoke to him. I assume he will probably be making some calls 
himself. While in the process of that conversation we had some idea 
about the nature of the clarifications. On the basis of that, I 
think we are all in good shape. 


QUESTION (Inaudible) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wait until you actually get down to it to see. 
QUESTION: What American guarantees are involved in all of this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: American guarantees? Well, we have a letter of 
assurances that we have given the Israclis and also one to the 
Lebanese that says a variety of things about our support for the 
agreement and our readiness to work to see that it is implemented 
and so on, things like that. 


QUESTION: How much money is involved? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there is an awful lot of money saved 
if there can be some peace in the area. There is no money. We 
Gia not pay anything to get this agreement, if that's what you 
mean. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) or weapons or anything like that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly, we have committed ourselves and 
we have stated to the Lebanese that we intend to help them in 
every way we can, including financially, subject to Congressional 
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approval, of course, in the reconstruction of their country. First 
they have to get the foreign forces out then the money will start 
coming. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what about Israel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a fairly substantial flow of funds 
going to Israel and we will continue to support that flow of funds. 


QUESTION: Does this improve the chances, now that you have an 
agreement between Lebanon and Israel, that Jordan might be persuaded 
and others might be persuaded to support Jordan in entering the 
broader peace process? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it helps, no doubt about it. 
QUESTION: Can you elucidate a little bit more than that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: King Hussein has emphasized a number of times 

and so have many others that if they had evidence of the willing- 
ness of Israel to withdraw from Lebanon that would have an impact on 
their thinking. So, now we have a clear unequivocal declaration 

on the part of Israel that there are conditions under which it 

will withdraw completely and these conditions are acceptable to 

the Government of Lebanon. So I think that's a very big thing. 


QUESTION: When and how will the agreement be signed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not sure exactly the answer to that but 
presumably it will be signed in the meeting of the negotiating 
teams that have been negotiating and when everything is set up 
properly there will be another meeting of that negotiating group 
and there are a number of things to be covered and discussed 
that are set out. That's when presumably the agreement will be 
signed. 


QUESTION: Will the text be made public? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That I am not sure of. It belongs to the 


parties, Israel and Lebanon. I understand that a few reporters 
nave got major pieces of it -- some of the more enterprising mem- 
bers. 


QUESTION: What is your pitch going to be with King Hussein, Mr. 
Secretary, on all of this? That is, both on the agreement and to 
the degree that you shink it will encourage him to join the 
President's peace process. 


SFCRE APY SHULTZ: Obviously, with King Hussein, I am going to 
jive him a full briefing on our Ciscussions between Israel and 
Lebanon, how they went and what was agreed on and answer his 
questions. I am sure that will be one point of great interest to 
King Hussein. Then, I would like to get his direct observations 
and ideas and thoughts on the peace _:ccess more generally. I 
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will contribute a few of my own but there will be sharing of 
ideas. I have, of course, been in touch with him regularly but 
I haven't talked to him directly since last December when he was 
in Washington. 


QUESTION: Will you try to urge him to enter the peace process 
without the backing of the PLO? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to go into detailed questions of 
what I might or might not want to talk to King Hussein about. These 
are the general areas we will cover and we will see how the 
conversation moves. We will just sort of talk along about what 
seems reasonable to talk about. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will Israel now be entitled to get 
those F-16's approved for contracts that have been held up or 
wilt you still have to wait until their troops have pulled out of 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not going to Scoop the President but I 
don't see any reason why -- I'll just stop there. I don't want 
to scoop the President. I will not make any comments. 


QUESTION: Will the President make the announcement? Will the 
President make the annoucement that your trip was a success? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Inaudible) I am sure the President will make 
a comment on it. It's a very good thing and he has been working 
on this personally for ever since I have been on the job. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Prime Minister is always welcome. I 

am sure that the President will hope to have a chance to talk with 
him sometime before long. I had hoped to have time for a number 
of discussions with the Prime Minister about the U.S.-Israeli 
relationship. The Lebanon events sort of overtook our time on 
that so we didn't get into it in as much detail as is desirable. 
But I am sure that we will be working to have this relationship 
be on a very strong, warm track. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I feel sort cf like the first question 
over here. What are we going to do next? We have a lot of work 
ahead of us. 

QUESTION: Do you feel better than Major Haddad does? (Laughter) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Don't worry about him. He'll do all right. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) Mr. Secretary, you ducked a question on 
what would trigger withdrawal but earlier -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I always duck questions directly. 
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QUESTION: You had said that until the Syrians withdraw the 
Israelis will not withdraw. There has been no change on that, 


is that correct, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The position that we have always taken is 
that there has to be, without there being a direct agreement 
between them, somehow the notion of simultaneous withdrawal. 
That allows for lots of combinations and permutations about what 
precise withdrawal schedules look like. 


QUESTION: But you would not expect an Israeli withdrawal un- 
less, however you worked it out, there would be a simultaneous 


Syrian withdrawal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there is no way that the Israelis 
could be expected to withdraw under those circumstances. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
ENROUTE TO DAMASCUS, SYRIA 
MAY 7, 1983 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us where we are on 
Reagan's peace plan and did this issue come up with King 
Hussein? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, we have discussed it in quite some 


ic 


} 


length. He described his negotiations with the PLO in detail. 
We recognize that it is a frustrating moment, but neverthe- 
| 


less he expressed his continuing determination to pursue it 
and I know the President feels that way too. We've talked 
about a few things that we might do to move things along, so 
we're formulating matters and we have also agreed to be in 
close touch with King Hussein on the matter. 


QUESTION; Can you elaborate on some of the things you 


SHULTZ; Well, I really don't want to, but we 


SECRETARY 


jo have some ideas. 


QUESTION: What is the prospect, or did he give you any 
idea of whether there would be a new set of negotiations 
with the PLO, or is he currently having discussions with 
the PLO that might give him a mandate to move forward? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are all kinds of discussions going 
on as people try to reassemble themselves after the break- 
down of the negotiations that almost succeeded. I think 

the King hopes that perhaps the PLO will find it possible to 
iccept conditions that allow him to go to the bargaining 
table. In the meantime there are a variety of other things 
we're doing that will support that. 


ESTION: On the visit to Damascus, do you expect a meaning- 
ful answer from Assad on whether he will go along, or 
would you expect to pay more attention to his actions rahter 


than his words? 


ECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have had several talks myself with 
the Foreign Minister, and President Assad has been quoted 

to me by the Lebanese, and the Syrians have always said they 
will withdraw as the Israelis withdraw. So that's my starting 
point, and I don't know where we'll go from there. 
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QUESTION: My question is, what will you be watching, their 
words or their actions? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think they both are important. 
Obviously in the end it is what they do that counts. — 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the King elaborate any more 
on the kind of conditionality he sees between the Lebanon 
withdrawal and going forward with the peace process? In 
other words, would everyone have to be physically out of 
Lebanon before he would consider going forward, at what- 
ever level with the PLO or without them or talk with them 


again? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: What he told me was that he considered 
this a significant step, this agreement. Obviously, it 
becomes much more significant if there is actual withdrawal. 
That's what we're really after. But the fact that Israel 

has agreed to withdraw is an important fact. The fact that 
that happened through negotiations shows that the negotiating 
process Can produce a result. 





QUESTION: And he accepted that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: He certainly agreed with that. Although 
he's very much like you all are: That's fine now. What's 
next? That's everybody's point of view, including mine. 





QUESTION: Do you have any real fear that Lebanon could just 

fall apart once the Syrians ,and the Israelis leave? We've seen a 
week now of shelling between internal Lebanese factions that are 
not related to the invading forces. How great 1S your concern 
that that fighting will get even worse once the foreign troops 


will pull out? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wouldn't be so sure that those shellings 
are not related to the occupying forces. 





QUESTION: Do you blame the Syrians, including the Druzes? 








caaoeeany SHULTZ: I can't go any further than that because 
I don't have the hard evidence, but we have a lot of evidence. 





QUESTION: Do you think once the foreign troops pull out, 
Lebanon will live in peace and tranquility? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Nobody lives in peace and tranquility, but 
it can be a lot more peaceful and a lot more tranquil than 
1t 1s now. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what sort of advice do you believe 
the Soviets are giving the Syrians in connection with the 
withdrawal process and the agreement. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any basis for doing more than 
just speculate about that so I don't think I want to comment 

on that. I did notice that the TASS article on the Lebanon- 
Israeli agreement denounced the agreement. I don't know whether 
you saw that. I just read a little clip in the newspaper. 
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So that suggests the Soviet attitude. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, getting back to Hussein and the 
peace process, is it your view that the only way he might 
come into the process is with at least the tacit support 

of the PLO and not through some other device as having a 
vote or plebiscite in his own country and having indigenous 
Palestinians support that vote? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's a problem for the King to 
work through and I don't want to make any direct comment 
on it. But there are a lot of different things that can 
be done and that we've discussed that may turn out to be 
fruitful and helpful, and I just don't want to go into 
them. 





QUESTION: Was there discussion between you and the King 
yesterday on some of these alternatives? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't discuss that. We discussed 
attitudes of West Bank Palestinians. We discussed his 
view of the Palestinian diaspora and what their problems 
are and so on, Also, I thirk the King feels as I do that 
someone has to think about the Palestinians as individual 
people and be ready to do something that will be helpful 
to them in their lives as they lead them. 





QUESTION: To come back to our geustion that was raised 
yesterday, it still is not clear how the withdrawal from 
Lebanon will begin, what will trigger it? Do you intend 
to raise that question with President Assad in this 
meeting this afternoon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, of course, that's what I want to 
talk about -- Syrian withdrawal and just how that will 
(Inaudible) itself. Where we will be able to go on the 
subject I don't know yet, that's what I'm going to Damascus 
to find out. But he maintains the postiion and I don't 
argue with him about it that Syria is there on a different 
basis than Israel is there, so you don't link them. 





On the other hand, the Israelis are not going to withdraw 
leaving the Syrians there and vice versa. So somehow, 

there has to be a schedule put together, independently, that 
is known by both parties. Before you can even start on that 
you have to get some sort of agreement in principle, then 

you can start working out details; there is no point in 
working on the details until you get the principle settled. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is this going to require us to 





follow this up since the two parties won't talk to each 
other directly, some American shuttling back and forth 
between the Syrians and the Israelis? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that it's primarily a matter 
between Lebanon and Syria and between Lebanon and the PLO and 
we will support Lebanon in its efforts. But it is first and 
foremost something for Lebanon to work Out and I believe that 
Syria, as I understand it, feels that way about it too, that 
they want to deal with Lebanon but they also are ready to 
discuss it with us as well. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, some people have speculated, in- 
cluding Gideon Rafale, a former senior diplomat in Israel, 
in the Jerusalem Post yesterday, that it is very important 
really to bring Syria and the Soviet Union more into the 
negotiations, sort of like Cy Vance I guess tried in 1977. 
Do you see any value in that at all? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't have the impression it worked 
ver? well in 1977. 





QUESTION: Cy, in his latest book, claims it was working well 
but then Sadat undercut it by going directly to Israel. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ; The way I heard the story it was somewhat 
differen::. 





QUESTION: Putting that aside, the fact is you still have a 
Soviet and Syrian role out here. The argument is simply 
that do you gain more by ignoring them or by trying to work 
with them constructively? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we keep them briefed on what's going 
on as we see it. Their role has been to supply weapons and 
to make provocative statements. 





QUESTION: Did you ever talk to Cy about this because he 
feels very strongly that the biggest mistake they made in 
1977 was dropping that Geneva approach. 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I haven't discussed it with Cy directly 





buy my impression is maybe you could say it was a stroke 
of genis because it alarmed Sadat so much, as many tell it, 
that he decided to take matters in his own hands. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: First, the schedule, which was that we met 
with the Foreign Minister and his party-- first a little group, 
then a larger group, for a couple of hours or so. We discussed 
mainly the Lebanon negotiations, but also such matters as the 
Iran-Iraq war and tensions in the Middle East in general. 

We then had a working lunch with the Foreign Minister and, 
following a slight break, about four hours of discussion with 
President Assad, which again covered a wide range of things but 

I would say at least half of it on the Lebanon situation. In 

the interest of time, I'll just comment on the latter, since 

that is the thing we have been working on. Of course, the 
Syrians will speak for themselves about it, but I think it is 

fair to say that they are hardly enthusiastic about the agree- 
ment that Lebanon and Israel have worked out. Now, procedurally, 
as I understand it, what has to happen is that Lebanon -~- which 
brought a copy of a draft agreement as of, I think late Tuesday, 
here and discussed it with them -- will, after Lebanon acts on 
the agreement, show them -- although that's up to Lebanon -- 

the actual agreement as it has been finally shaped up. Then, 
Lebanon will have the negotiation with the Syrians about Syrian 
withdrawal and with the PLO about PLO withdrawal. My guess is : 
that these will be very difficult negotiations, but this is 
okay. At least from my experience in the Middle East, nothing | 
happens easily, so no one expected that this one Would be. On the : 
other hand, at least in my judgment, there are great incentives 
built into this situation for people in the end to go along with 
it, but that's only my judgment. At any rate, no doubt the 
Lebanese and the Syrians will be discussing this matter, and 

we have said that we are ready to help as we can. President 
Assad gave me his assurance that I, or the appropriate U.S. 
representative, will always be welcome here to do that. So 
that's where it stands. 





QUESTION: Are you saying that you may come back here to do the 
same sort of thing? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no direct plan to do that, although 
I, Phil or somebody -- of course, the Ambassador is here, 

and we will be keeping in touch with them as our Ambassadors 
do. In other words, the door is open for further discussions 
with us, as well as with the Lebanese. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) possibility, Mr. Secretary, that if there 
should be progress in that negotiation and you were required in 
the final stages to try to close the deal, you would be willing 
to do that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think it is that kind of a 
proposition, and I don't mean by my comment to imply that I'm 
ready to come back. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you're saying that vou've had a tough 
round and they didn't like the agreement. You are saying 
the Lebanese are going to have tough discussions with them. 
What is the time frame looking down the road, then, of any 
foreign troops getting out of Lebanon? It is not going to 

be quick. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, in the first place there is built into 
the Israeli-Lebanese agreement a withdrawal period of eight 
to twelve weeks. The start of any withdrawal period awaits 
assurances all around on what everyone is going to do. I can't 
make a prediction on how long that will take, but it will take 
a little while. 


QUESTION: In the interest of time, can you just summarize very 
quickly just what the Syrian objections are? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd rather let the Syrians do that. You can 
imagine them pretty well and they have expressed them publicly 
quite a bit. 


QUESTION: But did they make clear that in principle they are 
for the troop withdrawal still? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It depends on the level of principle -- at 
a certain level of principle, yes. 


QUESTION: Were you surprised at the intensity of their objec- 
tions, Mr. Secretary? Did it run deeper than you thought it 
would? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we had a pretty good idea what their 
views are, and I would say that we weren't surprised. 


QUESTION: Is it the remaining or the residual Israeli pre- 
sence that they object to or , on a more philosophical level, 
the whole idea that Israel makes political gains from military 
aggression? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: How much they learned from our discussion 
as compared with what they knew before we talked, I'm not 
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sure, but I think we have started all this with the proposi- 
tion that what this agreement yields is complete Israeli 
withdrawal. And from the Arab standpoint, obtaining complete 
Israeli withdrawal is a very important matter. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you just make clear if they rejected 
the withdrawal based on the agreement that has worked out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't want to say anything that -- as a 
clarification, I don't want to imply that I know that the Lebanese 
will bring that agreement here and deliver it. I'm sure they 

will come and want to discuss it, but of course, that is up 

to them. It is their agreement, so I don't want to Say any- 

thing that seems to lock them into that. 


QUESTION: You think the door is open or this amounts to a 
rejection? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the door is not slammed. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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QUESTION: What is your comment on the departure today of the 
Soviet diplomats from Lebanon and how dangerous do you think 
the situation is since last week? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The departure of the Soviet group from 
Lebanon has been described by them as something that happens 
annually at the end of the school year. .I have no way to 

debate that, but it does happen regularly. As far as we are con- 
cerned the situation in Lebanon is that there is an agreement 
between Israel and Lebanon calling for, among other things, 
withdrawal by Israel. We look now to withdrawal by Syria and 

the PLO so that Lebanon can get itself free of all foreign forces, 
and we continue to work for that objective. I might say that 

| had a meeting this afternoon with the Foreign Minister of Iraq 
whe has publicly supported, he has told me, the withdrawal of 
Syrian and vLO forces. The Egyptians have also called for that, 
the Jordanians have also called for that and I understand the 
Saudi Arabians have also called for that. So there is a certain 
rate of Arab opin.on developing so that withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon is what is called for. There will be Israeli 
withdrawal so that Lebanon as a country can be sovereign and 
peaceful and prosperous. That is the objective the U.S. is 
working for. 








OURSTION: Mr. Secretary, I address this question to you and 
Reqan jointly. Can you tell us what you gentlemen think you 
have accomplished here at the OECD meeting in the last two days, 
and whether or not President Mitterand's statement last night 

in any way clouds the prospects of success for the Williamsburg 
Summit? 
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' SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Mitterrand's statement was an 
eloquent statement of his view, it was a special bonus for us 

‘ in attending this session and I do not see that it in any way clouds, it 
helps to put forward ideas for the Williamsburg Summit. I had 
the privilege of a meeting of an hour and a half this morning; 
it was very fruitful and worthwhile. In a general way I think 
that we feel that we have come here, we have joined with our 
friends in the OECD countries and we have found a great sense 
of common purpose and unity and recognition that we do have 
serious problems and we also see the prospect of some answers. 
Particulary everyone has pointed to the prospect of economic 
growth, everyone has noticed that there has been substantial 
headway, more in some countries than in others, but as a . 
general proposition, substantial headway. I think that we 
can Jook to the future with much more confidence. 
| say that as a 
resalt of the communique as such, but even more by virtue ot 
the discussions that we have had and getting a sense and a 
feeling of the outlook that people have. 





QUESTION: (Hobart Rowen -- Washington Post) What specific 
things have come from the meeting? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ:; Therc are a great many specific things in 
the communique that will be undertaken. I think however that 


the main point is the sense of communication and interaction and 
(he sense of common purpose. I feel that if you contrast the 
statements here that came out of the GAIT Ministerial of November, for 
example -- I did not happen to attend that meeting, but I have 
heard a great deal about it -- I think the atmosphere was much 
stronger and healthier on the subject of open trade here than it 
was there. So we have made some headway and some progress. 





QUESTION; (Bernard Kalb -- NBC) What kind of example do you 
think the Soviets are giving the Syrians in connection with the 
troop withdrawal agreement, and do you foresee a possibility of 
the Syrians triggering some kind of (inaudible) to sabotage the 
aqreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I do not have any idea of what advice the 
Soviets are giving the Syrians: I am not privy to that. However, 
| have seen the article in TASS attacking the Israeli/Lebanon 
agreement, so they have made their view of the matter clear. I 
would only say this: that Lebanon is a country that has suffered 
like no other country has in recent years. If you took the 
casualties in Lebanon and scaled them according to the size of 
the U.S. population, you would be talking in U.S. terms about 
casualties about in the order of ten million. Imagine what our 
country woutd be like if we had that level of casualties. Now, 
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we have an agreement between Israel and Lebanon for withdrawal 
and for Lebanon to have a chance. We are calling upon Syria 

and PLO to withdraw so that Lebanon can have a chance. I should 
think all countries by this time would look at it that way and 
say to themselves that it is about time that we took a construc- 
tive attitude and got on the side of peace and a chance for 
people to construct their lives. I would call upon the Soviet 
Union to take another look and to get on the side of peace in 
Lebanon, 


QUESTION: Can you please tell us about your talks this morning 
over breakfast with Mr. Hayden on Southeast Asia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This was a first meeting between Mr. Hayden and 
myself -- he having just taken office some four or five weeks ago 
-- and so we reviewed various issues common to the region and as 
it happened his Prime Minister, Bob Hawke, is a friend of mine 
from years past, so we exchanged greetings back and forth on that 
regard. It was a general meeting, getting acquainted and hearing 
his views of what some of the prominent issues are. Mr. Hawke 
will be visiting in Washington in mid-June and Mr. Hayden will be 
in Washington in early July for the Anzus Meeting, so we will 
have a lot of contacts with the new Australian Government coming 


up. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the OECD agenda I have one question: 
one of the sore points on the European agenda is of course how 
does the American administration evaluate the agreements in the 
East/West trade area? We got the signals that basically the 
East/West issues are on the back-burner in Williamsburg. In 
light of the communique and your statements there are a lot of 
points where you could evaluate this aspect differently, that in 
Williamsburg you might have still some conflicting areas. 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am sorry to say that even the press cannot 

stir up a fight in this area. There do not seem to be any sore 
points that T can find, We have discussed a wide range of issues 
from the market orientation of trade and financial arrangements. 

Wa have discussed energy matters, W have discussed security 
matters in another forum -- not in the OECD forum of course, that 
is entirely different. As a general proposition what seems to me 

to have happened in this field is that there has been a great deal 
of discussion among those concerned and we have argued and struggled 
to make our views clear to each other and gradually over a period 

of time a consensus of views has emerged. That is beginning to 

take shape and it is not that controversial at this point. Every- 
body, certainly we are pleased with the way this is coming along. 





QUESTION; What was the result of your meeting with the Iraqi 
Foreign Minister? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed really three things. First, 
that the Irag/American relationship -- we have a relationship -- 
could be stronger. We discussed the Iran/Iraq war and our desire 
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to see it end, and some possible ways of going about that. Also 
we discussed the Lebanon situation and I reported the views of the 
Minister on that. I might say that I would not have reported 
somebody else's views here like that except that I asked him if I 
could say that he favored Syrian withdrawal, and he says that 

he said it publicly so there is no reason why you cannot say that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you planned to go back to 
Damascua? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: My plan is to go back to Washington tomorrow 
morning and I do not have any immediate plan to go back to 
Damascus. I might point out that Ambassador Habib remains in 
the area and is well known in Damascus and knows the area well 
and may very well travel there on behalf of the U.S. 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We know that the Syrians object to the (Israeli/ 
Lebanon greement, that is not really the point. The point 

is; will they withdraw? It has been said by many that they will 
withdraw when the Government of Lebanon asks them. I have a 
pretty good idea that they will get asked. 





QUESTION; Mr. Secretary, have you any indication of whether the 
clarifications sought by Israel have been acceptable to the 
Lebanese? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ; My understanding is that, as is usual in 
agreements of this kind there is a lot of effort to dot the I's 
and cross the T's and it is a bit of a struggle; but there is no 
special problem that should impede us connected with it. 





QUESTION; Are you disappointed that the Lebanese Assembly has 
not acted yet in any way to formally approve the agreement? 





SPCRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Lebanese Assembly will act, I am 
sure, as soon as things are ready for them. I think that they are 
working at that very hard. 





QUESTION: I have a question for Secretary Regan: Do you think 
that President Mitterrand's suggestions on a reform of the EMS 
are; a)A good thing, b) feasible? 





SECRETARY REGAN; There is no doubt that at some point and time 
the nations in the world will discuss in more detail monetary 
problems and the currency fluctuations that have characterized the 
world's currencies over the last three or four years. I do not 
think the time is quite ripe for that at the present moment. I 
think Mr, Mitterrand also indicated that there needs to be a lot 
more planning, a lot more discussion, a lot more consideration be- 
fore any type of real conference would be called on this. I 

also point to the study that was released on April 29 concerning 
monetary policy and convergence of currencies and the statement 
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that was jointly issued at that time by the G-7 nations of 
which both France and the U.S. subscribed. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think that President Reagan 
will pursue his Middle East plan, and what guarantee is the 
U.S. likely to give to Jordan in the future to participate in 
negotiations, and what do you think about what happened yester- 
day in Amman? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan will pursue his plan for peace. 
President Reagan is dedicated to doing everything he can to ~ 
help bring peace to the Middle East and to other troubled 

areas of the world -- so you can be sure that he will pursue 
that. I think that the prospect of peace must be a major 
incentive to people in any region. To pursue, the U.S. does 

not have to persuade people, it is obvious that it is in their 
interest, so I would expect that people would pitch in and 

pursue it. As far as the two explusions in Jordan are concerned, 
1 guess that is what you are referring to, I do not have very 
much information about it, Other than they occurred. So i 

will not comment about it. 








QUESTION: How is your visit coordinated with that of Mr. 
Weinberger? Do you know if the Secretary of Defense is seeing 
Mr. Tariq Aziz? 





SECRETARY SHULT2Z2: The visit, was, I think, fortuitous, in the 
sense that it is an extra chance to talk with people in the 
region by a high official of the government, but it was not 
planned that way particularly. These meetings take place from 
time to time and Secretary Weinberger is here on that kind of 
a visit. As far as I know, he has no plan to see the Iraqi 
Foreign Minister, 











QUESTION; Wh y do you think the Soviet Union should pay any 
attention to what you are saying about Lebanon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can speak for the U.S. as a country 
dedicated to peace, and I call upon the Soviet Union and other 
countries to show equal dedication. I thought myself that it 

was a great thing to see the Lebanese, with all of the difficulties 
they have, struggling to find an agreement with Israel and by the 
same token, the Israelis negotiating in a troubled situation to 
bring about withdrawal and to try to establish a modicum of 

peace on their northern border. People are try:ng, trying to 
construct a peaceful world. Everyone has signed statements 
saying that is what they are for; let them come through and 

join in the peace process. I do not think that words will neces- 
sarily do it, but there is no need to despair, we might as 

well try. 





QUESTION: What do you mean by “join in the process?" 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Join others in calling on the Syrians to 
withdraw from Lebanon. 
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QUESTION: Can I just ask Mr. Secretary Shultz one thing on 
the Williamsburg Summit in light of the last two days at the 
OECD. Earlier this year you said that you would hope for a 
rather informal or unstructured Summit. Do you think that 
anything can be accomplished in terms of solving, or even 
moving towards solving, these complex and interrelated issues 
at a summit that is as informal as you have foreseen? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President and other heads of state do 
feel that the most will be accomplished at the Summit if it 
is informal, conversational, with, certainly, an orderly 
process of working through various subjects, and this will 
provide them with an opportunity with a genuine exchange of 
views on a lot of these subjects. I do not think that you 
expect that heads of state are going to come at this issue 
with a sense of a solution in some kind of definitive one per 
one sense. What heads of state can contribute, it seems to 
me, is a sense of the relationship among these issues and 

a greater understanding of how they effect the various 
countries involved, so that as they proceed with their own 
policies they do so with a great sense of how the inter- 
ations are likely to be around the world. It is those kinds 
of things that you tend to get out of a Summit. Furthermore 
on matters such as the prospects for economic growth without 
inflation, I think those will be very well served if the 
protectionist pressures can be kept in a balance, perhaps 
rolled back a little bit, and here getting a feel for mutual 
determination to do so is often very helpful as you go your 
Own processes in your Own country. So these are all aspects 
of what may come up at the Summit, Eut I do not think that 
people go there expecting to find five answers to four 
questions. 





QUESTION; Mr. Secretary, do you think that the Saudis are 
still going to exert pressures upon the Syrians with their 
petro-dollars? 


SECRETARY SHUILTZ2: Well, I did not say that they were, so 

the word "still”™ is not an operative one, and I do not have 

any comment to make about whatever the nature of the discussion 
between the Saudis and the Syrians may be, other than to note 
that the Saudi Foreign Minister at the airport did make a 
comment about the importance of Syrian withdrawal. 





QUESTION: Do you have any confidence that any initiative 
toward Vietnam can settle the problems of Kampuchea and Laos? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think in that situation we have one where 
a Soviet-sponsored country with some 180,000 troops or more 
has invaded Kampuchea, has moved into Laos, is causing trouble 
on the Thai border, and what we and others have called for is 
for them to withdraw to their own country. In that regard we 
are supporting the effort of the ASEAN countries and also 

the People's Republic of China which has the same viewpoint. 
Whether the Australian Foreign Minister will be able to 
accomplish something in that regard, I do not know. I wish 
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him well, but our policy is very clear. 


QUESTION; Are you willing to meet with the Soviets and 
discuss with them on the question of their getting on 
the side of peace? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We meet with the Soviets, I do, and others 
do from time to time. We are always interested in peace; 

it has many dimensions. Somebody brought up Kampuchea, we 

have been talking about the Middle East, we have very constructive 
efforts going in Southern Africa, we have lots of problems in 
Central America; there are many places where we can be more 
constructive. Let alone inthe field of arms control. Where 
the President has put forward sweeping proposals for reductions 
in nuclear armaments and in conventional arms, the MBFR talks 
are going on in Vienna, there are talks going on in Madrid -- 
there are a great many forums where various dimensions of what 
it takes to build peace are under discussion. 





QUESTION: Should they be brought into closer consultations, 
particularly on the Middle East? 





GECRETARY SHULTZ: The point I made in the Middle East was in 
response to questions and in response to an article in TASS, 

more or less officially attacking the agreement reached be- 

tween Israel and Lebanon: how you can attack that agreement 

and feel that you are for peace in Lebanon, I do not know, It 

is an agreement to start the process for removal of foreign forces, 
so I do not think it takes a conference, it takes them to urge 

{he Syrians to withdraw, as the Israelis have agreed to withdraw. 





QUESTION: Do you, after these two days of talks here, feel 

that the U.S. has more responsibility for protecting the fragile 
world recovery, and in particular are you more interested in 
world growth as a way of helping the developing countries, who 
have in many cases, borrowed very heavily from the American 
banking system? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The U.S. has been, remains and continues to 

be very much interested in world economic growth, non- 

inflationary, healthy growth. It is good for us, it is good 

for our friends and allies, it is good for the developing countries 
as well as our industrial neighbors so we have been in favor of 
that, we continue to be. All of those sentiments were reinforced 
at the meetings here and there is a continued thrust in that 
direction, We are glad to be aboard, if anything, leading the 
charge, 
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MR. SPEAKES: The Secretary has just finished his 
meeting with the President, following his 17 days in the Middle 
East and in Paris. And he will report to you on his meeting with 
the President, as well as his travels. 


He will have a brief opening statement and, then, 
be followed with about i0 minutes of questions, after which we 
would like to conclude. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was a pleasure to report to 
the President in person, as well as -- during this trip -- by 
cable and by telephone. Somehow, that is a little better kind 
of communication, when you can look somebody in the eye and 
talk it over. 


But at any rate, during the course of the travels 
in the Middle East -- I, of course, started out with good 
instructions from the President. And we were able to maintain 
a constant communication. I reported to him on the situation in 
Lebanon right now as I left it. And that is that the agreement 
between Israel and Lebanon is oracually settling down. I think 
just about all the i's have b2en dotted now and the t's crossed. 
And we expect to see that take final shape and be ratified. 


Of course, once that is firm and in hand, then the 
next question is -- and i+ is a question that is being worked 
On -~ is Syrian and PLO withdrawal. And I have no doubt that 
the Lebanese will call, formally, for that. And while I fully 
reccegnize -- having been there -- that there are problems and 
difficulties, nevertheless it is clear that there is a weight 
of opinion building up in the Arab worid that this is the 
opportunity to bring about Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon, 
along with all foreign forces, and support for that. 


So I feel confident that, in the end, that will 
happen. And Lebanon will have a chance to, again, be a 
sOvereign country and to be able to decide for itself how it 
wonts to live and have a chance to be peaceful and prosperous. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why are you confident? 

SECRETARY SKULTZ: Let me just -- 

Q On, were you finished? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I am not quite finished. 

I do want to say that I attended the OECD meeting, 
along with several other Cabinet Cfficers. And, there, I think 
we found a very gooc reception to the developing economic 


recovery in the United States. Everyone recognizes how 
important that is. There was, I think, a good recognition of the 
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importance of combating protectionism, sc that the recovery in 
various countries can interact and we can get the most possible 
mileage out of it. 


There was general agreement cn the East-West economic 
relationship areas, something that had been discussed a great deal 
over the months. And that seemed to emerge in pretty good shape 
and without too much controversy. So, on the whole, the OECD 
meeting went well. And I had the privilege of a good visit with 
President Mitterrand about his perceptions of what is going on 
around the world and, also, looking toward the Wiiliamsburg 
summit. 


So I would be glad to have your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why are you confident? Why 
do you think there is a chance of the Syrians' not vetoing 
this? Are they saying anything to you that gives you any hope 
that they might go along? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they have been very 
critical of the agreement. I think that we have to divide ovr 
thinking, because you can have reservations or you can disagree 
with the agreement as such -- the Israeli-Lebanon agreement. 
But that is not really the question that we are asking them. 

We are asking them to withdraw. And they have said, over quite 
a period of time, that they are ready to withdraw when the 
Lebanese ask them to withdraw. 


So these are not unrelated subjects. But they do 
have some difference between them. And they haven't said they 
won't withdraw. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you starting to feel that 
they are under some pressure from the Soviets not to withdraw? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What pressure they are under 
from the Soviets, I do not know. I do know that the Soviets, in 
a TASS article, attacked the agreement. But what the nature 
of discussion between the Soviets and Syria is, I do not know. 


I do 
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have the impression from the history of Syria and also from direct 
discussions with the Foreign Minister and President Assad that these 
are two very independent people, and I doubt that anybody is telling 
them what to do. I think they'll probably decide for themselves. 


Q Why are the Russians withdrawing their dependents 
from Beirut? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you have to ask them a question 
like that, but I think every year Russian dependents leave where 
ever they are and go home during the summer months whenever the 
school is over. That's what they have said they are doing. It is, 
perhaps, slightly early but not that much. 


Q You think it's a benign thing and it doesn't 
indicate either pressure from the Soviets or the vossibility of a 
war between Israel and Syria? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any reason to think 
otherwise. That's the explanation they've given, and so we just 
accept it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on what grounds do you make secret 
agreements with the Israelis and Lebanese, that we will be committed 
to, and you refuse to give us the details of? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know where you have 
all of that. 


Q Are there some secret accords in this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there are various side letters, 
things that are not a formal part of the agreement, and both parties 
felt that it was an operational matter or detail, or something of 
that kind, and fitted better as a side part of the agreement, or as 
something that would be said in the joint liaison committee once it 
gets operating, or something of that kind. 


I'll give an illustration. The agreement is between 
Israel and Lebanon. The Syrians feel, and the Lebanese feel, that 
the question of Syrian withdrawal is an unrelated matter. The 
Syrians make a big point of the fact that their forces are in Lebanon 
on a different basis than the Israeli forces. So, there's nothing 
in the agreement about Syrian withdrawal. On the other hand, the 
Israelis make it very cleat, as you would expect, that they won't 
withdraw except that there is simultaneous withdrawal by the PLO and 
the Syrians. 





So you can't have it as part of the agreement, for qood 
reasons. It therefore has become part of a side letter which the 
Israelis wrote to us and which we acknowledged. It's not a secret. 
But it's not part of the agreement -- 


Q Then there are no secrets? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and that's just a way in which 
the -- 

Q You have made no secret commitments that the 


American people are not informed, or know about? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: There, I don't say that there aren't -- 
that things haven't been said that are part of the record -- there's 
not going to be publication of every word that's been said, but -- 


Q I don't mean said, I mean commitments. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- there are no commitments made 
on behalf of the United States that commit the United States to 
something or other that's a secret. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what about the reports we're hearing 
that Syrian and PLO troovs going back into Lebanon -- this comes at 
a, at the time when your agreement is reached -- it looks almost like 


a response to it. Is it? And is it happening? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have heard reports, as you have, 
that some PLO have re-entered Lebanon. I would say, first of ail, 
that that's a violation of the agreement under which they evacuated 
Beirut. And I think we ought to take note of that fact. And now, 
second, of course it's an unwelcome development. We want them to be 
moving out, not moving in. Nevertheless, we will continue to pursue 
our agenda which is to first get this agreement nailed down finally, 
and then to vroceed to work on the Syrian and PLO evacuation of 
Lebanon. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how long do you feel -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, have you and the President discussed 
at this point the F-16 sale and what the status of that will be now 
that your trip is complete and the agreement has been agreed to? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we talked about it a little bit, 
but I don't have anything to add on that. That's a subject that the 
President has under review and he'll decide what he's going to do in 
good time. 


Q Will you be -- 
Q Will you have to co back to Damascus to iron some 
of these things out once the draft agreement is spelled out for 


itself, would you have to -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm planning to stay home for awhile. 
I like it here. (Laughter.) 


Q What is the next step then for you? 

Q Williamsburg. 

Q What is -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Phil Habib is there. Phil Habib is 
our, one of our most experienced Americans at these negotiations. 
He's well-known to the Syrians. They like him. They respect him. 
And you could just see that when you're there with Phil. So, the 
United States has been, and will be, very well represented by Phil. 


Q How else do you appeal to the Syrians, to join in? 
What appeals can be made to them to join in? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all the Lebanese will 
make a statement to them, I'm sure. And they'll have discussions 
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with them. There are certain legitimate question: that the Syrians 
will raise that will have to be addressed. For example, the security 
zone that's set out between -- in Southern Lebanon abuts the Syrian 
border, so I think it's a legitimate question: How are you going 

to handle that? So there are a variety of things of that kind 

that they'll, no doubt, talk about. 


Other Arab countries are weighing in on the subject, 
so I'm sure that they'll be heard from. We are perfectly ready 
to talk with the Syrians about the situation, and I think we also 
go on -- to a degree, on the basis that everyone has spoken of the 
desirability of Lebanon having a chance to be sovereign. Certainly, 
Syria has spoken about Lebanese sovereignty all the time, so let 
the foreign forces get out and let's see what the Lebanese can do. 


Q Even still, Mr. Secretary, you appear to be hanging 
your hat solely on the -- for your optimism solely on the basis of 
the fact that the Syrians in the past have said they would withdraw. 
Do you have anything more solid to go on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, =I have only to go on the 
views of others. And while the discussions that I had in Syria were 
certainly not encouraging at all as far as their attitude toward the 
agreement is concerned, they didn't refuse to withdraw or anything 
of that kind. But we have to take these things one at a time, and 
I think that the first thing is to get the agreement between Lebanon 
and Israel nailed down and to have the broad spectrum of the various 
confessional groups in Lebanon have a chance to express themselves 
through the parliamentary process in Lebanon. Once other governments 
are able to see that here is an agreement that the government of 
Lebanon has worked out, that the government of Lebanon wants to 
sign, and that the government of Lebanon's parliamentary process 
has endorsed, then it's a little hard to second-guess them. So I 
think that's the position that they want to get in. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how long can Israel wait for a 
Syrian withcrawal without trying to place some pressure of its own? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there will be a period here -- 
and, no doubt, a certain amount of discomfort -- but there -- it 
is something that we'll work along at and that can't go on forever, 
as your question implies. But I don't want to put down some length 
of time as a marker either. These are very difficult, tough issues, 
and the way to get at them is just to get at them and work at them. 


Q The opposition is already talking about a deadline 
of June 6, the anniversary of the invasion. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're not talking about any 
such time period as that. I'm not saying that's too soon or that it's 
too far off. Just not going to get penned down by some sort of an 
artificial date. Our object is to achieve this result, and we're 
going to work at it and we're going to do it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the government cf Israel has 
announced that it will have nine new settlements in occupied terri- 
tories. Do you see any connection between that announcement and 
your activities in the area? And do you find it helpful at this 
time? 
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MR. SPEAKES: Last question -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have -- I would make the 
same comment on that that I've made on settlement activity, generally: 
That insofar as our efforts on the basic peace process are concerned, 
the President has said -- going back to his September lst speech -- 
and we have continued to say that we don't think that new settlement 
activities is a constructive contribution to that end. 


Now, I think it's also the case that our arguments with 
the Israelis will be a lot more meaningful if there is some evidence 
that we have an additional Arab leader coming to the bargaining 
table to speak on behalf of the Palestinians on the West Bank and Gaza 
and elsewhere. And as yet we haven't hac that situation. 


Q Well, why don't you speak to them? Why does someone 
have to speak on behalf of them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The West Bankers and the Gazans, of 
course, have been speaking and talking and people are getting around 
with them. Nevertheless, there has been for quite some time a mandate, 
as you know, given by the Arab League to the PLO to speak on behalf 
of the Palestinians and that mandate continues to hold. 


Q You would suggest that that be withdrawn. Do you 
still want that to be withdrawn, Mr. Secretary? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:0C P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: This is a background briefing, attributable 


to a senior administration official. 


A> a 


background briefer is :iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiifils: seesceseeeseees oeascesesesseses } 
° . 4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks, Mort. 4 
Prime Minister Price is making his first visit here ‘ 
as Prime Minister of an independent country. He's been here 
a number of times as head of a self-governing colony. It became 
independent a year and a half ago. : 
It's @ parliamentary democracy, one with a tropical ‘ 
economy but one =hat has a kind of potential for development that, 
the Caribbean S5asin Initiative is aimed at. x 


He came up here to talk about Central America and our 
bilateral relé-ions. We covered the question of the dispute between 
Guatemala and 5elize. As you know, or may know, Guatemala claims 
a substantial portion of Belizian territory, and efforts have 
been made to bargain this issue out -- very intensive efforts 
with our suport. 


There is no solution in sight at this moment and 
the -- However, the United States will continue its efforts to ° 
see whether it can't encourage a direct negotiation between ; 
these two countries. Recent attempts have been made at that 
ana failed. 


Prime Minister Price expressed his interest in the 
Dritish government retaining its garrison in Belize until the dispute 
witn Guatemala hac been settled. And we told him that we are 
encouraging Britain to do so. : 


The President and the Prime Minister talked in some 
Getail about the Caribbean Basin Initiative, the President noting 
that the Senate Finance Committee is marking it up this morning 
and expressed confidence that that would be a positive markup 
and, indeed, confidence that the legislation would be passed. 


Prime Minister Price reiterated how important it a 
would be for a country like Belize that wants to develop agricultural ’ 
and industrial exports and attract investment. Prime Minister ' 
Price talked about the President's speech before the joint session 
of Congress. He told him he thought it was very well presented and 
effectively presented and noted that the President had said that 
three-quarters of the assistance that we are giving to the area is 
economic and underscored his appreciation for that, thinking that that 
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is the proper emphasis to address the underlying social and ‘economic iad 


problems. + 

7 acy h 

We talked also about drugs, with Prime Minister Price : 

pledging to continue the efforts of Belize at drug eradication, =~ .; 
of a joint spraying program with Mexico and at interdiction of a 


drug trafficking through Belize. They've been quite effective in 
doing that. 


Finally, there was an exchange on the situation in 
Central America as a whole, with the President and the Prime “Sire 
Minister expressing the hope that the efforts at a regional solution, oe 
which are now underway, can make progress. 


Let me stop there. Those are the issues that -- ta i 
Questions? " ‘ 
Q Anything with respect to Belize possibly being 

cne place where Fort Gulick might go after the Panamanians -- 


Anything about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It was not -- 


00 pl te im es 


Q What is the United States providing in the way 
of money or other sort of assistance for this anti-marijuana 
program? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you the 
exact dollar figure out of my head, but we have provided both 
Mexico -- Mexico, large sums of money in support of it and Belize, 
rather small -- So, I think $20,000 or $30,000. But I have to 
get you the figure for that. 
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Q What does Belize stand to gain if the CBI should attack? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Several things. one, duty-' 
free access for products that they now manufacture or produce and sell, | 
like sugar and citrus. And the Prime Minister mentioned both of these - - 
as pr ducts that would become more competitive on which they would have 
a substantially larger return with GutyrEree access. cd, in 

But Mr. Price is here in part also to promote investment in ‘ 
New York and in Houston and in a couple of other places, and he will; be 
trying to track people down to invest for duty-free entry of manufacturers 
to our market. Belize has substantial surplus labor, has a good education 
system, and he thinks a lot of labor can be employed down there rather “ 
than come up here. ee a o~ivish: ek | 

He noted to us that 25,000 Belizians out of a total population 
of 140,000 that are in Belize are in the United States, and suggested 4 
that it was in everybody's interest to have them employed down in Belize, 


Pa 


Q In the discussion of Central America, did Mr. Price 3g 
offer any opinions, or the President any observations about the issues- * - 
involving our activities relating to Nicaragua? £ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President mentioned lit- 
briefly. There was quite a long discussion on Nicaragua. Mr. Price. offered 
the view that it was not well known in his country, the efforts that the ° 
United States had made to reach a negotiated solution with Nicaragua, and! 
he was very glad to hear about them and urged us to make them better... “ 
known. But also urged us to continue them. At and: 
On. ves 
The President said that he was in very vigorous support of 
the regional effort which is now being made. ” 


Q Did Mr. Price express any views that he said were 
held in the region about our reported covert activities -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Is Belize having some trouble with Guatemala? How 
stable is Belize? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the territory of ; 
Belize until recently, until this government,was claimed in its entirety . 
by Guatemala, and has been since Guatemala became independent in 1821. ; 
Recently, the Guatemalan government has limited its claim to a portion of 
the territory, southern portion of the territory of Belize. But it is 
Still very substantial, and one that the Belize government is not prepared 
to consider. ' H 


So there is a potential there for friction or worse, and a 
great deal of effort has been expended on trying to find a solution to 
it. As I mentioned earlier, we haven't found it yet. 

Q Do you support either side's claim? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we don't support the 
claims, but we have done a great deal of mediation in the past of this. 


Q Who occupies the ground that is in contention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Belize. 


Q Did you say that there had not been any direct 
negotiations between those two countries yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been discussions. 
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with this present Guatemalan government, and with the last government there 
were intensive negotiations between Britain and just before Belize became 
independent and Guatemala that almost succeeded; came very close. 


MR. ALLIN: We are getting ready for this photo-op with 
Ambassador Nitze. Why don't we take two more questions here? ‘ 
Q I was puzzled by the size of the amount of money on 


this marijuana thing, and yet the President mentioned it. Is Belize, in 
fact, a major supplier of illegal marijuana to the United States? 


w~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but the concern is, 
of course, that it could become one. And it is a country that has 
participated in the irradication program, I would say. * 


, ™. 
Pie oe, ee Foy 
la 


Q Jerry, what is the approximate size of the British 
air and ground garrison now? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 3000. 


Q Squadron and Harriers? 


‘ 


~ 


Be err eas hae To 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Four Harriers; four’ *# 
Harriers. “3 


Q Did they ask you at all about the possibility of either : 
military aid or sales to Guatemala, saying that that's something they would 
not like particularly at this time? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not raised. ; 
We do provide modest military assistance to Belize, and the President and 
Secretary of State did comment favorably on Belize's decision not to have 
relations with Cuba, Nicaragua and the Soviet Union. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:10 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: Ambassador Nitze will make a couple 
of remarks to you and, then, be available for questions for 
about 10 minutes 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: We return, this Saturday, to 
begin the next round of the negotiations on May 17th in 
Geneva. And before I left, the President gave me 50 minutes 
of his time -- just now -- to go over the situation. And I 
was, again, deeply impressed with the firm support that he gives 
to the efforts we are making to achieve meaningful limitations 
and reductions in the field of nuclear weapons. And I feel 
that I have all the flexibility that I need, at this stage, 


to pursue these negotiations actively and toward a meaningful 
result. 


Q Ambassador, what can you tell vs about the 
instructions he gave? And has there been ény discussion at 
all about specific numbers of warheads as a possible proposal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: There has been lots of 
discussion. Bvt, as you know, the President's proposal is one 
which says that we are prepared to consider any level that the 
Soviets might be interested in. And that is one of the things 
that I will be discussing with my Soviet counterpart, to see 
whether or not we can find a level which they take seriously 
and we can negotiate with them on. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, were your instructions changed 
at all by this meeting with the President? 


Q Or are they unchanged? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: My instructions -- this was a 
general discussion. And it was not a discussion about the 
specific wording of instructions. 


Q What is your estimate as to whether an 
agreement is possible within the next several months, and 
whether the Soviets really are going to be able to deal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think we have a lot of 
hard work before us -- before we can actually get to a 
specific agreement. 


Q But what is your estimate, if you would 
answer my question? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I cannot make an estimate. 


Would like me to make an estimate in percentage 
chances? I cannot do that. 
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Q However you choose to, sir. 


i ies Q Do you think there is any possibility that the 
U.S. missiles will not be deployed, et least a few of them? Or 
do you still think that some will be deployed and that the 


Russians will not really get down to hard bargaining until that 
happens? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Certainly, what we are trying 
to do is to achieve an agreement as quickly as we can. And we, 
certainly, would like to achieve an agreement prior to the 
initial deployment of the weapons in Europe. But if that is 
not possible, then it may be necessary to deploy she weapons. 


Q Is there any chance that there will not be 
a devloyment? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think there is a4 chance. 
Q You think -- covld you repeat that? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think there is a chance, 


yes. 

Q That there could be an agreement before 
deployment. 

AMBASSADOR NITZE: I ¢o, indeed. 

Q What do you think of the Andropov 
proposal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: What the Andropov proposal 
basically was, was saying that the Russians would be prepared to 
consider limitations on warheads as well as limitations on the 
number of systems on launchers. And that has really been 
inherent in the Soviet position for a long period of time. 


Q What about the British and French missiles? 
Is there any give on our side on including them? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No. There is no give on our 
side in including them. We see no justification for subtracting 
from the U.S. ceilings the numbers of British and French nuclear 
systems as defined by the Soviets. And that -- ail the reasons 
for our position were well spelling ovt, I think, in that 
article by Larry Eagleburger, which appeared recently in The 
Washington Post. 


Q Mr. Nitze, why did the President say last 
week that -- if the objections to the British and French aspect 
of the Andropov proposal are still valid -- why did the 
President say that he was encovraged, that he would give the 
new offer serious consideration when your remarks and remarks 
by Weinberger indicate you are going to reject the proposal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No. I think what the President 
had in mind was that both the U.S. START position and the U.S. 
INF position contemplate putting the control on the number of 
warheads as being the most important limitation. That is 
certainly true of the INF interim proposal. It was, also, 
inherent in the zero-zero proposal. 


In the zero-zero proposal, it did not stand ovt, 
because we were proposing the abolition of all systems entirely: 
the launchers, the missiles, and the warheads, and the base 
facilities, and the final assembly facilities, et cetera, 
et cetera. 
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So if you are banning the entire system, yov do 
not emphasize one part as opposed to another part. In the 
President's interim proposal, he discussed equal levels on 
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warheads on both sides. So he was emphasizing the warheads. 


Similarly, in the START position, the principle 
element of the U.S. position is the reduction to 5,000 missile 
warheads on both sides. 


Now, granted that there are other provisions. But 
the principle one in the START position has been the reduction 
in the number of warheads on both sides. So I think to have 
Mr. Andropov say that they were prepared to consider warheads 
@s being a more valid measure of capability than just launchers 
was a step bringing somewhat closer together the basic analytical 
framework in which one negotiates. 


Q Where is your -- What is your -- 
Q Yes, but, Mr. Nitze -- 

Q -- justification for optimism -- 
Q -- you haven't -- Excuse me -- 


Q -- if you're going to reject the British and 
the English missile -- 


Q You'll have to ask -- 
Q Well, she always insists on a followup. 
Q -- proposal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: People can chance their minds. 


Q Mr. Nitze, you haven't replied to my basic 
question. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Yes? 





Q Which is that the British and French missiles 
are still the major stumbling block. Correct? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, but you -- you ended up by 
saying, "How could the President express a degree of encouragement 
by virtue of what Mr. Andropov said?" The main thing that he 
said related to his willingness to consider warheads as being 
a more valid measure of capability than any other measure. 


Now, I repeat, I think that was properly viewed 
as being -- as an encouraging development. It doesn't cover 
everything. It certainly doesn't cover a lot of other things, 
including compensation for the British and French. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the President and -- the U.S. 
is looking to possible violations of the SALT terms with these 
test firings of Soviet missiles. I understand that that's SALT 
and we're talking INF here. But does the possible violation of 
accords by the Soviet Union in this other area, does that in 
some sense hurt the atmosphere for your negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: It doesn't help. 


Q If the President embraces the build-down concept -- 
Q Mr. Ambassador, if there is very little new in 
the business of counting warheads -- it was inherent in both our 
positions and we have always been for counting warheads -~- can you 


tell me why the Congress should consider it, therefore, new that 
the President is now about to count warheads? I mean, this business 
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of trying to get some support for MX? If it's not -- If counting 
warheads has always been inherent and always part of this, then 
what's new about it on either side? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Well, I can't expand upon what 
I said earlier. I said, the fact that Mr. Andropov has publicly 
come out and made this statement does narrow the theoretical 
a@ifference between the way in which both sides look at the 
problem. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, the reportage on your walk 
in the woods concentrated on cruise missiles. Is there any 
possibility of an agreement that would eliminate Pershing II 
but keep cruise missiles? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That is -- The President's pro- 
posal talks about limitation to equal levels on the number of 
warheads on both sides. And it says that the -- other parts of 
the U.S. proposal remain unchanged from what they were under the 
zero-zero proposal. And, therefore, it does nct contemplate 
a differentiation between Pershing II's and ground-launch cruise 
missiles. 


Q If Congress rejects the MX missile, would that 
have any impact upon your negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think it would but not directly. 
You know, everything has some impact on other things. 


Q What kind of impact would it have? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: It would -- Well, it would 
suggest greater importance to the -- a greater division between 
the executive branch and the legislative branch than would be 
supportive of the most effective negotiations with -- 


Q -- tell us what number you're going to Geneva 
with this week, on the number of Soviet SS-20's that have been 
Geployed? Are you still using 351? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: The number that have been deployed? 


Yes, I think that is the latest figure that has been used, yes. 


Q There were reports of an increase in the 
numbers of SS-20's. How do you interpret the Soviet buildup 
in advance of -- the resumption of talks. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Well, they have been continuing 
to add to their deployments in the Far East. 


Q Well, how does that effect your negotiations? 
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AMBASSADOR NITZE: It is not a good thing from the standpoint 
of -- I don't quite understand the purport of your question. 


Q The point is, what with the Soviets building or adding 
to the SS-20's at this time, does that give you any insight into 
Mr. Andropov's real bargaining position? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, I think it is quite clear that the 
Soviet deployments of SS-20's have been continuing on a steady state for 
the last seven years. There hasn't been any interruption. There's 
nothing new about the rate of their deployment. 


Q Mr. Nitze, are you going with a new proposal to Geneva? 
Or is there anything new to our position? And, also, what do you think 
of the Scowcroft Commission report? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: With respect to whether there is anything 
new, the President's interim proposal was brand new. And that I presented 
on the last day of the last round of our negotiations. So during this 
round I will have an opportunity to spell that out in ail its amplification 
and its implications for the draft treaty text, etcetera, etcetera, so 
that I will really be dealing with a new proposal. 


Q -- pick numbers? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: As I said earlier, I will explore with 
the Soviets whether or not there are specific numbers which they would 
be prepared to negotiate seriously on. 


Q Can you tell us that -- if the President embraces 
the warhead build-down concept, would that apply to INF as well as to 
START? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: As I understand it there are complexities 
in that which haven't -- or at least when I last heard about it hadn't 
been fully worked out, so I'd prefer not to comment on that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:03 P.M. EDT 














BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


‘ 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





rical ly 

i 

BACKGROUND BRIEFING - 
:2n +A 

os lieu ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S LETTER : 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
ON THE MX MISSILE a. Ss 


ee 
May 12, 1983 33 
ae 
The Roosevelt Room 4 
4:27 P.M. EDT z 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, first, I apologize:? 
I'm sorry. it's been a busy day, but it has been for you, too... a 
Q Did they vote yet? 


‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


I've looked forward to this. I wouldn't always open 
that way, but it seems to me that events here in Washington and 
elsewhere have given a lot of us around here a sense that things 
are beginning to happen. These have included events relative 
to arms control, to the Middle East, to Central America, to 
economic matters leading up to the Summit, and with some promise 
vis-a-vis countries in Asia. 


I'd be glad to respond to questions on each of those 
areas. I would like to say just 6ne brief point on arms control, and | 
that is that the President felt increasingly, going back to late 
last year, that we were on the threshold of real opportunity for 
progress in arms control. 


That was as much a product of the incentives that 
were boing established, authorizations at the time, as it was to 
certain realities and understandings that were emerging in Geneva 
as to priorities and so forth. And believed and tasked us to 
infuse the community with a little greater sense of analytical 
intensity. 


The acatalyst in this procéss was a proposal that 
same .orward early in the year, in January, and an article on the 
op-ed page of a well-known newpaper by Senator Bill Cohen for 
an approach called a guaranteed build-down. The President called 
Bill that same day and told him that he thought this was a very 
constructive concept to the extent that it integrated the realities 
of the need for modernization, as well as the imperative of reductions, 
and that he wanted to work with him in the ensuing weeks to 
see if it conceptually could be applied in a way which would preserve 
stability and lead to real progress in reductions, and directed me 
and others in the community to open a dialogue with Cohen and 
others who expressed an interest soon thereafter -- Senator Nunn, 
notably. 


In the course of the past five months, there've been 
an active exchange between those Senators and others with me 
and with the Department of Defense representatives, Ron Lehman and 
Others that have talked about how it could be applied in a way 
that would be both stable, enhance stability. 


° MORE 
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We identified what were for us some problems with it, 
that is its susceptibility if applied rigidly and without discrimination 
as to take into account modernization vorograms on both sides - 
and priorities on both sides, in terms of arms control, and specifically 
that if, as conceived, a two-for-one approach were taken across © 
the board in all systems that, because of the unique features of : 
each system and because Of asymmetries, frankly, that exist between . ¢ 
our force and the Soviet Union that it could be a problem if applied | 
in that fashion. 5 
t 
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Senator Cohen understood that. 


Q Could you just explain what asymmetry is, 
just exactly what do you mean by asymmetry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- there's asymmetry 
in age, there's asymmetry in defensive systems. For example, the 
Soviet Union has quite a substantial air defense system. We do not. 
We have to contend with that. They do not. That's an asymmetry. 


. 


“~ 


; 


There are asymmetries in age. Our force is basically, 
in Old force. Theirs is a relatively new force, on average by 


about 10 years newer. And so you have to look at modernization 
programs over time and new systems coming online in the Soviet 


Union and so forth. 


tee oe 


™. 
ty 
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Senator Cohen and others were very receptive to this 
dialogue, and the long and the short of it is that it has led in 
recent days to what I believe is a meeting of the minds; that is 
that if one applies this concept flexibly in its formulation and 
in its implementation, that it can be a constructive means to 
achieving what we're all after and that is reductions; that we 
can envision, that if formulated flexibly and implemented flexibly, 
that it can lead not only to results in Geneva but to a broader 
consensus here and in the Congress and in the country at large 
on how we do it. And the President has pledged to work very 
carefully and closely with interested Senators and others in the 
House to translate the concept into an application with our own 
ideas into finally an integrated approach in Geneva. So, again, 
it is a measure of cooperation and important in two respects: For 
its substantive merit and, secondly, for the broadening of bipartisan 


4, « Dae 
a t 


_— 
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support that it represents. 4 
I'm getting too verny se. I could go on to other areas, “4 

from the Middle East -- : 
Q Before you do oF. Ss 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: --- to economics. d 


Q -- could you be a little bit less abstract in 
explaining how this would apply or modify the existing U.S. propossis? -- 
because the language that you cite about how it would have to be 
implemented flexibly and conceived of flexibly and formulated 
flexibly makes it sound like what you might be doing is just taking 
the existing U.S. proposal for reductions and calling that a build- 
Gown. After all, we already have a proposal that seeks to reduce 
the number of warheads that each side has drastically by whatever ‘ 
it is -- one third. And it't just not clear in my mind what -- how 
Our proposal would change. What are some ways it would change 
under -- other than just saying, "Well, that's a build-down. Let's 
call it a build-down"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I believe, first 
of all, there is further work to be done. The milestone that is 
reached today doesn't represent the definition of a precise START 
position that says in each system X will be reduced in exchange for 
Y modernization, no. We are in the process of integrating now the 
Scowcroft Commission's recommendations, which, as you know, point . $a 
to the need for improving stability by concentrating through , 
modernization on less high-value targets and more distribution of 
the deterrent over a number of targets. That together with the build- ; 
down concept is being integrated. + 


Q Can you say that again, just express that thought 
again, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're in the process of ° 
integrating the Scowcroft Commission's tecommendations into the 
START position. As you know, this calls for the focusing upon war- 
heads as a unit of account and upon focusing in the modernization he 
program upon the need to move over time away from MIRV systems, af 
Ree. 
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which are very high-valve targets and into a more stable 
relationship brought on by increasing the target base with 
Single-warhead, small ICBMs reducing, thereby, the warhead-target 
ratio. 


°“4- 


Doing that, which involves among other things 
reconsidering the launcher limit, is underway together with 
analytical efforts to apply the build-down concept to the 
phased approach, which is already underway in Geneva. 


——_ 


ve. 


a ae 


Now, I do not want to blow smoke at you. This is 
going to take some time. But it is an effort to which the 
President is committed jointly, and from which I expect to see 
results soon. 


Q As I understood the build-down, the concept 
was to build-down in terms of launchers, correct? I mean, 
that was the original proposal on the Hill, no? 


y . 
C', Meas: * , 
. « wth ape nee ee nape ar Bene p < 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was with 
warheads. 


Q It was with warheads. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were some 
uncertainties as to whether you are talking about big warheads, 
little warheads, all warheads or, in some cases, platforms, 
launchers. But we are talking about warheads. And one other point 
I did not mention earlier was that we will see in the letter 
today -- we have seen -- that a point of impetus is that variable 
ratios, as opposed to a fixed two-for-one, are going to be . 
necessary to encourage the Soviets toward a less stabilizing -- ‘ 
Or a more stabilizing outcome. And that is an important 
milestone. + 


Q That is what my Svestion is abovt. When 
you say "variable ratios," does this mean that, in some cases, 
we are going to be asking the Soviéts to take out more missiles, 
to destroy more missiles than we are willing to destory in order 
to get to where we think the situation would be stable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, 
we ought to focus on warheads as opposed to missiles. 


Q I meant to say -- I am assuming that you 
are talking about warheads. Could you answer the question 
with "warheads" substituted for "missiles." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


The precise ratio for reductions in every 
category is still to be defined. Putatively or implicitly, , 
a variable ratio means that, at a given point in time and in 
a given system -- both variables, to preserve stability, 
at a given moment you might have a ratio of 1.1, 1.7, 2.6. 
But the point is that -- the objective is, throvghovt the 
reductions process, not to have a destabilizing rate of 
reduction so as to create an imbalance at that point. 





Q But at any given point, might the Soviets have mt 
a different ratio than the U.S. has on a given system? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sometimes, it might 
be more severe for us. Sometimes, it might be more severe for 
them. But the point is, all the time, there would be a stable 
balance during reductions. 


MORE 
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Q Would this be a different ratio for each , 
different type? oe 
¥ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could be. 


There is no even approximate scale on which 


C 
that would be worked ovt as of now. - 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not as of now. ugh 4 
Q Does this letter and proposal allow the eg 
United States, as you all conceive it right now, to build up 4 > 
in the meantime? Doesn't this leave you that opportunity to 
continue? I mean, you talk about modernizing. And you talk ; a 


about maintaining a balance during the reduction process. 
Aren't you saying that the United States could continue its 
buildup to match them while this so-called “buvild-down" -- iv, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. And I take ig 
that very seriously. The implication being that this is a & 
And I would ' : 8 


Cnc 


cover for us to really build, instead of reduce. 
rebut that on two counts. 


First o. all, the realities of ovr program forces, 
as appropriated by tne Congress and so forth and as subject to 
appropriations in the out years -- is conceived originally and 
is maintained today in a very finite limit which does not 
envision going beyond existing levels of forces. Look at the 
Trident Program. Look at the ICBM Program. 


‘ 
: oo, * 


‘ ee a oe 


But it does allow you to buildup to those 


Q 
limits, obviously. 


SENIOR-ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
that is a reasonable assertion to 


MORE_ 
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the extent that, if there is a limit, which in real terms, the 
United States is not now voroposing to reach and has no reasonable 


prospect of reachino given Congressional constraints -- Neo - 
‘ rr 
Q But, but, let me take that a different way though, ~~) § 
ks 40. 
pe AR 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in the programs He HY 
we've already presented on the Hill. Ne. 


Q It's widely perceived that you're sending, then *.'7} 
including this in the letter in order to get a favorable MX vote..- 
So there is the inherent contradiction that you're agreeing to a */: *sR% 
device to build-down and destabilize -- and, to, to -- more stable,, *€ 
while at the, while you're doing it in order to get the most Sie 
destabilizing, largest buildup missile system ever devised? : 

tee Q 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
that's just not accurate, Saul, you know that. The MX is neither thes 
largest nor the most destabilizing -- eet 






v Saul -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- anywhere. 


Q Aren't ten warheads per missile -- is not -- 4 

Q How many are on the 18 right now and have been , 

for five years? th 
sh 

Q I won't argue with you about the number -- ; 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me bronze that, oa 

right now. (Lauchter.) € i 
- ? j 

Q The fact is, the fact is you're going for something ~ 


celled building-down in order to get something that will build up our 
forces and build up a missile. Are you prepared, for example, after ** 
installing the 100 MX's to build-down and destroy 2,000 warheads, a 
if it's two-for-one, is the ratio? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sorry. I 
didn't mean to be frivolous. 


Q That's alright. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, whenever 
the MX is devloyed, and it's in 1986, we'll have well before that, 
in fact this year, the precise translation of the ratio for not only 
that, but for other systems. But, if we even never had this, the 
purpose of the MX was never to enable us to exceed a limit or go beyond 
where we are today. We're goinco for 5,000 balistic missile warheads. : 
And, whatever the outcome on MX, that's the outcome we want. And 
2,500 at most would be at the amount deployed on land. 


‘ . ‘ 


has sugcested that the kind of missile the MX is, and others have 
suagested, that the kind of missile the MX is, is destabilizing. | ‘4 
It is a very tempting target -- 


0 Nevertheless, the MX and the Scowcroft Commission $ 
* 
% 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, just a minute -- : 
Q -- it is a sitting duck -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that's not right 
either. The Scowcroft Commission said that the MX is an important 


a 
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contribution to deterrence today. : 


Q You're not -- you're.sugcestinag that there's no: 4 
contradiction, then, between aqoing for a build-down scheme in order 
to get Conoress to approve a build up scheme, such as MX. That's. 
my voint. ede 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. oF 


24: eh 
Q I have two questions -- “oh, ag BA 
Q Are you, are you -- and I don't mean this “ 
frivolously either -- are you endorsing the build-down concept? Is ‘> 


the President endorsing that or not, first of all. And, secondly, 


it will be reflected when you return to the START talks on June 8? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first point, the *” 
administration is endorsing a build-down concept today. A concept ; 
that is mutually derived from an iterative vrocess which will involve ,4 
varicble ratios over time, flexibly applied. I give you all the 2 
othe: hvokers I've already thrown at you, but I don't think they are *-, 
hookers. We don't intend them as caveats to evade the issue. 
The build-down is a valid, useful, constructive proposal. 
Applied flexibly, we believe it can really help us get results. 


en ee 


Q Then what about the -- you will propose this 
before you go back, or when you go back in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I honestly think 

that it's going to take us beyond gyune 8 to get it integrated into 

the detail that will be necessary, and frankly, I think that a concept 
such as this, plus -- and let me ugderscore -- other separate, but 
related proposals of the Scowcroft Commission will give us an ‘ 
integrated proposal but it is not exclusively build-down. It is, 

as well, accommodating the Scowcroft recommendations for the Midgetman.. 
And it will take more time than just June 8. There will be new ‘ 
proposals on June 8. 


Lys 
,s 


C How long -- 
Q But not with the buildup? 


Q A variable ratio -- being flexibly applied, sounds 
awfully much like something that's so flexible and so variable that, 
in fact, it won't really make a big difference in your proposal. 

I mean, you've been talking about de-nroductions, you've also been 
talking about modernization all along, can you explain just, again, 
how the build-down is going to affect your proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I could repeat 


what I've said, but I don't want to evade the issue. I think the 
best answer must come when it is integrated, and applied, and I can't 


. 
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Give you that today. But it is not something that is an expedient 
by any means. It is something that is endorsed, truly. AndI | , 
think to be fair to the Senators, they surely would not cop out 

to some expedient to get the MX. Bill Cohen is perfectly serious 
about de-productions. "=" 


7. 
Q Was this negotiated with Senator Cohen? Has ae 
he agreed to the language in here? 
‘4% 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: -- yes, a -- very close ; 


work with Senator Cohen, yes. I'd suggest you ao and talk to him on 


Q Did you say it will be integrated in the June sth? ; 
vroposal as well as the Scowcroft Commission? That something along «%§ 
these lines will be integrated into the June 8th prorosal? a ‘ 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This and the Scow- 
croft recommendations are now being integrated. I am confident *: 
that we will have new material on the June 8th position. . 

I cannot promise you that the detailed build-down'”” | “f 
ver time propositions will be in it. And I don't think that 
woula pe -- f 
2 


? 
‘ 


Q When do you think that this will be integrated 
and you or -- some official will be able to say this is the proposal 
with all of the details? How long is that going to take? ¢ 


. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. It ; 
isn't something -- and I can only give you my word on this -- where .« 
we're filling a square on the Hill and saying, "Put that off until + 
next year." Absolutely not. The President is telling me, "Get 
hot on it. And he's telling Bill Cohen and Sam Nunn and Chuck 
Percy as well as the rest, "I af committed to working closely with 
you. 


- 
a, 


oe 


Now -- 

Q I'm not accusine you of that. I'm just trying 
to get some sense so it isn't quite so much in the clouds as how ne 
long you think this is going to take. Six months? Three? You “f 
know, I mean, it just -- it's very hard to know because it's = _¢ 


being presented in such a generalized way. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just don't know. 
I guess I would only have to say that the President, both on this 
concept and on the Scowcroft Commission and from his general con- 
fidence that I referred to earlier, is very deeply and personally 
concerned that we must move aggressively in Geneva to promote the 
earliest possible reduction of arms. I mean, this is not a back 
burner issue. . 


Q Just to repeat the, I guess, analytical point 
that is implied by a lot of these questions, the administration 
has already embraced reducing the number of warheads. It has 
already embraced modernizing its forces, which imply, replacing 
existing ones with new ones. 


Bie 


So as a concept, you know, the existing proposals 
imply taking what you have, replacing it with something new and : 
reducing all at the same time. So that, to me, implies that there 
was some kind of build-down implicit in the administration's pro- 
posals already. And I don't see what the milestone is today since 
what you're saying is you're taking this term and saying that it 
is applied very flexibly, basically to the positions that the 
administration already has. 


Now, I'm not trying to a argumentative. I just 


MORE 2 
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don't see it that way. ° 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, you're not. 
I -- It's a fair point. , 


Let me make another point. I think it underlies every- 
thing that's going on here. You know, if you're really serious 4; 
about getting results, you're not going to say on background or 
otherwise that we believe our concept should be -- that on ICBM's 
we will trade one single warhead system for one MIRVed system or . H 
any other varient. My point being that if you want to get really ae 
down to it and not preempt the Soviet Union and not have a prop- 3H. 
aganda battle between here and Moscow, you'e going to get serious’ wai 
<- 


‘ sv 
t4 on Pug. & 


in Geneva. And that means that you're not going to foreclose and 
disclose publicly the precision of your position because it voqanees 
a preemptory rejoinder. We're not about that. 





> on 
Q Well, do you have a position that you're not Js 
disclosing or is it what you said before, that you haven't worked ° 
it out yet? a 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We already have some ad 
changes. We will have others. oe Kn 5 
Q That are like that? One number specifically *“ i 
e . 
, 
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related to another number for a specific system. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. I said 
earlier we will have changes that derive both from the Scowcroft 
Commission and from our concepts or our analysis of build-down. 
We don't yet have those. We do have some ideas. They have to be 
further defined, and that's what I mean. 





Q Can I just -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Iet's make this the last one because 
some people are getting -- 


Q I just wanted to clarify the variable ratios 
thing. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. Him and Bob. 





Q Are you saying that, for instance, at one point °-# 
because of their advantage over us on land-based missiles that they 
have a certain ratio they'd have to give up and we'd have a different~™ 
ratio, but that, for instance, in sub-based missiles we might have 
a different ratio than they did because of our advantage; that each 
different system will have a different ratio and our ratio will be 
different from the Soviets’, conceivably? 


: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Different, but both 2. 
reguiring as a criterion matched equality and stability during 4 
reductions. But not -- ; 
: “$ 
Q In overall numbers. 4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION-OFFICIAL: And in capability, 2 is 
too. -* a 
MR. SPEAKES: Timberg is the last question. 
Q But requiring -- matched what, sir? I'm sorry. 
I missed out -- different but requiring -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Balanced -- ; 
Q Equality and stability. j 
-@ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- equality and 3 
stability. . 
Q Can you tell us, number one, what chance do you F 


think this proposal has when it's presented with precision to the 
Soviet Us:on? And, number two, could you tell us exactly what this 
milestone is that we've passed today? You can take the first one, 
you know, second. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it's 
promise is a function, in part, of the incentives in real terms ’ 
in systems modernization that are authorized. And that is separate : 
from the substance of your position. I think that the substance of 
it is important because that, it shows the United States is flexible, is 
proposing new ideas, is soliciting responses. The second part of 
your guestion on a milestone is that I think the administration has 
demonstrated to the Congress that it wants to reach out, to listen 
to what they have to say, promote bipartisanship, and Senator Nunn 
has been extraordinarily helpful in this. And I guess -- this is 
terribly self-serving -- but I -- this ought not be a milestone, 
but I -- let me tell you. We have had 17 iterations of language, 
of ideas, of fundamental points of view between ourselves, the ’ 
White House, the Congress, State, Defense and the other players on ,” 
substance. And in attitudinal change and in working together, I 
have never seen the National Security community work like it has 
with others in the White House here as well as the Congress and 
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this administration. Now, that's totally self-serving, but it is -- 


Q Seventeen in the last -- how long? SES, 7 
a | 
Q -- letter -- 5 } 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not just the ae 
letter. Yes, it's the letter; yes, it's the substance of what we ee 
talkinco about 
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within the executive branch and State and Defense, and, yes, 
it's working with the Hill. 





Q You mean, seventeen in the last -- weeks? 
Seventeen in the last what? 2: 
: a red 
$7 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Five months. BS 
Q What were you -- You were -- Is that hyperbole or oa 
fe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was hyperbolic 
when I referred to the long term and the short term. We've had eq 
a good dialogue with the Hill for five months, especially, and t 
in the four days, we've had a very intense intra-executive oe 
process, intra-White House process involving everybody from 
communicators to Jim Baker. And it's been a damned good process J 





va 7 
o ae 







Q Can I just say, whet did you say before about. the’ x 
850 launchers? What is the status of that in the proposal? Is thatiee 
being reviewed or -- Sr 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President looked: : 
at up -- all the ups and downs sides of it, the possibilities “™ 
of keeping it as is and what that implied for the number of Midgetnen 
you could take, increasing it, doing away with it entirely. The: 4 §E- 
President pointed out, frankly, some of the down sides of entirely *%% 
doing away with it. And he is pondering it. He's asked us to +. oe 
come back to him tomorrow or the next day with a precise proposal.:: + 
And I expect he will reach a decision, probably not, however, sf F 
until we've also given further work to the build-down so that he 4 
can look again at the NSC level, at this mix, before Ed Rowny — 
goes back to Geneva on June 7. “$ .. $4. 

. ' 5 
{ 
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Q Are you going ® have something by then about ‘* 
the 850 to present in June? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. ae PER 


Q You mentioned matched equality and stability, — -a} 
and then you threw in capability. Was that -- Is tha* a third 
or is that just a different definition of equality? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's an adjunct 


of stability really because stability's a function both of capability. == 
.. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END | 4:57 P.M. EDT 
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QUESTION: What do you expect to accomplish at Williamsburg and 
how? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think,there are many important things to 
get to happen in the world, and which by and large will happen 
if the right policies are followed by individual countries. And 
I hope that Williamsburg can make a contribution to that. 





Of course, the main thing is economic growth in the world economy. 
That's the name of the game in my opinion. Well, that depends 

on the U.S., in considerable part, Germany, Japan, U.K., others, 
developing countries. So from the standpoint of the U.S. econo- 
my, I think you could only describe our fiscal and monetary 

policy right now as very expansionary, very strongly pushing 

that. 


So, I think we're doing what we should be doing. Other coun- 
tries we'll learn about as we go, but I think Japan and Germany 
are looking pretty good right now, and perhaps the same for the 
U.K. 


I think that it's impressive when you look at where growth has 
come in the last @éight or ten years in the world, to see how 
much has been contributed by the so-called Third World or 
developing countries. And we need to rearrange our thinking 

in this country and perhaps elsewhere away from the notion 

that somehow those are poor economies and we should help them. 
I'm not saying that they aren't poor and that they shouldn't be 
helped, but rather, we have to get our thinking geared more to 
the notion that they are economies that have a big capacity for 
growth, and when they grow that is fundamentally good for us. 
And so we have a stake in them and there are certain things that 
follow from that, I think, in terms of our own policies, and 

we need to be willing to step up to those things and encourage 
our friends at the Summit to do likewise. 
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I think the issue of trade and protectionism is very important, 
and it's extremely serious. It's important because if 

there is expansion in these different economies, it's 

the fact of trade among them that allows a kind of mutually 
stimulative effect to take place, so that everything can 

go forward together around in the world economy. 


I say it is a-very serious problem only in part because of 
particular moves individual countries are making in the 
protectionist field. I think that's the least of the problem 
at the moment. And, in fact, in the case of Japan, things 
have gotten better, not worse. In the case of some other 
countries, including ourselves, I think we've made some 
courageous decisions. But we've had a little slippage here 
and there. I think the big threat is, in a sense, an intel- 
lectual one. 


There is an effort now under way emerging since the effort 
to make protection -- make it legitimate and fashionable 
even, to talk about running a protectionist economy, that 
somehow it's our duty. And I think it is linked to a 
considerable extent, in this country, anyway, to so-called 
industrial policy. And that looms as a big sort of intel- 
lectual debate. But I put great store on the question 

of what is, in a sense, legitimate. And once an idea 

like the value of open trading to us takes hold and 

people accept that as right, well, it has big consequences. 
Because when moves away from it are made they get criticized 
and that upholds a standard to which you repair all time. 
If the standard is disturbed and some other standard is 
created, you don't have it to repair to, and you will 

I think, degenerate badly. 


So I think it's very important and worthwhile, not empty 
at all, that in forums like this the affirmation of the 
importance of open trade is made. The reason why I thought 
the OECD ministerial meeting was quite positive, because 
there was a distinct shift in tone there from the GATT 
ministerial on this critical issue that involves, ina 
sense, the intellectual standing of the idea of open 

trade. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe that truly open 
frade and truly open investment is compatible with preserving 
Current American wage standards and living standards? Or 
will there be major dislocations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it's perfectly compatible. There's 
no problem about it. An open trading system, even if we 
were insular and were just talking about this huge U.S. 
economy, an open, free market means that you're going to 
have structural adjustments going on all the time, and 
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the minute you start blocking those adjustments your economy 
starts to become much less efficient, and much less capable 
of producing advances in standards of living. And when you 
have open trade on a broader scale, well, there are going 

to be structural adjustments, all right, but our capacity to 
produce value here is not diminished by that at all. 


QUESTION: Sir, on the exchange rates question, I get very 
confused talking to officials in the new administration about 
just what is the optimum position, or what is the optimum hope 
down there at Williamsburg on looking at a study of -- some 
kind of of a Bretton Wood study for -- on the 

exchange rate question, or is this just a game? Are you 
really not interested in examining that question? Could you 
just tell us what the delegation is going to attempt to 
accomplish, the President is going to attempt to accomplish? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can tell you how it looks to me. And 

here I'll speak in general terms, and I'll relate it to the 
Williamsburg discussion, but that's really sort of an event that 
comes along, but the major issue are there. 





I think it is a fact that almost anyone would recognize that 

a par value system couldn't have handled the tumultuous 
economic changes that have taken place in the world economy 
Over the last ten years or so. In fact, I think the effort 

to maintain the par value system in the Smithsonian Agreement 
turned out to be very counter-productive for the world economy 
and fundamentally the upheavals in the world economy destroyed 
it. So, it isn't as though there has been an alternative to 

a floating rate system during these past years. 


I say it did a lot, the Smithsonian did a lot of damage 

because it set up rates that became more and more out of kilter 
with the market, and that called for a tremendous amount of 
intervention, as people tried to defend those par values; 

huge amounts. And the result of that, how do you intervene? 


Well, you have to get up money to go and intervene, so you 
Create it, and in the process world liquidity was increased 
greatly, or the world money supply was increased greatly, and 
what we got out of that was an inflation that we're just now, 
I think, somehow getting out of our system. 


So an effort to maintain a par value system in a time of 
tumultuous economic change won't work; it will be counte- 
productive. 


Now, there are proposals in effect to go back to a par value 
System, to try to reconstruct on a world scale a monetary 
System based on the concept of par values. 











-° @- PR #190 


I think it is not likely to work right now, but I do think 

we are moving into a period where it will be possible to try 

some new ideas, or refresh some old ones, and where the chances of 
greater stability are much greater. 


I think everyone recognizes that it's desirable to have more 
Stability than we've had. The only question is, How do you 
get it? Now I said I think we have a better chance, because 

I see right now the US, the UK, West Germany and Japan all 
having relatively low rates of inflation, I think pretty good 
prospects of keeping it that way, more or less, and with expan- 
sions in varying degrees taking shape with an opportunity on 

a broader scale for mutually stimulative development to take place. 


Well, that's a description of something that has more coherence 
to it than we've seen in the past, and more stability to it 

than we've seen in the past. And that may produce more stability 
in exchange markets, because exchange markets are really sort 

of thermometers registering what's going on, rather than the 
actual heat itself. Now it may be -- may or may not be of any 
use if more stability emerges to throw some sort of a blanket 
Over it in terms of a different system. And I think there 

is a kind of issue about par value systems. 


If you say -- where one might say when they are desperately 
needed they won't work, and when they were worked, they aren't 
needed. That is, we could say if we can get conditions of 
nice stability, where rates are relatively moving narrowly and 
so on, then we could make a par value system work. But maybe 
thats not when you need it. The only argument you could make 
for it, I think, is if you had stability and you put something 
like that into effect, maybe it would help you a little bit in 
maintaining the stability. 

Anyway, I think these are ideas that we're perfectly willing 
to talk about, and others are. They don't depend upon the 
outcome of some study. They are in the realm of ideas that 
people who are experienced can reflect on. And there are all 
sorts of ways to skin this cat, if you want to do something 

at all different from what's going on right now. 


QUESTION: Do you see a study of -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't -- 





QUESTION: -- some kind coming out of the -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm sure that there will be a discussion 
of the question of monetary arrangements, should be. And 

how that goes and how its continuation after an event at 
Williamsburg is carried on is the question. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you give us the same kind of 
overview On the East-West trade issue? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: On the East-West trade issue, I think what 
has happened is that out of all the discussion that's gone on and 
the differing points of view that have been expressed, and the 
information that has been generated and people have been exposed 
to, that the subject has become less controversial, in the 

sense that it has emerged that the idea of having some sort 

of policy about East-West economic relationships has become 
accepted, that that's -- we should have something like that. 





So, we proceed with that kind of a study in the NATO setting 

On an overall basis, and then various elements of it are being 
reflected in what's going on in the COCOM discussions and in the 
Energy Study that the IEA and OECD were involved in here recently 
and the information collection and analysis function that the 
OECD has undertaken, and in the efforts to come to grips with 
the issue of the market orientation of these relationships. 


Now all of those are rather broad statements, I recognize, 
except for, perhaps, the COCOM statement, which to the extent 
that COCOM operates, it's very explicit and it identifies 
particular things and does something about them, perhaps is "the" 
most significant single thing. 


But I think that it is significant that there has been an 
evolution of people's thinking, to the point where the subject 
is much less controversial, and where the legitimacy -- to go 
back to this earlier idea -- of having a point of view on this 
subject is accepted, that we should. And then we can argue 
about precisely where you'd come down on it, and, no doubt, 
will to some extent. But I think the sort of big threshold 
point has passed, and that's fundamentally a very good thing 
for us. 


And if you think about it in the sweep of things, it's a 
tremendous new thing to think that NATO can conceive -- can 
be a place where there is an economic strategy going with the 
military strategy. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how do you expect -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't mean by this to wipe off the map 

a lot of differences of opinion about lots of things, plenty of 
room for scrapping about stuff. But, nevertheless, in a broad 
sense, I think that something important has happened here. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how are you going to handle Mr. 





Mitterrand's complaints about our deficits? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our deficits are not so much this year or 
next year~but the out-years, and our deficits are too big, 

sO we agree. And the question is, how do you do something about 
them? And the administration is working at that, made proposals 
about it, will continue to do so. But it's a hard problem, 

and we're not satisfied with our performance in that regard. 

I think it is increasingly difficult to argue, however, that 

you cannot have at the same time large deficits, falling 
inflation, falling interest rates and economic growth, 

because look at our economy right now. 





So the idea that big deficits are cataclysmic at least at a 
moment like the one we're in is -- you can't make that case 

on the basis of the immediate evidence, although I think -- 

I think the large deficits can be cataclysmic in these out-years, 
the difference being that in the out-years, presumably, we'll be 
at a high employment level, whereas now we're not. 


And, therefore, the deficits, the stimulation of the deficits 
is tolerable, and the competition in the market of the 
government borrowing is handleable, under the circumstances. 
So you have to differentiate the circumstances. 


QUESTION: On your trade proposal, aren't you asking the 
Europeans, who have very high structural unemployment, to accept 
more domestic unemployment, if they go along with your plan 

for broadening trade, dropping trade barriers, particularly 
with the LDC's? And how are they supposed to react, given 

the problems we've had with the Caribbean Basin Plan in this 
country? Is that a model for them? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I hope it can be a model. We have 
made a considerable amount of progress on the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative, and it's -- everything comes slow and hard, but 

it did pass the House in the last Congress. It has gotten 
very good consideration on the Senate Finance Committee, and 

I think that the chances are very good that the CBI is going 
to become law and be good. It isn't our proposal for trade, 
necessarily; it is everybody's proposal for trade. Certainly, 
the Japanese are very much oriented to open trade now. The 
Germans are. And I might say when Chancellor Kohl was over 
here the last time I didn't get a chance to sit in on the meeting 
of the -- the day meeting when he was here, but I met with him 
in the evening over dinner. And the question of Japanese 
competition came up, and he has a different point of view 
toward that than you hear in a lot of places. He says, "You 
know, we Germans are pretty smart, too. And we'll compete. 
We're not afraid of Japanese competition. We welcome it, and 
we're rolling up our sleeves and we're going to have a more 
investment-oriented policy and watch out for the German economy. 
We're going to be very competitive in these fields. Don't 
sell us short." I considered that to be refreshing and a 
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healthy attitude. And I think we need more of that attitude 
here. And the fact of the matter is we can do it too. We're 
a very competitive outfit. 


Here you do have something that ratchets back into the exchange 
rate question that Roy was asking. I think from our stand- 

point our problem in the exchange rate goes something like 

this: The dollar is very strong and justifiably so on the 

basis of financial flows. It's not correct, as people sometimes 
say, when thinking about our Japanese competition, that the dollar 
is overvalued. It isn't. There's no evidence that it's being 
manipulated or anyone has even the capacity to manipulate it 

over a long period of time. And flows of money are too huge 

for anybody to be able to do that. 


However, the dollar, much more than has been true in the 

past, is very strongly affected by financial flows as 

distinct from the flows of money that come out of trade movements. 
And, therefore, from the standpoint of trade as such, the 
dollar is way overvalued. Or imaybe that's not even -- 

I don't want to use that word, but we're -- the values are 
much different than if you had no financial flows and the 
dollar was just reflecting the trade patterns. So that's 

put us at a big disadvantage in our exports in the Third 
markets. And it puts us in a position where we'll have 

a lot more imports than we otherwise would. And I think that's 
very unhealthy for us. It is the kind of thing that puts 

a lot of pressure on the protection issue, on the one hand. 

Has nothing to do with quotas or tariffs or any of the sort 

of structural trade problems that people talk about all the 
time. It's strictly exchange rates, and the exchange rate 
differentials make huge differences. They are much more 
important than anything else. 


QUESTION: Is there any way to -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: So I think that is a very large problem, 

and I frankly would have to tell you I don't know what the 

answer to that problem is. I do feel that we haven't set the 
problem right in our minds. At least, I don't think so, and 

I thank I have got it straight in my mind now what the problem 

is, and I always feel that's the first step in getting somewhere -- 
is to get your problem identified clearly, and then you -- 

people : ‘art working away at it and maybe we'll find ourselves 
some kir:. °f an answer. I don't -- I'm not -- I don't know 

what the :¢ ier is at this point. 





QUESTION: Dual exchange rates? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I wouldn't sort of jump to that 
conclusion, but -- because I don't know how you're -- I 
don't know how to manage that is something as big and compli- 
cated as we are. 





QUESTION: Controls on capital flows? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly, have controls on capital flows; 
I've been there. (Laughter. ) 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in response to Hank Trewhitt's question -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: In fact, I think if I have a claim to my 
last tour in government, is getting rid of the controls on 
capital flows. 





QUESTION: I just want to get it on the record -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's one achievement that I feel proud 
of. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your response to the question about 
East-West trade seemed to be framed in the international context. 

I wonder if you would specifically address it to the domestic 
context. Is this administration united in a consensus that it 

is Okay just to have an accord that East-West trade is an important 
subject on which there should be a policy? Or aren't there 

some fairly important people around this building and the 

Commerce Department who think that they want to take a position 
that's a great deal more explicit than that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't mean by my comments to say 
that there aren't explicit operational dimensions to all of 
these things. But just in the broad sweep of things, there 
has been a big shift. I was speaking internationally, as you 
point out. And then I think there is a large degree of 
congruence of thinking that the developments in COCOM are 
very positive. And to me the real guts of this East-West 
economic issue is the technology transfer issue, and getting 
some control over it. From an international standpoint, it's 
the COCOM mechanism that is the place where you would see that 
take place. From the standpoint of our own, I don't know 

if you were speaking of our own domestic policies. Is that 
what you were getting at? 





QUESTION: Well, to put it very, very bluntly, I was thinking 
about the -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ ; Or were you speaking of the discussion 
within our Own government? 





QUESTION: Yes, discussions by people in the Commerce Department, 
but, particularly, by people in this building, with quite 

a lot of importance who have kicked up rows over East -- on 

the subject of East-West trade, and whose views seem to be 

much more intense than to be satisfied with the notion that 

we are agreed that we should have an agreement. 





I am thinking of the President, in fact. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ; We're agreed on a lot more than that we 
should have an agreement, but I just was trying to respond 

in a general way. But I think the substance of things that 

has been taking place, like COCOM, the Energy Study, the general 
look at things, continued recognition, as in the OECD communique 
of the key market considerations, as the key in the trading 
process -- all of these things are pluses. And the point is, 

it wasn't we against them, so to speak. It was more a general 
consensus that emerged. And I think the President's quite 

happy with it, frankly, what I hear. 





QUESTION: A related question. Mr. Secretary, I must spent 

two or three days with several Europeans who were most concerned, 
volatilely concerned, I would say, about the question of the 
Export Administration Act and territoriality, which is a very 
sensitive kind of thing. How do you plan to cope with that? 

Is that -- I believe a Congressional committee said "No" 

a couple of days ago, or I may be wrong about that. But, in 

any case, it's out there. And I'd like to just ask you to deal 
with it. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Export Administration Act renewal 
Or amendments or whatever are being actively considered by 








the Congress. The Administration made proposals, and we are in the 


midst of that debate here. The views of our European -- our 


OECD partners -- are well known. They don't like extra-territorial- 


ity, as they call it. I have learned from my legal friends 
that that's not the word to use. The right word is “conflict 
of jurisdictions". It's less loaded. "Extra-territoriality" 
assumes a reSult, and "conflict of jurisdictions" doesn't. 


So I think there are all sorts of legitimate questions about it. 
For instance, if you license something under the condition 

that any restrictions that would be placed on that license 
within the United States also apply to the licensee abroad, 
well, is that extraterritoriality or is that illegitimate or 
isn't that a perfectly respectable way to proceed? And then 
there are all sorts of things like that that you can discuss. 
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But it's a -- we're debating it. And, on the whole, our 

OECD partners agree with the business community here, that 

we have been too restrictive, or our laws give too much power 
to interrupt the flow of trade. 


So we know that, and we are having that debate, and we will 
probably hear something about it in Williamsburg and probably 
argue a little. 


QUESTION: It was reported in Japan that a deal is cooking in 
which all the major countries would agree at the Summit, or 
before the Summit or shortly afterward to reduce their discount 
rates simultaneously in an effort to reduce world interest rates. 
Is that the deal that's cooking? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not that I know of. And I don't think 
that at least from the standpoint of the United States we have 
the capability to agree on something like that and execute it. 





QUESTION: What does it show? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It shows that our rates have come down like 
this and their rates have gone more or less up. 





QUESTION: How about real rates? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, in terms of real rates, on the -- 

in the short-term area I would say they are slightly high now, 
not tremendously. Probably the real rate of interest now in 
the three-month arena is what? Four percent? 





QUESTION: Something like it. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Something like that. Now, if you move out | 
five years or ten years, that's generally where people are talking 
about the high real rates of interest. I think intellectually 
it's a question whether people are figuring that right. That is, 
presumably, the real rate of interest derives from looking at 

the nominal rate and comparing it with the rate of inflation. 

Make your subtraction and you get the real rate of interest. 





Now if you are talking about ten-year money, say, then what is 
the rate of inflation if you should apply to whatever the nominal 
rate is now? What is it, about ll percent, some like that? 

It has been coming down. Well, that's really the issue. And 
people have felt that long-term inflation would be low in the 
United States, and, therefore, they have been willing to project 
that out ten years. And we've had very low long-term rates of 


interest. 
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Well, there's been quite a long period in which people have been 
badly burned. And so the market is still skeptical that inflation 
will really stay as low as it is right now. To put it another 
way, you have to compare the long-term rate with what expectations 
of inflation are. And I suppose in a kind of peculiar economists 
wav, you would say that the fact that long-term interest rates 
still hang fairly high is evidence on the assumption that real 
rates of interest are in the three to four-percent band, that the 
market expects inflation to rise. 


Now what has been happening is -- a way Of interpreting this is 
that what's been happening is that the market has gradually been 
becoming more and more convinced that long-term inflation really 
is under better and better control. And that's the explanation 
for why long-term interest rates have been declining. But they 
haven't come back down into the single-digit area very much, so 
we still have a ways to go in convincing the market that the 

low rates of inflation are here to stay. And I suppose that's 
the significance of something that one of you started off with, 
namely, those big deficits in the out-years. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, two things that haven't been touched 

on at all. Could you say a word about global debt and what you 
think might happen at Williamsburg? And, two, do you exepct that 
arms control, and, particularly, Euro-missiles, will be coming up? 
And, if so, what result would you anticipate? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, on the debt, it's a problem on every- 
body's mind. And it, I think, is one of the subjects that needs 

to be addressed. My opinion is that Jacques de Larosiere and his 
colleagues at the IMF and Tom Karstens at the Bank, working with 

Don Regan and Panl Volcker and Tim McNamara over at the Treasury and 
Others and their counterparts around have done a fantastic job. 

They have done it pretty quietly and very effectively. And some 
potentially nasty problems have not gotten away from us. And a 

very good piece of work has been done. 





And I think we need this IMF quota increase. And we need the 
additions to the general arrangements to borrow that the Treasury 
has been asking tor and the President has been asking for and the 


counterparts in other countries so that there's maneuvering room 
here. And that the problems ahead of us will be -- are handleable. 
That doesn't mean thev aren't difficult. 

So, I think it's a good subiect to discuss. It's not only a 
question, of course, of whether you are able to provide the money 
to bridge over and not have defaults and so forth; it's also a 
question of how to do that. And I think everybody's thinking 


needs to continually be refreshed on that subject because the 
broader the probiew is, the more, it seems to me, you have to look 
at any individual cese vou're dealing with in terms of what it 
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means if it is applied generally because if you get too widespread 
an austerity program, you produce the opposite of what you really 
need -- namely, economic expansion. 


It's the expansion that will allow you basically to work out of 

the debt problems. But you need a dose of austerity, all right, 

in many cases. So, it's a nice balance to strike and it needs 

to be re-examined continually and restruck as you see the conditions 
changing and emerging. 


And, so, it's a real difficult kind of an issue. I would point 
Out one other thing -- namely, that the debt problems are not 
global or worldwide. I think you used that phrase. I don't 
think that's right. 


I think they are located in a few places. And the fact is that 
if you look at the developing-country world, there are a lot 

of very healthy places that have been damned well managed. Look 
at Asia. Very impressive. So -- 


Ms. SMALL: Could we just have one more -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- they get spotlighted in one place or another. 





QUESTION: How about the second part of -- 





QUESTION: -- the second part of the question was arms control 
and other political issues that you expect to have discussed at 
the Summit -- the Middle East, El Salvador perhaps but arms control 


is the first. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The INF issues are up front on everybody's agenda 
in Europe, so I think it's very likely that they'll come in for 

some discussion. There is a very high level of consultation that 
goes on continuosly. And it's been striking to me in coming into 
the government to see how much exchange of ideas and information 

and consultation there is in this whole process. 





And I think it's worked well and people like it and they feel 
consulted and so that process undoubtedly will manifest itself 

in the Williamsburg setting. I think there are also other aspects 

of arms control that people want to keep posted about, even though 
they don't have the same kind of immediate, collaborative effort 

that the INF does. That is, they're all interested in the START 
negotiations, no doubt interested in the -- to the extent people have 
read about it -- the Scowcroft Commission's recommendations, the 
implications of that for arms control matters. MBFR continues 

in its back-burner way to be of interest to people. 
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They're interested in the confidence-building measures of various 

kinds that have been proposed, One way Or another. So, I would -- 
and the CSCE seems to be kind of coming to a head right now. 

And it has its relationship, broadly speaking, to arms control -- 

at least, the CDE proposed there. So I'm sure the issues will 

get discussed and should be. I would hope they would be. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I just add one more question -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I might say they tend not to be -- the 
Williamsburg -- or these summits are presumedly economic summits, 
so the formal sessions are predominantly economic issues, but 
there's lots of sidebar conversation and opportunities for 
exchange, and so there will be exchanges on other issues. 





QUESTION: On that INF question, sir, is there a problem developing 
of any magnitude with the Japanese reaction to the Soviet decision 
not to dismantle but to actually remove large numbers of SS-20's, 
if we ever make an agreement with them -- that would be then 
accessible to Japanese territory? Is that a current problem? 

Are you -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's an observation of something that the 
Japanese view and we view as highly undesirable. And we have -- 
of course, the zero-zero proposal was essentially a global type 
proposal. And the Japanese like that a lot. So do the Chinese. 
And as we have moved to this interim position that we now have 
on INF, we have accompanied any potential numerical illustration 
of our approach with a set of principles that include the notion 
that we think globally about this issue. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 





MS. SMALL: One final question. 





QUESTION: On the Middle East could we just -- after -- you've 
been back now almost two weeks -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I still have my Beirut bark, however. 
(Laughter. ) 





QUESTION: I wonder if you still think that the Syrians have not 
slammed the door, as you mentioned in Damascus, after all this 
pyrotechnics and muscle flexing they've done since you've returned. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. 





QUESTION: On that same point, is there a danger of an Israeli 





preempted strike against the Soviet-manned missle bases in Syria? 
Have you done anything to talk them out of considering such a 
strike? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the presence of the Soviet missiles 
and personnel manning them in Syria and the aggressive Syrian 
statements and behavior -- particularly, you have to remember 
that in the Bekaa you have a Syrian presence, apparently occa- 
sionally the Russian troops are there - at least during the day. 
You have a PLO presence, you have other groups in there who 

are -- how well controlled they are has to be a question. So 

you have, a dangerously -- or a potential for real problems. 

And we're aware of that, the Israelis are aware of that. We have 
discussed it with the Soviets. And I think there is a general 
view, at least expressed, as I've heard it expressed in the dis- 
cussions that I've had, that nobody wants to see a war break out. 
And there is an exercise of general restraint taking place. I 
hope that turns out to be the case. 





QUESTION: Including on the part of the Soviets, Mr. Secretary? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I say everybody recognizes the potential 
danger of the situation and seems to rhetorically, in terms of 
conversation, say that they don't intend to start anytiing. 





THE PRESS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL PRESS BRIEFING 


(CORRECTED COPY) 


FRIDAY, MAY 20, 1983, 10:02 A.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. TAYLOR: As most of you have been informed, 
this briefing by Ambassador Dougan will be ON THE RECORD and 
will focus on the scope, responsibilities, and activities of 
the newly created position of Coordinator for International 
Communication and Information Policy, which Mrs. Dougan will 
fill. 





Mrs. Dougan this morning will make a few brief 
remarks, and then she'll be glad to answer any of your 
questions. 


Ambassador Dougan? 


AMBASSADOR DOUGAN: Thank you. This is a very 
informal briefing; and I think many of you already know 
guite a bit about the area and the office, but I would like 
to briefly recap for you. 


As many of you know, this is a new responsibility 
that was created under the Reagan Administration to 
literally do what the job description says -- "Coordinate 
international communication and information policy for the 
U.S. Government." I am obviously very honored and pleased 
that President Reagan and Secretary Shultz have asked me to 
take on this responsibility. 





The area isSy. increasingly complex in what 
it involves. particularly with the of com-_ . 
puters and traditional telecommunications, you have a very 
expanded set of issues that need to interrelate and to be 
coordinated from a policy perspective. 


a =-tse 


have been informally on board for @ ‘number of weeks now and have 
already undertaken a number of activities and have been 
very, very appreciative of the strong support I've gotten from 
the Department and from the various other Federal agencies. 
already 

I have/chaired bilateral negotiations with the 
United Kingdom, which is the first comprehensive bilateral 
discussions we've had in the area of telecommunications. 
It's one of the first things I did coming into this 
position. 








a 
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I've also had in-depth discussions with the 
Canadians in preparation for the upcoming High Frequency 
Conference. 


I recently got back from Geneva. In fact, I've 

had to postpone my own swearing-in twice now because of rne 
workloads mmr In Geneva I attended the Administrative 
Council Meeting of the ITU -- wiwiememis the International 
Telecommunication Union,ow While there, amongq other 
things, /helped to organize a pre-Counci] meeting of 1l 
Western countries in preparation for . the Council, | 
which I hope will be a percursor of things to come. We want to 

get like-minded countriés together prior to major con- 
ferences and major meetings involving international 
telecommunications. 





Within the U.S. Government, I have started to 
review Organizational recommendations in terms of how we in 
the Executive Branch deal with these issues. As you pro- 
bably know, there are 14 Federal agencies guem=mpeee havg, some 
responsibilities in this area. " 


I don't foresee turning the world upside down in 
® moment of time. The process will continue and must 
necessarily depend on various segments of the U.S. 
Government for their expertise to support a focal 
point. It is truly, a coordinating focal point so 
that we can, in fact, have more concisely articulated and 
identified issues, and more coherent policy positions. 


Does anyone have any particular questions? That's 
sort of an overview and if you have questions that you'd 
like to ask I'd be happy to answer them. 


QO Yes. This work you did in Geneva, you say, 
at the Admin Council -- can you give me something more on 
that, on the organizational meeting of the 11 Western 
countries? What is that about? 


A It was a meeting that we had prior to the com- 
mencement of the Administrative Council to begin to identify 
issues of particular interest and commd@nality between the 
major Western countries who are members of the 
Administrative Council, and I look to processes like 
that -"both bilateral and multilateral fonms--to be able to 
literally coalesce like-minded interests in international 
forums. 











ee 
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Q This sounds like some of the things that we 
discuss in connection with the problems the U.S. has been 
having in connection with tne ITU. Ambassador Gardner was 
talking about alternatives to it, not necessarily issues -- 
a separate organization entirely from the ITU but one that 
is an organization that can be set up to prepare the U.S. 
position for like-minded countries, to use your phrase, in 
preparation for these international conferences. 


Does this mean -- are we looking for any pary- 
ticular conference with the D-ll. This organizationMthing 
that was set up or they were working on -- is this looking 


to the meeting this summer in Geneva or the HF Conference or 
anything in particular? 


a That particular meeting was diregcted speci- 
fically to the Administrative Council eting in Geneva. 
But, as you know, in testifying on thé Hill I have already 
done that quite a bit in terms of our relationships to 
international organizations and the whole range of organizational 
issues related to international telecommunications; and we 
look to forums prior to every major conference, 
whether they're multilateral or bilateral, as part of our 
preparatory process and to really have a more sophisticated 
approach to these things. 





2) For those of us who are here, so to 
speak, who wandered in off the street almost, expvlain 
to me what the area is. What is it you are doing? I don't 
guite understand it. 


A I'm guilty of having in my vision caught 
people in the room who are most directly involved in this 
and the trade press knows quite a bit about this issue, so 
I'm perhaps remiss in not covering a little more of the 
basics. 


The international communication and information 
policy arena involves literally everything involved in tele- 
communications, which immediately comes.to focus. But I 
also am very, very involved in trans-borderdata flow issues, 
free flow of information -- the whole synapse between infor- 
mation and how you get it. 


If you look at the fact that you need to look at 
the traditional telecommunication carriers, whether it's 
picking up your telephone -- that's one form of telecommunications 
-- or turning on your television set, to print media and 
other forms of communications, but also how you control and 
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design and organize that. For example, one of the manv 
upcoming conferences I'm going to be concerned with is the 
Direct Broadcast Satellite Conference coming up next month; 
and former Commissioner Abbott Washburn will be chairing 


that upcoming High Exvequermey Conference. 


There are a series of international conferences 
related to spectrum allocation, geostationary orbit spacing 
-- how we plan the airwaves, and how we use them. There 
are also a lot of defense# and securityé#@, trade and 
economic issues in this process. 


And so in trying to formulate and articulate U.S. 
policy, we need to look at all these things -- tech 
transfer, international standards, copyrights, patents. Do 
vou just think vou have the kitchen sink? (Laughter.) 


Q And up to now there's not been one coor- 
dinating office on this? 


A No. When the Office of Telecommunications 
Policy was disbanded under the Carter Administration, we had 
what was called Executive Order 12046, which in large 
measure tried to replace the Office of Telecommunication 
Policy by placing responsibilities in various segments of 
the Executive Branch of Government; but one of the things that 
was missing was a coordinated focgl point.fer 


I said the other day at a meeting when someone 
asked what was the area like, and I said it was a little bit 
like trying to hug Jello. It moves so quickly and it's a 
little bit sticky and it changes its color and consistency 
with very little attention. It's an area that is quite 
complex, and I have no illusions that I'm going to make 
the issues become any less complex but, hopefully, this 
will provide a useful focal point for dealing with them in a 
more sophisticated way. 


I would also say the private sector has a par- 
ticularly unique role to play in international telecom- 
munications because the United States is the only countrv 
that maintains its leadership basically within the pri- 
vate sector -- we do not have, for example, a PTT in the 
United States -- so that private industry is so often 
dealing with government counterparts abroad as opposed to 
a private industry counterpart. So the relationship and the 
coordination between government and the private sector is 
increasingly important because of that. 


(cont'd on pg. Bel. ) 
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Q How does one coordinate the activities of 
the international telecommunications areas of departments 
if they don't want to be coordinated? I am thinking of -- 
you have some very large departments that you are dealing 
with, besides State. I mean, Defense, Commerce. Is there 
any authority you have over them in this area, or are you 
simply depending on their good will? I am thinking of 
Defense, particularly. 


4h We have a senior inter-agency group on 
International Communication and Information Policy which 
the Department of State chairs. And the,reason I am 
Organizationally housed in the Office of Minder Secretary 
for Security Assistance is that he has traditionally 
chaired this body, and it does, in fact, represent a 
formalized focal point for the fourteen federal agencies 
that are involved in this. 


So, we have that mechanism already in place to 
deal with this. It doesn't mean that various agencies 
aren't going to have individual views and perspectives, 
but part of the process is to take, whether it is a 
defense concern weighing in against an economic or trade 
issue, Or even a technological issue from NASA's perspec- 
tive, and putting those together. 


USIA is also, of course, a member of this 
senior inter-agency group. 


fe) When was the last meeting of that group 
held? 


A We have had a series of on-going meetings 
in relation to a particular up-coming concern of inter- 
national satellite systems. As you probably know, there 
is an application for the Orion satellite before the 
FCC. So I have held a series of SIG briefings related 
to that in preparation for determining U.S. positions, 
and the last one was about a week ago. 


fe) Yes, but I am talking about a meeting that 
Schneider himself has chaired. 


q The last meeting, I guess, was about three 
weeks ago, and he chaired half of it and then I ended up 
chairing the other half. 


fe) Is that on Orion, as well? 
A Yes. 
Q When do you think you are going to have 


your answer to the FC on that? 
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A As you probably know, it is not a single 
issue. It is a cat's cradle of many issues put together. 
So there will be a series of responses related to both 
the temporal and the longer range policy concerns. 


b-2 


fe) A series of reports to the Commission? 


A There will be a series of actions and tree, 
responses on the part of the Executive. 


When will they start flowing? 
They have been, already. 
They have? 


Can you tell us more about what they say? 


r Oo OD YF YO 


Some of it is -- there are some things pend- 
ing right now, and I think because there is a pending 
application before the Commission, I don't want to prejudice 
that outside the process. 


fe) How about talking a little bit about some of 
the issues that are involved, then? Could you do that? 


4 Some of the issues in the Orion application? 


Q Yes. I mean, this government stands for 
deregulation and for competition in this field. 





2 We have two very significant policy concerns. 
One is a longstanding commitment to INTELSAT, which is, as 
you know, an international global satellite system, and we 
also have a commitment to as much competition and free 
. market environment as possible. 


This application, however, does not -- I mean, it 
is a mistake to try and pit those two issues in a black 
and white fashion directly against one another, because 
the Orion application is premised on the fact that it does 
not have to coordinate with INTELSAT, so that one could -- 
and I would have to say naively -- separate them. I don't 
think, from aU.S. policy standpoint, not the FCC process, 
but from the U.S. Executive Branch policy standpoint, 
that it would be wrong for us to separate them, because 
the Orion application was not an accident waiting to 
happen but an event waiting to happen, because there have 
been significant changes in what, in fact, is a domestic 
service or a regional service. And what does the market 
place want, how can it be served? INTELSAT and COMSAT 
are not the same animals they were when they were created 
a decade ago. 
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So those are all factors that, I think, need to 
be reviewed from a U.S. policy standpoint. 


fe) You said they are not the same. 

A Our process is not strictly geared to a 
response to the Federal Communications Commission. 

Q I'm sorry, what was that? 

A It is not solely directed towards the 


Federal Communications Commission. 
0 I'm sorry, what is the point? 


A Our process is looking at overall policy 
issues related to this, of which the Orion issue sort 
of brought it into focus. 


fe) DO you agree with those who say that if 
the Orion application is approved, then this will be just 
One of many that will come along, American and non- 
American, which is apparently in the minds of some people 
the real threat to the INTELSAT system? 


A i think we have to equate «ie econoiiics 
into it -- one can't answer that without having an assess- 
ment of: is there in fact a market out there for the Orion 
service that cannot be met economically or to the market- 
place's satisfaction through INTELSAT. That will be, I 
think, the major determinant. 


Q Did you say COMSAT and INTELSAT organiza- 
tions changed? 


A Well, COMSAT has changed as an entity. They 
are allowed to be involved in competitive activities now , 
that they were not previously. There are regional satellite 
systems that were not envisioned when INTELSAT was first 
created. There are domestic satellite systems. For example, 
the French "monitoring" service, also happens to mauntain a 
province in the St. Lawrence seaway. So its domestic 
service extends into North America. 


Thus,you have some blurrings of lines of what 
have traditional outlined services or service areas. 


QO For those of us who are not experts, what 
is the Orion? What does it propose to do? When would it 
become operational? 








. 
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A The Orion application is currently pending 
before the Federal Communications Commission to provide a 
private international satellite service. In other words, 
Orion can be likened to something like a condominium 
in the sky. Under that premise, the applicants do not feel 
that they need to coordinate through the 14-D mechanism 
of INTELSAT, the INTELSAT agreement which states that they 
must, one, coordinate with INTELSAT, and there must be a 
determination if there is undue economic harm to INTELSAT. 


Q When would this go into operation, if the 
application were to be approved? 


A I don't think they have -- they don't even 
have a satellite launch commitment yet, do they? 


e) On the space shuttle they had something. 
They have some kind of a slot on the space shuttle 
Signed up for in '86, or something like. 


A ‘86 sounds about right. 
Q Who is behind it? 


4, A consortium of U.S. business interests. Bill 
Daniels is one. It is a consortium of U.S. business 


interests. 
0 Is there anything else? 


A “Yes. I would like to. 
O- You are not in a hurry, are you? 


a. Well, I have got to get to a meéiing, 
; as a matter of fact, but I can answer one more. 


Q Well, I have got two. Could I ask you to 
say where you and the State Department stand on American 
membership, U.S. membership, in ITU, and what kind of an 
attitude you have towards the talk or threat of with- 
drawal from ITU? 


A As you probably know, I have testified before 
Congress on behalf of the Administration on this, and our 
commitment is to be involved in whatever forums most 
appropriately and effectively serve U.S. interests, and 
we believe that the focus in terms of the ITU is to con- 
centrate on getting it back on track, in its more tech- 
nical base, and away from the political emphasis that 
has evolved in the last couple of years. That is how we 
are approaching it. 
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Q Was that part of what you were trying to 
achieve in the pre-Council meeting that you are talking 
about? 


A To some extent. 


Q Could I ask one more question? What is your 
attitude towards 3-999's provisions for a special represen- 
tative for telecommunications policy, and how would that 
relate to your authority and responsibility? 


A As you know, $-999 is sort of a bifurcated 


proposal that has ambassadorial positions within the 
Department of State and also directly within the White 
House. 


The State Department's view is that this is 
unnecessary to have this duplicative approach. 


e) Unnecessary? 

o To have this duplicative approach. 

e) So. in effect, the Department opposes those 
provisions in S-999. 

fe) Is there a White House position on that? 

Z, You can read testimony on that. That has 


already been submitted by the Department of Defense. 
0 By whom? 
A By the Department of Defense. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:23 a.m. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


BY ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 3 
ON THE VISIT OF e 
PRIME MINISTER AMINTORE FANFANI 7 
OF ITALY ; 
May 25, 1983 3 
The Briefing Room “ 
10:04 A.M. EDT | ? 
se * 
MR. FRANKLIN: This is a background briefing on : 
the visit, tomorrow, of Prime Minister: Fanfani of Italy. As 
usual, the briefers will be referred to as senior admin? ©=*» ation 
officials. ee. ae a 
“y 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GO SCTALs Thank you. 
Prime Minister Fanfani' 'S Visit is one of a 
series of bilateral visits and meetings that have been set up 
in preparation for the Williamsburg summit. Most of the other -- 
leaders have, also, come in the last several weeks. A couple 
of them will have bilateral meetings-down at Williamsburg 
toward the end of the session there. _ 
I can briefly run-through the program and, then, 
talk a bit about the substance. He is going to be arriving 
this afternoon at 4:30 p.m. There will be the arrival 
ceremony at the Monument at 5:00 p.m. The Italian Ambassador a 
will be hosting a dinner in honor of the Vice President this haa ru 
evening. Tomorrow morning, the Prime Minister meets with ‘ 
Secretary Shultz at 9:00 a.m., with the President at 11:30 a.m. F 


There is a lunch at 12:15 p.m. at the White House, which is 
expected to break up about 1:30 p.m. at which point there 
would probably be departure statements. And, then, the 
Prime Minister would leave. 


He is going to Chicago tomorrow evening, where 
he is getting an honorary degree at Loyola University, and will 
be returning to Washington the following day and, then, going 
down to Williamsburg on Saturday. 


I think that U.S.-Italian relations, of course, 
have been close and, pretty much, tension free throughout the 
post-war era. But they have taken on a greater importance, 

I think, for the United States in the last several years, 
because there has been a development of Italian foreign policy 
and a maturation of that policy, which has made Italy more 
relevant and more important to issues of concern to us. 


The Italians were among the first to join the 
multilateral force in the Sinai. And this was, indeed, their 
first instance in which they sent troops abroad, other than in 
the U.N. context, since the second World War. They were, also, 
the first to volunteer to join the multilateral force in 
Lebanon. And they were, also, the first European country to 
make a commitment to deploy American cruise missiles. And 
their willingness to do so was very instrumental in securing 
the Alliance decision in December of 1979 on that subject. 


—— 


MORE 
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So the Italian policy has matured in some important 
ways. And they have become an extremely supportive ally of the 
United States. 


The issves which the President and the Prime 
Minister will discuss would, I suspect, largely focus on the 
Williamsburg summit. And my colleague can answer any questions 
about that aspect of the meetings that I cannot. I wovld 
suspect that they will, also, discuss the Middle East. The 
Italians, as I have noted, are playing an important role there, 
and one that we certainly want to encourage. And I would guess 
that they will, also, discuss the intermediate nuclear force 
issues: both the status of the negotiations, the prospects 
for the negotiations, and the ongoing process of deployment, 


t 1S.» . 


which is dve to begin toward the end of this year in Italy, adeeiz- 
in the U.K., and in Germany with deployment following in the fa. 
succeeding years in Belgium and the Netherlands. 25% 


ques “*, 


Q Does Mr. Fanfani speak English? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not well. I 
Suspect he will speak in Italian. is 


Q Are the Italians as unhappy as some of our ‘ 
allies over U.S. economic program -- the deficit? | i 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that they -- 
Q Are they as outspoken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're not 
traditionally as outspoken as the French, who tend to be more 
outspoken than most on this. I would guess that their views 
would not be significantly different from those of the other 
allies on these kinds of issues. The Italians have some of . 
the same problems the French do. They have a very high inflation -— | 
rate, as well as a high unemployment rate. So they're certainly 
concerned about economic affairs. 


Q The recovery 
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hasn't started there at all, has it? I mean, that's one of the 
few -- the countries where there's been no turnover -- Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's right. 
Q And there's no antipathy to the missiles in Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, I think that 
-- It's a controversial subject in all of the countries of Europe 
and particularly in the countries where they are to be based. And 4 
I think it would be wrong to say that there's no controversy in whe 
Italy. I think the controversy hasn't been as vocal or as vigorous i 
in Italy as in most of the other deployment countries. But it's not‘ 
without controversy there and the government is not without a cer- 
tain degree of courage in moving forward and having made the decision ; 
initially and moving forward now. . } 

% 

I think that for a variety of reasons, including the 
political constellation there, it hasn't emerged, for instance, as 4 
@ major election issue. And our expectation is that following the:- . 
election, a coalition government will be formed which will adupt +4 %-; 
foreign and defense policies not significantly different fren, its* ~~ 
predecessors. ae Sy 


Q When is the election? * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 26th of June. 


Q And what's Fanfani's status? He's -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's a caretaker 7e 
Prime Minister. He was the Prime Minister and has stayed on in FS 
a caretaker status with his government, pending the election. 4 


Q You said you didn't think the Italians views on i 
economic issues were significantly different from the other allies, 
but which allies? Since the French seem to have one view; some of 
our other allies have different views. Would they be lumped to- 
gether with the French and have they expressed any position -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess on a spectrum, 
they would be closer to the French than most of the others because 
of their high inflation rate, which tends to -- Most of the other 
allies have begun to bring down inflation and their priorities are aa 
somewhat different. ° 


Q Do we have any feel for how they feel about Vf 
President Mitterrand's suggestion of a New Breton Woods Conference i) 
and whether they might support -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they would be -- 
Q -- him at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, all é 
Mitterrand said was that he thought this was something that should 
be discussed at the summit. He didn't express any expectation that 
the summit would decide to do it. 2 


Q No, but he said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Italians 
would be happy to discuss it. And I think that given the fact that 
their problems are more similar to the French than the Germans, say,. 
on the spectrum they would be closer to the French. Although, I 
don't think there would be an exact coincidence of views. oa 


Q Can you explain why --: 
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Q -- specific indication that they would support ,, 
the idea of fixed exchange rates; return to fixed exchance rates?~  . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know2ably$; 
if they would express it quite so starkly; but I think that they pu‘t** 
precisely because they have the same economic problems, would beucss. + 
more favorable to a more active interventionist policy than some “3 
of the other allies. 


Q I'm just not up on--- | ; - SO. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But probably less .-. & 
vigorous in pushing the view than, say, the French. 

Q Why is he a caretaker? Was there a vote of no gO 
confidence or has he just decided he doesn't want to be a part OU id 
in the elections? “Sis sh 


* wee er 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the -- It -- sal 
Q Can you explain what happened with Fir? . 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Well, he is wae 


a caretaker Prime Minister. I should hasten to add that he is 
one of the most powerful figures in the Christian Democratic Party 





which will certainly emerge from the election as the largest party. - at 
So, although he's a caretaker figure in that sense, he's going to 2 
be one of the major leaders in Italy, ashe has been for the last uf 
30 years -- pe 
f : 
Q How old is he? , 4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in the future. iad: 
78 
He's in his 80's. Do you know the.exact ace? Is it -- j 
ea 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's late 70's. * 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Late 70's? 
He was, interestingly, the -- He was the Italian Prime 
tilnister when Eisenhower took office, as I recall. 
, 
Q Do the Italians desire that the United States +7 
take action to buy lira in order to change the relationship of the : 
dollar to the lira, lowering the dollar? ug 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me get to that — “f 
because I didn't answer the question here about how the government 
fell. ta 1 ty ® 


< 


The Socialists pulled out of the government. So it's 
a four-party coalition. The Socialists, who represent about nine . 
percent of the vote at the last election, pulled out of the govern- . 
ment and the basic issue was economic policy, whether to have -- go 
to a greater degree of austerity in their economic policy, which 
the Christian Democrats were trying to make government policy. The 
Socialists opposed it and they pulled out. 


There are very complex political reasons. The Social- 
ists, obviously, hope that an election at this time would somewhat 9 
improve their prospects. A marginally larger vote next time would < 
make it more likely that they could assume the prime minister -- the +? 
role of prime minister, at least at some period during the next term P 
of the Parliament. : 


. 
> 


But, as I said, I think our expectation is that the 
coalition governments that succeed after the election won't be 
very different in composition than the ones that have preceeded 
it. And the Christian Democrats are going to, certainly, be the 
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largest party. Although, they may share power in terms of some 
other party having the Prime Minister. It's not impossible. 


I guess -- The answer is that they -- that they probably, . 
would be quite pleased if something like that occurred. But I don't ‘* 
think they're going to press very strongly for it, would be my guess. ; 


Q -- unilateral -- *. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. é° 


Pegey es *S 
7. 


el 


3 
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But, as I said, they have a high inflation rate which puts a lot .n, 
of pressure on the lire and, like the French, they would obviously 
like assistance in maintaing the exchange rate stability which ied ct 
their domestic economic situation makes difficult. 


-exn.an! 
Q What's their stand on the Export Administration.e<:+ {9 2 
Act? They suffered under the last imposition of sanctions. Is ney: ¢ 
that something that they're liable to raise at Williamsburg? »é : 
lags 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible. I 

would guess that they'd have pretty much the same views as all Ofy:c. 

as every other country in the world, basically, that's affected oft 
by this. But, on the other hand, I don't think they have high | py “tS. 
expectations that they're going ,to change American policy in the ,: -; 
area. But, obviously, they did -- They were one of the people.. ? 
who were impacted by the pipeline sanctions and the possibility - sed? 
that U.S. steps of this sort could occur in the future would be a 
a matter of some concern. , FS - 


e 7 tet 

Q You indicated that Mr. Fanfani was Prime Minister, -- 
first under the, at the time of President Eisenhower. Now, the +. Soe 
government of Italy, of course,,has flipped and flopped quite a ott 


bit over the years. How many times hus he been Prime Minister?.cer.) ~. j 
3 es 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could make up &e«.?t 
number. Something like five, I think, but I'm not sure that's ,*¢ 
accurate. We could check and get you a number. 


Q What's the record? (Laughter. ) 


’ ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's an interesting oe FF 

guestion because, while the government of Italy has this reputation. .¢° ~ 
for changing rapidly and frequently, in fact, there's a remarkable = “«, 
stability in the government. The same faces appear -- Columbo has .. 3 


been the Foreign Minister in the last several governments. And so 
you do have -- In a sense, you don't get the dramatic shifts that 
you've had in the American government, in the French government, 

and in the German government in the last several years. You get a, 
very steady continuity precisely because of the multiparty system. fu: 
which forces coalition government. 


Sadie. 


Q What is that inflation rate that you're mentioned: .o:. 
as being high? Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fiftenn percent, 
I think. 


Q And what's unemployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's -- 
I wrote it down before I left. Let me see. I think unemployment's 
fifteen and inflation is eighteen. Yes, that's what I have -- 15 
percent unemployment, 18 percent inflation. 


Q Do you know how many people are unemployed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't. .I!m_ um. Bvt; 
sorry. 


Q Can you tell us a little bit about why you think 
the Italians decided to be players in the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there are 
a variety of reasons. One is that the Italians want to be taken 
seriously. They don't want to be considered one of the smaller, 
less important allies. And I think they recognize that if they 
want to be taken seriously as a major European country and a major 
ally that they have to behave seriously. And so this is, in effect, 4 
putting their chips on the table, getting into the game. | 


MORE ‘ 








BEST COPY AVAILABLE | > : 


Secondly, you've had an interesting coaltion -- I mean, 
an interesting political dynamics among the parties there in which 
the Socialists and the Christian Democrats are sort of competing 
with each other as to who can be the more responsible, who can be “. 
the more active in foreign policy terms, who can be more pro-Western. 
And this competition, from our standpoint, is fairly healthy. The 
Communists are the only real opposition in the country and even they 
are forced, are continually trying to demonstrate that they're not t 
just tools of Moscow and so, although they tend not to support things 
like INF or the Middle East, they tend to mute their criticism to : 
some degree. So for a variety of political reasons you've got that. * 


XX. 


Finally, I think that there's just a generational 
change. In the immediate post-war era, the results of having , 
lived under Fascism discredited an activist foreign policy, and og 
anybody who talked about a Mediterranean role for Italy was accused. 
of being from another era. I think that now you've had a he wad Pi 
generational change, Italy does perceive that it has a role in ' 
the Mediterranean, that it is a major Mediterranean power and it's’ 
more willing to play that role now. ja? 


° i a . i 
miss SRS yr Se wees ry i: 4 ee ee 


a 


Q If this is to be a iirst-name basis summit 
what will President Reagan call Prine Minister Fanfani? (Laughter.) 


a* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Amitori, I suppose. ~ 


Q Is it possible that during the bilaterals 
tomorrow -- just forget about Williamsburg -- that they will 
discuss the assassination attempt on the Pope? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible that , a 
Fanfani would -- 


Q Is that on the agenda? 


SENIOR ADMININSTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
so, but it's certainly possible it would come up. There isn't 
a formal agenda. I mean, both sides have briefed their principals 
on the issues that are likely to come up. It's possible that Fanfani 
would sort of bring the President up to date on where it stands. 
Our own view is that we have confidence in the Italian government 
and in the independent judiciary which is conducting the investigation 
and which is still underway. 


Q When will it end? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a good question. j 
I don't think that anybody can set a terminal date on it. I think . 
they'll go on as long as they think that there's evidence that they 
can gather which they haven't yet gathered. I would expect that 
it could extend -- Whatever happens with the individual Bulgarian 
that they're now holding, I would expect the investigation will 
probably go on for some time. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:18 A.M. EDT 








READ OUT BY 
STATE DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN JOHN HUGHES 
ON THE SECRETARY'S MEETINGS IN NEW YORK 
WITH AFRICAN FOREIGN MINISTERS 
May 26, 1983 


JOHN HUGHES: I'd like to run through this is in chronological 
order. The Secretary began his sessions here this afternoon with 
a session with the Foreign Minister of Zaire, Mr. Kamanda. That 
meeting lasted from 4:30-5:05. The participants on the U.S. side 
were the Secretary of State, Ambassador Kirkpatrick, and 
Assistant Secretaries Crocker and Hughes. The Secretary compli- 
mented the Zairian Foreign Minister on the progressive steps his 
country had taken in connection with amnesty in the past few 
days, announcing amnesty for all political prisoners and saw this 
within the framework of other positive developments in Zaire. 
There was then talk of U.S.-Zaire relations which both sides 
agreed were very good. There was some discussion of world 
affairs; that was followed by a discussion about U.S. aid to 
Zaire. The Secretary indicated that the Administation would con- 
tinue pushing for the amount of aid it considered appropriate to 
Zaire and would work in Congress to achieve those totals. They 
then got into discussion about Namibia and some discussion of the 
upcoming resolution on Namibia in the U.N. Security Council. 

The Secretary indicated that the United States was determined to 
work for an independent Namibia in terms of U.N. Resolution 435. 


After that, the Secretary met with SWAPO leader Nujoma. That 
lasted from 5:10-5:40. The U.S. participants again were the 
Secretary of State, Ambassador Kirkpatrick, and Assistant 
Secretaries Crocker and Hughes. There was extensive discussion 
during that meeting on the future of Namibia. The Secretary once 
again underlined U.S. commitment to an independent Namibia and 
asked Mr. Nujoma to talk a little about the kind of independent 
Namibia he foresaw. Mr. Nujoma responded and gave remarks along 
those lines as had been requested. The Secretary again stressed 
that the United States wants to see the emergence of an indepen- 
dent Namibia and was committed to working towards that end. 


The third meeting in the hotel was with the Front Line States 
plus Nigeria. That meeting lasted from 6:00 until 7:10. On the 
U.S. side, the participants were the Secretary of State and 
Assistant Secretaries Crocker and Hughes. The Front Line States, 
represented by their Foreign Ministers and their Permanent 
Representatives, were Tanzania, Botswana, Angola, Zambia, 
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, plus Nigeria. Again, there was general 
discussion about the issue of Namibia and once again, the United 
States reiterated its commitment to an independent Namibia. The 
Secretary said the United States felt a great deal of progress 
had already been made in this connection and that the remaining 
issues really were resolvable given the proper environment. He 
pointed out that as a matter of fact, as an observation, there 
was a connection between the sovereignty and security in the 
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region. The facts were and are that there are foreign forces in 
Angola and there are non-Namibian forces in Namibia. There is 
violence in the area about which the United States is concerned. 
The Secretary again said that it was his feeling that the nub of 
the problem on Namibia was soluble if the surrounding environ- 
ment in the region was made secure and the United States had an 
acute interest in working to help create the conditions -- create 
the environment -- which would enable countries in the region to 
be sovereign and secure and to undertake sturdy economic develop- 
ment. He said the United States was committed to dampening the 
cycle of violence in southern Africa and creating the climate of 
confidence which would permit the sovereignty, the security and 
the economic development which I already mentioned. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hughes, what sort of changes, if any, have there 
been that might have been indicated to the Foreign Ministers in 
terms of the U.S. position on -- the linkage issues? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, the United States really wasn't discussing 
linkage. It was discussing security in the entire area, and that 
was the point that the Secretary was trying to make. He was not 
talking about Angolan troops alone. He was talking about all 
foreign forces in Angola, and he was talking about, obviously 
South African forces in Namibia, making the point that to get to 
the sovereignty, the security and the opportunity then to further 
economic development, clearly those forces of all characters have 
to eventually be withdrawn. 


QUESTION: Was there any discussion of the future role of the 
Contact Group? 


MR. HUGHES: No. 
QUESTION: It wasn't brought up? 
MR. HUGHES: No. 


QUESTION: Was there any response to Mr. Nujoma's view of the 
kind of independence that he wants? 


MR. HUGHES: The Secretary listened to what Mr. Nujoma said; they 
both agreed -- they obviously share the principles of democracy 
and liberty and economic development. They agreed on those prin- 
ciples as a good foundation for nation-building. 


QUESTION: Was there any discussion of the resolution? And par- 
ticularly, the proposed deadline -- 


MR. HUGHES: No, only in the -- you mean in the Security Council? 


QUESTION: Yes. 








os tt« 


MR. HUGHES: Only in general terms during the Zairian Foreign 
Minister's session with the Secretary -- only in general terms -- 
and the point there was that there was agreement on the need to 
achieve the broadest consensus for that resolution. 


QUESTION: Was there discussion of sanctions? 
MR. HUGHES: No. 
QUESTION: Yes, how was the atmosphere? Was there collusion talk? 


MR. HUGHES: The atmosphere was very cordial in all three 
meetings. 


QUESTION: Would the U.S. be in favor then of having the 
Secretary-General initiate negotiations for a peace talk? 


MR. HUGHES: It didn't come up and I'm just giving you a read-out 
on what happened at these meetings this afternoon. 


QUESTION: Was there any talk of travel by the Secretary perhaps 
to the region? 


MR. HUGHES: There was some discussion of it by one participant, 
and I think the Secretary's point on that was that the time 
was probably not right for his involvement at this stage. 


QUESTION: Anything more specific about the climate of confidence 
that the U.S. was trying to build? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I think a non-violent climate is what the 
United States is -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


MR. HUGHES: Well, the United States is proposing through diplo- 
macy and energy and commitment to work with others that have a 
similar commitment to produce that climate. 


QUESTION: Did Angola talk about its relations with South Africa? 
And its diplomatic meetings with South Africa? 


MR. HUGHES: No, but I should really draw the line here and say 
that I would be happy to talk about what the Secretary of State 
spoke about but I really cannot and must not speak for the other 
participants. 


QUESTION: In the discussions today, was there any kind of line 
drawn between the kind of discussions that were had today and the 
kinds of speeches that have been delivered in the Security 
Council? 











MR. HUGHES: No. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hughes, when you talk about the broadest consensus, 
lis a broad consensus possible when the resolution doesn't contain 
a deadline? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I think we'll have to see how -- there was 
really not detailed discussion about the resolution -- what they 
were talking about was the ultimate goal of an independent 
Namibia. There was not much discussion specifically on the 
resolution. 


QUESTION: Did the Secretary say flatly or even not flatly there 
could be no independence while Cuban troops remained in Angola? 


MR. HUGHES: No, he did not make such a statement. 


QUESTION: John, you say it wasn't linkage. But what does talk 
about an environment in which there are foreign forces that 
have to be withdrawn mean exactly? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I think it means that various parties are not 
going to take actions while various other parties are in the area. 
I think that's the -- and that probably goes for both sides and 
you have to work out an agreement for withdrawal. 


QUESTION: Is it correct then to say that he was trying to make 
the point that he sees not much chance or little hope for move- 
ment as long as the situation persists? 


MR. HUGHES: No, I wouldn't say that he was saying that there was 
not much hope for movement. What he was saying was that there 
has been considerable progress on the Namibian issue, but you do 
face certain realities about the overall Soviet and Cuban mili- 
tary presence in the region, and you have to face up to such 
realities. 


QUESTION: Isn't all this linkage by another name then? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I can only tell you how the discussion went 
this afternoon, George, and it was discussion of the need for 
broad security in the area which will permit sovereignty and in 
turn economic development. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) discussion between Angola and South 
Africa mentioned? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't recall them being mentioned, no. 


QUESTION: Was there an indication as to the future course of the 
Contact Group? 





MR. HUGHES: No, there was not. 


QUESTION: Is there any significance in the fact that the Contact 
Group wasn't mentioned? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't think so. This was a discussion -- in the 
first two meetings obviously there were parties who were par- 
ticipating and in the third meeting there was a discussion bet- 
ween the Front Line States and the Secretary of State in which 
each side offered their views of the situation, of the progress 
that had been made, and the distance that needs to be -- 


QUESTION: Did they express their dissatisfication in any way with 
the slowness -- the slow pace -- of what they might regard -- 


MR. HUGHES: I think both sides felt that there had been ups and 
downs in the progress of these negotiations. 


QUESTION: In the course of two hours of discussion, were there 
any new ideas? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I don't know that if you mean new ideas, did 
the parties agree to leave the room and call a new series of 
meetings or draft a new resolution -- 


QUESTION: No, no, propose a new thought to get out of this 
impasse? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I think the thought was commitment and the 
airing of views and the bringing, I think, closer together of both 
sides in terms of understanding what has been achieved and what 
needs to be achieved. 


QUESTION: Will the Secretary report on this meeting to his 
colleagues in Williamsburg this weekend? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know whether it will come up at 
Williamsburg. It's conceivable; I don't Know. 


QUESTION: Would it be fair to characterize this as the beginning 
of a personal effort on the part of the Secretary of State to try 
to resolve that impasse? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, the Secretary's been involved and the 
President's been involved, and the Secretary made that point in 
the meetings because the United States does have a commitment to 
the independence of Namibia, but it certainly is the first time 
the Secretary has seen Mr. Nujoma, for example, though I think 
Mr. Nujoma has seen a previous Secretary of State. But they had 
not met. I suppose that was a first. And certainly these 
meetings, I think, this afternoon demonstrate the United States' 
concern and commitment and specifically the Secretary's, yes. 





QUESTION: Did they run on longer than expected? 


MR. HUGHES: No, I think they -- the meetings -- were more or 
less on schedule. They may have slipped a little in starting on 
time, but I think they ran more or less on time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hughes, would you say -- is it accurate to say that 
there has been no movement on the issue of foreign troops since 
it's such a bitter issue with the Front Line States and it seems 
that the Secretary of State is maintaining the U.S. position on 
that? 


MR. HUGHES: I think that if you are asking have troops left, the 
answer is no. 


QUESTION: No, I mean attitude? 


MR. HUGHES: If you mean is there a diplomatic discussion going 
On about those troop removals? The answer is yes, very much so. 


QUESTION: Have the Front Line States, though, seemed to relax 
their position on the removal of the Cuban troops from Angola? 
They say that's totally irrelevant. 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I don't think I should speak for them. I 
think they can speak for themselves. 


QUESTION: Has the United States relaxed its position on that? 


MR. HUGHES: It's not a question -- the United States doesn't 
have a position, the United States has an observation. There are 
certain realities in play here and one of the realities is the 
presence of Soviet-Cuban military power in Angola and that's one 
of the realities observed by the South Africans, so it's not 
really the United States who is saying you have a situation; you 
have a reality and somebody has to work at that. 


QUESTION: Are more of these meetings expected in the future? 


MR. HUGHES: It's possible, but nothing was scheduled as a result 
of this afternoon. 


QUESTION: Did the Secretary succeed in getting any more enthu- 
siasm for Mr. Crocker's proposals (inaudible)? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I don't really know what you mean by Mr. 
Crocker's proposals. 


QUESTION: The plan (inaudible) for the electoral processes. 








MR. HUGHES: There was no detailed discussion of that. The 

point was made by a number of people that two of the main issues 
on Namibia seem to be the U.N. force and the electoral mechanisn, 
As far as the United States was concerned, the position we took 
is that we understand those problems but we felt that those 
problems were soluble if you could create the right environment 
and the right sense of security in the region. 


QUESTION: And this environment was the focus of the whole meeting? 
I won't say linkage, but the environment was the question on 
which most of the discussion centered? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, I would say in the last of the three meetings, 
it took up a fair amount of time, yes. 


QUESTION: John, there's been an awful lot of public criticism 
from black African countries about the American position on the 
Cubans in Angola, was there any criticism directed at the 
Secretary during these private discussions? 


MR. HUGHES: It wasn't really that kind of a session. It was -- all 
of the Front Line Representatives spoke, the Secretary spoke, and 

it was really an exchange of views about the pace of negotiations 
and where they were and what is needed to bring things to a suc- 
cessful conclusion. 


QUESTION: Was there any indication that the U.S. was expected to 
put more pressure on South Africa? 


MR. HUGHES: Well, the United States isn't in the business of 

putting pressure on either side. The United States is in the 

business of trying to use its good offices to increase commit- 
ment on both sides to break through this impasse. 


QUESTION: When the talks were over, how did the Secretary fee. 
about them? Was he pleased or was he frustrated, was he -- 


MR. HUGHES: I think that he felt that all three meetings were 
very worthwhile and constructive. 


QUESTION: Thank you. Thanks very much. 
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~ 
MR. REAP: Good afternoon. Today's briefer, for |. 
your information and not for publication, is iis 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: You all have the text, 
I hope, of the significant statement that the Secretary is 
making at the Foreign Policy Association in New York this 
afternoon. But just to give you a bit of the background and. 
some of the highlights, I think he had very much in mind, in 
this statement, the upcoming conference of the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development beginning the end of the 
first week in June in Belgrade, which is perhaps at the 
international level, the most significant step in the moving > 
North-South dialogue for a period of a couple of years. 


17 With that in mind, he wanted to make a fairly full 
statement of the Administration's ppolicy on relations with 
the developing countries. He has spent quite a bit of time 
himself on this statement and, given his own background in 
the world of economics and his own experience in developing 
countries, he has put quite a bit of his own stamp on this. 


I think the major points that he wanted to high- 
light are that the developing countries are now-a-days a 
very major factor in world growth and stability, and that the 
U.S. has a very significant stake, therefore, in their 


—. ei / - 





He has some interesting statistics in there on just 
how important the relationship between the United States and 
the developing countries is for our own growth and economic 
welfare and, I think, some interesting personal philosophy on 
the subject of political stability in developing countries. 

t He sees it as not only an important part of our foreign . 
policy, but in looking over the long term, a part of our 
foreign policy that will continue to grow and increase in 
importance. I think it is for that reason that he wanted to 
make the statement before aU.S. audience and do it in a 
fairly comprehensive and positive way. 


He personally expresses a good deal of optimism for 
political and economic development in the south, despite the 
continuing news of the day dominated by real problems of debt 
and political instability, in particular in developing 


countries. He sees the priority very much as one of resuming 
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Significant growth in. déveloping countries, and that is 
indeed the importance, for developing countries, of the 
Williamsburg Summit this weekend and the main contribution 
that that event can make to the developing countries of the 
South. 


He is very strong on trying to articulate the 
political framework for North-South relations which in his 
mind is very much one dominated by the framework of mutual 
responsibilities and mutual’ gains from cooperation over a 
very broad range of activities, and he tries in there pretty 
much to cover the gamut of North-South collaboration in many 
fields, finance, trade, investment, and the debt problem. 


The United States has committed significant efforts 
and resources to promoting economic and political -progress in 
the developing countries, and that continues to engage some 
of the President's effort and the Secretary's. He cites in 
there a significant development last night in terms of the 
House of Representatives' the Administratior's full request 
toward meeting our commitment to the World Bank's Inter- 

, Rational Development Association. 


He places perhaps greatest emphasis on the trade 
area as what really determines the future growth and fate of 
developing countries, and is calling there for a major 
effort in terms of a new round of multi-lateral trade nego- 
tiations with very special emphasis on expanding trade 
opportunities for developing countries. He sees a lot in 
this for developing countries on both sides of the transac- 
tion, that expanding their exports over the rest of the 
decade is quite important to world growth; and in a struc- 
tural sense, he sees developing countries opening their own 
markets as contributing a great deal to efficient use of the 
precious investment resources in their own economies, and as 
he likes to do, points out that those developing countries 

; that have grown most rapidly in recent years have, in fact, 
! been those that are most open to international trade and 
” investment. : 


The debt problem, in a fairly balanced way, he cites 
as one that can be stabilized by the adjustments that are now 
in train, but its ultimate resolution, in fact, depends on 
growth in developing countries’ trade with the rest of the 
world over the remaining years of the 80s; and it is, in 
part, with that in mind that he puts such particular emphasis 
on trade liberalization as an important piece in a stable and 
growing world in a North-South dimension in coming years. 
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‘Looking to something that President Mitterrand 7 
said a couple of weeks ago regarding a crisis in economic 
development in Africa, he cites Africa as, in effect, a 
disturbing exception on the scene in terms of fairly 
encouraging progress in developing countries, and in effect 
Says that Mitterrand is right when he refers to the risk that 
‘Africa might become the "Lost Continent" of development, and 
that the deep stagnation of agricultural development, in 
particular, that has hit much of Africa, threatens both tra- 
gedy in human terms, where “you have got a prolonged period of 
declining per capita consumption of food, for example, and a 
prolonged period of political turmoil unless these trends 
can be reversed. He calls for new approaches by the Africans 
themselves to increasing productivity, and he has got some 
specific suggestions there and new approaches on the part of 
aid donors to effectively support that kind of reform. 


I'll be happy to take questions. 


-Q Is he calling for a renegotiated GATT? Is 
that what this amounts to? 
: 
A No. 

Q That skates over it rather quickly, suggesting 
that there be still lower tariffs, but he's not very specific 
in what he wants. 

4% He's calling for a major negotiation in the 
GATT. What he's saying, in effect, is that the world of 
trade liberalization has, to some extent, by-passed 
North-South trade, that developing countries themselves main- 
tain high and significant trade barriers which in some ways 
distort their own pattern of development, and they should be © 
brought into a framework of fairly ambitious liberalization 
of trade. J 

? On the other side of it, when you look at the very 

; significant increases in exports that they need to fuel their 

‘ growth over the coming years, that there ought to be another 
look, maybe a significant one, at what can be done to 
increasing their market of access in the North. 





So I think he is saying that the traditional 
approach of GATT of tarrif-cutting rounds has accomplished a 
great deal -- about what it can in terms of trade among the 
industrial countries -- but there remains a great deal to be 
done in terms of North-South trade, and that that's perhaps 
where the big need is in this next draft. 
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Q Why do’ you suppose he hasn't mentioned at all 
exchange rates? 


A Well, he could have. He has fairly clear 
views on that subject -- and we talked about this quite 
specifically. I think his reasoning was that exchange rate 
stability is primarily a topic of hot discussion and of 
interest among the industrial countries, and as such, is an 
item that puts the focus on, Williamsburg; and therefore, this 
time around, he wanted to concentrate on those issues that he 
sees as the major ones in terms of North-South relations. 


Q It seems to ignore the effect that this has, 
the fluctuations in the exchange rates, has on the developing 
countries. 


A It, obviously, has an effect on them. And if 
you look back, for example, to the remarks that the Secretary 
himself made at the monetary conference which Jack Kemp spon- 
sored about 10 days ago, you'll find a pretty clear statement 

. Of his views on that subject, that indeed greater stability 

‘ in exchange rates is important and that the approach to that 
comes through the closer convergence of underlying economic 
policies, particularly among industrial countries since that 
is what determines exchange relationships, and that perhaps 
there is a role there for greater consultation among 
industrial countries on the impact of their economic policies 
on exchange rates, among other economic manifestations. He 
looks to that as being the approach to achieve that, which he 
definitely sees as an important objective. 


The developing countries have sort of "before" 
floating rates and “after” floating rates (which) had, in 
effect, an exchange rate regime of their own, which has 
always put more emphasis on the frequent movement of exchange 
rates, and that has sort of continued and continues today. 
So I think the kind of fundamental discussion of whether the 
regime of the future and the role for more stable rates is 
one in which it it's the impact of the industrial countries' 
. actions on developing countries that is important. I don't 

think they contemplate changes in the way they have and con- 
tinue to handle their own exchange rate regimes. 


I think that's the reason. He just didn't want to 
get off on, while an important subject, one that's not 
central to the subject that he in effect is trying to focus 
some additional American attention on here. 


Q Another point: On the question of austerity 
which he mentioned a couple of times -- 
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A Right. ~ 
Q -- was this an implied criticism of the IMF which 
imposes austerity conditions, or could you expand on that 
aspect? 


A No, I don't think it's a criticism of the IMF. 
What he feels quite strongly about i5 that one has to not mix 
means and objective here, that, as he said at that monetary 
conference, "There is no particular nobility in more austerity 
than is absolutely necessary to reach the long-term objec- 
tive, which is revived growth." And I think that's the point 
he wants to make, that the short-term function of austerity 
in developing countries has to be kept in perspective. It's 
purpose is to reestablish their creditworthiness, and there- 
fore, their ability to attract additional capital that they 
need to fuel their own growth. The amount of austerity that 
accomplishes that objective is the right one; a harsher 
hairshirt is, in effect, not functional. 


I think he has had some concern, as well, that 

i there are obviously limits. Developing countries are 
societies in transition; they've got political stresses of 
their own. He has said many times before that one has to 
keep in mind the limits of the pace of adjustment and 
austerity that can be attained there. 


But, no, he's not trying to criticize the IMF. 


(Continued on: page 6.) 
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Q Could you say something about the timing of 
this? It strikes me as a major subject but coming on the 
eve of Williamsburg, it-.just doesn't seem to add up. Why do 
this now, right on the very eve of the meeting down there? 


A All the participants at Williamsburg have 
suggested that the impact of the industrial countries on the 
development countries, and North-South issues, are a part of 

.the agenda. That is accepted, that that is a significant 
factor in the discussion at Williamsburg. 


I think the timfng is related in that the 
. Secretary, I think, has felt that the Administration needs a 
full and comprehensive statement on this aspect of our 
foreign policy and economic policy, and felt there is a need 
for doing that more fully than has been up to now. This is 
a good time to do that, in part, because it's part of the 
backdrop of Williamsburg. 


Q Had he intence“ to go to Belgrade and 
deliver a speech like this? 
7 He would have liked to and thought about 
. that, but it turned out to be impossible. 
i / 
Q Is that the origin of this speech? 
A He has always intended to do this to an 


American audience before the UNCTAD Conference, but looking 
to the UNCTAD Conference. 


He had hoped he could go to Belgrade himself but 
that turns out to be impossible because the U.S. opportunity 
to make that statement at that conference, it conflicts with 
his prior commitment to be in Paris for the NATO 
Ministerial. Thus, he's going to have to delegate that 


responsibility. of 
Q Who is going from the U.S.? 
; ca It's not yet decided. It should be very 
' shortly. : 
Q When he says “mutual exchange of con- 





cessions on the trade front," can we talk a little about 
what that means? 


For example, on the United States part, would it 
mean something like the generalized system of press pre- 
ferences, duty-free treatment to all of the development 
countries, in a more across-the-board, systematic fashion, 
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Or would it be more in terms of specific barriers that we 
have, let's say, on textiles or something, that we would 

give that up? And on the LDC side, what would we want them 

to give up, or would -wé be talking about just the really out- 
right quotas or would we be talking about subsidies, and would 
it be for just the more advanced developing countries? 


A Several questions there. First of all, 


_what he's talking about goes beyond and is more ambitious 


a 
*-* 
~ 


than the system of generalized preferences. 

Stepping apart from that, he says that we have to 
renew our system of generalized preferences, and that's one 
thing. Beyond that, there's a more ambitious task of trade 
liberalization. That, as he describes it, would not 
necessarily be subject to the same sort of limitations and 
rules that are in the generalize preference system. One of 
the reasons that it would not be is that, in effect, it 
would be a negotiation in which the developing countries 
make some concessions themselves. It is a two-way nego- 
tiation, in that sense. 


It would not be just the highly ‘industrialized 
developing countries. As we see it, it would be a process 
that would be open to any and all developing countries that 
wanted to participate in such a process in the GATT. 


Q | How much of this is directed to Congress? 


A I think the main picture he's trying to 
present is one of coherence, that there is an Administration 
approach from beginning to end, with a now, and a medium- 
term and a long-term. 


As to what are the fundamentals of the process of — 
political and economic development in the South, and what is 
the most constructive role for the U.S. towards that, I 
think that message of ‘coherence, he thinks, always helps 
when you're going to the Congress to talk about this or that 
element of it. That's a fundamental need he's trying to 
fulfill in an A to Z statement on this relationship. 


He refers, I think, specifically to the Congress 
in regard to the IDA request, in terms of being signifi- 
cantly heartened by the action on the House floor last night 
in approving the Administration's full request for the 
current fiscal year towards meeting the U.S. commitment to 
IDA which the President himself made a strong personal com- 
mitment, too, at the time of Cancun, as he invested a good 
deal of effort in the dialogue with the Congress there. 
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I think the Secretary considers that a very 
significant and heartening development in the House last 
night. Obviously, the Congress would be involved in pro- 
viding the authority for any new trade negotiation. That 
would be some time off; you're probably talking about a pre- 
paratory process of -- if you look at the history, you're 
talk about a preparatory process of probably at least two 
- years before you get an agreed framework among participating 
parties, and everybody is in a position of a sort of "go" 
for a negotiating authority to their respected parliaments. 


Q Some of the developing countries seem to 
have a preference for using UNCTAD for any kind of trade 
discussions rather than the GATT. 


Is this in any way a bid, if there's going to be 
these kind of negotiations, let's put it in the GATT as 
opposed to UNCTAD? 


A Yes. That's clearly his position, that _ 
this negotiation should be in the GATT, and:that's what will 
get it done fastest and most effectively. 


7 Q I was at a World Bank conference where 
there was a lot of criticism of the U.S. for not meeting its 
full IDA commitment. What's the situation in the Senate? 
Does this mean last night that we now are assured that it 
will be met for the next year? 


A No. There's still a House-Senate con- 
ference to take place. 


Q What's the situation there? Are you fairly 
confident that they will come out of that with a close-to- 
the-full Administration request? . 

i 

ah I think we're quite encouraged by the House 

action. f 


The House approved the full amount requested by 
the Administration which would, in this fiscal year, and 
there's another Administration request for the following 
fiscal year, if that were met in full, as the House has 
approved the current fiscal year, that would meet the full 
U.S. commitment to the current IDA replenishment. 


The Senate bill is different, and therefore ulti- 
mate success depends on the House Senate conference. I 
think they're quite hopefull, but the final reviews aren't 
in there. 
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e) The three policy papers that were released 
by UNCTAD last February -- the one on money and finance, the 
One on trade and structural adjustment, commodies -- it 
seems that you've addressed the issues that UNCTAD brought 
forth in the money and finance paper, and the trade and struc- 
tural adjustment paper. But, again, back to commodities, 

‘is the United States going to take a position on the early 
ratification of the common funds for commodity stablization 
at UNCTAD, and what's the U.S. position on the Nairobi 
integrated program for commodities? 


A The Administration doesn't have a request 
in the Congress for U.S. participation in the common fund, 
and I don't think it's imminent that there would be such a 
request. If other countries want to go ahead, they can. 
That's the U.S. position there, that's it's not possible 
for the U.S. to contemplate early participation in such a 
fund. 


On the integrated program, the integrated program 
is a long-term plan for commodity negotiations. The U.S. 
position is that sometimes commodity agreements can be use- 
‘ful. And when we see it that way, the U.S. participates in 
- jppeetiationss and, in fact, participates in some active com- =F 
modity agreements, as we do in the coffee agreement and as <i? 
we're participating in new negotiations for a possible sugar 
agreement. 


_ But that's a cautious case-by-case position, and 
you'll find the Secretary's view in here that, by and large, 
commodity agreements, if you look at the whole sweep, 
haven't been all that successful in meeting their objective 
of stablizing commodity prices. They don't quite seem able 
to do that. And, therefore, he puts more emphasis, as far 
as the development implications of that is concerned, on 
mechanisms for providing off-setting compensatory financing 
to developing countries to cushion the effect of fluctuating 

': commodity prices which have been the course of commodity 
price history for a long time in the past and probably will 
be in the future, despite the efforts of commodity 
agreements. So it's a cautious position. 


Q Can I ask a follow-up to that? The Third 
World Countries have also asked for compensatory financing 
without conditionality. 


Is there any position on that at this point? 


a Not at this point. That discussion is 
going to take place in the International Mone y Fund. 
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It's scheduled to start. towards the end of June. 


; I think in-that discussion, that's-one question, 
whether there should be stronger conditions attached to this 
kind of financing or not. 


Q In terms of the crises in Africa, would it 
be correct to infer that the Secretary seems to be laying 
‘ the burden of the problems there, to some extent at least, 
On the tendency toward one-party socialist states, like 
Tanzania, rather than any responsibility that the North may 
bear for the crises there? 


Q He puts strong emphasis on a crises in 
agricultural development. You've got in Africa some of the 
fastest growing population rates in the world -- around four 
percent a year. | 


In food production, in some countries, declining, 
and on the whole continent going up by a little less than 
one percent a year. ; 
’ Obviously, a continent that poor can't go on that 
' way and feed its people by ever increasing expensive imports 
Of food. That's in economic and social sense the heart of 
the problem. 


He cites what he sees as a list of economic 
policy problems -- some of them structural, some of them 
policy problems -- that at least significantly aggravate 
that crises in Africa; not giving the farmer full market 
prices for what he produces, and therefore it's not as - 
attractive for them to produce than they otherwise would. 
Having, for example, controlled prices that, in effect, sub- 
- sidize the urban consumer on the back of the small private 
farmer. That's a significant failing that he cites. 


Exchange rates, fixed at levels that make it 
unprofitable to export. Agricultural commodities that many 
’ African countries have in great quantity over many years. 
| And government intervention create an artifical priority for 
investment in industrial sectors to the disadvantage of the 
natural market strength of agricultural development; the 
same thing is done in credit. 





He mentions all of those briefly. Those are 
failings that socialist governments can make and other kind 
of governments can make as well, but he sees them very much 
as the heart of the problem, and had some concern that the 
kind of -- uncoordinated way that many donors in many ways 
are now providing aid to Africa is not significantly helping 
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them address these problems. He's, in effect, calling for 
some real attention there. to the policy framework in which 


African food productiorm’ and agricultural development can get 
back on the course of which it's obviously capable. 


The African themselves -- many African leaders 
have said a lot of things. They indicate that they 
recognize this and they kind of see it that way. I think 
‘it's, in part, because of that that the Secretary sees this 
as a kind of environment where something can perhaps really 
be done, both in terms of more effective coordination and 
more effective use of aid fhat's provided and of the African 
themselves coming together to try to make the right kind of 
agricultural policies politically respectable and doable in 
an African context. 


Q Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 12:32 P.M.) 
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_ Long 
MR. ALLIN: This will be a “background briefing on the i 
visit of Prime Minister Fanfani. I would request this interview be 


| 

Oo 
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on packaround attributed to a Senior Administration Official. axe. te 
as -y 
Q Is he really going ‘to say anything that requires n of 3: 
this to be on backcround, I mean, what, what's -- the -* ; 
. - , t 
MR. ALLIN: Just standard operating procedure, Sarah.sjnio- © 
Q Did you come to ney anything? : ‘alked 
Q Shall we say we won't accept it? | \ucsem sate 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know me, Sam, I a 
never do. All right, this was a -- ; ve 
on Vv ; wake seveal 
Q Are you willing to say you don't -- about 
MR. ALLIN: What do you want me to do -- _ rc -s1ldcnt 
Q I want to know why you -- 
= 8 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You want to know why J'm .,~ 
doina this on backoround? Because I think I've done it before ONss he. 
backqround and I take my orders from Mort Allin. ‘aastrea- 
Q -- as a long- time journalist, don't you think it; ‘ an 


oucht to be on the record? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I used to get my best. 
stories on background, Sam. 


Q But your own paper, the one you were associated -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen, I'm in a -- 
do you want this briefing or don't you? I mean, I've got a problem 


here -- 


Q Now that you ask -- no, we always are happy for 
the information. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Ask Mort after- 
wards, all right. Let me just give you this on background. 


Q Giving up? 


Q Gonna walk out? 


a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting was really, 
I think, best described as a, both a bilateral meeting where the 
President and Italian Prime Minister had an opportunity to talk about 
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a number of bilateral questions of interest between the United States 
and Italy and broader international issues, as well as a preview of 
the Williamsburg Summit this weekend. We've said it many times, I've 
briefed it many times, but it's still worth saying that, in the last -4 a) 
two years, I think it's true that U.S.-Italian relations have grown .-:¥ 
closer together than at any time in post-war history. The Italian : ¥. ASE: 
government and this Italian Prime Minister particularly, has been ~~ Li 
highly supportive of several key U.S. and NATO foreign policy initiatives. 


A premier example is the fact that the government has a § 
supported the NATO December 1979 decision, is making preparations right » 
now in Sicily to begin cruise missile deployment in early 1984, absent °° 
an agreement in Geneva. As you can tell from the Prime Minister' s ih) 
concluding statements, he strongly supports our efforts in Geneva to * 
achieve an agreement, but there is very little doubt -- and he strongly. 
told the President that there should be no doubt -- that in the “~ 4™ 
absence of an agreement that the Italians will begin deployment along 7: 
with the British and the Germans. 






There is alot of discussion about the Mediterranean area. 4, 
Italy has recently taken on an expanded role in the Mediterranean as 
a special vocation, as a NATO country. And, there was a discussion of 
Lebanon. Not only, of course, are the Italians participating in the 
multinational force along with the British and the French and, of 
course, the American marines, put more recently, they have been diplo- *# 
matically very active in the Middle East in trying to bring about a , 
withdrawal of all foreign forces in the Middle East. They have talked - 
to a number of Arab countries including Syria. And, there was an 
agreement that we needed to continue our efforts to produce an agreement 


that would result in a withdrawal of all foreign forces. 3 





There was some discussion of i.:ya. The Italians have 
close ties -- economic ties -- with Libya. They have a large work force 
in Libya, and, at the same though, they are concerned, as we are, about 
Libyan foreign policy behavior -- and most recently exhibited in ~ 
Central America, and there was a good discussion with both the President 
and with the Secretary of State about the situation in Libya. 


As you know, there is an Italian election approaching on 
June 26. The President asked the Prime Minister to describe the issues, 
and what the political situation looks like, and Mr. Fanfani who, .-as he 
said, has been a senior leader in Italy since the Eisenhower administra- 
tion, pointed out that, even though there are a number of changes in 
government in Italy, that there is a great deal of continuity in Italian 
political personalities and Italian policy. 

And, on the question of Williamsburg, they agreed that $ 
Oe 


l, juss. : 
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this summit would be a different kind of summit than last year's 
meeting, that the heads of government would have a lot of time 
and opportunity to address different issues. They recognize that 
on the political side of the Williamsburg agenda, that the arms 
control and INF issue would be the most topical one for the heads...» , 
of government to address. , 


: 


And, then, on the economic side, the question of 
expanding and sustaining the recovery would be a key theme that i 
would be addressed. , yy oo}, 


And, I think, with that I'll be happy to take your mtr 
questions. AS ; 


Q They've had unilateral talks with the Syrians? A 
: pas ‘ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have been in mi : 
diplomatic contact, as I said, with a number of Arab countries > ee 
including Syria. bs Be 

Q Well, is the general -- as 

Q Did they talk about it? Ta BENE 

Q Go ahead. | 

Q Did they talk about what they had said to the 
Syrians and what they got back from them? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have -- There , 
was a discussion of their communications. And they recognize, . 
like we recognize, that it is a difficult problem. oe 

Q This general discussion of Libya, was there any. a, 
specific focus and did Italy -- did Fanfani rather suggest that ~ . 
he was unhappy with Qaddafi and was going to take some measures, 3 


some sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think there 
was, as I think I said, Sam, a concern -- both sides in the talks. 
Both the Italian Prime Minister and the President registered their 
concerns about Libyan behavior. 


Q Did the Prime Minister raise any concerns about 
interest rates and budget deficits in the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not really. 
There was a recognition that those issues would come up at Williamsburg, 
but I would not say that there was any strong concern registered, just 
more of a tour de raison of the various aspects of the current 
economic environment that would be addressed at Williamsburg. 


Q Did the subject of President Mitterrand's 
call for a new Bretton Woods Conference come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it didn't, although . 
President -- sorry -- Prime Minister Fanfani was in Paris this week, p. 
as you probably know. He did have talks with President Mitterrand. 2 
And there was some discussion about what they addressed and how 
that might be a factor in the summit. But there was, on <nhe specific 
question of Bretton Woods, I didn't hear it come up. 


Q Well, again, you said, going back to Sam's 
question, they registered concern about Libya but there was 
no discussion of possible need to attempt to influence Libyan 
behavior? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- I mean 


that almost goes without saying. I mean, everyone would like to 
influence Libyan behavior. 


MORE 


+ 
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Q Who raised the subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the subject . . j 
was first raised by the Secretary of State. They had a separate «' ?i 
meeting this morning before the meeting in the Oval Office. — 

a 
Q Can you tell us how he raised it, other than 
say they're concerned? Did he ask for Italian help in any respect? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It's just ; ee 
a good opportunity, Sam, to -- We know that the Italians have a -:2 
lot of knowledge about Libya. They're in touch with Libya. oe 
And, as an ally and a close partner, we're interested in their , F 
views, how they view events. Fe “a 
Q Back on Syria, did Fanfani offer any encouragement “'s} 
for American hopes that the Syrians have not really closed the : 
door on withdrawal? - : 
Bowe 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- And the 
way you phrase your question, it's hard to give you a precise * 3 
answer. I think there was very much -- If you're asking me, . . Ae 
Gid Prime Minister Fanfani say, “Listen, we've talked to-the -*+ ~. iT 
Syrians and they say there's no chance. So, forget it." The R +% 
answer is no. 
I think there was a recognition that the way that 
the way that the course we're pursuing in Lebanon is the right : 


course, that we have to continue to work for the withdrawal 
of all foreign forces, and that Syria is a key factor and 
that it will be difficult. But there was no discussion about 
changing our overall plan or our current course. 


Q Was there any discussion about the investigation 
into the assassination attempt on the Pope? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None whatsoever. 
Q Why not? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 

Q Not at the ministerial either -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You mean it 
was Secretary Shultz? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:51 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 





ON 





PRIME MINISTER NAKASONE'S VISIT 


THURSDAY, MAY 26, 1983, 2:49 P.M. 





MODERATOR: As we had previously announced, this is 
a briefing ON BACKGROUND on the visit of Prime Minister 
Nakasone to the United States. _ 


-—— eo 


For your guidance purposes only, our briefer this 


afternoon is ..... 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let me just start with a short 
statement and then I'll take questions. 

This visit will be what is termed an official working 
visit. Both the President and the Prime Minister thought 
it would be helpful to have such a meeting before the 
Williamsburg Summit to exchange views on matters of matual 
interest and to build on the warm relationship between them 


that they established during the Prime Minister's first visit 





to Washington in January. 

The Prime Minister Will arrive by plane at Andrews 
Air Force Base this eventas and will be officially greeted by 
the Acting Secretary at the Reflecting Pool at around 


8:30 this evening. The Prime Minister's visit will include 


a meeting, followed by a working lunch with the President and 
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certain U.S. Cabinet ers on Friday, the 27th. 


Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Abe will 


have a bilateral meeting Friday afternoon. 


Those are the official Executive Branch appointments. 

On Friday evening, “the Prime Minister will also deliver 
the commencement address at the commencement ceremony at 
Johns Hopkins University School of Advanced International 
Studies; and I understand, subject to confirmation, he's 
going to be giving that speech in English, which will be some- 
thing of a first for a Japanese Prime Minister in the United 
States. 

The Prime Minister will travel to Williamsburg on 
Saturday, May 28th, for the Economic Summit and will also 
attend a Japan Society dinner in New York City on May 3lst. 

He returns to Japan on the lst of June. 

The Prime Minister and the President have both 
placed a great deal of emphasis on the importance of strengthen- 
ing U.S.-Japan relations and the Prime Minister's visit under- 
scores the full scope and closeness of our relationship. 

We have been observing with great interest and appreci-~ 
ation the enenqetie wannes in which the Prime Minister and 
his government have been carrying out responsibilities of their 
offices. Since his last visit to Washington, the Prime 


Minister has achieved very significant accomplishments in the 


~ 
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trade area. In April he secured Diet approval of additional 
tariff cuts on some 25 items, as well as approval of 
tariff reductions and accelerated tariff cuts on some 300 
| other items which the Government of Japan had previously been 
seeking. a 

This month he won the enevores of both houses of 
the Diet for omnibus legislation, providing 17 laws governing 
standards and certification requirements. | 

I might note at this point that those are the important 
area that we refer to as non-tariff barriers, where other 

factors than tariffs become barriers to entry of foreign goods; 

| ent we believe that significant progress is being made in 
reducing those non-tariff barriers. 

These requirements could potentially cover six billion . 
dollars of U.S. products that could be sold to Japan, and the 


changes should significantly enhance access to the Japanese 


market once they are implemented. 
in other areas the U.S. and Japan held initial meetings 
of bilateral working groups on energy matters and a bilateral 
working group on industrial policy. Work in both of these 
areas is off to a good start. | 
We held additional meetings on high technology, and 


Japan took very helpful steps on auto and steel exports to the 


U.S.,as well as on machine tools, 


e 
Pad 
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In the international area, the two Foreign Ministers 





-- Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Abe -- held discussions 
during the OECD meeting in Paris on foreign assistance matters. 
We are both looking for ways in which we can reinforce and 
complement our peanestixe Sestien assistance efforts 

Prime Minister Nakasone just completed a visit to 
the five ASEAN countries, which was a highly successful visit, 
during which he clearly strengthened Japan's economic and 
political relations with the countries of Southeast Asia. He 
announced increased economic assistance and trade benefits 
to those nations during the course of his visit. 

Japan has also joined with us in international 
economic assistance and debt-relief measures related to the 
debt burdens of several developing countries -- including 
Mexico, Brazil, and Yugoslavia. 

In the defense area, the Prime Minister secured Diet 
approval in March of the '83 budget, which provides for a 
six-and-a-half percent increase in defense spending and 
an 8.9 percent increase in foreign assistance in a budget which 
is otherwise flat or declining. 

What all this adds na to, in our view, is substantial 
progress in the international economic area and on defense. 


The Prime Minister's efforts have further strengthened 


the relationship between our two countries and our efforts to 
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work in partnership in tesolving bilateral issues in meeting 
the blobal challenges that we both face and in seeking 
to maintain a strong international trade and financial system. 

This is not to say that we don't have very important 
problems to discuss. We will be doing so. The recent market 
opening measures that I mentioned are just a step in a process 

of Market opening by Japan. | 

We will continue to seek further stens by Japan with 
a goal that U.S. goods, services and investments should 
enjoy access to Japan's market comparable to that enjoyed 
by Japanese products and investment in the United States. 

. I. think both of us -- both countries and both Heads 
of State -- are very much aware that protectionist sentiment 
is continuing to grow in the United States and that further 
steps by Japan to open up its markets are needed. 

We want to build on the momentum and the excellent 
relations that the two leaders have established in seeking to 
find mutually acceptable solutions to these matters. 

Finally, there will be considerable discussion, I'm 
sure, of the broad international economic and political issues 
which the two leaders will he taking up at Williamsburg. The 
Summit takes place at a time when economic recovery has begun 


in both of our countries and in a nwvmber of other Summit 


participants'. Our respective domestric policies, we believe, 
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have set in place Saverehle conditions for sustained non- 
inflationary growth. 

As the two largest economies of the Free World, we and 
Japan have a special responsibility. to cooperate to see that 
confidence in this recovery deepens and spreads to other 


countries. 


We have been very impressed with the cooperative approach 





that Japan has taken during these past few months and are 


certain that we will continue to work together at Williamsburg 





and beyond. . 
I'd be happy to take any questions. 
Q Will there be an attempt to kind of downplay 
the defense issue on this trip, and that six-and-a-half percent 
increase that you cited -- what is the real inerease? Is 
that the real increase after inflation, or is that -- 
A It's a little complicated. That is a nominal 
increase, from which you'd have to remove inflation. But, 
on the other hand, I believe they have capped the pay in the mili- 
tary services so that actual inflation in military spending 
in Japan would be less than normal inflation. So I am -- 
Q You don't know what the real increase is? 
A. The real increase is somewhat less than six 


percent. But since their inflation is low and since you have 


to add that other factor in,,I would imagine you probably would 
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be talking about a coal increase in the neighborhood of five 
percent. 
Do you have anything more precise about it? 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 
Q There are reports that Prime Minister Nakasone 
is intending to raise at Williamsburg the idea of the Global 
infrastructure Fund that was developed by Mitsubishi Research 
Corporation. We know there are a sumbes of people in the 
White House who find that idea very attractive, and 
probably the President would even though it's not the sort 
_of thing that might appeal to Secretary Shultz. I'm wondering 
if you can still give us some sense of what you think the 
response of the President might be. ) 
A I really don't know. We'd have to see if ‘he 
brings it up. 
Q What specific areas, apart from the 25 separate 
areas that they've already reducéd -- what specific areas would 
you like to see the Japanese reduce or eliminate tariffs in? 


A I think our principal focus right now is not 


-_—-+ — 


on tariffs; it's on non-tariff, barriers — in the first place, to 

really try to make sure that the kind of simplification of 
standards we're talking about actually results in improved 
market access. 


The whole standards business, I think you all can 
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recognize, is in its aatire a complex one. It involves 

things like) in the pharmaceutical area, deciding that a drug 
is safe to sell and whether you will rely on tests that 

are conducted in another country. So it can't by its nature 
be simple and it's something that's going to take working 
over time. 


We think that is as important as the tariff area, 





probably more so. 

The area of industrial policy, as I mentioned, is 
another one. I think we'd have to say we're in an exploratory 
stage of trying -- both of us -- to understand a little 
better what industrial policy is, what industrial policies 
each of us practice, and what industrial policies could be 
considered unfair or market-restricting. 

A couple of other areas that are important in 
the trade area, beyond tariffs, age the question of quotas 
-- particularly on agricultural products -- and the question 
of procurement by NIT of U.S. telecommunications equipment. 
I think something like about one percent of NTT procurement 


—_—_—— 


currently comes from the United States; and we sell only ahovt 
~ 

80 million dollars a year to Japan,where we purchase about 

800 million dollars of telecommunications equipment. 


Our feeling is that doesn't really reflect the rela- 


tive competitiveness of our industry. We have had some very 


Pad 
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productive talks with NTT about ways to make the procurement 
process more open to U.S. manufacturers. 
So those are some areas that we're really concentrating 


On. 





c 


Obviously, we would like to see further tariff reductions. 
I can't tell you specifics. And I would have to say frankly 
that's not the main focus of our attention right now. 

Q Well, prior to the time that Mr. Nakasone came 
here in January, there was a sense of a sort of building 


crisis in relationship between the United States and Japan. 





His trip was widely believed to have cleared the air somewhat 
and provided at least a breatting spell for something else 
to happen. 


Now it's four months later. You say you generally 





approve of what he's done. But how would you characterize 
at this point the relationship between the two countries? Has 
the sense of crisis been dissipated, or where do we stand 


in our relationship overall with Japan? 


4 Since the "crisis" is your word, not mine -- I 
mean I think, and I think I said it before, that I think 
v ra 


this relationship is a remarkable one in its quality, fand, 
particularly, when you think of the history that we've been 
through and the kind of evolution the relationship has managed 


over a long period of time, _ it is very important, I think, to 
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both countries: And it's one that I think has very, very solid 
foundations. 

Obviously, we have problems -- particularly in 
the trade area, And I don't think those problems have gone 
away. I think we have came. Osi real progress in dealing 
with them. The kinds of measures that I've described are 
essential ingredients of that, and it's really in the 
nature of these trade issues that you don't solve that kind of 
problem overnight. And even when you agree that you have a 


- oe 


problem -- and I think, for example, I don't think the Japanese Government 





would disagree with us that, in principle at least,in quotas 


on agricultural products or restraint of trade, just as matter 


3 / 


a — 


of fact we have some restraints of our own-- but when 


whole injustries have grown up ground certain measures, you 





can't simply change those overnight. 

So it is a process, And I think what we find very 
encouraging == -I would say in the last six months, particularly 
with this new government--is a very serious attitude toward 
‘working persistently at these problems because they're going to 
be with us for quite some time. 

| Q Let me put it in a different way. In the months 
since Mr. Nakasone was here in January, has the action of the 
Japanese Government met the expectations on the U.S. side? 


A I think it has, yes. And I think there are things, 


A. ois 
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too, that they/’ve doné == really, on their own initiative ate 
that weren't a matter of our expectations but, clearly, from 
which we benefit -- such as the improvement of relations 
between Japan and Korea,or the strengthening of relations 
between Japan and the ASEAN countries that I think resulted 


from the Prime Minister's visit there. I wouldn't say we 





had expectations in those regards. We're clearly the beneficiary 
of then. 
Q Do you look upon Japan as a spokesman for Asian 
interests or not to that degree? . 
7 I've learned it's very dangerous to let any 
one country speak for other countries. (Laughter.) 
I think there's no doubt at the Summit, where Japan 
is the one Asian participant, I would be unsurprised to find 
the Prime Minister from time to time reminding the other partici- 
pants of Asian concerns where they neglect them: But I've 
noted -- particularly in Asia, where the diversity is so 
remarkable -- I think the best thing that we can do is to hear 
directly from each country how they view their interests. 
Q Thank you. 
' - 


Q Do you know whether the Prime Minister will be 


meeting with any other Cabinet-level people like Ambassador 





Brock? 





A I don't believe so. Do we have any? 
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SECOND SENIOR’ OFFICIAL: We don't have a schedule. 
A We don't have a2 schedule. 


Q Just Shultz and Reagan? 





A Shultz and Reagan, yes. There might be some 
meeting. Secretary. Reagan of course willbe down at Williamsburg, 
but their schedule is pretty well blocked out already. 

Q Are you expecting the President and the Prime 
Minister to discuss the yen/dollar problem and, specifically, 
to talk about a plan to have a fund for intervention that 
would have Japanese yen, U.S. dollars and German Deutschnarks? 

A The whole question of monetary intervention 
is something that will undoubtedly be discussed extensively 
at Williamsburg. I don't know to what extent it will be in 
their bilateral meeting, and I don't want to trespass on 
e terrainof and my Treasury colleagues too closely. 

I think that kind of specific fund is not something 
that we think would be appropriate. We are prepared to con- 
sider intervention in the case of specific market disorders, 
and we'd certainly look at approprsate measures in that con- 
text; but I think we would see it as much more a matter of 
maintaining close consultation and being able to act when we conclude 
with another government or several other governments that 


such a disorderly situation exists. That the basic approach 
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to stabilizing exchange rates -- which we agree is a problem 
-- has got to be one of stabilizing price growth within 
our own economies and that getting on the path of non- 

inflationary growth is really the best fundamental solution. 

Q But_ do vou see any attempt to have some bilateral 
kind of mechanism, even consultations between Japan and 
the United States on this, since the yen/dollar has gotten 
the most attention? 

A The yen/dollar has gotten the most attention, 
but the fact is that one couldn't well complain about a weak 
mark or a weak franc or a weak pound. And, in fact, it's 
the dollar that is strong, not the yen that is weak; and 
there's no question that that causes problems. It causes 
problems for exporters. And I think we understand the basic 
causes of that -- high interest rates, a certain amount of 
safe-haven effect for the United States. 

Those basic causes are not something that's going to 
be overcome by intervention but I think will be overcome by 
the recovery that is under way. 

Q What do you think will come out of the Energy 
Working Group in terms of the U.S. being ready to sell either 
Alaskan oil or Alaskan gas? 


A That is something that we're still studying, and 


we're talking extensively with people in the Congress about 
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Congressional attitudes. It*s beyond our current effort 
to get the short supply limitations lifted. 


I'm not too sure what specifically might come. It's 





really too early to say. 


f 


Q What are we going to talk to the Japanese about 
as far as defense is concerned? Are we going to express our 
concern over the SS-20s in the Far East or is this about the 
limit of what we're going to say publicly? 


A I didn't answer the first part of your question 


befene! 


Are we going to downplay the issue? 

Q Yes. 

A No, we're not going to downplay the issue. We 
had pretty extensive discussions of both defense issues. and 
arms control issues -- 

Q Right. 

A -- in January, and then again when Secretary 
Shultz was in Tokyo in February. 

There have been developments in the arms control 
area since that time, and there will be discussions of arms 
control issues at Williamsburg. So I would imagine that that 
subject would get some further treatment. And I'm sure, given 
the sort of basic nature of the concern on defense, that that 


issue will be discussed -- although I wouldn't think probably 
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in the detail that it’was last time. 
Q You're referring to SS-20s when you say 
"arms control"? 
a Principally the SS-20 r although -- 
Q I mean as ae oe they're concerned, anyway. 


A That's the issue that has excited the most attention 
everywhere -- and, clearly, in Japan -- but I think the 
Japanese, as well as the rest of the world, recognize that 
the effort in the START talks to get major reductions of 
strategic forces is as fundamental. In fact, if one looked at 
it just in terms of magnitude of nuclear weapons under negoti- 

e ation, that's the really big negotiation. It's the SS-20 
issue that is the focus of immediate attention right now. 

Q I heve a few questigns on this background 
information book on the Williamsburg Summit which was delivered to the 
press at the press conference made by Secretary Shultz and Sec. Regan. 

This book has parts of selected economic data, 
particularly on Japanese data. I heard that the Japanese 
Ambassador, Mr. Okawara, formally protected about this part 
of the Japan issue and asked why that information book contained 
that Japanese part. Do vee, endian that, and could you explain 
what kind of discussion was being held between the United States 


Government and Japan Embassy? 


And the second question: Is it proper that this 


_— 
+ 
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information book has.a particular part a particular 
country -- Japan? 
a There is a lot of information in that book. 


In fact, the particular pages that you're referring to I 
think we first became aware of last night. They were 
handed out after smesetnen Shultz' BACKGROUNDER, but I'm 
sure he was not aware they were there. 

It's certainly not our intention in the Summit dis- 
cussions at all to single out particular countries, and we 
frankly regret the inclusion of those materials. 

Q Did the Japanese Ambassador seoteet! 


A Weve had discussions about it. We've made clear 


to the Japanese that we regret the inclusion of those materials 


in the book. 

Q Who was the author of those? 

A I'm not sure who actually wrote those, 

Q I mean what agency, what building in town, put 
them out? 


A I don't know. 
Q Are the books going to be distributed to reporters 
and others in Williamsburg? 


A I don't know about that. I think probably further 
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distribution will not” include those charts -- not because 
we're not willing to ‘tous the facts in them but because 
we think that's not in the spirit of what we're trying to 
do in Williamsburg. : 

Q Do you mean that vou're excluding those par- 
ticular pages when you decide to distribute further? 

A I think in further distribution, that's right. 

Q In other words, you accept the protest of the | 
Japanese Government? 

A It's not a matter -- as I said, that material went 
in there, i€'s not in the spirit of the discussions we have 


in mind at Williamsburg, and we are not looking at Williamsburg 


to single out Japan or any other country for trade practices. 


Q Did you get any other complaints. from other 
countries? 
A You'd have to ask my colleague in the European 











Bureau; I don't know. I didn't. 

Q Did you express the State Department's regret to 
the Ambassador? | 

A We discussed this and we made it clear that this 
was not a policy-level decision by our government. 

Q Is the information incorrect or just improper? 

A I don't want to call more attention to the 


information by getting into a lot of detail. There are two 
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| | _ things about it that’ dre ‘clear to me, and I can't say I've 
studied it with enough’ care. to know whether the facts there are 
correct or not. 

One is, as I said: It is not the spirit of Williamsburg 
to start putting septbanbie countries on trial. 

But, secondly, with’ respect to the facts that I saw 
in there, there was an exclusive focus on the balance of trade 
in manufactures. And everyone who krows the first thing 
about the subject knows that, for example, Japan runs a severely 
adverse balance of trade in.raw materials and in agriculture 
and, in fact, is our largest agricultural market for that 
reason and that singling out a particular measure is not the 
way one approaches the trade problem and the problem of pro- 
tectionism is not something that is limited to Japan,by any 
means. | 

Q I saw not long ago a report, according to which 
the surplus of Japan with the U.S. would be around 50 billion 
dollars in 1983? 

A No. I think you were seeing a total of two- 


way trade -- 





Q Oh. 


-- on which the surplus is about 18 billion. 





A 
Q Last year. It was 18 billion last year in 1982. 
A 


That's right. 
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A Are you seaine a 50 billion projection for 
1983? 

Q Yes. Does it make sense to you? 

A It's -- I mean the total trade balance is in 
the neighborhood of 50 biYlion, and I'd be surprised if -- 

Q Yes, O.K. 

A -- it covld reach that magnitude. There might 
be some increase, but I don't think it will be at that level. 

Q Shultz and Abe are having a meeting tomorrow. 

Do you have any specific agenda that will be coming out?. 
A I really don't know specifically. Of course they met, 
I guess it was 
only two weeks agg, for some very long bilateral discussior:s 
in Paris and in ministerials. 

My guess would be they would most of all want to talk 
about any things to do with Williamsburg and ministerial meetings 
that they will both be participating in there. 

i Further discussions | 

A That I think they've covered pretty well for the 


on foreign assistance? 


time being. 

There's a lot to talk about at these meetings and one 
has to be pretty tarcgeted. 

Q The topic of the Korean situation is included 


in that discussion? 





eV 
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| | | A I don't know that they'll get to that. I don't 
Q Just on this inadvertent inclusion of certain 
charts and material, is there anything in there that is not 
factually correct -- it's «just @ matter of delicacy rather 
than any facts that might«be -- 
A It's not just delicacy. It's also a matter 
of balance. I mean nobody looked at -- 
Q Or balance --yes. But I mean is there anything 
in those pages incorrect or unfactual? 
A I can't say whether it's correct or incorrect, 
but it was clearly inappropriate in that collection of materials. 
Q Can you tell us where the shade of Japan's 
activity in the sea lanes stands? ; 
A I wish I could give you a more precise answer. I 
believe that that is fairly actively going on in essentially 
military-Self Defense Force channels. 


Q In other words, it's started, but it's not com- 





pleted yet? 


™ ~ —<_- .—<$<28e--o-. oo—= 


A That's right. 





Is that correct? | 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's right. 





A I guess I have a voice for one more question. 


Q On the China problen, in view of the fact that 
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Secretary Baldridge visited there recently and had an extensive 
talk, would you expect that there would be a new dimension > 

of the China problem to be discussed between either Shultz 

and Abe or President Reagan and Prime Minister Nakasone? 

A It has nothing particularly to do with Secretary 
Baldridge's visit; but, sthiete, the subject of U.S. relations 
with China and Japanese relations with China is something that's 
of great interest to both of us, and we both recognize the great 
importance that China plays in the region and e the world. 


And I think we both agree that good relations between each 





of our countries and China is in the interests of the other 
' countries. 
So I would not be surprised to see some fairly extensive 
discussion of that subject. 
Q O.K., thank you. 
A Thank you. 
(Whereupon, at 3:07 p.m., the BACKGROUND briefing was 


concluded.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd like to make a comment about a 
change the President will announce to the State Department. I know 
we are all aware of how important our relationships with all South 
American and Latin American countries are. And, particularly, just 
now, the svotlight is on Central America. 


Over the past years and months, the President has devel- 
oped a strong and increasingly effective set of programs to address 
Central American problems. These policies have emphasized the 
importance of economic development where the flows of funds are quite 
large now. They have emphasized the importance of freedom and 
democracy. They have emphasized the importance of the creation of a 
shield. And this is particularly important in El Salvador. A 
military shield that will avoid, as much as possible, disruption of 
economic development. 


Q (Inaudible. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Where was I before you interrupted 
me? -=- beyond which, the economic development and democracy and 
freedom can take place. And so, this has given emphasis to the 
development of the military capability of each of the countries that 
we are supvorting. 


And, finally, the policies have emphasized the imoor- 
tance of negotiations within El Salvador -- negotiations to bring 
about a true and widespread democratic process in the coming 
election, 
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and negotiations to achieve a regional solution to the conflict in 
Central America. 


Now, in all this, Tom Enders, Assistant Secretary of 
State and a man of vast experience in diplomatic matters has 
played a very strong and important role. And I want to take the 
occasion to pay a tribute to the fine work that Tom Enders has 
done. When you look at the rotation of things in the Department, 
you seethcy do make changes in Assistant Secretaryships. And 
people move on to Ambassadorial posts. And Ambassador Enders will 
move to a major diplomatic post. And the announcement of what that 
7. ae be made shortly, as soon as we have all of the details 
r out. 


To replace him, Tony Motley, and those of you who 
traveled to Brazil with the President will remember is our 
Ambassador in Brazil, will come to Washington and take up the 
position of Assistant Secretary of State for South American Affairs. 


Q Is that Tony M-o-t-l-e-y? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. His right name is Langhorn 
Motley. But everybody calls him Tony. And I do not know how you 
get Tony out of Langhorn. But, anyway, that is what I call him. 
So that is what -- 


MR. GERGEN: M-o-t-l-e-y. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Motley. 


I think all of us who have had the chance to work with 
him in his post as Ambassador recognize that he has got a real 
flare for Latin American affairs. He was born andbrought up in 
Brazil. He has been all through the area. And I am sure that he 
will do a fine job, as Tom Enders has. 


Q Why are you choosing to put Mr. Enders out of 


his job? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: He's done a great job, and I think 
that we do shift people from time to time. It's a normal course 
of events. And this seems to be a good moment to make a change. 


Q You see him taking a post in Central America? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it won't be in Central America. 
It'll be a major diplomatic post. And we know what it is. But 
it's not proper to announce it until all the aspects of it have 
worked out. 


Q Are there any other changes contemplated? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any changes that will be made will 
be announced when we're prepared to do so, and the only reason 
for this rather hurry-up announcement is that it seems to have 
leaked out, that Enders is going to be moved to another post. 
And Tony Motley is coming up, so we thought we might as well 
make it official rather than unofficial. 


Q -- disagreements between Mr. Enders and Jeane 
Kirkpatrick play a role in this change? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, the policies that the President 
has evolved here have obviously my full support and Tom Enders' 
full support. He was very important in the development of them, 
and the same with Tony Motley. I guess you have other things to do. 


‘ 


Q WNo-- 
Q No. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: She seems -- (inaudible.) 


Q Well, can you tell us a little more about what's 
coming up in Honduras, Mr. Secretary and the latest story 
about a significant increase in U.S. military trainers operating 
in Honduras, training Salvadoran troops? _Can you give us any 
detail on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's only a -- I think it's a fairly 
straightforward proposition. I think the Congress has been quite 
concerned that the number of trainers in El Salvador, where there 
is very active fighting, be held to a small number. And the number 
55 somehow has emerged into the situation. And, so, we want to 
conduct training. Everybody supports the idea of training for 
the Salvadoran armed forces. 


And the most cost-effective and easiest way to do it, 
when not in El Salvador, is in a neighboring country. And, 80, 
that's why we are moving this to Honduras. 


Q Will there be 100 or more new trainers down 
there? A report in The Times said this morning, talking about 
100 or more. Is that fairly accurate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to duplicate our 
problems on the number 55 by getting into another numbers game. 
I would 
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just say that we believe -- “we,” meaning the Salvadorans, the 
Hondurans, ourselves -- think that it's important to undertake 
this training. The performance cf the U.S.-trained Salvadoran 
troops has been very good, and alao their conduct with respect 
to civilian populations has been yood. So the training seems to 
pay off. And this, from a cost-effective standpoint, is the 
quickest and simplest way to do it. 


When will -- going back to Tom Enders, when will 
this take place, this shift? Very soon, the next couple of days 
or -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we're announcing the shift. 
We've been talking about it and announcing the shift perhaps a little 
prematurely because of the leaks. But we have to go through this pro- 
cess of all the clezrances that go between the announcement of an 
intention to nominate and an actual nomination and then the 
congretsional process of confirmation and so cn. So I can't tell 
you when this will actually take place, but it's something that 
will start emerging. 


Q -- a job until his replacement is confirmed or -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he will gradually phase out 
and into his next post. And Motley will come up, and in the mean- 
time, of course, there are quite a number of people in the depart- 
ment who have been working on this. And we'll man the post all 
right. In the meantime, Enders remains the Assistant Secretary and 
is heavily committed to what we're doing and will continue to do 
the excellent job that he's done. 


Q -- he'll continue working there until Motley is 
confirmed? Is that what you -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, for the time being. They 
both are -~ will be nominated for a post -- important post. They'll 
both be in the process of confirmation, and so we will have a -- 
we will have a strong method of seeing to it that that job is 
taken care of. 


Q Let me clarify one important -- let me clarify 
one important point, sir. Did I understand you correctly to 
say that the training operation in Honduras now will replace the 
training operation in Salvador, or supplement it? In other words, 
are the trainers going to come out of El Salvador altogether? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, the idea is that people feel 
more comfortable with a limit on the number of trainers in El 
Salvador. 

Q So you're going to keepthis low limit -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: So -- 

Q -- in El Saivador and su»plement it in Honduras? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There no doubt will be some in 
£l Salvador, 
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but we think that a major effort is czlled for here and the most 
Sensible place to have it seems to be Honduras. 


Q Thank you, sir. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pretty straightforward operation. 





Are you sending new military trainers into 
Honduras? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. Theat was announced, I think, 
yesterday that there would be a -- 


Q “- yesterday -- (inaudible) -- Times. It ran 
on the front page this morning; but -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's why announcement -- (in- 
audible). (Laughter. ) 


Q Same my Lf. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the reason for that 
is, and it's awfully hard to manage these things; but, basically, 
Something being undertaken by the Honcurans, obviously with the 
Salvadorans; and so it vas proper for them to essentially announce 
it. And at the same time, obviously we're involved; so we con- 
firm that that -- And I think that was confirmed in the State 
Department. 


Q It's our trainers who are doing the training. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our trainers. 


Q 9 Why = 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And our money. It's their war, 
their people and it's Honduran territory; so it's a combination. 


MR. GERGEN: There's a question -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- will stay in El Salvador, though, 
you're saying. You're not talking -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There will be trainers stay in 
El Salvador. But, as I said, I don't want to continue the numbers 
game, «xcept that we won't exceed the 55 that's been there. 


Q -- don't want to say how many are currently 
there; but you won't drop the number that are there in order to 
increase the number in Honduras? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The number in El Salvador will 
continue to be less than 55. And the needs to train people will 
be met by the development of a training capacity with trainers 
assigned in Honduras. 


e] And they will be training both Hondurans and 
Salvadorans? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The program is mainly jirected 
at the training of Salvadoran troops. 


Q -- worry about trouble with Congress on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't <= They have been 
concerned about the number of trainers in El Salvador and so we 
accept that concern and are doing it next door. There's been, 
of course, there has been training in the United states and 
that's always possible but it is a lot more expensive. So, 
you algo have to be thinking about the dollar and the cost. This 
is a much more cost-effective way to do it. 


Q Have people on the Hill and the Foreign Relations 
Committee, etc. been brought in on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, people know about it and they've 
been consulted and so on. 











I don't say that it's been -- I mean, I'm not trying to say 
that everybody has endorsed this idea. But the process of 
consultation has taken place. 


c But they don't have to give their approval -- 
Congress? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, this is a use cf funds that 
are available for training and it meets the desire not to have 
a build-up of military trainers in El Salvador. 


Q The funds -- these particular funds being 
used are not the President's personal funds but rather funds 
from Congress -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They are funds that have been 
appropriated and -- 


MR. GERGEN: Right. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- designated for training for 
the Salvadoran troops. 


MR. GERGEN: One last item, there was a question 
raised in that -- it arose here earlier about a change in 
U.S. policy toward combat troops that you all were aeking about -- 


Q (Inaudible. ) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, there's no change in policy 
and the reason for my preamble to the personnel statements was 
to emphasize, (A): the importance of this area and, (B): the 
fact that we have a strony set of policies. Those policies 
remain in place and have, obviously, the full support of 
everybody working with them, including Tony lotley, with 
whom I have talked about them in detail. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
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MR. TAYLOR: As was previously announced, this will 
be a background briefing on Central America. 

As you are already aware, the document given to you 
earlier this morning is embargoed until the conclusion of this 
briefing. I understand our briefers will have a brief 
introductory statement, and then they will be happy to take 
your questions. 

Q As we were two years ago, are we going to be 
supplied with additional documentation? 

MR. TAYLOR: I understand there will be some additional 
glossy photographs, 

Q Photographs, no documents? 

MR. TAYLOR: No other documentation that I'm aware of. 

Q Thank you. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. As you all know, 


there has been a lot of public discussion and debate about the 


Administration's policy in Central America. The President has 





announced the elements of our policy most recently in his 


address to the Joint Session of Congress last month, As you know, 
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we are trying to pursue a rather complex, multi-faceted approach 
to the problems in the region of Central America. We are trying 

to promote and to sustain democratic institutions and reforms 

and human rights. We are trying to provide assistance in economic 
development and we are trying to encourage negotiations toward 
political settlement through regional discussions and through 

the democratic electoral process within the countries in the 

region. 

These efforts are hampered by the support that the 
Marxist-Leninist guerrillas and terrorists within Central America 
are receiving. A significant development recently with respect 
to this external support was the issuance on May 13th of a report 
by the Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Representatives. Copies of that report are available in the press 
room. 

Most of the discussion about that report was focused on 
the different approaches for how the problem should be dealt with -- 
what kind of legislation, if any should evolve. On the other hand, 
there has not been significant attention to the findings of fact 
contained in this report which are conclusions and judgments reached 


by critics of the Administration's policy as well as proponents of 


that policy. 
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I'd like to quote just briefly from the Committee Report. 
It says: "A major septhes of the arms and other material sent by 
Cuba and other Communist countries to the Salvadoran insurgents 
transits Nicaragua with the permission and assistance of the 
Sandinistas. The Salvadoran insurgents rely on the use of sites 
in Nicaragua, some of which tine Stabbbd in Managua itself for 
communications, command and control, and for the logistics to 
conduct their financial, material, and propaganda activities. 
The Sandista leadership sanctions and directly facilitates all of 
the above functions. Nicaragua provides a range,of other support 
activities including secure transit of insurgents to and from 
Cuba and assistance to the insurgents in planning their activities 
in El Salvador." That all appears on page 6 of the. Committee report, 
which is the part that was prepared by the Democratic majority of the 
Committee, and the Republican views that are later in the report 
concur in those conclusions. 

We cantt make public all of the intelligence data that 


has been provided to these Committees ef Congress that haye lead 





the Committee to reach the conclusions I haye just quoted. 


We have to protect sources and methods; we have to maintain our 


capability to gain intelligence on a continuing basis. However, 


we have been able to pull together in one place a compendium, which 
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has been made available toyou, of background materials that -- 
support the conclusions and illustrate the ways in which external 
support has been given to insurgents and to terrorists in El 

Salvador, in Honduras, and in Costa Rica, which we think will be 

of use to you and to the publi¢ in understanding the facts that 

underly the Administration's policy and the difficulties that we 

face in seeking a solution to the problems of Central America. 

We also have this afternoon some additional updating 
materials about recent events with respect to arms movement to 
and through Nicaragua which the Defense pepertment briefer can 
elucidate on. 

Would you like to do that at this time? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: As the briefer just nentienes to you, 
we also want to share with you some declassified information on 
the latest developments of Cuban and Nicaraguan and Soviet 
activities in Central America, first on the snepenee in shipments 
of military equipment and arms to Nicaragua and secondly, some in- 
formation from recent defectors on plans for terrorist activities 
in Honduras and Costa Rica. We have, and will pass out to you, 
some smaller photographs so that you can take them with you. These 
are the two photos that the President used yesterday on the four 


Soviet merchant ships carrying military equipment and other supplies 


for the Sandinista Government that are in today presently in the 


Port of Corinto, 70 miles northwest of Managua on the Pacific Coast. 
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This is an unusually high number of Soviet ships to be 
at the port at any one time. In the past, all heavy equipment 
deliveries made by the USSR to the Government of Nicaragua has 
come by sea. Past deliveries included MI-8, HIP, and MI Hoplight 
helicopters, T-54 and T-55 isha and 152-millimeter antiaircraft 
guns. The present shipments, although not confirmed, may include 
trucks, trailers, armored vehicles, jeeps and probably additional 
MI-8 helicopters, but that is not confirmed. The equipment that 
is being carried on these ships is not confirmed. 

There are also certain indicators that the additional 
shipments may be coming into the Port of El Bluff on the 
Caribbean side, but there are no details available on that at the 
present time. 

Concerning the terrorist plans and activities, a 
captured member of a Honduran terrorist group provided the 
Honduran Security service recently with the following information 
on terrorist activities in Honduras. Some of this information is 
old, but it is new certainly to the Hondurans as to what was 
taking place and to us. At a meeting of the FPR, which is the 
Fronte Populaire Reyolutionario, the Popular Revolutionary Front 

-- of Honduras, now -- at a meeting in Havana, January of 1983, 
a, Cuban official who was introduced as the Number Two Man to 
4pikero in the Americas Department of the Communist Party of 


' 


Cuba, described the insurgency situation in Guatemala as "bad" -- 
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bad from their point of view, while he felt that Honduras was 
rapidly reaching the stage when the employment of guerrilla 
warfare would be viable due to the deteriorating economic and 
political situation. The economic situation is bad. The 
political situation isn't too bad in Qenteneia today, but this is 
what they were talking about. 

It was interesting also that attending this meeting 
was a representative of the Sandinista National Liberation Front, 
the FSLN. It was also interesting to hear them state that the 
Cubans still consider El Salvador and Guatemala'as the crucial 
areas in the current struggle to liberate Central America. 

For this group, Cuba has already trained 20 of their 
members. They have not returned as far as the Hondurans, as we 
know, into Honduras as yet. But they also agreed in October of 
1982 to train another group of 16 out of this small(about 160-180 
man)group in Honduras at the present time. It is interesting 
what they are training them in. Nine of this group of the 
sixteen are to be trained in tradecraft. 

Q Tradecraft? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Tradecraft, just in insurgency and 


how to work in the -- how to mount different operations, insurgent 


type of activities. 
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Q That's called tradecraft? 


ee ee 
. 
. . 
‘ 


SECOND OFFICIAL: ‘Tradecraft, Guerrilla tradecraft. 

Q Arts and crafts. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: How to pursue their trade. 

So nine of them -- two in the manufacture and prepara- 


rt 
tion of false documentation; one in communications; two in the 





design and construction of Vietnamese-style underground hiding 
places; and two in demolitions. 


This group they agreed to take in October. The group 





departed Honduras for Cuba in November of 1982, and are scheduled, 
according to this fellow they captured, to return to Honduras in 
: July of 1983. 
I'm going into a little detail on this because you can 
: see from the information obtained from this source how all of them 
are inyolyed, in one way or another, in supporting each other. 
The Sandinistas are also supporting the FPR in Honduras. They 
are ‘providing weapons and equipment for 75 men. They have also 
agreed and are providing money and false documentation, safe haven, 
and propaganda support through their Radio Sandino and the Nicaraguan 
News Agency. 

The Salvadoran groups, or at least one of them, are 
also supporting the FPR -- this is the PRP in Salvador. They 


have supplied the Honduran group with arms and explosives which 





were, unfortunate for them, but fortunate for the Honduran 





Government, subsequently discovered by the Honduran Security Services. 
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Q Which group.was that in El Salvador? 
SECOND OFFICIAL: That's the PRP. 
Q How does that spell out? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Group Popular de Puebio. 


‘ 








VOICE ON SIDELINE: fhe ERP, the Ejercito Revolucionario 
del Pueblo. ay Oi 3 
The other interesting item is that the FRP -- 
now we're getting back to the Honduran group -- has had a 
representation office in Mexico City since 1981. I was looking 
here to see if I could give you the name of the office there. 
No, I didn't bring it with me. Yes, I do have it. It's 


Hondureno -~ the Committee for the Support of the People of 





Honduras. 





Thank you very much. 


(Continued on page 9.) 
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FIRST OFFICER: If you have any questions. 

Q The number of the -- the estimated number, did 
you say 160 to 180? 

SECOND OFFICER: “Between 160 and 180 is the 
estimated number of this group. Those are estimates. 
They really don't know. I think they're just now 
starting to discover -- 

Q But, from the defector, that's what we got? 

A That's what -- 

Q Could you tell us a little bit more about the 
defector? What were the circumstances under which he 
defected; why do you believe they will -- 

A This fellow was a member of the group that was 
captured. The defector -- and maybe I better go into the 
defector part of it, because the defector is the who 
has given us information on what they're planning in 
Costa Rica. 

They're planning additional terrorism, and 
also one of their biggest objectives, and their primary 


objectives that the Sandinistas are working on, is the 


penetration of the Costa Rican Government using the 
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democratic parties but also in supplying materiel, weapons, 
to groups, beenectns Cities that they're trying to organize 
in Costa Rica. That's the information that came from the 
defector. 
The other information on the Hondurans came from 
a member of the group that was captured by the services, 
the Hondurén services. 
Q Do the Costa Rican terrorist groups have names, 
as yet, or initials? 
A No. : 
Q So they don't exist at this point; is that 
correct? 
A No, they're just groups that they're working 
with, extreme leftist groups. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: There is terrorism in Costa 
Rica. 
Q Where was the latest incident? 


A There are incidents that have occurred. 


Q What was the latest? 





A In this we refer to the bombing of the -- what 
was it? The airline office in July '82 as one event that 
was Clearly tied into Nicaraguan-linked terrorism. I 
don't think there is anything in the background document 


more recent. 
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SECOND OFFICER: There is nothing more recent 
than that except for the efforts to reorganize. 

Q Do we have any question about how his testimony 
or defection was arranged? In other words, the Honduran 
military has been accused of contnne. especially of 
security forces; and, of course, Castieo, the Deputy 
Commander in El Salvador, who was taken by the FMLN, has 
Said many, many things about U.S. and Salvadoran plans 
in the region and they'rwall subject to some question 


because they don't know whether they're being given under 





duress. 
We had an individual up here last year named 
Tardencilla from Nicaragua who made a number of allegations, 
apparently on the record, and then retracted all of them. 
So how is it that we can gain some notion of 

the credibility of this testimony? Do we have 
corroborating evidence of all of the things to which he 
testified? 

A You never get corroborating, really information 


on everything that you get from a defector or from a 








fellow who is captured and then decides to talk. 
There is sufficient information that the 


information that is presently being received certainly 
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falls in with other information available to us and 
available to the Sondus’aii- and Salvadorans; but to the 
Hondurans in this particular case. 

Q Not to the Costa Ricans necessarily? 

A The Costa Ricans -- they've had some 
information. They know ofall the information that's 
taken place in the place. In other words, they're the 
ones who have the present defector. 

Q But you said, according to this defector, the 
primary objective was the penetration of the Costa 
Rican Government using demoractic parties and the weapons, 
a supply of weapons to presently non-existent or non-formed -- 

A Not names. 

Q Do we have corroborating evidence that this is 
going on beyond the date of July 1982, when the last 
terrorist incident was alleged to have occurred? 

A We have had information that the communist 


party in Costa Rica has decided, aad decided about two 





years ago, to go and move into the Lucha Armada Phase 

of operations; the arms struggle. 
Q But they haven't made such an announcement; right? 
a That's right. 


Q I may have just missed some of this because I 
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was confused among the-.letters, and so on. 
Could you review, so that I understand clearly, 
the 160 to 180 men -- 

A That's an estimate. 

Q Are they Sandinistas or Hondurans? 

A Of the Honduran group. 

Q They are Hondurans who are in where? 

A In Honduras or training in Cuba right now. 
We know, according to the source that they have right 
now, that at least 36 of them are in Cuba right now 
training. 

Q So 36 of the 160 to 180 are believed to be 
in Cuba training. Of those 36 -- are the 9 that you 
specified what they're training in? In Cuba or they 
in Honduras learning from the other 160? 

A The 9 are part of the group of 16. 

Q Who are -- 

A Who are Hondurans training in Cuba. 

Q Are they part of the 36 training who are 
training in Cuba? 


A Yes, of the total 36. Because the first group 


was 20 -- there are two groups. One group of 20, one 
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group of 16. The group of 20 has already been trained. 
We didn't have or we don't have any information on what 
they were trained in. 
The group of 16 that is presently there training, 

that's the breakdown that yor you. 

Q There are a total of 160 or 180 Hondurans 
either in Honduras or Cuba. Of those -- 

a That are supposedly members of this enem. 

Q Of that large number, 36 are in Cuba. Of 


_those 36 you know that 16 are being trained in Cuba 


and 9 of those 16 are being trained in these specific -- 





A In those specific trades. 

Q I want to ask about the plans for a training 
base in Honduras for Salvadorans, if you could give us 
some details on that? 

FIRST OFFICER: A training base is the first 
part of the question I would like to address. 

There is a Honduran facility which is being 
activated by the Hondurans as a regional military training 
center. It is a Honduran training facility. It is not 
a base, and it is especially not a U.S. base. 

An early use of this facility will be for the 


training of Salvadoran units. The United States will send 


a mobile training team to Honduras to carry out that 
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unit training. But over .the longer term, this is and will 
remain a Honduran facility and the training will be done 
there of Hondurans and perhaps members of the armed forces 
of other countries invited by Honduras to train there. 
That is a matter for we and its neighbors. 

Q As I understand it, they will be initially -- this 
mobile training team will be handling one immediate 


reaction battalion of approximately a thousand men, and 


then then, I guess, Cazadores -- four Cazadores -- 





A Yes. 

SECOND OFFICER: Within a 6-month period. 
Q The Cazadores are 350 men. 

FIRST OFFICER: That's right. 


Q There's four of them. How many American 





military trainers will be required in six months to do that 
job? 
A Probably about 100. 
SECOND OFFICER: Trainers and support men. 
FIRST OFFICER: For the whole training team. 
Q Who is going to pay for this Honduran base to 
be carved out of the jungle? 
ae There is some security assistance money in this. 
The costs are relatively minimal because it is a pretty 


austere facility, with tents rather than aparment 
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buildings, and that sort of thing. 
There will be some costs, of course, to the 
Salvadoran program to the extent that Salvadorans are 


trained there; and there will be costs to the Honduran 


‘ 


program to the extent of an infrastructure buildup, 
but I don't know if we've gotten into that yet. 

Q You mean, you haven't figured out how much 
it's going to cost? 

A Right now, I'll say we're talking a couple 
hundred thousand dollars for a rather austere tent city. 
It is possible that the Hondurans will want to make some 
improvements and build some permanent structures there 
over time, but I don't think that that is very far 
advanced yet. 

Q When will it begin, the training? 

4 It could begin in June or July. 

Q But it's definitely on? 

SECOND OFFICER: The Hondurans made the 
announcement last night. 

Q Did the Honduran Congress pass on this issue, 
as one senior Administration official said would be 
necessary? 


FIRST OFFICER: Don't know what their internal 


procedures are. 
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2. Who made the-decision? When was the decision a 


actually made and who made it? 


A The Honduran Government announced it last night. 
Q Was it related to a visit by General Alvarez 
here last week? - 


SECOND OFFICER: No. This has been in the mill 


for a long time. 


Q No, but in terms of a final decision as an 
agreement? 

A The agreement is already being penestetet. 

Q One senior Administration official told the 


foreign press over at the Foreign Press Center less than 
a month ago that this would have to be ratified by the 
Honduran Congress. 

FIRST OFFICER: I just don't know what their 
internal procedures are. 

Q So it may not? 

SECOND OFFICER: If it's strictly a Honduran 
base, it doesn't. That's the thing. 

FIRST OFFICER: It's their announcement as their 
government, and whatever their procedures are, I just 


don't know. 


Q You said last week that the agreement was already 
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being negotiated. An agreement between whom? 

A I think this was the terms of reference for 
how the facility would be used and whether it would be 
made available between us. 

Q What parties aiivabiibhhbaes 

A There's no agreement in any formal sense. 

The Administrative arrangements had to be made for how 
the Salvadorans would come in and how long they would be 
there and go out and what facilities would be available. 

Q Are you saying negotiations between the: 


Salvadorans and the Hondurans? 


A And the U.S. 


(Continued on next page) 
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_ ad omen How does.-this differ from the School of the 

Americas' setup where we have an agreement with Panama? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: The School of the Americas is 
guite -- and you can tell more about that. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: ‘The School of the Americas until 
1984 -- that's a U.S. facility. 

Q Right. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: And this is not a U.S. facility. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Totally different. 

Q You mentioned -- how does this affect -- two 
questions. Number one, how does this affect the 55 who are 

‘ now in -- 55 military advisers, military trainers, now in 

El Salvador. Will that number change at all? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: This ‘is an alternative ,-- to answer 
your questions one at a time because after you've asked 
your second question I will have forgotten your first because 
of my own deficiencies -- but this is an alternative to 
increasing the number of U.S. personnel in El Salvador, and 
it is an alternative to the very high cost that would be 
involved in trying to do unit training in the United States. 
It costs several times as much just to bring a battalion 
up here and train them. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me add one additional on the 


training part of it. One additional part -- on the training 


in the United States -- we will be training at Fort Benning 
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525 officer cadets. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: They came in yesterday. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: And the first group came in 
yesterday. So that's a part of the training in the United 


States. It's much cheaper ¢o do the unit training some 
place else. 

Q Then you expect to keep the 55 still in 
El Salvador as well as the 100 or so in -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm not sure -- are you asking 
are we putting in more or putting in less? , 


Q No. I want to know if you're going to keep 


the 55 in El Salvador. 





FIRST OFFICIAL: There's a continuing need to have 


training done in-country too. 


Q You're not putting in more in El Salvador? 





FIRST OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Just to give us on idea, how many Salvadorans 
do you expect to train over the next year or six months, 
or whatever time frame you want to choose? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Over the next six months this 
proposition is 2400 at the regional training center, the 
four Cazadores battalions and the one quick-reaction 
battalion, and then the 525 officer candidates. There are 


programs of individual instruction at the School of the 





Americas and elsewhere. I don't know what the total would 
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be, but those would ab the Main -- 

Q 2500 are at the camp or that's -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Not at one time, but that would be 
the total over a 6-month period -- 

SECOND OFFICIAL: “ At Honduras -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: -- by the time you were through 
training one gquick-reaction battalion and four Cazadores 
battalions, you would have trained about 2400 people. 

Q There, not here? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: In units, in Honduras. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: There. 

Q Can you tell us how this squares with the 
repeated instructions from Congress that they want you to 
train these people in the United States? | 

FIRST OFFICIAL: There's two themes there. 
Actually, I guess there are three. There are those who say 
that we should do it in El Salvador, but for those who are 
concerned about El Salvador, in some cases say it should be 
Gone out of country, and we should not increase the American 
presence in Salvador. Also, there are some who would prefer 
that we do more of the tra.ning in the United States. 

There is a pract'c constraint within available 
funding about training large units in the United States as 
opposed to courses of individual instruction such as are 


given to officer candidates. We think this is cost effective, 
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and it is responsive to’ the concerns that have been expressed 
in the Congress. 

Q All right. So the letter that the Senate 
Foreign Affairs Committee -- the Foreign Relations Committee 
sent to Secretary of State Shultz on the 24th of July which 
says specifically any training outside El Salvador must be 
done in the United States, the Department is repudiating -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: We're not repudiating. We dis- 
cussed this with the leadership of the Commitee. ‘We've 
informed them that we're going forward with this. We 
haven't had any -- I don't know that it-is a major issue. 

ft don't think that it is. 

I think that we have tried and are trying to do 
training in the United States in the case of individual 
instruction. I think that the practical limitations in 
terms of the costs especially for training an entire unit 
is something that will be understandable to the Congress. 

Q I understand the cost in the first six months 
of the regional military training facility in Honduras to put 
through 2,400 men will be $7 million. 

How does that square with what -- how does that 
compare to what that same number would be in the United 


States? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: What is it? Three or four times? 


In excess of $20 million? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: Again, it depends. The ratios 
are hard -- it depends on what you throw into the base, 
the ratios. 

Q If it's cost effective, you must have figured 
it out. a 

SECOND OFFICIAL: That's right. And it costs 
roughly about two times more to train in the United States. 

Q Is that what it cost to train the one? About 
$21 million? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No, no. It was around -- it 
costs around $5 million for the cadets. In other words, 
the 525 cadets will cost five and a half million to train 
at Benning. 

The battaiion -- when we trained the battalion at 
Bragg the last time, the figures, as I recall, were about 
five, five and a half or five -- between five and six 

. Million. So, see, we're training that many more. 

Q Could the first official give some clarifica- 
tion on your analysis of the nature of the political forces 
involved in the Sandinist and the Castro regime? In your 
White Paper you seem to paint a picture of some kind of 
Marxist-Leninist hard core which dupes other democratic 
forces into supporting it. 

Specificially, do you include the Society of 


Jesus amongst the Marxist-Leninist hard core or amongst 





the democractic dupes? 





BEST C 


OPY AVAILABLE 


c-6 | 24 

FIRST OFFICIAL:*. Neither. 

Q I would agree with you on that. Are you 
saying that -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: What is your question? 

Q My question is where do they fit into the 
picture? I don't think that any Marxist-Leninist can dupe 
the Society of Jesus -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I've spent too many years in 
their schools to believe that. 

Q So the question is what role do they play, 
or are we dealing with a strictly Marxist-Soviet-directed -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: The point -- 

Q -- here, or are we dealing with -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: The point of this is’ that we 
drew a parallel. I'm not going to say anything critical 
about the Society of Jesus, but let me say what we have 
done here. 

We have tried to illustrate in this background 
paper the parallelism between the tactics that were used 
by Castro in Cuba in which it began as, "well, we'll have 
a coalition, but the people with the guns were the hard- 
line Communists and the democratic allies were in the 
publicly visible but less powerful positions and were, 


over time, eased or forced out. It is not necessarily 
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limited to fooling people. It's not that the Communists 
are sO smart and everybody else is so dumb; it is that this 
is a tactical way in which those who wish to obtain power 
and who have no regard for democratic means have attained 
power in Cuba. I could enme around your question, perhaps, 
and ask you if you're denying that Cuba is a Communist 
state today, having followed this tactic, and we point out 
that within Nicaragua we are seeing the same kinds of 
tactics. Interestingly enough, we are also seeing Cubans 
who use those tactics themselves, and we think that there 
is a certain logic that flows from that parallelism about 
what is happening in Nicaragua. 

MODERATOR: I think we have about time for two 
more questions. 

Q I'll be very brief. This map that has 
already made an appearance -- I think it was in Time maga- 
zine, and Mrs. Kirkpatrick quoted largely from the Time 
article in which it appeared before the Security Council -- 
and I want to know if the Time magazine account of arms 
supplies is something that the Administration can generally 
endorse? That's one. 

And then, two: How effective have our arms 
interdiction efforts been to interdict this flow over the 


last two years? 


And, finally, are we, in terms of arms supplies 
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and backing of rebel groups, is the United States doing any- 
thing comparable to what is being done here or outlined 
here? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Now you've asked three questions, 
and I've forgotten the first one. | 

Q It was about the map and whether -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: Our view on this is summarized 
in our background paper. I don't really want to characterize 
the Time magazine story as being something we endorse from 
the first capital letter to the last period. I'm not suf- 
ficiently familiar with it to say that, vee, that is 
absolutely the Administration position or it differs in this 
way or that way. But we've tried to.-outline in this background 
paper what we think. | 

Q Okay. And you won't address the other two 
questions? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I've forgotten them, but I really -- 
in fairness we ought to let somebody else ask a question. 

Q I just want to know how effective you judge 
the arms interdiction -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: It's very difficult, because what 
we're dealing with here are clandestine arms shipments through 


a variety of means. We've got some photographs of the trucks 


in here with the panels and the secret hiding places. You've 


got rough jungle terrain that is available to go through the 





- BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
| c-9 27 
sparsely inhabited. You've got a lot of sky up there and 


small dirt landing strips, and you've got boats that can 





go out into the water, and they don't announce the delivery 
schedules. It's not anything that is done in an overt way, 
and that makes ebnoernine, of this traffic a difficult 
proposition. There have been some successes, and there 
have been a lot of arms that have gotten through. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me just say the most success- 
ful part of the interdiction probably has been the overland 
through Honduras in the past two years, and that's where 
most of the evidence that we've been able to show has come 
from. 

MODERATOR: One more question right here. 

Q I'd like to ask vou why you're doing the 
briefing and why Mr. Enders isn't, and where he is if he's 
not in town? 

- | FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't have his schedule with 
| me. I'm his deputy, and I'm here to do the briefing. 

Q Could I ask a substantive question, please? 
Could you tell us something about the level of Cuban and 


© Bloc personnel in Nicaragua now, and approximately how 


many of them you estimate to be military -- 





FIRST OFFICIAL: This, I think, really has to be 


the last one. I think we are estimating about 8,000 Cubans 


within Nicaragua right now, and in the neighborhood of 1500 
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to 2,000 of those would’ be security personnel. I don't have 
total numbers on Soviet-bloc people. I know that there are 
a number of technicians and engineers and so on working on -- 
I guess we have some people working on the airports and 
things like that -- but on the security side I think the 
latest estimate I've seen is about 50 Soviets and comparable 
or smailer numbers of East Germans and some Bulgarians. 
Q Has that increased significantly in the last 
couple of months, particularly since Matagaipa in March? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: No. I think not. 
Q Any PLO? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: There are a few PLO and a couple 
of Libyans, I guess. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: About 50 in the PLO and Libyans. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:13 p.m.) 
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MR. BARNES: This afternoon ' s briefing 


SORE EEE EEE EEE OEE ww we 
eee eee eee eee eee ee ee ee ee ee oe ee fe eee ee eee eee eee Pee eee eee PP eee eee eee eee 


SOE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EERE EE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EERE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE HEHEHE REECE HET Hee 
TORE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EEE EERE EEE EEE EEE EERE EEE EEE EEE EEE HEHEHE 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is going to be short, 
because I've got to catch a plane and I think a number of you want to 
catch the Presicent. They hac a very productive, very warm reeting. The 
first part of it was a long tete-a-tete with just the two, the Prime 
Minister and the President, and a couple of close aides on either siie, 
and that, in fact, went straight into the lunch meeting, s0 -- 


Q Who were the aides? Oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure exactly who. 


Ané then we hac a luncheon Giscussion, which was interrupted briefly by 
@ birthday cake and @ birthday song for the Prime Minister, and continues 
the discussions over lunch. 


_the one general comment I'¢ make is there's clearly a very 
: ween the two leacers and very warm relations between 
the Japanese ministers and the President's Cabinet officers. And We view 
that as @ very important element in building a strong bilateral relation- 
ship that's very important to us, and we also see that as a very good sign 
for the success of the Williamsburg summit. 


The major topic of discussion at lunch was the Williamsburg 
summit; that is, I think you heard from the President and the Prime 
Minister they discusseé a very wide rance of cther topics during their 
srivate meeting. I'd be glad to take any questions that I can handle. 


Q Did the President apologize for the flap over the ~ 
inclusion of a statement in the briefing -- 


_—_— -— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is a minor matter 
which I talkecé about yesterday, and there's rea.cy not much more to be 
said about it. Leek 


i =) 
‘J i ») 








Q Did the President apologize today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure it didn't come yp 
today. | ag ty 


: IClS 
Q Did the situation about trade and Japanese automabiles { 
come up at all? en 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mostly I'm going to have’ 
to talk about what I heard over lunch. Trade matters were discussed 
over the lunch, not a particular focus on automobiles. There were other 


MORE 











~3-. . ‘ jat 
subjects that Secretary Baldrige and Trade Representative Brock were 
focusing on more. 2i2y, 
Q Any unhappiness on the part of the Japanese with. ees 
domestic content legislation? rae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That subject wasn't men-~' 
tionec specifically, but the general subject of protectionism and concerns 
on both sides about protectionism and what it could do to cripple the |; 
recovery that we believe is underway, mentioned on both sides, and the” .. 
domestic content legislation is clearly an example of protectionist {°° 
measures that we think would damage our own economic interests in the eng 


run as well as Japan's. 7 Pe ees 
ap. 
Q How did the Prime Minister respond to that? How aia’): 


he react to the subject of protectionism? I assume we brought it UP. ; 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I said, both sides 
expressed concern about protectionism and expressed commitment to taking 
measures to try to counter it. In the case of Japan and this Prime sf 
Minister, there've been @ great many measures already taken to reduce °{ 
tarift barriers, non-tariff barriers, negotiations on import quotas, ; 
actions to try to open up procurement by the national telephone-tele- #4, 
communications monopoly, so there are a number of measures there of a = 
market-cpening character that were mentioned. , 


Q What were the measures that Mr.Baldrice, Mr. Brock, or 
thers brought up as specifics with regard to trade? What things did 
they talk about with the vapenses oo 


<Gwa. sz ze 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I just ran through. 
the cuick list. I mean, the specifics that we are talking most about 
right now are non-tariff barriers, where the Japanese have taken -a@* ~-“° 
number cf significant actions. It's important to follow through and make 
sure the implementation of those actions is meaningful. The procurement 
by NTT was a subject that was discussed.- The general subject of indus- * 
trial policy was discussed; I think there's agreement on both sides that 
we neec to uncerstand a little bit better what we mean by those terms, 
by that term. And there are certainly some things in the area that 
are callec industrial policy that we both think are desirable, and other 
things that might be considered barriers to free trade that we would 
lixe to remove. Ive 


Q Were global issues discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The general East-West 
economic situation, the general question of world economic recoverv. 

The Prime Minister was particularly forceful about the importance of 
the actions and subjects that will be discussed at Williamsbure to the 
developing countries and the fact that the developing countries have | 
been hurt even harder by the global recession than the industrialized ~- 
countries, and I think there's a general agreement that we want to-work 
within the existing institutions, the IMF, the World Bank, and others, 
to address those concerns. 


fe) To what extent was defense, or military questions; °-- 
Giscussed, and can you tell us whether the United States asked ORY IRSAD 
further of the Prime Minister in that regard? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really can't say. &t 
wasn't Giscussed in the lunch. As I said in the backgrounder yesterday, 
we Giscussed the subject extensively in:the Prime Minister's visit here 
in January and then when Secretary Shultz was there in February, and a 
number of measures, including the budget increase that just passed the 
Japanese Diet. I assume it may well have been touched upon during the 
private meeting, but I don't think -- we weren't there pressing foxrimew 
thines. We feel we have a considerable:amount of progress underway at 
the moment. 


, 
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Q Wes there a suggestion by the Prime Minister that 
ir. Reagan shovld meet for a summit talk with Mr. Andropov? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The general desirability 
of Going that, if the conditions are right, was mentioned over deneh, 
ané it may have been discussed in more detail in private. 


es 
> 


Q Mentioned by whom? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both sides. 
Q Who initiated the discussion? Ad 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dvring the luncheon conver- 


sézion I think the Prime Minister may have been the one who mentioned it. 

first. | ge + 
Q Was the defense interest issve raised? Z 4 $ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? ‘4 ej 
Q The defense interest, agricultural -- a 


A 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I heard, no. 1; 


Q How about the defense program with Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I just answered 
thet cvestion. 


MS. WINNICK: Anyone that wants to go ovt for the departure 
shovld come with me right now. 8 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have time for about two. 


4 


Q The Prime Minister mentioned the sitvation in the s: 
Midéle East and Asia was discussed as well. Covld you be more specific 
about that? ; 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't, becavse I assume 

thet was Gone in the private meeting. I know we have heard at the 
Secretary's level and at lower levels about Japanese concerns abovt ,; 
the Iré neIraq war and its potential consequences, but I don't know what 
was specifically discussed with the President. 4 
J 
Q Any discussion on the China program, China regime? . 


SENIOR ADTMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, that may have 
been in the private meeting. It was mentioned between the Secretary of 
Stete and the Foreign Minister in their meeting earlier this morning. 


One last one? | . 
0 Can you elaborate at all on the East-West discussions? . 
am, | 


a 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They mostly talked about.’. 
the studies that are being conducted in the IEA and the OECD, and the - 


ceneral desirability of a unified Western approach to the subject of .* 


s 
+ 


Eest-West trade, and agreed on the importance of maintaining that | ' 
approach in the Williamsburg discussions. ES 
Q The Far East was also discussed then? ih r7 


y oe 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have been, in the 4 
private meeting. - It was with the Foreign Minister this morning. 


Thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


, 


END 2:01 P.M. EDT’. 
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We have with us/i:iiiiiiNIs IEE EEE This 
briefing is on background. That means that the briefers will 
be identified as senior administration officials. It is -- 
no pictures of any type. There will be no pictures -- still 


or television. There will be no audio nor any television broadcast. 


The questions -- they'll each have a brief statement 
and the questions should be confined to the two bilaterals -- one 
with President Mitterrand and Prime Minister Thatcher -- on 
background, senior administration officials, about 15 minutes 
of questions. Please raise your hand because we do have an extremely 
large crowd. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll make a brief 
statement and then my colleague and I will take questions and 
just to report on the general topics discussed in the two -- 
the meeting between the President and President Mitterrand and 
the meeting between Prime Minister Thatcher and President Reagan. 


First of all, on the meeting with President Mitterrand, 
they discussed the INF negotiations. They reaffirmed to each 
other the importance of strength of purpose, not only in the 
negotiations themselves but in attitudes toward deployment and 
general attitudes. Mr. Mitterrand expressed his determination 
to bring down French inflation and bring up their rate of growth. 
He's concerned about the world economy and liquidity implications 
of the U.S. deficit. They discussed that a little. The President 
expressed his view of the importance of economic expansion and 
President Mitterrand agreed. And they both agreed on the 
importance of the economic development in the Third World. I 
would say, to a certain extent, as in the case of the meeting 
with Mrs. Thatcher as described to me, I was not there -- so 
I'll brief you on a meeting I didn't attend. But I got a 
rundown on it from the President. But in both cases, I'm sure 
there's a personal chemistry and a personal interaction and the 
fact of the matter is the President gets along very well with 
both of these leaders and that always helps. 


In the case of the meeting with Mrs. Thatcher, she 
expressed some concerns about the Export Administration Act that's 
just making its way through our Congress. They shared the view 
that it's important for there to be economic expansion and that 
it take place in a non-inflationary way so that we don't return . 
to the problems of the past. And no doubt it would be helpful 
if there is a kind of convergence or economies moving together 
so they can interact and stimulate each other. ' 
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Insofar as the arms control and related issues are 
concerned, I gather from the President, they both expressed their 
determination, on the one hand, to be strong, on the other hand, -~~“ 
to be reasonable. 


Questions? 


Q Can you expand a little bit on 
what President Mitterrand said about the out-year deficit and 
why he was concerned about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you hear the 
question? Can I expand -- did everyone hear the question? 


Q No. — ~aW:. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I expand on = 
President Mitterrand's comments about the out-year deficit and . 
why he's concerned about it. a 


First of all, he didn't -- as I understood it, ule 
particularly distinguish between out-year deficits and other 
deficits. It just had to do with the notion that a deficit ? 
is a call on world liquidity and liquidity is important to ve 
growth and, therefore, -- at least this was my understanding of 
the line of reasoning taken. And, of course, the President's ie 
view is, and which he expressed, that right now what's important ~~!" 
is economic expansion. And the most meaningful way in which 8 -i<l 
our deficits in these current years are going to be cured is 
through economic expansion so that our GNP grows and, therefore, 
some of the things that money is being spent on, it won't have 
to be spent on and the rates of revenue from given tax rates 
will increase. So, they had that exchange. at 


Helen? 


Q I take it that each of these world leaders seems 
to be reaffirming that the President should go ahead with the 
deployment of the missiles even though now the Soviets are a 
threatening to put the SS-20s in Eastern Europe, launch on 
warning and so forth. None of this apparently makes any 
difference. wil 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I sense, in the 
discussions I've had with each of the foreign ministers, both 
here and earlier, of course, and in the President's meetings 
with Prime Minister Nakasone and Mr. Fanfani here recently and 
these two today, a very general sense of determination -- as » 
I tried to put it,on the meeting with Mrs. Thatcher, to be 
strong and to be reasonable and that we have to maintain that Vee 
posture. 


Q A statement has made clear to us how the ~ oF 
administration feels about the latest Soviet statement. But 
can you tell us with some particularity how the British and tai 
the French feel about it because, after all, it's their 
independent forces that are at issue right now. Why -- es 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as their oth 
forces are ‘ : Hace 
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concerned, they have said, and said, and said that they should not 
be counted in the INF negotiations, and that is an affirmed, allied 
position, and it remains the same as it has been. There's no 
sense of shift in that at all. 


Q Do you sense that the Soviets are attempting to 
divide the allies, and if that's the intention, as you perceive 
it, is it not working? Is that what you're saying? 


not working. The effort to threaten the allies tends to backfire. 
And so, I think that if the Soviet Union wants to avoid those 
deployments in Europe, it's very simpie. They can agree to eliminate 

a their deployments. And I think everyone agrees that the elimination 
of this class of weapons is the best answer. And that not being 
agreed to by the Soviet Union, that an interim solution, along the 
lines that's been proposed in which Ambassador Nitze is talking 
about in Geneva, is the right solution. 


You know, there's been a tremendous amount of consul- 
tation with our partners on this, and all steps taken are agreed, 
so it's no surprise that people should come here with exactly the. 
same attitudes that have been developed out of this consultation. 


Q fiitiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicit: from either President Mitterrand 
or Prime Minister Thatcher, any question about the current American 
tension at the INF negotiations? Any change of attitude on either 
of them about your negotiating posture? 


HI No. I think, as I said, our 
posture is something that's been developed out of really very 
extensive consultation, and when the President made his statement 
it was applauced, and I think there is a continued adherence to the 


particulars and the continued efforts at negotiation. 


eeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeereeeeee 
eeeeeeereeeeeeeeesreeeeee 


Q oGHiHHiniuiinni do you or the President agree 
with President Mitterrand that there have been misconceptions 
created by the American press about the French position on monetary 


matters? 


CRC 
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


HHIEEEEEEUEEEED Well, I'm not going to comment on 
what the press says and all of that. That's -- I'm not going -- 
I've long since learned never to fight with the press. But, if 


he wants to do it, that's up to him. (Laughter.) 


Cee eee ee eee eee eee eee eeee 
ee ee 


Qo oiiiiiniiiniiiniiniiin: from the descriptions we've had 
so far, there has been no sense of confrontation. Everybody is -- 
seems to be in general agreement -- certainly on the objective. 

Is that not another way of saying that some of the real differences 


that do exist between various countries have not been broached? 


riititiniiiiititiiniimiini: There are going to be many hours of 
intensive discussion and sharing of views, ideas, differences, 
agreements or whatever. So far as I can see, people are approaching 
this meeting in just that spirit. People haven't come here to 
fight, they've come here to share ideas and try to develop a greater 
sense of momentum in solving the problems of the free world. And 
there is a considerable momentum, and so we will be trying to find 
our way towards strengthening that, developing that. And if there 
are differences, that's all right, they'll be reported. But there's 
no sense -- nobody seems to have come here to pick a fight at all. 
Quite the contrary. 
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“se eeeeeeeeen 
eee eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeee 
See eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeee 


said something about the misunderstanding on his position on the 
franc and the dollar. Could you elaborate on what he said? 


Seeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
eeeeCe eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
Sees eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


on that from Minister Cheysson, or -- I mean, that's strictly 
their view, and I don't want to comment on it. 


Q But, did he give the President a view different 
than one we've been reading about? 
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President Reagan would go along with a tax increase if it all 
could be earmarked to lower the deficit, thereby lowering the in- 
terest rates, the value of the dollar and making it easier for U.S. 
exporters to export our products overseas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What years are you 
talking about? 


Q As soon as possible, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is is 
there any chance that President Reagan would go along with a tax~” 
increase strictly to bring down the deficit in order to get interest 
rates down in order to encourage trade and to be done as soon (a8 
possible. i, , 

The President has said he wants no tax penneean ts; 
1983 nor in 1984 and would veto any. So the answer to your question 
is not for 1983 nor for ‘84. oa 


Q Just very Senate. | what did Mitterrand tell 
Mr. Reagan about the question of a monetary conflict? ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, I'm** 
a little hesitant to try to interpret somebody else. But my in-~ 
terpretation of the remarks is to say that President Mitterrand 
feels that it's time to start a process of fundamental thinking 
about the broad nature of the international financial system.  ““ ~ 
And so when he speaks about Bretton Woods, he's not saying we * 
should try to duplicate Bretton Woods in any formal sense; but 
rather that we should duplicate this act of imagination in looking 
at the problems that we have and stretching our minds and seeing 
what better can be done. 


y 


Q Did he say that any conference could not produce 
results overnight, that it would take a long preparation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't remember 
him saying that in so many words, no. 


Q On IMP, can -- 


Q -- how did President Reagan respond? 7 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you started, 
so you finish. 


Q Well, let him follow up and then I'll take . 
the next one. 


Q I'd like to know how President Reagan responded 
to that observation, that statement by President Mitterrand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President's 
view is -- 


Q What did he say, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How did the President 
respond to that observation? 


The President's view is that the thing that we can «. 
do and that others can do that will have more impact than any 
other single thing is to have strong, non-inflationary growth in 
our economy. And when you have that, a lot of these problems that ; 
we're talking about will fall away. And no doubt this is a subject . «° 
that will get discussed at this summit and we'll want to talk about i+ 
the links between non-inflationary growth and debt problems, non- ~<«: ..° 
inflationary growth and trade relations and so on around the horn. 











Q I might ask, if the Soviets were to proceed with 
this threatened deployment in the Warsaw Pact countries, would it be 
necessary to counter that with more Pershings and cruises? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to see how 
the Soviets -- they seem to be deploying continuously. And soa 
statement that they're going to deploy more doesn't -- you wonder. 
what that means because they seem to be deploying SS-20's as fast 
as they can. 


Q Did President Reagan reject outright interventio 
in currency exchange? ;' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
has never rejected outright intervention in exchange markets. There 
has been for a long time in the United States a policy of readiness 
to intervene when such intervention will help contain disorderly 
markets. And that's been a policy in place. It's still in place and 
there is periodic intervention from time to time, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q Did Central America come into the discussion, and - 


in that connection, has the administration new intentions of sending 
advisors to Guatamala? 


? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So far as I know, because 
I wasn't at the session with Mrs. Thatcher, but the President didn't 
report anything about Central America and it didn't come up in the 
meeting with President Mitterrand. 


“~~ 


Q Well, the tricky part of my question, of course, 
is to ask you, indeed, if we have intentions of sending advisors to 
Guatamala. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. 


Q What about the Middle East? Did that come up and 
what is your -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 


Q What about the Middle East? Did that come up and . 
what is your assessment -- is there 














a danger of war breaking out again in the Middle East? y 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject of the 
Middle East did not come up, I do not think, in either meeting. 
I am sure it is going to come up during the course of the 
weekend. As far as the situation in the Middle East, as we 
have commented a number of times, the presence of this additional 
Soviet weaponry -- Soviet manning that wez , the aggressive 
behavior of the Syrians, their association with PLO guerrilla 
forces, with Iranian terrorist groups that are there -- all 
provides a situation that is dangerous. 


And we are watching it, the Israelis of course 
are watching it carefully. And I would say the Israelis have 
been very restrained in their reaction to it. But we are 
all watching it very carefully. And, of course, we do not 
want to see a war break out. What we want to see is all 
foreign forces leave Lebanon, disengage, and provide the 
basis for a more peaceful situation. 


I am told there is one more question to come. 


Q The Israelis are building up, too. Isn't 
that part of the threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israelis are 
having to look to their own deployments and their own strength. 
But the Israelis, on the whole, I think have been restrained 
in the face of really quite a large Syrian buildup. The number 
of troops in Lebanon on the part of Syria far exceed those of 
Israel at this point. And their statements have been 
restrained as well. 


I guess that's it. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 7:38 P.M. EDT 





DEPARTMENT OF STATI 


June 9, 1983 
No. 204 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Williamsburg, Virginia 
May 29, 1983 


LARRY SPEAKES: The Secretary of State now will brief on the 
Statement that he delivered upstairs. The Secretary will con- 
fine his questions to security issues. And he will be here about 


15 minutes. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 





QUESTION: What is new in this statement? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, this is a very strong statement put out 
by a group that has not made a statement on security before, as 
such. And I think it is worth noting that it includes some who 
are members of NATO. It includes Japan that is not in NATO, and 
has not been part of this same process. And it includes France 


who is a member of the Alliance, but not of the NATO command 
structure. 





So there is diversity here. I think there is a mixture here 
of security concerns and a general expression of outlook that is, 
to our way of thinking, a very strong and positive and important 
Statement right at this time. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the statement seems to be a combination 
and summation of the various positions stated by this Government 
and NATO in the past couple of years. Why, then, did it take 
much of the day to hammer this out? 





SLCREVARY SNULTA: It was something that the Heads Aecided thev 
wented to co last night. The Eeads spent tne morning tal':ina 
avout economic matters, not about this. At the end of the : 
rorning, they looked at some material that had heen prepared 

by the Foreign Ministers. And they are not lackeys, the Foreign 
Ministers, it turns out. So they had some of their own ideas and 
a lot of suggestions for things that, I think, in the end have 
streng chened this text. And so, then they went on to the dis- 
cussion of economic matters and, then, came back and added this 
On aS new material was available. 











So it was, in a sense, interspersed in the economic discussion. 
But the basic groundwork for the statement and the decision 
to make it was made at their dinner last evening. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, specifically, was the question about 
the inclusion of British and French systems a matter of con- 
tention teday? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there was discussion about that. 

But there is no contention whatever about what was said here. 
This is agreed by everybody. There was some -- as I remember -- 
there was some question about exactly where in the statement 
that should fit. And I think it fit in very well. 





QUESTION: Is that all? Is that the only point of contention? 
Or was it the fact that the Canadians might have said that they 
should be included? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. The Canadians did not say that. But 
anyway, the Canadians will brief on their own. They did question 
the location of the statement and, finally, it was a Canadian 
suggestion -- as I recall -- that the text that you see here be 
located where it is. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, why did the Heads of State feel it was 
so essential to do it at this time? Is this in response to the 
threats by the Soviets to install the new missiles if we do 

not cancel the Pershings? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I imagine that that must have been on their 
minds -- that the Soviet Union made a very threatening state- 

ment across the bow of this meeting. The lleads considered 
it to be important to show the strength and unity of the West. 
Anca so they have gone ahead with this. 





But I think, aside from that, the statement is a strong one and 
stands on its feet as a very important comment to the Soviet 
Union not only about the strength and the resolve of the West, 
but also the willingness of the West to engage in meaningful 
negotiations for reductions of armaments as it says in here with 
a principle of equality and on a verifiable basis. 


QUESTION: But if by stating so clearly that these French and 
British systems have no place in the INF talks, are you implying 
that they may have a place in the START talks? Is that one of 
the implications one can draw from this? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. No, it is not any implication at all. 
It is put in the context of the INF talks. And the reason it 
comes in that way is that the Soviets have made the suggestion 
that they be counted. © That is what precipitates the issue 
in this particular way. 





QUESTION: Is it fair to suggest, as was suggested this after- 
noon, that there was some trade-off on economic matters for sup- 
port on this statement on secu.city? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Absolutely no sense of any such thing at all. 





Just totally out of the ballpark. 








QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is there any suggestion from 

the other delegations that the United States is not pursuing 
the arms control negotiations with sufficient impetus or 
urgency? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think -- quite to the contrary, 

there is a very good sense of the negotiating process and 

the process of consultation has referred it to in here, 

I think, in the next to last paragraph, "continue to carry out 
thorough and intensive consultations." I think people feel ~ 
that that has gone very well and the -- are very supportive 

of the manner in which these negotiations are being conducted. 





QUESTION: Just to follow up, there was some suggestion 
from other delegations that the President last night at 
dinner made a very strong statement that was too strong 
for the taste of some of the other Heads. Can you respond 
to that? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know where that might have come 
from. I think the discussion was conducted with everybody 
having their say. And I know at the end of the meeting 
which -- I can't remember just exactly when it ended but 
the foreign ministers were having coffee in a room upstairs 
in the Plantation and the President came up to our room as 
the other Heads were leaving and gave us a brief rundown 
and told us that the decision had been made that there 
should be a statement. And they looked to us to develop 
it. Then he handed me a sheaf of notes -- about eight 
pages of notes that he had taken, of what everybody said -- 
not what he said, but what everybody else said. And it was 
on the basis of those notes that we constructed a statement 
about what happened in a meeting that we didn't attend. 





But at iny rate, then the result of that effort went back 
to the Heads in mid-morning and they adjusted it some more 
and so on. That was the process. 


QUESTION: What didn't they like about that earlier draft -- 


the draft that you brought back this morning? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I don't know whether you've ever been 
in one of these things that -- the early draft is never 
accepted. (Laughter.) It's like when you inspect your 

platoon in the Marine Corps and you look at the rifles, 

you always find some dirty rifles. That's absolutely routine -- 
(laughter) -- got to be changed around. But I want to say 


this, though, in all seriousness. This is a very important 











statement. It was taken with great seriousness by the 

Heads of State. They looked at it carefully. They wanted 
it to say precisely what they wanted. So they immersed 
themselves in it when it came to them. I tiink 

this is not, in any sense, a draft prepared by some other 
people which they okayed. Quite to the contrary, it emerged 
out of what they said last night as best as We could reconstruct 
that from the President's notes and his roughly half hour 
briefing of me about it, and then their own work on it at 
various times during the day. So, that was sort of the 
process involved. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you saying there was no 
advanced American language on this subject? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Absolutely none. None. 





QUESTION: You said this was meant as a strong message 
to the Soviet Union. Isn't it also meant as a (inaudible) 





QUESTION: Louder, please. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was about themessage to 

the Soviet Union, isn't it also a message to Western Europe? 
It is a message to the people of the world, including the 
people of the Soviet Union, of what the leaders of these 
seven countries stand for in this field. And in that sense, 
the statement speaks for itself and it has the flow of 
freedom and justice and strength and interest in arms 
reduction, and at the end, an attitude toward the importance 
of finding peace in the world. 





So, I think it is a very strong and balance statement and 

it's designed, obviously, for the people all over the world 
andaiso as a statement to the Soviet Union of our resolve and 
Our reasonableness. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what has changed from the original 
draft you started the meeting with -- between that and this 
statement? | 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It isn't really relevant and it is not 





a question of what was changed, it's a question of what was 
agreed to. This is what people agreed to. It is always 

the case. It will be the case tomorrow when some people 

get together tonight and start to develop a joint statement, 
that people will look at that and they'll subtract and they'll 
edit and so -- and that's a normal process that goes on 

as it did in this case. 











QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was there any suggestion made at 
any time by any of the Foreign Ministers or by any of the 
people involved in this that the President had emphasized 
the question of deployment too much instead of emphasizing 
the necessity for an interim agreement? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is not the President's statement. 
This is a statement by these seven Heads of State. 





QUESTION: I understand that, sir, but I -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: And the -- it emerged out of their 
discussion. And it was discussed in that context. It 
was not a question of the President emphasizing this, that 
Or the other thing. It was discussed and everybody had 
their oar in, believe me. 





QUESTION: Was there any -- what I was trying to find out, 
was whether or not any of them felt that the President 





in any of his statements -- he's made a number of statements 
On this issue. He had an interview with European journalist 
the other day -- had emphasized the question of deployment 


excessively rather than the question of a necessity for 
an interim agreement. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't hear any discussion of anyone's 
prior statements. The discussion was about this statement 
and what we should say, and it was worked on very hard, very 
thoughtfully and conscientiously, and what means something 
is what people agreed on. And you have that text, I assume. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you hope results from 
issuing of this statement? What do you hope tiie response 
of the world, of the Soviet Union will be to it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We want the world to see whit we stand 
for and what we are prepared to do. The fact that, to 
some extent, you seem to greet this as old stu'f, perhaps, 
is reassuring. I'm glad to hear that you recoynize how 
important it is that we are strong. I'm glad to hear that 
you see that we truly are in favor of arms reduction. 

I'm glad to hear that people think that it's clear what 
will happen on deployments if we don't have an outcome -- 
a good outcome in this negotiation. And I'm giad to 

hear that people sense the truth and validity ind strength 
of purpose in this last statement. We commit ourselves to 
devote our full politica! resources to reducin; the threat 
of a war. We have a vision of a world in whic) the shadow 
of war has been lifted from all mankind, and we are deter- 
mined to pursue that vision. I think you have to say these 
things and keep saying them because they're trie and they 
reflect the spirit and the thinking and the gut-feeling of 
these leaders. And it's very imp»yrtant that people see that. 











And it's also important that the Soviet Union, in contemplating 
its posture in negotiations, recognize that if it wants to 

come to the table in a reasonable way and seek arms reductions, 
we're there, and we're ready to work on it. 


QUESTION: Mr: Secretary, is there any new strategic informa- 
tion or analysis that led the Heads of State to want to make 
this statement? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is, of course, a lot of thinking 
that is embodied, among other things, in the Scowcroft 
Commission Report, but that wasn't what precipitated this 
statement. And I don't think that it is in any sense 
reflected in here. It isn't that specific an arms control 
type statement. 





QUESTION: I mean, I didn't ask about the Scowcroft Commission. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the changes -- can you answer 
this? Did the changes that you made to the original draft 
Say more about arms control? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not particularly. I think it's slightly 
shorter than what we started out with and it's, more or less, 
in the same vein and -- 





QUESTION: But did it add more -- did it add more language 
about arms control? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I recognize you like a story about 

an argument -- (laughter) -- but you're not going to get it 

Out of me, because the important thing is what people did 

agree on. And I think also it's important to recognize 

that the people who did the agreeing really worked at if 

and they care about it and they put themselves into it and they 
argued about it and when they finaily got through, they had 
something that they basically wrote and subscribed to. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Where is Secretary Regan? (Laughter. ) 
I'm the only guy in the place that didn't get any lunch 
because I was trying to redraft this stuff. I need a 
cracker or something. 








QUESTION: -- paragraph 5, where you say, "Should this 
occur the negotiations wiil determine the level of deploy- 
ment." Is there any suggestion there that if serious 


negotiations are going on the deployments themselves could 
be postponed until early next year? 





SECRETARY-SHULTZ: Absolutely nothing like that can be 
inferred from this at all. It says we wish that we could 
have an agreement on -- a balanced INF agreement. That's 
always been the key in the INF approach. And it simply 
goes on to say that if there is agreement, then that agree- 
ment will determine the level of deployment, whatever it 
is. If there isn't agreement, as it says, it's well known 
that we will proceed, the countries involved will proceed 
with the planned deployments. That is, those that have 
been set out in the plan and that's -- that starts at the 
end of 1983. So it's very clear and crisp on that subject. 





QUESTION: Was there -- reluctance, sir, to go along with 
something that gives preeminence to the neclear missile issue 
Over economics? / 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was no discvssion of that kind 

of thing, no interplay, in a sense, between the effort 

on this and the effort on the economic subject, except that, 
I think, our meeting wound up ending an hour-and-a-half or 
so later than it was supposed to end and that is because -- 
had a lot of people who felt they had things to say and 

they were talking about economic things. And it kept going. 
And I kept saying, "Gee, the press is waiting over there 

for this statement." And people kept talking about economic 
things. And I was trying to root for you. But I didn't 
make it. 
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SECRETARY REGAN: It's from deployment to unemployment 
that we now switch. (Laughter.) 


Now, a quick statement as to what's been going on in 
the economic area of an economic summit. The finance ministers met 
last night as a group for dinner, met again all morning, met through 
luncheon and, then, joined the heads and the foreign ministers for 
the plenary session this afternoon. 


Obviously, there are many topics that were discussed 
in the finance ministers’ meetings, more in depth and detail than 
occurred during the plenary session this afternoon. Reason -- 
obviously, as Secretary Shultz has just told you, the INF statement 
was also a subject for this afternoon. 


Now, obviously, the main question on everybody's mind 
is, how is the economy or economies of the industrialized nations 
going? Generally, upbeat. It was reported by most of the countries 
that their economies had made the turn. 


The United States, of course, seems to be leading the 
way. UK is in good shape. Germany is showing signs of recovery. 
Canada is coming along. Japan is doing reasonably well. France 
admits that it's having difficulties but says that its program will 
work. And Italy says that -- obviously, they can't talk too much 
about economic matters as it's a caretaker government, as to what 
will happen as far as an economic program in the future. But, 
nonetheless, they report that there is a willingness on the part 
of most of the parties in Italy to get on a deflationary path. 


So, I'd say all in all it, as we suspected it would 
be, turned out that most people were reasonably confident that the 
recovery was underway. The key question that was asked of each 
participant was, is this a recovery that's sustainable? And if 
sustainable, how? 


And there the subject naturally turned toward interest 
rates, and in this connection, of course, the deficits in many 
countries, particularly that of the United States and its effect 
upon interest rates. We explained our point of view, what we were 
doing about deficits and, more importantly, what we were doing about 
interest rates. 


And there were many questions asked and quite a bit 
of discussion of that particular topic. We moved into the field 
of unemployment because this is one of the main problems facing 
all of the nations, the 32 million to 35 million unemployed in the 
industrialized countries. 








We, then, discussed the plight of the less developed 
countries in the North-South area as far as what we in the North 
could do to be more responsive to the needs of the South. 


And from there, this took us into international trade 
and a lot of the international trade issues. Let's see. What else 
did we cover? 


There wasn't that much time. I suspect it'll be 
covered more tomorrow -- the plight of the debtor countries and 
the large international debt. 


So, why don't I pause here and see your questions? 
Andrea? 


Q Mr. Secretary, we heard that there was quite 
a lot of strong statements from some of the other heads to the 
President today on the subject of the big deficits -- from the 
French, the Italians and, in fact, also the Germans. Can you 
speak to that? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I wouldn't say there were strong 
statements in the sense that they were provocative. 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, the question. The questioner 
said that she had heard that there were strong statements by the 
heads of certain of the delegations, particularly the French, the 
Italians and, indeed, several of the others to the President about 
our high rates of interest. 


My answer is, I would not characterize -- 
Q -- our deficits, sir. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Deficits, excuse me. Deficits. My 
answer is is that they weren't strong statements in that sense. 
For example, one of those nations that you mentioned said that they 
had no right to intervene in the United States’ solution to its 
problems. What they were asking was, could the United States get 
their interest rates down? How we did it they would leave to us 
as a sovereign government, whether we cut spending, raised taxes 
or whatever way we did it. 


So, therefore, I would say that while they were all 
naturally interested and concerned, I wouldn't say they were strong 
statements. 

Bart? 


Q Mr. Secretary, what did you tell them on behalf 
of the United States by way of assurance 


MORE 











that we're going to lower our deficits and our interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, as far as the question, What 
did I tell them, by way of assurances, about what we're going to do 
about our interest rates, or our deficits and their effect on our 
interest rates. The answer to that is: that we explained the 
situation between the administration and the Congress on the deficits, 
what the picture is -- the current picture -- what the picture will 
be in 1984, on changes that could occur in the picture if the 
economic script changes one way or another; in other words, if we 
recover more rapidly in a better real growth rate than in our 
projections, what it does; or, if it turns out that we're not that 
good -- what would happen there. 


We also then explained that there is very little 
linkage between deficits and interest rates; that the evidence simply 
isn't there. Sometimes there is a linkage, sometimes there isn't. 
And we've examined that in detail, twenty years of history of these 
summit nations we've gone through to see what the linkage is. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the reports we get suggest that 
the general thrust of what you were told was that there is a greater 
sense of urgency in Europe than they find here about getting deficits 
down. That they say if they don't get the deficits down quickly, 
they face a rising unemployment problem. Did you -- is that a 
correct impression? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question was: The Europeans 
have a greater sense of urgency about getting interest rates down 
than we seem to, because high interest rates mean high unemployment 
to them. I think we're every bit as concerned about our 1l million 
unemployed as they are about their 2 or 3 million unemployed per 
country. 


I think that we're very sensitive to what's going on 
as far as getting our economy recovering. We don't necessarily have 
to have in this first year interest rates coming down in order to 
have the recovery. Witness the fact that with these same rates of 
interest for the past 6 months approximately, we have had two quarters 
of recovery. We have -- explaining this to them. Sure, they're 
anxious to get interest rates down. They point out that they have 
to buy, in dollars, most of their imports. This is the reserve 
currency of the world. It's a safe-haven currency. When times are 
bad, people naturally turn to dollars; when things are good, they 
also want dollars. And, accordingly, they want to know what we can 
do to solve that conundrum for them. 


Go ahead. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how would you describe the mood 
of the meeting -- the tone of it -- compared with the last two years. 


SECRETARY REGAN: About the same. (Laughter.) As far 
as economic affairs are concerned, I would say that they are more 
upbeat as far as the recovery is concerned, they're not as worried 
as they were, let's say, at Versailles. But, there is no rancor or 
bitterness or anything else. Remember, there was none at Versailles. 
It was only later that some might have occured. But during the 
meetings, no. So, I would characterize it as generally, interest, 
friendly, first-name basis, that type of thing. 


Follow-up here. 


Q Does the President seem to enjoy his role as 
sort of the moderator or note-taker, or -- 


MORE 








SECRETARY REGAN: The question: "Does the President 
seem to be enjoying his role as the moderator and the like?" I 
would say, yes. He's handling it quite well. He has -- keeping 
his notes, doing a great job on it. He's doing a yeoman's job of 
trying, as anyone would, I think he's had practice with the press -- 
when more than one person wants to talk at one time, selecting 
which one would do it; and, in general, he seems to -- well, I 
left him half-hour ago, he was rather buoyant about what had 
happened and the fact that they were able to solve the INF question 
and he hopes that the statement that's now being written will turn 
out equally well. 


Helen, you had a question back there, or a comment? 


Q Are you talking -- in this, all this atmospheric -- 
this happened in the leadership meeting, right? 


SECRETARY REGAN: That's what I'm talking about. In 
the leadership meeting that I was in, from 2:00 p.m. until approxi- 
mately 6:30 p.m. 


Q No arguments, no harsh discussions? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Discussions, not arguments, no. 
Not arguments, discussions. 


Q What do you call a dis -- I mean, anything heated 
in the way of exchanges, or -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. No voices raised. As you could 
expect from people who are used to parliamentary debate, there were 
good exchanges between them. 


Q Are you predicting now there will be a statement 
tomorrow showing the same unity as there is on arms control? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. I would predict that. The 
Sherpas are now writing the statement. It's supposed to be shown 
in a draft form, later tonight, to the heads; brought back tomorrow, 
and gone over in tomorrow's session for release 
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tomorrow afternoon, as you know. 
Let's go back over here. 


Q I wonder if you could tell us if the French 
proposal concerning a monetary conference was raised, what they 
said, and what the U.S. said? | 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question: Did the French 
raise the question of a monetary conference and the like. 


Among the rules that we have agreed to do is not 
to characterize each other, or what each other has said. 


Let me put it this way. The subject of monetary 
conferences was discussed by many delegations. Most think that 
there is not sufficient preparation for one. It would be 
premature. It would get up false hopes. It should not be 
had. One nation said that they did not mean they wanted a 
Bretton Woods conference. (Laughter.) Who could that be? 

But what they wanted was the spirit of Bretton Woods. That 
spirit, characterized by that nation, as being a spirit of a 
group of builders, of people who came together to capture an 
idea to rescue the world that had been in recession for over a 
decade and needed a way out for trade, and needed an international 
monetary system in order to get trade started again, because 
trade during the ‘30s had languished. And in that same spirit, 
couldn't we get started now thinking about the problem of what 
do we do with the world's monetary system in order to encourage 
world trade so that, through world trade, economies can grow -- 
not only economies of industrialized nations, but the developed 
countries and the less developed countries, particularly in 
the flavor of North-South. So it did come up in that respect. 


Down here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned international 
trade. Can you tell us what was said about protectionism and 
surpluses? Was anything resolved? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question is on international 
trade, the question of deficits and surpluses, was anything 
resolved. ? 


Answer: There was discussion, but not much 
discussion in that area. I suspect more of that will come up 
tomorrow. Nothing was resolved. 


Steve? 


Q Mr. Secretary, what agreement was reached on 
terms of monetary stability? So everybody discussed it and 
so on and so forth. What kind of an agreement are we going to 
have? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question is, since everybody 
discussed monetary stability, what sort of an agreement did you 
come to on monetary stability. 


I would say -- I am not sure the exact words that 
will be concocted tonight to describe that by the Sherpas. But 
I would characterize it as saying they called for more 
discussions of this among the Finance Ministers to try to 
resolve the subject, that the Finance Ministers meet often but 
probably should meet more often, that they should concentrate 
on this subject, that not enough work has been done in this 
=. I think that is probably what the heads will tell us 

© do. 
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Of course, obviously -- I am not trying to describe 
it to you here -- there was a lot more discussion of that at the 
Finance Ministers level. And there will probably be more this 
evening at dinner. We will know more about each other's thinking 
on this subject. But this is not what the heads were telling 
us. And I am trying to stick to that. 


Let's go over here. 
Harry? 


Q Did any of the heads, or of the Ministers, 
raise the issue of extraterritoriality as embodied in the 
Export Administration Act? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Question: did any of the Heads 
of State bring up the question of extraterritoriality as 
embodied in the Export Administration Act. 


The answer is yes; at least two that I know of 
expressed concern about this Export Administration Act and 
what its affect will be on companies that are domiciled in 
their country. Explanation: our bill, as suggested by the 
administration, is that this should refer to American products 
that are being manufactured by American companies overseas, 
or branches of American companies overseas, and that for 
domestic, national defense concerns we have a right to demand of 
our American firms that they not sell products that we have 
put on a ban list. 


Q To follow, sir, does that include non-American 
firms manufacturing the same technology under U.S. license? 


SECRETARY REGAN: We did not get into that -- 
about non-American firms manufacturing under U.S. licenses. 
We did explain the Bumpers Bill -- the House bill on this. 
We explained, also, the Garn Bill. And that is even tougher 
than the administration bill. And the discussion dropped 
there. There were no conclusions that came from it. 


Back there. 


Q You said that you pointed out to the other 
Ministers that there 














was no close connection between deficits and interest rates. You 
also said earlier on that you explained what the administration was 
going to do about interest rates. Can you explain to us what 

you are going to do about interest rates if it's not just cutting 
deficits? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Since I explained to the ministers 
that there's little connection that we can see between deficits 
and interest rates, yet we did say that we were going to do 
something to cut interest rates, what are we going to do in addition 
to cutting the budget in order to get interest rates down? The 
answer lies in monetary policy. You have to remember that over the 
last three weeks, our monetary policy, particularly M1, has gone 
up rather sharply. What is it? Close to $17 billion over the 
three-week period. As a result, interest rates are up a half a 
point in that same three-week period, indicating quite clearly 
that the more money you try to pump into the system, the higher 
your interest rates are going to be, not lower. 


So we told them that we could not engage in quick fixes 
in the United States by putting money into the economy. If we put 
money into the economy, we would certainly drive interest rates 
up, which is exactly the opposite of what they want. But as far 
as what we're trying to do, we are trying for a slow, steady growth 
in that money supply. I keep hearing myself saying that over and 
over again. 


Go ahead. This has to be the last one, according to 
Dave. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that long term you're 
going to hold off on any monetary conference. What about short term 
the possibility of temporary intervention in the currency markets? 


Q Question? 

SECRETARY REGAN: Since we're going to hold off long 
term on any international monetary conference, short term are we 
going to intervene more? Only if the occasion arises that calls 
for intervention in the short run. 

Q Under what circumstances? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Under what circumstances? Disorderly 
markets. 


Thank you very much. 


END 7:46 P.M. EDT 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Get to sit down today. That's pretty 
good. 


Well, we're going to have shift work today. And I'll 
answer questions for a while and Secretary Regan will. I think that 
you might save your real tough economic questions for him and I'll 
provide what atmosphere I can. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Tass has answered the statement 
that was issued yesterday saying that this whole conference obliterates 
detente in full. Do you have a response to their response? 


Q Question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: "I was informed that Tass had a state- 
ment today,” I hadn't seen it, saying that the statement issued yes- 
terday ‘Dbliterates detente in full." I'm quoting you. I don't know 
whether -- I assume I'm quoting Tass. Trust you. (Laughter.) 


Well, this is just a piece of information that you've 
given me and I haven't had a chance to really look at it and see 
what else they may have said or anything of that kind. 


But I would say that in the statement there is strength, 
there is purposefulness, there is unity, there is a sense of cohesion. 
And there also is expressed in several places in the statement a 
complete willingness to sit down and try to negotiate outstanding 
problems with the Soviet Union. 


Now, we don't consider it a negotiation if they say the 
way, for instance, in INF is for them to have a monopoly of inter- 
mediate-range missiles. That doesn't look like a sensible outcome 
for us. So we say that. But that's only being reasonable and strong 
and sensible. 


Q To follow up. Where do you think -- What is the 
state of detente in your opinion right now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's a word that has a great 
many meanings. I would say that the United States and the Alliance 
is strong, the United States and the Alliance is realistic about 
what is taking place around the world in many dimensions, the Western 
relationship with the Soviet Union and the United States. And the 
Alliance has expressed on many occasions a readiness to sit down 
and talk about outstanding problems in a spirit of trying to solve 
them. So I don't know what you call that. I'd call it a pretty 
sensible stance for us, frankly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President has said again that 
he thinks the Russians won't negotiate on TNF until they're convinced 
that we are going to move forward in absolute agreement with the 
a of missiles. And so he said that we are going to move 
orward. 


MORE 
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My question really is what's your hunch? Do you think 
the Russians at some point before next December will become convinced 
that we're serious and serious to negotiate or will it take an 
actual installation of cruise and even Pershing missiles to convince 


them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the thing that we and our 
Allies have control over is what we do and what stance we have. 
So what the statement basically says is that -- I hate to keep re- 
peating myself -- that we're strong and we're determined and absent 
an agreement, there'll be deployment. And if there is an agreement 
at some level other than zero, then the -- whatever the agreement 
says will determine the level of deployment. I don't know that I'm 
quoting it exactly accurately; but that's the basic notion. 


Now, that's what we have. And we can say this is going 
to be our pattern of behavior and put that forward and also say we're 
realy to negotiate. 


Now, the question of whether there is an agreement or 
not will depend on how they react to the situation and that remains 


to be seen. 


Q And you haven't an inkling as to whether they're 
going to vecome convinced before December or have to actually see 
those missiles go in place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you always -- in any negotiation, 
you scratch your head and you look at your opposite side and you 
speculate about 
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their situation. And, of course, we do that. And I think it only 
standsto reason that if they think they can get their objective 
without giving up anything themselves, well, they'll be delighted. 
But they should be convinced by now that they can't do that because 
there is a determined alliance here. 


Now, how far along toward deployment dates we have 
to get or whether we have to actually deploy, I don't know what 
it takes to convince them of that fact. But by this time, I 
should think they'd be convinced because there's a very determined 
attitude. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can we have an update on the 
U.S. position so far as continuing the negotiations even while 
the deployment proceeds? In other words, absent an agreement 
in December, when we are due to begin deploying cruises in 
Britain and in West Germany, is the United States prepared to keep 
talking? In other words, inferentially is there a deadline of any 
sort, a cut-off? Are they prepared to keep talking and even 
talk past where the ceiling might be and have to scale down? 


And, secondly, we -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why don't you let me answer that 
question. 


Q All right. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'll forget these questions. I'm 
sort of tirec. If I don't take them -- You can have the next 
one. 


I think the Vice President said during his trip 
to Europe some months ago, four or five months ago, that we 
would negotiate to get the numbers reduced as far as possible. 
What has been proposed now and is being put forward in Geneva 
by Ambassador Nitze is an interim agreement, that idea. We 
continue to think that the best answer is zero, and after, 
if deployments take place, after they've taken place, we're quite 
prepared to continue to negotiate and to try to attain zero 
if we can. 


So, the negotiating end of things remains something 
we're continually interested in. 


Q Secondly, we -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q It's a brief question. Brief -- Secondly, we've 
accused the Soviets of not really having a moratorium on SS-20's, 
as they've claimed they've had. What is our latest count? At 
what rate are they deploying SS-20's -- at the same clip they 
were before they went into their alleged moratorium? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have a number right on the 
top of my mind or a rate of change or something like that, but I 
know that -- I pick up intelligence reports fairly frequently that 
identify more SS-20 deployments in one place or another. So, 
it's a continuing process. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the subject of East-West 
trade, could you characterize how satisfied are you with the 
language of this communique? Do you think that anything was 
achieved here that had not been stated previously at Versailles 
and other -- 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: The language in the communique 
basically refers to things that have been worked out or processes 
that are underway. And it -- I forget-the language -- it notes them 
with approval or something like that on the one hand and calis 
for a continuing effort on the other. 


So, we regard this process of identifying the security 
aspects of East-West trade and doing something about them as a 
continuing process. And there have been good, strong meetings 
having to do with COCOM. There, I think, has been a very clear 
identification of the undesirability of over-dependence in the 
field of energy on the East and the importance of developing Western 
sources of energy. 


There has been a good base started under the OECD 
auspices of gathering information on trade and financial flows, 
as was called for in the Versailles summit, and the beginnings 
of analysis of that that I think is a very constructive -- In 
the OECD ministerial meeting, the statement was made and agreed to 
by all that the trade outside the strictly security area ought 
to take place on the basis of market considerations and that there 
shouldn't be preferential treatment. 


And, in addition to that, the study going on in NATO 


seems to be 
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moving well. We will discuss that the week after next. So I 
cannot say that that is something that has been discussed like 
these others at the Ministerial level. 


But on the whole, I think there has been a lot of 
activity. And the important thing is that, ovt of all the 
discussion and lots of disagreements and arguments to be sure -- 
but out of all that a kind of generality of view has emerged -- 
and we discussed this in the plenary sessions -- of the 
importance of this area and the general line of effort that 
we should be making and are making. So I think it is a very good 
waiee that has emerged. And everybody is, basically, on 


Q Mr. Secretary, a couple of days ago, you 
mentioned to us the dangerous situation in the Middle East, 
especially the aggressive behavior of the Syrians. Both on 
thut front and on the other dangers which the world is facing 
right now, whether they be East-West or the Middle East and 
Central America, what can you report that was done here that 
=o aan contributed to some amelioration of the troubles of 

s world? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think a great deal. 
First of all, in the security area, I think emphasizing all 
of the points that I have talked about already -- I will not 
repeat them -- sends out a very powerful and strong message: 
gemen. determination, willingness to negotiate, and so 
orth. 


And the last paragraph -- I wish I had it here; 
I would read it again to you -- it is a very strong statement. 
Anyway, I think that is very important. And it sets that 
dimension out strongly. 


Now, the communique today -- or the agreement today 
that was read by the President on behalf of all the heads 
addresses itself to economic issues. And it identifies the 
importance of recovery. It takes note of problems, does not 
duck them. I think that reflects the realism of the 
discussion that was held. It was a considerable discussion 
that Secretary Regan had lots to say in on debt problems and 
what we are doing and what the additional things are that can 
be done. The problems of the developing world were talked 
about, and the importance of the connection between the 
industrial countries and the developing world is addressed in 
the communique. And all this set in the values that we 
stand for, I think presents a picture of a group of countries 
that are deeply concerned, capable, have resources, will use -hem, 
know how to use them, determined. I think it is a very strong 
message, both to ourselves and our own people and the people 
around the world about the kind of leadership that the world 
is going to get from the countries represented here. 


And I might say, also, the countries who are 
asscciated with them, because the EC was represented in the 
form of Gaston Thorn. So actually there are countries indirectly 
represented beyond those that were literally sitting there. 


Last question. 


Q The European Community recently announced an 
increase in the agriculture-export subsidies. And Sir Roy Denman 
has said that those are non-negotiable areas. Does Item 3 here 
indicate a change in position by the EC to negotiate those 
export subsidies and a pledge of the United States to hold 
back on protectionist moves? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The particular negotiations 
about agricultural trade going on with the EC are ongoing 
negotiations. They were only referred to very tangientially. 








There was no attempt to take up that negotiation here. I think that 
would have been totally inappropriate. That is in the hands of 
people doing the negotiating. And I think it is a critical and 
important negotiation. And as for any immediate wrinkle in it, 
I cannot say that I have been looking into this in the last few 
days. So I do not have any comment on anything that may have 
happened very recently. But it is an important negotiation. 
And my involvement with it really was last December trying 

to get this round started. And I think there have been some 
good results already. Although, as a negotiation, it is very 
much in process. So probably, that is the place to leave it. 


Thank you. 
Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q Could you finish on Don's question, please -- 
on the Middle East, sir? Don asked -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: His question was a very broad 
one. But on the tensions in Syria as such, I would say from our 
intelligence reports, the level of tension seems to have 
subsided a little bit. At least, that is the indication from 
the activity that we are tracking. 


Q Was there any consensus on the Middle East? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:51 P.M. EDT 
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SECRETARY REGAN: I don't think I really need an opening 
statement. You've heard the President's statement. The significance, 
I think, of this is that the leaders of the world have agreed on an 
economic policy designed to complete recovery for the rest of the 
world. I think that they have laid down specifics for us as finance 
ministers in order to carry this out. As you know, there was an annex 
attached called Strengthening Economic Cooperation for Growth and 
Stability. That's the entire theme of what the financial and economic 
types will be working on between now and the next summit and we have been 
given specific instructions to try to halt protectionism, to be par- 
ticularly alert to the debt burdens of the developing nations, to start 
a process to see whether in due course we should have a high-level in- 
ternational monetary conference, to keep open markets, and to conserve 
energy, to encourage the development of technology and the like. And 
if those things are done, the opinion of ihe leaders is that we probably 
-- by the time of the next conference, we'll be well on our way to a 
complete recovery worldwide. 


Why don't I take questions. 
Q Mr. Secretary? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q You just said that discussions were being conducted 
to see if we should have a high-level monetary conference. Is that 
a contradiction to point five? I read that as saying there will be 
a high-level international monetary -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: If you read what it says and let me 
put my emphasis -- they've invited the Ministers of Finance, in con- 
sultation with the managing director of the IMF, Jacques Laroussier, 
to define the conditions for improving the international monetary 
system -- that stands by itself -- and to consider the part which might 
in due course be played in this process by a high-level international 
monetary conference. That's no different from what I just said. 


Q Is the United States opposed to the calling of a 
high-level monetary conference? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No, we're going to consider whether 
in due course what part that would be played in that process. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, the French say this is a clear 
mandate to hold such a conference at sometime in the future. Is 
that a correct interpretation of that? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question is, "The French say -- " 
and I don't know who the French are in this respect, which one of 
them is saying this, but I would say that what we are -- that the 
French say that this is a clear mandate to hold a conference in 
the future. I would say, I'd stick on this, that we're going to 
consider what ¢art might be played in due course by a high-level 
international monetary conference. 


Q The French are all saying that the statement 
about the finance ministers meeting two or three times a year for 
multi-lateral surveillance with the Director-General of the IMF, 
the managing director of the IMF, represents some new implementation 
that goes somewhat beyond Versailles because they will be empowered 
to make recommendations regarding intervention in the monetary 
markets to the various nations. Is that in fact novel? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I would say that what the Heads 
of State were saying to the finance ministers is that you should 
meet more often, that you should make certain that all nations 
are on a course,.in their economic policies, that make their 
economies converge which means that if someone is out of step, 
you say it. I think that that process started at Versailles. 

It will now be strengthened and improved. We had two meetings 
last year. We probably will have a few more this year. 


Yes? One over here and then I'll come back. 
Q I have two questions. One, in these meetings of 


finance ministers with the manager director, would there be 
some ministers from developing countries. invited? 


MORE 





SECRETARY REGAN: No. The question is: "In this meeting 
with the managers, Managing Director of the IMF, would there be 
people, or representatives or developing countries?" No. If you 
look at the annex to the Versailles Summit statement or communique, 
there it said with emphasis on the nations whose currencies make up 
the SDR. That is, the so-called G-5 nations: Great Britain, France, 
Germany, Japan, the United States. That is the G-5 group; those are 
the currencies that make up the SDR. 


Yes? Right here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the French Finance Minister said 
last night that there was a common front against the United States on 
the subject of interest rates. Is that the case? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, again, that may have come through 
in the translation. There was -- I wouldn't say a "front" against 
us -- because I asked him about that. That's why I inquired. I said 
“What is this common front?" He said, "There's no front against you, 
it's a common question that is asked constantly of the United States, 
‘When are you going to get your interest rates down?'" 


So there was no confrontation. It was not a “front” in 
that sense of the word. 


Q Well, does any of them accept your argument against 
linking deficits and high interest rates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: They were skeptical, but they offered 
no proof to dissuade me. (Laughter.) 


Q Do you have any proof? -=- to persuade them? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Pardon? 
Q Do you have any proof to persuade them? 


SECRETARY REGAN: We think so, and I'm going to furnish 
it to them. 


Back over here. 

Q Mr. Secretary, how does it come to pass that the 
only method mentioned in the communique for reducing budget deficits 
is to limit the growth of expenditures? 


SECRETARY REGAN: That's the proper way to do it. That's 
why it's mentioned in here. 


Q Nobody mentioned raising taxes as another method? 

SECRETARY REGAN: You must remember, they have economi- 
cally trained people, they recognize the proper way to get budget 
deficits down is to cut expenditures. 

Q Did anyone suggest raising taxes? 

SECRETARY REGAN: I beg your pardon? 


Q Did anyone suggest raising revenue? 
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SECRETARY REGAN: Not to me they didn't suggest raising 
revenue. 


Q To the President, did they? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Not to the President, they didn't 
suggest raising revenue. 


Q Was there a great deal of discussion on unemployment? 
And how to reduce it? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes there was. There was quite a bit 
of discussion about unemployment as being the number one burden of 
most of the nations. And -- 


Q Have a crack at hir. (Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY REGAN: (Laughter.) No. How to go about it -- 
one of the things that, particularly in the Finance Minister's 
sessions that we discussed, was the fact of the rigidity of the 
Western European economies -- the large smoke-stacked companies, 
their concentration that way -- that these do not provide new jobs. 

As you know, in the United States, over -- well, close to 70 percent 
of our new jobs -- come from firms with less than 100 employees. 

And most of these are not in the area of -- oh, let's say steel 
making, or things of that nature. It's more light industry, service 
industry, things of that nature. 


They also recognized that this is true in Japan, and 
they're going to have to try to figure out in Western Europe, in 
order to cut down their unemployment, how they can go about creating 
new companies in order to get more of their workers employed by 
these companies. 


Back there. 


Q You and the other Finance Ministers had prepared 
two drafts of this exchange rate provision. Now, can you tell us a 
little bit about how the second one was -- how the heads chose the 
second one? Was it just by -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: I'm not sure I follow. Which, which 
paragraph, or which statement are you referring to? 


Q Paragraph five on -- 
SECRETARY REGAN: Paragraph five? 
Q -- on exchange rates. 


SECRETARY REGAN: This is a common technique in drafting 
communiques, when those who are the drafters and who are not the 
final decision-makers, come to a point of disagreement; and, they 
spend enough time on it to recognize that there are different versions 
and neither side is going to be able to give in order to be able to 
coalesce them. So, the natural thing to do is to send both of them 
up for decision by the senior people who are, would He accepting 
the statement -- in this case the heads of the nations. 


And it was debated around the table as to which version 
was preferable. Wait a minute, there's a question over here. 
Go ahead. 








Q Well, who took what position? 


Q On the debt situation of the LDC's, this document 
seems to deal with this problem on a medium-term basis. But, when 
those countries are trying to pay their bills tomorrow, would the 
governments involved in the conference here -- would be they, they 
have a disposition to help those countries financially with official 
loans to those countries to try to get them -- to have them waiting 
for this decision that could come in the near future? 











SECRETARY REGAN: The question is about the debt of the 
less developed countries, the statement being made that -- the 
statement of the heads from Williamsburg here seems to be more of 
a medium-term solution. What about the short-range solution? How 
are they going to pay their bills? The answer to that is that there 
is a certain amount of official development assistance through IDA, 
through the World Bank, and through the IMF programs that is 
available in the short term. These are liquidity problems. And 
these loans are and have been made available. There are over 
35 programs now under way in the IMF. IDA is distributing about 
$3 billion or $4 billion a year in concessional loans. So that's 
the short-term solution. What we're trying for here is more of a 
medium-term solution. How do they get out of this precarious 
situation they're in, wherein they have incurred large debts in 
relation to their foreign exchange earnings. How do we increase the 
foreign exchange earnings? The obvious answer is for them to export 
more into the industrialized countries. 


Q But I mean the governments, I me. through the central 
banks. Like are they -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: The central banks -- the question also 
is -- he means through the central banks. Central barks are not 
set up to make loans to individual countries. That ‘s not their 
function. 


Yes. You have -- go ahead, you. 


Q Mr. Secretary, getting back to the question of the 
International Monetary Conference in Paragraph 5, the -- I understand 
the version that was not put in the text made no specific reference 
to a monetary conference. Was the inclusion of that phrase a 
concession to French sensitivities? 


SECRETARY REGAN: No. The French said that it would 
be better to put it in from that point of view. The subject was 
debated as to whether or not that phraseology might suggest more 
than was intended. But after listening to the French description 
that this did not -- was not an intention of that, it was agreed 
that that reference to it could be made. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY REGAN: Actually, it was Chancellor Kohl 
that suggested the compromise. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q Over here. (Laughter.) " You mentioned yesterday 
that there was a $17 billion growth in the money supply over the 
past three weeks. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q Does that mean in your mind that that conforms -- 
that American monetary policy conforms with this objective, namely, as 
stated in this communique, discipline, non-inflationary growth, 
and monetary aggregates? 


SECRETARY REGAN: The question is, I mentioned yesterday 
MORE 
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there was a $17 billion increase in the M 1 in the United States 
in the last three weeks. Does that square with the discipline, 
non-inflationary monetary growth called for in this statement? 


I would say that we all recognize that M 1 has been 
loose, but it's -- and above its target, but for many technical 
reasons. And the intention is to get it back there. M 2, which 
is used by most nations of the world to measure their money 
supply, in the United States M 2 is below its target range, so 
definitely it's in a non-inflationary way. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: I can take one more. Then I have 
to go to a bilateral. 


Q Can i follow up on this? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Go ahead, you, right here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in Paragraph 9 in today's statement, 
it is said that East-West economic relations should be compatible 
with our security interests. Security interests defined by whom? 


SECRETARY REGAN: By the Western nations here at the 
summit. 


Q Yes, but the Europeans and the -- 
Q Question. 


SECRETARY REGAN: Oh, the question? The question is in 
Paragraph 9, East-West economic relationships should be compatible 
with our security's interests. And the question was, whose definition 
of security's interests? Our own definition of what we think our 
security interest is. What else? 


Q Western Europeans, or in -=- the Americans? 
SECRETARY REGAN: Both. All seven summit nations. 
Q Mr. Secretary? 

SECRETARY REGAN: Yes. 


Q If I could follow that up, does that mean that 
the problems that the United States and Europe have had over East- 
West trade are going to disappear? 


SECRETARY REGAN: I would say -- I'm not sure that 
problems ever disappear -- but I would certainly say that the 
problems have been lessened by the actions that have been taken 
recently and certainly since the Versailles Summit between Versailles 
and Williamsburg. That was noted this morning, how much smoother 
those relationships are as far as the West is concerned. 


Q Did this summit lessen the concerns that the 
delegations have brought and mentioned -- Mrs. Thatcher and the -- 
there were a couple of mentions yesterday in the sessions over the 
Export Administration Act. Have these discussions lessened -- 














SECRETARY REGAN: Well, that has nothing to do with -- 


The Export Administration Act has little to do with that Paragraph 9. 


That's an entirely different interpretation. 


They are concerned about the Export Administration Act; 
but since it hasn't passed the Congress yet, they merely wanted to 
register those concerns so that their feelings might be considered 
by us in our considerations. 


I'm sorry. I have to go to another meeting. 


Q Has your policy on intervention changed? It 
says “helpful,” “when helpful." Dces that still mean disorderly 
markets or not? 


SECRETARY REGAN: We will be acting in accordance with 
this statement. (Laughter.) 


END 4:08 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We have with us Ed Meese, Ambassador Brock, 
Secretary Baldrige, Senator Roth, who will discuss the details of 
the creation of the new Department of International Trade and Industry. 
The ground rules are this is on the record for sound and camera. 
Ed Meese will read a statement from the President to begin the 
briefing and that statement will be available at the conclusion of 
the briefing. You've also been given a fact sheet and the joint 
Statement. And also there will be a press release from Senator Roth 
which will be available in the press room at the conclusion of the 
briefing. We'll begin with Mr. Meese. 


MR. MEESE: Thank you, Pete. I'm glad to see that all 
you refugees from Williamsburg have made it back and are all rested. 
This has been the result of several weeks of work and I will read 
the statement from the President. 


"In recent years, international trade has become 
increasingly central to the American economy. Today one out of 
every eight American manufacturing jobs is related to exports. 
Every billion dollars in export supports some 25,000 jobs. The 
President is proud of the team that has been brought to Washington 
to work on trade issues. We have come to believe, through our 
experience, that the executive branch can and should be better 
organized to tackle the issues on this front and in the future. 


"Today I am pleased to announce plans that would 
place responsibility for both trade policy-making and implementation 
in a single department. This new department can not only provide 
a leaner, more efficient and better coordinated approach to 
international trade but can also help us in achieving many key 
objectives. 


"These. are, first of all, a healthy and open system 
of international trade, the expansion of United States exports, 
the reduction of overseas barriers so that American firms can 
compete more effectively abroad, the encouragement of the private 
sector to seek out more opportunities overseas, and of great 
importance, ensuring that America speaks with a single unified 
voice in trade and industrial matters. I urge the Congress to 
enact this plan into law as swiftly as possible." 


I'll turn it over to Senator Roth and then after 
he's through we'll all be prepared to answer your questions. 


SENATOR ROTH: Thank you, Ed. 
I'm very pleased to be here today with my good 


friend, Ambassador Brock, Mac Baldrige, as well as Ed Meese. 
I think a Department of International Trade and Industry is an 
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idea whose time has come. It's important that we organize today 
for the problems of tomorrow. If we don't act now, the problem 
is we'll have to react liater. But I'm pleased that we've been 
able to reach agreement on what I call a lean and mean Department 
of International Trade and Industry. I believe it's a proposal 
that will develop, coalesce bipartisan support in the Congress 

as well as in the private sector. 


- As I say, it's important to organize now for the ‘80's 
and 90's. Make no mistake: Trade is the engine of future growth. 
Today trade of goods and services makes up 22 percent -- 22 percent 
of our gross national product. For every single billion dollars 
of increased exports, we create something like 25,000 jobs. 

Between 1977 and 1980, four out of every five new jobs were 
export-oriented. A strong organization is the key to strong 
policy. We've had a two-headed monster and we're trying to 

create a single voice for trade. In my opinion, we have a Model-T 
apparatus -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: One-headed monster. 
Q One-headed monster. (Laughter. ) 


SENATOR ROTH: Now, we'll have a one-headed monster. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q -- probably his speechwriter. (Laughter.) 


SENATOR ROTH: But anyway -- I see my old speechwriter 
over there. (Laughter.) 


But anyway, what we are creating is a lean, mean 
trade department. We want the necessary institutional underpinning 
for detailed analysis, product by product, country by country. 

We want to anticipate both opportunities and problems rather than 
react. 


So, I'm pleased to be here today because I think 
America wants jobs and trade means jobs. 
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MR. MEESE: Mac, would you like to say something? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: No, I think we just answer 
questions. 


Q Nobody starts. (Laughter.) 

MR. ROUSSEL: That's not what he said. 

Q No, I was thinking, do you like to hear from -- 
Q -- who's going to be the Secretary? 


MR. MEESE: Would you like to hear from the two 
heads? (Laughter.) 


Q Who's going to be in charge? I mean -- 
Q Who's going to take the ball? 


Q Who's going to be in charge, and what happens 
to the other one? 


Q Are you guys going to just fight it out? 
Q Are you going to flip a coin or -- 


MR. MEESE: As you know, we never talk about personnel 
matters until we're ready to make an announcement. (Laughter.) 


Q All the experts say Baldrige wins -- your 
baby. You went into the Oval Office one day, blind-sided™ 
him, said, “Here. Sign here." 


Q And the other goes to the Civil Rights Commission. 
(Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Let me tell you, Sam, that's -- 
MR. MEESE: Only because the EPA's taken, Bruce. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Sam, that's not true. The 
President's had this idea for a long, long time. This is not 
something brand new, number one. Number two, there hasn't been 
any discussion about who's going to head up the new department. 
May be either one of us or may be neither of us. That just hasn't 
been decided yet. 


Q How about a calf-roping contest to see who wins? 
Q Excuse me, what are the options for -- 
MR. MEESE: Any serious questions? 


Q What are the options for placement of the 
Census Bureau? Is Labor the likely department that it would 
go into or -- 


MR. MEESE: That's being worked out. We haven't 
decided. There are a number of options under consideration. 
But that was one that has not been resolved, and that's why we 
have not specified that in the fact sheet. Actually, as you 
know, the Bureau of the Census really works for so many departments, 
and we're trying to figure out what is the best organizational 
placement. 
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Q How can you have -- consider trade all connected 
in one department when one of the largest areas of trade -- agricultural 
trade -- is out by itself? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, that's a real specialty. 
It's worked well. We didn't ‘see any reason as long as it's working 
well to include that in the new department. What we're trying to do 
is get the making of general trade policy and the implementation 
of that policy in one department. And I think if you look back in 
history, there have been several steps in trade consolidation in the U.S. 
government over the last few years. It was a major step toward 
consolidation when some of the Treasury functions and some of the 
State Department functions were transferred to Commerce a few years 
back. 


This is another step. There'll probably be other 
steps in the future, but this is the way we've decided for the 
time being. 


Q Is this going to go the way of -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: -- if I can just add one thought to 
that, you'll notice in the fact sheet that the statement that this 
will include or -- I've forgotten precisely the words -- but, in fact, 
it said that the new department -- be structured around the functions 
of the Office of the U.S. Trade Representative. 


We have now the authority to do in USTR the agricultural 
negotiations and to coordinate trade policy, which includes 
agriculture. So, I don't think there's any proposed diminishment 
of that function at all in this. It does include all trade policy. 


You're probably, I guess, referring to the fact that 
the FAS is not proposed to shift out of Agriculture, but that's a 
different issue. That's a matter of the field service itself but 
not the policy function or the negotiations. They will stay with 
the new department. 


Q Ed, is this going to go -- 

Q -- State Department? Will you be -- 
MR. MEESE: Frank, then Andrea. 

Q -- or how will this work? 

MR. MEESE: Frank? 


Q How will this work with regard to the State 
Department? State handles your foreign policy, of course. Will 
this Trade Department be in any conflict there? Will you coordinate 
or what will happen there? 


MR. MEESE: No, it's basically -- will continue. 
As you know, some years ago, the trade negotiation function, which 
had been exercised at least in part by State was taken and put 
into the U.S. Trade Representative. And, so, this is taking what 
is established organizational policy and putting it together with 
those functions primarily in Commerce. 


Let me go back on the Agriculture. There are always 
going to be specialty departments that have their specilized 
role that doesn't conflict, as Bill says. For example, in Energy -- 
Department of Energy will still retain certain functions of an 
international nature. But the overall, general trade policy 
and implementation will be in this department. 
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Q Is this going to have as much success on the 
Hill as reorganizing Energy and getting rid of Eduction? 


MR. MEESE: We hope it will have considerably faster 
progress than has been indicated up until now in the other two 
departments, which still remain priorities of the administration. 


Q -- a question for Mr. Brock. The summit 
declaration from Williamsburg called for a new GATT round. How 
soon do you think that that could be accomplished? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We suggested in Geneva last 
November -- I did -- that we start consideration then of 
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at least a North-South round. And we have a work program in the GATT 
on agriculture, on safer services, safeguards, a number of other areas. 
Most of those have a deadline of about two years. We expect to com- 
plete most of those work efforts at the end of '84. So there's no 
reason we couldn't begin serious talks shortly thereafter, ‘85, maybe 
‘86; but not much later than that. 


Q Then it could actually get underway? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, I'm not sure that I would 
suggest you actually would be formally meeting in the negotiations. 
Because if you remember, it took us, what? About five or six years 
to go from the ministerial in ‘73 until we got into the actual Tokyo 
round talks. But there was a lot of preliminary conversation that 
was preparatory to that that led to those talks' success. So I think 
you could begin that preparatory work certainly no later than ‘85 
and not too long after that, a year or two, maybe three at the most, 
you could have, I think, constructive negotiations. It depends on 
the attitude of others. We're ready to go now, most countries are 
not. So we have to understand that and take that into account. 


Q And you're not just talking about a North-South 
round? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, no. I think we'd be talking 
about more than that. That was one of our proposals. That's why 
I mentioned it. But we, frankly, would like to have negotiations 
to create some rules in the area of services trade. We have proposed 
a lot of work in high technology, particularly in agriculture and 
on things like the safeguards close, some of which can be handled 
within the existing GATT structure; but others would require nedo- 
tiations and services probably would, agriculture probably would, 
North-South would, I think, clearly. 


Q Will the present Commerce Department be elim- 
inated and, if so, when? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes, what we want to do here is 
end up in this process with one less Cabinet officer and one less 
Cabinet department; so that by taking some of the functions of the 
Commerce Department and the USTR, putting them together in this 
new department, there would be no Commerce Department left. And 
the USTR would be in the new department. And the rest of the 
present Commerce Department would be spun off to other areas. 


Q Will this be all part of one piece of legisla- 
tion, the demise of Commerce? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I believe it would. It would, 
wouldn't it, Senator? 


SENATOR ROTH: Well, we haven't made any final 
decision. It could be combined into one bill or we could keep 
it separate, but they'll be on the same track. 


Q Senator, would you tell us on that legislative 
point, where is the bill now and what are the prospects of getting 
Democratic support for it? 


SENATOR ROTH: Well, the original bill that I intro- 
duced, of course, is in Government Affairs, of which I am Chairman. 
There has been a great deal of interest in a trade department, as 
you know, on both sides of the political aisle. 


I think what we've come up with will provide the 
vehicle for our coalescing of support, bipartisan support. It's 
my hope that we can act in the Senate prior to our August recess 
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and for the Congress to complete action this year. 


Q Where does it stand in the House? Are you 
getting support from the Speaker or is that -- somebody negotiating 
for that? 


SENATOR ROTH: Well, we're just beginning, or the -- 
on that side. We've been in discussion with government operations, 
which, of course, has jurisdiction, like government affairs has 
jurisdiction in the Senate. So we would hope that they would begin 
hearings in the near future. But that's, of course, up to their 
leadership. 


Q You want the kind of bipartisan support you 
got, then, on -- for example, Social Security? 


SENATOR ROTH: Yes -- I think -- We're very hopeful 
that we will get bipartisan support. For example, in the Senate 
we've had people like Moynihan introduce a bill, a number of others 
have co-sponsored my legislation, including Heinz. 


Q Ambassador Brock, there have been some reports 
that your department was unhappy with the idea of a Department of 
Trade. Is that true? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: .We had expressed a modest amount 
of concern early on with the proposal which was made by some, not 
by those here present to simply merge USTR into the Commerce Depart- 
ment. That is not what is being proposed today. I think what we 
have suggested is a very different department, a very new depart- 
ment that, if you'll read the fact sheet carefully, does have -- 
maintained all of the functions of the U.S. Trade Representative. 
And I think that can work. 


Q So you're satisified with what's coming out -- 

AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, of course. 

Q Will STR keep a separate identity within this 
larger structure or will it pretty much be broken up along function- 
al -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think -- It's my viéw, andI 
believe it's Mac's as well, 
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that the new Secretary would be the U.S. Trade Representative, 
would be the nation's principal spokesman on trade and the principal 
negotiator on trade as the U.S.T.R. is today. 


Q What about the people underneath you, the 150 or 
whatever? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: They are in the Office of the 
Secretary, as we have described on the chart which we handed out. 
It is a clear policy arm of the Secretary in the Secretary's Office. 


Q So it would be a distinct view that -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, focused around the Secretary 
herself. (Laughter. ) 


Q Mr. Meese said this is presently envisioned. [Is 
this going to mean that bureaucracy will grow or get smaller? And 


related to that, will -- lose their jobs as a result? 


MR. MEESE: Well, we anticipate that the bureaucracy 
will get smaller, that people doing similar functions at both U.S.T.R. 
and Commerce will be merged. And this will be -- and as far as any- 
body losing their job, but we have enough attrition in the government 
to accommodate this, I would think, in the course of implementation. 


The main thing is that from the standpoint of both 
foreign countries as well as our own business community and exporting 
community, this gives them a clear-cut single place to which they 
relate and which will be able to carry out the President's policies 
on trade. I think it's important to note that most other countries 
have a similar arrangement and that's why we feel this will be a 
much better and more effective way of dealing with foreign 
governments. 


Q Can you give us an example of why this present 
situation doesn't work and cases where trade deals have fallen 
through because of having the functions separate? 


MR. MEESE: Well, I would refer to Mack on this. 
I don't know whether we can give you specific examples, but we have 
had a number of comments from people who are in the day-to-day 
business that they're uncertain as to where to go or they are -- 
or much of the time they feel they have to go both placés. But, 
Mac, why don't you comment specifically -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I guess it takes too much time 
to be as efficient as the taxpayers deserve, number one. And, 
number two, there are inevitable gray areas in -- when you have the 
policymaking in one department and the carrying out of the policy 
in the others. It's too easy to fault the other department. 

If the accountability is in the same place, then that helps greatly 
in the management. 


I might add that every other Cabinet department in the 
United States government is organized that way now. Trade is the 
only Cabinet area function that doesn't have policymaking and 
policy implementation in the same department. 


And another point. Every one of our industrialized 
trading partners and competitors, with a possible exception of 
Canada, also has policymaking for trade and policy implementation 
in the same department, even including the Peoples Republic of 
China where I've just come back from and I -- they asked me there 
about this plan. And they said, "Oh, we've done that some years ago. 
And they've had 4,000 years of bureaucratic experience to back that 


up. 


MORE 














Q Secretary Baldrige, let me ask you -- 


Mr. Secretary, were -- 


| @) 


Go ahead. 


2) 


-- foreign governments and foreign traders 
coming to you and telling you as well that they didn't know whom 
they should be dealing with? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: They're too sophisticated for that, 
but let's say -- and I'm sure Bill would agree with me on this, 
because we talked about it -- a foreign government typically now 
will go and call on both the U.S.T.R. and the Secretary of Commerce. 
And our own industrial associations and individual companies will 
do the same thing. And if they find one of us, let's say, a bit 
more sympathetic toward the cause, then they'll bring in all their 
guns and try and do business at that agency. Meese, Bill and I 
have to do. so much coordination. I don't know what his estimate 
is, but my estimate is it takes up about 10, 15 percent of our time 
just to do simple coordinating things so we don't get blind+sided 
along the way. And that is not an efficient way to do business. 
And it's not the way any other Cabinet department does business. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you agree with those who 
believe the real GNP rate for the second quarter will be 5 or 6 percent? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes, sir. 
Q Why? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, because I think it's going 
to happen, Sam. The first quarter we still had -- you know, when we 
kept -- the GNP went up 2.5 -- 


Q Five. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: -- percent, we were still having 
inventory draw-downs of some size. And that has a depressing effect 
on the GNP, but it also makes a springboard for the later quarters. 
And I think we'll have over 5 percent this quarter and probably the 
next quarter, too. So we ought to hit our estimate for the year 
of 4.7 percent fourth quarter at fourth quarter. ; 
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Q Could it go higher? I mean, six, and even seven 
percent? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, if you had to put a bet down, 
you'd probably bet it could go a little higher. I feel very good 
about our overall estimate, because I think it was realistic, 
conservative, and it's in the same line as most of the outside 
economists. 


Q Ed, do you think that Chancellor Kohl will be able 
to bring back some Soviet willingness to meet in a summit? 


MR. MEESE: I think it's important to note that 

Chancellor Kohl is going over there for his own visit. He is not 
going over as our emissary. And, what he will do is, I'm sure, come 
out of that with some further ideas from his face-to-face meeting 
with Mr. Andropov. But, he is not going over there as an emissary 
or as someone who is trying to arrange a summit on our behalf. The 
decisions as to when, and if, a summit is appropriate will be made 
by the President on the basis of our own contacts with the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Do you get the sense that Chancellor Kohl feels 
that we should be a little bit more willing to move into a summit, 
and not demand so much assurances of the come-out? 


MR. MEESE: I think that he feels that a summit would 
be desirable, but he is -- in the meetings «hat we had with him 
there -- was very understanding, and agreed -- and agreed with the 
President's assessment that you don't just have a summit for the 
sake of having an occasion and that there should be some constructive 
outcome that would develop from that summit and not just be a 
verfunctory meeting. 


Q I judge that you're not quarreling with the idea 
that Chancellor Kohl may develop some ideas which you'll be interested 
in hearing. You're only quarelling with the description of him as 
taking a message or being an emissary for the United States? 


MR. MEESE: That's correct. If he comes back with any 
interesting information, we'll be glad to hear it. 


MR. ROUSSEL: Let's take Bob Ellison then make that the 
last one. 


MR. MEESE: Yes. Let me also, just go back though, I 
think Mac would agree in your assessment of the first quarter GNP, 
that one of the very productive signs was the fact that the private 
sector portion of the GNP actually increased more than the 2.5. I 
think it was in excess of 5 percent growth in the private sector, 
and that a part of that was the decrease in governmental purchases 
during that period of time, both of which bode well for the future. 
So, I think a 5.2 increase in the private sector component of the GNP 
was a very favorable sign which lends credence to what the Secretary 
has said about the future. 


Q You've given us a lot of information about the 
relationship between jobs and trade. Do you have information as to 
how much in trade we're losing as a result of our current procedures, 
or, how much in trade will be gained under this Department of Trade, 
or how many jobs will be added as a result of this reorganization? 


MR. MEESE: I'll ask the two experts here, but, let me 
just say preliminarily that trade is sufficiently complex that you 
cannot say a single governmental reorganization is going to make a 
change in either the amount of trade or the number of jobs. 
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The purpose of the governmental reorganization is to be able to 
facilitate the private sector trade to its fullest. And that, in 
the long run, is what's going to produce the jobs and produce the 
increased trade. 


What we don't want to do, however, is to have a 
government organizational situation that is cumbersome, or that fails 


to get the utmost out of what the government can do as far as 
supporting trade. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I guess that's about it. 
MR. ROUSSEL: Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:46 A.M. EDT 
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BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT FELIX HOUPHOUET-BOIGNY 
OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE IVORY COAST 
June 6, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
10:05 A.M. EDT 


MR. ALLIN: On the meeting that the President and 
the President of the Ivory Coast will have tomorrow, we have 
two senior administration officials. 


There will be some opening remarks. And then they 
will be open for your questions. 


This will be a background briefing attributable 
to administration officials. 


Q Why ? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
Q Does it have to be background? 

Q Are you going to tell us any secrets? 
Q What is wrong with on the record? 


MR. ALLIN: This is the way we always do these 
briefings before and after meetings. 


Q So what? 

MR. ALLIN: And we wovld like to continue it. 
Q There is nothing wrong with changing. 
MR. ALLIN: We will talk about it later. 


Q I thought the President did not want any 
backgrounders anymore. 


MR. ALLIN: Go ahead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) I 
will do the best I can for you. 


The man whom President Reagan will welcome to the 

White House tomorrow is one of the outstanding, moderate 
statesmen of Africa. A planter and a former doctor, he is 
very close to the land and to the people. And his principal 
concern today is development -- economic development -- 
involving all the people, and economic development as a 
prerequisite to withstanding or resisting tensions and any 
subversive actions that might take place in his country. 
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President Felix Houphouet-Boigny has led -- 
in fact, managed -- Ivory Coast since its independence from France 
in 1960. But for at least 16 years before that, he was politically 
active. In about 1945, he was elected Deputy to the French 
Constituent Assembly. And during a couple of years of the 
succeeding 14 years, he was actually a Minister in the French 
government. 


Ivory Coast, under his leadership, is one of the 
true success stories of Africa. It is considered to have the 
best distribution of wealth in sub-Saharan Africa. | 


Now, President Houphovet has done all of this on 
the basis of agricultural development and education. And even 
back in the mid-40s when he was becoming politically active, 
these were his two principal concerns. They are today his 
two principal concerns, inspite of the fact that some petroleum 
has been discovered and is being produced in Ivory Coast. 


Today, this country is the world's largest 
producer of cocoa, and the world's third largest producer 
of coffee. President Houphovet is firmly attached to free 
enterprise. He not only practices it, he preaches it. And 
his gove-nment has, perhaps, one of the most open investment 
codes of any Third World country. 


The attachment to France is very strong, with 
reason. He and French President Mitterrand served together in 
the government back in the 40s and early 50s. So they are 
long-standing friends. France has served Ivory Coast in 
providing technical assistance, actual budgetary support whenever 
it was needed -- and that has been very seldom in the case of 
this country -- as well as advisors to the government and 
teachers. 


President Houphovet has seen the advantage of 
maintaining close ties to France. And he has always said that 
he will continue to do so as long as he feels Ivory Coast has 
need of that expertise. So there is tremendous loyalty 
between the two countries. France is still the strongest trading 
partner and, by far, the largest aid donor. . The United States 
is, now, in second place in trade for both exports and imports. 


I might just mention a few things about the 
domestic, political situation. Two years ago, President 
Houphovet introduced what he likesto call “democratization." 
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This was in the year of national elections meaning election of 
the President, elections for the new deputies in the Nationa] Assembly 
and also municipal elections. 


Or the first time in the country's history, two years 
ago, the President and his government decided to Permit any Candidate 
who wanted to run for office to do so. Before that time, the Party, 


the single Political Party in the country, had always blessed a 


man for the one job. This time, in 1981, about 650 individuals 
Stood for 14¢ Assembly Seats and about 80 percent of the deputies 
were turned Out of office. This is quite remarkable. And Houphouet 

S had some Cause for concern. This had never happened before and 
there were @ number of disappointed Candidates. So, there has 
been a long Process of what he calls reconciliation ~~ reconciliation 
Of all the Candidates. But he works very carefully, as is his Style, 
with all Parties in any kind of dispute, toward a Peaceful and 
harmonious resolution. So, many of these feuds Often based upon 
family rivalries have been Settled and he's in the process of Settling 
Others. 


On the Plane of foreign relations, Ivory Coast is 
Cutspokenly anti-communist, Principally because he doesn't like 
others to export their revolution. He broke relations with the 


U.S.-Ivorian relations have been, and Still are, 
very close ang friendly. Ivory Coast looks to this administration 


bilatera) aid Program in Ivory Coast nor do we have a Peace Corps 
Program. The aid Program was terminated some years ago. They 


two countries, Ivory Coast is Sending under government scholarship 
more and more of its young people to take graduate degrees in those 
fields where they know we are superior -- agronomy, engineering, 


Our private sector, American Private sector, is 
9rowing. Esso and Phillips Petroleum are the two Operating companies 
or the lead companies in oil consortia, Petroleum consortia, now 
Producing oi]. And we have very good bank exposure. There are 
Six of the big American banks there and a number of Other commercial] 
activities. 


In short, we would like for this visit to result 
in several things. We See it as an Opportunity to recognize the 
outstanding moderate leadership of President Houphouet -Boi gny 
Over the years to acknowledge his influence with other African 
leaders, to acknowledge the values which we Share. It's an 
Opportunity to reaffirm our government's encouragement to the 

rican Private Sector, both commercial, business, and academic, 

















Finally, we hopw that in our discussion at severa] 
levels with the Ivoirians here, during the visit, thet President 
Houphouet-Boigny and his government, his ministers, Will return 


I think r'qg like to ask -. Excuse me. 
Q Are you ready for questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: jf wanted to give 
my colleague an Opportunity to Say anything that Might come to ‘mind, 
and then we'g both be happy to take your questions. 


to underline the importance that this administration Places on the 
Francophone African States, Houphouet is the doyen of the Francophone 
African leaders, They .are in the main moderates, They have been 
Supportive of the United States, not only during the current 
administration, but in the Past. And we 've orchestrateg @ series 

Of gestures to try to convey to them our appreciation for their 
Support and to encourage it in the future. 


Q Franco what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Francophone “~~ French 
Speaking States of West Africa —— excuse me -- West and Central 


Africa. 


Q What is the rationalization for his Spending so 
many millions or billions of francs to build a new Capital in his 
home Village? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me Say that at 
the time he Spent most of the money that he has spend on Yamoussoukro, 
aki 


government coffers ang how much Might have been his Own, but he 
does have extensive holdings, 


Q Well, he's turning a Village into a Capital 
City. What is the cost of —- 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At least the village 
is there. In some countries there isn't even a village, I guess, 
when the new capital is -- 


Q Well, Washington started out as a village, too, 
but what is the cost of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the cost is 
billions more than they have today. This decision has been 
taken. In practice, it is already a political capital. The 
economic capital will remain in Abidjan, which means the business 
community will stay there. And, presumably, for a while the hub 
of the communications and transportation arrangements will be 
in Abidjan. But he is already receiving African heads of state 
in Yamoussoukro and holding party meetings. It's only another 
step or two before the National Assembly might meet there. Perhaps 
he will begin calling ambassadors there. 


MORE 























But as far as increasing the infrastructure, which is already in 
place, the government is not in a position, a financial position, 

to accomplish that at this time. It will be several years, we expect, 
before that can -- 


Q Has he ever faced opposition? Has he ever per- 
mitted opposition or -- is he a dictator? He's been in power since 
‘60. I mean, has he ever had an opposition that he permitted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that there 
have been early incidents of opposition. There were -- There was 
evidence of coup plotting in 1963. Another coup plot was uncovered 
in 1973. These were young junior officers. He has just released the 
central coup plotter from the 1973 coup. 


There is a lot of dissatisfaction in the country because 
of unemployment. This country is going through financial difficulties, 
like many others in the world. So the jobs are not available. The 
cost of living continues to rise. 


Q But he's never permitted an opposition candidate 
to run against him in an election, has he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I mentioned, 
he has never -- the party has never permitted candidates which it had 
not blessed first to run. It's only been since 1981 that this is 
possible. And in his large national council meetings where he pre- 
sents his point of view and takes questions and takes statements from 
spokesmen for the various socio-professional groups making up the 
party, criticism does emerge. 


Criticism, for example, of the educational system. 
Their system has favored the liberal arts, the humanities and has 
prepared a lot of Ivorians to become doctors and lawyers for whom 
there simply are not enough jobs. He is revamping his educational 
system anc bringing in foreign teachers of math and science to over- 
come what he sees as a real block for a lot of the people. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I make a point, 
please -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Surely. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a country with 
a multitude of ethnic groups and apprehension that if there were to 
be party politics it would divide on ethnic lines and that there 
would be violence between the ethnic groups. Within the single 
party, there's a considerable amount of democracy. The Ivory Coast 
is not a police state by anyone's stretch of the imagination. And 
all observers concede that if there were to be an election that 
Houphouet would be the winner hands down. 


Q Then why doesn't he submit to it? 
Q But the answer is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because they don't 
other than one -- 


Q -- no, there has never been an opposition party, 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- party and the 
party only proposes one candidate for the presidency. But there 
are contested elections both for party and for government office 
at lower levels. 

Q Do you mean tribal as opposed to ethnic? © 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Same thing. 


Q I see. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Africa we call it 
"tribes." In Europe, we call it "ethnic groups." It's the same 
thing. 


Q But nobody has ever opposed this guy for President, 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICLAL: That's correct. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, yes. 


Q I was wondering, are you concerned about future 
stability in the Ivory Coast considering the recent wave of teachers' 
strikes as well as the fact that Houphouet-Boigny is now pretty 
old and there's no method of choosing a successor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a method 
of choosing a successor. A week or so after his election in ‘'8l, 
re-election in ‘81, there was a constitutional amendment passed 
establishing the position of vice presidency. This position is, 
as yet, unfilled. And, frankly, it does cause concern among Ivorians 
about the future when Houphouet has passed from the scene. 


Q How old is he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be 78 in 
October. 


Q You mentioned earlier that we wanted the Ivory 
Coast to take a stronger stand in some international affairs. Could 
you be a lot more specific as to what you meant? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- What I meant to 
say, if I didn't, was that we wanted a reinforced, moderate stance 
on international issues. For example, Ivory Coast has always re- 
sisted efforts in the United Nations and its specialized agencies 
to strip Israel of its credientials. And they have been very sup- 
portive of the United States on the Puerto Rico question. 

















Q -- South Africa? 
Q What's their position on Namibia? 


F SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, I belicve 
this gentleman -- 


Q What's their position on Namibia? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They, like all other 


Africans I know anything about, are keen to have Namibian 
independence take place as soon as possible. 





Q But they don't believe in linkage, do they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they don't believe 
in linkage. They do understand, we believe, what it is that we're 
trying to do. But there is a sense of frustration among the 
Africans that Namibian independence is approaching slowly. 


Q They approve our close tie -- 

Q What is their. relationship with South Africa? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I beg your pardon? 
Q What is their relationship with South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They don't maintain 
diplomatic ties with -- 


Q But don't airplanes from South Africa land 
there? 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have no passenger 
rides. It's a bunkering -- 


Q -- re-fuel -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Ivorians are 
somewhat unusual in that they have -- the President, himself, has 
espoused the need for dialogue among groups that don't agree with 
each other and he feels that that includes the South Africans. And 
they approve of the process in which we are engaged, seeking to 
achieve Namibian independence, via dialogue with all of the parties, 
including the South Africans. 


Q Will the President be able to report any progress 
on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No dramatic breakthrough, 
no. 


Q So, they're not going to get anything on commodities 
pricing because of a divergence of philosophy? Or is there something 
being worked out? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure that both 
our President and our Secretary of State will express understanding 
for their position and concern. The commodity pricing issue 
goes -- transcends our bilateral relationship, of course. It 
involves other governments and other -- and international lending 
institutions. 


MORE 














Q Do they feel they're not getting enough money 
for their cocoa and coffee? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. That's 
right. They would like to have # higher, what they call “intervention 


price” at -- which means the pr. which would -- if the cocoa price 
fell to a certain level, that .:, *' 2 lower intervention price, 
would trigger their buffer sto’ «© ..anism. But since we decided 
not to join the cocoa agreement,  _ = price of cocoa has fallen, 


I don't know, what is it now? it's up around -- it's climbing 
back up gradually. But it dropped well below 50 or 60 cents below 
the agreed lower intervention price, which bears out our argument. 


Yes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: Their basic point is 
that they would like to see more stability in the commodity price 
market so that they're not subject to the vicissitudes of prices 
which might go -- sink to one-third of their value one year, climb 
up to three times that value the next year. It's awfully hard 
to do economic planning on that sort of economic basis. 


Q Were you offered any gestures in that area 
during this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm really not at 
liberty to say. 


Q Was this trip arranged before the start of 
the -- or before the OAU Summit was agreed upon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, yes, 
it was. 


Q You said that the Ivory Coast has the best 
wealth distribution system in the Sub-Sahara if Africa. Could you 
give us an idea of how wealth is distributed there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it wasn't the 
system I was talking about as much as the distribution itself. You 
will find all over Ivory Coast, which is certainly not one of 
Africa's largest countries -- nevertheless, you will find all 
over that country a road network, a paved road network. And 
there's an electricity grid which covers the country. This is 
not to say that every village has a paved street and a telephone 
system. But the country is blanketed with those two systems. 
That's just one indication of the economic trickle-down, if you 
will, of the economic benefits. He has also -- the President has 
also provided economic opportunity in the north, which is the 
more deprived part of the section, through the establishment of 
cotton and sugar industries. 


Yes? 

Q What about personal income? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Personal incomes. 
The per capita income keeps dropping now. It was up around $1200 


per capita a couple of years ago. It's probably down around 
$1,000 per capita now which is, in Africa, very high, as you know. 
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Q Will this be the first meeting between the 
two Presidents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct, 
yes. This is President Houphovet's third state visit. He was 
here, once, on a private visit. This is three state visits 
in a period of 21 years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were due 
to have met at Cancun. But Houphovet-Boigny felt ill and was 
not able to attend the meeting. 


Q You said that they are frustrated at the 
slowness with which Namibian independence is arriving. What is 
their view of constructive engagement in general and our 
policy toward South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Houphovet, 
throughout his history as a politician, has always espoused 
dialogue, the need for contact and peaceful settlement of 
disputes. This is what, in effect, contructive engagement 
means. It means you are engaging in dialogue, in conversation. 


Q But he does not feel that we ought to be 
putting more pressure on South Africa -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to 
leave that for him to say. 


Q You had mentioned earlier an “orchestrated 
series of events to show our appreciation.” What were you talking 
about ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Visits back and 
forth and the Ministerial trade mission, which went out to 
Africa in the early months of the Reagan administration, 
the Vice President's trip, the invitation to several other 
Francophone Heads-of-State to come to Washington, 

Ahidjo -- Secretary Mobutu -- recent ship visits that we 

had along the West African coast, the visit of Carl Vincent 

to -- within the last couple of months, much more intense 
consultation on the diplomatic level -- shariny of information 
about what is going on in Africa and elsewhere, a concerting 
of ovr diplomacy to a much more intense degree than has ever 
been the case in the past. 


Q How does that show our appreciation? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It shows that we 
are interested in them, that we value their views and that 
we can work together rather than we attempting to go our way 
independently as a superpower. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:32 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ON 


SECRETARY SHULTZ' TRIP TO NATO MINISTERIAL MEETING 


MONDAY, JUNE 6, 1983, 3:00 P.M. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. As we had previously 


announced, this is a background briefing on the Secretary's 


forthcoming trip to the NATO Ministerial Meeting. For your 


guidance only, and not for attribution, our briefer this 


afternoon iS: 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I will make a few brief, 


overall remarks and take any questions you might have. I guess 

the significance of this trip is that it fits into a series of meetings 
that we have been having with other western and allied countries 

on economic, security and political issues that, from our stand- 
point,haye been extremely successful. 

I will just remind you that last month there was a 
meeting of the IEA, the International Energy Agency board of 
governors, which among other things, looked at-the prohlem of 
energy dependence on other countries, followed immediately by an 
OECD Ministerial meeting which five, I think, Cabinet-rank 
Americans attended, which again we thought was very successful 
both from the standpoint of economic policy and international 


economic recovery as well as the subject of East-West economic 


relations. Of course, we have recently had the Williamsburg 
Summit, which again we were very satisfied with, both from 
the standpoint of the economic outcome and in particular 
the statement on security and arms control question. This is, 
I think, the sort of last step of the series of meetings. 

The overall topic of interest, of course, will be 
the issue of the INF negotiations and arms control, more broadly. 
We will expect, at the Paris meetings, to achieve a reaffirmation 
of the December ‘79 decision. This in some respects is the last 
NATO Ministerial really before the end of the year. There will 
be another Ministerial, of course, in December, but that meeting 
would coincide, if we don't achieve an arms control outcome, 
with missile deployment so this will be, in a way, a good oppor- 
tunity for the Ministers to address the negotiations and the 
missile deployment question in a thoughtful way, looking toward 
the end of the year. 

There will be a meeting of the Special Consultative 
Group, which is the NATO consultative group on the INF negotiations, 
where the Allies will receive a report on the state of play of the 
Geneva negotiations in the current round. The Ministers will 


then receive a report which they can use for their own discussion 


in Paris. 








The subject of East-West economics will be another 
topic which will arise flowing out of the studies that were 
commissioned at the end of last year. NATO has been looking 
at the security aspect of East-West economic relations, and a 
report has been drafted in NATO and that report will be dis- 


cussed at the Ministerial. We are very satisfied with the 





report and the work that has been underway on the security 
aspects of East-West economics. 

In addition to those two major themes, the Secretary 
of State will be having a number of bilateral meetings, taking 
the opportunity of being in Paris with a number of Foreign 
Ministers from Allied countries to discuss bilateral questions 
of concern on the margins of that meeting. 


I will be happy to take your questions. 


_* +e eee ereeere 
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Canadians during the negotiations for the statement at 
Williamsburg on security and arms control, would you anticipate 
in any way some difficulty raised by them or another member 
about NATO's position, or about the American position in 
the. negotiations on the English and French nuclear systems? 

A No., I don't. The Canadians made it very clear 


that the positions they took during the Williamsburg meetings 


were not positions based on the substance of the negotiating 








process. In other words, they were not changing their viewpoint 
on the inclusion of the British and Prench syst«ess. It was 
more, as I think they have said, a presentational question of 
whether or not the Williamsburg statement needed to have a 
reference to the British and French. But no, we don't expect 
any problem whatsoever on that question. 

The only potential question is the question that 
arose during the Defense Ministers Meeting last week, and that 
has to do with the potential problem that the Danish Government 
may have based on the recent vote in the Parliament in Denmark. 

Q You mentioned the report drafted on East-West 
trade. 

A It was the deuevite eapante of East-West 
economic relations. 
4 Q Will that issue finally be resolved at this meeting? 

A What do you mean "that issue?” We have supported 
a continuing effort to examine different aspects of East-West 
economic relations. We don't see the problem being, you say 
an issue being resolved. We think it is a long-term question; 
it requires a good deal of study; it requires a certain 


consensus building and discussion within the Alliance. We 


think we have made good progress in the last six months, and 





we plan to continue. So this is just one point along a con- 


tinuous dialogue which we will have. 











What we want to do is highlight the importance of the 
East-West economic question on the NATO agenda. A year ago 
you couldn't get Ministers to really sit down and discuss these 
issues. Now they are discussing those issues. They have drawn 
certain conclusions at the IEA and OECD, and now in NATO. 

Q Is the report going to be made public ever? 

A I just don't know. That's a good question. 

I know that it will be alluded to, I'm quite certain, in the 
communique. Whether the report itself is classified or not, 
I just don't know. 

Q Do you expect more questions about the European 
communique voicing concern about the two-way street on 
defense production, contracts, and so on? 

A I don't, because it is a Foreign Ministers 
Meeting, and that is normally an issue that is discussed by the 
Defense Ministers. I wouldn't rule out the possibility, but it 
is not the kind of subject that the Foreign Ministers get into 
too much detail about. 

Q Can I get back to the NATO report on East-West 
economics a minute? After Versailles, we asked in here what 
had happened, and we were talking about, "Well, what was going 
to happen was, there was going to be a series of reports in IEA 


and OECD -- they were going to do these reports." 


It was asked in here whether these were really going 

















to be reports that would enable the Alliance to reach a 

common position, or were these just “puffy” pieces to sort 

of diffuse the subject? The answer was that no, these were 

going to be reports, and that the Alliance was moving towards 

a common position. 
Well, here we are a year or so later, and you are now -- 
A You've got your time frame a little confused. 

Those reports were not agreed to after Versailles. The 


reports were agreed to in November and December of last year. 


(Continued on page 7.) 














Q Okay. 

a Let me just first of all say that changing 
policy within the Alliance is not an easy task in the 
short term. You look at the efforts we've made, say, since 
Afghanistan on the whole question of what we call "out of 
area." That's been something that we've discussed with the 
allies now for two or three years. We've made some progress. 
Increasingly the Europeans informally are deploying their 
forces outside of the formal NATO boundaries. We have French 
and British forces, for instance, in the Indian Ocean. 

It's something that cannot be changed overnight, 
and I think the same is true in the East-West economic area. 

For example, we do have now an increased commit- 
ment on the part of the allies to strengthen COCOM, which is 
the mechanism for controlling technology transfer. They're 
Willing to actually strengthen the institution and give it 
greater resources so it can do a better job. They have been 
Willing to revise the list -- the so-called COCOM list. 
They have been willing to put new technologies on that list 
that have not been on that list before. 

There is a new recognition, a public recognition, 
that it's dangerous to become too dependent on one source 
for energy. So I'm not disappointed. Anybody who expects 


after 30 years of neglect of this subject -- the economic 














dimension and security dimensions of East-West economics -- 
for there to be a major turn-around in six months is naive. 
We're satisfied what's important now is that these govern- 
ments are engaged in a good-faith exercise, that they're 
willing to state their case. | 

Furthermore, I'd like to be able to stand up here 
and say the U.S. Government is 100 percent right on all of 
these issues, but they have their views, and what is necessary 
is a good dialogue with them because in some cases they have 
a point of view that needs to be taken into account. 

Q When you say they've agreed on strengthening 
COCOM, have we and them reached agreement on specifics such 
as increased funding or instantaneous translation services 
and the run-through -- 

A At the last -- we'll have to get you the 
details, but there was a meeting on COCOM at the end of 
April -- 

Q Yeah. 

A -- which, my understanding, did conclude 
with an agreement to enhance the effectiveness of the 
organization. I would imagine that would include funding. 
Among other things, we are expanding COCOM. 

Q Will you get into the specifics of the U.S. 
negotiating posture at Geneva? 


A Yes. We will. 











Q How about START? 

A START -- I'm certain we will be prepared to 
discuss START, but in terms of any Presidential decision 
would depend on the timing, obviously, for the President 
and whether or not there will be anything to report. 

Q And, also, will there be any thought that 
NATO might send a message with Chancellor Kohl when he 
goes to Moscow? 

A I haven't heard of any suggestion like that. 

Q Isn't there going to be the President's 
decision by Wednesday of this week with the restarting of 
START? 

A I know that is what people -- and that's a 
proposed kind of idea -- but I just wouldn't want to 
speculate on precisely when the President will have a 
decision, when he will be prepared to announce it. 

Q It's possible that the talks could begin on 
Wednesday without a new American position having been agreed 
to? 

A I just wouldn't want to say. I just don't 
know. 

Q I wonder if I could ask you something on the 
INF, leading up to Williamsburg, and because you mentioned 


it yourself in connection with this NATO meeting. When 


was the decision made to go to that statement at Williamsburg, 














and what were the antecedents of Williamsburg? 

A I don't want to go into too many details. 

Q Try a couple. 

A The decision was made on Saturday night, 
after the first dinner that the President had with his 
colleagues. 

Q Hadn't you explored that earlier? 

A We had explored -- we had raised the possibility 
of such a statement, but it was clear that it would be up to 
the heads themselves, and it would have to be their joint 
decision. The President, based on his conversations at that 
dinner, determined that it was worthwhile to try to put such 
a statement together. 

Q Can you tell us when you began to explore 


that subject? 


A What? 

Q The subject we're talking about. The INF. 
A Do you mean when -- 

Q When did you begin to explore this with the 


allies? 


Dy 


-- within the U.S. Government? 
Q No. With the allies. 
A I think we raised it as a possibility with the 


allies in early May. 


Q When you were in Europe? 














A I don't want to go much further than that. 


Q On specifics of INF, is the question of 








a nuclear-free zone in Central Europe one of the specifics 
that's being considered? 
A Absolutely not, except by the Swedish Prime 


Minister. 





Q I thought the Germans had raised this, too. 

A Absolutely not. 

Q I'd be curious to know the value -- what's 
the need or the value in having a NATO Foreign Minister's 
statement follow -- on INF deployment following the 
Williamsburg statement? 

A Because the Williamsburg statement was a 
fairly unique statement with a unique cast, with diverse 
countries represented, but the December '79 decision is 
a NATO -- formal NATO decision taken by the members of the 
integrated military command structure. Formal reaffirmation 
of that decision can only be taken by NATO. 

Furthermore, two of the direct participants in 
any missile deployment, should negotiations not succeed -- 
Belgium and The Netherlands were not even represented at 
Williamsburg -- and what we seek in a NATO communique is a 
reaffirmation of that December '79 decision as well as a 
reaffirmation and an endorsement of our specific negotiating 
position in Geneva which is an alliance-wide negotiating 


position. 














Q In connection with that, how do you expect to 
incorporate the Danish problem? I mean, how would you deal 
with it? 

A It's much too soon to say. We're not there, 
we don't know what the Danes are going to say, what they 
are prepared to do. 

Q Do you expect that Belguim and The Netherlands 
will go along affirmatively with this reaffirmation? 

A We expect, as they have before, that they 
will support the December '79 decision. That's distinct from 
their own specific deployment plans, and they have not yet 
as of yet made a deployment decision. 

We hope that when the time comes, they'll make an 
affirmative one. But neither Belguim nor The Netherlands 
are scheduled in any event to begin missile deployment 
in 1983. It's only Germany, Italy and Britain which, under 
the December '79 decision, were going to begin at the end 


of ‘83. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q What actual impact is the Danish decision? 
They were not taking any of the missiles but they were 
giving some money for the site preparation? 

A All the members of the integrated military 
command structure pay something known as NATO infrastructure 
funds which is a pool of money which projects like the INF 
program are funded from. But I can be very categorical 
that the program will go ahead with or without Danish 
infrastructure funding. 

Q Can you tell us what, if any,progress has 
been in Geneva since the talks resumed on INF? 

A No, I can't, because we haven't even had 
the opportunity to formally report to the Allies, and 
obviously they should be and we should discuss with them 
first before we talk to the press. 

Q Could you give us a flavor of what you 
expect vis-a-vis Poland at this meeting? 

2 I imagine the question of Poland will be 
discussed. 

As you know, or most of you who have been on 
these trips know, that a good part of the meetings are taken 
up in something called "super restricted sessions" in which 


only the Foreign Ministers and the permanent representatives 
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are in attendance. So it's a device designed really to 
provide a really informal, early candid exchange of views. 
I would imagine in those sessions people will want to talk 
about Poland, changes or the lack of changes there, the 
Pope's visit, debt rescheduling, et cetera. 

Q Do you expect to discuss the Export 
Administration Act? 

A I seriously doubt,since it's not a 
security or NATO problem, that it will come up. 

Q Would you mind outlining briefly the 
schedule of sessions; how much of them will be super 
secret and how many of them will be -- 

a The meeting itself lasts for about a day 
and a half, and normally the first morning session is 
super restricted. Sometimes that spills over into the 
afternoon. The second day sessions are usually a little 


bit larger and that's usually devoted to discussions of the 


communique. 
Q Are any of these open to the press? 
A None. 
Q Will you be producing anything in the 


way of -- you'll be producing a communique. 


a We'll be producing a communique. 

















15 


Q Are there any particularly significant 
bilaterals with the French or the British vis-a-vis the 
Middle East or -- 

A The Secretary of State is seeing 
President Mitterrand. I imagine they will get into any 
number of discussions on the Middle East and international 
economics as well as security questions. 

I think that there will be a strong interest 
on the part of most of the people the Secretary of State 
will see about the Middle East. 

Q Can you tell us who else he will be 
meeting with? 

A I can't right off the top of my head. 
It's seven or eight European Foreign Ministers. 

Q Did you say earlier -- I came in late. 
Are you going to make public the NATO study on East-West 
trade? 

A No, I doubt it. I think we will discuss 
it in the communique. I don't know if it's classified or 
not. I'm not aware of any plans to do that. 

Q Can you give us ony idea of what is to 
follow that NATO study on East-West trade? 

A There will be follow-up work. It'll have 
to be in NATO, but I don't want to prejudge. One of the 


things the Ministers will have to determine is precisely 
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what they want to do. 
Q Do you hage any idea how much longer 
the work on East-West trade is to continue? 
A I think that it will become a subject, 


as I said before, that we will want to continue to 
address. I don't think that the idea is that we will 
terminate. I think we've all recognized now that it is 
a legitimate issue for the Alliance to examine; just as 
I was saying that just as in the out-of-area issues, the 
problems in the Third World and how they influence and 
affect the Alliance. 

I think we'll want to continue to address this 
problem. 

Q Do you believe that an INF agreement 
before December is possible, likely? 

A You can't put words in my mouth, but I 


think it's possible. 


Q You think it is still possible? 
A Yes. 
Q There was some talk in the building that 


the government in Warsaw might ease up a little bit in 
conjunction with the Pope's visit. 


Do you have any inklings in this regard, and 
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what do you expect the talk to be at the meeting? 


a You're really asking me to speculate, 
and I prefer not to do that. We hope thet the government 
in Warsaw eases up. Period. 

Q What is the common NATO position on 
the Polish situation? 

A The common NATO position on the Polish 
Situation is what it has been since early 1982, which is 
that we have three conditions. We hope those three 
conditions will be met. We've applied sanctions. 

To remind you what those three conditions are, 


they are a dialogue between the government and free trade 





unions, release of detainees, and the lifting of martial 
law. And by that, lifting of martial is not just in name 
but in fact. 

Q How do you think the Polish Government 
has done on those three? 

A Obviously, they have not met all of those 
three conditions. 

Q Can I ask just one more on the economics 
question. You went into some detail on the COCOM -- the 


changes that have been agreed to on COCOM. Can you point 
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to any specific improvements in the East-West trade areas 
such as financing? 

A Yes. The Soviet Union has been placed in 
a so-called Category 1 by the OECD nations, which means 
that the interest rates are at the highest level with those 
countries. 

We have also, for the first time, agreed on 
the establishment of a monitoring mechanism which was 
lacking and is a central clearing house at the OECD which 
keeps track of East-West financial flows. 

Q Is the United States still going to get 
the Allies to agree to put energy equipment on the COCOM 
list? 

A We are having discussions on what is 
know as other high technology other than military in 
COCOM in July. 

Q Does that mean yes? How they 7 ing? 

A We're beginning those discussions in 
July, and we're pleased that the Allies were agreed to do 
that under the COCOM framework. 

Q You did have a meeting on the subject 


a couple months ago, didn't you? 


A No. That was only on the question of 
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military technologies and updating that list and improving 
it. Now, we're going to be looking at other high 
technologies. 

Q So the subject of energy technologies 
did not come up there; is that ewe you're saying? 

A Not that I'm aware. It came up, and 
there was an agreement that we would discuss it at a 
meeting in July. 

Q Do you foresee or prepare any possible 
merging of IFM and START, because as it is being advocated 
more and more by several people? 


A No, not at this time. 


(Briefing concluded at 3:30 P.M.) 
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MR. ALLIN: We're going to begin this briefing on the 
visit of the President of the Ivory Coast, Houphouet-Boigny, and 
President Reagan. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a few words of 
context. I think it's important to underline that we're talking 
in the context of this visit of a leader who has been at the helm 
of his nation since its independence in 1960. His political career 
goes way back before that. He served in six successive French 
governments in the Fourth Republic. He helped to form and to shape 
the decolonization laws that led to the independence of French- 
speaking Africa. And he's been a major figure on the African stage, 
really, ever since his country's founding, having played also a 
central role in the diplomacy leading up to the formation of the 
Organization of African Unity in 1963. 


And it is not just purely coincidental that there was 
a good deal of discussion, of course, in these meetings today about 
Africa's situation, about the situation of the OAU and the influences 
which are making it/ difficult for the OAU to function as most Af- 
ricans would like it to. 


This is a man who has a vision for his continent, a 
vision for his country. And, for obvious reasons, that kind of 
longevity and that kind of a track record are in themselves of great 
importance to us. So we feel it is fully appropriate that we have 
-- really turn out the red carpet for this visit. 


We have excellent relations with the Ivory Coast and 
the discussions which have just taken place and will continue were 
in every sense constructive and positive. 


They had a chance to talk about most of the obvious issues 
that you can imagine. I will ask my colleague to give a bit more 
flavor for the exchanges between the two leaders. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. It's nice 
to be here again today. 


We got off to an excellent start this morning. I think 
the good Lord blessed us with the weather and that set the scene for 
really a fine meeting between these two leaders. 


You were probably present when each of them made his 
remarks on the lawn. And the spirit of shared values, shared con- 
cerns carried over into the Oval Office. 


The basis of Houphouet's concern as regards prosperity, 
or lack of it, security, or lack of it, goes to development. Develop- 
ment is the heart of his concern. He starts and ends with develop- 
ment. This gets us into several areas. And these subjects did 
arise, how the West can do more to assist the developing countries. 
And may I make a special point here, often we seen in Abidjan, and 
this has occurred here, too, that when President Houphouet-Boigny 
expresses his concerns about security and development and prosperity 
for the people, he is talking about Ivory Coast; but he is talking 
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also about Africa. His concern is that of a man who feels, as 
my colleage suggests, that he has made, and continues to make, 
a contribution to Africa. 


The development problem is the foremost because he 
sees in development the only means of resisting or opposing subversive 
influences which he perceives in that continent today. He has grave 
concern about Libya and what Libya is doing in nearby areas. 


He shares our President's concern about the economic 
crisis in Africa and there was some discussion about another of 
the causes of such crisis, namely the commodity pricing arrange- 
ments, the need that African producers of certain commodities, 
export commodities, have for longer-term stability in the pricing. 


I think, perhaps, if you have some questions it might 
-- we might best proceed to those. 











Q Was the President able in any way to offer 
President Houphouet any hope with regard to stability in commodity 
prices or did he basically tell him that we support the relying on 
what the marketplace -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the President 
understands where President Houphouet is coming from because, as 
you know, we have similar problems in this country with farmers 
and particular commodities which require our attention. 


Q I got the impression yesterday when a senior 
administration official was briefing us on this subject, that, 
in fact, the Ivorians would like to see more government intervention, 
specifically, United States intervening with the people who are 
buying the commodities to stabilize the prices and that was something 
that the U.S. was not going to support. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Ivorians at 
every conference on cocoa and coffee make this point, that they 
feel all of the Western consuming nations ought to make some 
arrangement that would assist with remunerative prices. This 
is a point they make all the time and -- 


Q In the meeting, how did President Reagan 
address that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: I'd not rather 
not go into the details of -- I tell you, I will make a suggestion, 
though, if you're going to breakfast at the Press Club on Thursday, 
you might want to explore this area further with President Houphouet- 
Boigny. 


Q Is there any likelihood of any change in U.S. 
opposition to some intervention on pricing or did -- the Ivory Coast 
say, "We've got this problem", and President Reagan said, "We 
understand your problem, but we're not going to do anything"? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is there any prospect 
of change? 


Q -- prospect of any change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Through the years, 
our position has been very clear, that we believe that free-market 
forces bring about a more economic, a more rational arrangement 
on commodity transactions. 


Q Can you tell me what did President Houphouet 
mean in his opening remarks when he referred to “problems that 
could not be resolved without effective and forceful steps by 
the U.S."? What problems did he raise during this meeting that 
required forceful and effective steps by the U.S. government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The, as I think 
I also mentioned yesterday, the -- One of the principal concerns 
of the Ivorian President and certainly of his neighbors would 
be the influence of Libya as a surrogate for the Soviet Union. 
He =< 


Q Well, what kind of response did he ask for? 


Q What did he think -- the United States could 
do about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He made the specific 
point that one does not achieve peaceful solutions through force. 
And, again, this goes to his basic philosophy of arriving at 
peaceful solutions to problems. 
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Q But he was discussing forceful and effective 
U.S. steps. Again, what did he have in mind for the United States 
to do with respect to Libya, especially if force is not the way 
to take a forceful and effective step? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really would prefer 
not to go into any more detail on this private conversation. 


Q Well, I don't know what the point of the background 


briefing is, but what -- And when he said that in his opening remarks, 
and was he specifically addressing himself at that time to security 
concerns? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The context should be -- 
Q From what you could tell from the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- as clear to you 
as it was to us. I don't think we were aware in the beginning of 
what he was going to say. The context -- 


Q Okay, let's try -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Houphouet-Boigny 
looks to the United States as -- He shares our values first, as 
he pointed out and as our own President pointed out this morning. 
He considers us the strongest nation on earth, one with a responsibility 
which, I think, we, too, feel, that we have obligations not only 
to our own people, to the Americans, but to other nations in the 
world. He simply sees us as the strongest nation which is the 
only nation that could do anything to achieve some of these solutions. 
He doesn't necessarily specify how we are to do that. 
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Q Did he talk, at all, about Namibia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That is, 
of course, one of the subjects that would come up in any 
discussions that Ivorians would have. 


Q Could you tell us a little bit about what 
he said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I simply 
would prefer not to go into detail. 


Q Well, covld you just give us, kind of, a 
generalization as to where the emphasis was during this 
freewheeling discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say 
that, throughout the conversation on that subject, a broad 
understanding between us emerged. 


Q Back on the commodity issves, did 
President Houphovet make any specific requests in that area? 
And did the U.S. offer any gestures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
you are again asking for details that I am not -- 


Q Will we find out -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do have 
differing points of view on commodities. President Houphovet 
brought his Minister of Agriculture with him. And I am 
certain that there will be discussions between him and other 
senior officials in this government on that subject. 


Q In relation to the question of Namibia, 
did it come up in the meeting? Or can you give us any idea 
of the general Ivorian feeling about the role being played by 
the United States and whether there is more we should do, 
or there are things we are doing that are not satifactory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The general 
tenor of that conversation was one of an assessment of why 
we are in this situation not only in Namibia, but in other 
parts of Africa, and a consensus on the desirability to make 
further progress. 


Perhaps my colleague has something he would like 
add to any one of these points. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was just 
reminded as my colleague was taking up your last question of 
a point that the President of the Ivory Coast did make, which 
is that many African leaders, I think, have had the feeling 
that historically we, the U.S., have not done all we could to 
exert our influence in Africa. And many have wished that we 
would. 


And, I think, the concept of "better late than 
never" was, kind of, the thrust of his presentation in several 
of the meetings that have already taken place. We are doing, 
precisely, that. We are doing more than we ever have. And 
we are more actively engaged than we ever have been, whether 
it is on the issues of seeking to bolster regional security where 
it is threatened farther north by Libya or whether it is in 
southern Africa. 
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Far be it fromus to put words in the mouths of any 
foreign Head-of-State. That is not our function on a background 
briefing or any other kind of briefing. So the snickers aside, 
you would not expect us to go beyond what has been said. The 
President can speak for himself at the Press Club. 


But there is a broad, comprehension of views. We 
must be engaged in southern Africa. That was the thrust of what 
he said. We must be engaged in dealing with the destabilization 
that comes from Tripoli. We must be helpful. "We wish you 
would do more." That was the nature of the discussion. And 
we made clear we are doing a good deal already. 


Q Again, was this economic, a combination of 
forces, a specific request on what could be done to ward off 
this subversive element that he sees? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the first 
point of departure is to make sure we know what the problem 
is and what the source of the problem is. Let us be clear what 
kind of world we are talking about. 


) When two Heads-of-State get together as they 
) do, always, infrequently -- after all, the last time Houphovet 
was here was 10 years ago -- a lot of the time is going to be 
taken establishing first principles. What kind of world are 
we living in? What are the threats to ovr stability and our prosperity? 
What are the bases for finding peace? 


But having said that, sure there was discussion 
about the different dimensions of it, with the overwhelming 
concentration on the preconditions for development. There has 
to be some assurance of survival of peace, of security before 
you can even make investments, after all. 


But I think it is, also clear -- as the Ambassadors 
indicated -- that there is a lot of concern about economics 
as well. 

Q What was the Ivorian leader's assessment of 


the OAU summit going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, events are 
moving rather rapidly. And I do not think any of us can really 
track it from this distance. It was supposed to have opened, 

I believe, yesterday and did not. People were thinking it might 
formally open today and, as far as we know, has not <-=- but 
covld any minute. It is 
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like that, isn't it, unless something has changed? 


Q From a pragmatic point of view, what do you mean 
by peace -- all these countries in Europe are all doing the same 
thing we are, trying to invest, trying to help the economy. Which 
countries are involved and what did they add -- do they want arms? 


I'm not quite sure what they want. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some countries 
that feel themselves directly threatened, of course, do. A country 
such as Sudan, for example, which has been repeatedly and directly 
threatened by both conventional and non-conventional violence 
from Libya, yes, would be looking for arms. Ivory Coast I 
don't think feels that it is directly threatened so much, but 
the whole region is threatened by a pattern of destabilization. 
That's what -- so there it's more a question of a lead, a Western 
lead, a U.S. lead in finding ways to address this problem in 
cooperation with African leaders. 


Q You said that the President expressed the feeling 
of many African leaders that the U.S. has not done as much as we 
could to exert influence on the continent. Could you be at all 
more specific as to -- exert influence in what way or on what issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think it's 
a question of several issues -- the search for ways to bring 
about peaceful settlements of disputes. There is, of course, an 
OAU mechanism for that, but sometimes a helpful hand from outside 
can make a big difference. There is the question specifically 
of Southern African disputes, including anti-colonial ones as 
formally in Rhodesia, now in Zimbabwe and now in Namibia, bringing 
influence to bear to try and promote peaceful change inside South 
Africa. 


And then there is, of course, the question of economic 
influence to make markets more broadly available, to bring 
about more foreign investment, all those good things. 


MR. ALLIN: Okay, Jim, one more. Yes. 


Q A couple of questions. Did President Reagan offer 
any assurances that the United States would become more involved? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
go beyond what the Ambassador has said in terms of what assurances 
were offered. We are involved. We are deeply involved. This 
administration's policy in Africa is a highly involved one by 
relative standards: at the very highest level engaged in this 
effort to get a settlement in Namibia; involved as well, as you 
well know, in efforts to make clear that certain kinds of behavior 
by the Libyans are simply not to be countenanced by the international 
community, us included; involved, despite very severe budgetary 
circumstances, in doing our best in terms of assistance programs. 
So I mean, I don't think any brand new commitments were made in the 
context of one-morning sessions, but a lot of mutual understanding 
established. 


Q It almost takes on -- it almost sounds like 
President Houphouet came here to issue a warning to offer his own 
African domino theory. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't go beyond 


what I've said. He will have ample opportunity to address these 
points at the Press Club, which is Thursday morning -- is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thursday morning 
at 8:30 a.m. 


Q Thursday morning. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thursday morning 
at 8:30 a.m. 
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Q Tune in. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't call it 
an African domino theory, no. That would be putting words that 
I didn't hear in his mouth. 

Thanks. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:53 P.M. EDT 
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QUESTION: Could you say what the importance of this NATO meeting 
is and what we can expect from it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think this is one of a series of very impor- 
tant meetings starting with the OECD meeting in Paris, a month or 
so ago, the Williamsburg Summit, the NATO Defense Ministers' 
meeting last week and now this meeting, which I think significantly 
takes place in Paris. And to me these meetings on the one hand 
bring together a varying but nevertheless consistent group of 
countries, the industrial democracies of the world, in various 
settings and we see these meetings taking place against the 
background, on the one hand, of problems and challenges to the 
industrial democracies and I think, at the same time, the basis 
for increasing confidence is that we are meeting these problems 
and challenges successfully. In the OECD meeting and at Williams- 
burg, of course, there was a concentration on economic issues and 
I think we now see the beginnings of recovery in the free world 
economy, with much lower inflation than we've had at the start of 
past recoveries and good prospects for keeping inflation under 
control. I think that's a very good situation and at the same 
time, I think there has been and I felt this at the first NATO 
Foreign Ministers' meeting that I went to last October and then 
in December in Brussels and at successive meetings, a real sense 
of unity and cohesion and determination to identify and defend 
our values and to see the relationship of that goal to the kinds 
of things that are being done in NATO. In particular right now, 
of course, the focus is on both tracks of the dual track 1979 
NATO decision. I think we are moving into the time of 1983 

when, on the one hand, negotiations are going on intensively in 
Geneva, and at the same time, I think, it must be clear to every- 
body that the decision made to deploy, unless there is a nego- 
tiating outcome, is a very firm decision. So I think all of 
these things are coming together in this set of meetings. This 
is the fourth one in the series and I think it's a meeting of 
extraordinary importance as we try to bring these things together. 
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To my way of thinking, it all should give us renewed confidence 
as a free people in free countries, recognizing with candor the 
problems that we have and Struggling with them and gradually 
finding solutions or ways of coping with a greater and greater 
success with these problems. 


QUESTION: . Isn't there some danger that with all these meetings 
you may run out of things to say with each other? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, this is a time, I think, when it's 

very important to stay glued together. We've had an intensive 
process of consultation. I've focused on these four meetings. 
There are innumerable other contacts both by cable and letter 
and by individuals traveling around, Europeans and Japanese -and 
Americans, people from Washington and various capitals, and I 
think that the intense and continuing consultative patterns that 
have been established are good and it may be that we don't have 
something brand new and fresh to say, but at the same time, it's 
important to keep reaffirming the track we're on and as even the 
weeks and months go by there are developments that need to be 
assessed and we'll do it. 


QUESTION: You said that this meeting "Significantly" takes 
place in Paris. Could you go into that significance, of the 
French invitation and of Paris as a place for the meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that you have identified properly why 
I made that comment and I think it simply signifies the cohesion 
of Europe with the United States in the sense that NATO and the 
North Atlantic Alliance having recognized the distinctiveness of 
each country and the distinctiveness of France and I might say 
the United States. I think one of the magic qualities of our 
cohesion these days is the fact that every country is insistently 
sovereign and independent, but nevertheless, on that basis, 
people are talking together, working together and within that 
framework, cooperating effectively. So I think it's that balance 
of insistent sovereignty with a sense of cohesion and collaboration 
that perhaps especially underlines the importance of this setting 
and the ability to do that. 


QUESTION: Re Nicaragua: Why was the decision made to respond to 
the expulsion of three American diplomats so severely? If that 
leads to a break in diplomatic relations, woulc you consider that 
a negative consequence? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have any thought of breaking diplo- 
matic relations. Senator Stone has Nicaragua on his itinerary. 
We expect to see that continue, that's our intent .as we seek a 
regional solution to the vroblen of Central America, a peaceful 
solution, a solution that will yield economic development and 
progress toward democratic institutions in the area; that is our 
objective, an objective that can hardly be served when you have 
the kind of military buildup that's been taking place. Now as 
far as the actions taken are concerned, there was no justification 
whatever to the expulsion of the three American diplomats and un- 
der the circumstances it seems so us that it was important to 
express our reaction to that and we did nothing at all about 
people in the Embassy in Washingto but simply, basically closed 
the Consulates scattered around the country. 
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QUESTION: You said it is the U.S. intent for Ambassador Stone 
to be in Nicaragua on Friday. Do you expect him to be received 
officially? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We expect he will be. The point is that we 

seek a regional peaceful solution to the problem, and the Presi- 
dent has named an outstanding American, with great talent and 
knowledge of the area and he is going around now basically in a 
listening pattern and trying to help people compose the differences 
that are there and I think that is unambiguously a good thing, 

and I should hope that Nicaragua responds to it and expect that 
they will. 


QUESTION: Back to Europe: How would you assess the state of the 
Warsaw Pact and the COMECON countries after the change of leader- 
ship in the Soviet Union? 


SFCRETARY SHULTZ: I hesitate because I much prefer to talk about 
the United States and the Alliance and what we are doing and then 
look for outcomes that may be different from the past based on 
things -- on behavior and changes that take place that you can 
identify in terms of some sort of substantive result. As of now, 
we don't see any substantive result. On the other hand, as you 
point out, there is new leadership and that always, I think, tends 
to make you, and should reinvigorate your efforts to probe and 
test and to see if a different pattern can be brought out. It 
remains to be seen. - But as in the case of my response to questions 
about Nicaragua, the position of the United States, and I'm sure 
the position of our Allies, is that we are determined, we are 
going to be strong, we are going to defend our values and at the 
Same time, we are always ready to work for constructive solutions 
to problems if those can be obtained, and they are substantive 

and reasonable and not just rhetorical. So I think we just have 
to wait and see in answer to your question, but be ready to work 
with the other side as the substantive opportunities arise. 


QUESTION: Would you comment or our policies with respect to Greece 
and Turkey? Will we get Greece to agree to the 7/10 ratio on arms 
Sales? Will we get Greece to sign a base agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, as far as Greece and Turkey are 
concerned, they both are our Allies. They both are friends. We 
want to keep it that way and we like our friend: to be friends 
and that isn't always the case, but anything that can happen and 
encourages that trend, we are for it. As far as the base negoti- 
ations are concerned, they are on-going and at ain intense stage 
right now and we want to see a constructive outcome to them. I 
think I'll just leave it at that rather than to comment on what's 
going on in a particular negotiation. In terms of U.S. support 
levels, we have proposals to the Congress and there is gradually 
action taking place in te:ims of the 83: Supplemental and the 84 
Authorization and Appropriation Bills that are working their way 
along. I don't think that we want to find ourselves pinned down 
to some sort of formula approach to any of these things and really 
can't do it even if you want to, given the nature of the authori- 
zation and appropriation process. But certainly we want to deal 
with each country in an equitable c¢nd helpful way. 
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QUESTION: Will East-West trade be a major part of the NATO agenda? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It will certainly be part of the agenda. It's 
an important subject. Last December, when this group met, there 
was a great deal of sentiment for having a broad study, kind of an 
umbrella study of East-West economic relations, take place within 
the NATO framework and as I went around Europe and discussed that, 
it seemed “to jell. It was the position favored by President 
Mitterrand as well, I discovered when I cane to Paris and so the 
Economic Committee of NATO undertook a study. We think it is a 
good study and I'm sure that study will be discussed, as it should 
be, and no doubt not only in this NATO meeting but as a continuing 
matter as we find ourselves more and more with a broad sense of 
generality of views on the importance of at least certain aspects 
of East-West economic relations. So I expect that will be an 
important topic of discussion. 


QUESTION: Could you bring us up to date on the Middle East, 
particularly General Walters' visit last week? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are seeking to explain and to develop support 
from the idea of withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon 

and General Walters made a trip around in that regard, and I'm not 
going to comment on particulars of what he said or somebody said 
to him in the places he visited, but he certainly got a cordial 
reception as he always does and people listened and I think it was 
an effective thing to do. The Lebanese have been putting on a 
strenuous effort to go round the various capitals, particularly 
Arab capitals, but also others, including Europe, and particularly 
the countries of all of us who are contributing to the Multinational 
Force, and similarly wanting to develop support for a withdrawal 
of all foreign forces. Of course, right now what that means is 
Syrian and PLO forces since the Israelis have agreed to withdraw. 
We are supporting that idea and I think it's very important to 
bring that about. Now, beyond the problems in Lebanon, are the 
basic difficulties of the peace process itself and I think it is 
apparent to everyone, certainly it is apparent to the Lebanese, that 
it is critical for them in the long run to find some kind of solu- 
tion to the problems of the Paiecstinians and a way of serving the 
rights and aspirations of the Palestinian people. The President's 
September lst fresh START proposals addressed themselves to that 
objective; those remain important proposals. I found in my trip 
to the Middle East they are very much alive in the minds of the 
leaders that I spoke to, and I think it is clear also that the key 
is finding some way to have legitimized, from many points of view, 
Palestinian participation in talks with Israel about that and 
related Israeli security issues. We continue to pursue that and 
at least in my own thinking, I think it leads you inevitably to 
scratch your headin the light of all of the developments around, 
to scratch your head more ani more about the human beings called 
Palestinians, and ask yourself what is being done and what can 

be done to make life better for them, and perhaps, in a way this 
is the sort of thing that will improve that process. 


QUESTION: There are reports this morning that the PLO was planning 
to bring its troops back into the Bekaa from Tunisia, Yemen and 
elsewhere. Can you comment on tnose reports? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to comment on any particular 
report but any development that ruts more foreign forces into 
Lebanon than were there at the time of cessation of the main 
hostilities is an unwelcome development. We are trying to move 
in the other direction, and it only adds to the tensions in the 
area and those tensions always have the potential of leading 

to an outbreak of major hostilities and we don't want to see that. 
I don't think the Syrians want to see that, from all I know; 

I'm sure the Israelis don't want to see that, and we don't want 
to see that. -So I think it's very undesirable to have additional 
forces going into the Bekaa. 


QUESTION The Administration supported the idea of a Bulgarian- 
Soviet plot. Now that position has changed. Why? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really don't have any comment on it, but 
you go ahead and ask your question. This is a matter that is 
under investigation by the authorities of Italy and we support 
their investigation and await its outcome. 


QUESTION: Do you see a role for Spain as a mediator in Central 
America? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Spanish, of course, have a very special 
relationship to Latin America, particularly the Spanish-speaking 
countries, but to all countries in Latin America, and constructive 
efforts by anyone are always welcome. There are lots of media- 
tors around now and I think, I'm sure that -- I won't try to 
speak for somebody else -- we welcome the efforts of the 
Contadora Four who are working with the situation and I believe 
that the efforts that Senator Stone is making on behalf of the 
President are also seen as constructive in the region. And 
somehow I think it is worthwhile to help the Front Line of 

this mediation effort to work and probably Mr. Gonzales has that 
in mind. I'm sure he'll have constructive things to contribute 
on this score. I had the privilege of a discussion with him last 
December and we touched on this matter but he was just new in 
office and didn't develop his thoughts too extensively. He'll 

be in Washington shortly and we'll have a chance to review it 
with him then. 


QUESTION: Back to Europe: Britain and France don't want to 
be included in the INF talks. What is the position of the 
Administration? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, our feeling, and the feeling of Britain 
France and all our Allies, is that these are National Forces and 
they don't have a role in the Geneva talks, so they are not 
there. That was stated once more in the Williamsburg Security 
and Peace Statement. ) 


QUESTION: You talked about waiting to see if the Soviets will 
be conciliatory. Do you think there is any chance of movement 
before a high level meeting -- you and Gromyko or Andropov and 
the President? 





— | PR#212 


Well, on certain things, it depends on the subject and certainly 
it's reasonable to expect that the capable negotiators that both 
Sides have in these various negotiations will be able to make 
progress if the National Governments involved want to see that 
happen. Our National Governemnt, in the United States, and 

I think those of our Allies, wants to see it happen. So there 
is no reason why competent negotiators can't get somewhere. I 
hope, for example, that a strong and significant conclusion can 
be brought out of the CSCE meetings in Madrid from the stand- 
point of the Western side of it we have unity there and purpose 
there, and we have outstanding representation in the various 
delegations and from the standpoint of the U.S., Max Kampelman, 
is doing a terrific job. So there is no reason why you couldn't 
have an outcome there. 


QUESTION: The President is supposed to announce new START 
proposals today. Could you give us a preview? Can you envisage 
START and INF being grouped into one negotiation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think they are separate and what we have 

said is that we are prepared to keep negotiating and working 

for the ultimate goal of the elimination of all of these weapons 
and for as low a level as possible of equal and verifiable deploy- 
ments. If the elimination goal is not reached right away, 

and in the event of the start of deployment, at least from our 
standpoint, we are prepared to continue the negotiations and 

I don't see there is any implication there of merging the 
negotiations. I think we probably would just keep it the way its 
going now. 


QUESTION: Do you see an evolution in the relationship between 
the Alliance and Japan on the basis of the Williamsburg Declara- 
tion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ2: I don't think that anybody is trying to work 
toward a formal Alliance. There is a relationship between major 
industrial democracies and there is a common concern, born out 
of security interests on the one hand and economic linkages on 
the other. That was well illustrated by both statements that 
came out of Williamsburg. I think that the way in which that is 
working now is perfectly satisfactory. There is a lot of 
interaction betweer | -lves and the Japanese -- diplomatic 
work -- and of cou rect relationship on security concerns 
and between Japan anu . cope as well. 

\ 
QUESTION: The paragraph in the statement on security re “indi- 
visibility." What was that addressing? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it was a broad statement of conception 
and at the same time was an affirmation of the position that has 
been taken by ourselves as a Spokesman for everyone in the INF 
negotiations that among the principles that have been put forward 
there, by Ambassador Nitze and the President, stated as guiding 
principles, one is a global approach. 





QUESTION: An apparent contradiction: If there is not INF 
agreement and deployment goes ahead, you accept inequality. But 
in the negotiations you seek equa.ity. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, what has happened since the decision 
was taken to proceed with a double track decision, is that the 
Soviet Union has continued a relentless and extensive deployment 
process. So, I think that from our standpoint, the thing for us 
to do is to proceed with planned deployments if the negotiations 
don't indicate some other outcome and then we'll have to appraise 
the situation as we go along. But, of course, what we want to 
see happen is that as the Soviet Union deepens its appreciation 
of the resolve and the cohesion and the unity of the Alliance, it 
will decide that it's better to have a negotiated outcome, either 
before or after deployment starts. So the principle of equality 
obtained, we don't have it now; that's the reason deployments are 
so needed, the Soviet Union has a monopoly of these weapons and 
seeks to maintain it and we don't accept that. 


QUESTION: Are we willing to accept inequality at higher levels? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't appreciate inequality at any level 
and we want to see levels kept down and so we think the right way 
to approach things right now is to proceed with the deployments 
that are planned unless negotiations yield a result for some 
other pattern of deployment. We believe that the best pattern 
and the best level of equality is at zero, we continue to believe 
that and we'll continue working for it. It leaves you right 
where you were when you started the question. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: There seems to be a widespread feeling in Europe that 
it isn't fair for the U.S. to seek equal levels with the Soviet 
Union when the Soviets have to face French, British and Chinese 
weapons as well. Is the U.S. prepared to take this into account? 


SECRFTARY SHULTZ: I think it is a commentary on people's mentality 
that there emerges into thinking that the Soviet Union has to 

be more heavily armed than all the rest of the world combined. 

I think that's not an accpetable way to think about it and from 

our standpoint, we take the position and we'll maintain the 
position that in this strategic area we have to think about the 
Soviet systems and the systems of the United States and seek a 
balanced outcome -- an equal outcome to the relationship between 
those forces. 


QUESTION: What happens if the Allies don't show cohesion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They are showing cohesion and have demonstrated 
that time and again. It is interesting, as you review the his- 
tory of the Alliance that periodically it rises to a crescendo 

but it is always there -- a sense of a lack of cohesion and so 

on -- and yet here we are, what is it, 35 years later. And I 
think that the statements and the actions, and the ability to 
adapt to the evolution of circumstances remains strong. It 

seems to me the basic reason must be that the values that unite 

uS are preeminent, and in the end are the things which tie you 
together and will continue to do so. 


QUESTION: With President Mitt2rrand having signed the Williamsburg 
agreement and with the NATO meeting being held in Paris, do you 

see a chance in the French attitvde toward the Alliance from that 
of the previous Government? 








*g* | PR#212 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I see the French Government as being very 
strong-minded, independent, conscious of its sovereignty and 
fundamentally very supportive of the security concerns of the 
Alliance. And that has been evident to me in every meeting that 
I have held with President Mitterrand. It was evident in 
Williamsburg and it is evident in the behavior of what the French 
are doing.- So I think I'll just leave it at that. 


QUESTION: Is the U.S. talking to the British and French to get 
bargaining chips in the INF talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. These are independent forces and we've 
gone through that argument again and again. 


QUESTION: Is there any merit to this, in asking them in some 
way to join with the U.S.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, they are not part of it. They are not 

to be counted in these negotiations. They are not part of it; 
they don't want to be part of it, and that's where the situation 
rests. 


QUESTION: Does the Soviet Union possess strategic superiority 
in the world? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think the question that was raised was 
different. It was: Should the Soviet -- if I can rephrase the 
question, you were saying, isn't it legitimate that the Soviet 
Union should be superior to any given country and think of itself 
as equal to all the rest of the world combined, and I say no, 
that's not a legitimate point of view at all. We don't accept 
that at all. 


QUESTION: Is it your impression that they have superiority? 
Would you trade U.S. armaments for theirs? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think when you ask thatkind of question, you 
have to put it in its broadest context and armaments are one 
think and what stands behind the armaments has to go with it and 
I wouldn't trade our situation for theirs, even remotely, 

because a free system, I think, will yield the best results as we 
go along and also ultimately in terms of human values and also in 


7- MORE -- 
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terms of our determination and ability to defend ourselves. 
You have to think of this as one big pot in a way and I 

don't have any doubt whatever of the superiority of the 
Western values and abilities. Now insofar as particular 
elements of armaments are concerned there is no doubt about 
the fact that in some very important areas there is a clear 
margin of Soviet superiority and the one that has been focused 
on in the NATO dual track decision is the Soviet monopoly 

of these highly destructive intermediate range nuclear missiles 
and if you...and there are various ways of establishing or 
counting elements of that picture, but there are important 
overall elements, throw-weight perhaps being the one that 

is most prominent, where there is a huge Soviet advantage; 
that isn't true across the board, I fully recognize that. 

But there are some very important elements of Soviet super- 
iority which we seek to remedy. But, take overall, our 
system, their system, our military forces, their military 
forces and the impact of free people -- I don't have any 
doubts about which side I want to be on. 


QUESTION: What is your assessment of Soviet policy in the 
Middle East today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't like to make comments about their 
intentions and what they are trying to do and all that 

because we can all speculate about it, and unless you have 

a seat around the table in the Kremlin you don't know for 

sure. So all I can say about it is that they have installed 
powerful and more far-reaching weapons in Syria than were there 
before mumber one; number two, their own forces are manning 
those weapons; number three, in terms of their public 
statements they have denounced and opposed the agreement 
between Lebanon and Israel for the security of the Southern 
part of Lebanon and the withdrawal of Israeli forces, and 

I don't consider any one of those three things to be constructive 
contributions toward stability, and peace in the Middle East. 


QUESTION: Why are you meeting here with Giscard? Do you 
plan to meet with other opposition leaders? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is not so much a question of Opposition 
leaders. Valery Giscard D'Estaing is a friend of mine f many 
years standing. I have gone to see him when I've come to 
Paris, when he's been in town, many times; we have visited 
together elsewhere; he is just a very good friend anda 
person that I enjoy talking to. 


QUESTION: What is the significance of the Soviet proposal 
for a nuclear free zone in Western Europe? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's always interesting when the suggestion 
is made that other perople be nuclear free, but not them- 
selves, and I can't help but wonder what that suggests about 
their attitude toward Soviet submarines in the waters of 

other countries. Is this a mea culpa, or what is it? I 

don't see it as a particularly forthcoming, in other words, 
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proposition. 


QUESTION:- The feeling here is that President Mitterrand 

got trapped into signing the Williamsburg Declaration 

and that the U.S. is pushing the socialist government into 

a corner. What about this, given the presence of communists 
in the French Government? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would have to say that I admire the 
positions that President Mitterrand has taken on this general 
field and point out toiyou that there may be communists in 
the French Government but there are some communists from 

the Soviet Union that used to reside in France who aren't 
here any more; and that's a decision the French Government 
made, and I applaud the decision, purely the French Govern- 
ment's decision. I'm sure that whatever President Mitterrand 
does he will do as a sovereign and independent Head of State. 
That's always been the case and that is, I may say, always 
the case with France. But as far as all of your questions 

on the internal political arrangements in France are 
concerned I pass on that, that's France's internal affair. 


QUESTION: On East-West trade, one has the impression that 
the Export Administration Act is unraveling and that there 
was a lot of pressure on the U.S. in Williamsburg. What 

is the Administration seeking on restricting trade with the 
East? What do you expect from Congress on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the legislation is concerned, 

and the legislative situation, there are different versions 

and neither is precisely what the administration proposed 

and that's fairly typical of the way legislation takes place 

in the U.S.; everybody doesn't agree, as you know. MWhere 

is a struggle about that and our friends and allies have made 
it clear, long before Williamsburg, but at Williamsburg, 

that there are aspects of the Administration's position 

along the lines that you mentioned, that they don't like. 

SO we know that. I might say that my lawyers have taught 

me not to say “extraterritoriality" any more; that's in 

part because it is replaced as the current jaw-breaker. But 

we refer to it as conflict of jurisdiction and I think that 
point can be brought out very clearly if you take a hypothetical 
case. The U.S. firm that has developed a process of some 

kind and licenses that process to a firm in antoher country on 
the written and clear understanding that if U.S. exports control 
policy is applied to that category of technology then those 
controls will carry over to the other country. Now some people 
say that's bad, that's extraterritorial reach. The other side 
of the argument is that there is nothing wrong with it, that's 
what has been laid out in the contract, it was an understanding 
undertaken, clearly, and at best it is a conflict of jurisdiction 
as to who is going to have something to say about that. So I 
think there is a legitimate sort of legal and conceptual issue 
here that is a pretty deep and di‘ficult issue. We have 
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embarked on some extensive discussions of this issue in which 
I've asked Ken Dam, who doubles as a lawyer, and a very good 
one, the Deputy Secretary of State to participate; he's been 
working with the Deputy Attorney General, Ed Schmultz and we 
have been conferring with the Canadians and with the British 
and others, and they've delved into this issue at some depth 
and length conceptually and in terms of statute, so that's 
that kind of a question...in terms of what do we seek in 

this area, it is, I think, broadly two things: these things 
have been reflectcd in the discussions we have had and I 
think broadly speaking there is a general view that there has 
been a lot of technology transfer to the Soviet Union in one 
way or another over the past years and that has helped them 
militarily considerably, and that is not a smart thing for 
us to do, and we should get control of it, and we are trying 
hard to get control of it. I think there is a general view 
that that is the thing to do. Beyond that we don't see any 
reason why, given the fact that the mass of armaments that we 
have undertaken are provoked bythe development in armaments on 
the Soviet side, why it makes any sense for us to, as a group 
of nations, to have trade with them on other than a market 
basis. So these are basically the things that we seek; it's 
not a trade war, it is that kind of control. Now as far as 
legislation is concerned in the United States, for the 
government to exercise control on exports of any kind, there 
has to be a statutory basis for it; otherwise a firm is free 
to make sales as it chooses and therefore we seek statutory 
authority to do that. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us something about interest rates and 
the prices of the dollar? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Something about the interest rates and the 
price of the dollar. The interest rates are higher than 

the President wants. We would like to see them lower, nominal 
interest rates and real interest rates; and the price of the 
dollar is basically governed by market forces and at least as 
I see it there are, broadly speaking, three elements to that 
market: one is what is happening in the field of trade, which 
taken by itself would Suggest a lower, value fer the dollar; 
another is developments in the field of capital flows, partly 
flows that are oriented to interest rates, but also to a major 
extent in my opinion flows that are oriented to a kind of safe 
haven objective and it is the size of the capital flows that 
has produced the strong dollar and from the standpoint of the 
U.S. exporting community, they don't like it. To some extent 
they scratch their heads at the ways which the Europeans and 
Others are complaining about it because if the dollar were to 
be a lot lower in value I think American goods would be a lot 
more competitive, particularly in thrid markets. So...that's 
kind of roundabout but I think the value of the dollar re- 
presents the market's evaluaticn of it and broadly speaking is 
reflecting, as it must, the flows of money which are made up 
of these different components. As far as interest rates 
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are concerned I think it is fair to say that broadly, as we 
are successful in reducing the rate of inflation in the U.S. 
and as the conviction grows that the rate of inflation will 
stay more-or less under control, then I think we'll see 
interest rates continue their decline. The decline has 

been quite dramatic over the last two years. Of the years 

of the Reagan Administration, in short term rates it has 

been significant but not as dramatic in ‘long term rates. 

That is I think when the President took office, the short term 
rates were about 20 percent and now, in three-month Treasuries, 
8 4% or something like that, so that's a big drop. The long 
term rates have not come down as much. I think it isn't 

quite right to say that means that the long term real rate 

of interest is high in the U.S. It is more correct to say that 
the level of the long term interest rates represents a market 
hesitation to judge inflation as being under control, let's 
say five years or ten years from now. The fact that the 

long term interest rates have been coming down represents an 
emergence of more and more credibility. The inflation may be 
under control but people in the markets have been burned so 
much over the last ten or fifteen years that there is a lot of 
skepticism there. That is one of the reasons that the 
President is as determined as he is to do something about not 
so much the near term deficits in our budget, but the out year 
deficits in our budgets. 





QUESTION: Thank you. 
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June 8, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
9:50 A.M. EDT 


MR. ALLIN: We're going to have to end this briefing 
promptly at 10:15 a.m.; so we're going to start right now, even 
though some people are still back there. 


Q When do we get paper? 


MR. ALLIN: The statement by the President will probably 
not be ready until after the briefing and may not be ready until 
just about the time he's going to deliver it. 


Q What about the fact sheet? 
MR. ALLIN: No fact sheet. 


This is a background briefinc. It is embargoed until 
11:00 a.m., embargoed for wire transmission and for any 
other use until 11:00 a.m. at the time of the President's statement. 


The remarks should be attributed to a Senior Adminis- 
tration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 
I'll be very brief and take your questions. 
Q Louder, please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Late last year, the 
President provided to Judge Clark and others here in the White 
House his thoughts on what it would take to put us in position to 
get results in Geneva. Specifically, he said thet we needed to 
have a verv solid political foundation in terms cf solidarity with- 
in the Western Alliance, with Japan behind what we were trvingo to 
do in Geneva. 


He also thought that as part of that process that 
we had to demonstrate that we could solve problems economically 
and otherwise, that improves, basically, the followership that we 
could hope for in getting results in arms control. 


And in that context, he talked about the several 
studies that were being launched at that time in the wake of 
Versailles on credits, on technology transfer, on East-West trade 
senerally and so forth and the separate political effect thev 
could have in building this allied solidarity. And he said we 
have to give this particular emphasis for what it will give us 
ultimately in arms control. 


At any rate, the final element that he thought we 
needed, in addition to the military foundation that is author- 
izing B-l, Trident, MX was a bipartisan consensus in this country 
and particularly in the Congress. And toward that end he directed 
the Judge and others, the Secretary of State and Defense, to be 
more active in reachine out to listen to what people on the Hill 
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had to say about arms control with two purposes in mind. Basically, 
of course, to build this bipartisan concensus; but on the one hand, 
perhaps to get some ideas that were constructive and reflective of 
Congressional sentiment. 


At any rate, this process has gone on since the first 
of the year and dialogue with Senators cf arms control interest and 
influence on the Hill: Bill Cohen, Sam Nunn, Scoop Jackson, Tower; 
counterparts in the House: Al Gore, Norm Dicks, Joel Pritchard, 
Tom Foley, Sam Stratton; people on both sides of the aisle: Jack 
Edwards, BillDickinson and over time has led to analysis of their 
ideas in the administration here. 


But perhaps the most important single element in building 
this birartisan consensus was the appointment of the Scowcroft Con- 
mission. This was ostensibly done to examine alternative basing 
modes for the MX. You recall, however, that it's mandate from the 
Congress, actually, included the full spectrum of strategic forces 
from Trident, accelerating it, to alternative basincg schemes for 
MX, to air defense, a lot of other things. 


The results of all of this have been reflected in the 
Scowcroft Commission Report, relating both to MX, to arms control, 
to deterrence, to the development of a new, small single-warhead 
missle. 


The President received the report, endorsed it, as you 
know, and since that time has had his administration looking into 
how it should be incorporated into the START position. 


That's involved two NSC meetings and other briefings 
of the President, meetings with Congressmen 














over the past six weeks and culminated yesterday in an NSC 

meeting -- Secretary of State, Defense, Chairman of the Joint 

Chiefs, Vice President, others who discussed the specific 7 
recommendations on what should be changed. The President's 

guidance at the beginning of this analysis, when he got the 

Scowcroft Commission report and provided the word to the 

community, was look at their recommendations and propose 

changes to meet three basic criteria -- what is militarily sensible 

in terms of deterrence, what is stable in terms of foreclosing 
incentives for first strikes and, finally, take into account 

Soviet perceptions of stability, of deterrence, of their own 

force structure and their modernization programs. In short, let's 

go into it with something that is realistic, has some nrospect of 
making progress and getting an agreement, not just through our 

own lenses of what makes things stable, but through Soviet perceptions 
as we have learned them over the past three rounds. 


Yesterday's agenda focused on basically three items. We 
talked about, first of all, the warhead limit that we have hereto- 
fore espoused of 5,000 in ballistic missile warheads. All agreed 
that it was sensible to maintain that, that it did reduce the 
things which actually blow up and kill people, that it did get 
at throwweight and that an equal outcome at 5,000 ballistic missile 
warheads was a sensible proposal. 


The second item on the agenaa was the deployed missile 
limit, which heretofore has been at 850 for ballistic missiles on 
both sides. Considered that, considered the Scowcroft recommenda- 
tions that would be reconsidered in light of our common interest 
in moving towards small, single-warhead missiles. 


The discussion was not contentious. It turned on, 
whether you need to, some said that you could, if you wished, 
go ahead and deploy 300 or so small, single-warhead missiles within 
the 850 limit. 


Others said that whether you keep it at 850 or go 
higher or entirely do away with it, there is some value in keepinc 
a ballistic missile limit for a couple of reasons. On the one 
hand, this is a unit of account, launchers, ballistic missiles, 
more properly, that the Soviets have adhered and espoused for a 
long time. It is something they are comfortable with, that thev 
prefer, indeed. As a consequence, if you do away with it entirely, 
are vou not taking a position which is not negotiable with the 
Russians ? 


Others, in the military, particularly, said apart 
from that, having a ballistic missile ceiling is a sensible thing 
to do because, inthe near term, the Soviet Union is far better 
disposed to deploy a small single-warhead missile, fixed or 
mobile, chan we are. And, as a consequence, their breakout cap- 
ability is better than ours. So it's good to have a ballistic 
missile limit. 


The ability suddenly to expand beyond the limits of 
an agreement Ortreaty, by havinge a ready, hot production line 
ready to go. The emphasis throughout from the President, 
in several interventions in this meeting, however, was on 
flexibility. What we are trying to do, again, was reduce weapons, 
have a more stable balance, and do it in a way which was negotiable, 
in short. 


Looking at that, the President's judgment was that 
we should, in the interest of making the Scowcroft proposals -- 
Or being responsive to them, relax the 850 limit. Now, as you 
know, up until now, the Soviet Union has proposed a limit of 
about 1800 strategic nuclear delivery vehicles. That's bombers 
and missiles both. Within that, if you were to strip out 350 
bombers, we're talking about ballistic missile limits on their 
side of on the order of 1450. Ours had been 850. I'm not going 
to say what our new target is. It is reasonable to assume 
it i5in that spectrum. 
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Q Which spectrum? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between 850 to 1450. 

Q Half way in the middle? 

Q How about twelve? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let me make 
another point. And I apologize for verbosity, but the point is 
that we're not going to get into the specific details of this 
position, not now or tomorrow or ever. 
Oh. Ever? 
Ever? 


You're never going to tell us? 


Well, all right. 


on Oo OO OD VOD 


Even if you get an agreement, you won't tell us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we get an agreement 
we'll tell you. Right. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the report about 
1200 coming from State? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Is there a specific number? 
Q Can you guide us? 
Q Or are we just saying that -- or is there a 


range? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying that we're 
moving away from a 50 with flexibility to negotiate a *igher ballistic 
missile limit and with flexibility. And I do want to emphasize that. 
It would be somewhat misleading to give you a precise figure were it 
to imply that it is that figure and that figure alone that the 
United States will accept, because that is not the case. 


Q But there is some figure the United States is 
proposing. That's different from what we'll ultimately accept. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I say it's -- 


Q And you're not going to tell us -- the way you 
told us last time, it was 850. You've changed your policy and now 
you won't tell us what it is in our new proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly right. 
Q Why have you changed your policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we believe 
that the opportunity now has improved for progress if both sides 
deal privately in good faith in Geneva and not in the headlines of 
the newspapers. 


Q But what we're asking is will a specific figure be 
placed on the table secretly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The instructions to 
Ambassador Rowny will provide authority to negotiate flexibly a 
limit. And that is as far as I'm prepared to go. 
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Q But -- the fourteen, we're asking -- 


Q You won't say then whether there is a flat 
figure that he's going to come forward with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I won't. 
Q Are we still -- 
Q Would that then -- then we can assume he will. 


Q There isn't a number, or there is one and you 
won't tell us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't go beyond 
what I've said -- 





Q Are you in effect asking the Soviets to come up . 
with some suggestions of a figure and that's why you want to be flexible, 
rather than locked into 1200 or thirteen or something? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, you can be 
confident that we will have numbers and they will have numbers. 
I'm saying that our numbers are not -- 


Q In other words they've got 1800 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- rigid, fixed, 
and inflexible. 


Q -- you're asking them to come down somewhere 
and you'll see what they'll do? Is that the idea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a negotiation, yes. 


Q Does this flexibility apply to the question of 
whether U.S. bomber forces should be counted, or is that still 
something that we think should not be in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTFATION OFFICIAL: As we have already, 
we remain willing today to arrive at an equal bomber -- heavy- 
bomber figure. 


Q But a separate figure that is not mixed in with 
the missile figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not trying 
to be cute. We haven't mixed them before. 


Q Well, maybe I don't understand the talks. Please 
correct me. I thought that we were insisting that our bombers not 
be counted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we've always been 
willing to -- 


Q In the 850 figure, that's including bombers? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it has been 
separate, but we've always had a bomber limit that we've been 
willing to agree to. 


Q Tell me what it was. I don't know it. Or was it 
made public? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, at this point, 
our bomber ceiling has not changed. 


Q Is there still a lané-based sub-limit on the 
5000 figure? , 


Q What was the question? 
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Q Is the 5000 -- is there still a sub-limit 
on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, half of those 
on land-based ICBMs. 


Q What about the sub-limits in our missile 
figure -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not quite finished. 
Could I take just one more moment and take your questions? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last item on the 
agenda yesterday was discussion of how you get at throwweight. 
There are -- and I won't bore you here -- two basic approaches 
here. You can deal with this indirectly; that is, you can propose, 
as we have, that they have X number of heavy missiles, X number of 
medium missiles, and so forth, and that that outcome, as a practical 
matter, gives you a certain effect on throwweight. Another approach 
to it is to say -- why just not set an arbitrary figure of X million 
kilograms of throwweight? Now, again, going back to the President's 
emphasis that what we want to do is to not take a position that is 
so inflexible that the Russians reject it out of hand and, given 
our experience in the three rounds to date, that the Soviets have 
said, "We don't like you all designing our force structure and 
saying how many 18's, how many 19's." But wanting and believing 
that that is a sensible thing to do, the President's tentative thinking 
was that -- can we not be flexible, can we not say that we are 
prepared to go in either direction in which they are most comfortable. 


Now, aS a practical matter, that comes down to saying 
that the indirect limits which we believe would lead to the most 
stable force 
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will continue to be pursued. That is, limitations, subordinate 
subceilings on heavy missiles. Those collateral constraints will 
endure. However, we are flexible on this issue, and are prevared to 
deal directly with destructive capability if the Soviet Union prefers. 


Q By directly, you mean overall? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As an agoregate, 
absolute throwweight ficure, if they prefer that. 


Q Includina bombers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ballistic missile 
throwweight is what we've been dealing with here. The final thing 
that was on the agenda yesterday was a discussion of the build-down 
and the work that's been done thus far in the administration, at the 
President's direction, to rigorously and thorouchly analyze how it 
might be applied to the START position. 





This work goes back quite some time when the President 
called Bill Cohen, after his on-ed piece back in January as I recall, 
and since that time the work's gone on in State and Defense and it 
has reached a voint of some maturity. It has defined six or seven 
parameters that must be integrated to apply the concept, and raised 
a number of problems that must be overcome. Further work has got to 
be done in which specific excursions, if you will, are analyzed; 
that is, analyze a two-for-one on ICBMs, analyze a one-for-one on 
SLBMs, and several combinations of how things might be applied, looking 
at these si or seven variables. 


how long? Over what period of time would you do this -- 
which is related to the rate at which you would do it -=- how does it 
affect our modernization program on each lec of the triad, and 
theirs? What about the verification issues involved? How can you 
make sure that improvements in a warhead are not a means of circum- 
venting what is really a new warhead, and so forth? 


But this work is important work. The President insisted 
yesterday that it be tackled very seriously, and that as soon as 
nossible we get back to them at the NSC level with specific recommenda- 
tions on how the build-down might be aoplied. 


That's all I have. Andrea? 


Q Upon build-down -- aren't you really saying that 
what was proposed on the Hill, even though it helped you get the MX, 
is really too simplistic ? And that once the NSC started looking at it, 
you realized that it cannot be factored into the START proposal very 
easily? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. When you 
start looking at this -- and I encourage you to look at it, as we are -- 
you do find out that there are problems; that those problems accrue 
just from the fact that our force is older than their force is, we 
have a creater need to modernize, but it's not at all to say you can't 
do it. 


Indeed, there is some promise that in certain specific 
areas it could be applied. How to do it -- how to achieve its inte- 
gration into START. 


Let me pose a couple of questions for you. Would you 
want, for example, to take build-down and set it into its own category, 
and say that we and they should adopt it only with regard to moderni- 
zation and forget START -- well, not forget it, but negotiate that 
sevarately -- well, would that be a sensible thing to do? 
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Again, given the -- 
Q -- to modernization -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q I thought that the concept of build-down only 
applied to what I think of as modernization; that is, as you put a new 
warhead in place, you remove two. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, do you do it 
exclusive of what you are doing in START. In other words, do you say, 


Q -- separate negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, or must 
you not make it compatible with START? And you suickly determine 
that you really have to -- 


Q How can you not make it compatible with START? 
There can't be a two-track negotiation on the same subject, can there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is actually 
what its authors propose, though. And, I encourage you to talk to 
Senator Cohen, that this is really something that you really ought to 
do separately, quite apart from START. We don't think you can do 
that. 


Q How long before you think you have something you're 
comfortable with on this? What's the timetable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you that. 
I pledge to you it is being seriously looked at. I would guess that 
it will be done in.the course, surely of the summer -- a month, six 
weeks. 

Saul? 

Q What about -- 

Q I've got two questions -- 


Q -- the Scowcroft -- 


Q If we go directly to throwweight, if we decide to 
go directly to -- to negotiating throwweight, are we committed to 
equal parity in throwweight -- first question -- is that what we want? 
Or are we willing to negotiate, within coing to throwweight, some 
kind of difference between them and us on the throwweight? 


MORE 











= = 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Equality has always 
been a fundamental requirement of our position. 


Q Well then, if we negotiate directly on 
throwweight, we want equality. Is that -- and it is fundamental 
and non-negotiable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not put it 
in those terms. But equality has always been a foremost goal 
of ovr position. 


Q If I may just follow up? And along with that, 
we are still asking the Soviets to get rid of 3,400 land-based 
warheads of their -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is not right. 


Q Is it not? If they have 5,900 and we are 
trying to get them down to 2,500, that strikes me as 3,400.° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I thought 
you were talking about the aggregate. Go ahead. I am sorry. 


Q And within that 3,400, we still have the 
collateral restraints which are unchanged from our first 
proposal. In other words, what we are giving them a choice of 
is either equality in throwweight if they want to negotiate that, 
Or staying with the same proposal we now have on the table on 
land-based ICBMs and their big ones. Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
I think you are neglecting that the Soviets have, right now, 
modernization programs underway and at least two new missiles 
being tested. You are, also, I think not cranking in that the 
increase in the ballistic missile ceiling will lead to 
their re-thinking their future force posture in those terms, 
as apart from 850 up to a higher ceiling. 


Now, what does that mean? Well, it means that they 
will have to re-think what size warheads they put on those 
missiles and how many of them that they do. And that will lead 
to a different force structure, a basic Soviet force structure 
if they agree to this. 


So the ovtcome may or may not be punitive, if you 
will, which is your implication. But this is a flexible proposal. 
And it is one that is very negotiable. 


Q The Scowcroft Commission: what is going to -- 
are you going to extend its life? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am glad you 
asked. I am sorry. That was the other issve that was -- 


Q Question, please? 
Q Scowcroft. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 
what is to become of the Scowcroft Commission. 


The President had asked before -- I think, three 
weeks ago -- General Scowcroft, personally, to continve to serve 
and to ask his view as to whether others would be so willing 
to serve, too. And the President, today, will announce his 
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intention to extend the Scowcroft Commission into next year, 
svecifically into January of next year. The President was 

quoted -- I do not know how -- accurately vesterday. He hac hoped that 
he could extend it forever. But there are problems of competing 
demands on thewembers -- that between now and then, the President 
will, also, examine alternative approaches to achieving the 
fundamentally same purpose. That is the assurance of a bipartisan 
body devoted to providing influence on arms control policy. 


Q Shovld it not have a broader base? Instead 
of just having former Defense -- should there not be some 
American citizens on that -- (laughter) -- I am sorry -- 
Civilians who are non-governmental who might participate as 
an advisory group? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is a 
good point. 


Q I mean, this is simply an extension of 
military minds. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the 
composition, I would not argue, was something self-serving. 
The Congress people who came yesterday and others were very 
strong in urging that the Scowcroft Commission, as presently 
constituted, continue. 


But, as I have said, the President will consider 
what other format might be reasonable and, in extending 
Scowcroft, will urge that he continve to draw on outside 
counsellors and advisors from the country at large. 


Q What about Tom Reed? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Back in April 
when the Commission reported, Tom withdrew from further work 
at that point. 

Q He is not going to be Vice Chairman, then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q When you raised the number to whatever it is 
that you will not tell us, did you, also, raise the sub-limit 
in heavy missiles in that number, in other words, from 110 
to some new number? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no 
change in that. 


Q May I ask a follow up question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q This proposal, at least as you are describing 
it, seems to be aimed at impressing everyone with flexibility. 
Is it, now, your assumption that there is a serious prospect 
of an agreement here before the election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One has a 
tought time. And <-- 


Q I covld not hear the beginning of your -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is it our position 
that there is a good chance of getting an agreement, Karen said, 
before the election. 


Whether or not agreement is possible depends on both 
sides. I would be pedantic about it -- if, or to the extent that 
succ2ss is measured in terms of the President's commitment, his 
flexibility, the incentives we have, the solidarity of the Alliance; 
yes, the prospect is better today than it has been in the past. 


Q Have you sounded out the Russians at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Someone 
in the back? 


Q Is the structure of the negotiations still 
the same in your mind -- in other words, two phases, first ICBM's 
and SLBM's and then followec by be ‘ers and cruise missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only thing I 
would say today is that the United States has always said in the 
past that we believe stability is best served by getting at the 
most destabilizing systems first. But I'm saving today that 
everything is on the table, that we are prepared to negotiate 
everything. 


Now, in the back? 


Q How many missiles and how many warheads do 
we have now and how many do -he Soviets have right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The figures are 
classified. The ones that have been published in Time and Newsweek 
are not far off. In ballistic missile warheads, these have portrayed 
a balance on the order of mid-7,000 -- 7400, 7500. That has worsened 
a bit in favor of the Soviets since that table was published. 


In the back? 


Q Is there any new approach -- cruise missiles, the 
new ones -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Short answer is no. 
Further consideration is being given to that, however, in the 
next coming weeks. 


Yes, Bob? 


Q Is there any change in the possibility of 
combining INF and START? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Do you see any connection between the new 
position beinco announced today and the possibility of a summit 
meeting between the President and Andropov? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q is Andropov going to live? I mean, how ill 
is he? (Laughter.) That's a serious question. 
Q Yes, what do you have about him, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no reason 
7 o 


Q Doesn't it -- 


Q No reason to what, sir? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI To -- I won't speculate 


on it. 
Yes? 
Q May I just follow that up? 
Q -- before -- 
Q Go ahead. 


-- everything is on the table, does that 
specifically include throwweight equality? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's what 
I intended earlier. How you get at it is a matter on which we 
are flexible. 


Yes? 


Q If I understand you correctly, the only 
modification in the U.S. policy now -- START is being willing 
to negotiate the number of missile launchers. Is that the major 
change, flexibility and the willingness to negotiate the number of -- 
the ceiling on the missile launchers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is that. 
It is not launchers. It's deployed ballistic missiles. It's 
different from launchers; the emphasis, too, on flexibility 
reducing destructive capibility, or throwweight, if you will. 
This new introduction of authority for being responsive to 
whichever, indirect or direct, approaches the Soviet Union might 
prefer is an element of change. 


Yes, in the middle? 


Q Maybe I'm merely getting you to say it for 
the third time, but to follow up Joe's question, do you mean to 
say that equality in throwweight is no longer the absolute 
non-negotiable end product of these negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't intend 
to say that. I said, if I recall, that equality has always 
been and remains a fundamental U.S. objective here. 


Q -- equality is not on the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I apologize. 
I've got this leadership meeting here. 


Q Is all this new to the Soviets; I mean, 
except for what they've read inthe papers? Or has it been 
presented yet? Had they been sounded out beforehand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be presented 
by Ambassador Rowny. 


MR. ALLIN: The statement will be ready here on 
the stage in just a moment. It is embargoed for wire transmission 
and any other use until 11:00 a.m. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:19 A.M. EDT 
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SPECIAL NEWS BRIEFING 
THURSDAY, JUNE 9, 1983, 10:04 A.M. 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. RUSH: Good morning. As we previously announced, 
this is a briefing in conjunction with the release of the 
Department study, "Security and Arms Control: The Search 
for a More Stable Peace." | a 

Available in the Press office, for those of you who 
have not previously obtained them, are copies of the study 
and an accompanying document. 

Contrary to what we earlier announced, this briefing 
will be on the record, and our briefers this morning will be 

- Mr. Mark Palmer, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of European 
Affairs; Mr. Robert Dean, Deputy Director in the Bureau of | 
Politico-Military Affairs; and Stanley Riveles, who is with the 
Strategic Programs Bureau of the Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency. 

I have been asked to remind you, too, that Mr. Palmer, 
this afternoon at 2 p.m., will be giving a briefing at the 


Poreign Press Center. 


Mr. Dean. 





MR. DEAN: Thank you. 





Well, good morning, ladies and gentlemen. It gives 
us a great sense of satisfaction to outnumber you on one 
occasion this way, and we thank you for coming. 

As you are all aware, there is considerable public 
debate over security and arms control issues both here and in 
Europe. The character of that debate, its tenor, is really 
unprecedented on both sides of the Atlantic. 

On the whole, as we have said before, we consider the 
debate to be a constructive one. After all, in democracies, 
it is an informed public which ultimately must support the 
defense and arms control policies of the government which repre- 
sents it. 

At the same time, the debate has been beset, again 
on beth sides of the Atlantic, by misunderstanding, confusion, 
and excessive emotion, 

The issuance of the publication, which I think all of 
you have received, “Security and Arms Control: The Search 
Por a More Stable Peace", is the Administration's contribution 
to the debate. In it, we seek to clarify and explain the 
tissues which are at the focus of public debate and disagreement, 
to set forth their complexities in particular. 


For example, the strategic nuclear balance is considered 





by many solely in terms of numbers. The report offers a dis- 


cussion of the strategic nuclear balance in terms of the 
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. qualitative characteristics of the weapons systems of both 
offensive and defensive forces. 

The theme of the booklet as set forth in Secretary 
Shultz's note on the frontispiece, is "Defense and Dialogue",, 
and Mr. Palmer will have a few words to say about that. 

We trace the history of arms control. We point to the 
continuity in American arms control efforts since the end of 
World War II. We also point to the departures which this Ad- 
ministration has taken to approach arms control, in our view, 
in a sounder and a more coherent fashion. i 

Finally, the status of the negotiations, not only the 
START negotiations and the INF negotiation, but some of our 
other arms control initiatives, including MBFR, is discussed, 
and the central issues in each negotiation are laid out for you. 

We hope that the booklet does have a constructive 
effect on the public debate and ua‘ bese it channels the public 
debate, obviously, to some extent, and we look forward to 
participating in the debate on this basis in the coming wetks. 

I think I would like to turn this over now to Mr. 
Palmer, and then we will answer some of your questions. 

MR. PALMER: Having been the victim of briefings, I 
won't go on at any length, but let me just stress that from 


the point of view of U,S./Soviet political relations, which I 


work on, we think that this report is an important contribution 











to the dialogue that we have launched with the Soviets. We 
will be providing copies of it to the Soviets. They, ef course, 
have provided the American people with large amounts of 
literature about their views on arms control and defense, 

Secretary Shultz said yesterday in Paris that we are 
in a new period of probing and testing the Soviet Union, and 
arms control, of course, has been, and remains, a critical 
part of that probing and testing. 

We think that the preconditions for success in arms 
control are increasing. We, of course, have made the kinds of 
corrections in the trends in defense spending which were required 
to get Soviet attention and Soviet respect to our positions to 
give them incentives for forward movement in arms control, 
and if, with the Congress, we can sustain those increases in 
defense spending and be as creative and flexible as the 
President was yesterday in presenting our new approach on START, 
it is my view as a specialist on the Soviet Union that we may 
well see over the next twelve months some significant results 
in the arms control process. 

With that, we would be happy to take your questions. 

Q I think that we are all interested in that 
comment that you made that the balance is seen by many only 


in mumbers, and we are talking in this book about quality, 


Put some meat on that, would you please? Just tell us where 











. you find the misunderstandings among the public. 

_ MR. DEAN:”: Let me cite the freeze as an example. 
Proponents of the freeze ignore, for example, the problem that 
our offensive forces face in Soviet defensive forces. The 
Soviets have a very thick air defense net. We have no com- 
parable capability. It makes very little sense, in our view, 
to simply freeze offensive forces and let defensive forces run 
free, whether it is air defense, whether it is ASW capabilities, 
or what have you. So that is one area in particular where it 


is not just a question of numbers. 





People, as a second illustration, like to compare the 
simple mumber of warheads, or the simple number of launchers. 
The fact is that it is the capability of those launchers, the 
capability of the warheads that sit atop them to carry out 
certain military missions, which have a Gecisiye effect on the 
strategic balance. 7 

The issue that has been driving the debate among the 
specialists in this area, in this country, over the last ten 
years has been precisely the Soviet SS-19 and SS-18 missiles, 
which have a capability to eliminate, in our estimate, upwards 
of 95 percent of our land-based force in a pre-emptive first 
strike. 

We don*t haye the same capability, because of warhead 
accuracy, because of the numbers, and because of other capa- 


bilities of the missile. 
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So, it is issues like this that we hope to present 
in a more refined way as a contribution to the discussion. 

Q How do -- I'm sorry, I haven't read this yet -- 
but how does yesterday's announcement on the changed U.S. 
posture affect this study? Is this taken into account here? 

MR. DEAN: It is not taken into account specifically. 
There is no discussion of the major modification in here that 
the President has made in our START position. That said 
we are awaiting the Soviet response. We feel we have taken 
a major step forward and made a major move to bring movement 
to the negotiations, and we feel that the next move is up to 
the Soviet Union. 

There is nothing, I should point out, inconsistent 
in the presentation of this booklet with what the President 
said. On the contrary. 

Q When you talk about significant progress being 
possible in the next six months in arms control, are you 
thinking specifically of INF or START also? 

MR. DEAN: That was Mr. Palmer's remark, and he may 
care to address it, as well. 

We are hopeful that the President's emphasis both on 
the mumber of deployed missiles and our willingness to look 
again at that issue with the Soviets, and perhaps eyen more 


importantly his directive to Imbassador Rowny to approach the 
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. negotiations with all flexibility, will help us break the 
logjam at those negotiations. We are waiting now for a Soviet 
sign for some Soviet response, and we think if we get it, 
there is a good prospect for movement in the next six months. 

Q But that is START. What about INF? Are you 
expecting progress on both within six months? 

MR. DEAN: I think the two are -=- politically, in any 
case -- the two are tied together. That is not to say that 
moyement has to be in tandem, necessarily, because the issues 
are different. But, as you recall, we made a major move in 
this round of the INF negotiations, and in effect what we have 
said to the Soviets is that you pick the number of equal 
Soviet and U.S. warheads on intermediate range nuclear missiles. 

Again, we considered that a demonstration of our 
flexibility. We would hope that the Soviets would read it as 
such and respond accordingly. 

Mark, do you have something to add to that? 

MR. PALMER: I tried to be careful about the time- 
frame. I think I said the next twelve months -- not to say 
that progress in the next six months isn't hoped for, and 
that we aren‘tt striving for it. We are. However, as the 
President has noted, the closer we get to deployment of the 
INF systems, the greater the Soviet incentive becomes to 


really be serious in the talks themselyes. So that while we 
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are working hard both in START and in INP for early progress, 
my general view is that it is over the next twelve months 
that we may see some significant movement. 

Q Excuse me, maybe I cannot see -- I cannot escape 
the comparison between this study and what is coming out from 
the Committee for Foreign Relations in the Senate as a tougher 
report on the relations between the Soviet Union and the 
United States. And I see that they do not see things eye-to-eye, 
especially with relation to the assessment of the Soviet 
position during the negotiations. 

Do you have any comment on that? 

MR. DEAN: I can't really comment on the report because 
I haven't read it and studied it. If you would care to be 
more specific, though, I will try to give you an initial 
reaction. 

Q This draws my aeeamien, really, at the last 
page of the report, where there has been genuine success, the 
record suggests that this has resulted from Western patience, 
their resistance and unity, which puts the whole burden of 
success to the Western side in the negotiations which contains 
or includes two parts. 

What I see in the other staff report of the Committee 
is that they at least perceive the Soviet side as really 


willing to come to agreement with the Western World in arms 








control. 

MR. DEAN: I hope they are right. I think a careful -- 
and it takes two to make a deal, and I think a careful 
analysis of our position in both negotiations would show 
that in successive rounds, we have made departures from our 
position, gestures to the Soviet Union in both negotiations, 
once again designed to bring some movement to the talks. 

The Soviets have not made any commensurate movement 
since they introduced their first position in either talk. 

So, as I say, from our point of view, the burden is 
certainly on them. 

I think to cite some examples for you, in the INF 
case I think the famed "Walk in the Woods” is an example of 
something of a major departure on our part that was carefully 
considered back here, modified slightly, and taken back to 
the Seviets, and the Soviets turned their backs ox us. 

I think the President's interim proposal, again, 
which is essentially a gesture of flexibility to the Soviets, 
an indication that we want to begin serious bargaining with 
them, and I think has been read by everybody diplomat:ically 
as such, is further evidence of our wanting to be in a serious 
bargaining situation with then. 

They have played those negotiations politically 


fram the outset. Their efforts still remain, in our view, 


to derail these deployments, to discredit the NATO position 
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in the eyes of Western publics, and to muster through such 
appeals opposition in Western Europe to the deployments 
in the hopes of preventing then. 

In the START negotiations during the last round, we 
introduced tw new positions on cruise missiles and on 
bombers. We hope for a Soviet response. They didn't -- they 
were not forthcoming, so we have but to conclude that they 
take, for the time being, a political view of those negotiations 


as well. 





I wonder if either of my two colleagues would like 


it 


to comment on that? Stan? 

MR. RIVELES: I can only reinforce what Mr. Dean said. 
The Soviet Union in the INF negotiations has directed their 
proposals toward preventing the deployment of Pershing II and 
GLCM in Europe without undertaking any reciprocal commitment 
en the restriction of their own systems. 

All of the proposals from the beginning of the nego- 
tiations in November of 1981 haye contained four central 


elements which have been consistent throughout; and that is, 





no U.S. deployments in Europe; a free hand for the Soviet 
Union to deploy as many long range INF missile systems in 
the Par East; major reductions in aircraft; and the require- 
ment to count British and French systems toward any aggregate 


ceiling. 
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Those essential elements have been incorporated 
into every Soviet proposal reyardless of its appearance in 
‘the form in which it has been presented, and these are the 
crucial areas in which it seems to us that the Soviet Union 
is treating the negotiations as a political instrument to 
achieve their own goals. 

MR. DEAN: The principle of the quality is terribly 
important in all our arms control negotiations with the Soviets. 
It is a principle that underlies our positions in both of 
these negotiations. sa: 

I would remind you that in both the SALT I and SALT II 
negotiations, the Soviets were initially hard over on the 
inclusion of the British and French systems, but eventually 
acknowledged the principle of U.S. and Soviet equality. 

There is no Administration, I don't think personally, 
that can ever concede a ehenes tn that principle. That is 
all we are asking for. 

Q Is your feeling that there could be progress 
within the next twelve months then based on your assessment 
of the Soviet side as being, as taking a political view of 
these talks; that you think that as we get near deployment 


that is what will lever some progress, or do you haye other 


reasons to believe that? 


MR, RIVELES: I think there would be a number of 
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factors or levers, as you put it. One very important one 
is the bipartisan appeal of -=- or I should say the bipartisan 
approach which now sustains our position, particularly in 
the START negotiations, as a result of the Scowcroft Commission 
and that decision. 

The Soviets have to perceive this alteration in our 
position as a genuinely national move. So they cannot rely 
upon political divisions to elicit unwarranted or untoward 
concessions from us at the negotiations. 

Secondly, the bipartisanship which has characterized 
the debate on the decisions over the MX missile, and the 
strategic modernization program as a whole, I think are bound 
to serve us well at the negotiations. 

Q But those are still political points on our 
side. 

MR. RIVYELES: That is right. 

Q So, politics against politics, and you think -- 

MR, RIVELES: That is not to say that -- I mean, 
both sides, of course, have political arrows in their quivers. 
One has to. These are the facts of life, and I think that 
is especially true for the American side, where the debate 
is much more open, and we are subject to the vicissitudes or 
changes in public attitudes, more so than the Soviets. So 


these are central for us. 
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My point earlier was that the Soviets -- that 
basically in the INF case, what you see is what you get. 

The Soviets tell us at the table what they say in public. 
Their tone is polemical and their objective is apparently 
thus far not to achieve genuine military balance, which we 
would think would be in the interests of both sides, but 
to play to the gallery and to achieve prevention of these 
deployments, 

Q I have sort of a technical question, if I 
may? | te 

MR. DEAN: Please. 

Q I just want to know why this report comes from 
the Bureau of Public Affairs instead of ACDA. 

MR. DEAN: This report was contributed to by eyery 
national security agency inthe government, including and 
ineoutantiy the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. It was 
reviewed by every agency. It is essentially an inter-agency 
document. The fact that it came out through State Public 
Affairs is really irrelevant. In some respects, I would 
hazard the guess that State Public Affairs has a wider dis- 
tribution or an easier distribution mechanism. It has no 
signficance, though. 


MR. RIVELES: Bob, could I add to that that ACDA 


had a major input into this document, but I think the title 
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- Of the document indicates why in our view it is primarily 


a State authorship and that is it is security and arms control. 

Our Agency, the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, 
is a specialized instivetion that deals with the exclusively 
arms control questions, whereas this document, if you read it -- 
and I would certainly enjoin you all to read it, those of you 
who have not read it yet -- that it is a broader brush approach 
to the relationship of arms control in particular to our 
broader national strategy, and of course the State Department 
is in charge of foreign policy and not only heed contetl, — 

Q Thank you. 

MR. DEAN: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:24 a.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This is on background. You know my colleacue, 
I believe -- is the senior administrat:on official to be quoted here. 
We will have a transcript made of this and it will be available in your 
name in Room 45 in the old EOB, probably about 6:09 p.m. tocay, just 


for you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll take just 5 or 10 ~~ 
minutes for some rhetoric from me and then I'll welcome your cuestions. 
Late last year, the President, at a morning meeting that he hes each 
morning with Judcse Clark and others, expressed his sense of what seemed 
within the realm of the possible in the national security spectrum of 
opportunities, and in addressing arms control specifically, said that he 
believec that there would be, beginning in 1983, an opportunity for makinc 
real progress toward arms reéuctions with the Russians, but that for 
there to be -- for us to capitalize on it, we needed to have several 
concéitions created. ’ 


The first one he talked about was political support, 
political support in the context of allied backing and cohesion in a 
unifieé Western position, and he was very conscious of the fact that 
that was going to be difficult to achieve for reasons that were not of 
his making. ‘I think all of us are very conscious of the fact that there 
has been for all of the time since World War II basic ¢isacgreements- 
between how we and the people of Western Europe view the Soviet Union, 
the extent to which each of us believe that it constitutes a menace to 
our interests, disagreements over what Soviet purposes are and, as a 
consecuence, how we shoulé conduct ourselves in East-West relations. 


For all of that period, up until about the mid-seventies, 
these disagreements, while not moot by any means, could be ignored, 
because the United States disposed of quite a significant military 
ecventage in strategic power and so even when we would raise these 
Gisesreements and try to parse them within the alliance, we were never 
able to push them to a point of unanimity, anc never had that much 
political will. 


Some of you recall the long, extended effort in the late 
mid-sixties to create a NATO strategy, and that was one dimension of 
this Gisacreement, but an important reflection of it, and it took us 
several years to arrive at a NATO strategy, MC-14.3, which everyone 
acknowledged at the time and since papered over fundamental disagreements 
anc it could, because even then we Cisposec of quite a substantial 
nuclear advantace. 


It wasn't until the late seventies that people began to 
kinc of embarrass the alliance by pointing out thet that advantage 
no longer existed and that we had to come to terms with the problen, 
the implicit threat to which this vulnerability exposed us. 


But back to the point, the President realized that to builé 
that solidarity you were going to have to deal with this larger prceblen. 
Now, last summer in Versailles there wes a manifestation of this éis- 
agreement, and it happened to come up over East-West trade, althouch 
there were more profound reasons for it, ané in the wake of Versailles 
we hac an argument, a public argument, and it leé to an agreement to, 
some say, submerce, others say deal with che cisagreement in several 
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studies that have played out since last fall in COCOM, in IEA, on enersy 
dependence, on credits, and OCD, and in NATO on East-West economic 
relations generally, and these things have bubbled along, but I think 
that it is important to stop and think about what was achieved. 


I don't think anybody here would say the millenium has 
dawned and that everybody in Western Europe now agrees with President 
Reagan on how we should do business with the Russians; that's not my point. 
But I do assert that there is the beginning of wisdom represented in what 
is going on in these several studies, that there is the beginning of 
awareness that economic relations must be conducted with a sense of 
the security implications in them, and that the way in which this was 
Gone represented a measure of leadership that has been acknowledged in 
the eyes of Western European political leaders. 


There wasn't any lengthy discussion of these several studies 
at Williamsbure. That fact, and the fact that what was discussed at 
Williamsburg was done in a way which acknowledged a renewed American 
leadership, I think, is testimony to the fact that there is respect 
crowing in the West that the United States is once more able to play a 
positive role in international affairs and that the President is leadinc. 


The underpinnings of leadership and of solidarity are many, 
and you all know them better than I. Basically, it's the ability to 
solve problems, and I think in the past two years there has been an 
acceptance among European political leaders that the President is solving 
problems here at home, that he's trying to solve problems internationally, 
whether one talks about the Falklands, the Middle East, or Southern Africa, 
and there is less of a tendency, a tendency you saw in the late seventies, 
for European leaders to go off to Moscow without consulting with us, for 
European leaders to dream up their own solutions to Middle East problems 
without much regard for American views on this issue, which I think, 
perhaps by negativism, but in reality reflects a reemergence of their 
willingness to accept United States leadership. 


Well, there are other underpinnings that the President 
mentioned for any hope of making progress in arms control. Most importantl 
you've got to have some leverage, something to trade, something to deal 
with, and you've got to have a strong deterrent. The President was 
saying this at a time when the Congress had approved or authorized the 
B-1, the ATB, D-5 missile, and where the remaining modernization issue 
was the MX, and that had to be done as well. 


But if that could be achieved, the only other thing the 
President thought or said at the time that we needed was strong bipartisan 
support here in the Congress and in the country at large with which to 
go to Geneva and, in his judgment, make real progress, in short, allied 
political solidarity, a position of obvious strength as perceived from 
Moscow, military strength, and bipartisanship in the country at large. 


Toward that latter chink or element of the foundation, he 
Girected that the Judge and I, Secretary of State and Defense, and others 
make a very positive effort to go and listen to what the Congress haé to 
say about arms control, and to take what they had to say into account 
in forging the positions in START, INF, and otherwise, and that's what 
we've been doing with centers of influence and interest from Scoop Jackson 
to John Tower to Cohen, Nunn, Dicks, Gore, Aspin, Pritchard, Fazio, 
Stratton, Bill Dickinson, and others from across the spectrum, and 
perhaps the most important, I guess, catalyst for this process was the 
Scowcroft Commission. 


The President appointed the Commission to ostensibly look 


at alternative basing modes for MX; all of you know the history of this 
€iscourse with the Congress. 
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Its report, which integrated basing modes with the 
larger issue of deterrence and of arms control, was endorsed by 
the President in April, and the work since then has been devoted 
to how you integrate it into the START position. 


That played out in the course of a couple of NSC meetincs 
and periodic briefings, meetings with the President and his advisers, 
and a lot of meetings with the Congress, bipartisan catherines of 
various people, in the past six weeks. The views of the Concress, 
in terms of Scowcroft Commission, small missiles, stability and how 
you get it, were cast in letters that they wrote here last month, and 
which the President answered. Their interest seemed to be for, 
mostly toward stability and how you get it, looking to the promise of 
the small single warhead missiles as holding out a good prospect for 
improving it in terms of the land-based leg, into whether or not 
there is not a need for, foravehicle, need for a vehicle through which 
bipartisan influence on arms control policy can be expressed and in 
some isolated cases specific approaches, such as the build-down 
approach, that ought to be considered. 


All these things have been put into the interagency 
process and worked for the last six weeks. At the NSC meeting two 
Gays aco the President considered basically three major items and 
two or three minor items on the agenda there. 


The first one was, what should we do in terms of the 
Scowcroft recommendations on the warhead limit which has heretofore 
been a part of our START position? And everyone agreed -- it was not 
contentious -- that this was a central element of our proposal; central 
in the sense that it did reduce the things that blow up and destroy 
things, warheads; that it did get at throwweight, destructive capa- 
bility; and it was a relevant unit of account that ought to be pre- 
served as a unit of account. And it has been, and it is, as orici- 
nally proposed: 5,000 ballistic missile warheads remains the posi- 
tion of this Government. 


The next agenca item that was considered was the deployed 
missile limit, which we've had up until now, of 850. The Scowcroft 
Commission treated history, history in the sense that the trend toward 
MIRVing in the past more than a decade, the trend toward deploying 
higher value targets, more warheads on single missiles, particularly 
the resuliant imbalance in land-based prompt hard-tarcet kill systems 
that it has produced has led to an unstable situation and that this 
coulé be best relieved if we were to move away from that and toward 
a balance that basically involved fewer, a lower ratio of warhezis 
to targets. 


_ You can achieve this with the numerator or the cenominator. 
That is, you can lower the number of warheads, you can increase the 
number of targets, or aim-points you have to shoox at, as throuch 
Geploying sincle-warhead missiles, for example. 


The Soviet Union hasn't much liked that proposal that 
we Limit ballistic missiles to 850, and has said so. However, apart 
from that, which is not the foremost consideration, the decision to 
go toward a more stable balance through introducing a single warhead _ 
missile raises the cuestions of how many do you want, and that how many 
SILBMs do you want, and what does that add up to, and is 850 a sensible 
number or not? 


Many said that you could deploy as many small missiles 
as you would probably need to cep! Loy and still fit it into the 850 
limit. Others.said that it isn't clear that that is true; you may 
want more than 300-or-so small single-warhead missiles, and therefore 
you ought to either raise that limit or to do away with it entirely. 
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The military, correctly in my judament, pointed out that 
there is great vantage, or value, in having a deployed missile limit 
because the Soviets are in a much better position, should they so 
choose, with their new missile programs that are already being tested, 
to move out cuickly in great numbers with a small missile, than we 
are, and therefore a limit would be in our interest. 


Some of those same people pointed out thet we must sav 
that historically the Soviet Union has preferred ballistic missile 
limits as a unit of account, and that if we were to do away with it 
entirely that this might be an element that was non-negotiable from 
their point of view. 


Well, as you know, the Soviets have thus far proposed a 
limit of about 1,800 total stratecic nuclear delivery vehicles, ané if 
you strip out airplanes that corresponds to about 1,450 ballistic 
missiles. We have proposed 850. 


The President decided that we would be flexible in nego- 
tiatine a number somewhere in between there. 


The last item on the agenda was, how to deal with throw- 
weicht. It's not that the earlier items didn't; they do, both warheads 
and ballistic missile limits have an effect on throwweight. But, 
basically, it was a discussion of which of two alternative approaches 
to dealing with throwweicht seems best, or has the greatest promise 
of getting results in the wake of three rounds of necotiating in START 
so far. That is, having gone the indirect route so far, that is, by 
saying that the Soviet Union ought to have x number of SS-18s and x 
number of SS-19s, that the resultant reduction in missiles and warheads 
on them gives you an effect on throwweight indirectly. 


The alternative approach is to say, forget about what the 
character of their forces, how many 18s and 19s, and simply set a 
number. And they can build whatever they might choose within that 
number, a number of millions of kilograms of throwweisht. 


The results of the first three rounds of START have made 
it, or included, that very emphatic Soviet position that they don't 
much care for our telling them, you can have so many 18s and 19s, 
ana structuring their force according to our criteria. 


That is no reason for rejecting it. However, there is a 
case to be made for melding these two approaches and saying that if 
you look carefully at what gives you stability in terms of Soviet 
missile force, as measured through our lenses, how many 18s and -19s and 
the resultant warheads and throwweight, versus our own modernization 
program, would establish a stable balance, and then tot up what 
that cives you in terms of throwweight; and to say to the Soviets, 
we're willing, we prefer that you build a force that looks like this, 
but whatever kind of force you want to build, it should not be any 
more than X destructive capability as measured in millions of kilo- 
grams of throwweight. And you can go either wav, but vou cannot exceed 
the limits that we propose in either category, althouch within aggre- 
gate numbers those subceilincos are negotiable. 


Well, there are other issues which were discussed. One of 
them was what to do about the Scowcroft Commission, and the President . 
had met with General Scowcroft and the others several times. There is 
a problem in their own availability, and that's uncerstandable. The 
President was pleased for them to continue to serve and has agreed to 
extend it throuch the first of next year, and we will see whether at 
that time it is possible to extend them beyond that; that is, if they are 
willing to serve. And if not, what other mechanism is sensible at 
the time? 


I'm sorry I've taken so. long, but I'll take your questions 
now. | 


MORE 














-5- 


Q There are no numbers as yet, the number of limits 
that you're putting on individual missiles at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, anc I suppose that souncs 
like some kind of sophistry, and it isn't intended that way. The Presi- 
dent, in more broadly speaking about East-West relations, has lectured 
us a few times about getting results, and in his judgment what it takes 
to get results and what represents serious, good-faith bargaining and 
what doesn't, and he has said to the extent you put out everything that 
you're willing to agree to in the newspaper, that that's not good faith 
negotiations and so he's not going to do that. 


Q You said in the discussion of throwweight ceilings -- 
I mean with warhead ceilings -- there was a consensus that the 5,000 
should be preserved, saved -- from the 2500? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Was there any discussion of raising or dropping the 
2,500 at the NSC meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was, and part 
of it internal within the Executive Branch and part of it spurred by 
Congressional interest in it. And on the one hand you can say that putting 
. @ lower number on warheads, on ICBM warheads, lowers the numerator of 
the warhead-target ratio and, therefore, is an introduction of stability. 
You can also say that it penalizes the Soviet Union, who has most of 
its force deployed on land. You can also point out that that has been 
a manifest point of Soviet criticism in terms of nonnegotiability, if you 
will. 


But the President came down on the side of what is more 
stable in terms of military outcomes and that is going to be preserved. 


Q What would you say to what could be perceived here as 
a softening in the U.S. position from adamancy to, your word here, "flexi- 
bility," from what at least used to be a very strong position, it seemed, 
on arms reduction as opposed to what now seems to be an embracing of the 
concept of arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you have 
probably said it better than I could, Bud. I think that -- 


Q Well, I not only said it, but I am trying to get an 
explanation if that is indeed true. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. The President 
has set some objectives. We're trying to achieve reductions in warheads 
and we're trying to achieve a reduction in destructive capability ané 
potential. Now, there are a lot of ways of doing that. And as long as 
we can get an outcome which does that -- and the President set some fairly 
specific criteria of measuring that -- then we're willing to listen to 
any of several ways of doing it. So it is an element of flexibility that -- 


Q But why is my question. Maybe you've already told us 
why, but it didn't quite come through to me. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd better talk 
to the President about it. I Gon't mean to be frivolous about that. 
When he gave us these marching orders last year, it was very clear. I 
think implicit was that he had thought about the agenda he came in 
with,and after two years hac winnowed away some of the 15 or 20 goals 
we were going to achieve, and realized that only two or three were 
going to make, ‘and this is'one of them. 


Q On the throwweight limits, originally, as I understand 
it, the proposal was that there would be equal throwweights. Now, is 
that still the position, or is there a number? You said X million kilo- 
grams. Do we have a now fixed number which each side should have, and 
is it also a second-stage process on the road to reductions, or is it 
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part of a whole package in the beginning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the requirement for 
equality has always been a foremost objective since the beginning. Now, 
how you achieve it and when you achieve it is negotiable, but we have 
not gone away from the requirement for ultimate ecuality, and that's as 
far as I want to go. 


9 Just to follow up on Mort's question, has the two- 
phase concept that the President unveiled at Eureka, in effect, been 
replaced by a single phase within which the Soviets have a choice? 
Either they can accommodate their concerns on throwweight by agreeing 
to a throwweight limit, a direct limit, or they can accept the collateral 
restraints on their big missiles, but within the context of a single 
phase. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't intend this as 
ambiguously as it sounds. The President remains convinced that we should 
devote our attention first to those most destabilizing systems, ballistic 
missiles, and we are going to try very hard to get that agreement first. 
Everything is on the table right now, and I include by that bombers 
and cruise missiles, all strategic systems, so we are prepared to discuss 
anything in that spectrum. 


Q Let me ask you, you say everything's on the table. 
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When we negotiate at Geneva this time, and let us suppose the 
Russians raise the question of the MX, have we a position on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the START position 
was originally craftec with, in anticipatic: of the MX deployment, and 
so that has been taken into account. That's reflected -- 


Q That's part of-our force? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q And we come at it from that with the Russians? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Could you characterize your view or the President's 
view of the state of the Soviet mind at this point, the receptivity to 
all of this? I mean, how you communicate or what kind of an idea do you 
get? : pe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- we haven't 
had a Soviet response; that isn't your point. I don't know. You know 
better than I do, you, the factors that go into the Soviet calculus of 
whether to engage seriously in this ‘'ing or not. They have to do 
with internal Kremlin politics and wih the military parameters of it, 
the extent to which they believe the Western Alliance is behind this 
thing or remains divisive and susceptible to exploitation of that 
divisiveness. 


I suppose I would say that I am more optimistic on all 
of those counts that progress is possible than I've ever been in the 
past, but we have no specific Soviet signal or indication to justify 
that. ; 


Q What is your optimism based on? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All these things I've 
mentioned. I think that when the political leadership there looks at 
the reality of all three legs of the triad being authorizec, hopefully; 
when it looks at the, in the wake cof Williamsburg, the measure of 
political solidarity that is here; when it looks at -- and I would 
frankly minimize this element -- the value of, I would say, in internal 
political terms, of some kind of agreement, there may be some attrac- 
tiveness to making progress. But I don't put much -- 


Q You mean, to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Finally, however, 
when the military in the Soviet Union looks at what things are going 
to be like in the late 1990s if these programs go unconstrained, there 
is a powerful incentive for them to get serious about this. Joe? 


Q You mentioned you set a lot of store on allied 
solidarity and you mentioned allied leaders going off to Moscow. 
The next one that goes is Kohl in July, and some of the Germans have 
led us to believe that the United States has changed its position 
somewhat on INF, that we are no longer asking for, I think the techni- 
cal term is "global ecuality,” and that we are prepared to accept 
regional equality instead. Is that true? Did the President say 
that to Kohl before Kohl left Williamsburc? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points. Earlier, 
when I referred to people running off to Moscow without coordinatine 
with us, I was referring to the late 1970s, and not to the last 2-1/2 
years. iIn fact, the discussion of travels of each of the leaders 
was, has been a matter that has been a subject of coordination. 


But more to your point, the short answer is, no. Global 
limits is our position, and that remains our position, and there is 
no agreement to alter that. 
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Q Global equality? That is, they, the Russians will 
have to dismantle? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Yes. 


Q Is it your thought that the START talks are not 
affected in some way by the INF talks and the more immediate turbulence 
that one can see in that INF framework -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're right, I think. 
Thev are surely related, and the political atmospherics tied to one 
affect the possibilities for progress on the other, and I think, 
there -- I will assert; you will have to judge -- that in the INF 
context the President's position of really ultimate flexibility, sayins 
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to the Russians, if you don't like zero and if you don't like 572, 
you pick a number. But equality is a reasonable principle on 
which to base an outcome. 


Q Overall equality including the missiles of 
Western Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Now, if 
you intend by that, Martin, the British and French systems, I -- no. 
Those are strategic systems. Those are taken up in START. But 
in INF systems, yes -- equality. *(See note on Page 10.) 


Q Is it conceivable to you that progress in 
START, whatever that might mean, can be made even in conditions 
of non-agreement at INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they can. 
The foremost I reason I think they can is because the military 
implications of not constraining U.S. forces are very severe for 
the Soviets in the out-years. And that's a very powerful incentive. 
I think they would like very much to constrain those systems. 


Q -- the inter-continental systems, you mean? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q How do you mean that? I mean, what is 
this fear that you think they have in the 1890's? What does it 
derive from? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you look at 
the past -- 


Q The 1990's -- (laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the Soviets have 
always had this awareness, I think, that technologically the United 
States can do better than they can in military hardware and otherwise; 
that for a lot of reasons we just didn't apply that technological 
capability to military systems in the 1970's and they stole a march 
on us in that period. And they have maximized that window of 
opportunity. I don't want to use cliches but that -- it was a 
window of opportunity, so to speak, in which we were relatively 
guiescent in our modernization -- no submarine for 15 years, 
no bomber for 2C, no missile for 17. And the giant has awakened. 

I guess I'm using a lot of stupid sayings, but that -- And they 

can see that if that technological capability, through cruise missiles, 
through the D-5 missile, through MX, in terms of guidance, accuracy, 

is applied that they're going to be outclassed again. And they 

are not right now. And they are in a good bargaining position, 

but so are we. 


Our programs, it is true, are only authorized, but 
that, historically, has been the biggest hurdle. That was the 
hurdle which, when we overcame it on the ABM Treaty got them to 
the table seriously. We hope to replicate that. 


Q Following up on Steve's point, in the next 
six or eight months, it is probable that the Russians are going 
to impose as much pressure as they can intimidation on the 
Western Europeans to block INF deployment. Is it really feasible 
in that kind of climate that they would find it in their interests 
to make progress, create a somewhat more euphoric atmosphere in 
START? It'é seem to me they'd want to scare the hell out of the Europeans 
on all fronts over the next six or eight months. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can argue that 
better than I can. I can see that the Soviet Union might, through 
some real concession or apparent concession in START, could demonstrate 
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the image of this peaceful intent and that there would be this wave 
of hopeful sentiment come out of Europe that says, "Gosh, if they're 
making these right noises on START, maybe there's hope on INF. 

So, maybe you ought to delay the deployments over there." So, it 
cuts both ways. . 


Q Really, I mean, can I marry Hugh's question 
with Steve's question? Do you really think that the way that something cha‘ 
is going to happen maybe in 1990 is sufficiently attractive for them 
to abandon a very good line they've got going for the next six 
months? Does that really -- is that your Kremlinology? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is that plus 
it clearly turns, importantly, on their perceptions of President 
Reagan's political position in 1984. But, yes, I wouldn't walk away 
from it. I do think there's a powerful incentive that is there in 
military terms. 


Q How do you read the December climate in Europe 
when the time comes to place those missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's just so 
much that can happen between now and then. But I am more optimistic 
than I was six months ago mostly because there -- the -- an effect, a side 
effect which nobody has reported upon and, of these studies, has been 
a conscious awareness of facts by political leaders in places of 
government that hadn't really gotten into these issues for a long 
time, that there's a problem-here and a kind of a greater concern 
about the Soviet Union than there was before. Now, that doesn't 
translate it yet to the people of Europe. 


*Clarification: The briefer was not stating that the British and 
French systems would be a part of the Geneva START negotiations. — 

He was emphasizing that those systems are strategic, not intermediate- 
range forces and thus differ not only in role but in type and 
characteristics from those being negotiated in the Geneva INF talks. 
Although historically the Soviet Union has sought negotiating | 
leverage by introducing British and French systems into both strategic 
and INF negotiations, it has been for many years and continues to be 
the U.S. position that it's neither proper nor necessary for bilateral 
U.S./U.S.S.R. negotiations to involve these or other third country 
forces. (See Page 9.) 
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But I think you -- the big events such as Kohl's election ané 
Prime Minister Thatcher's election today are perhaps more 
expressive of where the center of opinion is in Europe. And when 
you put it together with their confidence that we are negotiating 
in good faith, all this blather on my part to the point there is 
just a gut feeling that -- what Europeans tell me when they 

come here, what I read in the newspapers out of Europe every day 
is that, sure, there's opposition, but there is an emerging awareness 
of the problem, of the legitimacy of worrying about it, and a 
willingness to stand up and deploy. And now that's going to be 
severely challengeé in the summer and in the fall, but if NATO -- 
and we are not without our instruments to influence that and 
actions that we can take that will have a neutralizing effect 

on Soviet propaganda. And there are a number of arrows in our 
Guiver to deal with this. 


The faet that we have moderated our position, 
wouldn't that encourage the Soviets to perhaps think we might 
moderate it further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, sure. But I 
think we are somewhat in a different position now in terms of 
at least we're no longer moderating it under a -- with an inexorable 
intra-ally pressure to moderate it further. Now, there will be 
some, surely, but I think that we've begun to see the allies turn 
around and say, "We've been doince all the conceding,” and in the coming 
coming months, that there'll be a very grudging willingness to 
Go any more than that. 


Q What do you mean when you say that the Soviet 
position will turn on Reagan's political position in '84? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't say 
it will turn on. It will be influenced importantly by whether or 
not they think they could cet a better deal by waiting it out. 


Q So if Reagan decides not to run, what would 
that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's inconclusive. 
My point was if he were perceived to be unlikely to run and win, 
then there would be an incentive for delay. But I just don't think 
that's the case. 


Q What's happened to that Soviet threat to put 
missiles in Eastern Europe? Has that been resolved, and Weinberger's 
answer on that? Where do you stand on all that now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have said 
that. Ustinov and others have said that if deployment goes 
ahead on our side, they would have to take counter measures and at 
various times they have said, to compensate implicitly within the 
theater and other times saying -- 


Q Well, are there missiles there, as Weinberger 
indicated, when he was over -- in Eastern Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, yes. 


Q May I go back a step, please? What's the 
priority? START, or INF? Or is that a reasonable question? Is 
there some requirement at some point to fold them into each other? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the President _ 
believes that he has very solid positions in both and is interested 
in both in getting results. As a practical matter, it seems less 
likely, just looking at the Soviet history of what moves them to 
Geal seriously and what doesn't, that they will deal seriously 
on INF until they recognize that the prospect of deployment is quite 
high. And that probably means the next few months that they're 
gOing. to stonewall over there. That's not to say that we're not -- 


Q Stonewall START? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, stonewall in 
INF, because they just don't believe we're going to be able to 
bring that leverage of deployments to bear. But we're as committed 
to both as we can be. 


Q Now, you don't accept a possibility that some 
choice is involved later on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q -- between asking them to do one thine first or 
one thing more than the other? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Isn't there some excessive optimism involved 
in the hope that when the Soviets see INF -- our INF deployment 
proceeding, our Pershing II deployment proceeding, that that 
will then versuade them or force them to go to -- to negotiations? 
Isn't it conceivable that they would react to that simply by 
increasinc the number of their SS-20 deployments, which is very 
easy for them to Go, anc preserve the mercgin of superiority 
up the line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
thet fundamental stratecy is going to be debated between now and 
December very -- very carefully. I think up until now, in the 
wake of their experience of the past two years, én experience 
of success in being able to manace Poland and still keep East- 
West credits coming and things iike that, would encourage them 
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to conclude that the Europeans really are in a state of decline ana 
that they will not be able to come together with this solidarity 
essential to accertinc deployments and to really turning arouné in 
terms of East-West -- 


Q I'm saying let's say they accept the deployments. 
The Europeans accept the deployments. The Russians react not by coming: 
to negotiations, but by simply deploying more SS-20's. | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, they will either do that 
or they will conclude an agreement based upon their perceptions of which 
long-term strategy better serves their interests. That is, to the 
extent that deployments on their part, increased deployments, would rally 
European solidarity more and perhaps be affected in greeter restraints 
on East-West trade, that it would be a dumb thing to do. What I'm sayine 
is that I think there may well be an evolution in Soviet thinking as 
to what is achievable in terms of their relationship to Western Europe 
going on now. I don't know how it's going to turn out, but I'm more 
optimistic than I was. | 


Q Could you conceive of their going so far toward our 
point of view, toward an acreement with us at START, thet they could 
arcue the deployment, the INF deployment, should be includec in a 
negotiation, or that anything that they could propose could ever induce 
us to stop that deployment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they could propose 
Going away with what justifies it, the SS-20's, and I don't think they're 
likely to do that. I only say that because Soviet military people have 
alweys been very reluctant to destroy anything that's new -- or old, for 
that matter. 


Q To what extent does your proposal force the Soviet 
Union to restructure its strategic forces less than it did before it was 
revised? Bear in mind you're keeping the 2,500 warhead limit on land- 
besec missilies, I believe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One thing thet I think 
people are forgetting is that the Soviets have two new missiles being 
tested right now. Now, what do they intend for those? How many do they 
want to deploy, how many warheads are going to be on them? One is a small 
solid, single warhead, the other is a medium MIRV. How many co they 
went of each? Is there some logic, in presuming that they want to keep 
all the 18's they have, the 19's they have, and if so, which models? 


Our presumption of punitive results from our position, 
really, your presumption of punitive results, is based upon a kind of an 
inertial view of Soviet force structure, and the force structure is 
clearly not inertial, it is changing very quickly. And I think we're 
Going to see more changes to it soon. 


Q More effective -- they will be more effective -- 


Q That's a really key question, because that's the 
guestion that fills out the rhetoric. é' 


Q Just to plug some numbers into it, in addition to the 
2,500 number, there's the 210 number and the 110 number, the collateral 
restraints on heavies and mediums, which are still part of the American 
proposal, is that en 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So, I guess just I would add, with an asterik,’ 
those numbers to Cherlie's question. 
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Q Ané is the answer that the only real chance is in 
future missiles that they might deploy, that otherwise you're exactly 
where you were before? 


Q And the new medium that they're testing presumably 
woulé fit under the collateral constraint on medium ICOM's. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, maybe I didn't 
stress enough that in saying that we're willing to so indirect or 
Girect. If the Soviets shoulé choose to live within en aeggrecate 
throwweight limit and an ecual 
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outcome and to propose to structure their force within it that 
provided for substantially more numbers of the SSX-24 and the PL-5 
that inherently must require, within a ballistic missile limit, 
fewer numbers of 18s and 19s, then that is surely negotiable. 

In short, maybe I haven't made it clear enough that this is surely 
negotiable. 


Yes, we believe that the best outcome in terms of their 
force structure is X limits on 18s and 19s. But we are very con- 
scious that thev've got these new systems coming on. We want to 
put a cap on it, however, andsay that the agcoregate can't go beyond 
certain numbers. 


Q But you are still trying to force them to sea, 
aren't you? | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that's a more 
stable outcome. We think that -- 


. Q Yes, but I mean it's what they say they're not 
going to do. I'm trying to figure out what is the basis for your 
optimism that you have a proposal that will sell now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, now, do you think 
that their having 956 SLBMs and an aggressive MIRV program for them 
forecloses going to sea? I don't think that quite tracks. I'm not 
trying to be cute, Charley, but I think that -- 


Q I think that your original START proposal, I mean, 
I think the whole world thinks your original START proposal worked to 
the disadvantage of the Soviet Union from the point of view of land- 
based missiles. All I'm asking now is, how you've changed that, if 
you've changed that? That's -- I'm not arguing any pros or cons on 
anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I’ think that 
you really are giving too little notice to the new systems the Soviets 
are bringing on line, and to how they probably plan to change their 
force structure even if there hadn't been any START dialogue, and 
what that implies for the -18 and 19 force, which is ten years old, 
after all, going on. 


I don't want to mislead you. I don't see the Soviet 
Union completely forswearing the land-based ICBMs by any means, nor 
that they even go to less than half of their force in that area. 
But I think a lesser force than they have now is not out of the ques- — 
tion, and that's what we're after. 


Q Could .I ask you just, one other question here 
on the matter of throwweight? When you speak of an aggregate number 
in throwweight, are you willing to include the warheads in that neaqo- 
tiation, or is your position on 5,000 warheads firm and fixed? 
I mean, I see you_get a throwweight directly by putting an aggregate 
limit that would force down the throwweight of a bunch of missiles, 
but would it force down the number of warheads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, surely 5,000 
translates in the current force structure to some throwweight that is 
lower than what they have. We believe, in terms of the target base 
and ours and theirs, and the recuirements of ballistic missile systems, 
that 5,000 is a reasonable number. Whenever you say that it's firm 
and inflexible, that means that it can never change. We never say 
never, but 5,000 to us is a stable, sensible aggregate. 


Q Did I understand you to say that you're going | 
to try to persuade them, among other things, not to go forward with 
‘ the development of these two missiles that they're now testing? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I didn't say 
that. It's not that wouldn't be desirable; it would. But I'm not, 
I don't have high hopes for that. 


I think that it is sensible to provide caps on those 
and limitations to them, both in the size of the RVs they put on 
them and in the aggregate throwweight you put on them and how 
many RVs you put on them. I think all those things ought to be 
limited. ‘ 


Q Would we at any point raise the possibility when 
we, you know, when we propose things to them, that there be a cap on 
both sides if both sides stop development of new missiles? Is that 
part of our neqotiating -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think this 
is something that we ought to talk about. The proposition that 
a freeze is a sensible thing to do -- what you've said is not that 
simple. But you're saying, on ballistic missile systems? Yes, 
a freeze. And you have to think about, what is that, what imbalance 
does that preserve? If we both freeze now, what does that leave 
you with, in terms of what we have and what they have? 


And I think most objective observers would say it leaves 
us at a position of terrible disadvantage, to freeze now. 


Q So we wouldn't propose it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Another reason is 
that they have proposed it and that they have not done it. When 
last year Brezhnev said that they would observe a moratorium, 
effective immediately on SS-20 deployments, they just didn't do 
that. They kept right on doing it, and still:saying that 
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they hac & moratorium, which recently they have said they are not going 
to observe. 


Q Can you just comment on the build-dswn concept? Has 
this Seetasoonenion seriously exploreé the implications, and does it 
propose to introduce it as a negotiating position in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer is that 
we have scrubbed it in the interdepartmental group on START, and it has 
been rigorous and thorough and it is not finishecé. Ané what it has 
producee is that you have to -- there're about seven factors you have to 
take into account in trying to structure a build-down formulé that 
preserve stability and it's fairly complicated. Let me give you one or 
two of the problems. 








Would you want, for example, to take the concept and apply 
it to modernization programs on both sides, quite apart from START or 
arms control? Would you want to say that go ahead with what you're doinc 
in Geneva, but both sides adopt a formula for build-down on any moderni- 
zation they Go, whatever the outcome in Geneve, anc you find that thet 

reates @ lot of problems. Just when you look at the age of the two 
forces you Guickly arrive ét the fact that ours are more than 15 years 
olé and theirs are less than five years old, so we have to modernize 
when things begin to break and fall apart, and there's an unstable 
situation there. 





So, what does that Go? Well, I don't mean to be pedantic, 
but it leads you toware saying you've got to have it within the 
context of your arms control talks. If your objective in arms control 
talks is to get down to 5,000 warheads, let's say, all right, then you 
have to decide within what period of time do you want to get down to 
that number. If you want to get down in five years, your build-down 
ratios would have to be higher than they would if you want to get down 
in eight years. 


Whether it is five or eight depends upon your modernization 
program and theirs. How do you verify the build-down? That is, one 
new warhead deployed, you pull out two. Well, what is a new warhead? 
When our ability up until now to detect changes in Soviet warheads other 
than explosive construction has been pretty gooc, but on explosive 
construction you can get changes which give you materially different 
performance, and we would never know. So, there're problems in that, 
what's a new warhead, what isn't? 





At any rate, the point of this is that these seven factors 
have led to some tentative conclusions as to what you would want to have 
in your build-down concept and things you should not, and the next step 
is to -- and the President's directing today further analysis on seven 
or so excursions; that is, look at the application of X ratio to SLBM's 
ané ICBM's, look at wide ratios for ail nuclear systems.: And this is 
coing to be wrung out. And the President has insisted in his meetincs 
with everybody around the table that this is going to be thorough and 
complete, and to report back to him here in about a month's time and 
to discuss it with the people on the Hill that have an interest in it. 


Q How soon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I woulé guess about a 
month's time, but it's gone forward with commitment. 


MR. SIMS: Could we maybe take one more and then let 
everybody co to lunch? 


Q° There've been a lot of objections, especially from 
ene Air Force, to Midgetman. I mean, I know you're committed to going 
zhead with it, but suppose some of these objections prove valid, I 
mean the cost involved, the.personnel, and all that stuff. Do you have 
any alternatives:or are you discussing the possibility of going to sea 
as an elternative with the people who want Miécetman? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're going to do 
Midgetman. You're going to pay for it. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:15 P.M. EDT 











PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you give us some further idea about 
what the back and forth about the East-West trade clause in the 
communique -- which we still have not read but have heard dic- 
tated? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not sure -- I dictated and interpolated a 
little bit as I went along. We'll try to get you the text. 
Although I guess the official text they will have to produce 
there. 


One of the things that takes up a lot of time, and we should be 
tuned in to it, but its very difficult to do it, is the French 
sensitivity about what they are involved in and what they are not 
involved in. There is a big point, of course, that they are not 
involved in the Unified Command of NATO, and therefore, there 

are certain decisions that they don't take part in, while they 
are involved in the Alliance. So, you are constantly in this 
process of saying the Alliance thinks such and such, and then the 
French saying, "Well, we agree with that, no problem. But that is 
something that the Unified Command did, so we can't touch." And 
then you struggle around with language to not weaken the point, 
but at the same time to protect the precision of the French view. 
The same thing carries over in this East-West economic area. So, 
there are certain words that they are very sensitive to and ways 
of phrasing things. 


Take the subject of energy. I suppose because of the background of 
the pipeline dispute and the orientation to alternative supplies 

of gas, there is a tendency to think in those terms. So, the 
words gas in some fashion or another will call into a draft. The 
French will immediately complain that they have big nuclear 
program, and how can you say that gas is the only althernative. 

It is ridiculous. Nuclear power is a strong alternative, and so 
on. And they are right. 


So it is always something that seems to take a lot of discussion, 
and I think to some extent it is aggravating, and to some extent 

we should learn .nd know about these points that they make. But 

I don't think that the economic part of the communique didn't in 

the end take a lot of time in the discussion itself. There were 

some bracketed items and some alternative approaches. As far as 

we were concerned either of the approaches would have been fine. 

And so in the end that didn't turn out to be a big problen. 


The length of time that was taken was more related to the first 
problem that I mentioned, in getting phraseology that had to be very 
careful. The allies concerned agree that we had very good questions 
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and that sort of thing. What has turned out on all of these 
issues is good -- strong, straight forward -- but it seems to 
take a while to get there. 


QUESTION: Sir, how would you characterize the results of this 
meeting from the U.S. point of view? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think we have had a series of meetings, as 
I've said, and the OECD meeting got this process off to a very 
good start. The Williamsburg Summit, I think was outstanding. 
And from all I can judge, the NATO Defense Ministers meeting was 
very strong and this one was. We have been saying to ourselves 
for a long time, I know when I came back from Europe in December 
1979, or December whenever it was 1982 . 





QUESTION: Seems like such a long time. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It seems like it, yes. I felt very strongly, 
and said that 1983 is a real big year. And from an economic 
standpoint, arms control standpoint, deployment standpoint, a lot 
of things, so we really have to concentrate and be sure things go 
well. 


And I think they are. I think we have demonstrated time and 
again the strength of the Alliance. The whole thing, of course, 
is helped a lot in the sense that expansion is taking place in 
the economy. So I think a long way round about answering your 
question is it was a good meeting and part of a pattern. No, it 
was right on the line. I suppose if anything coming over here, 
as I think I mentioned, we had to be careful having had these 
three meetings, that you don't sort of have a sense of anti- 
climax. I think somebody here asked about that or maybe it was 
in that session in Paris, and that is a problem. But I think it 
carried itself on through, it was very good. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, one of the major issues that has been 
the highlight of this meeting is the INF question. Can you give 
us your assessment now of the prospects for agreement? I know 
you have said it is up to the Russians. But is an agreement 
possible this year? And if one isn't reached when do those 
deployments start? Can you give us a little more specificity 
there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the deployments are concerned, there 
is a schedule and a plan. And it involves obviously preparatory 
work which is going on as you get sights ready and all of that. 
And then a schedule of deployment, I can't call off the precise 
dates, come toward the end of the year. But that's all scheduled 
and there has been a very clear determination all along that we 
are going to hold to that schedule. So there is no ambiguity 
about that whatever. 


Of course an arms control agreement is possible, whether it is 
likely or will happen, I think depends primarily on whether the 
Soviet Union wants to come and talk about in terms of, at least our 
standpoint, are reasonable. 




















QUESTION: To what extent do you think the reservations that the 
Greeks and the Danes expressed again at this meeting, does that 
in effect take a bit of the glow off the meeting, or does it in a 
way tarnish the work that has been done? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Greeks have a habit of reserving on 
things and that has become sort of a standard thing. So, it is 
something that always happens and it is kind of interesting that 
Haralambopoulos, who I don't know whether you know him or interviewed 
him or anything. He's quite a delightful person. He's fun. And he 
has lots to say and he always makes these speeches about -- well here 
is this paragraph and I'm reserving it because I don't agree with all 
the essentials points but there is this or there is that and so on and 
I think by this time people have accommodated themselves to it and can 
go along. 





The Danish reservation is a problem and that vote is a problem. At 
the same time the Danish government itself does not share the view 
expressed in that vote. And they've been very clear about that. I 
hope that as time goes on the Danish situation will mend itself. But 
certainly that is not something that we are looking for. 


QUESTION: There seems to be a very conscious effort to put the onous 
on the Soviet Union on arms control. In your statements in the report 
that was issued in the SCG statement and so forth, I wonder do you 
think that you are having any success in getting that message across 
to the West European public and to the American public that indeed the 
Russians are to blame for the fact that there hasn't been any agree- 
ment? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that we need to keep saying what it 
is true. I don't now how to come up with a measure of what you say or 
your question, but I suppose the best measures are elections. And the 
candidates that stood up to these issues very strongly won decisively. 
So I think that is probably the best answer you can get of where the 
political thrust is. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what sort of feeling do you get from the 
other ministers about whether the President and Andropov should have a 
summit conference? Is their a feeling that that ought to happen? 
Can you talk about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I've talked about that with many in bilateral 
sessions and it had some mention in the general discussion but not a 
lot. I think that people would like to see a summit meeting if there 
were something worthwhile that could come out of it. There are a 
few who think it would be nice to have a meeting. But not too many. 
I think that on the whole there is a desire to have it contain some 
real substance. If that can happen, then they would like to see it. 
Of course, that is precisely the President's view, as well. 











QUESTION: What do you think the chances are of having one where there 
would be some substance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are this whole range of issues in arms 
control and some in regional issues and the human rights areas that 
we've talked about such as in being discussed in Madrid and elsewhere. 
There are a variety of bilateral issues, but it depends on how these 
things go along, and there are lots of fora where we are talking with 
them, so it isn't as though there aren't places where substance 

could be developed. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It isn't there, but that doesn't say it couldn't 
get there. 


QUESTION: Are you aware of any intelligence reports indicating that 

there is a significant increase in the number of Soviet combat troops 
in Cuba? If so, what do you make of it? Would you tie it to INF in 

any way Or more to the situation generally in Central America? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I'm not aware of any increase in Soviet forces 
in Cuba but beyond that, I don't want to comment on intelligence 
reports. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us your reading of what is 
going on in the Middle East with Oadhafi flying to Riyadh? What does 
that signal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Abdullah went to Libya to confer, and I think 
there's a lot of talking around. We have been trying to make the 
point of conducting a pretty active diplomatic effort ourselves. fThis 
is the opportunity to bring about withdrawal of Israeli forces from 
Lebanon and all it takes are for Syria and the PLO to withdraw, so I'm 
Sure that and the Syrian/Lebanon relationship and so on is heavily 
into those discussions. I don't know precisely what they are saying 
to each other. We do get some good indications as meetings of that 
kind conclude and our Ambassadors are given read-outs on the meetings. 
It is another marker of why it is important to have good strong 
Ambassadors in those regions and we are fortunate that we do have 
them. They get it, and we will hear. We have a constant stream of 
information, but I don't know about that particular one as yet. 


QUESTION: The info you're getting from your Ambassadors, is it 
encouraging or is it still sort of a stalemate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can't say that there are indications 

of something about to break, but I do hear more and more, how to put it, 
background noise or whatever that has to do with problems that Syria 
sees which are essentially descriptions of problems that are 

resolvable problems through a negotiation, basically by Lebanon and 
Syria, and perhaps others. That doesn't mean that there's been a 

break in the logjam, however. 
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QUESTION: I hesitate to ask a Central America question again because 

you'll think it's all I care about, but we've already talked about the 
Middle East. What have you heard, what can you tell us about Stone's 

visit? Did he get to meet with any Nicaraguan officials today? It's 

Only midday? Did you get any indications that they are going to deal 

with the U.S. Government? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I haven't had a chance to read my cable traffic and 
SO on today, I'm sorry to say, but, so I don't know the answer to your 
question. 


QUESTION: We're back to the Middle East again -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Inaudible) whether there's anything in there or 
not. 


VOICES: (Inaudible) 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, apparently -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It turns out he's a very good reporter -- he has 
very informative cables every day that come in. 


QUESTION: Do you have anything to tell us in that regard as to what 
form of a discussion he's had so far in the (inaudible) countries, so 
I guess there wouldn't be much news -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it is fair to say his mission is extremely 
well received. 


QUESTION: If the reports we saw are correct, the Syrians have now 
come out again and said while they won't receive Phil Habib, you're 
still welcome there anytime. Do you take that as a hint that they are 
trying to get you to come out there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I've had a number of discussions with Khaddam 
and found them worthwhile. They have suggested, and we have recipro- 
cally suggested, that it would be good to have the relationship between 
Syria and the United States be a stronger, so to that extent, it's a 
continuity of comment. Whether there is anything related to the 
Lebanon issues remains to be seen, and I expect to spend a fair amount 
of time this morning on this subject. Elie Salem is in Washington and 
Phil will be there and some of our other people and I'm going to weigh 
in on that, so at this point, I'll reserve judgment, but I'm glad to 
know I'm welcome. 


QUESTION: The Ambassadors' review is still continuing -- the review 
in Washington is still continuing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are some there. I think it was overly 
described as though it was a review. It wasn't as though we called 
people back to have a review. Several were, it happened, back for one 
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reason or another and so it seemed like a sensible thing to get them 
together and have some further talk. Not all are back and if we were 
going a full-scale review, we'd have called everybody back which we 


didn't do. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you look on your calendar, you'll be 
going to Asia, of course, in a couple of weeks, is it more likely in 
July you'll end up in the Middle East or is it possible you'll be 
seeing Gromyko? What would be the factors in either case? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't have any trips planned in between 
the end of the Asian meeting and the trip to the NATO Ministerials in 
December. But I think that doesn't mean I'll be at home all that 
time. I was hoping to have a week off in August sometime, so that's 
where the situation stands at the moment, so I don't have any comment 
on that. 


QUESTION: Back on Central America, you have talked about your hopes 
for a regional solution, but it seems to me the trend over the past 
few months despite the formation of the Contadora Group has been 
toward increasing tensions and more bloodshed and more polarization in 
the region, do you share that perception and do you see any way out of 
it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think I have anything to add to what 
I've said; that is, it seems to me the right answer in Central America 
is to have movements in the direction of democratic institutions in 
the countries, in El Salvador, bringing a broader and broader base of 
people into the democratic process, on the one hand, and an agreement 
On a regional solution by which we mean certain, specific things, 
which you're quite familiar with, that would allow people to get at 
the essential tasks of economic development and developing more of a 
tradition of democratic pluralism in their method of government. For 
that to happen, I think, it's just like any other pattern of nego- 
tiation in a tense situation, there's a combination of a need for 
strength, on the one hand, and a willingness to negotiate when you 
have it on the other. And we're working both those avenues and it's a 
tough, difficult situation without a doubt. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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MR. ALLIN: We have a backcround briefinc on the visit 
of the Prime Minister of Australia, Mr. Hawke, with the President 
on Monday. We would appreciate it if you would attribute it to a 
senior administration official. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have a short, prepared 
statement and then I'll be glad to take questions. 


Prime Minister Robert Hawke of Australia is makinc an 
official working visit to Washington June 11-15 at the invitation of 
the President. During his stay here he will see the President, the 
Vice-President, and also Secretaries Shultz, Weinbercer, and Recan. 
He will also meet with Chairman Volcker of the Federal Reserve Board, 
and with Chairman Feldstein of the Council of Economic Advisers. 


We are extremely pleased that Prime Minister Hawke has 
been able to make this trip. It provides an opportunity for us to 
meet him, and for the President and Prime Minister to establish a 
personal relationshio. 


Prime Minister Hawke has a lono-standing relationship, 
a cordial one, with Secretary Shultz, and this visit gives them a chance 
to renew that relationship. 


The relationship between our two countries is a solid one. 
It is based on a long tradition of friendship as well as many interests 
in common and a similar perception of world events. It also is based 
on alliance in veace and in war. And, I might note -- it's not in my 
statement here -- but, it's based, perhaps, most of all, on shared 
democratic values. 


Australians and Americans fought side-by-side in the major 
conflicts of this century. It is, nevertheless, far too easy at times 
to take friends for granted. And that is an error that we do not intend 
to make. This visit thus vorovides another opportunity to affirm tc 
the Australians that we value the role that they play in regional and 
international affairs, and that their counsel and support on major 
issues is important to us. 


Fortunately there are no major bilateral problems between 
our two nations. We sometimes differ over approaches to common problems 
or objectives, but, as befits relations between close friends and long- 
standina allies, these questions are dealt with ammicably and construc- 
tively. 


During the Prime Minister's visit to Washinaton, we will 
be discussing a wide ranae of topics of common interest between 
Australian and U.S. officials. The talks will certainly touch on 
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ANZUS, an alliance that is key to our security interests in Asia, 

in the Pacific, and in the Indian ocean. Conversations will also cover 
the Miadle East, East-West relations I'm sure will be discussed, as 
well as U.S. relations with China and Australian relations with China. 


The subject of Indochina, and specifically the problem 
of Kampuchea, and the ASEAN approach to that problem will undoubtedly 
be a major subject of conversation. We also anticipate that arms 
control and the Williamsburg Summit will be discussed. 

t 

There will, of course, also be extensive discussion of 
economic matters and, I think,as is inevitable particularly in the 
present difficult economic circumstances that the world, as a whole, 
is facing. 


With that, I'd be glad to take questions. 

Q What's the Australian approach in Kampuchea? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 

Q What is the Australian approach to Kampuchea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's one of 
the purposes of this visit is to discuss with the new government 
how they see that problem. I think from the contacts that we've had 
so far, and the contacts’ between the Australian government and the 
ASEAN countries, I think -- at least, we have seen so far a fairly 
substantial convergence of views between the new Australian covernment 
and the views of tle ASEAN countries, which is the policy that we 
support. 


Q What about the question of possible restoration 
of Australian aid to Vietnam? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That might come up. I 
think it's a point that the ASEAN countries have made clear -- and 
we have supported them in this view -- it would not be a constructive 
step. It would, unfortunately I think, lead Vietnam to believe that 
a military solution to the problem of Kampuchea in the end could succeed, 
rather than having to face the need for a political solution. 


Q Could you be more particular about the advice that 
you'll be giving Mr. Hawke, because he said he's coming here to consult 
before making up his mind exactly what to do on that? Is there more 
you're going to be saying to him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure that 
he's going to come here and then make a final decision. We, in fact, 
have other consultations. We've been in close 
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touch with him already. I myself had some consultations when I was 
in Australia. Secretary Shultz has already met once with Foreign 
Minister Hayden in Paris. We have some very important consultations 
in Bangkok at which Foreign Minister Hayden will be representing 
Australia, where we willbe discussing this subject with the ASEAN 
countries who, it's important to keep emphasizing, are the key 
players in this, and the ones whose interest are most directly at 
stake. 


And again, Foreign Minister Hayden will be here in July 
for the ANZUS Ministerial and I imagine the subject will be discussed 
then. It is not something, I think, that lends itself to, it's not 
something you make a decision and then the problem goes away. It's 
one where ongoing consultations are called for. 


I think that -- I hope I made clear in my answer to 
the earlier question, our view on the specific issue of aid to 
Vietnam, is that aid to Vietnam would be very unhelpful at this time. 


Q What is really being considered by Australia? 
What kind of aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They haven't mentioned 
specific things to us so I don't know. 


Q Has Vietnam asked for help? What is the question? 
We're uninformed abovt the issue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the general -- 
obviously, I think, Vietnam would like to get aid, indeed, aid in sub- 
stantial amounts from western countries. And I think, prior to their 
invasion of Kampuchea, in fact, that kind of assistance was very 
clearly in prospect and under discussion. 


The point of the ASEAN strategy is to make clear to 
Vietnam that it cannot have its cake and eat it as well, that it's 
got to choose between constructive relations with the ASEAN countries 
and with the countries of the west, or continuing its occupation of 
Kampuchea in violation of international law. 


Q Are we talking about economic aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's, I understand, 
the proposal that's been in the Australian Labor Party platform, but 
there are many things that have happened since that time, I think, 
including not only the Vietnamese attacks recently on Thailand and on 
the refugee camps on the border, which I think affected how people 
view the situation, but also very extensive discussions during 
Foreign Minister Hayden's visit to the ASEAN capitals earlier this 
year. 


Q Again for the less informed, what is the Australian 
government's apparent posture on aid to Vietnam? You mentioned it 
was in their party platform. Could you elaborate on thata little bit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to speak 
for them. They really have to speak for themselves. I think they 
have taken a very cautious and careful approach. I think they have 
been very attentive to the views of the ASEAN countries and to the 
concerns raised by the ASEAN countries, and I think that the general 
feeling that that party platform statement represents is a feeling 
that somehow, a sense that overtures to Vietnam are in order, that 
the object is not the isolation of Vietnam but, I would hope, I 
think, that one of the results of the consultation would be already 
to have made clear that none of us, and certainly not the ASEAN 
countries, certainly not the United States, are interested in the 
isolation of Vietnam as ovr objective. 
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What we are interested in, in fact, is to bring Vietnam 
into a constructive relationship with the other countries of the 
region. But that can only be premised on a Vietnamese withdrawal 
from Kampuchea and the establishment of an independent non-aligned 
regime. 


Q What has Prime Minister Hawke said recently in 
regard to that pledge in his party platform? Has he said he intends 
to, you know, act on that, or it's under consideration, or -- ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, you should go 
to them for what they specifically said, but their general posture 
in the last few months has been one of studying the issue and con- 
sulting very closely before taking any specific actions. 


Q Excuse me if you've covered this. You know, there 
are various reports that this government in Australia would like a 
greater American involvement in the Pacific region and also greater 
Australian involvement or control or oversight over the American 
bases or posts, communications facilities in Australia. Do you have 
any comments on those two aspects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't had any spe- 
cific proposals. I don't know if there might be some mention during 
these discussions. 


Q Do you think that, are we likely as a result of 
this meeting and ANZUS to become more involved in the Pacific, send 
more ships -- whatever -- troops? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, I think that 
the basic U.S. posture in that region is a strong one and a very 
good one, and I think that we have, we and Australia have a common 
interest in maintaining that, just as I think the joint facilities 
in Australia very clearly serve our common interests and I think both 
governments share an interest in maintaining that. 


Q What are the economic problems between us? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Partly -- they're 
not simply problems between us. It's, in considerable measure, 
problems that we face together -- problems of protectionism. We're 
both badly hurt by some of the protectionist agricultural policies 
of other countries. I think we both stand to lose very badly 
if protectionis® sentiments around the world, including in the 
United States, get out of control. We are both very much affected 
by the way that the present world recession has impacted on the 
growth prospects of developing countries. And in the case of 
countries in Southeast Asia, that can -- if it ends up affecting 
their internal stability, that can directly affect Australia's 
interests as well as our own. 


So, to a considerable measure, what we would be 
talking about is a common problem, that is, a world problem in 
talking about ways of working together to address that as we 
did, for example, at the GATT ministerial in December. 


There are problems between us, as well. I'm not 
trying to slide over that fact. I mean, I think the Australians 
will no doubt object to some of our own measures such as beef quotas 
and no doubt object to some of the ways that we have been trying 
to combat the agricultural protectionism of other countries by 
providing blended credits for our own agricultural exports. And 
that, in some cases, has hurt Australian markets. 


Q How big is Australia's balance of trade problem? 
Do they have a large balance of trade problems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I don't 
have the specific statistics. Do you have it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The balance is in 
our favor if you're referring to the United States. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I couldn't give you 
specific figures. It's in the order of several billion dollars though. 


Q But is there a balance of trade problem that 
the Australians have right now? I mean, worldwide is that one 
of their economic concerns? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have one at 
the moment because of a drought and the drop off in wheat sales 
and so on. Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And, obviously, 
they had a major devaluation recently, I guess in the first two 
weeks of the new government, and that was a response to the 
general imbalance in their trade. 


Q - == what your position is on the suggestion from some 
sections of the Labor Party that to answer some of the queries about 
the U.S. bases and perhaps some concern that the Australian government 
isn't totally aware of the information passing through the U.S. 
bases in Australia, thatthe Australian government -- station someone 
at the Pentagon so they can monitor the information going through 
these bases. What's your reaction to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we'd want 
to hear the specific proposals from the Australian government before 
deciding our position or what we would say in public comment about it. 
I think that, as I said earlier, I think one of the things that 
has emerged clearly in discussions we've had with Australian 
government officials since the new government has come in, when it's 
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been possible, to brief them in great detail about how these facilities, 
and they're joint facilities, work. I think they have come to share 
our appreciation that the facilities are, indeed, joint ones and 

do indeed jointly serve our common interests. 


I think within that framework any specific problems 
can almost surely be worked out. 


Q The Australian government and the New Zealand 
government are involved in a dispute with the French over nuclear 
testing in the South Pacific. The Australian government, as I 
understand it, is proposing some sort of nuclear freeze zone in the 
South Pacific. What attitude would the U.S. government take 
to that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been some 
general talk about, by the Australian government, about the outlines 
of what they might propose in the way of a nuclear freeze zone. 

But they haven't formally given us any specific details. And 
until we saw the specific details, it would be very hard for us 
to take a position. 


Q -- likely to see that in this visit? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a possibility. 


Q Have we ever supported it, except, in I guess 
Latin America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are parties to 
the Treaty of Tlatelolco which is -- provides a nuclear freeze zone 
in Latin America. We've made it clear on a number of occasions 
that there are certain conditions that would absolutely have to 
be satisfied for us to participate in any such scheme. 


Q That's where we do our testing, isn't it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q We do a lot of our own testing there, don't we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we do not. 
We do not do any testing or dumping of waste in the Pacific. 


Q You did. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A long time ago. 
We stopped a long time ago. In fact, we're party to a treaty 
that prohibits atmospheric testing and our underground testing 
is done in U.S. territory. So, that's not a -- specifically a 
problem for us. The things that -- 
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Q How much time does Reagan spend with him on Monday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think about three 
hours. yo. have the exact total? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think about two 
hours. 


Q Meeting and a lunch? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A meeting and a lunch. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A meeting and a lunch. 


Q On the conditions, those would continue to 
include port visits, wouldn't they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one of the 


most important conditions on any such scheme, is that it not interfere 


with the free transit of naval vessels. 


Q Is the U.S. putting any pressure on France to 
stop these tests? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't discuss what 
we say to the French on this subject through diplomatic channels. 


Q I tried. (Laughter.) 


Q Has there been any protest there on this 
nuclear freeze in Australia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the focus in 
Australia has primarily been on the subject of the South Pacific and 
the issue such as French testing in nuclear freeze in Australia. 
I think there is a growing concern in Australia, as there seems 
to be around the world, about the problem of nuclear weapons. And 
I think there's a very strong interest in the whole question of 
East-West relations and specifically arms control. And I think -- 
I'm quite certain that the subject of our approach to arms control 
negotiations would be something the President would want to explain 
in considerable detail to the Prime Minister, and I think the 
Australians, judging from talks I had when I was there, are very 
interested in how we're going about it and what we hope to gain 
from it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:53 A.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: Mr. Wallace says it's time for us to 
begin. This will be a background briefing on the meeting between 
the President and Prime Minister Hawke of Australia. We would 
request that the remarks be attributed to a senior administration 
official on background. 


Q Still a senior administration -- 
MR. ALLIN: Still senior. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Haven't been demoted 
yet. I got promoted last Friday. So, I'll hang onto it. 


I take it a number of you are trying to get across 
the river as am I, so this will be relatively short. I think the 
basic comment to make is that this was a very warm meeting. I 
think it was, insofar as you can judge these as an outside 
observer sitting and listening to two men discuss it, but also 
judging from the remarks that were made on departure, I think the 
President and the Prime Minister had a very -- 


Q -- hit it off. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- hit it off, to 
use those words, that's not had -- I'll take that -- and that 
the personal relationship is a good one, and that in many ways 
that has been, I think, the single most important purpose of this 
visit. There are a great many specific issues that were discussed 
between the two men today and that will be discussed in more detail 
with various Cabinet Secretaries that the Prime Minister will 
be meeting with later today and the rest of the week. But I 
think the most important thing, certainly from our point of view, 
was establishing a good personal relationship between the two 
leaders and I think that has happened. It's -- in many ways, 
as we've said, the relationship is such a strong one that we 
think even where there are differences there's the strongest 
possible basis for working those out and that having that kind 
of good personal chemistry between the two men certainly assures 
that. 


I would be glad to take questions. 

Q What were the basic differences? 

Q What issues? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, I'd 
say that it was not a meeting in which specific disagreements 
were aired at all. On a whole range of international, regional, 
bilateral issues, I think we have a very substantial degree 
of common interests and seeing problems in similar 
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perspectives and even subjects such as, for example, issues over 
agricultural sales where, obviously, there are differences between 
us, even those were discussed within a framework of a much larger 
general agreement between our two countries Onthe desirability of 
reducing that kind cf protectionist activity in the agricultural 
area and in other areas. 


Q What was the course of the economic discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It covered the questions 
of international trade, questions of -- they discussed the 
Williamsburg Summit and the flavor of the discussions there, the prospects 
for U.S. recovery and how that would affect Australia; considerable 
discussion of the recent labor-management meeting among the 
labor-management leaders in Australia and the Prime Minister's summit; 
and, in fact, quite a bit of discussion about labor-management 
relations. I suppose it's significant -- this is the first President 
we've had whose -- was once a president of a union and retains a 
lot of interest in union matters. The Prime Minister, of course, 
had just come from the International Labor Organization meeting 
in Geneva and there was quite a bit of interest in the problems 
that he had addressed there. 


Q What about the U.S. deficit? Was that discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In -- not specifically, 
ne. 


Q Did Vietnam come up? 
Q Aid to Vietnam? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was discussed 
within the framework of a broader discussion about Kampuchea. 


Q What were the details? 
Q Who said what? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can be specific 
about the kind of general position that we stated. Asa 
general practice, I don't want to go describing what other 
governments have said to us, that's up to them. But we reaffirmed 
our continuing support for the ASEAN countries in their approach 
to this issue and made it clear, as we have on a number of 
occasions, that we consider support for the ASEAN countries to 
really be the key to finding a political settlement to that issue. 


Q Any indication of whether the President 
supported the Prime Minister's initiatives in Vietnam, in sending 
the Foreign Minister to Hanoi? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
presented his views on that subject. I think it was an opportunity 
to -- on both sides to get a better understanding, not to come to 
a specific agreement on a specific approach. 


Q Were you able to come to -- give Mr. Hawke any 
specific undertaking that there would be no more blended credits 
sign-offs into markets where Australia -~- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It certainly wasn't 
done today. 


Q Was the President able to give the Australian 
Prime Minister any indication of the durability of American recovery, 
economic recovery? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the President 
and Secretary Regan who was there expressed their views about that 
and our belief that we have a strong recovery under way and one 
that's going to benefit not only the United States but the inter- 
national economy as a whole. 


Q Did Mr. Hawke share that view? 
Q What was discussed about ANZUS? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask Mr. 
Hawke whether he shares that view. 


On ANZUS, a fairly wide-ranging discussion, including 
some very interesting points made about the fact that it was a 
labor government originally that brought Australia into the ANZUS 
Treaty and, indeed, in the presentation as put to us, it first 
began the understanding in Australia that the U.S.-Australian 
relationship is in many ways the foundation of Australian foreign 
policy. I think it was a very strong and broad commitment to the 
Maintenance of the ANZUS alliance and to the fact that it serves 
our mutual interests. 


Q What did they discuss on the bases? 

Q Were any possible -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're talking 
about the joint facilities, I'm not going to get into specifics 
about the -- 

Q Were they raised? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In a general way. 


Q Did the President ask -- I mean, did the President 
express any concern about these bases, about the Prime Minister's 
view of these bases and what was going on with the bases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These aren't bases. 
These are joint facilities that, in fact, serve both of our interests, 
Australia's as well as the United States. And -- 


Q Did the Prime Minister express his concern about 
information at these bases and the maintenance of the bases by 
both -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't get into 
those specifics today. There may be other occasions on this visit 
to do that. 
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Q Were possible changes or an updating of the ANZUS 
Treaty discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in those terms, 
no. 


Q Any decision -- 


Q What about the proposition for a review of -- 
ANZUS -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That might be something 
that we'd discuss with the Secretary of State or with the Secretary of 
Defense this afternoon. 


Q But was it raised today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically with 
the President. 


Q Anything discussed on a nuclear freeze zone in 
the Pacific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Australia's interest 
in that subject was mentioned, yes. 


Q Did the Prime Minister repeat his offer or, first 
of all, repeat his -- what he sees as need for the United States to 
do something to improve relations with China and his offer to act 
as some kind of go-between, mediator or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole subject of 
U.S.-China relations was discussed in considerable detail and -- 


Q Well, is that -- is that a "yes" to those two 
questions or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to give 


Q Yes. Did he again stress to the President the 
need for something to be done to improve U.S.-Chinese relations? 
And did he again make some kind of offer to act as a mediator 
or go-between to facilitate that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. In both cases, 
you're asking me what the Australians said. I am not trying to be 
evasive, but I want them to say whatever they want to say about 
what they thought the President -- 


Q What did the President say in response to whatever 
question the Prime Minister put to him -- (laughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, that I'm much 
more comfortable saying, that we affirmed the importance that we 
attach to strong U.S.-Chinese relations. The President explained, 
and Secretary Shultz also in some detail, the kinds of efforts 
that we have made to improve those relations. We certainly appreciate 
the efforts the Australian government has made in this to communicate 
views to us, as transmitted by the Chinese. 


Q Does the administration see some kind of role 
for the Australian government in a process of improvement in relations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is certainly 
helpful when you have friends who wish you well and wish your 
relationship well to be able to exchange views, to give you advice, 
to carry messages from time to time. I think for the most part, the 
management of U.S.-(china relations is a U.S. responsibility. We're 
not -- we're dealing directly with the Chinese and that is the main 
channel, but it's certainly helpful to have a friend like 
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Australia who is friendly to improvement in U.S.-China relations. 
Q What did the President say about -- 
Q Was the subject of East Timor brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was discussed, 
yes. 


Q What was said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- again, I don't 
want to -- most of the discussion was from the Australian side, 
and I don't want to characterize their views. I think I'd just 
leave it there. 


Q What did the President say? Or what did the 
U.S. side say at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on the 
subject is, in fact, well known to the Australian government. We 
weren't in the position specifically today of telling 











Australia how to conduct its relations with Indonesia. We mostly 
listened on that one. 


3% Q Was the question of Australia possibly stationing a 
liaison officer in the United States specifically to look at policy 
about bases raised? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That might be later on, 
it was not raised specifically with the President. Let me -- you 
realize, I trust everyone here may, or may not -- the Prime Minister's 
about to go to an extensive meeting with the Secretary of Defense, 
he'll be having a substantial meeting tomorrow and a lunch with 
Secretary Shultz; he'll be meeting with Secretary Regan; and in all 
of these discussions, a great many more specific details will be raised, 
in fact, a number of times during the meeting today, that was -- 
general comments were followed by the suggestion that specifics would 
be gone into elsewhere. 


Q What did the President say about sales of high 
technology to China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our general interest -- 
well, the fact that we have taken substantial steps already in the 
first two years of this administration to liberalize that trade with 
China, and the fact that we are looking for further ways to make 
progress in that area is a point that was underscored by our side. 


Q Was there any discussion on Central America? 


SENIOR ADMIN’STRATION OFFICIAL: No, that did not 
specifically come up. 


Q Arms control? Particularly a comprehensive defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not so much on that, 
much more on the subjects of the INF discussions and the START 
discussions, and what the prospects for progress in those areas might 
be, and the related -- closely related subject -- of East-West relations, 
on developments inside the Soviet Union and what prospect poth of us 
saw for some Soviet flexibility in the negotiations. 


Q Did the President in any way lobby the Prime Minister 
to support his tougher line in the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't -- I think 
they share -- from what I heard -- a reasonably common view about both 
the problem posed by the Soviet Union and also about the importance 
of serious arms controls measures. In fact, the President did lobby 
very strongly about the seriousness with which we are approaching the 
arms control negotiations, and the distinction between his, the 
President's skepticism about phony arms control, as he feels some of 
the things we tried to do in the past were, and his very strong belief 
in the importance of serious progress in the START negotiations and 
the INF negotiations. 


Q Did they talk about the Faulklands at all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that didn't come up. 

Q How about the giving of arms, or of loaning -- 
making loans, because Regan was there and Weinberger will be involved? 


Will be there any loans made to Australia? Or will there be any arms, 
extra arms, given? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, those subjects 
weren't raised. No. 








MR. ALLIN: One more question. 


Q Did they talk about any movies? The "War Games" 
thing, for example? (Laughter.) Did the President -- I'm serious -- 
I mean, maybe they -- that movie seems to have impressed him, did 
that come up in the conversation at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well actually, they 
talked about the very high quality of the Australian film industry -- 
from a professional as well as film-buff -- 





Q Did they spend some time on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, it was the 
last subject discussed at lunch, but in fact, I must say, it -- 
there's no question the quality of those movies has impressed the 
President, and he's something of an expert in this area. 

Q Did he say any specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "Breaker Morant" was 
mentioned specifically. (Laughter. ) 


Q What? 

Q Which film? 

Q Which did he mention? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "Breaker Morant." 


Q Did he mention any American movies specifically? 
(Laughter. ) 


MR. ALLIN: There will not be a 9:15 a.m. briefing tomorrow 
morning. 


Q AWWWWWW ... 
MR. ALLIN: Sorry. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 





END 1:50 P.M. EDT 
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official on background. Also, I would like to take this opportunity 
to introduce -- because I know a number of you have talked to him 
on the telephone at one time or another but -- Jeff Biggs, who 

is the Public Affairs Adviser for ARA at State, is here. He's the 
one whose number we often throw loosely around when we don't know 
what to say about Central America. So, Jeff is here also. 


Jim? 
Q Where is he? 


Q Where is he? 
MR. ALLIN: He's right here. 
Q -- stand up. (Applause.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
President Reagan and President Magana last met in -- and, I think, 
met for the only time -- in December of last year in Costa Rica. 
This meeting that begins today, this visit by President Magana 
that begins today originated in an invitation that was extended at 
that time. 


It is not something that was just scheduled recently. 
This comes at an interesting time, of course, when there are changes 
occurring in the personnel responsible for Central America policy 
in our own government and when the events in El Salvador are ina 
state of evolution. So, there will be plenty to talk about. 


The news in part is that there is a process going on 
in El Salvador towards the evolution of a democratic system. President 
Magana is an economist, a lawyer and a professor who became the 
Provisional President after the election of the Constituent Assembly 
in March of last year. 


Under his leadership, the government of El Salvador 
has developed a pact, Pact of Apaneca, which is subscribed to 
by most of the political parties which contemplates a program of 
peace, support for human rights, internal reconciliation. And a lot 
has been done on this in recent months. 


President Magana announced that the Presidential 
elections would be held this year, back in March. The Human Rights 
Commission was formed at the end of December and has now begun to 
function, investigating cases of human rights abuse allegations 
and is embarked upon an educational program, both with the military 
and civilian sectors of the Salvadoran population. 
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A Peace Commission has been appointed and has 
extended an invitation to the left to enter into a dialogue with 
them about participation in the democratic process in elections 
in El Salvador. 


The military has embarked on an important campaign 
in the east and central districts of San Vicente and Usulutan 
to provide security for that region and conditions under which 
a major reconstruction program can be begun so that the productive 
lands that are in those regions, that have been used for the production 
of export crops, that can help restore the flagging economy, can 
be resumed and so that those areas can participate more fully in the 
land-reform program. The land-reform program itself has been proceeding. 
And in the last few months, several thousand new beneficiaries have 
been added to the rolls under the Land-to-the-Tiller Program. 


One other feature of recent developments that I 
should note is that the Constituent Assembly has been able to function 
as a legislative body -- to debate, to form coalitions, to decide 
by vote on policies to be followed by the government of El Salvador. 
And, I would say, that the two most important examples of that 
are the extension of the land reform program that was enacted 
in early March whereby the Land-to-the-Tiller Program that would 
have expired on March 3rd was extended through the end of this 
year. And, as I say, in the few months of the extension there 
have been several thousand additional beneficiaries added. 


Secondly, the Constituent Assembly has adopted an 
amnesty law 
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in which persons who have been in opposition to the government are 
given an opportunity to return to Salvadoran society and those who 
wish to leave El Salvador are given an opportunity to do so in safety 
and their departure is facilitated by an amnesty board. 


To date, the numbers change every day, and the last 
number I had, I think, was 68 people who had come in who were not 
in detention and benefitted from the amnesty and about 500 political 
prisoners of a total -- of about 800 who were in detention have now 
been released in the few weeks that the amnesty law has been in 
effect. 


I won't go on. And we'll stop here and take questions. 


Q Is it certain that there will be presidential 
elections this year? As you know, there have been several reports 
suggesting that the government there wanted to delay it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that there 
has been discussion there as to whether it would be possible to 
get everything organized in time to have the elections. President 
Magana has recently reaffirmed the intention that Presidential 
elections will be held this year. We support that and we believe 
that the elections will be held. I -- 


Q But what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- add one point 
on that. I think that a part of the difficulty is that there 
is a new constitution being drafted which has to be passed by 
the Constituent Assembly and the elections are to take place under 
that new constitution. And the new constitution has not been adopted 
yet but that is expected soon. 


Q President Magana has said that he was going to 
be pressing President Reagan for unrestricted aid and more aid 
in the fight against the leftist guerrillas. What can the President -- 
President Reagan reply to that since it's not the administration, 
but the Hill, that is putting restrictions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of 
any communication about a rez:2st for unrestricted aid. 


Q He said so in an interview yesterday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
program has been presented to the Congress. We are seeking funds 
as set out in the President's budget, not unrestricted. We have no 
intention, as you know, of sending combat personnel. We are remaining 
within the limited number of U.S. personnel in El Salvador and, as I say, 
I'm just unaware of anything about unrestricted -- 


Q What do you hope to get out of the trip -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q What do you hope to get out of this trip by 
Mr. Magana? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that for 
President Magana to visit the United States he will gain a better 
first-hand understanding. He has been in the United States before 
but I don't think he's been here since he has been in office as 
the provisional President of El Salvador. But I think he -- 


Q -- understanding of what? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I was 


about to say. I think he will get a better understanding of the 
attitudes and concerns that are here because he will be meeting 
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with the President and senior officials in the administration. He 
will be meeting with Members of Congress. And I think that that 
is very useful for him. I think that the exchange of views at 
senior levels between two governments who are so closely allied 
in an effort where we have common national interests in preserving 
and encouraging the development of democratic government within 

El Salvador and avoiding having El Salvador become a Marxist state 
in Central America. It just seems to me that there are obviously 
a number of areas of common interests there that's helpful to 
have discussed at the most senior levels. 


Let me go back -- 


Q Is it true that we, more or less, put this 
guy in there? Wasn't D'Aubisson going to take over and was it 
true mts 
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Hinton and Enders, that we more or less engineered this guy as 
President? I mean, maybe that's a little 
that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
I think that there was a rather complicated process that followed 
the election which was only for constituent assembly and that 
the provisional president was then chosen by the constituent 
assembly and he was not chosen as the candidate of any one party. 
I believe that the Armed Forces also had an interest in the candidate 
for provisional president. But he represents, I think, a consensys 
choice, and I think that that is evidenced by, first of all, this 
Pact of Apaneca, which is the basic charter of government that all 
but one of the major parties subscribe to; and, secondly, that he 
has been able to lead El Salvador in ways that have found the 
necessary consensus for the achievements like the Peace Commission, 
which has made this invitation to the Left and has formed the Human 


extended the Land Reform program and other governmental actions 
that required this consensus of political groupings within the 
country. 





Let me go to the back here so that we don't -- 


Q What is the status of the meeting -- the potential 
meeting between Senator Stone and leftist guerrillas from El Salvador? 
Where is the administration on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, Ambassador Stone 
has just returned from his trip to the countries in Central America 
and the Contadora countries -- Venezuela, Colombia, Panama and Mexico. 
He is reporting to the Secretary of State and to the President, 
and then we will have to see what next steps will be. His mission 
is not to be a negotiator but to be a facilitator of the search for 
peace that is being undertaken by the nations themselves in the 
region and within the nations of the region. I can't comment on 
what the next steps will be. That's a matter of policy to be 
resolved. 


Q Does the administration think it would facilitate 
the process down there for him to meet with the guerrillas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking me what 
will the policy decision be as to the next steps following Senator 
Stone's original mission which was an information-gathering mission, 
on which he is just now reporting to the Secretary of State and 
the President. 


Q When can we expect -- 
Q One of the things he didn't mention in the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Early next week -- 


Q -- list of topics to be discussed was the question 
of the judicial system which the administration has in the past said 
was one of its major concerns with El Salvador. Can you tell us 
what progress you'll be able to tell Congress about -- or he'll be 
able to tell Congress about on the judicial front? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, for one thing, 
I believe that the government of El Salvador is completing a review 
of its emergency law, the Decree 507 which has been in effect for 
a couple of years and under which the political prisoners who are 
now being amnestied were detained -- or at least most of them. Some 
of them were in detention prior to that. 
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The revision of the constitution, I have been told 
by senior Salvadoran officials during a recent visit, will contain 
new provisions that will enhance the independence of the judiciary. 
And in this regard, it will provide, we believe -- and we have not 
seen a text. This is based on discussions with Salvadoran officials -- 
but we expect the new constitution to provide for greater tenure 
for judges and greater independence in establishing the budget for 
the judiciary, which under present law has been subject to the 
Salvadoran equivalent of the Office of Management and Budget so that 
the judiciary -- the judicial branch will decide what, how much of 
a budget it needs and then they're subjected to a budget review 
which might cut them. 


Q How about the trial, specifically, of the church 
women and the labor leaders? Any progress to be reported on the 
prosecution of those cases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, those cases 
are still in the courts. I think we've reported just recently on 
the status of them. I am unaware of any very recent development in 
any of those cases that will be -- 


Q What is the status of them, those two cases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With respect to 
labor leaders, the case has been affirmed that there is a basis for 
prosecution in the case of the gunmen, those who pulled the trigger 
who have confessed. And that case will go forward to trial but 
a date has not been set. 














eo%<e« 


There were two other individuals who were not directly 
involved but were thought to be behind this and their cases went to 
an appeals court that said there was not sufficient evidence to pro- 
ceed with them. The Attorney General of El Salvador has appealed to 
the Supreme Court. And that's where that one stands. 


In the case of the four church women, the appeals court 
returned the case to the investigative stage before the court of 
first instance on an issue relating to ownership of the motor vehicle 
that was stolen as a part of the overall crime, which is a subsidiary 
element; but it had to be established who owned the bus. That process 
is now being completed and it will go back to the trial stage, we 
think in the next month or two. 


Q Are we satisfied with what they're doing or do 
we feel -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I sure wish that these 
cases would move faster. 


Q Are they stalling? Just stalling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think it 
is stalling. There are problems, and we've discussed these with the 
government of El Salvador, in the resources, training, capabilities 
of the judicial system to work in the present environment. It is a 
very difficult thine to try to -- to engage in what is a war, really, 
that you have this conflict going on within the country. You have 
great divisions and you're trying at the same time to build democratic 
structures. And I think it's a real tribute to those people like 
President Magana who are trying to do that that they've accomplished 
what thev have. 


There is work going on on reforming and improving the 
administration of justice, improving the independence and the ability 


to function of the judicial system. And I really can't go into detail 
on it. 


Q How much control does he have over the army and 
the death squads? 


Q The Treasury agents, they're murderers. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is another issue. 

Q What was the question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was does 
the provisional President have control over all the elements of the 
security forces? If I can characterize it that way. (Laughter.) 


You're asking about death squads. Well, you're talking about criminals. 
Obviously, no government official -- any responsible position is -- 


Q -- call them government death squads. 

Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think you're 
-- when you're talking about death squads, you're talking about 
outlaws, you're talking about criminals, you're talking about law 
violators. And I don't think that -- 

Q Sanctioned by the government? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 

Q No? 


Q Who's killing all those people down there? 











Q And why? 
Q The guerrillas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, 
there aren't as many people being killed. And I think that just 
ought to be said. 


Q Two thousand, 2,500 in the last year. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The numbers have -- 
Q -- Deane Hinton,I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I'm just making 
a point that the numbers have gone down over the past year, really 
over the past two years, from ‘81 it's gone down. 


Secondly, that there is a problem that is related in 
part to the administration of justice and the difficulties of gettina 
anybody prosecuted in the courts. And there is a problem of divisive- 
ness. There is a problem of democratic traditions not being deeply 
rooted. And you have political violence from the left and from the 
right from death souads. 


Q Will the President -- Will President Reagan make 
some of these points, that he wants faster justice on the prosecution 
of those two cases, that he wants better control over some of these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to 
get into a point-by-point agenda; but these -- the situation in 
El Salvador with respect to the reforms. And, as a part of the re- 
forms, the reforms effecting the judicial process are certainly an 
obvious topic for discussion. 


Q Is he prepared to recertify? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not a decision 
-- That's a decision that has to be made, really, by the -- I guess, 
by the -- delegated to the Secretary of State to be made in July. And 
I can't say that we have all of the facts that we'll have to have 
to look at and the Secretary of State will have to decide that in 
July. 


Let me go back -- Here. 

Q I think what we're trying to get at is is what 
does the administration want to talk to Magana about? What does it 
want to tell him he has to do to continue to get aid, to continue to 
get military aid that he's not doing now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not -- You 
know, as I say, I'm not going to get into the details of the agenda. 
Certainly, our policy -- 

Q Why -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then, you know, 
we could have the meeting right here. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Because it would 
not be an effective way to conduct foreign 
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relations with another sovereign state to have the full array 

of everything put ovt here before the two Heads of State have an 
Opportunity to sit down and talk to each other. Let us let them 
talk to each other. 


But certainly our policy is to support democracy, 
to support the economic and political and social reforms that 
President Magana is trying to institute in El Salvador. And 
our interest in those reforms I am sure will be a subject of 
discussion with the President, with members of the executive 
branch and Members of the Congress. 


Q Rubin Zamorov, the Spokesman for the FMLM, (?) 
held a press conference earlier today and was asked the same 
question you were, which is what is the status of the talks between 
the left and the senior administration. He says that they had sent 
forward a letter to the Reagan administration after Stone 
was named, and that they have gotten no response so far, 
that they are waiting for a response. Does the Reagan 
administration intend to reply to that letter, which has 
been confirmed by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
that that is a subject -- 


Q -- after this round of talks between Stone 
and Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
I can go beyond what I said before, that Ambassador Stone is 
reporting to the Secretary of State and to the President on 
what was a fact-finding and an orientation and a familiarization 
mission for him in which he heard the views of all of the 
governments concerned. And there will have to be decisions 
made as to the next steps to be taken in the pursuit of his 
mission. Those decisions have not yet been made. And so I 
cannot answer your question. 


I can express just s touch of concern that the 
FMLM has gone public in this way. 


Q Why? 
Q Yes. 
Q They have not gotten an answer? 


Q What is the problem -- that they say they 
want a meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it makes one 
just a bit concerned about the seriousness of purpose. 


Q Because it is public it is not serious? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I question 
whether the publicity that they have attached to this offer 
is the objective of making the offer or not. It just makes 
me just a little bit concerned. 


Q Is that the attitude of our administration, 
that because it is public it is propaganda and not the real 
thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. That is 
not dismissal or anything like that. All I am saying is that 
I am concerned that it has been the subject of such publicity 
rather than something that would be put forward to the Peace 
Commission of El Salvador in response to their invitation. 
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Q They want to talk to us. 
Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 


Q Could you bring us up to date on the aid 
requests for El Salvador and how they are doing on the Hill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The authorization 
bill has been reported out of committee in both the House and 
the Senate. The economic assistance levels I believe are at 
or close to the administration's request. The military 
assistance levels are below the administration's request by 
about $10 million in the Senate and by about $20 million in 
the House. 


Q What are the numbers? 
Q Can you tell us the numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that 
there is a -- 


Q What year? Are we talking about ‘83? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Eighty-four. 


The House put a limit of $65 million on military 
assistance to El Salvador. And the Senate put on a limit of 
$76 million. And the administration requested $86 million. 


Q And the economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic 
assistance I think was at the levels we requested which -- 
and I am trying to think, is it $105 million on the -- I have 
some figures with me if you want to get that afterward. But 
I do not have them right in front of me, because you get into 
about four different categories with PL-40 development 
assistance, economic support fund. 


Q At the noon briefing at the State 
Department, it was confirmed that the elections are going to 
be delayed until next March. You did not mean to say that -- 
you are not still sticking on this thing of Magana's answer 
a couple of weeks ago, are you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not think 
that there was an announcement of a delay in the elections 
until March. 

Q What is it? 

Q You do not think it is here. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not 
said there. I think you misunderstood. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think there 
must have been some confusion. 


Q And he said that one of the reasons, too, that 
President Magana is coming here is for him to explain to 
Congress the different situation in El Salvador and, also, ask 
for the full funding in military aid or what is remaining. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
that would be a fair characterization. As I say, this is a visit 
that stems from an invitation extended last December. It's not 
something that was scheduled to coincide with -- where we happen 
to be right now in a legislative process that has its own calendar 
quite apart from this visit. But, certainly, he will be meeting 
with members of Congress, and they'll have an opportunity to ask 
him question and tell him what they think. 


And he'll have an opportunity to ask them questions 
and tell them what he thinks. 


Q You said the body count was coming down. 

Gan ou tell us what the precise numbers are at this point from 
o-- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that we 
are well under -- And I hate to regard this political situation in 
El Salvador as a statistical game, but I think we are down somewhere 
between 170, 180, 185, in that range, and that we were -- a month -- 
and that we were well above a couple of years ago. 

Q A hundred seventy to eighty-five what? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Deaths. 


Q Civilian deaths? 


Q Of what? I mean, what could characterize 
what kind -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Deaths attributable 
to political violence of the left or the right. 


Q -- not civil -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not talking about 
military casualties. 


Q Okay. 


Q And what was it before? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Can you give us any -- 

Q It's noncombatants -- 

Q What was that? 

Q Noncombatant civilians. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- 

Q The high was 800. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm embarrassed 
that I looked at the certification report just before I came here, 
and I don't remember the number. But it's in the certification 


report. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you alluded to the new 
Vietnam-style pacification program -- 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not allude 
a, ¢ Vietnam-style pacification program. You alluded to that, I 
elieve. 
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Q Yes, okay. Would you characterize how it's 
going? Do you see light at the end of the tunnel there or -- I mean, 
how's it going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to suggest 
an analogy -- 


Q Oh, no. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No? Okay. The -- 
Q Mr. Secretary, would it be fair to say -- 

Q Well, what does he see -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a minute. 
The initial reports are that the government forces have not met 
substantial resistance and that the guerrillas seem not to have 
desired to confront them at this stage. It's only been on for 
a few days, as you know. ; 


And the tough part will come in the effort to 
rebuild this area and make it a productive part of the country as 
it was once again. This is the area that I said -- where you grew 
the cotton and the coffee and the sugar that provided the exports 
and contributed so much of El Salvador's foreign exchange. And these 
fields are unplanted right now, and they need to be. 


And getting people to move in there in an environment 
where they can be secure will really be the tough part of it -- 
not this initial military sweep which is necessary but only the 
first step. 


Let me go back to somebody else in the back. 


Q Could we return to Helen's question about 
the terrorists from the left and the right? What is the government -- 
our government -- doing to try and reduce terrorism from the right 


and, you know -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a problem 
really that has to be dealt with by the Salvadorans. We cannot 
go in there and be the police force or be the army. They have 
to deal with that one themselves. 


I think that we've made clear to them how important 
it is to the American people and to the American government that 
they do their utmost to improve the security situation in that 
country. If we say we're for democracy and human rights, one 
of the most fundamental right is the right to life, and it's very 
hard for democratic institutions to function and operate in an 
environment where you have this risk of political death from 
extremists of the left or the right. 


Q -- brain death -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 





Q -- not just political death? You're talking 
about brain death, to physical death -- threat of political death? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. 
Threat of political violence exercised by killers, if you will, 
of the left or the right. I'm talking about physical death, yes. 


or Q How would you describe the importance of this 
visit? I mean, is it simply a get-acquainted visit or is there 
more to it that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I 
can rate it on a scale. I think, as I said, that with El Salvador 
and the United States so closely involved in cooperative efforts 
with respect to our assistance programs there, with respect to 
their efforts to 
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achieve a democratic system and a fair society, restore their economy 
with our national security interests in the region. There is such 

a close community of interest that it is always important to have 

the heads of state meet and discuss the array of issues of mutual 
concern. I don't think I can go beyond that and say it's very 
important or a little bit important or put a number on it. 


Q Try it this way. What does he have to promise 
to keep the money coming? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there 
is an answer to that one. 


Q We're all barking up the wrong tree, aren't we? 
I mean, the purpose of this visit is not to express concern to 
Magana about what's happening in E] Salvador. I gather the purpose 
is for Magana to be presented to Congress and, I guess, the American 
public to try to make the case for combatting Marxist-Leninism in 
that country. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think you 
can put one single label on it and say this is -- we're going to 
show off Magana to Congress. I don't think you can say we're going 
to call him up here and lecture him. I don't think those are 
fair characterizations and there's no single purpose here. There 
is a whole array of issues to be discussed. It is useful to have 
them discussed at the highest levels of government on both sides. 
Such a discussion has not occurred since last December and it 
was scheduled last December that it would occur again in June 
and now it is occurring. 


Q Which Cabinet members will be included in 
the discussions? Which ones will be included? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that the 
Secretary of State will be. That's -- 


Q In reference to Sam's question, you said you 
can't put a label on it either/or. But both of the things that 
you've just said are certainly encompassed in the visit, are they 
not -- i.e., you're going to show him off on one hand -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not showing 
him off. 


Q Well, I mean, those are your words. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is here. He 
is scheduling meetings with Members of Congress. 


Q Yes, but those were your words in terms of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was characterizing 
his question. I wasn't characterizing what we're -- 


Q But on the other hand, there will be some -- 
if it's too strong, but some lecturing of Magana to say -- this 
is what we need -- will there not? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will certainly 
be discussion of the problems that are of concern to us, to 
the Congress, and to the American public. 
Q Can we talk about the elections for a moment? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
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Q Are you suggesting with this constitutional 
reform that has to take place that that might not take place in 
time for the elections to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. I was 
saying that I think that because the constitution has not been 
promulgated, has not been adopted that that has contributed to 
discussion that we have all heard about whether the elections 
might be postponed. However, I think that the constitution will 
be adopted very soon and that the elections will be held this 
year as President Magana announced on about the 10th of March. 


Q Can I just follow that up? Have you been reassured 
recently that those elections will be held -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that will 
be a subject that will be discussed again. But we have had a 
very recent statement from President Magana that the elections will 
be held this year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Magana said on 
Sunday that they expected them to be held -- 


Q If President Magana should ask for more 
economic or military aid from us, what's the answer there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I 
didn't -- 


Q -- military aid -- 


Q If Magana asks for more economic and/or 
military -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
anticipate that he will make such a request and I really don't 
have an answer. As I said, the President has a budget and he's 
put the budget to the Congress and that's the position that we 
have at the moment. 


Q You're not planning any step up in either 
economic or military -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say beyond 
what the President has in his budget. That is the administration's 
position. 


Q But you're leaving open the possibility for 
more military aid this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Leaving open the -- 
I am unaware of any further requests from the administration in 
addition to the amounts that have already been proposed. 


Q Does Magana reflect the kind of leader we 
want to see in El Salvador? Is he the type of guy we want? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- 
Q Say "no". (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's done 
an incredible job in a very difficult situation. 
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Q Could I -- 

Q Get him, Naomi. 

Q Naomi, get Mort. 

Q Sic him. 

Q You said earlier -- 

Q You have a right, Naomi, to ask a question. 

Q You said earlier that it would be useful for him 
to go before Congress and hear the message that they have to give him, 
it'd be a useful -- and there's a good purpose for coming. What message 
do you think they're going to give him? I mean, isn't it something 
to the effect of "Clean up your act if you want more -- " 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want me to say 
what the Congress -- 


Q I'm calling the death squad to town, Naomi. 


Q You're in touch with Congress. You know what 
he's going to hear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, sure, and so 
are you. I think that President Magana will have meetings with 
Congress and, as I said, that he will give them his impressions and 
ask them questions and they will give him their impressions and 
ask him questions. And I don't want to characterize who -- which 
member will say what and -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:11 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: This will be a background briefing 
attributable to a senior administration official. 


Q Come on, Helen. 

Why ? 

Thank you. 

Who is Ronald R. Reagan? 
Ww. 

No, no, "R." 


Read your statement. 
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This statement says, "R." 
Q Oh. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I shovld 
begin by acknowledging that there is a typographical error in 
the heading of that. 


Q Was it ovr doing, or their doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know 
who typed it. But I do not think we did. (Lavghter.) 


Q Oh, I see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is 
President Magana's statement. Let me give you a little bit of 
the discussion this morning. The two Presidents met from about 
11:20 a.m. until about 1:30 p.m. This covered a brief meeting 
in the Oval Office and, then, a larger meeting with more staff 
present in the Cabinet Room and a working lunch. Let me try 
to cover it by topic. 


President Magana described the situation in 
El Salvador as one offering hope for achieving peace and 
completing a democratization of Salvadoran society. He reported 
that the draft constitution has now been completed and will go 
to the constituent assembly, a point that is reflected, also, 
in his prepared statement. 
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He affirmed his support for a presidential election 
this year, as he had announced on March 10 with the support of 
the political parties at the time of the Pope's visit to 
Central America. President Reagan affirmed U.S. support for 
early elections. 


They discussed the efforts that El Salvador has 
made to attract broad participation in the elections, including 
the amnesty law and the repeated invitations by the Peace 
Commission to enter into a dialogve with the left. 

President Magana pointed out, however, that negotiations to 
divide political power at the table rather than through an 
electoral process would conflict with El Salvador's commitments 
to democracy. And he was reassured that this was a position 
with which the United States government agrees. 


The discussion included the functioning of the 
judicial system and the cases involving murders of American 
citizens in El. Salvador. On two cases in particular, 
President Magana reported that the remaining formalities at 
the investigative stage in the church women's case should be 
completed in the next two weeks, and that the case should go 
to jury in six to eight weeks. In the case involving labor 
leaders, as you know, the appeal remains with the Supreme 
Court. And we were assured that the government is pursuing 
that appeal with full vigor. 


There was discussion of the land reform program, 
which was described with reference to phase one as really 
concentrating, now, on making the cooperatives function 
more efficiently and economically. The phase three program 
is being pursved through an accelerated effort to motivate 
and promote the opportunities provided by the extension of 
the land reform for 
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additional renters of land to apply to become the owners of that 
land. And, of course, several thousand new applications have been 
filed through the promotional program of the last few months and 
that has just been renewed with a new program to promote the land 
reform. 


There was discussion of the importance of the present 
campaign in San Vicente and Usulutan Provinces. The latest report, 
according to President Magana, is that San Vicente is now militarily 
secure and that reconstruction and resettlement efforts can commence. 
He emphasized that success here in returning to normal activities 
in this important agricultural area will help to restore the 
confidence of the people and add to the productive base of the 
country and provide needed employment. 


With regard to human rights, there was discussion of -- 
Q You skipped one province, I think. 
Q Usulutan. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
of the campaign going on in these two, this is beginning with 
San Vicente and moves on to Usulutan. It really began only a 
few days ago and what has been accomplished thus far has been 
accomplished in San Vicente. 


The discussion of human rights centered on the progress 
that has been made andthe agreement that there is work that must still 
be done. The observation was made, President Magana pointed out 
that El Salvador needed to move simultaneously on many fronts-- economically, 
militarily, politically, and socially and that this was necessary 
and that his government was committed to do this. 


The Minister of Defense, in particular onthe military 
Situation, reported that the army was committed through improved 
morale and through an increased training program, increasingly 
to the defense and protection of the people. He described the 
code of conduct on human rights that had been adopted and 
was being applied now in a written code for the first time in 
the El Salvadoran armed forces and this was being incorporated in 
the training and educational efforts being made by the armed forces 
through the command level down through the enlisted personnel. 
He stressed the support of the armed forces to carry out their 
responsibilities for the democratization of El Salvador. 


Finally, on the regional scene, there was discussion 
of the Contadora process, primarily by Foreign Minister Chavez Mena, 
who described the meetings that have been held to date. El Salvador 
is determined to participate actively in this regional initiative 
for peace in Central America and to work closely with the other 
democracies -- Honduras and Costa Rica and with Guatemala in assuring 
that the efforts for peace will address the real problems in the 
region and the need for mutuality with regard to arms flow and 
foreign advisers and pluralistic societies among all of the countries 
of the region and this is not to get off that track into one 
of trying to solve the problems of Nicaragua without addressing 
the regional problems and the problems that Nicaragua causes in 
the region. 


That really sums it up on the topic. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make a point 
about the speech. The text that President Magana delivered out 
there was delivered as the copy that you have. However, he went 
through page two on the second paragraph and then he resumed on 
page five, the third paragraph to the end. But the entire text 
stands. There's no change in it. He just abbreviated it a 
bit because of the weather. 


Q Heat. 
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Q How firm a commitment did he make to 
having elections by the end of the year? Up on the Hill, he was 
talking about the fact that it wasn't really his decision -- it 
was the Assembly's, first of all. And, secondly, did he make 
any requests either for more aid or for aid with fewer restrictions 
on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no 
specific request -- if I can take these in reverse order -- 
no specific request with the aid. There were expressions of 
appreciation for aid that has been provided and acknowledgement 
of the importance of that aid to El Salvador. 


Q How about restrictions on the aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That simply was 
not a subject of discussion. There was -- Your other question 
was on -- 


Q On the election and how firm his commitment was. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the election, 
that he indicated his support for the early elections, and we 
reaffirmed that we thought that was important, too. And he did 
acknowledge that this is a matter on which the Constituent Assembly 
must make a determination as they promulgate the new election law. 


Q When you say early elections, was he talking 
in terms of this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This year, yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what was said, if anything, 
between the two Presidents about the death squads and what 
evaluation, if any, did the President of El Salvador give to 
Mr. Reagan about who is winning the war in El Salvador right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was nothing 
that was really characterized as who is winning the war. There 
was a description of the military situation. And it was pointed 
out that two years ago it had been suggested by some in Washington 
that the government of El Salvador had only 30 days and the situation 
was perilous and that that proved to be an inaccurate prediction 
and that the military situation is an improving one today, and 
particularly with this initiative that has begun in San Vicente. 


The subject of human rights was discussed at length 
and -- I don't think I should get into specifics of -- 


Q How about the specifics of the words “death 
squads" or “paramilitary units"? Were those words used by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
of the need for support for human rights within the armed forces 
and by the members of the armed forces and acknowledgement by the 
El Salvadoran participants and their assurance that this would be -- 
that the armed forces would improve on the human rights front. 


Q Did the President bring up that need for 
human rights -- support for human rights -- by the armed forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did our President? 
Yes. 


Q Can I follow on that? Was Vides Casanova, 
the Defense Minister, asked why he reshuffled the command structure 
in the way that he did last month that brought Caranza 
who's known to be a leader of death squads to the head of the 
Treasury force? Was that brought up? Was Caranza brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not discuss 
specific personnel changes. And I don't know that I would accept 
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your characterization of Colonel Caranza. 


Q Did President Reagan apply any pressure, moral 
or material, to get the El Salvadorans to improve the human rights 
climate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I 
can go beyond saying that there was discussion of human rights, 
there was understanding by the Salvadorans of the importance of 
human rights here in the United States and in their own efforts 
in their own society, that -- 


Q That doesn't address the question. I mean, 
are we pressuring them to improve the human rights situation or 
are we not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think 
there is anything that I would characterize as pressure that is 
really called for. I think what we have here is a government 
that is trying to work on human rights. It knows that the human 
rights situation is one of deep concern in the United States. And 
it is working within that context to try to improve the situation. 


Q Did the President directly request more aid, 
more dollar amount or a different type of aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there were no 
new aid requests. 


Q In terms of -- It sounds like the President 
of Salvador does not want the U.S. to negotiate with the rebel 
leaders. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I should think 
that no government would want another government to negotiate with 
rebels in the country concerned. 


Q Did he specifically ask that the U.S. turn 
down their bid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was not 
specifically addressed. As I say, we supported the efforts by 
the Peace Commission to invite the left to come and have a dialogue 
with the Peace Commission that has been designated by the government 
of El Salvador for that purpose. 


Q I know, but they've made a bid to talk to 
us. Was there any request that we not do so? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not specifically 
discussed in this morning's meetings, no. 


Q Was it indirectly discussed, as far as you're 
concerned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Well, you indicated -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, indirectly only 
in the sense that we, both sides agreed on the importance of the 
effort being made by the government of El Salvador,through the 
Peace Commission,to try to provide for the broadest participation 
in a democratic process to fully implement the amnesty law, to 
pursue the efforts to engage the left in a dialogue on conditions 
that will permit their participation in the democratic process, 
and both sides agreed that there should not be negotiations to 
divide up political power on the basis of talks around the table, 
rather than through a democratic process. 


Now, I suppose the indirectly rules out a U.S. sitting 
down with the guerrillas, as well, to divide up power behind the 
backs of the Salvadoran people. If we don't want the government 
of El Salvador to do that, and they don't want to do it, I suppose 
they don't want us to do it either and that we don't want to do that. 


Q So we're turning them down -- 


Q Do you interpret that then that the door is 
closed on a Stone meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- in their request to meet with Stone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't say that. 
I said that the subject was addressed indirectly to the extent that 
there is a common position by the two governments that there should 
be an effort to engage, by the government of El Salvador, to engage 
the left in a dialogue through the Peace Commission about participa- 
tion in the democratic process. There was also explicit agreement 
that a negotiation over power sharing outside the democratic process 
was something that the government of El Salvador did not want, 
something that the United States government did not want and was not 
pushing them to do. I think it is implicit in that that neither 
Side would want the United States government to engage the guerrillas 
in a negotiation about power sharing. 


Q What about dialogue other than power sharing? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not addressed. 


Q Where does Ambassador Stone and the possibility 
of his meeting with the Nicaraguans fit into that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can say on that -- 
Q I'm sorry -- with the Salvadorans. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can say on that -- 
Ambassador Stone, by the way, did participate in the meetings today 
and he is reporting to the Secretary of State and the President on 
his mission. And decisions will have to be made on next steps and 
I don't really want to get into will the next step be to answer the 
letter, will the next step not be to answer the -- 2 


Q But you're not -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's nothing decided 
and so I can't really address what the next steps will be. 


Q What you just said, though, was not foreclosing 
the possibility of Stone meeting with the Salvadorans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since no decisions 
have been made, I really can't -- you could come up with other 
examples of things that I could not foreclose, but that's among them. 

Q Well, what we're trying to get at is that -- 

Q The point is that -- 


Q -- we've been told that the request is being studied. 
Is it still being studied or was it foreclosed today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be decisions 
made until after he has met with the President, on that or any other 


steps regarding Ambassador Stone or other aspects of the peace 
process. 


Q When does he meet with the President? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Monday morning. 


Q Did the administration tell Mr. Magana that it 
would or would not meet with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not hearing you. 


Q Did the administration tell Mr. Magana that he 
would or, that Stone would or would not meet with the Salvadoran 
insurgents? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's been 
answered. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three times, Ber. 
The decision has not been made. 


Q But did they tell Magana anything? 


Q Can you go into a little bit cf detail about how 
this encouragement of dialogue between the government and the 
leftists through the Peace Commission would take place? For example, 
I mean, is there going to be a referee? I mean, who's going to 
guarantee, for example, if you were a leftist, their security in 
even engaging in a dialogue, for example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say this: I 
can confirm that some thought has been given to that process by the 
Salvadoran government and by the Peace Commission. I really think 
that I cannot say, “Well, here's the way they would do it. Here's 
the secret way they would do it to protect everybody's security.” 
The guestion is a valid one. The issue is there. The issue has been 
recognized and addressed, but I cannot really go into details as you 
ask. 


Q On the question of the dialogue with the Peace 
Commission, 
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when you speak of the left, exactly whom do you mean? And also 
can you say exactly who the Peace Commission represents? Does it 
represent political parties, does it represent the provisional 
president, or is it supposed to be a mediator? What is its role? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Peace 
Commission is a non-governmental entity that has been designated 
by the government of El Salvador to carry out this role. Its 
authorization, I believe, specifically comes from the Political 
Commission, which is sort of a Cabinet plus political party 
leaders. The mandate of the Peace Commission I don't think should 
be an impediment. I think they clearly enough have the authority 
to engage in the dialogue. 


Q -- reach agreements on behalf of the government 
of El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that's 
a process that hasn't begun and we hope would begin and see where 
it goes. 


Q Can you say that it -- when you speak of the left, 
are you speaking specifically of the FDR FMLM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The invitation that 


all who are in opposition, but specifically included the FDR FMLM. 
I believe so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FDR. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FDR. 


Q Well, was that an attempt then to split the two 
fronts or -- in your opinion, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what it 
was. I think it was an acknowledgement that the FDR has purported 
to speak for those in opposition in the past and it wanted to make 
clear that they were not excluded from the invitation, but the 
invitation was a general one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take a couple 
of more questions here. Joe, Bob, Pat. 


Q What has changed because of today's meetings? 
And how has it changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say anything 
dramatic has changed as a result of the meeting. The meeting is 
one that has been scheduled for some time. It was really an 
opportunity for the leaders of the two governments to review the 
Situation. The progress that has been made in the evolution of 
democracy in El Salvador and the problems that remain and the 
steps that need to be taken. Yes. 


Q In his departure statement, President Magana 
expressed concern about a “weak, vacillating commitment by the 
United States," and he hoped it did not end up that way. Did 
President Reagan give him any reassurance on that point, that he 
can count on continued firm support from this country? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did indicate that 
we -- certainly he firmly supported the efforts of the government of 
El Salvador, yes. 


Q But did he address himself to the problems on 
the Hill, for instance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No speculation about 
that, no. I don't mean I'm not speculating. I mean the President 
did not speculate. 


Q You said yesterday when you were doing this -- 


Q Two questions: Number one, did President Magana 
mention anything about needing more U.S. troops in El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Number two -- go ahead. Do you want to -- 


Q Yes. You said yesterday that you were bringing 
him up here to show him some things. And he did see at the Hill 
this morning that there is no opportunity for any expanded aid. 
Right? 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I was 
not in those meetings this morning on the Hill. 


Q A few months ago the President was very alarmed 
by the conditions down there. Did he say anything today that 
would indicate that he feels conditions generally have improved 
down there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Really nothing of 
a comparative nature was said. I think there is recognition that 
there is a very serious situation. I think that, based on the 
reports that were made by the Salvadoran participants, President 
Magana and his colleagues, and the -- my impressions of how they 
were received, I would say that it was somewhat a more optimistic 
Situation but still a very serious one. 


Q You said that the military situation has improved 
somewhat. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think with the 
initiation of this campaign in San Vicente, which has -- in which 
the miliary has demonstrated an initiative and a willingness to go 
out anc -- 

Q But they haven't engaged -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- stay in the field 
and pursue the objective over a period now of -- what is it? A couple 
of weeks since this began? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A week. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About one week 
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since it has begun. 


There's less, I think, of a sense of it being a 9 to 5 
war and of not following up. Now, we still have to see how this 
goes on. I thought it was a little over a week. But it's just one 
week. 


Q They haven't engaged the rebels yet, have they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have not been 
any major engagements in this. And the rebels have abandoned the 
area. But one of the real tests of this will be to see if the mili- 
tary will stick with the objectives of securing and keeping secure 
and restoring the productivity of this recion and not be discouraged 
or distracted by diversions from the guerrillas. We don't know that 
yet. It's off to a good start. 


Q One clarification, please. My colleague asked 
before about a certain colonel and he characterized him as being 
a known death squad leader. You said that vou differed with that 
characterization. Can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I did not 
accept it. 


Q Okay. Can you tell us, please, whether or not 
there are any reputed death scuad leaders in command positions in 
the Salvadoran army as of this date? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I can't. 

Q You cannot? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot. 

Q Why ? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q Shouldn't we know, considering the money we're 
puttine in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just unaware 
of anybody in a command position in the Salvadoran armed forces 
whom I would have any reason to believe is the leader of a death 
scuad. 

Q Can you reassure us and rule it out then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm saying, 
based on what I know. 


Q Yes, but Lopez Sibrian has been named by the 
United States government as somebody who was involved in the killing 
of agrarian reform workers. And he is in a command position -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is he? 


Q Yes. Well, he orders troops around. He's not 
a colonel; but he orders many troops around in Morozan Province. 


You don't -- You're saying he's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the record, he 
is a lieutenant. And he's Chalatenango Province. 


Q Well, does he command -- 


Q He what? 
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Q He's in a different province. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, I don't want 
to cuibble here. I think the question was about the leadership 
of the armed forces and a colonel. And I was answering a command 
position in that context. Lieutenant Lopez Sibrian is somebody 
whom we hope will be brought to justice in the near future. And 
I'm not going to stand here and say he's guiity or innocent. But 
from what I do know, I think there's reason to believe that he 
should be brought to trial and that a court should determine that. 


Q There have been reports that the U.S. has trained 
about 7,000 Salvadoran troops; but there's a tremendous attrition 
rate, like about maybe 3,000 of those left and that the Salvadoran 
government supposedly was trying to do something to keep people from 
getting out. Did the President raise that issue with President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, this was 
discussed, and the Salvadoran army has just recently initiated a 
substantial reenlistment bonus for these U.S.-trained battalions. 
So we don't know how that will work. It's a two-year enlistment 
period and, after two years of war, will somebody want to reenlist 
for a bonus? Some will and some won't. 


Q Do you know how much that is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is 
somewhere between $100 and $200 a month. And I don't know if it's 
$120 -- $120 a month as a reenlistment bonus, so that, in effect, 
it's a pay increase after you've served your first two years, I 
think it's just about a doubling of the enlisted man's pay in the 
Salvadoran Armed Forces. 


Q Why doesn't he mobilize the country-- 
Q -- from $60 a month to $120 a month? Is that -- 
Q -- if he's at war? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
there is a -- Let me finish -- come back -- I'm sorry, I didn't 
hear. 


Q In other words, what's the salary during the 
first hitch? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's a $60 
a month salary -- 


Q And if you reenlist -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and if you reenlist, 
it will go to $120. 


And you're saying why not a general mobilization? 
I think they've not seen the need for a shortage of troops in the 
Salvadoran army. One of the sad facts of the years of conflict 
destruction of the economy in El Salvador is that there are 
reat many unemployed and joining the army is an opportunity for 
ot of people in that country. 


Q Are there no prisons? Are there no work houses? 
(Lauchter. ) 


Q But if you're at war, if you're in an all-out 
war, why don't you mobilize the country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a matter of 
degree of mobilization. There are some things that are done that 
are in a mobilizing spirit, such as thecommittee on the economy that 
involves the private sector and the government in trying to restore 
some sense of business confidence and investment within El Salvador. 
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-- reaffirming support for early elections. Was 
President Magana able to offer assurances there would be early elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did say that this 
is something that has to be decided by the Constituent Assembly. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:15 P.M. EDT 
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MR. FRANKLIN: This is a background briefing on the 
visit of Prime Minister Gonzalez. The rules are the briefer will 
be referred to as a senior administration official. 


Q eeseeseees eteeeteeeeese 
MR. FRANKLIN: He's -- 


Q == on background? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- means you've really got some good stuff. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Got 
your pencils out? 


Q Is Spain a big country? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can always 
tell when you're talking to the White House press corps. 


Let me give you a little idea of the schedule. He 
arrives at Andrews on June 20, which is Monday, at 3:30 p.m. Is 
it Monday or Sunday? What's June 20? 


Q Monday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Monday, okay. And 
he has meetings and lunch with the President on June 2lst between 
11:30 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. and he has a meeting immediately after 
that with the Secretary of State. He is going to appear June 22nd 
at the National Press Club. He's going to the OAS and then he 
will visit the Senate and the House and he leaves for New York City 
at late afternoon, June 22nd and will spend June 23rd in New York. 
The Spanish Foreign Minister, Fernando Moran, is accompanying him 
as well as the Minister of Finance, Miguel Boyer. 


Just a-:couple of overall themes. We have a very 
strong bilateral relationship with Spain and we have had one 
throughout the post-war period, have worked very closely with 
the Spanish government. One of the things that I think is really, 
though, remarkable about the U.S.-Spanish relationship is we have 
sustained that relationship through the period of transition from 
the Franco period to democracy. And the recent election in Spain, 
recent meaning late last year, in which the Socialist government 
scored impressive gains and has one of the largest working majorities 
in any government in any country in Europe, has not changed that 
picture. We continue to have a good relationship with the Socialist 
government. ' 


Secretary of State Shultz visited Spain last December 
and had a two-hour meoting with Felipe Gonzalez where they discussed 
a range of issues and I know that the Secretary of State found the 
Prime Minister or actually his official title in Spain is President, 
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but found the Prime Minister/President very articulate, very 
pragmatic, strongly dedicated to Spain playing a larger role 

in international affairs. He's very interested in Spain's 
integration into the European community, both in the specific 
sense -- he would like to gain membership in the EC for Spain -- 
but in the broader sense too. He, as you know, during the Franco 
period, Spain was relatively isolated from European developments. 
Gonzalez wants to move Spain more broadly into European politics. 
Under the last government, Spain became the 16th member of NATO. 
The current Spanish government has taken the position that Spain 
will remain a member of NATO while a review is undertaken of 

the question of whether Spain should remain a member. The 
Gonzalez government has said that they will not take a decision 
on that subject this year, 1983. They haven't said when their 
review will be complete. They have said that there will be a 
referendum which will be held on the subject at some point and 
they haven't said when that referendum will be held. 


Our view of that subject is that it is entirely up to 
the Spanish to determine whether they should remain a member of 
the alliarce although our preference, of course, is that they 
remain a 
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member of the alliance. Regardless of what the Spanish ultimately 
decide about NATO membership, there will be a strong bilateral 
U.S.-Spanish security relationship, by virtue of the fact that the 
U.S.-Spanish base agreement, which was signed under the last Spanic 
government, was ratified by the Spanish parliament under the 

Gonzalez government, and it was ratified by one of the most lopsided 
votest that has been taken in the Spanish Cortez in many years, 

which we think is a pretty strong signal of the support of the 
Spanish government for a strong security relationship with the 

United States. 





On the security question, you might also be interested 
in the fact that, during a visit to Bonn recently, Prime Minister 
Gonzalez supported the December '79 decision on INF deployment, 
although Spain was not a member of the alliance when that decision 
was taken. And, as some of you probably know, the Spanish have 
recently made a decision, as well, to purchase F-18 aircraft to 
replace their inventory of older American aircraft. 


Other subjects beyond security issues and the Spanish 
role in Europe and within NATO that are likely to come up in the 
visit -- clearly, Central America. The Prime Minister recently 
visited Latin America and Central America. And we will be very 
interested in hearing his views on that subject. It's clear that 
we don't view the issues there entirely the same, although it's 
our view that the points of agreement outnumber the points of 
disagreement on Central America. 


And I think that's about it unless there are any 
questions. 


Q Is the question of Gibralter likely to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect that 
it would be raised. We don't have a direct role in that issue. 
That's a problem or a bilateral problem between Spain and Britain, 
but we would be certainly interested in hearing the Spanish point 
of view on that subject. 


Q Well, I don't understand, because of my own 
ignorance, why did they have this review to pull out of NATO? 
Did Gonzalez run against it? Just for my own interest only. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Socialist Party 
during the campaign was opposed to NATO membership. And since 
Gonzalez' election, rather than pull Spain out of NATO since Spain 
entered NATO under the last government, he has said that there should 
be a review and a referendum. But he has not announced when that 
review will be completed or when that referendum would be held. 

He has said that 1983 is a critical year for the alliance because 
of the missile deployment question and has said, for that reason, 
that he did not want to make a decision of hold the referendum 
during 1983. 


Q What countries did he visit in Latin America? 
Did he go to El Salvador or where did he go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that 
here and I can't answer that. We can certainly get it for you. 


Q What does he think we're doing wrong there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to speak 
for him. 


Q Well, what are the differences that you cited 
earlier? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that he has -- 
again, I really don't want to speak for him and, in fact, there are 
some interviews that appeared in both Time and Newsweek this week 
where he speaks for himself. 
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Q Could you be more specific on what our, your 
disagreement with Gonzalez on the Central American threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not even -- I think 
that -- I wovldn't want to try to define those differences because, 
as I said before, I think that the areas of agreement outnumber 
the areas of difference. 


Q Well, you said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I'll be candid 
with you. It's silly for me to try to stand up here and tell you 
what the areas of difference are because I may be wrong. And we 
should wait and see what happens during the talks. 


Q How about the areas of agreement? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- 
Q Can you tell us with what you're in agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
useful. I don't think it's useful to do that. 


Q Is it possible -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It makes it just -- 
we want this to be a successful visit and it just doesn't -- 


Q Yes, I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're all intelligent 
people and you can read what he has said and you can read what 
we've said and you can make up your own minds. 


Q Let me try this one. This man is generally 
recognized as more or less ex officio, the Socialist International 
as its specialist and spokesman on Latin American and Central 
American affairs. He has 
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spoken critically of U.S. policy in the past in a friendly 
manner, but still critically particularly in regard to the 
subject of negotiations, things like that. Do you believe this 
subject is likely to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said before, 
I think we will certainly be interested in hearing his views on 
Central America. And I know the President will want to 
describe our policy there. Whether this will result in major 
differences or not remains to be seen. But we tend to doubt 
it. 


Q Will they talk about the question of the 
bases, the American bases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We do not 
have to. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That question 
is resolved. 


Q Has he sought any particular role for 
himself in Central American problems? And is that one of the 
reasons for his visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not to my 
knowledge. He has not. I mean, there is an obvious 
traditional role for Spain in Latin America. They happen to 
speak the same language. And so Spain does have a role in 
Latin America. And we welcome that role. We wovld like to 
strengthen Spain's international role generally. 


Q Did you say whether or not he would meet 
with Stone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know. 
He may. I am not sure. We should try to find out. 


Q What is the role of Mr. Enders in this 
meeting? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware 
of one. Tom Enders has not been confirmed as Ambassador to 
Madrid. 


Q Were the bases agreements resolved according 
to the way Todman had had it all figured out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q And that is what they finally accepted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That is 


right. 
Q Will there be a dinner for him, too? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q I came in late. What kind of economic 
issues -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are 
no really serious bilateral economic problems. Probably, the 
key economic issue for the Spanish is the question of their 
accession to the Evropean Community. And we are not, of course, 
directly involved in that question. 
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Q What is the shape of their economy now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have some 
fairly serious economic problems. They have a high unemployment 
rate. But the new government has carried out, we think, a 
fairly successful program in trying to bring down unemployment 
and bring down inflation. 


Q Did they respond in any way to Williamsburg, 
to the statements that came out of the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not to my 
knowledge. 


Q Is the President alarmed in any way that 
NATO may lose Spain as a member? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He is not 
alarmed by that. As we have said, this is a decision that 
the Spanish shovld take. Our preference, though, is clear. 
Spain has joined the Alliance. And we would hope that it 
would remain a member of the Alliance. But regardless of 
whether Spain stays in the Alliance or not, we are confident 
that we will maintain a very strong bilateral security 
relationship. 


Q Do you have any sense of how such a 
referendum will go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I do 
not. 


Q What, from our point of view, do we want 
this visit to accomplish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
really two things are key: one, that we demonstrate that 
under very different political circumstances, remembering that 
Spain for so long was ruled by Franco, that the U.S.-Spanish 
relationship is very durable, that we can get along very well 
with a young, democratically-elected, Socialist leader; two, 
we would like this visit to be -- this may be the wrong 
word but -- almost a celebration of the fact that Spain 
has become a fully participating, democratic country. And 
that is a very important accomplishment and one that we fully 
support. 


Q Do they have anything to say about the 
INF -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I mentioned 
that the Prime Minister during the visit to Bonn expressed 
support for the December '79 INF decision. 


Q Do you think that Felipe Gonzalez will 
reiterate this support here in Washington publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just do not 
know. I have not discussed it with any Spanish officials. 


Q And what is the reason the Reagan administration 
has to say to the citizens of -- that the Reagan administration 
won't change these negative views or position in Latin America 
to a positive one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All we want to 
do is listen. Spain has a great deal of expertise and experience 
in Latin America, Central America. And we want 
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to the Prime Minister's views. 

Q The conference -- The Madrid Conference on Security 
in Europe, will that be discussed? I think the Spanish have just -- 
came out with a compromise initiative. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there's 
a good chance that it will come up. 


Q Would the U.S. administration hope that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- We 
haven't even seen the details of that possible initiative. So I 
think we -- I couldn't say at this stage. 

Q Will they speak about the Middle East at all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Possibly. 

Q Possibly. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:18 P.M. EDT 
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MR. ALLIN: This will be a background briefing on 
the visit between President Reagan and President Gonzalez. For 


your information only, the background briefer will MO seseesssesss: 
ROE EOEEEEEE EEE EE EEE EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE EE EEE EEEEEEEEHEEEEEE EEE EEEEEEESEEESESEE EEE You may 


quote him directly, but we'd appreciate it if you would attribute 
the remarks to a senior American official. Okay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. What 
I'll try to do is go down the issues as they arose in the meeting. 
I think, as you could tell from the statements that you've just 
heard or will receive, that it was a very warm meeting and very 
substantive as well. 


There was a lot of discussion. The President had 
a lot to say, as did the Spanish President. One issue that was 
discussed was Spain's role within the Western security system. 
The Spanish President described Spain's current status within 
the Alliance, which is that they are a member of NATO, that they 
have currently frozen their further integration into the military 
structure of NATO while they undertake a review. 


Some of you who were in this room before recall -- in 
the last briefing I gave before the visit -- Spain joined the Alliance 
under the last government. And the current government has that ~ 
position under review. But as you could tell from the statement 
that the President made -- the Spanish President made at his 
departure, Spain, he said, is committed to remaining a Western 
country, Western aligned and has a security role. 


The President's -- the American President's position 
was that we understand the Spanish position on NATO, that it is their 
decision to take, but that our preference, of course, is that they 
remain a member of the Alliance. 


There was an extended discussion -- let me on one 
other Alliance-related question -- the President -- the United States' 
President did congratulate the Spanish President for the remarks 
he made recently in Bonn concerning Spanish support for the December 
‘79 decision. 


There was quite a lengthy discussion about Latin 
America and Central America, where, as you know, President Gonzalez 
is quite an expert, having spent a good deal of time in his capacity 
as a leader of the Socialist International touring Latin America. 


He recently went to Latin America as did the Spanish 
king. The President talked about our goals in Latin America, stressing 
our historic ties to Latin American countries. He mentioned 
three principal goals as peace, democracy and justice, that these 
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are values that the United States wants to promote. 


The Spanish President said he had no disagreement 
with these goals. And there was, I think, no fundamental 
disagreement in the discussion about Latin America and Central 
America. President Reagan described in some detail the Caribbean 
Basin Initiative, talked about the economic and social problems 
in Central America, talked about his recent events in El Salvador -- 
by recent events, over the last 18 months, the election there -- 
the status of the land-reform program, and, then, talked about 
our disappointment over the failed revolution in Nicaragua. 


President Gonzalez, then, spent some time talking 


about the Spanish democratic experience and the transition to 
democracy in the post-Franco period. 
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Then there was some discussion of the !.S.-Spanish bilateral relationship 
with both sides welcoming the successful ratification of the 
U.S.-Spanish base agreement; discussion of bilateral economic problems 
where the Spanish Finance Minister talked about concerns about 
protectionism. And the President, Secretary Regan, and Secretary 

Shultz all very firmly said that this administration would fight 
protectionism and then there was some discussion about the U.S. recovery 
and what that might mean for European economic recovery and Spanish 
recovery. Then the Spanish President and Foreign Minister were 

able to talk about the Spanish goal of joining the European Community 
and reported in some detail to President Reagan the discussions last 
weekend in Stuttgart on the question of EC, European Community, accession. 
The Spanish President underlined the political and economic importance 
that Spain attaches to this. 


The discussion then moved to security topics again 
and the President and the Secretary of State welcomed the recent 
initiative by the Spanish government to break the deadlock at the 
Madrid Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. And the 
President and the Secretary of State said they hoped that this would 
break the deadlock and that the Soviets might find it acceptable 
as a basis for concluding that conference. 


There was then a discussion of Lebanon and the Middle 
East where the President and Secretary of State were able to describe 
strategy for the withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon; some 
discussion of the broader Middle East peace process and then finally 
the Spanish President asked for U.S. support in developing a 
system which pipeline -- or energy from North Africa could transit 
Spain to Western Europe. The President enthusiastically supported 
this and told the Spanish President that we, the United States, 
would be willing to fund a study looking at the feasibility of 
building such a pipeline. 


Q Is it gas over there? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q One question is did the Spanish Prime Minister 
at any point in the discussions with President Reagan raise the 
issue that the U.S. should settle conflicts in Central America by 
negotiating directly with Cuba or Nicaragua or the Salvadoran rebels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that 
that's just too specific. I think that President Gonzalez emphasized 
his desire for peaceful resolution of disputes and emphasized 
the need for peaceful resolution. 


Q Was that gas or oil from Algeria -- pipeline? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gas. Gas. 


Q -- following that up. Did he emphasize his 
support for the Contadora process or did he stress that there should 
be broader talks beyond just the electoral process in El Salvador? 

I mean, what was the focus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think there 
was a -- I don't think he specifically suggested to us exactly 
how to resolve the problem in Central America. 


Q Was there any implied criticism of us for 
emphasizing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that -- 


Q Did he perceive us to be emphasizing a 
military solution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I could 


detect. 
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Q What about the Contadora proposal? Didn't 
that come up -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was -- I think 
both sides referred to the proposal as -- and I think both sides 
said that they would like to see a regional solution along those 
lines, that it was, generally speaking, we support it. But there 
was no specific discussion of the nuts and bolts of the proposal. 


Let me say, there was a lot of time spent with both 
sides talking about, I think, the historical and the social and 
economic backdrop to the current problems. 


Q You said before that there was no disagreement 
in what they said about Central America. Ani yet President Gonzalez 
has been quoted as saying that he thinks American policy has not 
been positive. That leads me to believe that they must have hardly 
said a word about the subject. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They spent a good 
deal of time talking about it. 


Q And they agreed on everything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw no disagreement. 
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Q And they agreed on everything? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw no disagreement. 


Q He didn't bring up his criticism in person with 
President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I said was that 
we detected no disagreement and there was no discussion of military 
solutions or not. There was an emphasis, as I said before, the 
President of Spain on the desirability of a peaceful resolution. 


Q Was there any mention of the Gibraltar negotiations 
between Spain and the United Kingdom or any petition of support for 
Spain in these negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I'm aware of. 


Q You said a minute ago that there was no 
disagreement on Spain's part over the goals -- no fundamental 
disagreement with these goals. Was there any fundamental 
disagreement over the methods to reach those goals, or was there 
any discussion of the methods to reach those goals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wasn't a 
great deal of specific discussion of day-to-day diplomacy. As I 
said before, I think the focus was really on the broader problems 
and the nature of the problems. And there was complete agreement, 
I think, that there are deep-seated economic problems, social problems 
and there are outside efforts to intervene. And there was no 
disagreement, I think, on the overall analysis of the situation. 


Q Did the President specifically lay out before 
Mr. Gonzalez his thoughts of the Nicaraguan-Cuban-Soviet buildup 
and role in El Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He talked about -- 
I think he talked about in detail the efforts of the El Salvadoran 
government to establish democracy. He went into great detail about 
the elections in El Salvador, the efforts that the current government 
is undertaking in the area of land reform, the release of political 
prisoners. He also spent a good deal of time talking about the 
abortive revolution in Nicaragua. And that was -- that took a good 
deal of time. 


Q Did the President suggest a greater willingness 
now, a greater flexibility in terms of opening talks with the left 
in El Salvador, opening a dialogue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no 
suggestion of that. 


Q Did the President speak in the context, in the 
terms that he used last night, most recently, about the Cuban- 
Marxist-Soviet axis and the threat to this region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't 
specifically use that phrase. 


Q When the two of them were discussing the problems 
of the area, you said that they agreed on economic, social and 
military intervention, basic problems, but which of those did the 
President consider most important, President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't -- this is 
just one, this is one conversation. And I think you take it out 
of context for our overall policy. But I would say that the bulk 
of the time was discussing «he inherent problems in the region, the 
political, social and economic problems. But the President didn't 
pull any punches. He made it very clear that, in order to address 
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those problems, and that we were the first administration in many 
years that was trying to address those problems, that we had to 
take into account the security side. 


But it was quite interesting because he did start 
out -- and I think he tried to explain his philosophy in dealing 
with the Western hemisphere -- and argued that there had been 
earlier administrations, said that there had been earlier administrations 
with an alliance for progress and good neighbor policy that had 
raised expectations that had never really come through and that he 
was determined to reverse this and to deal seriously with those 
problems and that our broad policy was doing that. And I think that 
President Gonzalez was quite interested in kind of getting a 
tour de horizon of our overall approach in. Central America and 
Latin America. 


Q You said President Reagan expressed disappointment 
over what you called the failed revolution in Nicaragua. Did 
President Gonzalez express a viewpoint on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He pointed out 
that he, in Spain, he had had to deal with the Communist challenge, 
that there is, after all, a Communist party in Spain. And he 
talked about the problems 
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of Marxist-Leninists in Central America. 
Q Any use to -- regime at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not really, no. 


Q Did he make that observation in the context of 
the Nicaragua discussion, or in the context of the development of 
democracy in Spain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Nicaragua. He pointed 
out -- he pointed out -- he said, he even told the President, that he 
was talking about the development of democracy in Spain as something 
to take into account in thinking about Central America. 


Q Did he offer any type of mediation or good 
offices to the U.S. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But, both Presidents 
agreed that they needed to collaborate and coordinate. He -- as 
President Gonzalez pointed out in his departing statement -- they speak 
the same language and have very close historical and cultural ties 
with 300 million people in the Western hemisphere. And that kind of 
coordination and discussions, of which this was an important start, I 
think is something that we both value. 


Did he give any specifics about where he's going to 
take his own personal diplomacy in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did President Gonzalez say that he thought the only 
way to reach a peaceful solution would be to remove foreign troops 
from the region -- on both sides? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I didn't hear him 
say that. 


Q Did he say that the U.S. should undertake discussions 
with other countries in the region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He -=- again, I don't 
think there was any real detailed discussion on the day-to-day diplomacy. 
I think what was an effort to do was to try to initiate a broad 
dialogue on the problems in the region, and to try to emphasize those 
areas of commonality where we can work together. 


Q Was there any discussion of using other Central 
American nations as mediators? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


MR. ALLIN: Why don't we try about two more here. 
Bob. Mike. 


Q Concern -- 
Q What was there -- 


Q Concern the referendum about the NATO in Spain -- 
anything new from the point of view of the President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's entirely an 
internal Spanish affair. 
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Q Speaking for yourself -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Completely up to the 
Spanish government and the Spanish people. 


Q President Gonzalez spoke about a tentative date 
for referendum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Not that I'm aware 
of. 


MR. ALLIN: Bob? 


Q What was there about Spain's development that 
President Gonzalez wanted President Reagan to take into account in 
dealing with Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think only 
that, number one, that the Spanish President understands the challenge 
posed by Communists because he's had to work with Communists in his 
own country; and number two, that a process of democratization in 
Latin America is possible. The Spanish are very proud -- and very 
justifiably so -- in the progress that has been made in establishing 
a strong democracy in Spain. And this is one of those points where 
I think there was very strong agreement between the two Presidents: 
that the establishment and support for a process of democratization 
in Latin America is something that we can agree on, that we want to see. 


Q Did President Gonzalez give any assessment of how 
this review of Spain's NATO rule is going, or when there might be a 
: referendum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That was the same 
question somebody else asked. 


MR. ALLIN: Okay. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:16 P.M. EDT 
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_+__ SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS ss Le - 
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MODERATOR: Good morning. As we previously announced, 
this briefing is on the Secretary's upcoming trip to East Asia. 
The briefing is ON BACKGROUND, for your information only. 

Both of your briefers have some initial comments for you, and I 
suggest that vou hold your questions until both have finished 
their remarks. : 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The key point in the 
Secretary's visit to Asia is going to be his attendance at the 
post-Ministerial Meetings in Bangkok with the ASEAN Foreign 
Ministers. Before that, he is going to have a short stop in 
the Philippines for meetings with President Marcos and Prime 
Minister Virata, and he will have bilateral discussions with 
the Thai government in Bangkok before leaving Ban&gkok next 
‘Wednesday. 


The Post-Ministerial session is a tradition that began 
in 1979 growing out of the dialogues “at the ASEAN countries had 
established with major industrialized countries -- the United 
States, Japan, Canada, New Zealand, and the EC. It consists 
of meetings, the first of which is a meeting between the five 
Foreign ministers of the ASEAN countries and the six Foreign 
Ministers representing the dialogue partners. Then, it is 
followed by individual dialogues between the five Foreign 
Ministers and each of the dialogue partners separately. 


During the course of the two days of meeting: aise the 
Secretary will be having bilaterals with each of the ASEAN Poreign 
Ministers and, in fact, also with each of his cialocue partners, 
so it will be a busy session of meetings. 7 


The post-Ministerial will focus on Kampuchea with the 
ASEANS trying out and perhaps discussing with us the ways in 
which we can continue to pursue the strategy that they have verv 
successfully put together for trying to achieve a political 
settlement in Kampuchea. 
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The united States fully supports the position of ASEAN 
on Kampuchea. -. We! believe that ASEAN's approach to the problem, 
based on the Germ of the International Conference on Kampuchea 
has the best chance of attaining a settlement that meets the 
legitimate interests of all parties concerned, including 
Vietnam. The creation of a truly neutral independent Kampuchea 
holds the future to peace and stability in IndokChina. We will 
be emphasizing in Bangkok our strong. supporting x role, and we will 
be listening carefully to what the ASEANs have to tell us. 


We are, likewise, concerned with the security of Thailand, 
a long-time friend and ally of the United States. This concern is 
shared by Thailand's ASEAN partners. The Secretary's presence in 
Bangkok will affirm further our longstanding interest in Thailand's 
security and prosperity as well as that of its ASEAN partners. 


Another issue that will be on the agenda will be the 
question of refugees. It will figure, I think, both in the .. 
formal sessions and the bilateral meetings with the ASEAN govern- 
ments, With the cooperation of countries-of-first-asylum and 
countries of ultimate resettlement, the community of concerned 
nations has thus far dealt effectively and in an humane manner 
with the enormous problem posed by the movement of IndosChinese 
refugees. The United States itself has taken more than : half a 
million refugees for resettlement. The ASEAN countries have 


' accepted an enormous burden as countries-of-first-asylum, and 


one of our purposes will be to assure them that, in fact, ultimate 
resettlement in other countries is assured. 


We share with the ASEAN countries a fundamental interest 
in a stable and open international political system, and there will 
be a good deal of discussion about global political issues. I think 
there will be a great deal of interest in hearing from the Secretary 
on the U.S. approach to East-West relations and on arms control 
negotiations and our hopes for the success of those negotiations. 


They are also very interested in our security presence 
in the Pacific, which they and we see as providing an essential 
underpinning for regional stability and security. 


led The growing role of the ASEAN nations internationally 
has grewn to a heightened interest and involvement on their part 
in the state of the world economy, and that will be a subject of 
considerable discussion in Bangkok. The ASEAN nations represent 
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an impressive success story of development got S substantial 
sustained rates of growth over very long periods of time, 
though those growth rates have fallen from the previous high 
levels of the 1970s due to the current world economic problems. 
We expect there will be keen interest in United States views 
on the prospects of recovery and in hearing from the Secretary 
and from Under Secretary Wallis on the results of the recent 
Economic Summit at Williamsburs, and particularly about its 
implications for the developing countries. 


We will be discussing in economic areas some specific 
points such as the renewal of the GSP, which is a subject that 
those countries have great interest in, and in general issues of 
market access in the United States for ASEAN manufacturers. We 
share with them a concern about the specter of growing protec- 
tionism, and we will-be discussing that in Bangkok. 


We will also cover United States policies toward aid 
in the international financial institutions, and the Secretary 
and the President are firmly committed to assisting the 
developing countries to: meet their economic goals, and we will 
be reaffirming this in our dialogue with the ASEAN countries. 


In sum, what we expect is a friendly, informal 
atmosphere with an open and productive dialogue on a very broad 
range of major political and economic issues. The ASEAN countries 
individually and ASEAN as an organization are really both impressi- 
successive stories, particularly compared what one might have 
expected to have happened in the region ten years ago in the wake 
of U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam. What has happened, in fact, is 
cause for considerable hope and satisfaction. The countries are 
Gealing with their own problems in their own ways very effectively 
They have formed an effective: partnership in addressing difficult 
international issues, particularly the problem of Kampuchea; and 
they have shown themselves as a group able to conduct mature and 
productive dialogues with the advanced industrial countries, 
including ourselves. — 

me ey 

This has been an outstanding tradition and one that 
Secretary Shultz very much looks forward to continuing. This 
will be his first time there as United States Secretary of State. 


My colleague will continue. 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The visit by Secretary 
Shultz to India and Pakistan should be seen as the fulfillment of 
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the long-delayed plans of the Secretary of State of the United 
States to visit. this very important area and to have on-the- 
ground discussions with the leadership of these two countries. 
Some of you were in Brussels in December of 1981 when we had a 
lot of snow and the Polish crisis, and the plane did not go to 
South Asia. I mention that because it is important to understand 
that this is not something that is coming up two-and-a-half years 
into the Administration. It was on our plate early on. Everyone 
understands why the visit didn't take place. at that time. 


Now it comes against the backdrop of the Administration's 
success in its attempts to strengthen a relationship with Pakistan, 
to improve relations with India, and as we see the last few years, 
also against a backdrop of improved relations between India and 
Pakistan, and good movement throughout South Asia with respect 
to the countries relating to each other and trying to solve their 
problems. 

We have received here a variety of South Asian leaders. 
Obviously, the most important have been the Prime Minister of 
India in mid-July 1982, I believe it was, and the President of 
Pakistan in December. We have just had meetings between the 
Secretary of State and Foreign Minister Doha of Bangladesh. 
and we have had visits and high-level contacts through the 
two-and-a-half years with other senior leaders of other countries, 
Sri Lanka, Nepal. 


: You have seen the schedule. The Secretary will be 
spending.roughly two days in each country. In India we see 

this as a natural follow-on to the successful visit of Mrs. Ghandi. 
The Secretary will be meeting with a wide range of Indians. He 
will also be chairing the Joint Commission with his colleague, 
Foreign Minister Rao. Of course, we are interested in improving 
our bilateral relations and also in taking the opportunity for 
wide-ranging discussions on regional and other issues. Mrs. 
Ghandi is the president of the Non-Aligned Movement -- this is 
important. We will be discussing issues as diverse and as 
important as peace in the Middle East and economic recovery. 


The Pakistan visit as well will be a continuation of 
the important dialogues we have had with senior leaders of the 
Government of Pakistan. I've already mentioned the very success- 
ful visit of President Zia here in December of '82. We have 
also hac high-levei discussions most recently in May -- the visit 
of Foreign Minister Yacub Kahn, when he came to discuss Afghanistar 
in the context of the Geneva talks. We will be discussing bilatere 
issues in Pakistan as well as regional issues of a concern. 
The Secretary will also chair the inaugural session o §.S.-Pakiste’ 


Joint Commission with his colleague, Foreign Minister Uaqib. 


T think #hat jie all T hawe +n cav. Wonléa van enome np 
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Q Are you going to talk to the Philippines 
about the human rights situation? How about that as a 
starter? 


This has been a kind of a basic primer you've given 
us. Maybe we can talk about some of the issues; maybe 
about Afghanistan; how close are we to a settlement? 


Let's ask you about the human rights situation 
in the Philippines. Is it something that is quiescent as 
far as we're concerned, or is the U.S. Government going to 
try to make some headway now that the bases are all sewed 


up. 


PIRST: OFFICIAL: That is a subject that we “= 
have discussed with the Philippine Government regularly. 
It obviously has got to be a matter of concern to us. 
We're concerned not only about the fact of human rights 
violations themselves where those take place, but also — ha Coe 
our—betteft that in the end i, Spyntries are strongest when 
they're based on represented institutions, and that the 
long run of the future of the Philippines, in which we 
have a very large stake, is going to be furthered by the 
growth of free and democratic institutions. 





— 


‘Therefore, we have on a £ Ons, 
including, for example, when We eee ves closed. some ~ st Ferum 
months ago, Che of the oppositiompapers, expressed our 
concerns to President Marcos, and I'm sure, as on previous 
occasions, that will be a subject the Secretary will touch 
on. I think of particular interest to us is that we look 
to the parliamentary elections that are scheduled to be 
held next year as representing, an important opportunity to " 
move forward and to really begin the rebuilding and 
restrengthening of democratic institutions and traditions 
in the Philippines. I'm sure that will be pointed out 
Guring the discussions. in Manila. 





Q Do the Philippines figure at all in 
Project Democracy? 
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”. I don't know the specifics, but certainly 

a very important part of what we have seen with Project 
Democracy -- the activities # the Asi+.fo tion has 
conducted in it, we,hope under strengthened .finding, it 
will be able to conduct on a larger scalé which it does 
with a number of Asian countries, including the 
Philippines, where we have programs for bringing Philippine 
leaders of all groupings to the United States,éf programs 
for studies of ways to ae | the role of law in 
society, and so forth. 


In effect, the answer is yes. I don't know the 
particulars. 


Q It was stated that before the Secretary 
visits India, the percent of Tarapur spare parts will be 
settled. Could you bring us up to date on this? -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We're well aware of the 
issue of the Tarapur spare parts, and I can assure you 
we're working on this subject. 


Q §$ When will you release it? 
A Quite frankly, any decisions that we have 


to relate, we will tell the agpsopriat te government. You'll 
understand. I know you won't understand, but nevertheless. 





Q What is the standing of the nuclear fuel 
for Tarapur via the French? 

A I think that's taken care of. 

Q It is now? 

A This is not on teens. They were talking 


about a spare parts problem. 


Q The deal with the French has now ultimately 
been consummated? 


5 Yes, and that is not a problem as far as 
the continunity of fuel for the reactors. 
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Q To follow this up, this means that there 
will not:be an arms sale? 
A I really can't go beyond what I told 
you. 
_ Reatk— 
Q In Bangkok, in the Siest ministerial, 
are you expecting this nation of the Australian 3 


Foreign Minister teudisest,, in some sort of liaison 
roleg with the Vietnamese, which I gather was discussed 
with Prime Minister Hawke when he was here, to get 


much airing? 
Hayde at 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Foreign Minister Aiden is 
scheduled to go from Bangkok to Hanoi. So I would imagine 
there would be a great deal of interest in what kinds of 
views he might convey when he's in Hanoi. 


5 el 
Deel 


I think it's one of the points that we have 
emphasized repeatedly in our discussions with the 
Australians, think both the Foreign Minister and 
Prime Minister Hawke, when he was here, have indicated 
agreement with—- "that it's very important that what we 
do ,am the United States and Australia;should be in 
support of the ASEAN countries and-with their concurrence. 


The key to success in this whole effort is to 
* recognize that it is the ASEAN countries that have the 
most direct stake in it. It is by supporting those 
countries that we have the best chance of achieving 
a political settlement. 


I think, for that reason, I would assume that 
both from the Australian side and from the ASEAN side 
they'll be a great deal of interest in making sure that 
there is a very clear understanding by the Australians 
of the ASEAN position and what they would hope to achieve. 





Q Following up on that question, when 
Mr. Hawke was here he spoke of Australia's offer to 
mediate. What is the U.S. position on Australia serving 
as a mediator between ASEAN and Hanoi on the Kampuchea 
issue? 
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A. I hope he didn't use the word "mediate." 
I don't liké the word “mediate” because that implies a 
role for Australia in between ASEAN and Viet Nam, whereas 
I think the role that we see as one that could be useful 
is saéScountry that clearly supports ASEAN, clearly 
supports ASEAN's objectives, which Hawke made very clear 
they see as their role. ee rs 


From that position, which is, nog .tha ofa 
middle man, but rather of one of the cdanenae! Beh Sreing 
ASEAN, being able to possibly play a useful role asa 
channel of communication. 


Q Can you tell us something about why 
the Secretary is going to Peshawar and the Afghanistan 
connecticn? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: The Secretary is going to be 
in Pakistan, and it would be unusual if he, of all the 
visitors to hit Pakistan, didn't visit the site where 
there are 3 million refugees from Afghanistan. As you 
know, we have made significant contributions to the sare 
of these refugees over the last three years -- about 
$94 million. Obviously, he would wish to go there and 
visit this area, to see it on the ground, to see it himself. 
It's a very important component of the Afghan equation. 


‘You have roughly four and a half million refugees, 
most of them in Pakistan, the rest in Iran. That's one- 
third of the population of that country. When you think 
of a future settlement in Afghanistan, you also must think 
very much about the future of these people. You also 
must think very much about the future of these people. 
There is a current humanitarian issue. 


(Continued on next page) 
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"ge - Can you give us an update on where the nego- 
tiations stand at the moment? How close is an agreement? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think this is the third Geneva 
negotiating session. It started in June of ‘82, the second 
in early ‘83, and the third one is now, and this is in Geneva. 


I mentioned earlier that the Foreign Minister of 
Pakistan had come to talk to us about these negotiations. 
He also had visited before coming here, China, France, the 
United Kingdom, and he visited the Soviet Union before going 
to Geneva. So the Pakistani Foreign Minister consulted with 
the five permanent members of the Security Council. 


These negotiations are being carried out under the 
auspices of the United Nations -- Under Secretary Cordovas -- 
who is holding so-called indirect talks in Geneva; indirect 
because the Pakistanis will not recognize the Soviet Puppet 
regime, and although the Soviets are not officially repre-. 
sented, they've always got someone sitting out in the hall 
who seems to make most of the decisions for the Babrak Karzal 
types that are around: there. 


As far as where they are going, no one is sure. We 
Support the concept of a negotiated settlement. We support 
the U.N. effort. We hope it succeeds. As we understand the 
position of the Pakistanis -- and they have made this clear 
not only to us but to all of those who support the U.N. 
resolution and the Islamic Conference resolutions -- the 
Pakistani position is based on the four key elements of those 
resolutions: Withdrawal of Soviet forces, return of the 
refugees with dignity, honor and security, the right of the 
Afghans to choose their own form of government -- who's going 
to represent them in Kabul -- and the recreation -- I emphasize 
recreation -- of an independent, non-aligned Afghanistan. 


The Soviets, of course, focus on the issue of so- 
called external interference. You know the theology and 
mythology. The Soviets were called in, according to the 
Soviets, because there was this great uprising, and the 
government said, “Please come and save us," so they did with 
105,000 troops, helicopter gunships, napalm, all those 
wonderful things you used to see on American television, 
but you don't see it there. 


The Pakistanis have engaged on the other side of 
the equation the issues that have been discussed so far, and 
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that has been on the need for a time certain for a Soviet 
withdrawal.’ Those are the issues that have been discussed 
to date. There are these other two issues <hat are very 

i t, which are of primordial importance, that I 
mentioned. They'll also be introduced into this, certainly 
by the Pakistanis, at an appropriate time. 


We have been asked -- I understand it's at Russian 
insistence -- that we play some sort of a guarantor's role, 
and we have made it clear that we're willing to look at 
anything, but we're not going to agree to guarantee anything 
we don't know what's in it. 


So that's where it stands. We don't know what the 
prospects for success will be. We hope they show progress. 


Q These four elements you talk about -- those 
are the four what? Ideal goals -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Those are the four elements in 
the U.N. Resolution and in the resolutions that have been 
repeatedly supported. by the Islamic countries. 

. Q But the discussion now -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Which represents the Islamic 
world. . 


Q But isn't it correct that the real negotiations 
now, the discussions now, fall somewhat short of those ideal 


goals? 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Yes. I mentioned that. 
Q Yes. And I was wondering -- 
. SECOND OFFICIAL: There were two they were focusing 
n. 


Q Right. Would the United States support a 
settlement that doesn’t reach the level of those goals, 
but at least I suppose your main concern is getting the 
Soviet troops out. But I mean, will the -- in other worés, 
I'm asking you, in an direct way, how far the United States 
will go to help the Afghan refugees come back to their 
country and choose their own form of government? Or will it 
be enough that you get somewhat close to that goal and get 
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the Soviet troops out, leaving a pro-Soviet government? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We have our own policy on this, 
and a very important element of our policy is the association 
of the Afghan people with their form of government, and an 
independent, non-aligned government. I think that answers 
your question. I really can't speculate. 


Q@ Can you give us an update on U.S. military 
aid to the Afghans? : 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Do you want to give me another 
question? 


Q On her return from the European tour, Indira 
Gandhi has once again reacted sharply to Ambassador Barnes’ 


remark, equating the Khalistan movement with the Puerto Rican 
struggel for freedon. 


She has also accused -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I don't even know what 
you're talking about. 


Q The Khalistan movement -- 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Is that in the Punjab? 
Q Yes. 
_ SECOND OFFICIAL: And Harry Barnes said what? 


Q He had equated the Khalistan movement with 
the Puerto Rican struggle for freedom. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: He had said that? 
Q Yes. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Or someone said he said it? I'm 
very suspicious of these reports. 


Q Well, she has onc again accused the U.S. of 
being the base -- | 


- SECOND OFFICIAL: I have no comment on anything 
like that. I'm sorry. 
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Q Can I ask the first official on -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think it's well understood, 
and should be well understood, that we don't intervene in 
the internal affairs of the Government of India or India. 
That's a matter of record. 


Q So would you say that he didn't make such a 
remark? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I'm not even going to address it 
beyond where I went. I've lived too long. 


Q Last week in Paris India displayed less. 
(inaudible) assistance than it has given last year. In fact, 
there was a decline of 3% in real terms. This is in sharp 
contrast to the treatment given to Pakistan, which has offered 
more this year than it has given last year. On both occa- 
sions the American attitude reportedly was highly influential 
in bringing about those results. 


Do you think this background would help India 
reconciling itself during these talks the Secretary will be 
. having in New Delhi which (inaudible) perceives to be American 
. policies towards India's economic development needs and 
problems? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I can't comment on the question 
because I don't have the background facts. But let me say 
that I think any objective look at the record over the last 
20 years will clearly indicate that the United States has 
been extremely helpful in bilateral assistance to India 
and others in that area, as well as basically responsible 
for the fact that there are multilateral lending institutions 
which exist to which we contribute heavily, to which India 
and other countries benefit. 


I'm not going to argue whether there's a two percent 
increase or a one percent decrease. I think against a historical 
record as clear as this one, it shouldn't be viewed as any 

_ Significant issue or problem. 


Q Air Chief Marshal Sitthi said at the weekend 
that he would have no objection to a four-party solution 
there -- that is to say, the Sihanouk coalition and the 
° Beng Samrin Government.-- ... - 


(The second official departed the briefing room) 
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; q The briefing is over? He's left. 


Q No, no. That eliminates questions about 
Grugs and Pakistan, I guess. 


MODERATOR: He has another appointment. 


Q Oh, sure. We'll ask the first official about 
that. ork 


Q I was saying, Air Chief Marshal Sitthi said 
he would support a four-party solution at the weekend, 
and Doha, the Foreign Minister of Bancladesh, said yesterday 
that he thought that was the general view in Asia. 


What is the United States’ view on this as a 
compromise? 


| A I'm sorry. We haven't had that specifically 
proposed to us. It's presumably something that I guess he 
will bring up to us when we're in Bangkok. 


Q You don't have a view on it? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Not specifically. 


Q On the question of refugees, you said that 
you talked to Thailand and other countries as being 
countries of first asylum, does that imply that you expect 
to get all these refugees into countries which can absorb 
them permanently? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's the objective. That's 
right. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:35 a.m.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any questions? 


GRBG NOKES (AP): Yes, Mr. Secretary. Are U.S. efforts to 
obtain a withdrawal of Syrian forces from Lebanon at an 
impasse? If not, what is our next step, and do you or 
Ambassador Habib or Deputy Secretary Dam plan to meet with 


Syrian officials in the near future? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have been meeting with the Israelis and 
with the Lebanese. We have been consulting with the Saudi 
Arabians and other friends in the region. We have had contact 
with the Syrians. 


We continue to be fully engaged in this very important issue. 
I recall to you the President's objectives of the removal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon, of the emergence of Lebanon 
as a sovereign country able to rule itself and develop, and to 
provide measures that ensure the security of Israel's northern 
Frontier. We continue to work for those objectives. 


Ambassadors Habib and Draper will be returning to the area 
probably the day after tomorrow, and we will continue to be 
fully engaged and work on it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what if the Israelis redeploy their 
forces to the south? Would that be a setback in terms of a 
total withdrawal of all foreign forces, and is there any 
deadline inherent in that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are no particular deadlines although 





obviously the sooner a withdrawal process can start, the 
better. T'm speaking of a full withdrawal process. That is 
what we want. I say the sooner the better because it's a very 
tense area. When you have tension, I think the sooner you 
relieve it the more you reduce the risks. 
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One would hope that if there is any move in the direction of 
withdrawal it would be part of an overall program. In any 
case, whatever happens I'm sure there will be intensive 
discussion between the parties most directly concerned. 


QUESTION: But if there were a partial redeployment of the 
Israelis, would that be a setback in terms of the full 
withdrawal? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That depends upon the conditions under 
which it takes place. I think there is, of course, inherently 
a sense that when one of the foreign forces there withdraws, 
that is part of the terrority of Lebanon that they can take 
control over. 





Nevertheless, I think we have to come back and judge anything 
that happens according to these major objectives, not only of 
the President but of the others that we have been working 
with in the area. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the situation in Lebanon itself, 
with the Syrians apparently trying to take control of the PLO 
in the Bekaa Valley and with the Syrians also attempting to 
set up local autonomous rule in parts of the Bekaa Vailey, 
doesn't lend itself to much optimism in terms of a Syrian 
withdrawal at any time soon. 





Is there any reason to believe -- do you have any reason to 
believe that ultimately the United States may be successful in 
getting the Syrians to withdraw? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We certainly are going to continue to work 
on that problem. As you point out, I think quite correctly, 
there are obvious indications that the problems are real. 
Nevertheless, I think there is great importance throughout the 
world, and the Arab world, on the emergence of Lebanon again 
as a country that is free of foreign forces, and great support 
for that idea. I think and hope in the end we'll have suc- 
cess, and the Lebanese will succeed. 





QUESTION: A debate is raging in the press about the central 
message that you meant to convey in your statement on 
Soviet-American relations to the Foreign Relations Committee 
last week. Would you care to join and maybe settle that 
debate? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've been asked that question a lot. I 





have, after trying a variety of answers, settled on this one. 
My advice is: read the statement and draw your own conclusions. 
Don't depend on somebody elise. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you give us any details on the 
deaths of the two American journalists today in Central 
America, and have you determined as yet where the fire came 
from that hit their car? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I understand that the fire came from 
Nicaragua, and it hit their car. They were in a zone which 
was known to be a dangerous zone and they had been warned, as 
I understand it, before they went there. But the fire did 
come from Nicaragua, and I want to take the occasion to 
express my sorrow and my condolences to their families. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I would like to give you another 
chance on Dan Shorr's question. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought that might come back. There is a 
fundamental point when people complain about news stories of 
one kind or another, that they should read something and then 
figure it out for themselves and not depend on the opinion of 
someone else. 





QUESTION: In the carpentry of that particular speech, 
clearly, there must have been an emphasis in your mind of some 
sort of signal you wanted to get to the Kremlin, and we have 
in fact had mixed interpretations. 


We would like a little background guidance from you. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there are two signals, if you want 


ees ee 


to use that terminology: strength and diplomacy. 


We want to make it clear that we are determined to be strong, 
to be able to defend our interests. We have strong allies. 
We're working effectively with them; there is cohesion, and we 
are determined. At the same time, we and our allies both 
would prefer a more constructive dialogue and set of arrange- 
ments with the Soviet Union than we now have. 


In the statement I say that we are prepared to engage in that 
kind of discussion. I think it's a question of both sides of 
the coin. They're both there. 


QUESTION: If I may follow up, sir. Since you made that state- 
ment, and given the statements made by Foreign Minister 
Gromyko, do you sense in what the Soviets have been saying any 
indication of a Soviet response to the diplomatic side of your 


two-Signal approach? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You can take a statement like the full text 


which I read of Mr. Gromyko's speech a few days ago and, for 
the most part, it is, I would say, a very touch and categori- 
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cal kind of speech and set of statements. However, it is 
interlarded with comments about the desire for -- I think his 
term was, at least, as translated -- smoother relations, and 
so you find that intermixture. 


I think it's fair to say that this sort of a combination of 
Strength and diplomacy has been present in statements made by 

a variety of people, including General Secretary, or now 
President Andropov and President Reagan. The question is, will 
there be a development in terms of substance? 


There are a wide variety of places in which discussions are 
going on between ourselves and the Soviet Union and our allies 
in the Soviet Union. 


There are many fora where substantive issues can be explored. 
And in those fora, we are prepared with reasonable positions 
and a spirit of give-and-take. So we'll see whether or not we 
have a kind of response that can allow the diplomatic side of 
this to develop. 


-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you decided yet whether or not 
the United States will engage in a direct dialogue with repre- 
sentatives of the left in El Salvador, and whether that dialogue 
will be conducted with Ambassador Stone here, there, under 

what conditions? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The basic dialogue that has been put for- 
ward has been put forward by the Peace Commission in El 
Salvador which has stated its willingness to discuss with the 
left conditions under which they might enter the electoral 
process. 





I think that is the right body to conduct those discussions, 
and the right way for it to go. If we can facilitate that, 

and I think if that is to happen, it would undoubtedly be 
through Ambassador (Senator) Stone's efforts. If we can faci- 
litate that, we're glad to do so, but fundamentally I think 

the responsibility rests with the people of El Salvador, and 
they have designated the Peace Commission as the body to engage 
in that discussion. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there seems to be some confusion 
about the meaning of the terms under which the MX missile 
might be abandoned. 





Is this meant as a serious negotiating offer, or is it meant 
to simply convey the idea that it would be very, very dif- 
ficult to talk us out of the MX? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think this blow-up today about that sub- 


——- 


ject is puzzling because I don't think that there's anything 
particularly new to be said on the subject. 





Let me just review where we are. The first point to remember 
is that the Peacekeeper, or MX, as it is deployed, will be a 
very important modernization of the land-based leg of our 
triad deterrent force. That's the fundamental reason why the 
President is recommending it, the Scowcroft Commission recom- 
mended it, and why it's being funded and put there. 


At the same time, we are in the process of a wide-ranging 
discussion with the Soviet Union aiming at reductions in 
Strategic arms. That's including the whole variety of arms 
that fall under that category. So all of these things are 
under discussion. 


But [ don't think there is anything particular to recommend, 
picking out a particular element in that bargaining and 
trying to place it against some other element in that 
bargaining. If we are able to reach a result, which I hope 
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very much that we are, there will be a package of things <hat 
will he worked out between the parties, and that's always the 
way it is in any complicated bargain, not an equation of any 
One thing. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on that point a number of people in 
Congress have said that they believe the MX was essentially 
put forth as a bargaining chip. But General Scowcroft himself 
has said that is not the case, that there are no conditions 
under which it would not be deployed. 





Was it meant to be a bargaining chip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think I've just answered that question, 
but I'll try it again. The reason for the proposed deployment 
and eventually the deployment of the MX or Peacekeeper Missile 
is that it constitutes a key ingredient in the land-based leg 
of the triad of deterrent forces. That is the basic sum and 
substance of it. 





We are engaged in a bargaining process, and the bargaining 
process is about strategic forces. The MX or Peacekeeper is 
part of those strategic forces, so it's something that has to 
be taken account of in those discussions. It's basically as 
Simple as that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I can come back to the dialogue 
with the Soviet Union, could you give us some of the flavor of 
the talks? I don't mean -- what I mean is aside from the arms 
control forums, which we all know about. Now, you've been, I 
gather, talking to Ambassador Dobrynin, and presumably 
Ambassador Hartman had some talks in Moscow. 





Are these more in the way of each side reading its own brief, 
Or are there actually any proposals put on the table, or is it 
a kind of a sterile discussion? We don't get any sense of any 
give and take here. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't point to results that show that 
somehow we're making genuine progress from the variety of 
talks we're involved in, and I think by and large you know 
then well. There are the INF talks in Geneva, there are the 
START talks in Geneva, there are the chemical warfare talks in 
Geneva, there are the MBFR talks in Vienna, there are Max 
Kampelman's discussions in Madrid, there are the ambassadorial 
discussions that you mentioned, there are a wide variety of 
international agencies in which both countries are represented 
and which our representatives sometimes get together in the 
venue of those talks. So there are a wide variety of things, 
and there are some areas where there has been some progress 
made. 
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Of course, we have positions that we express, and they do too. 
At the same time there are occasions -- and I've been involved 
in some myself -- in which there is a kind of a personal give 
and take to it. But, barring substantive results that we can 
point to that are significant, I don't think that you can say 
the process is leading us somewhere. 


In other words, I say you really have to judge it by results. 
There's a lot of input, there's a lot of activity, but we have 
to keep looking at the substance and asking ourselves in those 
terms whether or not we're getting anywhere, and so far we 
aren't. 


But we will keep at it, and I hope that we will get somewhere. 


QUESTION: Can I ask you a question I've asked you sometimes in 
the past. Do you see any value in a meeting with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko to try to get to some of these issues at a 
higher level in advance of when you'd see him normally at the 
U.N.? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: If it turns out, if there is a judgment 

that it is desirable to do that -- when Foreign Minister Gromyko 
and I came to the end of our meeting in New York, we agreed 

that if it appeared to be desirable to us, we would arrange a 
meeting. So far it hasn't seemed worthwhile, but that doesn't 
mean that it couldn't be arranged. But as of now there is no 
plan for such a meeting. 





There's nothing to bar it, however, and the possibility of it 
is always present, of course. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, (inaudible) that a meeting will or 
might take place in Damascus between you and President Assad 
at the end of your upcoming trip to the region since you said 
that you are in contact with the Syrians and consultations 
with (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're in contact in the sense that we have 
exchanged cables. Our Ambassador has met with them. They 
have said they are ready for and want to see a dialogue with 
us. We feel the same way about it, and we hope that such will 
be arranged. But I don't have any plan or any schedule to 


stop in the Middle East on my way back from Pakistan. 


QUESTION: Sir, in your talks and discussions with the Saudi 
Arabians and their intercession, have you felt that the 
Syrians perhaps would be more amenable to a withdrawal from 
Lebanon now since they are involved -- since the Saudis may be 


nvolved in some of those talks? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Since the what? I couldn't hear. 





QUESTION: The Saudi Arabians -- since you are in consultation 
with them, and since they have been interceding in some of 
those talks, have you sensed that perhaps the Syrians would be 
more amenable to a withdrawal from Lebanon now from your 
discussions with the Saudis? 





Also, sir, you mentioned that Ambassador Habib will be going 
Out to the region. Is he welcome in Damascus? Will he be 
stopping over in Damascus? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First we observe, I think, a very construc- 
tive effort on the part of Saudi Arabia, and what precisely 
will come out of that remains to be seen. Other countries 
also have expressed themselves and are being helpful. Beyond 
that, I don't have any comment to make on the Saudi effort. 





As far as Ambassador Habib in Damascus is concerned, they have 
stated that they don't want to receive him there, so he won't 
go, and we will find other people who we hope will be accep- 
table to them and be able to carry on a discussion with them. 


-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I would like to take you back to 
the Honduran-Nicaraguan border where some of our colleagues 
were killed yesterday. That area has been heating up in 
recent months with military action around that border. 


Recently, General Alverez, who is the head of the Honduran 
military, was in Washington, and he said he would like 
assurance from the United States that if there were a major 
attack by Nicaragua into Honduras, the United States would 
come to the aid of Honduras. 


Can you tell us what is the United States attitude about 
that, and how likely do you think such a thing might be? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We consider the situation in Central 
America to be of great importance to the people there and to 
Ourselves. And because of that, we are extending great 
efforts there. ¢* think the very large-scale shipment of 
arms into Nicaragi: from the Soviet Union, sometimes 
directly and through Cuba, is not appreciated by us. It's a 
very unfriendly thing to do. So we would take a major 
Outbreak of war there very seriously. Beyond that, I don't 
want to make a comment. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you have the impression yet 
that the Soviets want to negotiate a way to get their troops 
out of Afghanistan? And what would you hope to accomplish 
on that front and on the Cambodian problem during your trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The United Nations has been conducting 
for some time now negotiations with the Soviet Union on the 
Afghanistan matter. Just how much progress they've made is 
a little difficult to interpret. The Pakistanis have been 
involved, and of course, taking a part there. I've had the 
opportunity to discuss that with Foreign Minister Yaqub 
Kahn, and I look forward to talking with him again. But I 
don't really have anything to point to that says that 
genuine progress has been made. There is a large contingent 
-- over 100,000, we understand -- of Soviet troops in 
Afghanistan. 








For there to be a genuine resolution of that problem, which 
we very much favor, it would have to include the removal of 
those troops; it would have to include the emergence of a 
non-aligned government of Afghanistan; it would have to pro- 
vide for the creation of a government that is responsive to 
the people of Afghanistan, and in some way the refugees 
would have to come hack with honor and without prejudice. 


gro 
fi 
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So those are the things, I think, that are pretty well 
agreed that we need to work for. And there is a lot of 
effort going on, but it's hard to identify progress. 


So far as Kampuchea is concerned, we have been supporting 

the efforts of the ASEAN countries. I will be very 
interested to be talking with them in a few days in Bangkok. 
Again I think what we would like to see -- the ASEAN 
countries would like to see, the Chinese would like to see 

-- is the removal of the Vietnam forces, Soviet proxy forces, 
from Kampuchea, and a chance for that country to revive 
itself. 





There are a lot of interim things being talked about. Of 
course, the Thais are very close to that situation, so 
their views have to get some special weight. That is, 
again, something that I'll be discussing. 


QUESTION: Also, on that general region, does your trip to 
Asia signal an increased American commitment to the Pacific 
and Asian region, both in terms of defense and trade? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It is a fact that our trade with the 
nations of Asia has been increasing rapidly over quite a 
period of time. And if you look at the patterns of economic 
development, population, and so forth, I don't see how you 
can expect anything else but a continuation of that trend 
into the future. So it's a very important area for us from 
the standpoint of the economics of it, and of course, it has 
great strategic and security importance as well. So when we 
say we should be global in our outlook, it certainly means 
that we should be paying attention to developments in Asia, 
and I have been very conscious of that personally, both 
before being in this job and since being in the job. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you make of the current 
struggle within the PLO? How do you interpret the Syrian 
involvement in that? And if Yasser Aratat were to be 
overthrown, would that necessarily be a bad thing? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have a lot of contacts with the 
PLO, so our intelligence is all second-hand and third-hand. 
I shouldn't say we don't have a lot: we don't have any 
direct contacts with the PLO. That always leaves you a 
little less well informed than you might otherwise be. 





But there is, clearly, a struggle going on, and it has pro- 
bably some elements of policy. There may be some elements 
of the results of indecisiveness involved and control over 
funds and bureaucracy -- I don't know. The basic issue, I 
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think, is how can it be brought about that more attention 

is paid to the problems of the human oeings called 
Palestinians, who live there, and whose lot is a poor one 
and whose prospects, not just taking it from year to year, 
but almost from generation to generation, are not that great. 


It seems to me that we do have to pay attention, not just us 
but the PLO and everybody, to the legitimate rights and 
aspirations of these human beings, and see if we can't do 
better by them. I think it must be so that one of the 
reasons why there has been such difficulty with conflict in 
the Middle Fast is the fact that we, as an international 
group of countries, have not been able to come to "grips" 
satisfactorily with the human condition of the Palestinian 
people, and we really have to bear down on it. It's a very 
difficult problem, I know. That's the reason it hasn't been 
solved. But I think that is at the heart of the matter more 
than sort of internal PLO politics. 


QUESTION: But would Arafat's coming or going bode iil or 
well for your ultimate objectives, do you think? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's a question of the degree of unity in 
the PLO and the extent to which there are factions and what 

Orientation of the PLO might have, and whether or not, 

in the end, whatever happens might make it more possible for 
King Hussein to have a non=-PLO, legitimate Palestinian dele- 
gation that was endorsed with him in entering the peace pro- 
cess. That's what we have been trying to achieve. 





The extent to which Syria comes to dominate the organiza- 
tion, which may be happening -- you read that a lot -- I 
think makes it questionable, whether or not these develop- 
ments would ease that problem. So we have to look elsewhere 
for our method; Or perhaps in our discussions with the 
Syrians we might find some answers. 


MR. HUGHES: The last question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: “The last question," the boss says. 


a 


You pick the last questioner. 








MR. HUGHES: What about Mr. Schorr? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: 0.K. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you know of any material of American 
Origin or American license being used by one side or the 
other in the war between Iraq and Iran? And if that were to 


happen, what would be your attitude towards it? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have had an attitude of neutrality in that 
war, and we haven't made sales directly ourselves. We have 
also prevented sales of American-licensed or American parts 
Flowing through in somebody else's equipment. 


In saying that I don't say that nothing could possibly have 
slipped through our efforts -- and maybe you have an example 
in your mind or something. Sut that has been our policy, 
and we have tried to follow through on it and with a con- 
Siderable amount of argument with some of the countries 
that have wanted to make those sales. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 





(The press conference concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 
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Q Is there any shift of nuance or flavor 
or policy in what linkage the Administration is drawing 
between the Cuban troops and the Namibians, a withdrawal 
from Namibia by South Africa? 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: No shift. 

Q You don't then mean to de-emphasize 
your position that there should be a parallel withdrawal 


of the Cubans, or at least a commitment to draw the 





Cubans from Angola as the South Africans make their 


commitment to withdraw from Namibia? 


A No, there's no change in the basic 
Situation. Obviously, the negotiation has moved along 


Since the last time we had a major speech. This is the 
highest level speech on this subject during the course 
of this Administration, and the most pulling together 
of all the threads of our volicy in southern Africa, 


but there is no change on that issue. 


Q The South Africans say that they 
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can't leave Namibia until the Cubans leave Angola and 
the Angolans say the Cubans can't go because they have 
an insurrection in the south of the country which the 
South Africans and I believe the Israelis are supporting 
with arms and which we're giving moral support to since 
we've had th2ir leader here and given him an honored 
reception. 

Isn't this a sort of Catch-22 permanent 
Situation? Aren't we partly responsible for the 
non-resolution of the problem? 

QL If this problem is resolved, as 
we hope it will be, it'll be largely because of efforts; 
not that we are the obstacle to the effort. 


(continued on next page) 
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Q What is our attitude, then, to the UNITA 


insurrection, which is the reason for the Cubans? 


a Our position is that the initiative that 





we have taken there provides the basis for the indepen- 
dence for Namibia, and, if that is successful, will lay 
the basis for a return to peace and an end to the civil 
conflict, in fact, in Angola. 

It is not a Catch-22, but the situation that 
exists between the parties inside Angola is not part of 
this negotiation. That's a matter for Angolans to 
resolve. 

Q But what is the United States' attitude to 
UNITA, then? 

A As we have said before, UNITA is a credible 
nationalist force, an important element of the Angolan 
political equation. But the way in which various Angolan 
parties achieve internal peace is their affair, and it is 
an internal Angolan matter. 

Q You say negotiations are moving along 
regarding the Cuban issue. Are we getting any closer? 

Can you point to any particular progress that we're 
going to resolve that in our favor soon? 

A We believe that there is a positive evolu- 
tion in this negotiation, but we're not here today, and 


this speech is not pegged upon any dramatic, new announcement 
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that we're in a position to make. But we believe that in 


the wake of the visit here in April of a senior Angolan 


team, that there has been further evolution, we remain in 


contact, and when we have announcements to make, we will. 





The speech is designed to put that initiative, 
and other things we're doing in southern Africa, ina 
broader context to pull together all the elements of our 
southern African strategy that have been developed and 
put in place over the past two and a half years, and to 
make clear how the pieces fit together with each other; 
and to indicate that constructive engagement is a regional 
approach to all the countries of the area, and not just 
something defined in terms of Namibia, for example. 

Q Why was the decision made at this time to 
deliver this speech to, as you say, pull together all the 


threads? 


A In part because we have over the past two 
and a half years set some things in place, both as concerns 
our policy towards South Africa, our support for constructive 
change in South Africa, our effort to get dialogue going 
between South Africa and a number of its neighbors, our 
efforts to communicate at the highest level with a number 
of Leaders of the area at the head-of-state level. 

We have also moved the 435 process on Namibia to 


the point where it is ready to be implemented, provided we 











B-2 5 
-BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

can get the basis for a political decision to go forward 

with it. So the time is right. 

In addition, we have the perception, from time 
to time, that there are those who misconstrue some of what 
we're doing in the area. We felt the time had come for a 
major statement of the coherence of our approach to the 
region as a whole. 

Q Is it fair to say, then, that you feel that 
your policy is now in place in southern Africa after two 
years of implementing it? 

a Yes, indeed, we would. 

Q What are the prospects for getting an agree- 
ment this year? 

QS I'm not going to give you percentages. We - 
obviously think this is a going negotiation; that it has 
a good chance of success, but, beyond that, I don't think 


we want to try and put bets on the table. 


(Continued on next page) 
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C~1 Q In the speech, you link the Namibian situation 


with the President: "The President is committed to Namibia's 
independence." Is there any special significance in linking 
that with the President? 

A I think, as the opening paragraph of the speech 


made clear, this is a region, Southern Africa, which is of 








growing importance to Western and to U.S. interests. The 
President has himself been involved from the early days of 
that negotiation in laying the basis for the policy. It is, 
obviously, in our interest as we seek to become something we 
have not always been -- a credible actor vis-a-vis all the key 
parties in the region, to make sure the President stands behind 
this efort, that he is interested in this effort, and that he 
considers this an important initiative. 

Q A point of background information in relation 
to the passage on the issue of disinvestment in South Africa, 
isn't there legislation in Congress -- I think a bill from 
Solarz -- that deals with this issue? What does that bill call for 
and what is the Administration's position on it? 

A There are various amendments under consideration 
in the Congress, on the House side, that involve such issues 


as the import of Krugerrands from South Africa, the issue of 


making the voluntary Sullivan Code of Fair Employment Practices 
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C-2 ‘mandatory under law, the issue of bank lending, the issue 
of IMF lending, and so forth, to South Africa. Our position 
in public testimony is very clear on those. . 
The issue of disinvestment, as such, is not currently 
the subject of legislation, as far as I am aware although it 
is being looked at, obviously, in a numher of state legislatures 


and city councils. The Administration's position ig that such 





initiatives run directly contrary to the spirit of what we are 
seeking to achieve, that such initiatives as I have referxzed to, 
if they have any impact at all, would be to underscore an~- 
attitude of mind in this country which thinks that the way 


you influence advance is to condemn, or to wash your hands, 





or to disengage or to dissociate. 

What we're trying to do is to convey an opposite 
approach aimed at indeed achieving constructive change in 
South Africa and regional peace in southern Africa by rolling 
up our sleeves and getting involved rather than by pulling 
back and trying to adopt a posture of simple dissociation. 

Q If I could just refer to the speech again, 
You say, "The point where the transition to independence 
in Namibia can begin .. if the key parties are prepared 
to take the necessary political decisions." 

Could you expand on those political decisions? 


Would they relate to the withdrawal of the Cubans and a 


somewhat simultaneous withdrawal of the South Africans 
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A They relate to the issue that we are seeking 
to negotiate to a success with the Angolans in these separate 
bilateral discussions we've been having with them. And of 


course, they relate to the issue of implementing 435, and 





~ 


that requires that all the parties be prepared to go forward 
with 435, including, cf course, South Africa. 
Those are the key parties, obviously, in this, 


but there are many other parties as well -- many other parties. 


Q When are you going to name an Ambassador to 
Mozambique? ; 
A As soon. aS agreement is received from the 


Government of Mozambique for the individual whose name has 
been sent to Mozambique, which we anticipate will be momentary. 


Q Thank you. 


(At 3:51 the briefing was concluded.) 








‘Y BEST COPY AVAILABLE Bcs,at 


ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR RICHARD T. KENNEDY 
ON 
NON-PROLIFERATION MEETINGS WITH U.S.S.R. 
FRIDAY, JUNE 24, 1983, 11:00 A.M. 


MR. CARLSON: Good morning. In response to 
your interest, Ambassador-at-Large Richard Kennedy is here to 
answer questions on the record for you. He does have a 
pressing schedule, so we'll probably have to limit this 
to about 15-20 minutes. Ambassador Kennedy. 


AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Good morning. Let me just 
introduce this little short session with a couple of 
general comments. First, as I think you know, these 
meetings with the Soviets on the general issue of non- 
proliferation came about as a result of some conversations. 
between Secretary Shultz and Mr. Gromyko in New York in . 
connection with the General Assembly meeting last year. 


Following that meeting and their discussions 
where they concluded that such discussions on the non- 
proliferation issue might be of some mutual interest 
and benefit, the Soviets suggested to us that an initial 
meeting might occur in the relatively near future. We 
suggested then perhaps December -- early December -- 
and as a result there was a meeting here in Washington. 
A delegation from the Soviet Union headed at that time 
by Dr. Morosov of the State Committee on Nuclear Energy 
came to Washington. Morosov is also the Soviet Governor 
at the International Atomic Energy Agency, the same 


position in that agency that I occupy. 


Those discussions were, I think, at the time 
properly characterized as business-like and effective. 
They were frank exchanges and useful in clarifying the 
views that each of us held on a whole variety of subjects 
that surround the question of proliferation. 


At that meeting it was agreed that a subsequent 
meeting would probably be in order to explore further 
some of the issues which were discovered and discussed 
at that first discussion. Again, they invited us, then, 
to come, and we took the opportunity afforded by the 
meeting of the Board of Governors of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna to go on from that meeting 
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in Vienna to Moscow with a delegation from the United 
States. t was that meeting that we just conducted. 


The meetings, again, were conducted in an atmos- 

phere of frankness. We were candid. We do have some dif- 

ferences of view, but they are in this area largely matters 

of detail rather than of important substance. There is 

a general view on both sides that we share the same com- 

mon objective as to proliferation. There are some ques- 

tions which we continue to explore as to means that might 

best be applied. 


I would also add -- and I think the Embassy in 
Moscow commented to this effect -- that this meeting was 
conducted with an aura of cordiality. They were extremely -- 
what shall I say? -- extremely cordial to us and made 
every effort to make the discussions successful ones. 


With that, I'm at your disposal. 


Q I don't have a clear understanding of the 
scope of these talks. Are you discussing global non- 
proliferation or only those issues where the Soviet Union 
and the United States are directly involved? 


A We're talking about the entire global 
scope of the non-proliferation question. Obviously, 
that includes the full range of issues that one would 
incorporate within the subject. t includes such issues 
as the work of the Committee on Assurances of Supply, 
the discussions on international plutonium storage. 

For example, these discussions going on in the context 
of the activities of the Vienna agency, but nonetheless 
of direct import and importance to both of us. We 
exchange views on such matters. 








— —i- ———_ 


For example, we talked at some length about 
the President's views which he had expressed only 
recently on the subject of comprehensive safeguards as 
a condition of supply. That's the kind of range that 
we're talking about. 


I would add, there are no inhibitions on either 
Side as to raising subjects of this kind. 


Q Did either side point to possible countries 
that might be trying to develop nuclear weapons, or much 
concern about this question? 
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a I wouldn't put it quite -- they pointed to 
countries which might be attempting to develop nuclear 
weapons. Obviously, there are a number of countries 
which are -- I suppose we might characterize as -- in 
the sensitive category. 


We and they, I think, share the views as to 
which countries they may be and as to the nature of the 
problems that each presents. Manifestly, they put the 
question more seriously in respect to ccuntries, I think, 
where they believe our interest lies and where our 
influence may lie, but then that's not surprising. So 
do we in respect to countries where we think their 
influence may be somewhat greater than ours. 


The objective in each case is very clearly to 
be sure that we understand and share our appreciations 
of the situation and have some indication of what steps 
each of us might be able to take to dissuade countries 
from proceeding in this way. ; 

Q What would these talks lead to that would 
not be achievable at Vienna? 


A Would not be achievable -- 
Q Through the IAEA. 


I think the talks go beyond the scope of 
the normal range of business that occurs in the IAEA. 
It's to be recalled that last year we, the United States, 
explained rather clearly to all of our colleagues, 

. associates, at the IAEA, that we believed that intro- 
duction of what we referred to as extraneous political 
issues in the IAEA, diverting it as an institution from 
its principal and primary missions of technical assis- 
tance, safeguards and safety, was unwise. 


Manifestly, when one gets into the broader 
questions of non-proliferation, one is ranging well 
beyond the scopes that we're talking about there. So 
the discussions that we're having with the Soviets range 
rather more broadly than one would expect them to range 
in the IAEA itself. 


Let me add in that connection, for a number of 
years, in connection with board meetings -- the board meets 
three times a year -- in connection with those meetings 
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there has been in nearly each board meeting case a short 
meeting with the Soviet delegation to the board to exchange 
views on the general agenda which is going to be before 

the board. Those discussions have been, for the most part, 
scoped narrowly focused on the agenda before the soard of 
Governors. I would add, not to concert views, but simply 
to be sure that people understand the views that each of 
us is going to take. We do that with a number of other 
countries as well. 


This is simply a consultation mechanism to facili- 
tate the actions of the board itself. In answer directly 
to your question, these discussions range well beyond the 
scope of the things that would normally be taken up in the 
IAEA context. 


Q Ambassador Kennedy, could you characterize 
the talks that were here last December and the ones you 
have just concluded in Moscow in terms of are these more 
technical or more politically oriented? 


o About half and half. There are technical 
discussions. Let me explain how the talks in both cases 
have procedurally gone forward, and this was arrived at 
in joint understanding because it just seemed to facilitate 
the exercise and it helps to explain the answer to your 
question. 


The talks proceed with a full day of plenary 
discussions. That is, principally discussion focused 
between I, as Chairman of our delegation, and the Chairman 
of the Soviet delegation. As I said, in the first dis- 
cussion that was Mr. Morosov; in the second it was chaired 
by his senior, Mr. Petrosyants who is the Chairman of 
the State Committee on Nuclear Energy, and a very sub- 


Stantial member of the heirarchy. 


Those discussions were essentially between us 
with some commentary on the part of members of our delega- 
tion on particular broad questions, but focused essentially 
on the broad issues, exploring each other's policy frame- 
work and intentions. 


Then the second day the meeting breaks up into 
working groups which are focused on much more specific 
and more technical questions. Questions such as the 
application of safeguards, specific means of export 
control, the particular questions associated with how one 
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might conduct an international plutonium storage regime, 
these kinds of questions, dealt with in very specific 
terms. 


The working groups then prepare reports which 
they bring before the plenary which meets again on the 
third day, and then we go back to a more general dis- 
cussion with a much broader scope relating the results 
of these working group discussions to those broader ques- 
tions and asking what steps they suggest to both of us 
might be taken and how we might proceed with other 
countries. Then finally, as in this case, an agreement 
that we might well pursue these discussions further with 
some specific questions that we want to address in more 
detail again at a subsequent meeting, and we did agree in 
principle that there should be a third meeting. it's tenta- 
tively viewed that that would ¢ccur this fall here in 
Washington. | 


Q What would be the ultimate goal? An annex 
to the current NPT Treaty, or a new treaty, or a bilateral 
agreement, or what? 


A The goal is, I think, a very simple one. 
It is to be sure that there is a full understanding 
between us as to what our respective intentions are and 
what objectives we share. I would add that in this field, 
as to the proliferation question, our objectives are 
very much the same. And then to find what concrete steps 
might be taken in respect to the whole question of the 
broad non-proliferation regime. 


You noted the question of the review conference, 
the Treaty. The Treaty is up for review, as it is on 
a five-year basis. It's planned that a review will occur 
in 1985. That was the subject of considerable discussion 
between us to see how we might each in his own way advance 
the effort to have an organized and sensible meeting on 
the review conference. 


Q Is it your idea, then, that in the review 
period of 1985. presuming that you and the Soviet Union 
nave reached agreement on certain specific steps that 
might be taken, is it your intention then that those steps 
be raised in the review and possibly applied into a 
revision of the Treaty? 


4 No. I would not say that. I would say that 
the kinds of steps that we're talking about -- that we 
would be talking about -- are steps that can be taken 
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without necessarily revising the Treaty at all -- st 
that can be taken within the context of the Treaty as 
now exists, within the context of the TAEA regime, and 
within the context of all of the unilateral, bilateral 
and multilateral arrangements that exist. 


Q Ambassador Kennedy, what specific 
steps would the United States like to see come ou 
these meetings, and realistically what specific c 


steps do you expect the Soviet Union to agree to? 


a I don't think I'd want to hazard wh 
we'd expect them to agree to. What I would do is 
we clearly, as I indicated earlier, have a stronc m 
of interest in this field, in this area, and that in f 
for example, as we discussed the question of comprehen 
safequards, the President's proposal in this regard, i 
clear that they share the sentiments that underlie our 
initiative in this regard, and that thev are in a position 
to advance that initiative in the event that they choose 
to do so, and if we find a framework in which that's pos- 
sible. That's the sort of thing we're trying to discuss. 


I would point to the review conference. Here is 
a question where there are two broad track that have to be 
concerned about. One is the procecural one, anc that's 
not a minor issue, for if the conference is not properly 
organized to get off in the right way, it can turn into a 
less successful -- let me put it that way -- a less success- 
ful enterprise than one would like to see it. 


We have agreed upon initial steps. They, we and 
the British are the depositary parties for the Treaty. 
It's necessary that we get that process under way. These 
talks help to get that under way, the process of getting 
the review conference organized. 


That was a concrete result of these particular 
discussions. 


As I said, the discussions on the Committee on 
Assurances of Supply -- which are discussions which go on 
in Vienna in the IAEA context -- here we explore ways in 
which each of us could contribute to making that effort a 
more successful one. That, by the way, is obviously 
related to the review conference, for it deals with principles 
based on which supply would occur. t would be in our view, 
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and I think in the Soviet's -- although I shouldn't speak 
for them -- in our view certainly it would be in everyone's 
interest if those principles could be resolved in many ways 
in that Committee on Assurances of Supply -- CAS -- before 
the review conference. 


4+. }4 


These are the kinds of things which we -- and 
let me add that, obviously, there are all kinds of very 
specific things in the safeguards area -- how one administers 
a safeguard regime -- and those things are discussed on a 
technical level and agreements are reached as to how we can 
proceed, and what we can then do in respect to strengthening 
the IAEA system. 


Those are examples. I would add one more as an 
example. We have for a considerable time been giving 
thought to the implications of new suppliers entering 
the marketplace in this field, and what that means for 
the worlcwide nonproliferation regime that's been put in 
place over many years, the questions arising out of the . 
London Group and the Zanger Committee and so on. What 
effect will the emergence of new potential suppliers 
coming into the marketplace have on that regime? That's 
something that the Soviets did find intriguing and interest- 
ing They are now taking a much harder look at that ques-. 


tion, I think, than had been the case before. It's a 
matter in which we are now exchanging thoughts on the 
implications and what countries might do to deal with 
that sort of question. 

MR. CARLSON: We might have time for just one 
more. 


Q One factual question which I'm still try- 
ing to put into perspective. Between them, the United 
tates and the Soviet Union, supply how much of the world's 
nuclear fuel? In other words, are they the principal 
suppliers? We and they? 


x They are a very important supplier, and so 
are we. I can't give you a number. I can find one for 
you guickly. I don't, on the top of my head -- I can't 


tell you what the specific numbers would be, but both 
we and they are major suppliers, obviously. 


Q Principal suppliers? 
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Q When you talk about new suppliers, are you 
talking about China supplying Pakistan? I mean, I'm 
trying -- 

A We're talking about people like China 


is obvious that at some point Brazil and Argentina 
well become suppliers. They have material, they he 
facilities for processing it, and manufacturing it 
fuel. They can manufacture componentry that are as 
with systems. 


It's obvious, I think, that there are ot! 
countries in the same way. The South Africans could 
become suppliers. 

Q Is there much fear that there will be ar 
immiment explosion by some country? I mean, is the 


concern about any imminent person joining the nuclea 
explosion category? 


A No. 
MR. CARLSON: Thank you. 
AMBASSADOR KENNEDY: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:21 a.m.) 
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JOINT PRESS CON?! ERENCE 
BY 
FOREIGN MINISTERS OF THE 
ASSOCIATION OF SOUTH EAST ASIAN NATIONS 
POST MINISTERIAL MEETING 
Bangkok, Thailand 
June 28, 1983 


The ASEAN dialogue partners have just concluded their meetings 
this afternoon. Their Excellencies, the Ministers of ASEAN 
and the dialogue partners, are very happy to give a press 
conference here. Please state your name and organization when 
you pose a question. 


QUESTION: Could I ask both Mr. Shultz, the U.S. Secretary 
of State, and Mr. Hayden, the Australian Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, of their hopes for the outcome of the visit 
of the Australian Minister to Hanoi? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The views of the United States are that 

we support the approach of the ASEAN countries to the problem 

of dealing with the Kampuchean issue and all the related matters. 
So, when it comes to any approach to Hanoi, we believe that 

it ought to be coordinated and be seen as useful by the ASEAN 
countries. And it 1s our understanding that they feel Mr. 
Hayden's visit could be useful, but I think it is up to them 

to say. That is the approach of the United States. 


MR. HAYDEN: As I understood the response yesterday afternoon 
from the ASEAN Foreign Ministers, they, as Mr. George Shultz 
pointed out, saw that the visit could be useful and they 
Supported it and Mr. George Shultz made it clear later that 
if they supported it then the United States was prepared to 
endorse it. 


QUESTION: I have a question for Secretary Shultz. Mr. 
Secretary, what evidence does the United States have, and how 
firm is it, that the Vietnamese are withholding the remains 
of Americans killed in Indochina, or missing in Indochina? 
Why would the Vietnamese be doing it and why are you making 

a point of it at this meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We make a poin® of our concern to know what 
has happened to the missing in action and to have returned 

to us the remains of those kiiled in action because we care 

so much about the men in our arme: forces who have fallen 
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ind about their families. So, I took the occasion here to 
ask for help from the countries in this region and they al] 
were considerate enough to say that they would give it to the 
extent they possibly could. According to our information, we 
still have missing, I think, 2,494 and we have intelligence 
that suggests that the remains of quite a sizable number 

are in hand but have not been turned over to us. So we wish 
as a matter of deep concern to the families involved and out of 
respect for the deceased that those remains be returned to us. 
We have sought help and it has been offered. 


QUESTION: And the third point was what would the motivation 
of the Vietnamese be for what I understand you called 
cruel behavior? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: [I have no reason to speculate about their 
ives. I don't have anything to add on that. 


\UESTION: I would like to address this question to Professor 
Mochtar as a spokesman of ASEAN on Mr. Hayden's visit. What 
LS ASEAN's view on Mr. Hayden's visit to Hanoi? 


PROFESSOR MOCHTAR: As long Mr. Hayden's visit is in a 
framework of seeking a solution along the lines of how ASEAN 
sees the Kampuchean problem should be solved, we think it 
might be useful and he is welcome to tell us what he has 
learned in Hanoi. In fact, we welcome this from anybody who 


has relations with Hanoi. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask a similar question to Mr. 
Maceachen of Canada. In view of the fact that canada has been 
praised for not doing the same thing .... 


MR. Maceachen: Well, I want to continue to be praised. 
And I find Professor Mochtar's answer very acceptable for 
Canada. If the Australian Minister can play an effective 


\ 


and useful role, certainly we would welcome that. 


QUESTION: I propose my question to Minister Abe. Could you 
please elaborate about the implementation of Prime Minister 
Nakasone's proposal regarding the ASEAN and Japanese meeting of 
the Ministers for Science and Technology, and second, about the 
act of the Japanese Government regarding the discriminatory 


tariffs against ASEAN products? 


MINISTER ABE: I'd like to answer your questions. First, 
when Prime Minister Nakasone made his visit to the ASEAN 


countries, he proposed to the leaders that they hold a 
Ministerial Conference on Science and Technology. AS a 


followup to this proposal of Prime Minister Nakasone, I have 


** 
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suggested in this morning's session with the ASEAN Ministers 
that we will be dispatching, this coming August, a survey team 
which will discuss the issue further with the peoples concerned 
in the ASEAN countries. And, if possible, by the end of this 
year we wish to hold a Ministerial Conference on Science and 
Technology. If no particular ASEAN nation would like ‘o host 


this conference, we will be happy to hold it in Japez But, 
in any case, the issue would be up for further cons. + -ion 
among the peoples concerned. Second, on the issue 0. -ustoms, 


[f wish first of all to point out that Japan will expand by 
50 percent, the import ceilings of the generalized systems 
Ot preferences concerning industrial and mining products and 
that, in December of this year when the tariff council will 
be held, the items of interest to ASEAN will be considered 
there and I would hope that favorable. results could be achieved 
in the council through deliberations on the ASEAN items. 


QUESTION: I would like to address my question to Secretary 
Shultz. Since the United States did not sign the Treaty of 
the Law of the Sea, could you tell us what is the motive of 
that, and are you willing to participate in the future in 
Signing the Treaty of the Law of the Sea? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The reason we have not signed the Law of 
the Sea Treaty is that we believe the provisions for a mining 
convention are seriously flawed and will not lead to the 
development of the seabed resources but quite the reverse. 
The reason, basically, why they are flawed is that they say 
to private enterprise, which might want to develop the tech- 
nology and ability to do that, that this enterprise must, 

in effect turn over its expertise to an international 
authority and then, with whatever it is able to earn in the 
use of its technology, finance that international technology 
to compete with it. It doesn't seem to us that that is likely 
to strike any enterprise as a very good deal and therefore 

it is not likely to result in what can be a very useful 
exploitation of the seabed resources. And so we felt that 

it is a seriously flawed element of the treaty and therefore 
we have not signed. Other elements of the treaty which have 
been worked on a long time, I know, are broadly satisfactory 
to the United States and we intend to live by them. 


QUESTION: I would like to address my question to Secretary 
Shultz. In your statement, you mentioned your support, moral, 
political and diplomatic support, for Prince Sihanouk and for 
Son Sann and then you also added that you will not have any 
dealings with the Khmer Rouge. I don't hold any brief for 
the Khmer Rouge. In fact, I am against them, but is there 
any purpose in your emphasis on this question at this time, 
and I would like to know whether ASEAN Ministers explained to 
you why ASEAN supports the Khmer Rouge as part of Democratic 
Kampuchean Coalition? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The reaso:r why we don't support the Khmer 
Rouge is because of their very cruel behavior when they were 

in charge. We support the Sihanouk and Son Sann approach to 
government because we think they represent the prospect of a 
return to a sovereign and democratic Kampuchea and are joined 
in an effort to bring about the removal of the forces of 
Vietnam from Kampuchea according to the principles and programs 
set by the ASEAN countries. 


MINISTER DHANABALAN: Excuse me, can I make a correction? 
There was an assumption in your question that ASEAN supports 
the Khmer Rouge. I must make a correction. We do not support 
the Khmer Rouge. We recognize the Government of Democratic 
Kampuchea. We support the Son Sann and Sihanouk factions and 
we are supporting the coalition government in order to enable 
the KPNLF and Prince Sihanouk's groups to grow. So the 
assumption in your question is guite wrong. 


QUESTION: I would like to address my question to the Japanese 
Foreign Minister. This is regarding the Japanese plan to 
repatriate Kampuchean refugees from Thailand back to Cambodia. 
I believe no one present on the panel here today recognizes 

the Phnom Penh reaqime Or has had contact with it. But I would 
like to find out what kind of message should be directed at 

the Phonm Pehn government in order to bring this repatriation 
about. And can the Minister explain what means are being 
considered at the moment -- the physical mechanisms -- to 

get these refugees back? 


MINISTER ABE: In Thailand alone, there are currently approx- 
imately 160,000 refugees who are still here. The issue was 
discussed at the dialogue that we held with the ASEAN partners 
and this is rooted in the proposal that we presented last year. 
In last year's meeting, we presented a proposal to establish 

a vOluntary return center for the refugees in the western part 
Of Cambodia and we said that we will provide enough funds to 
implement such a center. Of course, I must point out that all 
the management and implementing measures will be taken by an 
appropriate international agency. Ever since last year, this 
idea has not progressed. But. in view of the fact that there 
are many refugees who wish to return on a voluntary basis under 
the condition that the implementation will be undertaken by 

an international agency, we proposed that we will be ready 

to provide enough funds and assistance in order to implement 
such an idea. 


QUESTION: My question is for the U.S. Secretary of State. 

Sir, I would like to ask you to expand on your remarks concern- 
ing a growing Soviet threat to the region specifically focused 

On Cam Ranh Bay and Da Nang. Ever since I have been out here, 

U.S. policymakers have spoken of a growing Soviet threat to 
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The region based on Soviet activities there. But we get very 
few specifics, so if you cou!d expand on what the Soviets are 


MOLNG.w~. «cece 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think w: have to start with their support 
for the Vietnamese invasion of Kampuchea. That 1S point one. 
Point two is the use of those bases. And point three, so far 

is we Can see, 1S the gradua Shift to using the bases as home 
ports or basing areas, particularly for submarines so that they 
ire able to project their sea power into this region. Those 
ire examples of the growth ot Soviet influence. 


AyIeeqnyi le tT] . ] sey Tn . ) In > 
JUESTION: But U.S. policy makers said almost precisel tn iT 
thing three years ago. Is there any indication now that t 


Soviets are setting up permanent facilities in Vietnam as 
+ + 


Opposea to temporary ftaciiities, yr Oniy using vietnamese 





* a4 c ¥ ‘ 
> ht IR | TARY SHL ps4 &s Well, tn »€ i Loca iT € ctTCnere 7 } pr gal it ¢ 
| } - } YY - 7 7 c " crt y ry = 1068 ma } 7 bd 
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ion t Know whetne! wWwOrd permanent 1s tne riaqgnt word. 
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gut certainly it is an ef 
icilities for the purpose of projecting Soviet power int this 
area. That is the statement that was made. 


tT] .,cC rT \ Fr - » , — -_ M mh Lc -_o . — } ) ) . 
QUESTION: I have two questions. Tne first one I would 11KeE 
/ } -4 _— “ ~~ > mar . & CY 4. Yhiaa / > . , - i } .?.7 " 
to address to Secretar y Of : tate SnultZ. It LS LT) fol 1 OW 1p 
as _ : 4 o « ; 7 : » » \y ~ P T LAr ley, 
to my friend's question on the MIA Question. Recently, a 


yn 
few months ago, some of the American team used Thal soil 
rescue American MIA's in LAOS. But they were not very successtul 
-- To mention, Mr. James Bo Gritz's team. Such action has 
surely soured neighborly relations between Thailand and Laos. 
Has Washington introduced any measures to prevent such teams 
from using Thai soil for such action? If not, what 1s the 
American policy with regard to the MIA's in Laos when the 
‘ivilian operations would resuce them? My second question 
I would like to address to Mr. Hayden about Cambodia. There 
is so much speculation, and I hope that your trip to Hanoi 
tomorrow would not be a failure, but in order to pursue t! 
solution for the Cambodian guestion, I think I am on the side of 
Australia in bridging thegap between the two countries. My 
question is: do you have any other options in mind, -- let's 
say, for example, an Australian proposal for a comprehensive 
political settlement by bridging the so-called modalities and 
substance between the two groupings, or, for example, 1n a 


Large international confere ce, to iccoumodate the two Dart1e: 


for a peaceful settlement? Thank you. 


+ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As to your first question, I am not surt 

that I understood it clearly, but to the extent that I did, it 
involves how to approach this issue. And, of course, any means 
that can be effective we are for. And there have been private 
efforts organized. There is a joint center that works on it, 
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but principally we believe that work through official channels 
1s probably the most effective method in the long run. It is 
2 problem sometimes that people wanting to be helpful, may 
push into something and raise hopes and they are dashed, and 
n. But, clearly, we are anxi9us to have any method used 
that will help return the remains of the deceased and provide 
information for us and for the families involved, on those 
who are missing. 


MR. HAYDEN: [If I could answer the second question -- we have 
ertain principles we have declared. They are fairly common 
ith those declared by other interested parties; withdrawal] 

f Vietnamese torces from Kampuchea and self-determination 
yvithin Kampuchea; the neutraiization, independence, and non- 


ilignment of Kampuchea; normalization of relationships 
the region; and, respect and preservation of the 
itorial sovereignty of countriesof the region. They seem 


fairly common principles and, as we understand it, 
ly have been expressed by a Vietnamese spokesperson. 
less the task I see ahead of me is trying to sort out to 
at extent there is some sort of common understanding as to the 


interpretation of those declarations. In spite of the common- 
Lt f interests, there hasn't been much success in getting 
ple together Having said all that, we approach the task 
fore us with a great deal of caution and respect for its 

launting quality. As I've said many times before, on the 

probabilities, we shouldn't expect to achieve 
iccess. For all that, we are prepared to go ahead and 
enter into some sort of discussion. The task we embark upon 
ching iore than that. 


IN: This is for Mr. Shultz. Your last answer just 


ral y question into a two-parter. You say that any means 
it ild be effective we are for. Are you saying, then, that 
you were convinced that a private mission to look for MIA's 
ild be effective, you would not be against it or you would 
ry t stop it? And the second part of my question has 
with the Kampuchean coalition, and if I understand U.S. 
licy correctly, the U.S. is willing to give political and 
ra upport to the coalition but not military aid. Could 
be specific as to why military aid to the coalition would 
tt be productive, or rather, why it would be counterproductive? 
‘RETARY SHULTZ: On the first question, I think the key word 
» "if it has a good chance of being effective." On the second 


iestion, we feel that we can support them, of course, as we 
io through our security relationship with the Thais. But, 
nsofar as other support is concerned, we think that non- 
Llitary support is the kind of thing that we should do in 
support of the ASEAN effort here. 


JUESTION: My question is directed to Mr. Mochtar. 
Ls [10ns have taken place on the future of the New 
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negotiating 
a negotiated 


ye 


me, we obviously would revard that as constructive. 
iR. EN IER: we nave ilways f Lt that the Soviet nion wi1li_ be 
read for ser is me tiations only if it is firmly convinced 
that the intended deployment in Western Europe will take place 
result hav been achie' it the negotiating table. This 
bi ne f the important points t be discussed during the 
the $it to Moscow which will take place next week. 
n } eave n ioubt about the fact that, unless concrete 
tiating result ure achieved, deployment f United States’ 
terme té ang nuclear l iles in Western Europe will take 
e. tern Europe eans t ederal Republic, Italy, an 
ted lL! iS this wa lecided by NAT in December, 79 
N: M I addr a question t the ASEAN Forelan Ministers? 
er iccessfu n st ina one Conference fter another. 
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inaudible)? At first, they start with the inaudible) and then 
iter or Inaudible) they modify their postures. Would the United 
tates, for instance, ratify the Common Fund as a result of 
the discussion? 
ETARY SHULTZ: FY the tandpoint of the United States, we 
ider the development f ft developing world to be of critical 
portance ti is -- ir tradi relationship, our strategic 
itionships witli lird Wor] ‘Ountries are of great sSignifi- 
e, and therefore, we have devoted a great deal of thought 
! ittention +t thi issue. Ne have expressed ourselves 1n a 
nstructive spirit and we Na jone to the NCTAD meeting in that 
inner. We fer that the general tenor of the discussions 
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how the aid will be used. We will continue to implement 
the aid directly linked to those humanitarian needs, 
MODERATOR: The pre: conference is adjourned. 

JUESTION: I have ne last question. The question 
is to Secretary Shult . You said earlier that the United 
States Government mi ght be prepared to help private groups 
try to recover the remains of American servicemen in 
Vietnam if those efforts appear to have a reasonable 
chance of success. Can you tell us (1) How that deter- 
nination will be madej (2) whether we are currently 
providing aid to any such group; and (3) if Bo Gritz came 
up with a plan that seemed reasonable, would we support 
1t? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I appreciat 
to clarify my answer and I think I can 
saying in response to your third question 
answer is very unlikely, but these things wo 
looked upon case by case. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would like to say, first of all, how 
much I and my wife and all the people traveling with me 
have appreciated the extraordinary hospitality accorded 

to us here, how much we have appreciated the opportunity 
to meet with the Thai Government, the Prime Minister, the 
Foreign Minister, and others, and also with their 
colleagues in the ASEAN group. And, finally, I would like 
to express my sense of privilege at the opportunity 

to be received later this morning by his majesty the King. 
If there are any questions, I'll try my hand at them. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us what you hope to accomplish 
in India and looking ahead one more stop, the Geneva 
negotiations and Afghanistan have not really come 

up with much. What is the outlook for an Afghanistan 
solution? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, in India, as with other 
countries where we visit, we seek to improve and deepen 
Our understanding and quality of our relationships. 
Beyond that, since India is a country in the forefront 
of dealing with the problems of economic development -- 
problems which are of great significance in the world -- 
I look forward to discussing these issues with Mrs. 
Ghandi and her colleagues and to learning from them 

and to exchanging views on these issues. So, there 

will be a variety of bilateral problems and things 

to talk about, but also some matters of general 

interest to us and to the Indians as well. 


For Fase ttaeer teetacor erece tease 
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In Pakistan, we have similar bilateral problems of interest 
and, at the same time, a host of issues affecting Afghanistan 
will, I am sure, be discussed, I look forward to hearing and 
having from the Pakistanis their insight into the negotiations 
that have been going on about Afghanistan. Your appraisal 

may be the right one. I want to listen to the Pakistanis and 
have their view, as the United States Government would 

like to see a satisfactory solution to that problem and 

the definition of "satisfactory" is, by this time, 

guite well known so I won't review it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, have you had any reaction from 
the Thai Government or others about your endorsement 
yesterday of border-crossing forays if they would be 
effective in returning American bodies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I am having difficulty with that. 
I certainly didn't mean to endorse border-crossing forays 
at all, and I think such forays are counterproductive 

and serve neither the deep and emotional interests of 

Our country nor the families involved in finding out 

about missing in action and having their remains returned. 
So, I didn't mean at all to endorse those forays, and 

I don't. Of course, the legitimate efforts of the families 
involved and their organizations are efforts that we 

have great sympathy for and try to be helpful to. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you comment on Vietnam's 
recent statement that Kampuchea is a matter between 
Vietnam and China and ASEAN has no role to play, and 
also comment on the just-concluded ASEAN meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the just-concluded ASEAN meeting 
has been a very constructive one. I thought the communique 
they issued was a very interesting, thoughtful and helpful 
communique, and the meetings with the dialogue partners, 
both the five-plus-six and then the five-plus-one meeting 
that I attended. Of course, I can't speak about the 
others; I didn't attend them. But the whole thing seemed 
to be constructive. I might say that both dinners were 
extraordinary and the one last night was capped by one 

of the most humorous toasts I have heard in a long while. 

I think the Thai Foreign Minister is a rival to Bob Hope. 
So, that added a little special spice to the occasion. 

As far as the statement that the Kampuchea problem is 
really a China problem, I certainly don't see it that way 
and neither do the ASEAN countries. I think the statements 
that have been made recently by the Chinese bear out their 
interest in an independent Kampuchea with a Government 

that springs from the desires of the people of that country 
and not an effort to dominate that country. 
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QUESTION: Going back to the question on your visit to 
India, +the arms aid to Pakistan by the United States is 
an issue affecting India's relations. Are you likely to 
Carry any assurances to India on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I know that the Indians register on 
that. We believe that it is important for us to support 
many countries around the world, including Pakistan, 

and we don't regard our support for Pakistan as in any 
sense directed against India. Quite the contrary. I 
think that the destabilization in the region symbolized 
by the Afghan problem is something that everyone should 
be concerned about. 


QUESTION: One of the subjects, I guess, you will be 
discussing with Mrs. Ghandi is the question of supplying 
components for the nuclear reactor at Tarapur. Can you 
tell us whether the United States has found a third 
country that is willing to provide those components, and 
if not, what you plan to tell Mrs. Ghandi? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that I will save what I plan 
to tell Mrs. Ghandi for Mrs. Ghandi, and we'll take up 
that issue. I am sure it will be brought up and I think 
it is more appropriate for me to report to you on what 
happens in that conversation rather than prospectively. 


QUESTION: Here's one you may be able to answer. I 

recall when we were in Manila you were asked about the 
proposal by the Thai Foreign Minister which was endorsed by 
the ASEAN in its communique for a 30-kilometer pullback by 
the Vietnamese in return for some political gesture. If 

I remember correctly, you said you wanted to discuss it 
first with the ASEAN people before taking a position. 

Do you now have a position on that, and if so what is it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The ASEAN countries have endorsed that 
approach and we think that it may be helpful and so we 
favor it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the stories yesterday about the 
MIA's raised once again also the question of the 
possibility that there may be live POW's in Southeast 
Asia. What is the Reagan Administration's position 

on that? Do you believe that there might still be some 
alive? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are not in a position to rule it out 
but we don't have evidence that there are some alive. 
QUESTION: There was a report out of Hanoi on AFP this 
morning talking about the Vietnamese being ready to 
reactivate a nuclear test reactor that was built by the 
Americans back in the late 1960's or early'70's. Is there 
any fear on your part or have you heard expressed by 

any of your ASEAN colleagues that this facility might 

be used to make nuclear weapons? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hadn't heard about that, so you 

are bringing this to my attention. Certainly the use of 

any facility like that directed toward nuclear weapons 

we would obviously oppose. I don't think it would be a good 
thing at all. 


QUESTION: What is the view of the United States on the 
announcement by Vietnam several weeks back about the 
withdrawal of troops from Kampuchea, and what kind of 
information might you have on how many troops may have 
been withdrawn? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the question is whether or 

not there is a withdrawal taking place or a troop 
rotation taking place, and from what we can see it 

is probably the latter. So it doesn't have the implica- 
tions that a genuine withdrawal might have. 


QUESTION: You now say that you do not endorse cross-border 
forays. Yesterday when you were asked about James Bo 
Gritz's raid into Laos and what you thought of his 

using Thai territory to stage such a raid, you replied 
that you support any method which has a good chance of 
being effective. Can you clarify what you really mean? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I tried to clarify that this morning 
and I don't think I spoke very clearly about it 
yesterday. So let me stand on the answer I gave at 

the beginning of the conference which is basically 

that we believe these cross-border forays -- that type 
of thing --tend to do more harm than good and we oppose 
it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there has been some furor 

in India over the past several days because of remarks 
allegedly made by Ambassador Barnes. Are you concerned 
that this might distort the real purpose of your trip? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the purpose of my trip is one 
to help build our relationship with India and that is 
the way I am approaching it, and I have no reason to 
believe that the Indians will be receiving me in any 
other spirit. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask you a more general question. 
You said last night for moral reasons you could not 
Support the Khmer Rouge. Now, I think in international 
politics one should not mix up moral issues because 

the fact is that power politics don't mix with morals. 
Therefore, I would like to ask you how much U.S. 
foreign policy is still based on moral issues because I 
don't have to tell you that moral terms can change 
within ten years. So, my question is: How relevant 

are your moral issues nowadays, or how much this 

is just an excuse for not getting involved anymore in 
an area where you have had a bad experience? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't give you a percentage but 

I can say that I believe there is, has been and no 

doubt will be a continuing element of American foreign 
policy that derives from our own sense of the importance 
of freedom and democratic ways of government generally -- 
freedom of speech, freedom of religion, freedom of 

the press and openness in society. We believe that 

this has been very good for us. We observe that 
democratic countries are not the countries that have 
been responsible for aggression around the world, and 

so we think that this is the kind of atmosphere that 
will allow people to flourish. 


Therefore, I think that a sort of pure and simple balance- 
of-power approach to foreign policy, just coldly like 
that, is unlikely from the United States. There 

will be this continuing strain of what might very well 

go under the general word c* morality or however you want 
to label it. So I think that will be a permanent 

part of our thinking. Many say that it shouldn't be 
there, but I think you will find that for the United 
States it will be there. It obviously poses all sorts 

of problems of degree, and we all know that we all 

start with our imperfections. Nobody is perfect. No 
country is perfect, and so in applying this standard 

you always have an imperfect measuring stick, but 
nevertheless I think there is this underlying sense 

of moral purpose in American policy. And I personally 
believe in it and hope that it stays that way. Thank you. 
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Q: TELL US ABOUT THE VISIT TO THE TAJ. 
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SHULTZ: wWECL. | AAWE SOMETHING TO ANTICIPATE. [°F 
CERTAINLY COOKING FORWARD TO IT MYSELF. HEARD *#80uUT 
[T. SAW A RATHER LOVELY LITTLE FILM ASOUT IT. .. IS 
MAOE SY, I THINK, GOODYEAR, BUT THE INDIANS MENTIONED IT 
TO ME WHEN MRS. GANOHI WAS HERE AND [I SOT HOLD OF IT, 
LOCKED AT IT, AND [ WAS GLAD THAT I[T WAS ASLE TO FALL 
INTO THE SCHEDULE wITHOUT DISRUPTING THINGS AT ALL. I 
THINK [TS A GOOO IDEA wHEN YOU VISIT A COUNTRY TO SEE 
SOME OF THE SPLENDIO THINGS THAT ARE PART OF THAT 
COUNTRY*S HISTORY. SO I THINK THAT‘*S AN ADDITIONAL 
REASON FOR WANTING TO SEc IT. 


CG. MR. SECRETARY, DOES THE UNITED STATES HAVE SOME 
INDICATION THAT INOIA IS PREPARING FOR ANOTHER NUCLEAR 
TEST? 


SHULTZ: NO, WE DON'T HAVE ANY PARTICULAR INDICATION OF 
THAT. 


QC. THERE WAS A REPCRT BEFORE WE LEFT WASHINGTON, WHICH 
YOU PROBABLY SAW, REGARDING THE SPARE PARTS, ‘SAYING THAT 
ONE REASON THE ADMINISTRATION WAS VERY RELUCTANT TO GO 
TO CONGRESS WITH A WAIVER WAS THAT THERE WERE SOME 
INDICATIONS OF CONSTRUCTION GOING ON IN THE SERT THAT 
SUGGESTED A FORTHCOMING NUCLEAR TEST. 


SHULTZ: WELL, THERE HAS BEEN NO SPECIAL THING ABOUT 
THAT. THE TARAPUR ISSUE, AS I SAID IN THE RESPONSE TO 
YOUR QUESTION IN THE PRESS CONFERENCE EARLIER TODAY, | 
AM SURE I[S SOMETHING THAT WILL COME UP AND WE WILL HAVE 
[INFORMATION FROM MRS. GANOHI WHEN WE GET THERE. 
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Q. I wOULD LIKE TO FOLLOW UP ON THE TARAPUR QUESTION, 
SIR. HAVE ANY THIRD COUNTRIES COME FORWARD TO PROVIDE 
THESE SPARE PARTS? 


SHULTZ2: WELL, THERE ARE VARIOUS POSSIBILITIES ANDO ! 
THINK IT IS MAINLY A QUESTION OF WHETHER THE PARTS ARE 
GENUINELY AVAILABLE FROM VARIOUS THIRD COUNTRIES. BY 
GENUINELY AVAILABLE I MEAN WHETHER OR NOT THE PARTICULAR 
PART THAT IS TECHNICALLY GOING TO SE ABLE TO 00 THE JOB 
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CAN SE PRCOSCEC AND SCTTEN THERE IN SCOD TIME. 


So. I wONCER [F wE COULD JUST GO TC ANOTHER § GION REAL 
SUICK, MR. SECRETARY. HASIS AND ORAPER HAVE SEEN IN THE 
MIOOLE EAST "IR SEVERAL DAYS NOw AND THERE HAS BEEN A 
~OT OF MCVEMENT ON THE GROUND, SOME STARTLING 
CEVELOPMENTS, ARAFAT [S SUDDENLY PERSONA NON GRATA, THE 
REPORTS OUT OF ISRAEL THAT THE ISRAELIS FEEL THAT ALL IS 
NOT LOST, THAT THE SOVIETS, FOR THEIR OWN REASONS, MAY 
FAVOR A WIiTHORAWAL OF ALL FOREIGN FORCES. THE U.S. IS 
STILL PRESSING AHEAD WITH THAT OSJECTIVE TO REMOVE AL 
FOREIGN FORCES FROM LESANON. 

SHULTZ: [I THINK YOU HAVE TO KEEP IN MIND THAT OUR 
OSJECTIVES ARE THREE-FOLD, NOT JUST ONE: NUMBER ONE, ALL 
FOREIGN FORCES OUT: NUMBER TWO, THE ABILITY FOR LESANON 
TO EMERSE AND BE SOVEREIGN ANDO OEVELOP—~wWITHIN ITS OWN 
TERRITORY: ANO NUMBER THREE, THAT THE WHOLE PROCESS HAVE 
SUILT INTO IT ARRANSEMENTS THAT ASSURE THE SECURITY OF , 
[SRAEL'S NORTHERN BORDER, AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE 
[SRAELI-.-ESANON TREATY -- THE ISRAELI-LESANON AGREEMENT. 
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Q@. OOES THIS NEW DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE PLO -- CAN WE 
SAY YET WHETHER OR NOT IT IS HELPFUL OR HARMFUL TO THIS 
WHOLE PROCESS THAT THE U.S. IS TRYING TO 00 (INAUOIBLE) 
THE SITUATION AND GET THE #ITHORAWAL AND REBUILD 
LEBANON? ARE WE GETTING ANY SIGNALS FROM SYRIA ABOUT 


WHY IT IS DOING THIS? 


SHULTZ: WELL, YOU CAN SORT OF LOOK AT IT AND REASON 
ABOUT IT IN VARIOUS WAYS. WE JUST HAVE TO SEE HOw IT 
WORKS OUT. BUT FROM THE PURE AND SIMPLE STANDPOINT OF 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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PLO WITHDRAWAL, IF SYRIA WITHORAWS -- IT HAS ALWAYS BEEN 

A QUESTION THAT PEOPLE HAVE RAISED, THE GREATER SYRIA'S _ 
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ROLE IN PLO AFFAIRS THE MORE LIKELY IT wOULD SE THAT IF 
SYRIA DECICES TO wWITKRORAW THE PLO wOULD WIND UP 
WITHORAWING. NOW 4 THINK IT [8S ALSO QUITE C€ RT “T 
THE MOVEMENT OF MATERIEL OF VARIOUS KINOS TO THE PLO 
UNITS IN LESANON [S OS¥YIOUSLY DEPENDENT ON SYRIAN 
WILLINGNESS TO HAVE THAT MOVEMENT TAKE PLACE. I THINK 
THAT FROM THAT STANDPOINT THE SITUATION IS, IN A SENSE, 
UNCHANGED EXCEPT THE DEGREE OF APPARENT SYRIAN GREATER 
STRENGTH OR INFLUENCE WITH THE PLO. SO | DON'T KNOW. JI 
WOULD SAY THAT FROM THE STANOPOINT CF ITS IMPLICATIONS 
AQR FHE wITHORAWAL FROM LESANON IT DOESN'T HAVE ANY 
PARTICULAR THING TO WORRY US. ITS [MPLICATIONS, I wOULD 
THINK, ARE MORE BROADLY INTO THE PEACE PROCESS AND wE 
HAVE TO THINK ASOUT IT IN CONNECTION WITH OUR BASIC 
PROSLEM OF HOw DO YOU CONSTRUCT A PALESTINIAN DELEGATION 
WITH KING HUSSEIN WHERE THAT OELEGATION IS, ON THE ONE 
HANO, LEGITIMATE, AND ON THE OTHER, HAS THE I[MPLICIT 
ARAS SACKING. THERE WAS A TIME WHEN IT SEEMED THAT 
ARAFAT HAD BEEN READY TO MAKE SOME SORT OF AN AGREEMENT 
WITH KING HUSSEIN WHEREBY JUST THE KINDO OF DELEGATION WE 
WANTED TO SEE COULD SE PUT TOGETHER ANO THEN THAT DEAL 
FELL APART, AS WE ALL KNOW. IT DOESN'T LOOK AS IF 
ARAFAT wOULD SE IN A POSITION TO DELIVER ON THAT KINO OF 
A DEAL NOW. $0 I DON'T KNOW QUITE WHERE THAT LEAVES you 
TURNING. EXCEPT TO COME BACK AGAIN TO THE QUESTION THAT 
lI HAVE MENTIONED BEFORE: NAMELY, WHAT HAPPENS TO THE 
HUMAN BEINGS CALLEO PALESTINIANS IN ALL THIS AND WHO IS 
REALLY REPRESENTING THEM? I THINK KING HUSSEIN, IN A 
PRETTY INTERESTING STATEMENT THE OTHER DAY, IN EFFECT 
PUT THIS QUESTION. SO THERE IS AN EVOLUTION OF THINKING 
ABOUT THAT SUBJECT. 

UNCLASSIFIEO 

UNCLASSIFIEO 


PAGE 03 SECTO O7141 O02 OF O07 0206272 


Q. MR, SECRETARY, ON THE MOVEMENT OF SYRIA TO VETO YOUR 


ARRANGEMENT FOR THE WITHORAWAL OF SYRIAN -- OR RATHER 
[SRAELI -- FORCES, REGARDING THE MOVE AGAINST MR. ARAFAT 
TO DISRUPT HIS CONTROL OF THE PLO, WHAT, SIR, DOO YOU SEE 
AS THE ULTIMATE ROLE OR OIRECTION OR CONTROL OF THE 
SOVIET UNION IN THIS ENTIRE AFFAIR? THE AGREEMENT AND 
THE OISRUPTION AND THE ULTIMATE ANTITHESIS OF U.S. 
POLICY? 


SHULTZ: I AM HESITANT TO COMMENT ON THAT QUESTION 
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BECAUSE, IN A SENSE, IT IS A FACTUAL CUESTION. WHAT IS 
THE RCLE OF TRE SOVIET UNION IN TRESE DEVELOPRENTS? | 
DON'T KNOW THE ANSWER TO THAT, [| CON'T HAVE INFORM, “[ON 
ASOCUT wHAT TRE SOVIET UNION KAS SAIO TO WHOM AND SO ON. 
SC I THINK I wil Ll PASS ON THAT ONE. 


mm 


Sc. ARE YOU GREATLY CONCERNED ABOUT THEIR ULTIMATE 
ADVANTAGE THAT THEY MAY SENEFIT FROM THIS DISRUPTION OR 
DESTASASILITY (SIC) IN THE EFFORTS YOU HAVE MADE TO 
ACHIEVE A WITKORAWAL AND THE OISRUPTION IN SO-CALLED 
MODERATE ELEMENTS IN THE Pi 0? 





SHULTZ: WELL, FROM THE SEGINNING ONCE THE 
THROUGH TASS STATEO THEIR WIEwW THAT THEY DION'T LIKE 
THAT AGREEMENT, THEY MADE THAT WERY CLEAR RIGHT FROM DAY 
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ONE. THERE HASN'T SEEN ANY SHIFT IN THAT. PRECISELY 
WHAT THEY MAY HAVE DONE ASOUT THAT POINT OF VIEW IN 
THEIR OLSCUSSIONS wITH THE SYRIANS I OON'T KNOW, OR WITH 
THE PLO, SUT THEY OID MAKE THEIR POSITION CLEAR RIGHT 
FROM THE SEGINNING. 


Q. MR. SECRETARY, MRS. GANOHI HAS CALLEO FOR A 
NORTH-SOUTH DIALOGUE ON ECONOMIC [SSUES. WHAT KINO OF A 
POSITION wILL YOU SE, OR WHAT IS YOUR POSITION ON THE 
ISSUE OF A NORTH-SOUTH OLALOGUE AND GENERALLY ON 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNDEVELOPED WORLD, THAT MRS. GANOHI TAKES SUCH INTEREST 
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[IN -- THE STATE OF THE NON-ALIGNED MOVEMENT. 


SHULTZ: WELL. ONE OF THE REASON [| AM SO GLAD TO 

SOINS TO INOIA AND TO HAVE A CHANCE TO VISIT WITH BRS. 
GANOH!I IS THAT | THINK THAT THE [DEA OF AN ENRICHED 
DIALOSUE ON NORTH-SOUTH ISSUES, OR TO PUT IT ANOTHER 
WAY, AN ENRICHED OLTALOCUE OR DISCUSSION, CONVERSATION 
ABOUT DEVELOPMENT AND THE ERLOD ECONOMY [NCLUDING 
INOUSTRIALIZEO COUNTRIES ANDO LESS-ADVANCED COUNTRIES [5 
OF GREAT IMPORTANCE AND INOIA HAS HAD A LOT OF 
EXPERIENCE wITH ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ON A LARGE SCALE, 
SO THAT I[S SOMETHING TO TALK ABOUT. AND BSEYONOD THAT 
[INOILA HAS THOUGHT A LOT ASOUT ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IN 
OTHER PARTS OF THE wORLO AND HAS THE ROLE AS A LEADER OF 
THE NON-ALIGNEO MOVEMENT. ANDO SO ALL OF THIS I THINK 
MAKES iT -- DISCUSSIONS IN [NOIA -- VERY POTENTIALLY 
WORTHWHILE ANO I'M LOOKING FORWARO TO IT. | THINK IT'S 
AN IMPORTANT SUSJECT TO TALK ASOuT., 


Q. IT SEEMS THAT TRE NUCLEAR PROGRAMS SOTH [IN [NOIA ANC 
PAKISTAN ARE SORT OF wILO0 CAROS IN THE SuS-CONTINENT, 

CAN YOU TELL US HOw SERIOUSLY wE WIEw I[NOJA'S REFUSAL TC 
ALLOw INTERNATIONAL INSPECTION OF ALL NUCLEAR 

FACILITIES? wOw BIS AN OBSTACLE TRAT [8S TC [MPRCHEC 
RELATIONS SETWEEN THE UNITED STATES ANDO I[NOLA, ANC 
SECONOLY, HOw SIG AN OBSTACLE OR AOw CONCERANEC ww ARE 
ABOUT PAKISTAN'S POSSIBLE CEVELCPMENT CF Null EAM wh APCS? 


THAT PROLIFERATION CF NUCLEAR wEAPCNS, (6 CoM Fite, YS fo 


VERY UNDESIRASLE TRING. SC of wach whl om hw owe 
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THEY -- PRESIOENT ZIA HAS SAIO THAT THEY AREN'T 
DEVELOPING, DOING ANYTHING TC DEVELOP A NUCLEAR WEAPON. 
AT ANY RATE OUR POSITION IS THAT [T'S A VERY UNDES*QABLE 
THING TO HAVE HAPPEN. 


Q. MR. SECRETARY, WHAT ROLE OC YOU SEE THE INOIJANS 
HAVING IN THE AFGHANISTAN DISCUSSION PROCESS AND DOES 
THE UNITED STATES HAVE ANY MISGIVINGS ABOUT THE GENEVA 
DISCUSSIONS, THAT A DEAL MIGHT BE CUT THAT wOULD LET THE 
RUSSIANS OFF THE HOOK TOO EASILY? 


SHULTZ: WELL AGAIN I'M LOOKING FORWARD TO OISCUSSING 
THE AFGHANISTAN ISSUES WITH THE INOIANS AND SORT OF 
SEEING FOR MYSELF IN ADOITION TO READING ABOUT WHAT 
THEIR VIEWS ARE ABOUT AFGHANISTAN. AS FAR AS THE 
NEGOTIATIONS ABOUT AFGHANISTAN ARE CONCERNED, WELL 
OBYIOUSLY WE DON’T WANT TO -- THERE IS A PROGRAM, A SET 
OF OBJECTIVES THAT HAVE BEEN PRETTY WELL AGREEO TO AND I 
KNOW FROM MY DISCUSSIONS WITH THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF 
THE UN ON THE ONE KANO, YAQUB KHAN ON THE OTHER, THAT 
THESE OBJECTIVES ARE FAIRLY WELL LAIO OUT ANO THAT IF A 
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NEGOTIATION CAN SUCCEED IN BRINGING ABOUT WHAT'S CALLED 
FOR BY THEM THEN I THINK IT'S A VERY GOOD THING. IF A 
NEGOTIATION BRINGS OUT SOMETHING THAT IS QUITE OIFFERENT 
FROM THOSE, THEN WE'D HAVE QUESTIONS ABOUT IT. BUT I 
DON’T HAVE ANY SENSE THAT THE PEOPLE NEGOTIATING WITH 
THE RUSSIANS ARE BACKING OFF FROM THE OBJECTIVES THAT 
THEY'VE SET FOR THEMSELVES. AGAIN, I LOOK FORWARD 
PARTICULARLY TO TALKING WITH PRESIDENT ZIA ANDO YAQUB 
KHAN ABOUT THE SUBJECT. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 


PAGE 02 SECTO O7141 O44 OF 07 0206312 


Q. HAVE YOU HAD A CHANCE TO ANALYZE THE RESULTS OF THE 
MOST RECENT WARSAW PACT MEETING AND THE ARMS CONTROL 
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SHULTZ: I HAVEN'T HAD A CHANCE TO STUDY THAT. I KNOW 
THEY'VE [SSUED THEIR STATEMENT AND QUITE A FEW HOURS AGO 
WE'VE SOTTEN IT, ANO HAVE HAD A SORT OF A BRIEF REACTION 
WHICH IS THAT IT DOESN'T SEEM TO CONTAIN NEW THINGS, BUT 
RATHER THAN MAKE A QUICK REACTION WHY DON'T WE WAIT 

UN WE'VE HAD A CHANCE TO EXAMINE IT CAREFULLY. 


Q. ARES WE MAKING ANY PROGRESS TOWARDS YOUR STOPPING 
OVER IN THE MIOOLE EAST ON THE WAY HOME FROM HERE? AND 
[IF YOU DIO WHAT WOULD YOU EXPECT TO ACCOMPLISH? 


SHULTZ: THERE ISN'T ANY CHANGE IN THE TRIP PLAN THAT WE 
HAD SET OUT TO BEGIN WITH, NAMELY, TO GO FROM ISLAMABAD 
BASICALLY TO LONDON AND THEN BACK. OBVIOUSLY I'M IN 
CLOSE TOUCH WITH PHIL AS HE'S CONDUCTING HIS TALKS AND 
SO wE'LL JUST HAVE TO SEE ABOUT THAT SUT THERE'S NO 
CHANGE IN OUR PLAN AT THIS POINT. 

Q. MR. SECRETARY: WHAT IS THE U.S. POSITION ON 
POSSIBLE PARTIAL WITHDRAWAL OF ISRAELI TROOPS FROM 
LEBANON AND IF THAT WERE TO OCCUR wOULD THE U.S. 
INCREASE [TS PARTICIPATION IN THE MULTINATIONAL PEACE 
KEEPING FORCE? 


SHULTZ: I THINK THAT YOU HAVE TO JUDGE ANY PARTICULAR 
THING THAT HAPPENS ACCORDING TO THE BROAD OBJECTIVES 
THAT WE HAVE -- AND WE TALKEO ABOUT THESE THREE 
OBJECTIVES -- AND THEN YOU HAVE TO ASK YOURELF DOES 
PARTIAL WITHDRAWAL CONTRIBUTE TO THEM. OBVIOUSLY, IF 
[T'S PART OF A PROGRAM THAT'S DESIGNED TO BRING ABOUT 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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FULL WITHDRAWAL IT'S A GOOD THING. TO THE EXTENT THAT 
[T ISN'T, THAT IT MIGHT WORK IN THE OTHER WAY, THEN IT 
PRESENTS SOME PROBLEMS. SO THAT MEANS THAT THE PROCESS 
OF DISCUSSING WHAT IT IS THE ISRAELIS MAY HAVE iN MIND 
ANO WHAT [S THE SETTING IN WHICH THAT FITS IS 


[MPORTANT. THAT'S ONE OF THE THINGS THAT PHIL'S BEEN 
DOING ANO OF COURSE WE DIO THAT OURING VISITS IN 
WASHINGTON. DAVID KIMCHE WAS THERE, ELI SALIM WAS 
THERE, WADI HADAD WAS THERE AND THIS WHOLE PROCESS 

OF WITHORAWAL, HOW TO BRING IT ABOUT AND TO HAVE IT 
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TAKE PLACE IS SORT OF TOPIC NUMBER ONE. AMONG THE THINGS 
THAT DESERVE ATTENTION, AND YOU SUGGESTED IT IN YOUR 
QUESTION, IS IF ONE OF THE OCCUPYING FORCES WITHOR**S wE 
WANT TO HAVE THAT HAPPEN IN A WAY THAT BRINGS ABOUT 
LESANESE CONTROL OF THAT TERRITORY, NOT THE OTHER 
OCCUPYING FORCE. SO THAT'S ANOTHER REASON FOR THE 
DISCUSSION NOW. ANDO THERE ARE MANY SUGGESTIONS THAT 
PEOPLE MAKE ABOUT WHAT THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE OUGHT 

TO 00 BUT WE LOOK ON THAT VERY, VERY CAREFULLY BECAUSE 
THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE, I THINK WE SHOULD KEEP REMINDING 
OURSELVES, WAS INTRODUCED INTO A SITUATION WHERE ALL THE 
PARTIES [INVOLVED AGREED IT SHOULD COME. ESSENTIALLY IT 
WAS INTROOUCED INTO A NON-HOSTILE ENVIRONMENT SO THAT'S 
ONE THING. TO INTRODUCE THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE INTO AN 
ARGUABLY HOSTILE ENVIRONMENT [S A OIFFERENT CONCEPT OF 
WHAT THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE SHOULD 00. AND BEFORE YOU 
00 THAT YOU HAVE TO THINK VERY CAREFULLY ABOUT IT AND 
CONSULT WITH THE CONGRESS CAREFULLY ABOUT IT-H+W 


Q. MR. SECRETARY: JUST BEFORE IN YOUR NEWS CONFERENCE 
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ee STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR. 
CLARK AND WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALILIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/Fu, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


™ 


YOU SPOKE OF HAVING PROBLEMS -- THERE ARE PROBLEMS 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND INDIA. COULD YOU GIVE US A 
FEW EXAMPLES OF PROBLEMS? 

SHULTZ: WELL, NO i'M NOT SEEKING TO EMPHASIZE 

PROBLEMS. I'M SEEKING TO GO THERE AND SOLVE WHAT 
BILATERAL PROBLEMS WE MAY HAVE OR TRY TO GET THEM ON THE 
ROAD TO SOLUTION AND CONTINUE THE PROCESS OF BUILDING 
OUR RELATIONSHIP WITH INDIA WHICH WAS SUCH A MARKED 
RESULT OF MRS. GANOHI'S VISIT IN THE UNITEO STATES. SO 
[ THINK THE PROCESS OF BUILOING A RELATIONSHIP WITH 
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ANYONE OR ANY COUNTRY IS ALWAYS ONE WHERE YOU SAY, WELL 
WHAT ARE THE PROBLEMS, AND WHAT CAN WE DO ABOUT THEM 
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THAT MEETS OUR MUTUAL OBJECTIVES AND TRY TO GET THEM PUT 
ASIDE AND CONCENTRATE ON POSITIVE DEVELOPMENTS. 50 
THAT'S SORT OF THE ORIENTATION PLUS THE DISCUSSIc™ OF 
THESE BROADER [SSUES THAT CONCERN US BILATERALLY -- 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT -- AND MUCH MORE SROADLY. 


Q. I'M NOT REALLY TOTALLY UP TO SPEED ON INDIA, But you 
TALKED ABOUT IMPROVING INDIA‘S ECONOMIC SITUATION. 
OION‘T THE UNITED STATES OPPOSE A BANK LOAN TO INDIA OR 
AM I MISTAKEN -- AN [INTERNATIONAL BANK LOAN? ISN'T THAT 
A PROBLEM? AND HOW OO YOU TALK ABOUT ECONOP TS 
DEVELOPMENT WHEN INOIA, THE WORLD'S LARGEST DEMOCRACY, 
[IS DESPERATE FOR FINANCIAL SUPPORT AND THE UNITED STATES 
APPARENTLY IS A LITTLE CHARY OF SUPPORTING THAT. 


SHULTZ: THE UNITEO STATES HAS SUPPORTED VERY LARGE ° 

FLOWS OF WORLD BANK LENDING TO INDIA OVER A LONG PERIOD 

OF TIME. THE QUESTION HAS BEEN RAISED ASOUT INDIAN 
“BORROWING AT THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK. I THINK 

PERHAPS THAT'S THE ISSUE YOU'RE TALKING ABOUT. AND 

THAT'S SOMETHING THAT WE DISCUSSED WITH THE INDIANS WHEN 

MRS. GANDHI VISITED, wE'VE DISCUSSED IN THE INTERIM, | 

EXPECT IT WILL ARISE AGAIN AND I'M PREPARED TO TALK 

ASOUT IT. 


TO PUT THE PROBLEM IN A BROAD WAY, CHINA HAS COME INTO 
THE WORLO BANK AND HAS EXPRESSED [TS DESIRE TO BE IN THE 
ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK. CHINA IS A POTENTIALLY BIG 
BORROWER. INOIA HAS BEEN A VERY LARGE BORROWER FROM THE 
WORLO BANK ANO THE AMOUNT OF RESOURCES TO BORROW FROM 
HASN'T INCREASED SIGNIFICANTLY ANDO THEREFORE YOU HAVE A 
UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 


PAGE 03 SECTO O7141 O85 OF 07 02063532 


PROBLEM AND THE INDIANS RECOGNIZE IT, I THINK THEY ARE 
SPOTLIGHTING THAT FOR GENERAL ISSUE AND ITS A QUESTION 
HOW TO GET AT IT. 

| THINK THAT THE ISSUE POINTS UP THE FUNDAMENTAL 
[IMPORTANCE OF DOMESTIC SAVINGS IN ANY COUNTRY THAT SEEKS 
DEVELOPMENT ANDO ITS QUITE NOTABLE THAT IN THE CASE OF 
[NOIA SOMETHING LIKE 90 PC OF THE INVESTMENT THAT'S TAKEN 
PLACE THERE -- ANO ITS BEEN VERY VERY LARGE -- HAS COME 
OUT OF DOMESTICALLY GENERATED SAVINGS. [TS A TERRIFIC 
RECORD AND THE SAVINGS RATE IS CONSIDERABLY HIGHER THAN 
THE SAVINGS RATE IN THE UNITED STATES. 
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SIMILARLY, WHEN I WAS IN CHINA AND WE OI[SCUSSED THIS, 
THE CHINESE HAVE THE VIEW THAT THEIR ACCESS TO THE 
RESOURCES OF THE MULTILATERAL LENDING INSTITUTION S¥OULD 
BE AT LEAST TKE SAME AS [NOIA*S BUT THE CHINESE ARE VERY 
REALISTIC -- AFTERALL, THEY SAY, WE HAVE A BILLION 
PEOPLE AND WE HAVE LARGE NEEDS AND SO REALISM SAYS HAT 
WE FUNDAMENTALLY HAVE TO GENERATE RESOURCES OURSELVES 
OUT OF OUR OWN SAVINGS AND I THINK THAT'S CORRECT. THAT 
POINT [IS AN IMPORTANT ONE. MRS. GHANDI, INCIDENTALLY, 
RECOGNIZED THAT POINT IN HER ADDRESS TO THE UNCTAD 


MEETING. - 
_ MR. SECRETARY, EARLIER YOU SAID YOU'RE GOING TO HAVE 
SOMETHING ON THE TARAPUR QUESTION . YOU SAIO WE'RE 
"he GOING TO HAVE INFORMATION FROM MRS. GANDHI WHEN WE GET 


THERE. THAT OF COURSE TRIGGERS IN OUR MINOS THAT THERE 
IS GOING TO BE AN ANNOUNCEMENT ON THE AVAILABILITY OF 
THE COMPONENTS FOR TARAPUR. IS THAT WHAT YOU'RE 
SAYING? 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR, 
CLARK AND WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. DIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F IW, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


SHULTZ: NO, I'M JUST SAYING THAT I RECOGNIZE THAT IT'S 
AN ISSUE AND I'M PREPARED TO TALK ABOUT IT. 


QUESTION: WELL, LET ME SHARPEN IT THEN. WILL YOU IN 
FACT MAKE THE ANNOUNCEMENT THAT THE U. S. WILL GIVE THE 
COMPONENTS FOR TARAPUR? 


SHULTZ: I'LL JUST STAY WHERE I AM: THAT I RECOGNIZE 
THAT IT'S AN ISSUE. WE'VE O[SCUSSED IT IN THE U. S. 
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GOVERNMENT ANO I'M READY TO TALK ABOUT IT WITH MRS. 
GANOHI OR, MORE LIKELY, WITH OTHERS IN HER GOVERNMENT. 
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Cc. WHAT ASOUT THE REPORTS ASOUT THE 9UU MILLION DOLLARS 
IN POSSIS.E u. S. ARMS SALES TO THE I[NOIANS? 


SAvLT2Z: 900 MILLION DOLLARS? 


oe. YES. 

SH#Jc TZ: THERE ARE CUESTIONS OF ARMS SALES SUT NOT ON 
THAT SCALE. [| OON'T KNOW OF ANY PROPOSAL OF THAT 
MAGNITUDE. 


G@. YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT U. S. ARMS SALES TO MRS. 
GANOHI? 


SHULTZ: THERE IS A POSSISILITY OF THAT AND I THINK 
THERE HAVE SEEN SOME PROPOSA_S MADE BY AU. S. COMPANY 
ANDO THAT'S AMONG THE MANY SUBJECTS wE MIGHT DISCUSS. 


CG. WOULD THE UNITED STATES _IKE TO SEE INOIA BuY U. S. 
ARMS? 


SHULTZ: YES 


WE HAVE A NEWS ITEM FOR YOU. THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF 
CHINA, MR. WOO WILL BE VISITING THE UNITED STATES IN 
EARLY OCTOBER. THIS IS THE RESULT OF AN INVITATION THAT 
| ISSUEO TO HIM WHEN I WAS IN CHINA AND WHICH HE 
ACCEPTED IN PRINCIPLE. WE'VE HAO SOME FURTHER 
DISCUSSION AND HE wIiitl BSE VISITING US IN WASHINGTON, 
AND PERHAPS ELSEWHERE IN THE UNITED STATES, EARLY IN 
OCTOBER. THE DATES HAVEN'T SEEN PINNED DOWN FULLY AS 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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YET. THERE WILL BSE THAT VISIT COMING ALONG. 


Q. DOES THAT MEAN THAT THE PRESIDENT COULD™CONCEIVABLY 
50 TO CHINA THEREAFTER, LIKE ON THE NOVEMSER TRIP? 7 


SHULTZ: NO. I THINK THE NOVEMBER TRIP IS PRETTY WELL 
SET IN ITS BASIC ITINERARY ANO, AS I THINK IT SAID IN on 
THE ANNOUNCEMENT, THE DATES OF WHEN HE IS GOING TO 
~\N VISIT, WHERE ANO HOW THE TRAVEL PROCESS MIGHT GO, IS 
\. BEING WORKED OUT BUT THE BASIC ELEMENTS OF THE TRIP ARE 
NOT CINOISTINCT). 
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Q@. DOES THAT MEAN CHINA IS IN THE CAROS FOR THE 
PRESIDENT SOMETIME, BUT NOT TOO LONG THEREAFTER? SAY 
WITHIN THE NEXT SIX MCNTHS? 


SHULTZ: IT ISN'T. THE FACT THAT THE FOREIGN MINISTER 
[IS COMING DOESN'T MEAN ALL SORTS OF OTHER THINGS OTHER 
THAN WE HAD LOTS OF VERY WORTHWHILE OISCUSSIONS IN 
BELJING, SO I*LL WELCOME HIS BEING IN THE UNITED 
STATES. I THINK IT°S JUST A FURTHER ELEMENT IN THIS 
PROCESS OF HIGH OFFICIAL VISITS. I BELIEVE THE 
EMERGENCE OF A STABLE U. S.-CHINA RELATIONSHIP, THAT'S 
CERTAINLY OUR OBJECTIVE. 


Q. IS THIS SOMEWHAT OF AN EXTENSION OF HIS PERIODIC 
VISITS TO THE UNGA? 


SHULTZ: WELL, HE'LL BE AT THE UN SESSION ANDO AS A 
MATTER OF FACT THAT'S WHAT WE TALKED ABOUT WHEN [| WAS IN 
CHINA -- WHY DOESN'T HE ADO AU. S. VISIT AND SAVE 


fa 


_ ~ 


-- 


UNCLASSIFIEO 


UNCLASSIFIED 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PASE O01 SECTO O7141 O77 OF OF 0206362 
ACTION PA-902 
INFO OCT-00 COPY-01 AODS-900 $S-10 EA-12 NEA-07 NSCE-00 


SS0-01 CCO-900 PRS-O1 O34 w 
erence cereerororooes 152504 02065372 /10 
0 0273722 JUL 83 ZFF-4 

FM USOEL SECRETARY IN NEW DELHI 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC [IMMEDIATE 8236 
USIA WASHOC IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY BANGKOK IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY [ISLAMABAD IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMEDIATE 
AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEOIATE 
MACOILL AFB IMMEDIATE 

CINCPAC HONOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 


UNCLAS SECTION 07 OF 07 SECTO 7141 
SECTO 


STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR, 
CLARK ANDO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. DIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B/BF, 8/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 
ss 
HIMSELF A TRIP. SO THAT SEEMS TO BE THE WAY IT'S 
WORKING OUT. - 


GQ. MR. SECRETARY, DOES THIS SHOW THAT THINGS ARE 
WARMING UP WITH CHINA AFTER THAT COLO SPELL OR BAD PATCK ~ 


~\N THAT we SEEMED TO HAVE? 


ia 


NsHultz: WELL. I THINK IT'S A GOOD THING THAT HE'S 
— COMING AND [I WELCOME IT AND WE'LL HAVE A GREAT VARIETY 
OF THINGS TO TALK ABOUT. ANO I THINK THERE IS A PROCESS 
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UNDERWAY OF LOOKING AT PROBLEMS AND DOING SOMETHING 
ABOUT IT. THE AMBASSADOR FROM THE PEOPLES’ REPUBLIC OF 
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CHINA TO THE UNITEO STATES WHO CAME -- LITERALLY CAME 
HERE AFTER MY VISIT TO CHINA -- BUT WHO HAD SEEN 
IDENTIFIEO AND wKO TOOK PART [N ALL THE MEETINGS ' HAD 
IN CHINA -- | THINK HE'S DONE A VERY EFFECTIVE JOB IN 
WASHINGTON ANO THAT'S BEEN HELPFUL. HE'S A TOP PERSON. 





Q. MR. SECRETARY, WE ALL REMEMBER THAT THE VISIT THAT 
WAS ANTICIPATED WAS THAT OF THE PREMIER WHO, IT WAS 


SAIO, WOULD COME SOMETIME THIS YEAR. OOES THIS SUGGEST 
THAT HE WILL NOT COME THIS YEAR? THE FOREIGN MINISTER 
IS COMING, AND WHY THE FOREIGN MINISTER RATHER THAN THE 
PREMIER? 


SHULTZ: WELL, THE PREMIER HAS BEEN INVITED ANDO HAS 
ACCEPTED IN PRINCIPLE AND THE QUESTION OF WHEN HE WILL 
COME HAS YET TO BE DETERMINED. I OON'T THINK THE VISIT 
OF THE FOREIGN MINISTER IS IN ANY SENSE A SUBSTITUTE FOR 
THAT OR ANYTHING OF THAT KINO. THE VISIT OF THE PREMIER 
REMAINS IN EXACTLY THE SITUATION IT WAS AND WE ARE 
DISCUSSING POSSIBLE DATES. 


THANK YOU. 


ENO TEXT. SHULT2 
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STATE FOR PA ANDO PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR FR, 
CLARK AND WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. DIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/Fu, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 8/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER SRIAN 
BELL 


—E.0. 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.), OPRC, IN 
SUBJECT: JOINT I[NDD-US PRESS BRIEFING 


FOLLOWING IS THE FIRST OF SEVERAL SECTIONS OF THE 
TRANSCRIPT OF A JOINT PRESS BRIEFING BY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY HUGHES AND INOIAN MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS SPOKESMAN MANI SHANKAR ALYAR, BRIEFING WAS 
HELO IN NEW DELHI AT 173U LOCAL TIME, JUNE 30. 
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BEGIN TEXT: wE°RE WELCOMING TO THIS JOINT BRIEFING 
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TODAY MR. JOKN BUSHES AO 1S THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
STATE FOR PUSLIC AFFAIRS OF TRE UNITED STATES 
SOVERNMENT. MR. AUGHES IS REALLY NO STRANGER, EITHER 
TO YOUR PROFESSION OR TO THIS COUNTRY. HE STARTED #I5 
CAREER AS A NEWSPAPERFMAN, HE wAS CORRESPONDENT FOR THE 
“CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR™ IN ASIA, SASED IN HONG KONG 
FROM 196% TO 1970 AND AFTER TRAT HE wAS EDITOR OF THE 
“CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR, ~ FROM wRERE KE wENT ON TD 
BECOME THE ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF THE UNITED STATES 
INFORMATION ASENCY AND THEN OIRECTOR OF THE WOICE OF 
AMERICA, AND IS NOW THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS. HE IS, THEREFORE, A FAR MORE 
DISTINGUISHED PERSON THAN [| AM, SUT wE ARE DELIGHTED TO 
HAVE YOU HERE, SIR, AND IT IS BY EARNEST HOPE THAT MOST 
OF YOUR QUESTIONS wIcl BE DIRECTED TO KIM RATHER THAN 
TO ME. 

_, 
HUGHES: I THINK I[T°S ALL GONE YWERY wELL UP TO NOW AND 
wE SHOULD LEAVE.... 


M.S. ALYAR: THIS MORNING SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ 
RETURNED FROM AGRA, AND SOON AFTER HIS RETURN FROM 
“HERA, ACCOMPANIED BY MRS. SHULTZ, HE CALLED ON THE 
PREGIDENT OF INDIA, GIANI ZAIL SINGH. AFTER THAT 
SECRETARY SHULTZ CALLEO ON THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS, MR. NARASIMHA RAO. THEY wERE TOGETHER FOR 
ABOUT AN HOUR TETE-A-TETE, ANO THEN THEY JOINED THEIR 
ALDES, BECAUSE THE AIOES IN THE MEANWHILE WERE SITTING 
IN THE COMMITTEE ROOM OF THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS DRINKING COFFEE. THE TwO MINISTERS JOINED 
THEIR ALOES AND THAT'S WHEN WE HAD PLENARY TALKS 
BETWEEN THE TwO DELEGATIONS. THOSE PLENARY TALKS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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LASTEO FOR ASOUT AN HOUR, FROM QUARTER PAST TWELVE TO 
QUARTER PAST ONE. 


AT THOSE TALKS THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS OF 
INDIA EXPRESSED THE HOPE THAT THIS FIRST EXCHANGE OF 
VIEWS BETWEEN HIM AND MR, SHULTZ WOULD BE POSITIVE. 
MR. SHULTZ, IN HIS REPLY, EXPRESSED GREAT APPRECIATION 
OF THE SPIRIT IN WHICH HE HAO BEEN RECEIVED AS THE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITEO STATES AND OF PRESIDENT 
REAGAN. HE COMMENDED THE SPIRIT, BOTH IN TERMS OF THE 
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PREPARATIONS THAT HAD BEEN MADE FOR HIS VISIT AS wELL 
AS IN TERMS OF THE wEL COME HE HAD RECEIVED MERE IN 
INDIA. _ 


b DESCRIBED AS AN EXTRAOROINARY EXPERIENCE THE 

OPPSRTUNITY THAT HAO SEEN AFFORDED HIM TO SEE THE TAY 

ae MAHAL, wHICH HE SAIO wAS AN EXAMPLE OF THE MAGNIFICENCE 
THAT INDIA CAN PRODUCE. MR. SHULTZ THEN WENT ON TO SAY 
THAT THE SPIRIT THAT HE KAU SENSED WAS THE SPIRIT wHICH 
HE AND HIS DELEGATION HAD SROUGHT TO INDIA. HE SAID 
THAT THE UNITED STATES REGAROS ITS RELATIONS wITH INDIA 
AS A MATTER OF GREAT IMPORTANCE. HE SAIO THAT IT WAS A 
POWERFUL POINT THAT INOIA AND THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA CONSTITUTED THE TwO LARGEST DEMOCRACIES OF THE 
WORLD. HE SAIO THAT A STRONG, UNIFIED, DEMOCRATIC 
[NOIA WAS EXTREMELY I[MPORTANT, THAT THIS wAS 30900 FOR 
INDIA, GOO0 FOR THE UNITED STATES AND GOOD FOR THE 
WORLO. HE SUMMED UP THE UNITED STATES OBYECTIVES IN 
ITS RELATIONS wITH INOIA AS ONE OF WORKING TOWARDS A 
WARM, COOPERATIVE AND STABLE RELATIONSHIP. 
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THE DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN THE TwO MINISTERS CONTINUED 
OVER A WORKING LUNCH. THEY WERE TKEN TOGETHER FOR THE 
SiGNING OF THE JOINT COMMISSION MINUTES. SECRETARY 
SHULTZ THEN WENT TO SEE THE PRIME MINISTER AT 4:00 
P.M. THEY WERE TOGETHER FOR AN HOUR AND A QUARTER AND 
AT 5:15 P.M. WERE JOINED BY THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF 
INDIA ANDO HIS AIDES ON THE ONE HAND AND BY SECRETARY 
SHULTZ°S AIDES ON THE OTHER. THAT MEETING IS STILL 
CONTINUING. 


SO, IN EFFECT, THE TwO SIDES HAVE BEEN TALKING TOGETHER 
ALMOST CONTINUOUSLY SINCE ABOUT 10:30 THIS MORNING. 1 
DON'T KNOW HOW LONG THE TALKS WITH THE PRIME MINISTER 
WILL CONTINUE, BUT THEN THEY'LL BE ONCE AGAIN RESUMED 
WHEN THEY MEET OVER DINNER. AND THUS, THE TWO 
MINISTERS ARE HAVING AMPLE OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS wITH 
EACH OTHER ALL MATTERS OF MUTUAL INTEREST. THIS 
INTENSIVE SCHEDULE OF TALKS HAS ENABLED THEM TO COVER A 
VERY WIDE GROUND. 
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AMONG THE SUBJECTS THAT HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED, SOME 
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TOUCHED GPON, SOME DEALT wITH IN GREATER DETAIL, ARE 
SILLATERAL INDO-uU.S. RELATIONS, THE MOST IMPORTANT 
ASPECTS OF wRICK HAVE SEEN TOCKHED UPON IN THE REPORT 
OF THE sOINT COMPISSION. SINCE YOU AAVWE IT 

SEFORE yOu, IT'S ALREADY SEEN CIRCULATED, THE Tw9 
SPEECHES MACE SY THE FOREIGN MINISTER OF INDIA ANC 
SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ. (THE UNITED STATES SIDE 
TAKING CARE OF SECRETARY SKULTZ'S SPEECH SO YOU'LL 
THAT DURING THE COURSE OF THE EVENING. wE EXPECT T9 
SET IT OUT TO YOU SOMETIME, SOMETIME sUuST NOW. MR. 
PISTOR HAS BEEN INVOLVED wITH ALL OF US SO PERHAPS IT'S 
NOT KNOWN IMMEDIATELY, SuT I'LL TRY AND LET YOU KNOW 
BEFORE wE FINISH HERE.) 

wE CAN SHARE WITH YOU FURTHER DETAILS TO THE EXTENT 
THAT THERE IS AN INTEREST IN THRE PRESS FOR THESE 
DETAILS ABOUT WHAT HAS BEEN CONCLUDED IN THE JOINT 
COMMISSION IN REGARD TO SILATERAL I[NODIA-U.S. RELATIONS. 


S 
T 


I 
e 


DISCUSSIONS HAVE ALSO TAKEN PLACE ON MATTERS THAT HAVE 
NOT PERHAPS BEEN STRICTLY DEALT wITH WITHIN THE JOINT 
COMMISSION RELATING TO OUR SILATERAL RELATIONS, SOTH IN 
THE ECONOMIC AND IN CTHER SPHERES. THEN THERE HAD BEEN 
DISCUSSIONS ON MATTERS OF MUTUAL ECONOMIC INTEREST, 
WHICH ARE SEING DEALT wITH IN MULTILATERAL FORUMS. ANDO 
FINALLY, THERE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSIONS ON PARTICULAR 
INTERNAILONAL MATTERS OF INTEREST TO BOTH SIDES. IN 

THE LATTER CATEGORY, I MIGHT PERHAPS VERY BRIEFLY 
MENTION TO YOU, THE INCLUDE THE SITUATION IN SOUTHEAST 
TSIA, THE QUESTION OF AFGHANISTAN, PAKISTAN, EAST-WEST 
RELATIONS, AND IN THAT CONTEXT THE QUESTION OF ARMS 
REDUCTION, CENTRAL AMERICA AND OTHER MATTERS. 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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WE MIGHT PERHAPS BE IN A POSITION TO SHARE A FEW MORE 
THE MOMENT [ WOULD LIKE TO REST MY OPENING STATEMENT 
THERE, BUT SEFORE wE INVITE QUESTIONS FROM ALL OF YOU, 
THERE'S A RATHER [IMPORTANT STATEMENT WHICH MR. JOHN, 
HUGHES HAS TO MAKE AND PERHAPS HE COULD MAKE THAT FIRST 
ANDO THEN wE'LL ENTERTAIN QUESTIONS. MR. HUGHES. 
—s 
HUGHES: WELL, THANK YOU MANI. I THINK FIRST OF ALi I 
WOULD LIKE TO SAY ON A PERSONAL CEVEL, HOW MUCH I a 
APPRECIATE MR. ALYAR'S KINO WOROS AT THE SEGINNING OF 
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UNCLASSIFIEO 
THE SESSION, ANC AT THE OF 
TO EXPRESS OUR APPRECIATIO 
SESGESTING THIS cOINT SRIE 
SPOKESMAN. 


[CIAL LEVEL, 1°0 seST LIKE 
TO THE INDIAN SPOKESMAN FOR 
INS wIlTH THE AMERICAN 


rae 


YOu‘WE HAD A RUNDOWN FROM BPR. ARVIND OFS AND I'M NOT 
SURE 1 CAN ADD TOS MUCK TO THAT. AS YOu KNOW, THE 
SECRETARY wAS AT AGRA LAST NIGAT AND THIS FPORNINSG AND, 
1 THINK wAS REALLY VERY MECH IMPRESSED SY THE TAL. 
HE*S TALKED ASOT IT QuITE A SIT TODAY TO HIS INDIAN 
COLLEAGUES -- KE SAw IT IN TRE POONCIGHT VTCAST NIGHT, HE 
SAw IT AT DAWN THIS BPOCRNING AND O8¥I0OUS.Y IT MADE A BIS 
IMPRESSION ON HIM, 


- 
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HE CALLED ON PRESIOENT SINGH THIS BMORNING: THAT wAS 
CARSELY A COURTESY CALL, BUT I UNDERSTAND THAT SOTH OF 
THEM EXPRESSED THE VIEW THAT THE STRONG RELATIONSHIP 
BETWEEN I[NOIA AND THE UNITED STATES [S IMPORTANT FOR 
BOTH SIDES. 


AS MR. ALYAR HAS SAIO, HE THEN wENT INTO A ONE-ON-ONE 
SESSION wITH THE FOREIGN MINISTER, MINISTER OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS, AT wHICKH THEY DISCUSSED THE AGENDA FOR THE 
SECRETARY'S STAY HERE AND ALSO ON A NUMBER OF MATTERS 
OF MUTUAL INTEREST. AT 12:15 THEY wENT INTO THE LARGER 
MEETING. AGAIN THE SECRETARY STRESSED THE IMPORTANCE 
THE UNITED STATES ATTACHES TO [TS RELATIONSHIP wITH 
INDIA wHICH AS MR. ALYAR SAIO wWE REPRESENT SETWEEN US 
THE TwO _ARGEST DEMOCRACIES. THERE wAS SOME DISCUSSION 
ASOUT THE IMPORTANT WORK OF OUR JOINT COMMISSION IN THE 
FIELO OF EDUCATION, SCIENCE, COMMERCE, CULTURE ANDO THEN 
A FAIRLY EXTENSIVE DISCUSSION ON THE EAST-WEST RELATION- 
SHIP wITH PARTICULAR EMPHASIS ON U.S. - U-S.S.R. 
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RELATIONS. THE SECRETARY OUTLINED OLR POSTURE TOWARDS - 
—_ UNION. HAE OSTLINED THE SASIC PREMISES OF 
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THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATION POLICY, NAMELY FIRST JE 
STRONG IN TERMS CF MILITARY STRENGTH, IN TERFBS OF 
ECONOMIC STRENGTH AND INDEED, HE MENTIONED TODAY, 
SPIRITUAL STRENGTH, A KINO OF SELF-CONFIDENCE TO GE 
REALISTIC, SE REALISTIC IN APPRAISINGS THE SOVIETS, QE 
REALISTIC IN APPRAISING OURSELVES AND THREE, BE 
REASCNAS LS IN WORKING wITH THE SOVIET UNION TO REDUCE 
TENSIONS. THERE WAS AN OUTLINE OF THE TALKS wE ARE 
HAVING WITH THE SOVIETS IN VARIOUS FORA, ANOW~HOw THOSE 
TALKS ARE GOING. THERE wAS SOME DISCUSSION OF THE 
TRANSITION IN THE SOVIET LEADERSHIP, AND THEN, AS FR, 
ALYAR SAID, SOME DISCUSSION ABOUT CENTRAL AMERICA, 


ANO AT THE END OF THAT MORNING SESSION, THE UNITED -- 
STATES RELEASED -- OR IS RELEASING I SHOULD SAY, NOW -- 
A STATEMENT THAT EMERGED FROM THOSE MEETINGS. THE 
WHATEMENT SAYS THAT THE UNITED STATES’ SECRETARY OF 

— STATE AND THE INDIAN MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS TODAY 
DISCUSSED THE QUESTION OF SAFET-RELATED SPARE PARTS 
FOR TARAPUR. 3OTH THE UNITED STATES AND INDIA ARE 
CONCERNED FOR THE OPERATIONAL SAFETY OF THE REACTORS 
AND FOR THE HEALTH OF THE EMPLOYEES OF THE PLANT AND 
FOR THE RESIDENTS OF THE COMMUNITY IN WHICH THEY 
OPERATE. 


INSOFAR AS THE NEED FOR REPLACEMENT PARTS TO ENSURE 
THESE OBYECTIVES IS CONCERNED, THE SECRETARY INDICATED 
THAT THE UNITED STATES IS PREPARED TO TAKE THE 
NECESSARY ACTIONS TO SUPPLY THOSE PARTS WHICH ARE NOT 
AVAILABLE FROM ELSEWHERE. THE GOVERNMENT OF INOIA 
SHARES THE CONFIDENCE OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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STATES THAT THIS PROSLEM CAN BE SATISFACTORILY 
RESOLVED. THAT'S THE END OF THAT STATEMENT. 


AFTER THAT THE SECRETARY HAD LUNCH WITH THE FOREIGN 
MINISTER MR. RAO, WITH THE FINANCE MINISTER MR. 
MUKHERJEE, MR. JHA, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE ECONOMIC 
AOMINISTRATION REFORMS COMMISSION, MR. ALEXANDER, THE 
PRINCIPAL SECRETARY TO THE PRIME MINISTER, THE INDIAN 
AMBASSADOR TO THE UNITED STATES, AMBASSADOR NARAYANAN, 
THE FOREIGN SECRETARY MR. RASGOTRA AND MR. CHANDARI, 
THE SECRETARY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS ANDO OR. SETHNA, THE 
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HAIRMAN OF THE ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION. AFTER THAT 
EF wENT TO THE MEETING OF THE INDO-US. JOINT 
COMMISSION AND, AS FPR. ALYER KAS SAIO, YOu EITHER HAVE 
OR SHORTLY wILL HAVE THE STATEMENTS MADE THERE. KE 
THEN WENT INTO HIS ONE-ON-ONE MEETING wITH THE PRIME 
MINISTER. THAT WAS A MEETING wITH NO NOTE-TAKERS ANO 
NO ASSISTANTS, NO AIDES. THAT LASTED FOR AN HOUR AND 
FIFTEEN MINUTES, IT'S suST BEEN EXPANDED. 


H= [§ DUE TO HAVE A SECOND MEETING wITH THE FOREIGN 
MINISTER THIS AFTERNOON ALTHOUGH I'M NOT QUITE SURE HOw 
THAT wIliLci FARE GIVEN THE WAY THE SCHKHEOULE IS SLIPPING. 
THE CONCENTRATION IN THAT MEETING WAS EXPECTED TO SE THE 
MIOOLE EAST. AS I SAY I'M NOT QUITE SURE WHETHER THAT 
MEETING wILlL BE FOLDED INTO THE MEETING wITH THE PRIME 
MINISTER. 


ANOTHER EVENT HAS SEEN ADDED TO TOMORROW'S SCHEDULE. 


HE wILlL HAVE TEA wITH PRIME MINISTER GANDHI AT 6:39 
TOMORROW. IN TERMS OF HIS SCHEOULE HE [5 GOING TO A 
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DINNER TONIGHT HOSTEC SY THE FOREIGN MINISTER. IN 
TERMS OF TOMORROW, IN THE MORNING HE wILL LAY A WREATH 
AT THE RAJGHAT MEMORIAL, HE wILi VISIT THE VICE 
PRESIDENT, HE wILL FAVE LUNCH WITH A NUMBER OF 
PROMINENT ECONOMISTS, HE wILL HAVE A PRESS CONFERENCE 
AT 3 O'CLOCK IN THE AFTERNOON, THAT'S IN THE PRESS 
CONFERENCE ROOM AT THE MAURYA SHERATON HOTEL, AND IN 
THE EVENING HE WILL HAVE A DINNER, HE wILL BE A GUEST 
AT A DINNER HOSTED BY THE AMERICAN AMBASSADOR TO INDIA 
AND MRS. BARNES. I THINK THAT'S ASOUT ALL WE HAVE FOR 
YOU ANDO SO I WILi RETURN THE MICROPHONE TO MFR. ALYAR. 
END PART ONE. MORE TO COME. SHULT2Z 
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STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR, 

CLARK ANDO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALLIN, USIA 

FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/Fu, 

P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 

A iy POLAD, USTA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA AOVISER BRIAN 
LL 


E.0., 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.), OPRC, IN 
SUBJECT: JOINT IND0-U.S. PRESS BRIEFING 


FOLLOWING IS THE SECOND PART OF THE TRANSCRIPT OF A 

JOINT PRESS BRIEFING BY ASSISTANT SECRETARY HUGHES ANO 

INOIAN MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS SPOKESMAN MANI | 
SHANKAR ALYAR, BRIEFING WAS HELO IN NEW DELHI AT 1730 | 
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LOCAL TIME, JUNE 30, 
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BEGIN TEXT (PA. > Tw): Q: MR. HUGHES, [S YOUR 
STATEMENT, OR MR. SHULTZ'S STATEMENT ABOUT REACTOR 
PARTS MEAN THAT BOTH THE UNITEO STATES AND SOME 
CONVENIENTLY ANO MUTUALLY AGREEABLE THIRD COUNTRY wILL 
SUPPLY THE PARTS, OR OOES IT MEAN THAT THE SECRETARY 
HAS DECIDED, THE ADMINISTRATION. HAS DECIOEO TO NOT TAKE 
THE ADVICE OF A NUMBER OF DEMOCRATIC SENATORS wHO SAY 
IT VIOLATES THE LAW, OR IS THE AOMINISTRATION WILLING 
TO OO IT, ANO SEE THE SUPPLY OF PARTS CHALLENGED IN 
CONGRESS? WHAT ABOUT THE WHOLE PROBLEM OF 
PROLIFERATION? OR HAS THE PROLIFERATION PROBLEM BEEN 
SUBORDINATED NOW TO A SAFETY PROBLEM OR WHAT? WHAT iS 
THE THINKING? 


HUGHES: WELL, THE UNITEO STATES POLICY ON THE OVERALL 
QUESTION OF NONPROLIFERATION IS QUITE CLEAR, THERE 
REMAINS NO CHANGE IN THAT, BUT INSOFAR AS THESE 
PARTICULAR PARTS ARE CONCERNEO THE PRESIOENT, THE 
AOMINISTRATION, THE SECRETARY OF STATE HAVE OECIOED TO 
TAKE THIS ACTION. THE ACTION IS QUITE CLEAR. INOIA 
WILL LOOK FOR THE APPROPRIATE PARTS THAT IT NEEOS 
ELSEWHERE. IF THOSE PARTS ARE NOT AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE, 
THOSE PARTS WHICH ARE AVAILABLE IN THE UNITED STATES, 
FROM THE UNITEO STATES, ANO CANNOT BE ACQUIRED 
ELSEWHERE, THE PRESIDENT I[NTENOS TO TAKE THE ACTION 
THAT wOULD MAKE THOSE PARTS AVAILABLE TO INOIA,. 


Q: WHAT DETERMINES IF THEY ARE NOT AVAILABLE 
ELSEWHERE. IS IT TIME, IS THERE A DEADLINE WHEN THOSE 
ARE OR NOT AVAILABLE? 
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HUGHES: | OON'T KNOW IF THERE'S A DEADLINE ON 

DETERMINING WHEN THOSE PARTS ARE AVAILABLE. THERE HAS, 
AS [| UNDERSTAND IT, ALREADY BEEN CONSULTATION BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND I[NOIA ANDO INDEED A NUMBER OF 

OTHER COUNTRIES. IT'S NOT AS THOUGH THIS RESEARCH INTO 

THE AVAILABILITY OF PARTS IS STARTING FROM SCRATCH NOW, 

THAT RESEARCH, AS I UNDERSTAND, HAS BEEN GOING ON. I 

CAN'T GIVE YOU A TIMETABLE ON WHEN, 





Q: wOULD YOU SAY NOW THOSE SPARE PARTS ARE AVAILABLE 
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FROM A THIRO COUNTRY? 


HUGHES: 1 DON’T KNOW. I THINK THAT THAT EXAMINATION 
wiLL HAVE TO CONTINUE. AS I SAY IT HAS BEEN GOING ON 
ANDO [| ASSUME wILL CONTINUE TO GO ON. THE ANSWER -- IF 
YOU ARE SAYING 00 WE YET KNOW WHETHER SPECIFIC PARTS 
wILL BE SUPPLIECO BY THE UNITED STATES -- [I THINK THE 
ANSWER TO THAT IS NQ.s,,37 1S CONCEIVABLE THAT ALL THE 
PARTS MIGHT BE AVAILABLE FROM OTHER COUNTRIES. WHAT 
THE AOMINISTRATION [S$ SAYING IS IF THOSE PARTS ARE NOT 
AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE, THE PRESIOENT wIiLL TAKE THE ACTION 
WHICH wOULOD ENABLE THE UNITEO STATES TO MAKE THEM 


AVAILABLE, 


Q: WHAT IN THE U.S. SPOKESMAN'S VIEW IS GOING TO BE 
THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE RESOLUTION OF THIS QUESTION OF 
SPARE PARTS TO REPAIRING INODO-U.S. RELATIONS -- THAT 


WAS THE QUESTION. 


HUGHES: wELL, I THINK NEITHER MR. ALYAR NOR MYSELF CAN 
GIVE YOU ANY DETAILS OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE PRIME 
MINISTER ANO THE SECRETARY BECAUSE IT'S STILL GOING 
ON. THAT'S THE SIMPLE ANSWER TO THAT QUESTION. 
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INSOFAR AS OVERALL U.S.-INOO RELATIONS ARE CONCERNED, I 
THINK WE wILL SEE AS THIS VISIT MOVES ALONG, WE HAVE 
BEEN THROUGH OUR UPS AND DOWNS IN THIS RELATIONSHIP. | 
THINK THE RELATIONSHIP WAS IMPROVED BY MRS. GANOHI'S 
VISIT TO THE UNITEO STATES ABOUT A YEAR AGO, ANO I SEE 
ALL KINOS OF STORIES IN THE NEWSPAPERS SUGGESTING THAT 
[LT wILt BE, THE RELATIONSHIP wIiLt BE FURTHER IMPROVED 
BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S VISIT HERE. 


THERE ARE OBVIOUSLY POINTS OF OIFFERENCE BETWEEN OUR 
COUNTRIES IN VARIOUS AREAS, THERE ARE OBVIOUSLY VERY 
MANY COMMON BONOS BETWEEN US. WE 00 HAVE THIS GREAT 
DEMOCRATIC HERITAGE ANDO I THINK THAT COUNTS FOR A GREAT 
OEAL. THERE'S A GREAT FLOW BETWEEN OUR PEOPLES. I 
UNDERSTAND THERE ARE SOMEWHERE AROUND 400,000 OR 
500,000 INDIANS NOW RESIOENT IN THE UNITED STATES, ANDO 
L THINK THE UNITED STATES SENOS ABOUT 90,000 TOURISTS A 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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YEAR TO [NOIA. J THINK THAT ABOUT 70,000 INDIANS WENT 
TO THE UNITED STATES ON TEMPORARY VISAS LAST YEAR. $0 
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THERE ARE ALL KINOS OF REASONS WHY THAT RELATIONSHIP 
SHOULD BE STRONG. 


RANJAN GUPTA: YES, I['O LIKE TO ASK THE AMERICAN 
SPOKESMAN, YOU MENTIONED ABOUT LOOKING FOR SPARE PARTS 
ELSEWHERE. HAS THE UNITED STATES TOLO INOIA WHERE IT 
CAN FINO THESE SPARE PARTS ANO OOES IT CAUSE ANY 
CONCERN TO THE UNITED STATES THAT SOME OF THE COUNTRIES 
MENTIONEO HAVEPLANTS WHICH HAVE CLOSED OOWN ANDO 
THEREFORE SPARE PARTS AVAILABLE MAY BE OBSOLETE, ANDO 
HENCE THE OANGER TO RADIATION wOULD CONTINUE. 


HUGHES: I REALLY CANNOT ANSWER THAT QUESTION BECAUSE 
YOu GO BEYOND MY OWN KNOWLEOGE. AS I SAY, I KNOW THAT 
THERE HAS BEEN CONSULTATION. I KNOW THAT THE UNITEO 
STATES HAS BEEN ANDO, I'M SURE, wILL CONTINUE TO BE 
HELPFUL IN POINTING TO OTHER SOURCES, BUT JUST WHAT 
COUNTRIES ARE INVOLVED ANDO SPECIFIC DISCUSSIONS ABOUT 
THE QUALITY OF THE SPARES AVAILABLE, I'M AFRAIO | 

THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE RESOLUTION OF THIS QUESTION OF 
SPARE PARTS TO REPAIRING INOO-U.S. RELATIONS -- THAT 
wAS THE QUESTION. 


HUGHES: WELL, I THINK NEITHER BR. ALYAR NOR MYSELF CAN 
GIVE YOU ANY DETAILS OF THE MEETING BETWEEN THE PRIME 
MINISTER AND THE SECRETARY BECAUSE IT'S STILL GOING 

ON. THAT'S THE SIMPLE ANSWER TO THAT QUESTION. 
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SPCSTATE WAGEDC IMMEDIATE 8177 
WASHDC IMMEDIAT? 

BANGEOK IMMEDIATE 
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teas MACDILL AT® FL IMMEDIATE 
BOMOLULY HI IMMEDIATE 
SECTION @35 OF @4 SECTC 7115 
QUALITY OF THE SPARES AVAILABLE, 1°“ aPRatc 
SRCAUSE I DO WOT NOW. 
WHAT PRECISELY If THE U.S. ROLE IN 
THIS DELIVERY FROM THE TRIE” COUNTPI FS? 
A BELPFUL SUGGESTION OR WOULD YOU GO Es/son! 
WUMBER TWO, IF CONGRESS DOES NOT APPRDYY oF 
IVSRLY SUPPLIING THE SPARE PARTS WEAT DOES THe 


WELL, OW THE FIRST PART OF YOUR QUFSTIDS, | 
TSIGE TTS BASICALLY COWSULTATION, I THINK, TSP "NITED 
STATES MATING AVAILABLE ITS BAPERTISE ABOUT THY 
AVAILABILITY OF THE PARTS. OBVIOUSLY INDiIa Bas 
BEPRRTISE AS WELL. AND. I THINK, ITS PROBABLY An 
FICHANGE OF IDEAS. AS TO THE SECOND PART OF YOUR 
QUESTION, I DOW’? THINE 1°“ GOINGS TO GO BEYOND ODF 
ed TNCLASSIFIFED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
Pace @2 SECTO #7113 O83 OF @4 71892717 
u. STATEMENT THAT THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES I° 
FIOM IW BIS PRCISION TO MOVE FORWARD IN THIS WAY. BUT 
1°™ WOf GOING TO SPRCTFY HOW, WHAT TIS STRATPGY WILL 
. BY AND BOW AE WILL APPROACH THY QUESTION IN TROMS OF 
CONGRESS. 
BTLL CLAIBORNE: WOE THERF ANY DISCUSSIONS ABOl 
COPCESSLOWAL FUNDING FRO™ TEOWATIONAL “MONRTA 
AGRACTIBS., SPECIFICALLY ABOUT TSE U.S. POSITION OW THT 
ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK? 
HUGHES: THERE WAS SOMP GENBRAL DISCUSSION aT Lowe: 
AWD IT°S COWCRIVAPLE THAT THERE COULD HAVE Srew Som 
PISCUSSI OW Im SOME OF THE OTHER MEETINGS. PUT THR: 
= WAS SOME CROBPRAL FCONOMIC TISCUSSION AT 
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es fecr? 71is 
' LASSILPIED 
Qe: An TOU CK? PRITY A LITTLE BIT MORE? 
BPeeE: TELL. RIWK 1f BASICALLY WaS aN Et cus 
¥ S&S. TY Wet 4 2. WRAY PUCHANGE OF FIFWs. 





atthe: Ces I IOos ABB TO THAT. MR. WARASIMHBA. OUR 
SECERTAE! BCOWOe!: APPATHS, OAS PRESENT AT THE Luwecrron 
MWETiOG, SO Re © 2. L.A. JHA, AND THAT CONSTITUTES A 
PRITLF PORMOPSPLE ECGWOMIC TRAM ON THE INDIAN SIDR. 
t® See PEPLATWED fO US AT TUR PLEWARY TALES THAT 
SCOMO*i RESRATS AS SUCH CERE WOT PRESENT IN MR. 
SPSLTES OPLBGATION, TABREPORE THE PURPDSE OF THE 
DESTVTEIONS OF TRE ECONOMIC QUESTIONS WAS NOT ONT THAT 
Wk DESIOHTD TO ARRIVE AT AGREEMENTS EERF AND NOW SC 
wedge is ©) CLARIFY (0 THR ONIPED STATPS INDIA‘? 
CONC ReES. SNP ON THR IQDIAN SIDE TO TRY TO UNDFRSTAND 
SwrLate TIED 
GHC LARA TRIED 
Pager 35 S#CTO OF413 @3 OF G4 27189212 
¢9ae TRE ©.2. POSITION WaS IN RESPECT OF THESE ISS"ES. 
TRY THO MAJOR ISSURS BFFORE US ARP IN REGARD TO THE 
[eat. TRERE IS THEE FULFILLMENT OF THE U.S. COMMITMENT 
IM REGARD TO IDA-¥I AND SUBSEQUENT TO THAT WHAT 
PURTTION THE CHITED STATES WILL TATP ON IDA-VIT, AND IN 
THES CRNBSAL CONTEXT THE QUESTION OF THE INDIAN SHARE 
OF Ifa PoePs. 
AWD THERE'S ALSO TRE QUESTION OF THE ONITED STATES’ 
ATTITIDE FO AW INDIAN REQUEST FOR FORROWING TWO BILLION 
POLLARS PROM THR ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK IN TRANCEYS OF 
See MILLION DOLLARS A YEAR OVER FOUR YEARS FROM THF 
CRNERAL CAPITAL INCREASE THAT IS TACING EFFECT IN THE 
ASIAN DEVELOPMENT PANE. 
4tsO OF COURSE WITHIY THIS. APART FRO” THE T¥O 
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, THERE ARE PROPOSALS REGARDING 
“SORETARY REFDRY. THE REFERFWCE IS TO TSE CALL GIVEN BY 
TUR KOWALIGWED COUNTRIFS AT THE LAST SUMMIT FOR AN 
[WPRPHATIONAL CONFERENCE ON MONEY AND FINANCE FOR 
DPPELCPMENT, AS WELL AS THF DISCUSSIONS IN THIS RFGARD 
TWAT TOCE PLACE AT THE WILLIAMSBUPRG SUMMIT. 5S° THERE 
ARE & SOMBER OF ECONOMIC ISSUES THAT PO RFFLICT JPON 
THRE BILATERAL INTO-3.S. RELATIONSBIP IN 8 BGARD TC 
NISCUSSIONS TAPING PLACE IN MULTILATFRAL FORUMS. AND 
THERE (5 ALSO TRE BILATPRAL INDO-U.S. RELATIONSHIP. SO 
TUPSE ONESTIONS WERE DISCUSSED IN THE LIGHT TF 
PEM PTT ue EIPLAIN INDIAN CONCERNS TD THR UNITRET 
TATES AND (NDIA ATTEMPTING TO UNDERSTAND THE 
Sf?RD Staves’ POSTTIDN ON THESE ISSUES. 
“ID S¥OAETARY SHVLTZ RESPPND TO MRS. GANDAI’S 
LACHIPI NS 
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any $s 
AITYAR: 
GOING O8. YOU KNOW THERE ARE TALES STILL GOING on 
BETWEEN THE PRIME MINISTER AND SECRETARY OF STAT 
SHULTZ. SO I CANT TELL YOU WHATS RAPPENING THERT. 
WHAT IT CAN SAY IS THAT IN TUE TALTS THAT TOOK PLAC! 
BARLIBR IN TRE DAY, WE RAVE HAD AN ASSESSMENT FROM 


orc OF STATE SHULT2 OF THE MAJOR MATTE®S THAT 
ME UP AT THE WILLIAMSBURG SUMMIT INCLUDING THE 










GUPRSTION OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONFFRENCRE FOS “MONEY an: 
DEVELOPMENT, WHICH WAS AN ISSUE THAT WAS RAISED AT Tuat 
sTnit. PND PART TWO. MORE TO COME. ‘SHULT? 
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SNOCLAS SECTION O1 OF O35 SECTO T7116 


SECTS 


STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR PR. 
CLARK AND WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/FUu, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B/BF, B/BXN, NEA CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


E.0. 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.), OPRC, IN 
SUBJEETT: JOINT IND0-U.S. PRESS BRIEFING 


FOLLOWING [5 THE THIRD PART OF THE TRANSCRIPT OF A 
JOINT PRESS BRIEFING BY ASSISTANT SECRETARY HUGHES AND 
INOIAN MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS SPOKESMAN MANI 
SHANKAR ALYAR, BRIEFING WAS HELO IN NEW DELHI AT 1730 
LOCAL TIME, JUNE 30. 
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QO: wHAT wAS THE SECRETARY OF 
INDIA*’S ODEMANC FOR CREST OF THE 


ALTYAR: HEYEXPLAINED HIS POSITION. AS I SAIO, IF THE 
PURPOSE OF THE EXERCISE HAD BEEN TO CLINCH TH [SSE 

NOw wE'O HAVE PUSHED I[T FURTHER, SUT WHAT wE WERE 
ATTEMPTING TO OO HERE wAS TO CLARIFY EACH OTHER'S 
POSITIONS. 

Q: ~— wOuUuLD LIKE TO KNOW FROM THE AMERICAN SPOCKESPFAN 
WHAT EXACTLY IS THE POSITION OF THE INDO-U.S. ASREEMENT 
OF 19637 IS THERE ANY OBLIGATION ON THE PART OF THE 
JNITEO STATES TO SUPPLY THE SPARE PARTS. NUMBER TwO, 
IN CASE THE eNITED STATES AGREES TO SUPPLY THESE SPARE 
PARTS, wHAT IS THE CONOITION ON THE SUPPLY OF NON- 
AVAILASLE SPARE PARTS. 


HUGHES: YOu'VE CAST YOUR QUESTION AS TO WHETHER THE 

UNITEO STATES HAS AN OSLIGATION TO SUPPLY THESE “——_ 

SPARE PARTS. wITHOUT SEEKING TO DUCK THAT QUESTION, 

1 DON'T KNOw ABOUT THE LEGALITY, THE FACT IS THAT ” 

THE PRESIDENT IS FIRM IN HIS DECISION THAT HE IS 

SOINS TO MOVE FORWARO, THAT THIS I[S WHAT HE wANTS TO 

00. HAVING CONSIDERED IT, HE THINKS THIS IS RIGHT AND 

THES IS wHAT HE IS 30ING T9 DO. INSOFAR AS THE OTHER 

COUNTRIES, YES, THERE CERTAINLY IS AN UNDERSTANDING 

THAT INDIA WILL LOOK FOR THESE SPARE PARTS ELSEWHERE. 
——L_ THAT IS QUITE CLEAR, AND AS I SAID, IT MAY WELL BE THAT 

ALL OF THE PARTS ARE AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE. IF THAT IS 

THE CASE THEN THE UNITED STATES WOULD NOT SUPPLY ANY. 

SHOULD THOSE PARTS WOT BE AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE, AND THEY 

ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE UNITED STATES, THE PRESIOENT HAS 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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MADE CLEAR THAT HE INTENDS TO TAKE THE KINOS OF ACTION 
WHICH WOULD PERMIT THE UNITED STATES TO MAKE THEM 
AVAILABLE. THE STATEMENT STANOS BY [TSELF, THERE WERE 
NO OTHER OBLIGATIONS OR PROMISES OR CONCESSIONS OR 
AGREEMENTS. IT°S A STATEMENT THAT STANOS BY ITSELF. 


Q: SECOND PART OF THE QUESTION WAS ON THE QUESTION OF 
SPENT FUELS. 


HUGHES: YES, I°M AFRAIO I SIMPLY CANNOT ANSWER THAT 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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QUESTION SECAGSE I'M NOT SUFFICIENTLY INFORMED ON THE 
ANSwER. 


JOMN DAYAL: COLD YOu TELL ueS wHETHER THE [SSE OF 

PAKISTAN wAS OISCUSSED IN TALKS TODAY MORNING AND IN 

THE AFTERNOON? THE INOTAN STAND ON THE ARMINGSOF 

PAKISTAN [S wELL KNOWN AND [ PRESUME THAT THE SAME 

STANCE wAS MAINTAINED AT THE TALKS TODAY. - 


HUGHES: wELL, I OON'T EVER WANT TO SPEAK FOR ANOTHER 
SOVERNMENT AND THE INDIAN GOVERNMENT. I OON'T RECALL A a 
Be 44344 EXCHANGE ON THAT POINT, SUT THE UNITED STATES 
SITION IS QUITE CLEAR. wE EXPECT AND HOPE THAT wE 
CAN MAINTAIN GOOD RELATIONS wITH SOTH INOIA AND 
=. PAKISTAN, AND wE WILL OETERFINE OUR POLICIES TOWARDS 
BOTH COUNTRIES AND THAT INVOLVES OEFENSE RELATIONSHIPS 
ON THE SASIS OF EACH COUNTRY’S NEEDS. 


Q: INOIA MAINTAINS THIS ARFPING OF PAKISTAN IS NOT 


DiRECTED TOWARDS LARGE COUNTRIES LIKE THE SOVIET UNION, 
BuT COuLD BE TURNED AGAINST IT CINOIA). 
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UNCLAS SECTION 02 OF 03 SECTO T1116 


HUSHES: YES, I O10 NOT HEAR ANY OISCLSSION TODAY 
CONCERNING UITED STATES’ MILITARY AIO PROGRAM, OR SuCH 
AS IT MIGHT BE, TO PAKISTAN. 


Q: JOHN, IF IT'S STILL NECESSARY THAT THESE NUCLEAR, 
THESE SPARE PARTS SE OBTAINED FOR THIS NUCLEAR POWER 
PLANT, WHY WON'T THE UNITEO STATES SUPPLY THEM UP 
FRONT? AND, DID THE INOIAN GOVERNMENT PROVIDE ANY SORT 
OF REASSURANCES THAT THE SECRETARY OF STATE CAN TAKE 
BACK TO WASHINGTON TO CALL OFF SOME OF THE OPPOSITION 
IN CONGRESS? 


HUGHES: wELL, THE SECOND PART OF THE QUESTION FIRST. 
AS I SAIO EARLIER THE STATEMENT STANOS SY ITSELF AND I 
THINK IT'S QUITE EXPLICIT ON WHAT TRANSPIRED. INSOFAR 
AS THE FIRST PART OF YOUR QUESTICN IS CONCERNED, THERE 
ARE SOME LEGAL RESTRAINTS UPON THE UNITED STATES IN 
CONNECTION WITH NONPROLIFERATION, AND I THINK THAT THAT 
UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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EXPLAINS WHY wE ARE SUGGESTING THAT THOSE PARTS COME 
FROM OTHER COUNTRIES FIRST, IF THAT I[S POSSIBLE. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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ARE CESAL CONSTRAINTS 4#Om CAN wt 
ce wll. SE ABLE TO SuPP_Y THESE PARTS? 


MeSHES: wELL, wAT ETRE ASSURING INDIA IS THAT THE 
PRESIDENT IS SCINGS TO TAKE THE APPROPRIATE ACTION. THE 
ACTION THAT Ee wll. TAKE INSOFAR AS CONGRESS IS 
CONCERNED REMAINS FCR AIM TO ANNOUNCE, 


3: mAAT CONCERNS OOES YOUR SOVERNMENT rAVE ASOGT THE 
VAST S3ullO0uP OF ARMS, AMERICAN ARMBPS TO PAKISTAN AND THE 
-ONGS-TERM SOVIET OCCOCEPATION OF AFGHANISTAN? 


ALYAR: INSOFAR AS ARFS SUPPLY TO PAKISTAN IS 

CONCERNED, WHAT THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS TOD 

HIS U.S. COUNTERPART IS A RETTERATION OF POSITIONS THAT 

HAVE ALREADY SEEN EXPLAINED IN THE PAST. IMSQEAR AS 

THE QUESTION OF AFGHANISTAN IS CONCERNED, THE POSITION 

ASAIN OF THE SOVERNMENT OF INDIA HAS BEEN REITERATED ON - 
SEVERA. OCCASIONS, AND I WOULD ORAW YOUR ATTENTION TO 

THE RELEVANT PARAGRAPH OF THE NONALIGNED DECLARATION ON 

THE CUESTION OF AFGHANISTAN AT THE LAST SuMPFIT. “ 


~~, THERE wAS NO OCISCUSSION ABOUT.... 
~\ ~ 


—_ ALYAR: NO, THE POSITIONS WERE AGAIN EXPLAINED, THEY 
WERE TOUCHED UPON, THIS IS ONE OF MANY ISSUES THAT WERE 
TALKEO OF. IT wAS NOT A MAJOR FOCUS OF ATTENTION, BuT 
[IT wAS ONE OF THE SUSYECTS THAT wAS TOUCHEO UPON IN THE 
COURSE OF DISCUSSION. SO WHAT wAS STATED TO THE UNITED 
STATES’ SECRETARY OF STATE WAS CONSISTENT wITH THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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POSITIONS wHICH wE HAVE TAKEN ON SOTH THESE QUESTIONS 
IN THE PAST. 


£2 


YOU SAITO HE SPOKE OF TWO THINGS. 


ALYAR: THE SECOND THING WAS ABOUT AFGHANISTAN. 


tr 


wAS AFGAANISTAN A FOCUS OF DISCUSSION? 


AITYAR: NO, IT wASN'T A FOCUS OF DISCUSSION. IT WAS 
ONE OF THE SuBsECTS THAT wAS OLSCUSSED. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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SC: Cu MENTICNED THAT THERE WAS OISTCLSSION ON INODIA’S 
NONALIGNEOD PROPOSAL FOR THIS CONFERENCE ON MONEY, 
INTERNATIONAL MONEY AND FINANCE FOR DEVELOPMENT. ['0D 
-1KE TO KNOw wh AT THE U.S. POSITION ON THAT CONFERENCE 
[IS AND ALSO wHAT THE POSITION I[S ON THE INDIAN PROPOSAL 
FOR A SUMMIT CLEVE. TYPE MEETING AT THE U.N. SENERAL 
ASSEMS.Y COMING UP? 


HeSAES: 1 OO NOT RECALL ANY DISCUSSION wHICH MIGHT, I 
SuPPOSE LUNCH wOULD HAVE BEEN THE APPROPRIATE FORUM FOR 
[T, 3UT I OO NOT RECALL ANY DISCUSSION SPECIFICALLY ON 
THE MONETARY CONFERENCE THAT YOU MENTION. INSOFAR AS 
THE SUMMIT CONFERENCE IS CONCERNED, I THINK THE UNITED 
STATES’ POSITION wOULD BE THAT IT IS FOR THE KINO OF 
ACTIVITY THAT PRODUCES STABILITY AND PEACE SUT IT wOULD 
HAVE TO LOOK AT PROPOSALS FOR SUCH A CONFERENCE AND 
THINK THROUGH THE PROCESS UNDER WHICH SUCH A MEETING 
MIGHT SE ORGANIZED TO SEE WHETHER [T wOULD OFFER THE 
KINO OF OPPORTUNITIES THAT wOULD FULFILL THIS GOAL. 
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JNCLAS SECTION O03 OF 93 SECTO 7116 


QC: ARE THERE ANY HEALTH PROSLEMS wITH THE EMPLOYEES AND 
RESIOENTS...? 


HUSHES: NO, NOT TO MY KNOWLEDGE. JF SHOULD LET COLLEAGUES 
SPEAK ON THIS. I OON'T WANT TO MISLEAD YOU INTO THINK- 
ING THAT THERE IS SOME PROBLEM HERE. I AM TALKING ABOUT 
FUTURE PROSPECTS. OBVIOUSLY, IF YOU ARE NOT ABLE TO 

RUN THIS KINO OF INSTITUTION EFFECTIVELY, IT COULD 
SOMETIME IN THE FUTURE BE DANGEROUS. I THINK THAT'S 

THE POINT I'M TRYING TO MAKE. 


I CANNOT ANSWER THE LAST PART OF THE QUESTION ANDO I's 
NOT TALKING ABOUT SPECIFIC DANGERS, I JUST REITERATE 
WHAT [| SAIO. IF YOU OOM'T, EVEN A NEWSPAPER PLANT, IF 
YOU DON'T RUN IT EFFICIENTLY ANDO YOU OON'T PUT THE 
SPARE PARTS IN IT, IT CAN GET OUT OF KANO AND BECOME 
DANGEROUS T9 THEPEOPLE wHO RUN IT. 


Q: CINAUDISLE). 


UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASS: FIED 


PAGE 02 SECTO O7116 O03 OF OF O1LL1592 


HUGHES: THIS IS A QUESTION ASOUT CENTRAL AMERICA, WHAT 


/ 
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wAS THE SASIS FOR THE OISCTCLSSION CF CENTRAL AMERICA AND 
wHO SROGGHT IT uP. THE SECRETARY OF STATE SROUSHT IT 
UP, SAITO RE wOul0 LIKE TO DUTLINE AMERICAN POLICY IN 
CENTRAL AMERICA, weHiCet AE JID. AGAIN IT DON'T wANT TO 
SPEAK FOR INCIAN SOWERNMENT OFFICIALS, S3uT | THINK J 
COULD SAY THAT [T wAS A WORTHwHILE DISCUSSION, AND THE 
CLARIFICATION wHICH THE SECRETARY OFFERED CONCERNING 
THE UNITED STATES’ CENTRAL AMERICAN POLICY wAS WERY 
wELL RECEILVEO ANDO APPRECIATED. 


I'M SUSSESTING THAT THERE MAY WEL_ BSE [MPRESSIONS 

ABROAD OF U.S. POLICY IN CENTRAL AMERICA wHICH ARE 
MISLEADING AND INCORRECT. I'M SUGGESTING THAT THE 
SSECRETARY WAS INTERESTED IN CORRECTING ANY SUCRS 

MISIMPRESSIONS, AND THAT HE DID SO. 


ALYAR: wELL, THEONLY SLANK THAT [| COULD FILL IN IS 
THAT THE FOREIGN MINISTER, IN A BRIEF REFERENCE TO 
THIS, AFTER THE EXPOSE wHICH THE SECRETARY OF STATE HAD 

be Me REFERRED TO THE NONALIGNED POSITION ON CENTRAL 

A QRICA AS SET OUT IN THE NAM DECLARATION. 

a THE QUESTION ASKED WAS, WHAT IS THE INDIAN REACTION 19 
THE STATEMENT ANO I STARTED SAYING A.C AM NOW SOING TO 
SAY IT, THAT wE ARE SATISFIED THAT THE PROBLEM HAS SEEN 
SATISFACTORILY RESOLVED. 
Q: IS IT THE INDIAN IMPRESSION THAT INOIA IS READY 19 
HAVE AN OPEN-ENDED ARRANGEMENT ON THE SUPPLY OF SPARE 
PARTS? OR IS THERE A TIMETABLE THAT YOu CAN TELL US? 


AILYAR: wWE DON'T ENTERTAIN YOUR APPREHENSIONS. WE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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EXPECT THAT AS SOON AS THE MODALITIES HAVE BEEN 
COMPLETED WE wILL BE GETTING THE SPARE PARTS REQUIRED 
FROM SOURCES OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ANDO 
TO THE EXTENT THAT IT TURNS OUT THAT SOME SPARE PARTS 
ARE NOT AVAILABLE EXCEPT FROM THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA, wWE ARE PERSUADED THAT THE ACTIONS REFERRED T9 
IN THE STATEMENT READ BY MR. HUGHES WILL BE UNDERTAKEN 
WITH A OUE SENSE OF URGENCY. 


Q: ON THE QUESTION OF PAKISTAN EXPLODING A NUCLEAR 
DEVICE, HAS THE U.S. AOMINISTRATION TAKEN NOTE OF IT 
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AND wHAT [S$ THE [MPRESSION CF THE 0.8. ADMINISTRATION 
AQOUT THAT DEVICE AND wsETHER LT wil. Nfe SOUR 
PAKISTAN-..S. RELATIONS? 

HUSMES: I'M FAIRLY CONTICENT THAT THERE @AS NE 
CISCUSSION OF THIS TODAY SuT THE FACT IS THE GNITED 
STATES HAS NO EVIDENCE eHATSCEVER CF Sota AN EXP_OSION. 


ENO OF PART TRREE. SHCLTZ 
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SECTO 


STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, OEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR, 
CLARK ANDO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANDO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. DIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/Fu, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 8/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAO, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL j 


E.O. 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.), OPRC, IN 
SUBJECT: JOINT I[NOO-U.S. PRESS BRIEFING 


FOLLOWING IS THE FOURTH AND FINAL PART OF THE 
TRANSCRIPT OF A JOINT PRESS BRIEFING BY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY HUGHES ANO INOIAN MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL 
AFFAIRS SPOKESMAN MANI SHANKAR ALYAR, BRIEFING WAS 
HELO IN NEW DELHI AT 1730 LOCAL TIME, JUNE 30. 
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ALYAR: I COULD GO ON ABOUT TwO HOURS ON THE GREAT 
ADVANCES THAT HAVE BEEN MADE IN EACH OF THESE 
SUBCOMMISSIONS. I AM PREPAREO TO SWEAR YOU THAT, BUT I 
THINK BOTH MR. HUGHES ANO I wOULOD TOTALLY OISAGREE wITH 
YOUR SUGGESTION THAT EITHER THE PROGRESS HAS BEEN 
NEGLIGIBLE OR THAT IT HAS BEEN DEADLY OULL. IN FACT IN 
EVERY ONE OF THE AREAS THAT HAVE SEEN TREATEO BY THE 
SUBCOMMISSIONS OF THE JOINT COMMISSION, SIGNIFICIANT 
PROGRESS IS INCREASING, WHAT SECRETARY SHULTZ DESCRIBED 
TODAY, AS THE INTERPLAY BETWEEN THE TwO DEMOCRACIES HAS 
BEEN SIGNIFICANT ANO YOU HAVE ONLY TO GO THROUGH THE 
DETAILS TO FINO THAT, WHETHER IT IS IN REGARD TO TRADE, 
WHETHER IT IS IN REGARO TO THESE IMPORTANT SEMINARS 
THAT ARE TO BE HELO ON THE DEMOCRATIC EXPERIMENT IN THE 
TWO COUNTRIES, THE NEHRU STUDIES PROGRAM, THE TRADE | 
MISSIONS THAT ARE SEING UNDERTAKEN, THE PROPOSED TAX ' 
TREATY, THE BLUE RIBBON PANEL ON SCIENCE. THERE'S A 
WHOLE HOST OF SUBVECTS WHICH ARE OF GREAT RELEVANCE TO 
THE OROINARY PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ANO 
[INOLA, WHERE THE wORK OF THE JOINT COAMISSION IS OF 
SIGNIFICIANCE, ANO IT'S REALLY THE MEANS THAT WE HAVE 
TO BUILO UPON THIS RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THESE TwO GREAT 
DEMOCRACIES, 


Q: wERE THERE ANY NARROWING OF OIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE 
TWO COUNTRIES? 


ALYAR: [| THINK THE PURPOSE OF THE EXERCISE wAS NOT THE 
NARROWING OF THE OIFFERENCES AS AN IMMEDIATE 

OBVECTIVE,. IT WAS MORE A QUESTION OF ATTEMPTING TO 
UNDOERSTANO EACH OTHERS POSITIONS, ANO IN THAT PROCESS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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WHAT WAS OISCUSSEO ON AFGHANISTAN, AS I SAIO IT WASN'T 
A MAJOR FOCUS OF ATTENTION, SO THERE WERE REFERENCES 
MADE TO THE SUBJECT. ANDO IN REGARO TO THE ADB, THE 
POSITION IS AS I SAIO EARLIER, THAT wE BROUGHT TO THE 
ATTENTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA OUR NEED TO 
SECURE THIS PARTICULAR LOAN. THE UNITEO STATES’ 
SECRETARY OF STATE WAS NOT ACCOMPANIEO BY ECONOMIC 
EXPERTS §$O HE BROADLY STATEO THE POSITION OF THE UNITEO 
STATES. ANDO IT IS OUR HOPE THAT THIS EXPOSITION OF OUR 
VIEWS OF THE-RATIONALE FOR US TO BORROW FROM THE AOB 


UNCLASSIFIED + 
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wmicc BE CARRIED SY MR. SHULTZ BACK TO WASHINGTON. AWD 
HOPEFULLY, THE ATTITUOE,OF THE UNITED STATES will, AS A 
RESULT, BE FAVORABLE TO THIS INDIAN REQUEST, 


G: HOw SOON OO YOU EXPECT TO RECEIVE SPARE PARTS FOR 
TARAPUR AND SECONDLY, COULD YOU ALSO BE PRECISE ABOUT 
4Omw LONG THE REACTOR - THE TwO REACTORS CAN CONTINUE TO 


OPERATE BEFORE YOU RUN INTO SERIOUS SAFETY HAZARDS? 
i 


ALYAR: THE ANSWER TO THE FIRST QUESTION IS VERY SOON, 


Q: wHAT IS VERY SOON? 

ALYAR: VERY SOON REALLY JUST MEANS VERY SOON. wE 
BELIEVE THAT THE PROBLEM HAS NOw BEEN RESOLVED, THERE 
ARE COMMERCIAL MOOALITIES THAT HAVE TO BE COMPLETED. I 
AM NOT IN A POSITION TO TELL YOU HOW LONG IT TAKES TO 
COMPLETE A COMMERCIAL NEGOTIATION, OPEN A LETTER OF 
CREOIT, SET THE STUFF SHIPPED OUT OR SENT OUT BY AIR, 
THIS wOULO ALSO OF COURSE VARY FROM ONE SPARE PART TO 
ANOTHER, SO [T wOULD NOT BE FAIR ON YOUR PART TO ASK 
ME TO SPECIFY VERY SOON IN TERMS OF DAYS OR WEEKS OR 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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MONTHS. BUT WHAT wE O00 EXPECT IS THAT NOW THAT THE 
PROBLEM HAS BEEN RESOLVED, ANDO SINCE THERE IS A 
CONSIDERABLE AWARENESS IN INDIA OF WHAT OUR SPARE PART 
REQUIREMENTS ARE, INSOFAR AS wWE ARE GOING TO PROCURE 
THEM FROM ELSEWHERE IT SHOULO TAKE PLACE VERY SOON. J 
CAN SEE NO GREAT OIFFICULTY NOW. 


INSOFAR AS wE ARE NOT ABLE TO LOCATE A SPARE PART 
ELSEWHERE ANDO HAVE TO GO TO THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO PROCURE IT, HOW SOON IT COMES wOULOD OEPEND 
UPON HOW QUICKLY THESE ACTIONS REFERREO TO IN MR. 
HUGHES’ STATEMENT ARE TAKEN, AND WE OON'T ANTICIPATE 
ANY PROBLEMS IN THAT REGARD. SO WE THINK THAT WE WILL 
GET IT VERY SOON. I AGREE IT'S ALVAGUE WORD IN TERMS 
OF OAYS OR MONTHS BUT IN TERMS OF A CONCEPT OF WHETHER 
LT wILl TAKE SOME TIME, TAKE A LONG TIME, TAKE A VERY, 
VERY LONG TIME, COME VERY SOON, | THINK IN RELATIVE 
TERMS IT [S VERY CLEAR THAT wE EXPECT THESE TO COME 
VERY SOON. NOW, OF COURSE, THAT THE PROBLEM HAS BEEN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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PAGE 02 SECTO O74114 O02 OF O04 0110192 


RESOLVED, YOUR SECOND QUESTION, ABOUT HOW LONG IT wOULD 
BE BEFORE HEALTH HAZAROS BECAME APPARENT, SORT OF 
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RECEDES INTO THE REALM OF HYPOTHESIS. 1 DON'T THINK -wE 
ARE SOING TO FACE THAT PROBLEM NOW BECAUSE WE ARE GOING 
TO GET THE SPARE PARTS THAT WILL PREVENT HAZAROS FROM 
OCCURRING INJTHAT AREA, 


Q: DOES AMERICA HAVE FRANCE IN MIND AS AN ALTERNATE 
SOURCE? 


HUGHES: [| UUST HONESTLY CANNOT ANSWER THE QUESTION 
BECAUSE | HAVEN'T BEEN INVOLYEO wITH THE OISCUSSIONS 
THAT HAVE BEEN TAKING PLACE BY EXPERTS ON BOTH SICES. 

| AM AFRAIO I JUST CAN'T ANSWER YOUR QUESTION. 1 OON'T 
KNOW WHERE THE SEARCH HAS BEEN CONDUCTED. 

Q: CINAUOIBLE). 


ALYAR: THE QUESTION THAT WAS ASKED BY MR. L.P. 
SHRIVASTAY, IS CAN | NOT NAME THE COUNTRIES FROM WHICH 
THESE SPARE PARTS SUPPLIES wIiLk BE MADE. 1 AM NOT IN A 
POSITION TO NAME THEM STRAIGHTAWAY BECAUSE OBVIOUSLY 
NOW THAT THE SOLUTION HAS BEEN FOUND, SEARCHES wHICH 
HAD BEEN TAKING PLACE IN OUR OWN MINOS WOULD GET 
TRANSLATED INTO THE MARKETPLACE. I OON'T KNOW WHICH 
ARE ALL THE SPARES THAT ARE REQUIRED. OBVIOUSLY THE 
BULK OF THE SUPPLIES wIiLL COME FROM WEST EUROPEAN 
COUNTRIES BECAUSE THEY ARE THE ONES wHO ARE AOVANCEO IN 
THIS PARTICULAR KINO OF TECHNOLOGY, ANO WHICH ONES THEY 
ARE, ANO WHETHER THEY will BE ONLY CONFINED TO WEST 
EUROPE, 1 AM NOT IN A POSITION TO TELL YOU JUST NOW. 
BUT wE'LL SEE AS GO ALONG. 


Q: A NUMBER OF DAYS AGO, INOIAN OFFICIAL SOURCES 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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CHARACTERIZED INDO-U.S. RELATIONS AS VERY GO00, BUT 
THEY COULD BE BETTER. AFTER TODAY'S OISCUSSION HOW HAS 


THAT CHANGEO ANDO WHAT FACTORS CONTRIBUTED TO THAT 
CHANGE? 


ALYAR: THEY ARE GOOD, VERY GO00, ANO ARE BETTER, 
Q: FOR WHAT REASON? 


ATYAR: FOR THE REASON THAT IT IS AN IMPORTANT VISIT. 
WE'VE HAO AN EXTENSIVE TOUR-OE-HORIZONTE WITH THE 
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SECRETARY OF STATE, THAT'S CONTINUING. IT'S IMPORTANT 
THAT THE PROCESS OF IMPROVING RELATIONS BE CONTINUED AS 


wE GO ALONG. 
CG: IN ADDITION TO THIS MINOR QUESTION OF SPARES, IN THE 


OVERALL [NOD0-U.S. NUCLEAR RELATIONSHIP, WAS THE ISSUE 
OF REPROCESSING ALSO SROUGHT UP BY THE INOIAN SIDE OR 
wile IT TAKE ANOTHER U.S. PRESIOENTIAL VISIT HERE TO 


RESO. VE THAT MAJOR ISSUE? 


HUSHES: IT wAS NOT DISCUSSED IN ANY MEETING AT WHICH I 
wAS PRESENT. BUT OBYIOUSLY THERE WERE OTHER MEETINGS. 


Q: (INAUDIBLE, ABOUT EAST-WEST RELATIONS) 


HUGHES: I OON'T SPEAK FOR THE INDIAN GOVERNMENT. 

ALYAR: INSOFAR AS’ wE wERE CONCERNEO WE LISTENED wITH 
GREAT INTEREST TO WHAT SECRETARY SHULTZ HAD TO TELL US 
ON THE SUBJECT, AND WE O10 EXPLAIN THAT AS FAR AS wE 
ARE CONCERNED, AS wE HAVE PUT OUT IN SOME DETAIL IN THE 
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NON-ALIGNED DECLARATION, WE ARE HOPING THAT WE'LL HAVE 
AN ARMS FREEZE, FOLLOWED BY ARMS REOUCTIONS, WITH 
SPECIAL EMPHASIS ON NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT. THE OETAILS 
OF THIS HAVE BEEN SPELLED OUT IN THE NON-ALIGNEO SUMMIT 
DECLARATION. 


Q: (INAUDIBLE, ABOUT TARAPUR). 


ALYAR: YOU KNOW WE'VE BEEN ASKING FOR SPARES UNDER 
ARTICLE 5 OF THE 1963 TARAPUR AGREEMENT ANDO THAT 
PROBLEM HAS NOW BEEN SATISFACTORILY RESOLVED. HAO IT 
NOT BEEN RESOLVED, THERE MIGHT HAVE BEEN A HEALTH 
HAZARO. BUT NOW THAT IT HAS BEEN RESOLVED ANDO WE 
EXPECT TO GET THE REQUIRED SPARE PARTS YERY SOON, I 
THINK IT WILL BE REASONABLE TO SAY THERE wILL BE NO 
HEALTH HAZARD. ANO INSOFAR AS THE NUCLEAR 
NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY i{S CONCERNED, WE HAVE 
EXPLAINED ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS THE REASONS FOR WHICH wE 
HAVEN'T SIGNED THE AGREEMENT -* SORRY, SIGNEO THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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TREATY. THERE WAS NO OCCASION ON THIS VISIT TO 
REITERATE THOSE REASONS. WE WERE CONCERNED MORE WITH 
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THE SPECIFIC ISSUE OF SPARE PARTS FOR TARAPUR ANO THAT 
PROSLEM HAS BEEN RESOLVED IN TERMS OF THE STATEMENT 
READ OUT TO YOU BY MR. HUGHES. 


Q: CINAUDIBLE, ON TRADE AND U.S. RESTRICTIONS ON INOIAN 
EXPORTS). 


AITYAR: AS FAR AS EXPANDING TRADE BETWEEN INOIA AND 
U.S.A. IS CONCERNED, OBVIOUSLY IT WILL NOT TAKE PLACE 
ON THE SAME PATTERN AS WITH COUNTRIES wWITH WHOM WE HAD 
TRADE PLANS. $0 THE IOEA OF GIVING SPECIFIC TARGETS [5 
NOT AS GERMANE TO THIS EXERCISE AS IT MIGHT BE IN OUR 
TRADE RELATIONS wITH SOME OTHER COUNTRIES. THERE HAS 
[IN FACT BEEN SOME EXPANSION IN OUR MUTUAL TRAOE IN 
RECENT YEARS. FOR THE LAST FULL YEAR, THAT IS 1982, 
INOIA'S EXPORT T) THE U.S. AMOUNTED TO ABOUT 1,400 
MILLION DOLLARS ANDO OUR IMPORTS FROM THEM AMOUNTED TO 
JUST UNDER 1,600 MILLION DOLLARS. $0 WHILE THE TRAOE 
1S NOT EXACTLY IN BALANCE, THE TRADE DEFICIT IS OF THE 
OROER OF 178 MILLION DOLLARS IN THE TOTAL TURNOVER 
WHICH IS IN EXCESS OF 3,000 MILLION OOLLARS,. 

THERE'S BEEN A TRADE MISSION THAT'S COME IN FROM THE 
UNITED STATES HERE, THE OPIC TEAM. WE ARE HOPING TO 
SEND OUT A TRADE MISSION TO THE UNITEO STATES. THERE 
HAVE BEEN SOME TRADE PROBLEMS RELATING TO PROTECTIONISM 
WHICH HAVE BEEN PARTIALLY OR FULLY RESOLVED. FOR 
EXAMPLE, IN REGARD TO TEXTILE PRODUCTS wE HAVE, AS THE 
RESULT OF THE MOST RECENT AGREEMENT, SUCCEEDED IN 
INCREASING ACCESS BY APPROXIMATELY 70 CRORE (CONE CRORE 
EQUALS 1U MILLION RUPEES) ANNUALLY ALTHOUGH IN A SENSE 
THE PROBLEM OF PROTECTIONISM IN THE TEXTILE SECTOR 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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REMAINS. wE 00 BELIEVE THAT THE GENERAL SCHEME OF 
PREFERENCES PROVIDES ONE MECHANISM FOR IMPROVING THE 
TRADE BALANCE IN INCREASING INOIA'S EXPORT TO THE 
UNITEO STATES, ANDO WHAT WE ARE SEEKING FROM THE U.S.A. 
LS STABLE, DUTY-FREE TREATMENT, WITHOUT ABRUPT 
EXCLUSIONS BASED ON AUTOMATIC TRIGGERS OR ARBITRARY 
SUBJECTIVE CRITERIA, 


THERE HAVE BEEN PROBLEMS ABOUT THE COUNTERVAILING 
DUTY. WE HAVE SOLVED THEM IN REGARD TO FOOTWARE ANO 
‘FOR TwO TYPES OF FASTNERS. AND SOME PROBLEMS THAT 
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REMAIN IN REGARD TO CASTINGS AND SOME OTHER TYPES OF 
FASTNERS wE HOPE wILL BE RESOLVED AS wE GO ALONG. BUT 
THESE ARE MATTERS OF OETAIL WHICH WERE OF COURSE NOT 
GONE INTO OURING THE COURSE OF THIS VISIT, BUT SINCE 
YOU RAISED THE QUESTION IN THE CONTEXT OF THE 
SUBCOMMISSION ON TRADE, THAT SUBCOMMISSION DOES LOOK 
INTO SOME OF THESE PROBLEMS, BUT THERE ARE ALSO 
DIPLOMATIC CONTACTS THROUGH WHICH WE ATTEMPT TO RESOLVE 


THESE PROBLEMS AS THEY COME ALONG. 

Q. (INAUDIBLE). 

AILYAR: wWE HAO THE OPIC MISSION HERE -- THIS WAS A 
LITTLE EARLIER THIS YEAR ++ THAT'S THE OVERSEAS PRIVATE 
INVESTORS (SIC) CORPORATION, 


Q. (INAUDIBLE, ABOUT SAFETY HAZAROS AT TARAPUR), 


HUGHES: I'O LIKE TO HELP YOU WITH A CLEARER ANSWER TO 
YOUR CLEAR QUESTION, BUT I'M NOT AN EXPERT. I HAVE 
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OT BEEN SUGGESTING THAT THERE IS IMMINENT OANGER, ] 
HAVE SIMPLY BEEN MAKING THE POINT THAT IF YOU OON'T 00 
THE KINO OF THINGS THAT YOU PRUDENTLY HAVE TO 00 IN ANY 
KINO OF A PLANT, AND ESPECIALLY A NUCLEAR PLANT, YOU 
COME TO A POINT WHERE IT MAY BECOME UNSAFE, BUT I AB 
NOT SUGGESTING THAT IT IS GOINS TO HAPPEN ON THE I3TH 
DAY OF THE THIRO MONTH ANDO YEAR...» 


Q. (INAUDIBLE). 


HUGHES: NO, IT'S NOT A QUESTION OF DISCUSSION ABOUT 
OANGER, [TS JUST REALLY RESPONDING TO WHAT IS AN 
OBVIOUS, ULTIMATE PROBLEM, 


AITYAR: WE'LL TAKE ONE LAST ONE FROM GEORGE. 


Q. WAS THERE ANY RESPONSE FROM THE UNITEO STATES ON 
LAUNCHING THE GLOBAL NEGOTIATIONS? 
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HUGHES: NOT THAT I HEARO, 


ALYAR: THERE WAS DISCUSSION AT LUNCH, BUT IT WAS A 
UNCLASSIFIED 





CCO-00 








,? 


UNCLASSIF IE0 
STATEMENT OF EACH OTHERS* POSITION REALLY ANDO AN 
EVALUATION OF THE wILLIAMSBURG SUMMIT BY SECRETARY 
SHULTZ. THANK YOU ALL WERY MUCH. ANYONE REQUIRING 


ADDITIONAL COPIES OF SECRETARY SHULTZ'S STATEMENT wilt’ 
BE ABLE TO OBTAIN THEM FROM THE RECEPTION AREA OF USIS, 


HUGHES: THANK YOU SO MUCH. 


ENO TEXT. SHULTZ 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there is a report in a German newspaper 
today that India has agreed tobuy 5 billion dollars worth of arms 
from the Soviet Union. Are you aware of such a transaction, and 

if so, what would be the U.S. reaction if that were true? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not aware of that transaction and I don't 
want to comment on hypothetical questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, to try the Middle East for a second, 
given the job that Habib and Draper and company are doing now in 
the Middle East, can you say at this point whether you expect to 
include the Middle East in this current trip or can you now 
categorically rule it out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I only can say to you that the plan of the trip, 
which is to go from here to Pakistan and from Pakistan to London 
and back to Washington, remains intact. 


QUESTION: How far has your visit removed all the irritants from 
Indo-U.S. relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I came here to discuss not only bilateral re- 
lationships but also the many matters on which India and the United 
States share common concern about a wide variety of problems around 
the world. We have had very good talks, as I mentioned in my 
opening statement. They have been general conversations. I have 
learned and benefited from them and I hope the same can be said 

for the other side of it. If that kind of thing and the addressing 
of the various problems that we have talked about helps, then 
naturally, that's what we are interested in. 


[ am sure that there are always irritants and problems of various 
Kinds and that's a characteristic situation. The question is 
whether we can get them on the table and talk about them and work 
them out. I think the answer to it is yes. I would say that we 
proceed on the basis that here we have the world's two largest 
lemocracies and just as I think India has a stake in a free, 
lemocratic, expanding United States, so we have a stake in having 
India be a free, expanding democratic country. And to the extent 
that our relationship is mutually supportive of that regard, I 
think, that is a very good thing. 


QUESTION: There is another report from Washington which suggests 
that following a series of meetings which you have had with Soviet 
Ambassador Dobrynin you appear to be leaning in the direction of 

a summit meeting between the President and Mr. Andropov. ‘ould you 
give us any indication at all as to what your thinking is at this 
time on that subject? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Itis not so important what my thinking is, but 
what the President's thinking is and, so far as I know, it remains 





what he has said and what we have discussed: namely, that as a 


matter of principle he thinks that such a meeting could be con- 
structive only if it is a well-prepared meeting from which there 
. 


is a reasonable chance of significant results. That has been 
his position for as long as I have been talking to him about it 


and that remains his position. 


I think people don't quite recognize how many places there are -- 

places in which the United States and the Soviet Uni 

ing one thing or another. There are arms control START talks 

Geneva, there are INF talks in Geneva, there are talks about 

chemical and biological weapons in Geneva, there are convention 

force talks in Vienna. There's some talk on non-proliferation 
Cc 


are talks going on in Madrid. There are many international 
bodies where both countries are represented; our Ambassador 
Moscow talks to people in the Soviet Government there. And 1 
have had a series of meetings, as was reported, with Ambassador 
Dobrynin. 


~ 


Our stance on the United States side is that we, first of all, 
have to be realistic about what's going on; second of all, we have 
to be strong enough to defend our interests and help our Allie: 
defend theirs, and strength isclearly far more than just military 
Strength -- all of that is important -- it includes economic 
strength and the kind of confidence i 
haves and then third, a willingness to sit down and genuinel 
negotiate, and here we feel that we have important and reasonable 
positions in all of thesediscussion fora. : 3 : 
Spirit of give and take and the question of whethe! r not these 
talks are going to get anywhere is basically ru | 
or not the Soviet Union wants to be also reasonable and approach 
them in a spirit of give and take. [It remains to be 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Afghanistan 1S on f the issue: n your 
talks here and also in Islamabad. You have recently written a 

letter to Mr. Gromyko dealing with Af id you 
answer and what was the purpose of this li 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been an exchange of letters. rhe 
purpose was to assure the Soviet U t 

who are involved in this negotiation -- the Secretary General of 
the UN, the Pakistanis and others -- that we wish to see 1 settled 
and we would like to see it settled according to the guidelines that 


_ « +7 hh -a<? . . } -h 
Nniol is we have ea QO } 


. 7 ‘7a? be -ue.s » oat Arar > an 4 haroa } P 
have been laid out in the UN. Just how re: t ha: 
been, I think, is something of a question anda look forwalz to m 
discussions in Pakistan where I will get another reading n that 
subject. 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you discuss with Mrs. Gand! r anyone 
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else the reported explosion of a nuclear bomb in Pakistan? 
And is it possible for such an explosion to have taken place 
without the United States knowing about it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have very sensitive instruments that 
have been successful in detecting nuclear explosions and so 
far as our readings are concerned we have no evidence of such 
an explosion. 


QUESTION: May I know whether the question of reprocessing of 
spent fuel by India has been discussed at the talks? And if so, 
do you agree with the Indian position that India has a right to 
reprocess its spent fuel, howsoever it likes? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think that difference of opinion remains 
as it was. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the discussion with Mrs. Gandhi was 
there a discussion of the Indian proposal, adopted by the Non- 
Aligned Summit, for an international conference on money and 
finance? Specifically, have you been able to reconcile the 
differences on the question of whether the integrity of the IMF 
can be challefiged in any such negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, I don't think it is appropriate 
for me to engage in a discussion about what the Prime Minister 

and I discussed, but let me just comment on your question, leaving 
aside the question of discussions with the Prime Minister. That 
issue has, of course, been around and people are interested in 

it. We believe that the integrity of the IMF is of great importance, 
particularly right now, but at any time, as the world economy faces 
a variety of financial difficulties -- balance of payments problems 
of different countries. The IMF has been playing, will play, a 
central role in that. So anything that would disrupt the IMF, 

I think, is not helpful in this regard. To the contrary, it's 
important to maintain the integrity and to bring about the support 
for the pledges to the quota increases that have been agreed on. 

Of course, we are working on that very hard and trying to persuade 
the United States Congress to go along with the quota increases, 

in which the United States will put up 8.4 billion dollars and 
other countries will put up their proportionate share. 





Insofar as a review of the monetary system is concerned, that was 
discussed a great deal at Williamsburg, among other places, and 

the approach taken is to study the situation carefully and to 

include in that study the possible usefulness of a larger conference. 
It may very well be that such a conference would turn out to be 
useful, but at least our approach is to study the issues carefully 

so that if you have a large conference you know what it is that you 
are trying to get out of it and there can be some substantive results, 
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as distinct from a variety of decisions that don't really make 
contact with each other. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you in your discussions here 
touch on the matter of the extensive U.S. military sales to 
India, and is there a prospect that somewhere down the cal- 
endar there will, in fact, be sales of military hardware to 
India? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was discussed and whether there 
will be actual sales is an open question. Certainly the United 
States is prepared to make such sales and, from the standpoint 
of India, of course, they will speak for themselves. But the 
question was discussed and to the extent that there have been 
any misunderstandings about the conditions under which the U.S. 
makes sales, I have tried to clear those up. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said you expected the Soviet Union 
to be reasonable in arms talks. Now, acouple of days ago the 
leaders of the East European socialist countries proposed to put 
a ban on nuclear arsenals. This suggestion coincides with one 
of the non-aligned countries of which India is the chairman. 

Do you think these proposals are reasonable? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to see proposals and study them in 
detail. Proposals for a freeze, for an extreme change in the 
Situation, generally speaking, don't go anywhere, but we study 

all proposals carefully and we study any proposal that comes from 
the Soviet Union very seriously. We hope that in the end it will 
appear to the Soviet Union that it is in their interest to engage 
with us in a program to reduce, not just limit, to reduce the level 
of armaments of all kinds. 





QUESTION: Was there an Indian proposal about arms purchases from 
the United States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no special proposal. There was a 
possible sale and in the course of the exploration of that -- in 
the end it did not take place -- a number of questions were raised 
that have general policy implications. So since there was at least 
the potential for misunderstanding, in the discussion of this 
question we tried to clear it up and I think basically have made 
some headway in that regard. But there is no outstanding proposal 
that I know of. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, today is the day that China becomes 
eligible for World Bank concessional assistance and it seems that 
any borrowings by China will come at the expense ofIndia. I 
wonder whether you could give the U.S. position on that in view 
of its influential role in the World Bank, what the U.S. position 
will be on how much India should get and compare it to China? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to look at proposals to borrow for 

a particular project case-by-case. I think the fact of the 
matter is that there have been loans to China, it won't be a 
new thing. At the same time, there is no doubt about that fact, 
particularly with China as a member of the multilateral lending 
institutions, particularly the World Bank. But even without 
China there, there is, so to speak, more need for concessional 
funds, more demand for them than there are funds, so it is a 
problem. I think it is something that we, both the donor and the 
recipient countries, have to think through and work on and it 
is going to be a tough problem. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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SELL 

—E.0. 12356: N/A 

TASS: OVIP OPRC, IN 

SUBJECT: BACKGROUND GRIEF ING 


FOLLOWING [5 THE BACKGROUND BRIEFING FOR SENIOR [NOLAN 
EXITORS HELO BY a + ROOSEVELT HOUSE, REW 
DELHI, JULY 1, 1963. ! 


BESIN TEXT: JOHN HUGHES: WE WOULD LIKE TO BE ON - 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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BACKGROUND RULES THIS MORNING. YOU ARE WELCOME TO USE 
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THE INFORMATION, BUT WE WILL APPRECIATE YOUR NOT 
ATTRIBUTING IT TO THE QD GY OFFICE OR 
NAME, {IF yOu wiSH TO USE IT THEN ATTRIBUTE IT TO A 
SZNICR AMERICAN OFFICIAL, ANO THAT WOULD BE FINE. tt 

THIS IS THE CREME DE LA CREME OF INOIAN 
JOURNALISM. 


HOw ABOUT ME, CAN | USE THE 
INFORMATION? (C.CAUGKHTER) | THINK THIS OUGHT TO BE A 
TWO-WAY STREET HERE. { wOULO BE GLAD TO ANSWER 
QUESTIONS, Bur | wOULOD BE VERY INTERESTED In HEARING 
YOUR THOUGHTS ANO COMMENTS AS WELL. 


Q: wE wOULO FIRST LIKE AN ASSESSMENT OF HOW THE TALKS 
MAVE GONE. WE ARE GLAO TO HEAR ABOUT THE TARAPUR 
SETTLENENT, BUT OOES THAT ENO THE MATTER GP IS THERE ANY 
MORE TO BE TIEO UP. ANO O10 YOU GO INTO THE REPROCESSING 
QUESTION TOO? 


GUM «NO, THE OISCUSSION THAT WE HAO HAD TO DO wiITH 
THE TARAPUR SPARE PARTS ANO | THINK THE STATEMENT MADE 
YESTEROAY 1S A CLEAR ONE. J OON'T KNOW THAT | NEEO TO 
AMPLIFY ST AT ALL. BUT A* ANY RATE [I THINK THAT THE 
CONCERN THAT WE ALL HAVE ++ THAT NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS 
OPERATE SAFELY -- IS THE MOTIVATION FOR THE UNITED 
STATES -+ THE PRESIOENT -- BEING WILLING TO TAKE THIS 
STEP. {IT IS A STEP HE TAKES WITH CONSIDERABLE POLITICAL 
COST AT HOME, ANO YOU PROBABLY NOTICEO THAT TwO OF HIS 
POTENTIAL OPPONENTS (ASSUMING HE RUNS) HAVE BEEN 
ATTACKING HIM, EVEN PRIOR TO HIS STATEMENT THAT HE wOULO 
BE WILLING TO TAKE THE STEPS NECESSARY TO HAVE THE PARTS 
COME HERE. $0, HE WILL PAY SOME PRICE! ON THE OTHER 
UNCLASSIFIEO 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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HANO | THINK HE WILL BE ABLE TO OEFENO THE ACTION VERY 
WELL, ANO AT ANY RATE HE [S WILLING TO 00 IT. 


Q: OOES THIS COVER ONLY JUST SAFETY-RELATEO SPARE PARTS 
OR OTHER PARTS ALSO? 


GUD SCiwWELL, IT'S... THINK THE BACKGROUNO 1S TO 00 
WITH THE SAFE OPERATION OF THE REACTOR. NOU, 
SAFETY-RELATEO IN THAT SENSE I$ A VERY BROAD TEAR, IT'S 
WHAT IT TAKES FOR THE REACTOR TO OPERATE. 


UNCLASSIFIEO 














UNCLASSIFIEO 
Q: 1S THERE A DISTINCTION? 


GRRE «=| «(DON'T REALLY THINK SO, BUT | THINK IT IS 
FACTUALLY CORRECT ANO POLITICALLY HELPFUL FOR THE 
PRESIOENT TO SAY THAT WHAT HE [S CONCERNEO ABOUT HERE IS 
SAFETY ANO HEALTH. 


Q: QU (1S IT BY DESIGN OR AN ACCIOENT THAT 
THESE THINGS GET ANNOUNCEO AT HIGH-LEVEL MEETINGS AFTER 
THEY'VE BUILT UP TENSION ANO NISUNOERSTANOING? 
(INAUDIBLE) ‘ 


GUN WELL. THINGS TENO TO GET DECIOEO IN MOST 
SOCIETIES WHEN THEY'VE BEEN BROUGHT TO A HEAD SOMEHOW. 
{ THINK THAT'S THE WAY LIFE 16 TO A CERTAIN EXTENT ANO, 
AT LEAST AS | OBSERVE TRIPS AND EVENTS OF ONE KINO OR 
ANOTHER, IT MAY BE THAT THE MOST IMPORTANT THING 
CONNECTED WITH THEM [S$ THE PREPARATION FOR THEM. 


Q: Qa «CAN YOU TELL US THE SCOPE OF THESE 
OLSCUSSIONS OR I[S IT REALLY ON SOME SPECIFIC ISSUES OR 
1S THERE REALLY A SCHEME ON A OSSCUSSION OF [NDO-U.S. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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RELATIONS? 


NO, NO, I THINK THAT THE PROBLEM HAS ARISEN IN 
CONNECTION WITH THE TARAPUR PLANT ANO IT MAY BE THAT ALL 
OF THE SPARES WILL BE AVAILABLE ELSEWHERE. IT IS ~ 
UNOOUBTEOLY HELPFUL TO INOIA THAT THE PEOPLE WHO MAKE 
THE ++ WHO ARE POTENTIAL SUPPLIERS HAVE TO CONDUCT ~ 
THEMSELVES THROUGH JHE KNOWLEOGE THAT THE U.S. SUPPLIES 
ARE SORT OF A BACKUP YOU MIGHT SAY. BUT AT ANY RATE IT 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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GIVES THE INOIAN GOVERNMENT THE KNOWLEOGE THAT IN THE 
ENO THEY WILL BE ABLE TO FINO THESE PARTS TO MAINTAIN 


UNCLASSIFIED - . 
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THE PLANT'S SAFE OPERATION. ANO THAT'S THE SUM ANO 
SUBSTANCE OF [T, 


Q! THIS EXERCISE WE HAVE GONE THROUGH ALREAOY. THEY 
HAVE IOENTIFIEO 30 OR 4U PARTS THAT ARE REQUIRED... 


GS Cyes. 


Q: ...ANO THEY'VE FOUND THAT THREE OR FOUR OF THEM ARE 
CRITICAL [TEMS WHICH CANNOT BE HAO ANYWHERE ELSE EXCEPT 
THE UNITEO STATES, THEY'RE THE GENERIC TYPE FROM THE 
GENERAL ELECTRIC OR WESTINGHOUSE WHO HAVE BUILT THE 
PLANT. NOW, THIS EXERCISE HAS BEEN COMPLETED ALREADY. 
HAVE YOU REACHEO THE STAGE WHERE YOU SAY THESE THREE OR 
FOUR PARTS WILL BE GIVEN BY PRESIOENTIAL ACTION OR STILL 
WE HAVE TO GO THROUGH THE PROCESS OF SEARCHING FOR THEM 
ELSEWHERE? 

WELL, 1 THINK THAT THE PROCESS OF SEARCHING FOR 
SOURCES OTHER THAN THE UNITEO STATES [§ ONE THAT WE 
OON’T CONSIOER TO HAVE BEEN COMPLETED. AT THE SAME 
TIME, THERE ISN'T ANY AMBIGUITY OR EQUIVOCATION IN THE 
PRESIOENT'S OECISION. WE'LL HAVE TO CARRY THE DECISION 
ANO WE HAVE HAO, ACTUALLY SINCE I LEFT WASHINGTON, A 
SUPREME COURT DECISION THAT POSSIBLY BEARS ON THIS 
PROCEOURALLY WITHIN THE UNITEO STATES -* THE SUPREME 
COURT DECISION, AS YOU UNOOUBTEOLY KNOW, HAVING TO 00 
WITH THE SO-CALLED LEGISLATIVE VETO -- ANO AS IT WAS 
BEFORE THAT OECISION -- THE PRESIOENT’S WAIVER COULO 
HAVE BEEN DENIED IF BOTH HOUSES OF CONGRESS VOTED TO 
OENY IT, SO HE wOULO HAVE TO FIGHT IT OUT IN THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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CONGRESS. THE COURT DECISION MAKES IT CLEAR THAT THE 
LEGISLATIVE VETO TECHNIQUE [S NO LONGER CONSTITUTIONAL, 
SQ PRESUMABLY THAT DOESN'T APPLY. PRECISELY HOW THE 
CONGRESSIONAL INVOLVEMENT IN IT WILL GO UNOER THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES [S$ THEREFORE SORT OF AN OPEN QUESTION. WE 
OON'T KNOW THE ANSWER TO THAT AT THIS POINT. 8UT YOU 
CAN BE SURE THAT THE PRESIOENT'S OPPONENTS WILL RAISE A 
HULLABALOO ABOUT IT ANO HE WILL HAVE, JT WILL BE IN A 
POLITICAL ARENA. ANO HERE OF COURSE WE'RE REFLECTING 
THE CONCERN THAT EVERYONE HAS, INCLUOING YOUR 
GOVERNMENT, {'M SURE, ABOUT THE VERY UNDESIRABLE 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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POSSIBILITIES OF NUCLEAR PROLIFERATICN IN THE WORLD ANC 
$O ON, 


Q: GUINMNNED SON’ T THESE OTHER COUNTRIES HAVE TC 
SET u.S. SANCTION SEFORE RELEASING THE SPARES? 


GED NO, THEY CCN'T. 


Q@: $0 THE CECISICN IS THAT THE UNITED STATES aolir NCT 
HAVE ANY OBLSECTION IF INOIA CBETAINS THESE PARTS FROPF 
ELSEWHERE. 


TRAT’S CORRECT, Sut | THINK THE MHARO KERNEL OF 
THE PRESIQENT'S OECISION iS THAT IF THEY AREN'T 
OBTAINABLE E.SEuHERE, ANO IT MAY BE THAT THAT KAS 
BASICALLY SEEN OCETERMINEO, BUT wE*LL HAVE TO ASSURE 
OURSELVES CF THAT, THAT THE UNITEO STATES WILL SE A 
SOURCE OF TRE SPARE PARTS, 


Q: | WAS ASKING WRETHER THERE [S$ A SROADER OISCUSSICN 
OR NOT ON INCO*U.S. RELATIONS APART FROM TARAPUR, 
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UNCLASSIFIED 




















UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 


PASE 01  SECTO o7143 03 OF 11 0208182 
ACTION PA-02 


SNFO OCT-00 COPY-01 ADS-00 INR-10 EUR-12 SS-10  EA-12 
NEA? NSCE-00 §$$0-0! PM-08  CC0-00 INRE-00 PRS-01 
7 “4 oe ‘ 

cece ccc cceceeenn nn fGU260 0208162 /12 

© 0273722 yuL 83 IZFF-4 

FM USOEL SECRETARY IN NEW DELHI 

TO SECSTATE wASHOC J[HMEDIATE 8243 

USIA wASHOC IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY BANSKOK IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY ISLAMABAD IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY LONDON IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY MANILA IMMEDIATE 

MACDILL AFF IMMEDIATE 

CINCPAC HONOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 


UNCLAS SECTION 03 OF 11 SECTO 7143 
SECTO 


STATE FOR PA AND PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BR. 
CLARK AND WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALLIN, USIA 
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FOR POLAD, USIA AOVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


GUNNS «oO YES. 1 THOUGHT YOU WERE TALKING ABCUT 
NUCLEAR MATTERS, 


os: NO, NC. 

YES, w—E HAD. If DISCUSSED, AND THE FOREIGN 
MINISTER ANO THE PRIPE MINISTER AND OTHERS IN OUR 
MEETINGS TALKED ABOUT THE INDIA-U.S. RELATIONSHIP, OUR 
ASPIRATIONS FOR IT AND THE SUBSTANTIVE UNDERPINNING OF 
IT AS WELL AS YOU MIGHT SAY ITS TONAL QUALITIES AND 
UNCLASSIFIED , : 
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ATTITUDES TOWARD IT. ANDO I THINK THAT THE PRIME 
MINISTER'S vISIT TO THE UNITED STATES WAS OUTSTANDING IN 
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ITS IMPACT ON U.S. ATTITUDES, ANO THIS IS PART OF A 
PROCESS OF CONTINUING TO BUILO THAT RELATIONSHIP IN 
TERMS OF [TS BILATERAL NATURE “ANDO IN TERMS OF THE MUTUAL 
INTEREST THAT BOTH COUNTRIES HAVE IN A WIDE VARIETY OF 
WORLOWIOE ISSUES. SO, WE HAD A GOOD BIT OF DISCUSSION 
ACOUT THAT. ANO J BELIEVE MYSELF -- JI KNOW THE 
PRESIOENT SHARES THIS: VIEW -- THAT A UNIFIEO ANDO STRONG 
ANO DEVELOPING OEMOCRATIC, FREE INDIA IS VERY MUCH IN 
THE INTERESTS OF THE UNITEO STATES, ANO TO THE EXTENT 
THAT OUR RELATIONSHIP CAN HELP IN THAT REGARO THAT'S 
[MPORTANT TO US. 


OG: Qa sYOU KNOW THAT CERTAIN ISSUES HAVE 
COME UP IN THE RELATION TO THE BROADER INOO-U.S. 
RELATIONS ON ACCOUNT OF YOUR GOVERNMENT'S ATTITUDE TO 
THE CURRENT REPLENISHMENT OF FUNOS FOR IODA, YOUR 
ATTITUDE TOWAROS IMF FUNOS AVAILABLE TO COUNTRIES. ANO 
THEN THE ASIAN DEVELOPMENT BANK, THE LOAN THAT INOJA IS 
SEEKING ANO U.S. ATTITUDE TOWARD THAT. BECAUSE IN THE 
INOLAN SCHEME, AS I SEE IT, THE AIO PROSPECT FIGURED 
VERY PROMINENTLY. ANO GENERALLY THE U.S. ATTITUOE IS 
SEEN TO BE LESS .THAN HELPFUL. O10 THIS ISSUE COME UP OR 
WiLL IT COME UP IN THE OISCUSSIONS HERE OR NOT? 


WE OISCUSSEO THE PROBLEMS OF ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT GENERALLY, ANO INOIA'S INTEREST IN THE 
MULTILATERAL LENOING INSTITUTIONS ANO ACCESS TO LOANS 
ANO $0 FORTH IN PARTICULAR. ANO LET ME EXPRESS, IF | 
CAN, THE ATTITUDE OF THE UNITED STATES ON THIS SUBJECT, 
ANO | MIGHT SAY AS A BACKGROUNO MATTER, | 010 ADDRESS 
THIS SUBJECT IN A GENERAL WAY IN A SPEECH IN NEW YORK 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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ABOUT A MONTH AGO ANO IF YOU'RE INTERESTED I'M SURE WE 
‘CAN FINO A COPY FOR YOU. 


BUT AS A GENERAL PROPOSITION [T'S CLEAR, 1 THINK, TO 
EVERYONE THAT WE HAVE A WORLO ECONOMY, WE'RE ALL 
[INVOLVED IN IT, WE ALL STAND TO GAIN OR LOSE DEPENOING 
UPON HOW HEALTHY IT 1S ANO HOW WELL IT OPERATES. SO 
THAT INCLUOES THE SO-CALLED THIRO WORLO AS WELL AS THE 
INDUSTRIAL COUNTRIES, ANO WHEN YOU ADDRESS YOURSELF TO 
THE HEALTH OF THIS SYSTEM YOU HAVE TO ADDRESS YOURSELF 
TO THE WHOLE. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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SO THAT'S ONE POINT THAT CONDITIONS THE U.S. ATTITUDE 

ANO IT SEEMS TO ME THAT PEOPLE'S THINKING IN THE UNITED 
STATES, ANO FOR THAT MATTER ELSEWHERE, HAS BEEN MOVING 
AWAY FROM THE NOTION THAT CONCESSIONAL AIO OF ONE FORM 
OR ANOTHER [IS A FORM OF GIFT-GIVING -- ANDO I'M NOT HERE 
SPEAKING AGAINST GIFT-GIVING, BUT | THINK THAT HAS BEEN 


A KINO OF CONCEPTION THAT THE RICH NATIONS OWEO IT TO 
THE POOR NATIONS TO GIVE THEM RESOURCES. { THINK THAT 


IOEA [8 BEGINNING TO FADE OUT OF THE PICTURE INSOFAR AS 
THIS PROBLEM [S CONCERNED, ANDO TO BE SUPPLANTEO BY A 
OIFFERENT I[OEA, THAT IS IN THE INTERESTS OF DEVELOPED 
COUNTRIES TO 00 THINGS THAT ENABLE THOSE WHO WILL 00 
WHAT IT TAKES TO DEVELOP, TO SEE THEIR ECONOMIES BE 
HEALTHY ANO EXPANO. 


ANDO THEREFORE WE FINO OURSELVES WITH ANOTHER ZERO-SUM 
GAME IN THE SENSE OF WHAT | GIVE TO YOU, | DON'T HAVE 
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FOR POLAO, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA AOVISER BRIAN 
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ANY MORES BUT A PLUS-SUM SITUATION WHERE ACTIONS TAKEN 
THAT HELP EVERYBOOY BE HEALTHY ARE MUTUALLY SELF- 
SUPPORTING. ANO J THINK THIS IS A MUCH BETTER, MORE 
SOLIO WAY OF THINKING ABOUT IT ANO ONE THAT HAS A 
LONG-TERM IMPLICATION TO IT, THAT IS, A HEALTHIER ONE 
THAN THE RICH TO POOR GIFT-TYPE OF THINKING. 


OBVIOUSLY THE COMPONENTS OF THIS PROCESS OF ATTENDANCE 
TO EACH OTHER'S HEALTH HAS A TRADE O[MENSION, AN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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INVESTMENT OLMENSION, AN AIO OLMENSION, ANO SO ON’ ALL 
THESE THINGS ARE PART OF A PROCESS, AT LEAST AS | SEE 
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IT, ANO I'VE TRIEO TO SPELL THIS OUT SOMEWHAT IN THAT 
SPEECH. 


INSOFAR AS I[NOIA [S CONCERNEO, [I THINK THE OEVELOPMENT 
PICTURE [S QUITE AN IMPRESSIVE ONE ANO WE CAN SEE A 
PROGRESSION, IF YOU TAKE IODA, OTHER CONCESSIONAL LENOING 
ANO COMMERCIAL LENOING ANO THINK OF THESE AS INCREMENTS 
IN THE TOTAL LENOING MIX, ANO THEN LOOK AT IT OVER A 
PERIOO OF TIME, WHAT YOU SEE IS THAT INITIALLY HIGHLY 
CONCESSIONAL SOFT LOANS FROM [OA MADE UP THE BULK OF THE 
TOTAL. ANO AS TIME HAS GONE ON, THAT HAS CHANGED ANO 
ALL THREE ELEMENTS ARE IN THE PICTURE ANO THE COMPONENT 
OF [0A HAS OECLINEO ALTHOUGH IT'S STILL VERY IMPORTANT. 
ANO [| WOULO EXPECT THAT PROCESS TO CONTINUE ANO BY NOW, 
ANO [ CALLEO ATTENTION TO THIS IN THE NEW YORK SPEECH, 
INOIA GENERATES 9U PERCENT OF THE FUNOS USED FOR 
INVESTMENT IN I[NOJA FROM DOMESTIC SAVINGS, ANO REALLY 
THAT'S THE KINO OF THING THAT'S NECESSARY FOR ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT. 


Q@: BUT YOU WOULON'T BLAME OUR GOVERNMENT FROM SEEKING 
THE LOWEST POSSIBLE TERMS. 


OF COURSE NOT, EVERY BORROWER OOES THAT, ANO 
THE QUESTION IS THAT, I THINK, WE HAVE TO ASK OURSELVES, 
THINKING ABOUT THIS IN TERMS OF THE OVERALL ECONOMIC 
SYSTEM, IS THIS: INVESTMENT [S ABSOLUTELY OEPENOENT ON 
SAVINGS, BY OEFINITION, AS WE ALL KNOW. IF YOU CONSUME 
EVERYTHING THAT YOU PRODUCE, THERE ARE NO RESOURCES LEFT 
OVER TO INVEST, SO YOU HAVE TO HAVE SAVING IN THE WORLD 
IN OROER FOR THERE TO BE INVESTMENT IN THE WORLD. ANO 
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YOU CAN AT LEAST CONCEPTUALLY THINK OF SOMETHING THAT 
YOU MIGHT CALL A WORLD SAVINGS, ANO CONCESSIONAL AIO OF 
ONE FORM OR ANOTHER TAKES OUT OF WORLO SAVINGS BY A 
POLITICAL ACT ANO ALLOCATES THOSE RESOURCES TO SOME FORM 
OF INVESTMENT SOMEWHERE. SO IT ISN'T AS THOUGH 
CONCESSIONAL LENOING IS A SORT OF A FREE GOOD, IT IS 
PART OF THE FLOW OF WORLD SAVINGS ANO YOU HAVE TO THINK 
ABOUT ITS IMPACT ON WORLD SAVINGS ANDO THE ALLOCATIVE 
PROCESS HERE. 


Q: QU As we SEE IT IN INDIA, WE SEE THIS 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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SITUATION AS BEING ASYMMETRICAL. YOU CALL IT THE WORLD 
ECONOMY BUT THE wORLO ECONOMY [S$ NOT IN BALANCE ANO 
THAT'S wHy wE CALL IT THE NORTH ANO THE SOUTH ANDO 
USUALLY IN MANY WAYS THE NORTH MEANS YOUR COUNTRY 
BECAUSE EVERY COUNTRYS ECONOMY IS IN A LARGE MEASURE 
VEPENOENT ON THE HEALTH OF YOUR ECONOMY. SO IN A SENSE 
IT 18 THIS UNEQUAL RELATIONSHIP TO START WITH, WHICH 
CREATES PROBLEMS. THAT APART, WE ALSO SEE A SHIFT, A 
MAJOR SHIFT IN AMERICAN POLICY OVER THE YEARS. EARLIER, 
AMERICA wAS THE LEADER IN ORGANIZING ASSISTANCE FOR 
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES. AMERICA HAS LONG ABOICATEO THAT 
ROLE. UN FACT WE FINO THE EUROPEAN ATTITUDES MORE 
HELPFUL THAN THE AMERICAN ATTITUDE FOR AIO, WHATEVER THE 
REASONS. THEN, WE ALSO FINO THAT AMERICAN AIO ITSELF 
HAS BECOME MORE POLITICALLY OIRECTEO THAN BEFORE AS MOST 
OF AMERICA'S AIO NOW GOES TO A COUPLE OF COUNTRIES, 
EGYPT, ISRAEL. I THINK THESE TWO COUNTRIES ACCOUNT FOR 
ABOUT 80 PERCENT OF AMERICAN ASSISTANCE, 


GHNCi=| T'S LARGE BuT IT'S MORE LIKE, | THINK, 4S 
PERCENT OR SOMETHING LIKE THAT. 
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SECTO 


STATE FOR PA ANO PA PRESS, OEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR, 
CLARK ANO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/FU, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 8/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAO, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA AOVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


Q: WELL, THEN PERHAPS IF WE AOD A FEW MORE COUNTRIES IT 
MAY AOO UP TO MAKE IT 80 PERCENT. GENERALLY WE GET A 
KINO OF [MPRESSION OF AMERICA, STILL THE LEADING-MOST 
COUNTRY IN THE WORLD, BUT NOT REALLY ALL THAT INTERESTED 
AS IT USEO TO BE IN ITS MORE LIBERAL DAYS. THAT IS HOW 
A LOT OF PEOPLE IN INOIA, IF I MAY SAY SO, SEE AMERICAN 
POLICY, ANO EVEN THOSE WHO ARE REALLY FOR VERY STRONG 
INDO-U.S. RELATIONS. I°VE COME UP AGAINST THIS FACT 
‘THAT THE UNITED STATES [S REALLY NOT ALL THAT INTERESTED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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AS IT USEO TO BE. THAT IS THE KINO OF -- I DON'T KNOW 
[IF THESE BRIEF OLSCUSSIONS, LIKE THE ONE WE ARE HAVING 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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‘NOW, ARE THE APPROPRIATE PLATFORM FOR OISCUSSING 
BILATERAL ASSISTANCE, BECAUSE MORE THAN BILATERAL 
ASSISTANCE IS INVOLVED. BUT THESE ARE THE: KINO OF 
PERCEPTIONS SOME OF US HAVE HERE. 


aap YES, WELL. I'M AWARE OF THE FACT THAT THAT IS 
THE VIEW OF PEOPLE ANO THAT GETS WRITTEN A LOT. IT US 
NOT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FACTS. THE FACTS, LET ME 
GIVE YOU A FEW FACTS: THE UNITED STATES TOOAY IS BY A 
LARGE MEASURE THE LARGEST SINGLE DONOR COUNTRY, IN 
GENERAL, FOR CONCESSIONAL AIO OF VARIOUS KINOS. THERE'S 
NO OTHER COUNTRY CLOSE TO IT. THE UNITED STATES TODAY 
IS THE LARGEST DONOR COUNTRY IN THE SENSE OF 
CONCESSIONAL AIO TO INOIA. IF YOU AOD UP OUR COMPONENT 
OF THE WORLO BANK, THE ASIAN BANK, BILATERAL ASSISTANCE 
ANO SO ON, YOU AOD ALL THESE THINGS UP TOGETHER ANO THEN 
COMPARE THEM WITH WHOEVER ELSE YOU WANT TO NAME. 


THE UNITEO STATES, MORE IMPORTANTLY, PROVIOES THE 
LARGEST MARKET FOR GOOOS FROM THE THIRO WORLD. ROUGHLY 
HALF THE MANUFACTUREO GOODS IN THE THIRO WORLD FINO 
THEIR WAY INTO THE UNITED STATES MARKET. Jf BELIEVE, | 
OON'T KNOW WHETHER ANY OF YOU COVERED THE GATT 
MINISTERIAL IN NOVEMBER, BUT IT WAS VERY CLEAR, ANO I'M 
NOT TRYING TO SLAM ANYBOOY ELSE, BUT IT WAS YERY CLEAR 
THAT THE SENTIMENT FOR PROTECTION, WHICH [S STRONG IN 
THE WORLO IN ALL COUNTRIES, [S STRONGEST IN EUROPE, AND 
REALLY THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES HAVE A MUCH BIGGER STAKE 
IN THE OPENNESS OF MARKET THAN IN ANY OTHER SINGLE THING. 


IN 1980 THE FLOW OF EARNINGS FROM TRADE EXCEEDED THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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FiL.Q0w OF FUNOS FROM AIO BY 17 TIMES. S§0 TRADE [S A MUCK 
MORE IMPORTANT COMPONENT -- ANO I SEE IT IN OUR OWN 
COUNTRY THAT THERE [S A TENDENCY ON THE PART OF PEOPLE 
WHO DON'T WANT TO SEE TRADE TAKE PLACE TO SUBSTITUTE AIO 
FOR IT, ANO IT'S A VERY BAD TRAOEOFF. I°VE HAO THIS 
BATTLE WITH OUR OWN LABOR UNIONS, OVER WHAT WE CALL A 
CARIBBEAN BASIN INITIATIVE, WHICH WE ARE TRYING TO HELP 
THESE TINY ECONOMIES IN THE CARIBBEAN BASIN OF CENTRAL 
AMERICA BY REALLY OPENING THE U.S. MARKET TOTALLY WITH 
NO RESTRICTIONS WHATEVER. ANO THE LABOR UNIONS TAKE THE 
VIEW THAT THAT'S NOT A GOOD IOEA. ON THE OTHER HAND, 
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THEY'RE WILLING TO SUPPORT GIGANTIC SUMS OF MONEY, AND 
OUR VIEW IS THAT IT'S MUCH MORE IMPORTANT TO PROVIDE THE 
MARKET OPPORTUNITIES, 


AT ANY RATE, THE UNITED STATES, WITH ALL OF OUR PROBLEMS 
WITH PROTECTION, IS, | THINK I CAN FAIRLY SAY, BY FAR 
THE MOST OPEN INOUSTRIAL MARKET IN THE WORLO TO THE 
PROOUCTS OF THE THIRO WORLD. SO, IN ALL OF THESE 
RESPECTS | THINK THE REALITY IS -+ IN TERMS OF THE 
AMOUNTS OF MONEY ANO SO ON -* THAT THE UNITEO STATES IS 
A MAJOR CONTRIBUTOR TO THE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS. ANO WE 
THINK THIS IS GOOD FOR US. NOW INSOFAR AS THE REAGAN 
ADMINISTRATION [8 CONCERNED, WE MENTIONED [0A -- ANDO 
THIS {8 A SUBJECT THAT I‘VE BEEN AROUND THE HORN ON A 
LOT BECAUSE [| WAS SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY AT ONE TIME, 
ANO FOUGHT FOR THE [OA TRANCHES THEN ANO THE OTHER 
CAPITAL APPRECIATIONS TO THE VARIOUS DEVELOPMENT BANKS. 
BUT THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATION INHERITED FROM ITS 
PREDECESSOR AN IOA COMMITMENT WHICH [TS PREDECESSOR WAS 
UNABLE TO SELL TO A DEMOCRATIC CONGRESS. NOW, PRESIDENT 
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CLARK ANO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANDO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F U, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, B8/B8F, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAO, USIA AOVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA AOVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


REAGAN TOOK THIS COMMITMENT ANO ADOPTED IT ANO WE THINK 
WE ARE VERY CLOSE NOW TO GETTING IT THROUGH THE 
CONGRESS. wE'VE WORKEO VERY HARD ON IT ANO WE HAVE A 
"83 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION IN WHICH THERE IS AN 
INCREMENT, ANO IF WE ARE SUCCESSFUL WE'LL COMPLETE THE 
[OA-VI PLEOGE IN THE ‘84 APPROPRIATION PROCESS. ANO 
THIS HAS BEEN A MAJOR EFFORT ON THE PART OF THE. 

' PRESIOENT, ANO HE'S HAO TO TURN AROUND HIS OWN PARTY AND 
. SUPPORT SOMETHING THAT HIS PREDECESSOR LAIO. DOWN. 
UNCLASSIFIEO 

UNCLASSIFIED 


PAGE 02 . SECTO O7143 06 OF 11 0208212 


ANO BEYOND THAT, THE AMOUNT OF ECONOMIC CONCESSIONAL AIO 
OF VARIOUS KINOS UNOER THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATION HAS 
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INCREASEO EACH YEAR, ITS TOTAL HAS BEEN GOING UP. SO I 
RECOGNIZE THE IMPRESSION THAT PEOPLE HAVE BUT J CALL 
YOUR ATTENTION TO THE FACTS, AS TO THE REALITY. NOW, I 
THINK THE IMPRESSION COMES ABOUT SOMETIMES BECAUSE THE 
U.S. HAS HISTORICALLY, ANO TODAY THE PRESIOENT VERY MUCK 
TAKES THE VIEW THAT WE SHOULO SAY WHAT WE REALLY THINK 
ANO THAT WE SHOULO BE CANOIO ENOUGH IF WE THINK THAT 
SOME NICE IOEA THAT EVERYBODY SORT OF LIKES 18S REALLY 
WHAT WE CALL ‘PIE IN THE SKY‘ ANO WE OUGHT TO SAY §0, 
OTHERWISE wE*RE NOT BEING HONEST WITH PEOPLE. 


| REMEMBER WHEN | WAS SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, ON 
THIS, THERE'S A SO-CALLED LINK AND THAT ISSUE IS STILL 
AROUND IN WHICH IT JS PROPOSEO THAT THE ISSUANCE OF SORS 
BE LINKED TO AIO. I'M SURE YOU'RE ALL FAMILIAR WITH 
THIS ISSUE. WE ALWAYS OPPOSED THAT IN THE UNSTED STATES 
ON THE GROUNOS THAT IT WOULD UNDERMINE THE CONFIOENCE IN 
THE SOR, THAT IT WOULD QUICKLY BE SEEN BY LEGISLATURES 
AS A BYPASSING OF THEM, AND THEY WOULD WINO UP MAKING IT 
(IMPOSSIBLE, ANO WE WOULD HAVE IN THE PROCESS DONE MORE 
HARM THAN GOOD. ANO WE GOT UP AND SAIO THAT. IT MADE 
US VERY UNPOPULAR, EVERYBODY RAILEO AGAINST US; J HAD 
INNUMERABLE FINANCE MINISTERS FROM DEVELOP{NG COUNTRIES 
COME AROUND ANO SAY TO ME, WE'RE GOING TO MAKE A SPEECH 
AGAINST YOU, AND I'M SORRY THAT I HAVE TO, BUT PLEASE 
DON'T CHANGE YOUR MINO. ANO | HAD A VERY OSSTINGUISHED 
FINANCE MINISTER, WHOM I WON'T NAME, FROM A COUNTRY THAT 
PORTRAYS ITSELF AS BEING ALL FOR ECONOMIC OEVELOPMENT, 
COME AROUND ANO SAY TO ME, QB YOU SAY THAT YOU'RE 
OPPOSEO TO THE LINK, BUT ARE YOU REALLY, ARE YOU REALLY 
GOING TO STICK TO IT? 14 SAIO, OH YES, THAT'S WHAT | 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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THINK AND ARTHUR BURNS IS SITTING HERE, HE'S THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE FEO, THAT'S WHAT HE THINKS, LISTEN TO 
HIM, HE'S VERY WORKED UP ABOUT IT. THE UNITEO STATES IS 
GOING TO BE FIRM ON THIS. ANO HE SAIO, WELL I°M JUST 
DELIGHTEO TO HEAR IT, IT GIVES ME A CHANCE TO OEMAGOGUE 
ON THIS ISSUE. ANO THERE'S AN AWFUL LOT OF° THAT. BUT I 
THINK THAT IT'S IMPORTANT FOR THE UNITEO STATES, AS THE 
COUNTRY THAT IN A SENSE PEOPLE LOOK TO TO BE HONEST 
ABOUT THESE THINGS, TO ARGUE THESE POINTS DIRECTLY, ANDO 
FOR THAT REASON I THINK IT OFTEN COMES THROUGH THAT WE 
ARE THE BAO GUYS, BUT THE REALITY, J THINK, IS QUITE THE 
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REVERSE. 


Q: AS A COROLLARY TO WH.” 1:0 SAIO, NOW, THE THIRO . 
WORLD [S INTERESTED VERY oct IN THE U.S. ECONOMIC 
RECOVERY. {T WOULO HELP THEM.... WHAT IS THE CORRECT 
PGSITION ABOUT IT? WE KEEP READING CONFLICTING ACCOUNTS. 


GH) WELL. 1 OON'T WANT TO POSE AS AN ECONOMIC 
FORECASTER, BUT I WILL MAKE ONE ANYWAY. WE HAO A GROWTH 
RATE, REAL GROWTH RATE OF ABOUT TWO ANO A HALF PERCENT 
IN THE FIRST QUARTER, COMING OFF OF A OOWN QUARTER. WE 
HAVE THE PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES FOR THE SECOND QUARTER 
ANO THEY ARE A REAL INCREASE OF 6.6 PERCENT. THE 
PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES ALWAYS GET REVISEO ANO WE REALLY 
CAN'T TELL, BUT LET'S SAY ITS IN THE BALLPARK OF 6 
PERCENT. ALL OF THE INOICATIONS ARE THAT THIS IS 
TURNING INTO A SUSTAINABLE RECOVERY. 


WHEN AN ECONOMY 1 SIZE OF THE U.S. ECONOMY -- IT’S 
OVER 3 TRILLION DOLLARS -- MOVES AT AN ANNUAL RATE OF 6 
PERCENT, THAT'S A HUGE MOVEMENT. ANO SO I THINK THAT WE 
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STATE FOR PA ANO PA PRESS, OEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR AR. 
CLARK ANO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F i, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 8/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAO, USIA AOVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


00 SEE THIS REAL RECOVERY UNDER WAY. THERE WILL BE A 
STRONG EFFORT TO MANAGE IT SO THAT IT IS A 
NON-INFLATIONARY RECOVERY! SOME THINK THAT IT'S GOING 
TOO FAST, IN OTHER WOROS. BUT AT ANY RATE, I THINK THAT 
YOU'LL SEE STRENGTH. ANO IT 1S ALSO THE CASE THAT THE 
STRONG DOLLAR, WHICH IS MUCH STRONGER THAN IT WOULD BE 
ON STRICTLY TRADE MEASURES -- IT'S STRONG IN 
CONSIOERABLE PART BECAUSE OF THE FLOW OF FINANCIAL 
RESOURLES TO THE UNITED STATES AS A KINO OF SAFE HAVEN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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ECONOMY -- SO THE DOLLAR IS VERY STRONG, ANO WHAT THAT 
MEANS IS THAT WE WILL SHIP A LOT OF OUR INHERITED 
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EXPANSION ABROAD. WE'RE GOING TO HAVE A VERY LARGE 
TRADE OEFICIT THIS YEAR ANO [ NOTICE THE FIGURES FOR_MAY 
HAVE JUST COME OUT ANO IT IS A RECORD MONTHLY NUMBER. 


FROM THE STANOPOSNT OF OUR TRADING PARTNERS WHO ARE 
LOOKING FOR THEIR OWN EXPANSION TO BE EXPORT-LEO, IT'S 
VERY GOOO NEWS THAT THE DOLLAR [S SO STRONG, ANO 
PRESIOENT MITTERANO [S ALWAYS COMPLAINING ABOUT THIS, | 
HAO A LONG SESSION WITH HIM A FEW. WEEKS AGO ANDO ‘I ASKED 
HIM, WHY ARE YOU ALWAYS COMPLAINING ABOUT THE STRONG 
OOLLAR? IT'S WORKING TO YOUR AOVANTAGE. ANO HE SMILED 
ANO HE SAIO, YES, I°VE SEEN A FEW DEALS THAT WE HAVE 
GOTTEN HERE RECENTLY IN THIRO MARKETS THAT WE PROBABLY 
WOULON’T HAVE GOTTEN OTHERWISE. SO I THINK IF THE 
DOLLAR STARTS TO WEAKEN WE'RE GOING TO HEAR A LOT OF 
COMPLAINTS, JUST AS WE HAVE HAO A LOT OF COMPLAINTS WHEN 
[IT WAS STRONG. BUT JI THINK THE U.S. ECONOMY [S$ MOVING 
ANO IT°S GOING TO MAKE A OI[FFERENCE, BUT IT'S ALSO TRUE 
THAT IF WE CAN KEEP TRADE OPEN THAT THERE'S GOING TO BE 
A MUTUALLY STIMULATING EFFECT HERE ANO THE U.S. ECONOMY 
1S GOING TO BENEFIT BY STRENGTH IN VARIOUS OTHER 
ECONOMIES SUCH AS INDIA'S, 


Q: THE UNEMPLOYMENT RATE IS STILL VERY HIGH IN THE 
U.S... 12 MILLION UNEMPLOYED. HOW ARE YOU GOING TO DEAL 
WITH THIS PROBLEM? 


NO, YOU'RE OFF BY AN ORDER OF MAGNITUDE, BUT IT 
1S VERY HIGH, IT'S IN THE VICINITY OF 10 PERCENT IN A 
LABOR FORCE OF A 100 MILLION, SO IT'S AROUND 10 
MILLION. IT'S A HIGH NUMBER. IT HAS COME DOWN SOME AND 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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WITH EXPANSION [T WILL COME DOWN, BUT NOT AS RAPIOLY AS 
WE WOULD LIKE. ONE OF THE THINGS THAT TENDS TO HAPPEN 
(IN THE UNITEO STATES, [I DON'T KNOW WHETHER THIS HAPPENS 
IN THE INOIAN ECONOMY OR NOT, BUT WHEN OUR ECONOMY 
STARTS TO EXPAND [T TENOS TO ORAW PEOPLE INTO THE LABOR 
FORCE, ANO SINCE UNEMPLOYMENT IS THE RESTOUAL BETWEEN 
PEOPLE WHO WANT TO WORK, WHO ARE IN THE LABOR FORCE -- 
UNOER OUR DEFINITION -- AND THOSE WHO ARE EMPLOYEO, WHEN 
THERE 1S A BIG SURGE INTO THE LABOR FORCE, IT'S VERY 
DIFFICULT FOR UNEMPLOYMENT TO GO OOWN EVEN THOUGH 
EMPLOYMENT IS GOING UP. 


4 
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SO, I THINK THAT AS YOU OBSERVE THE U.S. ECONOMY AKO 
YOU'RE TRYING TO UNOERSTANO IT AS AN ANALYST ANO WRITER, 
YOU OUGHT TO SEARCH THROUGH THE REPORTS ANO FINO OUT 
WHAT'S HAPPENING TO EMPLOYMENT, ANO YOU'LL SEE JUMPS IN 
A GIVEN MONTH OVER MONTH OF A QUARTER OF A MILLION, EVEN 
HALF A MILLION SOMETIMES. ONCE THE U.S. ECONOMY STARTS . 


TO ROLL IT GENERATES JOBS AT AN ASTONISHING RATE, GUT 
THE EMPLOYMENT RATE WILL STAY HIGH BECAUSE PEOPLE wilt 


BE COMING INTO THE LABOR FORCE AT A GREAT RATE. ALSO, 
WE HAVE A STRUCTURAL ADJUSTMENT GOING ON IN OUR STEEL, 
AUTOMOBILE ANO SOME OTHER OF THE HEAVY INOUSTRIES THA 
ARE HAVING LOWER VOLUMES ANO IMPORTANT TECHNOLOGICAL 
CHANGE GOING ON, SO THEIR EMPLOYMENT WILL BE LESS ANDO 
THERE WILL BE SOME HARO-TO-PLACE UNEMPLOYED IN THE AUTO 
ANO STEEL ANO OTHER SUCK CENTERS, ANO THAT'S A MAJOR 
PROBLEM FOR US. ' 


Q: errr ad YOU HAVE MET AMBASSADOR OOBRYNIN 
ABOUT A DOZEN TIMES, OOES IT MEAN THAT THE MEETING 
BETWEEN PRESIOENT REAGAN ANO MR. ANOROPOV [§ ON? DOES 
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STATE FOR PA ANO PA PRESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR AR, 
CLARK ANO WHITE HOUSE MR. SPEAKES ANO MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR P ASSOC. OIR. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F, 
P/FN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 8/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAO, USIA AOVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA AOVISER BRIAN 
BELL 


1T MEAN A THAW IN THE COLO WAR WILL SET IN AFTER POLANO 
ANO AFGHANISTAN? 


GS «St «CON'T KNOW WHAT IT MEANS. 1 KNOW THAT THERE 
ARE A WIDE VARIETY OF SETTINGS IN WHICH U.S. 
REPRESENTATIVES MEET WITH SOVIET REPRESENTATIVES. IN 
OUR START TALKS, OUR INF TALKS, IN THE MBFR TALKS, IN 
THE GENEVA DISCUSSIONS ON CHEMICAL WARFARE, IN MADRID, 
IN SOME OF OUR DISCUSSIONS OF NONPROLIFERATION, OUR 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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AMBASSADOR IN MOSCOW, THEIR AMBASSADOR IN WASHINGTON 
WITH ME, ANO IN OTHER PLACES, SO THERE ARE A GREAT 
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VARIETY OF SETTINGS IN WHICH WE ARE TALKING. THE IOEA 
THAT WE HAVE NO OIJALOGUE, IN OTHER WORDS, [S [NCORRECT. 
THERE [S$ A OLALOGUE. 


THE DIALOGUE HAS NOT BEEN, IN THE PAST YEARS -- 
BASICALLY I THINK SINCE THE AFGHANISTAN INVASION BY THE 
SOVIET UNION -- HAS NOT BEEN A PARTICULARLY FRUITFUL ONE 
IN THE SENSE OF MOVING FORWARD IN ANY WAY, ANO 
HISTORICALLY IT IS THE CASE THAT MOYEMENTS TOWARO GETTER 
RELATIONS BETWEEN THE U.S. ANO THE U.S.S.R. HAVE BEEN 
DERAILEO BY «+ WHAT AT LEAST IN OUR EYES, IN THE EYES OF 
OUR ALLIES -- BY AGGRESSIVE SOVIET BEHAVIOR [N SOME 
REGIONAL AREA, LIKE THEIR INVASION OF AFGHANISTAN OR 
SOME OTHER SUCH THING. $0 THESE BILATERAL, THESE 
acre TYPE ISSUES HAVE BEEN IMPORTANT STUMBLING 

L ‘ 


BUT AT ANY RATE THERE ARE DISCUSSIONS GOING ON. THERE'S 
A BROAD AGENOA, WHICH AT LEAST IN OUR EYES INCLUOES 
HUMAN RIGHTS CONCERNS, WHICH WE PLACE AT A VERY HIGH 
LEVEL, REGIONAL ISSUES, ARMS CONTROL ISSUES, ANO 
BILATERAL [SSUES OF ONE KINO OR ANCTHER. AMBASSADOR 
DOBRYNIN ANO [ SET OUT EARLIER THIS YEAR TO MEET FAIRLY 
FREQUENTLY ANO JUST GO THROUGH THESE ISSUES, ANO WE'VE 
DONE IT. WE TALKEO RECENTLY, WE HAO A REFLECTIVE 
SESSION. { SAIO, | USEO TO BE A PROFESSOR, $0 WHAT 
GRADE, MR. AMBASSADOR, OO YOU THINK WE OUGHT TO GIVE 
OURSELVES? wE°VE BEEN AT THIS. ANO WE AGREEO THAT THE 
BEST WE COULD GRADE OURSELVES WAS C-PLUS, MAYBE WE 
SHOULD HAVE A LITTLE LOWER GRADE IN THE SENSE OF WHAT 
HAS BEEN ACCOMPLISHEO. 
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NEVERTHELESS [ CAN SAY TO YOU THAT FROM THE UNITEO 
STATES’ STANOPOINT WE THINK THERE ARE A LOT OF VERY 
REASONABLE POSITIONS ON THE TABLE. THERE {S$ IN OUR 
NEGOTIATORS A SENSE OF GIVE ANO TAKE, THEY'RE READY FOR 
IT. ANO SO, [T'S POSSIBLE THAT THE SITUATION COULD MOVE 
FORWARO, BUT IT REALLY DEPENOS ON WHETHER OR NOT THE 
OTHER SIOE IS FORTHCOMING. ANO AS OF NOW, WE DON'T HAVE 
ANY EVIOENCE THAT THEY ARE, BUT WE WILL CONTINUE TO TRY. 


BOTH PRESIDENT REAGAN ANO PRESIOENT, I GUESS WE NOW CALL 
' UNCLASSIFIED 
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PIM, ANORCPC’, RATHER THAN SECRETARY GENERAL, BRAVE SALDB 
THAT §N PRINCIPLE THEY FAVCR A SUMPIT [FF {CT {S$ — 
WELL -PREPARES ANNO RAS SOME REASOCNAS.E CHANCE FCR | 
SIGNIFICANT RESL.TS. $0, IN THAT SENSE SOTH PCSITI CNS 
ARE SIPI.AR. FAOM QUR STANCPOINT wt RAVE TRE Witte TAT 
tF vOQu mMAWE A SUMMIT THAT [SN°T PAEPAREOD ANDO OCCESN’T 
PACOUCE ANYTHING [Tf MAY VEAY sEL. OC MORE BAAP TRAN $068 
SECAUSE THE VERY ANNOUNCEMENT CF LT olL i BAKE PECPLE 
FEEL THAT SOMETHING VERY POSITIVE {S$ ALMOST SURELY SCING 
TO HAPPEN, ANO THEN IF [Tf DOESN'T HAPPEN THEIR HOPES 
eILu SE SOASHED ANS YOU uli. SE eCASE OFF THAN oREN YOU 
STARTED. ANOS THAT'S THE REASON wry [{ THINK TRERE {$ 
TetS SENSE, AT LEAST ON GUA SICE OF [{T, THAT of& want TO 
MAVE SuCH A PEETING LF IT CAN GET SOMEUHERE, ANS CF IT 
CAN'T GET ANYuRERE (Tf BPLGHT OC PORE HAAP THAN $060. 

"8 PeOh tpn oy. 
Q@: Of5 AFGHANISTAN COME uP [IN YOUR OCLSCUSSICn$ olTer 
AMBASSAQOR OCSAYNIN, AND oHfAE ofLu YOU PLACE [T, CoPLUs 
CA CeMINUS, ANS OC vOu COMPARE [Tf olTw TRELA POCSITICN 
[IN GENEVA? 


~~ . 
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STATE FOR PA AWD PA PRESS, SEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR MR. 
CLARK AND OWITE wOUSE PR. SPEAKES AND MR. ALLIN, USIA 
FOR FP ASSOS. DIR. THOMPSON, P/AM, PIP, PLPFF, PsFa, 
Prim, P/IPFO mS KAY/CARL, BEF, B/ BKM, WEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOI.L FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN 
BE... ; 


a efic. @E AREN'T A PARTY TO THOSE DISCUSSIONS 

A. TeOvee of MAVE REPCATS FROM THE SECRETARY GENERAL'S 
RESCTIATOR, BAND TE PAKISTANIS OCF COURSE ARE INVOLVED 

Bes o£ wEAR FROM THEM, TREIR ViEw. WE FAVOR A .- 
SETTLEPENT OF THE AFGRAW SITUATION. IT°S A LITTLE HARD 

TO READ BUT OUR LMPRESSIONW 15 THAT THE LATEST ROUND OF 
7S.KS im GENEVA WAVE NOT GOTTEN VERY FAR, BUT WELL HAVE 
WORE SAFORPATION ON THAT. AT ANY RATE OUR VIEW 1S THAT 

i7 eCs.d BE A SOCD Teine FOR THE wORLD TO GET THAT 

eNOS ASSIFIES 
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PROBLEM BEFIND uS. WHAT IT TAKES, WE THINK, FOR THE 
PROBLEM 70 BE SOTTEN BERIND US 1S. 1) AN AGREEMENT OF 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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THE SOVIET UNION THAT THEY wILL TAKE THEIR ARMED FORCES 
CuT OF THAT COUNTRY, 2) THAT THERE BE, A GOVERNMENT 
EMERGE IN AFSHANISTAN THAT IS A REFLECTION OF THE WILL 
OF THE PEOPLE OF THAT COUNTRY. AS FAR AS WE'RE 
CONCERNED wE wOULD EXPECT IT TO BE NONALIGNEO, WE 
mECOGNIZE THAT REALITY. WE THINK IT°S VERY IMPORTANT 
THAT THE REFUGEES, OF WHOM THERE ARE A GREAT MANY, BE 
ABLE TO RETURN WITH HONOR ANO WITH SAFETY. $0 THESE ARE 
THE TYPES OF THINGS THAT WE THINK CONSTITUTE A PROPER 
SETTLEMENT OF THE ISSUE AND $0 FAR AS WE KNOW THERE 
ISN'T A LOT OF MOTION BUT MAYBE THERE IS MORE 
INFORMATION THAT I HAVEN'T RUN ACROSS YET. 


QQ: ONE LAST QUESTION. HAT IS YOUR OVERALL VIEW OF THE 
SITUATION IN WEST ASIA? 





THAT'S A HARO QUESTION TO ANSWER IN A BRIEF 
MOMENT GECAUSE THERE I$ SO MUCH TO IT. WE HAVE BEEN 
STRIVING VERY HARD ON TWO FRONTS, NUMBER ONE, WHAT WE 
CALL THE BASIC PEACE PROCESS, INVOLVING THE ISSUES OF 
PALESTINIAN RIGHTS AND ASPIRATIONS ANDO SATISFYING THEM, 
WHILE ALSO DEALING ADEQUATELY WITH THE SECURITY OF 
ISRAEL, ANO THIS INVOLVES YOU IN THE WEST BANK ANO THE 
GAZA STRIP ANDO THOSE ISSUES, ON THE ONE HAND, ANDO ON THE 
OTHER, THE OBJECTIVES wE THINK ARE THE RIGHT ONES IN 
LEBANON, WHICH AGAIN ARE THE REMOVAL OF ALL FOREIGN 
FORCES, THE EMERGENCE OF LEBANON AS A COUNTRY ABLE TO BE 
SOVEREIGN AND RULE ITSELF. ANDO NUMBER THREE, REASONABLE 
PROVISIONS FOR THE SECURITY OF ISRAEL‘S NORTHERN 
FRONTIER, RECOGNIZING THAT SOUTHERN LEBANON HAS BEEN A 
PLACE FROM WHICH ISRAEL HAS HAD ATTACKS. 

UNCLASSIFIEO 
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SO, THOSE HAVE BEEN OUR OBJECTIVES. WE HAVE BEEN 
TALKING WITH EVERYBOOY INVOLVED, ALTHOUGH ONLY 
INDIRECTLY WITH THE PLO -- WE DON'T HAVE ANY OIRECT 
CONTACTS wiTH THEM, WE HAD BEEN TOLO OIRECTLY BY THE 
SYRIANS ANDO THE SYRIANS HAO TOLO THE LEBANESE ANDO 
OTHERS, INCLUDING HERE IN NEW DELHI AT THE-TIME OF THE 
NON-ALIGNED SUMMIT, THAT THEY WOULD WITHORAW AS ISRAEL 
WITHDREW. ANO OUR ARAB FRIENOS, AND | PERSONALLY HAVE A 
GREAT MANY, LEANED ON US VERY HARD AND SAIO YOU MUST 
PRODUCE AN AGREEMENT FOR ISRAEL TO WITHORAW. AND WE 
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JiwacS @IAY ARO GON THAT, ANDO I PERSONALLY SPENT A LOT 
OF TIE GN iF sits WiCK VELIOTES, PHIL HABIB AND OTHERS, 
and JZ FINALLY 5.0 GET AN AGREEAENT. HAVE AN AGREEMENT 
Vaal PROCLOES FORA iSRAELI WITHORAGAL. AND I HAVE 
SOSGLUTELY NOD COUGT THAT iSRAEL Sile SITHDORAW, IF we CAN 
FINO AN AGAECAENT FOR SYRIAN WITACRASAL. AND NO OOUST 
“2 PLO “WILL LEAVE, AS SYRIA DOES. I THINK THAT'S 
FALALY CERTAIN. <i 


udJT RIGHT AQd4, HOW TO CONVINCE SYRIA THAT IT SHOULO GET 

GUT OF LEBANON [5 VERY DIFFICULT AND WE'RE WORKING AT 

TRAT. OUR ANSASSAOGR HAGIB 1S IN THE AREA, HAS BEEN . 
FRAGA .AST WELK AGAIN, AND SO YOU HAVE THE SYRIAN- _— 


YQ WiTHOMAWAL ISSUE. 
NaGUFaR AS THO PEACE PROCESS [8 CONCEANZO, KING HUSSEIN 
(2 WeaGY TO SIT GUN AND TRY TO SOAK SOMETHING OUT. wiTH 
(GRAAL... ANG 2 Taink THE PRESIOENT'S PROGRAM, THAT rE 
PUT FOAWARG Sx SEPTEAGER 1, LAST YEAR, RETAINS A GREAT 
GzAc GF INTERZST IN THE AREA. 
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CoRAK ANS wAlTC aASUGS HA. SPEAKES AND AA. ALLIN,’ USIA 
FGR 2? ASZIC. Cin. “HOCAPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F, 
PIFN, PIPFO FC KAC/CARL, B/BF, B/BXN, NEA, CINCPAC ALSO 
FOR PGLAC, uSIA AGViSER, MCDILL FOR USTA ADVISER BRIAN 


BELL te, 
KiNG AUESEIN 135 A SUPPORTER OF IT, AND KING FAHO IN THE 
LAST TIRE i HET wiT KIM WAS VERY INTERESTED TO KNOW 


“RAT THE PATSICENT w0ULO STICK WITH [T AND RETAIN HIS 
PATIENCE AND PEASCYERANCE. GUT IN ORDER FOR THAT TO x 


Noo ABGUT KING <USSZiN HAS 70 HAVE A LEGITIMATE 
DALESTINIAN DELEGATION WITH HIM, ANDO IT CAN'T BE PEOPLE 

FACH THE PLO. ke THOUGHT -- WE HAVE BEEN WORKING AT 
TKAT GVER A LONG PERIOD -- AND WE THOUGHT, HOWEVER LONG 
AGO iv wAS, A COUPLE OF MONTHS, I GUESS, THAT WE FINALLY 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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.GOT IT AND THERE WAS AN AGREEMENT IT SEEMED BETWEEN 
ARAFAT ANO KING HUSSEIN TO PROVIDE JUST THAT. BUT THEN 
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ARAFAT WEAT BACK TG HiS COUNCIL AWG HE WAS NOT ABLE TC 
SLi IT GR AT ANY RATE IT FELL APART. AND SO NOW WE ARE 
TRYING TO RECONSTRUCT THINGS AGAIN TO MAINTAIN THE PEACE 


_ PROCESS. 


~ 


IT°S VERY IMPORTANT TO GET SOME FORWARD MOTION BECAUSE, 
AS iN EVEAY NEGCTIATION -- WE HAYE ALL SEEN THIS, AND 1 
&NOK YOU ALL KRAVE -- YOU. MOVE THINGS UP TO A CERTAIN 
PGinNT AND YOU SCT THcA WHERE THEY ARE SOMEWHERE NEAR 
COMSNG TO FRUITION, AND THEN IF THEY DON'T COME TO : 
FRUITION, AND NOTHING CAN GET SETTLED, THERE TENOS TO GE 
RECESSION, AND YOU RAVE A HARD TIME BUILDING BACK UP TO 
BAERE YOU WERE AGAIN. 


SC, MAINTAINING SORE SENSE OF MOTION HERE [S~MPORTANT 
TS US AND [T'S ALSI VERY OLFFICULT. 532, THAT HAS LEO US 
TO 8& THINKING A LOT AJOUT WHAT'S GOTHG ON IN THE PLO. 
iS TRE PLO BECCHING ESSENTIALLY A MOVEHENT DOMINATED GY 
SYRIA, OR IS iT BECOMING MORE RADICAL, HAS IT OLSCARODED 
THE PEACE GPTICK, SO-CALLED, AND RETURNED TO ESSENTIALLY 
A TERRGRIST TACTIC? [T'S HARD TO READ AND WE ARE TRYING 
+ PUZZLE IT THARDUSH. 


IN TNE MEANTIME, dF SAY TO QUASELVES MORE AND MORE IN 
ALL CF TASS MANCUVERING AROUND THAT THE PLO TS DOING, 
SYRIA'S DOING, ‘¢SRAEL'S DOING, ANC OTHEA PEOPLE ARE 
SUING. WAO TS THINKING ABOUT THESE HUMAN BEINGS THAT 
ARE CALLED PALESTINIANS? OUR CONCLUSION [5 -- NOBODY. 
AT LEAST i7'S BARD TO SEE THAT THE PROGLEMS OF THESE 
RsHAN CEINGS ARE A PRIMARY MATTER ON ANYBOOY'S MIND. 
AND TRESE PEOPLE ARE IN VERY DESPERATE SHAPE, IN MY 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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OPFINIGN. THEY ARE ACTIVISTS IN LEGAHON, AND THE 
-EGANESE DO NOT LIKE THEM THERE. THE EXISTENCE OF TAFE 
PALESTINIANS [3 LEBANGN HAS TORN THAT COUNTRY TO PIECES 
FO THE LAST TEN VEARS. THEIR EXISTENCE ON THE WEST 
GANK, ANDO THE CONDITIONS THERE ARE KOT GOOD. AND WeAasi 


(OF ALL TREY CON'T HAVE ANYTHING TO ASPIRE TO. THERE 15 





CHiLOREN TO THE UNIVERSITY, THE NEXT GENERATION CAN HAVE 
SOMETHING ANO SO ON, THE WAY YOU CAN HEAR PEOPLE IN 
OTHER SETTINGS, CAN THEY? THEY ARE, J THINK, DESERVING 
OF SOME ATTENTION, ANO WE ARE TRYING TO FIGURE OUT HOW 
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w& WiGHT GE AELPFLL, RECOGNIZING IT [5 VERY DELICATE ANDO 
OiFFICULT. AND SG [| AA NOT PAINTING TO YOU A PICTURE OF 
A AAK KAG'S GOT Thé ANSUERS, GUT IT*S A TOUGH, TOUGH SET 
OF PAOBLEMS. #8E& AAE JORKING ON IT HARO ANDO WITH, I 

THINK, AN EFFORT 79 SE CONSTRUCTIVE. 


“i 
Q@: WOW ARE THE TALKS GOING? ; * en ee an 
A: FINE. I HAD A GOOD SESSION WITH HAS. GANOHI AS WELL @rer* 
AS WITH THE FOREIGN HINISTER. WE COVERED THE SAME KINO Oe 


OF TOPICS YOU ASKED ABOUT AND I AM AFRAID THAT WE WOUND 
TAXING. MORE OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S TIME THAN SHE 
PLAMNED-OR AT LEAST SAS LISTED ON THE SCHEDULE, BUT WE 
ae SEEHEO TO HAVE CiNDIETINCT) SHE'S GRACIOUS ENOUGH TO 
INVITE Mz EACK FSA TEA THIS EVENING. J THINK IT'S BEEN 
VERY WELL WORTHWHILE. 


YOu EkPELT FROM INDO-AMERICAN RELATIONS? 
EST To Have, @ANT TO HAVE, A CLOSE 

P ANC THE ABILITY TO DISCUSS ISSUES OF 
INTEREST TC BOTH THE COUNTRIES, WHETHER THEY ARE 
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STATE FSR PA AND PA 2RESS, DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BR. 
CLARK AND sHI7Z KOUSE MA. SPEAKES AND MA. ALLIN, USIA 

FOR P ASSOC. CIA. THOMPSON, P/RM, P/P, P/PFF, P/F ii, 

P/EN, P/PFO MC KAY/CARL, 6/BF, B/EXN, NEA, CTWXPAC ALSO 

FOR POLAD, USIA ADVISER, MCOILL FOR USIA ADVISER BRIAN PT 


BELL 


SiLATEAAL MATTERS OR MULTILATERAL MATTERS, SO THAT IF wE  ..- 
SGAGAZE iT WON'T BE GECAUSE OF {NCGRRECT UNDERSTANDiNG =~ 
in AND WAEAE wé CAN AGREE, WE BOTH BENEFIT FROM THAT. I'VE 
NGZEN- IMPRESSED WITH THE HORK OF THE JOINT. COMMISSION ANO 
~ THE VARIOUS SUSCOMMISSIONS -- THAT'S BEEN SORT OF A 
GUIET EFFGAT, A NG-BIG-DEAL THING, BUT A LOT DF PEOPLE 7 
HAYE SEEN sCRKING AYAY IN AN EFFECTIVE MANNER, AND SO WE 
WANT TO XEEP TRAT GOING. I THINK IT'S A MUTUALLY 
BENEFICIAL THING. AS | SAID IN THE BEGINNING, THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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EXISTENCE IN THIS REGION OF SUCH A LARGE, FREE, 
DEMOCRATIC COUNTRY HAVING A- HEALTHY ECONOMY IS A VERY 
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LMPORTANT. STAGILIZING FACTOR HERE. WE WELCOME IT AND 
SUPPORT IT. WE THINK IT'S A GOOD THING FOR THE UNITED 
STATES. END TEXT. SHULTZ , 


UNCLASSIFIED 


UNCLASSIFIED 








" BEST COPY--AVILABLE 


Ni ce j Department of State TELEGRAM 





oe “eee 


a 








UNCLASSIFIED 


AN: 0830378-0306 
JNCLASSIFIEC 


PASE Ol NE@g CE 35361 9021259072 
ACTICN PA-92 


INFO OCT-900 CCPy-01 AODS-090 INR-10 EUR-12 SS-10 EA-12 
NEA-07 NSCE-00 SS0-01 SvC-00 INRE-00 PRS-0O1 /0S6 w 
cece eccosoesceces 161776 0212522 /52 

C 0212472 JUL 83 

FM AMEMBASSY NEW OELHI 

TO SECSTATE WASHOC [MMEOIATE 13586 

JSTA wWASHOC [IMMEDIATE 7349 

AMEMBASSY SANSKOK [IMMEDIATE 

AMEMBASSY [S.AMASAD IPPECIATE 

AMEMSASSY LONOON [MMEDIATE 

AMEPSASSY MANILA [IMMEDIATE 

PACOL[L.L AFS IMMEDIATE 

CINCPAC HCNOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 


UNCL AS NEW DELHI 13361 


USTA 


ISLAMABAD FOR ASST SEC HUGHES, STATE FOR PA ANDO PA 
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TAGS: OVEP sisisssississssisissssisssssisss: OPRC. IN 
CONFERENCE / 
SEVERAL LINES.WERE INADVERTENTLY OROPPEO FROM THE TEXT 


OF HIS JULY 1 NEW DELHI PRESS CONFERENCE. THE 
FOLLOWING ANSWER AND. SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION SHOULD BE 
SUBSTITUTED FOR THE:::iciiiiisiiisiisr:: ANSWER TO THE FIRST 
QUESTION ON PAGE THREE OF REFTEL CONCERNING U.S. 
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THERE IS NO SUCH INTENTION. 


2: fue NEXT PART OF THE GUESTION, SIR. HOw will THE 
PRESIOENT OFFEND HIS OECISION TO GRANT THE wAIVER OR THE 
SALE OF COMPONENT PARTS IF I[NOIA [S UNASLE TO LOCATE 


tesssecccccceee WELL, EFF THERE IS A SALE THE PRESIDENT wILL 
DEFENO THE IMPORTANCE OF DOINS THAT ON THE GROUNDS OF 
THE IMPORTANCE OF HAVING NUCLEAR POWER STATIONS OPERATE 
[IN A MANNER THAT TAKES OUE CONSIDERATION OF THE SAFETY 
ANDO HEALTH OF THE OPERATORS OF THE PLANT ANO THE PEOPLE 
IN THE COMMUNITY. JUST AS WE SAIO IN OUR STATEMENT, I 
THINK THOSE ARE GOOD STRONG GROUNOS. END SUSSTITUTE 
TEXT. PISTOR 


NOTE BY OC/T: OMISSION OF REFTEL NUMSER. CORRECTION TO FOLLOW. 
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July 8, 1983 eS 
No. 272 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON HIS MIDDLE EAST VISIT 
Islamabad, Pakistan 
July 3, 1983 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: At the President's direction, I will be 
stopping in the Middle East on my way back to Washington rather 
than simply flying over it. I expect to have conversations at 
this point with the Heads of State of Saudi Arabia, Lebanon, 
Syria, and Israel. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it has been said many times since you 
were last in the Middle East that you would probably only go 
back if there were some expectation that your presence there 
was going to make a difference, particularly in some kind of 
negotiations to withdraw from Lebanon. Is that the criterion 
for this particular stop? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly, I want to be in a position to give 
the President a firsthand account of the current situation in 
the Middle East and the views from the different countries. I 
think it's best to do that on the basis of a personal visit. In 
the process, if things can be moved along toward attainment of 
the objectives that we and others have set, then obviously I 
want to do that. 


QUESTION: But you won't have any sense right now that the 
Syrians are ready to get on board? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I will, of course, be very interested to 
talk with the Syrians, and it remains to be seen what I will 
find. Obviously, they have made a great variety of statements 
that we all know about, but I want to hear firsthand from them 
what their views are and some of the reasons behind them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in a more specific way, will you be 
discussing with Israel its desire to achieve a partial withdrawal? 
Then will you attempt to use this partial withdrawal to get the 
Syrians to do likewise? 


Fae Caer theese tev for ereesticons cogs taer-? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The implication of your question is that 
there will be some sort of shuttle back and forth. I'm not 
planning to do that. I'll discuss whatever anybody wants to 
bring up. Let me remind you that the President's objectives, 
and those of the Lebanese, the Israelis, and we would hope the 
Syrians and everyone else are, first of all, the leaving of 
Lebanon by all foreign forces completely. Second, the emer- 
gence of a sovereign Lebanon able to govern itself and blossom 
once again. And third, arrangements that ensure the security 
of Israel's northern border. 





QUESTION: Again, to achieve that, Mr. Secretary, will one way 
be to ask Israel to set a firm withdrawal date for all of its 

foreign forces, along with a Syrian-PLO withdrawal, so that at 
least you have a date to work with and to offer the Syrians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just what will be discussed, of course, is 

a question of what people want to bring up with me. Our objec- 
tives are stated -- that's the key, that's the criterion by 
which we judge whatever it is that anyone may propose. I look 
forward to intensive discussion in each capital of these objec- 
tives and how to obtain them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you taking anything to any of 
these leaders in the Middle East -- anything in the way of a 
proposal to any of them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our objective remains the same, and we want 

to discuss with them how to get there, and what the current 
Situation is, and how it may have changed. I might say also 

that the peace process and its importance remains very much 
alive. As we move along, the consideration of how to so com- 
bine the needs for security of Israel with the legitimate rights 
and aspirations of the Palestinian people remains a key objective 
for us. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I wonder whether you would address 

a question that one of our colleagues put to you earlier today, 
whether your sudden decision to visit the Middle East represents 
an act of desperation to salvage the troop withdrawal plan 

that you negotiated on the last visit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It seems like a sudden decision because the 
President decided last night about it. Of course, we've 

been thinking about it for quite some time. Phil Habib, Morrie 
Draper and Dick Fairbanks have been in the area. As is always 
the case, the announcement of a visit by me tends to have an 
impact on what they can or cannot accomplish, so it's better 
not to insert an announcement too early. So, it isn't as 
though this is a sudden move. Certainly we want to review the 
bidding. It is important to try to bring about a withdrawal, 
and at this point, we don't have a reading on the Syrian situ- 
ation. We very much want to get one. 
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QUESTION: But to characterize your trip as an act of des- 
peration would prompt what sort of answer from you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, hardly. Do I look desperate? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Syria rejected the arrangement for 
Lebanon and Israel, and did not receive Mr. Habib. Have you 
detected any possible change in their position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We haven't had any discussion about that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Since your last trip out there, in 
your view has there been any change that is in a forward direc- 
tion? Has Mr. Habib or any others been able to produce any 
movement in the situation which you now can capitaiize on 

in another trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The situation is always an evolving situ- 
ation. The conversations in the area that Ambassador Habib 
and others have had, I think, have been helpful to us, but as 
I said at the beginning I want to get a firsthand reading my- 
self. The President wants me to get that so that I can report 
to him on just what the situation is. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have ruled out shuttle diplomacy, 
but shuttle diplomacy usually means frequent trips back and 
forth. Is it possible that this trip will not be a once-around 
and indeed you will have to carry from one party to another, 
and back again points of view? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not expecting that that will emerge. 
Among other reasons, there is a great deal to do in Washington, 
and I need to get back. As you probably realize, I've been 
away for awhile. So I need to get back. 


QUESTION: Do you see any possibility of a breakthrough on 
this trip or any trip abroad on Lebanon, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It would be a great blessing, and I'd cer- 
tainly be delighted but I don't see any real prospect of it. 
Certainly, that's our objective, and should things so come 
forward that that was closer to possible we would be delighted. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you going to Saudi Arabia to 
ask the Saudis to try and persuade Syria to make some troop 
withdrawals or go along with the Israeli-Lebanon agreement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'll be seeking the views of King Fahd and 
his advisers on the removal of foreign forces from Lebanon, 
and also on the peace process more generally. I'1l want to 
know what his views are and consult with him about next steps. 
That's the purpose of the Saudi Arabian visit. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did President Zia or Foreign Minister 
Yaqub Khan plan any role in setting up your visit to Damascus? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. If they did, I don't 
know of it. I have discussed the Middle East situation with 
the Foreign Minister and no doubt in the dinner this evening, 
President Zia and I will talk about it. But I don't know of 
any direct role that they may have played. They are very in- 
terested and they are very helpful and thoughtful people. 


QUESTION: What would happen if Syria does not pull out? What 
would that mean in the Middle East? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are assuming on the basis of Syrian 
statements, that in one way or another way they intend to 

leave Lebanon. That's one thing they have always said and 
they've never contradicted that. Another question is, what are 
the circumstances under which they would leave Lebanon? 

They never said that they wouldn't leave. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Islamabad, Pakistan 
July 4, 1983 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would first like to express my appre- 
clation to President Zia, to Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan, and 
to the people of Islamabad and the people of Pakistan generally 
for the hospitality with which I have been rec:ived, by the 
very thoughtful and enlightening conversations and the serious- 
ness of purpose by which this visit has been treated. It has 
been a very fine experience for me, and I have benefitted 
qreatly from it. I feel that the relationships between the 
United States and Pakistan, imporcant as they are, have been 
advanced through our discussions of a great many bilateral 
matters. First of all, those covered by our Joint Commission 
cffort, where there are a number of things already in motion and 
others that will be developed by the Commission activities. 
Second, by our discussion of various important bilateral mat- 
ters. Particulariy, it was interesting to me that on three 
different occaSions we were able to discuss the narcotics prob- 
‘em, and I am greatly heartened by the reports that I was 

“iven on that. Finally, it has been a distinct privilege for 
me and my party to have this visit, marked as it has been by 
the chance to talk with the Afghan refugees and all the events 
surrounding that yesterday, to have this visit capped by a most 
hospitable and warm dinner last night with President Zia and 

‘| wide ranging conversation with him and his colleagues. So 
again I express my appreciation for not only the hospitality 
but also the corvlent that has come with it during this visit. 
Now I will be glad to have questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as a result of your discussions with 
the Foreign Minister and President Zia, has there been any 

fine tuning of the United States-Pakistan position on Afaghanis- 
tan, any change regardine what Pakistan will convey in the 
Geneva discussions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have shared views and, of course, I have 
been very interested in the Foreign Minister's report and analy- 
Sis, and Presiteul Zia's, and we have, I think, become 

very well informed through an intense briefing at the sca‘f 
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level. Our objectives, I think, which we share completely, 
remain unchanged; and I would say in my analysis that the re- 
port that I've had that there isn't a sense of “=nough 
progress to make it worthwhile continuing the dialogue, but 
notso much as to make you think we're anywhere near the 

end of it. ; 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I would like to divert your 
attention toward the interview cf the Russian Ambassador 
in Pakistan who said that Mr. Shultz is bringing the 
Soviet danger in his briefcase during his visit to 
Pakistan, " 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I guess the origin of that question has 
never visited where we visited yesterday. It is not me 
that brings the Russian threat, it is the Russians who 

have brought it themselves with their invasion and oc vuya- 
tion of Afghanistan. We could see the human tragic tallout 
from that in the refugees, and particularly, I tiink the 
women and the children, the widows. So the Ru.sian threat 
is there, has come forward as a result of © viet aggressive 
behavior, nothing whatever to do with the United States. 

At the same time we join with Pakistan and others in 
deploring this action and in expressing our Support for 

the Afgan freedom fighters. 


QUESTION: Your Excellency, according to Pakistani papers, 
President Zia has talked to American journalists last 
night that Israel had planned to attack Pakistan's 

vital installations. What would be the American re- 
action in this regard? 


SECRETARY SHULT2Z: Well, I didn't hear any such ctatement 
from President Zia, so the entire question is nyvothetical, 
and IT am not going to react to it. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Syrians have » © clear 
their opposition to that agreement, sc tha = been 
stated and stated publicly on the record, so thre 
that is. As i said yesterday, © nurpose »>* *! 

is to gather information, to have iirsthand basis ior: 
talking with the President whe» I return ibout ! 
Situation, the ideas that people have, and if in the 
process, the movement in the peace process, i:) the e@! 
to remove all foreign forces total!v from Leb ‘ly 
see Lebanon emerge as 2. sovereign country in 
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its own frontiers, and with security for the northern 
border of Israel, those are our objectives, and if we 
can do something in serving them during the trip, cer- 
tainly we are going to try. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary of State, while one can appre- 

ciate America's concern for strategic and security needs, 
what is the Reagan Administration's concern for the vio- 
lation of human rights and the absence of social justice 


to the peoples of Asia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the people of the United States, 
the President, are concerned about human rights problems 
everywhere in the world, including in the United States. 
It is a subject that is built into the character of the 
American people, and so we are always alert tO problems 
and we try in as constructive a way as we can to help 

in doing something about them. 


QUESTION: Your Excellency, this is Mir Abdul Aziz of 
UPP. I think that your government is aware of the burning 
issue of the future of the state of Jammu and Kashmir 
which has been disturbing the relations between India 
and Pakistan for the last 35 years. In the recent elec- 
tions in Indian-held Kashmir, not only Mrs. Indira 
Gandhi's party but all other Indian parties have been 
rejected by the muslims of Kashmir which proves that the 
issue of Kashmir is very much there and can prove at any 
time a danger. The point is what steps the American 
Government is going to take to solve the issue of 
Kashmir which is very much there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not going to comment on questions 

of that kind, beyond saying this, that I found in India and 
I found in Pakistan a desire to improve the relationship 
between India and Pakistan. From the standpoint of the 
United States, a country that values its relationship 

with both countries, we certainly applaud that effort, 

we hope that it will, over a period of time, be eminently 
successful. 


QUESTION: Whut makes you pessimistic about the outcome 
of your visit to the Middle East right now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't say I was pessimistic. I 

just described what I was going to do and the objective 
that I have. I think that given the fact that obviously 
there are acute problems in the Middle East and have 

been for a considerable period of time, it made sense 

as we thougit avout it and were in touch with our diplomats 
in the area to pay a visit on my way back to Washington 
rather than just fly over those problems, and that's what 
we aro doiry. 
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QUESTION: After the inaugural session of the Pak-US 

Joint Commission,the economic relations between the two 
countries wiil take a new turn. What do you say? And 
when do you think the next meeting of the Joint Commission 
will be held? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the work of the Joint Commission, 
I am sure, will follow the suggestions made by Minister 
Yaqub Khan at the meeting, namely that we will establish 
three subcommissions. These subcommissions will get into 
the operational detail, and they have produced something 
Substantive for us to look at in the Joint Commission 

as a whole, then we will meet about that. We've had our 
overall meeting and we have put this process in motion. 

I think, as I remember your statement, you hope and I 
concur that we ought to have these subcommissions going 
before the end of the year. Again I call your attention 
to the fact that in each of the important areas involved 
there is already a lot of activity, so it isn't as 

though you have a standing start and you have to generate 
things. There is motion there. We think it can be 
accelerated, expanded, and qualitatively improved by the 
work of the subcommissions and the Joint Commission. 


QUESTION: The 3.2 billion (dollar) deal between Pakistan 
and the United States is an important part of the economic 
assistance, but the recent congressional debates and the 
cuts authorized to foreign assistance have been a cause 

of concern here. Have you given any assurances to the 
Pakistani side regarding the American commitment for 
foreign assistance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have discussed this issue, and of 
course it is important to the President to get his program 
through the Congress. The issues involved, as we have 
discussed them here with President Zia, the Foreign 
Minister, are basically twofold. On one hand, there 

is the level and flow of assistance in terms of its 
magnitude and composition; and on the other hand, there 

is the question of the ability to plan for chat continuing 
flow. Both problems are present. It is « problem that 
derives from our budget process in the United States, 

and we have done a variety of things about it including 

in particular the appointment of a ccmmission headed by 

an eminent American, Frank Carlucci, who with a variety 

of others, and congressional involvement, are focusing 

on this issue. But I think that we are going to (inaudible) 
our effort and the picture looks good, but we do have 
always conflicts in the Congress:rnal authorization and 
appropriation process, and that is the Congress constitu- 
tion (inaudible) appropriate funds, and we work with them 
and trust that they will see matters our way. 
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QUFSTION: Excellency, you have visited India. What 
is their perception with regard to the Afghanistan (inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to speak for another country. 
I think it is unwise for me to characterize their position 
On an issue and I would leave it to them to. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was about the spares for 
Tarajur. The issue that was posed was the question of 
spares for the Tarapur plant, and the President's pledge 
was that if they were unavailable from some other country, 
an effort will be made to find out the answer to that 
fact. Then the United States would be ready to supply 

the necessary parts. It is not a large volume -- particular 
things that are related to safety and health in the 
operation of that power reactor. I think the concerns 

for safety and health in the operation of nuclear power 
plants here-the dominant consideration. The decision 
stands on its own as an effort to serve those safety 


and health objectives. 


QUESTION: You had an exchange of letters with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko on Afghanistan, and now you have had 
talks with Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan. In two or three 
months'time the UN Envoy will get in touch with the 
Soviet Union in Moscow on the subject of guarantees and 
other questions related to the Afghanistan issue. Do 
you think tnese UN talks will go on for years as other 


talks have gone on for five or six years? What is 
your assessment? How soon can this question be solved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think it is a mistake to try 

and put some sort of deadline down on talks of that kind. 
At the same time, obviously nobody concerned wants to 

have talks that just drag on endlessly and pointlessly 

and the possibility of not coming out with something con- 
structive. The expert on that subject is sitting on my 
right, but I have already characterized what my understand- 
ing of the situation is, and I don't want to repeat it. 


QUESTION: Your excellency, don't you feel that the 

Russian attitude toward Pakistan has become stiffer 

day by day? In this background, can we trust you regarding 
Our security? 


ANSWER: Well, what the Russian attitude is toward Pakistan 
is a question I think the Foreign Minister should address 
himself to. As far as the United States is concerned, 

we have a close relationship with Pakistan. We have a 
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security relationship with Pakistan, and we share concerns 
about Soviet behavior, particularly as it is exhibited 

in Afghanistan. We are supporting each other in the effort 
to deter Soviet agression there, and I might say we have 
the same attitude as a worldwide proposition. 


QUESTION: You know that the day Mr. Secretary landed 

here, there was an incident in the Parachinar area. A 
plane flew into it, into Parachinar, and indulged in 
bombing. And it was a coincidence that when Mr. Brzezinski 
came here, on the eve of that visit also, there was a 
Similar incident. Do you have any reading into it, or 

do you think it is just a stray incident? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't have any basis for knowing 
of any particular connection. 


QUESTION: How do you find the long-term prospects of a 
strong and enduring relationship with Pakistan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the prospects for the 
relationship of the United States and Pakistan in the long- 
term are excellent, and the reason is that we are building 
this relationship on a solid foundation of bilateral 
interests that we have with each other. And then we are 
moving from that to interests we have in common about 
various problems around the world. But the foundation 

is the direct relationship between the United States and 
Pakistan, and as that grows it tends to be self-reinforcing. 
We are looking at it just as you implied in your question -- 
as a long-term proposition and not as some sort of a quick 
relationship. 


QUESTION: How do you view your meeting with Zia Ul Haq? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was an excellent meeting from my 
standpoint. First of all, the President organized it as 

a small group of people, so we were able to sit around 

for the entire time and have intense conversation. We 
covered a wide range of subjects, and I found it a very 
worthwhile conversation. I might say, having met with 
President Zia »efore -- this is my first time in 
Pakistan and over an extended period of time, that he 
comes across as a man of great ability andwith a very wide 
range of knowlege and insights, and so I benefitted greatly 
from the conversation. 


QUESTION: Does the American Government have interest in 
the restoration of elected democracy in Pakistan? 

Was this the subject of discussion with President Zia 
and what is the American reaction to such proposals as 
he might have been making? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, we are always interested 

in movements in the direction of democracy. It is my 
understanding that there will be a statement about this 
subject. I don't know what the contents of it will be, but 
there will be 2 statement about this subject in the middle 
of August. -We look forward to that with keen anticipation. 


QUESTION: What are you going to do in the event of a 
Russian attack on Pakistan? Or any attack by Afghan 
surrogates On Pakistan? What will you do? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to answer hypothetical 
questions. I described the strength and work of the 
relationship between the United States and Pakistan, 

and beyond that,hypothetical questions will have to go to 
the side. 


QUESTION: Sir, there have been reports that there has 
been a new agreement between the USSR and India for 
provision of five billion dollars of arms. That would 
further increase Pakistan's fear andinsecurity. How do 
you look at this situation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Various people have asked about that, 
but I haven't seen any substantiation of that report. 





QUESTION: Why is the U.S. still opposing the peaceful 
nuclear program of Pakistan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The United States Government is not 
opposing the development of nuclear power for peaceful 
uses in Pakistan. It was notable to me that President 
Zia went out of his way to assure me that that, and only 
that, was the objective of the Government of Pakistan. We 
discussed this last night. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
UPON DEPARTURE 
Jidda, Saudi Arabia 
July 5, 1983 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us what you have accomplished 
in your discussions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all I'd like to express my appreciation 
to His Highness, His Majesty, for receiving me and my party and for 

the very worthwhile and constructive discussions we had last night. 

From my standpoint, in addition to the various things we discussed, 
analyses of the situation and expectations, it was most gratifying to 

see with King Fahd that we continue to share the objectives of the 
removal of all foreign forces in Lebanon; of the desire to see Lebanon 
emerge as a country sovereign and able to rule within its borders. 

While we recognize the importance of security arrangements that seek 

that Lebanon not be a base from which hostile actions might occur to 

any of its neighbors --to Syria or Israel-- in addition, we see that 

we continue to share the objectives of seeking an active peace process 
that among other things, addresses itself to legitimate rights and 
concerns of the Palestinian people. So, I think the reaffirmation 

of the importance of these objectives and our discussions of analyses 

of the situation and things to do about it were most worthwhile fram 

my standpoint and again I am very grateful to you, Your Highness, and 

to His Majesty for the time, and particularly at this season of the 

year for your willingness to break off from other things and meet with us. 


PRINCE SAUD: We are very pleased, Mr. Secretary, tc receive you here 
and on my part we affirm we also share the hope that ‘ebanon will 
achieve its independence and towards this end Saudi :. ‘ia has 
cooperated in the past, and will cooperate in the futn.°. In the dis- 
cussions, also, we were very pleased to hear from the Secretary that 
the United States continues to pursue discussions towards this objective, 
independence for Lebanon and also accommodating the overall Middle 
East problem, the rights of all the Palestinian people. We had had 
fruitful discussions with the Secretary and we hope that in this tour 
in which he will visit other countries that from the discussions will 
emerge all sorts of steps that will move the peace process forward, 
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and an important and significant result will be withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from Lebanon and for Lebanon to achieve and maintain its security 
in full dignity and independence. We are pleased to receive you 

in this month of Ramadan and any other month. 


QUESTION: Mr. Minister, you talk about the withdrawal of Israeli forces. 
Does Saudi Arabia, also as the United States does, want to see the 
withdrawal of Syrian forces as well from Lebanon? 


PRINCE SAUD: Sir, we don't equate the two forces. As I said, the 

Israelis are occupying forces-We want to see their withdrawal and we 
want also to see Lebanon be able to maintain its security through its 
armed forces and internal security forces and therefore no need ..... 


QUESTION: Does that extend to forces from any other Arab country? 
Is the Golan Heights issue being linked to the Lebanon situation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Golan Heights didn't came up in the discussion 
at all. 


QUESTION: Were there any contributions, any ideas that emerged in 
your conversations last night, that could promote the process of with- 
drawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon? That you could take to 
President Assad for example? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to discuss the details of matters 

of approach we are going to use,but I consider that the discussion 

was a very fruitful one and is going to be helpful to me as I approach these 
meetings,and as I am sure our friends from Saudi Arabia will approach their 
own contacts with the countries. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, has this trip changed in character from 
an information gathering trip to a negotiating trip? It sounds like 
you were making more headway than simply gathering information. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that my objective was to gather 
information to help move the process along as I can, and be ina 
position to give President Reagan a firsthand account of the views 
of His Majesty and the other leaders of the region, when I return. 
QUESTION: But has it become more than that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think I have said what I have to say. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR WILLIAM BROCK 
ON SPECIALTY TRADE 


Winder Building 
Washington, D.C. 


2:00 P.M. EDT 


MR. DEMAREST: Ambassador Brock will have some 
opening remarks to make. We'li have copies of those 
remarks available in just a few minutes and then we'll take 
your questions. 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I am pleased to announce that. 
President Reagan decided today to grant four years of import relief 
q to the specialty steel industry in the form of digressive tariffs 
for stainless steei sheet and strip and plate and quotas based on 
the U.S.1I.T.C. recommended minimum import tonnages with a three 
percent annual growth factor for stainless steel bar, rod and 
alloy tool steel. 


This import relief program under Section 201 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 is an important part of the President's 
comprehensive program to address both the serious injury found 
in the 201 investigation as well as the serious distortions in 
the world steel trading environment in which our industry must 
compete. 


Trade problems in the specialty steel area have been 
widespread. These difficulties stem from persistent excess productive 
capacity, some of it uneconomic and supported by subsidies as 
well as trade restrictive and distortive practices used by 
many of our trading partners to respond to protect their industries 
and stimulate exports. In requesting the 201 investigation, the 
President noted these distortive practices and expressed his concern 
that a partial remedy against unfair imports could be rendered 
meaningless by a substitution of new foreign suppliers for those 
whose shipments were effected by unfair trade law findings. 


On the fifth of May then, the United States ITC or 
International Trade Commission sent its recommendations to the 
President following the completion of the 201 investigation. The 
ITC found that imports from all sources had caused serious injury 
to our domestic specialty steel producers. Increased imports 
ducing a period of reduced demand resulted in severe losses 
last year which threaten this industry's ability to make the 
necessary investments to remain competitive in this technologically 
advanced field. The relief that the President is imposing today 
is designed to remedy this serious injury. The President's 
decision to impose relief under Section 201 is part of his 
comprehensive approach to trade problems in specialty steel. 
This program has, as its objective, the reversal of global 
trends towards excess capacity, greater subsidization, and 


protected home markets in order to bring to an end the -- an 
end, excuse me, bring an end to constant trade disputes in this 
sector. 


This is the very essence of the commitment made by 
the President and the other heads of state at the Williamsburg 
Summit, that we would make every effort, working together, to 
achieve a free and open trading system. 


I think that will conclude the formal statement. I 
would be delighted tc respond to your questions. 


MORE 














Q What happens to the European companies which 
are punished already by counterveiling duties issued, 
I believe, the end of May? Are they exempted from these measures? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, in the case of the tariffs on 
the flat roll products, for example, the tariff would be additional 
to any finding of a counterveiling duty. And if the country or 
company wanted to petition for a change inthat formulation, they 
would have to do so to the ITC on the basis of the original finding 
in the context of the new tariff. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, at the time the President referred 
this case, last November, to the International Trade Commission 
for an advisory ruling, he also asked your office to undertake 
discussions with other countries on the type of trade distorting 
practices you talked about. He now again talks about entering 
into negotiations, but my question is, have you held some of 
these discussions and with whom and what was the outcome of 
that? 


MORE 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, we have. I think the delay 
of any action, frankly, was caused by the desire of pecple to wait 
and see what the finding of the ITC might be and then the final 
decision of the President. Now that we have taken an action that 
is not only consistent with U.S. law but with the GATT, we should 
have an opportunity to hopefully address some of the trade barriers 
in other countries, some of the trade distorting practices. 


You've got to understand -- I think one of the problems 
we have, particularly in the steel area -- there's virtually no free 
trade in the world -- in world steel. Most of the countries engage 
in some distorted practice, some unfair practice -- subsidies in one 
case, government intervention through tariff or non-tariff barriers 
in other cases, but an enormous amount of cartelization and 
government intervention. Under those circumstances, your basic goal 
has to be to increase our leverage to reduce those unfair practices. 


I think we have chosen a method that gives us the 
greatest opportunity to do that. And that's precisely why this route 
was picked. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, some of the steel executives have 
openly opposed tariffs, saying that they feel that no matter what 
level of tariff you put on specialty steel coming into this country, 
foreign countries that are targeting the specialty steel industry 
can cut the prices below that and so that the tariffs would be 
ineffective. Could you comment on that? And does this decision 
today give your office any leverage to deal with that kinc of a practice 
if, in fact, you find that it's occurring? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, I think -- you know, that's 

a fair comment on their part and one that we've very much tried to 
take into account. And that's why we drew the distinction between the 
flat-rolled products and the rod, bar, and tool categories; because 
the ITC, in its finding, said that these first two categories, where 
we put the tariffs on, they're -- frankly, they're low tariffs and 
they phase down to zero very quickly. But even there they did find 
that those categories were the most price sensitive and, therefore, 
that the tariff could have an effect of relieving the injury caused. 


On the larger percentage of imports, where the percentage 
was a higher share of the U.S. market, on the other three categories, 
we felt that the quotas were the only way to achieve two objectives. 
One is to remedy the injury that had been caused, and, secondly, 
to demonstrate our concern with the unfair trade practices of a number 
of other countries, which we hope will be reduced over the next 
two months of negotiations. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, we've been on this route before 
with specialty steel, with quotas. The President -- imposed quotas, 
and they were lifted after the three-year period. 


What makes you think that the results this time, the 
four-year experiment, will be more effective than they were for the 
three-year experiment? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I don't think you can say that the 
earlier relief was not effective. If you'll look at the record, we 
did make a great deal of concentrated investment in the flat-rolled 
area. We have, I think, as competitive an industry as there is 
in the world. And that's why this case is so incredible. We don't 
need any protection at all in a free market, in an open trading 
system. Our companies can compete. The frustration is that they 
haven't been given the opportunity to do so by the pressures of so 
many governments. 


Now, in the areas -- 


Q -- a couple of years later -- 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, no. Let me be precise. The 
relief that was given before did offer an opportunity for investment. 
That opportunity was taken. The companies have modernized, and therefore 
we limited the relief to a very low tariff in that particular category. 
If the four years that we have granted are used in a similarly 
effective fashion, as we have been told it would be in these other 
three categories of rod, bar, and tool, then I think we've solved 


the problem. 


Q Well, permanently -- a need to come back in 1988 
with another three- or four-year quota? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I think hopefully we have used a 
sufficient two-by-four this time to indicate that we just can't continue 
to tolerate a world system that is totally trade distortive, where 
governments intervene at will without any consideration of international 
rule. If we can stop that kind of practice, we can get to a true 
open competitive system. That's what we committed to do, by the way, 
in Williamsburg. 
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And that's why this is an important step for this government to 
take. 


Q -- what about -- is there enough produced in 
the United States or insufficiently produced in the United States? 
Have provisions been made as in the prior case? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. We accepted, completely, 
the ITC's advice on razor blade .steel and products of that 
sort. All of the products that they recommended be exempted 
are exemoted by the President's order. 


Q Thank you very much. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, why four years, that 
particular time period? I see you recommended three. The 
industry wanted five. (Laughter.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: We found what we hope was a 
happy medium. (Laughter.) We honestly felt that the industry 
made a good case for a longer period in reducing the quantitative 
restrictions asked. We thought it was fair to give them a bit 
more time. And this way, it is a less protectionist or 
restrictive step and, yet, one which does give them the 
opportunity for adjustment, to address the previous question 
I got, so that, hopefully, we can stop these interventions once 
and for all. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, how did the limits -- the 
market shares compare to the industry recommendation -- 
are they higher ceilings, lower ceilings? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: It's different. I'm not sure that es 
you could make a complete statement across the board. In the : 
case of the three quota categories, we granted a three percent 
annual growth rate because that was about twice the normal 
growth rate over the historic -- the period of the last decade 
or so. And we thought that would be adequate to allow competition 
to work effectively. 


I just don't know how -- frankly, we've never 
tested the concept of market shares in the GATT. So we don't know 
how the ruling might come down anyway. But I'm not sure we're 
willing to say somebody has a fair share of the U.S. market -- 
whether they engage in fair practices or not. The question is: 
are they competing fairly or not. If they're competing fairly, 
they ought to have full and free access to this market, period. 
If they're not, then I think we have to take more specific 
remedies, which is precisely what we've chosen to do. 


But we can't say that we're going to guarantee 
a market share of the U.S. economy whether or not the practices 
are fair. That doesn't make sense to me. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, is it your understanding that 
Congress h-+ . :eview authority over this decision of the 
President. i that expire with the recent Supreme Court 
case along ‘Gislative vetoes? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, it's my judgment that 
the Congress has review authority over everything that is done 
in the trade area. I have a joint responsibility to the 
President and to the Congress. They have a Constitutional 
right to that jurisdiction as far as I'm concerned. 
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Whether they can engage in some veto of this action remains to be 
seen after the Supreme Court decision. But we will submit it to 
them and consider, very carefully, their reaction. 


Q Mr. Brock, I was interested in your use of -- 
I think the words that you chose specifically, “to use this 
remedy," to, sort of, signal the U.S. resolve to, overall -- in 
many cases, do away with subsidies and the EEC practices. I'm 
wondering if you would comment? You just concluded some 
agriculture talks, the first round in the series in that, in 
which there was no movement to roll back or dismantle, even to 
really study those subsidies by the EEC. You now have this 
steel decision coming out, which is again pushing a year or two 
forward and saying, “address it on the other side." Is the 
timing of this crucial? Is it your sense that it's the time for 
this administration to, once again, put this before Europe 
and say, “we're not falling back on these demands?” 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: First of all, I don't want to 
single out Europe as being engaged in unfair practices either 
in steel or in agriculture. We have mentioned a few other 
countries in this breath -- Japan and others -- with regard to 
agriculture. But the timing is consequential. 
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I think it's obvious that the United States feels very strongly 
about the need to open up the world's trading system and to 
expand world markets. 


It's obvious that that sentiment is not shared by 
all of our trading partners. And there are going to be other 
occasions in the future when we have to take perhaps more direct 
action, as we have in this case. 


Q Did you discuss this -- I'm sure that you informed 
your trading partners that this decision was coming down. Did they 
at that time in any way indicate that they would go immediately 
into negotiations with you? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No, we did not try to spell out 
the detail to that degree, in all honesty. And they will have 
plenty of time now to look at it and to see if OMAs would 
be a preferable route for them. It is entirely up to them. We 
deo not intend to impose that judgment on any individual country. 
We do say that there trade practices are a matter of concern to 
us and would be in any such conversation. 


But the decision is entirely theirs. And I don't 
know what the several countries may do. You may -- I'm sure you do not 
know that most of the countries that have communicated with us, 
except perhaps for one, had requested that we impose quotas across 
board. I'm not sure that anybody is going be totally satisfied 
with the mix that we have adopted. But we chose it very carefully 
because of the President's commitment at Williamsburg, because 
of the commitments that we made for this government at the OECD 
meeting in Paris and the commitments we made last November in Geneva 
to try to open up this system. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, I'm having a little trouble 
understanding how -- if the specialty steel industry is the 
most -- in the world -- why they have to make progress, as this 
press release says, towards adjustment. What can they do if 
their competitors -- or the cause of the problem is the pervasive 
unfair trading practice of the other countries? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: The degree of competitive circumstance 
varies by product category. In all honesty, the primary competitive 
strength is in the flat-rolled area and the sheet plate/strip groups. 
And they have the investment there and are, in my judgment, competitive 
and could compete freely and fairly in a world market that was open. 


The unfair trade practices of others have made 
investment in the last few years -- two or three years particularly -- 
almost impossible so they have not been able to carry that investment 
program forward in the three remaining categories of rod, bar and 
tool. Now, the fact that the trade is unfair has a legal 
connotation, but it also has an economic effect -- that it keeps 
us from making the investments that allow us to remain the most 
competitive industry in the world. 
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And this remedy gives us time to take account of the injury that has 
occurred because of those practices. 


Q Mr. Brock, can you give us the tonnaces on those 
three products -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes, we should have for you a 
release that has -- 


Q It showed the year one which I assume is the year 
forward, not the -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I'm sorry. 


MR. DEMAREST: What year are you asking for? 


Q What were the tonnages prior to the limits that 
would go on to year one -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Oh, the tonnages of -- for 1982? 
Q Yes, of -- 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Do you have that? 


MS. CURTISS: Yes -- Yes, we can get it for you. 
Takes a few minutes to find out -- anyone who wants to hear about it -- 


glad to find out for them. 


; AMBASSADOR BROCK: Can we get him that detail when this 
is over with? Because I'm going to run out of time very shortly; 
but -- there's one or two -- 


Mm. DEMAREST: You have time for about one or two more 
questions. 


Q -- this report that the President was given six 
options. Which -- is this one of those six options? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 
Q Which one was it? (Laughter.) 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: The one that he chose. I think it 
was the third; but I'm not sure. 


Q Whose recommendations? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Mine. 

Q Your office? 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. 


Q How much time did the President spend on this 
decision? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK. A good deal. We all did. It was 
a very complicated and difficult decision because this is simply not 
a straightforward issue in the mix of the problem that we've had in 
-- as it's developed over the last 10 years. 


And I shouldn't have said he had six options. I don't 
remember whether it was precisely six or not. I think it was a little 
less than that, as a matter of fact. Either four or five. 


But that says that everybody that wanted to suggest some-_ 
thing suggested it and it was considered an option. I don't know that 
I could take all of those as the clear choice kind of things. 
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Q Mr. Ambassador, were you pretty much in agree- 
ment that something should be done at the -- should follow the ITC's 
recommendations? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes. I think you have to enforce 
the U.S. trade laws. If you don't do that, you are going to make the 
problem worse; but you have to do so in a way that opens up the 
system. And I think that's where we were wrestling the issue to the 
ground among these several options: What would have the greatest 
impact, not just in terms of providing a remedy for the injury, but 
of doing something more fundamental to open up the system over the 
longer term. And that's where I think the President's decision was 
remarkably good. 


Q Mr. Brock, Lloyd McBride has just said at the 
National Press Club that any tariffs would be totally inefficient and 
that they wouldn't work and that the tariffs would -- to the extent 
that tariffs had been substituted for quotas, they would be totally 
against the steelworkers' union. How do you react to that? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, I have an enormous respect 
for him. He's a very talented and a very able and a good man. I 
think that I would like to react to it after he's had time to look 
at this decision, study it very carefully and see how it works and 
then I'll react to whatever he says at that time. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, not all of our trading partners, 
I think, will go along with the comment that this remedy follows the 
declaration of the leaders of Williamsburg. And many of them have 
commented that this administration is more free trade in its rhetoric 
than its practices, going to the motorcycle case and others. How 
do you react to that? 
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AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, I just happen to disagree. 
I think the administration has shown an enormous amount of courage in 
trying to move, not just our whole country, but the world system 
towards a more open process. Had we not exercised that leadership 
of the last two years, it is my judgment that the world would be a 
far more dangerous and more protectionist place than it is today. 
We're not perfect; we're not without sin. We've never said that we 
were. But our goal is abundantly clear. And that is to keep moving 
in the direction of openess and of greater trade. And I think this 
comports with that. 


Q How much -- I don't understand exactly how this 
opens up the system -- could you run through that scenario again? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: It seems to me that the one way to 
be very sure that we walk away from that commitment is to not enforce 
U.S. trade laws and to not enforce our international obligations. 
If we simply go through the exercise of analyzing a problem, finding 
that there are unfair trading practices -- as we have done in case 
after case after case in this category -- finding serious injury, 
and taking no action at all, that you are inviting an explosion in 
this country and particularly in the Congress that would be reminiscent 
of Smoot-Hawley and worse. 


And it seems to me that the first and most important 
step you have to take in moving towards a better trade in the environ- 
ment is to enforce your laws adequately and effectively; but to be 
very precise in the way that you do it. Your objective has to be to 
open up the system. And if, in fact, we -- in our discussions with 
other countries -- if they see fit to choose to talk about OMAs, 
as opposed to being part of a overall quota, if we focus on those 
unfair trade practices in which they engage, and do, in fact, get 
results that reduce those practices, we have moved the system ahead. 


Q Mr. Brock, should we expect to see, or not to see, 
moves similar to this involving quotas and tariffs in other areas, 
Say over the next year and a quarter or so? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: I don't know of any immediate industries 
that would be subject to a similar type of approach. It's possible; 
ut nothing occurs to me as to being in the near-term offing. 


Q Would the administration welcome and be willing to 
consider quotas in other fields? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No. I don't think we would, in all 
honesty. When you've got a clear case of subsidy, government inter- 
vention -- there are countries on this list that will be affected that 
sell us product, and we're not allowed to sell one single pound of 
Our product in those countries. Now, that simply doesn't work, and 
it isn't going to work anymore. We just can't continue to let that 
Situation obtain. So, that's a different situation when you say "Let's 
just have quotas, per se," that implies whether the trade is fair or 
unfair in category after category, and I don't believe this President 
would support anything of that sort. I certainly would not. 


Q How will you handle those cases -- you're talking 
about OMAs and things of that nature -- 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: If cases are requested just to provide 
protection -- for protectionism's sake -- we, in my judgment, will 
reject those requests. 


Q Isn't it right that they, in that same speech, at 
the press club was complaining about the proposed deal between U.S. 
Steel and a British steel corporation -- I'm sure you're more familiar 
with it than I am. The idea behind it is that they're going to come 
in, I guess, and take over a large amount of the steel production in 
Philadelphia -- how do you react to something like that? 
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ASSADOR BROCK: With a good deal of concern. But, I 
think that it's a little bit hazardous yet to start commenting on it 
without looking at it in terms of the anti-trust implications -- and 
that's not really my purview. But I would expect that the administration 
would look at that sort of activity, as we would any other, to be 
sure that it is, in fact, improving and not regressing the system. 


Q Mr. Brock, one more question -- 
AMBASSADOR BROCK: Yes? 


Q Are you saying that you're opening up the system 
by enforcing the laws to avert Congressional protectionist action? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: No. I'm saying that I hope the effect 
of these actions will not simply be to put a low tariff on that's 
phased out over four years, or a -- reasonably high quotas in terms 
of market penetration in the other categories. I hope that the effect 
of this step will be to do more than remedy the injury that has occurred 
because of the unfair practices, I hope the effect of it would be to 
get rid of the practices that caused the problem -- on the part of 
other governments. 


Q And how do you see that then occurring? 


AMBASSADOR BROCK: Well, that's really what the country- 
by-country negotiations process will be all about. If, in fact, 
countries want to negotiate, embarking on agreements with us under 
this rubric, we will do so. But, we will be discussing something more 
than just the quotas. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:26 PM EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


July 11, 1983 - 4:00 P.M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. We're on 


background. ~The information is attributable to a senior 





American official. 




















SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you. I wasn't 
present at Hans-Dietrich Genscher's press vests. but I've 
gotten some reports. Based on those reports, I think his 
statement would so pretty much for us as well. 

I think that we were very pleased by the opportunity 
to be debriefed on Chancellor Kohl's visit to Moscow. We had 
very good sessions both here in the State Department, I think. 
We had a lengthy meeting this morning with Secretary Shultz, 
then a lunch, and after lunch, went over to the White House where the 
Foreign Minister met with the President and a smaller meeting in 
the situation room with Judge Clark. 

I guess the first point we'd make is that this is just 
another example of the very close consultation underway on 


U 


security and East-West issues that we carry out with the 


Alliance -- and specifically, in this case with the Federal 
J s dj . 
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Republic of Germany. 

We were very pleased by the very precise and clear 
position that Chancellor Kohl took in Moscow, his emphasis 
on Germany's role within the Alliance, his position as . 
leading member of the EC and its alliance with the United States. 
We support the overall concept elaborated by the Chancellor in 
Bonn, the East-West relations, that is firmness on the one hand 
ané a readiness for dialogue on the other. 

We, of course, fully support the message on INF 
Gelivered by the Chancellor, that is that we will continue to 
seek an agreement in Geneva, that there is no doubt in the 
Getermination of the Alliance as a whole, or in Washington or 
in Bonn, that in the absence of an agreement that the deployments 
will begin on schedule. 

In addition to the INF message, we were told today 
by the Foreign Minister about the Chancellor's discussion of 
humanitarian issues during his visit to Moscow, human rights 
cases, as well as his discussion of the Madrid conference, where 
we share with Bonn the desire for a speedy conclusion of the 
Madrid talks. 

The Foreign Minister did tell us that the United States 
came under heavy criticism during the visit to Moscow on its 


negotiating posture in Geneva, but that the Chancellor rejected 


this criticism saying that that criticism was tantamount to 
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criticism of Bonn, because our negotiating positions had been 
worked out in such close consultation. These were not U.S. 
negotiating positions, in other words; they were Alliance 
negotiating positions. 

We also share with the Chancellor the desirability 
of contacts with the Soviet Union, and we share the view that 
a summit could be productive, if it is carefully prepared and has 
a good possibility of producing concrete results. 


I will be happy to take any questions you might have. 


(Continued on page 4.) 
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Q As he left the White House, Mr. Genscher 
said that it was his expectation that the Soviets are 
going to drop their suggestion for including the British 
and French arsenals in the negotiations. 

A As I say, I wasn't there. I'm not sure 
that is an accurate depiction of his view. What he 
told us was that the Chancellor took a very strong 
position in seseee in opposition to the inclusion of 
the British and French systems. The Foreign Minister 
himself noted that in a previous visit to Moscow in 
1980, presumably I cuess with former Chancellor Schmidt, 
that in the discussion of INF and INF negotiations that 
the Soviets had not raised the British and French forces 
problem. But I'll let the Foreign Minister speak for 
himseli. I'll have to check my notes. } 

Q The exact quote was that it wes bie hope 
and expectation that the Soviets would drop that demand. 

A Well, it's certainly our hope that they 
will drop that demand. 


Q What about the other part, the expectation? 





A I just couldn't say. That's asking us 


and it's asking me to speculate. 
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Q But is that what he told you, though? 

7 No, I just told you what he told me. 
Tnat he took a very strong position, that the Chancellor 
took a strong position in Moscow against their inclusion. 

Q In relation to the Madrid Conference, 
when you say you both share the desire for a speedy 
conclusion, what is the likelihood of the U.S. accepting 
the compromise tabled by the Swiss delegation last 
Friday for guaveusiae this question of how the follow-up 
conference on human contacts will be handled? 

A As you may know, Max Kampelman, our 
Ambassador to the CSCE Conference is back in Washington 
for consultations and we are reviewing -- as you know, 
earlier we supported the Spanish Initiative for a 
compromisec settlement. We endorse that. 

We hope that we can reach a decision that 
will make it possible for us to reach a speedy conclusion. 
But since Max Kampelman has just returned, we're still 
consulting, and no. decision has been taken. 

Q What do the West Germans tell you 
confidentially or otherwise is the real situation of 


Andropov's health? 
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A What we hearc today was that he is a 
man, despite possible physical problems, is intellectually 
very keen and in control of the subject matter. 
Q So a meeting with Andropov would be 
productive if you had it sometime soon, or what do you 
think? 
7 I just wouldn't know. But he does seem, 
again, to be able-to master the subject matter. 
Q Why is Kampelman delaying his departure 
coing back to Maérid? 
7 He is not delaying his departure. 
Q We were told today that he was leaving 
tonight anc then there was a later announcement that he's 
leaving tomorrow. 
A That may be a personal matter. 
Q Will he meet with the President? . 


A I don't know. 

Q Could I pin you down a little more on 
exactly on what a told Chancellor Kohl about the idea 
of high-level meetings. Both here and at the White 
House that's the one thing that came throuch was that 


high-level meetings are desirable and that goes for 


U.sS.-Soviet high-level meetings, and I assume that's a 
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sentiment he must have expressed directly to you and 
to the President. 

Can you give us a clear idea of exactly what 
the U.S. side said? 

-A We have had high-level meetings. As 

you sii, the Secretary of State has met with the Soviet 
Foreign Minister. As you also know, the Secretary of 
State has regular meetings here in Washington with the 
Soviet intpooenten. In Moscow, our Ambassador also 
holds meetings with various officials. We're not 
opposed to hicsh-level meetincs, in principle. 

Although no decision has been made, but as 
you know in the U.N. General Assembly the Secretary of 
State normally meets with the Soviet Foreicn Minister. 

Our position on a summit, though, is the same 
one we have had for sometime, and that is, we do not want 
to have a merely atmospheric summit, one that raises 
expections that doesn't produce real results. So that 
requires some dialogue and it requires some imagination. 
We want to carefully prepare such a meeting so that it 


will produce something of note. 


Q On this point, could you characterize the 
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way in which Genscher talked about it? Was he strongly 
in favor of this high-level meeting? 

A We had heard before that there is clearly 
a desire in Bonn for a U.S.-Soviet dialogue. At the itn 
time, both today, the Foreign Minister as well as the 
Chancellor, and I can recall at Williamsburs, ascreed 
enthusiastically with our view that such a meeting has 
to be carefully prepared. I do believe that the German 
Foreign Minister made reference to that fact today 
outside the West Wing. 

Q Did Genscher give you an idea whether he 
or Kohh or both thought such a meeting as a summit would 
be productive in their view, from what they got from 
Andropov? 

os That's a difficult question to answer “ 
because it gets into this question of careful preparations 
and the dialogue we have uwiderway. They would support 
a well prepared summit. I think that's what they've said. 

| 9 No, but that it would be from what they 

saw the Russians, that the Russians were really willing to 
talk. 


‘ r 


B Again, this is just reporting what they 


told us, and I think they've said it publicly, that their , 
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position seems to be similar to ours. They also talk 
about the need for a summit and the need for careful 
preparations. 

Q There was a story out of Bonn on Friday 
saying that Genscher was going to report to the White 
House that Andropov indicated the Soviets would like 
to resume the INF.talks a week earlier as a show of 
their interest in the necotiations. 

Dic he in fact report that, and is there any 
problem with that? 

a We heard nothing about that today. 

Q You haven't heard it from any source? 

a No. 

Q Did Mr. Genscher talk in any detail about 
his impression of Andropov's hopes and aspirations for ° 
Soviet-American relations? 

os It woule be fair to say that he mentioned 
the extent to which the Soviets did discuss the United 
States, and seemed to focus on the United States as a 
primary foreign policy concern, which is consistent with 


our discussions with the Soviets ané other reports that 


we've ‘hac. ” 
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Q There have been reports, I believe, on 
Friday, apropos of your comment saying that the 
deployment will begin on schedule, that the deployment 
could not physically begin on schedule for a technical 
reason. 

A That was another mistaken report. That 
story is totally mines that we will be ready to deploy 
the Pershing II on schedule, i.e., by the end of the vear. 

Q Will they be operational before March? 

a It will have its IOC, initial operating 
capability, by the end of the year. 

Q Also on the Pershing deployment, the Soviets, 


through their assets in Germany, the United States 





and elsewhere, such as the Green Party, the peace movement 
and so, are publicly engaced in an all-out campaign 
of destablization of the Kohl Government and of the 
Reagan Administer’ threugh the Briefing Gate scandal run 
by the Harriman wing of the democratic party. 

Did this question come up, to your knowledge, 
either in the Kohl-Andropov meetings or was it something 


raised by the Administration with Genscher here? 


Py No. 
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Q Tf the Madrid Conference is concluded -- 


Q Just to make sure I'm absolutely clear, 
no aspect of the Soviet operations to destablize | 
Germany or the United States was brought up at all? 

A No. The fact that the Soviet Union 
would like to play on domestic opinion, particularly 
in the FRG, is something we well entevouns. It's 


a problem that we're confident that the Kohl Government 


can cope with. 


(Continued on next pace) 
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Q If, in fact, there is agreement after con- 
cluding the Madrid Conference soon, is there any problem 
in Secretary Shultz going to that meeting? | 

A No decision has been taken because we don't 
have an agreement yet on a concluding document. There 
has heen a suggestion that the concluding ceremony where 
such a document could be initialed would be attended by 


Foreign Ministers, but that is all at this stage tentative. 





These are only suggestions short of an agreement. 


Q When might the decision on Madrid come? 
A I can't say. 
Q Would the United States require progress, 


or the promise of progress, I should say, on both INF and 
START for a Geneva conference? I mean, for a conference 
with the Soviets. 

A You mean a@ summit. 

Q A summit. Yes. 

A I don't think we go so far as to specify 
precisely what kind of progress is necessary. We say 
that we want careful prepereticn, and we want the good 
possibility of progress in such a meeting. So I don't 
think it would be wise for me to specify exactly where 
progress would have to occur. But, obviously, progress 


in either of those two negotiations would improve the 


atmosphere for such a meeting. 
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Q Speaking broadly -- I mean, when Kohl went 
to Moscow, there was this expectation that perhaps his 
visit would be the occasion for the Soviets to offer either 
@ new position or at least suggestions of a new position 
in the INF talks, and all public appearances are that that 
didn't. happen. 

Have you heard anything privately to indicate 
that they got hints of a new position or suggestions of a 
forthcoming new position or anything along those lines? 

A Obviously, I can't go into all the details, 


but what I can tell you is that we're not aware of a brand 





new Soviet negotiatine position. Their position thus remains 





what it has been, which is that the bottom line they want 
to maintain a complete monopoly in INF capabilities, and 
that they're not willing to think of any negotiating outcome 
that provides for the deployment of one single U.S. system 
which remains an unacceptable outcome for us. 

Let me just make one other point which really 
isn't related to your question, but it's a point that needs 
to be made to gain some perspective on this. 

I think that what we've seen in the last week is 
a pretty remarkable demonstration of alliance cohesion, and 
I remember very well sitting down where you people were 


three years ago when Helmut Schmidt went off to Moscow in 


the middle of the summer following the December '79 decision, 
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and there was a good deal of suspicion, skepticism and con- 
cern here in Washington about what was going to take place 

in the Schmidt-Brezhnev meetings. There was concern about 
the extent to which Bonn and Washington were on the same 
wavelength, worries about the degree to which they shared, 
they ‘had the same understanding, about what the December '79 
Gecision meant, and the difference is very striking where 
this Administration has had complete confidence in the 
Chancellor's visit to Moscow. We're extremely pleased by 
the results of that, the firmness that he demonstrated there, 
as well as the openness for dialogue, and I think that that 
element -- the U.S.-German element of the Kohl visit to 
Moscow -- is a very important one. 

Q When the Chancellor left -- when the Vice 
Chancellor left the White House this afternoon, he was 
asked the question, "Short of a miracle, what ways are 
there to avoid the deployment of the missiles?" And his 
only response was, "If the Soviet Union eccepte the double 
zero option.” 

Is that the only way that deployment can be 
avoided? 

a That's by definition the only way, 
because oo 


Q No other agreement is possible other than 


the Soviets -- 




















BEST COPY AVAt' ABLE 


C=-4 15 


A No, no. There are a lot of agreements that 
are possible, such as the interim proposal, but that would 
entail some U.S. deployment. The only way -- if we're going 
to stick to our principles, which are ones of U.S.-Soviet 
equality -- the only way you avoid U.S. deployment is if 
you get zero deployments on the Soviet side. 

Q Are you saying the U.S. has better relations 
with the Kohl Government than it did with the Schmidt 
Government? 

A I wouldn't want to get into those kinds of 
comparisons. I just want to demonstrate the success, I think, 
over the last 12 months of our consultative approach with 
Bonn. - .- I£ you look at the NATO Ministerial meetings, 
if you look at the Williamsburg Summit, you look at the 
visits here by Chancellor Kohl, the visits to Bonn by the 
Vice President, you see, I think, an intimacy and a contact 
in that relationship that is unprecedented, and we think 
it's very helpful and it's very healthy. 

Q Does this mean that you did not talk about 
areas where Washington and Bonn may not see eye-to-eye? 
That is, in terms,of the apparent disagreement between 
Western European Governments and Washington on the new 
U.S. import restrictions? 


It did come up. ‘ 


Q In what way? 
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A It was just mentioned. 
Q There was no exchange? 
A Not really. It's understood to be a source 


of irritation, but, obviously, the over-arching issue | 
during today's talks was security, INF, arms control, 


and U..-Soviet-East-East -- that whole jumble of problems. : 


Q This will come up in another forum? 
a I think there are fora for this to come up. 
Q You mentioned that he emphasized how the 


Soviets laid all the blame on us for the delays, the dead- 
locks, in these conferences. Could you elaborate? Are they 
blaming us for every delav? Do they indicate anv kind of 
flexibility whatever? 


a That's a difficult question to answer. I 





Gon't know whether they did or they didn't. What we came 
away with the impression is that they got a good dose 
of the Soviet party line, which you can read in the 
Soviet papers every day. | 

Q Evidently he stood his ground, though, and 
said this is an attack on West Germany as well as the 
United States. 

a That's right. 

Q Was there any indication that the Soviets 
showed any renewed interests in that so-called "walk in 


the woods formula” that Nitze and his opposite number worked 


out?, 
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a No. I don't think so. 

Q There was a report in the newspaper here 
about the time of the talks that -- 

Q Those two Congressmen. I mean, one of the 
Congressmen who came back. 

oR Those Congressmen, according to the newspaper 
stories, didn't even agree with themselves. 

Q Do you expect the INF talks to adjourn the 
current session on, I think, Thursday as they're scheduled, 
or go on for a couple of extra ones this time? 

on My uncerstanding is that they're going to 
recess on schedule. 

Q You weren't aware of Bernie Gwertzman's 
Guestion about the reports that the -- 

A Yes. I read it on the front page of The 


Washincton Post last week. 





Q But you knew nothing about those extra session? 
A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:26 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
TALKS WITH CHINESE ON NUCLEAR MATTERS 
—— 
SENIOR STATE DEPARMENT OFFICIAL 
FRIDAY, JULY 15, 1983, 1:31 P. M. 


. .. SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. . 
As has been noted, we nave had several days of talks. These 
talks resulted from an invitation extended to the PRC by 
Secretary Shultz when he was there last February. 

This in wun followed some talks that had previously 
occurred in Bejing in September of 1981. A team from the 
United States, headed by Assistant Secretary James Malone, 
was in Bejing at that time. 

In those first talks some suggestions of language 
and ideas for the possibility of cooperation in the peaceful 
uses of nuclear energy were discussed with the Chinese. They 
indicated an interest in considering these further, and it 
was on that basis that Secretary Shultz in February, as I 
suggested, extended an invitation to the PRC to send a delega- 
tion here when they were ready, at their convenience, to 
discuss those ideas further. 

Clearly, the entire question of peaceful uses of 


nuclear energy cooperation between the United States and the 


PRC is complicated, but, by the same token,, there are precedents 


for such cooperation in the nature of agreements for 
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cooperation. These agreements for cooperation are required by 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as you know. 

The Chinese delegation is here on a rather extended 
visit. The discussions which we had earlier in the week were 
just the beginning of a fairly extensive visit. Today they're 
beetaw dau talks with the Department of Energy which is 
describing for them in somewhat greater detail than has been 
done up to now the programs of nuclear energy which the United 
States engages in, in particular its civil power programs. 

It will also be meeting with the people from the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission this afternoon. The Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission already has agreements for cooperative 
work with the PRC, particularly by way of exchanges of informa- 
tion on safety matters. 

The delegation then will be visiting a number of 
facilities around the country. They will be visiting the 
facilities at Idaho Falls where there are some engineering 
laboratories of the Department of Energy and also a large 
facility which is used for nuclear safety testing work. 

They are going to Florida and South Carolina. 
They'll be visiting commercial nuclear power plants in 
North Carolina. They'll be going to Pittsburgh. I gather 
that Westinghouse has invited them to visit some of their 


activities. 


They'll be at the Hanford Laboratories in the 
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State of Washington -- in Richland, Washington -- to look at 
some waste disposal projects which are going on there. | 

They will then go to San Francisco where they will 
be meeting with other industry representatives from the. 
United States. 

. - $0 it's a fairly extensive visit. Manifestly, 
this is representative of the Chinese interest in developing 
their own nuclear power program, a program which we gather 
they have just about firmed up in at least its general cope 
and direction. | 

I would say that you should be aware that they're 
not only talking with us; obviously, they're talking with 
other countries as well. They're looking for a wide range 
of technical assistance and advice, and it's with that view 
that they have come. It was in that spirit, indeed, that 
we carried on these discussions. 

| Letime say that both sides would characterize 
these discussions -- and I'm sure these words will come as 
no great surprise to you -=- as frank.-- they were. They 
were thorough discussions, they were friendly, and I would 
say very friendly. We got along well and exchanged a lot 
of views with candor, and we made progress. 

When I say “progress,” I am speaking about the 


general prospects. First, we were trying to be sure that 


we had a better appreciation of each other's programs, what 
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it was each was trying to achieve in the nuclear energy 
field -- that is, the peaceful nuclear energy field. 

I think we achieved a much better understanding, 
certainly on our part of their program. and intentions; : they, 
in turn, of ours. And that's going to be reinforced, as I 
said, sbecuste these visit they're making now. 

x As to the question of cooperation, we looked at 
the requirements which would have to be taken into account 
in developing some sort of an agreement for cooperation 
which would be the basis for any participation by the United 
States in a program of Chinese nuclear power development. 
The Chinese have indicated they are interested in discussing 
that with the United States’ vendors. 

So we did discuss what the general content of such 
an agreement might be. We looked at illustrative language, 
and discussed this in some detail to be sure that there was 
a full understanding of what this entailed. As I suggested 
to you, we made substantial progress, and they will be-taking . 
back to China with them some suggestions which we discussed, 
some of which we agreed upon, some of which they have further 
need to exenine and think about. 

We will be giving them further suggestions over 


time, and it was agreed that we should probably get together 


again, hopfully in the relatively near future, to see if 


we can further this proc-ss and actually reach some conclusion. 
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Why don't I leave it there and answer your 
questions? 

Q The Chinese, when they arrived, put out a 
statement back in Peking, saying that they were coming . 
with a draft agreement, leading to the supposition that 
there was. going to be some sort of initialing on conclusion 
at the end of these talks. Was°it expected that there was 
to be a conclusion? 

A Certainly not on our part, nor do I think 
that was necessarily the case on their part. The draft 
agreement to which they referred -- I can't speculate -- 
it may well have been something in the nature of some 
thoughts they had developed, resulting from their previous 
discussions when Mr. Malone, as I said, in September of 
1981. 

Q Is there any movement that you can detect 
in the Chinese reluctance to sign agreements not to transfer 
this technology to third parties as the U.S. would like? 

A I don't want to characterize that. Let me 
say that we did discuss those questions very thoroughly. 

I would point to the evidence, I think, that appeared in 

the Post this morning to the effect that the Director 
General of the International Atomic Energy Agency has been 
invited to Bejing for talks with the PRC, as some suggestion 


that at least they're thinking very hard about what is 
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involved in international nuclear commerce and what all 
other supplier states see as important in such commerce . 

Q Would you say that when you were discussing 
earlier -- you said you called them suggestions, we made 
some suggestions -- were those the areas in which you made 
suggestions of language that they might consider adopting 
outside of the whole idea of sicgning.the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty? 

A We examined in considerable detail the 
full range of our own views as to how nuclear commerce is 
affected internationally; and, secondly, the general aspects 
of international safeguards, the relationship of the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency, our own requirements of law 
so that there would be an understanding on their part of 
what those requirements would be. 

They, in turn, expressed their own views in a policy 
sense -- a broad policy sense -- on these general matters, 
and I think they understand what our meeds might be were there 
to be an agreement for cooperation. . 

I would also say that they had notified us of their 
intention to invite the Director General to Beijing. We 
believe if that signifies -- and I do not want to imply that 
it does -- if that signifies an intention on their part to 
move further into actual association with the International 


Atomic Energy Agency, we obviously would consider that a 


positive step. 
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Q Can I follow up with ome more, please? With 
regard to the similar discussions the U.S. has with the 
Soviet Union, would you see these talks as a source of 
chafing between China and the Soviet Union, or would you see 
this as an area where the three powers -- one of the rare 
areas where the three powers actually are in agreement? 

A I think we're probably a little too early 
to say that. There is, clearly, as you know, a substantial 
community of interest between the United States and the 
Soviet Union in respect to the question of non-proliferation. 

I would say to you that in discussing these matters 
with the People's Republic team that was here -- delegation 
that was here -- it also is clear that they have a highly 
responsible view of this problem, and I think their views 
are emerging, are developing, as they begin to think about 
moving into the international arena. 

Q What agreements would the Chinese have to 
sign before there could -be any: formaluniclear cooperation 
agreement? 

A An agreement for cooperation under the 
Atomic Energy Act. I think the number of the paragraph 
is 123. 

Q  Justithat one condition? 


A Yes, essentially. That's correct. It's a 


kind-of an umbrella agreement. It outlines a number of 
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conditions and considerations that have to be met. 

Q Could you list some of the basic areas that 
are concerned, that fall under this agreement, that — to 
be included in any cooperation agreement? 

A Yes. I think to be sure I don't miss some, 
why don't I just give them to you on a little piece of paper? 

Q In other words, there is no intention by the 
Administration to waive that law or anything like that? 

a No. We've not considered the necessity of 
waiving. | 

Q So you have a piece of paper that we could 
get? 

A Sure. Be glad to provide it. 

Q In. other words, they cannot purchase, say, 

a Westinghouse reactor without having signed this coopera- 
tion agreement? 

A Having entered into an agreement for coopera- 
tion, that's correct. 

Q And that basically would rule out -- if 
they signed that agreement, as I understand it, they could 
not then use <<+..transfer nuclear materials that could be 
used for explosive devices to third countries. 

A That's correct. The agreement, among other 
things, would include provisions concerning the retransfer 


of U.S. provided material or sale of that material elsewhere, 
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and, indeed, it would preclude the use of that material for -- 

Q Would the inspection provision require they 
open their nuclear weapon plants? 

A First, the inspection provisions pertain . 
specifically to non-nuclear weapons states. China is a 
nuclear weapons state. So that is a consideration which 
obviously would go into discussion of whatever provision 
might be arranged in that regard. 

Q In effect, then, you would be thinking then 


in terms of a waiver on that provision? 





A - No. There's no need for a waiver. That 
provision pertains to a non-nuclear weapons state, and 
China is a nuclear weapons state. So the provision theoretically 
would not apply to China. 

Q China has not signed the NPT, though, have 
they? 

A No, they have not. 

Q Is that a requirement? 

Q Have we made representations that they should? : 

A We make representations to all parties at 
all times that all parties should, because we believe it 


ought to be universally adhered to. 


Q Including India? 





A Oh, yes, indeed. I: would add, ON DEEP 


BACKGROUND, not with much success. 








Q The question I was coming to was that you 
indicated a sort of shi leodbhion) decision by the Chinese 
on this question. The reason I ask,-zf you could be helpful 
on this -- it was fairly widely reported at the end of, . 
last year that one of the problems holding up any cooperation 
agreement. was that the Americans had indications that the 
Chinese were supplying Pakistan with-:material for their work 
on an operation: which could lead to a nuclear explosive 
device, and that this was a bothersome question. As weil 
as there were seserte, which I think the Chinese denied, that 
they were supplying South Africa. | 

But do the Chinese agree on the general philosophical 
approach that efforts should be made to limit the spread of 
nuclear weapons without necessarily agreeing to the- 
Non-Proliferation Treaty? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that a new -- 

_A That is a general view. I think it's perfectly 
fair to characterize -- I think they have publicly themselves -- 
that they consider, as do the Indians, the Argentinians, 
others -- they consider the NPT to be a discriminatory 
instrument, and thus one to which they would not adhere. 

Nonetheless, as I suggested to you, they have indi- 


cated that that aside, they do not -- I think their words, | 


the words they have said, is they would=not encourage or -- 
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see if I can find the specific words which they've said at 
some point. They've made public statements.that they do 
not advocate nor encourage nuclear proliferation. 

I would say to you that they have also indicated 
to us -- and I would prefer that you not quote this, but I 
will say what they said -- I would prefer it Simply not be 
quoted -- that they believe that their concern over the 
guestion of nuclear proliferation’ is no less serious than 
that of the United States. 

Q Is this a new -- did they tell you this when 
Mr. Malone was there last year, or is this relatively a new 
decision? | 

A I don't think the question was pursued quite 
so far when Mr. Malone was there. I can't answer the question. 
I really don't -know whether what you're seeing here is a 
kind of maturation of thinking, but my impression is 
they have been thinking about this and about :therr’ own 
activity as they develop a relationship with other countries 
in a major supply way -- which, of course, a major nuclear 
program might entail for at least some time as they develop 
their own capabilities. But initially, certainly, if you're 
talking about buying some reactors, you‘tre involving your- 
self ina very heavy way with other countries, and I'm sure 
that that has caused them, helped them, think the problem 


through a little bit and see what that means as they relate 
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to all other countries. 

Also, it is true that they recognize themselves 
as a potential supplier of nuclear materials and equipment 
at some point. You know, they have a very, very large | 
background in the field.:-Up to now now in civil works, 
but now they're going into the civil program apparently 
in a big way, and they have a lot of people and a lot of 
capability.and-at. some. point.see themselves as a potential 
supplier. 

They alréady supply uranium. They could be a 
supplier of a great many other things in time, and so 
they have to think about what that means and how they 
‘relate to the rest of the international community. I 
think they're responsibly.vthinking ahead in that regard. 

Q Can you elaborate on the uses that they hope 
to put peaceful use of nuclear power to? 

A I think it's been widely reported that they 
plan a fairly substantial program of nuclear power develop- 
ment, electricity senesetion. I can't tell vow peesisely 
at what point in their planning and decision-making process 
they are at this point, but they seem to have gone far 
enough now that they are actively seeking to find advice, 
assistance and participation. 


Q Would they expect in that line anything 


unusual or out of the ordinary in terms of training, 
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inspection and maintenance by the vendor, or would we? 

A Unusual or out of the ordinary. I don't know 

what that means. I think whenever you go into a major 

nuclear power plant program, you've got a lot of training 

and educational work, both in the operational and maintenance 

field.” Manifestly, if you're starting to build a new plant, 

you've got to have a lot of people trained in the technology 

that's involved, and that goes all the way down the line into 

the second tier suppliers who are supplying componentry. 

To that extent, sure, I think they're going to want assistance 

in this regard for some time to come. I don't know. That's 

up to them. 

Q It would be a long-term resident program, 
more or less, wouldn't it? 

A Conceivably. 

Q On the signing or the lack of signing, as 
you understand it, did this delegation have the authority 
to sign any agreement? 

Bs My impression is they did not, ant I say that 
because -- and I again would prefer that this be not quoted, 
but only for your own personal background -- I would hope not 
to read it -- but they did indicate that at one point as we 


were looking at various language formulations, that some of 


these looked fine to them but that obviously they had no 
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lawyer with them, and therefore whatever they looked at would 
have to go back and be examined carefully by their experts 
and/.lawyers. So my impression is, no, they hadn't. 

They were sabeeseeet in reaching, I think, 
increased understanding and making progress. It's a long 
process,. going through one of these things, and I would 
for your guidance recall that in other situations we have 
taken a very long time indeed to finally arrive at agree- 


ments. That's only because these are very complicated 


questions. 





Q ° Would an agreement on nuclear cooperation 
require the signing of these nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty? Is that a condition? 

A No. It would not. 

Q Does the United States believe that because 
of these*talks the future prospects for the signing of a 
cooperation agreement has been enhanced? 

A My view is, yes, that that is the view of 
the United States' side. ) 

Q You said you expected to continue talks in 
the near future. You're talking in terms of weeks or 
after the -- after Mr. Blix have been to Peking? 

A I think the paper suggested mid-August, so 
I would doubt that we would be meeting with .the Chinese in 


that time frame. I simply can't help you there. I don't 
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know how long it's going to be. As I said, our own view is 
that we should keep the momentum up. They think the same, 
and it's only a question of how soon. 

Q A.ccouple of questions. Did they indicate that 
they were interested in purchasing the reactor from Westinghouse 
which has been offered to them? 

A No. 

Q Because I see they've signed letters of inten- 
tion with the French, and they've talked with the British. 

I don't..know how broad a market there is there. Is this 
beyond this Guangdong-progect? 

A I think they're thinking well down the road 
beyond the two-unit plant that they're talking about in 
the Gwangdongnazea. Indeed, they are. They discussed other 
things with us of ideas that they have in mind, so I think 
they're thinking well down the road some years. But’it's also 
true that there is not only the specific reactor project, 


but there are all kinds of ancillary activities that surround 


that in terms of engineering work, advice, counsel, support 
by way of assemblies, major componentry of such systems. 
These are, as you know, very, very big, very complex, 
systems, and there are all kinds of things that surround 
them. So all those things are involved, too, and I couldn't 
possibly get into how they do that or what their decision- 


making process is. 
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But to your specific question -- did they say 
they wanted to buy -.a Westinghouse reactor -- no, and we 
didn't ask them. | 

Get me add one more. point to that. They did, 

I think, very clearly indicate, however, their interest 
in participation in their work on the part of U.S. vendors 
who they recognize as having great experience and competence. 

Q First of all, just quickly, how long is 
there visit in the U.S.? And, secondly, do they have any 
civil uses of weavhie power now in China? 

A . The length of the visit: They arrived on this 
past Sunday. Let me see if I have the specific date when 
they depart. Thexzricurrent plan is to leave for Beijing from 
San Francisco on July 23. 

Q Do they have any civil uses now? 

A If they do -- and I think the answer is at 
this point no -- they're working on -- and let me just 
check this -- they're working on a very small plant, ina 
sense a kind of prototype machine of relatively small 
capacity, and that they're working on themselves. But,=so-far 
as Icknow, there is no power-producing machine in operation 
at this point. 

Q When the drawn-up agreement was presented to 


them, is this during these talks or well before that? 


a There had been an initial draft provided to 
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them, suggested to them, in 1981, during the vis.t of Mr. 
Malone. When they came this time, they had had the oppor- 
tunity, obviously, to have reviewed that very carefully. 

As I mentioned earlier, it may have been their thoughts. 
about that to which that other piece that was written in 
Beijing referred to. I don't know. But, mn any event, vhen- 
they came, taking account of the comments and discussions 
that had occurred in 1981, we had prepared another general 
Graft. When I say "general draft," the purpose here was to 
get clear a content and not try to arrive at specific 
language. That's for the lawyers and all the fellows whe 
put the commas in to come to later. 

Q Does an agreement on nuclear cooperation 
require that China would accept the restrictions of the 
International Atomic Energy: Agency? - Ba" - 

~ os Aso .Beviass era 

Q I'm trying to pin down what the barriers are 
as far as the United States is concerned. 

A Barriers? 

Q What is it that China has to do other than 
sign the agreement? I guess we need the terms of the 
cooperation agreement which -- 

A There are a series of things which are required 


by law to be a part of that agreement, and’that's what I 
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was going to give you a copy of instead of trying to just 
remember them all off the top of my head. Okay? 

Q Yes. 

A But, no, they do not have to become a member 
of the International Atomic Energy Agency. As I indicated, 
however, were they to do so following their discussions 
with Hans Blix, needless to say, we would find that to be 
a positive act, something:that would be positive for the 
international community as a whole,:and we would look for- 
ward to. They understand, I think -- will certainly under- 
stand better after their conversations with Mr. Blix, the 
statute. We discussed the AIEA in a general sense. They 
knew that I had some connection with the organization, 
and they raised questions informally with me. We discussed 
the AIEA. We made clear to them how strongly we feel about 
that institution, how important we consider it in the 
international framework, and I think they see it much that 
way themselves. 

Q In an agreement, say with France or Germany 
or Britain, on nuclear programs -- the Chinese -- would 
they be confronted by the requirement to agree to these 
various things that you were going to get for us? 

AD Not necessarily. 

Q So there would be clear sailing? 


a No, no. I wouldn't put it that way. Not 


clear sailing. No. In the first place, these other 





BEST COPY AVAILABLE 19 


countries are all in adherence to the statute of the AIEA. 

They all follow generally the same rules of the trade, — 

the supplier's guidelines. No. There may be some dif- 

ferences, but, by and large, they would be quite similar. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


' (The briefing concluded at 2:02 p.m.) 
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UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: We have just completed 
two days of in-depth discussions of our overall and our bila- 
teral economic relationships. The United States-Japan 
Economic Subcabinet Consultations are held twice a year and 
they provide an important opportunity for a wide-ranging 
discussion of both bilateral and global economic issues. 


I chaired the U.S. delegation. The Japanese 
delegation was lead by Moriyuki Motono, the Deputy Minister 
for Foreign Affairs, who is here on my left and will be 
available to answer questions. 


As: always, the discussions were conducted in an 
open and friendly manner, as is appropriate for the close 
relationship between our two countries. 


We reviewed the results of and the follow-up to 
the Williamsburg Summit, and we surveyed the international 
economic situation, focusing on world economic recovery, 
the energy outlook and international trade and financial 
issues, including development assistance to and debt problems 
of developing countries. Each of us provided a briefing on 
Our Own domestic economic policies and outlook. We agreed 
that closer cooperation between the world's first and second 
largest free-market economies, building on the achievements 
of the Williamsburg Summit, will make a major contribution 
to strengthening the international economic system and will 
aid in resolving outstanding global economic problems. 


With respect to bilateral economic relations, we 
agreed that the overall state of our relations remains 
generally healthy. I would also note that the fifth session 
of the U.S.-~Japan Trade Subcommittee was held immediately 
before the Subcommittee Consultations, and there was a very 
useful and candid exchange of views in that meeting. 


Both sides recognized the increasing inter- 
dependence of our economies and the productive partnership 
we share in trade and investment activities. At the same 
time, there is a clear recognition on both sides of the 
importance of resolving outstanding issues as quickly as 
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possible. This is vital because of the influence that the | 
United States and Japan have on the world economy as a whole 
and because of the impact that trade frictions have on one 
of the most important bilateral relationships in the world. 


The U.S. expressed to the Japanese our appre- 
Ciation for a number of significant market-opening measures 
that the Japanese Government has taken in the past several 
months. The Japanese side expressed their concern regarding 
some of the recent trade-restrictive measures taken by the 
U.S. while at the same time stating their appreciation for 
the determination of the U.S. Administration to pursue open 
market policies. 


We reviewed the series of bilateral talks on 
industry-related measures and their impact on trade, and on 
high technology and energy. We agreed to explore these 
areas further in a manner to enhance positive bilateral 
cooperation. We confirmed the need to maintain cooperation 
on various global issues, including policies on East-West 
economic relations, development assistance and debt accumu- 
lation problems. 





The President's trip to Japan in November 
underscores the vital importance of the ties beween the 
United States and Japan. Building on the basic strength of 
our relationship, we are determined to work closely to- 
gether to ensure the success of the visit and to further 
solidify our partnership. 


It was agreed to hold the next Subcabinet 
Consultations in Japan in about six months. 


That concludes the statement I have, and I'll be 
available, as is my friend Mr. Motono, to see what we can do 
with your questions. 


Q Can you make the statement available, 
please? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: No. We are not going to 
distribute the statement other than my reading it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, aside from agreeing that 
Japan and the United States should resolve as soon as 
possible outstanding issues, did the United States and Japan 
reach any agreement to resolve any of the outstanding 
issues? Specifically, beef and citrus problems that the 
U.S. and Japan have, automobile imports. 
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UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Of course, those 
specific problems are generally handled on an individual 
basis through USTR. We're aware of those problems, and we 
had some discussion of the mechanisms and the machinery that 
will be used to pursue them. But we did not resolve those 
problems or attempt to resolve problems in these meetings. 
The effort is to see that steps are being taken. 

Particuarly the Trade Consultation Committee is the place 
that would consider issues like that. Probably not those 
particular two because they're already in the hands of USTR, 
and being -worked on. : , : 


Q Did the U.S. side ask the Japanese members 
to consider extending the voluntary agreement restricting 
auto imports, and, if so, how did the Japanese reply? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: No, we did not bring 
that up. 

Q You didn't discuss it at all? 

UNDER SECRETRY WALLIS: I don't recall our 


discussing it. Did that come up at all in these meetings? 
Obviously, the U.S. Government and the Japanese Government 
have had discussions on that issue but not in these par- 
ticular meetings. 


Q Can we ask the Minister to comment on that, 
please? | 


Mr. Minister, would you comment on whether Japan 
is prepared to extend the agreement to restrict the sale of 
Japanese automobiles in the U.S.? 


MINISTER MOTONO: I think you are hoping that I 
would say that we have accepted. 


Q I'm trying to find out if there was 
anything discussed at the meetings. 


MINISTER MOTONO: No. It is a matter at this 
stage that we cannot comment. The time has not come for 
commenting on the matter. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: There's been some misun- 
derstanding in this country about that issue. When I was in 
Tokyo ten days ago I learned that what Minister Motono said 
was -- he was asked a question in private meeting in his 
office as to whether the agreement terminates at a certain 
date -- I think it's next March -=- and he confirmed that it 
does, which is correct. That is the way the agreement 
stands. That was all that happened. The people who were 
there then went out and interpreted that to mean “and it 
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won't be extended." Whereas, all he had said was it ter- 
minates at that date. Of course, as I say, it does. That 
has led to a good deal of misunderstanding. 


Q Mr. Minister, has the Government of Japan 
Made any decision yet on whether or not the agreement would 
be extended? 


MINISTER MOTONO: There is no decision made’ as 
yet. 


 @ Would the Minister please comment on the 
expressions of concern he made about U.S. policy that 


was mentioned in Mr. Wallis' statement? 


'? Yl #&éMINESTER MOTONO: .«- -/We-have- gathered in 
williansburg to see what could be done to upkeep: the: open- 
trade system to roll back protectionism, and as the recovery 
comes back, to be able to dismantle all those protectionist 
measures. 


We have seen some concern; certain actions taken 
by the United States Government in a restrictive sense. But 
we have also expressed our appreciation for such action 
taken, like in the Houdaille case where the American 
Administration has very strongly upheld the principle of 
open and free trade. 


Q Was there concern over Harley-Davidson? 
MINISTER MOTONO: Yes. 

Q What about steel? 

MINISTER MOTONO: Steel (inaudible). It 


seems to be the two outstanding actions. 


Q What do you think, Mr. Minister, about the 
American interest in holding IDA 7 to around $9 billion, or 
a U.S. contribution of $750 million a year? Does that 
Strike you as a sensible, workable figure for the talks that 
will be held in Tokyo next week on IDA 7? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: I'm not sure that is an 
announced government policy. If it is, it's news to me. 


We have a question over here. 


Q There's been a lot of unhappiness by U.S. 
companies and U.S. Administration officials with the NTT 
Procurement Agreement. One thing that companies have been 
suggesting is having some kind of goal for how much would be 
purchased by’ NTT. 
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Was there any discussion of this, and what would 
be the position of the U.S. and the Japanese Government on 
setting goals for how much to purchase? 


MINISTER MOTONO: As far as I can answer you 
about this, I suppose we are both respecting the rules of 
a free-market economy, whatever products are competitive and 
purchased. 


-. There is no impediment for purchase of such 
equipment by NTT so far as it meets the conditions of com- 
petitiveness. The idea of introducing a target seems, to 
me, something which is quite against this idea. It should 
be open-ended, if the product is competitive. 


I know in the past, treatment of NTT, which has 
doubled their procurement last year over the preceding year, 
we are seeing substantial progress. Of course, it's not 
like --you cannot sell in Japan like some European countries 
would go to Africa and sell equipment to a country where 
there is no system. We have an established system of com- 
munication. 


The product or equipment should meet the require- 
ment of the system. So there are certain limitations. 
American companies have been fully briefed on what the 
System is. NTT has taken the trouble of sending people, 
responsible people -- technicians -- to explain to American 
companies what are their needs. 


- I hope that on the basis of this knowledge, and 
the will to invest in such areas where they think they can 
sell their product, some substantial purchase will be made 
in the future. I don't agree with any targets for purchase. 


Q Mr. Wallis, could you comment .on that? ° 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: I don't have anything to 
add to that. That, again, is a topic that's been discussed 
in a good deal of detail between the STR people and the 
appropriate the Japanese officials. 





Q What is the U.S. Government's position on 
setting targets? 


MINISTER MOTONO: That would be contrary to 
Our general policies, too. What we're concerned about is 
having openness to the market; that our products should have 
just much access as anybody else's products anywhere in the 
world, as is the case with comparable Japanese products who 
may want to sell to AT&T or somebody or other, and they do. 
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Let me ask the Press Officer, in regards to that 
very first question that was asked, am I right in thinking a 
transcript is made available? 


STAFF: Yes. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: So then the answer 
about, is there a copy of this statement, no, but there will 
be. 
a ae Mr. Wallis, was there any discussion of the 
yen dollar relationship in your meetings, and, if so, could ) 
I have both of our comments on what was said? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: There was certainly 
discussion of that in terms of it being one of the concerns 
of both governments. Again, that came up more in an inven- 
tory of issues that need to be dealt with in some fashion. 

- And, there, I don't believe any positive proposals have been 
made, except that both governments are aware of it and are 
concerned in the same way. 


As you know, the Japanese have attempted to raise 
the yen by intervening and buying lots of them, but it 
hasn't had a lot of impact. Our other studies of interven- 
tion in foreign exchange markets indicate they usually don't 
have any effect, except to lose a lot of money for the 
intervenor. 


DO you want to comment on that, Yuki? 


MINISTER MOTONO: Yes. If this question of 
intervention is considered, some intervention could be 
possible if the amount of money involved would be smaller. 
When we consider that the nature of the flow of resources 
nowadays, especially since Japan has completely liberalized 
its foreign exchange control at the end of 1980, we have 
seen an enormous outflow of long-term capital. 


During last year, there has been an outflow of 
$27.5 billion; an inflow of $12.5 billion. Net deficit 
of $15 billion. What can you do with such an enormous 
amount of money, even if you try to have the wish of inter- 
vening, to affect the trend. It would be impossible. 


Of course, I think common intervention in some 
cases, as it was noted in the Ministers of Finance Meeting 
at the end of April -- April 29, to be more precise -- have 
agreed that in some cases intervention is useful. But that 
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would be limited, to my view, to stem the erratic 
fluxuation, but not to change the trends. 


Fortunately, the outflow of our long-term capi- 
tal, which I said the net was $15 billion last year, shows a 
little lessening trend this year. I think for the first 
four months it averaged about $5 billion. I would like to 
be precise on it, but I'm not quite sure. But compared to 
the average of about $8 billion, regarding the corresponding 


month of last year. 


.. . SO we hope that this trend may influence the 
nature. I must point out that this outflow of resources, of 
national resources from Japan, is the result of our openness 
Our system of free Flow of resources, and the money goes 
where the yield is high. In other words, to international 
markets where the interest rates are high. 
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Q Mr. Minister, you mentioned earlier that your 
government is pleased with some of the steps the Reagan 
Administration has taken and particularly its public state- 
ments on the question of protectionist legislation and so on. 
Nonetheless, there is a great deal of concern in this country 
among the people -- and to some extent in Congress, as, well 
-- which is expressed publicly and in very plain language as 
basically, the Japanese market taking yous avey from 
American empsoyees. 

How do you deal in these talks with U.S. officials. 
on that kind of issue? Do you discuss it at all, or do you 
simply accept the U.S. Government's statements that it wants 
to squelch efforts of protectionism, or do you have a plan 
or anything that you can say to people who have these con- 
cerns, about what efforts, if any, Japan is making to prevent 
that from being the case? 


MINISTER MOTONO: I think in the talks among pro- 
fessionals, we are, you know, mature enough to know the 
political constraints, the trend of public opinion, and the 
pressure, so we try to know -- mutually encourage -- because 
we have also a public opinion in Japan. For instance, when 
we are asked to take some visible and dramatic steps, for 
instance, to open the market, we are all agreed that we 
should do more to open the market. But some visible and dra- 
matic steps can be tragic in Japan, politically speaking. 


So I think we had a very frank exchange of views on 
that, and perhaps I could say that we are mutually encouraged 
to take whatever positive action we could take to protect the 
common goal of an open free trade, because the two countries' 
future depend so much more (inaudible). We are the two countries 
which have the dynamism of protecting, preserving the free 
and open trade system. . ¥ 


MISS STOCKMAN: One more question, gentlemen. 


UNDER-SECRETARY WALLIS: Let's take two because 
they were simultaneous. 


Q Can either of you gentlemen comment in more 
detail on the discussions of the debt situation? Is there 
recognition that the bridge-loan agreements reached earlier 
this year have now collapsed, and that some further measures 
are necessary? ‘ 
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MINISTER MOTONO: ‘Would you like me to reply? 
UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Surely, if you would like. 


MINISTER MOTONO: It's not a very easy task to 
answer it. I think we have exchanged views and have both 
agreed on the importance of the program. We are both aware 
that great effort should be done in the future to meet the 
situation, but there was no feeling of alarm, undue -- excessive 
alarm, about that situation. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Let me add that we did 
explicitly express our appreciation for the role the Japanese 
Government in helping with these problems, particularly the 
Latin American ones -- Mexico, to start with -- which are 
ones that bear neavsay on us. 


° b ad 
-: & ts. 


“there was one ‘other ‘simultaneous question here, so 


Q I would like to ask each of you, given autos, 
steel and agricultural goods, are you optimistic that trade 
tensions between the two countries could ease over the next 
six months? 


MINISTER MOTONO: That is also a very difficult 
question. To tell you very frankly, I think it is a definite 
course that Japan has taken to open further its markets, with 
due consideration for balance, for the political stability. 

I think that is also very important because of the alliance 
we have with the United States, and we are certainly an 
element of stability for world peace. 


At the same time, if you just look at the trend of 
trade, it is with rather mixed feelings that I am looking at 
the American recovery, which is very strong. To me -- 
perhaps I'm too optimistic -— but I think it is very steady, 
and all signs show that it is a real recovery. As much as 
the American economy recovers, it is natural that consumers 
have more confidence in the future and would spend more. 
Also, enterprises which invest in new fields -- now, there is 
a shift. from certain old-line area to more high tech- 
neseyseas and service communication areas. 


& st" 

ALL those new investments would entail. ; &. strong 
demand on the part of American enterprises. Under the pre- 
sent conditions, we do have competitive goods. Japan is a 
market where there is completely free competition, and our 
manufacturers vie with each other to provide the consumers 
with exactly the product which they want. 
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The United States, which has the consumers' demand 
after inflation repealed means that the disposal income is 
reduced. That means that the shape of demand takes more the 
nature of a kind of middle-class demand, if I may get perhaps 
into too much detail. That demand is certainly to pull goods 
from Japan -- not only from Japan, but from abroad. 


At the same time, the fear about inflation may give 
an effect on American interest rates to be on the higher side 
for a while, so the effect on the dollar/yen rate also is 
obvious. We would be squeezed in a situation where, although 
we open up our markets further, the imbalance itself is not 
going to show such a physical difference or improvement. 

We would like to have it reduced, but what can you do? 
That's a puzzle. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: You asked us both to com- 
ment. I'll comment very briefly. You asked about optimistic. 
I'd say, well, I'm certainly hopeful. When you say six 
months, I don't know whether I can attach the word 
"optimistic" to that; but if you double that period, I'd say 
I am optimistic, largely for reasons associated with the 
economic recovery that Mr. Motono emphasized. But if you 
look at the political pressures in the United States, of 
course, protectionism is a battle between one group in the 
United States against other groups in the United States. 

It's not a battle of the U.S. against Japan and vice versa; 
it's the producers versus the consumers of autombiles in this 
country. We wouldn't have this problem if the consumers 
weren't showing a preference for Japanese cars. 


The workers have a preference, presumably, for 
working in the automobile industry; and at present, if you 
can't buy a Japanese car, you can get one that some people 
think is better anyway -- at any rate, it is comparable and 
doesn't cost a whole lot more, and the consumer isn't going 
to have any enormous pressure. But the worker, at present, 
if he loses his job in the auto factory, cannot walk across 
the street and get as good a one or a better one, so his 
pressure is going to be very great. 


. I think as recovery proceeds, one of the things 
that is happening is that our auto industry is more and more 
producing cars that the consumers do like equally well in 
part. Also it is making jobs availble, and if they can't 
work in that industry, they can work in another one, which 
is just not true now. When it is true, the protectionist 
pressures will not be nearly as great, and then the consumer 
pressures will begin to bear more relevance to the ter- 
mination of actual policy. 
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So, yes, I am optimistic, though hardly over a six- 
month period, but'over a twelve-month period. But even on a 
six-month period, I at least have some hope that there will 
be some progress. 


Thanks very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:06 p.m.) - 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
INITIALING OF DEFENSE AND ECONOMIC COOPERATION 
AGREEMENT WITH GREECE 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FRIDAY, JULY 15, 1983, 4:32 P. M. 


~-. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before I talk 


about Greece, I thought I would hit another subject which 





is timely, .and that is we have reached an agreement on 

a concluding document eo an agreement in principle on a 
concluding document in Madrid. There are still: some 
technical questions to work out and some last-minute 
problems that have been raised by the Maltese Government, 
but on the critical, central questions — that is, those 
dealing with East-West issues -- agreement just a few 
minutes ago, as I said, was reached in Madrid. 

' Our Ambassador, Max Kampelman, is making a state- 
ment in Madrid on that agreement. It is quite a lengthy 
statement. I have a copy here. We are making just now 
copies of that statement in the Press Office. We'll endeavor 
to get them to you as soon as possible. 

- I will make, though, just a few general points about 
that agreement. To begin with, we think it is an important 





agreement. It represents real -—- 
Q Can you make these on the retord? 
A No. I think Max Kampelman's statement will 
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speak for itself.- But it does: represent a real and signifi- 
cant emsiovemins over the Helsinki Final Act. As you know, 
we've been negotiating on this concluding document for over 
two years. 7 

the words in the agreement are very important, 
because ‘they enable us to judge and evaluate Soviet and 
Eastern European performance in the human rights area. 
Without those words, that process would be more difficult. 
They exist as criteria for judging Eastern behavior in the 
human rights area. For that reason we think it is a sub- 
stantial accomplishment that we have achieved this agreement. 

That said, deeds are much more important than 
words, and this Administration will continue to press for 
improvements in Soviet and Eastern European human rights 
behavior .. Thus, while we are satisfied with this document, 
this in no way will sepuecent any diminution on our part of 
our interest in obtaining better human rights performance, 
and this will continue to be a priority issue on the Reagan 
Administration agenda. We see this outcome in Madrid -_ 
which, as I said before, does represent a significant 
improvement, a real improvement, over what we obtained in 
Helsinki -- as one step towards improved Soviet and Eastern 
European performance in the area of human rights. 


When I am through talking about Greece, I'll be 


happy to answer any questions that you might have on Madrid. 
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Let me just move to the Greek base negotiation.--— 
very short statement -- and again answer your questions. 

The Governments of the United States and Greece 
announced today the initialing:in. Athens of a defense and 
economic cooperation agreement. The agreement will be signed 
at a later date at the convenience of both governments. 

The negotiations, begun in, October in Athens, were 
conducted by Ambassador Reginald Bartholomew and Greek Deputy 
Foreign Minister Kapsis. 

We believe they have negotiated an agreement which 
benefits both the United States and Greece as well as the NATO 
alliance in which we are partners.and-reaffirms the importance 
the United States attaches to its traditional relationship 
with Greece. . 

Questions? 

Q Papandreou has been saying that after five 
years, bye-bye to the bases, and the U.S. has only 17 months 
in which to dismantle then. | 





Are you saying that very specifically, that at the 
end of the five-years period the bases disappear? 
A | This agreement is no different in ‘terms of 
its duration and termination than agreements we have signed 
with other countries. We have agreements with other countries, 


as wwe do-now,with Greece,wthatiprovide for a certain period, 


and at the end of the period if either party wants to take 
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the initiative and terminate that agreement,’ they are free to 
do so. So there's nothing unusual in that. It's the same with 
other agreements we have with other countries. 

Q So you're suggesting that. in terms of language, 
it's not a terminating agreement? : 

-- B We have had a security relationship with Greece 
that goes back == an ‘agreement that goes back to 1953, and 
we are going to continue it under this agreement. 

Q How do you explain the way Papandreou has been 
advertising this, ant the emphasis on the termination after 
five years? 

A I won't explain it. I think he can explain it. 
But under the terms of this agreement it's quite clear that 
the U.S. will continue its security relationship with Greece 
under the duration of the agreement. 

Q Is there anything in this agreement that is 
different from the:last one in connection with termination? 

A - It is, because the last one was signed in a 
different era, Bernie. It was one that, as. “you know, was 
signed in the early 50s and was going to continue at the 
convenience of both parties. In recent years I think there 
has been a different pattern of agreements. They have had 
a definite duration -- normally five years like this one -- 
and at the end of the period both sides can decide whether 


they want to continue it. 
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Q Could you give us one example of other . 
countries with whom we have these sort of five-year 
agreements? 

A Spain, Turkey, Philippines. 

Q Wasn't there a draft agreement in the late 
70s that néver got signed? ili 

A That's right. This is the third try really. 
We have made two other efforts. 

Q Were those earlier draft agreements five- 
year sagreenents? 

| A. Yes. 

Q So this is not an innovation in this one? 

A No. 

Q Did the U.S. seek to resist this termination? 

A No. 

Q Are you saying that this agreement is in fact _ 
an agreement to continue the present arrangements? It's 
simply an extention of what we've got i | 

A No. It's a oer agreement. Sou ean cit Gon 
with the old agreement and new agreement, and kind of compare 
and contrast. Obviously, as I said before, this is not the 
easiy 1950s, but what: my point is, it is an equeenent. thet 
is Similar in form and I think in character to other agreements 
we have signed with other allied governments. 


Q It doesn't carry a connotation of termination, 


it carries a connotation of just extinction. 
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A Iwill let dis ‘eapoenant speak for itself. 
We have signed an agreement which, over the next five years, 
is going to en for defense and security cooperation 
with: Greece. | | 

Q Then you have no doubt at this point that 


in three or four years from now we'll be sitting down to 


| renegotiate? 
s A I wouldn't want to say. 
' Q Is there any connection with this, as has 


been said in Athens -- 





Ln 


A . _ - _- te Se > 
-@» * , 








to speculate on what the picture will look like in three, 
four or five years. 

Q Are there to be an exchange of letters 
committing this Administration to a-10 to 7 ratio? Turkey, 
Greece -- | 

A We do not eccapt the 10 to 7 ratio. 

Q So there is no such commitment. 


A It's a mechanistic approach to security 





assistance, and that“s been our position. 

Q . Could you explain the mysterious 17 'months 
rather than 18 for instance or 24? 

A No. I think it's, again, very similar to 


arrangements we have in other agreements. I don't think 


it's -- 


Q 17 months? 
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A The way it works; I think it's 12 months 





plus 5. I think you get a year. * (See below.) 


A I think it's just a matter of convention, 
really. I followed the negotiations very closely, and I 
can't explain it. I don't think it was ever a major issue. 

Q On the assumption that the agreement after 
that five-year period is not renewed, is indeed 17 months 
sufficient time for the United States Government to make 
alternative arrangements? 

-: y No. That is not the assumption it's based 
on. I mean, I think it's a little bit bizarre, actually. 
You're asking me questions about what the world's going to 
look like in five years from now and what we might do, 
when the issue before we had an agreement was what the 
immediate future was. 

We're veey pleased that we've been able to sign 
an agreement ‘that is going to extend the U.S.-Greek security 
relationship for at least five years, and we'se’ quite happy 
with this and we assume the Greek Government is as well. 

: , Q But, presumably somewhere along the way 
between now and he expizing of that five-year period, the 
‘United States Government -- the Administration, whatever it 
is at that time -- will have to ask itself the question 


whether it is likely that that agreement will be renewed 





Clarification: The agreement provides that either party must give 
: written notification to terminate the agreement which 
woula then take effect five months after that notification 
The U.S. would have 17 months after termination of the - - 


agreement for withdrawal. 


4 





~ 
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and take action assenbiante. T mean, 17 months is not, 
going to be a sufficient time in order to restructure the 
United States’ strategic installations in that area. Right? 
A No. I think that's not true. We've been 
negotiating so far. We could have failed. to ‘get: an pereenent. 
At any time the United States can lose its access to various 


base facilities around the world. It's even been known to 
happen. | 
. : Q Would you be allowed to function during that 

17-month period, or must the functioning terminate at the 
end of the five years? 

A No. We could function. 

Q What precisely must either country do to 
terminate the agreement? 

A We have to take a positive decision and inform 
one another of that desire... | 

Q In what time frame? 

A I can't remember. I think there are notifica- 
tions that can be made before the five-year period, and ° 
there are notifications that can be made after. 

Q There's no specific provision for renegotiating 
or at some point reviewing? ‘ 

A. I think it's obviously implicit that at that 


period they can go ahead and renegotiate if they so desire. 
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Q But such agreements are not written. 
implicitly. Is there anything in the language that says 
there will be a review at such and such a time, or ‘that 
negotiations would be started — | 

A No. We don't have those kinds of Languses 
in other agreements. Take a look at any of the agreements 
we've negotiated recently. We recently concluded an agree- 


ment with Spain. 


: . (Continued on following page) 
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gs Q While the agreement text, we know, is” 
not yet released, there are reports bedi iatans. despite 
what you said about the 7-10, where apparently reporters 
are being git. :: to understand there that the agreement 
includes a ge..csally worded American commitment to 
maintaining the balance of military power between Greece ; 
and Turkey in the Aegean region. 

A There is language in the Agreement which makes 
pefepence to existing 2.2. te. I think it's the Security 
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, which includes, among 
others -- this is the law, not the Agreement; the law of 
the land -- includes balance as one of the criteria, which 
the United States should follow in making security assistance 
decision. And there is reference to that law, which is | 
not unusual; but there is no reference to any 7-10 ratio. 

Q If the $500 million figure accurate that 
has been bandied about? Pa eae ge . 

A We have made a request, as you know, for the 
next fiscal year, if we were able to achieve a successful 
base agreement that met our requirements up te $500 million, 
So in that sense, that is accurate. 

2 What is the figure for Turkey? 


A The figure for Turkey is -- Our request is -- 


What is it?. 


STAFF: $755 million. 
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A Yés, $755 million. That's our request. 
Q Where does the figure 710 come from?_ 
A It's an invention not of the U.S. Government. 
Q Was this $500 million figure raised from an 
earlier Reagan Administration figure or what? 
- A What we requested was §280:-million, but we 
came forward -- : 

Q For FY-84, right? 

As == we came forward with 220 additional, 
contingent on achieving a satisfactory base agreement. 

Q We. haven't seen the Agreement, as John 
points out, but does it specifically say that if one side 
challenges, there is in fact this timetable for dismant- 
ling in 17 months? 

A  _No, I don't think that's a - 

Q Where is the 17 ountes from that we're 
talking about? 

: A That is not the right way to 100k at it. 
They are in the Agreement; there is language for, at the 
’ ont of the five-year period for both sides to notify one 
another of their intention of extending the Agreement, 
renegotiating the Agreement or leaving the Agreement. 


And that period altogether would cover some 17 months. 


Q I'm sorry. What would cover the 17 months? 


‘ 
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You mean this isatovine each other, there is a period of 
17 months? Is that what you' re saying? 
A Yes. 


Q At the end? ys 

A Is that correct? How would ve want to 
say that precisely? 

Q Is the 17 part of the five years? 

.A No, no. 
STAFF: ‘It's a shirt-tail right. 

A It’s normal language that we have in other 
agreements which peovises both sides some time at the end 
of the five-year period to determine where they want to go. 

Q And there: is-a:17-month spread to either 
terminate or to reach another Agreement, is that the idea? 

A It could be used -<—- If one party decided 
that they wanted to terminate the Agreement, they could 
notify the other at the end’ of that five-year period; and 9 
at the end of that 17-month period, you could terminate. 

Q magne. And if you agreed to negotiate, you 
would use that same timeframe to work out another Agreement 
or whatever time is required? 


A Presumably, you could extend it, or whatever. 


Q Can we go over to Madrid now? 
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A Just a second. 

(To staff) Do you ‘have something you want to 
add to this? 

STAFF: I think that once either side sives a 
notification, then there is a 17-month srace period for us 


to take whatever measures remove our facilities and our - 


people. 

Q This is not what Papandreou put in his 
sebeanant. I mean there is conflict here. 

A well, what is the conflict? 

Q The conflict is, Mr. Papandreou said in his 
statement quite plainly that at the end of the five-year 
period of the Acreement, when the Agreement terminates and 
the bases will have to be removed, the United States then 
has 17 months in which to wind up the operation of the bases. 
That's rather aifferent. I mean, the 17 months in Mr. 
Papandreou's terms is a period during which the United 
States winds up the operations. You're suggesting it is a : 
period during people make up their minds what they are 
 gatng to do,” - 

| A Both sides, both parties are going to have 
yiews on this matter at the end of the five years. 

Q Has Papendreou -- | 


A It's the Greek Government. I mean, this is 


a sovereign country. We have signed an agreement that is | 


¢ 
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going to last for five years, If the Greek Government, 
at the end of that five-year period, wants to take that 
decision, it is free to do so. 

Q Papandreou has not told the’ United States 
now that’ this is it: you have five years: and then it - 
closes down? He hasn't served that notice in advance? 

A We have not -- No, the Agreement isn't 
even in effect yet. 

Q No. In the negotiation, has he said to the 
United States, -“"You have five years, and then you clear 
out in 17 months?" Has that been told to -- 

A What happens is that five months after we 
are notified that the government wishes to terminate the 
Agreement, a termination would take effect -- the 
Agreement would be terminated. Then, we would have 12 
months to vacate, 

Q Could you please answer my question? In 
putting this initially in’ this package now, has Papandreou 
told the United States, "I'm signing for five years, and 
.at the end of it, I'm telling you now; I want you out?” 

A Not that I‘m aware of, no, 


’ 


Q Couldn't you do better by way of a4 reply? 


I mean, is that a no? 
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A But people have been saying publicly the way 
he has been dhupeotanisine the Agreement. I mean, I find 
it a little bit bizarre -- I have to tell you I find it a 
little bit strange that you are asking me about terminating 
an agreement, you know, the day that I'm announcing that 
we've eshteves an agreement. | | 

Q Can we put it this way? I know you won't 
answer it; but let me try to put it this way: There 
has been a lot of reporting and speculation for a long time 
that Papandreou is in effect playing a two-edged game, while 
on the one hand, trying to keep these bases there, while at 
the same time satisfying his domestic constituency that 
opposes the continuation of these bases by using rhetoric 
that implies that he is going to terminate their thing there? 

May we ask you as a senior U.S. official if you 
have any indication that the statements made in Athens today 
are for-domestic political consumption? “aay . 

A The way I answer that is that we are pleased 
we have an agreement with Greece, (Laughter) which was what 
this negotiation was all about, after all! 
= Q Could I ask you about the economic aid part 
of it, or the economic cooperation, beyond the, up to 


$500 million? Is there some provision for military 


co-production agreements? ) 


¢ 
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A There will be discussions of that subject. 
Q But nothing settled yet? 
A | No. We would hope to enhance U.S.-Greek 
military cooperation. | 
; + STAFF: One more. . . 
Q Is there anything you could tell us about 
the sudden snag that occurred a month ago and how it was 
resolved? | 
A No, I wouldn't want to go into too much 
detail on the negotiations. 
Q Was it very fundamental? 
A No, I don't: really -think so.. 
. Q.- Let me.ask one question: The previous 
agreement was equally for five years? 
A No. 
Q That was the '53 all the way through? 
A Yes. That's right. 
Q But the draft Agreements in the late 70's 
would have been for five years? F, 
A Yes. I mean, all the agreements that we have 
negotiated, the draft agreements with the Greeks, the 


negotiations, the agreements we have with other countries 


in this period are five-year acsreements. 
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Q I was leading to the question of what was 
the change in the military foreian sales aida package in | 
the past five-year package? Compared to this $500 million 
this time, what was the previous -- 

A This represents a fairly substantial inerease. 

~ Tye got two more minutes. ~ 

Q Can we ask a quick one on Madrid? 

A Yes. 

Q . Have you reached any decisions about any 
kind of initialling act, including possibly a visit -- 


A No, That's under discussion. 





Q No timing, then? 

A No, no timing. 

Q When will you? 

A It has to be worked out amongst 35 
different Foreign Ministers. 

Q Will it be before the jestantas of 
September? 

A there is no way of knowing that. | 

Q Is the U.S. Secretary of State willing to go? 

A If the other governments think it is desirable, 
then he would be willing to go. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:55 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
ANZUS COUNCIL MEETING 
BY 
TWO SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
MONDAY, JULY 18, 1983, 5:30 P. M. 


-FIRST OFFICIAL: We're ON BACKGROUND attributable 
to bites American officials. Let me give you a rundown. 

The Secretary had dinner last night with the New 
Zealand Foreign Minister. They began their formal sessions 


this morning at 9:00 o'clock, the Foreign Ministers of 





New Zealand, Australia, and the Secretary of State repre- 
sented the United States. . 

Secretary Weinberger was there for about 45 
Minutes this morning, and then had to leave. 

The Australim Minister of Defense was there. There 
was no New Zealand Minister of Defense there, so I take 
back my apology of the other day to New Zealand. We didn't 


get it wrong. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It was the Secretary of Défense. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: The Secretary of Defense. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: He's the number two. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: The atmosphere is really very good. 
They were very quickly on a first-name basis. Of course, 
the Secretary of State had met both of his counterparts 


several times before, but they were very quickly on a George 


and Bill end Warren basis. 








BEST COPY AVAILABLE : 


The breakdown of the air conditioning, I think, 
contributed to the informality. Everybody shed their coats. 
Some people loosened their ties. That was a good, informal 
session. 

The Secretary is, in about 25 minutes, playing host 
in this building at a reception for his counterparts, and 
then we'll be their host at a dinner at Blair House tonight. 

They began at 9:00. They went til about 10:20, 
basically with a review of the ANZUS Treaty. The Australian 
Government is new and had suggested this. There hadn't been 
such a review in 3l years. 

The Australian delegation made it very clear that 
their commitment to ANZUS was total.-- they offered their 
full support to it -- but thought that there would be merit 
in reviewing it.to strengthen it and to determine its rele- 
vance. 

They had a good look at the treaty. There was a 


thorough discussion of it, and ther2 was ultimately solidarity 


of viewpoints that the ANZUS Treaty is a vital and relevant 
document. 

They also felt that the spirit of ANZUS guides the 
bilateral relations between the various countries. I'm not 
going to get into any more detail than this. My colleague 
here wants to do that because there will be a communique 


tomorrow which will touch on those points. 
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They then broke for coffee and, given the 
character of the visiting delegations, tea. They went back 
at 10:40 and took part in a global overview which primarily 
centered on economics with a special emphasis on economic 
development, international aid, which lasted until 11:40. 
Then from 11:40 until 12:00 noon, with the Secretary of 
State leading -- the Secretary of State led that previous 
session, too, on the economy -- they discussed defense 
with particular emphasis on U.S. strength, and then a 
review of Soviet intercontinental missile strength, 
particularly as it affects Asia. 

They broke for lunch, went back at 2:30. The dis- 
cussion then was led by the New Zealand Foreign Minister, 
mainly on ASEAN, with some particular emphasis on Soviet 
influence in the area, obviously Vietnam and Kampuchea. 

Then Foreign Minister Hayden of Australia talked 
a bit about Australia's view of Asia and gave an account of 
his visit to Hanoi and Laos, and also of his talks with the 
Vietnamese authorities on six Australian MIAs, and also 
made reference to the fact that he raised the question of 
U.S. MIAs. 

That session ended about 3:20, and they then talked 
about Pacific Islands from about 3:20 to 4:00 o'clock, dis- 


cussing political and economic future of those assorted 


territories. 
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They broke for tea from 4:00 to 4:20, and they 
then went back, with the Secretary leading a discussion on 
Northeast Asia with emphasis on Japan, China and Korea, until 
just a little after 5:00 when they broke. 

They will go back into session tomorrow morning. 

I think the Australian Foreign Minister will be the host at 
a luncheon tomorrow. Then they'll have an afternoon session, 
wrap up the communique, and hold a press conference. 

My distinguished colleague, the podium is all 
yours if you wish to add anything to all that. 

SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't think I have anything to 
add to that. I'd be glad to try to take questions. 

Q Could we have a little more on what the 
Australian Foreign Minister may have said about his visit to 
Hanoi and Laos? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: There's not a great deal more to 
add to that. I don't think he came back with a feeling that 
there was about to be a break in the Vietnamese approach to 
the Cambodian problem. I think he felt that it was useful to 


have gone and talked to them. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q On Australia and New Zealand both, did the 
subject of notification by the United States of ships and 
vessels carrying nuclear weapons come up? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No, not specifically. There 
was a discussion of a nuclear-free zone proposal which the 
Australians have crafted to try to avoid that problem for us. 

Q Some of the New Zealanders suggest that there 
have been people within the Parliament, or even within the 
Government, who would like the United States to notify about 
ships or vessels carrying nuclear weapons. It didn't come up? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No, and I think -- No, it 
didn't. 

Q How is the danger of the Soviet threat in 
the ANZUS region perceived? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: There was some discussion about 
the possible vulnerabilities of the small Pacific island 
countries because, essentially, of their eusnende weakness. 


The importance of addressing those economic weakness is 


because over the long run, they could leave some opening for the 


Russians. But I think the general framework of the discussion 
was to recognize that the threat that we all face from the 
Soviets is primarily outside of that region. I mean, it's not 


a direct military threat within the ANZUS region itself -- at 


the moment, it's not %.ur principal concern. 





-< 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: There was some reference to the 
use of Camranh Bay and Soviet activity in Vietnam. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. There was specific 
reference -- You said in the South Pacific region? 
Q I was thinking primarily of ANZUS, but 
let's -extend that beyond the ANZUS regien. | 
SECOND OFFICIAL. There was discussion about 
Vietnam; there was discussion about the Soviet buildup in the 
Pacific. There was, as John said, more broadly discussion 
about the Soviet buildup, which indeed threatens all of us. 
Q Did the Australians bring up their idea 
that the geographic limits of ANZUS should be more specifically, 
explicitly defined? 
SECOND OFFICIAL: That issue was specifically 
Giscussed, but not in the form of the Australians' saying 
that we should do that. I mean we talked about the dilemmas 
of doing that, the arguments both pro and con; but I think . 
there was a general agreement that in fact, more often than 
not, efforts to be specific in that way are actually openings 
for creating problems, and that while it is useful to have some 
understanding among ourselves of what the nature of the 
imprecision is, that a certain amount of imprecision and 


ambiguity is actually useful. 
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Beyond that, the Australians did say specifically 
that they felt it was important outside of the ANZUS area, 
while we share substantial common interests and common 
concern about democratic values -- and indeed as a result of 
this, which I think they referred to as “the. spirit of ANZUS," 
we have, generally, a common global approach -- that it is impor- 
tant not to say that our actions outside the ANZUS Treaty 
area are based on the Treaty itself, although they may be 
shaped by the spirit of the Treaty. 

Q- Did the Australians say, in terms of defense, 
that they were intending to narrow their scope or the portion 
of the Indian Ocean which they were committed to defend? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No, they didn't. 

Q They did not? 

A No. 

Q Would you go back to the question of 
notification? I'm not clear on what our attitude is towards 
notifying Australia or New Zealand that our ships are carrying 
nuclear weapons? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: As far as I know, we don't. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: We neither confirm nor deny. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: That's a public position. I 


believe, as far as I know, with respect to any communication 
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between governments, we don't notify. But I don't know that 


for sure. 


Q Is there any consideration of changing this 


policy? 
__ SECOND OFFICIAL: Not at the moment, no. 
Q Did the Australian or New Zealand Foreign 
Ministers put forth any new ideas on economic development 
and international assistance? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: No specific ideas. I think there 
was a significant part of the discussion about the global 
situation focused on the important of development. The 
Secretary made the point that development is much more than just 
a matter of official development assistance. In fact, if you 
look at the Southeast ASian countries, who are the most 
immediate neighbors of Australia, I think some 94 percent of 
their development resources come from domestic sources. And 
of the portion that comes externally, a larger portion is 
provided by private investment than by official development, 
So there was some discussion about that general question of 
perspective, kind of general agreement on the importance of 
development, and then in the discussion later about the Pacific 
islands, again some specific discussion about the problem there -- 
the special problem of the character of those countries, many 
of whom haye serious problems in developing economic self- 


sufficiency. ~ 7 i 
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Q Were any suggestions put forward on a 
monetary or trade conference or any type of new multi-lateral 
solution? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: Not today, no. There is ‘nits’ room 
on the agenda tomorrow if you're talking about, for example, 
New Zealand's concern about the international monetary 
system. The way the agenda has been structured, I guess it 


Might come up again tomorrow; it did not today. 


(Continued on page 10.) 
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Q Was there any discussion today, including 
Japan, in the defense arrangements of ANZUS, or is that - 
likely to come up tomorrow? 

a There wasn't today, and I don't expect 
it to come up. There was discussion about Japan and 
Japan's defense efforts which are within the framework 
of the one treaty, the security treaty that Japan has 
and that is with us. I think it's fair to say a general 
understanding of the benefits to the whole region of 
an improved Japanese self-defense capability, while 
everyone recognizes, as the Japanese themselves recognize, 
that neither Japan nor Japan's neighbors are interested in 
seeing a Japanese role that extends beyond Japan's 
self defense. 

Q In light of some impressions left by the 
Australian eheotion campagine,: did the Australians 
specifically, explicitly re-commit their government to 
the treaty and to the arrangements which have been made 
subsequently with the United States on the B-52's and 
the rest? In: other words, are things going to remain as 
they were before the Labor Party took over? — 

A They very, very definitely, very clearly 


reaffirm their commitment to-the treaty. Insofar as we 
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talked about specific, existing arrangements, I would say 
the general thrust of the discussion was to continue 
arrangements as they are although these are bilateral 
arrangements between us and the details of them are 

more appropriately discussed when the Australian Foreign 
Minister and Defense Minister meet in bilateral meetings 
Tater in the week. | 

Q In addition to the B-52's, would that 
include the intelligence bases? 

A They're not bases; they're facilities. 
The joint facilities certainly will continue. There may 
be some discussions about specific details. I think 
actually fairly small ones. There specifically is the 
question of public disclosure the Australians have raised, 
but we will discuss that with them bilaterally. 

Q In review of the ANZUS treaty today, were 
there any problems raised, an @netien or areas where, 
say, Australia or New Zealand felt that there had to be 
renegotiations? 

A No. I think we're all quite — with 
the treaty. I think that the general form of the treaty 
it was pointed out by one of the other participating 


governments -- I believe it was New Zealand -- is probably 


part of the reason that it has had the long life that 
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it's had; in fact the document is too specific, has 
problems because it constantly needs renegotiation. 

I think within that framework, a comment was made that 
the imprecision is good as long as it is accompanied by 
very extensive dialogue about the specific issues and 
specific concerns. “Indeed, that is why we have these 
very extensive consultative mechanisms within the Alliance 
and why we have these annual ministeral meetings. 

Q When the Australian Foreign Minister was 
talking about his trip to Hanoi, did he urge the United 
States to change its policies so that Vietnam was not 
so isolated? Did he urge a dialogue, in other words? 

a Let me say, first of all, it's not our 
policy. It's the policies of the ASEAN countries. The 
guiding principle and the one that has quided our 
discussions today also is that it's the ASEAN countries_ 
who have the direct security interest at stake in this 
issue that has shown, really, impressive leadership on 
the issue and whose lead we want to follow and whose 
interest we want to support. 


So the question is, in a way, whether they should 





change their policies. I think the feeling was that while 





we're still discouraged at the pace of progress, we believe 


that the approach the ASEAN countries have taken is the 
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right one; that they have demonstrated the right mixture 
of resolve and at the same time willingness to find a 
political settlement, and that the real thing that's 
needed is a change of position by Vietnam. 

Q There's been some discussion in the press 
about the Laos pursuing a policy somewhat more independent 
of Vietnam and the Soviet Union. Was tone any discussion 
today about pursuing that with the Laotions? 

A one. | The Secretary specifically indicated 
our interest in exploring an improvement of relations 
with Laos in which we think the most important concrete 
action the Laotions might take on their side would be 
toward a resolution of the MIA issue. 

That expression of our interest was in fact 


made in the context of the Australian Foreign Minister 





indicating that they would be very happy to convey our 
concerns about that issue to both Hanoi and Vientiane. 

Q We still diplomatic relations with Laos; 
right? 

A Yes, we do. 

Q No Ambassador? 

A Not an Ambassador. 


Q Do you have an Ambassador? 


A We do not. We have diplomatic relations 
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but conducted by a Charge’. 
Q Have the Laotions expressed interest, as 


is my impression, in improving ties with, say, the West? 

A Specifically,indicated interest in 
improving relations with the United States, as we have 
indicated interest in improving relations with Laos. 

We really still need to see -- we've seen some 
encouraging steps. .We've indicated what we really need 
to see is some concerted pattern of progress on the MIA 
issue. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I have a feeling we have 
satiated you with information. 

Q What is the focus of the talks tomorrow? 

SECOND OFFICIAL: We'll be doing a wrap-up 
of - arms control and global issues. If there are any 
remaining differences on the communique, we'll be discussing - 
them tomorrow. 


(Briefing concluded at 5:50 P.M.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
THE EMIR OF BAHRAIN 


July 19, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
11:35 A.M. EDT 


MR. ROUSSEL: We're going to have to get going because my 
colleague's got another meeting he's got to be:in in a- few minutes. 
We will now have a briefing by my colleague on the President's 
meeting with the Emir. This is attributable to senior administration 
official on background. 


Q Begin. Tell us about Begin. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Welcome to the 
afficionados of American-Bahraini relations. 


Begin's already been announced. I really have nothing 
to add to it. So, it would be hopeless to ask me a questicn because 
I won't answer it. So, let's go on. 


Q We tried. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am going to give 
you a briefing on background of the meeting in the -- on Bahrain, 
the Emir. I've only got about 10 minutes. Let me do my best 
and get out. 


Q Do you think it will take that long? 
Q Regurgitate it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just let me tell 
you the Emir was in the room with the Foreign Minister and the 
Minister of Heaith and one of his senior court advisers. On our 
side, there was the President, Vice President, Secretaries of 
State and Defense, Bill Clark, and Ambassador Sutherland. 


The subjects that were Giscussed -- a bit first on 
the bilateral relationship. There was really just a discussion 
of some of the issues, some of the topics anc a reaffirmation of 
our interest -- mutual interest in close cooperative reiations. 
Most of the time was spent on regional issues, Middle East peace -- 
Socus on the Palestinian problem, a discussion of the Reagan 
initiative; Lebanon, agreement on the need to get all external 
forces out, a need to break the current impasse; Iran-Iraq war, 
they discussed the urgency and agreed on the urgency of finding 
a solution; Soviet issues, the problems of the Soviets in 
Afghanistan, the pressures this puts on the Gulf; the problems 
of instability in the general area redouncinsg to the benefit of 
the Soviets. Our visitors were quite concernec about the threats 
this posed to the conservative monarchies of the Gulf. 


The Presicent asked the Secretary to discuss his 
Current visit to the area and there was a focus on Syria, Syrian 
attitudes, on Lebanon.. Now, a large part of the discussion was 
on Lebanon, in part because of the merits of the case, in part 
because of the topicality. President Gemayel is arriving. 


Then in the context of ciscussine the Iran-Irac 
war, there was a considerable discussion -- the President and 
the Vice President anc che Emir on the problems of trying co fine 


@ way to isolate che oil spill, *o cas the wells, to avoid furcher harm 
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to the marine ecology. We discussed the things we have been 
trying to do individually and to some extent together, noting 
that the American experts are in place just waiting to be given 


the green light from a security point of view in order to end 
that threat to the ecology of the area. 


Now, that was the general discussion. Let me answer 
a couple of questions. 


Q Did the President convey to him the cancellation 
of the visit of Prime Minister Begin -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q -- what effect this may have on the Middle 
East peace prospect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not at all. 
Q %t did not come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the subject 
didn't come up. 


Q Can you give us your analysis of what impact 
it does have? I mean, you did have the Emir here today -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q -- and Gemayel -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really -- this 
just happened and I'm not going to engage in any off-the-cuff 
speculative analysis. It wouldn't be doing you a service either. 

Q Any approacn made regarding a -- base? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 


Q -- a rapid deployment base for the Gulf? 
Any approach made by the U.S. to the visitors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q On the subject of the Palestinian peace plans, 
is the Emir a backer of the President's September lst -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think he's -- 


Q When he was talking about secure national boundaries, 
it sounded like he was going beyond that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Emir is a 
backer of anything that will bring peace to the area. Basically, 
the Bahrainis see their interest served by peace. They would like -- 


Q Would you characterize it -- would he insist on 
a Palestinian homeland? Did he? Would he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can -- however you 
define that. 


Q He said within secure boundaries. It sounds 
like -- 

Q -- national boundaries -- kind of like a state. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You ask him what 
he meant. Ask the Bahrainis. This was not -- 

Q He's not here. 

Q Now, we're just trying to -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but this was 
not further elaborated beyond what he said publicly. 


Q We're just trying to translate what he said 
publicly. As you, yourself, said it depends on how you define 
“boundaries”. 


ve 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q We're wondering how he defines “boundaries" and 
I'm sure the United States and Bahrain have been discussing this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want to 
get a view as to what the official Bahraini position is on that 
subject, ask the foreign minister. I mean, we didn't go into it. 

Q Did the President ask what he meant? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we didn't go 
into that. There was just a general agreement 
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on the need to unblock the peace process and also a general 
agreement on the fact that Lebanon, the current impasse in Lebanon, 
really was a practical -- obstacle to unlocking the solution of 
the Palestinian problem. 

Q Did he offer the President any suggestions 7 
about how to change Assad's position or change the Syrian approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The emphasis of the 
Bahrainis was on getting foreign forces out. Now -- 


Q Well, in that context -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- which is -- I 
think it's fair to say that in their view if the focus were to be 
put exclusively on getting foreign forces out and talking about 
security issues, it would make it a lot easier. 


Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, we explained 
the background of the agreement and what the various elements of 
the agreement were intended to accomplish. And they just frankly 
said they thought that the non-security elements of the agreement 
were a problem. 


Q -- non-security elements being a problem for 
Assad, but did they offer any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Being a problem 
for the -- for the rest of the Arabs as well. That was what they 
claimed. We explained why the agreement had the key element, 
from the Arab point of view, of assuring Israeli withdrawal, and 
we thought that this was something that was important to the 
Arabs and they said, yes, it is, all withdrawal is important. 
I don't want to give you the idea that the Bahrainis were supporting 
a Syrian occupation of Lebanon, because they're not. But there 
were no magic solutions that came out of the meeting. 


Q -- discussions of the West Bank? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just in the general 
context of the need to unblock the road to -- a solution of the 
Israeli-Palestinian problem, in that context. 


Q What role, if any, can Bahrain really play 
in the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bahrain will play 
a role in the context of the Gulf Cooperative Council. They well 
recognize the limits on Bahrain's influence but they are a 
conservative, a moderate country who obviously recognize that 
continued turmoil and threats to the peace are against their 
interest. And to that extent, they can be constructive exercising 
their influence through a mechanism that exists. They don't 
pretend to be independent actors. 


One more. I've got to run. 


Q Would he -- he call for the withdrawal of the 
Svrian as well as Israeli forces from Lebanon? Did he support 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sure. The 
question is how do you get it -- how do you get it? 


, @ Were we surprised by Begin's call today, or had 
we had some advance warning -- 
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Q -- that Larry was going to 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 





take that question? 


No, I can't -- 


11:45 A.M. EDT 
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MR. SPEAKES: We have with us two gentlemen. They 
will speak as senior administration officials and should be 
identified as such. 


We are passing out the executive order signed by the 
President that creates the Commission and sets up its structure. 
We anticipate, at 5:00 p.m., having the names of the Commission 
members. And the reason they are not available now is that 
we're doing Congressional notification on these members. And we 
will have them available to you once that's completed. 


So gentlemen -- 
Q Yeah, we'll embargo it. 
MR. SPEAKES: I know you will. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer your 
first question, yes, I do know Henry Kissinger. 


Q That disqualifies you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we'd like to 
do is just give you a few words and, then, take some of your 
questions. Basically, we anticipate that soon there will be 
a meeting between the President and Henry Kissinger and that, 
starting early next week, Dr. Kissinger will be starting his 
initial round of briefings with the excutive branch. 


The main thrust of the Commission, as you know, is 
long-range in nature. It's going to look at the fundamental 
economic, social, other aspects that it sees with regard to 
the U.S. interest in Central America. There will be a two-tiered 
group. It will be explained to you -- it will be clearer to 
you at 5:00 p.m. when they announce the names to you. There 
will be members of the Commission and, then, there will be 
senior counselors who will advise the Commission. 


At this stage, I think I'd like to ask my 
colleagu:: to give you a little bit of the feel of some of the 
things that we see as the underlying structure that will be used 
by the Commission when they start to look at the problems and 
come up with the solutions. My colleague is intimately familiar 
with the Central American probiem. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 


There's been a great deal of focus over recent months 
on the political and military situation in Central America. 
(Laughter.) There's been less focus on the economic aspect of 
the problem there. In fact, the economic solution certainly 
needs to be undertaken over the long term in order to have real 
peace and stability in that region of the world. 


Central American countries -- all of them -- are 
suffering probably the most serious economic crisis that they've 
suffered since the 1930s. All of them have balance of payments 
problems. Most have borrowed heavily since the 1979 oil price 
increases. And now most are facing the possibility of debt 
rescheduling -- very serious debt problems. 


They all experienced sharp decreases in production 
leading to large-scale unemployment. The causes of these 
economic problems -- at least the immeditate causes -- are: 
one, the political instability in the region and, two, the world 
recession. The world recession has meant that the region's 
primary export crops, which are coffee, sugar and bananas, have 
had less demand or lower prices on the world markets -- as well as 
the demand for the manufactured goods of this region has been 
substantially reduced. The net impact in the immediate term 
has been this great financial hardship that I just outlined. 


Notwithstanding the political instability in the 
region at this time and the economic -- the world recession, 
the facts are that there are long-term, structural problems 
that will need to be addressed that this administration has been 
very aware of, but that this commission will be taking a very 
Close look at. These long-term, structural difficulties include: 
one,. a lack of employment 
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and economic opportunity. I mentioned a moment ago the sugar, 
bananas and coffee as crops that produce a large share of the 
exports receipts. This concentration on one or two crops in 
each country has built into those economies a substantial or 
structural disequilibrium. 


Secondly, or, b, the population growth rate in 
the region has been in excess of three percent. That's a very 
large population growth rate that produces a lot of young people 
year after year on the job market that currently just can't 
find or can't -- all of them can't find employment. 


Also, there's industrial structural difficulties 
that simpiy don't encourage growth. Other factors, all of these, 
leading to unemployment and really lack of economic growth and 
opportunitv. 


A second structural difficulty is that a large 
portion of the population in several of these countries, indeed, 
in all of the countries to a degree are still living in great 
poverty, really many of those people unaffected by the economic 
growth that has occurred in recent years and other sectors of 
those economies. The average income in the region, per capita 
income, is $980. Now, that's the average. So, what that means 
because, of course, many people make much more than that, is that 
a lot of people have an income of substantially less than that per 
year. 


In addition, there's a lack of basic health care 
for many of these poor people. Over one-third of the people in 
the region are illiterate with all the problems that come 
from illiteracy in terms of job productivity and so forth. 


Another major structural difficulty is that public 
and private institutions, in many cases, are very weak or just 
not functioning at all or very well. Institutions include the 
political, in some cases, judicial, economic, educational systems 
and so forth. 


These and other strucutral difficulties need to be 
dealt with long-term for the economic situation and, indeed, the 
political situation to work itself through. The region does 
start, however, with some advantages that need to be built upon. 


First, most of the countries in the region have 
democratically elected governments. Indeed, most of them, in 
recent times, have had elections. I think that that's something 
the American people just don't focus on because of history 
and other factors. 


Two, it appears that we may have a Caribbean Basin 
Initiative adopted reasonably soon. I think there's a conference 
on the Hill this very day to reconcile House and Senate versions 
of the CBI. That would be a substantial economic step which 
can be built upon in working through the structural difficulties 
that I was talking about. 


A third advantage that the country -- that the region 
has is that these are hard working people -- people that are 
reasonably productive. There are other advantages but these need 
to be taken into consideration. 


The U.S. government has for some time -- had a foreign 
aid program in the region. In 1983, we will be giving some 
$639 million in economic assistance -- that's three times, incidentally, 
three times, in excess of three times the amount of military 
assistance that will be going to the region. That includes a 
balance of payments, support immediate difficulties, but longer 
term aid in terms of some of the structural difficulties, 
health, and agriculture and so on. 
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In summation here, there are structural difficulties 
which the commission will want to look at. There are some 
advantages that the region has that the commission will want 
to look at, how they can build on those. The U.S. government is 
already deeply involved in working at these but we're assured 
that there are additional suggestions and opportunities that 
need to be expanded upon. 


We welcome your questions: 


Q How can the appointment of someone as controversial 
as Henry Kissinger help reach the kind of political consensus 
for the President's policies, controversial policies -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think you 
get to a stature of Dr. Kissinger, as the Secretary of State, 
with all that he brought in that job without having some detractors. 
It's rather interesting to note that the detractors come from 
both the right and the left. 
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Q That's precisely why it seems like 
a politically stupid thing to do. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't 
share your assessment. (Laughter.) 


Q Come on, Andrea. What do you have in mind? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that 
it's obvious that when Dr. Kissinger's name was put forward 
that those that evaluated it and the President who made the 
decision was aware of precisely some of the reactions that it 
would get. But in spite of the reactions that it might come from -- 
might come from the right, might come from the left, the fact of 
the matter is that Dr. Kissinger is a person of stature and respect 
and has a strategic outlook and that's precisely what's needed in 
the job. 


Q Some of the -- go ahead. 


Q How does the commission -- this is a bipartisan 
commission like others, but this has -- deals with external 
affairs. How does the commission deal with the fact that the 
military situation is changing in Central America even as the 
commission is going about its work and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Even as we speak. 


Q Well, yes, as we're here. How does that play 
into the commission's considerations? And what does the commission 
do about dealing with the situation in Nicaragua where there's 
fighting going on, and in El Salvador, too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what 
you have is, to a certain degree, as you have pointed out, there 
is an element of a moving target. But you have to remember that 
the commission -- if you look at the commission's date, it comes 
up with a report on December lst, which it makes to the President 
and to the Congress. Both the Executive Branch and the Congress 
evaluate it. The commission's report, I'm sure, is going to be 
put into a time frame a little further on, and it's going to look 
to some of the underlying aspects. In other words, it's looking 
long-range and it's not getting involved in a day-to-day operation. 
That's the significant difference. 


Q But is it looking long-range -- if I can 
follow up, is it looking long-range at the military situation 
in Nicaragua as well as these economic factors, which have 
just been outlined to us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think what 
you have is -- it has an ability, if it so chooses, to look at 
all the elements, including security, et cetera, which is in 
its mandates. How they choose to shape it is something for the 
commission to look -- 


Q If the commission comes up with a viewpoint 
that's different from what the administration has or a 
proposal -- a set of proposals which would redirect the 
administration's approach in Central America, will the administra- 
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tion go along with that? Would the administration be 
willing to change its policies if Dr. Kissinger comes up with 
a different set of policies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking a 
theoretical question that I don't -- I don't think I can really -- 
if I can just follow it up, don't think I can really answer. I 
think the President's intent in putting together a commission -- 
as you will see the other members are of a significant stature 
also -- the President obviously understands when you put a 
commission together of that shape, they're going to arrive at 
their own conclusions. They have a mandate to look at it within 
the system, and so that's the way it will be. 


Q So if some people are already saying this 
commission is stacked, that -- 


Q -- the commission be going down to the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I can 
only hear one at a time. 


Q Well, some people already say this commission 
is stacked, judging from the names in the newspaper -- and we 
don't have the official names yet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- these are all people, apparently, who are 
hardliners, who take the President's view of the seriousness 
of the communist aggression, as he's outlined it, in Central 
America. And is it reasonable to believe that they will simply 
subscribe to his policy with some fine-tuning modifications? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that 
the commission's work will stand on (a) the membership, (b) on 
their product. I think it's unfortunate if anybody prejudges 
a deal before it even gets off the ground. 


Q Will Kissinger and the commission be going down 
to the area as soon -- after they finish the original round of briefings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's up to the 
commission and what Dr. Kissinger want to do. In other words, 
they have the support of the Executive Branch to go after their 
mission. And how they go about it is their call. We're there 
to help them. 


Q Do yee -- the answer to the question before, 
when you were asked about whether they would be assessing the 


military situation as well as the economic situation, did I 
hear you correctly to say "no"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what I said 
was -- you heard me correctly to say, no, no, not just the 
military. What you heard me say was, if you look at the mandate, 
it talks about security, economic, and all of the aspects. So 
I think they'll be looking at all of the aspects. 


Q Well, can you just amplify a little bit about 
what the nature of their examination of the military situation 
will be? If they aren't looking at day-to-day operations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


But, for example, will they make a judgment or 
does the President want them to make a judgment about the extent 


of the necessary military commitment that might be required over 
the long term, over the next five years in Central America? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the time 
fscame -~- 


Q Does he want a finding on that from this 
commission? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The time frame 
which they pick is up to the commission, as to the time, whether it's 
five, ten, or fifteen. They have a right to look at security. 














Now, if they decide that within their report they want 
to come up with legislative packages and authorization bills, that's 
up for the Commission to decide. 


Q Does the President want them to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President «r.cinted 
this Commission to go ahead and look at it. He's giving thet a fairly 
large mandate and how they go about it is something for the Commission 
to say. 


Q Can I follow that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q If the Commission is going to be so long-tern, 
which is what one gets from listening to your colleague's briefing, 
the issues that you talked about them dealing with, it's not going 
to -- or how is it going to have any effect on what's really contro- 
versial, the covert aid program or the covert -- overt-covert program 
or the military assistance program, period, which are things that 
people are arguing about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any time that you 
establish a commission that it has to come together and it has 
to evaluate the problem and then make their report, you're going 
to have a lag in time. We all knew that. That's why this Commission 
was established, to look at things lone range. 


Meanwhile, the President's policy in Central America 
continues. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the point -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- two different things. 
Two different -- We're talking about two different elements. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the point is 
in part -- 


Q -- between them. I mean, there is a real-life 
sitation going on now and there is, you know, all kinds of schemes 
you can come up with, Alliance for Progress things. How do you meld 
the long-term, you know, ideas -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll know them at the time 

in which they come into effect. I mean, from a practical point of 
view, you know better than I do, that if you come out with a Com- 
mission report on December lst, you're more than likely looking at 

‘ing at the earliest, and I don't want to prejudge when the 

sion wants to see its stuff to come into effect, unless you're 

J j about an urgent, urgent supplemental, you're looking at an 

FY » program. But, I mean, that's up to them. And there is going 
to be that period of time and the two are delineated. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Just to clear it up. They will have the mandate 
to go into the covert action programs, see whether they're working 
or whether they should work or whether they should be continued or 
discontinued? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What they have the 
mandate -- 


Q They will have the mandate to look into the mili- 
tary aid program to see whether military aid, to the extent we're 
giving it, is an -- 4 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have a mandate, 
among other things, economic, to look into the security aspect of 
it. 


Q Does that -- what you're saying the same as what 
I'm saying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not -- I just 
told you what I'm saying. They look into the security aspect of it. 


Q What do you mean by the security aspect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, security covers 
all the ranges of national security -- 


Q Including covert? 


Q But will they have the opportunity and the ability 
to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The security covers all 
of the ranges. 


That's up for the Commission to decide, what aspects 
they're going to get into or not. 


Q But you said earlier that they have a bandaid to 
look in certain -- "within the system” is the way you put it. Does 
that mean that the parameters have already been established by what 
we're already doing there and they can't get much outside of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't mean to 
give that characterization at all. And if I did, I'm sorry. 


Q Well, let me pursue that. Can they -- will they 
have a mandate to look into the covert military operation and come 
up with a judgment as to whether it's worthwhile or counter-productive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me see if I can 
answer this question that you both put one more time. They have 
the mandate to look into the security aspect and all of that which 
comes under it. And I'm not going to get more specific on that 
aspect. 


Q All of that which comes under what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the national 
security aspect of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have an obligation 
-- I mean, they have a right to get into that aspect -- 


Q That really isn't responsive. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm trying to 
be as responsive as I can on that subject. You've got some standard 
answers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, read your Executive 
Order, Section -- 


Q Well, we haven't had a chance, sir. You've just 
passed it out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take a moment and read 
it, there -- 


Q And we're talking about a Commission whose member- 
ship we haven't been privileged to know yet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a minute. 
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Q It says -- 

Q We'd like -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm doing the best 
I can -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I interject here, 
please? 

Q Yes. 

Q We'd like to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It says, "To the in- 
ternal and external threads of security and all that encompasses," 
I might add. So you draw your own conclusions from that. You're 
not going to smoke him into talking about covert activities. We 
don't talk about then. 


Q Can I -- 


Q You folks called this briefing and some of us 
are really trying to figure out just what this Commission is going 
to do. Could you try to answer the earlier question that Steve asked? 
Do you anticipate that the Commission is going to come up with some 
proprosal for long-term military aid or what level is necessary to 
maintain the security? I mean, is this what you -- what you think 
the Commission would do? It's hard to -- otherwise, to pin this 
down, what you're talking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- I think that they 
would look at all aspects of it, including the security and the 
economic. And I'm not going to try to prejudge, nor have I per- 
sonally, in my own mind, prejudged where they're going to go and 
where their emphasis is going to be. 


Q But that would mean that there would -- you would 
think that they would have some proposal at the end of their term 
for what they thought was necessary in long-term military and economic 
aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they would have, 
I would think, in their report, would not only be an analysis of 
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what they conceive to be the problem but how they would propose 
to see the solutions to it. So, in that case, I think we're on 
the same wavelength. 


Q Is the administration in any way bound by 
what the Commission does? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 


Q Given the orientation of what we know of 
the Commission make-up at this point, do you honestly believe 
it's realistic to think that the Commission could disagree 
with the basic thrust of the administration's policies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's always 
entirely possible when you have a commission of this caliber that 
they can agree or disagree. I think they're going to be guided 
by their own thoughts -- 


Q There's one criticism with respect to Mr. Kissinger 
that seems to be shared by people in Latin America according to 
press comment this morning, which is that Henry Kissinger when 
he was Secretary of State didn't really distinguish himself 
as a democrat abroad. And a principle aim of the administration's 
policy has been to -- is for the promotion of democracy in 
Central America. Now, given the fact that Kissinger's involvement 
in certain covert activities designed to disrupt the election in 
Chile and subsequently remove the democratic elected government 
in that country, how will you assure the critics that, in fact, 
there -- be no contradiction between his purposes and what the 
Reagan administration support of democracy is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not addressing myself 
as some of you earlier -- to get into the thrust of your question, 
I just came from a lunch with some 20 Latin American ambassadors 
and I would say that the general impression was that they were pleased 
with the idea of Henry Kissinger as the head of this commission. 

Q Can we quote you on that at least since you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know -- 

MR. SPEAKES: <-- on background. 

Q Well, that's a dangerous statement you just -- 

Q -- report that -- 

Q Some anonymous -- 


Q Can we report that Mr. Motley had lunch with these 
ambassadors and -- 


Q Yes, sure. 


MR. SPEAKES: Sure. Go aliead. On the record and off the 
record -- 


Q On the record, what he said? 
MR. SPEAKES: Yes. Sure. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- we're off. 
Q Could you repeat that again? 

MR. SPEAKES: Now we're on background. 


Q -- repeat -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's get the ground 
rules straight here. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay. The statement that Ambassador -- 
the Secretary Motley was at a lunch and got good reaction from Latin 
ambassadors is on the record, attributed to him. Now, we're back 
on background. 


Q Did you say -- all of them, all 20? 
Q Could you address the democratic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just 
sort them out. I heard no disparaging remarks. I heard several 
good ones. Okay? 


I didn't sit there and take roll. They were buying. 
(Laughter. ) 


Hey, I took a pay cut to come here, second hit. I 
don't offer to buy lunch unless I'm forced to. 


Q Is that on the record? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anytime. 


Q It is a matter of record in Congress that -- 
in testimony that's been approved by Congress that 
Secretary Kissinger did take place in certain covert 
activities with respect to the democratically elected government 
of Chile. Can you address the question of how that squares 
with U.S. policy in Central America -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- not address the 
question of whether he did or didn't get into -- What I'm telling 
you is he's a former a Secretary of State. It's obvious that a 
person of that stature is going to have critics. I find rather 
interesting it comes from both the right and the left -- 


Q Ronald Reagan was his critic until recently. 
Q Thank you. 

Q Why did we say thank you now? 

Q -- look around you. 

Q Go ahead. 


MR. SPEAKES: -- want to get these -- 
Q -- answer the question. 
MR. SPEAKES: Get these two questions. 


Q The President said in Florida yesterday that 
more Cuban soldiers and Soviet supplies -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Can you 
say that -- 


Q -- have arrived in Nicaragua. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 
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Q This is according to -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand. But -- 


Q And after that, he said this cannot be allowed 
to continue. I want to find out what is the administration dcoing to 
make sure that this is not allowed to continue. Do you have any 
kind of military and naval action planned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Are you ruling it out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can go back to the 
President's April 27th program with regards to the four parts of 
his policy. And I think that if you have any questions about 
exercises or anything else I would ask you to go to the Department 
of Defense on that -- 


Q -- the President never says -- he never says 


Q Although there are several people on Capitol 
Hill, including the Speaker of the House, who question the entire 
justification for military assistance in Central America, it does 
not appear from the names that have surfaced so far that there 
is anyone on the Commission who has a record of questioning the 
usefulness of military assistance in Central America. I'm wondering 
if you could say flatly whether or not the administration made 
any conscious effort to keep people off the Commission who have 
a record of questioning military assistance as a tool for American 
policy in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In my dealings with 
regards to the establishment of this Commission, 
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I know of no incidence of what you are saying. I think that 
the intent, as I understand it, of the President was to appoint 
a commission of representative respected Americans to take a 
fresh look at what has become a national issue. And I -- the 
people, themselves, and the report will stand on -- 


Q If that's so, I mean, the polls seem to 
show that -- representative American, there are a hell of 
a lot of representative Americans who disagree with the 
adminisration's policy. So, how could this be a representative 
commission if there's no one on there who seems to disagree 
on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can digress . 
into polls. In another life, I used to spend lots of other people's 
Monies Onpolls and we could go on all day about it who -- 
demographic, how the question was. I mean, I can't answer 
that. 


Q The question is still worth an answer. How 
come there are -- nobody on the commission apparently -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We -- 
Q -- who disagrees with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I tell you, I 
would suggest that maybe you might want to ask that question at 
five o'clock. 


Q Let's have the members. I mean, we want 
to make this a fruitful briefing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wish I could. 
I want to be responsive to you. 


Q We need to know who the members are to really 
ask that question, I agree. 


Q Will you come back at 5:00 p.m.? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- That's right. 
Q Will somebody be available at 5:00 p.m.? 


Q Does President Reagan believe that there was no 
attempt by the U.S. government under Secretary of State Kissinger 
to undermine and eventually helped foment the fall of the 
Allende regime or is the assumption in this administration that 
that was the appropriate thing for the U.S. government to have 
done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 


that issue has entered into it at all. What the Secretary -- 
the President has done -- 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- is appointed 
Dr. Kissinger. 


Q Why would that issue not have entered into 
it since this is one of the -- 

Q -- background certainly comes into play -- 

Q -- background -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it goes 
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back to this, that you're getting critiques -- as I said 

earlier, you're getting -- Dr. Kissinger is getting hit from both 
ends of the spectrum. You're asking him from one end of the 
spectrum -- 


Q Yes, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are equal 
other questions on the other. 


Q Okay. How about detente? Ronald Reagan -- 


Q Excuse me, but presumably what this commission 
will be coming up with will be attempting to help a region 
where governments who are not made up of U.S. members of 
Congress will have to also work with whatever we recommend. And 
that, I think, would mean that you would hope to have the confidence 
of the people in that region. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can only tell you 
the reaction one more time that I got at lunch with some 20 
ambassadors today with regards to how Dr. Kissinger will be 
perceived by Latins. 

Q Was Kissinger chosen for his consensus-building -- 


Q Does the administration feel that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One at a time. I'm sorry. 


Q Was Kissinger chosen for his consensus-building 
possibilities here, or to send a signal to Latin America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think what -- 
as you know, in any choice that goes on in selections, there's 
a variety of factors that go into it and qualifications that are 
examined. I don't think you can point to any one thing as the 
final decision -- 


Q Has the Counsel's office -- 


Q Does the administration feel that the very fact 
of establishing the commission provides a new argument for Congress 
not to tie the President's hands in Central America, at least 
until the commission report is issued? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
that the administration's position with regards to hand-tying or 
not hand-tying is affected by this -- by the formation of this 
commission. 


Q You're not going to use that as an argument? 


Q Has the Counsel's office cleared him of 
potential conflicts of interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that 
that process is under way now. 


Q Well, what's the salary for this job? 


Q -- the process is under way, if the process is 
simply under way, how do you know that he can accept this 
appointment without a possibility of conflict? Why was it -- 
why didn't it precede the announcement? 
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MR. SPEAKES: We've got an ongoing conflict check 
on all the members. 


Q What's the salary? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- announced -- 


MR. SPEAKES: If any of them are not able to serve, 
they won't serve. It's happened previously in commissions. And 
if they're not able to serve -- but we don't anticipate any 
problems. We'll look and see. 


Q It happened with Harold Brown, Larry, on the 
MX Commission -- 


MR. SPEAKES: I just said that. 


Q -- but it was -- but you never announced Harold 
Brown, formally, is my remembrance of it. The word got out --. 
I mean, you've announced -- or the President announced Kissinger, 
so the presumption would be that it would -- I would think 
the presumption would be -- correct me if I'm wrong -- 
that he had passed at least the conflict check of the Counsel's 
office; otherwise, the President wouldn't have announced him. 
Is that wrong? 


MR. SPEAKES: Secretary Kissinger is presently 
serving on the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, 
so he's passed a conflict for that. It will be reviewed in 
the light of -- current employment. 


Q Is it the same -- same standard? 


MR. SPEAKES: It will be reviewed in the current 
light of the current situation, and we'll see. But we don't 
anticipate any problems. 


Q Are there any -- 


Q Is he going to have an office around here, or 
do you just reach Kissinger in New York? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to 
set up -- we are -- I talked with Dr. Kissinger this morning as 
we worked out some of the details. We're going to set up an 
office for him at the State Department, initially, and then 
see where -- 


Q Oh, that's good. Shultz will love that. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q -- where is Shultz going to go? (Laughter. ) 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen. You guys 
haven't got half the one-liners that we've thought of after -- 


Q Do you know if it's at the State Department? 
Q Tell us a few. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Do you know if it's at the State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We're going 
to temporarily set them up there and see where he wants the 
Commission. Obviously, he needs help -- (laughter) -- he needs 
a conference room if they're going to get together. 


Q Wants it in bed. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're there to 
facilitate the Commission. If he wants to stay in the State 
Department, we'll do it. 


Q I want to get back to what I think is the 
central question. The people who question -- there are a number 
up on the Hill who question whether or not military aid is 
of any use. You said you don't know of any effort to keep those 
people off the Commission. Do you know of any member of the 
Commission who has questioned the usefulness of military aid in 
Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I 
can't answer your question. 


Q Are there any limitations on the capabilities 
that the Commission will have in terms of who they talk to? 
Will they be able to go to Havana and Moscow and so on to 
investigate -- (laughter) -- these questions as Dr. Kissinger 
is wont? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Obviously 
the intent of the President in appointing this commission is 
so they could proceed in whatever manner they want. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


END 3:47 P.M. EDT 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. This is an 
ON THE RECORD press conference. It is confined to 
ANZUS-related issues. 


The Ministers participating, from your left to your right, are 
the Australian Defense Minister, Mr. Scholes; the Australian 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Hayden; the United States Secretary of 
State, Mr. Shultz; and the New Zealand Foreign Minister, Mr. 
Cooper. I think the Secretary of State may have a few remarks 
up front, and then I will select the questioners. I would 
appreciate when you ask your question, if you will state your 
name and your news organization*, and the Minister to whom you 
are going to address your question. 


Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would like to express my gratitude to our 
friends from Australia and New Zealand who have coime here and 
labored with us for two days. We covered a wide range of sub- 
jects, as the communique shows, and from our standpoint we 
consider it to have been a very worthwhile discussion. 





I would like to take the opportunity, as well, to thank Mr. 
Hayden who, when he visited Hanoi recently, took the occasion 
to raise with them the questions of our POW's and MIA's there. 
You have undertaken it when the Vietnamese visit yo. in 
Australia, you will continue to follow up on that subject and 
we appreciate that very much. 


* Court Reporters were unable to obtain the names and organi- 
zations of the questioners, and, therefore, they do not appear 
on the transcript. 
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‘MR. HUGHES: If neither of the other two Ministers have any 
remarks, then we'll take some questions. 





QUESTION: To Mr. Hayden. Mr. Minister, when you came in on an 
ON THE RECORD conference you said that there were two dif- 
ferent interpretations of ANZ2US in Australia, one that con- 
mited us to global responsibilities, the other one that 
committed the U.S. to the regional defense of Australia. 





I understood one of your intentions here was to clarify this 
issue. I assume that items 3, 4 and 5 of the Communique 
addressed that. They don't seem to say anything, and I 
wonder, has the issue clarified in your mind as to the nature 
of the Treaty? As a result of this meeting, has anything at 
all altered as to our understanding of the Treaty, or the 
American understanding of it? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I don't think you should discrimi- 
nate against this particular communique. It's been drafted 
according to the great traditions of these sorts of com- 
muniques. But if I could go beyond that and say, for my part 
a number of matters have been clarified. For instance, it was 
implicitly stated at one point in the discussions, in the 
course of this morning's session by Admiral Crewe, that each 
nation should contribute according to its abilities and in its 
area of greatest concern. 





For me, that means very simply that we have explicitly 
declared that for Australia our role should be seen as one of 
regional concern. This is fairly consistent with the view 
I've expressed over a very long time, both when I was spokes- 
man on defense matters for the Labor Party in the National 
Parliament and subsequently when I was leader of the opposi- 
tion for the Labor Party. 


And so the difficulties that we've had with the contradictory 
purposes being presented to our defense planning, that some- 
times it was presumed we had a global role to fulfill somehow as . 
an appendix associated with a superpower, and at other times 

we had a regional role, has been clarified, and I accept that 
Clarification. For my part it will allow much more explicit and 
precise formulation of our defense thinking. It's the sort of 
defense structures that we establish for our defense forces. 


QUESTION: I would also like to address Mr. Hayden. Does this 
mean, Mr. Hayden, that you don't think that ANZUS involves us - 
in any global responsibility? 





MR. HAYDEN: ANZUS doesn't by the terms in which it's drafted. 
ANZUS refers to attacks on the metropolitan territory, the 
signatory members to territories they may administer, and 
refers to the area of the Pacific. It doesn't refer to inter- 
national obligations. Yesterday, Mr. Shultz made this clear 
where he said that there would be circumstances where, if ANZUS 
doesn't commit Australia to U.S. diplomacy, for instance in 
the Middle East or Central America, we may or may not agree. 


Bj 
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If we do agree, it would be on the basis of other principles, 
.although the spirit of ANZUS guides many things which we do 
even though ANZUS doesn't cover it. 


So there is a multinational observer force in the Sinai which 
was committed by the previous government not under obligations 
arising from ANZUS but because of certain common views, I 
believe, they shared with the American Administration. That's 
one illustration of the way in which decisions can be made 
which have an implication well beyond the obligations which 
are covered by ANZS. ; 


QUESTION: I would like to follow that and ask all three 
Ministers what are the geographic limits ta the ANZ2US obliga- 
tions and. Alliance possibilities. For example, would it include 
the Persian Gulf? 





FOREIGN MINISTER COOPER: We have reviewed AN2US. It's been 
going for 32 years successfully. The document comes out in my 
opinion strengthened. We have not given precision to the 
geographic areas. There is no manner in which we have looked 

at the latitude or the longitude. We have looked at the Pacific. 





Obviously, the strongest points are in the Pacific. There is 
still the importance of the Indian Ocean. There's a rele- 
vance, of course, to the Americans and Australians in the 
Indian Ocean. There is relevance to New Zealand. There is 
less relevance to New Zealand in regard to, say, Central 
America. But if there was an attack on New Zealand on 
Australia, and really if we're looking at to where the attack 
might come from, we would probably say sometime in the future 
from the Soviet Union, we would believe that ANZ2US covered the 
Pacific area. But we are very, very interested in the work 
that's done by the United States and other countries in 
bringing about peace in other areas. 


We have been through the global responsibilities of the 

Western Alliance countries in trying to create a bit of peace. 

But there is no doubt that ANZUS represents the Pacific, but 

no definition is given to the geographic area. That's pro- - 
bably one of the main reasons that its survived intact so 

strongly as a treaty between the two antipodean countries 

and the United States. 


QUESTION: I would like my question to Mr. Cooper. Sir, it 

would seem from the wording of this communique that there is a 

more realistic understanding of the expression and intent of 

Article 4 which carries the American commitment as opposed to . 
the comfortable myths of the past. 





Would New Zealand, sir, have any reservations on this, 
perhaps, new understanding? 


FOREIGN MINISTER COOPER: We don't really see a new 





understanding. As I have said, we believe that ANZUS have 
come through a review, which has been overdue, intact 
and, frankly, we look very close to end those. There's a lot , 
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of discussion about that particular article and it still com- 
mends each of the countries to looking at the problems that 
maybe if there is some invasion or some military offensive 
against each other. 


There is the clear responsibility to be involved in a treaty 
where freedoms are at stake. There will be different readings 
of that particular clause and it will be probably from the 
news media. The three countries, however, feel that AN2US has 
served us and will continue to serve us very well. 
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QUESTION: Sir, could I ask Mr. Hayden's response to that 
Same question as perhaps a more realistic assessment to the 
wording and the intent of Article 4? 





FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I think you ought to look at 

Articles 3, 4, and 5, but the obligations under ANZ2US are: 

fairly clear: In the event of threat or attack a response is 

required, and that response has to be provided according to 
constitutional processes of the respective partners. However, , 
it would not be accurate to presume that the response . _ 
guaranteed the automatic provision of military forces sup- 

port. It may, but it would depend on the circumstances of 

the attack, and how each party weighed that up and concluded 

what was its proper response according to its constitutional 

processes. 





It may be in certain circumstances that diplomatic responses 
or political/economic sanctions, or perhaps the supply of 
equipment, are judged to be the appropriate response. It is 
also presumed, underpinning the Treaty, is the expectation 
that each country will have provided a prudent level of 
self-defense capability commensurate with the resources 
which it has available. I think that eminently reasonable. 
In fact, when I read the principles which were enunciated in 
1969 by former President Nixon of this country, at Guam, and 
last year a statement -- I think at Maryland by Judge 
William Clark -- which seems to be a restatement of those 
principles, I think they are eminently sensible and that 
they are in accord with the general principles which are 
explicit and implicit under the ANZUS arrangements. In 
short, I think all countries which are signatories to this 
Treaty have an obligation in the first place to make sure 
that they've taken prudent measures to develop their own 
force structures, and that those prudent measures are 
commensurate with what they could reasonably have -provided 
in relation to the resources which they have available. 


QUESTION: I'd like to address this to Secretary Shultz. 
Paragraph 25 refers to praise from your colleagues for nego- 
tiations you're trying to bring out aimed at achieving a 
peaceful settlement of the situation in Lebanon and the 
wider Middle East dispute. 





Would you please explain what you expect to achieve from the 
visit of President Gemayel, and what effect the absence of 
Prime Minister Begin may have on the continuation of this 
negotiating process referred to in the AN2US communique? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I knew we'd stick to ANZUS all the way 





(Laughter) and I give you credit for doing it in an artful 
manner. (Laughter) 


' 
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FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I think you'il lose many to me 
because you bet it happen. (Laughter) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We, Of course, will be conferring very 

closely with President Gemayel. The objectives that his 

government has and the United States Government has are 

identical in wanting to see all foreign forces leave 

Lebanon, in wanting to see the emergence of a sovereign 

Lebanon able to carry on its work and prosper, and be 

sovereign over all its territory, and to see that there are 
appropriate security arrangements so that Lebanon doesn't . - 
become a place from which attacks can be launched on any 

neighbor of Lebanon. So those objectives are there, and 

operationally, we've made some headway in attaining them. 

We still have a way to go, particularly in bringing about 

Syrian agreement to withdraw. This subject, among others 

relevant to the Middle East, will be discussed very 

strongly. 





As far as Mr. Begin's visit is concerned, of course, we're 
disappointed that he isn't able to come. He has told the 
President that there are personal reasons that make it 
impossible for him to come. At the same time, of course, 
our relationship with Israel is close and continuing, and 
there is a very strong dialogue between the United States 
and Israel. We will, of course, be working with the 
Israelis on these same points. 


MR. HUGHES: More ANZUS-related questions? 





Yes, Connie. 


QUESTION: Thank you. For Foreign Minister Cooper. 

Mr. Foreign Minister, did you get any indication that the 
United States will help New Zealand and Australia purchase 
military equipment to make those countries more effective 
ANZUS partners? And did you get any indication that 
President Reagan might visit New Zealand and Australia in 
November? 


FOREIGN MINISTER COOPER: On the first question with regard 

to the purchase of military equipment, we were talking about 
ANZUS in regard to the general principles and any other 
discussions which take place in regard to the bilateral 
relationship. It's not easy for a country such as New 

Zealand, of a small size and an agricultural-producing country, 
to find the capital to buy expensive military equipment, and 
I'm sure that the United States Secretary of State is aware 

of that, as is the Defense Secretary. 
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On the second one, of course, we would like to see President 
Reagan visit New Zealand. I'm sure the Australians would, 
too. He is busy, and I know that he is takina a five-nation 
tour of the Southeast Asian area. Whether he can extend 
that or not, I don't know, but he is very welcome to visit 
Our country at any time he can fit it into his very busy 
work in the United States and externally. 


QUESTION: Does Secretary Shultz have anything to add on 
those points? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 





QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, if I could take you back and 
follow up on Mr. Anderson's question a few minutes ago, 
could you, sir, comment on the United States view of the 
limits of the regional aspects of the ANZUS alliance? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the hard kernel, in a sense, of 
the ANZUS alliance is the undertaking to respond in the 
event of an attack on any of the countries involved. So 
that's the sort of direct central point. In our discussion 
we referred to that. Then there was also the phrase, "the 
spirit of AN2US," and I take it to mean that these are three 
countries that, broadly speaking, have the same values and 
want to defend them, see that they prosper around the world, 
and so we are interested in what goes on anywhere, as the 
discussion that we had here shows. 





As events unfold, it may turn out that two or three of us 

are involved in some part of the world, but the direct obli- 
gations of ANZUS are very particular, and the effect of 

ANZUS is to draw us together, to have us not only ina 

yearly consultative mode such as we've had here for the last 
couple of days, but that we see each other at other inter- 
national meetings. There is a great deal of consultation’ - 
back and forth through our ambassadors, and so it is a 

vehicle for sharing ideas and seeing how we can best defend 

the values that we all have in common. 


QUESTION: My question is to Mr. Shultz. Was the question 
of U.S. facilities, communications facilities, in Australia 
raised at any point in the meeting over the last few days? 
And what is your view of the proposition from Australia that 
the United States should make a specific statement of the 
functions of the three communication stations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject was discussed, but not exten- 





sively. The Australian delegation will be here further, and 
we considered that that was an appropriate subject for bila- 
teral discussions, in particular, although in the agreements 
the ANZUS'relationship is referred to as a sort of umbrella, 


so there will be further discussions. 
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ESTION: I'm sorry, a supplementary question, if I may? Do 
you have any objection to Australians, coming to a sign of 
apprecation of those facilities, as most Americans have access 
to understand? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't follow your question. 





QUESTION: It.seems to be quite common knowledge in the United 
States of- the role and function of those bases in general 
terms, and the specifics of that have not been spelled out for 
Australian consumption. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not everything that's written about is 
correct. Not everything that's written about and that is 
correct is necessarily commented on officially here. I 

will simply say that there will be some bilateral discussions 
of these matters, and we'll see what happens in that event. 





QUESTION: I'‘d like to direct my question to both Mr. Shultz 
and Mr. Hayden, if I could. 





There will be those in Australia who'd be astounded to find 
that the discussion about the security of our region didn't 
include specific discussion of the U.S. bases in Australia, 
which many Australians regard as the greatest of threat to our 
security. 


Could you comment on that suggestion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the record should show that these 
matters were discussed, but that they also are reserved for 
more intensive discussion on a bilateral basis, so it isn't as 
though they're being ignored as your question implies. 





FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I don‘t think many thought- 

ful Australians would be shocked, but there was some 
discussion on the matter, as Mr. Shultz pointed out, and as he 
also pointed out the discussion hasn't concluded. That will 
be followed up in bilateral discussions with appropriate 
people over the next couple of days. 


I ‘ve already made the point here -- but I've made it many - 
times publicly over the past few years -- that there are clear 

risks in having those facilities in Australia, but they're 

risks which we're prepared to accept as a government so that 

we can contribute towards a role of deterrence and arms veri- 

fication, and so that we have some moral standing in the posi- 

tion we intend to take more actively in the United Nations and 

other international fora in support of arms control, arms 
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reduction, and in that respect we've already appointed an > 
Ambassador for Disarmament so we can take this more active 
role. 


But if I can conclude quickly -- anticipating the question that 
might come from some sources, having had it put to us before -- 
there's no contradiction in those two purposes. We're not 
proposing unilateral disarmament of any particular country, and 
certainly: not of the United States. That would be a nonsense 
proposition. 


We should be prepared to defend our interests. There's 
nothing consistent, at the same time, to wish for and work for 
a more homogenous world, and that's what we'll be aiming at. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hayden, I think it was yesterday you said that 
your purpose here -- what I'm aiming at is to establish what 
our responsibilities are, what our safeguards are, under 
ANZUS. | 


Can you point to me in section 2, 3, 4 or 5 anything which -_n 
any way enlarges anyone's knowledge on what those safeguards 
and responsibilities are? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I think I've done that fairly effec- 
tively in answer to either the first, second or third question, 
which had been mentioned, when I spoke about the obligation 
for responses to be forthcoming in the event of threat or 
armed attack, but that didn't necessarily involve an 

automatic provision of military forces in support of a country 
subjected to threat or attack. But there were a range of 
responses available and which response was appropriate would 
be judged by the other signatory countries. 





Secondly, in relation to the geographic region, it's a matter 

which we explored and certainly we agree it's not a limitless 

commitment for the signatory parties. On the other hand, 

there are benefits in not being specific, and that's something 

we acknowledged before we arrived here. If we are specific, 

then it encourages people to perhaps be adventurous in areas 

Outside of the specific definition of responsibility that we 

put down in a geographic basis. ‘ 


The other matter is, of course, that I've clarified with abso- 
lute conviction for myself -- I believe my colleage, Defense 
Minister Scholes -- that the role we can most certainly pursue 
is that of a regional role, that we get rid of the confusion 
and contradictions which were constantly arising for 
Australia, where, on the one hand, there would be an effort to 
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fulfill a global role which always seemed to me to be a rather 
extravagant purpose, given the small size of Australia -- 
population-wise -- and the small aggregate resources we have 
compared to, say, large or superpowers. We have a high per 
capita income, but we‘re talking aggregate sense, what we can 
afford. 


Secondly, to clear up the tendency in the past of some conser- 
vative sources in Australia to encourage Australians to 
believe that ANZUS covered every conceivable association with 
the United States and every conceivable action that we might - 
take. What"s been made clear is that ANZUS has clear limita- 
tions and that there may be things we do outside of those 
limitations or obligations. We may well do them because of 
the spirit that encouraged the formulation of ANZUS and its 
sustenance, but we don't do it because of ANZUS; we do it more 
because of deeper-seated commitments that led to the for- 
mulation of ANZUS.. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, this review of ANZUS which you have had 
this week happened at the suggestion of the Hawke Labor 
Government. 





Can you tell me when this was first raised? When the Hawke 
government asked for a review, whether there was any initial 
apprehension on the part of the Reagan Administration about 
what that review might actually mean? 


And can you also tell me whether you feel there's any advan- 
tage from America's point of view in the sorts of discussions 
you've had about the regional, global, (inaudible) or the 
geographical limits? Is there any advantage for Washington 
in the types of talks you've had? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't recall precisely when it was 
raised, probably through staff and ambassadorial levels. -I 
think Mr. Hayden and I talked about it a little bit when we 
met in Paris in May, and we discussed it with Prime Minister 
Hawke when he was here, so I can't pin down precisely when 
this idea emerged. 





But I think it's an excellent idea, and it was most worthwhile 
to go through the discussion that we did and to arrive at 
where we are. I think it's been a good exercise. 


QUESTION: Could I ask Mr. Shultz one last question, please? 





MR. HUGHES: If it's ANZUS related. (Laughter) 
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QUESTION: Do you agree, Mr. Shultz, that Australia has the 
right to be consulted on the use of Australian facilities at 
Northwest Cape in any act which will -- in any firing order, 
for example, or in anything which could involve Australia in 
hostile acts? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: All the things connected with that faci- 
lity -- and I listened to your question and it was very all 
encompassing =- will be discussed bilaterally, and we will 
rest on that point. 





MR. HUGHES: That concludes our press conference. Thank you 
very much. 





(The press conference concluded at 5:35 p.m.) 
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MR. SIMS: This is on background. 
Q Why ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know that 
President Gemayel arrived yesterday with the Prime Minister, 
with the Foreign Minister, and with the National Security Advisor, 
Wadi'a Haddad. I should say that the Foreign Minister has been 
here for some days because of the UNIFiL extension in New York. 
So actually, he was here greeting the President at the airport. 


The Secretary met the President, and had a brief 
discussion with him yesterday with the Foreign Minister and the 
Prime Minister. Tomorrow, President Gemayel and his collegues 
will be coming t2 the State Department for an 11:00 a.n. 
meeting with Secretary Shultz, followed by a working lunch. 
The Vice President gives a dinner tomorrow night. Friday, the 
President of Lebanon meets with President Reagan at about 
11:30 a.m. and, then, there will be a working lunch after that. 
That evening, there'll be a reception and dinner nosted by the 
Lebanese Ambassador and, on Saturday, there'll be additional 
meetings with the Secretary and the President in some form to 
be worked out t> mutual agreement. 


The most important framework for the visit, which 
comes at a most important and delicate time in the situation 
in Lebanon, is the fact that we are committed to the President's 
basic policy on Lebanon which comprises the full withdrawal of 
all external forces, support for the territorial integrity and 
sovereignty of Lebanon and the increasing control of the central 
government over its territory, and security for Israel's northern 
border. 


This is President Gemayel's second visit in nine 
months. It will give the two Presidents the first opportunity 
that they've had in this time to directly confer. Although, 
as you know, the Secretary has been out in that area a couple 
of times. And Phil Habib has been in and out as well. So there 
has been communication. 


Now, in the past months, there have been important 
developments in Lebanon -- positive developments. In the context 
of the Israeli-Lebanese agreement, the Israelis pledged their 
total withdrawal. The government of Lebanon and the Lebanese 
people in the areas that they control have made a good start in 
trying to rebuild their country. And the Lebanese armed forces 
have been strengthened, retrained, expanded, and have expanded 
theists cunisol of Lebanese territory. 
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Now, that, obviously, is not a statement of everything 
that has to be done. This is a beginning. The government has got 
to continue to show progress toward the achievement of the goals 
that I mentioned earlier, which are not really our goals. They're 
the goals of the government and people of Lebanon that we support. 
And this will be the basic thrust of the discussions that will be 
taking place over three days. 


So, with that, let me take some of your questions. 


Q Well, what is there to talk about, since the 
Syrians won't leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a policy 
toward Lebanon, which I described for you, 





and there's plenty to talk about within that context. One 
of the things to be discussed is, of course, the current Syrian 
attitude and the current prospects for achieving Syrian withdrawal. 


Q What are the current prospects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what we're 
going to be discussing. 


Q What are the current prospects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to be -- 
trying to -- we'll be discussing these things. Obviously, the 
Syrians -- let's understand the context. The Syrians have said 
that they would not withdrawal in the context of the Israeli-Lebanese 
agreement despite the fact they are not mentioned in the agreement 
and despite the fact that the agreement assures a withdrawal of 
Israel totally from the territory of this Arab country. Obviously, 
we regret this. Secretary of State Shultz has thorough and 
detailed first-hand knowledge of the Syrian position on the 
subject. 


Q I have three questions -- two questions. 
Q President Gemayel -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have an agreement. 
It's a good agreement, but a good question is whither goest 
the agreement under these circumstances and we're going to be 
discussing that as well. 


Q President Gemayel -- 
Q I have two questions. 


Q -- said that the Israeli re-deployment is 
tantamount to partition. He said that today at the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. Do you agree with that? He said it's 
de facto partition. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
address what the President did or did not say, that I wasn't there 
and heard, not that I don't trust you. 


Q Does this administration agree that the 
partial withdrawal -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This administration 
believes that any actions that are taken by any party in 
Lebanon should contribute to the goals I outlined earlier and 
the essential element of these goals is the total withdrawal 
of all external forces. 


Q Does the Israeli action contribute to the 
essential goals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would hope so. 
Q Do you think it does? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
go beyond that because these are some of the things we're gcing 
to be discussing with the President. 


Q The Lebanese said before President Gemayel 
arrived that of two things they desperately wanted from this 
particular visit, one of them was a block to any partial Israeli 
withdrawal or re-deployment and obviously haven't gotten it. 
Wouldn't you call this a -- at the very least, a partially 
failed visit already? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not at all. 
In the first place, I'm not familiar with what you claim the 
Lebanese said was one of their sine qua nons. They are very 
concerned. We are concerned. The Israelis have recently 
reiterated publicly and privately their opposition to partitioning 
Lebanon. We hope the Syrians feel the same way and we're going 
to be working with the Lebanese to make sure that doesn't happen. 


Q Is there any way -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Helen. 


Q I have two questions. One we were told repeatedly 
today that the Israelis gave us no details. The New York Times 
had a story -- well, they buried in a story that the Israelis 
had, inéeed, presented their plan of operation to the Pentagon. 


Second question is, are we sounding out Britain, 
France, Belgium, etcetera, to join in the multi-national force 
right now and does that mean that we have accepted the Israeli 
plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're reading from 
something. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me tell you 
that the French and the British, as well as the Italians, are 
already in the multi-national force, so I don't quite understand 
what the thrust of it is. 


Q Okay, then how about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had previously 
talked to the Belguims as well as others. But that was -- 


Q Are we not seeking to expand -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- previous. Nothing 
has moved on that for some time. 


The question do we accept, do we not accept, it's 
not our -- if there is a re-deployment, it's not an American 
re-deployment. Just let me say that, and I want to emphasize, 
because I think this is the basic concern of the government of 
Lebanon, as well, is that nothing be done that contributes -- 
that anything that is done contribute to the goal of total 
withdrawal of all foreign forces rather than detract from it. 


Q Do we have a plan? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Plan for what? 


Q Whatever, however far they want to pull back 
and what they plan to do and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israelis have 
talked to us, sort of talked at us about this for some time -- 


Q Talked at you? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- and everything 


rather informal. So, as usual, in something like this, everyone 
is 
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right and everyone's wrong when they say that, yes, you were told 
the details and all of that. That is -- 


Q But you don't feel we have the plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is partially 
correct. ? 


Q We don't have the -- 


Q Do you have any idea how imminent the Israeli 
Cabinet decision today to accept the general staff recommendation -- 
how imminent that re-deployment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Again, we'll have 
to wait to see. We'll want more information from the Israelis. My 
understanding at this moment is that no specific date was set. And 
this and modalities are open for discussion. 


And, clearly, the Israelis would like to discuss this 
with the Lebanese. 


Q Well, let me follow that up. Is one of the 
subjects you will be discussing with Gemayel how to fill, how 
to help fill the vacuum or the void left, particularly in the Shuf 
area, by the withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be discussing 
a lot of aspects about that situation, including, I think, the key 
question is the prospects for reconciliation amongst the factions 
so that, if something like this happens, the government of Lebanon 
can respond successfully in extending its control. 


Q You talk about prospects and reconciliation. There's 
more violence today in Lebanon than for sometime. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not all sure 
that it comes from the fact -- 


Q What are you going to do to fill the void if 
a void is created? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If a void is created, 
that's not necessarily -- I told you one of the things you'd try 
to do is create an environment where the government of Lebanon, 
if you will, can negotiate its way in. I would not -- I'd dismiss 
a lot of the rhetoric, and I would not conclude that the government 
of Lebanon will be unable to do this. I think they will be 
able to do this. But these are questions that we're going to be 
discussing. I'm not going to be able to give you the kinds of 
answers that I know you think you deserve. 


Q The Syrians made it quite clear, as you said 
to Shultz, that they were not prepared to leave. The Israelis 
have said that they are prepared to stay in their new re-deployed 
position for years. What new ideas, if any, does the administration 
have for changing that stalemate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First, the Syrians 
never said they would not withdraw. That's just about the only 
thing they -- They didn't say that. 


Now, the problem is under what conditions will they 
withdraw. And the Israelis have never told us that they're going 
to dig in and stay for years. 








Q They've told everybody else. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They haven't told 
us. Again, I don't pay much attention to what I read in the 
press on those things. 


Q Do you expect -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 
Q Wait. Do you have -- 


Q -- officials on the record have stated that any 
Israeli -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Who? 


Q Lebanese officials on the record have said 
any Israeli withdrawal -- partial withdrawal -- would be considered 
in violation of the Lebanese-Israeli treaty. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Where do you stand on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
government of Lebanon can speak for itself. I'm not going to 
address this issue. 


Q But you are a party to the agreement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're witnesses to 
a very good agreement. 


Q Are you going to -- 
Q -- violation. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me ask -- 


Q What do you think about the timing of the 
Israeli decision today while Gemayel is here, and how is 
it going to effect the talks here? Another question: after 
the decision of Mr. Begin not to come next week, do you expect 
any other official to be here for discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take your last point 
first. We have no information that any other official is planning 
to come, but Israeli officials are welcome in Washington. On the 
question of the timing, Rafi, I can't comment on that. You probably 
know more about it than I do. 


But, certainly, it ensures that the subject is going 
to be discussed -- (laughter) -- if there was ever any doubt. 


Q Will you be advocating to the Lebanese that 
the Lebanese government start a public campaign to encourage 
Syria to withdraw? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into what it is we're going to say to the Lebanese or not say. 
I just won't address it. 


Q Aside from the question of whether you will 
say it to the Lebanese, does the U.S. government think that 
Lebanon ought to go public against Syria and -- in order to -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we think we'll 
say to the Lebanese -- I'm sorry. I can't get into that, Don. 


Q If you -- Going back to Joanna's question of -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q -- the brunt of her question. How does the -- 
What is the progress of U.S. thinking, either by itself or in 
collaboration with the Lebanese, toward making some due efforts 
to break the deadlock? The Foreign Minister and, I gather, some 
of the others have talked about their great sense of urgency 
in not letting this matter sit for weeks. How are you coming 
on working out some next pitch in the area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you always put 
up with such 
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dramatic entrances and exits. Things work better over at State. 


Look, there's no question that the Lebanese are 
correctly worried about the passage of time with no momentun. 
I don't want to suggest this is a cosmetic issue. It is not a 
cosmetic issue. It is a substantive issue. But perceptions are 
reality as well. And they fear that unless there is re-created 
this sense of momentum towards achieving the goal of Lebanon for 
Lebanon, that the national consensus will fray and they're worried 
about it now. You can talk to them; they've already told you, 
I'm sure. And this is going to be -- yes, this is, I believe, a 
key element of their sense of urgency, which we all have to 
respect. They live there, it's their country, it's their future. 
And it will be in an urgent environment context that we'c meet 
with them. And we're glad we have not only the three days before 
us, but that we've had time to talk to the Foreign Minister of 
Lebanon and others in the days in the past as we get ready. 


Q What have you told the Israelis privately? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try to -- 


Q But to follow that up, Don's question was what 
can the U.S. do about that. We understand the situation is 
desperate, that they feel we have a moral obligation to help 
them out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I won't 
describe it as desperate. That's your word. 


Q All right, but Don's -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's serious. 
Q -- what could we do about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're going 
to do our best to work with them to try to restore this momentun, 
and we're going to talk to them about this. 


Q Have you talked to the Israelis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're -- I'm 
sorry. Let me get -- 


Q The area which would be affected by the Israeli 
pullback would be the Shuf. The inhabitants of that area are 
the Druze of Lebanon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q A representative of the Druzesociety, which is 
a religion block, had been invited here and didn't come a couple 
of weeks ago, a few weeks ago. Are you intending to bring him 
to Washington or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me clarify this. 
He was planning to come, and obviously if he were to come, we would 
be happy to talk to him. 


Q Are you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, we weren't 
inviting. Let -- 


Q What would you do to help what you call 
reconciliation among factions which will enable the Lebanese 
government to be successful and moving in the areas where the 
Israelis are going to -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, quite frankly, 
the way that we can be most helpful to the Lebanese is if we can 
work with them to restore this sense of momentum. And then it 
allows the government of Lebanon to work in a more promising 
environment to get the other -- to get the factions to call truces, 
at least, and take a chance on another way. Another way would be 
to stop shooting each other and put ‘some faith in their own army 
and their own security forces. This is with us right now. 


Q But these people have plainly said that they're 
not ready to accept the army to move in and they actually -- they 
and the Shi:te in Lebanon have issued a statement in Damascus 
over the last weekend saying, "We're not ready to permit the 
Lebanese army to move in the Shuf area before we reach a political 
agreement with the government." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q Is the -- what are you doing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I've 
heard. In the first place, I don't pay too much attention to what 
is issued in Damascus, no matter who issues it, as expressing 
Lebanese opinion. These declarations issued there have a habit 
of changing when people move around. The fact that the government 
of Lebanon will need to work out agreements with the factions in 
the Shuf is not a surprise to anyone. Whether any one side is 
going to be able to insist on its maximalist demands in an argument 
like that is -- it's hard for me to conceive that. They're very 
few of us in this room who know what we're talking about, so I 
won't keep pushing it. I don't think the detail is here. But, yes, 
it's got to be done. 


My view is it's essentially a Lebanese issue. Lebanese 
reconciliation is essentially a Lebanese issue. I don't see how 
anyone else can impose it on people who don't want it. I think they 
want it. 


Q Do you know -- 


Q Eight years have passed because we in Lebanon 
couldn't have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there were some 
other reasons. It wasn't just the people were mad at each other. 
I would hate to live in a situation like the Lebanese have lived 
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in the last eight years. 


Q You are ruling out, then, any possibility of 
the multinational force moving into the Shuf. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't rule in 
and rule out anything. But in the first instance, the problem 
of the Shuf is a problem of agreements amongst Lebanese. And until 
or unless something like that is achieved, I would think talk about 
the MNF becomes irrelevant. 


Q Do you know yet if Frangia has talked -~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frangia? We are 
talking -- let me -- I don't want to be asked questions: do 
we talk to him, her, or anyone else. We talk to many factions 
in Lebanon. There're some people you can't get to. But when you 
can, you talk to them. Our Ambassador, and it's been Habib, 
Draper, our DCM, our people who wonder through Beirut -- and they 
talk to them. They have one message: support the government; that's 
your hope for the future. That includes Frangia. 


Q Are Habib and Draper going back? 


Q What's your major concern now? Is it the 
factions who are fighting among each other inside Lebanon, or 
the Israeli decision today about the possible re-deployment 
and it might be followed by complete withdrawal or partial 
withdrawal up to the Auwali River? Is this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'll tell you 
what the key problem is: the Syrian refusal to contemplate 
withdrawing in the context of an Israeli guaranteed withdrawal. 
That's what's caused the problem. These other things, I think, 
are symptoms of this problem. Now, we're going to have to work 
around that. But that's an issue you ought to keep your eye on. 
Let's understand that there was a formula that the government of 
Lebanon accepted and the Parliament supported, which was to turn 
Lebanon back to Lebanon. Syria turned it down. Now, that's a 
fact. And we're going to work -- 


Q Is anything happening on that score? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're prepared 
to meet with the Syrians. So far, to the best of my knowledge, 
they have not taken any actions to make such a meeting worthwhile. 


Let me take a couple of more and, then, go. 


Q The Habib-Draper thing, can you answer that? 
Are they going back? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Habib-Draper: no 
final decisions have been made on the staffing of this issue. 


Q Please, I would like to follow my question. 
Besides being opposed to the action which was done by the 
Israeli Parliament today -- or the Israeli Cabinet, and you 
want the complete withdrawal and independence of Lebanon, 
et cetera, et cetera, the whole thing, what are you ready to do 
in case that the Israelis will cross the Auwali River and create 
a fait accompli and, then, they will present you with this 
package of a new situation and the new borders in the area? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll be 
discussing this with the President of Lebanon in the next few 
days, and with the government of Israel. 


Q And you have not discussed it at all? 


Q There seems to be a tendency among Lebanese 
officials that's become clear over the last couple of days on 
the question of de-linking the question of the Israeli-Lebanese 
agreement to the withdrawal. Do you support the Lebanese 
government's interpretation of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) I'm 
not sure that's the Lebanese government's interpretation. We'll 
find out. 


Q Well, what they are saying is that the lesser 
accord reached between the United States and Israel does not 
really concern them since it does not mention them. And, 
therefore -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes. It's an 
agreement caught between two side letters: the Israelis side 
letter, which says they won't withdraw until the Syrians 
withdraw; and the Lebanese side letter that says, unless Israel 
withdraws according to the schedule in the agreement, the 
Lebanese reserve the right to suspend or declare the agreement 
null and void. That's a problem with that agreement. 


Q So you are totally in a catch-22 situation 
as far as the U.S. government is concerned? 


Q How about the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We're not in 
a catch-22 situation. You asked, what do we think about the 
Lebanese government's attitudes. We'll be discussing those with 
the government of Lebanon. I'm not going to discuss it here. 

Q I wanted to know has there been any contact 
with the Israeli government since they announced this Cabinet 
decision? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sure. 

Q Any protest? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussion. 

Q How? With whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Diplomatic 
channels. (Laughter. ) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:59 P.M. EDT 








BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
CERTIFICATION TO EL SALVADOR 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 20, 1983, 5:49 P. M. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. We're going to’ be ON 
BACKGROUND this session. That means you may attribute the 
information to Senior Administration Officials. The 
backgrounder is embargoed until 6:30 p.m. The documents 
which you've been given -- the two letters, the cer- 
tification and the report on the situation in El Salvador -- 
are also all strictly embargoed until 6:30 p.m. Glad we 
were able to produce this backgrounder and the documents for 
you this afternoon, which at one time we thought might be in 
some jeopardy. 


Q For the record, one official has never been 
shy about speaking on the record. Why can't we make this on 
the record? 


MR. HUGHES: We will pursue this maybe at another 
time, but the ground rules are BACKGROUND, and that's the 
way it's going ta be. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: As the documents that have been 
made available to you indicate, the Secretary of State has 
determined that the criteria in Section 728 of the 
International Security and Development Cooperation Act are 
met. That is, that the Government of El Salvador is making 
concerted and significant efforts to comply with human 
rights, is achieving substantial control over the armed for- 
ces, is making continued progress in implementing reforms, 
is committed to free elections, and has demonstrated good- 
faith efforts to begin discussion with the. opposition; and, 
since the third certification, has made good-faith efforts 
to investigate the murders of U.S. citizens and bring to 
justice those who are responsible. 


The report -- the blue-covered document -- descri- 
bes in some detail our assessment of the situation in El 
Salvador over the past six months. There have been a number 
of positive developments, in particular the process of 
democratization is going forward, the Constituent Assembly 
is functioning as an effective legislative body for debate, 
and for civilized consideration of very controversial poli- 
tical issues, such as the extension of the land reform and 
the amnesty -- two issues which were resolved in favor of an 
extension of the land reform and the granting of an amnesty 








for political prisoners and for guerrillas and their 
supporters. 


The Peace Commission was inaugurated early this 
year and has initiated an effort to engage the left in 
dialogue and was engaged in the formulation of the amnesty 
law which has resulted in the release of over 500 political 
prisoners and the granting of amnesty to over 200 guerrillas 
and guerrilla supporters. 


- - - The economic and political reforms seem to be on 
track. There are very positive statistics with regard to 
the land reform program, in particular, with substantial 
increase in all of the indicators of progress, the number of 
claims, the number of titles issued. 


The elections have been scheduled for later this 
year. 


The cases of the U.S. citizens, which was added by 
law just last week to the certification requirement, but 
which has been addressed in previous reports, are 
progressing, albeit more slowly than we would like to see. 


As’ the Secretary has pointed out in his transmit- 
tal letter, the fact that he has found the Government of El 
Salvador to be meeting these statutory standards, this is 
not to say that he is satisfied with the progress that has 
been made. Indeed, the transmittal letter, I believe, con- 
veys accurately a sense of disappointment that more has not 
been done. In particular, there continue to be substantial 
numbers of killings of civilian non-combatants by extremists 
of the left and the right. There has not been substantial 
progress in the internal discipline of the armed forces in 
the sense of having a system that brings to justice those 
whe are guilty of human rights abuses. : 


The discipline within the armed forces is an issue 
of particular concern. Here we see that as the training 
program goes forward under the U. S. training where there is 
substantial human rights content ts tie training courses -- 
both for officers and for the unit training -- as the 
Government of El Salvador has issued comprehensive instruc- 
tions on human rights and the law of war, treatment of civi- 
lians -- as the government troops acquire experience in 
civic action programs, as in the combined national campaign 
plan, that we are seeing a greater awareness, a greater sym- 
pathy, for human rights concerns. But we are not seeing the 
other side of it, which is the subjecting of those who abuse 
human rights to an effective system of discipline. That is 








a matter that will require continued and intensified efforts 
by the Government of El Salvador. 


In this regard, the Government has initiated a 
program of judicial reform to address the inadequacies of 
the courts in seeking to deal with not just political cri- 
mes, not just abuses by the security forces, but to deal 
with the maintenance of administration of justice in 
general. This program has the endorsement of President 
Magana. It is really just beginning, but offers promise 
that there will be increased capacity on the part of the 
Salvadoran Government to deal more effectively with this 
serious shortcoming. 


I know that there has been very little time to 
review the documents, but rather than go on with this narra- 
tion, let me stop here and open the floor for questions. 


Q Could you help us out with the continued 
assistance? In other words, this certification clears the 
way for a continuation. If you can give us the numbers as 
they stand now, please, in terms of. aid. 


- FIRST OFFICIAL: What is affected -- but what 
would be affected.by tthe failure of certification would be 
only the military assistance and training, and the continued 
assignment of U.S. military personnel in security assistance 
functions. Basically, we're talking about the trainers and 
the MO Group. 


Q What are the numbers on that military aid? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The Administration's are -=- you 
know, we have the $26 million in the Continuing Resolution. 
We have $30 million that was approved in the reprogramming. 
We have a request for a Supplemental Appropriation, which has * 
not yet been acted on, for another $50 million, and there's 
another $30 million in reprogramming that has not been acted 
On. What does that total up to? 136, I believe. 


Q The 56 has been passed, and that, had there 
not been certification, would have come to an end. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Except that that is virtually 
exhausted because the armed forces have been more active. 
They have been out in the field in recent weeks in San 
Vincente and Usulaton in particular, but also in other parts 
of the country. 











There are still deliveries being made, and under 
the law on certification, the deliveries would also have to 
stop. I can't give you a specific indication of where the 
pipeline is on this $56 million. 


Q Advisers -- how many are there now? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We're within the 55. Again, 
that varies from day to day. , : 


: Q They would have to leave tomorrow, presu- 
mably, if you would decertify. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q So what is the number of advisers? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It's within the 55, but it 
varies, depending on whether you have -- if you have a 4-man 
team that is there and they come out and you can put in a 
3-man team, and it might be 52 or 53. 


Q This does not include it, even though it 
might go for’ military forces? . 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. It does not go for military 
forces. 


Q Well, to replace money which is spent for 
military purposes. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It is used for budget support, 
but it is not used for any military purpose. But, anyway, 
it does not cover this. : 


Q What about the medical units? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Wait a minute. Excuse me. What 
is that? 


Q The medical trainers or whatever you're 
calling them -- the military personnel who are in El 
Salvador with the medical program. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The military personnel are there 
under security assistance funding, so they would be affected 
also. 


Q How many of them are there? 








FIRST OFFICIAL: I believe it is less than 25. 
It's 20-something. . 


Q What about -- 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Let me get around. 


Q Is this the last certification under the law 
that was passed in 1980 or 1981? 


e+. FIRST OFFICIAL: Under the 1981 statute, this is 
the last certification called for. The statute calls for 
certification every 180 days during the Fiscal Years 1982 
and 1983. 


Q So what is the status now? Didn't the Senate 
pass some sort of a Resolution or legislation that would 
require the President -- to extend certification for another 
year or -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The House Foreign Affairs 
Committee has reported an authorization bill containing a 
provision that would be a substitute for certification with 
periodic progress reports on the plans of the Government of 
El Salvador. =. « - 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee reported a 
bill containing a similar provision but not requiring | 
reports on as many issues, and also containing a renewal, in 
effect, of the present certification requirement. Neither 
bill has come to the floor. 


Q What is the percentage difference in the 
number of non-combatant civilian deaths and the number of 
disappearances between this period that you're reporting on 
now and the previous 6-month period? : - 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The overall numbers -- and I 
don't have a calculator or a mental capacity to calculate it 
-- but it is 160-something per month on deaths according to 
press reports, which is the base used by the Embassy, during 
the preceding six months. That is up to 170-something in 
this reporting period, looked at over an average. 


If you look in the report at Page 9, there is a 
chart, and, as you can see, it varies from month to month. 
There was a substantial decline in early 1982, and it has 
remained somewhere between 100 and 250 ever since, and it has 
gone up and down. I think, in fact, the chart shows that as 
of right now the number last month was lower than the month 





of the last certification, but the overall 6-month period, 
the number has slightly increased. ; 


Q I don't understand the methodology, why you 
haven't broken it down into 6-month periods? That aad 
Appendix A.3. But would you say that -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There is that Appendix that gives 
you the breakdown of comparative methods used by the private 
human ‘rights organizations and the Archdiocese. ° 


Q Yes. But why haven't’ you broken it down into 
semi-annual periods, which is the reporting period and which 
is the system that you've used in the past to demonstrate 
progress? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We did in the report use a 
monthly average during this 6-month period and compared that 
monthly average to the preceding 6-—month period. That 
information is in the report. 


Q So the situation, then, has deteriorated with 
respect to non-combatant deaths? 


™~ ‘ 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There has been a slight increase 
in the number of non-combatant deaths, which is a serious 
problem. 


Q But it is not enough of a serious problem to 
make you conclude that you cannot certify to an improvement 
in containing violence and human rights. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The standard is whether -- 
Q Is that correct? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. You're asking whether it is 
sufficient to conclude something that is not the standard in 
the law. The standard in the law is whether the Government 
of El Salvador is making a concerted and significant effort 
to comply with internationally recognized human rights, and 
is achieving substantial control over its armed forces. 


The report recounts, and I have briefly touched on 
some of the things that the Government of El Salvador is 
doing in this regard; and the things that they are doing are 
certainly important steps and worthwhile steps, but the com- 
bination of things that they are doing and the combination 
of things that they are not doing have not brought this 
number down. 











Q So that there has been some progress from 
your point of view in both these areas, even though the num- 
bers have gone up slightly? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: It's worth adding, I think, 
something for a second. The chart really shows there is a 
spurt of violence in January and Feburary. I£ you look at 
that chart, the two months with the lowest totals of all of 
those recorded are March and June of 1983. Those months 
show less violence and fewer deaths than any others for 
which we have an estimate here, by our count. 


Q Could I ask you, how does the Secretary reach 
this conclusion? Is there a recommendation that is put for- 
ward to him? I ask that against a context, so I'll give you 
all the questions at one time. 


Were there any recommendations to the Secretary 
that he do not approve certification? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I suppose we probably shouldn't 
answer that -- : ' 


ae 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. I think that -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: -- on the grounds that the 
recommendations that people in the building make to him are 
not matters of public record, just as memos are classified. 
I mean, the advice -- if we were to give you that, it would 
be impossible for people to give their honest views to the 
Secretary. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The Secretary was certainly given 
this report. I know that he studied the report, and this 
represents his decision. This is not something where he got 
a recommendation and acted on it; this is one that he per- 
sonally studied very carefully and deliberated over and 
decided. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think it's worth adding, it 
was not an automatic certification. It was a product of, as 
my colleague says, careful -- 


Q There was no recommendation, as such, by 
specialists? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We're just not going to answer 
your question. 


Q Can I just ask, in view of what one official 
just said -- last time in Congress when there were hearings 





on this, you said that the certification for the previous 
period was a "close call." 


Given the rise in the number of civilian deaths, 
and presumably a marginal rise in the number of disappearan- 
ces, how do you characterize it at this time? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: What was the second part of your 


te 


eek Given, as I understand it, as a marginal -- 
generally people agree there's aaen | a marginal rise in the 
number of disappearances. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's about the same. 


Q I understand a marginal rise or the same. 
But, regardless, last time it was a close call. This time 
what is it? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: If I remember right, and I may 
— that was in response to a question from Congressman (?) 
a year ago. . 


Q- - Last time -- 
SECOND OFFICIAL: That's not my memory. 
Q Well, if it was close -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: In any event, I think the 
general attitude that we have -- I can only speak for myself 
-- but I can say that I certainly agree completely with the 
position -- sentiment expressed in the Secretary's letter of 
transmittal, which I think makes clear his own dissatisfac- 
tion. He speaks of key areas where progress has been - 
disturbingly slow, and a record which falls short of the 
kind of progress he'd like to see, and I think that is cer- 
tainly the view of the Administration. 


Q Would it be fair to say that the cer- 
tification, given that language and having read this letter 
-- would it be fair to say that the Secretary of State is 
certifying reluctantly? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Why not? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think that he has decided that 
the criteria of the law are met, and therefore he has cer- 





tified. He has also said and noted in the transmittal that 
the Salvdoran Government is engaged in a process of seeking 
to establish a true democracy that will be a lasting safe- 
guard for human rights, and that this effort deserves our 


support. 


I don't think it's fair to say that he certified 
reluctantly. I think the only thing you can say is that he 
did not certify with any sense of satisfaction that the 
Salvadoran.Government had taken all the.steps to deal with 
the issues of certification that we would like to see them 
take. 


Q But my question goes to the whole bulk of the 
letter which is filled, virtually from its first part, with 
reservations. "We certify, but," and then he lists all the 
"buts." 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The problem is that cer- 
tification, of course, is not a report. It just calls for 
an up or down judgment, and a judgment was made. It is sub- 
ject, I think, to misinterpretation as a sort of general 
stamp of approval that everything going on in El Salvador is 
just fine, and that we are quite happy ' with the progress 
that's been made... . 


One of the purposes of the letter is to indicate 
that that would be a misreading of the act of certification. 


Q So that according to this, you pointed out 
the Salvador Government has met the criteria that has been 
introduced. Therefore, we could foresee a situation, for 
example, where they could make progress toward human rights 
and substantial control over the army, and there could be a 
tripling of civilian murders and a tripling of disappearan- 
ces. I mean, that's also within the realm of possibility. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't know that it's really 
fair to offer up that kind of a hypothetical. He really 
have to deal with the facts as he finds them. I should 
think that if you had a tripling, it would really call into 
question whether these concerted efforts were being made or 
not, and you'd really have to look at the facts. You can't 
deal with it in hypotheticals. 


Q But isn't it looking at the facts that you 
find that there is an increase in deaths and killings and 
disappearances, and in spite of that you say there is an 
effort by them to resolve the problem? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: He is finding that the Government 
of El Salvador is doing a number of things that constitute a 
concerted and significant effort. They have formed a human 
rights commission. The human rights commission is active in 
seeking to provide educational programs in order to sen- 
sitize the members of the security forces, to raise the 
public consciousness. 


You hear a lot of talk about human rights in El 
Salvador. It is a matter of public concern. The reputa- 
tion of thé country is something that yo. hear people 
talking about. | 


There is an effort within the armed forces to pro- 
vide a greater sense of professionalism. They are operating 
under a lot of handicaps in terms of a long tradition in 
which respect for human rights was not a promiment feature 
of the society. - 


They are operating with a judicial system that has 
not been able to deal with the additional burdens imposed 
upon it in a time of this guerrilla conflict. 


You're dealing with an armed forces that has seen 
a lot of disruption, because you had a change of Defense 
Minister. You had this rebellion back in January, and the 
Defense Minister at the time remained on, but his authority 
was a matter of some uncertainty. The present Defense 
Minister came on only in April. 


One of the first things he did was issue a compre- 
hensive human rights instruction to the armed forces and go 
Out and visit the district commanders and tell them this is 
the instruction that you are to follow. 


What we're finding here -- what the Secretary has 
determined -- is that the statutory criteria are met. I 
don't think it's fair to look at this only in terms of the 
statistics, and you have to look at it in terms of this is 
a law that was written about El Salvador and not Utopia. 


The effort is being made. The results are, in 
some areas, disappointing, and acutely disappointing, and 
require further efforts, more intense efforts, by the 
Government of El Salvador, and we think requires our support 
and assistance for those efforts which are being made. 


Q The only two statistics, really, that are 
specific would have to deal with non-combatant deaths and 
the disappearances. Is that right? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: Their statistics on land reform 
that I referred to. There are samples of the convictions of 
individual members of the armed forces in one province. 
There's no centralized statistics, and we did a sampling 
in which we found a number of convictions -- the number of 
convictions compared to number of those disciplined. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think it's worth adding that 
we've said with each of the last three certifications, and 
say again, that with respect to civilian deaths, nobody's 
statistics are reliable. We certainly don't believe that 
because we have the number 126 for June, that means that in 
fact 126 people and no more were -- civilians were killed 
in El Salvador. 


I don't think that anybody has a means of deter- 
mining what thatr number is, so one has to use a good deal 
of caution. 


Q  ## Why, then, did you dispute the reports of the 
other commissions, the Archbishop Commission on Justice and 
Peace, and the three other commissions in Appendix 3? Why 
do you choose, for example, in the American media, not all 
murders are reported, by any means? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: We refute them because we don't 
think that they are reliable, and they are presented someti- 
mes with fewer caveats than we think are justifiable. The 
methodology that they use is not, I think, reliable. I also 
think the methodology we use is not reliable. 


But what they do show you, I think, is two things, 
all of these statistics: One, they show trends, and there's 
general agreement on the trend downwards in violence. 
Another thing is they show you that the carnage continues 
and that the rate of killing is extremely high.” 


Q On something that has come up in the past, 
which is the question of torture. About a year ago there 
was a large article about torture that was allegedly admi- 
nistered at the headquarters of the National Police whose 
commander is a member of the human rights commission. 


You didn't really -- no one in this building 
really wanted to comment on that except to condemn the tor- 
ture. But since then, as you note on Page 10, a Dr. Angel 
Ibarra, a Lutheran relief person, was arrested, and he was 
tortured also in a National Police headquarters. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Does it say "headquarters"? 
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Q I'm sorry. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think it says that. 


Q Pardon me. He was arrested by National 
Police and, according to his testimony, was taken to a safe 
house where the National Police were operating, and tortured 
there. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: There have been a number of 
reports. like that. This is not a unique report. 


Q My question then is if the head of the 
National Police, Lopez Nuillo, is an active participant in 
the human rights commission, has he ordered or has he seen 
that those who tortured Dr. Ibarra have been disciplined? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think that Lopen Nuillo is one 
of those who is trying to bring about a greater professiona- 
lism in the security forces. The incidents of torture, I 
think, continue. Certainly, the allegations do, and I've 
talked to a number of prisoners who have made similar alle- 
gations that they were taken somewhere before they were 
taken into the police station, and that they were tortured. 


I don't think that those acts, to the extent that 
they do occur, are with the knowledge, consent or authority 
of Colonel Lopez Nuillo, and I think that he is trying and 
has achieved some improvement in the operation of the 
National Police. 


Maybe it's a point that is small progress by our 
standards, but it's significant that a lot of the people who 
wind up in the jail are people who were arrested by the 
National Police. I think that that is an organization, that 
is probably improving. 


Q When do you expect that? 

Q You haven't exactly said -- 

FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- let me get -- 

Q This man has the competence to discipline 
somebody in his force because he's the commander of it. Has 


he disciplined anybody for that incident of torture? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't have any details on that 
right now. 
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Q Could you look into that question? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Could you tell us about the $80 million? 
When might action be taken on that? I ask that in the con- 
text that since this would clear the way for the distribu- 
tion of that $80 million, when might that request be acted 
on by Congress? That 50 and the 30? 


- FIRST OFFICIAL: The $50 in the Supplemental -- I 
think the Supplemental is in Conference right now. 


Q It was acted on today. $25 million was 
approved. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Okay. You're more up to date 
than I am. 


| Q They split the difference, the House and 
Senate. $25 million. Do you have any comment on that? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Half as good as it should be. 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. (Laughter) 


fe) Is that the Congress has approved, or a 
Conference Committee is recommending? 





Q Conference Committee. 

Q Recommending $25 million. 

Q Yes. 

FIRST OFFICIAL: If there's anybody in the back . 


here who hasn't had a chance to -- 
MR. HUGHES: Let's take two more questions. 


Q Are there any other countries in Central 
America which have comparable amounts of killings and 
disappearances? To put this in some sort of perspective, 
are things worse kin El Salvador than they are in Nicaragua 
Or Guatemala or Costa Rica in terms of people dying -- non- 
combatants dying and being disappeareds? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I could only give you an 
impressionistic answer on that. My impression is that it is 
worse in El Salvador. I do not have any numbers to compare 
that for you. Do you have any? 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: No. I mean, there had been very 
high levels of violence in Guatemala, especially under the 
old regime, the Lucas Garcia regime. I don't know what the 
numbers are right now. 


Q How about Nicaragua? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: The number of killings are well 
below anything like the numbers in El Salvador. 


. Q The question of the $25 million that the 
Conference Committee approved -- since that's so much below 
what you asked for -- what effect, from you perspective, 
will this have on the ability of the armed forces of El 
Salvador to function, assuming this is approved by the full 
Congress? 





FIRST OFFICIAL: It's a subject on which there are 
variables. One of the variables is the degree to which the 
government forces are *%ut in the field, and one of the 
disappointments about that $25 million level is that the 
forces are out in the field providing the protection, 
engaged in the civic action programs in San Vincente to 

- restore the countryside to peaceful and productive use by 
the civilian popwiation. 


In the process, one of the encouraging things on 
the human rights front is that the government forces are 
engaged in this pacification, civic action, kind of activity 
that brings them into contact with the civilian population 
and I thin gives them a real improved sensitivity and appre- 
Ciation for the kind of cooperation that there ought to be 
between the military and civilian sectors. 


So I think that it obviously has to retard the 
professionalism that you might attain through enhanced . 
training, and it obviously reduces the capacity of the armed 
forces to remain out of the barracks and in the field, pro- 
tecting the nation. I think it's what my colleague said, 
it's just half what it ought to be. 


fe) But what is it going to mean? Literally will 
they have to stop the pacification program in San Vincente 
and Ululaton? 








FIRST OFFICIAL: No. This is going to require 
some analysis, and it's something I was not really aware 
that the action had been taken today, and I can't make up 
the impact for you. 
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Q The Fiscal Year is almost over. Someone must 
be kind of conscious of this problem. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. But it's something that 
will require some analysis. 


MR. HUGHES: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 6:21 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 


BROADCASTING-SATELLITE CONFERENCE 
THURSDAY, JULY 21, 1983, 11:00 A.M. 


MR. CARLSON: Good morning. This is an on-the- 
record briefing on the subject of the Regional Administrative 
Radio Conference on direct broadcast satellites which was 
just concluded in Geneva. 

Let me introduce the coordinator for International 
Communications and Information Policy, Ambassador Diana 
Lady Dougan, and she will in turn introduce the head of 
the delegation and other technical experts that are here. 

AMBASSADOR DOUGAN: Thank you. I look around the 

room and a number of you are already quite familiar with 
this issue, but for those of you who are from the general 
press, we are going to be talking this morning about 
the Regional Administrative Radio Conference that was 
just completed last Sunday. The Final Acts were signed. 
It is referred to eoshaisally as the Broadcast Satellite 
Service Conference, but we know it in the United States 
as the Direct Broadcast Satellite issue. 

In terms of my opening comments and remarks, 


I think this is an instance where we have had over the 











“* “BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


last few years a number of conferences with a lot of 
political and other concerns, particularly focusing on 
the ITU. In this instance, I think the five-week 
conference generally ended up with the United States 
being able: te meet its needs, a eonfesence with a plan 
that the signatories can live with. A great deal of 
hard work went into the conference. As you probably 
know, the economic and technological aspects of the 
planning for this conference will very much chart the 
future of direct broadcast satellite. 

I think we should be particularly proud of 
our delegation, headed by Ambassador Washburn. He has 
some of the key delegates here with him this morning. 

The hard work that began a long time ago involved 
years of preparation work. You see things that happened 
just in the final weeks and months. These conferences 
start way ahead of time. And the Federal Communications 
Commission, the Interregional Advisory Council, NTI, 
Department of State, the whole interagency process has 
been brought to bear to make this conference work. 

There were a number of political issues which 


did arise, and Ambassador Washburn will talk a little bit 


about some of these things. 
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When you talk about a subject such as satellites 
and direct broadcast satellites, the concerns of Eminent 
Domain, spillover, cultural sovereignty, these are all 
things that end up being part of the process. But I think 
one of the positive aspects is although there was considerable. 
discussion and focus on the Falkland Islands and a number 
of other areas, when you were talking about who would have 
the right to and how much would be available to direct 
broadcast satellite requirements for various countries, that 
it was an environment that was basically handable, and 
“that these political activities and concerns were finally 
put into the perspective of the overall conference and they 
were able to come with the plan. 

I would say that our colleagues from the delegation 
are still suffering a little bit from jet lag but they have 
put in five very intense weeks. But, as I said, they have 
put in a lot and effort prior to that, and I would 
like to particularly extend to the Department and the U.S. 
Government, thanks to them, members of the delegation. -The 
private sector also were particularly kev participants 
and contributors to this as well as my having mentioned 


earlier the work of the Federal Communications Commission. 
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I would say another thing, and that is, we are 
particularly fortunate to have Abbott Washburn as our head 
of delegation. 


Ambassador Washburn, as many of you know, was 


. 


_ 


there at the birthing of Intelsat, so he has been able to 
see and participate and, indeed, be a statesman in this 
process for many years. I would like now to extend my 
thanks to him and to the delegation, to our home team, to 
my own staff, and to all those who helped make this 
a process and a conference which have results that are 
positive. | ‘= 

Thank you. 

Ambassador Washburn. 

AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Thank you, Diana. This 
service is a totally new service. It's not like a lot of 
other conferences where you're jiggering services that 


have already been in existence for a great many years. 











This one you had to start out from scratch, agreeing on the 


parameters, scores of parameters, and service areas, channels 


of orbital slots, and it's a fiercely technical conference. 


When we were working on the preparations, I didn't 


see how we could possibly do it all in five weeks because 


it is so technical. 
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We had 25 of the 33 countries of North, Central 
and South America. 33 countries belong to ITU, the 
International Telecommunications Union, from the Western 
Hemisphere; we had 25 of them there. And naturally all of 
the big-ones. 

Fortunately, the politics was confined just 
really, essentially to one issue which was the Falklands. 
The U.K. and Argentina both put in requirements to serve 
the Falklands. You can imagine what happened. This took 
up hours and hours of time in the plenary meetings. 

We can give you a blow-by-blow on that if you're 
interested. The other political issue was the claim of 
Columbia and Ecuador that they have sovereign right to 
to the space above their countries up to the satellites. 
As you know, the geostationary satellites are all located 
on the equator, and they have claimed, for a number of 
years, that any satellites located over their countries, 
the owners of those should get their permission. 

We and the U.K. and other countries have 
steadfastely resisted that on the basis -- I think it was 
in 1967 the United Nations passed a resolution which said 


that space is the common heritage of mankind; it doesn't 


belong to any one country. 
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That didn't take up much time. That was really 
just a boilerplate statement. They put it in their 
reservations at the end of the Final Acts. We and some 
other countries, the U.K., France and others, put in 
a counter-reservation against that. So that Gidn't make 
up any tine. What took up time was the Argentine-U.K. 


debate. 





As Diana said, we feel very happy with what we 
came back with. Our objectives were two-fold. One, to bring 
back a plan that would accommodate the requirements of 
the applicants that the FCC has approved to mount direct 
satellite broadcasting® systems. There are eight of them 
that have been approved by the FCC, subject to the outcome 
of the RARC, and then there are three more that are pending 
in the wings which the FCC will probably approve. 

We wanted to get orbital positions and channels 
to take care of those applicants plus plenty more for 
future applicants. That was one objective, and it was 


met, amply met. 





The other objective was to have the procedures 
for implementing and regulating this new broadcasting 


satellite service, flexible enough so that our system 





operators can take advantage of the very rapidly, moving 
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technology in this field so that systems of different 
characteristics can be mounted, and so that there can be 
modifications to the plan in terms of service areas 

and the like without having to go back to another 
conference like the one we've just been through. I can 
say that that objective was also meet. 

With me is Leslie Taylor, my legal assistant 
who worked on this procedural side; next to here is 
Ed Jacobs who is from the Office of Science and Technolocy, 
International Section of the FCC who has followed this 
for the past, I guess, three and a half years or more; is 
that right? 7 . 

MR. JACOBS: Every since '77. 

AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Well, this particular 
conference. And Bruce Franca was a computer wizard who 
worked out this plan, long with other experts from Canada 
and from the United States, and to a certain extent from 
Mexico. 

The problem was to get all of these requirements 
of all of these countries into one plan. There were over 


2000 channels that were requested by these countries, and 


to get them all in without interference. This was done 


because of some very clever planners and some extraordinarily 
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versatile computers. 

We had our terminals over there in the 
conference center and at the U.S. Mission. The computer 
itself was here in Washington. The Canadians had a similar 
setup. 

The IFRB, the International Frequency Radio 
Board of the ITU, also had computer resources. Somehow 
they managed to fit it all in. 

Next to Bruce is Bill Hassinger of the Mass 
Media Bureau at the FCC who is also an engineer and who 
worked particularly on the planning committee of the 
conference. 

I think that we are prepared to answer any 
questions that you may have. To be a little bit more 
specific, we asked for eight orbital positions or slots. 
We got eight orbital positions. We had to make some 
adjustments. Everybody made some compromises. We didn't 
get the eight ideal positions that we asked for. Nobody 
got eveything, the ideal things they asked for. 

We had to put one of those satellites quite 
far off to the east at 61.5 degrees where its eclipise 


time is pretty poor. Anybody using that satellite would 
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find that his shbieeb bts programs would go dark at about 
9:30 and stayed dark -- how long? -- depending on the time. 
This is in the equinoxes in the spring and fall. I think 
a couple of hours would be the worst. 

Obviously, that is not a desirable satellite 


to use because it comes right in prime time. So we regard 





that as a spare. By the time it comes to be used, 
technology will very likely have figured out how to handle 
that. The problem is the batteries weight too much, 

and these DBS satellites are bigger than the fix 
Satellite service that you all know so well. They're 
bigger and neavane ‘and they don't permit batteries to be 
attached to them to take care of the solar eclipse. 
Actually, the earth gets in-the way of the sun at this 


particular time so that the satellite solar cells can't 


function, and that's why they black out. 





One should remember that these services aren't 
going to be mounting until 1986, at the earliest. Most of 


them will come later, I think. Certainly, the other 





countries. So the technology is probably going to find 
a way to overcome that. 


But then going west, we have five very excellent 
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positions exactly in the areas where we wanted them to be. 
On the west coast, to the west -- the furtherst west -- 
we had to move them further west than we wanted. One 
at 175 degrees and one at 166, so that they cover only 
the Pacific time zone. Whereas, we had planned that they 
would cover the Pacific and Mountain time zone. That is 
a compromise we made. 

Also, you have a certain, less desirable 
elevation angles at those points. 

We did not win the ballgame, as you know, on 


the power-flux density. This is the power that is on 


/ 
“‘ 


the ground. We were pushing hard for the higher power 
minus “105 dBW per square meter which our technical 
people and industry people say is required for the 
advanced television of the future; the higher resolution, 
high-definition television, the MAC multiplexed, analogue 
system which produces so much better color. 

We tried our best to persuade the other countries 
that they should opt for this future technology. We 


thought we persuaded them but when the vote came, it was 


12 to 9 against us, and the lower-power of minus 107 was 
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adopted for the slénnine purposes. 

We took a reservation on this at the end of the 
conference so that our operators can go ahead at minus 105. 
Mexico also took a reservation on this low-power figure 
of minus 107 dBW per square meter. Venezuela did also. 

I personally think that when a lot of these 


smaller countries come to mount their own systems some 





years from now they will be pleased that we did this 
because it means that our operators can go ahead and 
actually have experience with this system of higher power -- 


systems of higher power -- and the other countries coming 


X 
‘ 


along later will benefit from this. So we took a 
reservation on that. 

We also took a reservation on polarization. 
We got part of what we wanted in polarization. We wanted 
circular polarization. We also wanted each assignment, 


channel assignment to be able to be indirect or direct in 





its polarization. 

There simply wasn't time in the conference and 
there wasn't adequate computer software ability in the 
computer resource at the IFRB to run this through for 


polarization either way, direct or indirect. It really 


was a deficiency in software that kep us from getting 
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what we wanted on that polarization question. We took a 
reservation on that also. 


Those were the only reservations that we took, or 





the power and on the polarization. We did file a 
counter-reservation to Ecuador and Columbia's claim to -- 
the sovereign claim to the space above their countries. 
We took that counter-reservation with a number of other 
countries. 

I believe that is all I need to say. If you 
want to ask questions, the technical team is here. 

- Q One thing that I only heard sketchy details 
about was the preblens thet the Russians might have with 
our Alaskan beam. Could you elaborate on that, what their 
reservation was and how we are going to deal with that? 

A I think I'li let Bill Hassinger address 
that. 

MR. HASSINGER: It was not the case that the 
Russians took a reservation on it. It's a matter that -- 
there's a possibility that the beam we use to serve Alaska 
might cause -- and I emphasize the word "might" -- cause 
some interference to some Russian systems in the far 
eastern part of their country. 


There's been some difference of opinion on the 


criteria to be used in predicting whether the interference 




















BEST. COPY AVAILABLE 


13 


will occur. 

The conference, at least initially, wanted to 
proceed on the basis of laying down some strict rules 
and criteria for this, and we convinced them that since 
it only affects the United States and Russia, at least 
in this one part of the world, that we thought it best 
could be handled by direct contact between the two countries. 

Our position, or at least that of the delegation, 
was that we feel it would be more productive for the 
United States to contact the Soviet Union to see what can 


be done about coordinating usage in that part of the world 


\ 
=, 


to prevent interference. It may require a little give-and- 
take on both parties, if we can work it out. 
Q Each slot gives us, what, 32 channels? 
AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Yes. 
Q you referred to the far eastern slot that 
we endec up with as a spare. In terms of the eight 
CP's that have already been granted for DBS service, how 
many slots would they use to accommodate the eight that 
already have permits? Would they use the seven remainder 
or would they use fewer than that, or where is the room 


for additional systems? 


AMBASSADCR WASHBURN: As I said, we came home 








BEST COPY AVAILABLE 14 


with eight slots, 32 channels per slot. That's a total of 
256 channels. 

The advisory committee of private industry and 
government that worked two years getting ready for this 
conference, in their report predicted that we would need 
a range of Channels between 68 and 215 by the end of the 
century. You can see how difficult it was for them 
to try to predict the requirement for DBS channels when 
‘their range went all the way from 68 to 215. But we've 
come home from Geneva with 256, and it's no where near 

_ the end of the century yet. 

The applicants that we have now really got their 
choice. If I were one of them, I'd pick one of those five 
ideal slots. Each one of the applicants is going to have 
to change its applications, amend its spp i iection now in 
terms of what happened at the RARC. 

Q You would enatainete. though, how many 
satellites, for euesp ie, per position? 

LL How many satellites per position? 

Q Per slot? 

a What. -- about six? 

MR. HASSINGER: It's more than that. 


MS. TAYLOR: You can put several in one slot. 


AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Bruce Franca. 
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MR. FRANCA: It really depends upon the type of 
satellite employed. I think the applicants represent a 
fairly wide range of implementation schemes. For example, 


we've got graphic scanning; is talking about, really, a. 





two-channel type of system where DBSC, I think, at one 
time was talking about something like 14 sitions. 

The average tends to be about 3 to 6 channels 
per satellite, so you can figure out how many equals 
32 channels. | 

Q ill other companies who want to put up 
DBS satellites beyond these eight that you've approved 
be able to do so, and how many? 

2 Yes. I think if you look at the eight 
Orbital positions, we have four western positions. That 
is, there are four positions that will serve either the 
Pacific time zone -- the western ones basically serve 
the Pacific time zone. The next two satellites, then, 
serve a combination of the Pacific time zone plus the 
Mountain time zone. The four eastern satellites would 
serve the eastern half of the United States. 


Basically, the system operators have all talked 


about basically from one satellite to four satellites 


serving the entire United States, and all of those can be 
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accommodated in the plan that was developed. 

Q To what extent do the existence of the 
interim DBS services alter the discussion? 

a We basically always assume that the 
interim systems had_to be accommo:.::24 within the framework 
of the atte that was developed at the conference. I think 
that was successfully done in this plan. 

Q Can I ask you about the political dimension 
of all of this. Acknowledging allthe hard work and 
Giligence and skill that was brought to bear in this 


_ particular conference, this is one of a series, is it not, 





of satellite planning conferences? My recollection from 
the 1979 World Administrative Radio Conference was that 
the United States found it objectionable to have to 
engage in these rigorous apriori planning exercises at all. 
Is there a possibility that the results of 
the recently concluded RARC will merely encourage other 
countries to seek further stratification or detailed 
planning in other satellite services in the immediate 
future? And given that possibility, do the results of 
this conference tend to give the State Department 
confidence that the United States can continue to work 


within the ITU umbrella in the planning of its satellite 





services? 





BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


17 





AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: I think that the result 
here shows that we can work within that framework and 
come out with a flexible, workable result. It certainly | 
is far more flexible and less rigid than what came out 
of the 199- canbbebnns where they pehese obhnd for 
Region 1 and Region 3, which are very apriori and tight. 
The result is that nobody in Europe or the Far East has 
put up a commercial ‘system. 

I would think this conference, perhaps, would 
have the opposite result than what the fear you raise. 


AMBASSADOR DOUGAN: I would like to add a point 


on that. I think just even the issue of the Falklands, 





which was obviously a major political focus, did not 

debilitate or poetentially debilitate this conference the 

way the issue of the certification of the Israelis at the 

Nairobi Conference did. | ; ) . 
You're correct in the fact that these conferences 

do build upon one another and relate very strongly to 

one another. We are already looking forward and working 

on the High Frequency Conference coming up next January 


and the Space WARC coming up in 1985. But I think our 


general reaction to this conference, in terms of how 
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politics have been able to be put in better perspective 
and that the conference was able to move forward and have 
a reasonable plan, is a very, very positive thing. That 


doesn't mean that international telecommunication 


. 
~ 


environments are not going to continue to be sort of 





political Petri dishes, and the bacteria is almost 
self-generating in these atmospheres when you have high 
economic and political stakes that are being brought 
into these arenas. But I would say by and large our sense 
of this conference and the outcome and the working of 
them, and these people who spent five weeks and are 
still on speaking terms with a lot of people, that we are 
very ensvepenes. 

Q Before you step down, Ambassador Dougan, 
one follow-up. This was the first conference at which a 
new coordination process was brought to bear between the . 
so-called home team and the so-called away team. 


Could you comment on how well that works, and 





what you've learned from this run at this type of 
coordination for the future? 
A I think, one, we learned a lot. One of the 


intriguing aspects of this particular conference was the 
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introduction of electronic mail and the use of the computer 
in this process. As you may know, I have, since I came 

on board, starting with the mobile WARC, and with this 
conference, sort of formalized a home-team approach umes 
we can provide some on-going continuity for each of the 
upcoming conferences and have strong interagency 
participation in the process to provide the kind of backup 
and support and expertise that needs to be brought into 

the process to help our delegation. 

As I say, we learned quite. a bit, and we're 
already working on applying this to the High Frequency 
Conference. Jerry uenee from my staff, who is going 
to be ‘one of the ones working very directly on the High 
Frequency Conference, was directly involved in the home 
team in part to help build on that for the future, so we've 
had a very good process. 

Q Can I.ask a question on the one that you 
lost: the power question. As I understand it, the fact 
that the United States took a reservation to that provision 
of the Treaty, it means, Number 1, CBS could go ahead 
with development of high-definition television, but in so 


doing they would have to -- the burden would be on them 
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to make sure that the higher power would not interfere 
with anybody else in any other country. The question is, can 


they do that? 


D 


AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Yes. It has to be don 
in a bilateral discussion in our case with Ceneds and 
Mexico. Of course, we don't know what Mexico's power 
figures are going to be. They took a reservation but they 
left out the minus 105. They just said they disacreed 
with minus 107. So maybe we don't need to coordinate with 
them, but we will certainly need to coordinate with Canada 
because they've announced that they're going to, on 
their interim systems, their initial systems, coing to be 
at a low power, possibily as low as minus 109 or minus 110. 
We have already had some discussions with them in Geneva. 
We'll have some more with them probably late next month. 

Q Mr. Ambassador, in terms of when the plan 
kicks in, though, in order to coordinate some of these 
differences, if the occasion should arise that you couldn't 
agree, that one country submitted that it was affected, 
that it couldn't come to some kind of terms of what would 


be an acceptable level of interference, does the IFRB step 


in as an arbitor and tell us what to do or tell them what 
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an acceptable level would be. 

4 That's in Leslie's legal area, anc I'll let 
her answer that. 

MS. TAYLOR: First of all, as a practical matter, 
I think.we've made a lot of efforts in conmmications 
areas to get along well with our neighbors. There are 
some notable exceptions to our getting along, but we've 
generally have gotten along very well with Canada, and 
we expect to be able to work something out. 

As a practical matter, when U.S. systems are 
implemented, the first systems are not going to be at 
minus 105. They'll be at somewhat lower powers. That's 
probably not an issue for sometime to come. 

Later, when they go to higher powers, technological 
means will be available to lessen or reduce the power level 
at the edge of coverage which would be along the Canadian 
border. In that way, if the power at the border is at an 
appropriate level, then there's no problem there as well. 

It's really hard to envision that we would get 


into any sort of a battle before the IFRB. I really can't 


see that happening. 


The plan is implemented in terms of interference 
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relationships between Administrations. The plan, which 
I think some of you reporters have copies of, is a computer 
printout with a lot of number and the last column of the 
numbers is what we call the protection margin. It's the 
protection margin that is looked at in terms of analyzing 
whether there's some change to the detriment of one country 
by a change in what another country is doing. That is what 
would be analyzed. 

If there would be some sort of plan modification 


on the part of the U.S. But implementing it at minus 105 





would not be a pian modification for the U.S. I frankly 
don't think it's going to be an implementation problem 
for any of our providers. 

Q Just technically speaking, though, does the 
plan provide for the -- doesn't the plan provide for the IFRB 
to be an arbitor if something like that should happen? 

Let's say not the U.S. and Canada; some other two countries 
who can't -- 

A The radio regulations spell out -- 

MR. HASSINGER: They're not arbitors. 


MS. TAYLOR: They're not arbitors. That's not 


their role. The radio regulation just simply describes the 


role of the International Frequency Registration Board. 
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They're really a ministerial body. They carry out the 
instructions of the ITU and of the Radio Conferences. 
Q If the two countries can't agree, they 


have to live with the interference then? 


. 


_ 


= I really - 

re) If two countries can't agree, then they just 
have to live with the interference? 

A If the U.S. implements a system and Canada 
doesn't have a system in place, you have interference 
into an imaginary system or a uhpereitess system. Then, 
it's not a real problem. 

AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: The IFRB doesn't have 
any enforcement. The ITU doesn't have any enforcement. 
If everybody violated the radio regulations, you would have 
chaos. Even in times of war people live up to the radio 
regulations of the ITU. | | 

Q Leslie mentioned, at least in initially, 
you didn't see the American systems coming in at the higher 
of 105. If some of these companies are going to realize 
their plan to put down a signal that's strong enough that 


you can use a dish as small as two foot in diameter, ~hat 


power have they got to have? Does 107 do it so that with 
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these interim systems we're okay? 

A 107 requires a bigger dish, but I think 
this is a technical question where Ed Jacobs should answer. 

MR. JACOBS: Could you repeat the question? 

Q I'm sorry to backup on a technical point, 
but I want to make sure I'm clear on this. What do our 
American companies that have received these permits feel 
like they've got to have in terms of power on the cround 
to use these very small 2 or 2-1/2 foot antennas that 


they're talking about? Do they feel like they've got to 


ct 
Ww 
ct 
fv 
ry 
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have the 105 to do that, or are we going to at leas 
out with something of lower power? 

a I think to implement those kind of very 
small antennas, the 2 foot type of antennas, then, generally 
in that case we are talking of a need for the: minus 105 
power. At least at the edge of coverage, at the edge areas, , 
in the areas that are more central to where the satellite 
antenna is beaming a signal. In the center of the beam, 
where the signal is a little more powerful, then they can 
possibly use those size antennas there. But if you want tc 
use those smaller antennas at the edcesof the coverage 


area, then you're going to need the higher power that we've 
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suggested in the plan. 

Q My final point, Ambassador, if I'm following 
this right, is that you had to take that reservation on 
the power or else our companies would not have been able 
even to contemplate using the smaller size antenna? 

AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: Unless they started out 
at three-cuarters of a meter size. Would that work, at 
three-quarters of a meter? 

MR. FRANCA: First of all, I think there's two 
aiftferent answers to your question. One is based on 
_ interference performance of the antenna, and the other is 
basically the signal performance of the antennas. 

One of the problems with using a smaller dish 
is that the interference, or the discrimination of the dish 
becomes a lot -- it's basically a broader beam and so there 
is not as much discrimination available. 

So from an interference point of view, you may 
run into a little bit of a problem with the smaller dish. 

From a signal point of view, again, you have to 
define what type of quality do you want when you're using 
a two-foot type antenna. I think generally there's other 
improvements that can come about that minus 105 is or is 


not a value that's absolutely needed. 
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Another thing that has to be taken into account 


_ 


is the propagation models used in the analysis of the plan. 


What that allows the U.S. to do, where we have large 


variations in rain within the United States, for example, 


> 


the actual fear of weather performance of our systems, 
we'll be putting down numbers -- we're permitted even 

uSing a value such as minus 107 in clear air, our power 
flux-density will be on the order of minus 107 as permitted 
under the plan. 

You may degrade the signal performance so that 
service is provided, instead of 99 percent of the worst 
month, it would be provided, say, 98 percent of the worst 
month at minus 107. You have a lot of trade-offs involved 
even under the minus 107. 

You arrive at the conclusion that even at minus 
107 that small dishes are prosiudes or that high+definition 
type systems are automatically precluded. 

Q I'm a guy who is a subscriber to a dBS system 
that has to go up under the comparatively low power, and 
I'm sitting in my house up around the Canadian border 


somewhere and the thing is fully operational and I have a 


two foot antenna and I'm sitting there and I'm operating at 
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a lower power, am I going to notice the difference in 


picture quality? 


4 Maybe one percent of the year. 

Q What was the total number of slots allocated? 
o Of the entire region? 

Q Yes. 

A I haven't the slighest idea. 


MR. HASSINGER: 48 orbital locations. 
Q So the United States got 8 out of 48? 


MR. FRANCA: 8 out of 48. 


Q Was .that the largest for any country? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you know what the next largest was? 

= 6 for Canada, 5 for Brazil. 

Q You say the advisory committee suggested that 


there be a range of need of slots of 68 to 215 by the end 
of the century. We went in asking and got 256 today. Isn't 
that subjecting the United States to the accusation of 


being greedy? 





AMBASSADOR WASHBURN: We didn't have any criticism 
-he conference of anybody's requirements. I think each 
idministration there was concerned about getting what it 


thought it needed. Once we got a plan which did that, after 
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a lot of compromising, people left the conference happy. 
I didn't hear any imperialism statements from other 
countries. 

Q Can I ask a question related to the consumers 
of America. It's a two-part question. 

Part one is, what direct result will this 
conference have on consumers in terms of when they can 
reasonably expect to have access to this service, if anv? 
The second part of the question is, to what extent will 
the results of this conference make it possibile for people 
living in the U.S..to view signals transmitted on other 
countries’ satellites? 

a Other countries' satellites? 

Q For example, does the result of this 
conference mean that in the future people living in the 
United States can expect to watch programs on Cuban 
satellites, Mexican satellites and Canadian satellites 
with comparative ease and freedom, or will it have no 
impact on that? 

A We try to minimize spillover to the 


maximum extent through technical means, and Leslie 


mentioned that; shape beams, technology that's coming 
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to fulfillment. 

The programs that will be one these systems 
are domestic programs so that I don't see why U.S. 
itizens would be very much interested in what dBS 
orograms were beamed from Cuba to their own people. 

There will be spillover in Florida by Cuban programs. 
They'll be spillover in Cuba by U.S. programs. But that 
phenomena will be confined as much as possibile by the 
technology. 

I suppose some of these programs will be encoded. 
The short answer is that this programming is from each 
country to its own citizens. It's not an international 
service. 

We try to minimize its internationalism to the 
greatest extent. It's interesting that there was very 
little discussion of spillover in Geneva except in these 
technical terms. 

I've got a graphic here of the U.S. satellite 
positions, the Canadian satellite positions and the Mexican 
Satellite positions. I don't know how are here, if it's 


ten or eleven. If anybody wants those, the reservations 


are over there and the counter-reservations. 


Q In terms of Jonathan's question on when 
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consumers can expect to see this, you don't see anvthine 
chancing the 1986 timeframe? 
a No. I think the initial systems may come 
sooner, but true dBS won't be until ‘86 or later. 
AMBASSADOR DOUGAN: I would: like to thank you 


all very much. This is an important area for U.S. conce 


and we appreciate your attention. 


(Briefing concluded at 11:50 a.m.) 




















THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





For Immediate Release July 21, 1983 


PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR PAUL NITZE 
ON 
INF NEGOTIATIONS 


2:11 P.M. EDT 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Good afternoon. I've just had 
the opportunity once again to consult with the President and 
Judge Clark on the negotiations in Geneva, on the reduction and 
limitation of intermediate-range nuclear forces. During the 
last round that began in the middle of May and recessed a week 
ago, the U.S. delegation presented and explained in detail the 
text of a treaty which would implement the interim proposal 
which the President, after extensive consultation with our NATO 
allies, had authorized us to put forward. 


That text called for equal number of warheads on 
the INF missiles of the U.S. and of the Soviet Union. We attempted 
to elicit from the Soviet delegation an indication of the level 
they would be interested in. They would not do so. In an effort 
to move the negotiations forward, we told them we would consider 
any level between zero and 572 and specifically proposed a level 
of 50 each on each side, a level of 100, 150 and so on up to 450. 


The Soviet side continued to insist on their one- 
Sided proposal, that they be permitted a continuing and large 
deployment of the SS-20's in Europe and that the U.S. not be 
permitted to deploy any comparable systems in Europe. 


They also insisted on no limitations whatever on their 
forces in the eastern portion of the USSR and on a significant 
reduction in the U.S. duel-capable air support of NATO's conventional 
defenses. 


The negotiations in Geneva have been intense and 
strenuous, with movement on a number of issues but as yet not 
by the Soviet side on the most important issues. The President 
today repeated to me his deep desire for a constructive outcome 
if that is at all possible prior to the first U.S. deployments 
scheduled for later this year. 


The President is impressed as am I by the steadfast 
support of our allies, both in Europe and in Asia. With that 
support and the support of the American people, I believe that 
the Soviet Union may yet see the wisdom of reaching a fair 
agreement and the folly of continuing to maintain a rigid and 
uncompromising attitude. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, you sound pretty bleak. What 
is it that gives you any hope that before December, before the 
start of the deployment, there could be an agreement? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I'm not that bleak. Temperamentally, 
I'm an optimist. And this last round has been, as I said, a strenuous 
and difficult round, but I think we have made some progress. But 
it is my hope and belief that the Soviets will in this last round 
give real consideration to -- 


Q Where does the -- excuse me -- where does the 
progress come from? I mean, where do you see it? 


MORE 











AMBASSADOR NITZE: We have changed our position 
radically. The President's interim proposal was a substantial 
change from the zero-zero proposal which we had had on the 
table prior to that time. In fact, one time it was referred to 
by the other side as "the boulder standing in the river of progess." 
So, we've done something on our side. 


We've done other things on our side. I don't want 
to get into the details of the negotiation. But they also, with 
respect to the details, have made some movement. 
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What I've said is, with respect to the central problems, there 
I'm hopeful that they will, in the next round -- they didn't in 
this last round, make significant movement. 


Q Why do you think they'll make significant movement 
in the next round? I mean, you say we've made movement but it 
takes two to have an agreement. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I couldn't agree with you more. 
It takes two and that's what I'm hopeful -- it will be two. 


Q But why? What gives you reason to think they 
will move in the next round? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Because I -- we are scheduled to 
deploy at the end of the year, as I've said in my statement. 


Q When is the next round scheduled to begin, sir? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: September 6th. 


Q So, you're saying that as deployment gets closer 
there is more likelihood that they'll move? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That's exactly what I'm saying. 

Q Would the President at all consider delaying 
by a month, by three months, by six months any of the deployment 
if you have reason to believe that would help the Soviets move? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I doubt that it would. 





Q I know that but -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't like to get into a 
hypothetical question of that kind. 


Yes? 
Q Mr. Ambasador, the President was in here this 
morning saying -- talking particularly about the MX missile and 


talking about funds for it and to going -- Congress at this point 
and saying that passage of it, approval of it would give you greater 
leverage in your talks. How would it do that? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Certainly if the MX had been 
voted down I think that would have been -- not a good thing 
from the standpoint of my talks. 


Q Why? But specifically he was talking about passage 
for this thing and saying that, in a positive sense, saying that 
passage would give you greater leverage. I'm wondering how it 
would do that? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think it would give us greater 
leverage, yes. 


Q Yes, sir, but how? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: You understand the facts. As you 
know, my negotiationsdon't deal with systems such as the MX 
which is an even larger missile than its counterpart, the SS-18. 
Nevertheless, I believe that the Congress, by supporting the 
recommendations of the Scowcroft Commission sends an important 
Signal of unity of purpose. My position is, of course, strengthened 
if the Soviets are convinced that America and its allies mean 
business. Only if they are thus convinced will they be prepared 
to participate in arms reductions of a lasting and positive nature. 
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Q Well read. (Laughter.) 
Q -- be prepared to go beyond your guidance? 


Q Mr. Ambassador, is it true that you and 
Ambassador Rowny don't speak to each other? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That's totally untrue. 
Q Do you shout at each other? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, Ambassador Rowny is a 
long time friend and associate of mine and we see each other 
regularly. And it's also totally untrue that we only communicate 
through aides. 


Q Are you saying then there's no disarray -- 
(laughter) -- in the U.S. negotiating teams? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That's exactly what I'm saying. 
There's certainly no disarray between the two of us. 


Q Where do you think these reports come from 
or why? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: You might know more than I 
about that. 


Q Have you foundamy problem in getting your 
instructions or in communicating with the policy makers here? 
The President has recently assembled a new task force and some 
people have suggested that that's because there has been 
confusion in the ranks here in terms of dealing with the 
negotiators abroad. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Frankly, I greatly welcome the 
President's decision to create this new task force. I think 
this will enable the President to have prompter recommendations 
as to what should be done in the two negotiations and I welcome 
that in particular with respect to our negotiations. 


Q Are you saying that in the past the recommendations 
have not been prompt enough? Have there been delays overseas 
because of difficulty in getting clear instructions? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, what I really had in mind 
was that in the past we've had more time. Now, with this being the 
final round before deployment there,it seemed to me that 
a different kind of a process of decision could be helpful. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, as far as -- just a question 
on timing. You said that they resume in September, the talks 
resume in September. Is there any chance that they could 
resume early? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: They originally had been scheduled 
to resume on September 15th and we did accelerate it by nine days. 


Q Do you think that there's any chance that you 
could begin even earlier than that because of the need to 
get something done before deployment? 

AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, we've discussed that at length 
with the Soviet delegation and the final decision was September 
6th. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, there's been a lot of -- 
Is there anything you want to say? (Laughter.) 


Q This just in. 


MORE 














AMBASSADOR NITZE: I'm reminded that I said that the 
MX was larger than the 18. I didn't mean that. 


Q There's been a lot of talk recently about a 
different mood in the Soviet camp, that what happened in 
Madrid -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I did mean the SS-1i8 is much 
larger than the MX. I didn't mean that the -- 


Q There's been a lot of talk that there's 
a new mood in the Soviet camp with the agreement in Madrid, and 
the releasing of the Pentecostals and all of that. Do you sense 
any difference in mood in the Soviet camp, any greater -- I 
know what you've already said in terms of the specifics of the 
negotiations -- but an indication of a softening line on their 
part, a possibility of greater accommodation? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I can't say that I've sensed 
it yet. I am hopeful that I will find it when we resume in 
September. 


Q Will you take a new proposal back to the 
table when you go back in September? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't know. 
Q When do you know that? 


Q Well, are you -- were you given any instructions 
by the President that would make it possible to go back with 
a new proposal? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: You know, if you look back on the 
record of these negotiations, we've never gotten instructions 
until the last few days before we return. And I dor't anticipate 
it this time either. 


Q -- one last question? 


Q Will you go out of business in December if 
you don't have an accord? (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:22 P.M. EDT 

















THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





For immediate Release July 22, 1983 
PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
ROBERT C. McFARLANE, 


PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PRESIDENT 
TO THE MIDDLE EAST 


The Briefing Room 





1:35 P.M. EDT 





MR. SPEAKES: The briefers today are Bud McFarlane and 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes. Bud will have an opening statement 
which is on the record and available for radio and television 
coverage. And after that, we will kill the lights and they will 
go on -~ background briefing to report on the meeting in detail. 


Q Why is that necessary? We'd like to ask him 
two or three questions before you kill the lights. 

MR. SPEAKES: You -~- try that, if you'd like. 

Q All right. 

Q Is there any possibility of talking to Habib, 


or not? 
MR. SPEAKES: I think Phil has already left. 
MR. MCFARLANE: Hello. 
Q Hello. 


Q Good-bye. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I thought I'd just say one or two 
things at the outset and then take one or two questions. Nick 
Veliotes is here, too, and together we'll provide a read-out of 
the meetings with President Gemayel today and take your questions. 
I think Larry has provided the ground rules. 


At the outset, I'd just like to say that it is with 
a deep sense of conviction, commitment, hope that I undertake this 
assignment. The overriding character of this issue is its human 
anguish which each day worsens. The scale of tragedy in the 
Middle East seems to deepen and elude our best efforts to bring 
it to a close. It is also clear, however, that the President has 
surveyed the global agenda of opportunities and has concluded 
firmly that it is incumbent upon the United States to do everything 
possible that we can to bring peace to this troubled area, first in 
Lebanon, and then to move forward in a broader peace process. 


As an instrument of that very deep personal conviction, 
I am both humbled and share his sense of commitment. After putting 
together our team and consulting further here in Washington, I 
anticipate going to the area promptly, doing what we can to relieve 
the long history of suffering and tragedy in Lebanon. 


I'll take your questions now. 


Q Are the Syrians -- 
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Q Mr. McFarlane, do you have -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Sam? 


Q Sir, do you have any assurances, either direct 
or indirect, from Syria that you will be welcomed there and can 
do work in all of the countries, including Syria? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the short answer to your question 
is that -- no. At the same time, we have no reason to doubt the 
commitment of all countries in the area to seeing Lebanon enabled 
to restore its sovereignty and it's toward that end that we go in 
good will and anticipate the same reciprocal good will from each 
country in the area. 


Q Well, if I could try it the other way around. 
Then I take it that there have been no signals saying that you wouid 
not be welcomed? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No, that's correct. 


Q Bud, what makes you think you can do any better 
than Phil Habib to get this process going again? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I surely wouldn't say that there 
is, from any intrinsic quality of my own that transcends that of 
Phil. Phil is a giant, and if it were possible, Phil would be 
on the job today. He has other obligations, and I will pick up 
where he left off. We enter it with a renewed determination and 
if we do not succeed, it surely won't be for lack of will. 


Q Let me ask -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Bill? 


Q -- frame this in another way, Bud. Wh.t reason 
do you see for the kind of optimism that the President has continued 
to express for a Middle East settlement? What makes that any more 
than empty words at this point after the failures of an entire 
year? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, first of all, I think that the 
promise that gave us a renewed sense of optimism a year ago 
remains basically in place. And I honestly believe that. I 
think the unfortunate but undeniable effects of the most recent 
war have been to call into question in each of the principle 
parties just what their strategy is and whether it is a viable 
course. For the Palestinians it has called into question the 
Viability of violence as a means of establishing their own identity. 
For others, their strategies which have endured for 35 years, 
I think, seriously are under review. 


Now, it's true we would have preferred that we might 
have been able to make more progress than we have. But it's 
not to deny the real accomplishments of the past eight months. 
We think these can be expanded -- it's toward that end that I'm 
going out. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:40 P.M. EDT 
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| Q Will you be going to the area before receiving 
a signal from Syria -- a positive signal? 


MR. SPEAKES: One second, please. We're going to 
conclude the on the record portion and go to background. So, 
lights, dlease. 


, , Now, he has a question pending up here. Once 
again, this is on background, senior American officials and 
they'll stay and answer your questions. 


| Q Can we just get on the record whether Morri 
Draper is going to continue -- 


Q Will you be going to the area -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q Will he be going to the area before a signal -- 
a positive signal from Syria? 


Q Question? 
Q What is the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is 
will I be going to the area before receiving some positive 
confirmation of my reception in Syria. 


The urgency of the situation in Lebanon, I think, 
requires that we return at the earliest possible moment. Anc 
I intend to do that. I think the turnover of my responsibilities 
here will require a matter of days but not weeks and that it 
should be possible to leave within a week to no more than 10 
days time. 


Q Will you be going back to the area with new 
ideas as a result of today's sessions at the White House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The visit was 
very worthwhile in that sense to allow a thorough examination 
on both sides of what might be possible. There have been some 
changes in emphasis. I don't want to raise your expectations 
that there is a new fundamental direction of strategy. There 
is not. 


I think trying harder including a certain measure 
of flexibility and calling, once more, upon the parties there for 
reciprocal flexibility is, in its essence, how we intend to 
proceed. 


Q Does that mean you will be putting more 
emphasis on national reconciliation rather than anything ese 
in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll put emphasis 
on all of these things. 
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The question was would we put greater emphasis 
on national reconcilation. We'll put emphasis on that as 
we have in the past but, foremostly, upon our leading goals 
of the withdrawalof all foreign forces so that the Lebanese 
government can get on with this reconciliation process. 





Yes? 


Q Do you know what your first stop is or your 
initial itinerary and also who will be taking over your duties 
here when -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first question, 
I have nothing for you right now. I would expect to define 
that in the course of talks with George Shultz and others in 
the next few days. 


With regard to responsibilities here, I'll continue 
to serve as the President's Deputy Assistant for National Security 
Affairs and changes in that status are -- have not changed as 
of this moment. 


Q So, what about -- what about -- 
Q You are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, go aheac. 
Follow up? 


Q What about your work? I mean, what you're 
now doing, who will do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think all of 
you would agree I'm far from being indispensable. There are 
a lot of folks here that do things as well or better than I 
and that all the way up until now have been doing them. So, 
there will be no lapse in continuity on other accounts. 


— 


Q But no one has been designated to do your 


work? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Bob? 


Q Was your appointment floated past the Syrians 
before it was made? Did they sign off on it in advance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was the 
President's decision. 


Q No, I understand it's the President's decision, 
Sir. But before the President announced it to us today, was 
it, in fact, passed by the Syrians to determine what kind of 


reception -- if you would, in fact, get a favorable reception? 

SENIOR ADMINI=TRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

< No? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Yes Here on the 
Side? 

Q What countries are you going to visit in the 
area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don' 
depart from the pattern established by Phil. I 
those 
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parties have a role to play, and the same countries would be dealt with 
from now on. 


Q Syria? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Surely we expect to visit Syria 


Q -- from your answer to my colleague's question 
on national reconciliation that you favor -- national reconciliation 
second and favor first, and only after you finish with the withdrawal, with 
total withdrawal of forces from Lebanon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't tend that. All 
of these goals must go forward concurrently. The reconciliation is 
enhanced by having foreign forces out of the country, and so we will 
be doing what we can toward that end, but it's not to say we are ignoring 
the other. The reconciliation is for mostly something that is internal, 
for the Lebanese parties and for the Lebanese government. We can help 
in that by getting the foreign forces out. But it's not a matter of 
priorities for us. 


Q Now with facing the partial withdrawal of the 
Israelis from the Shuf area and the foreign forces leaving, would 
you be tackling the conciliation between the Druzes and the Shuf area 
and the government whom they've announced that they are not ready to 
allow the army to move in that area unless they reach a political agree- 
ment with the government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, the division 
of labor here is natural. That is, the United States can more properly, 
together with our MNF partners, help in the diplomacy leading to the 
withdrawal of foreign forces. The reconciliation of the confessional 
groups in Lebanon must ultimately be a matter for the government of 
Lebanon to lead in. To the extent that we can help, surely we are willing 
to do so. But this is fundamentally a Lebanese -- a matter in which 
the Lebanese must assert their own leadership. 


Q -- can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The front row, I'll 
get you next. 


Q In your opening statements, where you talked about 
movine on at some point to the broader peace process, can you say at 
what stage now or how soon you could move to that broader peace process, 
and what format it might take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
question was earlier reference to moving on to the broader peace process 
would be implicit in what we are doing in Lebanon. And the question was, 
How soon and in what way would that broader issue be addressed. The 
resolution of the Lebanese issue, and the way in which it is resolved -- 
that is, the post-withdrawal climate of relationships between Israel, 
Lebanon, Syria and the other parties -- of course will be an importan~- 
factor in establishing the climate for peace progress. Now that's e@ 
diffuse statement, and it can only be diffuse at this point. The 
President believes that we must have a resolution of the Lebanon ~ssue 
before we can anticipate that there will be strategic gains, if you will. 


But it's not to say that we are ignoring it. We are very, 
verv conscious of the broader, longer-term interests of each of these 
parties in the Lebanon dispute, and will be mincful of those as we 
are reaching a solution in Lebanon. So you can't separate them; tney 
are inextricably linked. Our foremost preoccupation now will be upon 
withdrawal, re-establishment of Lebanese sovereignty, security on 
Lebanon's borders with each of its neighbors. Certainly, with Israe.. 


Q Mr. <= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, I promised 
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in the back. 


Q The President said this afternoon that he and 
President Gemayel discussed the next steps, and decided on the next 
steps. Are these next steps anything new or different than what we 
have seen in the past year? 


Q What are those next steps? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the next steps that 
he referred to, basically, are: trying harder, new faces -- this is not 
to say that there is a fundamental change in concept or in strategy -- 
and intensified dialogue on cooperation, both economic and security-wise. 
And I think -- well, that's all. I'm not standing here saying that 
there is a new watershed event happening today; there's not. 


There is a renewed commitment, dedication; that's it. 


Q Are you saying that's all -- 
Q Do you mean -- 
Q --you can tell us about or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- here first? I'm sorry, 
how about the back, please. 


Q Did Gemayel ask for exparsion of the Multi-National 
Force? Particularly, the American component? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q And if he did, where does the administration stand 
on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't. 
Q Mr. -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q In light of some news reports in the newspapers 
here in Washington, 
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that the redeployment from the Shuf Mountains might continue on in the 
next two to three manths to reach the Auwali River. Do you have 

any assurances from the Israelis that they are not goinc to do that 
step, or is it that they will be doing it and after that they will 
oresent it to you as a fait accompli? will you have any assurances 
from the Israelis that they will not continue after the Auwali 

River and they will create the -- partition of Lebanon a fait accompli? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not sought 
assurances in any context. The clear relationship between any with- 
drawal and the prospects of total withdrawal by all parties is manifest. 
We have exchanged some ideas on how stability can be preserved in any 
possible withdrawal, by any party. We'll be thinkins further on those 
ideas and discussing them when I go back to the area, but there is 
no precondition -- 


Q Could you be more specific on those ideas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- set with any party 
thus far. 


Q The time element is not in anybody's favor by the 
Israelis doing this step, and Mr. Begin has not come in, and the whole 
new realities in the area, so how are you going to tackle this 
Situation now? If they will continue seeping into the South, and 
getting to the Auwali River -- nonstop? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I guess I don't 
share your pessimism. I think if one always looks at the worst side 
in the Middle East, we'd never have gotten involved in the first place. 
Things can always get worse. The President's dedicated to the propo- 
Sition that they've got to get better, and the United States is not 
going to quit until they do. 


Q As a result of today's talks, have the Lebanese in 
any way changed their position on the question of unilateral withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't discuss the 
content of the talks here. The President and President Gemayel are 
ooth very imminently conversant with the risks at play right now in 


any kind of move which is not thoroughly coordinated. And we'll be 
moving in that direction in the next -- days -- 


Q -- the names -- the people you'll be working with -- 
what will be the status of Morey Draper and Dick Fairbanks back here, 
and also -- I'll hit the question because it's going to be speculated 
on -= the fact that you're the chief negotiator now, and you're coming 
out of the White House, in effect, will be read as a kind of Presidential 
impatience with the State Department's handling of this. Is that 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not right. 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first part of your 
guestion -- Bernie asked: "What is going to be the role of others who 
have already been involved -- Dick Fairbanks, Morey Draper and so-forth, 
and, is it intended, or do you expect it might be read as, White House 
dismay with the way the State Department's handled it up until now -- 
that there's somebody in the White House going out.” 


On the first question, I'm going to be talking with Phi. 
today and tomorrow to get his ideas, frankly, on how we can best oring 
all the talents that's been applying for so many years to this issue, 
into the continuing talks in the weeks ahead. The President's very 
emphatic in saying to draw upon that talent. I've known Dick Fairbanks 
for twelve years, going back to work here in the White House, and I nave 
asked the President for his confirmation that Dick and I can continue 
to work together. The President didn't need to be asked. He was very 
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emphatically insistent on Dick playing a role. I'm going to be talking 
to the others that have been involved. There's an enormous amount of 
talent and, I think, substantial accomplishment already. All we're 
doing now is, unfortunately, losing Phil, and sending in a second- 
strincer. But, I'm going to do what I can. 


Q I'd like to -- 

Q How about the State Department question? 
Q -- follow up on Bernie's -- 

Q I didn't hear the question about Draper. 


Q -- which might go to the real heart of the -- what 
might be going on in the administration here. Dr. Kissinger was named 
to a Latin American post last week. Your career has been intimately 
involved with him, your wife is employed by Dr. Kissinger. At the 
end of this -- maybe I'm wrong on this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee, I didn't know 
that. (Laughter.) 


Q -- on Bernie's question -- 
Q In any case -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 


Q -- your career has been intimately tied with him. At 
the end of this process, will there be anyone invoived in foreian 
policy in the administration who isn't directly run by Dr. Kissinger? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I apologize. The bottom 
line -- what was it? 


Q At the end of this process, will there be anyone 
involved in foreign policy in this administration who isn't directly 
run by Dr. Kissinger. 


Q Awwww. (Laughter. ) 
Q Say "No." 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "No." Laughter. ) 
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No. But, seriously -- good gosh, you know, to say 
that I've been involved with Dr. Kissinger is something I 
don't deny or run away from. I've been involved with John Tower. Does 
that make me a screaming liberal? (Laughter.) I don't think 
so. You know, I mean -- (laughter) -- 


Q You didn't answer the Morris Draper part of the 
Question. And, also, are there any new people he's going to 
bring with him? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there will 
be new people. And I'm going to talk to Morey. I'm going to 
talk to him to glean everything that I can from his wisdom. 
Morey, too, has -- with Phil -=- brought us to where we are. 
And they have an enormous record of accomplishment out there. 
I haven't made any decisions because ultimately I want to talk 
to the President after getting, from Morey and Phil and Nick 
and others, their sense of what composition and strategy makes 
most sense right now. 


Don? 


Q You spoke of flexibility in moving to the 
next step. As you know, the big loggerhead now is that Syria 
will not withdraw in parallel to an Israeli agreement which they 
reject. How do you think of the flexibility in connection with 
the agreement that already exists? Are you going to try to go 
beyond it to ask Syria and Israel, perhaps, to do something 
which goes beyond the agreement which they have signed? Do ov 
plan to go back into the agreement? How do you see the process 
from here in attaining what is a necessary breakthrough in the 
Situation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, Don, it would 
be out of place for me to stand here and to say that the 
disagreements which separate the parties right now are 
susceptible to a magic formula that we've cooked up in the last 
few days. We have some ideas. We've reconsidered some of our 
earlier positions. We've tried to reach some harmonization of 
Our assessment of the problems with the government of Lebanon. 
This has led us to a few ideas that deserve greater emphasis here, 
less there, that we're going to go out and try to promote. But I 
don't want to deal with those publicly until we've had a chance 
to discuss them with the government of Israel and the other parties 


to the disagreement. 


Q When we were briefed two days ego by your 
colleague and in talking to other administration officials, this 
meeting between the President and President Gemayel was supposed1l 
hoping to impart some new momentum to the peace process and the 
withdrawal process. Has anything happened here today, be:ides 
your appointment, that might be read as imparting new mome: tum 
to what's happened? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's not the 
kind of thing that I can discuss in a precise, detailed fashion. 
But, yes, I personally feel -- and I think the Secretary of State 
and the President feel from what they've said to me -=- that this 
visit has been enormously valuable in reaching a very strong consensus 
between ourselves and the government of Lebanon on what it is going to 
take to achieve a withdrawal of foreign forces. That's not to 
say it's going to work necessarily. 


But we and they are of a common mind of what the 
strategy must be. It's just a matter of trying to make it work 
now. 


Q Is this something new, something that has not 
been tried before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there 
have been differing emphases as to what ought to be tackled first 
and second, and what the prospects were for dealing with what 
they viewed as the foremost issue versus what we did. And now, 
that doesn't exist. We have a very solid consensus. And we 
shall see whether it's that common view, as it now translates 
through our diplomacy, that will have a differing outcome. [I can't 
guarantee that. 


Q Was there any discussion, today, about 
increasing the size of the MNF? Did Gemayel ask for an 
increase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was asked. 
And to the second question: negative. 


Q You mentioned something about flexibility 
On our part, the parts of the countries out there in the 
Middle East. Does that mean that the Israeli-Lebanese agreement 
that was signed in May -- May 17th, I believe -- will be 
abrogated in any way or modified? 


Q Question, please? 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was: 
given my reference to flexibility, is there an implication 
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that the existing Israeli-Lebanese agreement would be abrogated 

or altered? No, I don't intend that. The flexibility I mentioned 

is that we are open to new ideas, that we are willing to listen 

to ideas from each of the parties. The accomplishment -- and the 
Israeli-Lebanese agreement is an accomplishment -- stands on its own. 
We're going to move from there to see what else we can accomplish 
somewhere else. 


Q About the two side -- are you trying to link 
them? 


"steer eee eee eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeee 


reasons. George Shultz was a fervent advocate of Bud McFarlane 
replacing Phil Habib. As Assistant Secretary in the Department, 
I shared that feeling. And as a representative of the Career 
Foreign Service, I can just say we're all delighted Bud is coming 
back where we think he really belongs. 


Q Can you read out the meeting -- 
Q Yes, what about the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want anything else -- 


Q Yes. 

Q More, more. 

Q -- a read-out on the meeting. 

Q Yes, we still don't have a read-out on the meetinc. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you do, basically. 
Q Well, put it in English. 


Q Can you be on the record with that last quote of 
yours? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, as far as I'm 
concerned. It's up to you. 


Q Were you on the record? 

MR. SPEAKES: On the record. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- have the lights on, Larry? 
MR. SPEAKES: No. 

Q But everything is still -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since I'm absolutely 
Sure it's true, Bernie. 


Q This is on the record, Larry? 
MR. SPEAKES: No, no. The -=- 
2 Make the whole thing on the record? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: George Shultz can 
speak for himself, but I just thought that I'd -- 
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MR. SPEAKES: The on-the-record thing was the Shultz 
quote. We're ON BACKGROUND now -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just -- let me put 
this whole thinc incontext. You know we had a lot of meetings. 
We had meetings with Shultz yesterday, and we had meetings -- staff 
meetings with Gemayel's colleagues for several hours after that. 
Discussions continued last night at the Vice President's meeting 
or dinner and meeting. Now we've had the meetings in the White 
House. The President has made his announcement on Bud McFarlane. 
We will continue to be meeting with the Lebanese until President 
Gemayel leaves tomorrow, and there will be a meeting sometime 
during the day tomorrow with the Secretary of State. 


The discussions -- we talked about a lot of different, 
discrete issues, but they were all in the context of the support 
of the goals of the government of Lebanon. They're their goals; 
we support them -- sovereignty, unity, and the integrity of 
Lebanon. And in this context, a heavy emphasis was placed on the 
need to achieve as soon as possible the total withdrawal of all 
external forces. This ran through all the meetings. 


Also was how can we more effectively support the 
Lebanese in various specific ways, in the discussions in the Pentagon 
with Secretary Weinberger and General Vessey. They reviewed the 
security situation and our own assistance programs, how can we 
help them more to accelerate the good progress in the Lebanese 
security forces. 


In the meeting with Mr. McPherson, the AID administrator, 
the Lebanese explored a number of aspects of economic relations 
and economic assistance. Also, in the context of how can we 
strengthen the Lebanese economy, the government of Lebanon. 


Now, the Israeli-proposed re-deployment was discussed 
in the context of the achievement ‘of the total withdrawal of all 
foreign forces. 


Broader regional issues were discussed, of course -- 
My colleague already talked about this -- and the relationship of 
Lebanon to the broader peace process. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Were there any discussions of new aid, new loans 
to Lebanon, any commitments -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was a 
discussion of the Lebanese economy -- 


Q -- any commitments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no commitments. 
Just a general discussion of what their needs were. As you know, 
the World Bank is leading an effort to mobilize donors for the 
real big bucks. And a lot of this is related to the security 
Situation, the investment environment. As momentum is restorec, 
as the government of Lebanon is able to assure the security of more 
of its territory, then I think the economic side will also come 
along a pace. 


Q Were there any new security commitments? Anc 
what was the dciscussion about the MNF? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was a 
G@iscussion about the MNF because it exists. Obviously, it's an 
important factor of the Lebanese situation 
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where it is. The question has been asked three times now in 


one way or another and the answer is still "no" on that so let's -- 


I'd just as soon drop it. 
Yes, Bernie? 


Q The Lebanese, while they're here, have been 


urging publicly at least that the U.S. be more active and among the 


things they've urged, that the U.S. as a super power talk 


to the Soviet Union as a super power and get much more involved 
with the Syrians. Is there any inclination in this administration 


to bring the Russians in to a more prominent role in the 
diplomacy here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We keep looking 
for a constructive Soviet role -- I'll confine myself to the 
Middle East -- I have yet to find it. We did discuss these 


issues. We explained that we are in contact with the Soviets. 
We do discuss these matters. We believe, however, that the best 
bet for peace in Lebanonand reconstruction and independence as 


well as moving forward in the broader peace process is along 
the lines of President Reagan's policies. 


Q Nick are you offering any more concessions 
to the Syrians to induce them to withdraw, too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Concessions isn't 


the word. Bud McFarlane -- Bud -- 
Q Benefits. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not benefits. 
would think that the peace and security and stability of an 


Arab neighbor would strike a few bells in Damascus -- positive 


bells. 


I think you have to look at the appointment of 
Buc McFarlane as a recognition of a reality, apart from Bud's 
merits -- I can't think of a better man to take this on at 
this time. But clearly certain attitudes were responsible, 
at least in part, for Phil not being here. 


Q Syrian attitude? Why don't you say it? 
Syrian attitude? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. 


Q Have you had any direct or indirect signals 


from the Syrians, though, that Mr. McFarlane or any other chance 


of faces would open the door? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're asking 


will the government of Syria accept an emissary from the United 


States in order to maintain the dialogue. The anwer is yes. 
We have every reason to expect this. Someone asked a truly 


crazy cuestion about clearing appointments earlier. Not really, 


it's pretty far out. 


Q You do that with Ambassadors all the time. 
° I want to clarify. You left the impression 
in your last answer that Phil would still be the negotiator 
i= the Syrians had agreed to receive him. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't -- 
this was a factor in the change. Someone asked what are we 
doing to keep the dialogue going with Syria. We've had Georg 


Shultz there twice. We've invited their foreign minister here 
once. We're willing to talk to them and we now have a new team 
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led by Bud McFarlane that will be in the area soon and we fully 
expect that this team will be received by the Syrians and everyone 
else involved. We have no reason to believe to the contrary. 

I don't want to belabor this. | 


Q -- going cap in hand to the Syrians? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nonsense. 
Q What do you mean nonsense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're trying to 
create the circumstances whereby Lebanon can be reconstructed 
and saved and also open the door for an environment -- a moving 
ahead on the peace process. This has resulted in a lot of things 
including the appointment of Bud McFarlane. That's not cap in 
hand. That's trying to move a process forward because we've 
got responsibilities for it. 


Q You said earlier that the Israeli proposed 
re-deployment was discussed in the context of the total 
withdrawal of all foreign forces as I remember it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Has the United States -- to your knowledge -- 
has Lebanon made a judgment yet as to whether this proposed re-deployment 
is acceptable as a part of the total withdrawal? That's your 
criteria that you've set out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not relevant 
at this time because the way it has been described has been a 
re-deployment to somewhere and the government of Lebanon would 
have trouble accepting or endorsing anything short of a timetable 
for the total withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Now, if the Israelis or the Syrians or anyone else 
leave any part of Lebanon -- we all have to expect the government 
of Lebanon would do its best 
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to be responsible for the law and order in that vacated area. 
I think that's common sense. 


Q What do you mean when you say it was discussed 
in the context of? I don't understand -- Are you accepting it 
as part of or are you saying it's not part of or are you making 
no judgment? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any such readjustments 
should be in the context of promoting the total withdrawal of all 
foreign forces. Now, a lot of these things are going to be 
discussed. And I'm not going to get into the details of -- 


Q ~~ I was asking, you know -- Lebanese government -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Okay. Last question. Right here -- got it. 
Q Thanks, Larry. 

Okay. (Laughter.) 


Q 

Q The Lebanese government, you said, is ready to 
move into any area that any one of the three forces is ready to 
move out of. You know, and definitely you know, that the area we're 
talking about, the bottom line, is the Shuf area. If the Israelis 
move from the Shuf area without securing an agreement, without 
an agreement being reached between the Lebanese and the Druze, between 
the Lebanese governmenc and the Druze, we're going to have an 
outbreak of war again. Did you discuss this with Gemayel? Did you 
discuss steps of how to find -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We discussed all of 
these issues. Everyone understand the realities of the problems. 
We talked about ways to solve the problems. I have no doubt that 
the President of Lebanon is going to do his best, but there has to 
be some reciprocation on the assumption that there are those immediately 
involved who have an interest in recrea*ing Lebanon. 


We are hopeful that this can be done. Now, I should 
say, but in this context there was great concern expressed during 
the discussions about the shelling in Beirut. My own personal 
view, being around this place for awhile, ‘is that we're getting 
some -- the usual so-called negative signals. But when they 
start to kill women and children, they take on a rather bloodthirsty 
cast. 


The shelling of Beirut by anyone, after the horrors 
of the past, should and mist be widely and openly condemned by 
any government which has a pretense to being called civilized. 


Q Who's doing the shelling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I also remind you 
this is an Arab city. *h should have special meaning for our 
Arab friends. 


Q Whe .. ang the shelling? 


SENIOR ADMINISTKATION OFFICIAL: Who is doing the 
shelling? Everyone can guess. Clearly, they're coming from 
areas under occupation. The people who want to give the so-called 
signals are hardly friends of Lebanon or its reconstruction. 


Q There are two areas of occupation that you're 
talking about -- the Shuf and the Metn. One is occupied by Israe-, 
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one occupied by Syria. Would you be kind enough to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those people -- 
the occupiers have clear responsibility under international law 
for doing their best to stop it if it happens. And provoking it 
is literally unacceptable. : 


Let me leave you on that, and you can use your 
Own judgment. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:14 P.M. EDT 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, ladies and gent 

We are ON THE RECORD. Dr. Kissinger is the Chairman of the 
President's Central American Commission. He will have 
Opening remarks and then take vour questions. 


“Dr. Kissinger? 


DR. KISSINGER: I just have a few very brief com- 
ments about the purposes and nature of the Commission. The 
purpose of the Commission is to make recommendations to the 
President and the Administration about long-range ane 
middle-range objectives in Central America. 


The objectives are to include the political, eco- 
nomic, social, and security goals. The Commission will not 
deal with current operational issues. We have not been con- 
Sulted, nor should we have been, about current operations. 


- After the Commission has concluded its report, it 
will cease to funetion. I have no intention, indeed no 
time, to involve myself in the operational questions that 
may flow from the Commission report, presuming that the 
Administration accepts the recommendation. 


So you should look at this as a way to achieve, or 
to contribute to hopefully a bipartisan consensus on one of 
the more searing problems that is before our nation, and to 
do it in a manner that permits us to look beyond the imme- 
diate crises into the goals that we're seeking to achieve. 


We will not duplicate or get into areas that are 
covered, for example, by Amassador Stone. Ours will be a 
different perspective. 


Now I'll be glad to answer your questions. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, some have been curious as *o 
why you accepted such a position. 


DR. KISSINGER: So has Nancy. (Laughter) I 
accepted that position after -=- with considerable reluctance 
fter turning it down several times when the President 
called me and said he had no second choice. It is my view 
that when you have been Secretary of State and the President 
asks you, you don't have the right to refuse. 
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Secondly, I believe it is a vital, national issue 
that should be put into a larger framework and on a bipar- 
tisan basis. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, as @ vital national issue, do 
you also feel that it has a potential to become another 
Vietnam for the United States? 


DR. KISSINGER: A great deal depends on how one 
views what. Vietnam was. I think it is imperative that we 
avoid.the bitter debates that characterized the Vietnam 
period, and also that we avoid the same kind of uncertainty: 
about objectives and about what was attainable that charac- 
terized so much of the period. 


I think that the Commission will try to make its 
contribution to avoiding another Vietnam kind of crisis. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, how do you see this problem 
that you're confronting? Could you just give us the benefit 
of your thinking of the parameters of all this? How serious 
is the problem of Central America? 


- DR. KISSINGER: First of all, you should all 

- understand, this will be a report of a Commission. I'm 
Chairman, but as far-as its report is concerned, only one of 
its members. Therefore, my personal views about this or 
that aspect are really secondary at this point. 


But to answer your specific question, I think it 
is obviously a serious problem that is attracting more and 
more public attention, and more and more the attention of 
the President. The reason for the Commission, as I have 
been given to understand, is to avoid having the debate on a 
succession of tactical issues on how to handle this or. that 
particular crisis as it emerges, but perhaps to put forward .° 
a more comprehensive view of where we might go over a five- 
year period and how to get there. 


) Dr. Kissinger, you say that your Commission 
is not going to be concerned with the short-range, but with 
the middle- and the lonc-range. 


DR. KISSINGER: That's right. 


Q But isn't it conceivable that what's going on, 
at least in the security area now in El Salvador and 
Nicaragua, will have a lot of impact on what you're going to 
recommend? And how do you deal with the short-term crises 
if you're not going to be involved in that directly? 
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DR. KISSINGER: There's nothing we can do as a 
Commission about the immediate military situation or ee 
the immediate Congressional situation for that matt I 
believe that it is the responsibility of the ceadane tion 
to defend its programs before the Congress and to conduct 
the day-to-day foreign policy. 


It would be a confusion of the purposes of this 
Commission if we got ourselves involved in that, obviously, 
Since we'il be going on while the Commission meets, and that 
will have to be- taken into account. | 


But if we get ourselves involved in trying to 
influence the day-to-day decisions, we'll be spending all 
Our time going to meetings of interdepartmental committees, 
which it is our purpose to transcend. 


Incidentally, I wanted to make one other point 

which I discussed with the President and the Secretary of 
State this morning. I don't believe that we will be able to 
meet a reporting deadline of December 1. I believe February 1 
is a more realistic deadline. I say this only so that if 
December 1 comes along and we haven't issued a report, then 

- you will not think that there is violent disagreement in the 
Commission. . = + 


Q Could I follow up and ask you, sir, whether 
your working premise is that when the Commission comes in 
with that report on say February 1, that the El Salvador 
Government and the Government of Nicaragua will be in power? 
Is that your premise? 


DR. KISSINGER: I think that's our premise, but if 
it isn' ty we'll have to think of another. If either of 
them isn't, we'll have to make another five-year projection. 
(Laughter) 2° 


fe) Dr.~Kissinger, do you expect to travel to the 
region, and, if so, would the whole Commission go? Would 
you just go? How extensively would your -- how would your 
travels interrelate with those of Ambassador Stone and 
others who are involved? 


DR. KISSINGER: Again, that decision will have to 
be made after the first meeting of the Commission which will 
be in the week of August 9 -= it's about two weeks -=- Dut 
two weeks from now. 
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From my.conversation with several of the 
Commission members, all of whom I'm calling this week, I 
have the impression that a visit to the area will be 
necessary, probably of the entire Commission at one point. 


I haven'+ decided yet whether I might take a 
quick separate one simply to inform the key countries, or 
the countries involved, of what we are planning to do and 
how we're planning to do it and to get their suggestions of 
how we might proceed. 


But under no circumstances will the Commission 
engage in any negotiations or in any of the immediate 
efforts at direct conciliation which is what I understand 
Ambassador Stone's objective is. 


fe) Dr. Kissinger, following up on that, would 
you expect that you could carry out vour mandate without 
meeting with such people as the Sandinistas, the leftists in 
El Salvador, or do you indeed expect to meet with them? 


DR. KISSINGER: I would think that we will visit the 
area, @ visit to Nicaragua is highly probably, if we are 
welcome. As to other groups, we will follow the recommen- 
dations of the Commission on that subject, and we're cer- 
tainly free as far as the government is concerned. We have 
been given no limitations as to with whom we can meet. 


I can tell you that, as far as the domestic <-=- the 
internal American situation is concerned, we will give every 
Significant group of every point of view within the United 
States an opportunity to be heard before the Commission, and. 
we will leave it up to the Commission to decide what groups 
to meet when we go to Central America. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, your appointment -has already Re 
raised a lot of comment and controversy. What, personally, 
I guess, do you say to that, and do you have any particular 
plans for trying to convince Congress or the right-wing that 
you're going to be able to be a compromiser and not a 
further divider on this issue? 


DR. KISSINGER: I£ I understand some of the right- 
wing objections, they're not worried that I may not be a 
compromiser. I think the opposite seems to be their view, 
insofar as I understand it. 


aé 
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I will be going on the Hill tomorrow to meet with 
the Majority Leader, the Minority Leader, the Speaker, Mr. 
Micnael, and several members of the Commission that have 
been appointed. I'll be talking to the other members of the 
Commission or the other councilors of the Commission that 
have been appointed by the Congress. 


I will make no special effort to talk to the more 
obstreperous of the critics to show my good faith. My 
record is whatever it is, and they have a crack at the 
report when it appears. 
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fe Dr. Kissinger, when the idea for this Commission 
first came up, four Members of the Congress talked about it 
being a bipartisan study group. What they meant by 
"bipartisan" was not simply filled with Democrats and Republi- 
Cans, but bipartisan in terms of its approach to the problem. 
Some of the critics have already said that by the composition 
of the Commission, you're not getting a bipartisan group; 
you're getting a single point-of-view group. 


What do you feel can be, ultimately, the contribu- 
tion that _you can make? 


DR. KISSINGER: Obviously, you're going to get many 
criticisms. As far as the composition of the group is con- 
cerned, I took the view that while I might have some strong 
objections to some people and express them, the composition 
of it I left to the White House in consultation with the 
Congressional leadership, particularly with the sponsors of 
the resolution. It is my understanding that the composition 
of the group is broadly acceptable to the sponsors of the ori- 
ginal resolution. 


I do not even know some of the members of the group. 
In fact, many of the members of the group I have not met. 
- Talking to them on the telephone, I do not have the impression 
- that this is- a single-issue group. One always has to attempt to 
Strike a balance between an attainable consensus and repre- 
senting every last point of view. 


, I think it is a broadly-based group. I think Bob 
Strauss and Lane Kirkland are certainly not admirers of every 
aspect of this Administration, if I have understood their 
statements correctly. 


c 


Q I understand that. What I am trying to get at 
is, Can you envisage that the end result of this Commission 
will be a report sharply critical, or even substantively cri- - 
tical, of the basic line of the Administration's policy in 
Central America? — 


DR. KISSINGER: Obviously, while my relationship 
with the Administration has not been intimate, I have been 
generally supportive of the Administration's foreign policy, 
and it would be ridiculous to pretend anything else, as far 
as I'm concerned. 


On the other hand, Bob Strauss has been anything 
but broadly supportive of the Administration's domestic or 
foreign policy. SolI think it is quite possible that a 
report will come out that differs with aspects of the 
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Administration's foreign policy. We all have to engage in 
this effort with an open mind and with a willingness to 
adjust whatever preconceptions we may have to the briefings 
and to the facts to which we will be exposed. 


We certainly have been given no restrictions in 
either the previous conversations or in the conversations I 
had with the President, the Secretary of State, and the 
Vice-President this morning. Certainly, nobody put any re- 
strictions on the kind of recommendations that can be made, 
nor would that be practically feasible. 


Q May I follow up on that? To what extent do you 
regard it as your mandate to test some of the basic assump- 
tions of the Administration's policy? Have you been 
encouraged to do that by the President or the National 
Security Adviser or the Secretary of State? And will you have 
the resources to do that -- for instance, your own staff? 


DR. KISSINGER: The President, the Secretary of 
State, and the Security Adviser have given us the charter to 
come up with long-range objectives wherever they may lead. 
— They did not specifically say, "Test our assumptions," and you 
~ have to remember now that I am now speaking as an individual, 
and that these ideas will have to be discussed by the 
Commission when it meets. But my view would be that we should 
certainly put forward some kind of a concept of how the United 
States should deal with smaller countries in the developing 
world, especially in this hemisphere, hopefully some statement 
of the factual situation as we see it, and then some goals 
and maybe some programs. 


Whether we can achieve such an ambitious objective 
in the limited time available, I don't know, but it will cer- 
tainly be not through lack of effort. In talking to 
Commission members, I'm impressed, indeed moved, by the way 
they are clearing their calendars to spend a really great 
amount of their time on this effort. 


MR. HUGHES: I think we've got time for a couple 
more questions. Shall we take Mr. Dunsmore and then AP? 


Q Dr. Kissinger, this morning some of us were 
speculating on what the reaction of Secretary of State Henry 
Kissinger would have been if the White House had called and 
said, "By the way, George Shultz is going to take over the 
Central America policy for the next five years?” 


Our consensus was that the seventh floor would 
perhaps be somewhere in orbit at this point. 
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DR. KISSINGER: First of all, you're wrong about 
this. The seventh floor tended to be in orbit anyway, 
with my boiling point! 


First of all, I did not consider this until the 
Secretary of State talked to me twice, and the second time 
at great length on this Sunday. I made it clear to the 
Security Adviser that this would have to have the enthu- 
Siastic support of the Secretary of State, who is, after 
all, an old friend of mine and a man I admire greatly. 


Secondly, having been Secretary of State, however 
assertively I might have exercised that office, nobody who 
has been in that office can have any question that the 
foreign policy of the United States should be conducted 
under the guidance of the President by the Secretary of 
State, and nobody would do anything to derrogate from that 
role. | 


Third, I am not taking over Central American 
policy. I am heading a Commission which will make specific 
recommendations. I will not be involved in the operations 

- during the meeting of that Commission, and I will withdraw 
as soon as the Commission is completed. 


Fourth, Secretary Shultz was asked by me, on a 
number of occasions, to undertake less public missions, spe- 
cifically to prepare the Rambouillett Economic Summit 
and then again the Puerto Rican Economic Summit. President 
Ford and I benefited enormously from Secretary Shultz's 
contribution. But of all the problems Secretary Shultz may 
have in this city, I am determined not to be one of them. I 
am an admirer and a friend. 


MR. HUGHES: Last question from AP. | a ° 


0 Dr.-~Kissinger, the United States is already 
heavily involved in Central America in a military way, both 
in El Salvador and through a covert operation in Nicaragua. 
From all indications, we're becoming much more heavily 
involved with each passing day. You say your Commission 
report might not come out till February 1. Is it possible 
we could become so heavily involved in this period that were 
you to recommend that we become less involved, it would be 
difficult to get out? And would you counsel the 
Administration to go slow on its involvement until your 
report is completed? 
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DR. KISSINGER: I really hope not to get involved 
in the current decisions of the Administration while the 
Commission is meeting. Just the preliminary briefings I've 
had this morning have given me some sense of the huge scope 
of the task that we have undertaken. 


My impression is that nothing irreversible is 
likely before the Commission report, but this is my 
impression from reading the newspapers and from just general 
conversations. The magnitude of what we're doing may 
increase with the nature of the assessment of the threat, 
but I.do not believe, nor do I have the impression, that the 
Secretary of State and the President believe that events 
between now and February 1 will make our report irrelevant. 


fe) Thank you. 


A Nice to see you again. 


(The press conference concluded at 2:30 p.m.) 
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BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FOLLOWING THE PRESIDENT‘'S MEETING WIT! 
ISRAELI DEFENSE MINISTER ARENS AND 
FOREIGN MINISTER SHAMIR 


July 28, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
2:11 P.M. EDT 


MR. ROUSSEL: Let's get going. This briefing is 
on background. This briefing is attributable to senior administration 
official. t is on background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make a few 
comments and then take your questions. First, let's run over 
the schedule a little bit just so you get a feel for the 15 or 
so hours of discussions tnrat we had in the State Department and 
a couple of hours over in Defense. 


There were three meetings on Tuescay, July 26th, 
in the afternoon and there were -- meeting in Defense the next 
morning, a meetinc in State, a follow-up meeting in State with 
the twc Ministers. And then for the next six or seven hours 
we just talked -- and had lunch and talked. 


This morning we had additional meetings and, of course, 
these three days were capped by the President's meeting with the 


two Ministers. In that meeting were the Secretaries of State and 
Defense, Mr. McFarlane, Dick Fairbanks, Bill Clark, on our side 
and the Israeli -- Ambassador Lewis -- stand-up, Ambassador Lewis, 


and yours truly. 


So, since Prime Minister Begin was unable to visit 
Washincton and in light of the visit here last week of President 
Gemayei, we believed it was particularly important to invite 
Foreign Minister Shamir and Defense Minister Arens to come here 


t 
J 


for high-ievel discussions on the current situation in Lebanon 

and other matters of mutual interest. It was also important to 
hold thorough consultations with the Israelis before Bud McFarlane 
and his team depart for the region. 


I've described to you the types of discussions we have 
had. They were intensive. They included all aspects of the 
Current situation in Lebanon including Israeli plans for redeployment 
Or partial withdrawal. As you know, this is a decision that has 
been taken by Israel and we are all determined to ensure that it 
contributes to our shared goals for Lebanon. 


Throughout our discussions with both the Israelis 
and the Lebanese before them, the President emphasized our 
unequivocal commitment to the basic goals for Lebaiion: Full 
withdrawal of all foreign forces; a strong central Lebanese 
government, fully sovereign throughout its territory, supported 
by a national consensus; and acequate security arrangements for 
Israel's northern border. 


The Is-3elis assured us that they adhere fully 
to these goals and they certainly have no territorial ambitions 
in Lebanon. Secretary Shultz addressed this on the record 
for you. They have stated clearly and unequivocally their 
position that the »rojected redeployment in Israeli forces is 
in no way intended to contribute to the psychology of or the 
fact of divisions in Lebanon. It is rather the first stage in 
a full withdrawal envisaged by the Israeli-Lebanese agreement 
and is consistent with that agreement. I think it's very 
important that I emphasize to you, as the Secretary did, and 
as the Israeli Ministers did, this Israeli interpretation 
of where their redeployment fits into the overall goals for 
Lebanon. 
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I realize we can't control wildcard speculation but 


a 
pe you will give this a prominent place in your reporting. 
ll of this is designed, in the Israeli view, to allow the government 
~ 


banon to regain sovereign authority over an additional significant 


- 
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on of Lebanese territory. 


Now, the next step will be the trip to the area by 
McFarlane anc 








Fairbanks to give renewed impetus to achieving the goals we share 
for Lebanon. Now, the President, also, renewed the U.S. commitment 
to achieving a comprehensive peace in the area based on Security 
Council Resolution 242, the Camp David Accords, and that he 
remains committed to his September 1 peace initiative. 


The President, also, reiterated to the Ministers 
the U.S. view that additional settlements are a serious problem 
with respect to future progress on the peace process. And we, 
also, discussed other issues of mutual concern, bilateral 
issves relating to the U.S. continuing commitment to Israel's 
security and well-being. 


Let me take some questions. Let me go back 
first. 


Q Before we get into the whole Lebanon question, 
was the Habib project brought up at this meeting at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the context 
of tne meeting with the President. The President was fully 
informed. And the Israeli side was fully informed that he was 
fully informed of previous discussions on this subject. 


Q It wasn't brought up before the President. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. And these 
subjects were held -- the detailed discussions on this matter 
were held at the Pentagon at the meeting chaired, on our side, 
by Secretary Weinberger on Wednesday. 

Q Did you ask for, and did you get, any 
commitment or timetable on the next phase of the Israeli 
withdrawal from Lebanon? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we ask or 


we get -- 

Q Did we ask or did you get. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- or did we get 
from the Israeiis a -- what? 

Q Either a commitment or a timetable on the 


next phase of their withdrawal from Lebanon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which next phase? 
I'm sorry. 


Q Oh. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Are you 
talking about re-deployment? 


Q Yes, re-deployment of their troops. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And subsequent 
stages, is that what you're talking about? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay. 


Q Leading to a total withdrawal. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
And if you'll shut-up, I'll finish my comments. 


Look. This subject was discussed: how can we best 
put the Israeli re-deployment in the context that will best 
contribute to our shared goals that I've described to you. I'll 
go over them again if you'd like to hear them. 


Q No. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


Now, we discussed lots of ideas with them. We will 
continue to discuss these ideas as we go out. I will not go 
into the details of these discussions, because that's where 
we are -- in the discussion stage. 


But let me explain again that it wasn't a -- 
we were not convincing the Isrzelis that their re-deployment 
had to be put into a broader context. I mean, they knew that. 
They want to be as helpful as they can within the context of 
the decision that's already been taken to re-deploy. 


Q But, then, the answer to the question is 
no. 

Q The short answer is no, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you -- 
there is no short answer to that question. I'm sorry. 

Q -- you've got a timetable -- for God's 
sake. 

Q You said, the first step is to order fvll 


withdrawal. And that goes with the agreement. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q You said, this is a first step. And the 
goal is to order full withdrawal. And that goes with the 
agreement. Does that mean that Israel does not stipulate 
its full withdrawal on the scene and presume withdrawal, too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was describing 
to you the position that the Israelis have as we understand 
their position as described to us. 

Now, what was your second question? 


Q It was only one question. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what did 


I -- I don't understand. (laughter.) 
Q When you said it's one step to order full 
withdrawal -- the first step toward full withdrawal. And that 


goes with the agreement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. This is the 
way we understand the Israeli position. There is full withdrawal 
of Israeli forces stipulated in the agreement. 


Q Well, where does it stipulate in partial -- 
the deployment in the agreement? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agreement does 
not stipulate how such withdrawals will be taken up. 


Q Could you answer the question about the 
timetable? 

Q So the withdrawal means -- 

Q Could you clarify that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are different 
ways to -- no. I cannot answer, specifically, the questions 
you're asking, because we are in the process of a diplomatic 
series of contacts that Ambassador McFarlane will carry out 
when he leaves. And I'm not going to address the details of 
what he's going to talk about when he gets to the various 
capitals. Please understand this. 


Q Can you say whether or not there was 
discussion about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we understand 
the concept 
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that you are discussing. We understand it. 


Q Can you say whether there was discussi 
; ussSion about th 
security interests in terms of the multi-national force in = _ 
way fill 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in any great 
detail. It was an understanding that -- 


Q -- their role for the force -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't go beyond 
where we were with the Lebanese on that, quite frankly, which was -- 


Q Can you clarify where you are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Basically our position 
on this is that the President is prepared to consider requests 
with respect to a role for the MNF on the understanding -- let's 
talk about the Shuf -- on the understanding that there are 
agreements arrived at which between the government and the factions 
which would ensure, to the extent possible, that the MNF would 
not be -- that no elements of the MNF would be inserted into 
what would be a hostile environment. 


Q There would have to be an agreement, let's say, 
in the Shuf between Druze groups and the government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There would have 
to be an agreement that they wanted the LAF to come in. 
They were prepared not to fight it. Once you have those agreements, 
then the role of the MNF, if there is a role, we'll consider this 
seriously. 


Q Will McFarlane get involved in trying to 
negotiate those agreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Bud McFarlane 
will be involved in all aspects of this. 


He might talk to Junblat or some of the other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll talk to everyone 
but let's -- 


Q “- guestion on this -- did you understand 
from the Israelis that they are in the mood or are they planning 
rather to pull from the Shuf area within this redeployment, 
before this -- such an agreement is secured between the Lebanese 
government and the -- certain factions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israelis well 
understand that if the Lebanese government is going to successfully 
extend the control of its territory, and this is a significant 
portion of its territory, successfully extend its control, there 
will have to be such an agreement. I can't tell you the direct 
answer to your question. I think what the <-- the best I can 
do is that the Israelis would like to see such an agreement 
expedited. 


Q What kind of an agreement? 
Q Are they ready to help in implementing it 
and -- reaching it anc getting the two factions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Every indication 
that we had on this subject in the course of these 15 hours 
of talks is, yes. 


Q So, they will mediate between the two? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've asked those 


questions before anda I want to -- in our view, the government of 
Lebanon has a very important and leading role to play in achievince 
these agreements. Others can he_p. And anyone who can help, 
including the Israelis, will be prepared to help. But no one 


can substitute for the government of Lebanon and we talked about 
this with Gemayel. 


Q Can you help a little bit in what it means in 
the context of the agreement -- the partial withdrawal? As I 
understand it, the agreement between Israel, Lebanon is not yet 
in effect. When it does go into effect, it provides for a 
total withdrawal over an eight to twelve week period, if I 
understand correctly. Is the agreement going to go into effect 
and if not what does it mean, a partial withdrawal, in the context 
of the agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The phraseology 
that I used was our understanding of the Israeli position as 
to where this redeployment fits into the agreement. Now, 
that is their view whether the acreement is implemented inthe 
near future or not. 


Now, let me get back to this. I think that's the 
Israeli way of saying we've got a good agreement and it should 
be implemented as soon as possible. I think George Shultz also 


- 
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adcressec this issue on the record for you and I won't repeat 
it. 


Now, obviously, we've got a problem. The agreement 
envisage -- not the agreement -- the agreement stipulated Israeli 
withdrawal. The Israelis have made clear, however, and made 
clear at the time of the agreement that their guarantee of 
withdrawal was related -- total withdrawal according to the 
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timetable in the agreement was related directly to a Syrian and 
PLO willingness to withdraw simultaneously. So we obviously, 

at this point, are not talking about the -- fulfillin 

those provisions of the agreement as stipulated, now. However, 

the goals of our two governments, which include what the -- 

in the agreement, remain the same. We're coming back to how do 

you handle re-deployment, which is a decision the Israelis have 
made, and from the Israeli perspective, this is the first stage 

of the full withdrawal envisaged by the Israeli-Lebanese agreement. 


Q So this was your own idea. Now it's not related 
to the application of the Lebanese-Israeli agreement; right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The re-deployment 
decision has been made in Israel. So when you talk about what 
are we doing, we're dealing with an issue that has really been 
decided. What has not been decided yet totally have been the 
modalities of this move, how it relates, how it will be described, 
how it will be, in fact, implemented in the context of the broader 
objectives for Lebanon. 


Q Going back to the question -- 
Q Can I please ask a question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q When do you -- when does this withdrawal start 
and -- or this pull-back -- excuse me -- or re-deployment or 
whatever the "in" phrase is? And then, secondly, does Bud have -- 
Goes Mr. McFarlane have anything new that he's carrying out there 
Or is he simply going to focus on Lebanon, per se, or on the 
broader peace issue or why are we all talking about settlements 
again being an obstacle to peace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me stop -- 


first let me start on Lebanon. When the re-deployment takes place, 
I don't know. Clearly, the Israelis would like to have it -- I'm 
Giving you an interpretation. The Israelis would like to have it 
take place as soon as possible, in the near future. But they 

would also like to have it take place in a manner that will, in the 
first instance, enhance the prospects of the Lebanese government 


successfully extending its control over this territory. We all 
agree that this -- and so does the government of Lebanon -- this is 
very important. And beyond that, whatever is done, not contribute 
to the partition psychology that is rampant. So I can't answer 

the question directly because I don't have the answer. 


On what will Mr. McFarlane carry out with him, we have 
ideas. And these are ideas that are thoroughly consistent with 
our policies. We discussed some of these with the Lebanese when 
they were here and repeated these discussions with the Israelis -- 


Q -- ideas about getting the Syrians out or 
about the broader peace -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Your ideas that have 
to do with implementing our policy on Lebanon across the board, 
including the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Now, the third part of your question is what's this 
talk about the peace process? A portion of the Secretary's 
discussions with the Israelis was devoted to various elements of the 
peace process; the problems of where we are, how do you -- how is 
there -- any ideas for getting additional movement or new movement. 
There was discussion on the problems of the Palestinians under 
occupation. There were the problems of settlements on this. We 
discussed these issues frankly. And we also discussed the 
problems of security for the Palestinians in South Lebanon. This is 
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a very important issue. All of these issues were discussed. And 
I suppose the significance, Karen, is that as far as the United 
States government is concerned, we continue to recognize the 
essentiality of a viable peace process for our interests in the 
Middle East as well as for other reasons and that 
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we are not prepared to accept that there is nothing that cannot 

be done positively about that nor that there -- people thinking 
constructively together can't improve the lot of the Palestinians, 
either in South Lebanon or under occupation. 


Q On the beginning of the withdrawal, you said you 
didn't know any date. Is it because the Israelis have not made 
up their minds and it's an open propositionor have they made up 
their minds and for some reason you don't know when it's going 
to happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't really go 
beyond what I said. 


Q The President in his press conference said he 
hoped to see Israel keep their promise that when others withdrew 
then they will withdraw? Did you raise that question with the 
Israelis on whether they are willing to withdraw unilaterally 
to make that possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in those 
terms. Not in those terms. 


Q You're not suggesting that -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q You're not suggesting that anything serious 
might be done in the autonomy talks regarding the future of the 
Palestinians on the West Bank until Lebanon is stabilized -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That may turn out 
to be the case but we think it's important for all the obvious 
reasons to engage the players where we can and see if there's 
anything that can be done. 


Q But Mr. McFarlane -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go -- 


Q Two questions about Syria. First of all, 
is it clear to you that Mr. McFariane will be able to visit 
Syria in his current trip to the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And the other question is are there any thoughts 
about disengagement of Israeli and Syrian forces in the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are there any what? 
Q Thoughts. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thoughts about 
disengagement? 


Q Thoughts about disengagement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked about a 
lot of things. I don't want to -- 


MR. SIMS: May we have one or two more -- 


Q Is there any understanding that this redeployment 
will not involve permanent fortifications or any sort of digging 
in or that kind of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's certainly -- 
it's very clear that everything the Israelis told us, they have 
no intention to dig in on the Auwali line and that's not their 
aim. Their aim is to leave Lebanon and to leave Lebanon in a 
context that will support their goals, their policy goals which 
we agree with, and also provide for the security of Israel's 
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northern frontier. So, I've got one -- 


-- any assurances from the Israeli party that they 
will stop the settlements, postpone some settlements, do something 
about the settlements -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q You did not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We discussed this 
with them but we did not get that from them. 


Q And something else because you mentioned the 
psychology of partition, it just happen that the President of 
Lebanon was the first one to mention that the Israeli redeployment 
is tantamount to -- de facto partition. Are you saying that 
he's also involved in this psychology of partition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that 
having spent some time in the Middle East, I think these things 
have a habit of growing like wild fire. The President of Lebanon, 
as I understood what he said publicly, and I certainly talked 
enough to him privately, understands the inevitability of a 
redeployment. Since it's going to happen -- he would prefer 
it not happen -- but it’s going to happen. Since it's going 
to happen, he shares with us and with the Israelis that this 
be done in a manner that contributes to the ability of the 
government of Lebanon to extend its control and contributes rather 
detracts from the overall policy goals. 


Q Are you confident this can happen then? 


MR. SPEAKES: Last question. Sims says he's 
already answered three -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Am I confident 
what can happen? 


Q -- that this redeployment could be done in 
a way that will contribute to the stability of the Gemayel 
government in the situation in Lebanon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

MR. SPEAKES: Thank you. Before you leave, please, 
we will have a briefing after the Cabinet meeting today. It will 
be available for radio and television coverage. It will include 
two Cabinet members. I cannot give you any more details at 
this time. 

Q Subject matter? 

Q Approximate time? 

MR. SPEAKES: Can't give you subject right now. 

Q What time? 


MR. SPEAKES: I'd say around 3:00 p.m. Cannot give 
you the subject now. 


Q Which two Cabinet members? Which two? 

MR. SPEAKES: If I told you that, you'd know. 

Q -- on the subject? 

MR. SPEAKES: Pardon? I really can't say at the moment. 
Q Is it on the Cabinet subject? 


Q Foreign policy or domestic? 
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Q Resignations? 
MR. SPEAKES: More or less. 
Q More or less what? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


ND 2:33 P.M. EDT 














» * 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE CN ah Fach | 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





ON THE RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 
CHESTER A. CROCKER, 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR AFRICAN AFFAIRS 
PETER McPHERSON, DIRECTOR OF AID 
PRINCETON LYMAN, 

DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR AFRICAN AFFAIRS 
ON 
ETHIOPIA, FY-1983 U.S. GOVERNMENT DROUGHT, RELIEF 
AND FOOD ASSISTANCE 
FRIDAY, JULY 29, 1983, 4:05 P.M. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Thank you, Nice to see all of 
you again. 


The policy of this Administration, and indeed of 
the United States Government, for many, many years, has been 
to respond to disasters without regard to the politics of 
the government of the country involved. 


I think it's very clear that a hungry chilé 
- knows no politics, and so such a humanitarian response to 
the people as opposed to the government is exactly the right 


| ,. 
po.icy. 


The situation in Ethiopia is one that has con- 
cernec us for some time. There is a very large erea of the 
country which has been drought-striken for sometime now. 
The numbers of the people affected are unclear. 


UNDRO, when it issued its appeal a couple months 
ago, it's initial appeal, concrete appeal for relief, talked 
in terms of three million people in the area that was. 
affected by drought and some one million which.were in -- 
danger. There has been, of course, quite a lot of 
Giscussion about those figures and the facts are that nobocy 
really knows exactly how many people are in Ethiopia let 
alone how many people are in dancer. 


In any case, it's clear that there's a very 
serious drought in the area, a life-threatening drougnt, and 
one that obviously must be dealt with. Rains have come to 
some parts of the area, and there is at least some growth, 
we know, but in any case there's going to be a lack of food 
at least for the rest of this year and probably on into 
1984. 
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What has the U.S. response been + 
in Fiscal '83, we have responded with some $6.7 million 
G 


dollars of Food. $4 million of this was in direct response 
to the drought. This food has been food that the United 
States could uniquely supply, so-called fortified, enriched 
foods, particularly soy-fortified sorghum grits and corn-soy 


milk. 


What is involved here is that when a person is 
under nutritioned, has serious nutritional or health 
problems as a result of lack of food, that this enriche 
food can fairly quickly, much more cuickly than other s 
of food, bring that person back to a more healthy state. 
Other donors have not had this sort of food available in 
their usual donor program, so it seemed especially 
appropriate for the United States Government to supply this. 


We have supplied what the needs, as defined by a 
couple different groups, for this kind of food and that has 
been basically the $4 million that we have given for total 
amount cf food so far in ‘83 of $6.7 million. 


ta addition, there has been some feeding of 
- refugees that have fled Ethiopia into Sudan, on the Sudan 
side of the border. "Additional food which we have provided, 
which we've announced, is a continuation of a feeding 
program going on into 1984 of $3 million more. This is a 
mother/child feeding program which we have had there for a 
few vears. 


Mother Theresa, for example, has a 
mother/child feeding program in the capital, and is part of 
that $3 million. There had been consideration of whether 
that on-going feeding program, at least all of it, would be 
continued at the levels that it has been but it was clear to 
us, upon carefully reviewing this whole matter, that the . 
drought was so severe in affecting virtually all parts of 
the society and country in one fashion or the other that we 
should continue to do so. 

A major issue in Ethiopia, in connection with 
the drought, has been transportation of the fo0d. It is 
agreed by almost all parties at this time that there is 
enough food within the borders of Ethiopia to deal with this 
problem. 


Much of the food, however, is in the pvorts of 
Ethiopia -- here, here; there along the Red Sea. (indicat: 
On map) They've had difficulty getting the fooc out cf th 
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ports. At this time, for example, a major bridge that needs 
to be crossed to take food into the country is now 
destroyed, as well as there have been some operational 
problems. 


There haven't been allocated, or aren't enouch 
trucks to bring the food in, for example. Let me get back 
to that in a moment. So there's been a request to the world 
by UNDRO once more to supply some of this transportation 
need. 


I announced a couple days ago that we would be 
prov: ding some $700,000, most of it for transportation and 
Management of our transport tation, and that we are working 
with the Catholic Relief Service to manage this component. 
Much of our transportation money will, in fact, go to 
transport our £00d. 


There was a debate, a discussion really, to the 
Gonor community as to how that transportation money should 
be provided. There was some possibility that we might 
actually provide trucks. Trucks are physically difficult to 
immediatley move in. They can't just sort of drop from the 
sky, at least not easily. We have had some people over 
- there looking at this very carefully and felt that there 
were trucks arournd to rent. What we are going to have 
Catholic Relief Service do is have cash available to, in 
effect, rent vehicles om the spot. 


: The transportation thing is complicated, 
frankly, by coordination within the country and by, it would 
appear, the Ehiopian Government not allocating vehicles to 
this whole need that they could. I mentioned a moment ago 
the clogging of the ports. 


There was a huge shipment in of cement which 
seemed to be given priority to truck into the country over - 
having trucks being used to transport some of this food. 

We think, in short}- and I believe in all candidness, that 
much of the donor community feels that the Ethiopian 
Government could do a good deal better in allocating the 
vehicles that it has at its disposal for this transpor- 


, 
¥v 
tation. 


I might note that while the West has done a 


substantial amount <= for example, the West has, in total, 
Supplied some $3-1/2 million for transportation, about half 
a million of that being the U.S. We don't know of transpor- 
tation that the Russians have Supp.+ec. Frankly, it's 
pretty clear that the Soviets could be doi no a great deal 
more than what they are. 
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re) What was the Western total? 
4 " $3e1/2 million. It could be doing a creat 
deal more than they are, and we urge that both the Soviets 
this area as well as 


come up to their responsibilities i 
the Ethiopians in doing a better jo 


b of allocating the 
resources that they have available t 


© them. 


This gets to my last point, and really the 
cipal announcement of a new effort, of an additional e 
that we're putting into this. Our assessment is that w 
needs to take place to move this thing along, to get this 
job Gone, is stronger coordination on the ground. 


We've gone through, of course, a number of 
disasters over the years anc have a pretty good experience 
as to what it takes to make these things work. One of the 
clear lessons is that you need someone on the ground whe 
really coordinates, who coordinates the various donors' 
imputs and who can sive regular and clear information as to 
what is needed where. 


UNDRO, historically, has not been an operational 
agency. Their function has been to define need and lay out 
the need to the world and ask the world to come in and do it. 

- For the first time ever, very recently, UNDRO took the 
responsibility in.Chad to coordinate the donors' responses 
to the drought and the war situation there, and did a very, 
very good job. 


This afternoon, accorcingly, I've sent to Geneva, 
where UNDRO is located, a telegram asking them to take the 
lead of not only setting out to the world what the general 
problem is but to actually have people on the ground to 
coordinate this. That telegram to UNDRO, as well as the same 
telegram informing our fellow donors, will be availabl 
today. : 


That ig the general situation. I think it might 
be of interest to you as well that there is a very severe 
drought in several parts of southern Africa. It goes across 
here (indicating) from Mozambique up into Tanzania, across 
into Angola surely, and several places down here. Zimbabwe, 
as an example, which has traditionally been a major exporter 
to the region of corn, is not in a position to export this 
year because of the problem and, indeed, has got some severe 
drought problems in areas of its own. 


Because of that, a few weeks ago -- perhaps many 
of you know -=- a few weeks ago we have allocated some $25 
million as a reserve to respond to that drought, and thi 
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fiscal vear, to date, we have actually apportioned some $9 
million. That being another ae pe of our policy -= the 
long-term U.S. policy that I mentioned a moment ago -- of 
the U.S. responding to neec without regars to our rela- 
tionship to countries. $9 million, for example, went to 
Mozambique in the last fiscal year. In fact, that was over 
and above that $25 million, a part of it. 


We have a number of problems; Africa has 4 
number of problems, and we continue to track those needs and 
respond carefully to them as best we can. 


We have a responsibility, obviously, to be cer-- 
tain that the food we deliver to the country, or goods we 
provide, actuaily are used by the people who need them. 
These are fairly tumultuous situations, and often it's hard 
to be certain that the food actually gets to the needy per- 
son. So sometimes it takes a little work in advance before 
we appropriate or allocate the monies. 


Those are my reasonably dDrief additional state- 
ments here. My colleague, Chet Crocker, and I will be nappy 
to answer whatever questions you may have. 


Q On that last point, have vou asked JNDRO 
- tO be at both points; that is, the port and the distribution 
point to supervise the distribution to the peoole who need 
+*#5 . 
, 4 It's my judgment that UNDRO will have to 
be both at ports as well as in the distribution. 


Q What kind of manpower are you talking 
about there? 


A I don't know. I'm sure it will de more 
than a person or so. It's a fairly major effort. Some of 
you will recall the effort that was undertaken at Somalia s* 


recently, a few years ago, where, in the end, the inter- 
national community, in effect -- I guess it was the UNHCR <-- 
Dut CARE on contract to coordinate all that. It was when 
CARE came on board, to really coordinate it -= in that case, 
t was at our urging as well. As I think many of you 

ecall, when CARE came on board to coordinate that, that 
eally began to come together. That was a refugee situation 
s well as drought. 


fy ry ry }-- 


--MORE-- 
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8) You got a letter this week -- todav, I suess 
-- £rom this outfit callec B8Ved for the World -- 

A Yes. 

Q “- that succests that the most efficient way 
to deal with the transportation problem would be for the 
United Staes to give the money to UNDRO, which would then 
Suy presumably European trucks. 

2 They're a gooc organization, but I don't 
think they understand UNDRO. UNDRO is not an operational 
agency per se to try to give money to aid. They'd say, 


"Well, we don't do that." 


“tO 


erational respon- 
lef Services is 
that was 
ationship we 

what I'm really 


If UNDRO is willing to take ano 
sibility on the. ground the way Catholic Re 
on th ground -- it was Catholic Relief Ser 
given this contract -- then the role, the 
have with UNDRO, would change. Indeed, ba 
Sayinc to UNDRO is: “We need you on the a 
respected international agency to work with 
Relief Services; with the Swedes who are prov 

- Volvos, trucks and other things. We need you 
Dull this ali together for us." 


| 


ry + 
O ct OD we & 
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Q And on the last point that \ 
Sure that the food reaches some person of need, and 
specifically starts with children - 


A Yes. 


Q -- how do you deal with the oroblem in a 
country at war? Most likely, the last person to starve will 
be the soldier. 


a There's no question that that nistorically is 
true -- that soldiers usually eat, and even with other 
people may be in very bad condition. We have to be certain, 
as best we can, with the food that we provide, that there is 
not a diversion of our food. 


We have a pretty good record of preventing t 
but it's only because we are elaborately careful. The 
no substitute to having people on the ground watchine 
Caring for it. 


Our long relationship with the Catholic Relie® 
Services and their ability to handle this kind of thing is 
why we've gone to them. But it's also why we've to sort 
through this whole oroblem for a little while. 
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Some of vou mav remember a few months aco there 
was a storv, first in the European press and then our press, 
that some of the food that were being then orovi idea bv 
European donors had been diverted to the Ethiopian military. 
And apparently in the end that story was inaccurate, but it 
appears to be. We don't have 2 full backup on that, but the 
facts are that it's the kind of thing that we continually 
have to worry about and to question if it's appropriate. 


_ 
- 
- 
= 
— 


J 


Q Tht sounded as though you wer 
ief Services also had to make su 
ught they were just doing the tr 

nt you had asked UNDRO toc take thi 
ity -- or are you having them bot! 


anc - =e) 
responsibil 


‘sr wr jy re 


r 
J 
-O 
‘Cc 
oe 
“oy @ 
07) 
'O 
+O 
rt 
ct ct err 


a <a tho. te Relief Services are the people that 
we are looking to, in large part on the ground, to 
make sure that our food gets to the right place. But 
our food is only a portion of the whole. The 
Suropeans have provided a substantial amount of the 
food, and somebody needs tc coordinate all that. 


What we need from UNDRO -- I, perhaps some 
of you will recall, was responsible for the U.S. 
coordination of the Lebanese relief and reconstruc- 
tion. And the months immediately following the inva- 
sion were reallv very difficult because there wasn't 
anybody to pull that all together. 

In the end, I suppose, we, being by far the 
largest donor, did a good share of that; and we oro=- 
ceeded to keep very close ties with everyone else. 


That situation, as difficult as it was, was 
much easier than this because it's a pretty small 
country, the communications were pretty good, vou've 
got a long coastline and lots of things. , 2 


But Ethiopia is a very diffirent problem. 
It's mountainous. It's a big, difficult country to 
ee in. We need to have some international organi- 
tion that other donors -=- all donors -- will 
venneet and they can work closer with the Ethiopian 


Government. 

0 In that kind of terrain, is the 
thought of aircraft just out of the question? Are 
pe | too extravagantly expensive? And here I'm 

lking heavy-duty helicooters, not fixedewing. 
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Our first food Grop was flvince in from 
Cairo down into the capital cf Ethiovia some food. 
It was felt there was an emercency need, anc we did 
that. So the aircraft was used there. 

It may be that some aircraft will be 
necessary; Dut, frankly, our view is that trucks a2re 
probably the fastest, as well as the cheapest, wav to 
take care of this under the circumstances. 

0 Politically, are thev also the 
Calmest? You brought helicopters in there. Does 
that speak of a military implication? 

A One of the problems with brincins -- 
you'll notice that we're talking about rentinc 
trucks, not buying trucks. Bringinc in the aircraft 
or deni A in trucks, it seems to me, substantially 
increased the possibilities of diversion. 

9) Mr. Hackett from Catholic Relieé 


Services -- 


~ Yes. 
° “- who just came back from Ethiopia, 
- was saying this afternoon that he's verv worried that 
seed -- as vou said, the rainy seasons are becinninc 


in a lot of these provinces; and he's very worried 


that the seed isn't going to cet to these people ane 
the .whole thing is going to repeat itself acain next 
year -- that they won't be able to crow any croos 
and we'li be in this thing next vear. Is AID doinc 
anything to try to -=- 
Q We're concerned about that. We've 
provided a hundred thousand dollars worth cof seed to 
be distributed through this Catholic Relief Services ; 


as well. 


It's an old problem that you have in these 
Situations, and one can certainly sympathize. If vour 
child is starving today, you feed the seed that you 
were going to dDlant next vear because by then the 
child would be dead unless you take care of it. 


We have the same oroblem, incidental 
the Andes, in Peru and Bolivia. Actually, it' 
size greater than Texas. In Bolivia we've got this 
tremendous droucht and the Indians have eaten a coocd 
share of next vear's seed. 


= o- 


» 
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And, ves -- the answer is: Yes, we have 
ed thousand dollars and we're 
tion closelv. 


0 On the point vou made tha i 
can enter this thing, somebody today -- ~ 
go throuch my notes and find out who it was -=- but 
somebody said that our effort in Somalia was muc 
larger than our effort in Ethiopia is todav; is 


c igur 
over a period of the drought and 
tuation, it was certainly much larger than 
n to date. We were a very pDrimary donor to 
omalia. I would suspect that we were, by far, the 
= 
D 


“M2 % W 


in Somalia. We think that that was for. 
eriod. 


course, continuing to watch the 


+ 
nad will be responding with the 


ll these activities, 
rt of the world 


O 
= 
od 
(— 
— 
te- 
t 
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°. Ang your point is that that is not a 
political difference. It's simply that we were the 
major donor there. A and B, it was over a longer 
period of time. 


a Yes. It certainly wasn't a political 


Q Does asking UNDRO to take over coor= - , 
dination in Ethiopia mean that the United States will ° 
be prepared to give more monev, varticularly for the 
transportation purposes? Will CRS complain, for 
example, that they were denied $40,000 that they asked 


. 


AID for? Would that situation -= 


2 What are vou reading from? 
0 I'm just quoting what they saia. 
4 CRS -- I gather vou mean for the 


truck. 
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A We work closely with CRS 


, and my 
underst@Mding was that they felt very comfortable >Sro- 
viding a $40,000 truck when we provided some $700,000 


otherwise. 
But the basic question I think vou are 
asking is: What if UNDRO goes in and takes a 
eadership role? What will be our additional 
response? 


To be honest, I' m not sure what the needs 
will be and what our response will be in the months 
ahead, except to sav that we'll be responding to neec 
as best we can. 


But one of those concerns will be whether 
Or not the food that we give will reach the people 
that are hungry. And UNDRO or someone -=- but UNDRO 
would appear to be the best, taking a strong lead in 
this coordination -- will be a significant assurance 
to us that in fact the food is delivered where it's 
suposed to be celivered. And so, clearly, it would 
- facilitate whatever contributions we make. 


. ~~ \ 
e) Why was the Administration's PL 480 
request for Ethiopia dropped and then reinstated? 
Q The question is that why was the 1984 


Ethiopia ongoing feedinc program not included as a 
projection until -- and then we announced that we 
were going to have a 1984 program? 


It wasn't formally -- it wasn't dropped; it 
just wasn't included. And I make that distinction 
because we have felt for some time that the Fthiopian ‘ 
Government should be doing a great deal more <or its 
people. There is-some concern for a longa time that 
there were a lot of military expenditures where there 
were a lot of verv hungry peopile. 


And based upon that, we have in fact tried 
to signal the Ethiopian Government that we think they 
need to do more. 


That sicnal was very appropriate when we 
made it, which was almost a vear ago. We've been 
saying in that signal and many other ways it's time 
for the Ethiopian Government tc do more. 
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The reason for the reinstatement of this 
Drogram or the indication that we're going to con- 
tinue with the program in '84 was, frankly, it's 
clear to me that the drought was affecting almost 
everything in Ethiopia and that we were going to be 
hurting very hungry people if we didn't continue with 
that program. 


It's one of those problems that vou get 
when you take a position that the hungry child knows 
no politics that it's hard to signal as strongly as 
you'd .like to that the government of that child 
should do more. And so we're caught in that quandry 
and we are proceeding to have a need for a drodgram. 


9) A detail on the telegram vou are 
sending. 

A Yes. 

Q Is that -- 

QL We'll provide that to vou. 


Do you have that cable? 


\ 
‘ 


VOICE: Yes. 


0 Is it within the vowers of the 
Director General of UNDRO, wherever he is, to do it, 
or does it have to co back to New York to the General 
Assembly or the Security Counsel or whatever? 


2 I see no reason why it should have to 
go back to New York and through some sort of General 
Assembly. As you know, the politics of the UN are 
elaborate. It would surely be my hope that there is 
not several weeks-of trying to figure out how to do 
something like this. 


9) And he doesn't nave to check with the 
other donors or =-= 


a I can't, really -- I don't want to try 
to respond as to what has to be done. But I think 


they ought to be able to move fairly rapidly, and 
this will be the urging of the whole U.S. Government 
that they move rapidly. 


44 
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It really is one of the things that the 
world community must move toward, which is to figure 
Out how to have an on-the-ground automatic response 
to disasters and coordination. For vears we -- the 
U.S. Government -= provided an overwhelming amount of 
the response. But as the Europeans have grown and 
prospered, it's become a multi-donor thinc. I'm 
thinking 50 years ago it was a different situation. 
And we just are not the group to coordinate everybody 
else; it's not appropriate, for a a variety of 
reasons. 


Bu there hasn't grown up an automatic coor- 
dinating response, and UNDRO is desiaqned to at least 
begin to look at that kind of function. 


So we think it's very appropriate tha Es 
be nandled. UNDP has a person on the spot, and tnen 
UNDP may well be the appropriate person -- or 
appropriate organization. 


But UNDRO looks like the best rich 
- particularly after a successful venture in C 


I won't burden vou with any more, unless 
you -- yes, Sir. 


' Q You said in vour statement that the 
Soviets should be doing more. What are thev not 
doing or what should they be doing? 


Q We think they probably could provide a 
good deal of transportation, for example. There is a 
substantial Soviet and Ethiopian relationship that 
would no doubt facilitate their help if they were to. 
act promptly. The Soviets around the world -=- and 
there's no real change -- around the world, basically 
their calling card has been guns and military power. 
‘ And they have taken the line that they didn't really 
have much responsibility for these things, that the 
"decadent West” had to take care of these problems. 


I think the world is getting really kind f 
fed up with that Kind of response and feels that it's 
time the Soviets do their share. 


QO Thank you. 


2) This seven hundred thousand is in 


‘ition to this money that's listed here, is it not 
or is it part of it? 
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a We had better take a look at that list 
to be sure. Ray, do vou know what was -- 
VOICE: I believe it's on this list. 
2) It's included in these ficures. 0O.K., 


thanks. 


Oh, ves; I see it. 
x Thank vou. 


°) You talk about the need for a new 
new coordinating agency, or do you see -- 


= No. 


Q ~~ UNDRO modiftviMits activities? 


. UNDRO, in effect, modified its activi- 
ties in Chad. I'm against the organization in 
- principle. 
0 Iam too. 
Q It's a good thing you said it. (Laughter.) 
A Thank vou. I appreciate vour time, 


evervbody. 


concluded. 


(Whereupon, at 4:35 p.m., the briefing was 
) 
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a BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
, : BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON VISIT OF 
MOBUTU SESE SEKO 
PRESIDENT OF ZAIRE 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 3, 1983 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: President Reagan has 
invited President Mobutu on an official working visit to 
Washington to discuss both bilateral relations and 
regional developments in Africa of mutual interest to 
both countries. 


As you know, the U.S. has long enjoyed close 
and mutually beneficial relationships with Zaire. All 
U.S. Administrations since that of President Eisenhower 
have shared an interest in Zaire's independence, terri- 
torial integrity, security and economic development. 


The Reagan Administration is committed to a 
strengthening of U.S.-Zairian relations in all possible 
ways. Zaire, by virtue of its size, its location, its 
population and its resources, plays under President Mobutu's 
leadership an important role in African affairs. 


The U.S. shares many mutual interests with 
Zaire in Africa. We have, for example, welcomed Zaire's 
courageous role in dispatching troops to Chad in support 
of the Habre Government which has been recognized as 
legitimate by the OAU Governments, and which is now under 
attack by Libyan-supported rebels. 


Zaire, like many developing countries, has suffered 
the economic consequences in recent years of higher prices 
for its import requirements and lower prices for its 
exports. It also suffers from the standard problems of 
under-development and adequate human, financial and infra- 
structure resources. 


However, we welcome the steps which the Govern- 
ment of Zaire under President Mobutu's leadership has 
taken over the past year to deal with its economic problems. 
Budgetary controls, efforts at improved public administra- 
tion, liberalization of the economy, and an intensive 
dialogue with the IMF on a stabilization program are all 
encouraging developments. 











So 











We hope the Government of Zaire and the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund will reach early agreement which 
will lay the basis for consideration of debt rescheduling 
by official and private creditors, and open the way for 
renewed economic growth. 


Zaire is a complex country with some 250 dif- 
ferent ethnic and linquistic groups. President Mobutu 
has played a central role since Zaire's independence 
in forging national unity and overcoming centrifugal 
forces based on tribalism. 


President Mobutu has recently declared a political 
amnesty for opponents both within and outside Zaire. This 
step toward political reconciliation is one which Zaire's 
friends, including the United States, have welcomed. 


During his visit, President Mobutu will meet 
with the President, the Vice President with whom he just 
had lunch, the Secretaries of State, Defense and Treasury, 
the Administrator of AID, and Members of both Houses of 
Congress. 


He will depart Washington the morning of August 
6 to spend a few days in New York meeting American business 
leaders before returning to Zaire next week. 


Questions? 


Q A very basic one. Why is Chad so impor- 
tant to the United States? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I will defer Chad oriented 
questions to my colleague, if I may. 


Q Perhaps you would quantify the extent of 
help that Zaire is giving Chad and what Mobutu wants. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Zaire dispatched some -- we 
think it's approximately 1500-1600 Zairian troops now in 
Chad, six aircraft, three reconnaissance aircraft, and 
three Mirage's. The troops have been deployed around 
Ndjamena which has in turn freed Habre's forces to go 
north where the rebels have been attacking. 


Q As far as you know, there are no Zairian 
forces, then, in the north? There all in the capital. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. Not that I'm aware of. 
They've not been deployed outside of Ndjamena. 


Q What about the aircraft? 

Q Are the pilots for those planes Zairian? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Where are the aircraft? 

FIRST OFFICIAL: What are they? 

Q Where are they? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They are based in Ndjamena and, 
as far as I understand, have flown some reconnaissance. 


Q There is a report out of Chad today saying 
that the Zairians are expected to send another 1800 or 
so troops. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I have no information on that. 
We've not been informed of any request or of any plan 
by the Zairians to do so. 


Q To what extent is the problem in Chad one 
for discussion during this current visit? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Certainly that will be one of 
the themes of discussion. It's a subject in which we 
both have a mutual interest. Both the Zairian Government 
and our own are concerned about the efforts by Libya to 
support a rebellion against a legitimate government in 
Chad, so it will be a subject of discussion. 


Q And do we want the Zairian Government to 
take additional steps? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: .We have not asked them to do so. 
We have welcomed the steps that they have taken and the 
support they have given Habre, but we have not asked them 
to take any initiatives. 


Q Do you plan to ask them before he leaves? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I am not aware of any plans to 
ask him to do anything additional. 


Q Are there additional things they could do? 
FIRST OFFICIAL: I suppose theoretically that 


someone has mentioned that they might send more troops, 
but I think there are logistical supply support limits, 








logical limits, on what Zaire could do. There are also 
considerations of their own security and the number of 
troops that they would send outside the country at this 
time. We have nothing in mind to ask them to do addi- 


tionally. 


Q Will the help that Zaire is giving Chad 
reflect favorably upon our consideration of its debt 
rescheduling? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think that there is a 
direct linkage, nor have the Zairians asked us to make 
one. Our consideration on debt rescheduling relates to 
our appreciation and our understanding of the kinds of 
economic reform measures that President Mobutu has taken 
in the past year. 


In his dialogue with the IMF, he has agreed to 
certain budgetary limitations which he has followed now. 
We are in the seventh month of an austerity program. He 
has stayed well within the budgetary limits suggested by 
the IMF and agreed to by the Government of Zaire. They 
have had discussions on exchange rate reforms and so on. 
These are the criterion by which we will measure whether 
we should enter into a debt rescheduling program. 


It is our assumption that if they reach an 
agreement -- and there are signs that an early agreement 
may be reached with the IMF -- then the creditor countries 
on the basis of economic performance criteria would be 
prepared to consider a debt rescheduling. 


Q What kind of money are we talking about? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The external debt is approxi- 
mately $5 billion. How much would be up for rescheduling 
is a subject which still has to be addressed in the con- 
text of their projections of balance of payments problems. 
It's much, much-less than $5 billion in terms of 
rescheduling. 


Q How much is the U.S. owed? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Debt to the U.S. -- about 
$800 million, I think. I'm just giving you that off the 
top of my head. Someone can check that figure if you 
need it precisely. 








Q Does the $5 billion figure include short- 
term debts owed to private creditors? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It includes both private 
creditors and public debt. Essential creditors. But the 
bulk of it is to other governments and international 
institutions. 


Q Did the U.S. have any role in getting the 
Zairian troops to Chad, either in terms of paying for 
it or providing the transport? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. Not in either of those 
categories. As you know, the $10 million in assistance 
that has been provided to Chad, some portion of that has 
been used to assist the Zairian forces in Chad with certain 
kinds of minimal equipment -- some jeeps, some communica- 
tions equipment, some boots, rifie belts, things of that 
nature -- some equipment which they were lacking. 


But we have not attempted to provide arms for 
them, and under the terms of our legislation the funds 
could not be used to pay for expenditures and transport. 


Q Who will busing these antiaircraft 
missiles and Red Eyes? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Those would be Chadian forces. 
As I said, the Zairians are not deployed in the north. 


Q How about additional military aid to Zaire? 
What are they asking for’and what are we prepared to give? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: They have no specific request. 
The Administration has for the last couple of years asked 
the Congress to approve additional security assistance, 
funds for Zaire, not related in any way to the Chad 
situation. But just looking at their own security problems 
and the very extensive borders that they have, it has been 
the judgment of this Administration that we should provide 
more support than we now do. 


Unfortunately, we haven't gotten Congressional 
approval for higher levels of security assistance. 


Q What are the levels? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Levels have been running in recent 
years about $10 million in FMS credits, about $10 million 
in development assistance, and about $10 million in PL-480 
ascistance. In addition to that we have a Peace Corps program 
there with about 240 volunteers, and some small Title II, PL-480, 
progres. 








re) How much of the debt that Zaire owed to the 
United States is owed to the Export-Import Bank for the 
Shaba-Kinshasa electrical transmission line? 


A The Inga-Shaba line? 
Q Yes. 
QL I can't give you that breakdown, but we 


could find it for you and give it to you later. 


Q Also, in the meeting with the Ex-Im Bank 
official yesterday, was that a major subject of discussion? 


A I'm not aware that the President met with 
Ex-Im Bank yesterday. He met with officials from the World 
Bank yesterday. 


Q All right. Well, he was also supposed to 
meet yesterday, in the early evening, with an official from 
the Ex-Im Bank. At least -- 


a I have no information on that meeting. 


Q - To what extent are allegations of corrup- 
tion or actual corruption in Zaire a complicating factor to 
all of these economic questions you've discussed? 


a Let me just say a word about this. 
President Mobutu last December, when he launched his econo- 
mic reform program, also called attention to problems of 
corruption in the Government of Zaire. Following that, a 
number of government officials were placed under arrest -- I 
think about 115. Some were brought to trial and have been 
convicted. A number of Cabinet ministers and governors were 
relieved of their office. 


The total impact of that, I think, has been to 
substantially reduce the amount of corruption that is 
occurring, and a kind of serious effort is underway to 
improve financial management in the government and the 
public administration. 


The perception in the United States and the 
charges that have been made by people such as Nguza, in 
Brussels, opponents of the Mobutu regime, have clearly had 
an impact in the Congress. There has been a great deal of 
criticism in the consideration of foreign assistance bills 
for Zaire -- foreign assistance proposals for Zaire. One of 
the elements that is consistently raised in Congressional 
hearings is the issue of corruption. 
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) On the external debt -- I was looking at 
the AID presentation to Congress -- the external debt was 
listed as, I think, 78 percent of their GNP. Just for 
comparison, I looked to Ghana, for example, which is 6 per- 
cent of the GNP. Is that, as I deduce it to be, extraor- 
dinarily high? 


A Can an economist on staff help me on that? 
78 percent of GNP sounds terribly high to me. 


We'll have to get you those figures. 


0 I've got the figures in the AID presen- 
tation to Congress. 


2 Yes, but it's 78 percent of the GNP? 

Q 78 or 76 percent. 

q It's obviously high. 

Q Is that a world record? 

a Not that I know of. But the thing about 


Zaire is there is a resource base to handle a debt level, 
and they reached this debt level at a time when copper pri- 
ces were up close to $2.00 a pound; they then fell to $.60 a 
pound. Obviously, debts contracted at one level of earnings 
don't seem to make the same kind of sense when the earning 
level has fallen by a third. 


So it's a debt level about which, it seems to me, 
no one can be complacent, but it isn't an appropriate sub- 
ject for any kind of moralizing, really. They got into a 
debt when the prospects of repayment seemed viable. It's a 
situation we've seen in a good many other places in the 
Third World in the last couple of years. 


0 Will the Reagan Administration make addi- 
tional requests for ESF for Zaire if the country meets its 
economic performance requirements for the IMF, or for that 
matter, even if it doesn't, are there additional requests to 
Congress for ESF? 


fo In the FY-83 Budget, the Administration 
requested a certain amount of money in ESP. It was not 
premised on an agreement with the IMF. There was considerable 
sentiment in the Congress that, should there be agreement with 





the IMF, then perhaps ESF would be in order. But our premise 
in our request to Congress for assistance to Zaire is that 
there is a clear need now for security assistance, that we 
have been able to use our assistance carefully and well in 
Zaire, and that the levels are just far too low for a country 
of that size and of the importance of Zaire. So the requests 
stand on their own. 


Obviously, the more the economic performance in 
Zaire improves, and if they come into compliance with an IMF 
stabilization program, the chances of getting Congressional 
approval for increased assistance would perhaps be enhanced. 


Q Do you know whether Zaire is working with any 
African neighbors to help Chad? 


a I know only that they have had very close 
consultations with a number of other African governments, but 
I'm not aware of any specific steps of the same kind that 
Zaire has taken -- that have been taken by the Zairian 
Government; but the process of consultation goes on and is 
more or less continuous. 


Q Do I understand you right that only Zaire has 
sent forces into help? 


A That's correct. 


0 Has Zaire received any military help, mone- 
tary or otherwise, from Israel? 


aa The Israelis have a training program in 
Zaire. They have trained the Presidential Security Brigade. 
As a result of the visit by then Defense Minister Sharon, they 
came to agreements on additional training and additional sales 
of equipment to Zaire. The Israelis have undertaken to train 
the so-called Kamanyola Division, which is down in the Shaba area 
and badly in need of some work. 


0 In relation to the Chad business, the 
Israelis are not involved? 


a Not involved that I'm aware of. 

Q Was there any discussion here of Angola with 
the -=- 

a There has been simply one round of substan- 


tive discussions that Mr. Crocker had with the President this 
morning. There was a working lunch with the Vice-President 














today. There will be meetings with the Secretary of State and 
the President tomorrow, and I would expect that South Africa 
would be a topic of discussion at that time. 


0 What kind of support are we wanting from Mr. 
Mobutu on that? 


a I think we both share an interest in stabi- 
lity in southern Africa, and I think it is on that theme that 
we would have discussions with the Zairian delegation -=- that 
we share a common interest. 


QO What were the discussions between Mr. Crocker 
and President Mobutu this morning? (given in French) 


n He wanted to know what subjects were discussed 
between Mr. Crocker and President Mobutu this morning. 


I think I can say that they had a preliminary 
review of a range of bilateral issues and a preliminary 
discussion on regional issues including Chad. 


O Can we ask the Second Senior Official about 
Chad generally now? Is that possible? 


(Second Senior Official assumes the podium.) 


0 Why is Chad important to us? Why are we 
sending money in? Why are we so interested in having Zairians 
send troops? What is there about the battle in Chad that is 
important? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think it's important to 
restate what has been said, that the Zairians are not in Chad 
because we asked them to go. The leadership of Zaire is a 
very decisive leadership. It took this decision on its own 
merits because of its reading of the situation and of Zaire's 
national interests. 


But to answer the question directed toward us, we 
feel very strongly that there is a continent-wide pattern of 
Libyan destabilization, Libyan terrorist activities, Libyan 
aggression. The First Senior Official has mentioned what is 
taking place in Chad now, which consists of an elaborate 
campaign of financial, logistic, and other kinds of Libyan 
Support for rebels who, in fact, have been created by Libya; 
in addition, direct Libyan combat aggression against Chadian 
territory. 
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In that context, we view the situation as being a 
broader regional one. Chad happens to be the place where this 
pattern of Libyan behavior is most visible and most prominent. 
But it is, by no means, the only example of such Libyan 
behavior. 


If that kind of activity passes without response 
by, first and foremost, those most directly concerned by it, 
namely African states, without response by the internaional 
community more generally, it will feed upon itself, and it 
will pose a threat to the stability and security of a rather 
large nunber of additional states. One could just look at the 
map and see Sudan, Tunisia, Egypt, Niger, and the list goes 
on. So in other words, we define our interest in the 
situation as being of a regional character. 


We wish to make it clear that this is, first and 
foremost, an African question to which already Africans have 
responded. 


O You say the Zairians are not there because we 
asked them, but did we ask them? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 


@) You talk in terms of the Africans having 
responded. Unless I misunderstood what the First Official was 
saying, it was only Zaire that has responded. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I was referring, Martin, 
to the broader pattern of Libyan activity Africa-wide, to 
which there is not any question a significant degree of 
African concern, which has only heightened in recent years. I 
think the response to that is amply evident. 


0 Is Chad getting foreign assistance, or do you 


_ 


think a lot more will be necessary? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We deal with these 
situations one step at a time. We have had a significant 
program of civilian assistance for Chad which has faced 
problems of food, availability, and so on for its civilian 
population. More recently, we have earmarked funds for 
Chadian forces and Zairian forces in Chad. 


What the prospects are is very difficult to predict 
right now. We are in the middle of a small-scale, but very 
important, conflict. 
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fe) -Do you have accurate, up=-tce-date information 
as to what is going on on the ground? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Pretty regular infor- 
mation, yes. Libyan air attacks continue, for example, as was 
said, I think, in the noon briefing today. Libyan air attacks 
are a regular feature for the past 3-4 days. There is con- 
tinuing Libyan support for further cross-border activity in 
the direction north/south, bringing both "rebels" and Libyan 
elements themselves, and substantial amounts of Libyan hard- 
ware into Chad. 


Q How many Libyan bases are involved in land acti- 
vity as distinct from air raids? You have identified Libyan 
regular forces inside Chad as distinct from the "rebels"? 


a Well, we wouldn't go beyond what has been 
said and publicly announced by the Chadian Government itself, 
which yesterday, I believe, pointed to the existence of a 
number of captured Libyans from their recent retaking of the 
city of Faya "argeau. 


It is, yes, indeed, our impression that there are 
Libyans on the ground in Chad. There are Libyans serving with 


Goukoni's forces -=- this is the rebel leader we're referring 
to. There are, of course, Libyans as well in the Libyan- 
occupied Strip in northern Chad, which is Chadian 





territory occupied by Libya for the past decade. 





0 Can you clarify a report that President Habre 
may be dead? 








a We have no evidence to support that claim, 
which came from Libya. 








fe) Do you have any evidence to support the 
contrary, that he is alive and well? 


a We believe that there has been no change in 
his status. 


(Laughter) 


Q With the increase in Libyan involvement in 
this situation, do you expect a parallel increase in the 
Zairian involvement in the conflicts? And in this case, do you 
foresee any increase in the assistance to Zaire to meet that 
challenge? 
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A As was said in response, I believe, to an 
earlier question, we are not aware of any immediate plan on 
Zaire's behalf to move additional support to Chad. So your 
question is hopothetical. If Zaire were to move additional 
forces to Chad or were to seek to do so, we would look at that 
proposition when it came up. 


0 Could there be a role for forces from outside 
of Africa in Chad to bolster the Habre forces, say French for- 
ces, for instance? 


ry I think that question is best posed to the 
French. There is already a substantially greater French 
effort than our own. We are in close consultation with the 
French, and will cooperate with them as appropriate. 


Q Would you like the French to be doing more, 
particularly in terms of air support, for the Chad Government? 


na As I say -- 

0 Is the United States pressing the French to 
do more? ' 

a We consult regularly with them, and we 


cooperate with them, as we do with the government in 
N'Djamena. I wouldn't go beyond that. 


Q Have you asked other African nations to send 
in troops or any other kind of help, to Chad? 


a We are not seeking -- It is not our job, in 
effect, to take the lead in this sense. The Chadian 
Government has launched various appeals. We have made our 
views known. But we are not pressing friends in Africa to 
become involved. We're trying to, if anything, limit outside 
involvement in this conflict in the most blatent form, which 
is, of course, Libyan aggression. 


Q How many Libyans are there on the ground? 


a I don't have a number for you -- I wish I did 
-- but I don't have an exact number. We do believe they are 
involved in several capacities -- in logistics, in armor, in 
communications, and of course, their pilots and their 
aircraft. There are Libyan units based in northern Chad. 
That portion of it called the Aouzou Strip, on a regular basis. 
There are also Libyans serving with the Goukoni forces further 
south beyond the Aouzou Strip. 
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Q Are you talking about countries' forces far beyond 
the -- 

q I don't have a map on them. 

Q You have one behind you, but it's not deli- 
neated. 

a (Laughter) The Libyans are going this way 
(indicating). (Laughter) 

Q Are you talking about Libyans in the hundreds 
or thousands? 

2 I think we would want to check that and try 
and get you -- I'll take the question, which I suspect might 


come up again. 


0 Also, do you have any information that the | 
Libyans are preparing a grand assault? : 


- A Well, the assaults that have already taken 
place have been, until fairly recently, primarily on the : 
ground. They have been combined operations and involve 

Libyans and the Goukoni forces. At the present time, we do 

see evidence of continuing planning and activity that involve 
logistics, concentrating -- units and columns being formed and 

so forth on a regular basis, so -- 


Q Inside Libya or Chad is that? 

4a Both. 

fe) Both side’of the border? 

0 Are there any plans to deploy AWACS in the 
region, to determine precisely what is going on there? Also, 
what about moving the "Eisenhower" into the Gulf of Sidra? 

A I think those questions, as you know, should 
best be vosted in the Defense Department, and have, I think, 


already been answered over there. I don't have anything addi- 
tional on that. 


Q Recently, Colonel Qadhafi met with King 
Hassan in Morocco, and there were conciliatory statements 
after that. What is your reading of that meeting? There has 
been speculation that some kind of deal may have been struck. 
What was your reading of that meeting? 
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A It comes against a background of efforts by 
Colonel Qadhafi to perhaps break out of his own isolation, 
self-created, in both the Arab world and the African world. 
In that sense, I presume it represents an effort to do better 
with at least some of his neighbors. I don't think we have 
any conclusive evidence of results from that at this point, 
from that meeting. 


Q What is your impression of who is winning and 
who is losing right now? 


Q Going back a bit, there was a period some 
weeks back in which the forces of President Habre were driven 
out of a series of northern strong points to the north of 
Faya Largeau where the current conflict is taking place. 
Then, President Habre lost Faya Largeau. On the basis of 
that, there were immediate follow-up actions attempted by the 
rebel elements in the eastern part of Chad, centering around 
the town of Abeche. 


Those eastern points have all been retaken by 
government forces and in a very dramatic action in the course 
of the last week. Faya Largeau has been retaken on the 
ground, and the forces of Goukoni handed a substantial setback 
on the ground, after which we are seeing these raids from the 
Libyan Air Force directly. 


0 But are the Habre forces pressing on north of 
Faya Largeau? Are they able to get up any momentum right now? 


a There are some follow-up operations, but the 
principal point of contest that we are focused on is in Faya 
Largeau itself. 


Q So they haven't really moved beyond that 
area? 


a There have been some follow-up operations, 
yes, in the immediate vicinity; but I wouldn't describe them 
as being far away from Faya Largeau. 


fe) Is it to the point that the rebels had to 
have an increased amount of Libyan support if they are to 
Sustain any kind of potential as a real threat to the Habre 
forces? 
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4 I would not characterize it that way. 
Of course, it all depends on your view of the have-to-have -- 
have to have for what? The Government of Habre, as First 
Senior Official indicated, is recognized virtually universally 
in Africa and the international community as the legitimate 
government of Chad. 


0 Have you any more news on the phosphorous bombs 
at all? There have been reports today that the Libyan Air 
Force has been dropping phosphorous bombs and shrapnel bombs 
on Faya Largeau? 


a We have heard reports of cluster bombs, 
fragment bombs, napon, and so forth. Beyond that, I don't 
have anything new. 


@) As a public service announcement, could you 
say that definitely Americans won't be sent to train the 
Chadians in using Red Eye missiles? 


A We only have people arriving in N'Djamena to 
off-load and to provide immediate instruction in the capital. 
There is no plan to put anyone elsewhere, and the people that 
we do send in on these flights tend to come out very shortly 
thereafter. That is the way we intend to -- 


fe) When you say “immediate instruction,” what 
does that mean, like about 15 minutes or -- ? 


A No. Instruction for qualified people on the 
kind of equipment we're talking about is not a long-term 
proposition. People have been going in, staying overnight or 
a couple of days, and coming back out again. 


@) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:40 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY 
ON THE START TALKS 


The Briefing Room 


MR. SPEAKES: Ambassador Rowny has just completed 
a meeting of about 20 minutes with the President to report on his 
talxs that have been taking place over the past several weeks. 
He has an opening statement which he will read. And we are now 
passing out copies for you. 


Q Can we have a copy? 


MR. SPEAKES: If we can get by the photographers we will. 


Q Good morning. 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Good morning. Are you ready? 
Q Yes. 

Q Have we got an arms package? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I've just finished revortina 
to the President, having arrived in Washington yesterday afternoon, 
on round four of START, which ended on Tuesday. I aiso met this 
week with the North Atlantic Council in Brussels to aive them 
a status report on the round. 


I reported to the President that th:s has been our 
most Significant round to date. Our talks have been intensive, 
serious, ana businesslike. I remain hopeful that +2 will reach 
agreement on substantially reducing strategic offensive arms 
ana recucine the risk of nuclear war. 


As you know, the [fresident sent me back in June 
with his personal instructions to show maximun. flexibility and 
explore every possible avenue for agreement. In our formal 
sessions and in many long and private sessions, Ambassador Karpov 
and I discussed various ways to narrow our differences. 


On July 8th, the United States delegation tabled 
a complete treaty text which embody the many changes we had 
previously made and the increased flexibility the President had 
announced in June. We met the two main complaints the Soviets 
hac previously raised: One, that we were prescribing how the 
Soviets must restructure their forces; and, two, that we were not 
being comprehensive, that is, not including from the outset all 
our strategic forces. 





Reducing the warheads of each side by about a third 
to 5,000 remains the central element of our position. We are 
also determined to reduce, over time, the three to one Soviet 
acvantacge in nuclear destructive capability and potentia:. Our 
goals are two-fold -- deep reductions and a more stable strategic 
relationship. 


Without violating the agreement to keep details 
of our issues confidential, I can report to you that I told 
the President that the Soviets also showed some flexibility and 
forward movement. The President appeared pleased that his flexible 
aprroach is being carried out in serious and businesslike negotiations. 
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In preparations for the next round, I will be meeting 
with senior officialsand the National Security Council and will 
consult with the Congress. That completes my -- 


Q Where did they show flexibility? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They showed some flexibility in 
some non-central issues, as I declare it. And I, again, to 
keep the confidentiality of what we have done, and not reveal 
the details of -- I can report to you that after they heard that 
we were showing flexibility that they said that they, too, could 
show some flexibility in several important but not we call the 
central issues. 


Q Where's the forward movement? 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: By the fact that they did show 
that flexibility, the fact that we have laid out our position 
and have shown that we are meeting their concerns. In other words, 
we've laid the framework now for moving along. 


Q Bob, we can continue on this, can we not? Lights? 


MR. SIMS: No, this was -- the opening statement is 
on the record, camera and a couple of questions and the rest -- 


Q Why? 


Q Why? We haven't had a couple of questions yet. 
We want to ask questions. 


Q That wasn't the ground rules for this. 


MR. SIMS: Will you take a couple more on camera? 


Q What's wrong -- 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Fine. It's all right with me. 
Q Sure. | 
Q We need a negotiator, Bob. 
Q Lights back on? 

Q Lights. 


Q So the flexibility and the forward movement 
comes from showing some flexibility -- 


Q Wait one second. Can we have our lights on? 
Q -- in non-central issues? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes, the flexibility comes from 
our showing flexibility in the way to get to our goals. Our goals 
remain the same to reduce these asymmetries and to have deep 
reductions and we have laid that out. And the Soviets recognize that 
and the Soviets showed 
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some flexibility in several areas by some forward movement on things 
which were concerns of ours. They're not of the same spirit as ours -- 





they're a different genre, but they -- they ere important. 
Q So what is the next round? Is there a way to 

, further narrow the differences, or -- 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes. We're coing to further narrow 
the cifferences, I think. We're talkinc about these, Sut, you know, 

i these things are always Gif@ic ult to predict. The guestion is: what 

is the Soviet's agenda, what's cn their priority list? And, in my 
view, our negotiaticn is not their priority attention. It's Nitze's. 

Paul's negotiation. Because they keep bringing it up in my negotiation. 
They say, "Look, if you deploy GLCMs and Pershings in Europe, we 
can't come cown to 1,800." And I sav, “Well, why don't you take that 
up with Nitze and Kvitsinsky. That's their area." They say -- "Well, 
we want you to know it." And I say, "Well, that's not in our area.” 


General, are you still sticking by your assessment 
that there's a 50-50 chance of bridging an agreement by the end of 
the year? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Oh, I've come off the 50-50, because 
I made enemies on both sides. The pessimists thought I was too 
optimistic, and the optimists thought I was too pessimistic -- I've 
now shiftec to being more -- to being hopefui, rather than a, than 
the 50-50. I can't put a number on it. 


Q What's the timetabie as you see it now? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, the timetable is -- you know, 
it's really up to the Soviets how fast they want to move. We're -- 
we've movec out in front with laying out our position. The Soviets 
have said, you know, "We recognize," -- apparently recognize, on 
their side, that launchers alone is not a significant measure of 
capability. So they've said, "We, too, wiil limit the total number 
of weapons." And I say, "All right, what's that number?" And they 
say, "Well, we won't tell you 


Well after a year, you see, we con't know really what 
their position is. 


Q Well, do you have 2 number? 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes. Five thousand. 
Q And they don't agree with -- 
AMBASSADOR ROWNY: They know. 

Q Why won't they teli you? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well (laughter) -- this is, you'll 
have to ask them. 


Q -- a barcaining tool? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Partly that, I think, and partly a 
fact that I think that they are very much opposed to reducing these 
ICBMs and other ballistic missiles beyond the post -- particularly 
ICBMs. They want to keep these large destabiiizince systems. We want 
them to reduce those systems. And we want them to reduce, say, by 
a third, on both sides to these lower numbers. They haven't shown 
much interest in doing that. 
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Q Do you believe you'll have difficulty getting any 
progress on yours until there's some kind of resolution with Mr. 
Nitze's negotiations, and will the December deployment of some of -- 
of the American missiles over there have a direct impact on your 
negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, you can only speculate on an 
answer like that. If, what the Soviets are telling me, by bringing 
up the other negotiation, in my arena, is that they have their priority 
effort on that one. Then, yes, we can't make any real movement 
until they see how that one's going to go. On the other hand, there 
are many things that -- this is a complex agreement -- and there are 
many things we can work on and do work on, so it's not as though we 
were standing still or not making any progress; the point is: can 
you expect a breakthrough? And in my opinion, you cannot, until either 
Paul and his counterpart have an agreement, or until the missiles 
begin to be deployed. Other -- because I don't think that they'll 
focus on these negotiations until -- 


Q What about the idea of merging the two, which is -- 
merging the two sets of negotiations, which has come up several times. 
If the Russians are that fixated on the other set, aren't you sort of 
wasting your time? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. We don't think we're wasting 
our time. Paul and I talk about this frequently. We did before we 
went to the last round, and we still coordinate closely on this, and 
he anc I agree -- and it's a U.S. policy -- that it is not in our 
interest or in our allied interest to merge these negotiations. 
It's premature to talk about that. We want an agreement in this INF 
arena. We want -- if we fail to get an agreement -- and these talks 
are merged at some further point, we want to see the U.S. missiles 
Geployed on the soil. We don't want to leave problems hanging over 
to further complicate an already difficult negotiation in our arena. 


Q General, are you confident that you'll have an 
agreement as long as we go ahead with the production and deployment 
of the MX missile? 

AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Would you repeat the cuestion? 

Q Is it possible to get an 
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agreement on intercontinental missiles as long as we go ahead with 
production and deployment of the MX missile? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes. (Laughter.) I thought you 
were gOing to ask the reverse. 


We need to modernize ovr forces. And we are 
modernizing our forces with our present programs, which are going 
along. The MX is a necessary part of the modernization of our 
land-based leg of our triad. It's a measured response. And 
a hundred MX don't begin to compare to the 600-odd weapons which 
they already have, which are equal or superior to the MX. So 
if we don't mocernize the MX, my leverage is cut way down. The 
odds of trying to get an agreement are so much greater. 





So I can't guarantee you an agreement if we have 
the MX. I can guarantee you that the odds are very great that 
I cannot get an agreement if we don't have the MX. 


Q Do the Russians view it that way? 





AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think sc. 


Q What about these "shouting matches” stories, 
and your not talking to Nitze? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: It's news to me. 


Q You're not talking to Nitze. You never tell 
him what you're doing and vice versa. 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: I think you ought to ask Pavl 
about that, because Paul has dismissed it as well as I. It came as 
news to us. And, also, reports when they hit, the delegation 
Over there -- that there was some kind of shcvting matches between 
us -- said, “this is news to us here in the delegation;”" and "why 
don't they ask some of us on the delegation." So I don't know ! 
where this comes from. 





Q You said it was not in the U.S. interest to 
merge the talks. Could you elaborate on that a little bit? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Well, I don't know how long 
to make this. 





Go back to Rome. And at the Rome conference in 
1979, the NATO Allies asked the United States to deploy some 
systems, because the Soviets were building up this new, huge 
system: the SS-20. And we acceded that on a two-track 
approach: one, that we would negotiate and make preparations 
to deploy. We set up a separate arena for these systems, which 
are not strategic systems, to be put into our agenda -- or 
arena, because they are not this intercontinental capability 
type. This negotiation is going on. This negotiation should 
run its covrse. Hopefully, there should be an agreement. 


And Pavl hes shown some flexibility saying: look, 
if the Soviets don't buy the zero-zero, he's ready to talk 
abovt other numbers. That negotiation, hopefully, should be 
completed so that the Soviet threat to Evrope is knocked down. 
Now, if it's not, then at that time there should not be a 
condition where the problems are inherited by combined negotisetion -- 
of still have the SS-20s uncountered, or without anything being 
built against them. 
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So you don't solve anything by merging it. You 
create a problem, make the other negotiation more difficult. So 
the object shovld be to complete this negotiation -- hopefully, 
successfully. Then, think about -- if you're going to think 
about any possible merger. 









Q Did you get new orders from the President 






today? 











AMBASSADOR ROWNY: No. I didn't. No, not today. 
This was a preliminary report. We only had a short time. I 
got from him, again, this feeling that he wants me to show the 
maximum flexibility that I possibly can, without giving in 
on our objectives, that he is dedicated. He is serious about 
the arms control. He wants me to talk to the Judge later 
this afternoon, which I'll do, and to Secretary Shuitz. I've 
@lready talked to Adelman. And so I°1l be following up on 
this. Ard you remember, between the last two rounds, we 
met five times. So I'm looking forward to meeting with the 
NSC and others more frequently. 














Q Well, when's the next round? 






Q -- are saying that they're going to 
reassess their position in START if we go ahead with the 
deployment of the medium-range missiles. And if they are, 
does their new flexibility seem to you in any way kind of 
@ pressure on vs to delay deployment? 









AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Let me answer. I heard one 
guestion: when do we resume. We've agreed to resume on 
October the 4th. We have this two-month cycle in session, and 
two months in Capitals. 


The question of what the Soviets are up to -- 
you can only speculate, and I can only speculate cn. The fact that 
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the Soviets have been bringing up in my negotiation the other 
systems, to me, is significant. They wouldn't be bringing this up 
if they weren't paying a lot of attention to it. So they are trying 
to prevent the deployment of GLCH's and Pershing II‘s in Europe. 
There's kind of atimetable and an urgency to that because our 
Geployments will begin in December. There's not a similar time- 
table in our arena and so, by combination of factors, they are 
putting more attention to the other negotiation and are telling 

me that they cannot reduce with this 1,800 number if there are 
Geployments in Europe. And I say, “Look, these are two-separate, 
@ifferent negotiations.” They say, "Oh, but to us there is a 
relationship." 


MR. SPEAKES: This has to be the last question right 
here. 


Q There were reports a month ago that the Soviets 
had detailed a proposal with sublimits in each category. Can you 
confirm that even if you Gon't give the levels? 


AMBASSADOR ROWNY: Yes, without giving details, I can 
tell you that they did detail some sublimits pretty much on the 
pattern of SALT II, but this, when you analyze this, it does not 
cause a reduction in their ballistic missile warheads or their 
ballistic missile potential. As a matter of fact, it could go up. 
That's about as far as I can go and still stay within the confiden- 
tiality of the agreement because this is public knowledge. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:17 A.M. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 9, 1983, 11:02 A. M. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. This is a background 
briefing by senior State Department officials on the visit of 
President Abdou Diouf of Senegal. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Just a couple of words of in- 
troduction. This is a visit that we attach a lot of importance 
to. President Diouf of Senegal] is a leading African statesman, 
one of the leading voices of Francophone Africa. In his short 
incumbency, he has already established that fact. 

Senegal is a country which we have had for many 
years excellent relations with, and those relations have, if 
anything, deepened and broadened in the past few years. 

Senegal's voice has been heard well beyond the confines 
of Senegal on a whole variety of issues involving the impor- 
tance of human rights, the importance of peaceful settlement 
of disputes in the Middle East, in Africa, in West Africa, in. 
Central Africa, and elsewhere. 

As many of you will be aware, Senegal has played 


a role in inter-African peacekeeping efforts on a number of 


occasions, so for some time there has been this record of con- 


structive involvement and positive involvement in an African 











context, as well as beyond. 

We have, as I indicated, sought to broaden and 
deepen the dialogue with the Government there in recent years. 
Our levels of assistance support for Senegal are among the 
highest in Francophone Africa. The country faces many, many 
problems, about which my colleague will provide more detail, 
but at the same time it has a quality of leadership and of 
institutions which equip it better than many countries in 
the developing world to deal with. 

My colleague is no stranger to many of you here, so 
I won't provide the detailed background on him, but he has 
been our Ambassador in Senegal for several years now, and I 
will let him take over from here. 

Thanks. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think there is only one 
person now in the room who will know what I mean when I say 
it is great to be back among the magnolias again, having been 
in this room off and on -- two people -- for a couple of years 
in the early seventies. 

I might say a couple of things about Senegal and 
then answer your questions. 

Analogies are sometimes useful and the analogy I 


find useful in describing Senegal is to compare it to Costa 


Rica. It is, in many ways, the Costa Rica of West Africa, 





3 
at least, perhaps of Africa as a whole, in the sense that it 
is a siictheahin Giihishhin in which the law rules and in which 
human rights are absolutely protected at home, and a country 
which has done a great deal in various international fora to 
advance the cause of human rights in the international system. 

It is a quiet, undemonstrative country, which tends 
to its business in a constructive way. The guiding principle 
of its foreign policy is what it calls dialogue, that is, the 
search for reasonable solutions to difficult problems. 

It has since independence in 1960 been headed by two 
men; one very well known on the international scene, Leopold 

" ) 
Sidar Senghor, who left office on January 1, 1981, and subse- 
quently Abdou Diouf, who replaced him and then was re-elected 
in his own right in February of this year -- two men who have 
sought consciously to project Senegal's basic resource, which 
is human, across the African continent and, more broadly, into 
the international system. 

They are superb diplomats. They are yery gifted 
problem-solvers. They are very moderate and tolerant people 
among themselves and with foreigners -- myself included. They 
have suffered some serious. economic problems, partly man-made, 
partly nature-made. They have had drought or near drought 


conditions in ten of the twenty-three years since independence, 


and that has had a profound effect on their ability to create 








the kind of agricultural surplus which historically underlies 
development in this world. 

Abdou Diouf has taken some rather serigus steps to 
redress the economic situation since taking qffice. He has 
reduced and eliminated subsidies on most of the hasic food 
commodities in the country -- a risky political business in 
Africa, for those of you who follow Africa -- and he is be-~ 
ginning to get his budget deficits under control -- not a 
problem unknown in this country with all of the political difi- 
culties that attend that kind of effort. 

He was invited by President Reagan, as my colleage 
has said, for two reasons, I think -«- one in recognition of 
Senegal's yery constructive role in this world. We don't 
agree on every issue. They haye much stronger yiews about the 
rights of the Palestinians, for example, and express them much 
more forcefully than we do. 

They. bring a different point of yiew to hear on the 
North-South dialogue than Washington does. Nonetheless, it 
has been a very effective open political dialogue between the 
two administrations, both of which took power in the same 
month of 1981. 

The second reason is that President Diouf is an 
extraordinarily intelligent, clear-spoken individual with 
rather wise perspectivies for a man of 47. He is worth 


listening to, has been my experience. It has also been the 




















5 
experience a number of senior American visitors to Dakar since 
I have been there. Vice President and Mrs. Bush, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick, AID Administrator MacPherson, Chet Crocker has 
been there several times, and others. 

This is, in a sense, a continuation, indeed a kind 
of culmination of an active political dialogue which we have 
carried on with the Senegalese in recent years. 

One fact, our AID program in Senegal this year is 
$38 million. It will probably rise in the coming year. It 
has virtually doubled under the Reagan Administration, and is 
now the largest American AID program in French-speaking Africa. 

I would be happy to respond to any questions you 
may have. 

Q I. understand in January an agreement was signed 
with Senegal for the use of the Dakar airport as an abort landing 
Site for the Space Shuttle. Is there any agreement between 
the United States and Senegal which would allow for the landing 
or use of the Dakar facilities for the Rapid Deployment Force? 

a No. It has never been discussed with Senegal. 
The airlift which has resupplied the Chad in the last few weeks 
was staged through Dakar airport with Senegal's agreement. 

Q What would we like Senegal to do in relation 


to Chad? 


A Well, essentially what they are doing, which is -- 
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A I think, in the circumstances, it will be hard 


to avoid. How important it will be, I think, is a function of 
the agendas which the two Presidents bring to the talks. I 
think the question of Senegal's economy will be an important 
agenda item. Given Diouf's role in inter-African politics 
over the last year and a half, I suspect that.the leadership 
of this government would like to have some of his perspectives 
on trends and prospects in Africa as a whole. He makes a lot 
of sense when he talks. 

There may be some discussion of the Western Sahara; . 
peobably the North-South dialogue. I would imagine that, given 
where ti.ey come from, in terms of their own economy and their 
perspectives on the North-South dialogue as a whole, there will 
probably be some discussions of the problems of international 
liquidity. 


Q Excuse me, you were on deep background only on 


that part about Chad. 














a Only on that part about Chad. 

Q You are now on background. 

A Yes. 

Q Sir, when you said DEEP BACKGROUND, what 
attribution is that? 

a "It is understood that." 

Q "It is understood." 

Q Getting back to Chad for just a second, what 
position has the Senegalese President taken on the U.S. role 
so far in Chad -- the provision of the aid that the U.S. has 
provided, and the steps it has taken, part-way steps it has 
taken, on the AWACS. Specify your ground rules before, if 
you don't mind. 

A Yes. BACKGROUND. One of the nice things about 
doing business in Senegal is that the government of that coun- 
try doesn't feel compelled to rush out and make statements 
every day. In fact, they rarely make public statements. 

There is no work for a spokesman in Dakar. They express them- 
selves -- they tend to express themselves privately, and I can 
assure you that they have not discouraged the American assistance 
effort to Chad in the last several weeks. 

Indeed, like I think most Francophone Africans and 


some Anglophones, as well, they have found it a source of 


gratification that the United States was willing to play a 











more active and effective role in relation to a problem 

that cieemnatt ties them all a great deal, and that is Mr. 
Qadhafi and his ultimate designs, whatever they may prove to 
be in black Africa. He is regarded unambiguously as a threat. 

Q Would they prefer to see more U.S. involvement? 

A Well, you have to define the terms of that 
involvement, I suspect. It is a little hard to answer in the 
abstract. 

They would not like Mr. Qadhafi to own Chad, nor would 
anybody else in the neighborhood. 

Q Can we infer from your previous comments, sir, 
that however they feel, that the balance, our intended balance, 
is correct in nepine that France will take the lead instead 
of the United States taking the lead in Chad. 

A I think that they would regard the French, for 
a variety of historical reasons and experiences, as the logical 
Western power to take the lead in Chad. We have the same view 
in this government. 

Q Are they in a position to do anything more than 
just encourage the French strongly, or, if asked, could they 
provide military support for Hissein Habre's government? 

Could they and would they? 

an It is a hard question to answer, because they 

don't have the financial means to project their forces that 


far successfully and maintain them for very long. So, ina 
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sense that thequestion would have to be put to Paris -- 

Q Well, neither does Zaire. 

A No, but that is a question that would have to 
be put to Paris, and it is a function, among other things, 

I suspect, of France's willingness to pay a bill. It is not 
a question we have discussed with the Senegalese. 

Q Is that likely to come up? 

A I have no idea. 

Q What would the Senegales? see as the proper role 
for the French as taking the lead as the proper Western power. 
Would they like to see French aircraft in there? 

A I ought not to speculate on what they would 
like to see, in ease because I wouldn't want to cut across 
any: lines they may have going with the Prench at this point. 
They would like to see Qadhafi stopped. 

© Are they making much headway in encouraging 
the Mitterrand Government to be a bit more forceful? 

A You have read the press tickers more recently 
than I. I don't know what the state of play is this morning. 
Q You read the cable traffic overnight. 

5 No, in fact, I didn't. Fortunately, it is 
another Ambassador's problem, and I have been much more focused 
on the nuts and bolts of trying to work out a successful visit 


here. 








ll 

Q Sir, in the absence of French actions soon, 
are the Senegalese being asked to urge other African nations 
to do as Zaire has done in sending some sort of help? 

2 Not directly, to this point. 

e) Sir, do the Senegalese eventually expect France 
to act, and to act before the situation in Chad becomes 
irretrievable? 

A Expect is a word of art. I rather imagine they 
hope that France will take some action if that is what the 
Situation will require. 

Q Does Senegal have diplomatic relations with 
Libya? 

A No. They were broken in 1980. 

Q Over what? 

a Over a strong Senegalese sense that the Libyans 
were engaged in activities in Dakar and The Gambia, which is 
an enclave country within Senegal, which were incompatible 
with diplomatic status. 

Q Have the Senegalese accepted the Sankara Govern- 
ment in Upper Volta? Have they given any diplomatic recognition? 

AzIdon't know. I left Senegal on Friday. I don't 
know. 

Q One other question on a slightly different 


subject. What is Senegal's external debt, right now, to the 
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best of your recollection, and do you know if they are going 
to be meeting with officials of the IMF while in Washington? 

4 The debt is running about $1.3 billion. It 
has been rescheduled in each of the last two years, and there 
will probably be meetings of the Paris Club and maybe the 
London Club again this fall. 

Q What about the IMF? 

A I know they are meeting with the World Bank 
at the meetings they have set up. I frankly don't know, as 
of this point, whether they have an appointment with the Fund. 
They are in the course of negotiations with the Fund to create 
and '83-'84 standby agreement. 

Q whet is the Senegalese position on the Western 
Sahara? 

A They would like it solved in terms which are 
tolerably acceptable to all parties. No such problem is ever 
solved to everyone's entire satisfaction, and the Senegalese 
are realists in such matters. 

It was, in fact, the Senegalese who worked out the 
resolution in Addis Ababa at the OAU summit in June, which 
the Chiefs of State passed, and as part of which the Polisario 
agreed to absent itself from that meeting. 

The resolution provides for a referendum to be held 


by December and implementation of the outcome in the ensuing 


months. 
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Q Sir, what is the status of the talks for 
confederation oe Senegal and The Gambia? 

A It perks along. It was two years ago this 
month that President Jawara of The Gambia, following the aborted 
coup, proposed a confederation, in consultation with the Sene- 


galese, and over the two years they have signed a variety of 





protocols designed to harmonize various governmental systems -- 
transportation, information, communications, security. They have 
created a .confederal cabinet which meets twice a year, and a 
confederal assembly which has now met once, and they are now 
at the point at which they will have to begin talking about 
the tough issues in confederation, which are monetary. They 
have a British-based system on the one hand and a French-based 
system on the other -- customs, harmonization, and the like. 
They are not rushing. They have very much in mind 
that it took The Cameroon the better part of ten years to work 
out a functioning confederation, then federation, and they are 
moving rather delicately but purposefully ahead. 
Q In connection with your comment earlier about 
the difference of views between the US. and Senegal on the 
Palestinians, is Senegal playing any kind of a role in the U.S.- 
Middle East peace efforts either in Lebanon or in the broader 
view? 


mn No. 


Q No role at all. 
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A No. Under Senghor, they offered several times 
to facilitate contacts with the Palestinians. It was not an 
offer that previous administrations took up with enthusiasm, 
but they are not involved. Theyd have a battalion as part 
of UNIFIL in Lebanon and have had since the becinninc. 

In fact, they have a very professional army. It is 
almost certainly the most professional army in black Africa. 
Very high quality, and they have used it for a variety of peace- 
keeping purposes -- Sinai, first; then Lebanon; Shaba twice; 
and most recently the Chad. They acquit themselves well. 

Q How strong is it? Can you put a number on it? 

A on the army? 

Q Yes, the army strength. 

A On the order of 8,000 men. 

Q In Chad? 

A No, no. 

Q What is in Chad? 

A Nothing is in Chad at the moment. They were 
in Chad from January of '82 to June of '82 when the OAU peace- 
keeping force was withdrawn. All their forces are within their 
own frontiers at the moment, except for the battalion in Lebanon. 

Q 8,000. 


oy Yes. 


Q Sir, you said that they supported the right of 











the Palestinians. How do they support the right of the 
Palestinians? They have once played an important role in 
bringing about some kind of an attempt to solve the Arab- 
Israeli conflict. 

A Well, I think that they think that no long-term 
solution in the Middle East is possible that does not take 
account of the fact that Palestinians constitute a people and 
will require a home. That is their basic position in public 
and in private. In that respect, their emphasis is somewhat 
different from the emphasis of American policy and diplomacy. 

Q The economic measures that President Diouf 
has undertaken, has that caused any civil problems in Dakar 
or in the area since the most recent election? 

om No. The last round of austerity measures is 
now about a year and a half old. They raised the price of rice, 
for example, from 80 guense a kilo -- 80 CFA francs a kilo -- 
to 105, and did it so skillfully that there was no problem 
of social unrest. 

They will face the prospect of taking additional 
austerity measures in the next coming while. When, I am not 
quite certain, but they will not be easy. 


Q Are they undergoing an adjustment program? 


A Yes. They are negotiating an adjustment program. 
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with the IMF. They had a program in '81 - '82 that was very 
successful. The Fund considered it its model African program 
that year. They had a subsequent program for '82 - ‘83 
which came a cropper on two points -- one was a basic mis- 
calculation, I think, largely on the Pund's part of inter- 
national peanut prices and therefore revenues, which left a 
gubstential hole in their budget. Therefore they didn't meet 
their performance criteria and an inability to get a handle 
on the public payroll.in the period leading up to an election. 

It is not unlike some problems we have known in 
Washington from time to time. 

Q So there hasn't been any sort of civil unrest. 

A He. It is a very peaceful country. 

Q Was the Fund program actually cut off, or did 
they cut off a tranche, or what happened? 

A In '83? 

Q In ‘83. 

A In '82 - '83, the program was suspended in about 
April, I guess. They had made an initial drawing of about 
10 percent of their rights, but no subsequent drawings. 

Q Thank yca. 

A Thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:27 a.m.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: We'll start with the briefing. 
It is ON BACKGROUND and any use of these statements should be 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: I think I'll start 
with a few general comments about the meeting that just took place. 
This was an official working visit. As President Diouf said a 
few moments ago, it is his first official visit to this country. 

I believe it may be his first overseas visit since he was elected 

for the first time to the post of President earlier this year. 

So the meeting offered an opportunity for both Presidents to exchange 
views on a number of obvious topics. I will mention them in a 
minute. 


I would point out that there is a certain interesting 
coincidence in the fact that both men assumed office in January of 
1981. Both men feel that they inherited something of a difficult 
and increasingly difficult economic situation. And both leaders 
have felt it necessary to address the kinds of difficult measures 
that must be taken to get on top of that economic situation. 


The relationship between the U.S. and Senegal has 
been excellent for many years. It is -- I would think it's accurate 
to say -- a relationship which has been getting progressively deeper 
and more substantive in recent years. And we believe that is all 
to the good. 


I won't rehash what the two Presidents said in their 
public comments on the lawn, but I do believe that those remarks 
do accurately qualify and characterize the kind of relationship 
that this is. There are many shared values here. There is a long 
history here. There are common principles. There is both public 
and diplomatic adherence to the same objectives and a good deal of 
mutual cooperation that goes back for some time. 


The kinds of topics discussed obviously included the 
question of developments in Africa. We, the two sides, discussed 
in some detail the challenge that Qaddafi of Libya poses to Africa, 
including in the Chadian context, although not limited thereto. 


They discussed a good deal the question of the inter- 
relationship between security, on the one hand, and economic 
development on the other, the two objectives which the Senegalese 
President argued are those of Africa. And on the U.S. side, there 
was full agreement that, indeed, those are the two objectives that 
we should be working together on to try an strengthen both security 
and development and that the two depend upon each other. In that 
general sense, there was an absolute identity of views. 
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There was also considerable discussion and our 
President asked the Senegalese President for an analysis of the 
internal economic situation in Senegal. And President Diouf 
explained at length the difficulties facing the Senegalese economy 
and the nature of the most extremely difficult decisions that he is 
in the middle of now, he and his collegues, in terms of helping 
Senegal address that economic agenda. It involves a whole series 
of things, including budget planning, including subsidies internally 
in the economy, including agreement with the IMF and so forth. 


As I mentioned, there was discussion, as well, of the 
Chadian situation, of the OAU in the wake of the recent summit 
meeting in June in Addis Ababa, the 19th Summit, at which President 
Diouf played a very central role. And, in addition, the question 
of developments in Southern Africa and our common desire for 
movement towards Namibia's independence as soon as possible. 


I think that briefly summarizes the kind of 
discussion this was, and I'll be happy to take questions. 


Q What is the situation,as far as the two 
Presidents now understand it, regarding Faya Largeau and whether 
the Libyans have taken that oasis? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I can go 
much beyond what has been said already today in very recent hours at 
two briefings, one here and one at the State Department. So, I think I 
will stand on that. The situation is not fully clear. 


Q President Reagan said they had agreed, the two leaders 
had agreed to disagree on certain subjects. What were those subjects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to go into 
the substance of disagreements or agreements. I think it is best to 
direct questions specifically as to our position and address yourself to 
the Senegalese as to their position. 


I would stress that in discussions which have just taken 
place, there was very wide agreement on a great many subjects. 


Q The President said they agreed to disagree. You are 
not going to tell us what he was talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe it would 
be appropriate for us to be trying to pinpoint points of disagreement 
in a private diplomatic discussion between two heads of state. 


Q Did they agree on the Namibian approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is definite 
agreement on the desirability of bringing peace to southern Africa, 
bringing Namibia to its independence. 


The Senegalese government has repeatedly stood loud and 
tall on the importance of the contact group's effort on Namibia. We 
have had many indications of that, both recently and in the more distant 
past. Senegal believes the contract groups should stick with it. 


Q Was the subject of French participation in the 
Situation in Chad mentioned in the conversation between the President--- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we have 
taken the position and continue to that this is a situation in Chad in 
which we are working closely with others who share the same view of the 
Situation and that includes key friends in Africa. It includes the 
French. I think the Senegalese see it very much the same way. 


Naturally, in that context, sure, we discussed what the 
French can do, what the French are doing, as well as discussing what 
others can do. 


Q What are the general areas of this agreement? 


Q If the situation and the difficulty Qaddafi poses and 
the situation in Chad was discussed in some detail, why was there no 
reference or even allusion to that in the departure statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are dealing here 
with a very fast moving situation with conflicting reports coming in from 
many different sources and it is simply not appropriate in the context of 
a head of state level discussion to be having press communiques about the 
latest battle reports that might get conflicted or changed in two hours' 
time. 


Q Well, last week, the departure statements on the South 
Lawn, there was specific reference to armed aggression by Libya by both 
leaders. Today, there was scarcely a mention of the problems in Africa 
right now posed by Libyan aggression or Libyan-backed aggression. Why was 
there no even general reference to that if both countries are so concerned 
at this point and if it was such a dominant topic overshadowing this 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't say it was a 
dominant topic. It was certainly discussed and discussed in some depth 
and there is no doubt in our view that the Senegalese government shares 
the view of the situation that we have. 
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Q Do they not want us to mention it publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Perhaps one might assume 
that people recognize that this is the case. As you know, when the 
Zairian head of state was here last week, Zaire has, at this point, 
2,000 troops in Chad. The relationship to the Chadian question is much 
more direct geographically and in terms of the more in-depth involvement 
of the Zairians. 


Q Senegal has been a location for trans-shipments. 
They are centrally involved in our supply effort. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, indeed, and the 
Senegalese have very close defense relations, as you know, with the 
French as well and the Senegalese government shares our view of the 
Situation. 


Q Did the President ask President Diouf to use his office 
to persuade the French to bring in air power? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not going to comment 
on the in-depth exchanges on this in a diplomatic exchange, no. 


Q Was there discussion at the lunch on the continued 
use of Dakar as a contingency landing site for the shuttle and is that 
use possibly affected by the stresses in the area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say its use is 
affected by it. Reference was made to the fact of our cooperation with 
Senegal in that area, yes. 


Q Was there any discussion of the Middle East, specifi- 
cally of Palestinian proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not on that subject. 
Q What about the Middle East in general? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only in the most general 
terms. The bulk of the discussion had to do with economics, the economics 
of Senegal and the situation facing Africa. 


Q What is the difficult economic situation that you 
referred to, facing Senegal at the moment and imminent decisions, 
difficult decisions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It refers to a situation 
of enormous budget problems, budget deficit, balance of payment problems 
and Senegal's own dialogue which is nearly complete in terms of reaching 
a stand-by agreement with the IMF. 


Q Does President » jan think it would be helpful if the 
OAU made some kind of diplomatic effort regarding the Chadian situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are not a member 
of the OAU. So, it is not up to us to really say, but obviously the 
OAU's stance remains to be shaped. At this point, the OAU's position on 
the Chadian question is somewhat undefined, apart from the very basic 
point that the OAU charter, in all its provisions, is being violated as 
we sit here. 


Q So, was that appeal made in this meeting to President 
Diouf to somehow move the OAU into some kind of direct action on this? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were discussions 
about different diplomatic possibilities. Beyond that, I don't 
think it's appropriate to go. 


Yes? 


Q Did he offer an analysis of what we might expect 
from the OAU and did he say anything about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
of the diplomacy in the OAU context, the different voices 
that one might hear. There was discussion,as well,of possibly 
impending action in New York at the UN Security Council. 


Q Can you shed any light -- 
Q Give us something. 


Q -- on what the analysis of possible action or 
the line-up within the OAU is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We certainly can, yes. 
And this view would, of course, be shared by Senegal as well. The 
delegation of President Habre was seated without contest as the 
representative, legitimate government of Chad as recently as 
mid-June 1983 at the Addis Ababa Summit, the 19th Summit. So, 
that is the view of Africa as expressed at that summit. Now, 
it would appear that a tiny minority of African governments, 
including that, of course, of Libya, does not recognize legitimacy 
of the Habre government, has said so publicly. There are not 
many others who share that view. 


Q What was his analysis of what we could expect 
to happen, what might happen in the coming weeks and months 
as far as the OA -- as far as any OAU action or expression 
of opinion about the situation in Chad? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Diouf did 
not make, did not offer a prediction on that. He simply made 
reference to various exchanges that are taking place on the 
subject. I think it's still a bit early. 


Q Does he think that the UN would be a better forum 
right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact is that 
several parties have brought the issue to the UN and I think it's 
to be expected that would be the case in a situation like this. 
And one can expect, I think, to hear the view of Senegal expressed 
up there. 


Q Do you want that to happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're certainly prepared 
to participate in that sort of debate and exchange in New York. 
Yes, indeed. 


Q What's the American view, though, of the likelihood 
that, at least in the short term, these diplomatic efforts will 
bear fruit -- the UN, the OAU? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is perhaps 
-traditionally in our system a tendency to make a disconnect between 
events on the ground and diplomatic events. They are always 
very closely aligned with each other in reality, and they will 
be in this case, too, I expect. Certainly one should exhaust 
diplomatic possibilities, but we also have a war going on. 
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Q What would happen to Senegal if Chad falls to Libya 
or Libyan-backed forces? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
put words in the mouths of our guests. It really is unfair to 
them, but as I recall the conversations that I've been party 
to in the past 24 hours with our visitors, there's been repeated 
reference to the phrase "precedents". 


Q Precedents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This kind of situation, 
if it is successful, if Qaddafi's successful, creates precedents 
and those precedents affect the calculations of all in the area. 


Q Did that take place in these discussions here, 
that kind of conversation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, indeed. 
Yes, in the back? 


Q I would ask two questions on : 
behalf of the radio and television of Senegal. They would 
like to know what conclusion was drawn after the discussion 
on the economic matters between the President and Mr. Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was noted, for 
example, that we have in recent years significantly expanded our 
level of economic cooperation and assistance with Senegal in 
times of budget austerity here. It is also noted that Senegal 
constitutes, I believe, the largest recipient of economic assistance 
in francophone Africa. Which is an indication, if you will, on our 
part, of the high regard that we have for the institutions, the values 
and the leadership of Senegal. 


It was also noted that there could be some very difficult 
months ahead in Senegal, economically. And we intend to keep closely 
informed of the situation as it does develop, and to consult closely 
with the leadership of Senegal, and we will be doing what we can in 
that context. 


Q Does President Reagan plan a visit pretty soon in 
Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no announcements 
to make in that regard today. 


Q Can you tell us whether there was any 
views expressed by the President of Senegal that perhaps his diplomatic 
efforts, pressure on the French in any way, would change in intensity 
or quality or direction before and after this visit, in relation to Chad? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
comment on that, no. The views of the key leaders of Africa, and there's 
no question that this is one of those leaders, have already been made 
known both to us and to other African countries who are concerned, and 
to Paris. I don't think there is a need as a result of today's discussions 
to change the signals in that regard, and I have no announcement to make 
about a change of signals coming from Senegal. 
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Q You were asked about what would be the impact if, 
indeed, the Libyan forces could take over the entire country. What 
if Faya Largeau falls and Habre's crack troops that are there and have 
been pinned down for a couple of weeks now are out of commission, how 
serious is that if Faya Largeau is indeed over-run by those who are 


fighting now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, apart from referring 
you to the earlier guidance, the only thing I would add is this: That 
there are two aspects to the answer to that question. 


One is that it is an important northern oasis, very important 
in the Chadian context. It is, however, not the only town in Chad. It 
is some distance from there to other major centers and therefore it is not 
automatically clear what that would mean. 


Therefore, the second part of the answer has to be what took 
place in terms of Habre's forces there. That we don't frankly have a clear 
picture of at this point. , 


Q Whether they survive or are quickly rounded up--- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the situation in 
which the change of hands, if it has taken place and we don't know that, 
the situation in which it took place. 


Q Is Senegal a member of the Security Council? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


END 1:56 P.M. EDT 








BEST COPY AVAILABLE> i, 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S VISIT TO MEXICO 


August 10, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
3:06 P.M. EDT 


Q Larry, before you start, do you know anything about 
the reported kidnapping in Lebanon? 


MR. SPEAKES: No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Anything about Faya Largeau? 

MR. SPEAKES: Nothing other than what we had at noon. 
What about Mexico? Want to know about Mexico? 


The briefing is on background, attributed to the 
senior American official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. What I 
would like to do is spend a few minutes with you on some items that may 
be of interest and then take your questions. 


President Reagan, as you know, is going to be meeting with 
President de la Madrid or Sunday, August 14, in La Paz, Mexico. That is 
in the Baja. The President will be accompanied by Secretary Shultz, 
Ambassador Gavin, Judge Clark, other high officials and I will be going 
along on the trip also. 


Meetings between the Presidents of the United States and 
Mexics have gone on on a continual basis, I am told, since the beginning 
of the century. As you know, President Reagan met with President-elect 
de la Madrid in San Diego on October 8 of ‘82. 


Since then, there have been quite a few high level meetings. 
As you know, Secretary Shultz, Regan and Baldrige were there in April 
this year and their finance and commerce ministers, Herzog and Hernandez, 
have visted here. 


The object of the President's visit is to continue the high 
level dialogue on the bilateral and world affairs that he began last year 
with President de la Madrid. There is obviously a two-fold purpose. 


One is to expand the cooperation between the two countries 
and at the same time narrowing and resolving the differences that exist 
between neighbors. 


As you are well aware, our relationship with Mexico, for a 
variety of reasons including the long border, is a very complex one that 
covers all kinds of aspects. Generally speaking, I think we can 
characterize the relationship as good and the purpose the two Presidents 
are after is to make it better. 


On the economic and financial scene, I think you are well 
aware that Mexico is experiencing a very severe economic challenge or 
crisis and we were able to act with them last year to help them hurdle 
the initial steps of this thing. In a package we helped develop with 
them, we made an advance payment, you may recall, of one billion dollars 
for oil that they will then put into the petroleum reserve. We granted 
CCC credits, that is commodity credit guarantees, of $1.7 billion and, 
in cooperation with other central banks. we were able to arrange a 
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$1.85 billion dollar short-term loan to Mexico. We have also helped in 
swap arrangements with Mexico to meet its short-term commitments and, of 
course, we have encouraged the private banks who hold a larger share of 
their $80 billion dollar debt to renegotiate the loans that they have. 


Q Was that $80 billion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly $80 billion. It 
is a moving target, but that is the figure. President de la Madrid has 
instituted several major programs to deal with this economic crisis. 

They have agreed to reduce their public sector deficit which is always a 
problem, especially a problem in lesser developing countries from 16 
percent tc eight and a half percent in ‘83 and with further reductions in 
*84 and ‘85. 


Q What was that second phase? Sixteen through--- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From 16 to eight and 
a half percent of GNP during '83 with further reductions anticipated in 
‘84 and '85. The Mexican government, as you know, has taken on a more 
realistic exchange rate, has drastically reduced imports which, of course, 
affects us adversely because they are our third largest trading partner 
and we are their largest trading partner. 


Also, the IMF in May reported that Mexico was in compliance 
with their targets and that was good news not only for the Mexicans, but 
for us and everybody else that has an interest in their financial health. 


These developrents over the past year, the austerity 
measures necessary to be taken in Mexico, the reduction of imports, the 
changes in currency rates have sent shock waves through the United States 
and especially those communities that deal along the border. I think what 
it did was really bring home to us exactly not only the complexity, but 
the intensity of the intertwining of the two economies 
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backwards and forwards, not only imports from Mexico, but obviouslv 
our rather large exports to Mexico. 


The meeting,we expect the Presidents to talk about 
: looking into the future, how do they see their relationship developing 
over the years to come? 


They will obviously review the economic situation in 
both countries. As you well know from previous briefings, economic 
recovery in the United States is considered to be one of the engines 
of recovery for the rest of the world and, obviously, how our 

economy does affects the Mexicans. How their economy does obviously 
affects many U.S. businesses that do business in Mexico, either in 
Mexico or that export goods to Mexico. 


They would like to, I'm sure, concentrate, and we 
will, on trade and financial matters. They want to maintain their 
markets in the U.S. and, at the same time, they're having to do 
some belt tightening which leads to imports, so we get into the 
age-old problem of fiscal responsibility, which means sometimes 
a reduction in imports and, by the same token, a necessity to 
generate hard, foreign currency that comes about by exports. So 
it's the old balance between the two, and I'm sure that it's something 
that they want to discuss. 


On specifics, obviously border matters, not only in 
economic and trade, are of interest to the two countries. There 
is in this country a concern and one that the Mexicans are 
addressing, and we will be discussing it with them, on environmental 
matters -- mainly at this point air pollution, as opposed to water 
pollution, and also, of course, sewage spills that affect people 
on both sides of the border. 


Central America, of course, I think will be a subject 
to be discussed. As you know, the President has publicly on several 
occasions supported the Contadora process of which we consider 
Mexico to be a leader. And I'm sure that that subject will come 
up for discussion. We've had good discussions with the Mexicans 
on this subject. Secretary Shultz had a long discussion with them 
in April. Dick Stone has been there a couple of times since then, 
and I think they'll pick up where, the Presidents will pick up 
where those talks let off. 


The program calls for the President to arrive in 
La Paz from El Paso shortly after 9:00 a.m. next Sunday. The 
President then goes to the government palace, their statehouse, 
and following an arrival ceremony, there will be discussions between 
the Presidents and their advisors. They anticipate that these 
discussions will take little more than two hours. There will be 
one-on-one followed by a couple of expanded meetings as they go. 


Following that, the Presidents go to a nearby 
legislative assembly building. I'm told that's the only place in 
which they can accommodate the size of the press envisioning 
traveling with it. And they will make individual statements to the 
press. A joint statement will be released at that time. And then 
the Secretary of State and Foreign Secretary Sepulveda will remain 
behind to take questions. 


There will be a luncheon following that at which 
both Presidents are expected to make more than a toast, but about 
a 15-minute speech each. The speeches I think you can expect to 
be focused on the nature of our bilateral relations in the years 
ahead. The President then leaves directly for the airport. 


I'm told that, following your questions here, that you 
will be passed out a booklet of this nature that I don't think covers 
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what I have covered, but you're more familiar with these, those of 
you that travel. It's got a map to show you where it is, among 
other things -- some background information and material. 


At this stage, I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you envision that the joint statement is 
going to have any material in it relating to Central America, or 
will that be just on trade and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would envision 
that the joint statement will focus on the bilateral aspects. 


Q Can we have it now? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it's been written 
I haven't seen it. 


Q Well, how about immigration? Is that not a 
subject, too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it's 
a subject that it's possible the Mexicans may raise. As you may 
know, there is not a totally clear understanding of what Simpson-Mazzoli 
attempts to do in Mexico and I'm sure that if the subject is 
raised, the President will continue the talks that we have had at 
lesser lower levels with the Mexican Government, trying to explain 
to them exactly what is in Simpson-Mazzoli and that we think, in the 
long run, it's in their best interests. 
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are we going to offer them new financial aid in any 


im at this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think 

; a subject for discussion at that t ° Obviously, there is on-going 
t all kinds of things including commerci 
rt of grain and the rest of it, but I don't think that 


s a subject on the agenda. 


Will they 
nited States than they are taking now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In my discussions with 
-he Mexicans, I don't think the subject of free food has come up- is 
rot something that is high on their agenda. Obviously, a 
say for with credit facilities other grains and the rest of it, but, in 
3iscussions 1 have with the Mexican officials on this subject, the 


subject of free food has never come UP- t 
th 


agree to take a lot more food free from the 


You mean, the commodities that they are sending t° 


now, they are agreeing to pay for them on credit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, what I attempted to-~~ 
in the past, we facilitated through the commercial credit facility their 


puying $1.7 million dollars worth © ood what we do is extend 
loans for that aspect- They repay the loans. It is the same thing we 


do all over the world. 


You mean all of this food that Block is now sending 


them is going on credit? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Simple commercial credit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is like we do with 
most other countries in the world. We sell it. We facilitate a loan to 


pay for it; they P@Y us back. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is 4 guarar.teed loan. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is 4 guarantee loan. 


Your government steps in in a guarantee position. 
Q will that be stepped uP in quantities? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that 
question. I don't know. 


Q They seem to be importing so much from Japan. The 
r elevators, et cetera. They are cutting back from 


united States imports. Will that be brought up? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL Yes, 1 think it would. 1 


ou a profile of what the cut-down on their imports are, but 
hat it is probably across-the-board, if it follows most 


Japanese build thei 


can't give Y 
I would think t 
other patterns of imports. 


Q I hope this is not 4 dumb question. why La Paz? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is 4 good question. 


Q Thank you, sir. What is the answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The best answer I can give 
» is this: When I got here three weeks 49°, they had already decided 


on La Paz- so, I didn't have to agonize over where to go. 


was there not 4 problem early on in trying to find 4 


place that was mutually acceptable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct 
that obviously is mutually acceptable. 


Q That was before the VFW speech. 


and I think 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You guys are way over my 
head. I don't understand the intricacies of these things. 


Q Why La Paz? 

Q Can we coach you on it? 

(Laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You heard the groundrules. 


Q I have another dumb question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't stand many more of 
those dumb questions. 


' Q No, seriously, give us some details on the pollution 
problems. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. There are two aspects. 
One is an environmental aspect and the other is a sewerage aspect. The 
sewerage aspect is that some of the sewerage that flows inthe rivers and 
also then off cf the west coast goes out into the ocean, but it doesn't go 
out in the ocean f2r enough and it creates a problem. It is a delicate 
subject. 


Certainly, one questions whether it should be discussed at 
Presidential levels. Nevertheless, there is a problem with it. What we 
are attempting to do is as follows: Work with the Mexicans to figure out 
exactly what is needed to solve the problem. 


Now, there is no mystery of how you solve the problem of 
raw sewerage. It is a question of the proper design and/or monies behind 
it and we are urging them to take care of the problem which is creating a 
problem for us. It ends up being our problem. So, we are motivated to urge 
them to solve their problem. 


Q Where does it begin? In Mexico? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of it begins in 
Mexico, yes. 


Q And what about pollution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You guys are cracking me 
up. Be serious, will you? The pollution problem is an air pollution 
problem to a certain degree and that is it has to do with air emissions 
in Mexico that, due to wind currents, can cause the air emissions to come 
across to the United States. 


Q Does the smog of Los Angeles drift down there and do 
the same thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You are way over my head on 
atmospherics, but I will try to get you some more information on it. 


Q How would you characterize U.S.-Mexican relations now 
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in terms of what's going on in Central America? In the past, 
there has been some friction. Mexico has long supported 
negotiations. They've been critical of Reagan administration 
policies in Central America. Where are we now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that where 
we are is that we appear to be narrowing our differences on it. 
I think the fact that the President publicly support the process 
of the Contadora has helped in their efforts. I think the 
fact that we agree with them, it has to be a regional problem -- 
Once we both agreed on that, that was the process that they're 
following, then, is more in tandem with that which we believe. 


And I would say that the differences are narrowing 
on it. Obviously, the Contadora group must act as it sees fit. 
It is an independent effort that, we feel, has a good chance for 
success. 


Q Have they expressed themselves on the question 
of the exercises that we're conducting in the Caribbean -- 
in Honduras and also off the coast of Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not seen 
anything in public. They have -- We have discussed the subject 
with them through normal diplomatic channels. 


Q Are they concerned about it? Have they 
expressed reservations about our policy in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL¢ I think you'll 
have to ask the Mexican government what their position was 
on that. I think it's difficult for me to characterize that for 
them. 


Yes? 


Q You said earlier that Central America was a subject 
to be discussed. You also said there was going to be no reference 
in the communique. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't say that. 
I said I thought that the -- I'm sorry -- I thought what I said 
was the communique would focus on the bilaterals. 


Q Well, let me ask you, "a subject to be discussed" 
is really a subject number one in this country. It may be a subject 
number one in much of Mexico and Central America. So, isn't it a bit 
bigger than just "a subject"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. 
It is a subject, obviously, that is of great importance here, and 
it's probably one -- I don't read the Mexican press -- but probably 
one that has quite a bit of import there. But you have to remember 
that between two Presidents that have a responsibility for 
a bilateral relationship, especially in a time when they're 
facing an economic challenge, you just can't dominate with 
one subject. 


There are many areas of economic and trade aspects 
that are important to Mexico, short range and long range, in 
which you take the opportunity of the Presidents together to 
talk about. I didn't mean to say it was a by the way, but -- 


Q But is it the case that because Mexico 
has such deep economic problems that for the time being they're 
just as happy to put the focus on the economic problems and 
on bilateral relations rather than on the major regional issue? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I-have never known’ . 
the Mexicans, as well as others, to be shy to discuss the subject. 


Q A number of U.S. statements on the subject 
of Central America tend to at times -- I don't want to understate 
this -- will see the Sandinistas as a threat to other democratic 
governments in the region should El Salvador fall. Do the 
Mexicans see the Sandinistas as a threat to their democratic 
government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'll have 
to ask the Mexicans that question. 


Q Sir -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


-- on immigration, if they pass the bill as 
amended in the House and to provide for so many temporaries 
to come to work on our farms and ranches, does Mexico mind 
if we bring in about half of their unemployed? That's what 
some of the observers think will be the result with the 
passing of that amendment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've got me 
at a disadvantage. I don't know what the size of their 
unemployment is. And half of them, I would say, that that's 
a rather dramatic number. 


Q Well -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- but does Mexico mind if large, large numbers 
of their unemployed come in here to work temporarily and maybe 
just happen to stay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- I don't 
want to try to speak for the Mexican government, but I think 
it's -- part of the conventional wisdom that Mexico has always 
viewed the ability of Mexicans to go over the border in the 
United States as a kind of a safety valve for their unemployment. 
And I see no reason why they've changed. 


Yes, sir? 


Q In discussing Central America, can we expect 
that President Reagan will be put emphasis on his concern 
about the refugee aspect of the -- the "feed people" fear that he's 
pointed to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
it would be fair to characterize that he would put emphasis on 
any one aspect of it other than discuss all of the elements. 


Yes, ma'am? 


Q Could you be more specific on the trade matters 
that you think the Mexicans are going to emphasize? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. We've had 
ongoing talks with them now through a commission that was 
established in '81. There's also the bi-national commission 
but the areas obviously to come up for discussion will be the 
prospective treatment by the United States Congress of the 
graduated system of preferences, which many of you know expires 
in January of 1985. That is something that is of great interest 
to the Mexicans. . 
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An area that is of great interest to us is the matter of 
subsidies on Mexican exports to the United States and the possibility that 
they provide an injury to U.S. companies. The fact that Mexico does not 
belong to the GATT is probably a subject that we'll discuss, because we 
feel that the GATT is a built-in mechanism to address these questions 
of subsidies, and so on. 


Is that specific enough for you? 

Q Is there going to be discussion on tuna? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Is there going to be discussion on the tuna problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible that it 
might come up. 


Q Are they going to discuss sewage? (Laughter.) 

Q Is that part of the sewage? (Laughter.) 

Q What's the problem? 

Q It's knocking off all the fish. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One at a time, please. 


I'm just a country boy. The problem--I think that the tuna is long 
on its way towards being resolved, but I don't think it is totally 


put to bed. 

Q What about shrimp? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's possible that shrimp 
May come up too. (Laughter.) 

Hold the phone, please. 

Q There have been some suggestions in the Mexican press, 
out of some Mexican political -- that the United States have been 


providing certain amount of aid in support of the PAN party in Mexico. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What party? 
Q The PAN, the national action party. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I am hard 
of hearing, it is too many years in a jet airplane. 


Q Do you expect that to be discussed, will you expect 
to give any assurances to the Mexican government that the United States 
does not support the separatist movement in Sonora led by ‘the PAN, 
for instance, and so on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that your state- 
ment is correct. It is not the mission of the United States government 
to do that. 


Q Where have the differences narrowed with Mexico on 
the Central American issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think where they have 
narrowed is that it seems there is more support now, even with the 
recognition on the part of Nicaragua, that there has to be a regional 
approach to it. I think we were pleased to see in the Cancun declaration 
the metion of democratization--although it wasn't one of the ten 
points, it was certainly discussed in the preamble--tnat we think is 
a very healthy step forward. 


Q The President continues to believe that the OAS is 
a better forum, and his support of Contadora has been very late and 
very lukewarm. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't characterize 
it that way. 
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Q I would. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. (Laughter. ) 


Q Is there going to be any more movement in narrowing 
these differences in this summit on Sunday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is there going to be any 
more movement --? 


Q Toward narrowing these differences--do you see movement, 
or expect any movement, Sunday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that is 
certainly something that we'd look forward too. As to whether there is 
progress on it or not, I wouldn't want to predict. But, I think certainly 
that is the object of the exercise. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Yes, another dumb question. Is there anything that 
Reagan particularly wants to discuss at this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the subjects 
that I have told you about; the economic and trade-- 


Q What's he putting on-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those I think that you can 
characterize as of importance to us. 


Q Will they bring up the water? 


Q Is there any message that United States would like 
Mexico to carry to those with whom it has communication in Latin American-- 
in Central America? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think outside of 
the process that Mexico is one of four Contadora countries, and any 
message would be to Mexico and the other Contadora countries, which 
also Ambassador Stone and through all the diplomatic channels, but there is 
no message for Mexico to be a conduit to. 


’ Q Will there be any water--discussions of water rights-- 
and salinity of the water because the Mexicans are all upset about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if that's 
going to come up or not. It's not on our agenda. Yes, sir? 


Q Where-- This will probably retire as the dumb 
question. What is your reason for having this meeting at this time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, there 
is a history of frequent meetings between the Presidents of the United 
States and the President of Mexico going back to the beginning of the 
century. They had met earlier when President de la Madrid was 
President-elect and the timing seemed to be right for them to meet again. 


Q Well, who initiated this meeting? 


,; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that 
question. I'll try to get you an answer for it. 


 @ Is the President going to release the White House 
Border Working Group Report at El Paso and will he have anything in 
there good enough to discuss with the President of Mexico? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the answer 
to your first question. I'll try to get it for you. 
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Q Are they going to be discussing the possibility of 
increased sales of Mexican oil and gas to the U.S.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the possibility 
of any increase in oil to the United States is an agenda item that could 
come up from either side. 


Q Excuse me, Miss Thomas’ question about whether Contadora 
or the OAS is a better forum is a valid one. The President has said many 
times that he thought the OAS was a better forum. So, how would you 
describe his support for the Contadora process which is ad hoc at best. Go 
to it, boys, and give it your best shot. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is a valid 
question. I would agree. I think there are two elements that you have 
to keep in mind. The people that stepped forward was the Contadora group. 
I don't see the OAS beating down the doors trying to get into the act. I 
think that is a practical reality of life. 


As the Contadora seems to have the ability to talk with not 
only the core four, but with Nicaragua and are moving forward and so 
therefore I think that they are a very valid vehicle to try to achieve a 
peaceful solution and I think the President looks at it that way. 


Q The OAS could be reconvened in five minutes. There is 
an open foreign minister--- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that, but I 
am saying that I don't see any enthusiasm on the part of the OAS to 
address the subject. 


Q Why don't we move? We are in it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we are, but it takes 
seventeen votes. It is no use dragging somebody reluctantly into a 
negotiating process if they don't want to come in when you already have a 
group out there working on the subject. 


Q Are you saying the OAS is reluctant to come into the 
picture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. What I am saying is 
I see an absence of signs of them beating down the doors to get into the 
process. 


Q Why does the President think it is a better forum? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
President's public statements speak for himself. In the last two or 
three speeches which he has made, he has applauded the Contadora and 
supported the Contadora effort. I think the President's statements stand 
on their own. 


Q What kind of progress are you looking for on the 
Central American question? Are you seeking any movement at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think that what you 
see in all of these negotiation processes is a step at a time and, aside 
from the Contadora aspect, as you know, Dick Stone's visit I think 
resulted in some positive steps. Hopefully, the meeting between the 
government of El Salvador and the guerrillas would be another logical 
step that everybody is looking for. So, on all the variety of fronts, I 
think that would be a logical step to look for soon. 


Q What are they going to do about strengthening the 
drive against narcotics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the program with 
regards to Mexico and narcotics has been very successful. I am trying to 
quote off the top of my head from a briefing the Attorney General gave the 
President the other day, but there has been a dramatic decrease in both 
coke and marijuana from Mexico into the United States, but I don't have the 
specific .figures. I think for narcotics the program in Mexico is working 
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very well. 


Q Did we understand you to gay that you expect very soon 
for a meeting between--- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am hopeful that soon there 
will be a meeting between the two. I am not being coy with you. I don't 
know of a date that it is set or anything of that nature. 


Q You are hopeful that there will be a meeting soon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think that is a 
logical and fruitful step in this peaceful process. 


Q Between the government and the Salvadorian guerrillas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:35 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 31, 1983, 2:05 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I want to begin this press conference by 
talking first about the situation in Lebanon, a land that has 
known too much bloodshed and violence for too long. 





As we all know, there has been widespread fighting recently 
throughout Beirut and its suburbs. At present, we're advised 
by the Lebanese central authorities that effective measures 
are being taken to restore order. We all pray that they will 


be successful. 


An historic problem in Lebanon has been to find a formula for 
reconciling the various communal and confessional groups. 
President Gemayel has been working hard to do just that 
throughout his tenure in office. Today, with his Council of 
Ministers, he issued a call for key Lebanese leaders to join 
in a dialogue aimed at constituting a new national approach to 
reconciliation and unity. 


The Government of the United States firmly supports this 
effort, consistent as it is with President Reagan's firm 
policy of support for an independent Lebanon, free of all 
foreign forces with appropriate security arrangements for 
Israel's northern border. We intend to help President Gemayel 
in his new initiative in every way possible, through our own 
efforts and through cooperation with our partners in the 
Multinational Force -- France, Italy and Great Britain. 


-- We call upon the international community in general, and in 
particular on Syria, which has the largest army in Lebanon, to 
respect and support this process. 


-- We will continue to provide training and support for the 
Lebanese armed forces. 


-- We will continue our active diplomatic engagement through 
Ambassadors McFarlane and Fairbanks as we did earlier 
through Ambassadors Habib and Draper. 


-- And we will continue to maintain our support for the 
Multinational Force and for the United States Marine com- 
component of that force. Let no one doubt that if 
attacked, the Marines will take care of themselves with 


vigor. 


Our goals have been clearly stated on many occasions. We will 
continue to work energetically to achieve those goals. 
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The recent outbreak of fighting in recent days in Lebanon has 
been tragic. It must be brought to an end. That will not be 
easy. We must recognize that fact, but we must also recognize 
the importance to the world as a whole of a secure and peace- 
ful Lebanon. Determination, patience and strength of will are 
required in the weeks and months ahead. 


The problems of Lebanon, important in their own right, are at 
the same time a part of the greater question of peace for all 
the Middle East. President Reagan addressed himself to that 
broader issue a year ago on September l. 


The principle behind the President's initiative -- balancing 
the key requirements of security for Israel and the legitimate 
rights and aspirations of the Palestinian people -- is as 


valid today and in the future as it was a year ago. 


The President's initiative was and remains a major and 
creative contribution to the peace process and a workable 
basis for negotiation. Any party who truly seeks a just, 
secure and comprehensive solution to the conflict must turn in 
the direction of the President's initiative, based as it is on 
the Camp David Accords and Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338. Any serious effort at negotiations in the days 
ahead must return to these fundamentals. 


The United States has worked tirelessly for peace in the 

Middle Fast for many, many years. President Reagan had no 
illusions a year ago, nor have we any now. The job is long and 
difficult, and requires patience and determination. 


The United States is involved in Lebanon because our effort is 
indispensible to freedom, peace, justice and stability. We 
are involved in the wider problem of the Middle Fast for the 
Same reasons. We intend to continue our efforts with patience 
and with vigor. 


Now, if there are any questions? 


JIM ANDERSON: Mr. Secretary, in light of the concerted fighting 
that has taken place in the last twenty-four hours or so, will 
the Administration go to Congress, to report to Congress on 

the new combat situation there? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President, of course, notified Congress 





as a matter of common sense and as a matter of conformity with 
the War Powers Act when the Multinational Force, when the 
Marines were introduced, I guess about eleven months ago. The 
Congress has been periodically kept up-to-date through testi- 
mony and other means in the meantime. Most recently 

yesterday the President, again, posted Congress formally on 
the situation there. We will continue to consult with the 
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Congress and keep them abreast of the situation, both in 
terms of formal statements and the innumerable telephone con- 


versations that have been held. 


QUESTION: Will that be within the framework of the War Powers 
Act or simply because you are seeking political support? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, that is within the framework of the 
War Powers Act when forces are sent equipped for combat. It 
is required to have a report, and the President has so 


reported. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, pledging support for Lebanon's -- 
for the Gemayel Government's attempt to restore independence 
to Lebanon, are we considering increasing the size of the 
Marine contribution and its role? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have no plan under considera.ion at the 
moment to change the size, the role, or the mission of the 
Multinational Force or the Marine component of it. We have 
said on a number of occasions that when the process of 
withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon really gets under- 
way, questions can be raised about what changes in the role 
the Multinational Force might undertake, but we don't have 
that process underway right now, as we all know. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what do you say to those people, 
mostly from the Hill, who claim that it is time for the War 
Powers Act to be invoked because the Marines are, in fact, 
involved in a combat zone? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The War Powers Act is being complied with, 

and the President has reported under the War Powers Act for- 
mally, both, as I said, at the time of the original introduc- 
tion of the Marines and as recently as yesterday with a formal 
Statement to the Speaker and the President pro tem of the Senate. 








QUESTION: Do you believe that the Marines are now involved in 
a combat situation or a combat area? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is always a question about the 





Situation that you go into when you're equipped for combat. 
When they went in in the first place, of course, Lebanon had 
the violence of the murder of Bashir Gemayle, as you remember. 
The Multinational Force was reintroduced and it helped to 
bring about stability. It was a situation in which there was 
a fair amount of violence. 
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We have been there for some 11 months, and with the exception 
of the tragic deaths that we are particularly aware of right 
now, the Marine force has made a very constructive contribu- 
tion, and is very much welcomed, I can tell you, by the people 
in Lebanon and in that vicinity. 


In the last three or four days, there has been a renewed 
outbreak of violence, and it's kind of generalized. All of 
the Multinational Force areas have been hit, but so have prac- 
tically all other areas. The question now is whether the 
efforts being made to control and end that violence will 
succeed. As I said in my statement, the authorities of 

the central Government of Lebanon are working at that, and 
they are confident that their forces are positioned properly. 
Our advice and our own independent observation are that they 
are moving in the right direction. 





So assuming this subsides, then I think we're back in the 
Situation we were in before. But we are watching it every 
day, and I will go from this press conference to a meeting 
with the Vice President and others as we daily look at the 
situation and appraise it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you plan to play any personal 
role in mediation over Lebanon, and in particular, might you 
extend your trip to Spain to include the Middle East, or might 
you later this fall, have parties come here? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I feel as though I'm heavily involved 
because it seems to me that life is consumed by telephone 

calls, cables, and what-not. We're working very closely with 
Ambassadors McFarlane and Fairbanks. I had a lengthy 
conversation with them today. They are very competent 

people, they are doing an outstanding job, and they are handling 
the situation well. So I have no plan to extend the Madrid 

trip in any way. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, coming back to the War Powers Act, 
several members of Congress have said that b of the 
hostilities there, the Administration, or th ident, 
should invoke that other part of the Act, which | ou did not 
mention, Section 4(a)(1) which talks about “imminent 
hostilities." But as I understand it, those people as well as 
Dr. Kissinger, who has said this on television, feel that 
Congress now should be asked to vote for any prolonged stay of 
the Marines in Lebanon. 





Do you have any feelings either on why the Administration has 
chosen not to invoke that first part of Section 4? And 
secor.dly, what about just the idea of asking Congress to 
endorse the stay of the Marines? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: As I said, the President has reported 
properly under the War Powers Act. We think the situation 
remains one essentially of “equipped for combat." Obviously, 
there is a lot of violence in the vicinity. We hope, and we 
have some basis for that hope, that the violence will sub- 
side. So the provision under which the President has 
notified the Congress remains the appropriate and valid one. 





As I said, we review this all the time, and we'll watch 
the situation very carefully. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since American Marines are fighting 
and dying in a combat situation, why not call it what it is? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm quite ready to call it what it 

is, and have in my statement there. They are involved in a 
Situation where there is violence. It is a generalized pattern 
of violence. They are defending.themselves, as they must and 
should. We are reporting to the Congress, as we should, as 

I said, as a matter of common sense as well as a matter of 


law, und we are doing so. 





QUESTION: To follow, sir, is it your belief that the Marines 
have not been specifically targeted? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are conflicting statements. You get 
an intercept here or there about somebody saying to shoot at 

the Marines, and you also get many intercepts that say, "Oh, 

the Marines are there. Don't shoot at the Marines." 





I believe that there is no concerted effort to single out the 
Marines and target them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have made much of the 

President's notification when the Marines were first sent 
there, but at the time he said, and I quote, “There was no 
intention or expectation that United States forces would become 


involved in hostilities." 





Now, the situation is completely changed. Don't you feel 
Obligated to Congress, in light of the changed situation, to 
now present the thing in a more candid way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have presented the thing, to use your 





word, in a very "candid" way. There is no dearth of publicity 
about precisely what is going on. The President continues 

to report as we think is appropriate. It is candid, it is in 
accordance with the law, and it's in accordance with what com- 
mon sense tells you you do in a democracy; that is to consult 
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with the Congress and make your views known to the American 
people generally, and that is precisely what the President is 
doing. There is no information that isn't available as a 
general proposition. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since there seems to be this 
repeated call that the President report to the Congress, 
and since there are -- 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: He is reporting to the Congress. That's 
the thing that I keep trying to get across here. 





QUESTION: I think that there is a general feeling that 
no one would recommend that the Marines come home, that what 
the President would get would be a vote of confidence. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I feel myself that people do have con- 
fidence in our efforts and support our efforts in the Middle 
East very broadly. They are efforts very much on the high 
ground. We are there to help in the effort for peace, 
national reconciliation, and sovereignty of Lebanon. I don't 
have any doubt about that. 





The President is reporting as appropriate under the law, and 
all of the facts are available. I'm sure that we will hear 
from people about. their views, and we do all the time. 


QUESTION: If the President were more forthcoming and coopera- 
tive at this point, it seems (inaudible)-- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: He is forthcoming. There is no more forth- 
coming you can be, or cooperative you can be. 





- MORE - 
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QUESTION: It was predicted, however, by Senator Mathias this 
morning that he is generating a confrontation with the 
Congress because of this. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm sure everyone worries about this -- 
and certainly I do as Secretary of State and, for that 
matter, as a Marine -- whenever our forces are involved in a 
Situation where there is violence and where there is danger. 
Of course, we've had casualties, so we're all worried about 
that. Senator Mathias is, I'm sure. The President's very 
worried about it. 





The facts are all there for everybody to see, and we're 
working at this together. We're trying to explain what our 
policies are, what is being done, and some measure of success 
that is taking place right now, at least in the sense that 
there is an effort that has some possibility of prevailing, of 
containing this violence, and a renewed attempt at national 
reconciliation in Lebanon. I hope that that comes off. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you sufficiently satisfied with 
the progress that the Lebanese army has made under the 
American trainers there, that they can bring order to Beirut 
without increased danger to the Marines in the months to come? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: They have made great progress in our 
judgment. I have to rely, of course, on the judgment of mili- 
tary people, such as General Cooley, who has been over there 
and very active -- that's his judgment -- and from what we can 
see in the way they are handling themselves in the current, 
very difficult situation, where you have to remember they're 
dealing for the most part with people of their own population. 
It's a very difficult thing for any armed force to do. But 
our observation is that they're doing it well and in a 
sophisticated manner. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does Syria bear any responsibility 
today for the political instability or in the physical violence 
going on in Lebanon? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The political instability, I feel, would be 
much less and much easier to cope with if all foreign forces 
would withdraw from Lebanon. Israel has agreed to withdraw 
from Lebanon. I believe Syria should withdraw from Lebanon, 
as should the PLO, and give the Lebanese a chance to cope with 
their problems in their own way themselves. 





They have plenty of problems. To a certain extent you can 
say you don't need anybody to stir them up, because they're 
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there. But I think it would be a major contribution if that 
very large Syrian army were to get out of Lebanon. 


QUESTION: What about Syrian involvement in the fighting, sir? 
The second part of the question. Is there any evidence of 
Syrian involvement in the current fighting? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are varying reports on that. I 

don't want to try to make a definitive comment because I find 
the evidence something that is not absolutely clear cut. 

It is certainly the case that some firing has come from Syrian- 
controlled areas, and of course it is their responsibility as 
an occupying force to contain that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you have noted, it is a year 
Since President Reagan began his Operation Fresh Start for the 
Middle East. Some people think that is dead, others would 

say at least it's on the shelf, and I think it's obvious that 
you started out trying to negotiate peace in the Middle East, 
and you're now negotiating a few hilltops just outside of 
Beirut. 





To what do you attribute the failure of the Reagan plan thus 
far? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't consider it to be a failure, but 
certainly we don't have peace in the Middle East either. 
That's for sure. It's a long, tough struggle, as successive 
Presidents and Secretaries of State, let alone heads of state 
of countries in the area, can testify. 





It did seem as though last April we were very close to having 
a kind of Palestinian participation with King Hussein that 
would have reinvigorated the negotiating process. That failed 
at the last minute, but perhaps we can bring that back. At 
any rate, I think the propositions involved -- 242, 338, the 
Camp David Accords and the President's initiative -- are very 
much on people's minds. 


If you think about it at all, where else are you going to go, 
but to the ideas involved that are contained in those 
documents? 


QUESTION: Is there anything you would do differently in terms 
of getting more directly involved, having a special negotiator 
pressing harder? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had special negotiator, of course, 





and we worked at it very hard. We had numerous meetings here. 
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We had our negotiator, Phil Habib, there. Always you can look 
back and scratch your head about whether your timing could 
have been different, but I think on the whole our effort was a 
pretty good one. Others may have a different judgment, 

and I know that they feel free to say so. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the resignation of 
Prime Minister Begin will slow down or will it speed up a 
broader peace process, and how long do you want Israel to 
delay its partial redeployment from the Shuf? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any statement about the extent of delay of 
Israel's redeployment will have to come from Israel. I don't 
want to make any comment on that. The President did ask them 
to delay, and they did, so we're glad about that fact. It 
does give a little more time for this process that I spoke 
about to take place. 





Prime Minister Begin, in my own dealings with him, was a per- 
son of clearly strong mind and vigorous. He was a very 
gentlemanly and courteous person to deal with, and I wish him 
well. We will deal with the new Government of Israel when it 
appears. 


MR. HUGHES: Last question. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what role would you expect the 
United States to play in an effort to bring about political 
reconciliation in Lebanon? Would you see any special effort 
beyond what's already been made public by Mr. McFarlane? 





What can we do to try to settle things down politically, aside 
from sort of a verbal reinforcement of Mr. Gemayel's 
statement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I tried to spell out in my statement a 
number of things, including the diplomatic effort that we are 
undertaking, along with others, to rally the international 
community to support this effort. 





Beyond that, I think all of the different things that I 
listed, plus some that I didn't, namely, the potential eco- 
nomic support from Lebanon, must play a part. 


In the end it's my belief that something like national recon- 
Cciliation in a country is fundamentally something that the 
government of that country has to be primarily responsible for. 
We can help them and we will. But it has to be their pri- 
mary responsibility, and I think it's quite striking that 
President Gemayel has stepped up to that responsibility very 
strongly in his statement made today. 


The boss says I have to leave. 


QUESTION: ‘Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
ON 
DOWNING OF KOREAN COMMERCIAL AIRCRAFT 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1983, 10:45 A.M. 


MR. JOHN HUGHES: Good morning. The Secretary of State will 
have a statement on the shooting down of a Korean airliner and 
will take one or two questions before he has to leave. 
Assistant Secretary Burt and I will be back here at the mid- 
day briefing and will offer you any further information we 
have. 





The Secretary of State. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: At 1400 hours Greenwich Mean Time yester- 
day, a Korean Airlines Boeing 747 enroute from New York to 
Seoul, Korea, departed Anchorage, Alaska. 269 passengers and 
crew were on board, including Congressman Lawrence P. 
MacDonald. 





At approximately 1600 hours Greenwich Mean Time, the aircraft 
came to the attention of Soviet radar. It was tracked 
constantiy by the Soviets from that time. 


The aircraft strayed into Soviet airspace over the Kamchatka 
Peninsula and over the Sea of Okhotsk, and over the Sakhalin 
Islands. The Soviets tracked the commercial airliner for some 
two and one-half hours. 


A Soviet pilot reported visual contact with the aircraft at 
1812 hours. The Soviet plane was, we know, in constant con- 
tact with its ground control. 


At 1821 hours the Korean aircraft was reported by the Soviet 
pilot at 10,000 meters. At 1826 hours the Soviet pilot 
reported that he fired a missile and the target was destroyed. 


At 1830 hours the Korean aircraft was reported by radar at 
5,000 meters. At 1838 hours the Korean plane disappeared from 
the radar screen. 


We know that at least eight Soviet fighters reacted at one 
time or another to the airliner. The pilot who shot the 
aircraft down reported after the attack that he had in fact 
fired a missile, that he had destroyed the target, and that he 
was breaking away. 
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About an hour later Soviet controllers ordered a number of 
their search aircraft to conduct search and rescue activity in 
the vicinity of the last position of the Korean airliner 
reflected by Soviet tracking. One of these aircraft reported 
finding kerosene on the surface of the seas in that area. 


During Wednesday night, United States State Department 
officials, particularly Assistant Secretary Burt, were in con- 
tact with Soviet officials, seeking information concerning the 
airliner's fate. The Soviets offered no information. 


As soon as U.S. sources had confirmed the shooting down of the 
aircraft, the U.S. on its own behalf and on behalf of the 
Republic of Korea, called in the Soviet Charge' d'Affaires in 
Washington this morning to express our grave concern over the 
shooting down of an unarmed civilian plane carrying 

passengers of a number of nationalities. We also urgently 
demanded an explanation from the Soviet Union. 


The United States reacts with revulsion to this attack. Loss 
of life appears to be heavy. We can see no excuse whatsoever 
for this appalling act. 


-- MORE -- 














PR #327 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, will this make any difference in the 
way the United States deals with the Soviet Union? For 
example, your meeting with Foreign Minister Gromyko? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I certainly will want to meet with Foreign 
Minister Gromyko and hear what he has to say about this. Of 
course, we expect to hear from the Soviet Union long before 
that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was the United States in touch with 
Moscow at all on the Hot Line or any Presidential contact in 
this case? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. This information that we have has come 
into our hands after the shooting down of this plane. 





QUESTION: Have you spoken to the President about this matter, 
and what does he say? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I haven't spoken to the President as yet -- 





OUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us, was there any 
warning given by the Soviets? 





SFCRETARY SHULTZ: -- but I should say the President is fully 
informed, and I've talked with the West Coast, and the 
President knows all about this and has been kept fully 
informed. I haven't personally spoken to him. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you tell us, did the Soviet 
Union give any warning to this aircraft and request it to land 
or try to force it down before it shot it down? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have no evidence of that. There was 
apparently no ability to communicate between the two aircraft; 
but as the statement says, the Soviet plane that shot the com- 
mercial airliner down moved itself into position where it had 
visual contact with the aircraft, so that with the eye you 
could inspect the aircraft and see what it was you were 
looking at. 





OUFSTION: Do we know whether the Soviets sought to force the 
KAL plane down without using missiles? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have no information about that. And as 





I said, as far as we can see there was no communication bet- 
ween the two aircraft except that they did track this aircraft 
for two and a half hours; at least eight fighters at one time 
Or another were around in the vicinity, and the aircraft that 
shot the plane down was close enough for visual inspection of 
the aircraft. 
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QUESTION: Were they aware, sir, of any particular kind of 
Soviet military exercises or maneuvers or super-sophisticated 
radar that might have been in the area and that they had 
warned everybody to stay away from it? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 





QUESTION: Is there any explanation that you could offer for 
this? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have no explanation to offer. We can 
see no explanation whatever for shooting down an unarmed com- 
merical airliner, no matter whether it's in your airspace or 
not. 





QUESTION: Are you suggesting that the decision to shoot this 
plane down was made at a fairly high level since they were 
tracking it a long time? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm relating the facts as we have them at 
this point, and I can't go heyond the facts that I have here. 
I'm not going to speculate about it. I'm trying to put for- 
ward the facts as we know them and to tell you the United 
States Government's attitude and my own attitude toward the 
shooting down of an unarmed commercial airliner. 





QUESTION: My question was going to be, sir, if you had any 
sense as to whether there could be any political motivation 
for this beyond what you know already? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't imagine any political motivation 
for shooting down an unarmed airliner. 





(The press briefing concluded at 10:48 A.M.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL PRESS BRIEFING 
ON THE 
SHOOTING DOWN OF A KOREAN AIRLINER 
BY THE SOVIET UNION 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1983, 5:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Sorry about being late. I have a 
statement on the Soviet response to our demand earlier 
today for an explanation of the shooting down of the Korean 
aircraft. 


The Soviet Foreign Minister has sent a message to 
Secretary Shultz in reply to our demand of earlier today for 
an explanation of the shooting down of a Korean Airlines 747 
by Soviet aircraft. The message, which was delivered by the 
Soviet Embassy here to the Department of State, is an almost 
verbatim repetition of the TASS item issued from Moscow 


today. 


That TASS message reads as follows: "An uniden- 
tified plane entered the air space of the Soviet Union over 
the Kamchatka Peninsula from the direction of the Pacific 
Ocean, and then for the second time violated the airspace of 
the U.S.S.R. over Sakhalin Island on the night from August 
31 to September 1. The plane did not have navigation 
lights, did not respond to queries, and did not enter 
into contact with the dispatcher service." 


I continue quoting from the TASS item from Moscow 
this morning. "Fighters of the Soviet Antiaircraft Defense, 
which were sent aloft toward the intruder plane, tried to 
give it assistance in directing it to the nearest airfield, 
but the intruder plane did not react to the signals and warn- 
ings from the Soviet fighters and continued its flight in 
the direction of the Sea of Japan." 


That's the end of the quote of the TASS story from 
Moscow this morning which was included almost verbatim in 
the Soviet response to our demand. 


In addition, Mr. Gromyko's message includes a state- 
ment that in connection with the U.S. request, the Soviets 
have taken measures to search for the aircraft and indicates 
that as a result of the search signs of a possible crash 
have been found in the area of Morenon Island. This is not 
in the note, but the fact of the matter is that Morenon 
Island is in the Sea of Japan inside of Soviet territorial 


waters. 























The search, according to the Soviet message, con- 
tinues in the area. 


The Soviet Charge' has been informed that the 
United States Government finds this reply totally inade- 
quate, and the United States reiterates its demand for a 
Satisfactory explanation. 


That's all I have for you. 


@) Does the Gromyko message or did the Charge' 
somehow intimate that the Soviets had in fact shot the plane 
down? The TASS story makes no mention of that. 


A That's correct. 


9) So they simply do not explain how it is that 
the plane went down? 


“4 That is correct. And that is why we consider 
this "explanation" totally unsatisfactory. 


0 Anything, John, in connection with the search, 
about survivors? 


A No. We have no knowledge of any survivors, 
and they make no mention of survivors. 


0 Apparently Larry Speakes said that the Korean 
pilot radioed his position after he was hit. Do you have 
any indication of that, and does that indicate that in fact 
he was near this island in the Sea of Japan? 


7 No. I don't. I'm not contradicting Larry 
Speakes, but I don't have anything on that. 


0 There were indications earlier that the plane 
may have had radio trouble shortly after it left Alaska. 
There are some garbled communications with another Korean 
plane. Do you know anything about that? 


ny No. Don't have anything beyond what -- 


0 What's next here? We've got an inadequate 
reply. We say we want more. Do we expect the Soviets to 
tell us some more, and what happens if they don't? 


Ay I think these words speak for themselves. 
We're demanding a satisfactory explanation, we are con- 
sidering our options, and I think you should keep in touch 
with the White House. 














0 John, any reconsideration of Madrid? 
A No. 
9) Do you know whether any of the options that 


have been recommended by -- 


A No. Don't think I'll get into the options. 
As I say, I think you should remain in touch with the 


Western White House. 


@) -- some of the options recommended by members of 
Congress, such as stopping Soviet planes flying in here, 
Stop the grain deal, etc., etc. Has the Administration 
given any consideration to those possibilities? 


A I think a variety of options -- I'm not 
getting into them or confirming what they're discussing -- 
have been under consideration today and undoubtedly the 
President would make his decision on any options that he 


wishes to adopt. 


@) Do you think it's a matter for the United 
Nations? 


A Why don't we wait and see, Jim. There cer- 
tainly are international implications to this. 


Q What would you be waiting to see before you 
consider United Nations -- 


A Why don't you keep in touch with the Western 
White House. I think that any announcements might come out 
of there. 


0 The Japanese have revealed that there was in 
fact an order in their chronology of events, that the 
Soviets did order from the ground, Soviet Command, that the 
pilot fire. 


Can you confirm this here? 


A I think I would reiterate what Assistant 
Secretary Burt said earlier, and I think he has not per- 
sonally seen a line which says, "Fire your missile." But I 
think it is quite clear from the transcript that the attack 
was being coordinated over a period of time, and while there 
may not be a line in there which says, "Proceed with the 
attack," the pilot was making clear what actions he was 
taking, and at no time was there a command not to attack. 
So I think one has to assume -- 











8) The Japanese have that line, I believe. 


A They may have. I'm being as helpful as I can 
in telling you what we have. 


0 In one version put out by the Japanese of the 
transcript they talk about three missiles. As far as you 


are -= 


Not aware of that. 





a 
0 Only one. 
4 


As far as we're aware. 


e) Does the Inited States dispute the Soviet 
comment in its response that the plane had no lights and 
made no radio contact -- no navigation lights? Does 


the U.S. dispute that at all? And what implications, if 

any, do those observations have vis-a-vis the plane's going 
off course in the first place, its remaining off course for 
two and a half hours, and its failure to respond to efforts 


to warn it? 


A We weren't there, so it's hard to give you a 
view of whether those navigation lights were working or not, 
but we have no indication they were not. 


0 You have no indication that -- 


A And indeed the transcript does talk of the 
aircraft -- talks of a Soviet pilot making mention of the 
navigation lights of the plane. 


@) When we talked about options, I want to be 
clear that your answer to my question was not a generalized 
answer, that, yes, we consider options, thank you very much. 
I was asking specifically about the grain deal, I was asking 
specifically about Kennedy's recommendation that flights be 
cut of€. 


A There are a lot of people out there today, 
Marvin, offering various ideas and various options. They're 
coming from airline pilots and Congressmen and so forth and 
SO on, and obviously all options, I think, that are 
suggested would be given attention. 


That doesn't mean to say that those options are 
necessarily under consideration having been initiated in 
the State Department. 











Q Are U.S. allies involved in this discussion 
Of options? Are we -- 


A I think I'm going to stand where I am and not 
go any further on that. 


@) Are you expecting any response from -- I 
don't mean response -- are you expecting any action from the 
United States within the next 24 hours related to the 


shooting down of this plane? 


4 I think that you will see further activity on 
this front. Yes. 


0 Do you have a number of American casualties 
yet? 


A No. I do not. I'm afraid that's all I've 
got for you. Thank you. 


@) Is that it for today, John? 
A That's it. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:18 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S TRIP TO MADRID 


MR. HUGHES: Nice to see you all on a holiday 
Saturday morning. This is ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a 
Senior State Department Official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: This is not 
meant to be a briefing on the airliner business, although 
the airliner business will have an impact on the Madrid 
Conference. But it's really meant to be an overview of the 
Madrid meeting which will take place next week, to give you 
some idea of how we're approaching that and what some of the 
events will be and some of the issues are. 


First, just a little bit of background. We have 

been negotiating for two and a half years in Madrid with 34 
other nations, the nations that participated in the Con- 
ference on Security and Cooperation that signed the Helsinki 
Final Act. This is a follow-on meeting which, as I said, 
started two and a half years ago and has been working on 
what we are calling a concluding document which is meant to 
extend and improve on the Helsinki Final Act. 


As you know, nearly all of the issues have been 
resolved in negotiations by our chief negotiator, Max 
Kampelman. We think that the agreement which would be ini- 
tialed by the Foreign Ministers next week represents a 
substantial improvement over the Helsinki Final Act. 


In particular, as you know, we have placed 
special emphasis on human rights. I won't go into a 
great deal of detail here, but we can explain for those of 
you who are interested how we have improved in the text of 
this concluding document in several areas over the provi- 
sions of the Helsinki Final Act. 


That said, we recognize that this is a piece of 
paper, and that, as we have always said, in relations with 
the Soviet Union what is important are deeds, not just 
words; and a principal reason for continuing and conducting 
these negotiations, for concluding the negotiations, and 
having the Secretary of State participate in the concluding 
ceremony has been that we think it's important to hold the 
Soviet Union and its allies accountable for the agreements 
and for the commitments they make. 








We think that, like the Helsinki Final Act, the 
results of the Madrid Conference provide a standard or a 
yardstick, if you will, for human rights performance that 
allows us to hold or to measure Soviet performance by that 
standard. 


I don't have to tell you that we think that the 
Soviet performance in the human rights area has been 
miserable. In fact, it has worsened over the last year, and 
we will make that very clear and the Secretary of State will 
make that very clear in his public remarks as well as in his 
various meetings at the Madrid Conference, including most 
particularly his meeting with Gromyko. 


So, in sum, we think this is a useful agreement. 
We think the conference will be useful. But this should not 
be viewed, and we do not view the conference, as a major 
breakthrough in East-West relations. 


Let me say a few words about the conference 
itself. The conference will begin on Wednesday morning in 
Madrid. The Spanish Government as host has a schedule which 
calls for Foreign Ministers of all the 35 nations attending 
to make brief statements. 


There is a protocol to the order in which those 
Statements are made, and according to that protocol the 
Secretary of State will make his remarks on the third day, 
on the concluding day, of the session. I think that is 
September 9. 


Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko is scheduled to 
make his statement on the 7th. In addition to the state- 
ments, there will be ample time and opportunity for meeting, 
and we expect the Secretary of State informally to have con- 
tact with a number of different Foreign Ministers on the 
margins of the meeting to discuss various issues. 


It goes without saying that the Korean Airliner 
incident will be an issue very much on our mind, and we 
assume on the minds of allied Foreign Ministers, neutral 
Foreign Ministers, and others. 


We have scheduled some meetings. The Secretary of 
State plans to meet with the NATO Foreign Ministers as well 
as meet collectively with the neutral and nonaligned 
ministers. He has bilateral meetings scheduled with Foreign 
Minister Genscher, with the new Italian Foreign Minister 
Andreatti, and he will be having meetings with leaders of 








the host government, Spain, the Spanish Foreign Minister, 
the Spanish President, and he will be meeting with King Juan 
Carlos. 


Just a last word on the meeting with Soviet 
Foreign Minister Gromyko which will take place on September 
8. The airliner incident has had an impact on our planning 
and preparations for this meeting. The decision was taken 
by the Secretary of State in consultation with the 
President. It was discussed at the White House last night 
that the meeting should go ahead, but the agenda and the 
duration of the meeting will be influenced by the episode. 


The Secretary of State has said publicly that he 
intends to ask the Soviet Foreign Minister for an explana- 
tion of this incident and to insist that the Soviet Union 
come clean with the facts. 


So in addition to this question, or this issue on 
the agenda, there will be a few other problems that will be 
discussed. We like to maintain the confidentiality of these 
discussions, so I will not go into details about what other 
issues are on the agenda. 


With that, I will take your questions. 


Q Can you give us a better feel for what hap- 
pened to the Maltese business? Does this meeting get rid of 
everybody's obligations under CSCE for this phase, and, if 
so, how do you justify that in legal terms? And, finally, 
why is everybody so eager to do this now if that isn't 
going to work, when the Secretary is going to have a chance 
to see everybody in New York two or three weeks later? 


a First of all, I can't be too explicit about 
the Maltese question. We hope, Hank, that that problem will 
be resolved, and we are working in Madrid and in other capi- 
tals to resolve that problem. 


Obviously, it's not principally a U.S. problem. 
It's a problem that involves all the participants in the 
conference, and we are working with the other participants 
to resolve the problem. 


But it's too soon or too early for me now to talk 
in detail about the legalities of how this question will be 
worked out, but we hope that it will be worked out. 


On the question of the meeting itself, I think 
that in part a number of Foreign Ministers who are very busy 





men agreed earlier on to conclude the conference in early 
September. Decision were taken and schedules were drawn up, 
and I think it's just simply convenient for them. Despite the 
fact that there are some loose ends right now, it's con- 
venient for them to attend the meeting at this time. 


While you're right, there can be meetings, all 
kinds of bilateral meetings, at the General Assembly, it 
isn't clear really that there would be the opportunity for 
any of the Foreign Ministers to meet with as many Foreign 
Ministers as quickly and as efficiently as you can at the 
Madrid meeting. So the Secretary of State, for instance, 
it's not clear that he would have the opportunity to see 
that whole constellation of people as he will in Madrid. 


Q I wonder if you could elaborate on your 
remarks that the jet episode will change the duration and 
agenda of the meeting with Gromyko? Is it going to be a 
shorter meeting with a shorter agenda, a longer meeting with 
ae- 


A The former. It will be a shorter meeting 
with a shorter agenda. 


Q Does that mean explicitly that you originally 
planned to talk about things of a more cooperative nature? 
Now you're not? Is that -- 


a I think it's clear, Bernie, that the meeting 
-- that the airliner episode has cast a shadow over our 
Gialogue with the Soviets. Beyond that, I'm simply not 
going to go into details about what was planned and what 
wasn't planned. 


Q You don't mean that the Secretary will raise 
the airliner, and if Gromyko says, "I've got nothing more to 
Say about it," that that will be the end of the meeting? 

A You're asking me to speculate on it. 


Q No. I mean, I'm not asking you to speculate. 
When you make reference to the duration of the meeting -- 


a I answered the question. It will be a 
shorter agenda, logcially a shorter meeting. 


fe) Just for the record, could you tell what the 
rationale is for going ahead with the meeting rather than 
postponing it as a gesture of U.S. abhorence of the Soviet 
attack on the airliner? 





We have said that we have a feeling of 
revulsion about the Soviet action, but we have also said 
that the best way to communicate that feeling of revulsion 
is to explain our views firsthand at a senior level to the 
Soviet leadership, and the meeting with Gromyko will give 
the Secretary of State an opportunity to do just that. 


Q Is there any indication that the Soviets 
might back out of the meeting, seeing how its nature has 
changed? 


A I'm not aware of any gesture or any 
indication. 
Q Can you tell us if any other decisions of 


that kind were taken last night? 
A No. 


2) No, you can't tell me, or no, there weren't 
any taken? 


A No, I can't tell you. 


fe) But this wes a particular decision that was 
made to go ahead with it, and it was focused on in the 
discussions? 


a It was discussed last night, but I think, as 
you know, prior to that discussion the Secretary of State 
had expressed his views and had been in touch with the 
President on this. 


Q Did any of the allies want to call the 
meeting off? 


x I'm not aware of any effort by allied govern- 
ments to call off the meeting. 


Q Larry Speakes said last night that the agenda 
is going to include other Soviet violations on the inter- 
national scene. What will the agenda include? 


A I said that I did not want to go into detail 
about this meeting, so I think we'll just let Larry Speakes' 
words stand. 


Q Can you at least say whether arms control is 
Or is not on the agenda? 





A I don't want to go beyond what I said. 


e) When you talk about agendas, you don't mean 
that this is a mutually agreed agenda? 


A No. It is not, and that's a good point. We 
have points we want to make to the Soviet Union, and we 
asume that Foreign Minister Gromyko will have points he 
wants to make to us. It could very well be very different. 


Q There has been speculation for a long time 
about talking about a summit between Reagan and Andropov. 
Will that definitely not be mentioned? Will it probably be 
mentioned, but you're not preparing for a summit, or how 
does -- what is the status of that? 


A Your question assumes that a summit was immi- 
nent and we are actively working on it, and we have been 
meeting with the Soviet Union, having a bilateral dialogue 
with the Soviets, and our position on a summit has been and 
continues to be that we want a carefully prepared summit 
that will produce concrete results. 


Q It wouldn't even be a likely topic this soon? 


a I'm not going to comment on it, but I 
wouldn't push you in that direction. 


fe) Is it possible, since you're ON BACKGROUND, 
to give us a little bit of the framework of U.S.-Soviet 
relations as he meets Gromyko? 


oy I think that I would make a contrast -- and I 
don't mean this to be an invidious comparison -- but you 
will recall after the invasion of Afghanistan there were 
some statements by senior U.S. officials at the time that 
people were somewhat shockd and bewildered and surprised by 
that Soviet action which I think expressed the perspective 
that the previous Administration had a policy in place for 
the Soviet Union that was somehow inconsistent or had not 
taken in account the possibility of this kind of Soviet 
behavior. 


I think that offers a contrast with the current 
Administration. We have a policy framework in place which 
recognizes the Soviet propensity to use military force, and 
we have recognized from the outset that this was a brutal 
regime. We have recognized from the outset that the Soviet 
Union relies on military force for intimidation and to 
achieve other objectives. 








So this episode has not led to a fundamenal 
reappraisal of our policy towards the Soviets. Rather, it 
has tended to confirm our existing policy which was, as you 
know, based on the need for strength vis-a-vis the Soviets 
-- military strength, economic strength, and a recognition 
of the important values that we have that we do not share 
with the Soviets, and a recognition of realism that the 
Soviet Union does act in ways that challenge our interests; 
that they have violated agreements like the Helsinki Final 
Act and like the biological and toxin weapons convention. 


The President has been criticized for calling the 
Soviet Union liars, saying that they were evil. But, again, 
I would only say that I think we believe that this recent 
episode has confirmed that our fundamental policy approach 
is correct, and that fundamental policy approach will thus 
be sustained. 


Q What do you think of the chances that the 
Soviets will in any way come clean before this meeting, and, 
assuming they do, will that change things significantly at 
this point? 


A You're asking me to speculate. I would only 
Say that we would hope -- I don't know what the chances are, 
but we would hope that the Soviets would come clean as soon 
as possible. 


e) You left out one aspect of our policy. Are 
we still interested in agreements of mutual benefit? 


A We are interested in continuing to talk to 
the Soviet Union to make it very clear what our concerns 
are. We are interested in arms control agreements that pro- 
tect our national security and enhanced stability. I might 
point out that there is a tremendous contrast between the 
rhetoric of the Soviet Union depicting itself as a peace- 
loving country and the events of this week. 


There is no such contrast in the policy and 
actions of the Reagan Administration. We are a peace-loving 
country, and we will seek agreements that make peace more 
likely. 


Q Would one of the things we'd be discussing 
with the NATO and other allies in Madrid be a possibility of 
airline sanctions, or would we do that before that? 


a I think that we are consulting with our 
allies continuously on this subject -- when you say "this 








subject," I mean on the airliner episode. I don't want to 
get into specific details about what we're saying. 


Q Larry Speakes strongly hinted that some kind 
of sanctions and air travel against the Soviets would be one 
of the actions. Can you give us a little more about that? 


A No. We're getting off the Madrid meeting, 
and if you're pretty much satiated on the question of Madrid 


Q If the meeting went on, when would -- between 
the Secretary and Mr. Gromyko, what issues do you expect him 
to raise regarding the situation with Lebanon? 


A You should ask the Soviet Union about what 
Mr. Gromyko may raise. 


fe) No. Mr. Shultz, I mean. 


A I don't want to get into what we might or 
might not have to say to the Soviets. 


Q Do you come to this reunion by Foreign 
Ministers as a kind of pressure on Malta to accept the Final 
Acts of the conference? 


a No. We just hope, as I said before, that the 
conference will be concluded at the Foreign Ministers’ 
meeting. 


MR. HUGHES: Mr. Nokes wants to ask the last 
question. 


Q I didn't know it was the last. Thank you. 
The Madrid agreement is going to provide for certain follow- 
up meetings in various places at various times. Are we com- 
mitted to going ahead with those follow-up meetings? 


a We are, because those meetings are very much 
in our in interest. Most of those meetings concern human 
rights, and thus they provide vehicles for the United States 
and its allies to use to hold the Soviet Union accountable 
for its miserable performance in the human rights area. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:26 p.m.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
AMBASSADOR PAUL NITZE 


September 3, 1983 


The Briefing Room 
1:31 P.M. EDT 


MR. SPEAKES: As you know, Ambassador Nitze has just 
finished a meeting with the President and will report to you on that 
meeting. He has a statement which he will read. You have copies of 
it. He will take just a few questions after that and I will then be 
available under normal briefing rules when he finishes to answer any 
questions to see what you might have on your mind. So, Ambassador Nitze. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I've just beento see the President 
about the next round of the INF negotiations, which begin in Geneva on 
September 6. 


We are all deeply concerned about irresponsible Soviet 
action which led to the death of 269 persons including over 50 
Americans aboard the Korean Air jet liner. We must nevertheless continue 
our efforts to reduce the threat of nuclear conflict through negotiated, 
fair and verifiable agreements. 


I return to Geneva prepared to pursue constructive 
approaches to the issues which divide us. The President has assured 
me of his personal and strong support as we enter this crucial round 
of talks. We have no illusion that the going will be easy. We expect 
the Soviets to stress apparent movement in the public press, as they 
have already done. But we will be looking for substantive movement 
at the negotiating table, where it counts. If the Soviets are prepared 
to address the basic issues squarely and seriously, I have the flexibility 
for real progress. 


Remember that the United States first proposed complete 
elimination of the entire class of intermediate-range nuclear weapons 
to lower dramatically nuclear tensions. When the Soviets made clear 
their refusal seriously to address this, we offered a flexible 
approach to an interim solution at lower, equal levels. Again, they 
repeated their previous arguments in favor of a position that would 
essentially perpetuate the current imbalance in INF missiles. 


The time is at hand for the Soviets to move with us 
promptly to achieve an agreement restoring stability and nuclear balance 
in the INF realm. 


We will continue the process of the closest consultation 


with our NATO allies. I leave tomorrow to consult with Chancellor 
Kohl in Bonn on Monday and will then continue to Geneva later in the day. 


MORE 

















Q Isn't this incident, Mr. Ambassador, and the U. S. 
reaction to it bound to slow down the progress of negotiations 
in the arms talks? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: It certainly isn't going to help 
progress, but we still hope that we can maintain progress and arrive 
at a useful and worthwhile and verifiable agreement. 


Q Are you going back with more flexibility than 
you had and with any new proposals based on the Scowcroft Commission 
recommendations or anyone else? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, I think it's inappropriate for me 
to go into details of my negotiating position. In the past, I have never 
done that. You remember, we agreed to keep confidential the details -- 


Q Why can't you say whether you are going to make some 
more concessions? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I don't propose to say that. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, Yuri Andropov's statement about 
the destruction of those SS-20s that might be removed, has that 
changed anything in your view? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I think it was about six months ago 
that General Sherpov (sp?), one of their principal commentators, said 
they would be prepared to, I think, as I remember, he said they would 
be prepared to destroy a dozen, a little bit over a dozen SS-20s and 
that is essentially what Andropov is saying in his recent statement. 


I think the important point here is that the number they 
have assured us, they suggested that they might reduce is really 
significantly less than the difference between their current deployments 
and the 162 that they said they reduced, too. But the more important 
factor is that they have not suggested that they would give up 
production of SS-20s. It really is a meaningless thing to destroy a few old 
ones and continue to build new ones. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, might it not be, and that is 
following up on your earlier statement, might it not be that the 
world outrage at the Korean Airlines incident and the public relations 
of all of this might induce the Soviets to be a bit more forthcoming 
than they might otherwise be? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I hope that would be the case, but 
I wouldn't guarantee it. 


MORE 














-3- 
Q Doesn't it put some pressures on the Soviets? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I hope that they will look at it 
that way. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, in the past, weren't the Soviets 
hoping that the peace movement of Western Europe would, in effect, 
cause the government there not to deploy these U. S. missiles and 
now that the Soviets are looking so bad, has the situation changed 
some and may the Soviets now have to be more serious about 
negotiations? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: Well, it will take greater cooperation 
on their side in order to get a deal, and I hope we will find that 
greater cooperation. Thank you very much. 


Q Are you going to bring up the plane subject with 
the Soviets in Geneva? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I will mention it. 
Q Mr. Nitze, one question on flexibility, please. 
You say, "I have the flexibility for real progress." Have you been 
Given additional flexibility over and above -- 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: I earlier said I wouldn't answer that. 
Q I'm not talking about -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That's it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you, sir. 


END (1:37 P.M. EDT) 
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BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS TO THE NATION 


September 5, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
5:50 P.M. EDT 


MR. SPEAKES: We are now passing out, or will 
shortly, a fact sheet. That is the extent of the paper that 
we have at the moment. That and this background briefing is 
embargoed for wire transmission until the briefing is com- 
pleted and for release until 8:00 p.m.; repeating, embargoed 
for wire transmission until the briefing is over or release 
at 8:00 p.m. Anybody have any trouble with that? Everybody 
accept? 


We anticipate having the speech and an 
English translation of the tape excerpts that the President 
will use about 7:30. Both those items will be for immediate 
wire transmission but embargoed until 8:00 p.m. We have with 
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sesssiiisiies: They will be identified as Senior Administration 


Officials. And with that, I will turn it over to them. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With Larry 
Gemoting me before I get started, God knows what it is going 
to be like when I am through. 


I am at somewhat of a disadvantage here tonight, 
ladies and gentlemen, because the President is still working 
on the speech which is very much his own and I therefore cannot 
be totally precise on everything that may be in it. 


Having said that, it is clear that the President 
really wishes in this speech to do three general things: First 
of all is to stress once again on his own behalf and on behalf 
of the American people our horror at the act of the shooting 
down of KAL 007; secondly, to continue the process of laying 
out the facts as we obtain them before the nation and the 
world, a process that was begun by Secretary Shultz last 
Thursday in his statements; and thirdly, to describe in a gen- 
eral way the actions the U.S. intends to take in response to the 
KAL shoot down. 


It is important to remember that what we are 
dealing with is a Soviet act that has horrified public opinion. 
It is the U.S.S.R. against the world. Our objective is to 
act with the international community both broadly and in the 
civil aviation context in specific terms to accomplish several 
things. 


MORE 








First of all, to demand the facts and an admission from 
the Soviet Union that the plane was shot down by the Soviet Union; 
secondly, to obtain appropriate recompense for those injured by that 
act; and thirdly, to assure that acts of this sort do not happen 
again. 


Our objectives will not be served if the shoot down 
of KAL 007 can be portrayed as simply a part of the East-West struggle. 
That is not what it is. It's another demonstration of the character 
and nature of the Soviet Union: its values, its priorities, its decision- 
making process. The act is hideous, of course, but so is Afghanistan 
and Poland and yellow rain. A realistic assessment of the Soviets must 
recognize that the shoot down of KAL 0¢? is not out of keeping wath 
past Soviet performance. 


The way to change Soviet behavior is through economic, 
military and Alliance strength -- objectives which the President has 
been pursuing from the moment he was inaugurated as President of the 
Inited States. 


At the same time -- and the President will make this 
clear tonight, the United States must continue its efforts to maintain 
a dialogue with the Soviet Union where it is in our interests. It is 
for that reason that he has already announced that Paul Nitze will 
return to Geneva to continue the negotiations on intermediate-range 
nuclear forces in Europe. It is for that reason that we will continue 
the START negotiations, because our objective is to seek reductions in 
nuclear arms of both categories. It is, in short, in our interests. 


The President will make clear that he has instructed 
Secretary Shultz to go to Madrid to meet with Mr. Gromyko in order 
to emphasize to the Soviet Foreign Minister our great concern about 
the shoot down of KAL 007. That will be the principal focus of the 
discussion that Secretary Shultz has with Mr. Gromyko. We consider 
it particularly appropriate since the Madrid meeting is, after all, 
dedicated to the question of human rights, and travel without fear to 
person or property is certainly a human right. In short, the shoot down 
does not change our estimate or approach to the Soviet Union. Rather, 
it confirms it. It was a terrible act, but one which must be dealt 
with in a way that increases the chance that it won't happen again. 


So to summarize, we will deal with this issue on 
two levels: with a response to the specific act itself and the fact 
sheet you have been handed largely details the direction in which the 
President is moving in that regard. , 
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And in the broader sense we will reaffirm the approach 
of this Administration to dealing with the Soviet Union; that is, 
an approach combined of realism, strength, and dialogue. 


As Larry Speakes indicated at the beginning -- and 
I want to highlight this -- the President in his speech tonight will 
include a part of the tape we have of the conversation of the Soviet 
pilots. He will also announce that at the Security Council tomorrow 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick will play the entire tape that we have in 
our possession. And I should indicate that we will at the same 
time or as we play that tape make available a transcript of the 
tape also tomorrow. 


Q Will that be in the Security Council? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be in the 
Security Council. 


Q Afternoon, morning, do you think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not sure yet. 
The last I heard there was still conversation going on. I am sorry 
I can't tell you yet. It will go in the morning or afternoon. 


Q Is it the same eight-minute tape that was 
played for the Congressional leaders yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not sure exactly 
how much was played for the Congressional leaders. We will play 
the entire tape which I -- don't hold me to this -- but it runs about 
20 minutes. Let me deal with one other issue before we open this 
to questions. 


I have been told by Larry Speakes and others that 
there are a host of questions relating to the RC-135 question. And 
I want to deal with that for a moment. I think you will be handed 
a piece of paper which will contain everything I am about to say. 

I want to emphasize that that is all I have to say on this subject 
today. AU. S. RC-135 aircraft was in the vicinity of the Korean 
airliner on August 31l,, when the airliner was initially detected 

by Soviet radar. Both aircraft were then in international air space 
and the U. S. aircraft never entered Soviet air space. The U. S. 
routinely conducts unarmed RC-135 flights in international air space 
of the Kamchatka Peninsula to monitor by national technical means 
Soviet compliance with the SALT Treaty. The Soviets conduct similar 
monitoring activities near U. S. missile testing sites. The Soviets are 
aware of our flights and track them routinely. They know that our 
aircraft do not enter their air space. The Korean aircraft's 
inadvertent: entry into Soviet territory should have been an early 
and strong indication to the Soviets that the flight was not a U. S. 
reconnaissance aircraft. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: The Soviets traced 
the Korean aircraft and the U.S. aircraft separately and knew 
there were two aircraft in the area. So we do not believe this 
was a case of mistaken identity. The closest point of approach 
of the two aircraft was approximately 75 nautical miles while 
the U.S. aircraft was in its mission orbit. Later, the U.S. 
aircraft crossed the path taken by the Korean airliner, but by 
then the airliner was 300 miles away. Still later, as the 
Korean airliner strayed off course, and overflew the Kamchatka 
Peninsula, it was initially identified by the Soviets as an 
RC-135 and then as an unidentified aircraft. Approximately 
two and a half hours after the Soviet and Korean aircraft were 
mear each other in international space, the Soviets shot down the 
Korean airliner as itwas exiting or had exited their territory west 
of Sakhalin Island, some 1,000 miles from the operating area of 
the U.S. aircraft. 


During the two and one-half hours of Soviet sur- 
veillance of the Korean aircraft, the Soviets had radar imaces, 
both ground and air, of the Korean 747. The “wo aircraft are dis- 
tinctly different in shape and size. Their fighter aircraft also 
had visual contact with the Korean aircraft. The Su-15 and the 
MIG-23 aircraft pilots' voices are on the tape obtained by the U.S. 
and played for tne Congressional leadership never referred to the 
Korean aircraft as an RC-135, only as “the target." 


They made no serious effort to identify the air- 
craft or to warn it. They did not appear to care what it was. 
Instead, they were intent on killing it. If the Soviets made a 
mistake in identification, which stretches the imagination, they 
have not said so to date. In fact, they have not to date admitted 
shooting down the Korean commercial aircraft with 269 people 
aboard. We continue to ask the Soviets for their full accounting 
of this incident. The presence of a U.S. reconnaissance aircraft 
on a routine monitoring mission to assure Soviet compliance with 
treaty obligations some 1,000 miles and two and a half hours 
flight time from the scene of the shoot down in no way excuses 
or explains this act which speaks for itself. In fact, the 
RC-135 in question at the time that KAL flight 007 was shot down 
had been on ground at its home base in Alaska for more than one 
hour. 


Now, that is the end of the statement which I think 
is being handed out to you. I do want to add one other fact 
because I am told that it has been a question. 
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Our aircraft, that is the RC-135, was not monitoring 
commercial aircraft, and did not know that the Korean aircraft was, of 
course, in jeopardy. I have with me Ambassador Matlock, who is on 
the NSC staff. As I indicated to you, I really cannot go any further 
on the question of the RC-135, but between us, we would be glad to try 
to answer any questions you may have on the speech. 


Q You say that this action is characteristic of 
the Soviets. Have any missiles ever been fired at any American aircraft 
in a similar situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any missiles ever fired 
at an American aircraft in a similar situation? I don't know the facts 
on that. 


Do you know whether they have ever fired at us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. We would 
have to check. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will have to check 
it and get back to you. We'll get that for you. 





Q Can you tell us by which process the President 
will make the tape -- how will the translation be made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL How will it be played? 
The President -- the tape will be played, I think, in two excerpts, 
about two transmissions, about three transmissions, and then the 
President will paraphrase. 
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Q We will hear the Russian pilot in question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will hear the 
pilot of both Russian aircraft talking and about I think a total 
of six transmissions or seven. 


Q Will we have an exact translation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will put out 
an exact translation of the speech. The President will paraphrase. 


Q Can I ask one ground rules question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q The section on the RC-135, are you embargoing 
that as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Same embargo. 


Q Are you sure the meeting in Madrid is still 
on? Have the Soviets told you that it is still going to happen? 


Q Where is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The statement is 
going to be handed out I think. Right. Wait a minute. I have 
a question to answer over here. As far as Madrid is concerned 
at this point, it is our understanding that Mr. Gromyko and 
Mr. Shultz will be meeting in Madrid. We have no word from the 
Soviets that he does not intend to meet or that he will not be in 
Madrid. So we are operating on the assumption based on our earlier 
conversations with the Soviets that the meeting will go forward. 





Q Were those conversations before this incident? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; They were, yes. 


Q There has been no contact regarding this meeting 
since then? 


SENIOR ADMMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That is not 
correct. There has been some contact with the Soviets with regard 
to the meeting since the KAL shoot down. And we have indicated 
to Mr. Gromyko that Mr. Shultz has a particular subject he will want 
to discuss in great detail. 


Q You said you won't discuss the reconnaissance 
flight. However, you say that beyond a shadow of a doubt that it was 


shot down deliberately. Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would you like to 
try to attempt Soviet -- 


Q Because it's very bad, it's the evil focus or 


whatever? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that we 


can answer the question why. You will have to ask the Soviets why. 
In fact, that is one of the things -- 


Q They are giving different answers why. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is very 


clear they are giving answers which are not in accord with the truth. 
In fact, they have not admitted that they shot it down. 
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Q Can you prove why? 
Q Or why not? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the fact is that 
shoot down occurred and which we can prove. 


Q To follow up on Helen's question, since you are 
saying that you are so positive that a mistake wasn't what happened, 
what is your analysis of -- in your briefing us here -- what is your 


analysis of why the Soviets acted in this particular way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we know is that the 
Soviet fighters were sent up and given orders to shoot down what 
certainly should have been readily apparent was a commercial airliner. 
I mean these are the facts of the matter. 


Q What conceivable reason, diplomatic, defense, 
would the Soviets have for doing this? I mean I am sure you and 
the State Department and other places have talked about this. What 
is your analysis as the reasons or the motivations that the Soviets 
would engage in this act deliberately? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA: I know of no 
conceivable reasons. I would point out, though, that it is not the 
first time they have done it. You will recall the incident in 
1978 when also shots were fired at a civilian airliner. That time 
the airliner also was brought down but fortunately with very little 
loss of life, two people. 
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Q That was a thousand miles inside the Soviet 
territory, if I remember. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was before it came 
down. The point is, though, that this was also a case where 
Soviet fighters were ordered to fire at what was very clearly 
a civilian airliner. And what I find particularly shocking is that 
whatever the reasons for it, obviously no appropriate corrective 
steps were taken since then to prevent the recurrence. And this time, 
of course, the tragedy is much greater. 


Q But you never tried to find out why? I mean 
there have been other airliners going through there. Has there never 
been another mistake of a plane going off course? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been, I'm 
sure, other incidents of planes going off course. Let me try to give 
you the only answer, if I can expand a little bit on what the Senior 
Administration Official has said, that we can give you. We know 
certain things as facts. We know, for example, that the Soviet 
aircraft that shot the plane down came within 2 kilometers, about 
one mile, of that aircraft. We know that the Soviet pilot indicated 
that the navigation lights of the aircraft were on. We have reason 
to believe, or clear reason to believe, that he was up close to the 
aircraft; we know for a fact 2 kilometers, on the basis of what he 
said. Those are the facts we know. Now we can sit here and 
speculate with you all night on why they shot the plane down, and 
we would be more than happy at some other time to spend a good bit of 
time speculating on it. You have to understand we are trying now 
to deal with facts as against speculation. The facts of the matter 
we know, the rest is speculation. 


Q What makes you so certain, beyond this surmise? 
that it could not have been a mistake? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I tried to indicate 
in the statement I gave you on the RC-135 is if you analyze the facts, 
and with that aircraft on the ground an hour before the plane was 
shot down, you have to come to certain conclusions. But again, all 
I am saying is with regard to the RC-135, or the motivation of shooting 
down the KAL airliner, we are giving you the facts as we know them. 

The analysis of why it happened would have to be, and I am sure you 
understand this, speculation. 


Q But is there any central fact that you are not 
telling us that leads you to conclude that it was not a mistake, 
a case of mistaken identity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have given you all 
the facts that we know with regard to that question. Obviously when 
it gets into the question of intelligence operations, there are 
some things we obviously cannot talk about. But with regard to this 
issue and this question, we have given you the facts as we know them. 


Q Is there more tape you haven't given us? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Is the question in fact that you are coming to 
a conclusion, the President is coming to the conclusion that they 


had positive, or you have positive irrefutable proof that they knew 
it was a civilian plane when they pulled the trigger? 
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Apparently you do not. You are surmising. Now that's 
what we're talking about here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't put words in 
my mouth, my friend. I'm giving you, and we have given you, the facts. 
The conclusions you have to draw on your own. I am saying it's very 
difficult in our judgment on the basis of those facts to come to any 
other conclusion. But if you want to argue the conclusion, that's 
fine, as long as you deal with the facts. 


Q What are the negotiations you are suspending? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact sheet there -- 
well, it's done in a general way. But to be a bit more specific, 
let'me be a little more specific there. For example, as I think you 
will know, we were in the process of discussions with the Soviets 
which would return us tOnegotiations on opening a Kiev Council. We were 
in discussions with the Soviets on resuming negotiations on a cultural 
agreement. Those two will be suspended. I think there is in the 
fact sheet a specific reference to the transporation agreement. 


Q What is that? 
Q What is the transportation agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's an agreement -- 
you probably can explain this in more detail than I -- there's an 
agreement between the Soviets and the U.S. on transportation. I'll 
now let the orains explain it further. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was an agreement 
that was signed in the mid-seventies -- frankly, I don't remember 
precisely what the year of original signing was -- which recently 
expired. And the question was, should it be renewed. 


Q What is the practical effect of not renewing? 
What does it do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agreement itself 
again covers several areas of transportation, including civil aviation, 
civil aviation cooperation. These are cooperative research and 
other cooperative efforts. As a matter of fact, since the invasion of 
Afghanistan, activity under the agreement was reduced and one of 
the new areas we had some projects going under is civil aviation. I 
think this was one. Given that fact, it's particularly inappropriate 
at this time to renew until we can receive assurances that the Soviets 
are no longer threatening the safety of civil aviation. 
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Q Can you be more specific in saying what the 
agreements are? After all, it is not very persuasive that these 
acts are significant if you can't say specifically what they are. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have told you what 
the transporation agreement is. It is on the public record. 


Q I am afraid I still don't understand what it is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an agreement, 
I think the full title, Agreement Between the United States and 
the Soviet Union on Cooperation in the Field of Transportation. 


Q What kinds of cooperation? What is the 
practical effect? 


Q Suppose there was somebody who knew nothing about 
it, like a passenger? 


Q Like us. 


Q What would you tell that person is the practical 
effect of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The practical effect 
is that the overall agreement whith provided a framework for specific 
cooperative efforts is not being renewed. 


Q Oh, that explains it all. 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we can 
take a question and find out specifically where the activity was in 
the past year. 


Q Yes, find out. 


Q As you recall, we haven't seen the rhetoric 
yet, but after the invasion of Afghanistan and again after martial 
law in Poland, the United States Government took various kinds of 
sanctions. In both those cases, the sanctions that were taken, 
which they didn't exactly change the world, but they seemed to 
have much stronger measures than are included in these-things 
tonight. How do you analyze the situation in which rhetoric of 
the Administration has been strong but the measures that actually 
set forth do not seem to be those that would seem to have a great 
deal of weight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It took 20 mintues 
into the briefing before Oberdorfer got to me. The answer to the 
question I think, Don, is fairly simply. As I tried to indicate, 
we are dealing with this issue at two levels. With regard to the 
first level on the question you really have in mind, one of our major 








-li- 


objectives is in fact to proceed in the civil aviation community, 
international civil aviation community, through, for example, and I think 
it is mentioned in your fact sheet, the ICAO, International 

Civil Aviation Organization, both in terms of condemnatory steps 
ggainst the Soviet Union and in terms of trying to find ways in which 
we can as an international community develop ways in which this will 
not happen again, and in a third phase -- and I am not going to go 
into detail.on this and I will try to explain why in a second. A 
third aspect of that is to see what can be developed in the way of 
international reaction to the Soviet Union. You will note, for 
example, as a step taken independently by Canada today, they 
announced that they still suspend Aeroflot flights to Montreal 

and to Canada for 60 days. 
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That is an example of the sort of effort that we 
are going to want to pursue internationally. Now I am not going 
to go into detail on that basis on issues that have to be negot- 
iated out, dealt with with allies and other members of the ICAO, 
for example. We are beginning negotiations and discussions with 
them on that subject. We will have a better sense of how much we 
will be able to achieve after we have pursued that process fur- 
ther. With regard to the general thrust of your question, however, 
I have got to say to you that it is our view that the proper way 
to proceed is with specific actions relating to civil aviation in 
every way that we can and in the broader sense that the way you 
change Soviet behavior is by dealing with issues such as the 
defense budget, such as the way in which we deal with arms con- 
trol negotiations with the Soviets, how we are able to strengthen 
the economy and so forth and that those are the ways over the long 
term in which we will change general Soviet -- 


Q In other words, do what you are doing anyway 
basically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In other words, do 
what we are announcing you do that we are doing today. 


Q Could I ask you a couple of questions? First 
of all, since the thing that really upset the Soviets more than 
anything that Reagan did since coming to office and more than the 
MX, more than the Euro missiles which was announced, change in 
@irection for defense policy last March 23rd. Are you planning 
© reemphasize that? Are you going to bring that up again as the 
President did for a couple of weeks after that speech to demon- 
strate what our position actually is on attempting to prevent 
nuclear war in respect for life and so forth. They are so 
obvious. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since I tried to 
indicate in the beginning in our view this shoot down reconfirms 
the approach this Administration has been taking to defense 
issues for example and I think it is fairly clear that we will 
continue to stand by the positions the President has taken 
thereon. I am not arguing that we are going to try to take 
unfair or make a specific example of this event but we are going 
to be making the point I have made here today which is that this 
demonstrates Soviet behavior and in terms of an understanding 
of the Soviets, things like a strengthened defense posture are 
important to us. 


Mr. O'Leary? 


Q Is Canada the only country that has done any- 
thing in conjunction with us up until now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jerry, it is 
not a question of in conjunction with us. We don't have any 
Aeroflot flights into the U.S.. Those were suspended as a policy 
sanction I believe or was it Afghanistan? Poland. But anyway, 
Canada has acted and as far as I know at this point, Jerry, 
that is the only country that has taken specific action about 
this as far as I know. 


Q How many years of increases in the defense 
budget do you anticipate before Soviet behavior begins to change? 


Q Bravo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't any 
answer to that question. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Somebody behind 
you? Yes. 


Q You mentioned this transportation agreement 
which no one seems to know too much about, that it just expired 
but you were not going to renew it. What it says on the fact 
sheet was in fact it was renewed for 18 months in June of this 
year and now you are cancelling the renewal. Which is correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me tell you 
the specific situation and if the fact sheet says 18 months it 
is, I think, wrong. 


Q They also say -- 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agreement 
expired I think at the end of August. We will get you the 
exact facts. We were in discussions with the Soviets about a 
renewal of that agreement. We had sent a diplomatic note in fact 
to the Soviet Union saying we were prepared to extend the agree- 
ment for six months while we discussed renewing it for a greater 
length of time. We have now withdrawn that note which infori:4 
the Soviet Union that we were prepared to extend it for the s.x 
months while we discussed a further or a renegotiation or a 
pursuit of the agreement so that we have withdrawn the note 
tothe Soviets which would have extended it for six months. 

It is now, therefore, expired. 


Yes, sir? 


Q What is your view of the Carter Administra- 
tion sanctions that they took after Afghanistan, boycott of the 
Olympics and the grain embargo? Was it your view that, the Admin- 
istration's view, that this does more harm than good and is that 
why you are not pursuing this kind of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the view 
of this Administration with regard to the grain embargo is clear. 
It was clear when the President was campaigning for office. In 
addition as you know we now have legislation which makes a grain 
embargo even more difficult to impose. 


With regard to the Olympic sanctions I won't argue 
at all that those actions were important and should have been 
taken -- for example, the Olympic sanctions. But I am simply 
saying that with regard to this specific case and without trying 
to get into an argument about whether Poland deserves more 
sanctions or less than this event, it is our judgment that the 
best way to proceed in response to this act is to deal with it 
particularly in the area of civil aviation, at the same time, 
by the way and they are in the fact sheet, but pursuing claims 
on the part of those who have been injured or killed, the fanm- 
ilies of those who were killed but to pursue it in the civil 
aviation area while recognizing that with regard to the general 
guestion of dealing with the Soviet Union the way you deal with 
them is in the broader aspects that I have tried to identify. 


Yes, sir? 

Q Is it also true -- 

Q Could you tell us the three negotiations that 
you have suspended or cancelled, are those the only ones that 


you mentioned or are there more? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are those 
three, yes. 


Q Could your statement be taken to mean that no 
further bilateral actions stemming directly from this are conten- 
plated by the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You can't take 
it at that. You can simply take it as a statement that as of this 
time right now these are the steps that the President wishes to 
take. All I am saying then is I can't predict what further actions 
he may decide in the next weeks to take. 


I am trying to get somebody. Yes. 


Q Will there be a signing of a final document 
in Madrid despite the refusal of Malta to join the European 
countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That will be 
determined when they get to Madrid; precisely how they will pro- 
ceed. There have been a number of proposals, one of which would 
have the 34 who have agreed to the document in fact proceed with 
the document leaving open Malta's accession to it. I don't know 
what will finally be decided at Malta; I mean at Madrid. 


Q Releasing the tapes is going to raise the 
question again why if it was possible to monitor the conversation 
between the pilots and the ground station it wasn't possible to 
get in touch with the KAL flight and warn them it was in danger 
or some communication of that nature. The Russians in a very back- 
handed way have already been saying that. If you had been able 
to listen in on their conversations, why couldn't you at the 
same time technically be in touch with the KAL? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would far rather 
those questions be answered at the Defense Department or some- 
place where you have experts. Let me simply say one relevant 
fact is that we have never claimed, in fact I will state to you 
right now, this was not real time information. This was obtained 
over a period of time. It was not, to begin with, our information 
in the first place. 


Q The Japanese could not have reacted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So I can't speak 
for that except again it wasn't real time. 


Q Can I ask a question about reparations? Have 
the Soviets ever paid reparations in any case where they have 
caused casualties as in the '78 and is there any reason that we 
think that they would pay any reparations for an act they don't 
even acknowledge having committed as you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the best of our 
knowledge they have not paid reparations in any similar case. 
I don't think they did, I know they didn't in the earlier Korean 
case. 


Q They demanded payments in the case of the 
other planes? *e 4 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘78 I am talking 
about. But to answer your question whether they had paid it in 
the past, may be relevant tc an estimate of whether they will 
pay this time or not but that does not mean that we should not 
pursue it with every means we have available and we intend -- 
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Q What are the means? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to go 
into those in detail yet, because obviously we are going to be 
talking to other allies and friends who also had people who were 
lost, but we will pursue it. 


Q Do we have any reason to think that the Soviets 
can be pressured to pay any reparations in this case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first thing we have 
to do is to make them understand that they have got to admit that they 
did it. I cannot give you an answer.-~ I would have to say to you 
that I think’ I am not at this stage particularly hopeful that they 
will quickly agree to reparations. 


Q Is the Secretary of State going to talk about this 
at the Madrid Conference? Have his remarks been changed as a result 
of this incident? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Do you expect the conference itself to become -- 
that others will also talk about this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q This will be the main topic of the conference? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q You do? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say it will be -- 
by any means be the only topic that the others will mention, but 
I am confident that it will be a major topic at the conference. 

Q The major part of Shultz' presentation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely right. 


Q The only part of Shultz’ agenda, or any other 
topics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The way I tried to 
phrase that, it will be the principal focus of his conversation with Mr. 
Gromyko. I don't want te go beyond that. 


Q Given the confusion by the RC-135 plane, is there 
any effort by the Administration to fly our planes at a different 
schedule than the Koreans now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a question I 
cannot answer. 


Q Has any step, secondly, and from your statement 
you have said that you wanted this seen as an East-West issue, but 
as a shoot down of this plane? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I said was 
it would not be correct, it would not be useful to us, or to the 
process of pursuing this issue, if it became nothing more than, or 
simply an issue of East-West relations. 


Q Was it because of that that the Administration 
Gid not say earlier that there was a spy plane in the vicinity of 
the Korean airliner, and do you think you have hurt yourself by 
not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think there are 
two answers to that question which relate to each other: The first 
of which is, as I tried to indicate in the facts we laid out today, 
when you have a plane on the ground an hour before the KAL airliner 
is shot down, when there are the major distance differences even during 
most of the flight, it was not, we thought at the time, a relevant issue. 
That is point 1. Point 2 -- and this is less the answer, but it is 
important, I think. I come back again to saying we were not dealing 
with a real time situation. This has been a case of trying to put 
things together, to make the picture fit and to understand it. It was 
not, for example, that in the briefing of the Congressional Leadership 
yesterday we tried to hide the fact of the RC-135. We did not, as 
this process began, believe there was any relevance to the relationship 
between the two, and as we began to put things together, it begins 
to fit, but only in the most extreme way. 


Q Are you ruling out any possibility that the 
computer tape was sabotaged? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't understand 
what you mean. The KAL? 


Q The tape provided the plan, TASS is accusing 
us of having sabotaged it. That raises a rather interesting question 
as to whether -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: KAL computer tape? 

Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't have 
speculated on that. 


Q She has been trying to be recognized. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am prepared to end 
with one more over here, if you will. 


Q Can you tell us -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I may regret this. 


Q Does the United States know or have evidence to 
suaqgest who in the Soviet Union approved this shoot down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q No idea whatsoever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


MORE 
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Q Can we just try one more on this Kiev Council; 
just what it is? Is this a council -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Factual. 
Q You are not going to open; is that what it is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Got it. We were in 
the process of negotiating for the opening of a consulate, a U. S. 
Consulate in Kiev, and a Soviet Consulate in New York prior to the 
Afghan invasion. At the time of the Afghan invasion. President Carter 
stopped those negotiations. Earlier this year we began again with 
the Soviets discussions of opening a U. S. Consulate in Kiev, and a 
Soviet Consulate in New York. We have now suspended those discussions. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END (6:30 P.M. EDT) 
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£.0. 12386: N/a ~ 
TAGS: OVIF (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.) 
SUBJECT: PRESS COMFERENCE 
FOLLOWING 1S AN ORD PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
SECRETARY SHULTZ ABOARD HIS AIRCRAFT BETWEEN WASHINGTON 
AND MADRID: 
RAR. RETARY, | WONDER IF YOU CAN TELL US WHETHER 
“ _»-  AGENGA FOR THE GROMYKO MEETING WILL STILL INCLUDE 
/  %\ EGUTIATIONS ANG WHAT YOU WANT TO TALK ABOUT 
3 NO WHETHER THE QUESTION OF THE APPARENT SOVIET 
_— ViGhATIONS OF SALT ANO ABM WILL COME UP? 


A. MY AG .. FOR THE MEETING WITH FOREIGN MINISTER 
GROMYKO W. : BE STRICTLY HUMAN RIGHTS MATTERS, AnO IN 
PARTICULA# THE SHOOTING DOWN OF THE KOREAN AIPLINER. 


Q. GROMYKO, AS | UNOERSTANOD IT, IS FREE TO RAISE 
SUBJECTS OM HIS OWN. DO YOU EXPECT HE WILL RAISE - 
ISSUES SUCH AS ARMS CONTROL? AND WILL YOU BE PREPARED 
TO ADORE’. THEM IM THE CONTEXT OF HIS RAISING THEN? 

A, CBVICUJSLY, HE CAM RAISE WHATEVER HE WANTS TO RAISE, 
BUT AS FAR AS I'M CONCERNED, THE ONLY SUBJECTS THAT | 
INTEND TO ADDRESS AT ALL IN THIS SESSION ARE HUMAN 
RIGHTS MATTERS, ANO IN PART\C'. AR, THE KOREAN AIRLINER. 


Q. O00 WE HAVE ANY MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THE INCIDENT, 
AND OO WE KNOW ANYTHING, FOR INSTANCE, ABOUT THE PILOT... 
THE SOVIET PILOT? WAS HE AN EXPERIENCED PILOT? 

iN TERNS OF PILOT ERROR... WHAT MORE OO YOU KNOWT.... 


—_-. 


A. | DON T NOTICE THAT IT°S PILOT ERROR THAT | KWOU OF, 
AND THE TAPES THAT WE MAWVE CONSTITUTE OUR KNOW ENGE 
BASICALLY GF WHAT TOOK PLACE, aND THEY SHOW A QUITE 
CLOSE INTERCHANGE OF MESSAGES BETWEEN THE PILOT ANO 

MIS GRGUND CONTROL. WE OON’T HAVE THE MESSAGES FROM 
THE GROUND CONTROL AND THE PILOT, SO WE CAN’T SAY WHAT 
WAS CONTAINED IN THOSE MESSAGES. BUT | THINK YOU CAN 
PRETTY WELL (NFER FROM THEM WHAT THE PILOT HAD TO SAY. 


ONT HEAR THE EARLIER QUESTIONS, BUT HAS GRONYKO 
ED THAT HE WILL MEET WITH YOU? 


A. THE MEETING HAS BEEN SCHEDULED, AWO WE HAVE CONFIRMED 
TO MR. GROMYNO THAT THE LUNCH THAT WE HAD PLANNED IS NO 





RIGHTS VIOLAT!ON. BUT, IN A DEEP SENSE, THAT'S wnat 
THE MAORIO MEETINGS HAVE BEEN ALL ABOUT -- HUMAN RIGHTS 
QUESTIONS. AMO WHILE WE HAVE WORKED WARD TO GET GOOD 
wa, LANGUSGE IN THIS DOCUMENT, WE ARE VERY CONSCIOUS OF THE 

"PRET, THAT, AND IN MY STATEMENT | INTENO TO BRING OUT 
THAT, OF COURSE, WORDS ARE IMPORTANT, BUT MUCH MORE 
IMPORTANT ARE DEEDS. ANO HERE WE HAVE & DEED -- aN 

- ACTION -- THAT IS A GROSS VIOLATION OF ANY KIND OF 
STANDARD OF HUMAN RIGHTS THAT CAN BE IMAGINED. 


G. WHY DO YOU THINK IT'S IMPORTANT TO HAVE THIS MEETING? 
WHAT CAN ¥OY POSSIBLY SAY TO HIM THAT YOU HAVEN'T ALREADY 
SAID AJ THE MEETINGS WITH GROMYKO? WHAT CAN YOU POSSIELY 
SAY TO HIM THAT WASN'T ALREADY BEEW SAID IN VERY STRONG 

~ LANGUAGE SEVERAL TIMES OVER THIS PAST WEEK? 


A. | CONSIGER 17 ON OPPORTUNITY TO CONFRONT DIRECTLY & 
MEMBER OF THE POLITBURO -- THE PERSON WHO MUST HAVE BEEN 
INVOLVED HEAVILY IN THE DECISION ABOUT ALL OF TIHS. 
PARTICULARLY, WE KNOW THE POLITBURO MUST BE THE SOURCE 
OF THEIR DECISION ABOUT HOW TO REACT TO THIS, SO | 

THINK IT°S IMPORTANT TO PUT IT TO THEIR HIGH AUTHORITIES 
DIRECTLY. WHAT IS THEIR EXPLANATION? WHY DON’T THEY 
TELL THE TRUTH? 
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, * ID A MRSDIVE HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATION, AND WE WANT TO TAKE 
STATE FOR S/S-CHARLES HILL ANO PA-ALAN ROMBERG THE OCCASION TO TALK TO ALL OF THE COUNTRIES THERE. 
WHITE HOUSE FOR LARRY SPEAKES - 17°S BEEN A WORLOWIDE RESPONSE ANO WE WANT TO DISCUSS ; 
NSC FOR BOB SIMS THIS WITH THEM IN THE CONTEXT OF & HUMAN RIGHTS MEETING. . 
: SO, IN THAT SENSE, IT HAS AFFORDED AN OPPORTUNITY AND A 
£.0. 12386: N/a . . FORUM FOR THE KIND OF O1SCUSSION THAT VE THINK IS QUITE 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.) | APPROPRIATE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES. 
SUBJECT: PRESS CONFERENCE | -- m 
0. MR. SECRETARY, YOU HAVE SPOKEN IN THE PAST -- YOU HAVE 
Q. MR. SECRETARY, TO CHANGE THE SUBJECT, TWO MORE BEEN ASKED IN THE PAST ABOUT WHETHER THIS MEETING COULE 
MARINES WERE KILLED TODAY IN BEIRUT. WAS THE ADMINISTRA- BE USED IN ANY WAY FOR THE PREPARATION FOR A POSSIBLE 
TION MADE ANY FURTHER DECISIONS ABOUT FURTHER DEPLOYMENT SUMMIT. YOU SAIO THaT & SUMMIT VOULD HAVE TO BE WELL 
OF MORE MARINES IN BEIRUT? OR A DECISION (ILLEGIBLE) PREPARED FOR ANO THAT THERE WOULD HAVE TO BE SOME PROSPECTS 
OTHER MEMBERS OF THE MNF REGARDING A (ILLEGIBLE)? FOR CONCRETE RESUITS. GIVEN THE KAL SHOOT-OOWN NOW, WOULD 
(ANY DECISIONS THAT ARE MADE’ WITH THE MNF -- WE WILL —— ¥CU SAY THAT SY PROSPECTS OF a SUMMIT EVEN REMOTELY 
ai OF COURSE, WITH OUR MNF PARTNERS. THERE 1S NO BEING DISCUSSED AT A MEETING LIKE THIS ARE OUT? ANO 
. 4 TO INCREASE OR DECREASE THE MARINE FORCE IN ARE YOU LIMITING TWE OLSCUSSIONS WITH THE SOVIETS ONLY 
—BEinui BUT, OF COURSE, THE SITUATION 1S ONE IN WHICH ‘" AT THIS MEETING OR ARE YOU LIMITING THE SUBJECTS OF THE , 
THERE 1S A VERY HIGH LEVEL OF VIOLENCE TAKING PLACE AND, UN MEETINGS ANO SALT AS WELL UNLESS YOU GET A SATISFACTORY 
TROGICALLY, SOME OF OUR MARINES HAVE BEEN KILLED. ANSWER™ 
THERE WAVE ALSO BEEN SOME WOUNDED, BUT THAT’S A MATTER ; o 
WHICH WE HAVE TO MONITOR AND BE CONCERNED ABOUT, AS * _—_— 


i'M SURE THE OTHER MNF COUNTRIES ARE SIMILARLY CONCERNED 
ABOUT THEIR NATIONALS. OF COURSE, WE ARE ALSO CONCERNED 
TWAT WE CONTRIBUTE WHAT VE CaN TO THE BASIC MISSION IN 
THE DEPLOYMENT IN THE GFIRST PLACE. 


Q. MR. SECRETARY, CAN YOU TELL US ALITTLE BIT ABOUT 

HOW THE DECISION WAS MADE TO INVOKE THE SANCTIONS THAT 

YOU O1G, ANC WOW THE DECISION WAS MADE TO COME TO MADRID, 

AND AT ANY TIME, 010 YOU CONSICER NOT COMING TO MADRID" es 
ANO AT ANY TIME, DID YOU CONSIDER STRONGER SANCTIONS 

THON WERE TAKEN? 





A. &S$ FAR &S COMING 70 MADRID 1S CONCERNED, THAT DECISION 
ORIGINALLY WAO TO 30 WITH THE CSCE MEETING, ANO THERE was 
A GENERAL ASSUMPTION LAST -- TIME GOES BY, DON’T HOLD ME. 
TO THE OATES -- LAST JULY, WHEN AN AGREEMENT WaS BEING 
REACHED OW THE BASIS OF THE SPANISH COMPROMISE PROPOSAL 
INVOLVING THE SOVIET UNION AND OURSELVES AND SUR PORTNERS 
ON WHAT THIS DOCUMENT OUGHT TO SAY. AT THAT TIME, WE 
THOUGHT THAT THERE WOULD BE UNDOUBTEDLY A CONSENSUS 
OCCUMENT AND THE SPANISH, AS PART OF THEIR PROPOSAL, 
PROPOSED THAT FOREIGN MINISTERS COME AND JOIN IN THE 
SIGNING OF THAT DOCUMENT. AS 'T WAS TURNED OUT, FIRST OF 
a a “'TA WAS BEEN IN DISAGREEMENT WITH WHAT iS WRITTEN 

( 5 70 S00 SOMETHING, ANG THAT WAS CUNSTITUTED 4 
_\  aMUCH WE MAVE BEEN WORKING AT. SO THE ANSWER TO 
YOUR FIRST QUESTION 1S THE DECISION TO HAVE A FOREIGN 
MINISTERS MEETING AND TO GO TO MADRID WAS BASICALLY MADE 
SOME TIME AGO. WHEN THE MALTESE QUESTION AROSE, AND IT 
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2. | CERTAINLY DON’T INTEND TO BRING UP ANY SUBSEQUENT 
MEZTINGS. WETHER MR. GROMYKO BRINGS THEM UP, OF COURSE, 
iS UP TO WIM. IF HE DOES, | DON’T INTEND TO DISCUSS THER. 
| INTEND TO CISCUSS IN MY MEETINGS WITh FOREIGN MINISTER 
GROMYKO EXCLUSIVELY HUMAN RIGHTS MATTERS AND, PARTICULARLY 
(- KOREAN SHOOT-OOWN. BUT, OF COURSE, THERE ARE OTHER 
L/ "S$ OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND SOVIET BEHAVIOR AND THEIR 
| ENT OF DISSIOENTS WITHIN THE SOVIET UNION THAT | 
— lwrend 10 O1SCUSS. 


G. IF ME BRINGS UP THE SUBJECT OF A POSSIBLE SUMMIT, YOU 
von'T OISCUSS IT? —_ 


A. 1°M GOING TO CONFINE AY DISCUSSION TO THE THINGS THAT 
| WAVE TALKED AgOUT. ° 


G. mA. 
SAYS | DON'T WANT TO DISCUSS THIS MATTER? 
UNUSUALLY SHORT MEETING? 


SECRETARY, WHAT HAPPENS If GROMYKO SITS DOWN AND 
WOULD iT BE AN 


A. 16 WE COMES TO THE MEETING, HE WILL HEAR ME CISCUSS 

IT. IF ME GOESN’T CHOOSE TC ADD ANY RESPONSE, OF COURSE, 
THAT'S UP TO HIM. BUT | INTENO TO GIVE THE SUBJECT A FULL 
AIRING. 


2. COULO YOU ALSO BE MORE SPECIFIC ABOUT THE OTHER HUMAN 
RIGHTS MATTERS? ‘ 


A. | THINK THEY ARE VERY, VELL KNOWN. THERE ARE QUESTIONS 
OF INDIVICUAL PEOPLE THAT WE CARE VERY DEEPLY ABOUT. 

THERE ARE GENERAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE EMIGRATION OF SOVIET 
JEWRY. THERE ARE QUESTIONS ABOUT THE TREATMENT GF JEWS 

iN THE SOVIET UNION. THERE ARE A GREAT VARIZTY OF MATTERS 
THAT | ALWAYS BRING UP IN MY MEETINGS WITH SOVIET OFFICIALS, 
ANDO | INTEND TO DO SO IN THIS MEETING. 


“™ WOT SURE i UNOERSTOOD ONE OF YOUR ANSWERS BEFORE 
TALKED ABOUT CONFRONTING A MEMBER CF THE POL i TBURO 
OF THE PEOPLE WHO HAD & PRAT OF THE DECISION -- 
rOU ARE NOT ACCUSING THE POLITBURO AT THIS POINT OF SHOOTING 
DOWN THE AIRPLANE, ARE YOU? 
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Q. WO, I'M NOT. { H&VE NC INFORMAT!ON ON THE LEVEL 


AT WHICH TRE DEC: SiON QS MADE TO SHOOT THIS PLANE JOWN. 


Q. I'M JUST TALKING ABOUT WHO HAD A PART IN THE DECISION 
AFTER THE PLAWE WACSSHCT COWN -- PEOPLE WHO HAD A PART 
IW THE RESPONSE. . . 


A. ME CLEARLY HAD A PART IN THE RESPONSE. TO SCHE 

DEGREE. NE HAD 2 PART PRESUMABLY IN SETTING THE PRO- { 
CEDURES FOR BEHAVIOR SF THE SCVIET FIGHTER AiRCRAFT 

WHEN AN UNIOENTIF;ED AIRCRAFT ENTERS THEIR AIRSPACE, SO 

THESE ARE SUBJECTS THAT, IN ONE WAY OR THE OTHER, | 

BELIEVE, ANO THE PRESIDENT BELIEVES, WE SHOULD PUT TO 

THEIR HIGH AUTHORITY. 


° (INTERRUPTING A QVESTIONER) | DON'T THINK WE HAVE 
RLY ENOUGH INFORMATION ON THEIR COMMAND STRUCTURE 

OF DEALING WITH THESE THINGS. IT’S JUST THAT | CAN'T 

GIVE YOU BNY DEFINITIVE ANSWER ON THAT WITHOUT INFORMA- 


- . TION. : 


Q, CAN YOU EVALUATE YOUR CWN SENSE OF WHAT THE IMPACT OF 
THIS HAS BEEN ON US/SOVIET RELATIONS? THIS MEETING WAS 
ORIGINALLY INTENDED, AS | UNDERSTAND IT, TO PAVE THE way 
FOR YQUR GROMYKO MEETINGS AT THE UN AND TO TALK ABOUT 
ARMS CONTROL, ETC.. 3O CAN YOU TALK ABOUT ... WAS THERE 
ANY LIKELY PROGRESS ON INF THAT NOW !SN’T GOING TO 
MATERIALIZE -- WHAT IS THE REAL IMPACT OF THIS INCIDENT 
ON AMERICAN/SOVIET RELATIONS? 


A. WELL, IN THE FIRST PLACE, THE PRESIDENT HAS~AL WAYS 
WAO A VERY REALISTIC View CF THE NATURE OF THE SOVIET 
SOCIETY AND WHILE THIS TRAGEDY 1$ SHOCKING, IT IS NO 
DOUBT IN KEEPING WITH HIS VIEW OF HOW THIS SOCTETY 
BEHAVES. SINCE THAT IS THE CASE, THE POLICIES THAT THE 
PRESIDENT HAS BEEN FOLLOWING ARE UNALTERED AND THOSE 
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POLICIES ARE THAT we MUST BE REALISTIC ABOUT THE NATURE 
OF THGT SOCIETY AND WHAT THEY ARE DOING AND BE 
READY TO DESCRIBE 17 WITH ACCURACY AND CANDOR. VE MUST 
SE “TRONG SO THAT WE HAVE A CAPACITY TO DEFEND OUR 
iv «8STS, ANO TO THE EXTENT THAT IT’S POSSIBLE TO. HAVE 
L~ “EMENTS IN A FIELD LIKE ARMS CONTROL THAT CAN SERVE 
Lf TERESTS IN MAKING THE WORLO A LITTLE MORE STABLE. 
\ G AS THESE AGREEMENTS CAN BE VERIFIABLE AND 
— CONSTRUCTIVE, WE ARE WILLING 70 TALK TO THEM ABOUT THEN. 
anc «\T'S WHY THE PRESIDENT HAS CONTINUED TO SEND 
Pau TLE BACK TO GENEVA AS THE MOST RECENT EXPRESSION 
OF £7, BUT, CERTAINLY, IN A TRAGEDY LIME THIS AND 
THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING IT, IT’S A GREAT SETBACK 
-10 ANYONE'S CAPACITY TO TALK TO THEM ABOUT THE NORMAL 
RANGE OF MATTERS THAT YOU OISCUSS BETWEEN TWO 
COUNTRIES. 


GC. 310 | YNOERSTANO YOU TO SAY, IN ANSWER TO JONN THAT 
YOU WILL NOT DISCUSS, EVEN IF GROMYKO WANTS TO, WHAT IT 
1S 1GU ARE GOING TO SAY TO EACH OTHER IM SEPTEMBER? 


A. AT THE MEETING THAT I$ SCHEDULED ON THURSOAY WITH 
GAOMYHO, MY AGENDA 1S EXCLUSIVELY A HUMAN RIGHTS AGENDA, 


Q. ARE YOU STILL PLANNING TO SEE HIM IN NEW YORK aS 
PLAWNED BEFOREHAND? 


A. THE FOCUS HERE 1S ON THIS MEETING, AND WE'LL WAVE TO 
SEE WHAT COMES OUT OF THIS MEETING -- IF THERE 1S 
ANYTHING SATISFACTORY THAT COMES OUT OF IT. BUT WE BRE 
NOT GOING TO LOOK BEYONO THAT. 


¢. THEN YOU ARE SAYING THAT IF THERE 1S NO RESOLUTIC: 
OF THIS AIRLINER EPIZODE, IT'S POSSIBLE YOU WON'T HAVE 
°C OTWER MEETINGS IN NEW YORK? 


_\. 3 CERTAINLY POSSIBLE. 


G. | DON’T UNDERSTAND HOW THIS FITS IN WITH EITHER YOUR. 
PHILOSCPHY OR THE AOMINISTRATION’S POLICY UP TO THIS 





> me ee lc ShULUCUt™ » +. 


BNO | HAVE DESCRIBED IT NOW ANO | WON'T DESCRIBE !T AGAIN. 
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POINT. YOU HAVE EMPwASIZED THE (ILLEGIBLE) THINGS OF 
BEING STRONG AND TALKING. THE UNITED STATES and THE 
SOVIET UNION STILL HAVE CENTRAL AMERICA THE NICOLE £aST, 
PROBLEMS IN AFGHANISTON ONO EAST ASIA, NUCLEAR aams -- 
A LIST &S LONG AS YOUR ARM. | GUEDS WE WERE OREPARED 
FOR YOU SAYING, FROM WHAT HAD BEEN SalD, YOU WANTED TC 
TALK FIRST ABOUT THIS, BUT NOT TO SaY YOU wOULCN’T 

TALK ABOUT ANYTHING EL3E. AND | DON'T QUITE SEE “OW THAT 
FITS IM WITH TME (ILLEGIBLE! YOU HAVE EXPRESSED uP TC 
NOW. WHY DIO YOU DECIDE TC GO BEYOND JUST MAKING THE 
FIRST iTEM TO SAY THAT'S ALL WE'LL TALK agOUT? 


320883! 


oo 


THIS MEETING IN MAODRIC HAS ITS WHOLE CENTER OF 
GRAVITY ON THE SUBJECT OF HUMAN RIGHTS. THAT'S WHAT 
THIS !S ALL ABOUT. AND THAT'S WHAT DESERVES THE 
EMPHASIS, ANO, OF COURSE, THE SHOOT-OOWN IS SUCH : 

-=, GROSS VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS THAT | THINK IT 13 VERY 

PORTANT TO EMPHASIZE IT AND TO CALL FOR AN ACCOUNTING. 

ONE OF THE PROBLEMS WITH & SOCIETY LIKE THE SOVIET 
UNION !$ THAT THERE 15 NO SENSE OF ACCOUNTABILITY IN 
SUCH A SOCIETY. THEY CAN 00 THINGS, AND NO ONE Can ‘ 
QUESTION THEM IN THERE. THERE IS NO PRESS LIKE THIS. 
THERE 15 NC CONGRESS. THERE 1S NO CAPACITY TO CALL FOR 
AN ACCOUNTABILITY. HERE, THEY HAVE MADE THESE LIES 
ABOUT WHAT TOOK PLACE, YET THERE 1S WO ACCOUNTABILITY 
EXCEPT FROM THE OUTSIDE WORLD. AND, SO, | THINK IT’S 
VERY AMPORTANT FOR THEIR MIGHEST OFFICIALS TO BE HELD 
TO ACCOUNT. NOW, (ILLEGIBLE) THEY WILL NOT RESPOND If 
ANY WAY BUT AT LEAST WE SHOULD PUT FORWARD THAT MINIMAL 
LEVEL OF CIVILIZED BEHAVIOR THAT YOU ARE ACCOUNTABLE 
AND RESPONSIBLE FOR THE THINGS YOU CC. 


Q. WHAT 00 YOU OO IF HE SAYS TO YOU, “MR. SECRETARY, 
WE HAVE COME UP WITH A NEW PROPOSAL FOR INF TALKS AND 
1°D LIKE TO TALK TO YOU ABOUT THAT?” WHAT 00 YOU Say? 


A. 1°D TELL MIM THAT MR. NITZE 1S THERE IN GENEVA AND 
THAT 1S THE £ORUM IN WHICH WE ARE NEGOTIATING THE INF 
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X . 
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FM USCEL SECRETARY iN MADRID 
TC SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 8463 
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UNCLES SECTION JS OF @S SECTO 9686 


STATE FOR S/S-CHAALES HILL ANO PA-ALAN ROMBERG ~ ” 
WHITE MOUSE FOR LARRY SPEAKES 
NSC FOR 808 SIMS 


&.0. 12386: N/A ° 
TAGS: OVIP (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.) 
SUBJECT: PRESS CONFERENCE 


MATTERS AND, IF THEY HAVE A NEW PROPOSAL, THERE !$ A VERY 
COMPETENT NEGOTIATOR SITTING THERE READY TO HEAR IT. 


C.. (ILLEGI@LE) SOVIETS THAT YOU WAN” TO LIMIT THE TALKS 
TO THIS OWE TOPIC? 
\ THOUGHT THE PRESIDENT O10 A VERY GOOD JOB OF LAYING 
\ IN HIS SPEECH LAST NIGHT. 


=—.- 


Q. (ILLEGIBLE) DIPLOMATIC MESSAGE - .€G1B8LE) TO 
TELL THEM THAT'S THE WAY IT’S GOING TC st. , —_ 
A. THESE MEETINGS NORMALLY -- PEOPLE DON’T TRANSMIT 
AGENDAS -- WE GO ANO SPEAK BACK AND FORTH. AT LEAST 
_ THAT'S BEEN THE WAY IT’S BEEN IN OTHER MEETINGS 1° VE 
CONDUCTED. AWO SO, I'M SURE THAT HE IS WELL BWARE OF 
WHAT QUR AGENDA 1S. IF WE ISW’T, TH. IF ANY OF YOU 
PEOPLE WRITE THIS UP, WHY HE’LL UNOOVETEDLY READ s80UT 
iT. 


Q. MR: SECRETARY, OO YOU TALK FIRST ON THURSDAY? 
1$ TO SAY, WHO IS THE NOMINAL HOST? 


THAT 


&. (COULD NOT EAR) 


o- 


Q. UNINTELLIGIBLE) 


A. WE ARE WORKING WITH OUR FRIENDS ANO COUNTRIES ALL . 
AROUND THE WORLD; THERE HAS BEEN A GREAT SENSE OF 
OUTRAGE AT WHAT WAS HAPPENED AND WE ARE TAKING THE VIEW 
THay THE BEST WAY TO GO ABOUT THIS 1S TO TALK WITH 
PEOPLE OND TO MEET WITH PEOPLE AND TRY TO FIND & SET 
OF INTERNATIONAL ACTIONS THAT F17 WHAT 13 TRULY AN 
INTERNATIOMAL CRIME. IT ISN’T AS THOUGH THIS IS -- 
THIS 1S WOT EVEN REMOTELY & US/USSR EXCLUSIVELY KINO OF 
AN ISSUE. WE WMO CITIZENS ON THAT PLANE. SO 01D 13 
“OUNTRIES. SO !T IS AN INTERNATIONAL MATTER, ANO 
{ TO EXPLORE THIS, ONO WE ARE VERY ENERGETICALLY. 
\\  ¥E HAD A NUMBER OF MEETINGS IN WASHINGTON, 
INCLUDING YESTERDAY, AND WE HOPE TO TALK WITH OTHERS 
AT LENGTH IN THIS SESSION HERE. 
WE'RE COING IT. 


AND THAT'S THE WAY 
AND WHAT OTHER COUNTRIES WILL SAY, 


QC. WHERE WILL THE MEETING BE? 


A. | THINK IT TAKES PLACE IN GUR AMBASSADOR’ S RESIDENCE. 


—. 


J 


“P~ HOW LONG WILL IT TAKE YOU TO SAY YOUR PIECE IF 
GROMYKO COESN’T HAVE ANYTHING TO Say? 


- a. WELL, 
AND JUST WOW IT WiLL GC. 


| OON'T WANT TO DESCRIBE THE INTERNALS OF THIS, ‘ 
SHULT2 
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SL dVELD™: BACKGROIGHD BRIEFING TO PRESS BY ciiiititiirsssss: 


eeceeeereeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
—_ 


S: MAY I HAVE A LITTLE ORDER HERE PLEASE. OK, WE 
CING 70 00 THE SESSICN ON BACKGROUND RULES. 

ri CF YOU UNDERSTAND WHAT THAT IS. 3U7 LET HE MAKE 
SDACLEAR AGAIN TEAT YOU MAY USE THE INFORMATION AND YOU 
SAY USE THE QUOTATION BUT YGU MAY NOT ATTSIBUTE TKAT 
“NTORMATIGON 70 ANY SOURCE OTHER THAN SENIOR AMERICAN 


Sees eeSSeseeSSSSse aS Sscsseesesessesceeescssseae ee cessecssesssesetek THE THREE 
PARTICIPANTS IN THE Mee TING. BUT | WOULD LIKE TO 
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siti: THANK YOU JOHN. 1 AM NOT GOING TO KAKE A LENGTHY 
STATEMENT. | WILL MAKE A FEW POINTS ABOUT THE MEETING. 
AS YOU KNOW EVEN IN THESE VERY EXTRAORDINARY 


CIRCUMSTANCES WE HAVE A PRACTICE OF NOT COMMENTING ON 


SISti32 AS YOU KNOW, 4E DO NOT COMMENT ON CUR 

CONF GGENTIAL EXCHANGES, GUT | WiLL SAKE A FEW BRIE? 
POINTS. AS Td& SECRETARY OF STATE STATED, THE MEE” AG 
WAS FROM GUR PERSPECTIVE TOTALLY UNSATISFACTORY BEC+L5E 
THE SOVIET UNION ANDO SOVIET FOREIGN HINISTER GROMYKC 
wERE COMPLETELY INSENSITIVE TO THE CONCERNS FELT AaS.NO 
THE WOALO CREATED GY THE KOREAN ATRCINE MASSACRE. THE 
SECRETARY OF STATE TREATED THE KOREAN MASSACRE AS » 
HUMAN RIGHTS PROGLEM AND ADORESSEG IT iN THAT CONTEXT. 
SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER GROMYKO O12 NOT WANT TO ODiSCLSS 
THiS ISSUE, GUT WAS MADE TO CISCuSS [7 AT THE MEETING. 
THE SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER HAD A DIFFERENT AGENDA, 
HANTZO TO DISCUSS ARMS CONTROL. HE MADE A LENGTHY &\0 | 
SOMZaHAT STALE PRESENTATION ON SOVIET SUPPORT FOR ARMS ; 
CONTROL WHICH INCLUDED NOTHING NEW IN THE WAY OF . 
NEGOTIATING PROPOSALS ANDO HIS PRESENTATION ON ARMS 
CONTROL SUSUECTS, MAINLY INF, DID NOT APPEAR TO 
DEMONSTRATE MUCH FLEXIBILITY IN TERMS OF THE GENEVA 
NEGOTIATIONS. 


"2 amivc OCA CONCERN AT THE MEETING SAS TO FOCUS ON 

THE KOAIAN MASSACRE AS A HUMAN RIGRTS PROGLEM, THe 

SECRETARY Oil CESTCRIBE PRESIOSNT REAGAN'S STRONG 

COMMITMENT CN ARMS CONTROL. HIS INITIATIVES IN 

UNCLASSITF icy 
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DIFFERENT FORA INCLUOING STRATEGIC ARPS aAcouCTION 

TALKS, THE MUTUAL BALANCE FORCE REDUCTION TALKS G.. ° 


VIENNA, THE INF MEGOTIATIONS wRERE TRE CNITED STA SS 
HAS PROPGSEO THAT ALL INF MISSILES BE CLIMiNATEOD No A 
COMPLETE BAN IN THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS ANCA. BUT AS 4 


SAIO, THE FOCUS OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S 
PRESENTATIGN WAS THE KOREAN AIALINE EPISCOE sAHERE HE 
STATED I THINK, TRE WORLD COAMUNITY'S CASE VERY 


FORCEFULLY, ASKING THE SOVIET UNION NOT ONLY FOR 4X 
EXPLANATION BUT FOR STEPS TO INSURE THAT THIS EPiSvUE 
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eUULG NCVER TAKE PLACE AGAIN. 


7 AS IN AAS PUBLIC PAESENTATION YESTERDAY, FOREIGN 
PUN ISTEAR GAGMYKO SOGLGKT TC SHIFT THE RESPCNSISILITY FOR 
Tis TO TRE UNITES STATIS. iT BECAME CLEAR IN TRE 
MECTING THAT FUATFoOA OFSCUSSICN ON THE SUBJECT 4AS NOT 
Usa TO BE CONSTRLCTI VE ANO THE SECRETARY DF STATE 
LEGESTCD THAT THE Pee€TInNG COME TO AN END. WHICH IT 


i) (e) 
4 

-- j wilt GE HAPPY TO TAKE YOUR QUESTIONS. 
G: iN @HAT RESPECT -AS iT #ORSE TODAY THAN... 

siteseeees [ aCULO ONLY SAY THAT iN TERMS OF SUSSTANCE OF 
Pec PAZTSENTATION THE CINE @AS YERY SIMILAR TO 
VESTERGAY'S . IN TiAnMS CF STYLE, THE FOREIGN 
MiNiSTEA'S PRESENTATION wAS MORE AGGRESSIVE. 
G > Sik, YOU SAO "RAT... CINAUDIBGLE) ANO TRAE STATEMENT 
28 PACKT CF GS SAYS TRAT TRIS [5 NOT THE ENO OF THE 
PATTER. GOES TALS .MPLY THEN THAT THE MEETING IN NEW 
YCRK GETaztcN THE TaG FOREIGN MINISTERS wOULD ALSO NOT 
TAKE PLAC? 

cess: THAT JS A SusJECT we ARE NOT LOOKING AT AT THIS TIMC. 
Gd: CAN Y3u CESCRI3¢ -- OD SHULTZ TALK FIRST OR OLD 
UNCLASS IF ced 
VACCASSIF ICO 
PAGE G4 SEcCTO 0996026 O01 OF 06 0908372 a 
“a. 

GACMYAS TALK FIRST AND HGW LONG DOJO [IT TAKE SHULTZ TO 
LAY OUT AIS VicwS, OR HIS PIECE? 
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SECTO 

GEPT. FOR PA AND FA/PRESSi PLEASE PASS WHITE KOUSE FOR 


lead a CLARA ANNO MR, S>EAKCS 
wSsA FCR P OLRECTOR THOMPSON, P/PPO, B/VYOA, EG 


26. L235a: N/A 
“AGS: CViF CSCc CSrucTZ, GEORGE P.) 


SUdIJECT: GACKGROUND GRIEFING TO PRESS OV citiiiiiiiiiisis 
SIE: WAAEN, 2 DON'T REACLY WANT TO GO UNTO TRAT Kin 
o “MET TL. 8 owen “<7 TREY SOTH HAS A CAHAACE TO GO 

sz ow § SOME OISCuSSicN EARLY ON IN 


SACK FNS PUATS 7468 
8S PEET LNG ABSuR Tae ASTNOA ALONG Tre LiNtS i 
SLGGESTEO. THE SCViET FOREIGN MINISTER OLO NOT CARLY 
CN IN THE MEETING awANT TC ADDRESS THE AIRLINER INCIOENT 


Ai Avi. 

G: CAN YOU THEN GN A OiFFERENT LEVEL, CAN YOU TALK 
ASGUT 4RETHEA ALL CP THis [5 REALLY A LOT OF SOUND AND 
FLAY AND SOTRING [5 GOISG TO COME GF {[T, SINCE YOU 
DON'T SEEM TCO BE GETTING A LOT OF RUSA TO COOPERATE ON 
JNCLSSSIF bey 
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ANY KINOS OF ACTIONS? 
SHIH: ELL. FURST OF ALL THAT'S NOT CORRECT. AND THE 
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PueaPrI$t OF THIS PRESS CCnrcacNCE 15 NOT TO TALK ABOUT 

THOSE “CTACNS. Gut THAT is sacORRECT. SECGAD OF ALL, 

tT i$ "GT ALi SOUND AWS FuNY. JUST BASZOD ON THE 

SPECCHEE TaAaAT YOU'VE UNICUSTZOLY LISTENED TO WHERE AT 
MUSA COMFERENCE. =F aAQK Tre Fain SAMPLE GF wOALD 

CPNANITG., 17 (8 CLEAR Teiat 2OGP LE ARE VEAY SPSET ABOUT 

TRO MRASSACAI. ANO AS TRE SECRETARY GF STATE'S 

STATEACA, FOLLOdIAG AiS FEETING BITR GADMYKS MAKES 

cLEAm, THiS (5 AOT THE eNO CF THE AAVTZAR. wE ARE GOING 

TOGO CCATINGE ALGNG 4iTR OTHER COUNTRIES TO PUSR TRIS 
GeEST.Ca, TQ QERAAG AN EAPLANATION, AND TO DEMAND THAT 
THE SOVIET UNION TAKE STEPS TO INSURE THAT WE DON'T SEE 
TaiS AAPPEN AGAIN. 
G: i TAINK YOU AAVE TC Gild US A LITTLE SIT MORE OF HOW 
17 6 wEAT SINCE TT (5 [RRPGRTANT FOR THE SctdSTANCE. YOU 
Soca TO SUGGEST TKAT GNCMYKO PERHAPS r-AD SPOKEN FIRST 
AGlLT adh CONTROL. THE SECRETARY MACE SORE COMMENT ON 
AAAS COANTACL, Palle 15 A GOTETION RE «AD SAiD ZFARLIZR RE 
eOULS POT TALK ALGuT HAtTaAlhG ELSE. “f2ii0 SECONDLY HE SEc%co 
TO TALK ALOT Tei PloART TACTOENT AND GACAYKO TREN APPAAL A: - 
-” STAATED Givin AN EAPLAMATION ANDO Tat iAPRESSION YOU 
SAVE aAS TRAT THE SECACTARY TREN CUT HiM CFF IN THE MiGorc. 


STG BY MeCTH SALALY GESTGNTD TO Give YOu MGAC INP CR 
ATION. 4d AGAMALIY, IN THESE CASES, ALO i've GRIEFEO 


4 
0. OTHER TAGAYAG AESTINGS, § THINK BET sd SONE INTO AS ica 
ceTAL. TOLAY AS af HAVE IN PREVIOUS MOZTINGS. THEAS BAS 
So 13CUSSiCN ZTAALY CA IN THE REETING ADQUT THE AGEAUA. 
Taiac -AS A FASACY CENGTHY AND TYPICAL SOVIET STATEMENT 


\ my - - 
“ se we’ * & Fe ‘~~ 


Ce | 


Pace OJ SECTG 65026 O02 OF Go O5085972 


ATCe7 SAMS CONTAOQL. THE SECRETARY CF STATE GEFENGEO 7a. 
ADL INISTRATION'TS POSITION GA ARMS CO.TROL, AAwlig IT Cocen 
“rAT U7 BAS THE oh TED STATES TRAT AUS COPE FORWARD aac 
TNMAGVATIVE ANS TRAGIAATIYE APPACACHES., JLT THAT CONVE.- 
SATiGN GAY TCOK PLACE AFTER THE SOVIZ™ FOREIGH MiNtSTER 


eeG AGREED THAT BE WOULD DISCUSS THE AiRLINER TPLSCCE. 
by THE O{SCUSSION GF THE AIRLINER EPiSGDE, TT GECAMe Cicada 


TAT NR. GROMYKO'S CINE aAS THE SARE AS Tre CNE HE PRE- 
SEXTED IN PUBLIC YESTERGAY. THAT 18, Feat TRIS dad A 
oS. RISPONSTBILITY, akicd iS TOTALLY PACPOSTEROUS ANG 
UNACCEPTABLE. THE SOVIET UNION IN TOOAY'S MEETING WAS 
INSENSITIVE TO THE CONCERNS FELT AROUND THE WORLD BY 
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TAiS MENUS ACT. — 
ruUCHES: ERE, TrERE iS GNE OVER HEAC. HERE WE GO. 
NOPE. ERE, REAL. 


YESTELQAY MEANING, THE SPEECHES TODAY, THe RENTICN OR © aia 
NGaCch OF KENTION, FOR INSTANCE. THE YUGOSLAVS AND THE 
RUAANSANS DLO NOT MENTION IT, OTHERS O10. 
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SECTO 


DEPT. FOR PA ANO PA/PRESS: PLEASE PASS WHITE HOUSE FOR 
ee MR. CLARK ANO MR. SPEAKES 
USIA FOR P DIRECTOR THOMPSON, P/PPO, 


E.0. 12356: 


N/A 


TAGS: OVIP CSCE (SHULTZ, GEORGE P.) 
SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING T0 PRESS 6 > 


Samp WELL, 


B/VOA, EU 


OUR JUOGMENT IS THAT THE COUNTRIES, THE 
VAST MAJORITY OF COUNTRIES REPRESENTED AT THIS 
CONFERENCE ARE GREATLY CONCERNED. 


a: GB wy 010 iT TAKE Two HOURS? 
USING INTERPRETATION OR WAS GROMYKO LISTENING TO 
SHULT2 ANO THEN (INAUDIBLE. ?) 


WERE SPEAKERS 


GROMYKO WAS SPEAKING IN RUSSIAN ANO THAT WAS 
BEING INTERPRETEO. 
TENOS TO ORAG THE MEETING OUT SOMEWHAT. 


UNCLASSIFIEO 
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ANO AS YOUR QUESTION IMPLIES, THAT 


09084172 


Q: BUT HE OION'T ASK FOR ANY INTERPRETATION OF SHULTZ? 


NO, 
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St VIG CACAY FORSIGN BINiSTER GROMYAG SALVO AT THE 
eaeit caw chCl TRAT (7 APPEARED TrAT Tec ACRETAN JET AAS 
AlTeALLY GOING SOME FOAM OF SPY 4CRX. Gid RE REPEAT 
CeCARLY THESE TdidGS TO THE ScCCRETARY? 

coseses > » SALO EARLIER TaAAT Tit SUBSTANCE OF THE 
PaAESE..TATION COOSCLY PARALLELEO BHAT aAS SAID YESTERDAY 
8 Podcle. 


mvaAcs: MR. OSHAONS. 


CAN @& SAY TaAT Tmt GLLK OF THE CONVEASATION THIS 


- 
= 


AFTEANOGN DEALT wiiA THE AIRLINER? 

sieseeeee! DP eGclG SAY THAT iT @AS A SOCS PCATION OF 
TODAY'S SSBLECT. ff GOLLON*T WANT TGS GET INTC FRACTIONS 
er lU MEA GT AS cf PENECENT, 480 PERCENT, i DON'T. THINK 
TWAT G3 4 WEAN SoaStscc WAY TO OESCRIGE IT. 
+ Ga THE AGENDA. TRE JDISTLSSION OA ARAS CONTROL THERE 


sct4iG "G HAVE SEEN A CIT OF CHANGE in Trt POSITION 


eoSCai.G2G TO SOsS fF oS CN THE PLANE. THEN GRULTZ SAIC 
az @OsLON'T TALK AcCUT ARMS CONTROL LF SACAYSC RAISED 
17. GTA JUST wCNTENING TF HE HAD TO DECIOE TO HAVE SOME 
DISCUSSION OF Tals ScFuRE HE COULD GET GaOM/KI-W 

curl TO THE ACE CLAS. 

seA7T: YOU DION T .iS7Es CLOSELY ENGUGA TC arAT I HAD 


SAID. TAERE wAS OO NSGOTIATION ABOUT AAFS CONTAOL GOING 
VN 6 (iS MEETING. @#AT wf HEARO WAS A STALE REITERATION 


PASE 93 SECTG 09926 O3 GCF 06 69084i2 
CF SSOVGET COMMITMENT TO ARMS CONTROL aive VIAY LITTLE 
thy SUBSTANCE. ANO ALL THAT THE SECAETARY CF STATE OIG 
‘s A VERY FORCEFUL «AY “AS T9 DEFEND THE PAESIOENT'S 
MECCAD IN THE ARZA GF SAMS CONTROL. 
HUGHES: CONE IN THE SACK IN THE AISLE THERE. 
HUGHES: WO, THE GENTLEMEN NEXT TO YOU. GO AHEAD. 
SG: CINACCISLE). WHAT GC YOU THINK THAT THE RUSSIANS 
RAVE INTEREST TO SHOGT THE PLANE? 
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RUSHES? (TQetlc!3") WHAT #AS THE RUSSIAN MOTIVATION? 
settit': pZLL, ot THINK THE SOVIETS EXPLAINED THAT PRETTY 
CLEARLY. THEY CONSIGER THEIR TERRITORY 70 BE SACRED 
ANG THAT ANYTHING THAT SZEAS TO OVERFLY iT RUNS THE 
VERY SCAICUS RISK OF SEING SHOT DOWN. IN OTHER wORDS 
THEIR TEARITORY RATHER THAN HUMAN LIFE IS SACRED. 


S$: ais GENTLEMEN ACAE IN FRONT OF US. 

u S.420 TRAT MR. SAULTZ CALLED THE BEZTING TO AN 
END. «AS THERE AT ANY POLAT THE INDICATION THAT AR. 
GAQMYKG wAS ABOUT TO WALK OUT OR TO LEAVE. 


ssitiiti:) | OON'T wANT TO GISCUSS THAT. 
nean£S: MA. COTCROOAFER 
G. ~ 2lgeld LIKE 70 ASK THO SORT OF UNRZLATED QUESTIONS. 


adied 1. € whl IN THERE, WE sERE LISTENING TO THE NEWS 
CACALIS ST mitm SALG TAHATTACULS. FLEST aAD STARTEG 
Sacco ae CEBALGN. «010 TALIS BMATTEA COFE UP IN ANY 
daY is TOGAY'S BESCTING? AND SECONDLY, BHAT HAPPENS 

Sa, Oil Tat TWO KEN SAY TO CACH OTHER BE BIL. TALK 
GCL7 "RiS AGAIN iN NES YORK? DID TAEY EXFRTSS TO EACH 
THE ANY KIND GF FUTURE CONTACTS ON THIS SudJECT OR ON 


te 
ASSP EV 
—s 
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MR. CLAAK AAD Ma, SPE AKES 


FOR PA AND PA/PRESSi PLEASE PASS wHITE HOUSE FOR 


ae FOR P DIRECTOR THOMPSON, P/PPO, B/VOA, cu 


ZN $2356: ACA » 4 

Aba: oOVIP CSCE (Seu T2, GEORGE P.) eaten atinn 
SUSSETTE PDACKGROUND GALEFING TO PRESS OV cittiiiiiiiiiiy 
resisi’: THe ANSWER TO 30TH OF THOSE QUESTIONS IS NO. 
sugncsS MA, BEGLEITCA. 

GQ? GLO SECRETARY SeeocTZ USE THE wORT SASSACRE? OR IS 
TAAT YOUR #OR0 US.LNG Tree w#O0RD MASSACRE? 
EID: WZLG dE AAS CERTAL ACY USED THAT wORD PUBLICLY AND 

CAN'T RECALL TRAT OFF TRE TOP OF MY HEAD WHETHER HE 


dic GR He DION'T. 


G, O12 HE USE iT IN THE MEETING? 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1983, 5:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


4, 


MR. ROMBERG: I have two statements which will be 
ON THE RECORD. We will then go ON BACKGROUND and answer 
your questions. I will introduce them after we have gone ON 
BACKGROUND. First a statement with regard to closure of | 
Aeroflot offices in the United States. 

As directed by the President, Acting Secretary of 
State Lawrence S. Eagleburger informed Soviet Ambassador - 
Dobrynin today that the Soviet airline Aeroflot must close . 
its offices in the United States by September 15 and that 
airline officials must depart this country by September 15. 
This is in response to the brutal and unprovoked Soviet 
shooting down of an unarmed Korean civilian airliner and the 
resulting loss of 269 lives. 


In response to the brutal and unprovoked Soviet 
attack on Korean Air Lines Flight 007 on September 1, 1983, 
the President has requested the Civil Aeronautics Board to 
take strong action against the Soviet airline Aeroflot. In \ 
a letter sent this morning to CAB Chairman Dan McKinnon, the 
President asked the Board to take the following action, 
effective September 12, 1983: 





(1) to suspend the right of Aeroflot to sell 
tickets in the United States; 


(2) to prohibit U.S. airlines from selling tickets 
in the United States for transportation on 
Aeroflot: , 


(3) to preclude U.S. airlines from carrying traffic 
to, from or within the U.S. where an Aeroflot 
flight is on the ticket; 


(4) to direct U.S. airlines to suspend any 
interline service arrangements with Aeroflot; 
and 


(5) to prohibit U.S. airlines from accepting any 
tickets issued by Aeroflot for air travel to, 
from or within the United States. 


The President has also reaffirmed the suspension 
of Aeroflot flights to and from this country which has been 
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in effect since January 5, 1982. The impending Board deci- 
sion would prevent Aeroflot from marketing any of its ser- 
vices through U.S. carriers or their American agents. 


The President requests all United States airlines 
and travel agents to comply with the ietter and spirit of 
these actions. 


The duration cf these measures in the civil 
aviation area wiil be for a period of time, in part depen- 
Gent upon the extent to which the USSR demonstrates its 
willingness to honor essential standards of civil aviation, 
makes a full account of its shoot down of the airline, and 
issues an apology as well as compensation to agarieved par- 
ties. 


The United States will continue to work with the 
members of the international community in their efforts to 
promote air safety anc to deter such Soviet actions frox 
happening again. 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKG ROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S. SANCTIONS IMPOSED AGAINST SOVIET AIRLINE AEROFLOT 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1983, 5:25 P. M. 


MODERATOR: Let us go ON BACKGROUND, please, and 
kill the cameras and kill the lights. 


0 Can we have copies? 


MODERATOR: We can make copies available later. I 
don't happen to have them right at this moment. 


) Can we have a filing break on the ON THE 
RECORD statement? 


MODERATOR: Yes. I think you can do that. 
Frankly, I would prefer that you get any questions you might 
-- clarifications you can -- go ahead, you can file. Go 
ahead. Filing break. 


We're now ON BACKGROUND. Let me turn this over to 
three experts. They may all be referred to as Senior 
Administration Officials or Senior Department Officials or 
Senior CAB Official, as you wish, but that is the 
attribution. 


Why don't you come on up and they'll take your 
guestions, as appropriate, if you would just be patient so 
they can come to the mike. Let me also say that the sub- 
jects of the questions should be limited exclusively to 
these actions taken today and not sort of broader questions. 


Q Has this been announced at the White House? 


MODERATOR: The White House has also made the sta- 
tements available. Yes. 


Q If a passenger with a foreign ticket turns up 
a -- but it's got a partial Aeroflot stub on it -- comes up, 
what then happens? Is he then transferred to a European 
Carrier, or is he asked to buy another ticket? Doesn't this 
mean that the U.S. airliners are going to lose money in the 
process? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The first thing that I should 
stress is that the order that the Board has been requested 





to issue would not apply to foreign air carriers other than 
Aeroflot. 


0 But if I have a Lufthansa ticket, but I'm 
flying Pan Am, I have to go to a Pan Am desk to fly, but 
it's also got an Aeroflot stub, that ticket will not be 
affected? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: If you bought a Lufthansa ticket 
-- let's suppose that you flew from Munich to New York on 
Lufthansa on a ticket issued by Lufthansa that had on it a 
flight segment, New York to Chicago, on Pan American. Under 
the order the Board issues today, Pan American would not be 
permitted to honor that ticket. 


The passenger could under those circumstances take 
that ticket to Lufthansa for a refund and could purchase a 
separate ticket. 


MODERATOR: Okay. Next? (No response) We‘ve 
Stunned you with our brilliance. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me add one I think very, 
very general explanation here. The action which has been 
taken is directed against Aeroflot. It is not addressed to 
other foreign airlines. 


It only applies where you have conduct that is not 
wholly outside of the United States. In other words, we are 
attempting very hard in this case not to have any so-called 
extraterritorial application of U.S. law or U.S. regulation. 


That is a purpose here to achieve, in effect, 
parallel action from other nations around the world. In 
effect, we are addressing only those instances in which 
there is a contact with the United States. 


Again, it does not address foreign carriers other 
than Aeroflot, either inside or outside of the United 
States. It does address, in effect, conduct which is not 
wholly outside of the United States. 


Q Could you tell us something about the expected 
impact of your decisions today? 


MODERATOR: On whom? 


Q On the Soviet Union. On Aeroflot in its capa- 
city to fly, its economic movement, its sales -- 





THIRD OFFICIAL: Aeroflot maintains in the United 
States two full-time offices: One in New York, one in 
Washington. Both will be shut down. The personnel who 
staff those offices will be required to leave one week from 
today. 


The number of personnel involved is about three 
full-time permanent Aeroflot officials plus a number of 
other Soviets who work at Aeroflot, who are spouses or 
dependents of Soviet Embassy people or people here with 
Other Soviet organizations. 


The total number of Soviets who will leave as a 
result of the shutdown and the order to depart will probably 
-- I'm not exactly sure of the detail -- but probably will 
be a little under 20. 


Q As far as movement of the planes, how much are 
they going to lose in revenues as a result of this? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Let me take a shot at that. We 
have made some effort to try to identify the impact, and I 
must say that that it is quite difficult to come up with the 
precise estimate. But we do believe that the order, when 
implemented, will have a significant effect on Aeroflot 
revenue. 


You must appreciate that the United States is the 
largest generator of air traffic in international air traf- 
fic in the world, and we believe that the effect of the 
Board's actions as requested by the President will be to 
divert significant traffic and thus hard currency revenues 
away from Aeroflot. 


Aeroflot has always been a rather minor factor in 
the U.S. market, but the U.S. market and the travelers that 
it generates have been a more important source of revenue to 
Aeroflot. So we think the action will have economic impact. 


Q Can you give us some idea of those revenues 
that were being earned by Aeroflot in the United States? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We are still trying to get a good 
fix on that. I would prefer not to do it at this point 
because my staff tells me that the numbers are too loose to 
be quoted. 


Q Can we make the request that that question be 
taken and come back with an answer, please? 





MODERATOR: We'll try, but it's very difficult at 
a briefing like this to take a question and come back in any 
timely way, but -- 


Q In some time. 
MODERATOR: At some point we'll try and do that. 


e) Does anybody have a feel for what contract 
holdings Aeroflot may have in this country such as main- 
tenance, terminal space and that sort of thing that they may 
be giving up and will result in lost revenue to the 
municipalities? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Aeroflot has not served this 
country since January of 1982 when, as a result of the 
troubles in Poland, Aeroflot's right to fly to this country 
was suspended. Therefore, they have effectively not been 
serving this country in approximately a year and a half, so 
I think that they have -- 


0 (Inaudible) 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. You may recall, they only 
served two points, in any event, New York and Washington. 


0 But could they sell tickets even if they 
couldn't fly? 


MODERATOR: Previously. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Aeroflot had authority which 
expired in January of 1982 to sell tickets in the United 
States. There was some question as to whether Aeroflot 
might in fact have had authority to continue to sell tickets 
for transportation from Montreal to Moscow or to points in 
Russia. 


In order to make sure that there was no doubt, the 
Board will, I am sure, clarify that and make it clear that 
they have no authority to sell anything in the United 
States. 


Q Two question, please. The first is, is this 
likely to divert business curently held by American airlines 
-- U.S. airlines to foreign flag carriers? 


And the second is, was there consultation with 
allies? And the obvious followup to that is, do you expect 
parallel actions by allies? 








THIRD OFFICIAL: We have been in consultation with 
not just the allies but also neutral and non-aligned 
countries around the world over the last week, and we have 
told them in these consultations that we were planning to 
take certain steps which would not have extraterritorial 
application to affect the operations of Aeroflot, the 
lingering relationship and operation here, and so on. 

So I don't think that these measures will come as a surprise 
to the allies. 


As to the effect on American carriers, can you 
take that one? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We don't expect this to have a 
Significant effect on American carrier revenues or costs. 
Again, we have made a quick attempt to ascertain what the 
present level of doing business between the U.S. and the 
Soviet carrier is, and as nearly as we've been able to tell 
it appears to be a roughly even exchange of revenues from 
transportation provided over the lines of U.S. carriers and 
Aeroflot. 


We think that the effect of our actions -- the 
actions the President has requested -- will be to divert 
those revenues that they current get in conjunction with 
American airlines away from Aeroflot. 


fe) What was Dobrynin's reaction to all of this, 
and did he say anything markedly different from the kind of 
presentation that Gromyko made to Shultz in Madrid? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: First of all, we're not going to 
get into aspects other than the specific Aeroflot operations 
today. As to his reaction, I don't think it's appropriate 
to go into how he reacted to a private diplomatic exchange, 
but the note was presented to him and he accepted it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do we have any idea how many U.S. air 
travellers went to Moscow or the Soviet Union last year? 
Can you tell by the visas or the tickets? Do you have 
any idea at all? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: To the best of my recollection -- 
and I would like to get back on this one, the numbers 
slipping my mind -- I believe the number of travellers 
Out of Montreal, in total, which included U.S. and 
Canadian citizens, was on the order of 20,000 last year. 


But, if you would like, I will get back and get 
Alan the best numbers we have. I don't recall at this 
point. 


9) With only three full time employees at 
these two offices, it suggests to me that Aeroflot 
wasn't doing any business in this country anyhow. 


Do you have any figures on how many tickets are 
written on a monthly or an annual basis? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That is private commercial 
information. Aeroflot is not a party to any joint arrange- 
ments, clearing-house arrangements, where we might be 
able to get that information. So, we have a very hard 
time getting a fix on that. 


0 Three employees -- does that not suggest 
that their operation is minimal, at most? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, their operation -- it is 
hard to dispute they are not flying. Their operation is 
minimal. It is hard to imagine a more minimal operation. 
But I think that the important thing to remember here 
is that no airline, even the largest U.S. airline, sells 
the majority of its tickets by itself. The vast majority 
of tickets that are sold in this country are sold by 
travel agents or by other U.S. airlines. And both travel 
agents and other U.S. airlines, as a result of the actions 
requested by the President will be precluded from selling 
transportation on Aeroflot. 


Now, we point out that Aeroflot, although it 
no longer flies from the United States to Moscow, flies 
to many points in Europe, and Asia to Moscow. And in 
the past, travellers from the United States, ticketed 
by U.S. travel agents and U.S. airlines, have, in fact, 
used Aeroflot services. So, don't look at just the 
three, think about the 18,000 travel agents in this 
country and the 20 or 25 airlines who are selling tickets. 
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@) It sounds from the way you have described 
it, in fact, from what you have just said, that who this 
is really going to hurt is the U.S. travel industry, and 
I am not trying to sound like the Chamber of Commerce on 
this. But suppose I wanted to fly from Irkutsk to Kiev, 
I think that my only choice is Aeroflot. If I can't buy 
a ticket here, I buy a ticket through the travel agent 
down the street to Montreal, and when I get to Montreal, 
I still buy the same ticket. 


I mean, I am not sure from what you say how 
much U.S. -- Americans -- who buy Aeroflot tickets, to 
whatever extent the Aeroflot tickets they buy are for 
internal travel within the Soviet Union, certainly aren't 
going to hurt Aeroflot because they aren't going to 
lose the business. It is just going to require me to 
go to Montreal to buy the ticket. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: First of all, we wouldn't 
want to prejudge what the Canadians going to do, and 
perhaps the Canadians will consider some of the steps, 
in which case you would have to go a lot farther than 
Montreal to buy a ticket. 


The second thing, though, is that I think it is 
important to remember that the percentage of its revenues 
that Aeroflot derives from U.S. travellers, who are 
ticketed by U.S. travel agents and airlines, we believe 
is significant. It is much more significant than the 
percentage of service that Aeroflot can provide to the 
U.S. traveller. U.S. travellers, we think, will not be 
severely or seriously inconvenienced by what we are 
doing, but we believe the proportional impact on Aero- 
flot will be much greater. 


Q Let me put it, just to put a point on the 
question, what I mean to say, of the Aeroflot services 
that Americans buy, how much of that service, if you can 
tell us, is service which they will be able to get 
elsewhere, or as opposed to service which they can only 
get’ from Aeroflot, and they will therefore have to find 
a way to obtain? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That in part depends, in large 
part depends upon what other countries decide to do in 
response to our initiatives and approaches. 


MODERATOR: I remind you, too, we had a travel 
advisory today, and I refer you back to that. 


0 I understand the Soviets have been per- 
mitted to fly, to land Aeroflot in Washington, and I sup- 
pose New York, to supply their Embassy here and the UN 
Mission in New York. Is that correct, and will they be 
allowed to continue doing that? 
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THIRD OFFICIAL: From time-to-time, the Soviets 
have made special flights into this country for cargo or 
to bring distinguished visitors, just as we have done the 
same thing into the Soviet Union. We have that under 
review. 


0 I am a little mixed up about one thing. 
Suppose I go over to the Air France ticket office here 
and ask them to book me from Paris -- let's assume Aero- 
flot is flying from Paris -- from Paris to Moscow on 
Aeroflot. Can they do it under this -- ? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. 


e) This applies only to U.S. travel agents 
and U.S. airlines? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me again emphasize what 
the entire purpose here is. One, it is to take a strong 
United States action against Aeroflot. It is also not 
to impose upon other countries, or to profess to impose 
upon them, what we are doing for ourselves. 


What we are trying to do is to encourage the 
rest of the world to adopt similar and parallel actions. 
If they do so, we will have effectively, around the 
world, stung a very strong blow against Aeroflot. 


But we recognize it is going to take united 
action for this to be effective around the world. But 
as far as the United States goes, we have taken actions 
involving U.S. carriers and also other conduct that is 
either to, from, or within the United States. 


It does require a.United States contact, in 
effect. 


The purpose is to encourage others to do the 
same. 


0 Have you spoken with any representatives 
of the travel industry about the impact of this? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We have a bit of a legal problem 
here, because the Board has now been requested by the 
President to issue an order that will accomplish, to do 
the things that Alan laid out in his initial presenta- 
tion. 


The Board will, I believe, very shortly, issue 
an order that may go out tonight, or at the latest 
tomorrow morning, which will give the affected parties 
48 hours to comment -- a little longer than 48 hours, 
until noon Monday -- to comment on the proposed effect 
of the order. 
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As a result, through what may seem arcane 
legal procedures, we will be in a position of being 
precluded from speaking with parties that might be 
affected without violating conflict of interest regula- 
tions. 


0 Do you anticipate any kind of loud 
Outcry? Have you analyzed this enough so that you 
don't expect travel agents, 18,000 of them, to be highly 
annoyed? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The CAB has had a lot of experi- 
ence with travel agents, not all of it favorable, but I 
really believe on this one that we can expect very strong 
support from the travel industry, and I don't expect any 
Outcry other than one saying it is the right thing to do. 


MODERATOR: We'll take two more questions and 
then close it down. 


@) I am confused about the CAB order. Would 
that be effective immediately, or would it be effective 
at noon Monday, or when would it be effective? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The order will be effective 
when the Board issues the final order. I would anticipate 
now that that order will be effective on Monday, probably, 
I would say, by close of business on Monday. 


2) Subject to comment in the meantime. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It will be subject to comment 
by interested people. | 


2) Is it accurate to call it an order or as a 
proposed order, or what? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It can either be called a tenta- 
tive order or a show-cause order. 


QO Did I understand you correctly to say that 
last year there were 20,000 U.S. citizens flying to the 
Soviet Union through Montreal? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: No. I said I believe the total 
number of passengers flying on Aeroflot services from 
Montreal to Moscow was 20,000. The U.S. passengers on 
that would have been a smaller amount. I will have to get 
back to you with the best numbers we have. That is just 
a recollection, top of the head. 


MODERATOR: Okay. Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:40 p.m.) 
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QUESTION: I'm going to change the subject again and ask you about 
Lebanon. 


QUESTION: We don't have a subject yet. 


QUESTION: It apparently is not getting any better. Is the 
Administration going to have to make a decision - 1. about the Marines 
and 2. about a longer range consideration of what we can do to bring 
the Lebanese Government in control of the country and prevent this 
deterioration? 


SFCRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as the Marines are concerned, they are 
there and they will carry out their mission and they will defend them- 
selves vigorously, as we've already said. And I think there has been 
some active defense. I met yesterday with each of the Ministers of 
the Multinational Force, but then we had meeting of the four of us 
together to discuss Lehanon and I think I can fairly say that all the 
countries concerned are, of course, very well informed about what's 
going on and the problems are obvious -- the importance of returning 
stability there. Of course, that's primarily the job of the 
Government of Lebanon -- is of critical importance and the role of the 
MNF in supporting that, I think, is an essential one. There is a 
general agreement that the performance of the Lebanese Armed Force in 
their stabilization of Beirut -- I've lost track of the time when they 
went in there -- about five days ago or so, was really quite remarkable 
and I was struck hy the fact that the French who are severe judges on 
the one hand and are deployed in that area had that comment and I 
think that their performance has basically exceeded people's expec- 
tations, not only in terms of its military skill, but also its 
sophistication as a military force in handling things, so that's a 
very positive thing, but clearly there are great problems particularly 
in the struggle over the alleged Shouf areas. I think that's where 
it's concentrated. 


QUESTION: Wil’? .t be necessary for a new American diplomatic 
initiative? Wiii this be -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's been a continuous initiative and over quite 


a long period of time -- first with Phil and Morrie. The domino theory 
works, huh? And then with Bud McFarlane and Dick Fairbanks. Bud was 
back very briefly for some general sessions, but certainly very active 
and have had a lot of help, I think probably more help in an active 

way from the Saudis than on many occasions and the Jordanians have 

been a part of the picture, recently the Fgyptians and others. 


QUESTION: Could you give an instance? ‘ 














SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to give any particular instance 
or describe their activities beyond saying that they clearly see the 
importance of the issues. They've been supporting the Government of 
Lebanon and working very actively to stabilize the situation. 


QUESTION: I have a follow-up question on the talks on the Korean 
plane incident. The package that was put together last night and 
approved, I gather in a tentative way. Is that the extent of the 
Allied response or do we anticipate doing something more in addition 
to that? And a second part to that, do you expect to meet Gromyko 
in New York in late September? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, insofar as actions are con- 
cerned. We have taken some ourselves as the United States but basi- 
cally we have been trying to approach this as it is -- a world issue -- 
and to talk to others and consult with them and do that on the basis 
that one characteristic of something effective is something that has 
widespread support and you may do something that looks dramatic but it 
doesn't have support and it isn't as effective as something that is 
perhaps less dramatic but more widely supported. I think that it may 
turn out that this meeting scheduled for September 15 of the 
International ICAO may turn out to he quite an important place for 
strong discussion of the rules of the airways. The French proposals 
for things that are planned to be tabled there in which the people in 
the meeting we had all basically supported, I think, could amount to 
something worthwhile. The general support for what have become known 
as the Korean demands is important, of course, the demand for access 
to the site becomes less significant as time passes but the other 
demands stand and whether the Soviets respond to them or not, it's, I 
think, a matter of importance that they have widespread support. The 
extent to which there will be agreement to break for some period of 
time as a kind of political demonstration the air traffic to and from 
countries to the Soviet Union, that's still -- many countries want to 
do that, a few have reservations or feel that in one way or another, 
their legal restrictions make it difficult for them. But there is a 
remarkable and uniformed strength or feeling in it, it goes right 
Over into the Neutral Non-Aligned group that I had breakfast with and 
I think it's important to see that and have that come forward. At any 
rate, we're very much in the midst of the effort to work with people 
around the world on this. 


OUESTION: Will there be other things in addition to this package, 
though, that's what I was wondering? Or is this pretty much the 
extent of the Allied response? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, what the content of that package 
has to evolve and I don't think anybody can feel that they have really 
thought through in any precise way what the International Conference 
ought to be taking up and precisely what you should table. The French 
have these four items; there may be others and what kind of changes 
would really make some difference when you try retrospectively to 
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look at what happened and say if these regulations had been in effect, 
would it have changed things at all?--It takes time to think that 
through and I think we've made a start, I'm sure that other things 
will come along and there'll he some second thoughts about some of the 
things that are put forward but that's in the natural evolution. 


QUESTION: How about the meeting with Gromyko? 
SFCRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I had a very -- 


QUESTION: No, I'm sorry -- the one in New York in late September. 
You said the decision would depend on the results of the one in 
Madrid. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I will have to report to the President about 
the meeting and we'll talk around about that with people in 
Washington and the President will decide what our position will be on 
that and so, I just pass on that question. 


QUESTION: Have you found out what they said at the Moscow news 
conference? Do you have comment on it? 


SFCRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I haven't found out all about it. It is 
being carried by Cable News live and so in our Op Center, it's being 
monitored. I heard a report that after two hours, there wasn't 
anything that has been brought forward that hasn't been stated before. 


QUFSTION: However, there was some news about our plane -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hesitate to comment because I'm getting this 
third hand and you know, they are listening to it and they talk to 
somebody who gives us a phone report but any report -- I'll put it 
this way -- any report that our RC 135 was out of international waters 
is not correct. That plane flew a pattern that is a well established 
part of the national technical means of monitoring tests or when we 
think there are tests that flies that pattern and as has been stated, 
the plane was not out of the international waters ever and it was on 
the ground for over an hour when the shoot-down took place, but the 
word that I heard was it's getting boring after two hours and the main 
piece of evidence seemed to be that the plane was way off course and 
we know that. 


QUESTION: Were you aware of any attempt or any move by other East 
European countries to distance themselves from the Russians on this 
issue? It seemed like there were varying degrees of lip service paid 
in the speeches and I was wondering whether that trend was seen in the 
halls of the Conference? 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: Do you mean in the informal discussions? 


QUESTION: In the informal discussions, were (inaudible) -- did the 
incident divide the Fast to some extent? 

















SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can only report on things that were said to 
me, sort of the flavor of things that I heard and what others have 
told me so that's not very authoritative really. It's just catch as 
catch can. I suppose, well, I would say that basically people had no 
doubt that we were right that the Soviet Union had shot the plane down 
and that it was a terrible thing to have done and, of course, for a 
long while, not having acknowledged that. When the Soviet Union did 
acknowledge that in its roundabout way or with its peculiar phrase- 
ology of it, I'll put it that way, that tended to confirm the fact 
that we were being accurate. I suppose there is a tendancy in those 
countries, some of them anyway given their orientation, to think that 
there's going to be something brought out to support the allegations 
the Soviet Union is making and beginning this morning, there seemed to 
be a considerable build-up to this press conference because it includes 
some people who thought to be quite authoritative people and from what 
I know of it so far, it doesn't seem to have produced anything that 
would match the pre-publicity but I say that hesitatingly because I 
haven't heard it myself or seen any report. I'm told that in the 
Department they are trying to sort of abstract out the essence of any 
allegation that's been made and then set the facts out along side of 
it as we know it and get up a sheet like that and if they have it 
before we have landed and they've sent it to us here, we'll pass it 
around. 


QUESTION: Will you respond to any of that at Andrews, if it is 
Significant? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the people who are monitoring it and 
analyzing it and so on are in Washington and they are more able to 
do that then I am so that is probably where the response ought 

to be. 


QUESTION: What did you really expect to come from your meeting with 
Gromyko? And were you disappointed in any way? Was it realistic to 
expect him to recant his sins, or whatever? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe it was important. The President believes 

it was important to say what we thought and to state our information 

and our indignation and the things that we felt should be done, directly 
to a very high official of the Soviet Union when we had that oppor- 
tunity and we had it. So we did it. And as I said in my statement 
afterwards he was totally really unresponsive to the problem, but 

I still think it was important to do that. Of course in the protocol 

of these meetings the guest is entitled to speak first. And so he 

spoke about arms control and so on, peace. And I felt that I didn't want to 
leave him or anyone in the position of saying that we weren't interested, 
or unwilling, to talk about that subject. So I made some comment 

about it. But then from our standpoint we focused the meetings 

as we intended on the human rights subject. Now, the idea of 

saying that human rights are not important, what's important is 

nuclear armaments: I think at least my reaction to that is to say, 
that's what's important are human beings and what happens to them. 
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That's really the number one issue and it is because of concern about 
that that people are so concerned about nuclear weapons. It isn't 
the nuclear weapons as such its because of their implications for 
human life and the same is true of the Korean Airline catastrophy 
and massacre. It is all of the implications that go with that and 
that of course has a very special dimension to it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, don't you have to weight at this point 

in your own mind and in the Administration's mind the relative 

value in the long term of pursuing the sanctions or the political 
statements on the Korean plane incident versus what happens 60 

or 90 days from now when the political actions or the demonstrable 
actions get phased out and you then have to sit down again with 
Gromyko or Nitze has to sit down with his counterpart? Can you give 
me sort of a feel at this point for the relative value of that now? 
The Administration has made its stand -- taken its stand -- the allies 
are going along on the sanctions. What's important now? Are you 
looking ahead to that point in 90 days, lets say?... 


SECRFTARY SHULTZ: I would put it differently. It isn't as though the 
Administration is taking a stand and the allies are going along. That 
is not the way we are doing this or thinking about it. We have had 
Our thoughts about this. There have been just spontaneous reactions 
all over the world to it. You don't have to go argue with people 
about it. Of course, the pilots' associations have been the most 
active. Canada reacted just spontaneously and so on. So what we are 
trying to do is find a reasonable common denominator of a package of 
things people can group themselves around. Some will want to do 

more, some less, some about what that package is. But I think the 
concept that evolved is a pretty good one at least in my opinion, 
namely to put a great deal of attention on what can be done to insure 
that this doesn't happen again and the ICAO is the right forum for 
that. And then the concept of this break in air traffic to the Soviet 
Union is to provide a kind of political statement to that meeting that 
will give some reinforcement to the feelings that people have in the 
meeting. And so we will have to see what people will be able to think 
of and what can be agreed upon. And whether the Soviet Union will 
agree upon anything really meaningful. The French proposal basically 
prohibiting a military attack on a civilian plane under any cir- 
cumstances would seem to go at odds with their law and at odds with 
the kind of statement that the Soviet Union made at the conference. 
Now I don't know whether they will have some second thoughts or not. 
If that comes forward and has wide support and they don't accept it -- 
I don't know quite where that will lead but it does seem to me that 
that approach has a great deal of merit. It isn't an on again, off 
again type approach. 


QUESTION: What happens beyond (inaudible). Maybe you will or maybe 
you won't meet with Gromyko in New York, but at some point you are 
going to expect the Soviets to sit down in Geneva and bargain again or 
continue to bargain or something. 

















SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as we are concerned in Geneva, very deli- 
berately, right in the midst of all of this. And our own shock and 
everybody else's, the President very visibly dispatched Paul Nitze 
back to Geneva to continue on with these discussions. And Ed Rowny 
will return to the START talks. And Mort Abromowitz to the MBFR 

and so on. So we will be there and we will be continuing to take 
reasonable positions. We will be prepared to engage in give and take 
and we will be seriously pursuing these negotiations. That doesn't 
mean they will result in anything because it has to be a two way 
street for it to resolve anything. But we will be there. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the West German Foreign Minister has 

been saying that Gromyko has indicated to him and others what he 
thinks may be a break in the Soviet position on INF. In particular he 
says Gromyko is looking at British and French forces and saying, well, 
they have two faces. They have a strategic face and they have a 
European face. And Genscher is presenting this as a possible way for 
the Soviets to get off the British and the French forces. Have you 
heard it? What do you think of it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we would will to hear it if it comes forward, 
is in Geneva. And the implication of what you say if I'm following it 
is that they are getting ready to withdraw their demand that British 
and French systems be counted. I would have to tell you that I heard 
no suggestion of that from Gromyko in what he told me. But at any 
rate if they are inclined toward a position of that kind there is a 
place to express it. 


QUESTION: Did you hear any suggestion of that from the Europeans -- 
the western Europeans, the Germans, the French? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, obviously, people talk about all these things 
all the time, but I think that the place to have that registered as 
far as the INF talks are concerned is in Geneva. And as i say, I 
didn't see the sense of a shift on that at all. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how long do you think it will take before 
you're really ready to begin a normal dialogue with the Russians 

again? In your speech you challenged them to a dialogue but the 
reality is at this time except for arms control, you are really not in 
a position to do much talking, it looks like. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As the President formulated his policies on this, 
and I might say, just his sort of immediate instinctive reaction, 

was that the basic tenets of our policy are not rearranged by this 
tragedy because the behavior of the Soviet Union as terrible as it is 
here is not different from that that lay behind our assumptions about 
them. And so I think the basic tenets of being realistic with the 
bark off basically of being strong and of being ready to engage in 
constructive dialogue -- and make agreements where the agreement is 
solid and to our advantage and in terms of arms control verifiable. 
and so on. That has been our policy. That remains our policy. 








Now, the fact of the matter is that the Soviet reaction to this 
catastrophe almost does as much to compound the problem as the 
catostrophe itself, so we'll just to have to see whether they can 
bring themselves to anything approaching an honest dialogue about 
these subjects but anyway our policy is steady and in place. 


QUESTION: You may have been asked a version of this. I didn't 
hear all the questions and answers but two questions. 1. Would 
you have been happier if the Europeans had consented to a longer 
than two week period of sanctions against Aeroflot, against air 
traffic regulations with the Soviets? And 2. Did you find any of 
the Europeans implying they would have been more convinced of your 
Sincerity on the sanctions if you were not at the same time 
fulfilling a Soviet need by selling them grain? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That observation was never made and I think to 
the contrary, the reaction I felt was that the President's reac- 
tion to sort of stay on course while at the same time being very 
clear and unequivocal about this Soviet action was greeted with a 
great sense of respect so I didn't get that sense. Maybe you have 
picked that up. I'm sure that people mutter about these things 
but basically the idea that trade in non-strategic, non-military 
goods ought to go forward and the concept that we struggle with 
last year and through the first part of this year to get all of 
that moving, I think, Once again is kind of vindicated as the 
right concept to approach this thing, but of course, this tragedy 
points up the whole civil aviation area in particular and that's 
where everybody's focus instinctively went as ours did. 


NUESTION: Now, the first part of the question. Would you have 
been happier with a longer than a two week period? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, our original idea was a 60-90 day period 
of moratorium on landing flights of Aeroflot. That was one of our 
thoughts. I think the European idea really that it was, I don't 
know where, maybe it was Genscher but he seemed to take a quite 
strong lead in the European group, that it ought to be conceived 
of as a kind of political demonstration in support of the Montreal 
meeting, I think, was a good concept. I was struck by, I think it 
was the Norwegian Foreign Minister who said that the concept of 
this action shouldn't be a concept of punishment because there is 
no punishment that fits this crime. It has to be a concept that 
has some driving force toward bringing about some constructive 
action. I think it was the U.K. in the discussions that I 

had, that said a action on Aeroflot landing rights is not the 
right approach. It's better to put a prohibition on two-way traf- 
fic and prohibit the flights of national airlines as well as 
Aeroflot, in other words an effort to isolate the air traffic. 
That was, I thought, on the whole a good thought. So there was a 
kind of an evolution of things and I don't consider the evolution 








is over. My own guess is that an action that was taken yesterday 
by the U.S. may turn out, I'm not sure about this, to be of some 
Significance: namely, if you cut an airline out of this inter- 
national computer information network, that’s a very valuable 
thing to any international network that enables you to go to 
Chicago and get a ticket on Aeroflot from Paris to Moscow. To be 
part of that is quite significant. It may turn out to be. 

But that's something that's just emerging and we didn't really 
understand that too well or push it. 


QUESTION: Most of those airlines have 50-50 deals with Aeroflot. 
They share the revenue no matter who flies on which airlines, so 
even if they flew all on the national airlines, Aeroflot would get 
half of the (inaudible). 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: We'll have to see, as I say, I'm on pushing into 
this but I think, my instinct is that in this day and age of computer 
information networks, not being in one is a problem. 


QUESTION: Rich said at the backgrounder yesterday that Gromyko 
didn't want to talk about the incident at all but that you made 

him do it. I was wonderfing how you accom: .ished that and I just 
wondered, covld you give us some feeling about what was his reaction 
in the meeting? Did he complain a lot about talking about it, 
didn't want to talk, or just sort of what was the feeling between 
the two of you there, and why did you finally decide to break 

off the talks? 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: Well, it went on as long as there was any point 

in it going on. I think that by concentrating on the subject of 

human rights and the airline connection with that--but I didn't confine 
myself to that by any means, I never do. I always talk about the 
various human rights issues in any meeting with the high-level 

Soviets. This is a matter of personal policy and 

the President's direction. So by the time that I got thrcugh 

talking about that, no doubt he felt he had to give their line and 
their response, which he did. 


QUESTION: I mean, what actually took place when you brought up 
the airliner? Did he say I don't want to talk about that and you 
said, yes, you do, or just what was the byplay? 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: I can't give you all a byplay but it was a very 
tough meeting, to put it mildly. 


QUESTION: Well, I mean, did he shout? Did you shout? 
QUESTION: It was reported outside -- the noise. 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: What? You mean you could hear us? (sic) No. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was a very strong meeting and I don't believe 
in sitting around and taking a lot of you know what from anybody, so 
I didn't. 


OUESTION: How do you know he didn't want to talk about it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he made a lot of statements along those 
lines. 


QUESTION: I'd like to go back to Lebanon. 
QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRFTARY SHULTZ: Because I think I want to be fair and proper 
about any reporting of something. He didn't say he would refuse to 
talk about it. I guess basically what it boiled down to -- he basi- 
cally said he's not going to initiate any discussion of it, but if I 
talk about it, then obviously he responded, so I think I'll just let 
it go at that. 


OUFSTION: On Lebanon, first, after the Israeli invasion we had a 
U.S. mediator there. Then we had as a result of the mediation, 1200 
Marines there. Then we had as a result of the Marines getting in 
difficulty, 2000 more Marines and a naval task force off shore. 
Now, we've had firing from the naval force in order to protect the 
men who are now on the ground. It seems like step by step, the 
United States is becoming militarily involved in the Middle Fast in 
a way in which we never have in recent years anyway. How do you 
look at this train of circumstances and what do you see as the way 
in which the flow can be turned in the other direction? How long 
and how deeply are we prepared to become involved in the situation 
which obtains in that country? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are there in all of the roles that you iden- 
tified in an effort to be helpful and at the invitation of the 
Government of Lebanon now with our armed force. Their role is a 
role of stabilization and peacekeeping. As we've stated, we'll 
defend ourselves -- the Marines will defend themselves and we'll 
support those Marines. And the other MNF forces feel the same way. 
Our concept is and the way the mission is stated is it's up the 
Lebanese armed forces to take control of the situation as I believe 
they have in greater Beirut and our presence and the presence of our 
partners can help them do that in a whole variety of ways. It pro- 
bably boils down to helping them that those who think they may get 
somewhere by roughing us up are experiencing the fact that we will 
defend ourselves and we're capable of doing that and so are the 
French and so are the others. Now, having said all that obviously 
the situation in Lebanon is in very considerable turmoil and while 
we've had some successes in our diplomacy and in our effort, we're 
very far from where we would like to be. So it's a tough row to 
hoe and not only there but in the Middle East diplomacy generally, 
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but the United States has heen at it a long time and we'll continue 
to work at it. There are one or two promising developments that I 
don't even entertain in the back of my mind but still there are some 
things that are on the plus side but at the same time you can't help 
but concentrate on the situation at hand and many of the develop- 
ments in the Shouf and the Aleyh regions are -- they're hard for us 
to do anything about but they are very hard to contemplate, too, 
that these groups that get isolated and are subject to widespread 
killings and there have been several incidents of that and more are 
threatened. That's very difficult but I think that's fundamentally 
up to the Government of Lebanon to come to grips with their own 
internal situation and to the extent that we can help them do that 
and help them get stability where they can attain it and help to get 
others to stop stirring it up, well, that's all the good and I think 
worthwhile and I think it's something we should measure up to. 


QUESTION: On that point, there was a radio report that the 
Government of Lebanon has asked all of the forces -- the 
Multinational group -- or is asking -=- maybe it's in the process -- 
to qo into the Shouf and help them. Is that correct? And what is 
Our attitude? Would the United States be disposed to do that -- 
send men into that area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There've been requests in one way or another for 
that kind of help or for the MNF undertaking missions different from 
the mission that they went in with in the first place. And, under 
the present circumstances, there isn't any disposition to change our 
mission. It is clear that the Lebanese Armed Force -- General 
Tanoose -- feels that for an armed force to go into the Shouf or the 
Aleyh area, it is important first to have a deal cut under which the 
people who are struggling with each other agree to some ceasefire 
conditions and boundary conditions and so on, then maybe there's a 
role for somebody. But that has not been achieved. But we hope 
that will be achieved and people are trying to achieve it and that's 
what Gemayel is trying to do in this effort to broaden the base of 
his Government. 


QUESTION: I wonder if you could help us with some kind of analysis 
as to the true long-term or at least midium-term impacts of the 
Korean incident. On the one hand, it certainly seems that there has 
been a propoganda -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I keep telling myself. Don't call it a Korean 
incident. Incident is not the word for this -- a catastrophe, a 
tragedy. 


QUESTION: Alright, a catostrophe-tragedy. On the one hand, it 
does, nowever, seem to have had from the Administration's point of 
view some positive implications. It is a certainly an opportunity 
for a propoganda victory. Certainly, it seems take some pressure 
off the Administration. It seems as though you'll get some benefits 
on things like the MX vote in Congress. On the other hand, there's 
no question it's been a setback in terms of relations between the 


Soviet Union and the United States, so how do you ultimately weigh 
it? What's the bottom line on it? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think from -- I'm not going to try to answer that 
question because I don't know how this will all spin out but from the 
Standpoint of our activities, what we have sought to do and what the 
President has directed is first of all, get the facts out as soon as 
we have them and as soon @s we have them in a way that makes us feel 
confident that we know what we're talking about and we've done that. 
And then express ourselves about the implications of these facts as 
part of the world assessment and to work with our Allies on all 
aspects of this tragedy including what can be done to avoid it in the 
future. Now, there are all kinds of implications, I'm sure, but we 
aren't trying in any way to manage it for this, that or the other pur- 
pose other than to do the things that I've described to you. I do 
think that it tends to reinforce the way in which the President has 
looked at this whole problem and to reinforce the basic elements and 
the importance of our strength and so on, but at any rate, I think the 
important thing is to handle this tragedy in terms of getting the 
facts out, assessing the facts and handling it that way. 


QUESTION: You said vou are prepared to conduct the dialogues -- a 
dialogue with the Soviets even now but what if you don't obtain any 
kind of satisfaction on a reasonable explanation from the Soviets? Is 
this not going to keep the dialogue at a low level for some time to 
come? 


SFCRFTARY SHULTZ: Well, the answer is really the same across the 
board on all of these issues. We're there, we're reasonable, we have 
strong positions, we're ready for genuine discussions, but for that to 
take place, there has to be somebody on the other side who has that 
Same viewpoint and who is forthcoming and honest about it and will 
confront honest questions with reasonably honest answers, so we'll] 
just stay in that posture and if we don't find anybody on the other 
Side in that posture, well, that's too bad. But we're going to be 
there and the same is true in these various meetings, such as the CDE 
meeting, and the preparatory and so on and all the other far along 
things. They won't fail because the U.S. is unwilling to be there and 
to work at it in an honest but also a realistic way. 


QUESTION: Can you explain -- I'm going to ask you a question that my 
editors keep asking me -- under what scenario do you ever see the 
Marines getting out of Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The obvious and the -- it may be sometimes shocking 
developments bring about a reaction but I'm not saying that will hap- 
pen. There've been so many shocking developments that you wonder what 
it must take but I think we'll just to have to see about that. I 
don't have a timescale to put on this. 
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MODERATOR: Good afternoon. This is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the official working visit to Washington of 
Robert Mugabe, the Prime Minister of Zimbabwe. The briefing 
can be attributed to Senior State Department Officials. 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I only heard 
a brief time ago that I was to do this, so I don't have 
a whole lot prepared. I thought I'd first mention who's 
in the party and something about what they are doing here, 
and something about what they've already done in Atlanta. 

The principal visitor, of course, is Robert Mugabe, 
Prime Minister of Zimbabwe. This is his first visit to 
Washington under the Reagan Administration. He was here in 
the fall of 1980 towards the end of the Carter Administration. 
His visit at that time was primarily to preside over the 
entry of timbabwe into the United Nations. He came down 
here for a one-day working visit. This is a two and a half 
day official working visit which began this morning and 
which ends at noon on Wednesday when he flies off to Detroit 


for the better part of a day, and then goes on to Canada for 


another official working visit starting Thursday morning. 





He has with him his wife, Mrs. Zali Mugabe, 
who is not only the wife of a Prime Minister but is a 
person of importance in her own right. She's Deputy 
Secretary for Women's Affairs of the Zimbabwe African 
National Union, the ruling party in the government, 
and interests herself a great deal in women's affairs. of 
all kinds, particularly helping ex-combatants from wartime 
rehabilitate themselves, obtain training, education and 
so forth. 

The Foreign Minister, Dr. Witness Mangwende, 
is with the party, as well as Dr. Bernard Chidzero. 
Dr. Chidzero is Minister of Finance, Economic Planning and 
Development. He has with him his wife, Mrs. Michelline 
Chidzero. She is of Canadian origin, and I think that 
accounts for her presence since there's an official visit 
to Canada eoning up. 

| The third minister in the party is Dr. Fred 

Shava, who is Minister of Manpower, Planning & Development. 

There's one Deputy Minister, also Dr. Naomi 
Nhiwatiwa -- Mrs. Nhiwatiwa. She is Deputy Minister of 
Information, Posts and Telecommunications. 

The rest of the party are at the level of officials 
such as the Chief of Protocol and so forth. 

You might note from these titles that all of 


them except the Prime Minister carry the honorific of 


doctor. These are legitimate doctorates; they're not 





acquired, and they're not self-bestowed. All of these 
people have Ph.D's from Oxford, London School of Economics, 
University of London, and McGill University. It tells you 
something about the calibre of talent in the Zimbabwean 
Cabinet. 

As far as the program is concerned, I'll go back 
to Atlanta in a minute. Let's focus on the Washington 
portion. They arrived this morning at 9:30. There was 
a welcoming ceremony by the Secretary of State at the 
Washington Monument grounds, and then they went to the 
Madison Hotel where they're staying. They had a meeting 
that lasted about an hour and twenty minutes -- that is, the. 
Prime Minister and Foreign Minister and the Zimbabwean 
Ambassador with Dr. Crocker who's over here, Assistant 
Secretary for Africa -- and they are right now probably 
finishing up a luncheon at the Madison hosted by Mrs. 


Kathleen Graham of The Washington Post, which I believe is 





Zimbabweans and Washington Post people, although I'm not 
sure. | I haven't seen the guest list. 

This afternoon there's a meeting with the 
Secretary -- Secretary Shultz -- at 3:30, which will be 
followed by a meeting organized by Mrs. Helen Kitchen who 
directs the African Studies Program at the Center for 
Strategic and International Studies at Georgetown. This 
will be primarily for an audience of businessmen. 

This evening the Zimbabwean Ambassador in 


Washington is hosting a private dinner. It's an in-house 








affair, just the Mission staff and visitors. 

Tomorrow morning -- although it's not on this 
program -- I believe they're having a meeting or meetings 
with the Congressional black caucus and Transafrica. 

The main event of the day, of course, is a 
meeting with the President in the Oval Office which will 
be at 11:30 followed by a working lunch hosted by the 
President. 

There will be departure statements by the 
President and Prime Minister Mugabe at approximately 1:30 
p.m. at the Diplomatic entrance of the White House. 

In the late afternoon the party will visit the 
Embassy of Zimbabwe to meet the staff, and at 5:00 p.m. 
the Prime Minister will meet with the Administrator of 
the Agency for International Development, Peter McPherson. 

The dinner that evening again will be private 
and primarily with businessmen. At 8:00 o'clock -- 
correct me if I'm wrong -- there will be a taping of an 
interview for the McNeil-Lehrer Report which will be 
. broadcast Wednesday evening. | 

On Wednesday morning there will be a b-eakfast 
on the Hill hosted by the House Foreign Affairs “:.' aittee 
which will also be attended by a selected group of 
Senators. We were unable to fit a separate meeting with 


Senators into the program, so they're meeting together. 








At 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday morning there's a 
press conference at the Madison Hotel in the Prime 
Minister's suite for invited members of the press. 

At 11:00 there will be a farewell call by the 
Under Secretary, Mr. Eagleburger, and Dr. Crocker prior 
to a noon departure. 

I should also probably mention that Mrs. Reagan 
is hosting a tea for Mrs. Mugabe at the White House at 
11:00 o'clock. Mrs. Mugabe is pursuing a number of her 
other interests separately. She has a separate program, 
including visits to the Museum of African Art, Children's 
Hospital, and some other things that she's expressed an 
interest in seeing. 

As I said, the group goes on to Detroit, leaving 
here at noon, arriving there about 1:30, and they will 
have a program arranged by Mayor Coleman Young of Detroit. 
I don't have the program hece; 60 I don't know exactly 
what they'11 be doing there. 

In Atlanta, they were hosted by Mayor Andrew 
Young, which seemed quite appropriate since Mayor Young 
in his previous incarnation as U.S. Ambassador at the 
United Nations in the Carter Administration, played a key 
role in the Anglo-American proposals period of the effort 


to find a solution to the Rhodesian problem, and they 


became friends through contacts in that period. 











The program there consisted of, first of all, 
on Saturday there was a civic reception followed by a 
dinner, at which both Mayor Young and Prime Minister Mugabe 
gave speeches. 

On Sunday there was a brunch hosted by a law 
firm, one of the larger Atlanta law firms that is interested 
in encouraging trade and investment exchanges between that 
part of the United States and Zimbabwe. A large number of 
businessmen were there as well as lawyers. 

: In the afternoon there were separate ceremonies 
at Spellman College which is a college Hr women, at which 
an honorary degree or award was given to Mrs. Mugabe, and 
then at Morehouse College, which is for men, both of those 
being branches of the University of Atlanta, an honorary 
degree of Deeter of Laws was conferred on Prime Minister 
Mugabe, and he gave a speech, as did the Mayor and the 
President of the College. 

He explained to us this morning -- I was not aware 
of this -- that he had been invited as far back as 1979 
to receive an honorary degree by Morehouse, but he was 
unable to make the visit there until this occasion. I: 
think. on the earlier occasion Joshua Nkoma did go and get 
an honorary degree. In other words, it was to be for both 
of them. At that point they were co-heads of the Patriotic 


Front -- so-called. 








The ceremonies at Morehouse were followed by 
a wreath-laying at the tomb of Martin Luther King, Jr. 
and a visit to the Martin Luther King Center. In the 
evening there was a private dinner just for the Prime 


Minister and the Mayor and their wives. - Then they got to 





the second act of Sophisticated Ladies, which was being 
shown at the Fox Theater in Atlanta. Some of the rest 

of us got to see both acts. That was the Atlanta program 
in outline. | 

Q Can you take questions? 

A Certainly. 

Q Can you tell us what you expect to achieve 
from this visit? 

A This visit arises from a specific invitation 
issued by Vice President Bush when he visited Harare in 
November of last year. The invitation came from the 
President, obviously. It was delivered by Vice President 
Bush. The Prime Minister accepted, and this is the 
Mutually convenient time that was arranged. 

Zimbabwe is for us a very key country in Africa, 
particularly in southern Africa. We've invested as a 
government through three Administrations now a great deal 
of effort, diplomatic capital, political capital, in 


first of all trying to find a solution to the longstanding 


problem of Rhodesia resulting from UDI which was declared 





in 1965, and after internationall recognized independence 
was successfully achieved in seeing that the experiment 

of Zimbabwe succeeds. Because if it doesn't succeed, there 
will be adverse repercussions throughout southern Africa, 
both for the United States and for the countries of the 
region, and perhaps all the countries in Africa. 

When you have a developing relationship of that 
Significance with a country, a new counter. it obviously 
makes sense to have personal cantact between the leaders. 
This will be the first such personal contact between our 
President and the head of government of Zimbabwe. I should 
Say parenthically that this is one of the unusual countries 
in Africa where the Prime Minister is the head of government. 
They do have a president who's chief of state, but he's 
ceremonial primarily and doesn't have political power or 
function, so these are the two leaders of their countries. 

They obviously hope eo have an exchange of 
views on a variety of subjects. The Prime Minister has 
told us, and we happen eo eeres with it, that there are 
no major or even particularly minor bilateral issues. 

That is, strictly U.S.-Zimbabwean. 

We do have our differences on other issues -- 
that is, regional ones involving southern Africa -- 
international issues. And doubtless they will come up for 


discussion in these various meetings. 














; He has described our relations as being 
excellent, very good, various phrases, but I think we 
agree with that characterization, and we hope through 
this visit to further cement those relations. 

We're investing a great deal in Zimbabwe in the 


form of aid. 





(Continued on page 10) 
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Q How much is that? 

A The AID program now is running at the rate of 
$75 million a year, give or take a few million. The total, 

Since independence, is $223.1 million U.S. delivered. 

Q $223? 

A $223.1 million. 

Q Could I ask, first, a two-part question? You said 
that there will be a press conference for invited reporters. 

Why are certain reporters being excluded? 

A I think I will have to ask our desk officer to 
help me with that. I think that was a Zimbabwean request; I think 
they wanted to have a meeting of the Prime Minister with certain 
people. The basis of their choice I do not know. They arranged 
that. 

Q You mean the Zimbabwe=people are saying that 
they are calling a press conference, but they are going to 
exclude part of the;  ; is that correct? 

A It says™press conference” here, that's right, 
with international/Washington, D. C. press corps in the 
Presidential Suite at the Madison Hotel. You can interpret 
that as an exclusion to those who are not going to be there, or 
you could interpret it as an invitation to those who will be 


there. I suppose you could do it either way. 
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Q Those of us who have not been part of the Zimbabwe- 
approved press, if we go -- 

Will they exclude you if you go? 

Q Yes. I would like to know, will we be thrown 
out because we are not government-approved, or what? 

A I don't know whether you'll be thrown out, but I 
presume you will not be admitted if you don't have an invitation. 

Q I see. 

Q How does this gibe with the overall assessment, 
your assessment, of U.S.-Zimbabwean relations where, I guess, 
we're trying to promote democracy in Central Africa? Is this 
the way we expect a newly-emerging democracy to behave? I wish 
you would tie in that answer with the treatment being accorded 
to the white minority group, Ian Smith and others. 

A That*s a very complex question. Are you talking 
about the press conference now? 

Q The press conference. It seems to me, since 
we regard the First Amendment as kind of fundamental to all 
political rights, and here in our own country we see it being 
encroached upon -- I think that was the thrust of my colleague's 
question -- now is this simply an external manifestation of what 
is happening internally to people like Ian Smith? 

A No, I don't think so. Prime Minister Mugabe 


makes himself available to the press frequently. He doesn't 


exclude people. Anybody who is accredited in Harare can go to the 
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airport when he arrives, tssues a statement, and answers 
questions. He gives a great many interviews to people of 
all points of view. I don't think their intention was to be 
exclusionary in this case; it may be a matter of numbers as 
to how many can fit into the suite. 

I don't know why the Zimbabwe Embassy arranced it 
that way. If I had been the Zimbabwe Ambassador here and was 
asked to give advice to the Prime Minister as to how to handle 
his media relations, I probably would have said, "Why don't 
you have the press conference and invite evervbody?” But that 
isn't my job. Let somebody else have the say. 

Q Could you tell me, is the continued detention of 
some of the Air Force officers, has it been an element in the 
comversation that Dr. Crocker held; will it be an element in 
future conversations? 

A It has been and it will be -- it has been in 
the past, both in Horare and here. It's bound to come up in 
his talks during this visit. I think, if you want me to 
comment on that -- 

Q Yes. 

Bs -- as you probably know, two of the people have 
been released; it's probable that a third will be released, 
although these things are never certain until they take place. 


It was a question of determining what his actual citizenship 


was. 








There is a fourth man or a seventh man who has 
not figured in some of the press reporting, named Lewis 
Walker, who was detained but never charged, never tried, never 
accused. He was held as a sort of material witness while the 
trial went on. I understand he will be released the the 
operation of a review tribunal. 

That will leave three in detention. The reason they 
are still in detention is that the Government of Zimbabwe still 
has some concern that two of them-- perhaps all three -- did 
actually have an invelvement in the sabotage in the Air Force 
in which they lost half their planes. They consider that if 
that is the case, people of that character do pose a threat 
to the security of the state, because they could engage 
in a simtlar operation again, particularly in view of the fact 
that a great many ef their former colleagues in the Rhodesian 
Aix Porce emigrated to South Africa, and from that position 
have the possibility of mounting similar operations in the 
future. So it its a security question from their point of view. 
It has nothing to do with the trial. 

I might comment that from my own point of view, 
there are at least two kinds of miscarriage of justice. There 
its the kind where a guilty person is acquitted; there is the 


kind where an innocent person is convicted -- both are equally 


bad. In this instance, the decision of the court was respected 
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by the government. They were acquitted -- all of them -- the 
reason being that their confessions were inadmissible because 

of the manner in which they had been obtained and confirmed. 
Secondly, the state presented no case other than that provided 
by the convictions, and therefore, the case collapsed; and they 
were, therefore, all acquitted. That does not necessarily mean 
that they were aJl innocent of any involvement in the problem 
being dealt with, which was the sabotage of half of the Air 
Porce. 

The Emergency Powers legislation, under which 

they are detained, permits the detention of people considered 

by the government to be a threat to the security of the state. 
The fact that you were convicted or found innocent does not 
necessarily determine your status as a risk to the security of 
the state. 

Q Do I detect a note of sympathy in your -- 

You used the word "innocent," which strikes me as a legal word, 
a word which is determined by a court. In fact, they are innocent 
in the sense that they have not been convicted of anything, the 
same way you and I are innocent. So since they are, to use your 


term "innocent," since they haven't been convicted, does the 


United States accept the Zimbabwe argument? 
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A It*s net for us to accept or not accept. I 
think "innocent" has at least two meanings. What would you 
say about a murderer whem the courts failed to convict 


because of something like, let's say, the Miranda rule. 





Is he innocent? 

Q Legally speaking, yes. 

A He is legally innocent. Is he innocent of 
committing the murder? 

Q Not guilty, legally. 

A ‘He's not guilty, right. 

Q Then, he isn't a murderer, is he? 

7 He wasn't found to be a murderer, but he 


committed murder. 


Q His guilt is not proven. 

Q You don't know that he committed murder and so 
forth -- 

Q The murders in the south, are you planning 


to raise that situation? 

h The which? 

Q I can't pronounce it: Matabeleland. 

A Matabeleland. Yes. We've raised Matabeleland 
en a number ef occasions, both here and in Harare. It's a very 


complex situation. There are dissidents operating in that 


territory who have been committing murders, robberies, rapes of 
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all sorts of people, white farmers, people in busses, school 
teachers -- pretty indiscriminate. 

The government was unable to cope with that through 
ordinary police measures, and therefore, turned to the army. 
Unfortunately, the army, in the process of trying to deal with 
the dissidents, did things that were equally bad against inno- 
cent people, considerable numbers of them. I think this was 
a failure ef command and control, if you will; I don't think 
the soldiers who were sent in there were toid what they were 
supposed to be doing. They were told, "We're here to crack 
down on the dissidents," but nobody told them how you go about 
that, how you tell a dissident from a non-dissident, and how 
you treat people in general in that sort of disorderly and 
chaotic situation. 

When it was brought to their attention, or when they 
became aware of how much the Fifth Brigade was misbehaving, 
they were called out of the area, and they have not returned. 
They have turned to other units to try to deal with that 
problem. 

The dissident problem is somewhat les serious than 
it was, but it continues. A good many people have fled over the 
border into Batswana, including some of the dissidents. Some 


have been killed; some have been captured; some are still at 


large. 
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Our view is that there ts not a terribly large 
number of them, I would say a few hundred, maximum. I think 


most of the very serious crimes were committed by a very 





few, small bands of 10 to 15 people. So it is not an 
insurmountable preblem. If you cauld get your hands on, 
let's say, the 60 people who have been causing all of that 
trouble, you're on top of the problem. 

They have made major strides, but it is still 
a problem; and I wouldn't be at.all surprised to pick 


up the paper tomorrow and see that some white farmer has been . 





Murdered again. 

Q So you have any statistics on how many were 
killed? 

A Statistics are very hard to come by in that 
sort of situation. I think people who use any figure above 1,000 
are exaggerating. -In terms of world mayhem, that's serious, 
but it*s not the most serious problem that is going on in 
the world. 

Q Sir, does the State Department have any 
eyidence that Mr. Mugabe has ever apologized or paid repara- 
tiens to the 48 civilians murdered when his Patriotic Front 


shot a missile into an unarmed, passenger, Viscount plane 


of Air Rhodesia just five years ago, and then riflemen from 
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the Patriotic Front -- there were 18 survivors, and they shot 
down 10 of them. You recall this, don't you? 

Did he eyer apologize for it? 

A I recall the incident very well. To my knowledce, 
he has not apologized for it, and I don't see any particular 
reason why he should since that act was committed by Joshua 
Nkeomo's forces. 

Q About the Patriotic Front, you said they were 
co-leaders. You just said that. 

A Yes. And anyone who has studied the history 
of the Rhodesian Civil War knows that it was fought by two 
guerrilla armies completely separately, with no, practically 
no contact, much less command and control, between the 
commanders of the two forces. 

I think when Joshua Nkomo comes over here, if he 
does, that would be a very appropriate question to address 
to him. 

Q He is, as I understand it, a member of the 
Rhodesian Senate, is he not? 

A Joshua? 

Q He is part of the government. He came back 
after fleeing for his life. 


A He is a Member of Parliament; he's not in the 


government. 
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Q Let me ask you this: 
Did Nokomo and the Patriotic Front -- 

In other words, what you're saying is that Mugabe never did 
apologize because it was his unit, too? He never has? 
Five years have gone by and he has never apologized. 

Q I don't agree that it was his unit. 

Q Well, it was his Patriotic Front; you said it was. 
Now, the question is- did they claim, like the Soviets, 
that this was a spy plane? 

A No. Certainly, not. That was an act of 
terrorism against innocent civilians. 


(Continued on page 20.) 
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Q Secretary Shultz -- one follow-up -- 
Secretary Shultz spoke of his revulsion at the Korean 
airlines massacre. Why had Secretary Shultz, to your , 
knowledge, or Secretary Crocker, have no such revulsion 
at the Rhodesian airlines massacre? 

A I suspect that both Secretary Shultz and 
Dr. Crocker, and I would include myself, were revolted 


by that act. 


revolted. You'll mention this with Mr. Mugabe? 

A Mr. Mugabe had nothing to do with it. 

Q He had nothing to do with it? Okay. 

A Do I have to say that five times, or will 
four suffice? 

Q I'm not convinced. He's never apologized -- 

A Obviously you're not. 

Q -- his group did it. 

A His group did not do it. 

Q I have a similar question. This morning, 
the Department of State gave out with a list, at the Press 


Conference at noon, of plane. episodes where they were shot 
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down and reparations were paid. Bulgaria was one, 
Yugoslavia was one, Peoples Republic of China. But the 
Mugabe, or the Zimbabwe shoot-down was not listed among 
them. Was that at the specific request of the people 
organizing this visit, that it might distrub the visit? 

A I don't understand what you're talking about. 

Q Why was, among the shoot-downs, this not 
included on the list that was made public? 

A Where there were no reparations paid? 

Q The shoot-downs where reparations either 
were or weren't paid? I mean, is it for political 
sensitivity during the time of his visit? 

A I have no idea. I doubt that seriously. 

What you're talking about is an incident that occurred 

in a guerrilla war. You're not talking about a government, 
a government that shot down a civilian airliner. You're 
talking about a guerrilla movement. 

Q You're talking about conflict then, and 
that's different. 

a I'm talking about conflict, and I manent 


that those people were doing something that had not been 


approved at a higher authority, but I don't know that 
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and I can't prove it so I'm not going to offer that as 
, a defense. But it's something different for the forces 
of a government to engage in that sort of an act and for 
guerrillas to do that. 

Q Is the focus of this visit primarily matters 
of economics or is the intent to talk about the problems 
of southern Africa? What is the basic issue that we want 
to discuss with Mugabe? 

A I think they're more political than 


economic. We don't have any particular problems with 





the policies or performance of the Zimbabwe Government 
Since independence in the area of economics. In fact, it's 
been an extraordinarily good performance, particularly in 
view of the world recession and two years in a row of 

very severe drought in Zimbabwe and throughout southern 


Africa. 





They had a very high growth rate the first year 
after independence; about 14 percent, 12 percent the next 
year, 2 percent last year. This year probably zero. But 
with so many countries on the minus side of the line, zero 
is pretty good in these circumstances. We expect they'll 
pull out of it and do much better next year. I don't think 


that they'll be anything on the agenda. Certainly nothing 
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critical about their performance in the economical area. 
The fact is they've taken a great many courageous decisions 
that are politically unpopular. They've just eliminated 


most subsidies on basic food commodities, raised the price 





of the basic staple food which is maze meal by 43 percent, 
milk by 50 percent, bread by 25 percent, beef by 25 percent 
and so forth. You can imagine these are not terribly 
popular but they're extremely important steps recommended 
by the IMF, agreed to by the Government of Zimbabwe. 
At the same time they have held wages down. The 
last wage increase was January of last year of ‘82. 
To compensate for these increases in basic food 
prices, they offered an additional five dollars a month to 
ail people earning less than $300.00 a month in the fields 
of agriculture, domestic services and mining, because those 
three sectors are cuffering. People in other sectors get 
an additional $10.00 a month. That's not much of a wage 
increase, so I would say that they're policies have been 
moderate, sensible, logical, rational -_ very good. 
Q Could you tell me what the regional 
and international issues are that he will raise with the 
President where he thinks the United States is not pursuing 


a policy that he would endorse? Would you be more specific 


about southern Africa? 
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A South Africa, they feel quate threatened by. 
. It's a much larger, richer, more powerful militarily, 

economically, every other way, neighbor which dominates 
the region. And not only sits astride but furnishes 
their access to the sea. Zimbabwe is a land-locked country 
and suffers all the vulnerabilities of land-locked countries. 

They obviously don't like the system of apartheid. 
They abhor it. They won't approve of it. They'll use 
practically any occasion available to denounce it. That 
doesn't endear them to the the south African government. 

They feel that the south African government 
does not want them to succeed; will in fact enourage 
tendencies towards failure. They accuse them of engaging 
in destablization of their neighbors. All of this is well 
men. 

Where we come into it is that they think we have 
a great deal of influence with South Africa. My own view 
is that they exaggerate the degree of our influence. I 
don't think any government has that much influence on any 
other government no matter what their overall relationship, 
even in an alliance. They would like us to use our so-called 


influence to put a lot of pressure on South Africa to treat 


them better, to be kind to them, in effect, rather than 
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hostile. 
On Namibia, I think our differing approaches 

: are quite well known. We'll discuss them no doubt. They 
don't like the so-called linkage. They've said that on 
fifty or a hundred occasions. They seem to think that 
the Cuban troop problem in Angola, while there may be some 
merit to our view, that there shouldn't be foreign forces 
on the African continent for whatever reason. They 
somehow seem to think that could be solved separately from 
the Namibia question or the whole security of southern 
Africa questions; that these two issues should be separated 
and dealth with separately. They disagree with us on that. 
On the other hand, they encourage us to continue our efforts 
and continue our negotiations. They hope we'll succeed. 

If we're successful, I think they may even 
grudgingly conceed that we have the right approach, if 
successful. If we're not successful, I suppose they'll 
blame us. That's what diplomacy is all about. 

Q Are there any senior white officials as 
part of this delegation? That is, Zimbabweans who are white? 


A I believe not. Am I right? I don't think 





there is a single white official. 


Q How does this jive with an abhorrence of 
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apartheid if they have themselves brought along here a 
racially segregated delegation, and if the entire itinerary 
ticks off Martin Luther King's grave and the Martin Luther 
King, Jr. organization in Atlanta; it includes the black 
caucus in Congress, and then they go off to Detroit, and 

I think I can predict in advance what they'll do in Detroit? 

Isn't this really an apartheid visit, a design 
calculated to whip up feelings, enetéens\ feelings of black 
against white, and is it in the interest of U.S. diplomacy 
to encourage this kind of thing? 

A I have at least three answers to that. First 
of all, the population of Zimbabwe is approximately two 
percent white these days, so I would agree with you that 
the whites are two percent under-represented on this 
delegation. But since they're not a hundred people or even 
fifty people, I don't know how you can get two percent 
white representation. 

As far as the Cabinet is concerned, there is 
one white minister, Chris Anderson, whose responsibility 
and title is Minister of State and whose responsibilities 
are for the civil service. I don't think the civil service 


is going to figure prominently in the discussions in 
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Washington, so I don't see any reason why he should have 
been included. 

The Deputy Minister of Trade and Commerce is 
also white.. He might have been a candidate for inclusion 
since we do talk about trade and commerce. However, he 
was just over here a month and a half ago. He had his 
own visit, spent a lot of time here, so that would be a 
kind of wasted space on the delegation. 

I don't think this is a visit by the Zimbabweans 
to promote a kind of reverse apartheid. 

What would you say if they included one white? 
Would you call that tokenism? 

Q INSEE: , before we adjourn, I 
would like to ask this question. Both the Roman Catholic 
Social Justic Commission, I believe is the name of it, as 
well as -- 

A The Commission for Justice and Peace. 

Q They have protested twice now, and the 
Catholic bishop has spoken out. Bishop Muzorewa has 


stated the conditions now in parts of Zimbabwe are worse 





than under the Ian Smith regime, and a religious news 


service reported recently a mob stoned Bishop Muzorewa and 
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his congregation when they were dedicating a chuch near 
Harare. They noted that the mob was led by a motorcycle 
with Zimbabwe Government plates. 

A The attack on Bishop Muzorewa's meeting? No, 
I did not protest it. 

Q You knew about it, though? 

A I certainly knew about it. It was written 
up in the newspaper. 


Q It didn't make the Washington Post or 





the New York Times, to my knowledge. 





A It made the Herald in Harare, and that's 
why I knew about it, because I didn't attend the service. 

Q Why didn't you protest it? 

A Because I don't think it was a government- 
sanctioned action. I think it was some over-zealous 
ZANU youth who were in a competitive, political situation 
in that particular neighborhood, and they sometimes get out 
of line as do youth wings of other parties. 

Q Were they arrested and imprisoned? 

A Not so far as I know. The only statement 
I've heard from the government on that was the Minister 


of Home Affairs saying he was investigating. He said that 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


eee ee ee 





in response to a parlimentary question. Not by Bishop 
Muzorewa but on his behalf. 

As far as security in parts of the country being 
worse than they were under the Ian Smith regime, that's 
possible maybe in three percent of the country but in 
ninety-seven percent it's much, much better. 

Q What I wanted to ask is this. In your 
standard, you say that you didn't protest this because 
it was over-zealous youth. 

A If I'm suppose to protest every act of 
violence that goes on in the country I'm serving in, I 
would have time for nothing else. What concerns me -- 


Q It's a human rights policy, iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin: > 


eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


A Governments are suppose to uphold human 





rights. That doesn't mean every individual who lives in 
a country upholds human rights. 

If an individual gets out of line and throws a 
rock through a church, I don't think ws © to the American 
Ambassador to involve himself in that. 

Q It's a mob that attacks a Bishop who's the 
first Prime Minister. 

Q How do you spell ZANU, HHHHNHHHHIiiif2 

A ZANU. Zed is Zimbabwean for Z. 

ig Q Thank you very much. 


(Briefing concluded at 2:45 p.m.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: The President has completed his mecting, 
luncheon and departure statements with Prime Minister Mugabe . 
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The briefing is on background, and the briefers 
should be identified as Senior Administration Officials. ; 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the 
departure statements of the President and the Prime Minister 
covered a good deal of what we might be covering if we made 
statements here. So basically we are here to answer 
questions, if you have any. 


I would say, first of all, that the meeting 
in the Oval Office and the luncheon which Dr. Crocker 
characterized afterwards as a real working luncheon 
was all substantive talk. There was no small talk that I 
noticed. So it provided a very long period for an exchange of 
views. 


From our point of view, I suppose the major 
objective of the Prime Minister's visit to Washington was 
achieved. ,This provided an opportunity for an exchange - 
of views at the highest levels of the two governments on a 
whole host of the topics starting with bilateral relations. 
As you know, we have a very substantial aid program to Zimbabwe. 
The Prime Minister expressed his gratitude for that aid. 


There was talk about Southern Africa, specifically 
about Namibia and the related question of Angola; the Cuban 
troop issue; South African-Zimbabwe relations and the 
South African position in the région of Southern Africa; 

Chad was discussed; the Middle East; Central America; 

the Korean aircraft; North-South issues and the.role of 

the international financial institutions; a few more detailed 
questions such as the sugar quota; desire for more trade. 


And at the end, the Prime Minister volunteered some 
assurances that despite what he considers some negative reporting 
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by the media about the trend of events in Zimbabwe, that 

. there has been no change in their devotion to certain 
fundamental principles, such as national unity, reconciliation, . 
non-racialism, non-tribalism; protection of minorities, ~~ =~ ~ 
rule of law, constitutionalism, democracy and so forth. 


And I think those assurances, those renewed 
assurances were very well received. Let's go to questions 
. if there are any. 


Q Did the subject of abstention at the UN 
come up and, if so, what is our position to Zimbabwe 
on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was raised. _ 
It wouldn't be a surprise to tell you that we were very re 
disappointed by that abstention. The Prime Minister was 
asked the rationale for it. His answer was that Zimbabwe 
feels that it doesn't just represent itself on the Security - 
Council, but that it represents the other states of its 
region. 


First of all, Southern Africa, to a lesser extent 
Africa as a whole, and in some cases the non-aligned grouping 
as a whole and that they had, therefore, consulted with the 
other governments that they feel they are representing by 
occupying that seat, as the Prime Minister put it, temporarily. 
And the seven governments they consulted were unanimous in the view 
that they should abstain and, therefore, they abstained. 


Q Who asked him for the rationale? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The American side. 
Q I know. Specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I want 
to get into that. 


Q Was it the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:’ I don't want to get 
into that. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because you might 
ask that about every single question that comes up, and I 
don't chose to answer that. I think it was a general discussion 
on our side. Obviously the two principals did most of the talking 
but not exclusively. Others joined in on various topics, as you 
would expect. 


Q Was our side angry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't say that. I 
would say they were inquisitive, wondering what the rationale could be 
for an abstention on an issue that is quite clear cut to us. The 
Prime Minister did characterize it as a horrible tragedy. 
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Q What were the seven countries that he consulted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't name ™***~** 
them. I presume they are their neighbors in Southern Africa. 


Q So he -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a presumption. 


Q He wasn't speaking for all non-alligned 
countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, sir. I said 
that he said the Foreign Minister had consulted seven other 
governments. 


Q Sir, was our disappointment -- you said 
we were very disappointed. The $75 million, are we going to , 
show our disappointment by reducing the amount of taxpayers’ 

money sent to this government or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer 
that question. 


Q You can't. Could I follow up with one other? 
Since the President, with the State Department's composed speech, 
said to Prime Minister Mugabe, "Both our countries came into 
being through revolution,” I was wondering if you or the other 
Senior Administration Official could tell us, does the Reagan 
Administration believe that General Washincton and the Continental 
Army did anything compared to murdering missionaries or shooting 
down unarmed airliners? I mean comparable, I said. You got 
the word. Think about it. It could have been sinking ships, 
okay? Could I get an answer to that? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you trying 
to tell me that there were no atrocities committed in the American 


Revolution? 
| 


Q None that I know of where missionaries were 
murdered or that they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you have 
been reading biased and prejudiced history texts then. 


Q You mean do compare? Well, that's good; 
I'm interested. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't make 
the comparison. 


Q You were able to find some? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think 
there probably were some. 


Q Could we ask some other questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
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Q Is it the U.S. view that South Africa continues 
to destabilize that region of the world as Prime Minister Mugabe Ase *we-. 
said? Does the U.S. share his view that South Africa “continues 
to destabilize” that region? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I better 
toss that to the other Senior Administration Official since it's 
beyond zimbabwe and involves the region. 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view on the question 
of violence in Southern Africa has been made clear on numerous 
occasions. We deplore it from whichever quarter. We.have said so 
at every level of the U.S. Government. We believe that respect for 
boundaries, respect for sovereignty cannot be a matter on which there , 
are double standards. And so we deplore violence whether it's ‘ 
by South Africa across boundaries or against South Africa across 
boundaries. 


We have also, on numerous occasions, and on many fronts, 
worked, usually quietly, to try and bring parties away from that course 
of action towards direct discussion of the issues in the hopes that 
through that process, there will be possibilities for coexistence 
in this very tense, tense region. That has involved, in the past, 
the question of Zimbawbe's relationship with South Africa, but 
also Mozambigque's and Lesotho's and other countrys in the area. 


Q Does Zimbabwe link Cuban withdrawal from Angola 
to the Namibia situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position of the 
Government of Zimbawbe was stated by the Prime Minister in his 
departure statement. 


Q He mentioned linkage, but he didn't say where 
it was. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. He meant to make 
clear the longstanding position of their government, which is 
that they don't accept linkage of these two issues. They 
recognize that we in the Contact Group are working for something 
which they would also like to see, which is an internationally- 
recognized independence for Namibia, But there is a difference, 
as he said, about modalities for getting there, and there is an 
urgent request, once again, that we separate these two issues. 


Q Will we? Are we rigid? How rigid are we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position on the 
matter remains that we are not trying to sell linkage as a 
juridical doctrine to anybody, and we don't either get our jollies 
or get our disappointments by any kind of a Gallup Poll on the 
linkage issue. What we're trying to do is to solve a practical 
problem, and we are, in fact, doing it in a manner which is 
parallel but separate. Our dialogue with the Angolans about the 
Cuban issue, which has been going on for some months now, is 
conducted separately. It involves us and the Angolan Government 
bilaterally. It does not involve the front line states of the 
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Contact Group, so in that sense, we are dealing with it separately. 

But we do feel there must be an agreement on the Cuban withdrawal 
question, which is, in general, parallel with the implementations> -s*7 
of U.N. Resolution 435 on Namibia. 


Q To follow up on that, are the Angolans coming 
closer toward asking the Cubans to leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't comment 
beyond what we've already said on the record on that issue. We are 
in continuous contact with them. The Angolan Government, in our 
view, wishes those contacts to continue; would like to see a 
settlement and is grappeling with some very difficult: choices and 
issues as concerns the Cuban question. Yes? . 


Q Was the question of access by Western reporters 
to Zimbawbe raised at the meeting? There have been some complaints 
that they're having a lot of problems. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did not come up in 
any of the discussions thus far. It has come up in Harare, 
but that specific subject did not come up in the course of this 
visit, at least not yet. 


Q Did the question of human rights come up from 
our side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My recollection is 
that the Prime Minister volunteered a statement on that subject 
himself, which was to renew the assurances that they are devoted to 
respect for human rights, et cetera, which I mentioned in my 
Opening remarks. 


Q Did that include the airmen who were aquitted 
and then taken right to jail? Did the President ask about this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
volunteered some information on that subject -- 


Q What? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- also as he has in 
previous meetings. 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that the 
people had been agquitted; that they were redetained under a law 
which exists in Zimbabwe which permits detention of people 
considered to be threats to the security of the state. Two of the 
officers were deemed subsequently not to pose such a threat; 
have been released. A third is probably going to be released on the 
same basis. The delay in his case was owing to some doubt about his 
true nationality, which has now been established as being Irish. 


The other three, he said, will remain in 
detention for some time. He didn't specify how long, but the 
presumption is that their cases are continuing to be reviewed. 
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Q Do we approve of this? Did the President say 
‘anything about hoping that since they have been aquitted by a 
judge, a black judge, that they would be released in the name offeis:-"-4- 
human rights which our country seems *o -- or do we just say: 
Well, that's fine. We'll send you $75 million more even though 
you keep these people in jail after they have been found innocent. 
What was the President's reaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President didn't 
say either of those things. 


Q Oh, he just kept silent. 


Q What did President Reagan say in response to 
Prime Minister Mugabe's concerns about South Africa as a 
destabilizing force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the position 
expressed by the President and our side was that we are, indeed, 
deeply committed to seeing peace and economic development in this 
important region and that furthermore, we are giving, as a matter of 
very high priority, our energies to the search for a settlement of 
the Namibia problem in conjunction with the Cuban issue in Angola. 


It is our view -- and this was stated -- that this is 
perhaps the most important outstanding regional question in Southern 


Africa. 

Q Could you give us the names of the man who is 
going to be released and the other three who will be held in 
detention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two who have 
already been released and have left Zimbabwe are Slouter and Pile. 
They're the two most senior officers. The third man, the Irishman, 
is named Brisko. 


Q And are the names of the other three known? 


Q It is Prime Minister Mugabe's belief that if 
the United States was to deal more firmly with, South Africa 
with threats, South Africa would not be as intransigent as it is. 
What is the U. S. position on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister 
did express that view and has in several meetings. I suppose our 
feeling is that we're going about it in the right way through 
diplomatic channels and are trying to achieve the results that we 
want to achieve. 


The Prime Minister, I must say, stressed political 
and diplomatic pressure. On several occasions he has said -=- and 
I think you reiterated this -- that he wasn't calling for economic 
sanctions or anything of that sort. 


; Q Can I get back to the abstention at the U.N.? 
After we expressed our disappointment and the Prime Minister 
explained his position, did we have a redirect or an answer to 
that such as either further disappointment or some kind 


MORE 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE ¥ 


of threat to foreign aid, or what was our response to-his =-+ « este 
explanation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't hear 
anything of that character, no. 


Q Did it drop as just a one -- two answers -- 
one question, one answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Nodded affirmatively) 


Q Is our disappointment allayed by this 
explanation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't believe 
it is. 


Q How will you manifest -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can only speak for 
myself. I don't think we have established a U.S. Government policy 


position on that issue, which happened only yesterday. I'm certainly 
personally disappointed. I'm sure the other Senior Administration 
Official is, but I don't know that we've had a conference on it to 
decide a policy. 


Q Was there any discussion of an upcoming -- of 
Mugabe's upcoming visit to the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not mentioned. 
It's been in the planning for some time. There was some doubt that 
it might come this fall, but the last information I had was that 
they haven't determined a date yet. But it is in the offing 
somewhere. He has been invited and has accepted in the past, but 
they haven't picked a date yet. 


Q I am going to paraphrase the Prime Minister. 
At one point he said something to the effect that: We're a young 
nation, and we make mistakes, but we have the bést of intentions. 
What was he talking about? Did he have any mistakes in mind? 
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— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I suppose he 
did, but he didn't enumerate them. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any idea what he might be talking 
about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have my ideas 
about what mistakes he made, but I can't tell you what his idea of 
the mistakes he's made is. 


¢) They 're close? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we satisfied -- 


Q Can we go back to the plane here for just a 
second? You mean we expressed our disappointment. They say: Well, 
we did it because the seven other states we feel we represent asked 
us to abstain, and then the subject was dropped? That was it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think in 
this sort of discussion at a working luncheon what happens is that 
you go on to another topic. Somebody else raises something else, 
or the Prime Minister goes on and says: Now, it occurs to me 
that on Namibia -- and so forth, and you get off on another tangent. 
This isn't such a structured discussion that you can say: Well, 
let's have seven and a half minutes on the Korean plane. 


Q At any point in the luncheon or the meetings or 
whatever, was there further discussion on either just the plane 
downing itself or on the U.N. vote? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. 

Q That was it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was it. Yes, sir. 
Back there. 


Q Was there any reaction from the delegation when 
the Prime Minister raised the issue of media coverage of events in 
Zimbabwe by the Western press? ° 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At one point the 
Prime Minister mentioned that he'd been watching the news on TV, and 
this had to do with the Middle East, and I hope I'm not speaking 

out of line by saying that the President warned him to be careful 
about watching the TV news. (Laughter) . 

Q Sam Donaldson of ABC and other correspondents 
remembered that Mr. Mugabe, when he was here in 1980 described 
President Carter as the great cock of the United States. Did 
he say anything comparable about President Reagan, or does he feel 
that he is less exalted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not say any- 
thing comparable about President Reagan -- (Laughter) 


Q In what respect? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's nave two more 
back in the back and then -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- for which I was 
grateful. (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFECIAL: Please. 
€ 
. 
Q Does the U.S. look at South Africa as a buffer 
community in Southern Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have to toss that 
to the man who runs all of Africa. I just deal with Zimbabwe. I 
look at South Africa from Zimbabwe. He has to look at it from 
Washington. 


Q Do you run all of Africa? (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the State Depart- 
ment sense. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't look at any 
one country, any one group of countries as a buffer in the sense of . 
having taken an alliance standpoint in a global contest. We do ; 
believe that what will help to stem opportunities for the Soviets 
and their friends is progress towards peaceful settlement of 
outstanding disputes, and we have a record second to none in the 
pursuit of such solutions, as the Prime Minister himself made 
reference to in his departure statements. 


Q Where does the relationship between the U.S. and 
South Africa lie at the moment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's hard to 
characterize it in one sentence. I would describe it as a relation- 
ship which, on our side, we wish to be constructive, we wish to sup- 
port what we believe in, we wish to acquire a degree of credibility 
which enables us to be persuasive. That is an approach we've taken 
toward South Africa. It's not exclusive towards South Africa. We 
could not be doing what we're doing in the region without doing it 
with everybody. We have our doors open with everybody. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, Mike, Steve, 
did you have something? 


Q Yes. What is our position on Zimbabwe's progress 
in regards to human rights, and particularly, in the case of these 
six airmen? Do we feel they have acted appropriately? Are we 
troubled by their detention after aquittal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would say 
that we were troubled by their redetention after aquittal. It's a 
rather delicate matter to talk to other governments about matters 
affecting their internal security. Those, I suppose, are the most 
sensitive issues that any government faces, particularly a Third 
World Government, and one which, in this case, is now only three 
and a half years away from a very bitter and bloody civil war 
which was very destructive. They have continuing security pro- 
blems. 


It would not be right for us to tell them that they 
don't. How they deal with them is really their responsibility. We 
have our views, we might do things differently ourselves, but they 
do face certain dangers regionallyand internally. There is conflict. 
within the country. Somebody blew up half their air force. That's 
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of'concern to them. I wouldn't feel right about goin, to them and 
saying: Well, you should ignore that and just let it pass. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steve, last question. 
Q Was there no particular response on the Ameri- 
can side to the Prime Minister's explanation of the situation with 


the airmen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall a 
response in any of the discussions today -- do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- on that subject. 
No, I don't. " 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END ir 


(2:07 PM EDT) 
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BRIEFING BY ELIZABETH DOLE, SECRETARY 
OF TRANSPORTATION AND J. LYNN HELMS, FAA ADMINISTRATOR 
ON THE DELEGATION TO THE ICAO 





The Briefing Room 
10:43 AM EDT 


MR. SPEAKES: With us today we have Secretary Dole, 
Department of Transportation, and J. Lynn Helms, the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration, and Donald R. Secner, 


Associate Administrator for Policy in International Aviation of 

the FAA. The latter two will participate in the U.S. delegation 

to the conference in Montreal. Secretary Dole has a statement to 
begin with and then Administrator Helms will have a brief state- 

ment and answer some questions. 


Let me point out to you that this matter and this 
meeting in Montreal is a civil aviation matter and that the Admin- 
istrator will be prepared to discuss only in the area of civil 
aviation and not in the area of any military intelligence operations. 


SECRETARY DOLE: Thank you, Larry. 





Good morning. Thirteen days have passed since the 
Soviet Union wantonly shot a Korean 747 from the skies, thirteen 
Gays in which the world has risen up to voice its anger and its 
disgust at what President Reagan has called a crime against humanity, 
thirteen days in which all of us concerned for the future of 
international aviation and flight have questioned how such acts 
can be stopped forever, thirteen days in which our initial shock 
may have subsided but not our sense of outrage. Indeed, all mem- 
bers of the civilized world stand together in condemning this 
act for which there is no justification, legal or moral. 


Our first inclination surely is to punish the offen- 
Ger. As the President has said, it would be easy, and it is easy, 
to think in terms of vengeance. Instead, the better course and 
the one we are pursuing is to impress upon the Soviets the enormity 
of their action and persuade them to respond satisfactorily to our 
collective concern for aviation safety. 


In cables which I have sent to the Ministers for 
Civil Aviation of non-Soviet bloc countries around the world and 
in followup telephone conversations last week, I urged a united 
and firm response from the entire international community to the 
unwarranted Soviet assault on a civilian aircraft. 


We have, as you know, reaffirmed the order which 
in January 1982 denied Aeroflot entry rights to the United States. 
We have also closed remaining Aeroflot offjces in this country and 
invoked orders suspending interline ticketing with Aeroflot. The 
immediate action by the Government of Canada to suspend Aeroflot 
services in Canada is in our view an appropriate action. We are 
gratified that other countries are following their example. 





We also commend the members of the International 
Airline Pilots Associations for organizing and carrying out a boy- 
cott of flights to Moscow. 
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or The Soviets also have been notified that our bilateral 
agreement for cooperation in the field of transportation will not be 
renewed, and we are working with the thirteen countries who had cit- 
izens aboard the Korean jet in an effort to obtain just compensation 
for the families of those killed. 


But beyond these steps, we must concentrate our best 
i efforts on repairing the fabric of international air commerce so 
severely shredded by the Soviets. 


The United States Government must, and will, be 
involved. But the work of assuring safe passage for civilian air- 
craft under rules that all nations will accept and honor can only 
be achieved through the determined efforts of the international 
Civil aviation community. 





To further that objective, we are here to meet with 
the President this morning, and I have asked FAA Administrator Lynn 
Helms to head up the delegation representing the United States at 
the emergency session of the ICAO Council in Montreal tomorrow. 

The delegation's mission will be to register the outrage of the 
American people over the Soviet action, to call for ICAO to 

review the facts surrounding this tragedy, and for ICAO to condemn 
those responsible. We are urging the international aviation com- 
munity to take steps to ensure that nothing like this can ever happen 
again. 


I hope that the meeting will be the focal point and 
the effective catalyst for demonstrating the strength of our con- 
cern and our common concern. The aviation community must be pre- 

( pared to call to account any nation engaged in international air 

\ commerce which deliberately and callously violates the safety of 

~ air transportation. No issue to come before ICAO is of greater 
— | urgency or importance. . . 








I will now turn this briefing over to Administrator 
Helms who has a statement. He is going to be heading the delega- 
tion and he will be happy to answer your questions this morning. 
Thank you. 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: This special session of the 
Council was called at the request of the Government of Korea. We 
fully support that request. We believe that this incident is a 
Civil aviation matter and it is an internatioal civil aviation 
safety matter. We intend to take a very firm position that there 
must be an international inquiry, an investigation, to determine 
all the facts and what happened. 





Secondly, we intend to take a strong position that 
all of the ICAO. rules, procedures and annexes should be reviewed 
in parallel to take every step possible to ensure that such an 
event does not happen again. 





In the time remaining, I'll try to treat your ques- 





tions. 


———i 


Q What happened to the radio communications on the 
Korean airplane? What happened? Why were they so far off course? 
Do you have any idea? Have you investigated? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: You raise two questions. The 
\ one on communications --, 
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' Q Both of them then. 





ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: -- we are satisfied we had very 
effective communications from our Anchorage Control Center through 
the point of what we call Nippi, N-i-p-p-i, which is a geographic 
point in the Pacific Ocean where we turn control over to Tokyo 
Control. So we had effective communications. 


Q How about Tokyo? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Tokyo acknowledged that they had 
control. Once we turn it over to them, then of course it is up to 
them to handle control. Incidentally, we could monitor, however, 
on the same frequency certain of their conversations also. 


Q Did they have communications all the way through 
until the incident? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Yes. There was positive radio 
communications with the KAL pilot throughout. 


Q How about the next one? What happened to the 
plane? Why was it so off course? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: That's the reason we want an 
international inquiry. There are many theories, and we really 
don't know with certainty. ' 


Q Mr. Helms, if you could monitor the communica- 
tions, some of those communications, have those been made public, 
the communications monitored by the U.S. between the Japanese con- 
trollers and the Korean pilot? 








ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: I have to say yes and no. Yes 
to the extent that we have them recorded. Ordinarily once we 
turn over control to Japan, we no longer record those. We only 
record those, ordinarily some 15,000 tapes a day, where we are in 
control. After that, our controller may be listening, but they would 
not be recorded. 


— 


Q Did you say you did have them recorded? 


a ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: No, we do not have. Once we 

4 turn them over at Nippi, we do not record the conversations then 
between an aircraft and another air traffic control center of 
another nation. So we don't record those. The Japanese, I am 
sure, have them, though. They can give them to you. 


Q What were the conversations which you just men- 
tioned which you said you had? I thought I understood you to say 
you had some of them, despite the fact you turned over control 
to the Japanese. 
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ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Yes. We recorded some of the 
conversations. Recorded, excuse me. I must make a distinction. When I 
say record, I mean our controllers heard it. We didn't put it on tape. 
| We stop our tape recorders once we turn them over at this intersection 
point at Nippi. But you are on the same frequency as NHF. Our 
controllers heard Tokyo center and KAL talking and some of the trans- 
missions. They were routine reports of being on position. Everything we 
have seen indicates the pilot thought he was exactly on course. 


Q Mr. Helms, can you be a little more specific about 
some of the things you might try to do to prevent this kind of thing from 
happening again? You talk about reviewing the ICAO procedures. 


: ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: The Annex 2 to the ICAO procedures and 
policies was specifically designed with the thought in mind that such an 
event might happen somewhere in the world. It set out procedures of what 
member nations should undertake to do and should implement. We'll take 

i another look at that, I am sure, to see if we can do it. 


Also, when R-20 -- it's Romeo 20 in aviation language -- 
was established, which is the northernmost track across the Pacific, this 
was done by ICAO and all member nations that were affected, including 
Russia. Russia was offered the opportunity to participate in air traffic 
control, and I specifically mean in this case air traffic control, just 
like our centers do and the Japanese centers do. They declined to 
participate. Now perhaps they'll change their position and now elect to 
participate. But we are going to review them all and see whatever we can 
do to come up with additional steps. 











Q Do you believe, given what the Soviets have said 

— in the last couple days they want to protect their borders and they are 
going to continue to protect their borders and if they had to do it all 
over again they would do exactly the same thing, do you really think 
there is anything you can do to prevent this kind of accident from 
happening again if a civilian airliner strays into Soviet airspace, given 
their frame of mind? 


be ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: I don't know, but I have the 
obligation to at least try. And we intend to take a very firm position in 
the ICAO Council that all the nations in the world suffer from this. We 
must attempt to get better control. 


Q What is the outlook for this conference? Are there 
real questions that we will be able to get support to go along with our 
goals? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: The information that has come to me 
from my counterparts around the world indicates an extreme interest in 
this matter and in this Council. My view is that there will be a 
resolution that comes out of the Council meeting, and that resolution will 
call for an international inquiry. It will probably have other items, but 
I wouldn't want to predict to you the total content of it. I believe that 
will come out of it, however. 


Q How many countries are here and how would you 
characterize them? Are they all free world, non-communist countries? 
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ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: The Council is made up of 33 nations 
in what we call Category i, 2 and 3. Category 1 has 11 nations, 
Category 2 has ll, and Category 3 has 11. The reason those categories are 
established is the larger industrial nations that have a large aviation 
fleet are in one and then it works down in descending order. They are 
elected freely from the total of some 50 nations that are members of the 
ICAO assembly. That ensures them that Third World nations and all of them 
are equally represented. 


Q Will Russia be there? 
ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Yes, I am quite confident they will. 
Q How will they get there? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: They have a permanent delegation, a 
representative at ICAO. I would suspect that he might receive some support. 


Q Mr. Helms, what is the requirement? Is it a two-thirds 
requirement to get an investigation, a simple majority? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: In the case of the Council, it can 
be a simple majority. 


Q How many of the members of the Council would you 
characterize as likely to support the Russian position? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: I wouldn't want to hypothesize on that. 
My judgment would be perhaps 25 or 30 of the nations will in fact be there 
and be represented. But I don't think I would want to characterize which 
ones may support it and which ones will go against it. It is a civil 
aviation safety matter, and there is a very, very strong feeling about this 
around the world. I have had many communications on this. 


Q Have you heard from any countries who say they are 
not coming or will not come? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: No, I have received no information that 
any of the 33 have said they will not attend. 


Q Do you have support in these messages you have been 
getting from nations that are often aligned with the Communists in other 
world matters? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Yes. I think I would have to say that 
that has happened in a number of cases, and some of the events that have 
been reported around the world tend to substantiate that. I don't think I 
would want to go in detail and distinguish it because remember, this is an 
international event. The proper purview of that is the State Department. 

I am only interested in the civil aviation safety part. 


Q What is the nature of possible reprimands that would 
follow an inquiry? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: That is a hypothesis which I just 
couldn't say. And I am sure before it was implemented it would go from 
the technical work, which is ICAO, over into the UN, which is the proper 
role for that to be implemented. 
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Q Does the Soviet Union participate in air traffic 
control systems anywhere? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Only in one. That is the four-power 
agreement for the Berlin corridor. Other than that, they do not 
participate in any joint efforts. Once a nation such as Sweden hands off 
air traffic to the Russians, then they pick it up. We have no joint 
arrangements that they participate in. 


i. ce el 


Q Could you give us the range of possible things that 
they could do to chastise a country that had violated its rules and 
regulations? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: There are a number of things that 
could be done, but I don't think it would be proper for me to try to usurp 
the decision of the ICAO Council. That is something that that Council 
should do. Before the U.S. took a posture, that's a proper role for the 
State Department to finally rule on. But there are a number of things 
that could be done. 


Q Has the Council ever dispelled or disciplined a 
member before? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: Action has been taken in its 
history, and some of the discussion that is now going on, and suggestions 
that have been made to me, would indicate that some people feel some action 
should be taken. But I don't feel free to discuss those. 








( Q Without taking a position, can you give us some 
\ indication of what the options are that are available to this Council? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: No, you're -- well, the first thing 
is the Secretary General of ICAO can direct that an international 
investigation be conducted. He can select the nations and the 
representatives from those nations to do it. Under the ICAO rules, the 
nation in which an accident or incident happens has the right to initiate 
that event, that investigation. However, the operator, the air carrier, 
also has a right to be a participant, which says then that Russia and 
Korea, by the very nature of it, would be involved. 


The Secretary General of ICAO, or the President, 
President Lumbare, could in fact go ahead and designate two, three, four, 
five others and by this designate an international inquiry. I would think 
that the Russians would not dare refuse to participate. That would be an 
open acknowledgement to the world of civil aviation that they have no 
interest in civil aviation safety. And I can't imagine that they would 
turn that down. I can imagine it would be a severe negative decision on 
their part. 


One more. 
Q Would we be willing to participate in this inter- 
national inguiry? Will we turn over all the information we have, including 


intelligence secrets and so forth? 


ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: It is a civil aviation matter. 








Q I know. 
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- ADMINISTRATOR HELMS: All of the data which comes to us 
in civil aviation we will gladly work with them on. A decision as to 
whether other information would be turned over would have to be made 
by the National Security Adviser or Secretary of State. I just 
couldn't make that decision. 


en 6 


I am sorry, but I must go. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


} END (10:58 A.M. EDT) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


ON THE VISIT OF THE PRESIDENT EANES OF PORTUGAL 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1983, 2:00 P.M. 


MR. CARLSON: This is a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
visit of the President of Portugal Eanes. The ground rule 
are that it is a Senior State Department Official. For your 


SOSSSSSSSSSSSSSssessessssssssssssssesesssssssssssesstsesssssstssesssssss> =k Chink he 1s 
going to start off with a brief description of the visit, and 
then take your questions. 
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questions. 


The visit of President Eanes we regard as an impor- 
tant one, with a particular symbolism for our relationship 
with Portugal, who is an old and very close ally of the United 
States, with whom we have had excellent relationships for over 
three decades. 


Let me run briefly through the hich points of the 
schedule, just to give you a sense of what he is going to be 
doing here, tell you a little about him and his position, and 
then take any questions you may have. 


He has arrived today at Andrews. He has a meeting 
at 2:45 tooay with Secretary of State Shultz. Tomorrow, he 
will be meeting with the President in the morning at the White 
House, and be having lunch here at the State Department hosted 
by Secretary of State Shultz. Tomorrow afternoon, he will be 
up on Capitol Hill meeting with the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee and the Senate Foreign Affairs Committee. Tomorrow 
evening, there will be a state dinner at the White House 
hosted by the President. 


On Friday, he is going to be meeting and having 
lunch with Secretary of Defense Weinberger. The Portuguese 
President will himself be giving a reception Friday evening. 
From Saturday till next Tuesday, he's in New York where he 
will be meeting various representatives of the American 
business community and also of the Portuguese-American community. 








Eanes is the President of Portugal. The Portuguese 
have a system under which they have both a President and a 
Prime Minister. The President is thus the Chief of State. 
His duties are more than ceremonial. He can do things like 
veto legislation, select the Prime Minister; dissolve the 
parliament; and he has played a very important role both in 
the creation and in the evolution of the Portuguese democratic 
system and structure. 


He has been the President of the country since 1976. 
He played a very important role immediately preceding that in 
fending off what appeared to be guite a likelihood of a 
communist counter-coup. In 1975 it was a period of con- 
Siderable turbulence in Portugal, growing from the revolution 
which.overthrew the authoritarian regime and which led, even- 
tulaly, to the creation of a stable democratic structure which 
exists now. 


He has been the President since that period, as I've 
mentioned, during which there have been a number of govern- 
ments, and he has played an important stabilizing roly in the 
evolution of the political structure in Portugal which exists 
today. He was a career military man and he remains the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Portuguese Armed Forces. 


That's pretty much the background I have on the 
visit. Our relations with Portugal and the sorts of issues 
which will be discussed are similar to those which we have 
with most other NATO countries -- issues of European 
security and arms control; but in addition, Portugal, like 
France, retains important ties in Africa with former colonial 
areas. In the case of Portugal, principally Angola and 
Mozambique. 


We have found that Portugal has been a valuable 
interlocutor for us and a source of valuable advice on affairs 
in Africa, and we have worked closely with them. I would 
anticipate that that would be among the issues which would be 
discussed during this visit. 


I will be glad to take any questions. 


0 Is there one particular, new initiative to be 
discussed on Angola? 


A No. 











Q I mean, that is static, you don't see any move- 
ment on that -- negotiation? 


B I guess I'm the wrong person to ask. I am 
unaware of any particular new initiative. I think that the 
situation in both Angola and Mozambique will be discussed. 
They do have access to information and people in those 
countries, have been a source of advice, and also they have 
assisted us. I would anticipate they would be the sorts of 
things we would be talking about, how we see the situation 
developing, where they can help, and they'll be giving us 
advice. 


I, at least, am unaware of any sort of specific 
initiative which we'll be asking them to push. 


0 What is the overall political situation in 
Portugal now? 


i The Portuguese face a very difficult economic 
situation. I think at the moment, the political situation is 
very stable. The government has a popular vote of approxima- 
tely two-thirds -- that is over 70 percent of the seats -- in 
the Parliament. They've got a strong Prime Minister, the head 
of the Socialist Party, Mario Suarez, who has allied his 
party, the largest, with the second-largest party. 


The issues they face are difficult. They've got a 
large and still-mounting foreign debt, and the difficulties 
of unemployment and inflation that occur in other countries 
have been intensified in theirs, so they have adopted a series 
of tough austerity measures. But the questions are those that 
always exist in these kinds of circumstances, "Will they be 
able to make them stick?" and "Will they be adequate?" 


Q What is that debt now, please? 


e*eeee 


A titi: what is the Portuguese debt? 


SECOND SENIOR DEPARTMENT. OFFICIAL: The debt service 
ratio is about 35 percent. 


FIRST SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What is the total 
sum, about $10 million, or something? 


SECOND SENIOR DEARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. 


FIRST SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Or $10 billion? 
I've got it in here somewhere. 





Oh, no, I don't. It's quite large. 
Q $10 billion, is it? 


A I think it's -- I'm not sure. I can have 
someone get you the exact sum. It's something in the area of 
$10 billion, but whether its -- Let me check and get back to 
you on it. I didn't bring the figure with me. 


0 Is there a particular reason for the visit 
right now? 


ry Not at this specific time. It's been scheduled 
for some time. I think, in fact, it was scheduled earlier and 
then had to be moved for reasons having to do, I think, with 
the schedule of elections in the country. I can't recall, 
exactly, but there is no specific reason why he should come 
this month as opposed to two months. 


0 But what is the reason for the visit at all, 
though? 


A This is the first state visit by a Portuguese 
President since that country's -- Essentially, it is the first 
state visit by a Portuguese President. And given the close- 
ness of our relationship, it's well due. 


fe) Is there any consultations with this government 
on its decision on Aeroflot? 


R, No. They've agreed to adopt the four measures 
which we and a number of other countries have put into effect, 
including the boycott on overflights and flights to and from 
the Soviet Union. I think we're gratified that they were able 
to do so. 


SECOND SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Portugal has 
adopted a 30-day boycott. 


0 Is President Eanes going to discuss about the 
American base in Lajes? 


a I doubt that will come up in detail. We are 
nesotiating with the Government of Portugal to renew the base 
agreement which has expired, and I would anticipate those 
negotiat:ons would be mentioned in passing, but I doubt they 
would ost into detail on either side. 











Q Are there any particular sticky points of that 
agreement? 


4 Not at the moment. I mean there will be the 
usual questions of AID/levels and access rights, but I don't 
anticipate any particular ones being discussed at this time. 
And I don't anticipate any real substantive hold-ups in the 
negotiation. 


0 What is the arp(level requested for FY-84? 
4 Is that figure out yet (to staff)? 


SECOND SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: ‘84? It's $40 
million in economic support; $60 million in military grant 
assistance; and $45 million in military sales credits. 


Q How does that compare to FY-83? 


A It's up significantly. ‘83, as I recall, went 
down significantly from previous years. 


@) '82 was -- 


1 '82 was the bottom of the trough, and it's been 
going up since then. 


0 What is of the most concern of the Government 
of Portugal in its relations with the United States? 


A I think it is a relationship without major 
sources of friction on either side. I think foreign 
assistance levels, because Portugal is the poorest country in 
NATO, I guess, with the exception of Turkey, and thus the 
poorest country in Western Europe, with no exception, are very 
important to the country. But I don't anticipate that the 
visit would turn into a negotiation on AIDAevels, but that is 
an important element of our relationship. It really is a 
relationship without significant sources of friction. 


I recognize that means that it is a relationship 
without significant sources of news, but -- 


¢) Thank you. 
B, Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:15 p.m.) 
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NEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON STATE VISIT OF PORTUGUESE EANFS 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 1983, 1:50 P.M. 
WASHINGTON, Pf. C. 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I'm sorry to keep 
you waiting. The Presidents leave at the time they decide 
to leave. This is ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a senior 
American official. After iiiiiiihiiitihas finished this par- 
ticular readout, we'll take about five- or ten-minute break, 
and then he'll come back and do the KAL one. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I missed dessert for 
this briefing. I will just try to briefly run down the 
issues that were discussed by the two Presidents today. 

First of all, the atmosphere was very warm by vir- 
tue of the fact that year in and year out, the United States- 
Portuguese relationship is a very cooperative one. The 
Portuguese, as they have demonstrated most recently, I think, 
with the suspension of Aeroflot flights for 30 days, have 
been for 40 years probably one of the most loyal allies that 
the United States has had. Some of you know the background 


S 


(ot, this including the 1973 Middle East war, and the crucial 











role that their bases in the Azores played in that effort, 
The base issue -- the question of Portuguese bases -- was 
discussed, and both sides stressed the importance of moving 
ahead with the negotiations which have begun, and both sides 
desire to wrap up an agreement as quickly as possible. 

Our negotiator for those talks is our Ambassador 
in Lisbon, Allan Holmes, and he, of course, is back with 
the Portuguese President. Some of the details and some of 
the questions in those negotiations have been discussed by 
the Secretary of State and the Foreign Minister as well as 
Mr. Holmes. 

Looking at broader forms of political cooperation, 
there was some discussion of NATO issues, INF and Geneva 
talks. The Portuguese President praised the decision é 
by President Reagan to continue the Geneva negotiations, and 
strongly supported the December 1979 decision. 

I mentioned the other forms of political cooperation, 
the question of the Korean airliner, probably the most impor- 
tant. There was some discussion on the impact on European 
public opinion of the episode, with both Presidents agreeing 


that it would likely reduce the appeal of the neutralist or 


the pacificist sentiment in Europe. The Portuguese, as I said, 








have taken a stronger position on the airliner than many of 
our other allies, suspending flights by Aeroflot to Lisbon 
for thirty days. That is a fairly important rout for the 
Soviets hecause they fly into Lisbon and then fly on to 
Havana. 

There was a lot of discussion on economic problems. 
As you may know, Portugal has been negotiating with the IMF, 
and as part of that negotiation has announced some sweeping 
austerity measures. The Portuguese decision to adopt those 
measures was praised by the President and the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the meetings this morning. President Reagan 
was able to brief President Eanes on the implications. for the 
world economy of the United States recovery. 

There was some discussion of the domestic political 
scene in Portugal. The Portuguese, as you know, have made 
major progress in building , Stable democracy. At the same 
time, there is still a Laces non-democratic Communist Party; 


but President Eanes expressed confidence that the new government 





in Portugal would be able to deal with any extra-political and 
extra-consitutional threats. 
Then, finally -- and I don't mean to say finally 


because it is the least important, because it's very important -- 


there has been a good deal of discussion on southern Africa. 











Assistant Secretary Chester Crocker recently visited Portugal 
where he met with President Eanes and others, and discussions 
this morning were a good follow-up to those. The Portuguese, 
needless to say, have a great deal of experience in Angola, 
Mozambique and other parts of southern Africa, and desire 

to play a larger role in that region, and the United States 
strongly supports that. 

In his discussions on how the United States and 
Portugal could cooperate in working on Southern African 
problems, including a Namibian settlement and the withdrawal 
of Cuban forces from Angola. 

My final point concerns the fact that traveling 
with the portuguese President and the Foreign Minister was 
the Regional President of the Azores. Most Portuguese- 
Americans -- and I think there are, roughly, 1,000,000 in 
the United States -- come from the Azores. The United 
States has a avestes relationship with the Azores which 
was pointed out in very strong terms by the Regional 
Azorean President, and he had the opportunity to talk about 
the special problems of the Azores with the President. 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 














Q Did the President ask for any more U.S. aid? 
He seemed to make '. mention of that during his remarks. 

A They are, obviously, interested in U.S. 
security assistance. They have important military 
modernization needs. Our security assistance funding for 
Pestuee! has increased in recent years, and we intend to 
increase that amount in the years ahead. The President was 
able to tell the Portuguese President that that is our intention. 

This is, obviously, a question that will be related, 
not formally but indirectly related, to the the base negotiations. 

Q Are we discussing with them the idea of a new 
U.S. military base in Portugal? 

A No. The base where we are, for the most part, 
interested is in Lajes, in the Azores. 

Q Are there any hangups on that base negotiation? 
How soon do you expect that to be -= 

A I wouldn't want to speculate, but we are 
interested in achieving an agreement, as are the Portuguese, 
as quickly as possible. | 

Q When does the current agreement expire? 

A It expiered earlier this vear, but as with 


other agreements, there is a grace period, which I think 


lasts for one year ¢o5r the two sides. 














Q But there are no special issues in this? 

A I don't think there are any particularly special 
issues. As you know, we have been negotiating with other 
countries -- recently Spain -- and we've completei an 
agreement there; with the Greeks; and outside of Europe, the 


Philippines. I would say that, roughly, the issues are the 


same. 

Q It's tied to-more, to a substantial increase 
in aid? 

A I wouldn't say that. I wouldn't necessarily 
say that. 

Q How is it tied to any increase in economic 
assistance? 

A Well, we do not tie any of our base agreements 


formally to increases in aid, but obviously, the Portuguese 
do have economic problems, and they have military 
modernization needs; and we want to be as helpful as we can. 
Q How should we refer to you in this briefing, 
as a senior State Department official, or what? 
A Senior State Department official or senior 
American official. 


Q O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:15 p.m.) 




















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
OVERVIEW ON siete OF MEASURES 
ON SOVIET AVIATION 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 1983, 2:15 P.M. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: This is an 
overview, and I would be willing to go into as much detail 
as you would like to go as far as I can go on the impact 
of the various decisions taken by governments on Soviet 
aviation, both the deccebiens of Aeroflot and the flights 
of non-Soviet airlines into the Soviet Union. 

As you know, with the ICAO Meeting getting 
underway in Montreal, many countries have announced 
decisions for differing periods of time to suspend their 
aviation operations. We thought it might be useful to 
try to pull it together for you, and give you some sense of 
what the overall impact has been. 

Let me just go over a few general points, and 
then I'll be happy to talk about specific decisions taken 
by governments. 

The NATO countries, with the exception of France, 


Greece and Turkey, Japan and Switzerland, all of which 


are observing the two-week boycott of air service to the 


Soviet Union, account for over ’50 percent of world civil 








aviation traffic. 





The first point you would make is that the 
countries that have gone along with the suspension, or 
a boycott, are the principal carriers. 

If you add Australia and New Zealand, which do 
not have flight to the Soviet Union but are taking other 
actions against Aeroflot, for example, cancelling 
interline ticketing -- I can explain that if any of you 
are interested -- if they're added in, you get another 


percentage which brings the figure almost up to 60 percent. 


Q Of the world's carriers? 
A Of the world's carriers. 
Q That's not of the world carriers. It's 





of civil aviation traffic; right? Sixty percent? 
A “That's right. It's called World Civil 
Aviation Traffic. Not the world carriers because there are 
a lot of one-airliner airlines. 
Q That's exclusive of Aeroflot, non-Aeroflot? 
A That's not Aeroflot. That's right. 
The percentage of flights by non-communist countries to 


the Soviet Union affected by the suspension of national 





service is roughly 50 percent. 


A total of 80 scheduled flights to the Soviet 














Union by non-communist country airlines will be cancelled 
out of a total of 156 in the two-week period. Here, I have 


to make an important point... 


Q Eighty a day, you mean? 

A No. Eighty total. Out of a total of 
80 =< 

Q Over the next two weeks? 

A Two weeks. The number is likely to be 


far higher if we see pilots in countries that have not gone 
along with the suspension; simply to declare that they will 
not fly. It is a little too early to tell. We should know 
in the next day or so. 

A total of about 30 percent of Aeroflot flights to 
the non-communist world will be affected by the two-week 
suspension. Many of the remaining Aeroflot flights are 


with smaller aircraft to Third World countries. 





—Q Would you do that again? 
A A total of about 30 percent of Aeroflot 
flights to the non-communist world will be affected by 
the two-week suspension. Many of the remaining flights 
are with smaller aircraft to Third World countries, whereas 


most of the flights that will be cancelled will be to 














major destinations in which larger aircraft would have been 
used. 

Let me make an important point here. If Aeroflot 
flights to France, Finland and Sweden were suspended, the 
overall percent of Aeroflot flights would then rise to 
over 50 percent. The reason this is an important point 
is that today the Soviets were anabie to fly into Paris, 
despite the fact that the French have not suspended flights, 
because both the Federal Republic and Switzerland has banned 
overlights by Aeroflot, the Soviets can't get in. 

A very similar situation exists at Shannon Airport 
in Ireland where, because the British have banned overlights, 
the Soviets canriot get in without flying over a thousand 
miles out of their way. 

Q I thought Ireland was going along with 


the suspension. 


A Ireland is going along with a partial 
suspension. 

Q That overlight question, how would that -- 

A Let me give you what Ireland's situation is. 


Ireland has suspended only Aeroflot rights to pick up and 
discharge passengers to and from Moscow. In other words, 
if a flight is going from Moscow to Shannon to let -- and 


people are going to get off, those flights have been 














suspended. The flights that the Soviets fly through Shannon, 
which are refueling stops, usually with Soviets and Cubans 
on board to go to Havana, have not been suspended. But 

the effect, we believe now, is that they probably will be 
because they can't overfly British air space. 

Q What is the two-week period you mentioned? 
When does it start and when does it stop? 

A The two-week period has, for most 
countries, begun today. It was made to conincide with the 
beginning of the International Civil Aviation Organization 
Council Meeting which is getting underway in Montreal. 

Let me just say a word about that. At that 
meeting the Council will be discussing a resolution today 
which we hope will strongly deplore the Soviet action and 
call for a variety of actions to insure that it does not 
happen again. At the present time, our delegation at that 
meeting, led by the FAA Administration -- FAA Administrator. 
Len Helms is negotiating with other delegations to get a 
tough resolution. 

I've been discussing this in terms of a two-week 
boycott. As I mentioned earlier, talking about Portugal, 


that was a 30-day suspension. The Canadians have called 


for a 60-day suspension. And some countries, while 








proposing a inneinbiibe boycott, have left open the 
possibility of a renewal. 

Just one other point, in terms of the duration 
of this. As you know, many of these governments have 
taken this decision along with private decisions by pilots. 
And in almost every case, the pilots have called for 
suspensions of 60 days. So we could vers well see these 
two-week actions prolonged into much longer suspensions 
by virtue of the decisions taken by pilots. 

I do have information on the specific situation 
in many of these countries. I'll try to help you if you've 
got any questions. 

Q On one of the figures you just used, you 
said if France, Finland and Sweden suspended Aeroflot 
flights, the figure would rise oven 30 percent to 50 percent 
of Aeroflot flights to non-communist countries. 

A That's right. 

Q Do you have a figure that just deals with 
France and does not include Finland and Sweden, or do you 
have something to say about Finland and Sweden that would -- 
there's no way to use thet 50 percent figure in referencing 


the Paris situation? 


A I see your problem. 

















Q Can you isolate France for us, and tell 
us what the figure would be if you add France and, let's 
say, Ireland? 

A I know what you're trying to get at, which 
is the percentage and I don't think I can get it for you now. 
We'll try to get it to you. 

Q France is a fairly major point, isn't it, 
for Aeroflot? 

A I don't know how major it is, but I think 
it is an important one. I wouldn't necessarily call it 
the most important. 

Q Do you have a number of flights perhaps 
in France? 

A No. 

Q- Have any governments taken additional 
political actions comparable ‘to those of the United States 
in suspending the consulate agreement and the negotiations 
regarding the cultural exchanges, and so forth? 

A I don't have a comprehensive list of those, 
but by and large the answer is yes. For example, some of 
you may have been aware that there has been a senior 
delegation of Dutch parliamentarians in Washington this 
week with the leaders of the four major parties. They 


have cancelled. They were planning to go to Bonn, Washington 


and Moscow to discuss arms control. They have cancelled 











out of their Moscow visit. 

I think it's fair to say that a number of 
symbolic gestures -- cancelling meetings and cutting back 
on exchanges -- have been taken. 

Q In that connection, has the Secretary 


decided whether he will see Gromyko at the U.N.? 





A No. 

Q That still is open? 

A It's something we're still looking at. 

Q How would you gharacterize this as to the 


degree of sucess or in relation to what you had hoped to 
do? 

A I think that we're gratified with this. 
We think this is fairly successful. We don't think that 
this is going to destroy Aeroflot as an airline. That was 
not the purpose of these steps. We have never called them 
sanctions. 

What we wanted to do is provide a strong political 
signal to coincide with the meeting of the ICAO in 
Montreal to demonstrate the depth of concern that the 
non-Soviet or non-communist civil aviation community felt 


about this episode, and we think we've done that. 


(continued on next page) 








Q There was a lot of talk on the Hill yesterday 
about trade sactions. Is there any consideration being given 
right now within the Administration? 

A I'm not sure. What do you mean by "trade 
Sanctions"? Do you mean a grain embargo? 

Q Or a call for -- 

A I think we have a number of trade sanctions in 
place agains the Soviet Union, by far more than I would say 
any other country in the world, and those sanctions were put 
into place because of Afghanistan and Poland; and there is 
a strong desire by the President to strengthen particularly 
our transfer of high technology to the Soviet Union. 

This is an ongoing effort, and, if anything, this 
episode has given that effort new impulse. 

Q But it hasn't changed the -- for example, 
are you taking any different attitude in COCOM, for example, 
because of this? 

A Yes. That's exactly what I'm saying. I 
think this is going to intensify our efforts, give it new 
energy to strengthen the COCOM system. 

Q When you originally decided to take civil 
aviation measures, was it just that Aeroflot will be banned, 


or were the commercial airliners also to be included? 


Because it seems if you have, for instance, a ban on Aeroflot 








that only lasts two weeks, the commercial ban lasts longer, 
Aeroflot is going to pick up the traffic and the hard currency 
that would have gone on those flights. Have you made an 
effort to -- 

A I know. I don't think that's necessarily 
correct. 

Q If Aeroflot can't -- I mean, if, say, an air- 
liner isn't flying out of -- Lufthansa is not flying out of 
Germany or their pilots won't fly for a month, but Aeroflot 
can't fly out of their for only two weeks, it's then going 
to pick up everybody who would have gone on Lufthansa. 

A It's not clear that Aeroflot will only be 
affected by two weeks. 

Q Well, that's the question I wanted to ask. 

A There are other organizations and ground 
controllers, people who service aircraft, who are also 
taking actions, so it remains to be seen if Aeroflot will 
be grounded for only two weeks. 

Q But have you tried? Because it could have 
happened that Aeroflot in fact ‘would pick up passengers 
that could not go on commercial flights. Are you trying 
to make sure that doesn't happen? 


A I'm not too sure that's true. I mean, we'd 


have to think about that. I'm not sure that passengers who, 














if they couldn't.fly Lufthansa, would immediately jump on 
Aeroflot. Speaking personally, I sure wouldn't. I don't 
know if you've ever flown Aeroflot. 

Q Have we managed to deliver our request for 
compensation to the Soviets, and how was that done? 

A Have we delivered our request? 

Q Yes. Managed to get the Soviets to take it? 

A No, we haven't, but we are going to continue 
our efforts. 

Q How? 

A We will be in touch with the Soviets. 

Q Is there anything being contemplated in con- 
nection with shipping comparable to what you've done with 
airlines?. | 

A We have looked at the maritime area. We have 
not taken any decisions yet. 

| Q Is there anything being contemplated in 
this? 

A I would just simply say that we have been 
looking at the maritime area, and we have not taken any 
decisions as of yet. 

Q Were you about to get to a list of pilot 


unions and things like that which -- 


A I could just run down -- I don't know how 
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interested you are in this. If you've got any -- I think it 
would be pretty boring if I went through sort of country 
by country. 

Q Do you have a fact sheet or could a fact 
sheet be put together? 

A I think we could probably do that. I don't 
think anything on what I've got here would be -- it's just 
that we'd want to make sure it was up to date. That's the 
problem. It's a kind of moving situation. 

Q You indicated that at the Montreal meeting 
we're looking at "a variety of measures." Can you outline 
what some of those are? 

A We would like, for example, to see if the 
Soviets could not be more cooperative on providing radar 
and other forms of information to the other countries so 
that in the event that an aircraft strayed off course, we 
would be in a position to alert then. 

At present, as you may know, we have about a 900- 
mile biind spot between Alaska and Japan where we aren't 
able to carry out continuous radar coverage, but the Soviets 
are, so their cooperation in providing that Lageunetion : 
would be useful. 

Other measures include working out better communi- 


cations links between the airliners and military aircraft, 


specifically Soviet aircraft. Another thing that could be 
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managed would be oiiiiunleibane between. air traffic.controllers, 
ground controllers. The most important, though, is a proposal 
to ban, prohibit altogether, the use of military force 

against civilian airliners. 

Q There was a report that Judge Clark had sug- 
gested that we could anticipate that the Soviets would try 
to fabricate some kind of evidence to prove our involvement 
in espionage. 

Was that just kind of an off-the-wall statement, 
or do we neve some kind of reason to believe that something 
is underway? 

A I haven't seen anything that tells me that 
something is underway. I think it was just a suspicious 
concern about the fact that the Soviets had charged that 
this was a spy mission. 

I think it's natural to be suspicious of what 
they might do to make that claim. 

Q Any reports on this apparent salvage opera- 
tion that they're engaged in? 

A There is Soviet activity in this area which 
is north of Monterone Island, and the Soviets have various 
types of equipment which could be associated with a 


Salvage effort. We can't confirm that they have found the 


aircraft or are bringing it up. 

















Q 


Has the debris that has washed up in Japan 


supplied any clues? 


A 


Q 


Not to my Feu; edge, no. 


On a somewhs. related subject, do you have 


anything to tell us about the expulsion of two American 


diplomats from Kabul? 


A 


Q 


up and given orders to leave as a Soviet reaction to what 
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No, I don't. I don't have anything on that. 


Do you think the Augustenbergs were roughed 


we're doing on Aeroflot and so on, and will we retaliate 


for what has happened to the Augustenbergs? 


A 


engaged in that kind of activity. 


from our standpoint, given the fact that these people were 


I don't want to speculate on why the Soviets 


U.S. diplomats performing their duty. 


It is completely unacceptable 


The Soviets have been alerted to our very serious 


concerns about how they behaved in this episode. 


Q 


alert them? 


on FF O PY 


But are we going to do anything more than 


I don't want to go beyond that. 
At this point, or is there -- 
I just don't want to say any more. 


One other question about the airplane: Is 


any theory, or do you have any information as to why the 


there 
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airliner was relaying its radio message through the other 
airliner at some points during the flight? Would that 
suggest that their radio was -- there was something wrong 
with it? 

A I just wouldn't know. 

Q In terms of political signals that you're 
sending, you're seen on the one hand to be trying to discourage 
contacts with the Soviet Union. On the other hand, Larry 
Speakes leaves open the possibility of a summit this morning. 
You are not yet sure whether the Secretary will see Gromyko. 
There are actions that the United States can take to make 
certain political points in that connection, if that is the 
purpose. has 

What is the aim? In fact, tc discourage political 
contact? If that is the purpose, why don't you just not see 
Gromyko? 

A I don't think our aim has been to discourage 
political contact. 

Q What is the aim, then? 

A Our aim is to make it very clear to the Soviet 
Union that this kind of behavior is not acceptable to the 
international community, that they have violated some very 


important provisions concerning international civil aviation, 


and that in one way or another they not only have to apologize 
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and make good for what they have done, they have to help us 
help the rest of the international community engage in a 
cooperative effort to insure that it doesn't happen again. 
You do that through a variety of different ways. 

Q But you were pleased, for example, that the 
Dutch Parliamentarians had cancelled their visit to Moscow. 

A I'm not arguing whether I was pleased or not. 
I think it was more a reflection of a political sense of 
outrage which is felt in the various capitals. I wasn't 


arguing that they were carrying out U.S. policy. 


Q I never said that was the point. 
A No. 
Q In Montreal we're goin to ask the Soviets 


to be more cooperative to civilian aircraft. Have they 


ever cooperated? 


A We're goin to ask them to be more cooperative. 
Q I mean -- 
A This international organization, of which 


the Soviet Union is a member, is going to take some decisions 
about international rules and regulations. 

Q My question is, have the Soviets ever provided, 
for example, ground radars for that stretch of -- 

A For that stretch? I think the answer is 


probably no. 
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Q Why can't the flights get into Paris? 
They can't overfly West Germany? Didn't you say that their 
flights cannot get into Paris? 

A That"s right. They cannot overfly West 
Germany and Switzerland. | 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:36 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON SOVIET ACTIVE MEASURES 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1983, 11:04 A.M. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MR. CARLSON: This is a BACKGROUND briefing 
on the Special Report No. 110, "Soviet Active Measures,” 
which is being released at the end of this briefing. 

I think you may have copies that were made available 
earlier this morning. 

It is a BACKGROUND briefing. The briefer is 
a senior State Department official and not for 
publication. 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Today, we have 
released State Department Special Report 110, which is 
the third in a series of reports on Soviet Active 
Measures. The earlier ones came out, number 101, last 
June, June a year ago, and the original one -- I think it 
was number 81 -- about two years ago. 

These normally, often-clandestine Soviet 
activities, "Active Measures," are designed to influence, 


to affect political attitudes and public opinion in the 


non-Communist world. We use the term “active measures" 
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because we didn't find anything that quite corresponded 
to this in English, and this is simply a direct trans- 
lation of the Russian term -- the term that they use. 

‘They involve a variety of techniques and 
vehicles, of front groups, such as the World Peace 
Council, and local communist parties; are efforts to 
influence the media -- media manipulation, disinformation, 
forgeries; similarly to influence individual attitudes 
with forgeries, the spreading of rumors, agents of i 
influence. 

The key player is the KGB, and indeed it has an 
active measure service in its headquarters in Moscow, 
but it also involves the International Department of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party which controls 
foreign ‘sort groups and sometimes also the international 


Information Department, which controls the media. 


b 
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In looking back and sort of turning around in the 
Western camp, probably the closest thing to it is psychological 
warfare as used by the Allies in World War II, in trying to under- 
stand what this is all about. You look at some of the examples 
in the report and it gives you an idea of the sweep, of the 
range. In the case of Nigeria, you have the United States Ambassador 
charged with trying to assassinate the leading Presidental candidate, 
Chief Awolowo. That appeared in a major newspaper in Ibadan run 
by a newspaper closely affiliated with his party, backed up by a 
document supposedly sent -- an internal document in the Embassy -- 
lending credence to that. ¢ 
Then in Europe, the Novosti correspondent in Bern is 
expelled for improper activites involvement in the Swiss peace 
movement. In India, you have released in the left-wing Indian 
press an expose -- actually it was not just about India -- 
"Operation Balkanization -- American Designs on India." This 
was supposedly a speech given by Jean Kirkpatrick here in 
Washington on U.S. policy towards the Third World. The headline, 
because it was released in India, focuses on that paragraph -- 


total fabrication. 


Finally, one other example, the fake telegrams that 


appeared in the magazine in Rome about six weeks ago relating to 
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assassination of the Pope and alleging that the United States was 
trying to orchestrate the press play on this to the disadvantage 
of the Soviet Union, and trying to lend credence to this through 


these fake documents. 





Looking back over the year, assessing this, we've come to 
the conclusion that there is greater intensity, and also that the 
targeting is somewhat bolder than it was the year before. Admittedly, 
what you see here is more than the tip of the iceberg; it's not the 
whole iceberg. It is what can be publicly sourced, what is available, 
what has surfaced; but it doesn't involve things for which we know 
we have only intelligence information on. 

The main regional themes parallel Soviet policy, as you 
expect they would. In the case of Europe, the number one target is 
the deployment of the missiles, the peace movement; secondarily, 
trying to pin the blame for events in Poland on the United States. 
There is a faked NSC document that was published in Spain which 
supposedly, Mr. Brzezinski wrote, and then there was a very com- 
plicated one relating to the Dozier kidnapping and the cousin of 
a man named Scricciolo who was caught in a fake letter from 
Irving Brown trying to tie CIA, Poland, Scricciolo, and so forth. 

Then, you have a couple relating to NATO generally, 
including one of these repeaters, the Holocaust document, which 


popped up just last week or the week before in Copenhagen, which 


isn't in the report. 
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In the case of Africa, there are really two main themes 
in Africa, that the U.S. is interfering in the internal affairs of 
the African countries -- I mentioned the Nigerian one. There was 
another one in Ghana where you have a senior figure in the Ghana 
Government standing up before a group like this and saying, “I have 
the proof: There was a West German Embassy document that the U.S. 
Ambassador was trying to oust the Government of Ghana. This 
appeared in the government newspaper and, naturally, did not help 
relations between the United States and Ghana. 

The other theme in Africa has been to suggest very close 
collaboration between the United States and South Africa; there 
have been a number of fake documents that have appeared in regard 
to that that are mentioned in the report. This is a continuation, 
of course, of things one noted last year. 

Central America: Front groups seem to be the main 
vehicle. There the target, obviously, is to assist the Sandinista 
cause, the Salvadoran rebel cause, and hurt the policies of the 
United States. 

In the Middle East, radio seemed to be a particular 
vehicle, and there, as you would expect, the United States is 
painted as not the friend of the Arabs. South Asia I mentioned: 
the most striking one had to do with the "Balkanization of India” 
and that touches a very tender chord in South Asia, going back to 


the whole trauma that surrounds partition, and it is a theme that 
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has been repeated over the yeays so people knew what they were 
talking about when they used the word "Balkanization." It goes 
back to the 1940s. 

In the Far East, two comments, one what you might call 
almost a defensive move on the Soviet part. Stung by the bad 
publicity about yellow rain, they have launched a counter effort 
to suggest that the United States is involved in chemical warfare. 
This is not only in the Far East, but also picks up in Cuba where 
a resurgence of dengue fever, probably brought back by Cuban 
soldiers from Angola, has been attributed to U.S. chemical 
biological warfare effort. 

Then, finally, in Japan, as you may know, a Soviet KGB 
officer defected a couple of years ago. His revelations, which 
were released by the House Intelligence Committee during the year, 
laid out fairly clearly the nature of Soviet active measures in 
Japan. He was particularly apt in describing this because this 
was what he was involved with. It also has been helpful in 
shedding light on activities that might take place elsewhere. 

In assessing all of this, we think it's important 
neither to overstate nor understate the impact. We do feel it 
needs to be realistically recognized that the Soviets, as a 


standard tool in the way they conduct their business, carry out 


these deception activities on a large scale. Their impact is such 
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that neither, on the one hand, is the Republic in danger, but on 
the other hand, they are not de minimia, They have an impact; 
they seem to have more of an impact on the Third World. And once © 
a story is out -- and this is one of the difficult things when you 
are dealing with them -- it's awfully hard to counter. You know, 
once you get- this thing on the front page of the newspaper, you 
can deny it, but you never really quite catch up with it. So it 
has a difficult impact. 

Really, what you've got is sort of a classic dilemma 
of free and open societies. They can roam around and try to take 
advantage of our openness -- and of course, there is no reciprocity; 
you're not going to find an active measure appearing in Pravda. 

Also in dealing with this, it is important to recognize 
that while these activities are being carried out largely by the 
KGB, largely by intelligence officers, the purpose of the activity 


is not intelligence. The purpose of the activities is essentially 


political effort to influence political attitudes and public opinion; 


and it needs to be addressed in this same vein, and we feel most 
effectively addressed by making available to publics information 
as it becomes available to us. 

In that way, the publics around the world know what is 


going on; the media knows what is going on, and as people are more 


aware, they are less likely to be taken in. 
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In fact, frankly, it's not just a problem for the 
United States; it's a problem for all people who favor free 
societies. Our feeling is that lots of sunshine and lots of 
information is the best response. 

I'll be happy to take any questions you have. 

Q Have you and your associates come across any 
evidence that American or other Western correspondents are being 
bought and paid for by the KGB or their associates? 

A The Soviets would certainly try. 

Q My question was, do you have any evidence that any 
reporters have been put "on the pad," "on the take," by the KGB? 

A Yes. In the case of Western Europe, in the 
case of publicly-available information, there was a case a couple 
of years ago where a French journalist had been on the payroll -- 
I think the chap's name was Pathe' -- for twenty-odd years, putting 
out a newsletter. Then, in 1981, there was a Danish free-lancer 
named Petersen who was arrested and charged with working for the 
Soviets. His main task was to work in terms of, you know, trying 
to help the Danish peace movement along. 

Q What about in this country? 

A In the United States? 


Q Yes. 


A Not that I recall. 
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Q How do you explain that? 

A Excuse me? 

Q How do you explain that? Is it because you don't 
know or because it is not happening? 

rf A I think what the Soviets find is that the U.S. -- 
As mentioned earlier, the impact of these tends to be somewhat 
greater in the Third World where their folks, let's say, need 
money more or where the free press is less well articulated. 

Q What about African an Asia? You've given us two 
cases. 

A Well, if you read through the cases, you'll -_ : 
there are a lot of instances. What seems to happen in terms of 
how do you get a story in the newspaper, you are either able 
to get in shooush having bought a journalist -- and clearly, 
there are instances where journalists are bought -- or it is 
slipped in inadvertently. We don't always know how it's slipped 
in. 

Q Has this government ever tried to confront the 
Soviets directly about it? 

A We have made our views known to them, yes. 

Q And what is the response? 


A They listen. 


(Smiles) 
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Q It says here in this document, in a speech by 
Eagleburger, “While recognizing that ‘Active Measures’ are but one 
aspect ..... + + + ,common:sense requires that we counter 
these intrusions not only through effective counterintelligence. 

. « «© « « « -” and so forth. This raises the question, "To what 
degree is the United States, if at all, involved in any 
comparable ‘Active Measures?'" 

A First of all, apart from the propriety or the wisdom 
of doing that, if we did, Jack Anderson and Seymour Hirsch would 
have a field day. Can you imagine secrets of activities of this — 
sort being kept secret in this town? 

Q Are you suggesting that Semour Hirsch hasn't had a 
field day? 

A Well, so would the Soviets have a field day. 

Q Is the answer "No?" 

A The best answer is, we cound't get away with it if 


we wanted to; and if we tried it, we would be crucified. 


Q But is the answer "No?" 

A Excuse me. ¥ 
Q Is the answer no, that we don't do it? 

A This sort of activity -- right, no. 


Q We don't do this. 
Q If sunshine and lots of information is the best 


response, how come this briefing is ON BACKGROUND, then? 
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A Well, sunshine and lots of information 
doesn't come from having my name; it comes from the State 
Department report which is put out there, plus other reports. 

Q Could you also talk about the incident in 
Copenhagen of two weeks ago that you say wasn't in the report? 

A Yes, sur. You may recall that one of the repeaters 
in the "active measures" field is a Soviet effort called the 
Holocaust Papers -- this goes back to the 1960s when there was 
an American spy named Johnson who was working in NATO Headquarters 
and who provided a great deal of information on NATO targeting. . 
By 1969, this was packaged as a document called "The Holocaust 
Papers." The message was: "Europe, if it comes to nuclear war, 


you're the first target, and the Americans will get you!" 


In 1979, when the Peace Movement started up and the 
whole question of the INF began, this resurfaced; it resurfaced 
in London, and in various forms, it has popped up in, I think it 
was, fifteen or twenty times. What happened in Copenhagen a week 
ago was that there was a NATO maneuver -- I have it here; I'll 
give you the specifics -- a NATO maneuver called, I think it's 
“Amber Light." Anyway, there was a NATO maneuver taking place, 
and several hundred people in towns in Copenhagen and in Sealand, 
particularly older people, received copies of a document that 
stated that because of these maneuvers, "You need to pack up 


your bags, evacuate your homes, and so forth." This led to 
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panicked phone calls in Copenhagen and elsewhere. The headline 





story in the Danish morning paper Politiken said, "Pack your 


bags before maneuvers tear against you.” And the Berlingske 





Tidende, this is September 8th, “The terror against the elderly 
before the NATO maneuvers." Anyway, a series of panicked phone 
calls, “What does this mean? What is this all about?” The 
document was supposedly signed by a Danish general, General 
Jorgensen. The whole thing turned out to be a phony, a fake; 
and indeed, on tracing it and examining the text of it and 
pulling out this Holocaust document, we found that it was one of. 
the items in the Holocaust document that talks about the 
evacuation of populations in the event of nuclear war. 

This is the item in NATO. This sort of, if you will, 
and I'd put it on the low range of the scale, the sort of minor 
"dirty tricks" scale, as opposed to something like the Ghana 
business or the “Who Shot the Pope” question, which is at the 
high end of the scale, or effort to suggest that Tom Pickering 
ordered the assassination of a leading Presidential candidate 
in Nigeria. 

Q Have you been able to convince Flight Lieutenant 3 
Rawlings that we were not up to that? 


A Yes. What happened following onto that is that 


the United States protested; there was a sharp downturn in 
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relations, and the Government of Ghana eventually accepted that 
this was a West German Embassy report, in fact, that this was 
a fabrication. The West Germans immediately stated it was a 
fake document. We, of course, so stated as well, but it took 
some doing. In a sense, the damage is done -- in terms of 
Gamage. 

Q Since the Korean plane incident, have the Soviets 
done anything along these lines? I know what they've said 
publicly, but this report refers to clandestine activities. 

Are you aware of anything they've done over the past two-and-a-half 
weeks? | 

A We're anticipating, on the basis of history, 
that something might well pop up, sort of “confirmatory evidence" 
to suggest that the Korean airline was on a spy mission, or in 
some other way to provide corroboration for the Soviet lie line, 
or the Soviet propaganda line. We're watching. 

The sort of thing you might anticipate would be some 
document that surfaced in the Sea of Japan, flight plans or what- 
have-you, to link the plane; a fake audio tape -- there was, if you 
recall, the Reagan-Thatcher audio tape of a couple of months ago -- 
something that would lend further credence or credibility to the 
Soviet line, or -- and this would, I think, would be very difficult 
to fake back -- a black box, or something. So we're watching! 


You can't turn this stuff on and off that quickly, but 
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it would certainly not be surprising for the Soviets to try 
something like this. 

Q Considering the number of anti-American groups 
around the world, do you trace back each of these episodes to 
the KGB or their sister services? Are you sure that all these 
are KGB operations as opposed to other groups which don't like 
this country? 

A Well, you don't know for sure unless you get the 
man who did it, that it is the KGB. What is so useful about 
something, when you get somebody like Levchenko -- he actually 
did these things -- who can actually sit down and explain to you 
how they're done, what's the methodology. So what we do in each 
case is that we look at an instance. we don't leap out and leap 
into print right away -- and run through a series of internal 
tests; and if at the end of it we conclude that it is not some 
crack-pot group (you know, Lyndon LaRouche or what-have-you, or 
some high school kid) (Laughter) you look at it and ask, "Is the 
thing real?" Sometimes somebody comes in and says, "Heh, we've 
got a forgery," and then we check, and sure enough, the Defense 
Department put out such a document, 

(Laughter) 

So you first check. Then, you look for the formatting. 


The Seyiets are very good at collecting documents, and we know 


this from defectors, from intelligence sources, and what-have- 


you for duplicating publications, documents, and so forth. High 
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School kids and crack-pot groups can't always do that. Then, 
you look for the substance of the document: is it a sophisticated 
job? The Rome one, for example, was quite sophisticated on that. 
They had to know in that all the people, the sequence of events 
on publicity in the Italian media, who spoke up in which Italian 
newspaper. 

Maybe I should back up and explain what this was. This 
(Chart) is an attempt to say that the United States orchestrated 
the arrest of Antonov and the bad publicity the Soviets have 
achieved as a result of the assassination of the Pope. Well, 
internally, what they've done is to turn it all around, and say, 
"We think ..." -- these were two telegrams that surfaced about 
seven weeks ago, but they are supposedly dated back to 1982. 
They said, "First, we can get together with our Italian friends 
and we think we can ‘finger’ a Bulgarian, and then the people 
will think we can deal with them." Then, they mentioned the 
newspapers that later wrote about this or the people who spoke 
publicly about it, and said, "We think if we get together with them, 
they will be helpful." Then, there is a second telegram which 
says, “Yes, it was a great success.” So, high school kids, again, 
can't internally do something like that. 

When you look at the material, it sort of hits you. 


We've had a couple that don't just ring like the Soviets. 
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Then, you finally say, “Whose purpose is being served by all of 
this?" and if it all adds up to something that would seem to 
help the Soviets, and if all these other things are there -- 
Sometimes, the other things that you look for are mistakes. 
Sometimes, they are a give-away. Well, you need the mistakes 
to prove to the journalists that the document is indeed a fake 
if it's very well done -- and some of them, indeed, are very 
well done. The Rome one contained a couple of mistakes in 
there, in the formatting. 

Then, finally -- let me just finish with the thing -- 
you sometimes have linguistic mistakes. The document would tend 
to give away the likely authorship. The document in Nigeria 
talks, this internal U.S. Embassy document, about the importance 
of keeping the Department informed about this "wet" affair. 

That doesn't mean anything, so people laugh. (Laughter) 

What does that mean in English? They are English words. But what 
it means in the Soviet intelligence lexicon is assassination. 

So somebody just slipped up. They're not ten-foot tall in this. 

Q You talked earlier about the greater intensity in 
targeting is bolder now than what you've seen before. 

A Sure. 


Q Is it the U.S. view that Andropov himself has to 


give the 0.K. for any of these operations, or is this sort of 


"kid stuff," way below him? 
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A Depending on the seriousness -- We don't know. 





What happens is in the Soviet Government, depending on how 
serious it is, it goes up the line. One would expect that 
something involving the President or an assassination or what- 
have-you would go fairly high up the system, Central Committee, 
or what-have-you. One doesn't know how far up the line it 
goes. 

Q You referred to a bogus tape of a conversation 
between Reagan and Thatcher. 

A Right. 

Q Could you explain? 

A That's back in here in dealing with the Falklands 
Campaign. That surfaced in the Netherlands about six weeks 
before the British elections. It was an audio tape which was 
supposedly a phone conversation between President Reagan and Mrs. 
Thatcher. In it, the President is highly critical of Mrs. Thatcher, 
and she is saying, “We really have to hit the Argentinians,” and 
the President is chiding her, blaming her also for the sinking of 


the Sheffield. Then, it goes on a little bit to talk about the 





missiles in Europe. 
Q How good an impersonation was it? 
A It was real voices. 
Q How were they? How close were they? 


A The quality was like -- Did you hear the 8 o'clock 
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CBS News this merning? The pilot of the Korean Airlines was 
speaking. It was about like that. You have to sit down, and if 
I were te play it here, nobody would understand a word. But if 
you get -- and we did -- the transcript and you listen to it six 
times, then you can pick it out. 

What we found out in this case was that the Reagan 
words -- the voices are authentic; we established that. We also 
established that no such conversation took place. Two, the voices 
are authentic. Three, that President Reagan's comments were taken 
from a speech given November 22, 1982, which was telecast or 
broadcast to Europe, and the words and phrases are taken from : 
that. We're not sure where Mrs. Thatcher's were taken from. 

To further complicate the thing, there was an alleged 
transcript. The thing was sent the way a lot of these things are 
sent: under cover of an anonymous letter. It was in Dutch, and 
there was a Dutch transcript. When we compared the Dutch trans- 
cript of the tape with what was actually said, they didn't 
correspond. But it is so hard for somebody to pick it out, I 
think that the person who put it together would figure that nobody 
would really go to the trouble to try to really pull it apart. 

Q May I ask another question? 


A Sure. 
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Q Several Americans participated itn that World 
Peace Assembly Meeting, in Prague, several prominent Americans 
are alse scheduled to participate in the U.S. Peace Council 
Meeting in this country in a few weeks. Does the State 
Department attempt on its own, or through the FBI, to warn 
these people what they are dealing with, and to beware of it? 
Or do you depend on the U.S. media to get this message out? 

A Well, this is a free country, and people can do 
what they want to. We do put out information. There have been 
a couple of reports on the World Peace Council, and we did a 
report on the Prague Peace Assembly. We rely on information, 
really, to get to people, basically. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:38 A.M.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We see this as an 
historic example -- 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We see this as an 


historic example of biépssttemship of an difficult issue 
that had major constitutional overtemes "We started on this negot- 


iation Monday a week ago. We worked through the weekend and we 
believe that the legislative and executive branches rose above 
politics to reach an accommodation. 


Okay? 
Q No bad feelings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. Absolutely 
not. ’ 


Q As the President says in his remarks there 
that he had some strong reservations. What was he referring 
to then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President was 
making the point which was made to the Congress throughout our 
Giseussions that there are constitutional questions involved 
here which the President will address in his sighigg statement. 

Q When is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that would 
be after the Joint Resolution passed both Houses of the Congress. 


Q What are the consequences -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the form that 
it is now in. 


Q When do you expect that to happen? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Congress, 
the leadership tells us that this is going to be put in both 
houses on an expedited process. It is going to be moving I think, 
I believe, but this is a matter for the Copgress, I think it is 
going to be moving contemporaneously in both houses. 


Q Tip seems to indicate that this afternoon 
that he was going to wait for it to move in the Senate first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIL: Yes. I had just 
gotten a call that indicates that that poséibly is not the case. 
I started to say probably. We don't think that will be the case. 
Senator Baker has already introduced a resolution since we left 
the White House and Charman Zablocki will be introducing the 
resolution this afternoon. 








9] Do the constitutional problems arise from 
the Supreme Court case and the legislative veto? Is that 
the constitutional -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That was 
a separate constitutional question that has already -- 


Q Which involved all the time maintained 
not being addressed in any of these discussions. Right? Or 
any of these discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That 
constitutional problem is behind us. The Supreme Court has 
already ruled that the veto protection provisions of 5(c) of 
the War Powers Act are unconstitutional. There are other 
constitutional questions involving the question of separation 
of powers. The war powers, the power to conduct war and that 
sort of thing that will have to be addressed. 


Q Will the Administration challenge that 
once the resolution is enacted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. As I 
indicated, the President would speak to those constitutional -- 
he would assert his constitutional reservations in his signing 
statement. In other words, the inherent constitutional powers 
of the Commander in Chief, make reference to that somehow in 
his signing statement. You know, we haven't written the 
signing statement, needless to say. 


Q You won't seek Supreme Court review of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If once this 
resolution passes, Mike, and once it is signed by the President, 
it would be my off the-top-of-my-head view that you would not 
have a case or controversy within the meaning of the law 
so that you could go to the court. You need an active case or 
controversy. Now if we have not been able to resolve this, 
then'-you could have had the possibility I suppose of a 
constitutional challenge. 


Q Aren't youysaying, but haven't you by signing -- 
aren't you in effect waiving or acknowledging the power of 
the War: Powers Act and the fact that they can, that you have 
to notify them under 4(a)(1)? Aren't you agreeing to all 
of that when you signed this statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q They are asserting that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We made it 
very clear, Chris, during the negotiations that we would sign 
the resolution if it passed in the form in which it was 
negotiated but would reserve in our signing statement on 
these constitutional questions. So that there would not be 
any acknowledgement prejudicial to the prerogatives of the 
Executive Branch. 


Q Do you reserve your position -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the signing 
statement, reserve in the signing statement so that would be 
no prejudice, no prejudice to the constitutional prerogatives 
of the Executive Branch. There are other -- there will be a 
question, for instance, this resolution recited that hostilities 
began on the 29th of August, that Section 4(a) (1) was triggered, 
the Congress will make certain findings with which we will 
be inclined to disagree in the signing statement. 


Q Do ‘you disagree with the fact that it was 
triggered on August 29th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 


Q I don't understand. How can you sign 
something and make it law and then say you don't believe it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is simply 
a recitation, Chris, in the resolution if you look at it. 
Congress simply recites that they find that this was the fact. 


Q In other words, they find it, but you 
don't agree necessarily. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
Quite frequently the President will sign legislation with which 
he would disagree; some aspects of which he disagrees with. 


Q What do you get out of this? It looks to 
me as though they got what they wanted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think we 
got something very substantial and what we got was the Congress, 
the Legislative Branch acting in support of the President's 
policy in Lebanon. I mean what the President says in his 
statement here, "Support of our presence and policies in 
Lebanon.” 


Q Last week there were senior officials saying 
that this 18-month clock might allow the Syrians to just hold 
off until they continue the hostilities. Has the opinion 
changed? Is that changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that 
the -- I am not sure that I am familiar with what you, you 
said Administration officials said this. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't 
think we would acknowledge that that would be the effect of 
this. What we think the: effect of this will be, Wayne, is 
that those people over there who are opposed to a strong central 
government in Lebanon or the withdrawal of all foreign forces 
will see this as unified action by the Legislative and Executive 
Branches in support of our peace-keeping role. 


Q Do you think --the question you are saying 
this is not what Larry or Senior Administration Officials were 
saying last Friday might be seen as aid and comfort to the enemy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q That is what you are saying? 








on 


Q This is a sticking point really. It is 
strictly a question of the time element. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You had a number 
of areas that were very difficult. The first area was whether 
or not the President should submit a report under 4(A)l as at one 
point Senator Byrd said he wanted the President to do. That 
was resolved in a manner consistent with the Executive Branch's 
position. You had the question of exactly what the mission 
statement should be and you will see that in Section 3 of this 
resolution. I think that was resolved on a basis that was sat- 
isfactory to both Executive and Legislative Branches. It doesn't 
expand on the mission but at the same time it gives the Executive 
Branch the authority to protect, to do whatever is required to 
protect our Marines while they are there. You then had the ques- 
tion of duration, and there were suggestions from time to time 
that something shorter than eighteen months should be the duration. 
The resolution has eighteen months and the leadership in the Con- 
gress eventually said eighteen months is okay and then you had 
the matter of termination. 


0 Did you try, you couldn't keep from having 


any time, any particular date in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That was an 
approach that we advanced early on during the negotiations but it 
became clear that we were not going to be able to get the majority 
of the leadership to support that kind of an open-ended resolu- 
tion, Mike. 


0 Let me ask you about this: The mission, you 
say it doesn't expand the mission. Some people would say that 
what you have agreed to here really restricts the mission to 
staying in the MNF, in the Beirut area and to do anything beyond 
that, to go in the mountains or something would really be a 
violation of what you have agreed to. Do you buy that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't speak 
to that because I am not familiar -- let me just say that the 
mission statement says, "The mission shall be what is set forth 
in an exchange of letters between the two governments and such 
protective measures as may be necessary to ensure the safety 
of the MNF." Now I can't tell you whether that original 
exchange of letters permits them to go in the mountains or not. 
That is something that I think the military commanders and 
others would be more adept at speaking to. 


MORE 
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Q Does the “protect Marines" clause give 
you the latitude to do whatever you feel is necessary? 
Do you now feel your hands are not tied in whatever the MNF 
wants to do, needs to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think 
anybody would ever quarrel with giving the President whatever 
authority he needed to protect the Marines. I mean that is 
really not an issue. 


Q I know but there is a question about 
allowing them to shoot the Lebanese, to protect the 
Lebanese Army because that indirectly protects the Marines. 
That is an isgne. 


SENIOR ‘ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer 
your question, we think this gives us the authority --- 


Q To do what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we 
need to protect the Marines without getting into 
hypothetical situations. It doesn't mean that you can do 
this or that or the other. 


Q What about the United Nations 
clause? Is that something you put forward, they put 
forward? Do you feel comfortable with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was in 
an early draft. I can't really tell you which. You know, 
most of this quite frankly was developed by discussions 
up on the Hill. In other words, I would steer you away from 
thinking that this was a draft that we took up there and 


negotiated. That really was not the case. The original drafting 


was done by the House Foreign Affairs Committee. This 
resolution is closer to the original Zablocki than to 
anything else. 


Q But if I can follow up on what Juan 
was asking, is there some implication there that somewhere 
down the line you might replace the MNF with a United 
Nations peace-keeping force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I 
think that has been a policy for a long time,hasn't it? 
I mean the suggestion that we would like to see all 
foreign forces out of Lebanon. 


Q No one has actually talked about 
replacing the MNF with the U. N. force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really 
can't tell you specifically where that provision came from. 
I think it came from the original draft of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. 


Q But the idea of a one-year limit 
before you begin seeking those kind of arrangements seem new 
to me. Is it new to you? Is it agreeable to you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do 
you mean by one year limit? 





a 


Q After one year start talking to the Unitea 
Nations, no later than one year after the Ceasefire? 





that you Shall do and then Teport to the Congress. The 
Congress woul‘like the Executive Branch to explore the 
Possibility of aU. N. Presence, That is alj that 
means 


Q I mean are they Saying to you that we 
Ought to get out of there ang get a U. N. force in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ZI think what they 
are saying is you ought to at least explore the Possibility 
of aU. N. force at some point, some point in time coming 
in there, 


Q That is not binding on the Administration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is binding 
if once the President signs that, it is required that we 

at least explore that &@s the resolution States. But it is not 
binding that we after one year replace the MIF with au. N, 
force. That's Certainly not ~.. 


Q So generally to wrap things UP, are you 
Satisfied with this whole Fesolution and with the war 
Powers Act as it stands OF would you like to see the 


Q You do not have any resolution at all. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; I would 
rather leave it that we have got some Problem with the 
Act. We have some Problems with this resolution which 
the President has indicated he will Speak to at his signing 
Statement ang we made that very clear to them at each Stage 


Q Who won? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: St country won. 
END 
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MR. JANKA: Good morning. 


. 


We are handing out now a schedule, summary schedule, 
for the trip to the U.N. You'll have that in a minute. I would | 


like to introduce to you CHLS MOFMANG 22iirss sess esses sees eee eee eee esses ee ees: 


SSSSSSSSSSSSESSSSESESSSSSSSSSSESESSSSESESSEESESESESEEE: 


POSSESS SSSSSS SHEESH HESSSESSSHESESSEHSSHEHEESEEEESEHEHSSEHEESESEHEHESEEHEHESESHEHSSHSHESHESHSSSSSHSHSHSSSEHESEFSESSESSESSSESSEESEESESESEEEEEEEEE: 
SOO SSSSESSSSSSSESSSESSHESSSSESSEESSSSSESHEESEEHEEEE SESE ESHEHEEHEEEESESSESESHEHSHSHEHSSSHSHESSHSHESEESHEEHESHEHSSESSSEHESSESSESEHESSEHESESEEES 
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iiiiiiiiiinii::: to talk with you and answer your questions about the 
President's trip to the U. N. 


This will be on background attributed to Senior 
Administration Officials. Larry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, 
and as the schedule you will get indicates, the President is going 
to New York on the 25th and he will deliver a speech on the 26th 
to the U. N. General Assembly. In addition, he will want to 
consult with Secretary General Perez de Cuellar, and he will meet 
some of the world leaders who are there, and I will go into that in 
just a minute. . 


Every President since Truman has spoken to the 
UNGA. President Reagan spoke to the Special Session on 
Disarmament on June 17, 1982. The reason he is going this year is 
essentially that there are a number of major international issues 
that are very much on the front burner, including the KAL shoot down, 
Central American issue, Middle East, relations with the Soviet 
Union and arms control, all of which he thinks need to be 
discussed with the General Assembly and our views put forward and 
also with some of the world leaders. I can't give you much on the 
speech itself, first of all, because it is still being written; 
secondly, because my boss, George Shultz, will be background 
briefing on that on Monday. 


Let me simply say that at this point that while 
there are all of these issues facing us, that the President's 
speech which will try to deal with them will do so in a manner in 
which there are some proposals for positive change. I think it is 
fair to say that it will particularly emphasize the importance 
of proceeding, moving ahead on arms control. 
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The President will be the first speaker at the 
General Assembly and we-are hopeful that that speech will help 
to set the tone for the General Assembly sessions themselves. 
There will be some 14 heads of state or government and some 50 
foreign ministers present in New York at the time the President 
gives his speech. He will, I understand, give a reception for 
heads of government, chiefs of state, foreign ministers, on 
Sunday night. 


He will meet with the Secretary General of the 

U. N., where he will reaffirm strong U. S. support for the United 

Nations. I emphasize that fact. He will, however, at the same 

time say that the United States feels strongly that we have got 
resis "5S Becess politization -- I can't even say it -- politicization -- 

I hope he can -- (Laughter) of the U. N. specialized agencies, 

and he will indicate the U. S. Government's unwillingness to 

accept without strong response the growing tendencies in the 

U. N. toward a double standard. 


He will stress that we want to make the U. N. a 
more effective organization, that we want to hold down budget 
growth while improving the efficiency. He will probably also 
make it clear, however, to the Secretary General that he stands 
by his budget requests for the United Nations as submitted to 
the Congress and that he feels it is a reasonable request to 
the U. S. Congress, and that this Administration can take substantial 
pride in the fact that we have worked over the last two years to 
hold down real budget growth within the U. N. For example, real 
budget growth for the U. N. in the years '83-'84 -- I'm sorry, 
'84-'85 as against '83-'84 will be .7 percent; seven-tenths of 
one percent as contrasted with '82-'83. 


Q One more time, please? 
Q That is the real growth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Real budget growth 
for the U. N. 


Q How much? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the years 
'84-'85 will be seven-tenths of one percent as contrasted with 
'82-'83. 

Q Last night Congress voted against it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that. 


Q As contrasted with what for ‘82? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With the U. N. 
budget for '83-'84. 


Q "82-'83? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘'82-'83. 
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Q Do you know what the budget growth was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The. biennial -:.-. - 
budget for '84-'85 is .7 percent more in real terms than the 
biennial budget for ‘'82-'83. 


Q What was the increase in ‘'82-'83? Do you know 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘80-'81 to '82-'83? 
Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will find that 
out for you. A substantial reduction in the real budget growth 
rate is my point. 


Q Sir, what is that in real dollars, real money? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will have to get 
you the figures. All I have is the percentage figures. 


Q You don't know how much we give now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will 
also -- 


Q Will he veto it, sir? 
Q Will it be in the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me finish. 
That question I don't know the answer to. 


Q I see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: © Let me finish this 
and I can get, as I suspected you would want to, to the United 
Nationsl budget. (Laughter) In the meeting with the Secretary 
General, he will also reaffirm our support for the Secretary 
General's efforts in the Afghan negotiations, where we strongly 
support his efforts and the efforts of Mr. Cordovez to arrive at a 
negotiated settlement for the withdrawal of Soviet forces from 
- Afghanistan, and he will also indicate our support for the 
Secertary General's efforts in Namibia and in Cyprus. He will meet, 
the President will meet as well with Price Sihanouk and Son Sann. 
He will emphasize to them that the U. S. Government backs strongly 
the ASEAN strategy to obtain a comprehensive political settlement 
in Kampuchea, and his meeting with Price Sihanouk and Son Sann 
will be a demonstration of this government's support for their 
efforts in fact to arrive at a reasonable settlement in Kampuchea. 
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The meeting will reflect our view that the 
non-Communist elements of the coalition led by Price Sihanouk and 
Son Sann offer a credible alternative to the puppet regime now 
imposed on Kampuchea. 


Q Is that one meeting or two meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One, as I understand 
it. He will meet as well with Samuel Doe of Liberia. Mr. Doe has 
been particularly supportive of U. S. efforts in areas such as the 
Chad, and with regard to Israel, and we will want to make it clear 
to him that we appreciate those efforts. The meeting will also 
reaffirm our support for Liberia's return to constitutional 
government and the President will also indicate that we are ready 
to help as we can in Liberia's economic development. The President 
will meet with Jorge Illueca, who is the President of the 38th 
General Assembly. He is from Panama. It is essentially a courtesy 
call. He will meet as well with King Hassan II of Morocco. I 
think you all know that we regard our relations with Morocco 
as particularly important and the President will want to spend a 
good bit of time talking with the King about Lebanon -- in specific 
terms, the Middle East; more generally the Western Sahara -- and 
bilateral issues again including economic relationships. 


Finally, the President will also meet with 
Prime Minister Indira Gandhi. As you know, India is now the 
chairman of the nonaligned movement and the President will 
want to spend a good bit of time talking with her about nonalignment 
and its role in the world and her views of world events and to 
indicate to her in advance of the summit that Mrs. Gandhi has 
called in New York our interest in a close relationship with the 
nonaligned movement. The President won't be able to attend the 
summit sessions himself but he intends to use the meeting with 
Mrs. Gandhi to try to indicate to her our views on many of the 
issues that will be discussed at that summit. We will also want 
to discuss bilateral problems and issues with Mrs. Gandhi in 
the aftermath of her visit here last year and indicate again 
our desire to continue what we think has been a rather substantial 
improvement in that bilateral relationship since her visi.t 


I will now be glad to try to answer your questions. 
Yes, sir. 
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—Q Will you be more explicit about the double 
standard that you said the President is going to tell Perez de Cuellar 
that we are no longer willing to accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is our general 
view -- well, let me give you an example if I may of the -- I am not 
now speaking for the President -- but as an example of the double 
standard that I think we in this Administration tend to find 
disturbing. The Security Council was, in the last analysis, unable 
to arrive at a resolution dealing with the events that the Chad 
and Libyan intervention in that country despite the fact that, in 
our view, the evidence of intervention is clear and we think that 
the condemnation, therefore, naturally should have flowed therefrom. 
With regard to the Korean airliner shoot down, we were more successful 
and, in fact, the Soviets were forced to veto that resolution, but 
even there there were some countries which felt it necessary to 
abstain from the vote, and I must say it is an abstention that we 
did not understand. And our view is that there tends to be these 
days within the United Nations a willingness to accept conduct on 
the part of other countries or at least not to react strongly against 
it and at the same time, then, react strongly when actions are 
taken by some Western countries that do not meet with full approbation 
by the U. N. Yes, sir. , 


Q If I could follow that up, why then, to make 
another part of your statement clearer, is not an action like the 
Senate action on the funding a tangible and concrete signal of 
that displeasure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick made the point well yesterday; that the issue in terms 
of the double standard is the governments conduct themselves in the 
U. N. in ways that we think are, to put it mildly, unwise. That 
is not to say that we do not believe that the organization as such 
serves a useful purpose and should continue, and that is not just 
pointing to the specialized agencies that do substantial good 
work but in addition the importance of maintaining a United Nations 
which permits members to debate with one another and to air issues. 
We are not saying that the U. N. as an institutional or and 
Organization does not serve a purpose. We are saying, however, 
that we are substantially unhappy with the way in which a number of 
countries express their views within the United Nations and we 
intend to react when they do so. We are not saying that they don't 
have a right to do it. We also are saying that we think it is unwise 
to cut the U. N.'s budget. 


Q Is there any way in which this Administration 
-thinks that displeasure can be shown other than the President's 
stating it? I mean if you have ruled out the budget cutting, 

is there any specific or concrete action you could contemplate taking? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the answer 
to that is that the way in which we think it best to deal with this 
issue is to be very precise about our feeling: and our reaction that 
we do not, again to state it specifically, we do not agree with 
the proposed budget cut. We do, however -- and this is related 
to questions of efficiency and expenditures of money -- we do 
believe that it is important for the U. N. to take major efforts 
to cut its budget growth which we think has been too fast and too 
much and that there are inefficiencies within the U. N. that can 
very well be dealt with by holding down budget growth. 


Cc In broad terms, can you give us an idea on 
the speech as to whether we are going to hear strong language, anti- 
Soviet language or whether that is going to be qualified somewhat 
and is the emphasis going to be more on arms control in terms of 
the Soviet-U. S. relationship rather than KAL? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am reluctant 
to try at this point to answer that question very specifically. 
I think there is no question because the speech is still in the works, 
but I think there is no question the President is going to make it 
clear our view of the state of our relationships with the Soviets 
and their conduct, including the Korean Airline's tragedy. I 
think it is also clear, however, that the President will in the 
speech be making suggestions on a range of issues for positive 
steps to try to improve the international atmosphere and i think'it is 
safe to say that a subject -- well, a major portion of the speech 
will deal with arms control, which we believe and the President 
believes certainly to be one of the areas that is most in need of 
serious attention. Yes, ma'am? 


Q Sir, I don't see any place on here where the 
President is going to be greeted by or confer with our Ambassador there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think she will, 
I don't know how she is going to greet him, but she will be present 
with the meeting with Perez de Cuellar and my assumption is that 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick will accompany the President throughout 
the whole visit up there. I have to assume that they will probably 
get together at some point when he first arrives. Yes, sir? 

SIIINIIIINIIINIIN, do you believe that if the budget 

cuts in the voted last night were to stand that it would | 
over the long ru.. damage U. S. interests and give the Soviets a 
propoganda edge? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would 
damage U. S. interests. Whether it gives the Soviets a propoganda 
edge or not I don't know, the point being that we believe that the 
maintenance of a strong U. S. role within the United Nations 
is important to U. S. interests; and that the U. N. can serve 
useful purposes in maintaining the peace. Again, that is not to 
say that we don't have substantial disagreement with the way in 
which some members of the U. N. of late have been conducting 
themselves. Yes, sir? 

Q GHHHISHHISINH, how do your remarks just now 
about our support of the U. N. square with Mr. Lichenstein's remark 
the other day and particularly with the President's virtual 
endorsement of what Mr. Lichenstein said? Itseems to me we are 
hearing two voices out of this. : 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
is right at all. And I devoutly hope I am in sync with my President, 
but I really don't think that is ‘the case at all. 


What Ambassador Lichenstein was saying -- what the 
President said in support of that statement was not that the United 
States ought to get out of the U.N., or that the U.N. ought to get 
out of the United States, but rather, as the Ambassador made clear, | 
if there are some countries in the U.N. who are dissatisfied with the 
way in which we carry out our obligations as hosts, they have a 
perfect right to move or move the U.N. if they can get sufficient 
other countries to agree with them, and we are not going to stand 
in the way of that. We feel we have met our obligations as hosts 
to the United Nations. We will continue to meet those obligations 
and those who complain about the way we carry it out can look for 
other alternatives if they wish. And, I don't think that that is 
in anyway in contradiction to our and my saying that we believe the 
United States or the United Nations serves a useful purpose for 
the United States. 


Q If that is the statement of policy, Larry, 
why did both the State Department and the White House say it was 
not policy, that Lichenstein was just speaking for himself immediately 
after he said it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have just told 
you what I thought the statement of policy was, that the United 
States continues to believe it is useful to maintain itself in the 
United Nations and the United Nations in the United States. 

What Ambassador Lichenstein said, he said as a personal statement, 
but I and the President have no trouble with the point he made 
which is if you don't like the way we are managing the process of 
being hosts here, you can find some other solution. 


Q Let me ask it this way. In 1945 we campaigned 
rather strongly to make sure that the United Nations would be in 
the United States. Would we do so again if there was a movement 
to get the U.N. out of the United States? Apparently you are saying 
now, and the President has said, and Lichenstein has said, that we 
wouldn't stand in the way if that is what they wanted to do. Would 
we not fight such a move? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it 
is clear if the majority of the United Nations wanted to m»ve it 
somewhere else, we would not stand in the way. 


Q That is right. Would you fight the majority 
in doing it? ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My answer to 
that would be, we have to face the circumstance at the time. I 
don't know whether we would fight it or not. Our view is that it 
is useful for it to continue in New York. It is useful for the U.S. 
to be a member of the United Nations. And since it is a wholly 
hypothetical question of what we would do if a number of people tried 
to get it out of the United States, I can't answer the question. 


Q Who are some of the countries in the U.N. 
that we are substantially unhappy with, as you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would rather 
not go into too much detail, although I can point out to you, as I 
said, that our lack of enthusiasm for the abstention at the time of 
the Korean shoot-down ought to give you some hint. 
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Q Why? 


Q Why is that "the double standard” which you 
mentioned, to use a quote? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can give 
you some personal attempts at an answer to that, but I don't know 
that they are necessarily terribly helpful. It is my personal view 
that there are a number or reasons for the double standard, one of 
which is that it is fairly clear to me that the way in which the Soviet 
Union conducts its foreign policy tends to freighten a good many other 
countries far more than the way in which we conduct our foreign policy, 
and I think we are doing ours the right way, but I think there is no 
question that a number of countries particularly amongst the developing 
world see the dangers of irritating the Soviet Union as leading to 
consequences that they would find unpleasant substantially more often 
thatn would be the case if they upset the United States. Yes, ma'‘am. 


Q That's right. What exactly has the United States 
Gone, I mean the U. N. done for the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are getting way 
off the President's visit. But you know, the basic point again is 
that it is our view that the United Nations does serve a worthwhile 
purpose because it permits countries to come together to debate. 

The United Nations has in fact put forces into a number of trouble 
spots around the world that have in fact helped to maintain the peace. 





“he United Nations is, for example, us<«iul on the 
urprise issue, UNIFIL has made a difference in the past in 
Lebanon, the United Nations has served the purposes of peace on 
a number of occasions. That is not to say we are by any means 
wholly satisfied with his conduct? 


Mr. Gwertzman? 

Q GH, your criticism of the double standard 
seems more aimed not so much at the UN as against the non-aligned 
block whose members generally vote the way you are criticising. 


My only question is, why doesn't the President make 
his views about this double standard known, not so much to the 
Secretary General of the U.N., but to Mrs. Gandhi. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can assume 
that -- well, you know, I don't think the President is going to ask 
Mrs. Gandhi to carry his water with a number of other States. I think 
you can assume that on occasion we will make it clear to those 
governments concerned that we are not enamored of their conduct. 


Please, and I know I knew when I got here that the 
questions were going to focus on budget and so forth. Please under- 
stand that the President's trip to New York and the purpose of that 
trip is not by any means primarily to go up there and spend his time 
telling people about our unhappiness with double standards or the 
budget and so forth. He is going there to make a speech about 
major international issues and to try to put before the American 
people and the U.N. our view and some suggestions on how those issues 
ought to be dealt with. 


I can't deny to you that the subject of the U.S. role 
within the U.N. and views of the U.N. is enevitably going to be a 
subject discussed up there, given the public discussion on that subject 
of the last week or so. 


Yes? 


0 Specifically, what arms control issues is he going 
to take up in his UNGA speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ._ Again, I don't want 
to get too specific until I have had a chance to look at a later 
draft of the speech. But by and large, I think it would be obvious. 
One is the strategic arms talks and another is clearly the intermediate 
range nuclear force discussions in Geneva. 


Q Is that on background? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want me to go 
beyond that, you are going to have to wait a few days and listen to 
George Shultz on the subject. 


Yes, ma‘am? 


Q Can you tell us how the U.S. contribution to 
the U.N. has increased over the period that you cited? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I will ask 


Peeeeeeereseeeeeeeeeese 


budget, both the general budget and in the specialized agencies and 
by the way, one of the areas where we are working the hardest is 
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a holding down budget, real budget growth in the specialized agencies, 
where our general policy in all of them has been to argue strenously 
for zero growth, zero growth in the specialized agencies. 


We have not always succeeded in holding to that but ~- - 
we have, I think, held it down in a number of them, and if you are 
going to push me on the specifics and budget figures, I am going to 
‘have trouble here but we will be glad to try to get that all together 
for you. 


s:::::2::::, do you have anything you want to add? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 


I might say the U.N. budget has grown three-fold over the past 
ten years. 


Q You don't know what our contribution is? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 25 percent. 
Q It has grown 25 percent? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I know it is 25 percent. Would you tell us how 
our contribution to the U.N. has grown or not grown over the past 
few years? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has grown in the 
same proportion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the budget has grown 
three-fold in the last ten years, the U.S. contribution has grown 
three-fold in the last ten years. 


Q That is not my question. 
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Q Ours has grown .7 percent? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q If the budget, if the 25 percent grows, if 
it is always 25 percent, and the U. N. budget grows a tenth of a 
percent, that our contribution grows seven-tenths of a percent; 
is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 

Q Is that threefold in real terms? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q What is it in real terms? 

Q Sir, what does that mean in money? You must know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I 
am sorry. I will be qlad to get it for you. 


Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because I don't 
know, because I don't know, but we will be glad to get you the 
figures. 


Q Does the President regret the fact that the 
Soviet Delegation will not be led by either foreign minister or 
head of qovernment? Does he féel that will hinder his message on 
arms control getting through? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't talked to 
the President about it but I would imagine his view of that is it is 
up to the Soviet Union to decide who they send. That is their business, 
not ours. 


Q The Soviet Union will not be represented at 
this reception then, is that correct, because Gromyko is not going 
to be there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I frankly don't 
know the answer to that. Have they been invited? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The invitation 
is to the head of state, head of government and the foreign minister. 
None of those are there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They will not be 
present. 


Q Does the President feel neutral about that 
or do you think that the U. S. regrets that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the view 
of those with whom I have spoken on the subject which, as I indicated, 
don't include the President is we feel neutral on the subject. 
It is not a matter of great concern to us one way or the other. 

Q Has the Soviet ever contributed to the U. N.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


MORE 





/ -12- a. 


Q It is not a matter of concern to you whether the 
Soviets are headed by a top ranking official or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘That is their . ? 
choice to make. 


Q They don't bother -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is their choice 
to make. 


Q Is the Administration sad with Mrs. Gandhi's 
response to the Korean airliner shoot down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, I 
guess the best way to answer that question is to say that there are 
a number of countries that we would have wished were a bit more 
vociferous in their condemnation of that act and I wouldn't want 
to be any more specific than that. 


Q On the arms control part of the speech, without 
giving us any details, do you want to say for the Secretary, 
will the President tell us a little bit more about the new instructions 
to Mr. Nitze? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: I would not be 
surprised. 


Q Given the U. S. behavior on the Gromyko airplane 
episode, and Mr. Lichenstein's comments and the President's comments 
and the Senate vote and perhaps even your comments today about the 
displeasure of the way the votes have gone for the U. S. recently, 
is there, frankly, some need felt by the Administration for the 
President to reassure the U. N. of the U. S. support? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In light of the 
comments over the last several weeks, and particularly the Senate 
vote, I guess I would say that it is probably, you know, I must 
say we haven't thought about it in the terms in which you have 
asked, but I have to say I think it is going to be important to 
make it clear that the U. S. continues to support, the United Nations 
and continues, and this Administration continues to believe in the 
budget it submitted to the Congress with regard to contributions 
to the U. N. Yes, I think that is probably a fair statement. -- 


Q Is the U. S. concerned overall -- what you seem 
to be saying earlier. Is the U. S. concerned about the influence 
of the Soviet Union and Soviet bloc countries that are now exercising 
in the U. N.? Is that a major concern now? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't 
knqw that it is a major concern. .-Obviously, it -is a-concertn - --: 
when in our view there is a tendency to apply a double 
standard. That has got to be a concern to us and because 
it is of concern to us we are talking about it publicly 
and we will be talking about it in New York. But, again, 
within the context of understanding we are talking as Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick said about the conduct of states within the 
U.N., not in terms of the U. N. as an organization having 
a double standard. 


John Walcott? 
Q Just to be a little more precise -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is what 
I was afraid of. 


Q Is our support for the U. N. budget 
and our contribution, say, also extending to all the 
specialized agencies. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Specifically UNESCO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, 
except as you know we are now in the process of re- 
examination of our role within UNESCO and I can't say what 
when that reexamination is completed will be our findings. 


But What I am saying is our support for the 
U. N. system includes also support for the specialized 
agencies but with the qualification that we are going to 
look at the budgets of each of the specialized agencies, 
and make our decisions on how much if at all they ought 
to grow on the basis of what they do and how efficient 
we think they are and with the qualification that we are 
now looking at UNESCO as a specific institution and our 
judgements of our place in it. 


Yes, Ma‘am. 


Q Will the speech include anything new 
on START? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this 
point, I wnat to hold that for the Secretary. The answer 
is I don't know yet exactly what it is going to say on 
START. 


Q On Cambodia --- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q There is a wildly held belief in New 
York that all these comments about the U. N. and the flap 
about Lichtenstein and the Senate vote have in fact hurt 
American interests particularly in letting the President 
speak about U. S.-Soviet relations and focusing world wide 
attention on Soviet behavior. Is what you are doing here 
this morning an attempt to really clear out the underbrush 
and get the focus back on Soviet behavior and KAL? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not 
what I am doing here this morning. You know, I did not 
come here surprised with the fact that I have talked about 
the U. S. in the U. N. more than I intended because that 
is what the questions have been about. But the purpose 
and that is why I said it earlier -- the purpose of the 
President going to New York is not primarily or even secondarily 
to try to reassure people about the U. S. and the U. N. 
It is to go there to speak about a range of international 
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issues that are damned important and that need to be dealt 
with. Now I cannot say having said all of that that the 


‘ issue won't come up. I am sure it will. And I have indicated 


to you that I think the President will himself raise it 
in his conversations with the“Secretary General. 


Yes, sir? 


Q The double standard as you have mentioned 
it is not something new. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. It 
is not. Somebody mentioned the last several years and 
I should have said it is not a new phenomenon. 


Q Is there a point in time where this 
double standard has increased or have you all just drawn 
the line with the KAL shoot down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think 
our judgment is that while it is a long-standing problem, 
it has gotten worse in the last,certainly in the last decade, 
and probably in the last few years. And I am not saying 
we have drawn a line but we are making it clear that we 
don't look with particular favor on the way in which 
things have gone. I think it is also fair to say that 
what has brought this to a head in terms of public discussion 
of late was the decision by Mr. Gromyko not to come to 
New York because he didn't want to get clobbered the way 
he had in Madrid and his use of the issue of where he 
would land and what he would come in on as an excuse for 
not coming here. But I think that has drawn attention 
to the subject and I think, therefore, it is natural that 
the conversation, the discussions are going to center on 
this isuse now. 


It is what led to the Soviets saying what 
they said which led Ambassador Lichtenstein saying what 
he said. But I think a triggering event has been this 
question of Gromyko coming to the U. N. 


MR. JANKA: Let's take one more question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One more 
question. ; 


Yes, sir? 
Q Is the President going to make clear 


in some of these meetings in the U. N. that the U. S. will 
[support] higher foreign aid to support the U. N.? 


~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not so far 
as I am aware, no. 


Q Or to their votes in the U. N. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not so far 
as I am aware. No. 


Q There seems to be many threats here. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END (AT 11:15 A.M. EDT) 
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MR. JANKA: Thank you all for coming back this 
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visit of President Koivosto and all the arrangements surrounding 
his visit and the substance of the talks. 
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siiiiiiitiii:::. Let me say -- I am sorry -- this will be on 


background attributed to administration officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. 
I thought I would walk you quickly through the schedule, make a 
couple of remarks about the substance of the visit and then go 
right to any questions. 


President Koivisto will arrive tomorrow evening, 
Saturday evening, at Andrews, 7:00 p.m.; move into town, shall be 
lodged at the Watergate Hotel. He has a luncheon by the Finnish 
Ambassador Sunday noon, Sunday night dinner given by the Vice 
President in honor of the Finnish President; Monday morning, 
wreath-laying ceremony at Arlington National Cemetary, at 9:00 A.M.; 
at 10:00 A.M., Ken Dam, who will be Acting Secretary of State that 
day because Secretary Shultz will be in New York with the 
President, will call on President Koivisto at the Watergate. 


Later that morning, President Koivisto will meet 
with the Secretary of Commerce, Malcolm Baldrige; afternoon meeting 
with Martin Feldstein call on Secretary Elizabeth Dole; cali on 
Secretary Regan; Tuesday, the Finnish President will have breakfast 
with the House Foreign Affairs Committee on the Hill and will meet 
President Reagan at 11:30,working luncheon to follow. 


President Koivisto will leave Washington Tuesday 
evening for New York. A few words about President Koivisto. He 
has been in office 18 months. You will recall that President 
Kekkonen had been President of Finland for about 20 years. 

Koivisto is the first Social Democratic President of Finland. 

He is a former Prime Minister and a former Finance Minister. 
President Koivisto visited the Soviet Union earlier this year. 

The visit to the United States reflects Finland's interest in 
maintaining its links with the West. We are conscious, as everyone 
has to be, of Finland's geographic position which is a fact of life 
and something that we recognize and understand. 
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Under a 1948 treaty with the Soviet Union, Finland 
must adhere to neutrality but it does maintain active trade, 
commercial and cultural relations with us and with all of the 
countries of Western Europe. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will 
recall that Vice President Bush visited Helsinki in early July. In 
terms of the discussions here, we will be having a general review 
of U. S.-Finish relations. We'll be explaining to them in some 
detail our arms control positions. They are not party, of course, 
to any of the nuclear weapons negotiations. They are active in the 
CSCE Conference and will be participating in the conference on 
disarmament in Europe which starts in Stockholm next January. 

We'll be also noting with appreciation Finland's role in contributing 
troops under United Nations’ auspices to UNIFIL in Lebanon. 


That is all I have. So, I would be glad to try to 
answer any questions. 


Q How did Finland react to the Korean airliner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Finish Government 
made no official statement. The Finish pilots' union voted to suspend 
flights to Moscow for 60 days. Note: Moscow only, not all flights 
to the Soviet Union. They have continued to serve Leningrad. 


Q You are saying they are sending troops now 
to Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, ma'am. They 
have had troops in Lebanon for a number of years as part of the United 
Nations detachment there. 


Q What will be the key subject of discussion 
with Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think probably 
an exposition of our arms control views. 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Finland is very 
interested in arms control. They, being right next to the Soviet 
Union, are concerned about East-West stability and the state of 
relations and they play an active role in international organizations 
in trying to promote arms control measures. So, they have a very 
active, vigorous interest in it. We will be trying to explain to 
them our objectives and what we think should be moving forward and 
we will be listening to their views. 


Q Are we trading very much with Finland now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are not. 
About three percent of Finish export trade is with the United 
States. Their principal trading partner is the Soviet Union. That 
accounts for about 25 percent of Finish foreign trade. The rest of 
it goes to Germany, other Scandinavian countries. But U.S.-Finish 
trade, although it is small, has been growing. 


Q Is this a nation where the nuclear freeze movement 
has any political power to speak of? Is it strong in Finland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been not 
a great deal of popular movement in Finland concerning nuclear weapons 
or nuclear freezes. 


Q Would you say the Finish people, with the concen- 
tration on arms control which you stressed in a number of instances 
here, is this a country where the people are particularly concerned 
about nuclear war anymore than any other Scandinavian nation or any 
other Western European nation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I 
can draw a conclusion that they are more concerned or less concerned. 
I think it is a concern and it is a subject the Finish Government 
follows. But there has not been, to my knowledge, any big popular 
movements in Finland. 


Q Does its importance in the agenda of this visit 
reflect then the fact that we don't have a lot of other things to 
talk about? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have many 
strains with the Finns. We understand their position and the facts 
of life that govern their conduct. We are interested in trading 
relationships, even though they are small and we will touch those 
bases. 


We have one recent military equipment sale to Finland 
which was announced last March to sell the Finns improved tow 
missiles. Those are anti-tank missiles. So we have had an 
occasional military sales relationship with Finland. 


Q Where would she use these? She wouldn't use 
them against the Soviets in her treaty, would she? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One assumes that if 
it came to that, the treaty wouldn't be operative anymore. But e 
I don't think that is the present day particular thréat. 


Q Is that a fortified border, the Soviet Finnish 
border? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Finns are in a 
position to defend themselves, you know. They do keep an Armed Force 
and having had a troubled history with their neighbor, they are 
conscious about it. 


Now, I think it would be silly to try to pretend 
that a small country like Finland by itself would be able to do 
much with its huge neighbor. But they do have a proficient army. 


Q Do they get technology from us? 


Q How does your policy toward Finland fit in with 
the philosophy expressed by Vice President Bush in Vienna making the 
distinction between those countries in the Russian shadow that we 
would tend to be more receptive to those who were able to establish 
a more independent posture, but we would not be very receptive to 
those who simply follow the Moscow line? Did you make a separate 
distinction on Finland? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very much so. I mean 
Finland has been since the end of World War II an independent 
country. It is not a Communist country. There is an active 
Communist party and political movement in the country. But they have 
no portfolios in the current coalition government. 


In the elections that are held intermittently the 
Communist vote totals have been declining. In last March's 
election, they reached a ten-year low of getting 14 percent of votes 
cast. So Finland is in no sense an occupied country or a country 
that falls into a Warsaw Pact country, a country that falls in 
the category of the Eastern European countries of the sort that 
were addressed by the Vice President. 


Q Are we trying to sort of romance them? I mean, 
is this the idea, they are showing some independence in terms of 
the declining influence of the Communist party there? Are we 
trying to just sort of encourage this trend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think this is a 
regular visit between friendly countries. 


Q Sir, you must be more familiar than I am about 
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the fact that this is the only country that paid their debt to us 
after, was it World War I? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a good point 
to make. 


Q How in the world did that little country do it 
when all those other countries didn't and is it true that if we 
were today to be able to collect from these other countries that 
we would be able to wipe out our deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am afraid it 
wouldn't be correct that we would be able to wipe out our deficit. 


Q Do we send them any technology, scientific 
technology? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry. I am 
getting it from both sides. 


Q But I am finishing my question. How were they 
able to do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How were the Finns 
able to do it? 


Q A little country and little produce. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess they made 
the tough financial decisions that were required. It happened 
quite awhile ago. But they did, indeed, repay their debt. I am 
actually not familiar with the mechanics of how they did it. 

But it is a fact that they did. 


Yes, ma‘am. This lady here. 











Q I have two questions. Do we send them any 
scientific technology? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The kind of technology 
that is involved in exports of machinery, some computer sales, 
certainly the technology that is involved in those tow missiles that 
we are selling to them which were announced last March. It is not 
advanced technology of state of the art. 


Q They will turn it over to the Soviets, won't 
they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not necessarily. 
Tow missiles have been used a lot of places already where the 
technology -- tow missiles have been used in the Middle East. 
Presumably some weapons have been captured in the Middle East. 
So we do not believe that the sale of the tow missiles to Finland 
leads to a threat to the disclosure of that technology. 


Q The second question I have: Would you 
characterize Finland as being in a status like Austria, neutral? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are both neutral, 
sure. 


Q I mean that type of thing. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Will President Reagan be interested in the 
views of the Finish President on the Soviet Union and what is happening 
today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would certainly 
imagine, because the Finish President visited the Soviet Union in 
June and met with Andropov. So, I am sure that there will be an 
interest in his reactions or his description, whatever light he can 
shed on his impression of his time in Moscow. 


Q How would you describe U.S.-Finish relations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good. It is a 
modest relationship. They are somewhat distant geographically. 
Trade is not massive. It is a small country with only five million 
people. Butby andilarge the relations are quite good. We accept 
as a fact of live their geographic position. We appreciate the 
fact that they are a non-communist democratic country. We understand 
why they maintain their position of neutrality. But by and large 
the relationship is very good. tw .! 


Q Sir, they used to excel in children's health. 
Do we get any of that technolgy from them? 














-7F- _— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:Not to my knowledge. 
That doesn't mean that we don't, but I am just not aware of it. 


Q You mentioned earlier that there were some 
strains but not many strains. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I said there 
are not strains. I am not aware of strains in the U.S.-Finish 
relationship. 


Q You mentioned -- where is the President going 
after? Does he just go to New York and go back to Finland? What 
is the rest of the trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He goes to New 
York and then he is making a tour around the United States. 
I don't have the details on his further stops but I am sure we can 
get them from the Finish Embassy and make the available. 


Q Are you satisfied with the answer the Finns 
made to the Korean airliner incident or did you expect them to do 
something more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, given this 
position, we weren't surprised by the fact that they did not make 
an official statement. We certainly noted the action of the 
Pinnish pilots in suspending flights to Moscow for 60 days and 
Clearly that is in line with the kind of thing that we were happy to 
see happening in a number of other countries. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
(3:22 P.M. EDT) 
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MR. SPEAKES: Let me have your attention, please. 
This is on the record but not for cameras. Do we need the lights? 


9 No. 
MR. SPEAKES: Kill the lights. 
2) Larry, can we have pictures to begin with? 


MR. SPEAKES: I think not. This is Secretary of State 
on the record but not for cameras. 


Let me give you a brief bit of information about 
tomorrow. The speech will be available in the press center here 
at 7:30 a.m. It will be embargoed for wire transmission until 
9:00. It will be for release at 10:30. There will be no overnight 
excerpts released from the speech. The Secretary will be here 
at 8:15 to brief on background on the speech. At that time we will 
have a fact sheet for distribution. 


LECRuT7RY SULT: You may very well be especially 
interested in developments in Lebanon. But first let me tell you 
a bit about the President's schedule and the things he's been 
doing here in New York since he arrived. He had a luncheon with .. 
the Secretary General of the United Nations, during which time 
they covered . a full range of issues having to do with the U.N. 
The President expressed his support for the work of the United 
Nations and during the course of that meeting, the President had 
placed a telephone call to President Gemayel to express his 
congratulations on the cease-fire and both he and the Secretary 
General talked to President Gemayel at that time. 


Later in the afternoon, the President met with 
Prince Sihanouk and with Premier Son Sann of the Kampuchea, and 
they discussed the situation there and, of course, the President 
expressed his continuing support for their efforts. 


Later in the afternoon, the President met the 
Head of State of Liberia. This is a state that has recently 
recognized Israel and has taken very strong stands at the United 
Nations on a number of issues, including the Korean Airline tragedy. 
And so they discussed those matters and also the moves toward 
democratization and the economic program being undertaken in Liberia. 
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So those were the items on the President's diplomatic 
schedule. 


“As far as Lebanon is concerned, we have been keeping 
track, of course, continuously and through the morning, and I 
can report to you -- you probably already know -- that about an 
hour ago in Damascus, the Foreign Minister of Syria Khaddan 
and Prince Bandar of Saudi Arabia announced a cease-fire. In 
doing so, they called for restraint on the part of all parties 
as they undertake a process of national reconciliation. I think 
the call for restraint and reconciliation hits exactly the right 
note. President Gemayel will be making an announcement in Beirut, 
or may be in the process of making one now, and in that, as I -_ 
understand it, he will be describing some of the elements of the 
cease-fire in slightly more detail. 


Our understanding is that the cease-fire is to be 
effective at 6:00 a.m. in the morning Beirut time, which is 


midnight here. 


I want to say on my own behalf and on behalf of the 
President that we congratulate the parties to this: cease-fire. 
We recognize its importance and we recognize the importance of 
seeing that it is a first step in an important process and the 
President's objectives and those of President Gemayel remain 
unchanged as wanting to see the removal of all foreign forces 
from Lebanon and the emergence of a strong central government 
of Lebanon based, of course, on national reconciliation, and we 
also have the objective of appropriate security arrangements on 
Lebanon's south border. 
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If there are any questions, I would be glad to 
try to answer then. 


Q Cid you ask for a bolstering of the U. N. 
supervisory force to supervise the cease-fire? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe when the greater 
detail is given it will show a request for neutral observers 
to come into play. And it has not been decided who those 
neutral observers will be. However, I can say that there 
are trained U. If’. observers in the Beirut area end that the 
Secretary General from all of our conversations has a 
constructive attitude toward their use. Whether they will 
in fact be used remains to be seen. Eut the acreement does 
provide and wants to see some neutral observers in the area 
where fighting has been taking place. 


Q Will there be any change in the U. S. role? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Ko. The U. S. Marine mission 
remains important and remains unchanged. And I think, however, 
they will pe a little more comfortable in carrying that 
mission out because they will be subject to the cross-fire 
that they have been in. We will continue, of course, with 
our diplomatic efforts to be helpful to all the parties. 


Cc Mr. Secretary, do you have any idea when the 
reconciliation process will begin, the efforts to launch 
this national dialogue that the Lebanese talked about? 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: I am certain that they want 
to get it under way as rapidly as they can. No “oubt the 
first step is to get the cease-fire into place and that means 
working from the top to the neople in the localities and going 
on I am sure as rapidly as they can. but I can't give you 
any precise time. That is, I suppose, rore arprorriate 
for the people on the spot to answer. 


e) that was the key to achieving the cease-fire? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ. Well, there were all sorts 
ef issues being discusse’ and gradually narrowed down to the 
point of agreement that was reached today. Put I suppose the 
key must have been the sense that people in the community had that 
further bloodshed and fichting was not qoing to be 
productive and that time for national reconciliation had really 
come and the groundwork for it was well in place. Lut I think 
that is a question that undoubtedly President Gemayel 
and others will discuss. 


QO Mr. Secretary, why do you think the Syrians 
changed their view on this? We have had some pretty tough 
language from the Syrians in the past few weeks. Why did the 
Syrians agree to the cease-fire now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't answer that question 
with any --- I can't look into the Syrian mind. The fact of the 
matter is that they have agreed and of course they have 
been very active in the negotiations. They have made a great 
wany froposals during the course of the negotiations and finally 
toiay there has been agreement on a set of conditions for a 
ceasc fire that we hope will lead to a constructive result. 


MORE 











Q If there should be any violation of the 
cease-fire what is the standing policy regarding an American 
response? Is it the same policy in terms of defense and 


retaliation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as our so-called rules 
of engagement are concerned they don't change. But I think 
that again I will call your attention to the words useé in 
Damascus and I am sure they will be used in Beirut -- that 
“all parties should exercise restraint" and we should look for a 
period of national reconciliation. ms 


Q Do you believe when you talk about the people 
had had enough bloodshed -- any reason to believe that 
this cease-fire can be successful or more successful than attemrt« 


in the past? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't make a conficent pre- 
diction in the sense of being able to see into the fut:.re. But 
there has been a great deal of turmoil, people have su: fered 
greatly, both in terms of people killed and people wounded 
and opportunities foregone. And the urge for peace and 
reconciliation and getting on with the task of economic 
construction is very great in Lebanon. And I can testify to 
that myself very personally from many contacts I have had 
with the Lebanese people. So that urge must be there and 
presumably will sustain efforts at a cease-fire. 











Q Does this mean that Syria will withdraw, or 
when? 


" §ECRETARY SHULTZ: There is nothing in the 
cease-fire -- I will just let President Gemayel announce the 
details of the cease-fire, but I will imagine that he will have 
some comments to make about the importance of Lebanon's sovereignty 
and integrity. 


Q Mr. Secretary, will this be a cease-fire in place? 
Are you at all concerned in the next six hours or so the 

contending forces will be jockeying for positions in a last 

minute conflict? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hope that people will 
concentrate on making preparations for the cease-fire, and it 
won't become a vehicle for escalated fighting. The reason for 
having a time lag, obviously, is not to give people one last moment 
of fighting but rather to provide enough time so that the 
agreement can be transmitted down and the assurances can be given 
to people on the ground that this is something that has been 
agreed all around and in good faith with the expectation that 
it will be accepted, but as to the details, President Gemayel will 
be announcing them, and I think you will see in the details of 
that some aspects of your question. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what are the assurances that 
the Druze will abide by the cease-fire? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, their views have been 
represented in all these negotiations. So the process of 
having a cease-fire is a process in which they participated and 
have at their top leadership agreed. 


Q Mr. Secretary, a minute ago you said the 
mission of the Marines would not change under this cease-fire. 
Do you anticipate that the positions they hold would change if 
the cease-fire takes effect, and if it continues in effect for a 
while, would it be time to talk about bringing them home? 


MR. SPEAKES: This is the last question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no plan currently to 
change the mission or the places where the Marines are stationed, 
and I think the best place to leave it is right there. Their. - 
mission is there. They will stay there and they will be helpful 
in this process of bringing about a sense of stability and re- 
conciliation in Lebanon and bringing Lebanon back to the prosperous 
and flourishing state that it once held. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END (5:32 P.M. EDT) 
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Waldorf-Astoria Hotel 


September 26, 1983 


8:36A.M. EDT 


MR. SPEAKES: Do you want to aqive a brief readout o1 
Lebanon? We can put this on the record, if you would like. 


. SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is a whole new press 
conference. 


18) Good morning. (Lauchter) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The cease-fire that we found being 
announced yesterday has taken effect and so things are settling down 
and hope that they stay that way, and in the mean time, preparations 
are being made not only for meetings to implement the cease-fire 
carefully,but also to start the process of discussions of national 
reconciliation. So that process is getting started, and I think 
that's about what there is to report. 


Q What is the Marine mode going to be in the 
cease-fire? . 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the Marines are there. Their 
mission is the same as it was. Insofar as the cease-fire is concerned , 
we can expect that they won't be fired upon. , oh 


8) No, but are they there also to monitor ee 

cease-fire? 
7a 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, they are not to monitor the 
cease-fire. There will be, as it's called for-in the agreement, » 
neutral observers to monitor the cease-fire. Just who«those observers 
will be hasn't been determined, but I think it is important to take 
note of the fact that there are trained United Nations observers in 
Beirut and aiditional ones nelrby. So it seems at least to us 
logical to make use of them, but ‘that hasn't been decided. 


Q In this process of national recdnciliation or 
this dialogue, do the Syrians participate just &s observers or are 
they active. participants? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The agreement request that, “1 
think it says fraternal brothers in Syria and Saudi Arabia be invited 
to observe these discussions. 


MORE 
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Qo So they wouldn't have a veto? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: ‘lell, I would think the concept 
are there and their good offices are there. The Saudi 
abians have been very constructive in putting all this together, 
and so they stay involved and we hope be helpful. 
ire 


9 Mr. Secretary, did the Russians figure in the 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not in any direct way that I know 


Q Any indirect way? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Not that I know of. 


Q Does the whole question of national reconciliation 
imply power sharing, a new eames of the amend blocs in Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: ell, in ance, of ‘course, any 

t % based -upon representation of the diversity that is 

» and the elected Parliament represents that, the arrancements 
whereby you have different factions in the Presidency and the Prime 
Ministership and so on. That's the traditional Lebanon politics, 
and it's that kind of skillful politics that it takes to achieve a 
balance and to achieve stability in Lebanon and that's what's being 
striven for an’ has been from the beginning. 


So this is a further evolution into a sort of wider 
political structure for the Government of Lebanon. 


' Q Mr. Secretary, do you know whether part of the 
agreement, Mr. Secretary, either stated or unstated that the 
Lebanese Army cannot be used either internally or against another 
Arab state during the course of negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Lebanese Army has never been 
; constructed with any intent whatever to use in an agressive way 
against any other Arab state or any state. ‘Ité mission has been 
to help bring about stability within Lebanon. This is a legitimate 
mission for them and so far as I know has not been altered. 





MR. SPEAKES: As I said earlier, that's on the record. 
Assistant Secretary Burt is now at your disposal in the briefing roon. 
Re will be on background in his informal discussions with you on 
the speech. 


END (8:41 A.M. EDT) 
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PRESIDENT REAGAE’S UGA SPEECH 
NT 

THE = NATIONS 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1983, 11:40 A. H. 


MODERATOR: Good morning, ladies and gentlesss. 
and walcome to- the U.S. Mission to the Onited Nations. 


you a.Senior Administration Official who comes ta you 
with very timely remarks op the Presidect’s speech 

this morning. It will be GS SACKGROUMD. He wili open - 
with a few remarks and then recognize questicnos. 


_ Q Excuse we, 6¢ you want to spell out 
what "08 BACKGROUND’ means foc the foreign journalists? 


MODERATOR: It weans that you say say that . 
this is the remarks by a high government official and 
not give his nape. 


eee stant Sey Ses SS Naeeees 22 Se Cae oueeee 


response to stated Soviet concerns, both publicly and 
ee | in the.negotiations. They reflect a sincers 

ize on the part of the Reagan Administration as well 
as our allies to move forward in the negotiations to 
achieve an agreement, if possible — and I stress “if 
possible” because in order to achieve an agreement, 
flexibility is required by both sides. 


Just very briefly a little beckgroum 
of the three proposals. ’ 7oc= 





Pirst of all, the President has said that ve 


ae willing for the first time to entertain limits on 
aircraft as well as nissiles in the INP negotiaticas. 




















against the Soviet territory. 


A In the negotiations — in the SALT negotia- 
the 1970s, the tited States resisted ay 
effort to t the so-calied forward-base systems — these 


aircraft -~ and it is m important step that the mited 


States for the first time is willing to limit aircraft 
that could be used to deliver mouclear weapons against 
the Soviet thicn. 


Since the INP negotiations got mdervay at the 
end of 1981, the Soviets have pressed the U.S. negotiators 

aircraft as well as missiles, so it wes a impor~--‘ 
Soviet position tc be willing to dis- 


gy BP AH fy by RA 
t its concerns about the Pershizg 
t is worried thae the relatively shert flight 

time of the Pershing missile — some 15 ninutes -- was 
a Geatabilizing factor, or could be @ destabilizing 
factor, if and when that missile was deployed. 
the 


Soviet argument has icqnored the 
fact that the ay A of the Soviet S&-20 missile, 
which is already and exists in hundreds, bas @ 
Similar flight time as Pershing It nissile. 


the 

But the President today in the second initiative 
that the Mhited States is willing as 
agreement covering both Persh nissiles 
s t reduce the numbers of Ila. 
willing to enter into discussions vith the et 

specific nupbers, and current deployment numbers 
8 — that’s 108 Pershing IIs ~ s0 we would 
willing to substantially come down from that number 
we achieve an overal) agreement providing for 
mumbers of warheads. 
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» particularly in the aftermath 


.... @£ the strong feelings here and in furope about the Korean ~ 
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“Cam. the President's use of the word “lz 


"eee Seer a long-range advocacy that 
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- IT think you're reaching there. 
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‘1. think 


re reaching in your explanatian of what the President 


a Comment 


t don't think he was 


to say- aoa 
C-m- cbilgerions and the 


ticnship 


making 
Charter or the rela 


igetions and the sovereign rights cf govern- 
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the basic values that led to 
tions in the first place. 7 


he er asking, I think, both people and governments 


stay: bask from the current problens 


_— 


and recognize the — 


ry 


said before, the spirit behind the thited Nations and 
% represents in an effort to seek constructive solutians 


18 


The second part of the question: 


donal problems without resort to force. 
thet it is the sam as the Soviet policy in standing 


The fact 
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against U.N. Charter review? 
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I dan*e want. to describe what the Soviet reaction 
has been in private, because are confidential negotiatians, 
Dat we are hopeful that these lead the Soviets to 
Regetiate more seriously in Ganeva rather than-seek to dis- 
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necessity, if we make 
PSogress on this issue, then have to decide later on. 


On your second questicn, you're absolutel 
fight that this proposal, while demonstrating a wil ss 
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to be a dead letter. Sut we have laid out 


am atmospheric summit meeting; 6 ae 2 Cee eee 
that has the real possibilities of moving the. U.5.-sSov 


relationship forvard, that hes the real prospects of poo 
ps ao na comcrete resuits, and we're certainly not at c 
qn now. | 


I think it’s obvious that the Korean airliner 
@pisode has cast a shadow cover the relationship, so our 
position om a summit remains what it has been — it 
really depends a@m the progress we can make with the Soviets 
amp a range of issues, certainly ares control being a 
very important aspect of the relaticnship. 


Q ‘the President said in his speech this 
morning he would, of course, retain the right to deploy 
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Lat s bere. First of all, 
tT didn’t there's a erence between Soviet public -- 
the public age SS Se ete Lie. I just simply said 

. the public ijine. So I don't 


Saying something else in private. I‘m just not going to 

Comment cn what they're saying in private. - And as for 

Gismissingwhat the Soviets say, that’s your decision; that's 
to 


A That is ap issue — 


Q And how do you still insiat ve are still 
insisting on parity? : 


A Again, we haven't said anything about theater 
parity. What we are insisting om is global parity. The 
United States has never insisted on regional military 


parity. We don’t have, for instance, in Burope a canventional 


balance of forces, unfortuately. We would like to improve 























a I siapiy can’t say. 

Q No initiative? 

A I can’t give you an answer. Unfortunately, 
Minister 


What is the attitude of the American Government 
about this proposa)? 


A I don’t think that Mr. Andropow said 
eae Soviet Union is willing to deploy all of its 
ais s. 


Q Tt didn't say that. 


a i thought you did. Ne said that the 
Seviet Union was willing to liquidate — not destroy — 
liquidate some of its missiies. We have had difficulty 
in Ganeva clarifying precisely what the Soviets mean by 
*liqnidate.* 
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Burope, but we willing to keep talking. 

Q May I have the second question in view 
the question that arose? 

A Sure. 


Q And that is with regerd to the Prench and 
British missiles. We have the inclusion in the .- 


Sana ee 


on oA es ¥ 


A Tt does excinde that. These systaus 
simply have no place in a bilateral negotiation between 
the two superpowers. 


t T think one fact that needs to be brought oat, ; 
‘ which has not bees brought out, that while the Soviet 
Gnion has talked about the existence of 162 British and 
Prench missiles, what the Soviet Union hasn't talked 
about is the existence of several thousand veapons that 
' it possesses that could be used to attack Britain and 
Fré@ce which are act now limited by arms control. 


Por example, there are submarine launch 
ballistic missiles that the Soviet Unicn i in the 
Baltic which are not now limited under SALT can be 
used to threaten Britain and Prance. There are short-ranged 
Soviet missile systems, such as the PROG and SKUD, the 
$6-21's, the S5-22's, which could be used against Britain 
and france which are not limited. And there are several 
thousand bombers, medium-range baumbers and tactical 
aircraft which have a nuclear capability. 





If you look at the overall regicnal nuclear 
balance that exists in Buxope today, it’s bard to escape 
the conclusion that the Soviets have a 4 to 1, or a $ tol 
advantage in cverall nuclear capability. And even if 
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i : you. include the British end Prench forces in that 
S° overall balance, the Soviets are stili far ahead. 


Q The President is very critical of 
the Soviets for viclatiag existing agreements in his 
speech this morning. 

Two questions. First of ali. why do you 
think the Senate would be receptive to any agreameant 
you might negotiate? 3 


Second, do you have any confidences that 
your verification procedures are better 
than: (inandibie) . ) _ 


B&B You don't establish verification procedures 
« You spend a lot of money co ac-calied 
national cal means of verification, satellites 
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(Briefing cancinded at 12:05 P.M.) 
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PRESS BRIEFING ... ; 
BY 
SECRETARY “OF STATE SHULT2Z 


The Jade Room 
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel 


September 26, 1983 


2:33 P.M. EDT 


MR. ROUSSEL: If we could get going, please, because 
the Secretary has got to leave here in just a few minutes. 


0 We've been waiting for you, Pete. 


MR. ROUSSEL: All right. ‘This briefing will be 
on the record. No camera, no sound, the Secretary will give us 
a readout on the lunch with King Massan and the meeting I 
with Indira Gandhi. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Since the President returned 
from the U.N. after giving his address, he had a working lunch 
with King Hassan -- 


9 Can't hear. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I was saying, since the 
President returned from giving his address to the U.N., he's had 
a working lunch with King Hassan and then a meeting with Mrs. Gandhi. 
In both cases, of course, people are very much interested in 
developments in Lebanon, the prospects there. So that was discussed. 
The Korean airliner tragedy was discussed. The general situation 
in the Middle East, of course, is something, especially in the case 
of King Hassan, he has many ideas about. So a considerable 
amount of time was snent on that subject and ‘irs. Gandhi talked 
some about her plans for the meeting of the nonaliqned movement, 
the people who are coming here, the heads of state, becinning 
tomorrow and over the next couple of days. That is generally 
the nature of the discussion. 


0 What can you tell us about the nilitary and 
diplomatic situation in Lebanon right now, and did you get any 
commitments: on this trip from the U.N. that they would put their 
observers in to monitor the cease-fire? 


MORE 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Insofar as the observers are 
concerned, I am aware of some discussions going on in the area 
and I know that the Secretary General has been quite active on 
the suggestion. Precisely where that stands right now I don't 
know, although he was working on it actually as we were leaving 

him. But I can't tell you precisely. 


As far as the situation on the ground is concerned, 
it's our understanding that the cease-fire seems to be holding 
and so the process of getting these meetings organized, so on, 

is taking place. 


‘@) Mr. Secretary, have you had any report on 
the debris that was handed over on the airliner today to the 
Japanese? Can you add any information?~ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had a report on it. 
Apparently the turnover went smoothly and carefully, carefully in 
the sense that they had labeled everything and our people iooked 
at it and tried to catalogue it carefully. 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was, have we 
had any report on the debris turned over by the Soviet 
Union to our party, and I was saying that we have had a 
preliminary report that mainly said that the procedure for 
turning it over was a careful procedure, guite straightforward 
and we, of course, have to examine carefully precisely all of 
the items, but there didn't seem to be anything that leapt’ 
out at you about them immediately, but we haven't had a chance to 
really examine them carefully. There were no bodies or anything 
like that. 


Q Any identification of persons aboard the 
airliner? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not sure about that. As 
I say, what we have or what I have seen so far is just to 
report that the process went smoothly and in an orderly way 
and that there was nothing that immediately leapt out at you 
that was surprising. We will have more detail as time goes on. 


Yes. 


MORE 











-3e- 


Q Mr. Secretary, in Reagan's proposal this 
morning, in the first part, is there anything in that that 
addresses the Soviet concerns that British and French missiles be 
counted on the allied side? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The position of the éllies and 
the President's position is that there is no rationale for counting 
them in the INF talks, and that remains the position that we have. 


0 Mr. Secretary -- 


Q By suggesting that you might not match 
warhead for warhead in Europe, is that sort of a back-door way 
to get around it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it isn't because the 
position remains that we are interested in global limits, qlobal 
limits with the U. S. and the USSR having a right to the same 
numbers of intermediate ranqe weapons, and the fact that we would 
deploy less than our total in the global number 
in Europe is, I suppose, as much of anything, a reflection of the 
fact that in fact the Soviet Union has deployed in Europe and 
non-European theaters. 


8) Mr. Secretary, do we have any reason to think 
that the Soviets will treat this proposal, this package of 
proposals differently than they've treated our other INF 
proposals? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, only the idea that they 
say they are interested in a negotiation, they say they're 
interested in a reasonable settlement and we believe that our 
positions have been and are reasonable and the suggestions 
that are made show the opportunities for qive and take on areas 
where they have raised questions. ‘So we are a very responsive 
partner in the negotiations. 


Now, as far as their willingness to make an 
agreement, I can't say. So far they haven't seemed to be 
interested beyond the rhetoric of it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, a little while aqo the President 
was unable to confirm whether or not Ambassador Nitze has made 
this proposal to the Soviets. Can you, and has there been any: 
response? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Ambassador Nitze made the 
proposal to the Soviet Union, as a private negotiator would, 
prior to the public statement that the President made today. 
There hasn't been, I don't think, any official response beyond 
the kind of response that someone in those circumstances makes as 
& matter of initial reaction. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, in the President's speech last 
year to the U.N., there were some pretty tough rhetoric in the 
speech, references to Soviet-sponsored guerillas, ruthless oppression, 
communist atrocities. There wasn't any of that in the speech today. 
Why has the President changed his tone? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President hasn't changed in his 
view of matters at all and his policy remains one of great realism 
about the Soviet Union and the nature of the Soviet Union, about the 
importance, for example, in any agreement that's reached to have 
built into it some method of verification so that you know what is 
taking place, and he gave some examples of why you have to have 
something of that kind. And the President continues to feel that 
the essence of the problem is to be strong and, at the same time, 
the President has from the beginning and remains committed to 
having discussions and trying to pursue them so that if there are 
reasonable negotiated outcomes possible, we will have done everything 
we can to find them. But they have to be reasonable. That's been 
the President's position and that remains the President's position. 





Q Mr. Secretary, did the President and Mrs. Ghandi 
discuss any of the points that he made this morning in his speech 
about the nonaligned nations? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think so. I can't 
say that for eure because they met by themselves for a while, and 
I came right on down here after that so I didn't get a chance to 
ask what they may have discussed in the private meeting, but in the 
larger meeting that I attended, that subject didn't come up, but it 
was not that long a meeting. 


MR. ROUSSEL: This will be the last question. 


0 As a followup to that, may I ask if there is a 
change in the U. S. policy towards nonalignment, are you suggesting 
that the nonaligned -- the U. S. is a natural ally of the nonaligned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: ‘Well, we think the principles, as 
the President said in his speech, that underly nonalignment are ones 
that are very congenial, as far as we're concerned, and they don't 
involve the formation of blocs that take positions with respect to 
East versus West, but rather go to certain principles. And if you 
look to some of the founding documents of the nonaligned movement 
and if you look at the countries that were the founders and think 0% 
what those countries have stood for, I think it carries that very 
same message. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END (2:43 P.M. FDT) 
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Administration Official. ::::::::::: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Les. 


The two Presidents spent 45 minutes in the Oval Office 
with staff members, and then had a working lunch. As the President 
remarked in his departure remarks, there are no bilateral problems 
between the United States and Finland. So this visit was an opportunity 
to exchange views, rather than to try to solve problems. ° 


There was a discussion of East-West relations. President 
Kiovisto has visited the USSR five times, including twice since 
Andropov took over the Soviet leadership. And the two Presidents exchanged 
views on East-West relations. 


There was discussion of the downing of the Korean airliner 
and its impact on overall East-West relations. 


President Reacan acknowledged the understanding of the 
United States for Finnish neutrality. The two Presidents discussed arms 
control in some detail. President isto congratulated President Reagan 
for the United Nations speech yesterday. The two Presidents talked 
about the negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces in Geneva. 
President Reagan outlined our interest in confidence-building measures 
between the United States and the Soviet Union which could ensure better 
communication in times of crisis. 


The two Presidents discussed the Conference on Disarmament 
in Europe, which will open officially in Stockholm in January, but 








for which the Pinns will host the preparatory conference, which begins one month 


from now in Helsinki. 


President Kilovisto outlined Finnish views on a nuclear 
free zone for the Nordic area. The two Presidents discussed Lebanon, 
with President Reagan expressing appreciation for the valuable Finnish 
contribution to the UNIFIL forces in Lebanon. 


MORE ° 
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President Kiovisto congratulated President Reagan for the 
United States'role in helping to bring about a.cease-fire in Lebanon... 


During the luncheon, President Reagan outlined American 
views on the situation in Central America, the local situation in 
Nicaragua and El Salvador, and our hopes that the Contadora process and 
Senator Stone's mission can bring some peace to the recion. 


The two Presidents also discussed trade between the 
two countries. Secretary Baldrige, who was present at the luncheon, 
pointed out that the trading relationship is sound. There are no problems. 
And of particular interest in a time of increasing international 
competition, Finland is one of those countries that does not subsidize 
exports, which means that we have no particular bilateral problems on 
the matter of export subsidies for Finnish products sold in this country. 


That's all I have. I would be happy to try to field 
questions. 


Q When you say that President Kiovisto congratulated 
President Reagan on his speech to the U.N.was that kind of a general 
statement, or was he expressing support for the President's position on 
arms control and his assertion it's time for the Soviet Union to walk 
through this open door? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was a general 
congratulation, a general expression that the speech had made a valuable 
contribution to the dialogue, ani a comprehension of the American desire 
for progress in the arms control area. But it was not a Finnish enforce- 
ment of the United States' position. Indeed, we would not have expected 
such. 


Q Can President Kiovisto, in this Administration's 
view, be used as a conduit to Andropov? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question didn't come 
up. We have plenty of means for tall:ing with the Soviets and do talk 
to them regularly in Moscow and here in Washington, and indeed in the 
negotiations which are underway. But the question of using someone 
for a conduit did not arise. 


Q When you said that they discussed the Korean airline 
incident, did the Finnish President express his horror or revulsion? 
Could you tell us more about what was said there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't go into 
much more detail. Obviously the concern for the incident was shared. 


Q That's it? 


Q Did President Reagan express disappointment, 
he was sorry Finland didn't react more strongly on the incident? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think, as I 
sketched in the background here last Friday, Washington recognizes 
the facts of life and Finland's geographic location and Finland's 
history. And we respect their neutrality and we understand the basis for 
their positions. 


Q Who was present on the American side at the 
luncheon discussions? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the American side, 
let me think. Secretary Baldrige -- excuse me, Vice President Bush, 
who should have come before, Secretary Baldrige, Acting Secretary 
of State Kenneth Dam, Mr. Ed Meese, Judge Clark, Ambassador Kenneth 


Nyborg -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Keith. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Keith Nyborg, excuse me, 
the American Ambassador from Finland, who is present with us, 
Jack Matlock, Senior staff member of the National Security Council, 
and myself. 


Q Can you tell me when the President leaves the United 
States, does he go back to Finland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will leave the 
United States a week from today, from Los Angeles. He is heading for 
New York tonight and then going on to Houston, Los Angeles -- any other 
stops? That's it. 


Q When President isto mentioned the idea about the 
nuclear-free zone, what was the Americans’ response to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Kiovisto 
sketched the general concept and did not seek specific American reaction 
or support. He explained Finland's views and the fact that Finland 
has been discussing the concept with its Nordic neighbors and the fact 
that those members of the Nordic zone who also happen to be NATO members 
are not in a position or have not yet expressed support for the nuclear- 
free zone concept. So basically it was an exposition and explanation, 
rather than a search for support. 


Q The Soviets have also discussed a nuclear-free 
zone, I believe in that same area. Was the President speaking in support 
of that, President Kiovisto? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He didn't mention 
the Soviet proposal at all and certainly our understanding was that he 
was explaining Finnish ideas and certainly not Soviet ideas. 


MR. JANKA: Thank you very much. 


END (1:30 p.m. EDT) 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We have 22:::::/HHHHHHHUII III 
SHEESH, who will brief us on the Thatcher 
visit. This will be on background, attributed to Senior Administration 
Official. 

Q Why? 


MR. ROUSSEL: That's the way it is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very briefly I will 
run through the schedule and then make a couple of points, and then 
take questions. 


The Prime Minister arrives this afternoon eat 4:25 at 
Andrews. She will be heloed into the Monument grounds, greeted by Acting 
Secretary of State Ken Dam. She has a private dinner this evening. 


Tomorrow morning she has a breakfast meeting with 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee; calls on Paul Volcker, Chairman 
of the Federal Reserve Board, and Secretary of the Treasury, Donald 
Regan. She will then come to the White House for a meeting, followed 
by luncheon with the President from 11:30 until 1:30. She and the 
President will make statements at the Diplomatic Entrance on 
departure. At 3:00 p.m., she will give a general press conference 
at the British Embassy. After that conference, she will meet with 
the Vice President, and in the evening, at 8:00 p.m., she will attend 
a dinner at the British Embassy, where she will receive the Winston 
Churchill Award and deliver a speech. She will depart at 8:00 a.m. 
Friday morning for New York. 


Q Is President Reagan going to that dinner at the 
British Embassy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the meeting, we expect 
that the President and the Prime Minister, who know one another well, will 
have an extensive exchange on topics including the INF Arms Control 
negotiations, that is Intermediate Range Nuclear Forces in Europe; 

Central America; East-West relations in general; the Middle East, 
including Lebanon, where we are appreciative of the British role 

in the multinational force. They will also discuss a range of economic 
issues. ! 


I would be happy to try to take your questions. 


MORE 
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Q What are they going to talk about? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: .-Arms control, East-West. -- 


Q Are there any pressing issues between us where we 
differ on these issues that you have listed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the Intermediate 
Range Nuclear Forces, we see eye to eye with the British Government. And 
the British Government has acknowledged that position. On the Middle 
East, in Lebanon, the two countries have been cooperating very closely. 
On East-West issues, the aftermath of the Korean airliner shoot-down, 
there has been strong cooperation. The British have been very active, 
particularly at the Madrid Foreign Ministerial meeting, following the shoot- 
down, in discussing and talking with allies and friends about the 
airline boycott tothe Soviet Union. The differences that exist lie in 
the economic areas. 


Q Taxation of corporations, state taxation of 
corporations? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Unitary taxation or state 
taxation of multinational corporations has been an issue on which 
we've had differences. The President has decided to establish 
a high-level working group of representatives from Federal and state 
governments, and the U. S. business community to explore the states’. 
use of unitary taxes. They will give a full and complete hearing 
to all sides of the issue and will consider the views of our trading 
partners who were seriously concerned about the issue. 


Q We already know their views. They are against it. 
I mean we already know what their views are. So is the President going 
to change his view” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's up 
to the President. 


Q What about the whole area of taxation? Mrs. 
Thatcher said last Sunday, she pointed out very pointedly that 
in Britain, once they realized they weren't going to get less spending, 
they made up the difference by raising taxes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the UK. 
Q In the UK. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Really, she believes there is linkage between big 
deficits and high interest rates, and that high interest rates are 
affecting her economy. What can the President say to her about 
the economic situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President, 
I am sure, will outline for her the recovery that's under way in the U. S. 
and the expectation that that is going to have a beneficial effect 
and will, we hope, bring down interest rates here further. . 


Q Not in the short term, though. She is concerned, 
as are the other allies, about the short term. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Indeed, she and the 
other allies are. I wouldn't expect anything dramatic to come out 


MORE . 
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of this meeting. This is a chance for friends to get together 

to talk about problems like that, and to have an intimate exchange of 
views. But I would not expect something to flow from the meeting in 
terms of the decision on that. Yes? 


Q For those of us who came in late, on the taxing 
of multinational corporations, the United States view is that Great 
Britain taxes, for instance, U. S. corporations in the UK too highly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. The issue 
is taxation of multinational corporations by states of the United States 
on their global earnings. A number of states do this. There has 
been a Supreme Court case about the rights of individual states 
of the United States to tax multinationals. And the United Kingdom 
and other countries which have an interest in this have expressed views 
to this government which clearly state that they don't like individual 
states of the United States taxing multinationals on their giobal earnings. 


Q What is the U. S. Federal position on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has appointed, 
as I ran through, a Commission -- 


Q Does that mean until the Commission reports, we 
won't have a position on it? 


Q He has a position on it. 
Q In court cases he has. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the court has 
adjudicated the matter, and the Court has decided the matter. What 
this Commission is going to do is look at ways in which we might deal 
with this, to listen to the views of the states which have a clear concern 
for their revenue base, look at the views of the corporations that are 
involved, and look at the views of friendly governments who have 
positions that find this practice damaging. 


Q But didn't the Federal Government join those 
court cases on the side of the states? Am I wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the most recent business, 
we did not. 


Q But prior to that? I mean we are on record, 
the Federal Government is on record in support of the state's rights 
on that, are they not? Is this President not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly don't know 
the answer. Let me see if I can find out something on that. 


Q You didn't file anything on the last case. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. We 
did not take a position on the last one. 


Ss * But it sort of bolstered the state case. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One can draw that 


conclusion. 
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Q In any case, the state's right had been upheld 
by the Supreme Court? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct... 
Q When was this Commission formed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was announced 
a week ago. 


Q When is it going to report? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not know. 


Q Can you say anything more about what you expect 
the discussion on the INF talks to be? Is there a question of a new 
position being presented? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President outlined the 
new U. S. positions on Monday in his United Nations speech. Before 
announcing those positions, the President had consulted with the 
British Government, as he had with other concerned governments. I think 
it's natural to assume that the President and the Prime Minister 
are going to talk about the negotiations, what might be the prospects 
in the next months as we reach the deployment date, which is due in 
December, and what possibilities exist for the United States and the 
Soviet Union to reach an agreement that would obviate the need to begin 
the new deployments in Europe. 


Q Did you say “obviate the need to begin the 
new deployments"? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. If we 
can get an agreement with the Soviets along the President's initial 
position of zero-zero, then there is a total obviation of the need, 
elimination of the need to deploy. 











Q Now, failing that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Failing that, we are 
prepared for an interim agreement at levels somewhere between zero and 
572. 


Q What is the situation on the American Ambassador 
there? Have we announced a successor yet? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Ambassador Price 
was announced last Tuesday, a week ago. 


Q Charles Price. 
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Q What about Central America? There had been times 
when Mrs. Thatcher was not terribly happy with what we were doing 
in Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I 
agree with the premise of your question. Mrs. Thatcher has publicly 
stated very strong support for what we have been doing in Central. 
America. And I would imagine the two of them are going to discuss 
that. 


Q And was there an allied interest? There was a 
report last Saturday, I believe, that the Western allies were pres- 
suring us to pressure Gemayel to be more conciliatory in reconciliation 
with some of the Muslim groups. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw some of the press 
reports. Obviously the cease-fire which followed those reports, with- 
out commenting on the validity of those reports, has created a new 
set of facts in Beirut. : 


Q What about the process of reconciliation and negot- 
iation with the various factions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussions are con- 
tinuing on it. 


Q Are we satisfied with Gemayel's willingness to 
be inclusive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I am sure we are. 





Q Is Mrs. Thatcher, to your knowledge? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To my knowledge, yes. 








Q Would you expect any kind of a decision on Lebanon 
coming out of this meeting? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't anticipate 
one, no. 











; Q She has stressed that it all has to be peacekeeping. 
If it changes in any way, the forces should consider withdrawing. Is 
there a difference between her and the President on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall her 
statement to that effect, but clearly the object of all the MNF countries 
is to try to provide the conditions: which will bring back a stable 
government in Lebanon. 


Q Will the President be able to assure her that the 
shelling does not mean if the cease-fire falls apart, there will be a 
more agressive military role in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's a hypothetical 
question into which I do not want to wander. 


Q But that's what the problem will be. If the cease- 
fire doesn't hold, that's what the peacekeeping force's concern will be, and 
other allies will be concerned about. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The clear intention of 
everybody involved now is to try to ensure that the cease-fire will hold. 


MORE . 
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Q At whose initiative was this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't honestly 
know the answer to that, but the President and Prime Minister have 
met frequently, as you know, since President Reagan came into 
office. And honestly I can't recall which side proposed it. But 
it's part of a very regular series of meetings. 


Q Do these two allies have any significant dif- 
ferences with regards to energy policy, specifically petroleum? Do 
we have any lingering problems along those lines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None that are on 
the front or middle burner. That's not to say there may not be some 
at all. But nothing that I think would come up in these points of 
discussions. 


Q Is President Reagan likely to suggest the bene- 
fits of a settlement between the British and the Argentines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
Our position, as stated by the President previously, is that we hope that 
there can be negotiations for a mutually acceptable agreement between 
Argentina and the U.K., both of which are friends of ours, if those 
negotiations can be on a mutually acceptable basis to those two coun- 
tries. So I don't think we will have any new initiative on that 
question. 


Q What about Namibia or South Africa or any of those 
issues? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could well come up. 
There is no set agenda. But again, we've been working closely with the 
U.K., and the contact group has been encouraged by the recent visit of the 
Secretary General to South Africa and to Namibia. And we and the other 
involved countries have had discussions with the Secretary General the 
last few days in New York. But there is no difference between the U.K. 
and the U.S. position on that. 





Q How about the Persian Gulf, the fighting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Iran-Iraq war is a 
matter of concern. I don't know whether the two, President and Prime 
Minister, will get to that or not. 


Q Also new threats by Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, a matter of 
concern. But I don't know specifically whether they will get to that. 


Q What is your view on the emergence of Syria in 
Lebanon? Do you view it as a stabilizing factor in the Lebanese -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is off the 
subject of a pre-brief on Prime Minister Thatcher's visit. 





Q Have the British said where the economic summit 
will be? Does she host it next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She hosts it next year. 
I don't know whether they have announced the site. 


MORE 











Q Is it Scotland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
they have announced it, so I am not sure. 


Q Any discussion planned on Third World debt? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: t am sorry? 


Q Any discussion planned on the problem of Third 
World debt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I mentioned, 
there isn't a set agenda. That could well come up. It's a popular 
subject in town this week with the Fund and World Bank meetings. 


Q Is Northern Ireland on the agenda? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There isn't an agenda. 


Q You mentioned economic matters. Are there any 
other economic matters; for example, the steel question? Are there 
any outstanding disagreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Steel could come up. 
That is, the Specialty Steel Decision has been a matter of concern in 
Europe. If it does, the President will explain his reasons for 
taking the decision that he did and the way the American Embassy 
was affected by what had transpired in the last three years and the 
fact that we have talks under way with the European countries that 
are affected on how to resolve this situation. 


Q Are there any special -- 
MR. SIMS: I think we've had the last question. 
Thank you. 


END 


(2:53 PM EDT) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 


HENRY A. KISSINGER, CHAIRMAN, 
NATIONAL BIPARTISAN COMMISSION ON CENTRAL AMERICA 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1983, 10:00 A.M. 


DR. KISSINGER: Hello, ladies and gentlemen. 


This isn't going to be a very extended press 
conference. I just wanted to tell you about the Central 
American trip the Commission is taking. We are leaving on 
October 9; we'll be back at midnight on October 15. We're 
going to start in Panama, go to Costa Rica, El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Honduras, and conclude in Nicaragua. 


We have talked to all of the ambassadors of the 
countries concernec, and agreed with them, more or less, on 
Our program and the people we are going to see. Obviously, 
in a week -- in a day in each country -- we will not become 
fully expert on every country. We may manage it in one or 
two of them. (Laughter) But let me tell you how we pro- 
pose to do this: There were all kinds of sensible plans 
that I had discussed with you, one of them put forward by 
Mayor Cisneros, which was that we should split into sub- 
groups, and that there would be only one group that visited 
all countries, and the others would be visited by sub- 
groups. It was a great theory which foundered on the desire 
of everybody to go everywhere. On the fact that, retiring 
as I am, I did not simply want to make assignments of people 
to countries. So that once everybody expressed a desire to 
go everywhere, we met their needs. 


We are going to organize it as follows: We are 
reducing protocol functions to a minimum. In fact, of the 
programs I've seen, there aren't any. We will begin in each 
country with a session with a governmental briefing by high 
officials, senior ministers. We will meet with the Head of 
Government within that context, or separate from it as a group. 
Then, for the rest of the day, we will break up into smaller 
groups meeting with counterparts, or meeting with people on 
special subjects -- economic and social development, politi- 
cal development, security issues and diplomatic issues. 





In addition, to the greatest extent possible we 
will see opposition leaders within the democratic context; 
we will not see resistance leaders of the guerrillas groups 
in Salvador while on this trip. We will also see members of 
the Church hierarchy in each country, and again, wherever 
possible, private sector groups from the business community 











and labor. The AFL/CIO has been extremely helpful to us in 
that connection, as has the American society with respect to 


the private sector. 





As you may know -- or as you will know, anyway -- 
most of the Commission is going to Miami on Sunday to meet 
with Latin American labor leaders that are there as guests 
of the AFL/CIO, and also to meet for lunch with the 
President of Costa Rica, who is also there as a guest of the 


AFL/CIO. 


I see Herb Hetu, who handles our press relations, 
is unhappy because he has a release that is going to go out 
at 4 o'clock this afternoon, which tells you the same thing 
in more coherent language. 


That's all that I have on my mind, and I'll be 
glad to answer any questions on that subject. 


Q You say you will be meeting with the 
leadership in Nicaragua? 


A Yes. 


Q When you meet with the leaders, you say, with 
Opposition groups in the democratic context, will you meet -§ « 
with the leaders of the guerrillas in Nicaragua? 


A No. 


fe) Will you meet with the guerrillas on some 
other trip, because you said “on this trip?" 


A I don't exclude that we -- The Commission 
really hasn't taken a position on that, but we are meeting 
with Ambassador Stone this Friday, and we will be getting 
his recommendations on that subject. 


I don't exclude that we will get the point of view 
of the resistance people in some context. 


One thing I want to make clear: I keep reading in 
the newspapers that I'm going to engage in some super-duper 
negotiation on my own or on behalf of the government. I 
will not be engaged in the negotiations on Central America. 
This Commission will write a report. When this report is 
written, I will withdraw from those activitzes. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, Congressman Henry Gonzalez has 
called for an investigation of conflict of interest in your role 
on this Commission because, amongst other things, vour 




















fellow Commission counselor and your business partner, 
William D. Rogers, was an agent of the Sandinista government 
through 1981, involved in negotiating arms deals for them. 

A I don't believe that's true. 


Q Well, it happens to be true, and you can look 
at the Department of Justice papers -- 


A Who are you? 


Q My name is Stan Ezrol. I'm a correspondent 
for the Executive Intelligence Review. 


A But I don't answer questions of the Executive 
Intelligence Review. 


Q The question is, you've just exposed yourself 
as a hypocrite and liar by sending out -- 


A (Tumult) audience saying, “Oh, oh, oh.” 


(Microphones off.) 


fe) -- it's on the public record. 
Q Dr. Kissinger, is there any possible -- 
0 Will you engage in further negotiations on 


arms transfers with the Sandinista government while you're 
down there? 


A You are not accredited to me. You may be 
accredited to the State Department, but I'll take questions -- 


If any serious journalist wants to ask the same 
question, I'll be glad to answer it. I don't take questions 
from the Executive Intelligence Review. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, before you said that you don't 
exclude the possibility of talking to -- Oh, you said that 
you were not going to engage in any negotiating aspect 
during the Central American trip. You're telling us that 
now, but -- 


fy That's correct. 
Q -- if somebody brings it up with you -- Let's 


say, he Sandinista leaders say, "We want to use you as a 
back channel, or as a channel," what will you tell them? 











A Obviously, the security and diplomatic 
aspects of the issue are before the Commission. If the 
Sandinistas, or any other government, puts to us their ideas 
of how the issue can be resolved, I will certainly make sure 
that these ideas get to the appropriate levels of our 


government. 


What I'm saying is, I am not, myself, going to 
engage in negotiations; and in acting on this, I will 
certainly feel obliged to report anything that is of use to 
those who are responsible for negotiations, to the govern- 
ment and I will do that responsibly. 


Q With whom will you be meeting in Managua? Which 
members of the Directorate or the government have said they would 
meet with your Commission? 


A I have met with the Nicaraguan Ambassador on 
several occasions since I took over chairmanship of this Commission. 
The last time was, I believe, on Monday of this week. He 
tells me that we will be meeting with the top leadership, 
both in a larger group and in a smaller group. He has not 
identified the names of these people, but I'm sure we will 
have that; and we will then tell the press with whom we have 
met. There will be no secret meetings. 


Qo When you're in Honduras, will you be talking 
to members of the Contras with the FDN? 


A. That is not the present plan, and I don't 
believe we will. If it should happen, it would be laid on 
after today. But it is not our plan. We are not dealing -- 
certainly not on this trip, with the covert side of this, 

- in any regular way except to take note of it and to discuss 
its relevance. But we don't have to know the operation of 
details for that. 


Q In Nicaragua, will your agenda include the 
Sandinistas seeking arms around the world, as they are known 
to be? Will that be on the agenda there? 


A At this point, the Commission is going to be 
meeting the rest of this week, and we will be meeting again 
next week. We have a list of precise questions, but cer- 
tainly, within the Contadora process, the issue of arms 
supply into Central America is one of the key topics, and 
that is a topic that will be discussed in assessing the 
diplomatic possibilities with all of the countries con- 
cerned, and not just with Nicaragua. 








fe) Is there any possibility that your itinerary 
as planned now might be expanded to include Cuba or Castro? 


A No, absolutely not. Our itinerary that you have 
is the final itinerary. There will be no departure from it 
except through an emergency on this trip, and except for 
the emergencies it's not an escape hatch. There will be no 
departure from it. 


We are planning later in November and i: .«c+mber 
to visit in smaller groups the Contadora countri#<-: a we 
plan to visit Mexico, Venezuela, and Colombia. . “ver of 


Commission members and I had lunch yesterday witb che 
Venezuelan Foreign Minister. Another group of Commission 
members and I are going to meet with the President of 
Colombia next week, and we have been in close touch with the 
Mexican Government through their Ambassador and through our 
Ambassador. 


Those are the only other. trips that are planned. 
There are no trips to Cuba planned, and I can't really fore- 
see that this could possibly happen. 


0 Do you feel, Dr. Kissinger, that the 
Commission loses valuable input by not speaking to Fidel 
Castro or Raoul or someone within the Cuban Government? 


A The Cubans certainly are free to submit what- 
ever their views are on a settlement or on any other rele- 
vant topic to us and we would take it very seriously, but I 
don't think for us to meet with Castro is a political 
action. It's a policy action; it's not a fact-finding 
action. I mean there's no sense for a group of Americans 
who have no authority to respond to see Castro just to hear 
what he has to say. He can send us a message and we would 
read it seriously. 


fe) Yet you haven't excluding seeking, say, Eden 
Pastore or one of the guerrilla leaders, counter- 
revolutionary leaders, in Honduras. You haven't excluded that. 


os Almost certainly not on this trip. 
Q Not on this trip, but you haven't excluded it. 
A But we haven't excluded either at some point 


hearing from representatives of the insurgents in Salvador 
either. But that's a different matter from a formal meeting 
or an informal meeting with Castro. 





0 You're not planning to see the insurgents in 
El Salvador on this trip? 











A No, absolutely not. There will be nothing 
secret going on on this trip. You will know or we will 
publish the schedules, the important ones, as soon as they 
are set. There's an advance team down there now, and there 
will be no meetings that are not announced. 


re) Dr. Kissinger, how useful is a trip like this 
when 20 or 30 people sit together in a great group and 
listen to a chief of state? What do you think you are going 
to get out of it that you don't already know? 


A That's a very good question. It's one that we 
have asked ourselves. 


I think what you get out of it is a flavor for the 
country, a judgment of the personalities, an opportunity to 
ask questions that have been bothering us and to judge the 
response, and in the working groups perhaps to enable people 
to go into more detail on specific questions. 


What we have told all the governments with which we 
have been in touch and will again tell them when we are there -« 
is that they are free and welcome and invited to send people 
for longer meetings with the Commission. And we were back 
and forth within the Commission on your very question and we 
finally concluded that with all its shortcomings a brief 
trip at least would expose us to the atmosphere, to the mood, 
to the type of people that one is dealing with and give us a 
chance if we work hard, if we work 12-15 hours a day, of 
collecting at least a fair amount of information. 


There's no doubt though that we will not be 
complete experts on the countries when we are finished. 


fe) The inevitable question, Dr. Kissinger: Since 
you will probably be going on a 747, will you be taking 
press? 


A No, we are going on a DC-9; and it seems to me 
that the Department is of the view that every last ‘seat must 
be filled. So there's no danger that anybody will be 
comfortable (laughter), and we wouldn't dare to take the 
press on a trip in which they would not be treated to the 
luxury to which they have been accustomed. 


e) Dr. Kissinger, violating, God knows, how many 
ground rules, but because you are such a national resource 
on foreign policy -- 


A I hope you won't quote that. (Laughter. ) 


0) Could I ask whether you've had time to -- 




















A Or do I have to repeat it so that you (laughter) -- 


Q Could I ask whether you have had time to look 
at the Andropov speech and what your impression is of it? 


A I'll answer that, and that's the only question 
on that subject or on any other non-Central American subject 
I could answer. 


I must say before the airplane shootdown I thought 
we were on a road that would inevitably lead to an easing of 
the atmosphere to significant agreement, probably in the INF 
field, and maybe an agreement in principle on START; and I 
thought there would be a blip when the deployment in Germany 
started. But that is where I thought we were heading. And 
the logic of events would still seem to indicate that this 
is in the interest of both countries, but I am afraid that 
largely the Soviets conduct since the airplane shootdown has 
shown such rigidities and such suspicions that I'm beginning 
to wonder whether we may not get into a prolonged period of 
cooling relations that it may be harder to break out of than 
I had originally thought. — 


Q Do you relate it almost solely to the shoot- 
down of the plane and the Soviet handling of that or do you 
think -- 


A I think the Soviet handling of the shootdown 
exposed rigidities in their system and it showed a predomi- 
nance of the military that is quite unusual. It has never 
happened before that Soviet Chiefs of Staff were on inter- 
national television. And whatever one thought of party, 
control of the governmental machinery, at least they had a 
historical perspective and didn't need to settle every issue 
in any given time period. The military may have a more 
rigid view. 


And then in a post-succession and pre-succession 
situation, which seems to me to be the case in the Soviet Union 
-- given the age of the incumbent General-Secretary«<and the 
age of the Politburo -- the maneuvering may be so intense 
that nobody can make the slight adjustments, or adjustments, 
that are inseparable from a negotiating process. 


But I better stop before I get disavowed by every- 
body in this building. So let's go back to Central America. 


Q Back on Central America, do you see a consen- 
sus emerging after the first two months of the Commission 
being in operation, nothwithstanding the divergent views on 
the Commission? 

















A As I said to some of you, when I took this 
assignment I thought it was a suicide mission and I thought 
the odds of coming to a significant agreement were very low. 
But I also thought that that was no reason, having had the 
position I had, to turn it down. 


I don't know what conclusions we're going to come 
to because we haven't reached the point yet of 
report-writing; but judging the mood of the Commission, I am 
really very impressed by the genuinely nonpartisan way in 
which it has been approached and the gravity with which 
people consider the problem. And I'm optimistic that on 
major areas we will achieve -- I think unanimity is really 
less important than bipartisanship. So I believe that we 
will have a consensus on major areas of the problen. 


Diplomatic options, for example, is an area on 
which we haven't even had testimony yet, so I can't judge 
what conclusions will emerge on this. But I'm now more 
optimistic than I was that we can write a thoughtful report 
that makes some contribution to our thinking. 


Q Dr. Kissinger, many of the people emerging 
from discussions with you have said that they recommended a 
massive program of aid development and so on. [Is it fair to 
assume that your recommendations will call for such a 
program? ’ 


A We will certainly deal with the economic, 
social and political development of the area. And one of 
the interesting aspects that has emerged is that it is an 
area where relatively small amounts over an extended period 
of time could make a substantial difference. It is not like 
the huge debt-crisis countries. 


The next problem is it isn't simply an issue of 
chrowing money at the problem. I think everybody agrees 
that simply adding resources is not even helpful for the 
economic development alone, but everybody seems to agree 
that political changes are important. 


So the question before us is whether we can come 
up with ideas that define what we would consider a humane 
and democratic evolution and how we can relate the aid | 
programs to that process; but I think it is-safe to assume 
that we will make recommendations in the field of sustained 
economic development, to social development and political 
development. And, for example, today, we'll spend the 
better part of the day -- and certainly all of the afternoon 
-- on the human rights issues. 














Q Mr. Secretary, being that you're not going to 
Cuba, how have you decided to assess Cuba? Are you going to 
try to take a fresh look at it or call on experts and that 
sort of thing, or are you going to rely on past experience? 


A No. I think there's no way of analyzing our 
diplomatic options, which is certainly one of our assign- 
ments, without talking about it at several levels -=- within 
Salvador, relations to Nicaragua, in relation to Cuba and 
in relation to the Soviet Union, and the relationship of 
all of these to each other. Those are the levels that have 
to be considered. 


We will certainly have testimony before the 
Commission about Cuba and not simply rely on the written 
record. 


Q Thank you. 


(At 10:20 a.m., the briefing was concluded. ) 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We havei::::iiiiiiii3IEESSSEEEEEEEEEEHHHHHS 
with us who will brief on the visit tomorrow of Mubarak. This will 
be on background, attributable to Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will make a few conm- 
ments about the visit of President Mubarak and then take questions. 


This is President Mubarak's second visit this year and 
the third since he assumed office. We believe that these visits are 
a mark of our special relationship with Egypt. 


President Mubarak will be in Washington from the evening 
of September 29 until the evening of October 3. The principal purpose 
of President Mubarak's visit to the U.S. was to participate in the 
United Nations General Assembly. I believe he addressed the Assembly 
yesterday. 


President Reagan invited him to Washington to renew their 
continuing dialogue on regional and bilateral issues. 


In addition to his meeting and lunch with the President, 
President Mubarak will meet with the Vice President, the Acting Secre- 
tary of Defense, the Acting Secretary of State, the Secretaries of 
Treasury and Commerce, the U.S. Special Trade Representative, the 
Administrator of AID, and the House and Senate leadership. Secretary 
Shultz met with President Mubarak in New York yesterday. 


The principal regional issues for discussion will be 
Lebanon and the Middle East peace process. The U.S. anc Egypt share 
views on what is needed to resolve the problems in Lebanon, beyond 
the cease-fire: Political reconciliation, support for the central 
government, and the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


We would expect the President to express his appreciation 
to President Mubarak for Egypt's support of Ambassador McFarlane's 
efforts in Lebanon. The Egyptians have been quite visible in 
envoys who are being sent back and forth as well as their public 
statements. And they will exchange views on the situation there 
as we look to the future. - 


On the peace process, the Egyptians support Camp 
David, of course, which they are one of the originators, and the 
President's initiative of September 1. They will undoubtedly discuss 
these issues: The need to look beyond the current Lebanese problems 
to the broader problems of peace and stability in the areaand discuss 
the Palestinian problem in that context. Obviously, the President will 
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note the importance of Egyptian-Israeli relations in the peace process 
and will undoubtedly indicate our continuing desire and willingness to 
help each state take steps to improve that relationship. 


Bilateral issues will also be discussed, as well as 
other regional issues. I am sure we'll discuss the Iran-Iraq war, 
problems of North Africa. Bilateral issues we will discuss are aid 
programs and military cooperation. 


Let me leave it at that and take your questions. 


Q Are there concerns by the U.S. Government about 
Egypt's purchase of weaponry from the Soviet bloc countries; Romania, 
for example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not concerns. These’ 
are decisions to be made by sovereign countries. Egypt has made clear 
that it looks to the United States as the primary supplier for 
replacing those, not one for one, but replacing the obsolescent Soviet 
equipment in its inventory and modernizing its armed forces. 


Q The U.S. Government has no problems with sales? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not really a U.S. 


Government issue. If the Egyptians are interested in purchasing arms 
from a country, I suppose they will. 





Q Yes, but if we are giving them a great many credits 
and aid, et cetera, and they are using that particular financing to 
buy weapons from East Bloc countries -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION a a Well, they are not 
doing that. All of our financing really is tied to U.S. procurement. We 
have I think a five-year program we have agreed to with the Ecyptians. 

We are not now and do not expect in the future to be the exclusive 
source of arms, although the Egyptians have made clear they would 
like us to be their primary source of arms. I believe they also have 
some purchases from France and other places. 


Q You said they will be discussing the Iran-Iraq 
war. I am wondering if you can tell us how seriously we are taking 
the threat from Iran to close down the Persian Gulf if, in fact, 
Iraq gets those jets from the French and whether Mubarak is going 
to help us out in that, and just your general assessment of the 
situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was addressed, 
I believe, yesterday, over in the State Department, and I will comment 
on this in the context of the visit. We have made clear publicly, 
most recently yesterday, our support for the freedom of passage of 
nonbeligerent vessels in the Gulf and into the Straits of Hormuz. 
Anything that threatens that situation obviously we would be opposed 
to, as well as the Japanese, the Western Europeans, and of course 
the Gulf countries themselves. We will be discussing these issues 
with President Mubarak. The Egyptians share our concern that the war 
not go on interminably because of the dangers of escalation and the 
unpredictability. 


Q Have we transmitted this view to Iran? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I refer you to my 
hearings of about a year and a half ago before two House committees. 


That was all on this. 


Q Anything more recent than that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, of course. 
Q You have transmitted your views to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen, yesterday we 
addressed this, publicly. 


Q In a State Department briefing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. But beyond that, 
the Secretary has made public statements. If you are interested on 
the background on public statements, we can get them through the 
State Department Press Office. There are no secrets as to our views 
on it. 


Q Is the Administration at this point eager to 
push Mubarak toward restoring better relations towards Israel, such 
as sending back the ambassador and that sort of thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I said in my 
opening remarks, as the good fathers of the Egyptian-Israeli Treaty, 
we believe we have a special and continuing responsibility for seeing 
to it that the relationship between these two good friends of the United 
States is as good as possible. With respect to the Egyptian sbassador, 
our view on that is simple: The sooner he goes back, the better. Again, 
our view here is well known. 


As far as the question of relations, I don't want to get 
into picking sides on this because both sides can make a very effective 
case on blaming the other side for problems. However, I don't think that 
we should lose sight of the essential fact. The Israeli-Egyptian Treaty 
is in place and being respected. The Sinai Peacekeeping Force is opera- 
ting effectively. There have been nickel and dime types of complaints 
from both sides. And the Treaty withstood a significant strain. We 
have been into this before over events in Lebanon. So I just ask that 
everyone keep in perspective the fact that we have a treaty. It is a 
treaty which continues to form the basis of this country's peace and 
security policies in that area. And it is one on which we are seeking to 
build. 


Q Since it is a principal subject of the discussions 
tomorrow, perhaps you could tell us what is the current U.S. position 
on peacekeeping, cease-fire observers in Lebanon? Secretary Shultz 
was pushing the idea of U.N. observers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I am not going 
to get into this because Dick Fairbanks is addressing all of this later 
on in the State Department, I understand, and here. 


Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is 4:15 here 
today. 


Q Thanks for telling us. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So let's leave this. 
Q He is going to brief us on that? 


MR. ROUSSEL: Well, that is a thing for columnists. 
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Q What about the rest of us? 
MR. ROUSSEL: It's not for here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 2:30 at the State Depart- 
ment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a 2:30 at State. 


Q Does the Middle East peace plan and the fate of the 
Palestinians rest on peace at some point in the future, in Lebanon, or 
is the geustion of the settlements on the West Bank and so forth just 
all being put on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be a lot of 
issues that are interrelated. The Lebanese situation, obviously, has 
consumec a lot of time and energy because of the potential of the pro- 
blems of Lebanon not only consuming Lebanon but perhaps its neighbors 
as well. I don't see where you need have a total rew look in Lebanon 
to be able to move on otherwise in the peace process. But the fact of 
the matter is that when so many of the key governments concerned are 
spending all of their time and energy with respect to the Middle 
East, focusing in on putting fires out in Lebanon, such thincs as the 
broader questions of peace and stability, the peace process, are put on 
the back burner. That is a practical issue. 


Q Since the Camp David process seems to be for all 
intents and purposes dead — as long as we are on background -- will the 
President be proposing any concrete ideas to revive it or does he 
expect any from President Mubarak? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, dead, I won't agree 
with that. Certainly at rest, yes. (Laughter) 


Q Permanently? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, permanently is a 
long time. Before you form any judgments on this, spend a little time 
in background on the last 30 years. The Presidents will be discussing 
the current situation. They will be discussing what are the options 
available, try to encourage Palestinians as well as Jordanians to engage 
in negotiations with Israel in the near future. 


Now we have a lot of problems. I don't want to raise any 
expectations. That is not the point. But the people immediately con- 
cerned out in that area are not happy that the peace process is on the 
back burner. This is their future, their lives. 

Q How do you know they are not happy with it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked to them, Helen. 


Q Which ones? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of them. 
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Q You are saying the Palestinians aren't happy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying lots -- 
' the people out there are not happy with the status of things. The 
Palestinians aren't happy. The Jordanians aren't happy. 


Q Did you talk to the Palestinians? Are you saying 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 
Q The PLO as well? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. (Laughter) 


Q Do you expect the two Presidents to talk about any 
further American weapons going to Egypt or new bases we might get 
over there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have 
bases. 


Q Their bases. We don't have our name on them, though. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they are not bases at 
all. What we have is the Egyptians, through our strategic relationship, 
shared goals, allowing us to use their facilities.on a case-by-case 
basis under the terms of the agreements which were entered into with 
President Sudat and reiterated by the Mubarak government. That includes 
such things as Ras Banas. They will probably talk about that. 

The Egyptians and we are in the process of a joint funding of a 
modest facility on the Red Sea which would, if it goes through -- and 
we hope it does, because it's important to CENTCOM, and, we think, to 
the credibility of the American deterrent in that area, whereby 

we would jointly finance construction of some facilities. 





Q Do you think we need any more facilities than 
we already have, or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we need 
anything else in Egypt. We have, as you know, a number of agreements 
with countries in the area where we have access on an emergency basis. 


Q Do you like your new job? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll let you know when I 
get there. I'm anticipating that. 


Q When do you leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About a month, month and 
a half. ’ 


Q Is there any reason to believe greater progress 
might be made with the new Israeli government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Greater progress towards 
peace, the peace process? 
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Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we will have to 
wait and see until that government gets into office. 


Q Do you anticipate that will be a subject of 
discussion with Mubarak? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they are going to 
talk about all kinds of things. They are not strangers. I'm sure 
they'll talk about this. How about one more question? 


Q Could you talk more about North Africa? In the 
practical sense, what can the two Presidents discuss with respect 
to Libya and the current situation in Chad, and what can they do 
about it, and where do they fit into all this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Egypt fits into 
the Libyan equation because it's there, and its relationship with the 
Sudan. And I'm sure you are aware that the Egyptians have cooperated 
with us in a couple of important exercises that were relevant to 
the situation in Chad. So there are things to talk about. 


Q Thank you. 
Q Specifically? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 


tell you specifically what they are going to talk about because 
that's what the two Presidents are going to talk about. 


END (11:26 A.M. EDT) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing is on background, attributable 
to a Senior Administration Official, who is ?:::::: SSeS: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can be pretty brief 
because I thought that the President and the Prime Minister in their 
statements just outside went through the agenda that they covered 
this morning. 


Just a few words, before Iget to that, about the other 
people Mrs. Thatcher has seen this morning so you can put that 
in context. She was on Capitol Hill with the Members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee this morning; met with Paul Volcker and 
with Secretary Regan, where she obviously addressed economic issues 
in the main. And then in a private meeting with the President, 
the two touched on the subjects that were mentioned: East-West rela- 
tions, policy towards the Soviet Union in the aftermath of the airliner 
incident, where there was agreement in both British and American policy 
that had been in place prior to the airline incident, That is a fairly 
firm policy, one that emphasized the maintenance of a military balance, 
and alliance cohesion was in a sense vindicated by the airliner 
incident. As the Prime Minister pointed out, following the airliner 
incident, we have a willingness to continue to negotiate, but at 
the same time maintenance of Western strength. There was a discussion 
of the arms control negotiations. As I said, they both agreed on the 
need to continue the negotiations. And on a specific negotiating point, 
there was some discussion of the inclusion of British and French 
forces in the Geneva negotiations, the INF talks, or the START negotiations. 
She made a very forceful case against the inclusion of those forces, 
one key argument being that if British and French forces were included 
in any U. S.-Soviet agreement, that the result would be less than 
equality or parity for the United States. She argued this would not 
be in the interest of the West as a whole. ; 


This is an argument that, as you know, we strongly 
agree with. And as Geoffrey Howe, the British Foreign Minister, 
stated publicly at the United Nations General Assembly yesterday, and 
Mrs. Thatcher made the point today, the British have not said that 
they will never include their nuclear forces in arms control negotiations. 
3ut Mrs. Thatcher made the point that British forces make up about 
two-and-a-half percent of existing Soviet nuclear capability and that 
following a U.S.-Soviet strategic arms agreement, which those forces 
vere significantly reduced, that the British would take a look at 
she option for addressing their forces in an arms control format. 


There was extensive discussion of the Middle East, first 
»n Lebanon, where there was agreement on the need for the four 
wi1ltinational force countries -- the United States, Britain, France, 
ind Italy -- to stick together, maintain their presence in Lebanon, 
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both militarily and politically, stabilize the situation there. 

And their conversation broadened to discuss the broader Middle East peace 
process, both agreeing that the situation in Lebanon can be stabilized, 
that we need to begin working on the peace protess. .-° , 


There was discussion both, as I pointed out, eariier this 
morning with Volcker and Secretary Regan, as well as at lunch, on the 
world economy, the international debt problem, interest rates, the 
U. S. recovery. And I would just say in passing that the Secretary of 
State and the British Foreign Minister were also able to 
meet this morning and addressed another list of problems, including 
Central America, Mrs. Thatcher pointed out Belize, Southern Africa, 
Namibia, and Mozambique. And the problem of Polish debt rescheduling. 


I would be happy to answer your questions. 


Q What about this arms to Argentina? Are we selling 
Argentina military supplies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are not. 


Q What was that reference to in her address out 
here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She has said publicly, 
the British have said that they do not want Western countries to 
sell arms to Argentina. 


Q Did she have a point in raising it here, in telling 
us she had made her views known about arms to Argentina? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are you asking me? 
Did she say it publicly? She obviously did. 


Q In her departure statement, she made a point of 
saying she had made her views known here, in this visit, I suppose, 
Since that is what she was reporting on, about arms to Argentina. I 
was wondering why, if, as you say, we are not selling -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I answered that 
question. The British government does not want Western countries to 
sell arms to Argentina. 


Q Are we considering it? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no imminent 
plans to sell arms to Argentina. 


Q Who raised the point about including the British and 
French missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No one made the point 
about including them. The point was made about excluding them, and 
I believe it was Mrs. Thatcher. 


Q Is our country not reading the Andropov statement 
as a rejection ofthe President's proposal? I mean we seem to say 
we are at the table, we want them to talk seriously. Maybe I will 
put it as a more open question. How are we reading that statement 
in terms of the President's arms control proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the statement 
speaks for itself. We are not going to take this as the final word. 
It's obviously in the Soviet propaganda interests to publicly turn 
down these -- . 
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Q He didn't mean it as a final statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- these statements. 
I don't know what he meant, but we are in Geneva. We are negotiating 
seriously. These are serious negotiating initiatives. And we hope 
the Soviets treat them with the seriousness they deserve. 


Q It's in their propaganda interests to what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To publicly belittle these 
initiatives. 


Q But do we have an indication from the talks that 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't want to 
discuss the negotiations. They are confidential. 


Q Earlier today we were asking about what the 
Vice President said. Larry came up with the statement that he talked 
about we've taken note of statements by the British and French 
Governments, as well as the Japanese Government, indicating at some 
future time, et cetera, et cetera. Where are these statements? 
He mentioned one yesterday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a speech by 
the President of France yesterday at the U.N. General Assembly. There 
was also a speech by the British Foreign Minister that I just alluded 
to at the General Assembly. And I think that -- 


Q So these statements happened yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But these are not 
new positions. 


Q They are not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. They go back as 
far as, I think, three, four, five months ago, where at least the 
British were saying that if the United States and the Soviet Union 
could make significant progress in reducing their strategic arsenals, 
that they would be prepared to consider proper venue for discussions 
on their forces. 


Q So, in other words, we would have to strike a deal 
with the Soviets first on our own forces before they would consider 
including -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, some of these 
questions are better directed towards the British. You are asking me 
to describe British policy. But Mrs. Thatcher pointed out that 
two-and-a-half percent -- of the Soviet total, the British total only 
accounts for about two-and-a-half percent, that it's a very small 
force, and that it is not in Great Britain's national security 
interest to enter into those negotiations until the forces of the 
Soviet Union were substantially reduced. [t just wouldn't be 
fair. 


Q But we would go along with that British position, 
is that right? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do not believe that 
British forces should be included in either the INF or START negotiations. 


Q Was there any mention by Mrs. Thatcher as to what 
steps the President should take to reduce the U.S. interest rates which 
she says affect negatively on the world? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. She wasn't offering 
us specific economic advice. She made clear, like many Europeans have 
made clear, that they're concerned over high interest rates. 
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Q Did the President give her any assurances these 
interest rates were going to come down this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was discussion 
by the President as well as the Secretary of the Treasury on the economic 
plans of the Administration and the expectation that they will come 
down. 


Q Did Secretary Regan again express to her his opinion 
that there is no demonstrable one-on-one relationship between high 
budget deficits and the rising interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was dis- 
cussion of interest rates and deficits. I wouldn't put it exactly 
the way you put it. 


Q How would you put it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to put 
it any more specifically than how I put it. 


Q In view of the Andropov statement and the hard 
rhetoric we have expressed over the past few weeks toward the Soviets, 
realistically is there a climate in which we can go ahead and make pro- 
gress in arms controls? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we can't make pro- 
gress in arms control, it should be clear it's the fault of the Soviet 
Union. They're the ones that are taking a very negative tack. 
They're the ones that are publicly rejecting substantive initiatives 
on the part of the United States. We're the ones in the aftermath 
of the airliner episode that are keeping those negotiations open and 
we're coming forward with new ideas. Now we hope there will be 
progress. 


Q Do you think the level of rhetoric will begin to 
tone down a little bit, at least on our side, now that the Korean air- 
liner thing is the way of the wind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have to tell you I have 
been up in New York all week at the General Assembly and listened to a 
lot of response from other countries to the President's speech at the 
General Assembly, and you talk about the level of rhetoric, most people 
were struck by the moderate tone of the President's remarks. So I 
don't accept the assumption upon which your question is based. 


Q Did the Vice President's speech of yesterda come 
up in the context of the British and French forces? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I am aware of. 
One more. 


Q On Belize, did the President request that British 
forces remain in Belize? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject of Belize 
came up. We have said publicly we hope that British presence remains 
as long as possible. I just really don't want to go beyond that. 
That's the last question. Thank you. 


END 


(2:09 PM EDT) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1983, 2:32 P.M. 


MODERATOR: Good afternoon. This is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on Lebanon. For your information and not for 
publication, the briefer is . . ., who can be referred to as 
a Senior Administration Official; and I think he may have a 
couple of comments for you and then take your questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRTION OFFICIAL: I thought I would 
dispense with any opening comments. I just wanted to make 
clear that, obviously, I have just come back from Beirut and 
I know a little bit more, hopefully, about what was going on 
Out there than back here; so I am not an expert on the dyna- 
mics of the War Powers Compromise, et cetera, but I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


Q Without some kind of neutral cease-fire 
observer corps going in, what is the fate of the cease-fire? 


A Th fate of the cease-fire is that it is still 
holding pretty well. I just talked to Ambassador McFarlane  . 
an hour or so ago. We are still working urgently on getting 
the neutral observers called for in the agreement to go in 
as the first stage of the cease-fire. But the thing that 
makes the cease-fire hold, first and foremost, is the will 
of the parties, and so far it appears to be the will of all 
concerned to try to make this work. 


Q Then how important is the deployment of the 
neutral force, the cease-fire observers? 


A Obviously, the agreement itself contemplates 
the deployment of cease-fire observers. We would like to 
get them in there with all possible and, as I said before, 
we are continuing to work on that as an urgent matter. 


Q Well, if the Syrians have turned aside the UN 
Observer Force, what are the possible alternatives, based on 
the dynamics of the negotiations leading to a cease-fire? 


A I don't think we accept that the Syrians have 
necessarily turned off all UN activities as the cease-fire 
observers at this stage. As I understand it, both our MNF 
partners and the Secretary of State and Ambassador Murphy 
and I will be talking to the Foreign Minister of Syria 
tomorrow; and we are all trying to reach a situation where 
we can get an agreed group of responsible cease-fire 
observers. Whether those are UN or something else, time 
will tell. 





Q But that's the question. What are the alter- 
natives, if they're not the UN? 


A There are alternatives. I'd rather not spe- 
culate about them, even on BACKGROUND, because until it goes 
in I don't want to prejudice any ideas we might have. 


fe) But there are other alternatives? 
A There are other alternatives, certainly. 
Q Do you accept that the mutual observers might 


be pulled out of UNIFIL in the south but they will be placed 
under their country titles rather than under the UN umbrella 


title? 


A That sounds like the same question I said I 
really didn't want to answer. There are alternatives to UN 
observers, but I'm not going to speculate with 
particularity. 


Q You were out there. With this static that's 
coming from Iran, is that a serious thing in sort of, you 
know, stirring up the Shiites there or is it something 
that's just mischievous? Was it a problem or was it just an 
irritant? 


A As that gewntleman can testify -- he's 
sitting in the back row over there; he was there was -- from 
the time certainly when the airport closed in Beirut -- 
which is now four or five weeks ago, I guess -- we were not 
very good lightning posts for what was happening in the rest 
of the world, even the rest of the Middle East, because we 
weren't getting outside newspapers and we were doing lots of 
meetings and writing cvables and things like that. Sol 
don't have a very good feeling for what Iran has been saying 
and the status of the Iran-Iraq war, et cetera. As far as 
what we felt on the ground in Beirut -=- not very much having 
to do directly with Iran. 


Q Could you discuss the importance of the MNF 
Staying there -- I mean what role they should play? The Syrians 
and the Soviets seem to be making a major effor to at least 
persuade people that the MNF should leave promptly. 


4 Obviously, we are not trying to keep the MNF 
there as a device. The multinational forces are there at 
the request of the legitimate Government of Lebanon and 
their role, at least with regard to the United States, is 
defined in the exchange of letters between our Ambassador to 
Lebanon and the Foreign Minister of Lebanon in September of 

















1982; and we are not going to be ordered out by Syrians, but 
we are certainly not going to stay any longer than our pre- 
sence is desired by the legitimate Government of Lebanon 
itself. 


Q Well, how long do you think that would be? 


A I don't know. The Congressional action now 
taking place will set some kind of an initial time period. 
It is not an absolute time period. But I think that there 
is agreement in the United States as between the Executive 
Branch and the Legislative Branch that the job which we are 
doing over there is not finished, that we have made I think 
a crucially important first step in achieving the cease- 
fire, that we are still dedicated to the policy propositions 
we have laid out for Lebanon, and that the multinational 
force has an important stabilizing role -- at least, so the 
government there believes -- and we will keep them there so 
long as that is necessary and is desired by the Government 
and is the decision of the President. 


Q Do you have a feeling that the cease-fire was 
achieved because of the Aemrican military involvement? Do 
you think it was necessary to bring about the cease-fire? 
And I'm just trying to see if in the future there was a 
need? It would be relevant -- what you tell us now. 


A The only American military involvement during 
the fighting in Lebanon was in defense of U.S. personnel, 
and so I don't think that the Aemrican firepower was the 
reason we had a cease-fire. But I do believe that the 
multinational force presence, and in particular the resolve 
demonstrated by the United States, was important in indi- 
cating to everyone that the credibility of the continued 
support of the multinational force partners in particular 
and the Western World in general for an independent, 
sovereign Lebanon was an important signal to be sent. 


The cease-fire, in my judgment, woudl never come 
into effect until all of the parties decided it was in. their 
interest. And I think that while some might have considered 
that gains on the ground were possible, there came a time 
when they had to trade off any possible gains on the ground 
for what their losses were, for the fact that the troops who 
had been involved in the fighting were retired, and for the 
possibility that the goals in the futue could be achieved as 
well -- if not better -- through political mechanisms. And 
I think the altter point is really key to understanding what 
is happening out there. 











What I find the most encouraging sign to be is 
that the various parties to the dispute, both within Lebanon 
and without, appear to have decided that political and 
diplomatic methods are now to be preferred; and that is 
something that we strongly encourage. 


Q If that's really the case, do you think that 
the serious goal is in fact to topple Gemayel and to really 
alter the shape of the Lebanese Government in a significant 
way? So aren't we then being a party to allowing him to 
gain that at the bargaining table instead of on the ground? 


A I don't know what uyltimate Syrian goals are. 
I know what the parties tell us in th course of 
negotriations, and I think all parties have made it clear 
that they accept the legitimacy of President Gemayel -- and 
not as an individual; as the one who has emerged from the 
constitutional process of Lebanon -- that that is a legiti- 
mate government, it is a legitimate process, and that is 
respected by all parties. And, obviously, we strongly sup- 
port that as well. 


As the Lebanese move forward in political dialo- 
gue, whatever emerges -- that is, in accordance with the 
desires of the people of Lebanon -=- and this within their 
legitimate system of laws and constitutional authority -- 
is something that we will respect. 


Q Fritz Mondale said recently, and even today, 
that he thinks that Syria will withdraw from Lebanon if 
Israel withdrew and after Lebanon gets its reconciliation 
together. Do you agree with that analysis, and is the focus now 
going to be on the Israeli withdrawal and the national 
reconciliation of Lebanon? Do you have -- 


A I think the focus, once we get the pieces of 
the cease-fire firmly put in place, will clearly and pro- 
perly be on the removal of all foreign forces. And I might 
Say that you could turn the proposition that you have quoted 
of Fritz Mondale's on its head and say that I'm sure 
that Israel would withdraw if Syria and the PLO withdrew. 
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Q Let me just back-track. Prior to the out- 
break of fighting in late August, the effort was to try 
to get the Syrians to agree to some formula for getting out, 
so that the Israelis would withdraw, also. And that, of 
course, was put aside as you tried to stop the fighting, 
but the Syrians up to that point had made it very clear 
in very strong terms that they would not agree to any- 
thing so long as the Israeli-Lebanese agreement was still 
viable. 


Is there any thought of rewriting that, or going 
back on that agreement? 


a We have an agreement, the May 17th agreement, 
by which Israel is pledged to leave all of Lebanon within 
an eight- to twelve-week period, and I think that is an 
important achievement, and I think that one of the officials 
of the Lebanese Government kind of put his finger on it 
when he said that in the political reconciliation meetings 
in intra-Lebanese fora, the question would be presented 
to critics from outside the government; that when you 
attack that agreement, you have to have something positive 
to put in its place; and if you don't like that agreement, 
how are you, Mr. Critic, going to achieve the removal 
of foreign forces. And that is the question. The questions; 
is, how to achieve it. 


We have means of one party's having agreed to 
removed itself entirely from Lebanon, and I think that is 
something to build from, not to throw out. But the goal 
is what we are after. 


Q If I could come back to the question of the 
neutral observers, do you foresee any possible role for 
an American role in that structure? 


2 Let's be clear. Under the agreement, there 
are three points in the agreement. The first point is a 
cease-fire on all axes and throughout Lebanon, and that is 
the one which calls for neutral observers to police the 
lines of fire. 


In addition, point two of the agreement, which 
talks of convening of parties to the dispute in the 
mountain areas -- which has already met, now, of course -- 
that is, the government, the army, the Amal, the Lebanese 
forces, and the National Salvation Front <= that group 
is to address the question of -- I'm sorry, the Druze, 
not the National Salavation Front -- that party is to 
address security arrangements for the Shuf, which also 
might involve some kind of international presence. 
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So, I tend to hear some kind of loose talk 
eliding those two. I presume you are talking solely 
of the first kind. 


18) Yes. 


A Again, the question of whether Americans 
forces, per se, would be involved in that role. Now, if 
we do use United Nations Treaty observers, there are 
Americans in that delegation, and if that were the method 
chosen for cease-fire observers, then there would be 
Americans, but they would not be there as Americans 
wearing American uniforms. 


Q Just normally, actually, 
officials also mentioned the term "entirely", “Israeli 
forces entirely to be moved out of Lebanon." 


Can you refresh my mind as to where really 
is it mentioned that Israeli forces would entirely 
leave Lebanon? I understand that the Syrian objection 
is precisely because the agreement does not call for 
the entire removal, or the entire Israeli forces from 
South Lebanon, from Lebanon. 


A I spent, I guess, twenty hours with 
Foreign Minister Khaddam and various of his cohorts 
in the Government of Syria, discussing the legal 
interstices of the May 17th agreement, and at the end 
of the day, I think it is clear to anyone who objectively 
reads the May 17th agreement, that it does call for the 
removal of all Israeli forces. There are no residual 
Israeli forces called for under that agreement, and 
the only Israelis who would be on the ground at all 
in an interim role after the full withdrawal of Israeli 
forces would be a few members of the Israeli Defense 
Force armed with side weapons under the command of 
Lebanese officers to assure that the security arrange- 
ments were in fact in place, and there would be no 
more than a couple dozen at any time. 


That is certainly not an Israeli force, and 
in my view is not a residual presence. 


Q Once you get the neutral observer issue 
established, could you go over, just briefly, what other 
steps would then follow leading to a national reconcilia- 
tion in the new government and an open withdrawal of 
foreign forces? 
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a The cease-fire agreement, as approved by 
all the parties, as I said, has three basic elements, and 
the first is the institution of a cease-fire throughout 
the country, and there is the question of what observers 
are brought in to do that. Then the non-combatants would 
be allowed to move through-out the country freely to 
return to their homes, and relief operations would con- 
tinue unimpeded. 


The second point in the agreement is, as I men- 
tioned, the convening of the military committee to discuss 
security arrangements in the mountain areas. 


The third major point in the agreement is the 
calling together of a national political dialogue among the 
national salvation front, the Amal, the Lebanese forces, 
certain identified elder statesmen, if you will, of 
Lebanon, and chaired by the President of Lebanon, who 
would bring with him a delegation from the Government. 

That would address the broader questions of the political 
future of Lebanon. They would be joined by representatives 
of Syria and Saudi Arabia in that conclave. 


So, you have the near-term cease-fire, you have 
nearer-term -- middle-term, if you will -- military arrange- 
ments for the area where most of the fighting raged, and 
then you have a broad political dialogue to hopefully 
set the course for the country in the future. 


Now, I wouldn't think that the question of 
focussing on removal of foreign forces must await the con- 
clusion of all of those three efforts that have been begun 
by the cease-fire agreement, and I would hope that we can 
consider the question of removal of foreign forces con- 
currently with maybe points two and three of that 
agreement. 


9) There is one point which is not clear to 


us here. Probably you can enlighten us on it. 


The question of national dialocue, will it be 
Carried out separately by calling all the partners to 
negotiate either in or out of Lebanon with inviting 
Syria and Saudi Arabia as observers? Or can it be as 
some in the Lebanese Government are interoreting it? 
They can form a national coalition government of all 
the various voartners and the effective leaders of these 
partners, and discuss the national reconciliation 
within the scope, the framework, of the Lebanese Govern- 
ment, that way circumventing Syrian presence. 


Now, your interpretation of it, would that 
be acceptable to the U.S. first, and, second, wouldn't 
that create another Svrian veto again, their being 
kept out? 
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A The cease-fire agreement, announced by 
the President of Lebanon, says specifically that the 
President of the Republic calls an urgent and compre- 
hensive meeting to begin the national dialogue immedi- 
ately. The meeting brings together -- and it lists 
those people. Then it says, "The President is pleased 
to welcome the attendance of a delegate from paternal 
Saudi Arabia and from paternal Syria. 


Q Is there an agreement where they are going 
to meet? 


A The question of the place of meeting for 
this group is still an open question which is being 
addressed by the parties. But to answer your question, 
this is an agreement to which the President of Lebanon 
has put him stamp, and I would think that the question 
of the formation of a new government of Lebanon may be 
considered in the context of this meeting, it may be 
considered separately, but I don't think it would be 
simply a substitute for this agreement. I would think 
that they would have to go forward with at least a meeting 
Or two to have this political dialogue to which they 
have agreed. 


Now, on the broader question, it has been made 
clear to us by the government of Lebanon that President 
Gemayel is very serious about reaching out as broadly 
as possible, both to energize a real searching debate 
among the Lebanese body politic about how the future is 
to be structured, power-shring, et cetera, looking 
broadly at how that is going to be done, as well as to 
reach out and broaden his cabinet and his government 
to be as reflective as possible of views across 
political and confessional lines within the country. 


(MORE ) 








Q Mr. Ambassador, how far do you think Gemayel 
3 willing to go? And assuming that he is very con- 
cllatory, what is your estimate of how far his father and 
Other members of the Phalange side are willing to let him 
go? 


A I think the President is very much an inde- 
pendent actor. I don't think that he is a creature of his 
own background. I don't think that he views his role as 
President of Lebanon simply as a representative of the 
Phalange. I think he has a very broad view of how Lebanon 
must function in the future as the complex state it is. I 
think he is very realistic about it, and I think that that 
is one reason why he has received support from across com- 
munal lines, because they see him as a man who is seeking a 
broad vision for the future of his country. 


And United States support, as we have made it 
clear, is not for just a Christian government or a Maronite 
government or a Phalange government; it is for a government 
truly representative of all of Lebanon. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, how come we are faced now 
with a problem of who the neutral observers might be? 
ldn't that have been part of the negotiatins? It seems 
rising that having achieved the ceasefire, it would have 
been an element that would have beden under discussion. For 
there to be a sudden problem now is something of a puzzle. 
I wonder if you can deal with that, please? 


A Well, the most important thing that we were 
dealing with was that there were many people dying; there 
was a very dangerous situation; it was very difficult to 
live in Beirut, as I can attest, for those many weeks; and 
the primary desire was to get the fighting stopped and to 
get political conversations going. And the question of who 
those neutral observers would be was something that arose 
late in the game as a potential stumbling block. And rather 
than wait two or three days or a week or some indefinite 
period to wrestle that question to the ground prior to 
achieving a ceasefire, we thought that it was certainly much 
better to go ahead and get the killing stopped; and to talk 
about that and other remaining open issues in a period when 
at least the guns were no longer firing and people weren't 
falling over with mortal wounds. 


Q To just follow up, during that time when the 
issue came up and the focus was on getting the killing 
stopped, as you cay, what were the Syrians defining or 
o**ering as their definition of what a neutral observer 
if t be? Had they, in those private talks, already ruled 
Ou. the UN? 
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A I don't recall the exact sequence. Things 
were fairly hectic there towards the end, as you can ima- 
gine. I think the first that I heard a problem with the UN 
was cast by the Syrians in terms of not wanting to have a 
permanent UN partition of the country ala Cyprus or 
something like that. And in their mind the UN had the con- 
notation of permanence. 


Now, we of course have no problems with that 
because the last thing that we would want, in terms of 
policy, is the partition of Lebanon because we are for, as 
you konw, the territorial integrity and sovereignity 
throughout the territory. And so we have been trying to 
work with the Syrians and work with others who are also in 
touch with the Syrians to indicate that there is no question 
in our mind as to permanence. 


And then we have had the question of certain ele- 
ments of the UN forces not being neutral: either, broadly 
construed, the Gang of Four in the multinational force, or | 
Americans and French because of military or air bombardments 
during the fighting, etc. And we don't agree and will not 
ever accept the position that the UN force or our or the 
French or the Italian or anybody else's contribution to it 
would not be neutral because, obviously, the position that 
we have been taking in Lebanon we do not believe to be 
partisan. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, reading the testimony made by 
the officials of this Administration -- 


a Reading the what? I am sorry. 

Q Reading the testimony -- 

f The testimony? 

Q -- the testimony in front of the different 


committees of the Congress during the last seven or ten days 
gives the impression that Egypt and Jordan played a part in 
the developments in Lebanon which may be equal to the part 
played by the Saudis. Do you have any comment on that? 


a Well, you have me at a disadvantage because I 
haven't been in town over the last seven to ten days and I 
haven't gone back and read the testimony of various 
Administration officials. But I will say that during the 
course of the last two and one-half months when Ambassador 
McFarlane and I hae been jetting around the Middle East, we 





ee 











C-3 


have certainly been both to Egypt and to Jordan, and I think 
it is clearly true that both officials of the Egyptian 
government -- I believe it is true, I should say -- that 
officials of the Egyptian Government and officials of the 
Ishmaelite Kingdom of Jordan have been in touch with the 
Syrians; and, from what they have told us, I would think 
that those moves by those two governments would have been 
helpful in reenforcing the kinds of positions that we were 
taking, the Saudis were taking, and others who wanted to see 
an end to the fighting and a beginning of a political dialo- 
gue instead. 


So, certainly we were not trying to be exclusive, 
and we encouraged everyone to do what they could to bring 
the same message to bear on all the partites. 


Q Is there any idea that they participate -- I 
mean Egypt and Jordan -- in sort of a peace-keeping force in 
Lebanon, a Middle East peace-keeping force in Lebanon? 


A I have not heard serious consideration of 
that. There have been a couple of casual comments but 
nothing that anyone has focused on with great specificity. 


Q -- under Point Two? 


A It is not anything that is even mentioned in 
the agreement itself as the final draft emerged. In earlier 
drafts of the agreement there was specific mention of some 
kind of an international presence, but now it is left to the 
discussions among those Lebanese parties. Whatever those 
parties deem to be necessary and appropriate, they would 
then have to come or the Government would have to come anj 
say that this group has decided that it wants international 
helo from X, Y, or Z. 


Q In these recent discussions that you had with 
the Syrians did the future of the Golan Heights come up? 


a As I recall, the only time it came up was in 
an initial conversation when we stated the overview of the 
United States position in the Middle East... We have never 
had, to my knowledge, a detailed and specific conversation 
with the Syrians on this subject during this mission. 


MODERATOR: I think we will probably have time for 
about two more. 
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Q Mr. Ambassador, what about the Palestinian 
fighters who have been up in the Shuf fighting? People here 
made a great deal aout them being up there fighting as 
proxies for the Syrians. They are obviously not par- 
ticipants in any of this political settlement. What happens 
to them? Who polices them? Who controls them? And how 
aware are you that they will just be tempted to wreck the 
whole thing? 


A Well, as far as who polices and controls 
them, in the near term the ceasefire observers would hope- 
fully report any ceasefire violations by anyone, whether 
they are one of the named parties in the agreement or anyone 
else who is out there stirring up trouble. 


The policing function, I think it is fairly clear 
that the PLO can act only with the acquiescence of those 
from whose territory they operate, whether it is the 
sovereign territory of Syria or the parts of Lebanon under 
Syrian occupation. And I think that the potential for them 
causing trouble or causing the ceasefire to break down would 
not be a testimony to the independence of their character 
and abilities, but rather the fact that someone else would 
have had to at least given the green light in order for them 
to perform that role. 


Q You are counting on Syria to make sure that 
the Palestinians do not misbehave? 


A I think I will just leave it there. 
MODERATOR: Thank you. 


oy We have one gentleman back here, and to be 
fair -- 


Q What do you think the chances are of the 
various private militas -- the Lebanese forces, the Amal, 
and Morbatone (?) and Druze being disarmed? & 


oy Well, I think the first order of business, as 
far as disarming the militas, wil be under this Group No. 2 
of the agreement that we mentioned in the mountain aras, and 
that specifially is certain elements of Amal and the PSP 
Druze militia and the Lebanese forces Christian militia. 
And from there, the disarming of the rest is obviously a high 
item on the agenda of the Government of Lebanon, but I would 
think that would be part of the overall political recon- 
ciliation of the country. 





Thank you. 


Excuse me. One more. 





Q Has there been any communiction, direct or 
indirect, by our government with the Soviets in terms of the 
Lebanese situation and the ceasefire? 


(Briefing concluded at 3:02 p.m.) 
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MS. SMALL: I just wanted to thank you all for coming. 
I want to thank you all for coming. I want to apologize for earlier 
having to change the time, but this happens to us a lot. We have to 
sort of go with the flow of people's schedules. Anyway, this will 
be a session on background with comments attributed to an 
Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the State Department 
I was a High Administration official. At the White House, I am 
a Low Administration Official. 


MS. SMALL: High Administration Official, okay. 


sssesseeeeess, Why don't you fill us in for a few minutes, 
give us some comments, and we will open it up to questions. As you can 
see, we are making a transcript, but since it's late in the day, I 

think it would be most convenient for the stenos to type that up later on 
tonight and we'll have it for you the first thing in the morning in Room 


45, with a list, if you all want to pick it up. 
It's all yours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, ladies and 


gentlemen. We have with us today -- I amiiiiisiissiiiniiniiiiiiin, mot 


BESESESISSESESES SSS SSSSSS SISSIES SSeS eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeser err es esse both of whom were part of 


our mission at various times, although not at the most exciting times. 


I have just come from doing a similar session with the 
State Department Press Corps, and I found it more efficient, rather 
than to make some long or even short opening remarks, to just 
respond to your questions. I will add, since I have only been back 
from Lebanon for about 40 hours, I am not very up-to-date on the domestic 
political side of things. I noticed what the vote was. But I would be 
in a better position toaddress the questions about what is happening 
there. With that, i will turn it over to you. 


Q Was the offer of the Lebanese Cabinet to 
resign part of the cease-fire deal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 
Although I notice that everyone took that in the way in which 
Ambassador McFarlane has assured me it was intended, and that was a 
gesture of the bona fides of President Gemayel to show that he is 
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really concerned and honestly seeking a wider, broader-based, stronger 
government. And so I think it's a constructive move if taken in 

that context. But it was not part of either the language of the 
agreement itself or any side understanding. 


Q What have we promised the Syrians in the way 
of their role in Lebanon, and the role of our attitude towards other 
subjects of interest, like the role on the Palestinian question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had general 
conversations during the course of our travels out there over the 
last couple of months with the Syrians in which we laid out the bases of 
American policy in the Middle East; publicly, most specifically, 
the President's September 1 statement of last year. 


With regard to Lebanon itself, we have only said 
that we recognize the historic and practical reality that they have 
legitimate interests in what goes on in Lebanon. And we have made 
no private understandings, agreements, nods, winks or shakes of the 
head to them in addition to that. 


Q What do we mean by their legitimate interests in 
Lebanon? What are those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have not 
defined them further than that phrase, rather Delphic though it may be. 


Q Do we have in mind a confessional reapportionment 
that would seem workable, or does anybody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We are certainly 
not -- having spent now two months in Lebanon, I am fully apprised 
of the fact that I am about as far away from an expert on the interstices 
of Lebanon policy as exists. In addition, I don't know anyone in our 
government who would claim to be an authority on that subject because 
it clearly is one of the most complex of any country I have seen. 
Therefore, we don't see our role as telling the Lebanese, or making deals 
with non-Lebanese or whatever, as to a particular confessional balance 
in their Cabinet. And I would expect that the power sharing that they 
work their way through to be one of the major topics of conversation 
at this political conciliation enclave that was created under the terms 
of the agreement. 


Q Were there agreement and were there reapportionment 
that was satisfactory to all the players, all the Lebanese, 
would Assad then cooperate with us, with them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the fact that 
all parties agreed to move from the battlefield to the realm of 
political conversation and negotiation speaks better for Syrian 
intentions and the intentions of all parties than anything else. 
And so I cannot tell you what is going on inside the mind of President 
Assad, but I think we are all encouraged by the fact that the 
cease-fire both went into effect and has been holding reasonably 
well, even though we don't yet have the cease-fire observers on the scene. 


oo Q How important is the neutral observer to the 
continuing process and what is the most promising thing you can say 


about the makeup of that force? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ideal circumstance 
would have been to have the neutral observers, as it's put in our 
agreement, come into the confrontation lines contemporaneous with the 
start of the cease-fire. Obviously that wasn't possible. But it was 
our judgment that rather than trying to dot all the i's and cross all 
of the t's in those long, endless -- seemingly endless, from our point 
of view -- negotiations leading up to the cease-fire, that once we got 
the agreement on the cease-fire, we'd better go ahead and take it and 
stop the shooting, and knowing there were quite a few loose ends still 
to be tied up. The identity of the cease-fire observers is one of those 
loose ends. 


Now, the fact that the cease-fire has now held for 
three days without them does indicate that it's the intention of the 
parties as the most important, not 50, or 100, or 200, or whatever number 
of fellows actually standing there. That is not to say we don't want 
them to come; we do. 


Second, let me address kind of a sub-point I think 
in your question. There are two kinds of potential international roles 
we are talking about in Lebanon under the terms of this agreement. 
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One is on the first point in the agreement, that is, the 
cease-fire along all axes throughout the country itself, those cease- 
fire observers. The other is under Point 2 of the agreement, which 
talks about the committee that will be formed, to talk about stability 
and security in the mountain areas where the fighting took place and 
the outlying Shouf districts. In an initial draft of the potential 
agreement, that made explicit reference in Point 2 to the international 
forces accompanying Lebanese forces in that area. 


The final draft doesn't refer to it, but the committee, 
which is now meeting -- that security committee is meeting in Shuwelfat, 
which is a Beirut suburb -- may well come up with something that con- 
templates other international forces. But I think we ought to be clear 
that those are not the cease-fire observers talked about in Point l. 


Q What is the most promising element that is developed 
in the discussion about how that group in Point 1 might be made up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the fact that 
we are still talking about it is the most encouraging. I mean our 
multinational force partners, I am advised, have been talking to the 
Foreign Minister of Syria. The Secretary of State, Ambassador Murphy and 
I will be meeting with Minister Khadbam tomorrow. Prince Bandar, I 
think, is probably going to go up tonight or tomorrow. So everyone 
is still talking about the best kinds of ways we can work that out. 


In addition, we spoke with Bud McFarlane on the phone. 
He is talking to Gemayel. Everyone is coming up with various ways 
of handling it. We still think the easiest, simplest, cleanest, neatest 
way to do it would be the United Nations Treaty observers who are 
there, they're trained- and know how to do that kind of job. 


Q Is there any alternative to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are potential 
alternatives, yes. 


Q Which are? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would rather not go into 
them right now. 


Q You refer to them as loose ends? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the loose ends -- 
we have some bigger loose ends than that in my view. Sure, that is a 
loose end. But as I said, the fact the cease-fire is holding is testi- 
mony to the fact that it's not a big loose end. We also have a loose 
end of where the first meeting of the Political Accommodation Com- 
mittee is going to be held. We have the loose end of the actual 
details of what the security agreement in the Shouf is going to look 
like. So these things are not self-defining. But it did provide a 
framework for everyone to agree to stop shooting and start talking. 
That is the basic success I think was achieved. 


Q What are some of the other possibilities besides 
a U.N. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let the record show 
we have driven Mr. Evans from the room. 


Q I'm coming back. (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 














Q What are some of the other possibilities besides a 
U.N. observer team? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I recognize we 
are on background, but I don't think it would be helpful to speculate 
about it because those would involve discussions of particular coun- 
tries or ad hoc arrangements which we are not even in the process of 
talking to the countries about. So I just would rather not speculate 


about it. 


Q Did you put the question of the U.N. force to 
Assad? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we? 


Q Yes. Did anybody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that it arose in 


conversations between Ambassador McFarlane and Khadbam, is my recol- 


lection, prior to the agreement on the cease-fire. And I think that is 


the only explicit conversation we have had about it. 
Q What was their reaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I recall, their 
reaction was that in their mind the institution of U.N. observers 
into a circumstance like this tended to lead to a permanent situa- 
tion of partition, or quasi-permanent one, a la Cypress, and since 
Syria was not in favor of partition, they didn't want the U.N. 

Now that to me sounds like a rationalization because the historic 
facts don't bear that out. But as I recall, that was their major 
rational. 


Q What is their angle, do you suspect, Khadbam or Assad? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we could specu- 


late about it. My speculation would be that they would probably prefer 


non-American, French, Italian and British inviduals involved in this 
because of our involvement in the MNF. That might be one of their 
motivations. That is pure speculation. They didn't say it that way. 
But I don't know that is the case. 


Q Damascus isn't proposing to do the job? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no. Oh, no. They 
are talking about other neutral acceptable possibilities, other countries, 
which would be recognized neutral, not under the U.N. umbrella, although 
there was even some speculation earlier that a U.N. force, if the 
participants were drawn from neutral “countries”, might also be 
successful. But as I say, those are very tentative things. We 
haven't had any real negotiation about that. 


Q How big a force are we talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No one has ever put 
quite a definitive number on it. It's not that large a confrontation 
line that they have to police. We are not talking about running around 
through the whole Shouf. I think the U.N. itself was thinking in terms 
of something like between 50 and 150. 


Q How many? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between 50 and 150, the 
U.N. was thinking of. Whether that is the right number, I can't tell 
you. But certainly it would be no more than a couple hundred people, 
I wouldn't think. 


Q And the second phase would involve whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The second phase doesn't 
necessarily involve any international presence. But if these four 
parties that are being brought together in the second phase of the 
agreement were to make the recommendation that they would like, and the 
government of Lebanon would then request, some international presence, 
they might request anything. They might request UNIFIL to move up in 
the South. They might request individual countries ad hoc to come 
in. They might request the multinational force. We just don't know 
what is going to arise out of those conversations that are going 
forward now. 


Q But the multilateral force will stay as a multilateral 
force while this whole process is underway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry, I missed 
the first half. 


Q The multilateral force -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Multinational force. 


Q The multinational force will stay on its present 
basis all through this process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The multinational 
force will stay as long as we agree to keep our troops there, and we 
have just been through the Congressional exercise, and as long as the 
Governmnet of Lebanon maintains its request. We are there at the 
request of the Government of Lebanon, not by our own unilateral 
judgment. For example, when the Government of Lebanon went to the 
United Nations about ten days ago and asked for removal of all 
foreign forces, they were careful to say all foreign forces not 
invited by the Government of Lebanon; because this is a force that as of 
right now they want there to help their peace and stability in the 
Beirut area. 








Q Dick, was there any discussion or even commitment 
to any change inthe power structure of the Government as a condition 
of the cease-fire? In other words, was there any assurance given 
in order to get the cease-fire through the Moslem elements, that 
there would be definitely a change to their advantage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there wasn't. 
But to be fair, the present government, as all Lebanese governments, 
have had Moslem ministers in it. The Prime Minister, of course, 
was a Sunni. There is another Sunni in the Cabinet. There was 
a Druze in the Cabinet, although he resigned at Jumblatt's request. 
The confessional element has always been there. 


I now think everyone expects that as a result of the 
political conversations that will begin as a result of this 
agreement that there will be changes and a broader Cabinet brought in. 
But there is no specific agreement to that. 


Q I hate to keep pushing on this, but it is crucial 
Do we have any desires as to what emerges, the structure or shape of 
what emerges? Is it possible, for example, that the Presidency would 
go to someone other than a Maronite? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's certainly 
possible. I would think that would be a very unlikely result. I 
have never heard any of the basic players challenge the legitimacy 
of Amin Gemayel, himself, recently, let alone the question of whether 
the chief of state should be a Maronite. So I would think the whole 
Lebanese political equation is open for discussion. But I would 
personally be very surprised to see a change from the Maronite 
presidency. 


Q When you say that Syria has a legitimate interest 
there, and when you say they are not interesetd in the partition, that 
leads to the conclusion that they are interested in some sort of 
a proxy government. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one man's proxy 
government is another man's friendly government. 


Q Pardon me? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One man's proxy 
government is another man's friendly government. And I suppose where 
you draw the line in there as to who is friendly with whom, certainly 
Lebanon is a relatively small state in terms of population. 
Ninety-five percent of its border is with Syria and five percent of 
its border is with Israel, and it does not have any borders with 
anybody else. So as a matter of both historical reality and of 
pragmatic reality, I think that any government of Lebanon is going to 
have to have a balancing act between looking south, looking east, and 
looking out across the water. I think that that range of forces, 
together with the complex internal situation, will determine where 
they go in the future. 


Q You said you never heard any of the major players 
question the legitimacy of Gemayel's Presidency. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Recently. 


Q What does “recently” mean, and does that include 
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our side, and did you ever hear Assad assert legitimacy for Gemayel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I never heard 

Assad assert legitimacy, but I did early in my discussions with 
Khadbam hear him say that we are not questioning the legitimacy of 

the present government. Now, for a while there, in the early s.ages 

of the war, the Syrian media was starting to make attacks on the legitimacy 
of the government itself. But, again, toward the end, those statements, 
both public and private, dropped off. And I think they were reminded 
of the fact that when Amin Gemayel became President, that the Syrians 
and the Palestinians, for that matter, in addition to the Lebanese 
elements, all said: This is a reasonable choice because he has always 
professed the vision of a broadly-united Lebanon. And that, I think, 
is important in recognizing our support for what he is trying to 


do. 


We are not, as the United States Government, supporting 
Amin Gemayel as an individual. We are not supporting him as a 
Christian, a Maronite, or a Phalangist. But he has indicated by his 
rhetoric, and by his actions, a sensitivity to the reality of Lebanon, 
that it's going to take a broad outreach and a broadly-representative 
government and one that captures the Shia and the Sunni and the Druze, 
and all the Christian elements, and tries to bring them together. That, 
I believe, is what he is about, and that is what we support as a matter 


of policy. 
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Q otis, in the view of this government, do 


the Israelis have an interest, legitimate or otherwise, in the continuance 
of the Gemayel Government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do they have an interest? 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you mean that? 


Q They put Gemayel's brother into the Presidency 
Originally and he was assassinated, as you remember, and Amin was substitutec 
They were in occupation of much of the country. In that sense, do they 
heve a legitimate continuing interest in the form of that government ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that Israel 
certainly has a legitimate interest, which we have recognized 
publicly in our policy, as to the security of their northern border, 
and certainly I think any Lebanese government would be on shakier 
ground if they were hostile and antagonistic either toward Israel 
or toward Syria because those are the only two neighbors. 


Q Is the Israeli interest being reflected in our -- 
are we a representative of that interest in these discussions? 


P SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. As a matter of 
act -- . 


Q Whose? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that there 
are forces within the Lebanese body politic who have interests or who have 
ties with israel, which are stronger than their ties with Syria, and 
vice versa. You look down the list of the people who are to attend the 
political reconciliation meeting, it is certainly clear, to take an 
individual, Kamil Shamoune I would think would feel wuch closer to 
Israel than he would to Syria. I would suppose exactly the opposite 
would be true of Suleiman Franjieh. Those are both Christians. So 
it is not something that is confessional. It is something that is 
kind of personal and political. 


Q Let me ask you a sort of a general question, I 
guess, bothering a lot of people. As I recollect it, the resolution 
passed by the House and the Senate says that it is an essential interest 
of American policy to maintain the wmiity of Lebanon. But this agreement 
looks like an agreement for a cease-fire whereby the Syrians can slowly 
pick to pieces the present Government of Lebanon. Don't you sense 
any tension at all between the agreement you just made and the agreement 
that the Senate and House have just supported? Aren't they really 
wildly at odds? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would certainly hope 
not. 


Q What is the line of continuous logic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. The policy we 
have for Lebanon is not that Lebanon must be an ally of the United 
States. We are for an independent Lebanon, one that is sovereign 
over all its territory, and one that has achieved the removal of all 
foreign forces, which is the other half of the coin of sovereignty. 
The strength of Lebanon to us is that it is the only Parliamentary 
democracy that is really a functioning parlimentary democracy in the 
Arab world. And we would hope that as a result of the cease-fire 
and the political accommodation discussions, they then would be in a 
position to move on to new elections, to revitalize their legitimacy, 
their democratic base, because obviously they haven't been able to 
have an election for some ten years now because of their civil war 
and then the occupation of foreign forces. So our position is that 
whatever the Lebanese body politics in a democratic way produce, that 
that is fine with us. We aren't interfering with the domestic concerns 
of Lebanon. 


We are just trying to make sure others don't as well and 
that Lebanon has a chance to be Lebanon, because its traditional politi- 
cal system and its function as an economic and a societal, in some 
ways, bridge between the Arab world and the West we feel is a very 
healthy and important one and one that is very important to our 
interests. In addition, the conflict in Lebanon, starting really from 
when the Palestinians came in after they left Jordan, has made it a kind 
of microcosm of the Palestinian problem. And a solution in Lebanon 
in many ways now lies athwart our attempts to address the Palestinian 
questions in all its dimensions, as it says in the Camp David Accords. 


We would like to solve that problem both intrinsically 
for its own merits and also to give us momentum to readdress the 
broader question in terms of the President's September 1 initiative. 


Q Another question. In your mind, is it possible 
for Gemayel to assert his government's authority against the Phalangist 
militia? If that is not done, doesn't that in effect mean you are 
not going to really move towards the very objectives you defined? 
In other words, he has to come to that confrontation and he has 
to be able to see it through, if what you are talking about is to come 
about. Is that not true? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's a very cen- 
tral question. And I think it's broader than just the Lebanese forces 
or Phalange militia. I think it goes to all the militia in the country. 


Q But it's against the Phalange militia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because it's’ there, 
I understand. But if you look at what has happened there over the last 
five months, you really have the development of a Lebanese Army, Lebanese 
Armed Forces, which is unique in the modern history of Lebanon. It is 
an effective, multiconfessional fighting force. It is quite reflective 
of the complexities of Lebanese society itself. It is about 60 percent 
Moslim and 40 percent Christian. It is about 40 percent Shia. It 
has Druze officers trickled around through it. It has Shia, it's got 
Sunni, it's got Maronites, Greek Catholics and Greek Orthodox, and all of 
those things. It is a very confessionally balanced army. It held under 
some very difficult street fighting conditions in downtown Beirut prior 
to the Israeli withdrawal from the Shouf. 


It held together under very fierce battlefield conditions, 
heavy artillery, et cetera, in these battles around the perimeter of 
the next couple of weeks of fighting. It is one of the institutions 
on which the government, whatever government, is going to have to build 
itself. Now the intention of the government is, after they have the 
political process going their way and as they start getting the removal 
of foreign forces, to disarm all of the militias: The Druzes militias, 
the Sunni, the Shia, and the Christian, and yes, President Gemayel is 
acutely aware of the situation of the Christian militias. I believe 
he has already had conversations about the importance of the Christians, 
having that militia cease to be, and having only military control with 
the government forces. And I think the Christians recognize that. 

And it's kind of a question of well, you disarm first; no, you disarm 
first. The only way it's going to work is if they probably do it 
all together. 


Q But that was never true before '73 -- 
excuse me, before '75. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: '75. 


Q It would be wonderful, of course, if it would happen. 
But is that remotely realistic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is. I think 
it is remotely realistic, and better than remotely, because in our 
conversations with Lebanese from across the spectrum, whether you 
talk to the Jumblatts and the Nabih Berris, or whether you talk to 
Fhadi Fremm and Pierre Gemayel, or whether you talk to the Sahba 
Salams and the kind of establisment Moslims have in Beirut, everybody 
has a feeling within the Lebanese body politic that this may well be 
the last chance for an integral Lebanon to seize the moment and pull 
itself together. If they miss this moment, they may well fractional- 
ize, departition, and the chance for a national consensus would be lost. 


And I think that that is very much on the minds of the 
political leaders, left to right wing on the spectrum, and across their 
religious divisions. 


Q People don't behave that way, though, especially if 


it's the last chance. There is too much to gamble to give up your 
arms. But in any case -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are not going to 
give up their arms first. I am not suggesting that. That would be the 
end of the process if the political process works. It is not going to 


be the beginning of it. 


Q One week ago, or about, when the President gave his 
interview in Newsweek, one got the impression that the way the President 
saw this problem was that the Syrians backed by the Soviets were trying 
to drive the multinational force out and topple the Gemayel government 
and essentially take over the country. Now, in one week, that intention 
of Syria has not vanished, has it? Do you think it has been thwarted? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it has been 
largely thwarted because they found that as a function of the resolve of 
the Western partners in the multinational force in general, and of the 
United States in particular, that furthter advances in a military way 
were going to be quite costly, and I think that the Druze themselves, 
who were certainly not doing all the fighting but were doing a signifi- 
cant part of the dying up there in the Shouf, felt that they had accom- 
plished everything that they needed to accomplish. And I think that 
the solidity shown and the way in which the Lebanese Armed Forces 
hung together surprised a lot of people. So I think a combination of 
all of those things changed the calculus as to what was and ought to be 
achievable militarily and what might be achievable politically. 
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Now, someone keeps pointing out that we have sold out 
the future to a Syrian-dominated government. And there is certainly 
a chance that the political conversations, which hopefully will 
get under way shortly, might result in a political mix in the 
country which is highly favorable to Syria and perhaps very unfavorable 
to us, or very unfavorable to the Israelis, or something we don't 
like at all. But that is certainly the chance you take. And I think 
our belief is if we can get a functioning democracy in Lebanon, we 
can live with whatever that result is. 


Q When all of these parties make their calculations, 
they presumably make them looking over their own shoulders and looking 
at what kind of power relationships in the region will prevail after 
this thing is all over. If the Syrians were there in force with 40,000 
troops, is that not likely to be the reality when it's all over with, 
and do they know that we'll be there? You know, do we know that 
there will be anybody to resist the Syrians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
action of the Congress sends an important signal. And I think an 
18-month extension and not an absolute limit, I think the way that 
this thing is worked out, indicates that the type of American resolve 
that Bud McFarlane has been talking about in his conversations with 
the Syrians, and I have, that we have talked about with the folks in 
Lebanon, with the Saudis, et cetera, that we are not going to have 
the attention span of a butterfly, as one Syrian once put it, and that 
we have an intention to seethis thing through in such a way that the 
governmental institutions and the constitutional system of Lebanon is 
preserved. I think that is an important part of the mix. So I think 
that you have a commitment on behalf of the Lebanese government, a 
commitment on behalf of a large spectrum, if not the entire spectrum, 
of the Lebanese body politic, and I think that is going to be a 
sufficient counterweight to anyone else's desires. 


Now, that may mean that I am a fuzzy~-headed ovtimist, 
but having just been pounded by artillery for a couple of weeks, I 
don't feel totally, strangely, optimistic. I think it is possible. 
There are no guarantees. I can't tell you things are going to be 
sunny a month from now for sure. 


0] We will see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we will certainly 
see. The facts will tell. But I cannot see a better way of moving 
forward than trying the political conversations and seeing where they lead. 


Q Back to Tom Drackey's question. He keeps talking 
about withdrawal of forces. His question presupposed the possibility 
that the forces are not going to be withdrawn. From that I ask this 
question: Is it realistic to think there will be any withdrawal of 
forces untilthe Israeli-Lebanese agreement is ratified in some way; 
that is, of Syrian forces? Is that realistic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I-don't know 
what is realistic yet. What we went out there to start to address, 
when we went out in the end of July, was the removal of foreign forces. 
Now we got a little sidetracked on something called having a 
little internal shooting. But we were just starting to really get our 
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teeth into that issue. And certainly the Syrian position has been 
very clear and very unyielding on that question. But we were having 
conversations with them about it. 


I think there are ways of coming up with an accommodation 
which could be suitable to Israel, to Syria, and to the PLO so 
they all remove themselves. 


Q Give us a little bit of a look at a possible idea 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know how I hate 
to do this. 


Q Try. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, all right. 
Let's just speculate. This is pure speculation. You've got these 
three sets of forces, each one is saying, "We'll get out if the 
other folks get out first, and they don't get anything good out of it." 
That's basically the gridlock at the moment. But one of those 
forces, for example, has a quite different calculus from two of the 
others, and that's the PLO. The PLO has problems with the Syrians. 
The PLO's eyes are not really on Lebanon per se; it's down there on the 
south. They have got their own set of dynamics operating. 


Now, just think of how this gridlock would change if 
next week Yassar Arafat said, "Well, being in Tripoli, Lebanon, 
isn't very close to being in our heartland. We might as well get out of 
here and set up some bases someplace else and continue the struggle ina 
different way." And if they got up and left, that would be a very 
different circumstance for the Israelis, because after all, the Israelis 
didn't go into Lebanon saying: We are going to drive the Syrians 
out of Lebanon. They went into Lebanon saying: We are going to make 
our northern border safe, Operation Peace for Galilee, and knock the 
PLO. If the PLO left, then the Israeli situation would be different. 
That is one speculation. Now there are a lot of other things that 
one can think of which would change this mix. The present mix looks 
like gridlock, but then the present mix looked like gridlock on the 
cease-fire two weeks before it happened. 
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Q You are saying the Syrians, yes, could be pulled 
into a withdrawal agreement with the existing Israel-Lebanese agree- 


ment intact? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is possible 
to conceive of such a result. 


Q You can conceive of that, especially if you con- 
ceive of the Palestinians deciding they are not close enough to where 
they wish to be and then finding another place. I must be very dense 
on this, but where in the hell could they possibly go? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Brooklyn. (Laughter) 
Q Okay, that one I buy. (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are possibilities 
along that. And there have been some conversations among the Arabs 
about that specifically. You could have asked the same question a 
little over a year ago when the question was they've got to get out 
of Beirut and where are they going to go. Everybody said, geeze, where 
are they going to go? They went out of Beirut and they went to places. 


Q Back to Amman. No, that's not right. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are places. 


Q If the cease-fire breaks down, what would be the 
military situation? And did the Syrians drop into the cease-fire to 
bring back the munitions and guns and everything or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Syrians have 
lots and lots of weapons available in very close order to Safar and the 
close-in fighting areas. They also have lots of fresh troops they 
could bring in with a variety of covering uniforms. 


So a pause in the fighting, while it would certainly 
permit Syrians and their surrogates to resupply, I think would probably 
be more beneficial to the troops of the government of Lebanon because 
here they were in their tiny little enclave with the airport closed 
and getting pounded every day, as well as the civilians and a few American 
diplomatic personnel also getting pounded. So I think that from just 
a balance of forces situation that the cease-fire would probably be 
of more benefit to the Lebanese government. 


Q Is it your thought that the U. S. diplomats, 
including yourself, will have to be closely engaged in the reconcilia- 
tion search for as long as it takes, indefinitely? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would hope not. The 
reconciliation, as I say, the internal Lebanese reconciliation, is not 
something in which we are directly involved. There is no American 
delegate in this strange group. It is a purely intra-Arab matter. 
There are all the factions within Lebanon, or many of the factions, 

I should say, within Lebanon. There is a representative from fraternal 
Saudi Arabia and fraternal Syria, as it says in the agreement. There 
are no Americans there. So we are not going to be playing directly 

in that game. 
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Q Will we not be playing indirectly? We have been 
a principle supporting supplier, have we not, of the Lebanese government, 
the Lebanese Army? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are right now, without 
question. And certainly we will be in there, in the area, and be dealing 
with this problem. We will not be dealing directly with the reconcil- 
iation problem. If some government comes out of all of this which is 
unacceptable to us, then presumably we w:1l no longer be a major supplier 
or trainer of the Lebanese Army or have large economic programs or what 
have you. But as long as it is something from within the constitutional 
system of Lebanon, as I say, we are not going to challenge its 
legitimacy. 


Q Could you imagine a situation where the Lebanese 
government might want to test the level of suppcrt it is getting from us 
or a situation where the other parties to tne Lebanese government would 
expect us, call upon us to allow it not to stand in the way of the 
agreement and supporting Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can think of a lot 
of hypothetical circumstances that are going to putus into some tough 
decisions. But I don't think it is useful to come down with any defini- 
tive answers on all of the things that might happen in the future. 


Q But I am trying to see the conditions under which 
we would not be a major part of that negotiation. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see any 
circumstance where we will be a major part of the negotiation. I 
mean we are not going to sit there and have a secret note passed to us 
by the government of Lebanon: Do you agree Citizen X can be Prime 
Minister; or do you agree we can balance the Telecommunications 
Ministry with the Ministry of Posts this way? I mean that is not our 


concern. 


MS. SMALL: Just one more question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I can just add, 
though, you have answered your own question. We don't have 
an interest in putting ourselves in the position within these negotiations 
where we can be played off one part against the other. If there is one 
thing that endures in Lebanon, it is a characteristic tendency to 
try and do that with outsiders. That is why what we have tried to 
do is create a context where they could talk and reconcile the differences 
without being able to exploit outsiders in the way that you have described. 


MS. SMALL: One last question. 
Q What kind of odds would you give all this working? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a good 
speculation, but I would say that the achievement of a cease-fire was 
very encouraging to me because it, as I think I began by saying, could 
only come about if the various forces believe that political and diplomatic 
conversations were better than trying to alter factions on the ground 
through military means. So I think that is a very promising sign. 
I think we are very encouraged by that. 


Now whether the chances of political reconciliation working 
are 10 percent or 90 percent, I cannot tell you. But as long as 
the Lebanese are given the opportunity for self-determination, 
that is what we will be continuing trying to do, while we assist them. 
There is one thing that we can hold up to the Lebanese, that they 
must come to grips with their problems themselves. They must come to 
grips with their political differences, their religious differences, 
and that is a difficult set of jobs for them to do. Where we 
come in, where our multinational force partners come in, where the Saudis 
come in, is attempting to help them get the removal of foreign forces. 
And that is where we will be putting the majority of our efforts. 


MS. SMALL: Thank you, iiii:IIINiiiiii. Thank you all 
very much for coming. 


END (5:00 P.M. EDT) 
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MR. SIMS: This briefing, for all three of you, will 
be on background attributable to a Senior Administration Official. For 


your information only, Ne iS siiisiesee ieee eee eee e eee esas esstssceeescees 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just run 
briefly through the schedule and then take your questions. 


The President arrives, President Carstens arrives on 
Monday afternoon. The main day in Washington will be Tuesday. He'll 
be meeting with the President in the morning after arrival ceremonies 
here. He will have a state dinner that night. The next day, he 
will have activities, largely on the Hill, where he will address a 
Joint Session of Congress, return dinner in honor of the Vice Presi- 
dent on Wednesday night, departure for Philadelphia on Thursday 
morning, ceremonies in Philadelphia, including a major dinner that 
night hosted by President Carstens. Friday, he departs on a trip 
around the United States ending in New York, I think, on the 14th, when 
he'll depart for Germany. On the way, I think he'll be in Houston, 
Seattle, New Haven, Connecticut, where he attended Yale University 
in the late ‘40s. He will return to his alma mater. 


Foreign Minister Genscher will accompany the President for 
the Washington part of the trip. The Foreign Minister will depart 
back to Germany on Thursday. For the rest of his trip in the United 
states, State Secretary Von Staden, former Ambassador here, will accom- 
‘pany the President, but this will be largely ceremonial. 


So let me take your questions, if you have any. 
Q What is he going to talk about, missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President, the 
Federal President is not constitutionally involved in day-to-day 
management of foreign policy.questions, but the fact that the Foreign 
Minister -- Foreign Minister Genscher's also Vice Chancellor will 
accompany him and will participate in the Oval Office meeting with the 
President means that a full range of U.S.-German questions, not 
bilateral questions, but largely multilateral questions, will be 
discussed, and I'm sure that the INF question will be high on the agenda. 





Other issues, I think, would be the general East-West 
environment following the KAL incident in light of President Andropov's 
statement earlier this week; outlook for the situation in the Middle 
East where the Germans, of course, are very interested, although they're 
not directly involved in the MNF, subjects such as that. 


Q Well, how do things stand now with Germany, with 
deployment coming up in December and no sign of any change in that 
timetable? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Federal Govern- 
ment has made clear that it intends to go ahead with both tracks of the 
1979 decision, that is to say, support of the negotiations in Geneva, but: .. 
if no agreement is reached which would obviate the need for deployment, 
to proceed with deployment. So both tracks are under way as far as the 
Germans are concerned. The Federal Government welcomed the announcement 
that the President made in his Monday speech to the U.N. General 
Assembly, that is to say, the new proposals which the -- modified pro- 
posals which the United States is advancing in Geneva. They share our 
hope that an agreement will be reached, but are clearly determined to 
proceed with the deployment track if that proves necessary. 


Now, there will obviously be demonstrationsin the Federal 
Republic. There have already been demonstrations. But I think the 
government is clearly determined to proceed despite these demonstrations. 
There were perhaps less significant demonstrations at the end of August 
and beginning of September than some had expected, but it's a little dif- 
ficult to foresee how many people will demonstrate in October. The 
major week of demonstrations, as I recall, is to be during the week, if 
I'm not mistaken, of the 22nd through 29th of October. 


Q Has the KAL incident undercut the demonstrations? 
Is that what you're referring to, the demonstrations in late August and 
early September ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not sure whether 
the KAL incident had any immediate impact on the demonstrations at the 
end of September -- or rather end of August, beginning of September. 
Could have been. In any event, these demonstrations did turn out to be 
somewhat less significant than people had expected. I think to the 
extent that people in Western Europe,as here, have perhaps a clearer 
picture of what the Soviet Union's international conditions means, or 
approach to international relations is as a result of the KAL incident, 
it would make the demonstrations perhaps somewhat less significant, 
less people would -- would reduce the incentive to demonstrate against 
INF deployment. 


Q So the size of these demonstrations was not as large? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't seem to be, no. 
Q Why in October? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm really not a hundred 
percent sure why that date was picked. I think -- 


Q Oktoberfest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Oktoberfest happens to 
be at the end of September, so that's past and gone by the time the 
demonstrations come. I'm not really sure why that particular date was 
picked for the peak of the demonstrations. There will be demonstrations 
at various times, though, between now and, say, the middle of November, 
end of November. . 


Q What responsibilities does President Carstens actually 
have in the Federal Republic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Federal Presi- 
dent occupies in a way sort of a moral position in a way, the symbol of 
the German State, Chief of German Nations, Chief of State. He is not 
empowered constitutionally to be directly involved in day-to-day 
operations of the government. But the President, as you may know, was 
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a career Foreign Service Officer, German Foreign Service Officer, for 
probably I would say almost 20 years, rose to the top of the German 
Foreign Service, was State Secretary in the Foreign Office for several 
years. That is the highest career job in the German Foreign Service. 
Retired from the Foreign Service in the early Seventies and ran for 
Parliament and shortly thereafter was elected Federal President, 
replacing Walter Scheel in 1976. 


Q This is a largely ceremonial post? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is largely a cere- 
monial post, but there are someofficial acts that he has to take 


involving formation of the government, so forth, calling on Kohl, 
for example, receives the call to form a government from his President. 


Q How old is he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee, I don't know. _I'd 
say in his middle sixties, just as a guess.- _He was a young man. 


Q What was he in Nazi Germany? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was a member of the 
German Army, as many people were during the war. Helmut Schmidt, for 


example. 
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Q He speaks English, I assume? 


MR. SPEAKES: Oh, he does indeed. He had the opportunity 
to go to a leading American university, perfect his English. He speaks 
perfect English. 


Q Is he from the same party as Kohl? 
MR. SPEAKES: Christian Democratic Union, yes. 


Q Any significant differences to be discussed between 
the two countries? 


MR. SPEAKES: The United States and Germany? 


Q Yes. 


MR. SPEAKES: No, but I think it is a good time to have 
the Foreign Minister and the President here. Foreign Minister 
Genscher was in New York for the U.N. General Assembly, saw 
the Secretary for dinner on Wednesday night, is now in Central America, 
in San Jose, Costa Rica, as & matter of fact, for:a meeting with:German diplamts 
from that area and a review of the situation in Central and South 
America. I think that might be one of the subjects which certainly 
the Secretary will want to talk to Foreign Minister Genscher about, 
European attitudes towards Central America. Yes. 





Q Is it possible that part of what we're doing in 
this session of talks, and some of the others is basically doing 
some encouraging of the German Government to stay steadfast on the 
tracks that you've already talked about? 


MR. SPEAKES: Well, I wouldn't want to link this particular 
visit which was set up last year when the President was in Germany in 
June, and is coming at this time in connection with the 300th 
Anniversary ceremonies, I wouldn't want to link that directly to any 
problems in the relationship. Obviously, when Senior American and 
German Officials meet.at this particular time, the INF issue will be 
one of the major subjects discussed. But this Administration is very 
confident in the determination of Chancellor Kohl and Foreign Minister 
Genscher, Vice Chancellor and Foreign Minister's government, to 
proceed with both tracks of the dual-track decision. But given the 
ongoing negotiating situation, it is important for the two governments 
to stay in touch at a high level, and that's what we're doing at 
this time. So it's a timely visit in that sense. 


_ Q. What sort of feedback are you getting from the 
German government about the impact of the Administration's efforts 
to promote President Reagan's arms control ideals? Is it having 
any impact over there? 


MR. SPEAKES: Well, I think we've had quite an impact 
in Germany. The President's speech was given extremely positive 
play in the German press, and I think the German people, German press, 
German government, welcomed the promises that were contained therein. 
I think there is a perception in Germany today that the United States 
is negotiating seriously in Geneva, both with INF negotiations 
‘and in START. The Federal Government supports this. Now, this is 
not to say that the President's position has a hundred percent support 
in Germany, but support does seem to be very widespread throughout 
the country in both political parties. So I think we have succeeded 
in that sense in making clear that the President is committed to find 
solutions in the arms control negotiations. 


MR. SIMS: Any more questions? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We will have :::::::::iiIIIIIIII! here who will 
give us a readout on the Mubarak meeting. This is on background, 
attributable to Senior Administration Officials. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's talk a little 
bit about the logistics. The first meeting took place in the Oval 
Office. The President, Vice President, Acting Secretary of State, 
Ambassador Atherton, Judge Clark, the Vice President, and myself on the 
U. S. side; on the Egyptian side there was President Mubarak, Deputy 
Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Hassan Ali; Ambassador Gorbo, 
and Ambassador Amre Musa. 


After about half an hour, we went into the Cabinet Room, 
where the Egyptian side was joined by Minister of Finance Hamid; 
Minister of Economy Asid, and Minister of Cooperation Shindi. On the 
U. S. side, we were joined by Secretary Regan, Secretary Thayer, AID 
Administer McPherson. 


Q Is that everybody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that everyone who 
was there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: John Howell. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right, Admiral Howell, 
Director of Political Military Affairs. Following that, that group 
went to lunch. 


Q What did they eat? 
Q What did they have? 
Q Soup? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yesterday, when we met, 
I outlined how we saw the visit and the subjects that we expected to 
be discussed. 


Q Was there any news? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The visit followed that 
pattern, and I think the statements of the two Presidents, which most 
of you heard, clearly indicated that. Now, let me stop there, and 
you said -- 


Q Was there any news? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know I don't make news. 
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Q Well, was anyting new said that we would be 
interested in that you want to tell us? (Laughter) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've heard the 
President, 


Q Yes, I did, that's why I asked you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And now you can ask 
me questions about what they said. 
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Q Listening to what the President said, I didn't 
hear anything about relations between Egypt and Israel and sending 
Ambassadors, and. things like that. Was that discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The whole question 
of relations, good relations between Egypt and Israel was discussed, 
of course. 


Q And what happened? 
Q Were there any assurances from the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No == well, general 
assurances, except that obviously the Egyptians are interested in good 
relations, too. They gave us no new assurances on such things as the 
Ambassador going back, but the President emphasized -- 


Q Which President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- President Mubarak 
emphasized Egypt's commitment to the Egyptian-Iraeli Treaty as well as 
the Camp David Accords. 


Q Would you be willing to dissect that problem a 
little further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not really. (Laughter) 


Q HHINNIN, in terms of the Palestinian question, 
Mubarak clearly said that the time has come to resurrect the peace 
initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Well, don't forget 
that Camp David has two parts, and when the Egyptians and we and the 
Israelis agreed, it was well understood that the second part of 
Camp David was as important as the first part of Camp David, and 
that dealt with the Palestinian problem. 


Q Didn't you just say the other day that the Camp 
David Accords -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was asked if the 
Reagan Initiative -- someone here said the Reagan Initiative 
was dead, and I said no, it wasn't true. 


Q You.said, "It_rests". 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said it was at rest, 
and someone said, "Permanently?" And I said, something like "Nonsense." 


Q No, you said, "That's a long time." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: However -- did I say, 
"That's a long time?" 


Q "Long time." 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, the problem is 
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that as long as you have a Palestinian problem, no matter if you define 
it in -- let's say in small terms -- although God knows that's 

big enough -- as the Occupied Territories, and 1.5 million people living 
under Israeli guns, you are not going to have a chance for stability 
and peace in the area. That is the essential fact. 


President Carter, through his efforts, was responsible 
primarily for the Camp David Accords. President Reagan, in the first 
part of this Administration, worked hard to finalize the Egyptian- 
Israeli Treaty. The September 1 Initiative, 1982, was designed to 
reinvigorate the Palestinian part of Camp David. 


Now, the issues are there; both Presidents agreed on the 
urgency of these issues for the reasons I described. 


Q But is there anything that we are going to do or 
can do now? Aren't we in a situation where there is virtually 
nothing we can do until we get some Jordanian participation, and there 
is no prospect of that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The need for Jordanian 
and Palestinian participation is obviously there. I am not going to 
predict that as a result of these meetings we are closer to the goal 
because that isn't -=- well, would not be true. 


Q Are we going to do anything differently as a result 
of Mubarak raising the issue with President Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Differently, no; continue 
to focus on the problem, yes. 


Q In the broadest, general -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And also in the narrowest 
sense. J, 


Q Did Mr. Mubarak have any suggestions on what to do 
about this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just the need not to -- 
I mean, while recognizing the importance of Lebanon, which no one is 
disputing, the need to find ways and means of focusing attention back 
on the Palestinian problem. ' 


Q Was the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No miracle new solutions, 
no. 


Q I assume there was some discussion of the Syrian 
role in Lebanon. Is there a new U. S. thrust toward the Syrians 
that President Reagan -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, that news story, 
if you read the first headline, it said, "New U. S. Policy." If you 
read the second headline on page 22, it said, "It is said there 
is a new U. S. policy", and then you read the sources. I'm not 
really sure that story is worthy of comment. 


Q It's the same kind of source that we're getting 
here with Senior Administration Officials. Are you saying -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go read it again and 
see the sources. I'll go no further than that. 


Q Was the question of cross~finance being discussed 
and the Middle Eastern economic operation between the two countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we 
discussed the -- the two Presidents discussed these issues; 
Secretary Shultz discussed these issues the day before yesterday with 
President Mubarak; Secretary Thayer discussed the issues with the 
President. 


This afternoon we are going to have a meeting. with, 


I think, Secretary Regan, Secretary -- is it Baldrige;:::::::2 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think so, and Brock, 
the Ambassador. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Ambbassador Brock 
and AID Administrator McPherson, discussing various aspects of this 
issue, of course. 
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Q On that point, did Mr. Mubarak request additional 
aid from the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mubarak high- 
lighted the debt burden, particularly due to the high interest rates 
from the foreign military sales issue. 


We recognize this as a problen. Let me say we recognize 
it as a global problem. Obviously, you have to question how much assis- 
tance you are giving someone, whether it's Egypt or any other country, 
at 16 percent interest. This is a problem, and these are usually 
developing countries that we're talking about. 


‘ Q What about my question? Did he request additional 
aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He highlighted the problem, 
asked the President to be as forthcoming as possible in helping Egypt 
meet this real live problem. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I -- please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I add, I think, 
a point to Clarify Don's question. The discussion was much more 
in terms of aid than in increased levels. 


Q It was the terms of aid? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of the terms. 
. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The terms of aid. 


Q Can we give him a break on interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And interest rates 
in particular, rather than terms of raising the levels. 


Q Is that in the mix? Is there a possibility of 
lowering the interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of these issues are 
now being discussed in the Administration, and as I say, it's not just an 
Egypt-specific problem, it's a global problem. 


Q Is it possible foreign military sales contracts could 
be written with a break on interest rates? I mean, is that even an 
option? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This gets you into direct 
credits and commercial guaranteed credits. We work today on the basis 
of commercial guaranteed credits, and it's -- you can't change the 
interest rate on those. You can, with great difficulty, change some of 
the repayment periods. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question here for 
the future is how do we come up with a new mix to make our military 
assistance effective, make it assistance? 


Yes, sir. 


Q What was the reaction of the President to President 
Mubarak's appeal to Iran to stop the war and calm down and sit. He made a 
statement when he came out. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S., well, the 
. President's attitude is the attitude that this Administration has had 
since the war -- since it came in, and that is, the war should stop. 
It's in no one's interest. Certainly, we support any effort to bring 
this'senseless war to an end at this point. 





Q Anything new on Chad in terms of support for -- 


SENOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who hasn't -- I better 
get —. 


Q On the bilateral -- on the Israeli-Egyptian ~«la- 
tions, you said there were no assurances on the sending of an &>assa- 
dor. Were there any other assurances, any other new assurances having 
to do with that relationship from the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said that President 
Mubarak emphasized that Israel is committed to the Egyptian-Israeli 
Treaty. 


Q Israel or Egypt is committed? 


Q Egypt. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That Egypt is committed 
to this treaty. This is a pillar of Egyptian policy. 


Q Were there any -- I guess I should have asked were 
there any specific assurances either requested or discussed in the nature 
of the ambassadorial question, or were they assurances of a generalized 
sort? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they were general. 
They were general, but let me clarify: The United States, as I men- 
tioned yesterday, has a continuing special responsibility. This is 
our belief, our policy, doing our best to improve relations between 
these two countries. We periodically, in the past, in part through the 
good offices of Ambassador Atherton, have brokered steps to try to 
improve this or that area of relations, and we will continue to do this. 


So it's not a question of just periodically talking to 
the Israelis or the Egyptians, and saying: Don't you all agree you 
should have better relations? We try to go to the problems, talk 
it over with them, and see how can we try to get them on, both sides, 
to make those gestures that would help unfreeze the situation. 


Q On the foreign troops withdrawal from Lebanon, 
what can you tell us about the talks on that subject, and have they 
figured out any ways or means to get them out? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no new ways or 
means to get them out. This is something that Ambassador McFarlane 
is spending full time on. But the fact that the withdrawal of foreign 
forces and Lebanese sovereignty and a hope for Lebanon in the future 
all are wrapped up together is not a new idea. 


Q What is it, then? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q What does that tell me? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIA: Well, I don't know 
what you want me to tell you, Sam . 


Q Is that all they said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they didn't 
spend all their time talking about the withdrawal of foreign forces 
from Lebanon. They spent a lot of time talking about Lebanon: the 
need to help the Lebanese reestablish their sovereignty, the need 
to help the Lebanese work together to take a chance on living with 
one another. That's a very important element here. 


Q Can you be a bit more specific? What has been 
the Egyptian role in Lebanon? Appreciation has been expressed and 
all that, but it's being referr#d- to very vaguely. Can you be more 
specific in terms of the assistance? 


coaeg: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not really. 
I mean, you-can ask the Egyptians ‘to give you details of their own 
diplomacy. They have sent envoys to Lebanon. This has been in the 
public domain. They have been publicly very supportive of our policies. 
They have been active in trying to encourage domestic reconciliation 
in Lebanon. 


Beyond that, I think you ought to ask the Egyptians 
for details on what they're doing. 


Q Did President Mubarak recognize the efforts 
of Syria. as helpful to achieve the cease-fire in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just say 
that in my view, President Mubarak has a very gocd understanding 
of Syria and Syrian policy. 


Q Oh, thanks. 


Q In his departure remarks, President Mubarak 
said that the key to a breakthrough is a complete withdrawal of Israeli 
and other foreign forces... Do we quarrel with that answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want to, 
you could say with other foreign forces and Israeli. 


Q But he said Israeli and other foreign forces. 
I mean could we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAITON OFFICIAL: The Egyptians, I 
think you should ask the Egyptians their views on this. No, we don't 
quarrel with a phrase like that. That's a statement of Egyptian 


policy. 


We would have put it slightly differently, but they 
support the same -- 
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Q How would we have put it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Slightly differently. 
Read the -- ~~ s ° 


Q Well, how? 
SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: Never mind. 


Q Never mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position is 
very similar: we call for the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 
Okay? 
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Q Have you been discussing the question of having bet- 
ter relations between Egypt and other Arab countries as well as between -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For sure. 
Q -- Israel and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, of course. There 
were discussions on this point. We -- 


Q Daily? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in the course of the 
discussions, I think it was clear that we support better relations 
between Egypt and other Arab countries. Where we can be helpful, we 
will continue to try to be helpful. : 


Q Excuse me. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am. 


Q Was there any attempt by either President to assess 
the chances that the Jordanians or the Palestinians could be brought 
into the peace process so long as Israel remains in Lebanon, and if 
not, could you do it for us? 


. >. +... SBNIOR ADMINISTRATION. OFFICIAL: Not really, and I couldn't 
do it for you. Let me say that there is a recognition that there is need 
for some progress on Lebanon, before we can turn our attention, with the 
full focus that it deserves on the other issue. 


Q Recognition by whom, by us or by them? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By us and the Egyptians. 
Q That's not what he was saying. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But she asked a specific 
question. 


Q But I'm asking -- you meant in your answer -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: I know, but I am answering 
her question, please. Please, let me try to. I am sorry I can't give 
you what you needed for a lead, but the -- 


Q A lead? (Laughter) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The problem is -- 
Q We're talking about a footnote here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But let me please 
answer the question. I mean, there is a little bit of respect you 
Owe someone else in the audience. 


The problem was recognized. As I said the other day, 
it's a practical issue. When everyone's energies are devoted to 
trying to stop the tinderbox in Lebanon from going off, you just 
don't have much left for addressing these other issues in the same 
kind of concentrated manner. But I think the point here -- and I 
don't want to put words in President Mubarak's mouth; you can ask 
the Egyptians. I think he's recognizing this, but he's saying: 
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Look, it may take quite a while for Lebanon to sort itself out. Once 
we get Lebanon on the right track -- and we hope and pray to God that 


we're on that way -- we should then move on to the other issues, as 
well. 


Q Can I follow up on this lead? Is the President's 
view that national reconciliation in Lebanon is possible with the Syrian 
involvement and influence on the parties -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which President? 

Q The U.S. President. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not a briefing 
on Lebanon, but just let me say -- 


Q Well, anyplace then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that I under- 
stand that Lebanon is very muchon your mind, Saman. 


Q Very much on everybody's mind. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But let me just say 
that the President, of course, believes and U.S. policy is dedicated 
to the proposition that Lebanon can be made whole again, including all 
of the players who are there, including the Syrians. 


We are not saying that -- 
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Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he was trying, 
I believe, to get me to comment on whether or not we thought any 
progress could be made on Lebanon as long as Syria was a factor, I thought. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which is a very difficult 
question to answer. 


Q Indeed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We.assume -- Syria is 
a factor in Lebanon, and as far as my experience has demonstrated, has 
always been a factor in Lebanon. So a Syrian role in Lebanon is 
not new. Taking this into consideration, yes, we do believe that 
we can make progress. 


Q So actually, what you are saying, you would support 
the continuous flow to Syria and Lebanon, then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. I'm just 
saying that -- I'm talking about a fact. Lebanon, Syria has had a role in 
Lebanon, has always had a role in Lebanon. It's not a question of 
whether I support it or not. The sun comes up tomorrow whether I support 
it or not. ; , er 4 op « Ba, Vee. te - : ; © 60 


Q Can I follow up on her question? I'm just unclear 
as to whether it's your impression that Mubarak was saying to the United 
States: .We know you're focused on Lebanon, but it's time to get 
back to this other issue, or is he saying: We know you have to remain 
focused on Lebanon until it's on the right track, but you have to get 
back to the Palestinian question? I mean, was there any rebuke implied? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no rebuke implied. 


Don't forget, President Mubarak, you have got to get 
back to first principles on these things. Egypt was one of three 
signatories of Camp David. Egypt, while recognizing the importance of 
of Lebanon, is committed to implementing all of Camp David, and that 
has a focus on the Palestinian issue. There was no disagreement between 
us. 


The Egyptian President did not argue that we were giving 
too much time to Lebanon or not enough to others. He was just exchanging 
views and giving us his own ju gments that we had to keep a focus on the 
Palestinian problem because of its centrality in the broader peace and 
security issues in the area. There was no argument on this. 
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Q Well, do we think that's possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes, but how 
can you do it, and how fast can you move, and then you get back to 
the question one of you asked: in essence, how fast can you get 
the Palestinians and the Jordanians to join, and I can't give you 
answers to that, but you should be always conscious of the need for 
that, and we are, and you should not forget this problem, and we 
haven't, and you should be working on it, and we have been, not 
always in ways that are obvious to everyone. 


Does President Mubarak's insistence that our 
position that the Palestinian problem be addressed based on the 
September 1, ‘81 initiative mean that the procedures that were established 
before ‘82 are now, in fact, obsolete? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what you're 
addressing is the. specific format of the autonomy talks. Now, let's 
understand that those autonomy talks -- and I don't want to take 
you through old history, but again, you have to understand this. 

The original proposal was that Jordanians and Palestinians come into 
the autonomy talks. When we could not get Jordanians and Palestinians, 
the Egyptians said we would attempt, I believe, to speak for them, 
negotiate on their behalf. That tripartite, American-Israeli-Egyptian 
negotiation, is what he was referring to. 


Indeed, there's no quarrel with that, at least not 
in this country. We realize that if you're going to have a meaningful 
negotiation, you have to have the Palestinians involved. That's 
the key issue, how do you do it. 


Q Yesterday there was an article by William Saffire. 
Does it in any way reflect the thinking of the Administration? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How can you ask 
a question like that? 


Q Was that discussed between the two Presidents? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course not. 
Q Was it discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course not. 
Why should it be discussed? 


MR. FITZWATER: No more questions, please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why should something like 
that be discussed? 


Yes? 


Q Did President Reagan put any thoughts on how to 
reactivate his initiative in proper time? How would he sell it to 
the Israelis, for instance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, this is 
really the question that I have been asked here, and we didn't get 
into details on how best to move ahead to get it going. We did not 
get into that kind of detail. We will have -- no, the two Presidents 
did not. 
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Q Was the possibility of an Egyptian participation 
in supervising the cease-fire in Lebanon brought out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 

Q Was the question -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very much. 

Q Wait a second. 

Q Come on, let's -- 

Q Please? 

MR. FITZWATER: No, let's cut it off. 

Q No, I'm sorry, there are a couple more questions. 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: All right, let's 
take a couple more if it's all right. 


MR. FITZWATER: All right. All right. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You choose them. 
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MR. FITZWATER: Steve? 


Q May I ask one more time about Syria, because it's 
not clear to how much the question of Syria came up in the talks 
today. Was there any discussion of any concerns by anyone about the 
influence of Syria in the Government of National Reconciliation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were discussions 
about Syria. I am not going to get into characterizing those discus- 
sions. Bud McFarlane is involved in a very delicate negotiation, and 
no useful purpose would be served by my getting into this. 


Q Was the question of Egypt willing to resume diplo- 
matic relations with the Soviet Union raised in the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No. I am trying 
to remember if anyone volunteered. No, we didn't talk, get into that 
at all, no. 


Q Back on Syria and this morning's story, is it the 
Administration's position that the policy enunciated in that story is 
basically correct, it's just an ole policy, not a new policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The policy enunciated 
in that story is an American policy -- 


- Q The Syrian's influence — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ~ sourced to Fardi Phram, 
Kamile Shamoan and Pierre Gemayel? Come on. That's not serious. 


Q Well, answer the question. Is it the policy, the 
source? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The policy is what? 
What question are you asking? 


Q I'm asking to what degree do we think the Syrians 
should have influence on the Lebanese Government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not an issue. 
The issue is the -- and this was pressed by Saman. This is -- Syrian 
influence in Lebanon is a fact of life; it has been. As far as I'm 
concerned, it's going to continue to be. 


I'm not going to sit here and try to quantify how much 
influence foreign countries should have in Lebanon. I'm just recog- 
nizing that. 


The theme in that story is basically nonsense, which 
anyone who read it should know. On that happy theme, I'll leave you. 


END 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1983, 2:02 P.M. 


MODERATOR: This is a background briefing on the 
visit of President Aristides Pereira of Cape Verde. It is 
ON BACKGROUND and the briefer can be referred to as a 
senior State Department official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Chet Crocker 
is travelling abroad -- left for Nigeria for the inaugura- 
tion of President Shagari, and instead I am coming to you 
today to talk about the visit of the Cape Verdian President, 
Aristides Pereira. Pereira is in the United States on a 
private visit, a orivate visit that is taking him to New 
York where he spoke to the General Assembly, as the Presi- 
dent of the Sahelian Group, CILSS, and then on up to 
New England where there is, as all of you know, a large 
American community of Cape Verdian origin, practically 
300-325,000 people of Cape Verdian origin, who live princi- 
pally in the States of Massachusetts, Rhode Island and 
Connecticut. The President is up there with his American 
community, with the political leaderships in those states 
and in the key cities that he will be visiting. 


He comes to Washington on Monday, and will be 
meeting, of course, with Chet Crocker and the team from 
the African Bureau, as well as with Mr. Dam, who will be 
the Acting Secretary at that point. 


He will be seeing the President on Tuesday, 
and will have a lunch given in his honor by Vice Presi- 
dent Bush on the 5th. He will fill out much of the 
balance of the week in calls on the Hill. 


Now, it might seem strange for a country of 
relatively small size, really a very long ways away, 
to be receiving as much attention as we are giving, and 
giving in a very conscious manner, to Cape Verde. 


There are a number of reasons for this. There 
is the obvious reason that he is the President of a 
country with an American community, derived community, 
a community that goes back in this nation's history 
a long time. 


I think I was reminded several days ayo that 
there are Cape Verdian names on the regimental roles 
of Massachusetts during the Revolutionary War, and a 
lively and active trade and life that has gone on 
between those States and the Islands all through the 





19th century, and the period of great immigration to 
this country during a drought rather similar to the 
one that has affected the Islands in the last twenty 
years. 


That is a good community. It is a strong 
active community. It is active in all fields in the 
New England area -- universities, business, work going 
way back to the times in the cranberry bogs -- they 
are a wonderful group of people. 


They have, as a result, established in and 
of themselves, and reminded all of us that this is one 
of the points we all came from, and reminding ourselves 
of those ties, and recognizing this productive and 
good community is one of the purposes that underlines 
the way we are receiving the President. 


Second, he is the President of the CILSS Group, 
and for a number of years, the United States has made 
an important contribution to the development of the 
Sahel region, in our attempts, along with other donors, 
working with the nations of drought-stricken West Africa, 
to try to overcome this perennial problem, which has so 
disastrously affected and continues to affect the pros- 
pects of that portion of Africa, West Africa, Sahelian 
Africa. 


This side of the operation that the Cape Verdian 
President is the President of, CILSS, is the actual group 
of the nations of the area themselves; how they get 
together; how they coordinate their activities with donors; 
how they coordinate their own projects, because much of 
the work in the Sahel has been across national borders; 
developments of such institutions as the Senegal River 
Basin, which very definitely cuts across borders; and 
how you keep everybody moving with common thoughts, common 
policies and common themes. 


This has been, as I say, in terms of humani- 
tarian interests on the part of the United States AID 
interest, and also the stability of West Africa, a key 
feature of how we have worked and dealt in that part 
of the world, and the Cape Verdian President is its 
spokesman, and we look forward to having time to hear 
how he sees that effort which faces new difficulties 
with fresh droughts of enormous magnitude, in Mauritania 
and elsewhere, and how he sees all of this evolving, 
and the role he sees for donors, and how we are all 
going to be working together as we deal with what, frankly, 
is a perennial problem. 





Third, we are looking forward to the President 
in a very political dimension. I don't have to take 
your minds back too many years to the end of the Portuguese 
colonial empire, the fragmentation of that empire, the 
coming independence of its various bits and pieces, the 
radicalization of that process, in which a great many, 
and nearly ail the former Portuguese colonies became 
independent under very extreme circumstances, and 
politically aligned in a manner that makes the United 
States uncomfortable, and they all occupy in some manner 
important strategic points along the edge of the African 
continent. 


It has been a very active part of our diplomacy 
over the last several years to try to rebuild bridges and 
ties, and try to find ways to bring the Lusophone Africans 
back out of the binding engagements they entered into with 
the Soviet Union and the East Bloc in the years immediately 
following their independences. 


Now, Aristides Pereira and his country opened the 
way in an important manner, first with Portugal, with 
Western Europe, with us, in doing something, I think, by 
classic vocation Cape Verdians are good at, building 
bridges. They are a nation that has sailed all over the 
world, and is present in Western Europe in expatriate 
communities, present in Angola in a large expatriate com- 
munity, present in this country, as I mentioned earlier. 


This is a statesman, Aristides Pereira, who is 
known and respected deeply all through Lusophone Africa, 
and a leader in an important degree in the way Lusophone 
Africa looks at the rest of the world. The Portuguese 
have looked at him that way; we regard him with the same 
esteem, and attach a similar importance to him. 


His visit will therefore fall into the context 
of this broader political dimension, and specifically in 
the dimension of specific developments inside Lusophone 
Africa. In fact, since the President has returned re- 
cently from an extended visit to Angola and to Mozambique, 
his visit will afford us an opportunity to get his obser- 
vations and reflections on what is going on in those 
two areas, and what the prospects for American diplomacy 
and the activities that we have had underway now since 
the beginning of the Administration to seek an end, 
to seek a settlement for Namibia, and seek an under- 
standing in those terms with Angola. 





So, it is a pretty extensive agenda for a 
private visit, but this is a special man and we are 
giving him special importance. He is a friend of the 
United States, and we are welcoming him on that basis, 
and look forward to his visit, and look forward to the 
outcome, look forward to the discussions we are going 
to have with him. 


I would be happy to take any questions you 
have. 


9) Weren't the Cape Verdians instrumental 
in promoting a dialogue between Angola and South Africa? 


& That is absolutely right. 
Q What has happened since then? 


a They have been builders for peace in a 
number of different ways. They were the ones who took the 
lead and some risk in a diplomatic sense in asking South 
Africa to send a team to Cape Verde on two occasions, 
Angolans, as well, and there were bilateral discussions 
between the two sides, which we encouraged, and which 
Pereira took the risk of pulling off. 


It is hardly a popular thing in Africa these 
days to be a host to South Africans, but I think it 
indicates the direction of Cape Verdian thinking. 


Svecifically with respect to those two rounds 
of talks, they were a good occasion for both sides to 
put on the table directly, face-to-face, those issues 
that divide South Africa and Angola, and Angolan/South 
Africa, and see if any measure of agreement in ground 
could be reached. They were also an occasion to talk 
about the war that puts both countries at bayonet's 
point, end-to-end. 


I cannot pretend that they produced any break- 
through. They did not. But the existence of that forum, 
the existence of a venue in which South Africa and Cape 
Verde and Angola can sit down together and talk and 
negotiate is absolutely essential, either as a general 
proposition in reducing tensions between both sides, or 
if we are successful in advancing the peace process 
forward, a time in which it will inevitably come in which 
the two sides have to sit down and work out the details 
of whatever would reslt in the form of a cease-fire or 
other arrangements that would have to surround it. 





So, it is not only the past but the future 
promise of that venue that is important to us. 


Q What is the relationship now with Portugal 
and the former colonies? How do they get along? 


4 Well, it varies a bit. It has improved 
radically over the last three or four years. It is, in my 
judgment, no longer a party issue in Portual, by any means. 
I think the major parties, both conservative and the 
present government, as examples, and the President, are 
all unified on, and that is that Portugal has a special 
vocation with its former colonies, and it is out to re- 
build that vocation, and they are responding -- respond- 
ing in varying ways. 


The Cape Verdians were the first to really 
normalize and advance their relations. The Cape Verdians 
are the ones who hosted the first Lusophone African 
summit. They came first, but they were quickly followed 
by Guinea-Bissau, where Portugal now has excellent and 
strong relations. Mozambique was the next major break- 
through, and the pattern of development of relations 
in Portugal and Mozambigue has been rapid, important, 
deep. Eanes took a personal role in making that happen. 
He has been strongly backed by the past government and 
by the present government. 


There is a real Portuguese commitment to playing 
a role in Mozambique. In Angola, it has been slower. 
Angola has -- though Eanes has visited Angola, Angola, 
torn as it is by civil war and all of the other pressures 
it is under, is slower to make those decisions. But there 
is a degree of cordiality between the Angolans and the 
Portuguese that certainly didn't typify the scene the 
day the Portuguese pulled the flag down and got on the 
boat, and the majority of their citizens left with them. 


Q How does that rate by the historical 
reference? How many Cape Verdians are there? 


A How many on the Islands? 
Q Yes. 


on Bob Booth, have you got that population 
note? I think it is about three or four hundred thousand. 


Q So, the expatriates outnumber them. 








A There are a great many more Cape Verdians 
living an expatriate life in Portugal, Western Europe, this 
country, and in continental Africa, than there are on the 
Islands. It is classic story. I mean, if any of you who 
turn back and can find the history, it is really 
extraordinary reading. Tales of the Irish famine prac- 
tically Xeroxed in those years, in the middle part of the 
last century, when the Islands experienced a similar 
twenty-year drought, twenty years without rain. 


Q Does Cape Verde allow any kind of military 
presence, any basing, any calls at all by any nation? 


A Cape Verde occupies, obviously, some very 
interesting some air real estate. It is a civil air 
transit point, you know, an air transit point. It is 
transited by all sorts of people, and the Cape Verdians 
are very shrewd and maintain an open door. Cubans transit, 
Angolans transit, South Africans transit, the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States transits, Pan American transits, 
you name it. They maintain very much an open-door policy, 
but they maintain an open-door policy that is with a 
security feature in mind. They are not out promoting 
trouble around the world, and there are certains kinds 
of flights they don't like to have. 


9) So there is not much possibility of 
Cape Verde granting U.S. military access to the Islands. 


ay We are not seeking that. We are not 
seeking any sort of basing facility. Whether incidentally, 
American planes have stopped there, it is not a common 
pattern. 


9 Do the Cape Verdian expatriates maintain 
a link with the homeland? Is there a strong connection 
between expatriate communities? 


A Yes. In varying degrees there are a number 
of active community organizations throughout New England. 
There are several over-all grouos that bring them together. 


If anything in the last decade, I would guess, 
and I don't want to be unfair to them and how they have 
worked, but I think there has been a stronger and stronger 
sense of community endeavor, and there are several superb 
historical pamphlets they have put out, some of the groups. 








They have brought over -- and it was really a 
very touching moment -- Cape Verde gave to the United 
States a year ago a marvelous old Massachusetts whaling 
brig called the Amnestina, and sailed it under sail, 
canvas sail, all the way from Cape Verde to this country, 
where it was given as a gift to the United States, and 
where it is now being rehabilitated in the form of sort 
of a floating nautical research station and museum in 
the Great Banks, and it is back to where it started just 
about a hundred years ago. It is also open for contri- 
butions. 


Any other questions? 


Q Just one, sir. Remember about six months 
ago when the Libyan planes carrying arms went to Brazil. 
It was thought that they had to land somewhere, maybe 
Mauritania, maybe Cape Verde. Did they land in Cape 
Verde then? 


a I think the pattern of Libyan planes 
has not included a stop in Cape Verde, and I meant that 
in context of answering a question you just asked. 


8) What is their chief product of export? 
Pardon my ignorance. 

4 Immigrant remittances. (Laughter) 

0 How much are we donating to CILSS and to 


Cape Verde in bilaterals? 


a I don't have the CILSS figure, the Sahel 
program figures here with me. We can get them to vou 
separately. Our aid to Cape Verde varies a tiny bit. 
Let take a look at the actual figures -- about just 
over $5 million, nearly $6 million a year. A mixture 
of food assistance, development assistance, and a 
very, very small IMET program. 


0 (Inaudible) 


A Yes. That includes direct and the Sahel 
contribution. But the over-all Sahel figures, I don't 
have. 


0 Is “CILSS" an acronym for something? 
y Do you want all of it? 


0 No. 














a It is an acronym, and it is a French acronym 
for the cooperating states of the Sahel. 


8) Any further questions? Good. 


VOICE: The meeting with the President is Monday. 
You said Tuesday. 


an Oh, sorry, I got that wrong, it is Monday, 
11:30. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:20 p.m.0O 
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BACKGROUND BRIES ING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON 
BILATERAL MEFTINGS AT THE UNITED NATIONS 
FRIDAY, SEYTEMRER 30, 1983, 4:20 ?.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wi)l 
make @ quick statement, but let's mainly have questions. 


Most of my time today has been with foreign 
ministers from various Middle Eastern countries; with 
France and also with India. Much of our discussion 
focused on Middle East issues. 


Two things come forward in my mind @s a 
result of these discvssions. First of all, as far as 
the Gnited States is concerned, and I be)ieave others 
share this view, the key points in Lebanon continue to 
be; Number 1, supporting the woergence of a strong 
central government and thereby supporting the efforts 
of President Gemayel tn broaden the base of his govern- 
ment and to do everything in his power to bring about 
national reconciliation so that we have sta»iiity and 
capability to govern that country. 


Second, t.o Find a way to the removal of all 
foreign forces <= Syrian, PLO, Israeli, cther foreign 
forces. And, third, to have that tax2 place in a manner 
consistent with security on Israel's northern border, 


The second thing that has struck me in my 
conversations is tha great extent to wnich prorie have 
on their minds and brought up strongly with me, is the 
fundamental importance of the basic peace process in the 
Micdle ZSast; and any number have urged on 72 ihe 
importance of maintaining our commitment and alifort on 
behalr of the President's basic Middle East initiative 
of a little over a year ago. 


So I think that while we are mroperly, of course, 

especially concerned about events in Lebanon, ‘secause 

of the continued, or th2 violence that has gone on there 
prior to the ceasefire; tt is evident to everyone thac 

it is oxtremely i:nportant to maintcin sur ettantion as we 
try to do on the basic peacs prouwces, and the %resident's 
initiative is Droadiy recognized as a centrally important 
2alenent there. 
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Q In his speech the uther day to the General 
Assambly, the Syrian Foreign Minister was quite hostile 
to the United States and nade numerous mentions about 
the U.S. being a symbol of colonialism. 


Do you now feel, after having met with him, 
that they are going *o cooperate in your effarsts in 
Lebanon and in the Middie Eust, in general? 


A They nave betn very difficult fer vs to 
yet along with. We have had lots of contact with tuen. 
We've had many points of differences, and we'li junt have 
to see. They state their view and we state ours, and we 
work at it. But there's no question about the fact that 
their views differ from ours in ttany important respects. 
Nevertheless, we have a good pattern of communication. 
And as far as my meeting today was concerned, @s prior 
meetings with the Syrian Forzign Minister, thcy were, on 
a personal level, friendly and informative and exchanged 
views on a variety of subjects. 


Q De those differences mean that there will 
not be a U.N. peacekeuping force in effect hecause the 
Syrians will be able to exercise a veto over it? 


A On the question of observers, ‘sho will 
be the neutral observers called for in the c2asefLix3 
agresment, the Syrians have a point of view «hat thay 
Mave stated, and it was stated to me in my aeeting. 


I must say that practically syeryhboivy else thet 
I mat with feels that the logical and obvious source of 
thez2a observerg@ is the U.N., and that is cur view, 3s 
Giscugsed this and wa didn't come to any adrzeament aout 
2t. 


Q So is it Gesd now cr are yeu -- 

A I tnink something isn’t deac just Fecausc 
one country doesn't agree with it. Lots cf stuers do, 
It maans “s'll work on it. 

9 Are the Russians still oppesed to the use 
of U.N. obsexvere there, too? 

A I Con't have any up-to-date jnformation cn 
that, 

Q Tf the Syrians maintain *heiy a2nosition e- 
tas Inited Nations ceascrivse osservers -- if is practical 

it 


oy 1 
to consicer putting tiem in wichout tnszir signing o 
*> 
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A We will want to have U.N. observers yo 
there at the request of the parties, and they are 
represented, I think it's fair to say, jn the Security 
Commictee. So there will hava to be a request to come. 
I'm sure the U.N. is not ycing to respond unless there 
is a request of some xind, so it has to come from 


somewhere. 


Q Could you comment on today's Nashingtion 
Post article out of Beirut which the sumeup suggests that 
the U.S. is taking a different policy in Lebanon; that 
it ig basically cutting Gemaye) off at the knees and 
viewing Syria as a -- making concessions to Syria in 
order co wean Syria away {from -- I don't want to take 
your time by summing up. Are you familiar with the 
article? 





A I can't see any basis whateyar for any 
idea that we arc dcing anything bet supporting fresiient 
iemay?l as vigorously as we possibily can. Wa have been 
dving that and trying to help him bring stability, first, 
to the Beirut area; trying to help him in the processes 
now engeced in, and national reconciliation, i think 
it's very important that he be able to pull this off, 
and we are supporting hin. 


Q I would iike to follow wp an my pravious 
question, if I may. So long 2s the Syrians say ne, is 
there any way to deploy eny ccasefire observars in the 
mumoers that éré necessary tc nail down the ceasefixa? 


x It's very difficult to deploy ocDpservers 
if those to whoff the observers are going to refer don't 
aex fox them. We'll have to see what comes Loswerd from 


that Security Committee. You can't? juat forz: people 
into a situasicn. 


Q Have we asked the Soviets to intervene 
in our behalf? Tnat is, on behalf oF the viaw thar the 
United Nations ceasefire should be daployed with the 
Syrians? 


Pa This subject has been discuesed with the 
Seviets, cnd I know that the Lebanese Foreign Minister, 
I*m sure, did so after he leZt me. ife tole m2 he was 
going to but I haven't had a chenc2 to hear fron hin, 
I'm involved in this sach-tc- yack meetings all dey lena, 
and I'm probably not as well informsd as you are at this 
point ° 


"e. 


Sen” 
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Q The Lebanese Foreign Minister said 
there was an aiternate possibility heing considered. 
Did you discuss any of them today with the Syrians? 


A I have found people wanting to focus 
on the U.N. observers and the logic of it and the ease 
of it. TI haven't found anybody other than the Syrians 
who seem to think there's any good reason not to use 
then. 


Q Who do the Syrians want us representatives? 


A There’s no point in my requoting what the 
Syrians have said. You've all heard what they have said. 


Q What they've been saying today over at 
the U.N. is that the Government of Lelsanon, by having 
agreed to the ceasefire agreement, has in effect ceased 
to be the Government of Lebanon because it says in the 
ceasefire ayreement that it, the Goverament of Lebéenon, 
is only a party to the conflict and that until the 
govenmcnt itself is somehow reconstituted or broadened, 
it doesn't have the power or authority to ask for any 
Y.N. force or any kind of force. 


-~-7* @o@f 


A As far as we're cuncerned, there iS a 
government of Lehancn. It's a legitimate government, and 
we SUpport it. 


Q Does the United StatasGovermmnent concede 
that Syria has special interests in Lebanon, has some 
security interests that it has to be concerned with, and 
in a sense we belicve that we snould hava scme <i.nd of 
tav in tne kind of government which ultimately is formed 
toer2? 


A I think i:'s quite obvious that Syria, 
a3 & neighber of Lebanon, and 45 4 country through which 
a great volume of trade that Lebanon Carries on ‘yith not 
oniy Syria but with cther Arab countries that trade 
flows through Syria, that. there's going <2 be a strong 
rslationship between Syria and Lebanon. I think that's 
just a matter cf obsexvation and a matter of pistory 
chat there has been a long-time relationship there. 


Hcwever, it is our belic®, and for tana: . 
mazter I've heard President Assad say and Ferzian 
Minister Xhaddam say,that a government of Lebanon 
asia to D@ sovereign And Aave jurisdiction cver 211 its 
territory is theis objective, IF shirk tant is where 
th2 matter stands. 

















BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
ay 
FY g-4 


1 would be interested in knowing what is 
the next step in the process of coming up with an 
observer team. Obviously, there's a time element here. 
It can't drag out indefinitely. Arce you planning further 
meetings with the Khaddams; is there going to be snother 
meeting with the MNF forces; what's gOing tO appen? 


A People are discussing this in Lebanon, on 
the one hand, and there are a variety of discussions 
going On here at the U.N. The Secretary General's office 
ané his aides have been working on it. So wa're fending 


into that provess. . 


You have processes in Lebanon, you have then 
here in New York, and you have the U.N., as a body, 
seeking to work this out. I think it's a fair statencnt 
that if requested the U.N. is quite ready to put jts 
organization into place there. 


Q Do you have any sense it's going to ie 
resolved soon? 


ae hope it's going to be resolved soon, 
but I don't have any way of telling you exaciiy when. 


(Continucd on nex= pace) 
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Q Ambassador Sulem said he thought it 
might oe resolved, that he hoped that it would be 
resolved this weekend. vo you share thut hepe? 


A Yes. I'm not big on -- as you ail kiow 
that have traveled around with me, on heing Optimistic, 
pessimistic, hopeful, not hopeful, and al] of that. I 
think the facts are that there's a difference ef opinion 
about how this vbserver force should be constructed, 
and Syria has an Opinion that they have stated. others 
nave a different opinion. 





Most people that I've talked to have the 
Opinion that the U.N. is the logical forcs to put in 
there; and, that being the casc, I think we will con- 
tinue to work at it and try to bring that about. 


You are hopeful about something this 
weekand? The question was, are you hopeful -- 


OA Surc. I hope for all kinds of things. 
(Laughter) I'm not. knocking hope. (laughter) 





Q Foreiqn Minisieerc Khaddam 
in hig speech made another polemic about the multi- 
National force pulling out of Lebanon forthwith, and 
you answered it surt of in the Cuble News intervicw 
last week. At the briefing after the cease-fire, you 
ducked the question. 





ro 
hn bod 


But can you give us seme fecling on tha pur- 
poss of a multinational furce now in Lahbanon, where 
you sée it going, doing anything dilterent, cr -- I 
den’t mean expanding the force. I'm noc talking 
beyond 18 months. I'm just saving in this next months 
is it contingent, for instance, on some agreement on 
troop withdrawal of the foreign forens? 


A The Cable News interview was, ia av view, 
misinterpreted somewhat on this question, and my intent 
was to say and is now to say that the dDasic mission of 
the multinational force remains whet it has baen from 
the beginning. Tn tnat interview a lot of effort was 
mad2 to tis in some sort of time limit or sem2thine like 
that to it. You recall that. when the multinational 
force first went into Beirut, we wart. there, and after 
a fairly short time we left... Then we went back in again. 

















9 
797 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE a — 


From that very moment, we took the positicn -- 
and this 1 might say we tock after very considcrable 
consultations with our partners in other countries -- 
that it is a mistake for us riyht from the baginning to 
say that force is there for such and such an amount of 
time, because that tends to becowe a factor in people's 
calculations in and of itself. 


So we have declined to give some time, right 
from the beginning. There's no change in that. So 
what is the mission? The mission is the multinational 
furce is there at the request of the Government of 
Jabanon, and its mission is to help provide stability 
by its presence in the greater Yeirut area, and hy 
that means to help the government get control. 


I think it has on the whole made a very con- 
structive contribution, und it continues to have that 
same mission. there hasn't been any change in the 
mission or in the numbers. The only thing that has 
happened that, of course, we ali deplore and sce is 
that there has been quite a lot of fivehting, and 
the multinational force has keen caught in that cross- + 2 
fire and has defended itsclf. It has takan some 
casualtics, and naturally that's a fact tnat we have 
to deal with. 


Q The reason I ask is there is a prevailing 
opinion in the Post story, which yuu have “nocked down, 
included in there that the Administration is now looking 
Zor alwost any way to get the troops out of there in a 
kind of face-saving way, the ccase-fire wil) last a 
month or so, and we'll get out. 


th your intciview you were asked that question 
and you sort of -- you indicated that it should be there 
as long as -- until there was stabiJity. Then you said 
among the factors. instability is when a country is 
eccupisd -- 75 percent of its territery -- that isn't 
stability. 


There was a suggestion that we should stay in 
there until it is really in control of the comutry, i.g., 
an agreement on troop withdrawal. Those are two very 
contradictory -- 


a Yhe first thing I would say is that we're 
not there Jooking for a way not to be thera. We're 
there for a purpose, and we think the purpose is being 
served. The President hus yonea te yreat Lenytiis recently 
to persuade people and to act an affirmative vote from 








re. 
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Congress in support of us being there, which has been 
done. 


As far as trying to identify in some pracise 
way what it is that would lcad us to be rcady to leave, 
I've consistently resisted yetting pinned down on that 
for the reasons that I gave and which yo back right to 
the very beginning that we're trying to avoid getting 
in the position where the presence of the multinational 
force and various things start getting manipulated against 
each other. 


If the Soviets and the Syrians persist in 
their opposition to the deployment of neutral observers, 
will they then have to hear the responsibility if the 
cease-fire breaks down and fiyhting resumes? 


A We hope the cvase-fire doesn't break down, 
and we'll work hard to sec that it doesn't. tT think 
it isn't only the question of whcther cbservers are 
therc, but also progress being madc in the Security 
Committee, the emergence of meetings at national reconcz!ia- 
tion and so on that will help creal.e the atmosphere. -* «© 
In fact, that is much more {undumenta) than the presence 
or ahsence of observers, but observers can pjay a part 
in giving people a reassurance that the things that 
they thought were going to happen are actually being 
observed and will happen. So we work on the observer 
side and also on these vuther matters. 





fae | 


Q 1 would like to change the esubicet just 
atad. You have secn the French Foreien Minister, you've 
seen the Iraqi, and 1 guess we've all heard what the 
[ranians had to say. 


How concerned are you that there may ke some 
new explosion in the Gulf which would threaten the Western 
oil supplies, and did you mak any oreyress with either 
the French or the Traui in heading off what a lot of 
people consider a very destabilizing development in that 
war: tThe shipment of Super-"ntendard fighters to Iraq? 








A First of all, I share the gencral view 
that the Iraq-Iran war is, first of all, a great tragedy 
for the two countries, with huye cacnalty rates, great 
cost in @very dimension, and that it’s very desirable 
to bring it to an end. * 


It's Cesirable for the reascns involving those 
two countries, and it's also desiruble because a possivle 
extension of it so that it affects other countries is -- 
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and third countries, particularly tiose 33 


these who raiy on the supplies coming fro 
that's obviously a very undesirable devel 





Has any progress bccn made in t 
that war to a conclugicn? Heft that I kne 
there arc some interesting developments 
nibbling around the edges of and which w 
to support. 


Our influence with Tran is nec 
we have more contact with Irzq. So try: 
constructiiv2 things is very important f 
I can't say we have made -- 


Q The other vart of the qa 
eur influence with Frunece end whether 1 
progress in -- or have tried (a) -- (b 
in taiking taem out of supplying Exoce 
Gelivery vehicles for (ham vo the Trag 





A The French, I'm sure, v 
question in itS Gen tens, and they' LT: 
they think i2 in their best interests 
interests cf the Iran-Iruqg sitnvation 

community, and i'm act going te comme 


Q On that question, Chi: 
Previous one, if on the record a 


ne 
i¢€ Tat a! j 2 ; etgeree , 7é ~f er9 =] - 
uif anc 313 O11 supply :6 of vital : 


QQ rr 


a Yes. 

Cc Does thet ccoméin the 

A las. 

Q Tn other words, if + 
by the Iranian Ffoareiqn Sinister te 


NWormuz is put inte ecifect, wh: 
cf action? 


4 That YemMaing ta he 
to comment on what we @2 in any c: 
say that it is a matter o° vital 
States. 1 alynt sav int the Sus 


gd “A.” wa'll do “EB,” and there la 
hanpening. If vou start giving 3 


mail, “A* is young *0 32 seplace: 
infinity. & shiak you fave to 
G.fferant way. 
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totall, misleading 4h lcimetlicn S594T the 45. =n airline 
Catastrophe. 


Ca tha Subject sz arms GOMtrel, which is of 
Vital interest to US aod sur frie fads, ke haa nething 
very Positive to Say about + t we've 


‘h@ €F Forte that 
mace to engage in PCSitive Cive-and-take On the 
Subject ef Inf M349Otiations. 


We, AOWaver, will Teer ©° hearin S=om the 

Soviets €t the ba, "JaIMiag «5 ic, and WE'L] cas sher2, 

‘*@ hava ante Positions. Trey! ce ClCSlS nated @ith "- 
Our allic; W@ 2c thers in @ spirit Of Sivae-ard- ~take, 
and we Want. to See an Agreement Worked ey if One ean te 
Worked our, 


-e- 
oer! 


But I think EN9ther oF — {Potats -24t has 
Smereed from the Jisecussiens l've L hese sitety my 
colleagues froin European Counts isa ta the 7itT strone 
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OQ Can't you say whut he asx3d ycu to do, 
asked the United Statss to Ga? 


A The United States is often flattered, 
in a sense, dy people whv somehow think if we put our 
mir.d to sometaing, we can do almost anything. wouid 
thac it were tc. 


IT think ‘ney wish that -e would do somethin, 
and we're willing to if we can think of cOonzeructive things 
c¢ do. There may ve cne or two, and if they will vork, 
we’ll do them. 


Q Any suggestion Gromy*o might Se coming 
acxt week? 


A I have no information con that. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:50 p.a.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT CARSTENS OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF WEST GERMANY 


October 4, 1983 


The Briefing Room 
11:36 A.M. EDT 


MR. ROUSSEL: Yes, if we could get going because 
we've got things to do. This is on background, attributable 
to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, I will 
be brief and then be happy to take your questions. i think the 
first thing T would say is that, as I think you know, this visit 
is not an ordinary state visit but is part of a fairly extensive 
trip that President Carstens is making to the United States 
as part of the Tricentennial celebration which has been going 
on this year celebrating 300 years of relations between Germany 
and the United States. So, after this visit in Washington the 
President will be going to other cities. I think the highlight 
will be ‘a celebration in Philadelphia because the first German 
settlers 300 years ago settled in Pennsylvania. And there are 
@ number of other events going on. There is a political -- 


Q What day is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What day do they go 
w@ oo 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thursday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is, I think, 
a broader political message here which is that probably no two 
countries inthe last 30 years have had closer ties than the 
United States and the Federal Republic of Germany. And this is 
a recognition in part of the 300 years of cultural legacy of 
the German input in the United States but also the last 30 years 
the major American influence inthe Federal Republic. And you 
heard a little of that in President Carstens address talking 
about the Marshall plan, CARE packages and the like. And this 
has obvious political symbolism in a very critical year when the 
alliance is being tested and when the relationship between the 
United States and the Federal Republic is being tested mainly 
by, as you know, efforts by the Soviet Union to unravel the 
December '79 decision on seeking an arms control agreement and, 
if we fail at that, the deployment of Pershing and cruise missiles 
at the end of the year. And I think that's a good introduction 
for talking a little bit about the meeting that was just held 
in the Cabinet Room between the two Presidents. 


President Carstens said that he was particularly 
appreciative and that he could speak on behalf of all parties 
in Germany about the importance of the U.S.-German relationship, 
of the importance of the presence of U.S. forces in Europe and 
) the important -- in particular, the important security relationship 
) between the two countries and the strong support within the 
Federal Republic for continuing membership in NATO. 


He then went on and talked about the INF issue and 
said there were three things that he wanted to thank the President 
for on behalf of the government. The first were the series of 
proposals that the United States has made inthe Geneva talks -- 
most recently is the proposals that were contained in the President's 
speech at the United Nations. Secondly, the decision by the President 
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to keep the negotiations in Geneva under way and to, in fact, 
intensify our efforts to seek agreement there despite the Korean 
aa@irliner tragedy. And, thirdly, the consultations that have 

taken place between the United States and the other allied countries 
including Germany on developing our negotiating position and 

the negotiations themselves. And he mentioned the fact that 

Paul Nitze, our negotiator in Geneva has paid several high level 
visits to Bonn to discuss this with Chancellor Kohl and others. 





He then went on to say that the NATO decision of 
December '79 would be carried out by the German government. There 
was some discussion cf the domestic debate within Germany with 
the President asking questions and others and President Carstens 
describing the domestic situation and discussion of U.S.-Soviet 
relations and East-West relations in the aftermath of the airliner. 
And, finally, Hans Dietrich Genscher, who is the German Vice Chancellor, 
the leader of the Free Democratic Party and the German Foreign 
Minister, who was also present at the meeting, had just returned 
from the meeting that he had held in Central America with German 
ambassadors. And he reported on his visit there. And the gist 
of what he said was the German policy would be to do more to 
cooperate with the United States and Central America. Particularly 
he said the German government was particuarly impressed with what 
the Unite:i States was doing in the economic area, strongly supported 
the Contadora effort and wanted to consult closely with the 
United States on future policy in Central America. 


I would be happy to take you: questions. Yes? 


Q Was the West German delegation apprised of 
the START proposals that President Reagan will be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the President 
did in discussion of East-West relations, U.S.-Soviet relations 
describe what decisions he'd taken there and was talking about 
his meeting later toda, with Ambassador Rowny where he will 
presumably say something about those new proposals. 


Q Did theydiscuss -- 


Q And was there reaction from the West German 
delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were very 
Supportive. They are, as you know, they strongly support arms 
control and are appreciative of the efforts the President is 
making in both START and INF. 


Q On INF, did they discuss what might happen 
or what ought to happen in the negotiations if theré's no 
agreement by December? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we're both -- 


Q -- apart from deployment, I mean, on the 
negotiating track. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because there 
was complete agreement that, for our part, the negotiations would 
continue and should continue. 


Q Was there any discussion at all of the new 
Getailed Soviet rejection of the President's INF position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q What is the feeling within this administration 
about the -- we hear some talk that some aides feel that perhaps 
the President went too far on the rhetoric and has somehow damaged 
relations with the Soviets to the point that they're not willing 
to talk anymore. . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have vet to meet 
an aide, so-calléd “aide” who has expressed that view. These 
are phantom aides as far as I'm concerned. 


Q You don't think that the rhetoric may have 
been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't, no. No, 
I don't feel sorry for the Soviets. They can dish it out. They 
ought to be able to take it. 


Q You said both Presidents discussed the level 
of opposition in West Germany to December deployment. What was 
President Carstens’ evaluation of how deep the oppostion runs 
and what was President Reagan's response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He pointed out that 
there are groups in Germany opposed -- the peace movement, the Greens, 
but he said that he was confident that the government could go ahead. 


Q What about President Reagan? Did he make 
any observations on this issue? 


SENIC2 ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he was really 
being briefed by the President on the German domestic situation. 


Q Was there any sense that these demonstrations 
might be less virulent this fall because of recent events? Any 
assessment by the Germans that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have heard 
such an assessment. That assessment, though, wasn't really made 
today. It was really more of a discussion of what the climate 
is and really a kind of optimistic assessment of the ability 
of the German government to follow through on its commitment. 


Q Was there any discussion of German reunification, 
specifically, the not so veiled threats by the Soviets that by 
standing with the West the Germans are losing their chance to 
get East Germany reunited with West Germany? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was 
no discussion -- 


Q Carstens didn't express any -- you know, "We're 
taking this risk, we're doing this for a greater good.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no 
discussion. But I would just note, and I want to emphasize this 
wasn't discussed at the meeting, but that there were recent 
an.uouncements made by the East German government which are 
fairly positive both on lowering the currency requirements for 
younger people who are visiting East Germany anc also a decision 
to apparently remove these automatic weapons that are stationed 
at the wall. So -- 


Q What was the climate described as domestically? 
You said that the Germans described the climate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I went through 
that. I said -=- 


Q Optimistic? Was that the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said that the 
government and Carstens -- and the President was optimistic that 
the government could follow through, that he mentioned that there 
were groups opposed to this deployment but that he was confident 
that they would be able to follow through. 
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Q Does that mean by controlling demonstrations 
or the fact that there may not be any demonstrations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think everyone 
assumes there will be some demonstrations. 
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Q You said that President Carstens in the meeting 
reiterated the German government intent to go ahead with deploy- 
ment. I notice in his public remarks he did not mention 
deployment. Is there any disappointment that he did not 
Say that publicly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I would 
have to look at his public remarks, but he was just very 
Clear on this. And when we say go ahead with deployment, 
we're talking about in the absence of an agreement. 


2 Well, all right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But, no, there's 
absolutely no disappointment. 


Q When you said Carstens said he could speak 
for all parties, did you mean the political parties such 
as the Greens and the other peace movements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that he 
was -- could speak on the question of NATO solidarity, that 
all, I imagine, the political parties represented in the 
Bundestag. 


Q Was there any feeling expressed by either 
president one way or the other on whether there was going 
to be an agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think both 
sides hoped that there would be an agreement, but at the 
same time there was a recognition that as long as the Soviets 
felt that they could achieve their objectives without having 
to pay a price, in other words, stop the deployment without 
having to reduce their forces, that they might have fewer 
incentives to do so, that there was a recognition that the 
Soviets have surprised us in the past and could surprise us 
again and could finally get serious at the negotiating table 
prior to deployment. So, in other words, I think that 
no one has given up on the possibility of achieving an outcome, 
an agreement prior to deployment. 








Q Can I follow that up? Do either or both 
of the presidents feel that the recent U.S. proposals on 
nuclear arms last weekend -- the one that's coming up today -- 
will substantially improve the prospects for an agreement 
with the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You just can't -- 
I don't think they -- I think they both recognize and, generally 
speaking, I think we recognize that you can't talk about improving 
the prospects for an agreement unilaterally. It's up to 
the other side. And it's not clear to us that the Soviets 
are interested in achieving an agreement. They have taken 
a very intransigent position in the INF negotiations. They 
continue to insist that they be the only power in the 
negotiations that be allowed to deploy these weapons. Their 
approach in the negotiatiors is that they refuse to envisage 
any agreement that provides or permits the deployment of a single 
U.S. system. 


Q What relationship do you see between the 
two talks? I mean, do you think that any progress in START 
depends on an agreement in INF or do you think they'd proceed 
on their own? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 
there's any mechanical relationship. Clearly perhaps progress 
in one would improve the climate for progress in the other. 
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But we don't have -- see any mechanical or formal linkage between 
the two. We'd like to make progress in both. 


Q Was there any discussion of the large U.S. 
budget deficits and the high interest rates that result thereof? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None. 


Q In view of the Soviets entrenched position, 
did either Carstens or Genscher suggest that perhaps another 
modification in the West's INF proposal might be made before 
Necember? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was a 
discussion of continuing consultations. But there was no 
discussion of any new proposals. 


Q Did the French and British torces 
come up in the discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:50 A.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE START PROPOSALS 





October 4,1983 
The Briefing Room 


1:37 P.M. EDT 


MR. JANKA: Will you sit down, please. We are very limited 
on time. If you will sit down, we can pass these things out a lot 
faster, please. What we're handing out is the fact sheet on the 
President's statement this afternoon and the personnel announcement 
for James Woolsey. The statement, the President's statement, the 
advance text is being run off right now and we'll have it before the 
end of this briefing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When President Reagan 
took office, he directed that there be an interagency study of our 
national security and foreign policies and a central part of that was 
a study of how arms control and defense programs should work together 
to provide for enhanced security for the United States. 


His first major announcement in that area was not only 
the strategic force modernization program in October of '81, but also 
his 1981 speech in which he laid out four major areas of interest. 
We know these as INF, START, conventional arms control, md confidence- 
building measures. And over the last two years,you have seen that 
plan in SALT play out. In June of last year the President announced 
his new START proposal. The focus of that proposal was on trying to 
provide stability at reduced levels. 


As you will remember, the initial proposal provided for 
phased reductions, in which there were two phases. The first phase 
focused primarily on the fast-flying systems, ballistic missiles; 

a second phase that would focus on less threatening, less destabilizing 
systems. During the course of the last year it has become readily 
apparent to everyone that if there's going to be success in the 
negotiations, two things were going to have to happen. 


One is that there is going to have to be a modernization 
program that would provide an incentive for the Soviet Union to 
negotiate, and the second was that there would have to be a unity 
within the Western democracies and bipartisan support within the 
United States. A manifestation of our efforts to achieve both support 
for the strategic programs and the bipartisan suprfort for arms control 
was seen in the Scowcroft Commission report, and you will remember in 
June the President announced some new initiatives which were to be 
implemented in round four of the negotiations. 


Most people are not aware that, in fact, a great deal 

happened during round four on the part of the United States. We did 
more then simply relax our requirement for a limit of 850 ballistic 
missiles; we removed the dividing line between the two phases,putting 
everything on the table. We agreed to limitations -- we agreed to 
discuss limitations on bombers and air-launched cruise missiles at 
below SAIT II levels. We proposed some other limitations designed 

to enhance stability. 


That was a part of our effort, building upon the recommen- 
dations of the Scowcroft Commission. As you all are well aware, at 
the same time we were working closely with the Congress on other aspects 
of arms control, including the concept of a build-down in which you 
would, for each new weapon introduced into the force, you would reduce 
a larger number of warheads. And what the President will do today is 
announce his initiatives for the next round of START and included in 
that will be proposals for mutual, guaranteed build-down. 


The fact sheet t*.. you've been given sort of summarizes 
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those issues, so what I'd like to do is -- let's see, just take 
questions. 


-2- 


Q The 5 percent build-down is in what? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ballistic missile warheads. 
Q It's in warheads, it's measured in warheads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Is it measured in throwweight, too? How does it bear 
on throwweight? 














BEST COPY AVAILABLE eas 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we have said 
is this: we are putting forth a proposal that provides for a 
build-down in ballistic missile warheads and we are prepared to 
propose a concurrent build-down in bombers. We understand that 
we seek limitations in the destructive capability and potential 
of ballistic missiles and that the price for getting that will 


be limitations on areas in wh’ we have advantage which is 
primarily in the bomber area. .:. ‘che instructions that the 
delegation will take back prc*"i°. or a more explicit reference 


to those trade-offs. 


Q So -- wait a minute. So, it's an indirect 
goal and not the direct -- It's an indirect objective, not 
the direct objective the Pentagon wanted. Is that correct? Throwweight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. You mean 
on the throwweight question? 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. 


Q -- Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we have said 
to the Soviet Union already is that we are prepared to approach 
the question of destructive capability and potential by a variety 
of means. And what we have said to them is that we are prepared 
to go with the -- what we will call the indirect approach, which 
is various subceilings and sublimits, which was part of our 
Phase I Proposal. But we have also said to them we're prepared 
to discuss the direct limits, sort of aggregate approaches. 


In our interest, of course, is getting those 
limits on ballistic missiles. 


Q But in this respect the overture from last 
time has been modified to say that you're also willing to % 
approach the issue of throwweight indirectly by saying -- 
applying it to cutbacks in bombers -- cutbacks in missiles. 
Is that the trade-off provision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the Soviet Union 
has a proposal, we're prepared to explore proposals in which 
limitations on missiles are balanced by limitations on bombers. 
And there are many approaches to this. Some are direct. Some 
are indirect. Some are hybrids. And we're not prepared to 
say right now exactly what it would be. We need to talk to 
the Soviet Union a bit about some of these concepts. 


Some of these concepts that we're talking about 
are new to the Soviet Union, and it's going to take some explaining 
so that they will understand some of the approaches that are 
possible. Some of their approaches are more traditional, and they won't 
take much -- 
Q Wouldn't most of this build-down take place 
anyway, though, under the current U.S. proposals? In other words, 
isn't a lot of this inherent in the second version of the START 
proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Because of the 
way this is proposed, we're not talking simply about reaching 
a reduced limit by X date, but we are talking about guaranteed 
percentages occurring and with incentives to move in stabilizing 
directions. There is a price if you want to go in destabilizing 
directions and that is you have to reduce much more quickly. 


Q Precisely how does linking it to modernization 
work so that the Soviets don't have to scrap a lot of their 
heavy missiles? Give us a formula. . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you an 
example. This is an illustrative example. You might say that 
in the course of modernization that for every land-based missile 
warhead you deploy you might have to take out, for an average new 
one, you would have to take out two old ones. But for, say, each 
submarine-based missile, for each two that you deploy, you would 
have to take out three old ones -- that is to say, a one and a half 
for one ratio. 


Q I notice you have a five percent build-down for 
missiles but no percentage build-down for bombers. Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're prepared to 
discuss with the Soviet Union -- 


Q -- percentage -- If it's five percent on ICBMs, 
on land-based ICBMs, obviously that means more to the -- more 
of a build-down to the Soviets than it would be to us. How do 
you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not putting 
forth unfair or inequitable proposals, but -- we have said is 
our primary interest, the centerpiece of our strategic arms 
proposal remains a desire to get ballistic missile warheads down 
to five thousand. 


Q Okay. But in getting down there to five 
thousand, are we prepared to go five percent or some kind 
of percentage on bombers that will equal out with the percentage 
that they would have to go on ballistic missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is something 
we can discuss with the Soviet Union -- 


Q Why didn't you include a percentage in 
bombers where we had the advantage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because have 
a negotiation going on. 


Q In effect, are you saying to the Soviets, 
"What percentage reduction in bombers would you need to get 
to where we need to be on the missiles?" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a possible 
formulation. I don't think that's exactly how it would take 
place in the negotiations. 


Q How much throwweight would equal -- how 
much Soviet throwweight would equal one American bomber's? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't put 
forth that formulation to them. But clearly we're prepared to 
discuss a wide variety of trade-offs. And if they have some 
numbers involved, we're prepared to listen to their numbers. 
We might even at some point propose some numbers of our own. 


Q -- you have some numbers in mind, but you're 
not telling us at this stage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't even 
told the Soviet Union. 


Q Well, that's -- 
Q Are we? Are we initially going to have some 
numbers on the table in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In time, we will 
propose some numbers on a -- in a variety of areas. Some will 
be initially. 
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Q How’ does the position on the cruise differ 
from where the talks were left when they last recessed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we had indicated 
to the Soviet Union was that we were prepared to address their 
concerns in the ALCM areas in exchange for their addressing some 
concerns of ours. What we have proposed thus far is a -- limits 
on bombers below SALT II levels and limits on ALCM loading 
below SALT II levels. Now, the Soviet Union has come back 
and said that, well, if you multiply the two together, you 
come back with this very, verv high number. But I would remind 
you, by that logic under 
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SALT II, if you have multiplied the numbers together you could have 
something like 37,000 ALCMs, but nobody ever contemplated 37,000 
ALCMs. What we are prepared to do is to discuss with the Soviet 
Union limitations that would bring the -- bring some reassurance to 
them that we don't have outrageous plans for ALCMs. 


But, frankly, they know we don't have outrageous plans 
for ALCMs. 


Q Are your ALCMs figured into the bomber weight level? 
Is that part of the same formula? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are prepared to 
discuss with the Soviet Union limitations on bombers in exchange for 
getting limitationsm ballistic missiles. The exact formulation of 
how those limits would take place, we have put forth some proposals 
and we are prepared to discuss some alternative proposals with them. 
And some of them might involve such calculations. 


Q What is the purpose of the working group breaking 
it out, this issue of -- START, and do you expect it to accelerate 
progress and whom do you expect to head it? Can you talk about that 
in some detail? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The concept of a working 
group is not new to the negotiations. We have several working groups 
in INF. We have proposed a confidence-building measures working group 
in START, but thus far the Soviet Union has not been willing to estab- 
lish that particular working group. There is a great deal of work 
that has to be done in any treaty. 


Contrary to what some people have said, no treaty is 
simple. They are all complex; they all involve a great deal of 
technical and lawyer expertise -- legal expertise. The advantage 
of having a working group is that you can keep the big discussions on 
the big issues on track, but as you see problems that you can address 
you can work them in the working group. So the working group won't 
be the only place we discuss build-down, but it will be where we try 
to accelerate our understanding and our work on these proposals. 


Q Well, are you aiming at some sort of interim agree- 
ment, like the Vladivostok Accord, through this mechanism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob, it's a little 
premature to anticipate such things when they haven't been forthcoming 
on any of the major issues of concern to the West. 


Q But on build-down, is build-down separate from the 
rest -- the body of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is an integral part 
of the START approach. 


Q Well, no, but picking up on Bob's question, 
for the sake of an interim agreement, for the sake of some success -- 
and, by the way, all treaties don't take all these months to negotiate; 
they didn't take that long in the sixties. So assuming that something 
is attainable -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of them should have. 


Q What do you mean, the testing of the atmosphere? 
You question that? 
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It took ten days. 
The question is -- 
What's the question? 


on Oo OD oO 


The question is assuming that you ze interested -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Arms control is 
getting more and more complex, and I think everyone understands that. 


Q Assuming that both -- if both sides, indeed, can 
agree on anything important, is it possible that something like a 
build-down will be separated out as an interim agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, we have to talk 
to the Soviet Union about how it is we are going to reach an agreement 
on basic principles which divide us and basic trade-offs which have 
to be made. And it's just premature to talk about such things. 


Q Getting a little bit off the subject of numbers, 
I haven't had a chance to read the President's remarks -- nobody has -- 
but I noticed that the President has -- 


Q I have. 
Q I have. 


Q -- noted, it says in the fact sheet, that the Soviet 
Union has not responded. He announced that the U.S. will continue to 
press for progress. The President directed that in Round 5 the U.S. 
delegation seek a more positive response to the additional flexibility 
demonstrated by the U.S. What does that mean? Seek a more -- it 
seems to me that that might be a sort of implied hint there that if we 
don't seek a more positive response and if we can't make progress then 
maybe that's the end of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. The President, 
I think, has demonstrated his commitment, and the spirit of the way 
in which he is approaching the negotiations, when people ask whether 
or not he would cancel the talks in the context of the Korean airliner 
incident. And, clearly, he made his decision and he made it clear to 
the world. We are pressing to get an agreement. He is committed to 
that. 


Q You keep talking about limitations on bombers in 
exchange for limitations on missiles. What does that -- how about 
the submarine, the third -- submarine-based missiles? Does that -- 
are you assuming that there is equality there, or that tnere is no 
necessity to make a deal on that part of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, clearly, that's an 
area in which they have certain quantitative advantages, we have certain 
quantitative and qualitative advantages, and both sides have development 
programs. And, clearly, any agreement would imply either we do slightly 
better or slightly worse than the situation might otherwise be. 


Q What? 
Do you think the President is betting on -- 


Q 
Q So what if -- 
Q -- the missile build-down on -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Say tha¢ again? 
Q Is that included in the missile buiid~down? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes; oh, yes. 


Q Submarines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Submarine -- the warheads; 
yes. 


Q Would the United States give up the entire Minuteman 
force to get 100 MX missiles under this proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 


What, then, is the alternative if you should get a 
two-for-one build-down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Charlie, the point is 
that, clearly, if and when we get a negotiated set of rules which apply 
both -- equally to the Soviet Union and the United States, both the 
United States and the Soviet Union will have to make some decisions 
about how they are going to structure their forces for the future under 
those rules. 


We're not saying that the shoe won't pinch on our feet, 
too; it will. ; 


Q Are you saying -- may I follow up on that? How 
integral to this proposal is the Midgetman concept? I mean if you're 
going to build down, I think the implication of the question is that 
you become more vulnerable with the MX. So how essential is it to pro- 
ceed with Midgetman? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Part of our initiative, 
and a major part of what we are trying to do, is to encourage an 
environment in which both sides provide -- deploy increasingly survivable 
systems, to encourage deployment such as the small missile, or deploy- 
ments in more survivable modes. And so we are trying not to discourage 
survivable deployments. We are trying to encourage them. And at the 
same time, we are trying to discourage the deployment of large numbers 
of systems which tend to cause concern about the stability of the 
balance. 


Q Can I clarify that? In other words, when you said 
just now and I think also a moment ago that we're trying to move to 
more stabilizing and survivable systems, isn't that what you mean, that 
you're trying to move to a one-warhead missile concept for the United 
States’ part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, clearly, deployment -- 


Q Isn't that translated into what normal people can 
understand? Isn't that what you mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would invite you to 
go back and take a look at the Scowcroft Commission report, which shows 
the integral relationship between small missiles, other missiles and 
arms control. And to point out that -- 


Q Well, not to -- your invitation. Can you just -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is clear to us, we 
are committed to the development of a small missile, because we can 
anticipate that a small missile would provide opportunities for an 
enhanced stability and increased survivability in our forestructure. 
And we also believe that in the forestructures that we see in the 
near term, it is essential that we have a system like the MX, to 
guarantee that we will have an overall enhanced deterrent. 


But the mix can change, under the circumstances, and 
arms control can influence that. 


Q Following on Charlie's question, doesn't this 
necessarily mean that we're going to have fewer than 100 MXs? And, 
secondly, doesn't this require deeper cuts on either side than either 
side is willing to tolerate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're clearly 
willing to tolerate the cuts. We're the ones that are proposing the 
significant reductions. But you raised a good question, which is in 
the last round it has become increasingly less certain that the Soviet 
Union itself is interested in significant reductions, if any reductions 
at all. 


And that's one of the things that we clearly are trying 
to achieve. 


Q How about the first part of that question, though, 
about the fewer than 100 MXs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now, our program 
is 100 MXs. And whether or not arms control will change that remains 
to be seen, but let's see what we negotiate. 


Q Could you explain the relationship between the three 
provisions under the build-down proposal? Does it mean, for example, that if you are 
able to negotiate a five percent mandatory build-down per year, that 
the modernization thing doesn't have to be -- that you don't have to get 
involved in that? You just go for a five percent build-down each year? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mike, what you would do 
is apply each rule to the force for the year. And whichever rule pro- 
duced the greatest reduction, that would be the rule that applied. 

So, clearly, if the relationship was such that both sides did not 
modernize much, then you would -- the driving factor would be the 
guaranteed annual percentage of whatever is negotiated. If one side 
or the other or both decides to modernize at a particularly rapid rate, 
then it's the modernization rules that would drive. And, of course, 
those are subject to negotiations. 


Q What if you have one side modernize a lot and the 
other doesn't? Which would apply, or would both apply? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the side that 
modernizes a lot would be driven by the modernization rule. The side 
that is not modernizing would be driven by the guaranteed annual per- 
centage, which would guarantee that there would, in fact, be annual 
reductions. This is designed, by the way, Mike, to encourage stability 
during the reductions process, to make sure that you don't get one side 
simply freezing and achieving the military advantages of a freeze. 


Q How many years of a treaty would you foresee? 
At five percent, what are we talking about, a three-year treaty? Five- 
year treaty? Ten-year? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it depends, again, 
.on what the force levels are when you begin, what the floor is. In 
our case we're talking about 5000 for now. And the question is, 
whatever percentage rate you negotiate, that would determine the 
duration. 


Q Can you assess -- 
Q I don't understand that. 


Q -- that last question. Would the build-down ideally 
only take place until you got down to the 5000-warhead limit? Is that 
where it would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're having trouble 
getting the Soviet Union to agree to any reductions. And so if we 
can get them to 5000, it's a good start. 


Q That would be the floor under the build-down? Is 
that the way it's envisioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can you assess, please, what it does to the pace 
of negotiations to introduce so many new concepts into them at this 
late stage? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's one of the 
reasons why we want the working group, is we've got a lot of issues 
that we've had some good progress in terms of presenting our basic 
views; we have not had good- progress in terms of getting them to address 
our concerns, and we have these other approaches which are designed 
to try to see if we can reduce some differences and a working group, 
we think, would help us address some of these issues. 


Q Doesn't it impede negotiations when one side keeps 
coming in with a new concept every new round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that people over- 
simplify that. The truth of the matter is that we've been dealing 
with the Soviet Union for a long, long time and they are far more 
sophisticated in negotiations today than they were, say, in 1969 
and 1970. We've got a lot of definitions worked out, a lot of 
concepts. They read our literature, they watch our debates, they 
read what you write. But it will take some time to go through some 
of this, but I don't think that is a major obstacle. 


MR. JANKA: Thank you. Just a reminder. This is on baci:- 


ground. 


END ’ 1:58 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKG ROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SPANISH-AMERICAN COUNCIL MEETING 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1983, 4:35 P.M. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I just want to give 
you an idea of what had happened today at this meeting bet- 
ween the Secretary of State and the Spanish Foreign 
Minister. 
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SIE Tf there's any questions I can't 


answer, maybe they probably can. 


Let me say that this was the first meeting of the 
U.S.-Spanish Council under the Treaty of Friendship, Defense 
and Cooperation, which is the successor agreement to pre- 
vious agreements that we've had with Spain. And it is aiso 
the first meeting of this Council since Spain joined NATO 
and thus became an ally of the United States. 2 


Let me first give you some of the details on this 
schedule and what happened, and then we can talk a bit about 
what happened at the meeting itself. 


The Secretary was tied up, giving a luncheon for 
President Carstens, the President of Germany, and so Deputy 
Secretary Dam hosted a lunch for the Spanish Foreign 
Minister. Following that luncheon the Secretary and the 
Spanish Foreign Minister met privately for forty-five minu- 
tes, following which the U.S.-Spanish Council met with a ‘ 
broader participation. That lasted from approximately 3:00 
to 4:00 following which there were cocktails and a bit of 
entertainment. 


The Spanish Foreign Minister left for the airport. 
He's going back to Spain this evening. 


At the same time as the Deputy Secretary was 
giving lunch for the Spanish Foreign Minister, the chariman 
of the various committees that report to this Council were 
giving similar get-togethers for their Spanish colleagues. 
For instance, our Assistant Secretary for OES, Oceans, 
Environment and Scientific Affairs, was meeting with his 
colleague, and our Assistant Secretary for Economic Affairs 
was meeting with his colleague from the Spanish Foreign 
Ministry. 
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Both formal meetings of those committees either 
took place today or had taken place earlier. Most of those 
individuals thus met separately in addition to their par- 
ticipation in the Council Meeting. 


The Secretary noted in his welcoming remarks that 
this was indeed a historic occasion but it was far from his 
first opportunity to meet with his colleague from the 
Government of Spain. I think it's fair to say, and it's my 
Own judgment, that the relations, the intensity of the rela- 
tions with Spain have been as intense as with any ally over 
the past year. 


The Secretary has visited Madrid twice. The 
Spanish Foreign Minister has visited Washington twice, the 
First time with the Prime Minister a couple of months ago. 
There have also been other bilateral meetings at other 
venues between them, including at the last NATO meeting in 
Brussels. 


There have a series of meetings, and the rela- 
tionship between Foreign Minister Moran and Shultz has grown 
-- both of them took office at nearly the same time, and 
both of them have thus participated in the development of 
the new relationship with Spain which grows out of Spain's 
membership in NATO and the Spanish and U.S. conclusion of 
the Defense Agreement and its ratification which, again, 
took place under their terms of office. 


In the meeting, he noted this historical context 
in which it was taking place. He then listed some of the 
areas where we see Significant cooperation taking place in 
the context and under the aegis of the U.S.-Spanish Council. 
This includes, for instance, defense/industrial cooperation. 
That is, cooperation in the procurement, production of 
U.S.-related items. The U.S.-Spanish Agreement and, in par- 
ticular, Spanish membership in NATO allows Spain a number of 
rights and privileges in terms of access to the U.S. market 
nere. It allows us to waive the buy-American provisions 
which would otherwise apply. It allows us to waive some of 
the costs, such as the cost of research and development of 
weapon systems which we would have to apply if we were 
selling it to a non-ally. 


There is a special committee under the Council set 
up to enhance cooperation between the U.S. and Spain in this 
area. 


The Secretary noted that under the agreement we 
have been able to expand resources in the area of culture, 
education, science and technology exchanges between our 
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countries. That we were also working to insure that there 
was full offset for major Spanish purchases of U.S. weapon 
systems, such as the F-18; that we were continuing to pro- 
vide assistance to the Spanish air defense system -- Combat 
Grande -- which is a long-term project; that we were pro- 
viding additional assistance to the port facilities at Rota, 
and that we hope to see the provisions of the agreement 
which provide for the possibility of enhanced military 
cooperation in new areas to be explored fully in the coming 
months and years. 


Finally, the Secretary noted that there were con- 
tinuing problems in our economic relationship. These 
derived, on the one hand, from the unfavorable balance of 
trade between Spain and the United States; that is, unfa- 
vorable to trade. There's approximately a 4 to 1 balance in 
the U.S. favor, not including investment and tourism which 
tends to change the balance somewhat less favorably for 
Spain, and also in the area of fisheries, and that we 
recognize that these are difficulties which we and the 
Spanish Government have to continue to work on. Although in 
both cases the legislation and other things inhibit the abi- 
lity of the administrations on either side to influence the 
situation to some degree. 


The Spanish Foreign Minister made a statement 
which I think it's fair to say paralleled the Secretary's in 
many ways. They noted the same areas of cooperation, the 
same general satisfaction and the same difficulties on which 
continued work was necessary. 


The meeting then heard the reports, a summary of 
the reports of the six committees which had met earlier: The 
Science and Technology Committee -- the Environment and 
Science Committee; the Economic Committee; the 
Educational/Cultural Committee; the Defense Industrial 
Committee; Joint Military Committee; and the 
Political/Military ~-- Administrative Committee, following 
which there was an agreement to approve the reports, to 
approve the press statement which I think all of you have 
gotten, and the meeting concluded. 


I will be delighted to take any questions. 


Q The 4 to 1 trade inbalance, could you flush 
that out with figures? 


A I can't. Do you have some of the figures? 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The Secretary men- 
tioned in a-= no, not on that. . 








Page 4 of this document could rot be found. 











0 Does the Spanish Government agree that the 
main problem is their unfamiliarity with American markets 
or do they tend to blame protectionist legislation? 


A I don't know. It is not for me to speak 
for the Spanish Government. I think that insofar as they 
are talking to us, obviously, they are interested in what 
we can do. But I don't think they would suggest that 
the four-to-one imbalance results from t).S. protectionism. 


They might well beiieve that the balance could 
be improved somewhat as a result of changes. 


0 What does it mean to fully offset the 
Spanish purchases of U.S. weapons svstems? 


A It means that the U.S., particularly the 
firms involved in the sale, should try to find Spanish 
products in the same area, generally, to buy. For instance, 
I can't remember who makes the F-18 -- General Pynamics? 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: McDonnell-Douglas. 


FIRST DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: McDonnell-Douglas. . 
There are many things that in aerospacial -- you know, 
Spain has a fairly active aerospacial industry, as well, 
and McNonnell-Douglas, in entering into that agreement, 
would commit itself to buy a certain amount of Spanish 
products. There are areas in which the U.S. Government 
can facilitate this, as well. 


0 Has McNonnell-Douglas. for instance? 
A I don't know. Where does that happen? 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There are a number 
of areas where McDonnell-Douglas has made private 
arrangements with Spanish procurement agencies and com- 
panies to facilitate offset agreements, and this goes 
all the way from technological offsets, such as 
arrangements for coproduction to less technological 
areas like arranging to facilitate the sale of Spanish 
shoes in the United States and enhance tourism, and 
so forth. 


But, again, these are private arrangements 
between the company, McNonnell-Douglas, the contractor, 
and the Spanish agencies. These are being finalized 
right now. 


®) Would it ever work out to fully offset 
those purchases? . 











SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That is hard to 
say. I don't know. I know the Spanish will attempt to 
make sure that it does. But how the negotiations will 
go with “cDonnell-Douglas, it is hard to say, right 
now. 


n What was the magnitude of that plane deal, 
the F-18? 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It is $2.7 billion. 
n How many planes? 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It would be 72 
planes, with an option to buy 12 more. 


0 Can you say anything about our industrial 
cooperation in defense industries? 


FIRST. DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I think this is an 
area where there are possibilities that the treaty opens 
up. I think that Spain, for instance, is interested in 
selling some aircraft, and there are other POteas E58, 
but I can't qet too much more specific. 


The legislation allows us to give Spain access 
to the market and to waive legislation -- the “Buy America” 
legislation -- which makes it more difficult for foreiqn 
contractors to bid for U.S. products, but it still re- 
quires that the Spanish enter the normal bidding process 
with both American and other allied firms. 


That is, as you know, an intensely complex 
process which requires, among other things, a good under- 
Standing of the Pentagon procurement system. One of the 
things that we can do under the Spanish Council system 
is to provide both the Spanish Government and Spanish 
firms with a fuller understanding of how that process 
works, where the decisions are made, when they are made, 
what kind of input one can have into the system. 


I think that is something that is just getting 
Started, to a large degree. 


0 So, in other words, the United States 
Government is not compelled to buy a single dollar of 
anything Spanish, necessarily. 

















A That is right. There is no indication 
that we have committed ourselves, nor have we been asked 
to commit ourselves in that regard. What we have been 
asked to do is to give them an opportunity to compete 
and to try to make an effort to insure that they are 
not disadvantaged in that competition through, among 
other things, lack of familiarity with it. 


-_ 


working level over the past two days? What you are dis- 
cussing now, does that fit into what has happened over 
the past two days? 


) Were all of these issues reviewed at the 


A Yes. 
Q At the working level? 


A At the Assistant Secretary level and below. 
That obviously has been discussed continuously in Madrid 
and here with the Embassy, but there was discussion at 
the Assistant Secretary level, and that was more briefly 
discussed by the Secretary of State and the Foreign 
Minister. 


a) When did the talks start? 


A I think they arrived here on Saturday, 
and have been here since. 


Q You emphasized earlier that this was a 
first meeting since the entrv of Spain in NATO. Have 
Secretary Shultz and Minister “Moran talked about NATO 
and the future of Spain in NATO or out of NATO? 


A The Secretary made clear in the earlier 
meeting he had, the bilateral meeting, in his office 
before the Spanish Council meeting that we continue to 
hope that Spain will maintain its membership in NATO, 
and that we believe that this serves Spanish interests 
in a number of ways, including some of the specific 
ways I mentioned, but also in the broader contribution 
to Western security and stability and democracy, and 
that we continue to attach importance to that, and 
believe it was in Spanish national interest, as well. 


0 Has the Spanish Minister related this 
question to the entrance of, or any kind of U.S. influence 
on the entrance Of Spain in the Furopean Community? 


a Not on this occasion, but I think it is 
fair to say that the Spanish have made clear that in 
previous meetings <= I don't believe it was expressed 
this time, I could be wrong <= that progress on that 
issue would be helpful. 














I don't think that we regard the two as 
directly and obviously linked. We do regard them as 
connected in the sense that democratization of Spain, 
the creation of a stable, functioning democratic 
system has obviously opened the way for Spain to par- 
ticipate more fully and more effectively in all of 
the Western institutions, and the EC and NATO are two 
of the most important Western institutions, and just 
as we support their participation in NATO, we support 
their full participation in the FC, and think that is 
a perfectly logical and reasonable development. 


a) Some days ago, British Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher was here and now the Foreign Minister 
of Spain, have they talked today something about 
Gibraltar, and the problem with the Spanish/British 
relations on the subject? 


A I don't believe that that arose. We have 
made clear both to Spain and to Britain whenever the 
subject has arose that we regard this as an issue between 
two close friends, and we very much encourage both sides 
to work actively toward a resolution of the differences. 


a) Continued Spanish participation in NATO, 
is that continued on a referendum? 


A I think the plan of the Spanish Government 
is to hold a referendum on the issue of Spain's role in 
Western defenses and participation in NATO sometime, the 
time not yet specified. 


@) Did the subject of United States policv 
in Latin America come up? 


A There was a good deal of discussion of that, 
including a good deal of discussion at lunch, with Secretary 
Dam and Ambassador Fnders, who, as you know, is presently 
the Ambassador to Spain, the former Assistant Secretarv 
for Latin American Affairs. 


I think the discussion was larqely an intellectual 
exchange about the difficulties, economic difficulties, 
facing Latin America; problems of political stability in 
these societies, in which a very great coincidence of 
analysis and views emerged. 


C Did they say anything specifically about 
the mresence or the alleged presence of Spanish terrorists 
in Central America -- Costa Rica or Nicaragua? 


oy No. 














Q Any discussion of the possibility of a 
more active Spanish role in Central American diplomacy? 


A Not per se. We welcome a Spanish role in 
Central America, Latin America. We think they can play 
an important influence. Certainly wouldn't discourage 
it, but there wasn't any sort of operational considera- 
tion of initiatives, or that sort of thing. 


0 When Mr. Enders was Assistant Secretary, 
he went to Madrid to discuss this possibility, I think 
back in February. I just wondered whether he has pursued 
it at all since he became Ambassador. 


A I think we have continued to pursue it in 
the sense that we and the Spanish have had fairly extensive 
exchanges ahout the situation. I think both of us support 
the concept that initiatives are going to have to arise 
out of the region, and that those should be supported by 
external countries. 


Mr. Enders did not propose at that time, nor have 
we proposed since, a specific Spanish role, a mediating 
role, nor have the Spanish suggested it. 


Q The Spanish Foreign Minister expressed 
this morning earlier, prior to the reunion, some wish to 
get some information, first-hand information, about the 
Situation in Lebanon, and the U.S. position in Lebanon, 
and all that. Did he get that? 


A Yes, there was a discussion of Lebanon. 


9 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:57 p.m.) 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'm introducing the 
confusion. I fels I couldn't start a breifing this mornisg 
without making some mention of the real tragedy in Rangoon, 
and the shock and sorrow that we feel about it which is, I 
think, even deeper than perhaps reflected in the kind of 
Statements that we make in public which voerhaps never quite 
do justice to the personal side of it. 


Any death is saddening and particularly any act of — 
terrorism, both in the case of the Korean Foreign Minister 
who was well known to many of us here in the State 
Devcartment, including the Secretary, as a man of extraor- 
dinary intelligence, integrity and personal charm. He was a 
real leader in his country. As a native of North Xorea he 
was a man who had spent much of his career looking for ways 
to improve the atmosphere between north and south. 


It was my personal privilege to know him, and I 
couldn't begin this statement, frankly, without saying that 
I mourn his loss. 


A number of the other peovle who were killed were 
also really remarkable men, and this is a real Siow to us as 
well as to the South Korean Government. That was the point 
I would like to say at the beginning. 


Q Can that be on the record? ; 


A I'd just as soon that be ON BACKGROUND. I 
think I'm speaking really -- 





Q That's ludicrous. [It's a personal csracedy to 
you and it's ON BACKGRCUND. 


a As you know, the Chinese Foreign Minister 
arrived today from Montreal. His name, Sy the way, :s Wu 
Kueqian, if I have the pronounciation cogrect, to begin a- 
fiveeday visit to this country. 


His trip here reciorocates the Secretary's vis:t 
to Beijing last February, and is in response to an invita- 
tion extended =o him at that “Sime by the Secretary. 














Wu and his party, totaling seven in all, will 
arrive from Canada where he's been on an official visit for 
the past few days via a brief stopover in Boston. 


Our Ambassador in China and several other State 
officials will meet him in Soston and escort him on a flight 
to National that arrives at 1:50. 


There will be no formal welcoming ceremony at the 
airport. I think you've all seen a copy of the Foreign 
Minister's schedule, so I won't repeat the details here. 
There are no formal events slated for today. 


Q I haven't seen the schedule. 


A You haven't seen the schedule? Can we get a 
copy of the schecule for them? 


STAFF: We will get something. 


A I could run through some of the highlights, if 
you want, then here. There are no formal events slated for 
today. Secretary and Mrs. Shultz will be hosting a small 
private dinner at their home this evening. 


We see the principal purpose and merit of this 
trip as the opportunity it affords to maintain the momentum 
in our relationship with China, a momentum that I think 
began to be restored during the Secretary's discussions in 
Beijing last February and which has picked up over the 
spring and summer. 


Among the events that have led to that, the major 
One, perhaps, was the President's decision to liberalize , 
export controls on transfer of high technology items to 
China, am action which was perceived by the Chinese and 
correctly, I think, as evidence of the President's comm:t- 
ment to regard China as a friendly non-aliied nation. 


Among other events, I would cite the recent visit 
by Defense Secretary Weinberger to China which represented 
an important first steo toward restoring a strategic com- 
ponent to the U.S.-China bilateral reiationshio. 


Although the Wu visit follows closely on the heels 
of the Weinberger trip and is in no sense to be recarded as 
a follow-on visit, obviously, the agenda for talxs between a 
U.S. Defense Secretary and his Chinese counterdéerct will 
differ markedly from chat of a Secretary of Starx and a 


Foreign Minister. 











During their three sessions of formal meetings on 
the llth and 12th and in their wrap-up session on the 13th, 
the Secretary and Foreign Minister Wu will address a range 
o£ global, regional and bilateral issues of mutual interest. 


The issues that were discussed during Weinberger's 
visit to Beijing and specifically a questicn of possible 
sale of arms to China I think will more lixely be addressed 
in detail when Chinese Defense Minister Zhang A:ping comes 
here some months from now to continue his talks with the 
Defense Secretary. 


We look at the Wu visit as a part of normal high- 
level consultations between the two countries. That such 
consultations are mutually beneficial was affirmed by the 
U.S. and. China in the 1972 Shanghai Communique and again 
last year in the August 17 Joint Communique. 


That view is not simply diplomatic rhetoric. We 
consider that regular consultations are necessary to deepen 
Our understanding of each other, to cooperate effectively 
with each other where we have parallel interests, to address 
such differences as we have in private and in a businesslike 
way, amd to Suild a mutual trust which we both see as a 
prerequisite for understanding and cooperation. 


We are pleased that our relations with China are 
back on ‘rack, and the two exchanges at the 
Secretary-foreign Minsiter level -- in fact, three exchanges 
-- were possible in the same year. 


We also look forward very much to the exchange of 
visits at even higher level when Premier Zhao comes here in 
January and President Reagan goes to China in April. But we 
are not looking for dramatic breakthroughs or major develoo- 
ments during Wu's visit here. 


We think that simply she conducting of exchanges 
at this high level and the opportunity to exchange views in 
this way is of enormous value and is a sign of a normal and 
progressing relationship between our two countries. We've 
nad a series of visits during this year, starting with tne 
Secretary's visit to S3eijing in February. 


I've already mentioned, of course, Secretary 
Weinberger's visit. Presidential Science Adviser Keyworth 
was there in April, and Commerce Secretary Balcr:idge was 
there in May. 




















Chinese Foreign Minister Wang 3ingcian has been 
here recently, and we have agreed on the visits by Premier 
Zhao in January and President Reagan in April. In sum, what 
we see as a orocess of businesslike talks on the principal 
issues which confront and concern us. 


The Foreign Minister is scheduled to make a number 
cf calls on other Cabinet Secretaries and on the President. 
He leaves Washington Thursday afternoon for a private two- 
day visit to Chicago. His principal host there will be the 
Chicago Council for Foreign Relations and the Mid-America 
Club. 


Chicago was selected because it will be the site 
of a future Chinese Consulate-General under terms of a ore- 
vious agreement with us. It calls for establishment of an 
American Consulate-<General in Chengdu. Details of his sche- 
dule in Chicago apparently, I'm told, are available to you. 
Tf that's not the case, we'll get them made available. 


Now I'm prepared to take any questions on the 
trip. 


Q Did Shultz see Wu in New York too? 


4 No, he didn't. 
Q On the list of appointments he sees the 


Science Adviser on Thursday I guess it is -- Wednesday or 
Thursday. Do you know that he's not coming with a shopping 
list? 


A De yOu mean « shopping list of -- 
Q High tech or military stuff. 
* We have gotten various lists of items, 


including most recently when Weinberger was there. Those 
are things that we will Se looking at. It's possible that 
he will raise additional ones. tI just don't «now. 


Q Those are hich technology items. 
A Im the case of the Weinbefser visit, it was 


both -—- we make “his distinction -=— it's important under our 
export regulations -- that dual-use sechnolocy which is 
adminstered under the Export Administration Act and military 
weapons which are administered under the Munitions Control 
Act and the crocedures for aporoval of those swo differen: 
Kinds of sales are different under our system. 














When Weinberger was there, he got some items that 
were dual-use technology intended by the Chinese for civi- 
lian ourposes and some other items that were clearly mun:- 
tions list items and :atended Sy them for military ourvoses. 


oe) Could you tell us in more specific terms 
about how J.S.-Chinese strategic cooperation <s sroceeding 
with specific reference to olaces lixe Afghanistan and 
Cambod:a? 


A I think perhaps the best description of it is 
that we have, I think, common interests in political settle- 
ments of both of those conflicts, solitical settlements that 
rest in the first instance on withdrawal of Soviet forces 
and Vietnamese forces. 


In the case of Kampuchea, at least, beyond just 
the withdrawal of Vietnames forces, there are a number of 
specific elements cf a scolitical settlement that had been 
Outlined in the 1981 International Conference on Kampuchea 
that was held under U.N. auspices which in fact was a case 
of coooeration betwean the ASEAN country, ourselves and 
China to define some of the elements of the settlement. 


I would say we have these common interests in the 
Outcome. We have been following parallel but not identical 
policies. Visits of this kind are a useful opportunity to 
G@iscuss things that we are doing, things that we might be 
doing, and to find ways in which we might perhaps more 
effectively cooperate. 


Q Will this visit be used also as an opoor- 
tunity to talx about the civil nuclear agreement, or is that 
not likely to come up in this one? 


7 t might come up. Ambassador Kennedy was in 
Beijing I think sust about chree weexs ago, just the weex 
before Weinserscer arrived, and held a round of what I think 
were quite oroductive talks, although shere are some d:f- 


ficult issues outstanding between us, and we're still some 
Ways away, = think, from a successful conclus:on. 


Whether chose necotiations might be assisted in 
some measure Sy discussion of specific items cetween <he 
Foreign Ministers, I'n not -- I'd be speculating. It's 
oo0ssi:5le. It will take more detailed salixs at the technica. 
level before we wrap i= up, shough, Sut it's soss-.5le cnat 
some discussion cetween Shultz would Se usefu.. 

















0 How about the issue of transfer -- third- 
party transfer -=- as opposed to a technical issue. Will 
that be dealt with in this meeting? 


A You're bringing up, really, a separate thing 
that's not connected to the -- 


Q That was one of the key items in the civil 
nuclear talks also. 


A No. A key item in the civil nuclear talks is 
the question of Chinese assistance to third countries in 
building nucler weapons. That is to be distinguished from 
the question of transfer to third countries of U.S. tech- 
nology which is a question that we have been addressing with 
chem in the context of our general liberalization of civi- 
lian high technology to China. 


I don't believe in the case of peaceful nuclear 
cooperation that we have any real issue about the transfer 
of our things to third countries. [t's rather the broader 
category of Chinese assistance to third countries. 


In the case of liberalized export controls, 
however, we have deen discussing with the Chinese the need 
For certain assurances on the transfer of advanced U.S. 
technology to third countries, and that's a subject that 
might be pursued some also when the Foreign Minister is 


here. 
“- MORE -— 
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Q Maybe I didn!t follow the stories from 
Weinberger's trip closely enough. I had the impression from 
press acounts of Weinberger’s visit the the Chinese were not 
interested in military equipment, as such. But you're 
suggesting that they've actually given us a list of military 
equipment they would lixe to buy from us. 


A They've given us a list of military equipment 
that they would like to know whether we would approve the 
sale of. They haven't said they want to buy it; that seems 
like quibbling. 


They want to know what we will approve before they 
will indicate what they want to buy. 


Q Didn' t we in the last days of the Carter 
Administration give them such a list of things like Hercules 
transport, and that sort of thing? 


A I'll have to check the record to be sure. I 
believe there was such an exchange, and then there was a 
subsequent exchange in 1981, following Haig's visit to 
China, when they gave us a list of items they were 
interested in. We gave them some preliminary indications of 
what we thought we might be able to go forward on, and then 
that exercise came to a complete halt because during the 
controversy over the Taiwan arms sales they indicated they 
didn't want to pursue this dicussion with us at all. 


When we were in Beijing, we picked it up from that 
point at which point the Chinese noted that that list was 
somewhat out of date. I'll stoo there. 


Q So the ball is back now in our court, then? 
In other words, to look at the list that they've given us? 


A In part, yes. In part, we're really 
grappling with a problem that comes partly out of just the 
newness of this whole process for both sides. 


The Chinese really want treatment that is, in 
fact, different from what any other country that purchases 
Military items from us receives. That is, our normal sroce=- 
Gure is to wait until there's essentially. a negotiatec 
contract expressinc a specific intent so Suy something anc 


then decide on a case-by-case DSasis whether the license will 
pe approvecd. 


What the Chinese are looking for is some indica- 
tions of what thines we will approve before they get into 
that kind of necotiation and that kine of request. .I think 
in the lona run -=- and this may be quite a Lone run <= Sut 
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if we got into a more normal relationship with them in this 
area, then we would expect it oe treated much like any other 
country; that is to say, a case-by-case approval after a 
clear interest has been expressed. 


Since it is a very new area for both of us, since 
the Chinese nave some understandable sensitivities about 
asking for a whole range of things and then dSeing turned 
down, we are trying to find some ways of giving positive 
guidance that would indicate the areas where we are orepared 
to go ahead. I think we've indicated a number of ways on a 
number of occasions the areas we think are more promising, 
particularly, to begin with, are the areas of anti-armor and 


anti-aircraft systems. 


Your question was, whose court is the ball in. 
Partly, with this specific list, you could say the ball is 
in our court but partly we are trying to say, look this 
business of going at things by lists is not the way to do 
it. What we need to do is to have some understanding of 
what functions, what missions we might work together in 
helping your perform, and if we had an idea of those 
missions, then, we can give you a list of things that you 
may not even know about, for example, that are approvable 
and would be useful. 


We're trying to get away from the list procedure. 
At the same time we would like to be responsive. 


Q Is there any chance that the details of the 
China technology, export osolicy, will be announced during 
Wu's visit? 


A There, the ball is very much in the Chinese 
court. As I say, we have really the one piece that is left 
to complete before we can issue the guidelines, these 
assurances on third-country tansfer. We've made some provo- 
Sals to the Chinese; in fact, after some discussion, made 
some counter-orocosals. So it's very much a matter of when 
they give back to us. [It's possibie they'll do it during 
the Wu visit, although this is a subject that is beinc 
handled more or less by their equivalent of the Commerce 
Department. And we've been handling through diplomatic 
channels in Beijinc. 


: f 
The answer is, I wouldn't expect it to be settled 
during his visit out it might -- 

Q What I think you're saying is it might be 


settled during the Wu visit Dut the the action is nore 
likely to be happening elsewhere anyway? 




















A That's right. 

Q In the areas ‘of mutual interest to be 
discussed, do you have subjects on ways to lessen the ten- 
sion in the Korean Peninsula? 


A Clearly, the question of reducing tension in 
the Korean Peninsula is something that is of great impor- 
tance, I think, to both China and the Untied States. I 
think there have been a number of positive indications from 
the Chinese side, although, unfortunately, their vote in the 
Security Council was not one of them. But there have been a 
number of positive indications on the Chinese side of a 
desire to at least more forward in a constructive way. 


I would say the handling of the hijacking and 
their handling of some lower-level contacts with the South 
Koreans have been positive signs. So, clearly, we there is 
a common interest and there seems to be, at least, a posi- 
tive atmosphere from the Chinese side. So we would cer- 
tainly interested in anything they have to say. 


We have to underscore that any discussion on this 
issue has got to proceed first and foremost from a very 
close consultation between us and the South Korean 
Government. So the most [I think we would be doing would be 
listening to see if the Chinese have new ideas in this area, 
but we would be listening with great interest. 


Q How did they vote on the various airline 
resolutions in the U.N.? 


A They abstained. 
Q On the ICAO as well? 


A On both the ICAO and the Security Council 
resolution. 


Q This is sort of off the wall. Is the Bu Na a 
Gead issue at this point, or is that still a chafing thing 
on relations between the U.S. and China? 


A tT think it's an issue of the vast. 


Q Didn't they cut back cultural ties in the 
wake of that, and how do those ties stand now? 


A They suspended certain activities during this 
calendar year. 1! think the assumption has been made that 
those will continue at the beginning of she year. 

















Is that correct? . 

STAFF: Yes. In fact, when Foreign Minister 
Wu gave his press conference just before leaving Peking, he 
said he said that renewal of cultural contacts was one of 
the subjects he wanted to Dick up. 


Q I'm sorry, we didn't hear that. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: One of his statements 
he made before he left Bejing was that renewal of cultural 
contacts with the United States was one of the subjects he 
wanted to pick up. That's official cultural contacts. The 
unofficial ones, which, in fact, I think are the great bulk, 
have proceed on. 


Obviously that is an important area, the whole 
question of contact between us of students in this country, 
of Americans going to China, I think has been one of the 
great positive gains from this relationship. And, clearly, 
we would like to find ways to continue it and even expand it 
where appropriate. 


Q Would you expect that this visit in the field 
of military technology sales, and so on, is going to =-- 
there was a correlated question about whether there would be 
an announcement now. Is there more likely to be announ- 
cement during the Zhao visit? [In other words, is this more 
of a setup for that January thing -- to give you two or 
three months to do that? 


A Let me go over it again. There is some con- 
fusion, and I don't blame the press at all. [t's a con- 
fusing subject. 


There are three different areas that are under 
discussion. There is peaceful nuclear coovceration, which is 
the subject of the Kennedy talks which involves an agreement 
under which we could, for example, sell peaceful nuclear 
reactors to China. Those negotiations are largely governed 
by the requirements of the Nuclear Non=-Proliferation Act 
which requires certain assurances be given to us before any 
peaceful U. S. technology can be sold to a foreign country. 
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The second category is essentially other civilian 
technology that comes under the restrictions of the Expors 
Administration Act -=- advance technolosy that particularly, 
I guess, is there because it's technology that Aas potential 
military as well as civilian apolications. This includes 
things lixe high-speed computers, microelectronics manufac- 
turing capabilities; and, in fact, about literally thousands 
Of different oroducts. 
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That was the subject of the President's decision 
back in May to reclassify China as a friendly non-allied 
country for the ourposes of the Export Administration Act 
controls, and that was the object.of an exercise that we 
conducted here in Washington over the last four months to 
develop new guidelines in this area that would provide for a 
substantially liberalized flow of that dual-use technology 
to China. 


The publication of those guidelines is what is 
waiting on the third country assurances from the Chinese. 


The third area -- military sales -- which includes 
some weapon systems and some technology that is exclusively 
a military application is the subject that was -=- the 
discussion of which was resumed during Weinberger's visit to 
Bejing and where I wouldn't expect any major moves in the 
near future. I expect it will be discussed next at a high 
level when Defense Minister Zhang comes to Washington. We 
don't have a specific time for that visit, but I expect it 
probably would be after Premier Zhao comes here. 


Q May I ask on another subject? 


A I think not. The ground rule is we stick to 
this one. Frankly, that's what I came prepared for. 


(Background briefing concluded at 11:30 a.m.) 























BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER WU XUEOIAN 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1983, 5:10 P.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
formal statement but just a few remarks. 


I think this was a very good visit. The talks 
were friendly, frank and constructive. They were also very 
lengthy. The number of topics that were covered of global 
issues, regional issues, bilateral issues is kind of a 
testimony to the breadth of the relationship. The fact is 
that they had extended their schedule six hours of meetings 
to about eight, and then had a wrap-session this afternoon 
and gone into a little business as well; it went over half 
an hour. It was a lengthy and extensive discussion; very 
useful ones. 


| Q You mean those with Shultz were eight 
hours? 


A With Shultz alone, yes. He also had nearly 
an hour with the President. He met with Secretary Regan, 
Secretary Baldrige, Science Advisor Keyworth. 


Have I missed any other Cabinet officiers? I 
think that's the list. Excuse me, and Deputy Secretary 
Thayer. - Weinberger was off in Korea. I think he chatted 
briefly with Weinberger just before Weinberger. He chatted 
at the dinner. , 

I think these talks were very constructive. They 
helped to lay the groundwork for what we hope will be very 
useful exchange of high-level visits when Premier Zhao comes 
here in January and when the President goes to China in 
April. 


There were no breakthroughs, as I indicated in my 
Original backgrounder. We didn't expect any. I think our 
relationship is on the kind of basis now where we have a lot 
in common, a lot to taik about, that we can usefully learn 
from one another, and quite a-few problems as well that take 
time and have to be worked on. I think there was a general 
agreement that we had made considerable progress in the 
relationship since the two Ministers met in Beijing in 
February, and that we look forward to continuing that 
progress over the coming months and through the two very 
important visits that we have scheduled for next year. 
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I guess I'll stop there and be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q Did he come with.a list of categories of 
arms that China would like to buy? 


A No, he did not come with any additional 
lists. There was discussion of lists that we have gotten 
previously and agreement on both sides that we would like to 
move ahead and get them some answers about those issues, but 
also tha we would like, at least in our view, that we would 
like to get that whole discussion ouside of the framework of 
a specific shopping list and into a better understanding of 
what areas they can use our help in and How we can then best 
provide that. 


Q Did he made any assurances about China's 
third country sales of U.S. technology? 


A The general rule, in case you don't know, 
is that I don't like to characterize what the other said. That's 
up to them to do. The subject was discussed. Our strong 
concern to have that kind of assurance before we put the new 
tech transfer policy in place was made clear again. I think 
there was some progress registered during the discussions 
here but we'll still have to work on the issue through 
diplomatic channels, probably in Beijing. 


As I indicated on their side, this is principally 
a matter of concern to the Ministry of Foreign Economic 
Relations and Trade, and the details have got to be worked 
out with them. 


Q Was there any discussion of the tensions on 
the Korean Peninsula and China might do in view of the fact 
it does have a good relationship with North Korea? 


A I guess what I can say is that there was 
fairly discussion of that subject. We registered strongly 
Our concern about the Rangoon bombing, about the fact that 
South Korea seems to be the object of this kind of terrorism 
and, thus, then only underscores the importance of efforts 
to find ways to reduce tensions. That, I think, is a long- 
term interest that we and China both share although we may 
go at it in different ways. 


Q Was there any new idea from the Chinese 
Foreign Minister about the ways to reduce tension on South 
Korea -- I mean, the Koean Peninsula? 
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A I don't want to characterize specifically 
what they said. — e . 
- Why did you cancel the press conference in 
Chicago? 
A We didn't cancel it. Apparently, the 


Chinese side cancelled it. I think mostly sheer exhaustion, 
frankly. The Minister really has been overworked. 
Apparently he met with fifty Foreign Ministers when he was 
at the U.N. General Assembly, I think, in a space of a week 
which is mind-boggling to me. We certainly put him through 
a very, very tough schedule here. I think, frankly, he 
wants to take the time off in Chicago. 


Q What aspect of the Taiwan question was 
discussed, or aspects? 


A It was discussed in terms of its affect on 
our relationship, discussed in terms of -- at least they 
talked to us some about their attitude, about their 9-point 
proposal. Our position has been, and we have simply 
reiterated it, that there are differences between us. We 
know there are differences between us on this issue. We are 
trying to approaches those differences by adhering faith- 
fully to the communiques that we have signed. Regarding the 
issue of Taiwan is something that the Chinese on both Taiwan 
and the Mainland have got to resolve between themselves. 


Our interest is, and hope, that resolution will 
take place peacefully. 


Q Excuse me, if I may follow on that. Some 
of the reports I read of interviews with Minister Wu, he 
has said that he did not think we were adhering faithfully 
to the communiques. Did he bring that up? 


A We think we are adhering to it. There are 
obviously some differences of view about it, but, frankly, 
over time, I think we will probably accept -- I mean, our 
point has been rather than quibbling about specific 
interpretations, look at our actions over time; and over 
time you'll see a trend, as the communiques suggests, that 
there should be. 


Q I gather from what you're saying that he 
said he still doesn't think we're adhering to it. 


A I don't think he put it in quite those 
terms. You would have to ask him how he put it. I don't 
want to characterize it. I'll just tell our position is 
that rather than getting into disputations about specific 








4 


commas and specific words in the communique, we know there 
are some differences about how it's looked it. We, for 
example, have recognized that if one is to look at quanities 
in terms of dollar figures, then you've got to take account 
of the fact that dollars inflate. But the main point is 
that over time they can expect to see a trend. And our 
basic message is, we take the commitment seriously; the 
President takes the commitment seriously, and we intend to 
live by it. 


Q On Monday, you said there are three dif- 
ferent areas in which there will be discussions regarding 
the transfer of different kinds of things. The first one 
was on peaceful nuclear cooperation. Can you kind of just 
go through these three areas as to where we stand on the 
basis of these discussions. 


A Okay. I'm not sure I can be all that help- 
ful, but I'll try. 


As it turned out, all three of those were 
discussed. I was more trying to indicate the difference 
because each one is fairly complicated and each one we have 
specific restrictions imposed on us by law and the restric- 
tions are different. It really is hard to keep it straight. 
I noticed many press stories written by very good jour- 
nalists that don't get it straight. 


I think the Chinese have -- one of the reasons we 
have these very long discussions is that it takes a lot of 
time to explain it. And, to be honest with you, sometimes 
‘I'm not sure I have it straight. 


Let me start with what I think is really the most 
important, and that is dual-use technology; the technology 
that is licensed under the Export Administration Act, which 
has been the subject of major attention by us, ever since 
Secretary Shultz’ visit to Beijing in February. In fact, I 
can almost say that the most important thing we learned in 
that visit was the depth of Chinese concern on that issue 
and some of the specific points on which they were con- 
cerned. That was discussed, I believe it's fair say, 
largely in terms of both sides recognizing -- although you 
would have to ask them to speak for themselves -- I think 
there's a recognition on both sides of the significance of 
the President's decision to reclassify China in Category V, 
as it's called, under the Export Regulations, and of our 
subsequently developed guidelines that would provide for a 
substantial liberalization of controls on exports to China. 


There was specific discussion, as I've already 
mentioned, of our need for assurances against the 
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unauthorized re-transfer of our technology to third 
countries. That was not concluded, but I think we made some 


progress. 


The second area, the area of peaceful nuclear 
cooperation, was discussed at some length. The Chinese did 
announce to us -- and this is a matter of public record now 
-- I believe that they, as of yesterday it is, joined the 
IAEA which is a very significant step in bringing China in 
as a responsible player in international, peaceful nuclear 
programs. 


It is well know that China has some serious 
reservations about the Non-proliferation Treaty and certain 
other aspects that flow from it, just as I believe the 
French do and for similar reasons. 


We explained to them the requirements that we 
have under our law for certain kinds of assurances if we are 
to trade in peaceful nuclear technology with countries; for 
certain kinds of assurances both about how our specific 
technology will be used and also about how the country 
receiving it will behave in its generai dealings with other 
countries. This is a very tough issue. 


Ambassador Kennedy had a round of talks in 
Beijing that were useful. I think the discussions here this 
week, I hope, have moved us forward some, but we're still 
some distance from concluding an agreement there. 


The agreement is important both because of what 
it would represent in terms of China's effective par- 
ticipation in limiting the spread of nuclear weapons; and 
also because it would open the way to what I think could be 
very mutually beneficial trade in advanced nuclear reactors, 
and so forth, that we can sell them. 


The third area is the area of military tech- 
nology. It was discussed briefly with the Secretary. The 
point there simply being to register the importance of the 
discussions that Secretary Weinberger and members of his 
party held while he was in Beijing, and then it was 
discussed in considerably more detail when Deputy Secretary 
of Defense Thayer and Assistant Secretary Armitage called on 
the Minister yesterday. 


Frankly, I thought we had covered the subject in 
such detail when Weinberger was there that now it was a 
matter of get back to the staff work and figure out our own 
positions a little better. But, actually, I think the 
discussion we had yesterday gave us a clearer picture of a 
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couple of points that the Chinese were stressing, and I 
think they have gotten a clearer picture on our side. 


For example, in the case of things they've asked 
for, it's mostly a matter now of our going back and doing 
our staff work, making our policy: decisions and deciding 
what kinds of things we can move ahead on. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Are they closer to accepting our notion of 
how this ought to be done as opposed to their notion, or is 
that still a standoff? 


A Maybe I wasn't sufficiently clear in my first 
backgrounder. There are these two notions, but I think 
we're going to have to proceed with them both in parallel. 


There's a sort of matter of confidence-building 
and some development of understanding that we can make the 
process work. I think, frankly, in the end if we can show 
that our way works, which I believe we can, then I think 
they'll be comfortable with it. 


In the meantime, when they ask us about some spe- 
cific items, I think they're entitled to an answer. As we 
said, it isn't necessarily going to be a positive answer, 
but they should get either a “yes” or a "no" or a “not for 
now.” 


Q Back on the first point of dual-use tech- 
nology, are you any closer now to the publication of the new 
guidlines, the liberalized guidelines, than you were before 
this visit, or do you still expect that to take place much 
later? 


A It's dangerous to set deadlines for yourself. 
I think we're closer, and I don't think it need be much 
later, but -- 


Q Vis-a-vis the Premier's visit: Before, 
after, during? 


A I would hope before. As I understand the 
problem, that they have got to go back and go a little work 
of their own. As they presented it to us, it would seem 
like something that we could solve faster than that. 


Q What about time-frame for any possible mili- 
tary sales? Would that also -- 


A I think that's further off. I think it's 
possible that we might make some progress sooner, but I 
think we certainly are thinking of a return visit by the 
Defense Minister some time next year as being a logical 
point by which we'd want to be sure we had made progress. 


Q After Zhao but before the President's visit? 











A That isn't scheduled yet, but I would assume 
it's most likely to be after Zhao, and it could well be 
before the President goes to China. But we've just barely 
begun to talk about dates. : 


Q Did the subject of SS-20s come up, and, if 
so, which side raised it and what was said? 


A Yes. It came up. It was discussed. I just 
don't want to start characterizing their views of it. I'm 
not sure which one of us raised it first, frankly. 


We talked about it in terms of general concern 
about Soviet military activities and in relations to the 
Ongoing arms control efforts, and it was in a sense also -- 
there was a more general discussion of arms control 
surrounding the proposal that the Foreign Minister made at 
the United Nations which I guess some of you know is a sort 
of three-part thing suggesting that the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union should, (1) stop further production and deployment, 
(2) reduce by half what they have, and then (3) China and 
other smaller nuclear powers should join in a kind of multi- 
lateral discussion. 


The Secretary explained, I think rather clearly, 
Our concerns on the one hand that a simple freeze when the 
Soviet Union has some very important areas of unlateral 
advantage, specifically including the SS-20, is simply not 
acceptable to us; and, secondly, that we believe certain 
kinds of modernization should proceed because they're 
actually stabilizing rather than destabilizing. 


But that the general spirit of a substantial 
reduction in nuclear weapons is exactly what we're trying to 
accomplish, both in the INF talks and in START. 


Q By saying that the SS--20s was discussed, is 
it fair to assume that that means that boih sides have 
something to say in response to the other, that there was an 
actual discussion rather than a statement by one side and 
silence? 


A There was an exchange. Yes. 


Q What is the specific time for the Chinese 
Premier's visit to the United States? 


A We talked about it. I think we made some 
progress on it, but that one isn't quite wrapped up yet. 











Q Did Mr. Wu raise the issues of Taiwan rela- 
tions, and how much time did you spend on the Taiwan-related 
issues? 


A I can't measure exact time. Again, you'd 
have to ask him what he specifically raised. It's a serious 
issue, and it has got, I think, a serious amount of 
discussion, but it by no means was the dominant topic. Even 
in our bilateral sessions, we had m ay other subjects that 
we talked about. 


Q Did Mr. Wu express any desire that the U.S. 
supply military aid to Prince Sihanouk and Son Sen? 


A Again, that's a position -- I think it's 
fairly well known the Chinese have generally urged all 
countries, including the Unite States, to do more -- or to 
do whatever they can to support the various resistance fac- 
tions in Kampuchea. 


We have our own constraints, of which of course 
the most important one and that we have stressed very 
Clearly to them as well and during these discussions is that 
whatever we do, we will have nothing to do with the Khmer 
Rouge. 


But there was a fairly lengthy discussion on the 
subject of Kampuchea -- I think a very useful one -=- and 
while our policies are not exactly the same, I think we 
generally have a common purpose, and that common purpose is 
to see Vietnamese withdrawal and the free election of an 
independent Kampuchean Government under U.N.-supervised 
elections. 


Q Did Minister Wu announce to the U.S. that 
formal official cultural exchanges will resume after the 
first of the year, or is that still an unresolved -- 


A It didn't come quite in the form of an 
announcement, but the Secretary and the Minister agreed that 
we should resume those exchanges and their Ministry of 
Culture and our Embassy in Beijing, representing the USIS, 
will be in contact to develop a program. 


Q First of the year? As of what date? 


A Next year. 


Q Did the Chinese talk about their -- 
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A Excuse me. For next year. I assume they'll 
be in contact much sooner than that. 


Q Did the Chinese talk about their ongoing 
negotiations with the Soviets and indicate to what degree 
they thought their might be a relaxation or the degree to 
which the Soviets might meet some of those three and a half, 
four points that the Chinese are setting forth? And to what 
degree did we explore the possibility of a Sino-Soviet 
reconciliation? 


A Really, again, have to be very careful about 
characterizing what they have said, but we had a rather rich 
exchange on the subject of discussions with the Soviets. I 
don't think it's going too far to say that I think there's a 
fairly healthy skepticism on both sides about Soviet inten- 
tions, and at least about the seriousness with which Soviets 
have so far been negotiating. 


Q Soviet intentions with respect to -- 


A I guess I mean it both with respect to the 
negotiations that they're conducting and also Soviet inten- 
tions in any strategic sense as reflected in what they've 
done in Afghanistan, what they're doing in Southeast Asia. 


As far as we're concerned, although we recognize 
there are many problems in Central America the Soviets have 
nothing to do with, that we believe that's another important 
reflection of the Soviet strategy. 


Q Underscoring of a shared wariness of the 
Soviets as a military threat. Is that what it comes to? 


A I think that was the general tone one could 
gather from a lot of it. Yes. 


Q Could I follow on that one? Whether the 
Secretary expressed any concern that the Chinese alter their 
public statements on the nature of the Soviet threat to 
reflect more accurately the hard-line views that they 
express privately? 


A We have indicated and did indicate now that 
we think that what is said in public is important. We think 
it's particularly important not to say things that seem to 
confuse the United States and the Soviet Union; that our 
policies and our purposes are very, very different. 
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Pm 


It's also clear that China puts a very high pre- 
mium on both the fact and the appearance of independence in 
its foreign policy, and that’ s something that affects what 


they say. 


Q On my question again, if I may ask you: Was 
there any indication that the Chinese in any way expect some 
sort of progress toward a breakthrough in these Sino-Soviet 


A You better ask them that. I can't say. 


Q What is your understanding of how those talks 
are going? 


A My understanding of how those talks are going 
is that the Chinese are serious, and I'm not saying this 
is what they told us. My understanding, both from what 
we've heard today and more generally, the Chinese are 
serious when they talk about these three obstacles sometimes 
-- I guess you know, Afghanistan, Kampuchea, and the border 
which is sometimes broken out into Mongolia and occasionally © 
even the SS-20 is suggested as a separate obstacle. 


It's a measure of just how serious they are about 
the negotiations, I think, that they view those obstacles as 
major ones, and so far I don't see any sign that the Soviets 
are budging. Therefore, I've got to conclude that while 
there may be a certain amount of cosmetic improvement, we've 
noted some increase in trade from the -- it's still at 
extremely low levels. 


But I think unless there's a really major change 
in Soviet policy, I don't think there's going to be a major 
change in Sino-Soviet relations. 


Q Did the normalization of China's relations 
with India appear in the talks? And, if so, was there an 
exchange of views on American and Chinese perceptions in 
this area? 


And the second question would be, was there any 
discussion of U.S.-Chinese cooperation on development issues 
with reference particularly to the multilateral development 
institutions? 


A The answer to the first question is no, that 
subject was not discussed. There was some discussion of 
development issues and also a broader discussion of the 
state of the international economy and its effects on deve- 
loping countries. 
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I think we explained our view. In response to 
some comments and a bit of criticism from the Chinese, we 
explained our view that we think in fact we are making good 
progress on economic recovery and that that is taking a fora 
which is in fact providing a major benefit to the developing 
world. 


I guess I have time for one more. 


Q Did the U.S. side bring up with the Chinese 
their abstention in the United Nations with regard to the 
Korean airliner matter? 


A We have brought it up with them so many 
times. I'm not sure we brought it up during this visit, 
though. 


Q Secondly, you may be aware that there have 
been reports that the United States Government is con- 
sidering a very large cut in aid to Zimbabwe because of 
their abstention. 


Is there any plan within the U.S. Government to 
take any reprisals against the People's Republic of China 
because of their abstention? 


A We looked at our aid program to China after 
the U.N. vote, but we found that there wasn't any, so -- 

Q There are lots of other business we have with 
China besides aid. Are we going to do anything against them 
because of this? é 

A Other than expressing our concern about it, 


in the end I'm not sure there's a lot that we can do, but we 
did express our concern very strongly. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:37 p.m.) 
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November 22, 1983 


No. 401 
PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ, SECRETARY OF STATE 
AND 


THE HONORABLE ALLAN J. MACEACHEN, 
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS OF CANADA 
HALIFAX, NOVA SCOTIA 
OCTOBER 17, 1983 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Weli, T'd like to express my appreciation 
to Allen MacEachen and his colleagues and to the people 

of Hal.fax for the very good ~etting, the good conversa- 
tion that we've had. We've had a very worthwhile meeting 
from my standpoint and so I'm glad to have had the 
opportunity once again to have the meeting. I'm glad 

that Bill Ruckelshaus was able to join me and help 

in signing the agreement on phosphorous, and also to 

help in explaining about acid rain. 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: Well, I certainly share Mr. Shultz's 
appreciation of the meeting. I think it was an extremely 
good meeting. I appreciate his , resence in Canada for 
another meeting particularly in Halifax. Also the 
presence of Mr. Ruckelshaus because it illustrates the 
importance which both governments attach to environmental 
vuestions and the necessity of making progress as we 

are both determined to do in the future. We had a 

pretty thorough canvas of pilateral questions and that 
has been the practice at our regular meeting and I 

think I can say that the question of bilateral issues 

has never been addressed more intensively in the past 

and we have certainly appreciated that development. On 
multilateral questions East-West relations, alliance 
questions were part of our discussions and certainly 

as I stated in my address last evening canada stands with 
the United States and its other allies in support of 

the two-track NATO decision and the implications of 

that decision as may be demonstrated in the deployment 


For further information contact: 
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of missiles in Europe in the absence of satisfactory 
agreem2nt. We have demonstrated our solidarity with the 
alliance with our association with the United States 

in our commitment to test the cruise missile. Those 
decisions are still very important parts of Canadian 
foreign policy and I believe that constituted a very 
important common cornerstone of our discussions. 


QUESTION: Secretary Shultz, did you have communication 
with Foreign Minister Genscher; if so could you share 
with us some of the background he gave you on his meeting 
with Mr. Gromyko? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've a cable from Foreign Minister 
Genscher which I received just a few minutes ago here, 
and basically it said that immediately as he has returned 
to Bonn he has asked our Ambassador Arthur Burns to see 
him, and I believe by this time that conversation 

has b:en completed so we'll be having a cable from Dr. 
Burns shortly anc in the meantime he's sending two 

people who were prese.it throughout the meeting with 
Foreign Minister Gromyko to Washington and they're 
leavi' g tomorrow morning and we will be meeting with them 
On Wednesday. So we'll be naving a full readout, but 

as to the content I haven't received the material yet. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, may I ask whether you discussed 
with Mr. MacEachen the emphasis of the Canadian Government 
and that Mr. MacEachen has laid recently on the need to 
reduce the high level of rhetoric between the superpowers 
aS a means of reducing tensions. If so, what response 

did you receive? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed, of course, so called East-West 
issues at great length and I think very fully and I 

think we both expressed the importance of observing 

the situation accurately and describing it accurately - 

fully - of determination to maintain our strength and 
purposefulness. Mr. MacEachen has already mentioned 

the dual track decision and the determination to follow 

through on that and at the same time to maintain our 

posture of being ready for strong discussions and 

reasonable positions and positions of give and take 

in the various fora where we are meeting with the 

Soviet Union so I think we agree on the importance 

of all of those matters and I might say that I admire 

very much the strong statements and, for that matter, 
leadership that came fromthe Canadian side in the 
Korean airliner catastrophe. The Canadian position 
was immediate and strong and well out in front of 
many other countries. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, on the recent casualties of the 
marines in Lebanon: Will they be left there to take 
Casualties or withdrawn? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any casualties, of course, are matters 
of great concern and concern on the part of the President 
and all of us. The marines are there to serve a purpose. 
They're there along with the representatives of other 
countries in the multinational force of Italy, France 

and the United Kingdom and we are determined to see 

that purpose through and that's why they're there. As 
far as defending themselves is concerned, they will 
defend themselves. 


QUESTION: You spoke of friendship between the two 
countries and the usefulness of these meetings to 

solve bilateral issues. One issue that is of great 
importance to a Nova Scotian is the boundary issue 

and ti.2 fishing rights on Georges Banks. Do you believe 
that we'll have t»% go all the way to the Hague before we 
get a solution to thac problem? 


SECRET\RY SHULTZ: Well, if it takes that then we'll do 
that, but we'll do it in a goud spirit, in a sense of 
presenting our respective sides and in the sense of being 
prepared to accept whatever the verdict is. So, I think 
that's a good way to approach that. The subject of 
disputes over fishing matters is something I find as 

a Foreign Minister exists with many countries and fish 
seem to be the source of great tensions somehow or 

other. But we want to resolve these issues and I think 

in the case of West Coast salmon, to take another example, 
we did manage to keep things under control during the 
current fishing season and we both have agreed to instruct 
our negotiators to do everything they can to bring 

about a positive result of that particular negotiation. 


QUESTION: Did you discuss that particular issue,Mr. 
MacEachen,or will you in future meetings? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: Well the question of the boundary 
is now by agreement with both countires before the courts 


Ge tedeeeceese : 


QUESTION: You don't forecast an out-of-court settlement? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: No because we did our best to reach 
a conclusion. Our best efforts didn't achieve that, 

and we have put the matter before the International 
Court. We are preparing,each of us,a case and it will 

be determined by the courts. That is our decision 

and that was not part of our discussion because that 
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is in a sense an issue that has been dealt with in the 
past in that way. We did talk about, as the Secretary 
has stated, about not only Pacific salmon, but also the 
impact of possible investigations on the Canadian 
fishery by United States authority. We don't have at 
the moment in a sense major immediate live issues except 
on the necessity of concluding a treaty with respect 

to the Pacific salmon. 


QUESTION: Are you more or less optimistic as a result of 
the Genscher-Gromyko ineeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well as I've said I have no information 
directly from Mr. Genscher about the content of his 
discussions so I don't have a basis for answering your 
question. 


QUESTION: The press said Mr. Gromyko indicated an agree- 
ment was still possible. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We’l, I'm glad to hear it. 


QUESTION: Mr. MacEachen, in all the briefings we've 

had i. has been suggested the* in no way are you carrying 
a message from the Middle East on behalf of Mr. Shultz. 
Nevertheless you have spent several hours discussing the 
Middle East and I was wondering what sort of message 

on your own behalf you would be carrying to the Middle 
East and inasmuch as you are going to visit Damascus, 
Cairo, and Amman, what effect you think you can have 

on the current situation? 


SBCRETARY MACEACHEN: Well first, it is true that we did 
spend some time on the Middle Eust. I'm leaving for that 
part of the world tonight. I wanted to get the benefit 

of Mr. Shultz's experience in that area. Indeed, we did 
discuss that matter but I am not carrying any specific 
messages to the Middle East. My purpose is to conduct 
bilateral visits in five countries and toassess the situa- 
tion. I have no plan to bring about peace there. I have 
expressed our support not only in our discussions this 
morning but earlier for the Reagan peace plan which offers 
the best promise for progress. I realize that the situation 
is very difficult anu that no one, certainly not myself, secs 
light that would assure a settlement, but I certainly would 
encourage and did encourage Mr. Shultz to continue those 
efforts with the prospect that at some point there will be 

a breakthrough. I think we have to continue those efforts, 
but as far as Canada is concerned we do not seek a special 
role in that process. 
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QUESTION: What isCanada's position on the mercenary 
externally supported attacks on Nicaragua? Do you 
think Canada can do anything in this situation and did 
you discuss the matter with Secretary Shultz? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: We have as a matter of policy 
indicated our support for the Contadora Group. Recently 
in New York, I expressesd our political support for that 
effort and expressed an interest in contributing to that 
process if in our judgment we could make a contribution. 
I believe it is a step ahead that the twenty-one points 
of the Contadora ministers have now been agreed and it 
remains to see how they can be implemented through a 
political process. I also mentioned the speech that the 
President of the United States made to Congress in April 
on Central America and that his suggestion with respect 
to a possible military verified withdrawal of all forces 
from chat area was a constructive one and that it should 
receive internati ona! support and that if the Contadora 
Group could accelerate a process leading in that direction 
then it would be very constructive in the Canadian point 
of vi w. 


QUESTION: Does Canada have a position on the attacks on 
Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: I don't. I have not discussed 
specifically the attacks on Nicaragua. I have already 
discussed on an earlier occasion with Mr. Shultz our 
view as to how the military -- in our view how the 
solution to the situation in Central America does not 
rest in military roots. That is a Canadian point of 
view that we have discussed in the past and to which 

I refer today. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) (Relating to off shore gas 
production in Nova Scotia). 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: Oh, I didn't press, not yet. That 
may come in the future. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thanks for the tip. (Laughter) 


QUESTION: For the past couple of days you have spoken 
of the good relationship between Canada and the United 
States, there are at the moment a number of outstanding 
issues particularly in the area of trade for instance 
natural gas exports, specialty steel, etc. Can you tell 
use what progress you have made in these areas? 











-6- PR #401 


SECRETAFY MACEACHEN: Well on natural gas we did discuss 
trat. i think that is a situation that is moving, that 
there is a more accommodating atmosphere on that area in 
Our meeting today. That we have attempted to make our gas 
export policy more market-sensitive, without speaking for 
Mr. Shultz, I think that has been noted by him. On 
specialty steel, of course, we have brought to the attention 
of the American authorities the impact of the application of 
Article Nineteen on Canadian sales and we are presently 
working as to -- Mr. Regan is working with Mr. Brock on 
possible solutions. I don't know if they will take place, 
but certainly it is an area where discussions and possible 
actions can take place. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd like to add a point. The trading 
relationship between the United States and Canada is the 
largest country-to-country trading relationship in the 
world. And I think you can make two inferences from that 
fact. Number one, we must be doing something right. 
Number two, therc wii’ always be problems and so these 
problems come and go and we try to work them out. I 
think when we talked the last time we talked a lot about 
truck ng and lumber. We didr't talk about those anymore 
because those problems have been dealt with. I think 
that the proposal, the paper put forward by Mr. Regan on 
behalf of the Canadian Government on trade is a very 
interesting one and he proposed that we go about the 
continued opening of trade and I believe that something 
like 80 per cent of the trade takes place without any 
tariffs, quotas or anything, but continued opening on 
the basis of a sectoral approach and we think that 
offers some interesting possibilities so I would expect 
to see that pursued and special*y steel and petro- 
chemicals I think were two areas that were put forward 
by Canada as subjects for discussions. 


QUESTION: Mr. MacEachen, coulda we have your opinion on 
acid rain? Do you feel that there's been a set back or 
has the negotiations or tulks on this slowed somewhat? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: No. I don't the talks have slowed. 
While yesterday we weren't able to conclude to the point 
where we could decide to have bilateral discussions 1o00k- 

ing to a bilateral agreement I think that the presence 

of Mr. Ruckelshaus and Mr. Shultz indicates the importance 
that the United States Government attaches to this question 
and I have to say that we would be much better pleased if 

Mr. Ruckelshaus has been able to disclose a final decision 

of the Administration that we could support. Nevertheless, 
we have made some progress ii: terms of acknowledging together 
that there is a real problem. The United States Administration 
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is deeply concerned and that what is in issue now is 
what abatement vrograms might be put in place. I'm 
aware ¢ince we began our discussions between Mr. Shultz 
and myself, we have made progress, but we haven't yet 
reached the goals certainly that Canada wishes. 


QUESTION: Mr. MacEachen, the four points raised by 

Mr. Ruckelshaus as where will the money come from, who's 
going to pay, how are we going to administer the rules 
and what kind of rules will we have. Do you have any 
opinion on how Canada views these four points? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: No, I don't have an opinion on 
these four points because they are issues that are the 
responsibility of the United States Administration. 

Mr. Ruckelshaus has made clear the situation that he has 
to deal with and I think that is the responsibility and 
not for me to make comments on, how each of them should 
be addressed. 


QUESTION: Do you thin’ it is feasible to try to bring 
about yet another withdrawal on the part of Israel in 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I think in Lebanon right now, of 
course, the effort is to see that the ceascfire does hold, 
that observers can be put in place, that the national 
reconciliation and broadening base of government discussions 
go forward and I believe that if those things can take 

place successfully then we have the basis for working on 

the wirthdrawal of foreign forces and of course that 

subject will be kept up front and precisely how that 

ought to be managed and who should do what is a matter 

for negotiation. 


QUESTION: (inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well countervailing duty and dumping 
ases can be brought by United States citizens, and it is 
up to them to decide if thcy want to bring a case in, and 
if they do then that will be taken up by the organization 
within the Commerce Department, and that's the process and 
I'll just stand on that process. 


QURSTION: (inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you understand that a case under 
the countervailing duty law is not an action of the United 
States Government. It is an action that is open to anyone 
in the United States, a competent party that feels in 

some way aggrieved under our law, so the decision whether 
Or not a case is going to be brought is up to individuals. 
Then the governmental authority examines the case and 
decides what to do about it and I might say the Canadian 
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Or whatever government or party is involved has ample 
opportunity to provide information. 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: May I make a comment? You mention 
the restructuring, I don't think that the issue may arise, 
soley in the interest of Senator Cohen, has anything to 
do with restructuring program in the Nova Scotia-New- 
Foundland fisheries. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd better be careful or it will be a 
closed case. 


QUESTION: Mr. MacEachen, you mentioned earlier that Canada 
has an interest in contributing to the process in Central 
America. Did you make any commitment on what might con- 
tribute there? Was there any response by Mr. Shultz in 
terms of an interest in the Canadian contribution? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: No, I have made no commitments. We 
haven't had any request, even from the Contadora Group and 
if the request for assistance or a contribution were made 
we would obviously cor sider it. Without knowing much more 
about the circumstances that might prevail, it wouldn't 

be possible to give any commitment in advance. 


QUESTION: Mr. MacEachen, a moment ago Mr. Shultz suggested 
that one of the problems in the Middle East was the with- 
drawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. You are going to be 
gOing to Damascus and I believe Syria was mentioned as a 
specific example. Could you enlarge a little bit about 
exactly what it is that you will be talking about in 
Damascus and how the Canadian position is either similar 

to or closely allied to that of the American position and 
what sort of effect or effort you will be able to bring in 
Damascus to restore some sort of order. What are you going 
to be saying in Damascus? 





SECRETARY MACEACHEN: The first point is that this is the 
first time that a Canadian minister has ever visited 
Yvamascus in an official capacity, has ever had a dialogue 
with the Government of Syria. And I think that's a very 
important objective in itself for Canada now to engage in 

a discussion, to understa:u more of what Syria wants to do, 
why it is pursuing certain courses, that is a very important 
object in itself that I intend to pursue, but beyond that I 
do not intend to present a proposal or to attempt to inter- 
ject Canada into a situation for which we do not have an 
obvious role. 
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QUESTION: I'd like to ask the Minister why you think 
you do not have an obvious role when this is a situation 
that has been going on for years and Canada has a well 
formulated foreign policy and at least you can explain 
to them what the Canadian position is or attempt to do 
something. Is this surely just a fact finding mission 
after decades of knowledge between the two countries. 
Can you not -- are you not going to say something that 
would be of definitive value in putting forward or ex- 
tending a peacekeeping role? 


SECRETARY MACEACHEN: Well, most of my life I've been 
searching to say things that are of definitive value 
and if I find something I certainly will say it in 
Damascus (Laughter). 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Thank you very much. 
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QUESTION: How do you think it is going to work? How 
do you see the operation working? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: John just had a phone call with the 
information. So, you're the one who did the talking. Why don't 
you tell them what you learned? 


JOHN HUGHES: Well, I was told that the President went 
on television a couple of minutes ago, and announced that Bud 
McFarlane will succeed Judge Clark as the National Security 
Advisor. 


Bud is going to answer a few questions after the 
President speaks. And that's the announcement. 


QUESTION: He's going to do what? 


JOHN HUGHES: He'll take a few questions after the 
President makes the announcement. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Inaudible) if they don't ask him 
certain questions, there will be an announcement later, so why 
don't you tell them -- 

JOHN HUGHES: If he is asked who his deputy is to be, 
he will say Poindexter. If he is not asked, the White House 
Press Office will announce that shortly thereafter. 


QUESTION: What happens to Ambassador Kirkpatrick? 
Has she got a new job, or what? 


JOHN HUGHES: I understand that he will say that she 
will remain in her place at the UN. 


QUESTION: Indefinitely, or -- 


JOHN HUGHES: I don't know. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how do you feel this set-up 
is going to work? Have you had sufficient talks with McFarlane, 
or some general impression of what the President wants, to give 
you an idea of what the workings might be, and what way that might 
be different from the way that it is now? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that what we will see 
is continuity. Bud hcFarlane has been part of the process for 
quite a while. He is excellent, very good to work with, a real pro- 
fessional, knows the issues, fair-minded person, and he'll just be 


first-class. 


QUESTION: Who now names his successor as the Middle 
East envoy? Does the President, is that you, or what? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is the President's special 
envoy, I guess is the title, so we will have to make a careful 
selection. I'm sure that whoever it is will work through the State 
Department as Phil did, as Bud did, and as Dick Stone does. 


But at any rate, I think it is important to have a 
Presidential envoy. It really makes a big difference. 


QUESTION: You want to keep having one? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Absolutely, yes, we do. 


QUESTION: Do you think he will come from State, Mr. 





Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we will have to pick the best 
person that we can find, and from wherever that person comes -- 


QUESTION: Is that going to be among the things on the 
agenda tomorrow when the NSC discusses the Middle East. When you 
have that session, are you going to be looking for a new approach 
for getting the foreign forces out of Lebanon perhaps in 
advance of some of these other things that are occurring? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we are constantly examining 
Our policies, and we have taken the occasion of Bud's being back 
here to have a careful and systematic review. We've had quite a 
few sessions in the Department, and one session with the 
President. We'll be having another. 


And so that is what it will constitute. I don't want 
to talk about the content of it. 


QUESTION: Do you think McFarlane has the same 
kind of influence with the President as Judge Clark did? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President obviously has a great 
respect for Bud McFarlane. As far as my observation, in the 
morning briefing, for example, he was generally there along with 
Judge Clark, so he was very much a part of the process. He has a 
personal relationship with the President. Everybody's rela- 
tionship with another individual has certain unique charac- 
teristics. Judge Clark did, and at the same time, Bud McFarlane 
will, I'm sure. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you be any more specific 
about your impressions of the initial reports coming out of the 
Genscher-Gromyko meeting? (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really don't want to comment on 
it until I have heard directly from my friend, Hans Dietrich 
Genscher about what went on. We will have our read-out through 
Arthur Burns, probably by the time we get back, and then on 
Thursday, we will have two people who were there who will be in 
Washington, and we will have a thorough discussion. 


In the message I had today from Minister Genscher, he 
said that both of them were present throughout the entire 
discussion, so we will have a really first-hand account. And I 
really don't want to make any comment until I hear those facts. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I can tell you. One is Friedrich 
Ruth, and the other is Dr. von -- 


I've got the initials in my coat pocket. If someone 
eoulé get my coat pocket, I'll give it to you. 


QUESTION: Is it von Staden? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, it's the person who is Rick 
Burt's counterpart in the German Government. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how do you feel about the 
Situation in the Iran-Iraq Gulf area? In other words, can the 
French actually take those planes out there, as far as you know? 
If they do, does it really cause grave concern seeing that the 
Marines are out there, possibly the Iranians retaliating? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Iran-Iraq war has got to be a 
conflict of great concern: First, because a tremendous number of 
people have been killed; second, because it represents a con- 
tinuing tension in the area, an area of vital concern to us; 
third, because there have been -- curtailments in energy supplies 
have been felt; fourth, because there are threats that there may 
be additional third-party problems to Gulf states and to oil 
supplies. The Iranians have made a number of threats. 


I think that on the one hand it must be so, if the 
Iranians consider that they are supplied heavily through the 
Gulf, and their oil flows out through the Gulf, and at the same 
time we have to look to our own resources to do our part to see 
that the international waterways through there are adequately pro- 
tected. 


We do have -- the Ranger is in that vicinity, and the 
British have a carrier and a company of ships in that vicinity. 
The French have had mine-sweepers in the past. What additional 
they may do, I'm not sure. But certainly we will be examining 
that issue. 
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The name you were looking for is Dr. Von Braunmuhl. He's 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Soviet and East European Affairs, on 
the German desk. 


QUESTION: On those French planes (inaudible) reports that 
if they are sent in, is this a real problem for the U.S.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Where they are literally, I don't have 
any information for you that I am in a position to give out. What 
role they will be assigned, I don't know. I do think that we don't 
want to get ourselves in a position where the Iranians, or for that 
matter anyone else, says, if you do X or fail to do Y, we'll do 
something about the Straits of Hormuz and therefore you better not do 
that. We don't want to put anybody in the position of successful use 
of that kind of a tactic. But I think we have to be careful about 
that. In labor relations, there used to be a saying back when I was 
involved in it, that there's only one thing worse than a wildcat 
strike, and that's a successful wildcat strike. So I think we have to 
be careful about that side of it too. 


QUESTION: So we're not now opposed to the French -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: The French have made their decision. 


QUESTION: You have always publicly downplayed or dismissed 
stories of conflict between the State Department and the National 
Security Adviser, but it's been a persistent story for the past three 
administrations. Now there's a new situation. How do you anticipate 
the relationship with Mr. McFarlane? And would you suggest any kind 
of structural change that would -- unless this is a figment of the 
media's imagination -- would you suggest any kind of structural change 
in the relationship to avoid this kind of thing in the future? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there have been problems ever 
Since the Eisenhower Administration, as I understand it. I don't 
have a sense that there were any particular contentions in that 
administration. I may be wrong in that, but ever since there have 
been and they have varied in their intensity. 


My impression is that the process has worked, relatively 
speaking, well in the last year, which is when I am most familiar 
with it. And there have been some problems from time to time, but 
there's been a readiness to work at them and work them out which we 
have done. I don't see any reason why -- I expect that we'll have a 
good working relationship. 
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The task of the NSC Adviser is a necessary task. If it 
weren't, if we didn't have that there, we would have to invent it, 
because you do have a coordinating function, and you do have a need 
for somebody who is there all the tiome as the President's right hand. 
So it's a role that somebody has to fill, and it need to be filled by 
somebody who is close to the President, in whom he has confidence and 
who can work with the various groups involved. Judge Clark did it 
very successfully, and I have absolutely every confidence that Bud 
McFarlane will do so as well. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, (inaudible) Germany is bracing for 
peace demonstrations this weekend. I was wondering if you had some 
thoughts about whether this represented some kind of deep-seated trend 
in Germany or whether it could be reversed, or why not be reversed, or 
what it may mean in your eyes for the future of Germany? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that the people of the West 
generally, the United States, Canada -- we talked about this with --- 
Minister MacEachen and I, and in Europe. Why? To see their countries 
have the strength to deter aggression. They want to -- they 
understand the importance of freedom, and they want to see that it is 
defended properly, but they also want their governments to be reason- 
able in seeking negotiated solutions to these various problems. 


And their governments are reasonable. And we work at it 
very hard. Sol think that to the extent that we see people 
demonstrating, it represents the kind of sense that we have to stay in 
that posture. And we intend to stay in that posture, and are in that 
posture. Whether an agreement that's satisfactory can actually be 
reached, much depends on more than the Allies. It depends on the 
other side as well. They have the troops. 


QUESTION: Do you expect some last minute Soviet offer to 
try and forestall the deployment, or try to get some certain amount 
of nervousness in the Alliance? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we certainly would welcome the 
Soviet Union making some proposals. That's the way a negotiation 
Ought to proceed. But whether they will or not, I can't say. You 
have to ask them. 


This coordination business, to get back to your question 
-- it's a hard job, but I state my conviction now about it having done 
that myself a couple of times. There is a sense of which the Director 
of OMB is doing that with respect to the budget. And when I was in 
the government the last time, I also had, when I was Secretary of the 
Treasury, I was also Assistant to the President for Economic Matters, 
and had an office in the White House. And I went back and forth. 


And I could see that when I vas going to discuss with a 
group of people an inter-agency matter on behalf of the President, I 
did well to hold the meeting in my White House office and let somebody 
else be there representing the Treasury. Somehow it works better that 
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way. SolI think I have a little feel for this process. I know it can 
work well, and obviously it is a matter that requires the patience and 
give-and-take, but it can be done. And I have a great deal of con- 
fidence that Bud McFarlane will do extremely well. 


QUESTION: Underlying some of these questions, I think you 
probably recognize, are reports from time to time (inaudible) are 
unhappy with the way it worked. There was one report that you had 
made it known that you might leave the Administration, that you 
weren't even thinking about continuing on. Have you really been 
unhappy, and have you said anything to anybody -- or would you say to 
us, how long you intend to stay there? Is there anything to these 


stories? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I believe that in my own rela- 
tionships with the government and in my relationships, let's say with 
Allan MacEachen, that the way to have a good relationship is, if there 
is a problem, put it up on the table and talk about it, and try to get 
it straightened out, or at least get a process going of straightening 
it out. Or if it is something that happened that is part of the past, 
but it has created a problem, talk about it and try to avoid having it 
in the future. And where I have felt that there have been problems, 
that is exactly what I have done. Judge Clark has done likewise. And 
I'll do the same with Bud McFarlane. I think that's the way you keep 
things on a good basis. 


So that is the way we will proceed. That's the way we have 
done a number of things in our discussions in the last few days where 
we had differences of opinion, as we have in the past. 


QUESTION: Did you ever get so discouraged that you thought 
you would leave? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I have never -- I'm not a believer in 
threatening to resign, and all that kind of thing at all. 


JOHN HUGHES: Okay. Thank you all. 
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Q What is the situation in the Middle East? The 
war is escalating there. The Marines are getting shot every day. 
How do you see the situation? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: The question is, what is the 
situation in the Middle East. I believe that the loss of life, first 
of all, is unacceptable. I think we must recognize the context in 
which the attacks are taking place. On Thursday, there will be a 
conference that is oriented toward building a new confessional 
balance and true reconciliation. The opportunities are obvious. His- 
tory makes clear that this is a very difficult thing to achieve in 
Lebanon. I believe honestly that because each of the parties, Shiite, 
Sunni, Druze, Christians, understand that all of the alternatives to 
reconciliation are far worse, that they're going to join in a com- 
promise and that there is real promise that this can be a very useful 
outcome. 


Q Why are they being shot at, then? The Marines. 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Well, I think going into a 
session that there are some who have an interest in diminishing U.S. 
support. I think that's been clear from the beginning. To the ex- 
tent that they think threatening, killing will cause us to pull out, 
they may make efforts like this. Their expectations are wrong, and 
I think that that has become clear. : 





The United States’ role thus far has been vital to getting us as 

far as we've come. As I say, there's promise that the process now 
set in motion can be successful, giving us a chance to pull out not 
only our own forces but those of other countries. 


Q Do you think Syria would pull back if the 
Israelis pulled back even further? 


AMBASSADOR McFARLANE: The government of Syria's 
been very adept at speaking for itself. Wwe have espoused the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. I think the calculus which 
leads Syria toward that decision is one only they can make. But 
I think there is some basis for optimism, yes. 


Q Will the interruption of your role impede 
the peace process underway there now? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: I don't think so. 
'¢ Mr. McFarlane -- 
Q Who is -- 


Q -- patience, please. Why is Lebanon 
vital to the security of the area? Would not a federated Lebanon 
be stronger than the situation now? And is the United States doing 
anything to help Israel stabilize its currency? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: On the first question, the 
importance of the security of countries friendly to the United States 
in the Middle East is obvious from a geopolitical point of view. 
Simply examining a map, this is at the nexus of three continents. 
It'is near vital waterways. It is on vital sea-lanes that are 
important to ensure access to resources for industrialized democracies 
and developing countries throughout the world. The importance of 
its resources I mentioned. The additional point that, I think, 
is often lost is that Lebanon has been and can once more become 
again a practicing democracy. 


It's very much in the United States' interest to 
assure the support and the continuity of democracies wherever they 
may be. The presence of countries friendly to the United States 
in the Eastern Mediterranean is vitally important for the 
reasons I put out: geo-strategically, politically, resource-wise, 
economically and for simply reasons of it being the right thing 
to do. 


It was often poignant anguishing to listen to the tales 
of Lebanese families who note occasionally that in the past eight 
years their kids have been to school for two years. But they are still 
there. Why are they still there? Because they believe, importantly, 
in their own institutions and in the United States. And we'll stay 
with it. 

Q You said that the loss of life is unacceptable. 

Is a de facto partitioning of Lebanon also unacceptable to this 
government? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Yes. On the second question 
that came befoce, 
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concerning the economic difficulties being faced in Israel and 
is the United States helping? The United States is clearly 
concerned, welcomes exchanges with the government of Israel 
toward ameliorating the situation. Specific proposals may 
well be made but we'll have to wait until that occurs. And 
I'm sure, as always, our concern for the well-being of Israel 
will be manifested in our own policies. 


There are reports -- appeared in the press today that 
you favored better relations -- more cooperation with Israel 
and the foesof Syria in order to change Syria's mind regarding 
the -- in Lebanon and on general matters. Is this true? If 
not, where do you stand on this? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: You've hit a sore nerve 
with regard to recent quotations of my positions with regard 
to resolution of the Lebanese problem. I must say I've seldom 
seen less accurate reporting than with regard to my reported 
views on how to solve the problems. But setting that aside, 

I think with regard to the significance of strong U.S.-Israeli 
relations, I do feel that way. I've always felt that way and 
I shall remain to think so. 


The importance of strong relations with the moderate 
Arab states, as well, is vital to the security of American interests 
in the Middle East. The attitude of the United States toward 
Syria has been to intensify, make more frequent our talks with 
them. We understand that Syrian interests in what goes on in 
their neighbors’ territory just as our interests in what goes 
on in our neighbors' territory or any other country in its 
neighbors' territory, must be taken into account. And we do 
take it into account. We're looking for common ground that 
can lead to Syria's interest being accommodated without prejudice 
to the well-being of the Lebanese. We're interested in the 
earliest departure of all foreign forces from Lebanon. And 
I think we can achieve that. It doesn't represent a tilt toward 
anybody. 


Mr. McFarlane, there were reports that some 
members in the administration were concerned that you would not 
have the access to President Reagan that Judge Clark had. Did 
you get any sense from the President that you would have similar 
access that Judge Clark had? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: The President was very clear 
on that score in our talks today, in our talks going back over 
the past year. The importance of that access is clearly understood. 
The continuity of that access was reaffirmed today and I have 
no reservations about it. 


Q Do you think you'll have any problems with 
Casey, Weinberger, Kirkpatrick or any of the other people in 
the NSC with whom you'll be dealing? 








AMBASSADOR McFARLANE: No, I don't. I think the Presi- 
dent's blessed with having advisors in the national security community 
who are of towering intellect. I underscore, with regard to Jeane, 
the essentiality that we continue to be able to exploit her own vision, 
strategic grasp in the administration. 


With regard to Cap, Bill Casey, whom I've worked with 
for years, regular breakfasts, surely there are disagreements on a 
given issue. My role now is not to be an advocate, but to be a co- 
ordinator. I intend to do that and I don't expect any difficulty. 


Q -- will Judge Clark have any role, informal ad- 
visory role to the President -- continuing role? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Well, Judge Clark is as close as 
any man can be to the President. The President values his counsel. 
I think that counsel will be oriented toward environmental matters; 
but he'll be a frequent caller, I'm sure. 


Q Any role in national security affairs? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Bill hasn't sought it, doesn't 
seek it. I don't think he will in the future. 


Needless to say, I shall call on him as well. 
Q Will Poindexter be your deputy? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Yes, I would like at this time 
to say two things I meant to say at the beginning. Please forgive 
me if I was a little overwhelmed. But I wanted to say that I've 
asked Rear Admiral John Poindexter to serve as my Deputy Assistant 
to the President for National Security Affairs. John not only has 
a distinguished record in the Navy, he and I go back 25 years beyond 
to the Naval Academy. He's a man of enormous talent and intellect 
and I look forward to his moving into the role I had played before 
and coordinating interdepartmental activities across the spectrum 
from arms control to regional policy. 


And the second thing that I wanted to mention is per- 
haps soupy and so be it. But when I said that my wife and I had 
served for 25 years, I mean that and she's continuing to serve today. 


Jerry? 


Q When will you take over your new duties and 
-- go back to the Middle East once more before you do? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: The appointment's effective 
immediately and I've started and will talk to the President and 
the Secretary about continuity in the Middle East and that decision 
hasn't yet been made. 


Q Are you in favor of Fairbanks taking the job? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: Well, I certainly hope Dick will 
stay on. Dick has been an incredibly effective guy, my right hand, 
effective in taking on assignments independently throughout the 
Middle East. I've asked him to go in my place as frequently as I've 
gone myself. So he's imminently qualified. This is a decision for 
the President to make. 


Q Mr. McFarlane, does the departure of Judge Clark 
mean that the formation of foreign policy will now go back to the 
State Department? 
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AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: I think the President, from his 
opening days here in the White House, expressed his confidence in 
Cabinet government. And I think more than many of you allow, Cabinet 
government has been the name of the game in national security affairs. 
I think that if the point of your question is do I intend to seek 
to promote a personal point of view or in any other way to establish 
some confrontational status with the Secretary of State, of course 
not. 


I think -- The President looks now as he has throughout 
his administration to the departments as the center of creative -- 
of conceptual creativity. And he looks to his National Security 
Advisor to make sure that all of the options are there, fairly pre- 
sented, decisions, once taken, promptly implemented, for oversight 
of the community. That's what I intend to do. 


Q Have you or President Reagan talked to Mrs. Kirk- 
patrick today and if so can you tell us about it? And if not, why not? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: I'll defer to Larry on the Presi- 
dent's schedule. I've frankly been a little caught up in a few 
things. I haven't talked to Jeane today. I intend to; but I 
couldn't give you an answer on the President's schedule. 


Q Ambassador, there are concerns in the Middle 
East that these objectives that the United States is into Lebanon 
and other areas, will be reached or achieved on over the Pales- 
tinian peoples rights and aspirations, whether they are in the 
West Bank or whether they are in Lebanon. 


What are your plans or the administration plans into 
moving the situation regarding the Palestinians in the area? 


AMBASSADOR MCFARLANE: I think the President's position 
with regard to the Palestinian community was reflected and is today 
in his September lst address. 


I think in the instant case of improving our conditions 
both in the West Bank and in Lebanon, we have a number of ideas in 
progress. I think the history of the Palestinian community, like 
that of the Lebanese, is a very sad history. The opportunities are 
very high, though. There's a great deal of flux in the community 
right now, throughout the region. I think the United States has 
opportunities which it hasn't had up until now. I'm confident that 
we can take advantage of those. The President is in the process 
of reviewing our policies there. And I look for a renewed effort 
shortly -- It's a sad history. It's time to stop reading about it 
and try to make a little. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:55 P.M. EDT 
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STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. The 
briefing is on BACKGROUND. [It is attributable to a Senior 
Department Official. Although we announced that the topic 
is Central America, broadly speaking, in fact, we assume 
that the interest will be primarily Nicaragua, and that is 
I think what your briefer is principally prepared to talk 
with vou about. 


Unfortunately, we have been foreshortened by 
events over at the White House where the briefer has an 
appointment, so we are going to have to cut it off no later 
than 4:10. If you would try to stick to the more criti- 
cal questions, and then if you have time, do some of the 
peripheral stuff, that would be helpful. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What I would 
like to do is, I've been recently, as you know, to Belize 
and Nicaragua. Prior to that I was at the U.N. and here 
where I met with a lot of not only Latin but European 
Government people. Also, I was in Ottawa for an annual 
trilateral Canadian/United States/ British meeting on 
Latin America. I'd like to give you some of the 
impressions with which I came away from there. 


First, I think to a certain degree, in the public 
perception, not only in Europe but in other parts of Latin 
America and South America, the bloom is coming off the rose 
of the Sandinista revolution. I think the Pope's visit -- 
although that was quite a while back, the visit of the Pope 
there -— didn't win any hearts and minds among the Cathclic 
countries, I found. 


Their U.N. move, when they went to inscribe the 
issue of the United Nations so shortly after they had 
signed up and the 21 vocints of the Contadoras, I think cer- 
tainly upset the Contadora countries and, I think, confused 
a lot of the others -= the continuation of the 
expropriation of private property, and the rest of it. 
That is an impression I gained from people from Europe and 

tin America, but to a certain degree it spills over into 
Nicaragua. 
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I was in Nicaragua for two days, and let me just 
tell you some of the quick impressions I had. One is that 
the level of anti-Americanism generated by their press 
that is government-cenerated in either listening to their 
radio, watching their TV, or reading their newspapers was 
as high as anywhere I've seen. 


t*m told by people who have been there on the 
scene that that is not a phenomena just recently, 
that it has been at a continual drumbeat. 


The other interesting aspect was, there was a 
degree of militarism that I didn't really expect there. 
All their signs, which was not unusual in those kinds of 
societies, of great, big bill-board sizes, had a 
militaristic aspect to them. It was more about arms and 
defense, pictures of guns and airplanes, in this aspect. 


In chatting also with the people at the U.N. and 
especially the Central American countries, and in talking 
with the Nicaraguans while I was there, Ortega, and 
D'Escoto, what appears to be coming down is that the atti- 
tudes externally from Central aner ical are changing towards 
them. 


The attitude of their Central American neighbors, 
the fear level against what their -- I think their 
intentions there being Nicaraguans -- has risen and to a 
certain degree is coming through to the Sandinistas, 
because they are getting a poset that they are not part c 
of the odd-man-out. | 


I, basically, delivered a message to them. I had 
two hours with Ortega and almost two hours with D'Escoto in 
addition to other meetings -— their economic team, out in 
Montegalpa with coffee-growers; I met with opposition 
leaders; I met with the editors of La Prensa; I met with 
trade unionists; I met with their economic team. 





The message I tried to leave basically was that 
which the President had outlined in the letter to the 
Contadoras, which was, "In order to achieve peace in the 
area, we think that certain things are important. One is 
that we try to keep this out of an East-West context; 
secondly, that we subscribe to the principle of non- 
intervention, which we think is something that is important 
within their area; and third, that an internal democratiza- 
tion is linked to the feeling of attitudes on the part of 
their neighbors; and fourth, of course, the Economic 
Development Aspect." That, basically, was the message I 
attempted to leave with them. 
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I had long sessions’with them. They are very 
civil. They are obviously, I think, feeling the effects of 
a couple of things: one is, obviously, the pressures of 
their internal war; and secondly, also, as I have said, I 
think they have begun to come to the same assessment we 
have with regards to feelings the Europeans have and the 
rest of us -- just kind of changing a bit. 


But at that point I'll stop, and take your 
questions. See, it only took about six minutes or so. 


Q Could you discuss some reports which have 
been appearing that this Administration had decided on a 
two-track policy toward Nicaraga: one the diplomatic, 
represented by your trip; the other military, in the sense 
of giving aid or advice to the anti-Sandinista Forces 
in Nicaragua? 


A I think the President laid out his policy 
fairly well on the 27th. This one policy has got four 
tracks to it, or four elements to it. That's, basically, 
the one that we're following. 


Q What about the charges that there was U.S. 
involvement in some of the recent acts of sabotage, for 
example? 


A Those are charges that you hear on a variety 
of fronts. Our answer is basically the same. 


Q When you say that the United States subscri- 
bes to non—intervention, obviously you refer to Nicaragua's 
involvement in subversion or alleged subversion in other 
neighboring countries. But what about the intervention of 
American—supported forces in Nicaragua? 


A I think when we talk about non-intervention 
-~- I'll tell you something, I think this is a very impor- 
tant, critical element in this whole policy, and it's not 
so much the question of us and the Nicaraguans as it is as 
this deal evolves, you have to raise the comfort level of 
all of them; not just the Nicaraguans but of the 
Salvandorans, the Hondurans, the Guatemalans, the Costa 
Ricans, that nobody is going to fiddle in anybody else's 
yard. You just can't take it in one single direction, 
whether there is or isn't in Nicaragua, whether there is or 
isn't in El Salvador. 


The fact of the matter is, they all feel that 
from one source or another somebody is messing in their 
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back yard. In order to go about coming up with a peaceful solu- 


tion, you have to raise that , contest level on the parts of 
all five of them. 


Q Are you suggesting. that if the Nicaraguans 
desisted from what the United States alleges they're doing 
that the Contras also would be encouraged to desist in 
interfering in Nicaragua? 


A Obviously the Contras -= the 
anti-Sandinistas as well as the guerrillas in El Salvador 
are forces that have to be reckon with in any kind of 
peaceful solution. How they fit into the picture in a 
peaceful solution, one is just as important as the other. 


Q The 2l-point Contadora proposal was signed, 
if I recall correctly, five or six weeks ago. 


A Not quite that long ago, but that's all 
right; it's about two weeks ago. 


Q Two weeks ago? At the Prime Ministers’ 
level, it was five or six weeks ago. There was some 
encouragement at that time in this building, the fact that 
they signed it and they agreed not to intervene, and to 
move toward democracy and so forth. 


What is the assessment now? Do they still 
subscribe to that or not? - 


A No, they do. I think going back to that 
Original assessment, you're correct. The fact that they 
did get the signature of five heads of state <-- you may 
recall they required later to get the heads of state in 
writing to agree to the twenty points. The fact that they 
did get five heads of state to agree to this statement of 
objectives, I think, was a significant event for the 
Contadora to achieve. What they've set up for themselves 
now is a process that is as much if not more of a . 
challenge. And that is, one, flesh out in language, in 
either agreements or treaties, and, secondly, which I think 
is equally as important -=- and maybe more so important -- 
is to build among themselves the confidence that they'll 
make these things stick. That's the elements that's going 
to make it go. 


Q Do I understand you <= you just said that 
the guerrillas in El Salvador are also a force that have to 
be taken into account in any solution? 
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A In any kind of democratization aspect, in 
any kind of peaceful solution that you have, you have to 
take into account the anti-Sandinistas; you have to take 
into account the guerrillas. Yes, that is correct. 


Q I say, in El Salvador as opposed to 
Nicaragua, could you elaborate? 


A No. What I'm saying is that you have to 
take both of them into consideration. This is why I keep 
getting back to my point. You can't zero in on just él 
Salvador, zero in on just Nicaragua. 


There are two aspects of it. If you're going to 
build confidenc in each other to get something done, then, 
you have to have the confidence that they won't be fiddling 
within your arena. And, obviously, you take into account 
all of the forces. 


Q What you described to us of their attitude 
seems to me that they are responding exactly as you cause 
them to respond. Where do we go from here? 


A I wouldn't characterize the answer directly 
to your question. I think what's happening is this: That 
as a result of a variety of things, which maybe a subtle 
change in world opinion; it may be more challenges they're 
facing from within. It's causing them concern. They think 
about it. If they think about it, we're hopeful that 
they'll think about how do we go about getting a peaceful 
solution, and that's why in the conversations with them 
they would keep dwelling on their -problem within Nicaragua. 
I would keep pointing out to them that the same problems 
they were talking about, their neighbors felt felt some of 
the same problems. So that there had to be a kind of 
across-the-board type of aspect. 


Q Other than sending the message, and seeing 
that they are hurting from actions that, in great part, are 
the decisions made in Washington, is there anything that 
you accomplished on this visit? 


A Yes. I think what we accomplished was -- I 
personally got a good feel for, as much as you can get in 
two days but it's not my first trip to Nicaragua. 


The second thing is, I think I was able to 
reiterate to them exactly what our thoughts on the matter 
were. It's not so much what we expect as it is the philo- 
sopny that you've got to deal-with the whole regional thing 
which they made a significant change on July 19, when in 
their speech they said they recognize the regional aspect, 
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and they followed it up by signing up on Contadora whatever 
the period of time it was. , 

We're trying to point out to them the necessity 
of not just dwelling on on ills that they feel they have 
suffered as well the ills of others. 


Q Two questions. The first one is that 
Ortega, after your visit, insisted again that he was 
willing to buy more weapons to defend themselves. And the 
second one, do you think that it's possible for the U.S. 
and for the Central American countries to (inaudible) to a 
peaceful solution with this Sandinista government? 


A Yes, I think it's possible. I think that it 
is possible that the points embodied in the 2l-points of 
Contadora and embodied in the President's letter to the 
Contadora process is a possible thing. I'm under no illu- 
sions that it's an easy thing. 


As I told you earlier, signing a Statement of 
Objectives on the Contadora 21 points was a significant 
event, if you take it on face value. But an even tougher 
event now is making it work. I think it's very tough, but, 
yes, I think it's a possibility. I'm under no illusions 
that it's going to be easy. 


Q What about the first question, about 
Ortega's new declaration about buying arms? 


A I think one can understand the situation 
under which he made that statement. He just had a signifi- 
cant part of his oil storage and receiving facility blown 
up. It's an understandable statement for him to make. I'm 
sure we didn't understand him to say he's going to buy less 
arms. 


Q On that precise point, while all the 
countries in the region have some turmoil, none of the 
countries has apparently been crippled economically to the 
extent that they have, like, 30 days of fuel and the possi- 
bility that no oil companies will flow, or will ship oil to 
their ports because of Contra activity. 


Did they make the argument with respect to that 
point, that the United States could only expect them to ask 
for closer ties with the Soviet Union which could provide 
them with oil? 


A No, they make that point. 


Q They didn't raise that? 











A They didn't make that point. The other 
thing is this, too, the economic aspect of how the ravishes 
of war, which is in nobody's interest, 30-day supply of oil 
-- how does that equate to seventy percent of your 
transportation system as exists in El Salvador? Either 
way, they're bad news for whoever is involved. 


(continued on next page) 





Q At what point does the United States start 
abiding by the objectives of the Contadora Agreement, 
the 21 points about non-intervention in arms and advisers, 
and things? 


A I think if the five countries can arrive 
at agreement that they are satisfied with among themselves -- 
not only signed a piece of paper, but they're comfortable 
with it -- that we've gone a long, long way to satisfying 
ours which were embodied within those 2l. 


See, the question is this: You have a process 
proceeding. That process is among the Latin countries. 
That process must be allowed to proceed. As it goes 
and as it signs on to those 21 points, I think it 
alleviates a lot of people's fears -- obviously, the ones 
within Central America -- and I think if you look within 
those 21, I think you'll find that they embody most of 
what we're involved in. 


Q To be clear, then, once they start agree- 
ing and abiding by them, then we will? Is that right? 


A No. You're not going to put the chicken 
before the egg or the cart before the horse. What I'm 
saying is that to get to the final product, everybody 
has to be involved. 


Q Did the topic come up about our allega- 
tions of their supporting the guerrillas in El Salvador? 
Did they say they were.continuing to support them or 
would stop? ‘ 


A That topic was raised, and they didn't 
address it. They went on to other issues. 


Q Can I just ask for clarification of your 
last answer, the previous? How does 30 percent of the 
oil supply -- how does that relate to -- 

A 30 days. 


Q Yes. How does that relate to 70 percent 
of the transportation? 


A What I'm saying is that -- and maybe I 
didn't put it well -- but what I'm saying is any war 
Situation, a civil war, that results in busting down 
an infrastructure -- in one case he said 30 days worth 
of oil. In the case of El Salvador, 70 percent of their 
transportation has been wiped out. 











So I mean, any civil war aspect has those 
aspects that nobody is interested in seeing. 


Q Could you give us an example of a viable 
step that should be done, let's say by the Sandinistas, 
in order to lead to feasible agreement? 


A I think a viable step by not only the 
Sandinistas but also the Corps Four as they're called 
is quick progression on the 21 points. 


Q Can I ask you a question about Grenada 
since Alan did not categorically rule out veering away 
a little bit from Central America? What is your 
impression of -- 


A Wait a minute. It was Nicaragua, then 
Central America. But go ahead. 


Q He said significantly -- 
A Go ahead. I give up. 


Q Do you interpret this -- what has happened 
in Grenada over the past three or four days as a sig- 
nificant shift to the left? 


A I think that what may have happened or 
not happened in Grenada yet, to a certain degree that 
is unclear and something that we're not ready to comment 
on, ever ON BACKGROUND. 


Q Do I understand you correctly that you 
had some feeling that Nicaragua may now be ready to 
talk about a solution? You went down and presented the 
framework of a solution, and, if that's true, then did 
you set up a group to talk about it further? Did you do 
something to carry it on further? 


A I wouldn't necessarily characterize that 
they are ready to -- I didn't come away with a feeling 
that they are ready to sign on the 21 points. But I 
also came away with a feeling that they don't like the 
status quo as is, and they would like to do something to 
Change it. So, you know, it may grieve me to say so, 
but the result of my trip wasn't any breakthrough, nor 
was it a slam of the door in the face. 











Q I understand’ that. You're saying when they 
did sign on the 21 points two weeks ago, they weren't 
Signing in good faith? 


A No, no.- I didn't say that. I'm saying you 
take it on face value. I think that was a major step. 


Q But you don't think they're ready to 
negotiate on the basis c= that 21 points? 


A No. I think that all the countries had 
difficulty signing different portions of that 21. I 
think the fact that you got all five to sign on was a 
significant step. I think a tougher step now is having 
agreed to a statement of objectives, which is nothing 
but broad principles, start to spell out, you know, how 
you do verification, what do you do about this one, what 
about democratization, and so on and so forth. I think 
that's going to be the real challenge. 


Q Are you optimistic about that? 


A Yes. We are proceeding on the assumption 
that they're going to proceed, and hopefully they'll arrive 
at something, but I'm not -- I think you have to go into 
this thing with a realistic outlook, and that is that it's 
a complicated issue and negotiations of this type take a 
long time. There are internal matters, rivalries between 
the countries involved there that transcend anything 
that's going on now. It's not an easy deal. 


Q In a year and a half yours was the first 
trip -- , 


A In the year and a half, what? 


Q Yours was the first trip of an American * 
official, and even then it was to deliver a message and 
not to negotiate. Are you ready on your part to negotiate? 


A Okay. I think I tried to explain it earlier, 
maybe I didn't make myself clear. Peace in Central America 
is going to come about -- negotiations in Central America 
Can came about. It's not just a question of the United 
States and Nicaragua. It's the question of the five 
countries among themselves, and, obviously, our interests 
too. 








So you have to have all of those in there. So, 
no, we cannot go negotiate .on behalf of the other 
countries. That's why you keep pushing this process. 


Q Salvadoran guerrillas have asked President 
Monge to arrange a meeting with Ambassador Stone. 

A Pardon? 

Q The Salvadoran guerrillas asked President 


Monge this weekend to arrange a meeting with Ambassador 
Stone. Is he going to meet with the guerrillas? 


A Ambassador Stone is still in Europe. de 
won't be back for a few days. We have not received any 
direct query on that, other than what we read in the 
press. So you got two hurdles there even before I can 
start to answer your question. 


Q Do you have any comments on the reports of 
contacts between Eden Pastora's group and the Cubans 
through Madrid? They've appeared in the Spanish-language 
press in recent days that -- 


A Yes. I saw something to that. I didn't 
realize it was through Madrid, but still, whatever the 
thing may have been. 


No. I got to imagine: that -- they didn't bring 
it up to me, but I would think that maybe the Sandinistas 
might wonder about it. But I have no comment on it. 


Q A few weeks ago --:I don't remember when -- 
I'm paraphrasing this -- I believe the President said 
there would be no solution as long as the Sandinistas, 
this present government in Nicaragua, was in power. 


You seem to be saying that you believe that we 
can negotiate with them, that there could be a peaceful 
solution, and we could deal with the Sandinistas. 


A The President's policy leads towards that 
goal, and that makes the assumption of the existing govern- 
ment. I'm under no illusions as to how easy it is. Aside 
from all the facts I just gave you a minute ago, there may 
or May not be a mindset, an intransience, on the part of 
the Sandinistas. What we're trying to do is plumb that 


thing and keep pushing and keep seeing what we can come 
up with. | 
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Q What would Happen to the Contras under the 
21 points as you interpret them? Are you asking the 
Nicaraguans to share power with them and in effect -- 


a No, no. I don't think sO, any more than 
we're saying that the guerrillas in El Salvador ought to 
share power with the Salvadoran Government. 


If you take the statements of the Contras at face 
value, you will find, and I think that most of the things 
that they required to return to the revolution, etc., would 
be covered under the 21 points. 


Q But that means what? Free elections? 
A Yeah -- well -- 


Q Is there any prospect, now that you've gone 
down there, of a continuing dialogue, at least your level, 
between Nicaragua and the United States? And what is the 
status of the original eight points of April '82, and the 
13 points that came back from Nicaragua with respect to 
U.S.-Nicaraguan negotiations? Are they finished? 


A For openers, they didn't bring up either the 
8 or the 13 points, so -- and you've caught me unawares 
because that was before watch, and I haven't read back that 
far. But they're probably embodied in these other points. 
As to the other question, yes, I'm prepared to meet with 
them. You know, that the first time I went down, or was 
going down there, they cancelled the trip. We already had 
the meeting set with Ortega, we already had set the meeting 
with D'Escoto the night before, and I was in Guatemala. 
They called and said, "Well, we don't think you can meet 
with these guys. Why don't you meet with somebody else?" 
And on that basis I didn't so. 


After having come back here, they -- U.S. Congress- 
men and others chastised them a bit for not doing that, 
including those that normally haven't voted with the 
Administration on a lot of things. 


So about two weeks after I was back -- a week 
and a half back -= I sent the message through our Ambassador 
saying, "I think it's in your interests and our interests, 
I would like to come back if you'd like to invite me." 
And they did, and they invited me for the specific dates 
which I was there. So I think it manifests on our part 
wanting to talk. 








Q Do you see a continuation? In other words, 
is there a possibility of a. bilateral track as well as a -- 


A You've missed the whole point I'm trying to 
tell you. The only way this thing's going to work is 
everything together. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:12 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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BY 
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ON 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1983, 12:45 P.M. 


MR. CARLSON: Good afternoon. We have with us 
David Packard, the U.S. Chairman of the U.S.-Japan Advisory 
Commission. The Commission is presenting its initial 
report to the President today through the Secretary of 
State, and Mr. Packard is here to give you a few words on 
that and to answer your questions. 


MR. PACKARD: Well, we wanted to add that because 
I'm not going to see the Secretary until 1:30, we would 
like to have this embargoed to 2 o'clock, if that's all 
right with you folks. They've had another press meeting 
after the conference. 


Let me first thank you all for taking time to be 
here. I would like to give you just a little background on 
this Commission. We will have available for you a fact 
sheet, a list of the Commission members, a copy of the 
report that is going to the President, and a press release 
that will outline some of the background information. 


This United States-Japan Advisory Commission came 
about as a result of the discussions between Prime Minister 
Nakasone and the President when Nakasone was here in 
Washington earlier this year. Both of the leaders 
recognized that our two countries have a very close and 
important working relationship that contributes not only to 
economic affairs, but to many other affairs, and they 
thought that an advisory commission. could be helpful. 


The Commission is made up of seven members from 
the United States and seven members from Japan. I serve as 
the Chairman of the American delegation. Donald Rumsfeld, 
who was formerly Secretary of Defense, as you know, and pre- 
Ssident of the G. D. Searle Company, is a member; Jim 


Hodgson, who was a former Ambassador to Japan; Douglas Fraser, 


who was formerly head of the United Automobile Workers; 
Daryl Arnold, who is Chairman of the Western Growers 
Association; James Bere, who is Chairman of Borg-Warner 
Corporation; and Bill Timmons, who is the President of 
Timmons and Company here. 








We have a list of the members that will be 
available for you, but I thought I would outline them for 
you, in any case. Ambassador Ushiba is the Japanese Co- 
Chairman, and he is an Advisor to the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs in Japan. Some of you may recall he was the 
United States Ambassador from Japan a few years ago. 


Akio Morita, the Chairman of the Sony Corporation, 
is a member; Yotaro Kobayashi, who is President of the Fuji 
Xerox Company; Saburo Okita, Chairman of the Institute for 
Domestic and International Policy Studies -- Mr. Okita has 
been influential in Japanese policy in many ways; Professor 
Sato, from the Political Science Department of the 
University of Tokyo; Ichiro Shioji, who is the Chairman of 
the Confederation of Japan Automobile Workers’ Union -- so 
we both have a union member on each side; and Mr. Yamashita, 
who is the Director and Chairman of the Mitsui Engineering & 
Shibuilding Corporation. So this group, as you can see, is 
made up to a large extent of industrial people on both 
sides. 


The Charter that we got from the Prime Minister 
and the President was to look at the relationship between 
our two countries on a broad base, limited not to economic 
matters alone, but to include all aspects of our rela- 
tionship which would include economic affairs, national 
security, and other aspects of foreign policy. 


Also, we were asked to try and make some recommen- 
dations which would look towards the longer-term rela- 
tionship between our two countries -- hopefully, to 
strengthen that relationship. 


It was recognized, of course, that in addressing 
this problem there were a great many current issues that 
were being considered by various other groups of people -- 
many of them joint groups -- and that we would have an 
opportunity and be expected to look at some of these short- 
term problems in-between. 


The Commission was established in May of this 
year. We are expected to take a year for this work, and 
complete it within one year. We are not required absolutely 
to make a final report, but I am almost sure that we will. 
We were also advised that we could make recommendations from 
time to time on occasions when we thought we might be able 
to make a useful contribution. 
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We have had two joint meetings with the entire 
Commission, one in June and another in September -- both 
here in the United States -- and we have had some separate 
meetings of the members of the Commissions of each country. 
Jim Hodgsor: and I were in Japan just a couple of weeks ago, 
and we met with the full Japan Commission over there. 


We are going to go to Japan for a joint meeting in 
January, so we had been working on this issue and had a 
number of meetings; we felt that in view of the upcoming 
visit by President Reagan to Japan to meet with Prime Minister 
Nakasone, that it would be appropriate for us to make some 
interim recommendations. Those are the recommendations that 
I will deliver to Secretary Shultz at 1:30 this afternoon 
and ask him to present them to the President. Ambassador 
Ushiba will present the same report to Prime Minister 
Nakasone. 


It is very encouraging to me to note that we were 
able to sit down together at the final meeting and put 
together a report. which we all agreed to -- both sides. 
We have had some very lively discussions, some friendly 
discussions, a lot of give-and-take; but this report does 
represent an agreed to statement that is being given to both 
of our leaders. 


I will just go through very quickly and comment on 
some of the points. You'll have a copy of the full report 
to look at later on. The first item we talk about is the 
importance of the relationship between the United States and 
Japan. Then, we point out that the national interests of 
Japan and the United States are highly complementary, that 
we have a great many things in common. The first area, of 
course, is in the economy between our two countries. We 
represent 35 percent of the economy of the entire world at 
this time. We have very large and very important trade 
balances. 


Japan is now the third-largest economy in the 
world, so the economic factors are increasing in importance. 
And as you know, Japan has continued to grow very eapialy so, 
that the economic factors , I think, will be without any Question 
larger and more important in the future. 


Q Excuse me. On the 35 percent, you indicate 
the United States solely, don't you, Mr. Packard? Or do you 
mean the two countries combined? 

A Between the two countries. 


Q 35 percent? 














A 35 percent, yes. 


I'll give you a couple more specific figures on 
this economic thing, which may help you out; and then I'll 
try and answer some more specific questions. 


There is no doubt about it that our relationship 
with Japan has been extremely important in stabilizing the 
political situation in that part of the world. Despite the 
difficulties we had with our Vietnam involvement, the stabi- 
lity of that part of the world is reasonably good, at least 
by comparison with some other areas. And I think we all 
agree that our friendship and our relationship are extremely 
influential in stabilizing that part of the world. 


I think also we see down the line that because of 
the growing strength of Japan that Japan will, and should, 
have a larger influence in other international affairs 
around the world -- and indeed, they are already doing so. 
They are providing aid to a good many countries -- Southeast 
Asia to some extent, but also the Middle East. SolI think 
there are very many reasons why we should nurture a strong 
core of friendship in this relationship. 


We point out, however, that there have been a 

number of areas of friction between our two countries, and I 
know that you have all heard about a good many of these. To 
a large extent, they are areas that have to do with trade 
and economics. There are some people who blame America for 
not getting their federal deficit in better order, and this 
is having a serious impact on international trade; and there 
are people in Japan who think American industry is not very 
competitive and not very good in quality. So there have 
been a number of issues here that have kind of aggravated 
the situation. 


We think it is very important to try and address 
these on the basis that they are nowhere near as important 
as the long-term relationship between our two countries, and 
it is essential that we deal with them in ways that 
they will not exacerbate our relationship, in the long term. 
So we say here in our recommendation: 


"We believe the most important outcome of your 
November meeting will be the affirmation of our 
positive partnership. The overriding theme of the 
United States-Japan relationship should be that of 
friends sharing similar problems and interests 
and working together. As a longer-term vision, we 

















see our countries sustaining the closest 
cooperation; our common interests far outweigh the 
areas of disagreement. In our judgment, your 
previous meetings have helped build a fresh 

sense of understanding and cooperation which will 
further be strengthened at this visit." 


This is in the report, but I wanted to 
emphasize this, because I think this is an extremely impor- 
tant part of the viewpoint of this Commission and the work 
that it has done so far. 


Needless to say, we talk about trade and invest- 
ment, and one of the things that has been of serious concern 
is that our bilateral trade has been getting seriously out 
of balance. It is basically true that throughout the world 
economy it is not necessary that every country's trade be in 
balance on a bilateral basis. In fact, it is almost 
impossible for that to occur. The balance should be on an 
overall, multilateral basis. 


But the fact is that Japan's exports to the United | 
States have been increasing at the rate of 16-percent per year 
over the last five years or so, while the United States' exports 
to Japan have grown at a rate of only 9 percent. This year, 
there will be an imbalance that is something in the 
neighborhood of $22-24 billion. And with this rate 
of growth, if it continues, in another few years, it will be 
an even more serious problem. So we discussed this with our 
Japanese counterparts, and we agreed that it is not 
necessary nor likely that this bilateral trade can be brought 
into balance, but it should be brought under better control. 


The factors that we emphasized here, the first 
is exchange rates. We say that the exchange rate of the 
dollar and the yen has become an extremely important factor 
in the competitive position of the industries of Japan and 
the United States, as well as a difficult political problem 
for both countries. 


I'm sure you all heard something about the yen-dollar. 
relationship in the last few weeks, but I want to make a few 
comments about them. You may recall that before the world 
monetary system was freed up, in the early 1970s, the yen 
was at 360 yen to the dollar. During that period, it 
has gradually come down. At one point in, I believe it was 
1978, it got below 200 yen to the dollar and went down to 
178 for a short period of time. In the last few years, it 
has been going back up again, and has been in the range of 
240-245 yen to the dollar. Fortunately, in the last few 
weeks, it has come down a little bit. 











The reason this is important is because this trend 
in the yen-dollar relationship has not followed what is 
considered to be traditional economic policy. 

These relationships should adapt more closely to the actual 
trade relationships. And in discussing this issue with our 
Japanese partners, both the American members and the 
Japanese members believe that the yen-dollar relationship is 
out of line, and that both countries would be better off if 
this relationship were down around 200, instead of 230-240. 


The Americans think it would be better if it were 
a little below 200, and the Japanese think it would be a 
little better if it were a little above 200, but we were very, very 
close, in agreeing that it is now out of balance, and that it 
should be brought further into balance. 


I think it is important to explain to you why -- 
and so many of you probably already know this -- but I want 
to tell you why a lower (yen-dollar) relationship is acceptable to 
Japan. Japan has an economy in which they essentially 
purchase all of their energy in the form of oil and coal. 
They purchase a very large share of their raw materials. 
They purchase both of these items in dollars instead of in 
yen. In order to pay for this, they have to sell industrial 
products, and the United States is the largest market. So 
while they do get a break in exports, the cost in their 
economy would be better because they would require fewer 
yen to buy the dollars they need for energy and materials; 
and they could, therefore, live with a lower yen input in 
terms of trade. So this is a situation in which the 
Japanese would probably take a little time to adjust to 
this, but they could, in fact, be better off in the long 
run. 


This is very damaging to United States trade 
because what in effect it does, it gives the Japanese a com- 
petitive advantage that is between 20 and 30 percent in 
their cost relationship for certain products. This applies, 
particularly, in products that have a worldwide market, so 
it affects not only the bilateral relationship, but it also 
affects the market outside of the country. 


You probably have heard that Lee Morgan of the 
Caterpillar Tractor Company has been making a very important 
issue of this. This has been a very serious problem in the 
competition between Japanese firms and American firms, in 
world markets as well as the market here at home. 














There have been a number of studies of this issue, 
and various estimates have been made about it. It is my 
opinion that this imbalance in the relationship is costing 
the United States at least 2,000,000 jobs, and probably more 
than that. 


Q Over what period? 2,000,000 jobs over a long 
time or what? 


A If it could be corrected tomorrow, the 
2,000,000 jobs would come back fairly quickly. 


n°) Just on the yen? 


A Just on the yen-dollar relationship, and 
nothing else. 


e) How do you figure that? 


A For proprietary reasons, I don't want to 
identify these products, but we've looked at the cost of 
specific, particular products that are competitive on a 
worldwide market. In one case, one company had 90 percent 
of the worldwide market. The yen-dollar relationship has 
brought that down to 10 percent, and the Japanese company 
has 80 or 90 percent now. 


So this is something that, obviously, would not 
happen overnight; but if this yen-dollar relationship could 
be corrected, it could be a very important factor in 
improving the job situation here in the United States. 








Let me go on and make some further comments about 
that. Most of the people who have looked at this problem 
have said that the blame is on the United States because the 
overhanging Federal deficit generates the very high interest 
rates that we have here; therefore, the people who have 
money to invest are going to invest it in dollars because 
they're going to get interest in their dollars. It's a 
stable economy, and there's simply more confidence in that 
situation. 


At the same time, as you perhaps know, interest 
rates in Japan are considerably lower. So if you invest 
your money in yen, you won't get as much for it as you 
invested in dollars. That is, without any question, a very 
major factor in this problen. 


I think everyone in this Administration here in 
Washington knows this. I think practically everyone in 
Congress knows this. For political reasons they're not 
willing to do anything about it in an election year. 





We have therefore felt it is extremely important 
to determine whether there are some other actions which 
could be taken which would be politically acceptable and 
do-able in our two countries that would have an effect in 
bringing this yen into line. 


There have been a number of reports prepared. We 
are recommending to both the President and the Prime 
Minister that if they emphasize the importance of this yen- 
dollar relationship, and ask the appropriate leadership in 
the two countries to work together to bring it more nearly 
in line, that that can and will have a very significant 
impact in getting this relationship down where it would be. 
So probably our strongest and most important relationship in 
the area of trade is to the President and to the Prime 
Minister to state the importance of this issue and to 
encourage people in their Cabinets, their advisors, to do 
something about it; and we do have a number of reports and a 
number of things which can be done. They're somewhat 
detailed. I won't try and go through these in any detail 
today, except to say that we think this is extremely 
important, and we hope that they will do this and we believe 
they will do this. 


There are a number of other trade issues that we 
have looked at. We all talk about the desirability of free 
trade. As I think all of you know, there are very few 
examples of free trade anywhere, but there are established 
GATT principles and those, I think, are important. It would be 
very desirable to avoid trying to control this matter by 
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tariffs or artificial quotas, or other things, and 
that's why we think the yen-dollar relationship is extremely 


important. 


We think, also, there are some things that can be 
done to bring the balance a little bit closer together. Just 
let me give you a couple other figures which may be helpful 
in this. Twenty-six percent of Japan's total exports go to 
the United States. These, as you know, include automobiles, 
motorcycles, machinery and a number of other things, and the 
United States is Japan's largest market. So we are a 
very important market for them to sell to, to be able to get 
the dollars they need to buy their energy, and so forth, 
from other countries. 


They sell 23 percent of their total exports to 
Southeast Asia, as you might expect, and from thereon down 
their export markets to Europe and other countries are very 
small, because, you see, the United States and Southeast 
Asia account for almost half of their total industrial 


exports. 


’ Of the Japanese imports, Japan imports from the 
United States 18 percent of their total imports. This is 
largely in food. It includes some industrial products and a 
whole range of other things. I'll talk about food a little 
bit more. But just to give you a comparison, from Southeast 
Asia and from the Middle East, where they get their basic 
materials and energy, 30 percent of their imports come from 
the Middle East and 23 percent come from Southeast Asia. 

So you see over 50 percent of their imports come from these 
two areas. So the United States is a very important market 
for them in order to keep this into balance. 


If you look at the United States exports, we 
export only 10 percent of our total export products to 
Japan. This is very largely in farm products -- food. I 
think you've probably seen the figure, that there are more 
acres in the United States devoted to the production of food 
for the Japanese then there are acres in Japan devoted to 
the preduction of food for the Japanese. 


So the United States is a very important source of 
food, and that's an important export market for us. That, 
of course, is why the agricultural community in this country 
is very concerned with this problem. 


Canada is a much more important market for us. 
Western Europe, we sell 28 percent of our exports; Latin 
America, 16 percent; 13 percent to Southeast Asia. 
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Japan is not a large and important export market 
for us, and we think it should be a much more important 
export market and we are encouraging some actions to be 
taken which will increase the Japanese exports from the 
United States, and we think something can be done in that 
general direction. 


There are a lot of other issues in trade, and I 
can't take time today to talk about them. We've talked 
about industrial policy, and we're going to talk about that 
a little bit more. 


The yen-dollar relationship, while it is I think 
the most important factor in this situation, it is not the 
only factor. Because in the case of our company, we are 
buying more 16k memory chips and 64k memory chips from 
Japanese companies than we are buying from American com- 
panies because the Japanese companies provide better quality 
and better delivery. Quality and delivery happen to have 
considerable value that overrides the price differential, 
but Japanese products are also generally cheaper but not 
that much cheaper. There are factors that have to do with 
quality and reliability and industrial management. 


This is a complicated problem, and we can't expect 
to cover it in great detail today. 


There are some things that are going on which we 
think are constructive. There are some private sector con- 
sultations. The United States-Japan Businessman's 
Conference, they had a meeting out in Chicago this summer 
which I attended. I think these private person-to-person 
discussions, which address specific issues and specific 
industries, have a chance of making some useful contribution 
to this program, and we certainly recommend that they be 
continued. 


Agricultural trade, I've mentioned, and I won't 
take too much time on that. But there are some things that 
might be interesting for you to know. Here are the figures 
for various products in Japan. In Japan, it costs $20.00 a 
bushel to produce wheat. They can import wheat for $5.00 
a bushel; $20.20 and $5.30 are the 1982 figures. 


Soybeans, they can produce for $31.00 a bushel; 
they can import for $7.00 a bushel. Rice, they can produce 
for $54.00 a hundred pounds; they can import it for $22.00 a 
hundred pounds. Barley, the ratio of $14.00 to $3.00. This 
means, essentially, that the Japanese Government is sub- 
sidizing the agricultural sector and the consumer is paying 
the cost of it. . 
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If you look at it, however, this is not an econo- 
mic problem; it's a social and a political problem because 
these people who live out on these little rice paddies 
all around Japan who produce this high-priced rice would 
have to move into the cities, and it would change the whole 
social structure of the country. These people work part- 
time, so they actually get between 75 and 80 percent of 
their income from non-farm activity. So that even after 
all the subsidization that the government does to encourage 
the production, it's a very complex problen. 


Our agricultural people look at this and say, 
look, the consumers would be a hell of a lot better off if 
they just closed all this rice production down in Japan and 
bought it all from us, but that's not going to happen 
because the Japanese society would not accept it. So some 
of these problems are not economic; they're political. And 
for that reason, it's very interesting. 


The cost to the consumers of price supports for 
agricultural products in Japan is $3.6 billion. I would add 
that we're also supporting our agricultural community in the 
United States. I don't happen to have the figure of what 
those costs are. Our record on this is not lily-white 
either. It's a little bit of a two-way situation. 


We're going to talk about agricultural trade, and 
we think there are some opportunities to increase our 
exports there, but Japan is already a very large market for 
Our products, and will continue to. 


A word about international security. I won't take 
more than a minute on this because we have not gone into 
detailed studies and we do not intend, at least at this 
time, to make any specific recommendations about the size 
and nature of the military forces that Japan ought to have. 


We do think, however, that Japan can make an 
important contribution to the security of that part of the 
world. In fact, indeed, to the security of the entire 
world by becoming more involved in other relationships, 
helping to strengthen the economy of some of the countries 
that are friendly around the world. They're already doing 
this with aid, even in the Middle East, and we think, because 
they're becoming a larger and a more important country and 
we have a lot of common interests, that they can and should 
and I think they will make some very constructive relationships 
to our overall security. 
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A lot of people think that we should try and get 
them to spend 5 percent of their GNP on national defense or 6 
percent the way we're doing. I don't think there's any 
likelihood of that being done at all. They have made a com- 
mitment to take a larger responsibility for protection 
of their sea lanes out to a 1,000 miles around the island, 
and increase their defense expenditures to some extent. 


We're going to look at this in more detail. I 
think there are some other important contributions they can 
make. What they're already doing is extremely important. 


We have not said anything in particular about energy 
because there's another commission that's studying that 
problem, and we thougit we would wait to see what they had 
to say about it. We're going to make some recommendations 
on science and technology which, again, we are not doing in 
any detail. 


I've taken a little more time to go through this than I 
should, but I thought some of these issues might justify some 
explanation. 


I'll take some questions. 


0 Mr. Packard, if you can't get more agricultural 
products into Japan because of that political situation, what 
could be done to balance the -- they‘re not going to sell them 
cars, I hope? 


A There are a number of non-tariff trade barriers 
in Japan. Some of these have already been corrected. These have 
to do with the special testing of certain products, and with the 
fact that the Japanese market has certain requirements. 


The Japanese have already taken some steps which have 
increased the opportunity to sell products. 


Our company is a good example of that. In the 
case of our company, Japan is now our largest market outside of the 
United States. By learning how to do a better marketing job, we 
have been able to increase the sale of our products. We're not 
entirely satisfied with what's being done yet. We think we could 
do some more. So we think there are some opportunities for the 
Japanese to accept more industrial products in addition to what- 
ever might be done in food. 


ie) What specific steps can the President and the 
Prime Minister take to alter the relationship of the dollar to the 
yen? ; 




















A I wont't try and go through these in detail, but 
I can give you some general ideas. 


One of the simplest ones would be to make it easier to 
invest in yen and to do something to balance the interest rates. 
They're a number of actions that can be taken which will do this. 


The Federal Reserve in our country could make larger 
investments in yen, and their Federal Reserve actions could have 
some impact on this also. 


I think there's also a certain psychology in this. I'm 
convinced myself that this yen-dollar relationship is sufficiently 
out of balance; that as soon as a few more people realize 
this, they're going to see that this a way to make some 
moacy. I think it might be a good investment to buy some 
yen at $240.00 because I think it's going to come down. So 
I think you've got a few, maybe market forces that could 
help out on this if we could just get the whole process 
started right. 


That's not a very complete answer to your question, but 
there are a number of specific actions which I think could in fact 
affect this relationship in the right direction. I think it has 
the potential of snowballing even to some extent. 


There have been some specific recommendations made to 
both governments on this issue. 


Does that answer reflect your views or the 
Commission's views? 


A That reflects the general Commission's views. 
These steps include ten or twelve items. We've got one report 
from Professor Solomon out of Stanford who is an expert in this 
field, and a couple other people. I can't say that all members on 
both sides would agree to all recommendations. 


I think we all agree that some of these recommen- 
dations should be implemented. I'm almost sure that this 
is going to be a priority issue that Ambassador Ushiba will 
present to the Prime Minister. We are encouraging George 
Shultz to do that for our President. 


e) It's been reported today on the wires that 
Ambassador Okawara, the Japanese Ambassador to the United States, 
is back there briefing Nakasone, I think today. He's supposed to 
have said the U.S. has substantial expectations for some action by 
Japan, especially on the trade front, and is expecting some speci- 
fic actions to be taken around the time, or before, in connection 
with the President's trip. 
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Do you think that's a good idea? Should the U.S. have 
such expectations for some new action on the part of Japan? 


A I think we should have some expectations. I think 
we've got to be a little careful in being over optimistic, because 
they have political problems the same as we do. 


I think that if the Prime Minister and the President 
emphasized the importance of the yen-dollar relationship and asked 
their people to take such steps as are epolitically do-able to improv 
the situation, I am confident that we will get some positive 
results from it. 


On the trade issue, you may recall that Nakasone -- the 
Prime Minister has already recommended to the Japanese community 
that they try to buy more United States products. This already 
has had some impact. 


I'm cautiously optimistic that some things will happen. 
But I want to emphasize again, as I think I have through 
here, that these are quite often political and maybe 
cultural factors that are involved in this and not strictly 
economic factors. If they were strictly economic factors, 
we might be finding it a little easier to deal with. But I'm 
optimistic. 


0 Could I just make one thing on procedure. The 
next time we have a briefing by this Commission, or whatever, it 
certainly would facilitate things from our point of view -- 
speaking of the press -- if we have before us, when we have the 
briefing, what it is you're going to do. 


A I agree with you. I apologize. I'm sorry we 
didn't do that. I thought we were going to have the recommen- 
dations so that as I went through them you could read them, and I 
apologize. The next time we'll fix it. 


ie) A question on energy. You said that there's 
another commission dealing with that so you don't want to get into 
that too much today. I'm curious about possible U.S. energy 
exports from Alaska to Japan. 


My question is, this has got some political tough 
sledding in this country; I'm interest in knowing, are the Japanese 
interested in that? 


A Exporting oil from -- 
0 In other words, instead of their getting oil from 


Mexico, as they do now, getting it from Alaska and saving some 
money? 
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A The answer is, I think the Japanese are 
interested in doing this in the long run. They have already, as I 
understand it, contracts that will meet their requirements for the 
short term, so there's no great pressure to do this in a big 


hurry. 


Certainly, a larger part of their oil supplied from 
Alaska would be more secure than oil that would have to come all 
the way from the Middle East. There are some incentives to do 
this. But as you know, this is a political issue in the United 
States, and we've not addressed that or discussed it yet. Sol 
can't tell you where we come out. 


I'm sorry, ladies and gentlemen, I have a date with the 
Secretary at 1:30. I apologize, again, for not giving you this 
report ahead of time. Thank you for your time. 

¢) When will it be available? 


STAFF: It'll be available in the Press Office. It'll 
be embargoed until 2:00 p.m. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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MR. ROUSSEL: We'll get going here. This briefing 
will be on background attributable to senior administration 
official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start by : a 
giving you some of the details on Prime Minister Craxi's schedule,© # 
then a bit of background on the visit and the substantitve issues a, 
and then taking your questions. vf ¥ 

Craxi arrives this afternoon in New York. He comes ~— rt. 
down to Washington tomorrow evening arriving at 8:00 p.m. at oy ae 
the Reflecting Pool. On Thursday he begins a round of substantive “® 
meetings here in Washington. He'll be meeting first with Soevotey, 4 
Shultz, then with Secretary Baldrige, and then he'll have a ms BF 
meeting with the President, followed by lunch with the President. ~*~ | 
There will be departure statements following the lunch. He'll =~ ov. 
also be giving a press conference at 2:00 p.m. at the Embassy 2 a 
Row Hotel, following which he'll be holding meetings up on the %- 
Hill with the Senate and the House. And he'll be giving a dinner . 
that evening in honor of the Vice President. 


‘ >» ” 
ete 


> 
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On the following morning, Friday, he'll be meeting 
with the Chairman of the IMF, also with the IBRD, Secretary Regan. 
He'll be lunching at the National Press Club and departing at 
3:15 p.m. that afternoon where he'll be going back to New York. + 
The Prime Minister is accompanied by the Foreign Minister, Giulio 
Andreotti as well as by other officials. &: 

Let me say a few words about the background of the >: re 
visit, put it in some context. This is Craxi's first visit ‘ v4 
to Washington. It's also the first visit to Washington by _ >; 
a socialist Prime Minister of Italy. Indeed, he is the first > ‘ 
socialist Prime Minister of Italy since the Second World War. 

And he is, I guess, one could say the first politician of his ‘ 
generation to assume leadership in Italy. He's 49. I wasn't 

able to go back more than a decade. But I couldn't find anybody 
younger than he who had been Prime Minister and I think he 
probably is the youngest Prime Minister in some time. 


7» - 
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The change in generations that Andreotti symbolizes 
I think is reflected -- ;" 


Q Andreotti or Craxi? _ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, Craxi, 
I think is reflected in the evolution of Italian foreign policy 
over recent years in which we've seen Italy adopting a more “6 
active, and, from our standpoint, I think a more responsible ‘ 
role in international affairs. Italy was the first country 
in 1979 to indicate its willingess to accept American cruise missiles. 


“* 
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It was among the first countries to indicate its willingess to 


join the Sinai peacekeeping force. It was the first country to “ei ‘¢. 
indicate its willingess to join the United States in Lebanon and .'s.. ie: 
: 







after the Lebanon force initially withdrew, it was the Italians <3. ‘J 
who proposed that it go back. But if Craxi's visit and Craxi eee 
as a person can be said to symbolize in part a generational.. + aa 
change in Italian policy, I think it also clearly is a demonstration~# ¥ 
of continuity. Italian governments change pretty frequently but .” fl 
the personnel in the governments tend to remain quite stable. — 3 
In fact, in Craxi's current government I believe there are four why at 
former Prime Ministers. And Craxi's party, the socialists, were BB aR 
members of the last government. They: were influential members | ie 

of the last government having among ministries the Ministry of -: 
Defense. And so a number of the policies that I've mentsenes. 
the MNF in ®eld the INF decisions-and all, were of course : 

decisions made by the last government,’ decisions in which his: 
party, among the other parties, participated. 


The kinds of issues that we'll be discussing -- or . -#:3*  ‘ié. 
the President will be disucssing with Craxi -- will, I think “S% s° a: 
reflect these areas of Italian foreign policy initiative. I 
think among the most important issues will be the issue of 
intermediate-range nuclear forces, status and prospects for 

the negotiation. Craxi recently responded to an earlier Levees 
he had received from snmsagee and publicized that 
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response about three days ago. -Craxi's response was: a very 
forceful and eloquent statement of the Alliance's position and 
made clear his view that the responsibility for the lack of 
progress in the negotiation rested with the Soviet Union and 
the responsibility for moving the negotiations along at this 


stage, in responding to the recent American proposals,.also 
lay with the Soviet Union. 


I would imagine that Craxi and the President 
would also nisi status of other arms control negotiations, a 
including the START negotiations, the prospects for the Conference » 
on European Disarmament, which is to open in Stockholm in 








January, the MBFR negotiations, and, more generally, the prospects..3 La ies 
for East-West relations in which the Italians have maintained a BEE 
a strong interest. : Hn 
.A second major area will be, obviously, Lebanon | ‘ig’ : i 
and the Middle East where the Italians have now made a strong ye 8 e 
commitment, where they are playing a role which is important erp, A 
now and could grow even more important. va ph Pmt 
And, finally, I'm sure that the broad area of «= 4°)" 
economics will be touched on. Craxi has come into office with ~* SS 


a commitment to a tough austerity policy designed to bring the = i*" "2, 
Italian economy back under control and to reduce the rate of inflation.. oa 
And I'm sure the President will express support for those policies.” it 


e: 
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I think that's where I'd like to leave the 
general remarks. I'll be glad to answer questions. 


Q Are there any areas of disagreement .that | 
are likely to come up from bilateral probiLems? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think probably 

not in a broad area. I think that possibly in the economic ‘ 

area there will be differences of nuance. I'm sure that there 
may be some specific things the Italians would like to see us © 
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do -- improve the production <-- the purchase of Italian products : 
in certain areas, that kind of thing. But I don't think those 1 REY 
will feature heavily in the discussions. my ay 
Q Have they had a debt problem with us? b Rhy ae 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure | if 


what their balance of trade is with us. They don't have 
a debt problem with us, no. They have a balance of trade 
deficit. But I'm not certain what the bilateral deficit is. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's:not a 
major problem. 


Q Interest rates? 
Q What about the U.S. deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sure if he 
complains about his deficit, we'll complain about ours. 


Q  No.-= plan to complain about ours? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that oe ae bi 
like any other European leader he is almost inevitably going to ; 
indicate the need for the United States to leave Europe out ong 
of the current recession and a desire to see us lower interest rates. -’ 
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Q -- could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I don't think’ * ©‘? 
the Italians have any particular slant on that and I wouldn'ti ‘think ¢ ! Tey, 
he'd put it more forcefully than others. , af 







Q So, why is he coming if there are no problems? 
I mean -- | er 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he views . -*«¢t* 
this as an extremely important visit. As I said, it's his first : 
visit to Washington and he and his party have assumed office ~ 4 
at an important time. In the development of Italian policy, a 
you have the INF deployments coming up, for instance, in the -: 
next few months. And I think he would view this as a opportunity » 3% 
to illustrate the basic commitment of his government and his 3 
party to the Alliance and with the United States and with his 
» European partners. 


Q Could you quickly review the INF deployment By be 
schedule for Italy? .And are social protests there going to mare 

be a factor in the deployment; any problems there as they're 
having in Germany? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're moving toward 
initial deployment by the end of the year in three countries -- - . 
Italy, Germany and the UK. That deployment is on schedule. 


Q How about the Italian end of it? How many 


missiles in Italy and -- ae % 
“28 (See. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not.going tof. AF 


to get into the exact number of missiles, but the process 
continues for several years.‘ And you're initially talking about 

a very small number of missiles. It would be, I think, the 

same in the UK. I mean, there's no great difference. The Italian 
Situation's not unique. 7 oy 





Q Is the deployment in Italy going to begin | 
before the end of the year? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Deployment will begin before the end of nae: 
the year? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in all e 
three of those countries. ae 


Q What about the demonstrations? ae 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been 4, 
demonstrations in Sicily. They've been on the scale of European rt 
demonstrations -- fairly small. I think that our estimation and .- 
that of the Italian government is that these will not sway the | “4 
government, that the government enjoys a broad support in Parliament, . 





a very strong majority and views its mandate as coming from the *, *, 
people in the recent elections. eat 
Q On the Middle East, you said that Italy's Jase 


role could become more important. Were you referring to Italy's 


role as an observer of the ceasefire or in what way? ae oe 
8% 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In that general “**yhhf". 
sense. I think Italy geographically, obviously, is in a key ce ale 
position in the Mediterranean. It's in a position to play a eRe r, 
strong role in that area. And I think that there's a growing 4 £ 
°F « 


sentiment in the country that Italy should play a strong role 
in the area. And I would guess that it will move in that direction ° 
in the Middle East. 





I'm not enough of an expert on Lebanon to go into 
a briefing on where things stand, to be honest. But I was referring » 
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to that specifically and more generally. ‘ 

Q They've committed themselves -- provide “Be. . ss 

forces for the ceasefire, right? 4 a. a 
aD. ~ 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I know, |: +3 
yes. ' . 
Q Yes. Do you have numbers ¢i “15 on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ... 
Q -- and when they might go? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't. 


Q Will that issue be discussed here? Is that 
among the -- on the agenda? , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly the 


and with the Ba Me of State. 
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Whether one will get into specific details on the size of the observer .>- 
force and what towns they're to be stationed in, I don't know, to be 
honest. oe ae + 

é oe 4 


Q Would you expect the -- when they talk about the 33 | 
status of the negotiations at INF, would you expect Mr. Craxi to ee 
suggest to the U.S. that it would be useful to delay deployment ins oe a 
hopes of achieving an agreement or -- , 










SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I would not. 


Q You would not expect any suggestion of that king * Bee 
coming from the Italian government? S| 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I would not. 
his statement -- his response to Andropov, I think, was quite clear,/:3m 
that the deployments will go forward -- ~ 


Q On the same question, just to press it a little a 
bit further, it was my understanding that Craxi has said publicly nae 
that if the Soviets do negotiate more responsibly, the deployment :*#-- 
should be delayed six months to let those negotiations carry forward ye 
You haven't heard anything of that sort -- SS aa oe 

hs, 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've seen some press iii. 
coming from a day or two ago which struck me as comments that may ¥ *,: 
Or may not have been off the record. At one point he said the de- « : 
ployments will not be delayed and then he said something else. rf 


But clearly, in our view, the considered response to e 4 
Andropov, which appeared three days ago, and which is a -fully. articu- 2 y4@° 
lated policy statement, ‘is the definitive statement of Italian policy 
on this and it is exactly what I would expect to hear from Craxi .? . 
when he comes. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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3Y 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE “ISIT OF 
PRIME MINISTER BET’'INO CRAXI OF ITALY 


October /0, 1983 
The Brie:‘ing Room 


2:02 P.M. EDT 
MR. JANKA: I'd like to introduce to you :iiiiiiisssssssiss, 
SOSScssggssgsssasssssasssssseessseseassssssssssssessssssessssssisissssswho ds here 


to give you a brief. read-out on the meeting with Prime Minister Craxi. 


‘sosssccssssssis) ON BACKGROUND. His remarks should be 
attributed to a senior administration official. I'm sorry -- just 
an administration official. I don't mean to demote you -- 
(laughter) -- Sut other people come on. So, do you want to 
come on up and give us a read-out? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, I like the 
senior administration official. : 


SHHSHSHHSHSHSHSSSSHSHSSHSSHSHEHESHSEEESHHESHESHSHEHSHHOOEESEEEEEESEEEEESESESES eeene eeeeeeaeeoeeeees @eeeeeeeeoeeeeees 
COSHH HHSHHSHSHSSHSSHSSSHHSOEHHEEEHSEHEOOHSSEOEEHEOHOOESOEOSEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEEESESESESS eeeecee @eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
SHHSSHHSHESHSHSSHSHEHSSSSHESHSHESHESHEEESHEEHSEEHSHSSSESOHSSEESEEESESESESESEEESESE eeeeeee @eeeeeeeeeoeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeee 
COSSHHHHSHHHHHSHHSHHHSEEHEHHEEEHEHHEHOHOHEHOTEOEEEESESOEOEEEEESEEOE SESE EEESESOOEEEESES eeeeeeeeeoeeeeeeees 
COE ESOS HSE SS SHEH SEES EEOE OOOO OES HEOEEEEEE HOES OEE EEE EESEOEEE EES EEHE EEE EES EE SEES EEE EEE OOOO OESOS 


COOH HESS SSS HS SHHHSHHHHOSHEESOOHOOHOEEHEEEEOE OOH EEOOESHSEEEEEOEEEEOESEEEE ECE OEE SOE EES OOOO SEES EEEE: 
COSHH SOSH SHH SHHHHOHEHE OOOOH OSOEO OOOH SOE EHSEEOEEOT EEE ES EEEESEEEEEOO EE EEOE EEE ESE C OES OOS E EEE EOOEEOESES. 
SOSH HHS EHH SHSSHSHOHHSOHSOHHEEEOHEHEHOSOSHOHEEHEOOOT OO OEESEHEEHSEOEEOT EEE EOC EE OEE EEOC EER ESEEESEEOEOS. 
COSHH OHH SH SHH HSSOHHHHHSHSOEEESEHEOOHOEEEESOOH OHO OEESEEHESTEEESEHEO OEE EE SETE SESE EEO OOOOH EOEEEOEE: 
SOPH HHH HOO SHO HS SHHHHOHOSHHOHH OHHH S HOHE H OOOH EOTESEOEESEEEEHESEEOEE EH EE EOE EEE OOOO SESE EEE ESESO OES: 
COSHH SS HOS SOSH HEHE SSOHOHH OHHH HEHH HOSES OSEESOEOOEEEEEEHSEEEESO EEOC EE OEEEE EEE E SEE EH CECE OO EEELESESEOES: 


FOSS HSH HS HHH SHSSSHHHSHOHHHHEHHHHHSHESHSHHHEEHSEOESEHSEE HEHEHE EOEEEEESEEEEEE OOOOH OOOO EEE EOE OE EEE EEE: 
POSH SHH H SSH SHHHHHHOHSSOHESSESEOS SESH OSEHOTO SOO TOEEE EE SEEEEEEEEEE EEE EE EEO EEO EEE EO EEE EE HELE OEE EEOEE: 


I'd like to say that this meeting that we had 
today with Prime Minister Craxi was an excellent meeting. I 
was struck, myself, by the degree of warmta and personal rapport 
that was generated between the President and the Prime Minister, 
although they'd come from different backg-ounds -- he'd been a 
socialist premiere in a relatively short-term of office, and 
a Republican -- a conservative Reputlican President. 


Upon examination of the issues that they discussed 
today, there was tremendous decree cf simi‘.arity in their viéws 
on foreign policy and, also, in the way in which they're both 
attacking their domestic problems. 


MORE 
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The issues that were discussed today I think are most 
familiar to you. Of most concern at the present time, of course, 
is the larger question of security in Europe. Both the Prime 
Minister and the President agreed that is was vitally necessary 
tS pursue negotiations in Geneva, to somehow break through the 
Soviet intransigence that has characterized those negotiatiuis 
and search for a solution. If no success is reached at Geneva, 
then both the Prime Minister ard the resident recommitted themselves 
to deployments this year. 


They both were especial! y concerned over recent 
Soviet statements regarding the future of the negotiations and 
threat.. that the Soviets might employ in Eastern and Western 
Europe. I must say that the Prime Minister was extremely 
impressive. And he has demonstrated to a great degree the 
emergence of Italy as a major player in the Western Alliance -- 
not just in the missile issues in Western Furope but, also, with 
a special eye toward the Mediterranear and in the broader 
Mid-East questions. 


The President and the Prime Minister went into some 
depth to the situation in the Middle East, particularly that in 
Lebanon. Again, they agreed to redoutle their efforts to try 
to secure a peaceful solution there. And both aqreed that 
there were military peacekeepiny measures that were necessary 
at the present time. However, «he Prime Minister emphasized -- 
and the President agreed -- tha* they must look beyond military 
training or military peacekeepi'ig missions to trv to i3sue 
initiatives that would aim at reconstruction of Lebanon. That is, 
by providing incentives for the various factions to come together 
to build a more prosperous and c«temocratic Lebanon. 


In this regard, the: Foreign Minister Andreotti and 
Secretary of State Shultz will be meeting later to try to develop 
more specific and concrete propesals in order to carry this 
forward. 


In addition to the security issues, the President 
and the Prime Minister reviewed other -rouble spots in the 
world to include Central America. And they discussed their 
different approaches, and their simila.: approaches, to domestic 
prcblems -- where both had agreed that combating inflation 
was a problem of the first magnitude. The President, again, 
brought to Prime Minister Craxi the good news on the economic 
recovery in this country and expressed the hope that ihe American 
economic recovery will assist Italy and other European nations 
in pulling out of their recessions. 


The Prime Minister was quite frank in explainina 
the domestic economic problems now present in Italv, and 
explained some of the methods which he hoped to pursue in order to 
alleviate that situation. 


I think of special significance growing out of this 
meeting today was an agreement to establish a joint commission 
to combat organized crime and narcotics trafficking. As you may 
be aware, about 80 percent of the heroine that enters the 
Northeast part of the United Sta‘es emanates from Italy. Now, 
the Prime Minister was especially forceful in devoting himself, 
personally, to the cause of eliminating this trafficking and over 
the overall problem with organized crime. The President was 
heartened by this. He has asked Attorney General Smith to 
proceed further in his negotiations with the Italians on these 
proposals. Ar. I believe the Attorney General will have more . 
information on this joint effort on comoating narcotics traffickina 
and organized crime later today. 


I think I would just. conclude on that point. And, 
again, I think -- just personally -- I'd like to reiterate that 
the two individuals, the Presidert and Prime Minister Craxi, 


¥ ORE 
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seemed to have developed a strong personal chemistry and I would 
Suspect that this would bc the beginning of a long series of co- 
ordination between r'.eir efforts. 


Q The Prime Minister said the path of negotiations 
must remain open in any case. Do you see any shade of disagreement 
or even possible skeoticism of the U.S. position that the deployment 
should continue ‘because indeed the Soviets have threatened to end the 
negotiations? Do they disagree on what ought to take place if there's 
no agreement in December? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I found absolutely no dis- 
agreement. To reiterate again Prime Minister Craxi and the President 
said we will purse the negotiations in good faith. The Prime Minister 
was especially adamant that -- he brought to light again the Soviet 
intransigence and the unreal:.stic nature of the Soviet proposal in 
which they would hope to maintain a nuclear theatre monopoly in West 
Europe and refusing to negot:ate seriously. 


The Prime Minister stressed that the ultimate goal must 
be the elimination of missiles from Europe, or at the very least at 
the lowest possible level. Both he and the President feel strongly 
that we are going to pursue negotiations. There is I think a reason- 
able chance that we can succeed by the end of the year. But if the 
Soviets have not reached agreement with us, then both sides, the Ital- 
ians and the Americans, have agreed that the deployments will proceed 
on schedule. 


Q -- say they should remain open in any case. 
And they won't remain open if the American deployment goes through 
and the Soviets fulfill their threat to walk away. 


Now, does he suggest -- 
ADMINISTRATION O*FICIAL: Prime Minister -- 
Q -- that thit isn't the way to go? 


ADMINISTRATION O!FICIAL: No, Prime Minister Craxi has 
made it quite clear. He is siying to the Soviets -- He said, "You 
must remain at the negotiating table. We must proceed here. We must 
continue to seek out means to reduce the missile threat in Europe." 


The Prime Minister was especially concerned, as you may 
recall, from the letter that he wrote to Andropov and his remarks 
there. And he, and I think quite clearly, told Mr. Andropov that 
we must -- “You must drop these intransigent demands. We must con- 
tinue to pursue the negotiaticns and we must move away from threats.” 
And the various threats that the Soviets have issued through various 
spokesmen were reviewed also. 


Q How about the reports that the Italian construction 
of the missile sites is behind schedule and that they might not be 
able to physically meet the December -- 


ADMINISTRATION ‘OFFICIAL: No, the construction in Comiso 
is proceeding on schedule. 


€ 


Q Was there discussion in this meeting on control of 
the missiles? In other words, who would have operational control of 
the missiles? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't discuss that. 

Q Did it come up in the discussions? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


MORE 
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Q Was there any hint by the Prime Minister playing 
some sort of mediating role between East and West? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. No, no. 
No, absolutely not. No, the -- I think the Prime Minister made it 
quite clear that he is a stalwart member of the Western Alliance and 
that no time has he considered that he would have some special role 
in mediation. 


Q Did demonstrations, did political unrest come 
up as the result of the deployment? Did the Prime Minister bring 
up the point that it could be a tough time in Southern Italy? In 
Sicily? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That didn't come up. And I'm 
not sure that the demonstrations have reached a level where that it 
is such. But it didn't come up in this meeting. 


Q Was there discussion of the political implications 
for the Prime Minister, the deployment's political implications for 
the government, for the Prime Minister? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Domestically in Italy? 
Q Yes. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that didn't come up. 


Q The missiles that are going in in Italy, are they 
all going into Sicily? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Does that begin with the first deployment in 
December or is it scheduled for later? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: December. 


Q You said the threats that the various Soviet 
spokesmen have been making were discussed. What was the -- What 
did the President say about those threats? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President just once 
again reiterated that the Soviets ought to do their negotiating at 
the table, that he felt that the Soviets hope to employ a combin- 
ation of intimidation through their nuclear missile monopoly and 
threats that were designed to foster the peace movements. 


I will say that -- and he repudiated this ploy, as 
did the Prime Minister -- and I think, if -- I wouldn't be talking 
out of school that the Prime Minister pointed out that the Soviet 
Union had tried on many occasions to weaken Reagan's position at 
home through these methods. It wes the Prime Minister's observation 


that in fact they had not succeeded and in fact it probably strenthened 
his position. 


Q Was there any ciscussion of contingencies that 
the United States might take in response to Soviet threats? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no discussion 
of any contingencies should the Soviets follow through on one of 
their threats. 


MORE 
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Q What are these incentives you're talking about 
in Lebanon? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This involves -- This, as 
I've told you, would be flushed out with further discussions between 
Prime Minister -- or Foreign Minister Andreotti and with the Secre- 
tary of State. 


In concept, this would involve some sort of incentives 
toward reconstruction, perhaps financial, that the various communities 
would come together in a commercial sense «o reinstigate the Lebanese 
bond of nationalism to try to downplay the differences between the 
various factions. 


Q You said they agreed on the threat of inflation. 
Do you see any significance in the It:alian leader mentioning the 
need for international prosperity first? Is this an echo of the 
disagreement between the United States -- or really between Mr. Reagan 
and the European leaders as to our policies in economics? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was going to agree with 
you at first that it does have a lot to do with international prosperity 
on the whole and that the U.S. role, as it sould pull the other 
countries out of their recession. But, no, there was absolutely 
no disagreement on that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:13 P.M. EDT 











21, 1983, 10:40 A.M. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. This is a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the Secretary's trip to Brazii and £l Salvador. 
 te's cu BACKGROUND. So the attribution is a Senior Administra- 
tion Official er a Senior State Department Officiai. It 

’ is on the subject of the trip. And I'm sure you may have 
quicctens 62 cthis qrente Sd; tatte anasten- But if you 
could confine the questions to the trip, we'll deal with those 
other subjects at the noon dbriefing er at points thereafter. 

GO.K.2 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICTAL: I have been 
programmed to destruct on any cther questions. (Laughter.) 

@ That will be interesting to see! (Laughter.) 

Q Let"s do it after we get the informaticn® 

A The Secretary's trip to Brazil and £i 
Salvador has two basic reasons for the trip. As a result of 
those two basic reasons, it gives us an opportunity to do 
a third thing that is important to the Secretary. 


The two reasons for the trip are: As you may recall, 











President Reagan in December went to Brazil, in the process 
of which he and President Figueiredo agreed and formed five 


working groups in five areas of interest to both countries. 


Those working groups were then to report back through 
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their respective secretéries of states to the presidents. 

That process has worked fairly weli. The five 
working groups have: met. At various times Foreign Minister 
Guerreiro was in Washington in May to put together some of 
the final guidelines on the five groups. At that time in 
May, an agreement wes made between Guerreiro and Shultz 
that Secretary Shultz would go to Brazil to finalize this 
-— receive the reports of the five groups and work on _the 
joint statements up to the presidents. And that is the main 
purpose of the trim and the purpose for going to Brazil. 
The traveling in that general direction gave the 
Secretary an opportunity to renew his dialogue with leaders 
in thts case ef El Salvador -— and this time on El Salvador 
turf, se te speak, as opposed to meeting in Washington, 
where they act last July. 


Those two'trips, putting the Secretary in the 





Central American region and the South American region, gave 
him an opportunity to do something that is within his 
management styie that he likes to do -- and that is that he 
is going to hold two Chiefs of Missiomconferences. We 
will be bringing in to £1 Salvador the Ambassadors from 
Central America and the Contadora countsy for a meeting 


with the Secretary there, and in Brazil we wili be bringing 





in the Ambassadors from South America so that he can have a 
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Chiefs of Mission.. conférence there. Those of you who 
have siciaiiined with the seanenesr and followed him know 
that he likes to gather with his Ambassadors, his managerial 
staff. He then has a kind of free-wheeling ronnding session 
_to see what's important -— what ans we deing right, what 
should we be doing different. It gives them an opportunity 
to leek at things in a regional — from a policy point 
of view and he's found it very: useful. 
| Se that third reason has. been added to the trip, 

te take advantage of him being in the area. 
- : With that I°lL stop. | 

Q Where weukithat second meeting xhat you said,be, 
the one in South America? Would it be in Brazil or in Rio? 

A It wili be im Rio. He will spend a day and 
a night in Brasilia on business relating to the five working 
groups meeting with President Figueiredo and Foreign Minister 
Guerreiro and others and then will spend the last day of his 


trip in Rio meeting with the Chiefs of Missions. 


If you add up the number of nights he's gone, 
you'll find that he's one-night in Brasilia, one night in 
Rio -- and he’s gone three nights, and the third night is 
on the airplane between San Salvador and Brasilia. 


Por those of you who are going along on the trip, 


if any of you are, in the interest of fuli disclosure, if 
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John Maghes didn't teil.you that, we're sleeping on the 
airplane at night. 

Q Did you say on the Chiefs of Mission conference 
in Central America that it wes a Contadera country? 

A No, no. It's the Central American countries 
plus the Contadora. 

g Oh, all right. — 

A Se it will be fine Ambassaders -- a host 
Ambassador, plus eight. 





@ Se what does he do in El Salvador? Does 
he meet with the Salvadoran Government officials? : 
& Bs wall, be ansting is cipedane meetings with 
President Maganz, with Poreign Minister Chevez Mena, and 
with Minister of Defense vides Casanova. Magamis giving 
a lunch for him, or he is inviting -— or the people in the 
political spectrum -—- and there wili be a cocktail hour in 


addition to the lunch. It gives him an opportunity to chat 





with a variety of those governmental and political leaders 
that he would not have seen in these other meetings. 
Q Then he has the Chiefs of Mission after that? 
A. That's right -- and then that fairly late 
in the evening. 
Q Well, how long will he ve on the ground? 


A He will be on the ground -- we launch out of 














_ BEST COPY AVAILABLE 5 


here at eight in the morning, and we launch out of San 
Salvador at mid=- to late-evening. 
Q The Chiefs of Mission meeting will be the last 
thing. Will that a a dinner, a working dinner or something? 
A sie. E don't think we have time to eat, the 
last time I leeked at the schedule. It will pick up after 
‘the mestings with the guvesmnant ettheiats and thea run 
- threugh @ period of time that if you're hungry you may get a 
sandwick, 
3 @ 0.K. 


A Whether that's dinner er to sit around 





with sandwiches, the object | of the exer¢ ise_isc toi: keep .2he 
meeting going, dee te Gis Gin Wins 2 Gemms. Ghana. 
| | gq hat will be at the Embassy or at the hotel?7 
A ‘The exact location I am reluctant to put out 
to you now because the SY guys. get ali upset about it, but 
I don't know whether it's going to be held. I can't remember, 
to tell you the truth, so that's the easiest answer. 
Q Can you say what the five working groups are 


again? 





A Sure. 
Q And also what your views are about some 
current developments. 


A O.K. 
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The five working groups are; 

No. 1 was on suclear matters. 

No. 2 was.on. industrial-military relations. 

hese are in no order; it's just as I remember then. 

And No. 3 is on economic matters. 

No. 4 was on science and technology. 

And No. 5 was on space activities. 

At one time science technology and space activities. 
-- if you're interested in a let of trivia -— were one group. 
But then we decided, because of the issues and what was 
important of different ones, to. split them into two groups. 

The interesting ‘aspect: of this whole thing of 
bringing twe of these five out is that those of you that 
have covered Brazil or looked. at Brazil I think would agree 
with me that it would have been difficult for the United 
States Government and the Brazilian Government to publicly 
notice that they were getting together to talk about either 
nuclear or military things two. years ago. 

I just think that shows a level of understandings 
and maturity in reiations between the two governments that 
they can even publicly do it -— because, you may recall, 
the nuclear issue was a big issue in Brazil vis-a-vis 
the United States policy, as was the military issue when 


Brazil in 1977, I believe, did away with the joint 
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Brazil-United States Military Commission. 

So that fact that you even have commissions on 
those two to me was a significant step. 

Now, I aay be Lene than objective in that analysis, 


but I think it’s there. 





You had: a secent part of your question? 

Q Yes. I wondered if you had some comment 
on the decree: on economic legislation. 

A OR. ‘On the economic legislation, as I 
believe Secretary Shultz has said before -—- and I believe it | 
euneiate -— we have the confidence that the Bazilian 3 

: dinemees is going to do what they deem to be right for the 
Brazilian people in the shert range and the long range. 
And that's with regard, specifically, te the wage: 
decree, if that is the thrust of yeur question. 

Q Yes. | 

A. With regards to the other element, which I 
understand to be not as was originally billed ase a state of 
emergency -- but maybe one of you can help me out on this 
one. It was not a state of emergency per se. It was 
localized to Brasilia. It was a singular action taken, as 
I understand it, by a result of a Congressional request 
by the Executive Branch that the atmosphere within the 


Congress be such that they could deliberate the bill. And I 
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don't think any ether atitions were taken on it. I think 
the first notice on it kind of overblew it. That's the 
way I understand. | 
Either way that’s a matter within the purview of the 
Brazilian Government. . It's not something that we considered 
even -- changing trips or doing anything elise. 
Q When you say you're cenfident that the 
Congress will do its right for the Brazilian people, you're 
_ saying — | | 
A Im the short and the: Iong range. 
@ - Im the short and the long range. 
A That's right. It's in the interests 


of the Brazilian people. 





Q You’re saying you now agree with them and 
_ are opposed to the IMF conditionalities? 
A No, no. I didn’t say that. I don't think © 
I came anywhere clese to saying that. I'll say one more 
time what I said. They asked me what my reaction was. 


Q Well, the Brazilian Congress voted down the 





wage decree. 

A That's correct; and I'm told that there's anothe: 
wage decree that is being considered. 

9) Well, that's being done by the president, 


not by the -ongress. 
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“eo Well, wait a minute. I may be wrong to 
jump in, but it has no ab through a period of time in 
which the congress either accepts or rejects or by a period 
of time it then becomes law. | So I mean congress does have 
a speaking part in this pecreto tei- 

Q Let me ask you more broadly. What is the 
Secretary planning to do about the debt crisis? You have 

| figures as. diverse as Henry Kissinger saying that you have 


a major political crisis due to the debt situation and 





: the IMP austerity demands. That's been Lyndon La Rouche's 
‘position for quite a while. When those two agree, isn't it 
cutie Cin hi Gnekt take a look ate 

A I think I can say to you with all honesty 

that it's censthiag that Secretary Shultz and I have been 
taking a very close look at -—- me in my prior position well 
over @ year ago. It's something that Secretary Shultz I think 
is eminently qualified to address. I think his credentials in 
the international economic arena are such that his 


credentials may be more than many of his predecessors have had. 





So it's something he's well aware of and keeps his finger on 
as it goes along. 
Q Are you going to propose something beyond even 


that? 


A No. The method-has been established. There are 
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lines of communicatien -in dealing with all of these debt 
problems, which instadied obviously Secretary Regan -- 
it includes Secretary Shultz ; Volcker on the part of the 
U.S. Government -- and those kinds of communications and : 
coordinations are continuing as we go along. 
| Q Let me try to put it this wr- 

K You ebviously didn't Like that answer. 
(Laughter. | if | 

Q No. These last matters that were taken in 
‘Brazil will delay - éoversing to some Df officials and 
some bankers <— the financial rescue package that's been 
organized to Brazil. . ob tn U.S. Government in that light 
going te give Brazil any regienal aid or anything to cope 
up to the end of the year, or something like that, or until 
that thing materializes? 

A The thrust of your question is this. Let 
' me see if I can answer it. George Shultz is not carrying 
in his pocket a bridge loan to sign or to announce, or the 
test of it. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can we expect any announcement for a new 
American Ambassador to Brazil before the Secretary goes there? 

A You can expect an announcement soon, hopefully. 


How's that for being fair and cencrete? (Laughter.) 
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I mean honestly, for two reasons. 

There has er Spon of agrement to be 
completed, which follows a process of selection on the part 
of the U.S. Government. Sor mean_i can't speak for the Ff 
government. I'm not so sure I can speak for the U.S. 
Government. But, anyway, I assume -— all right? 

@ Isn't it unusual in the selection of an 
Ambassbder? — 

| A Yes, I think se. Tt was umsual in the 
delay, I ont: tell you, because I was following it very 
clesely. | , 
| ‘Qur precess of clearances, once a selection is made, 


is complicated, no matter who the persen is. 





There were other unrelated challenges in the 
selection probéss that added up this way (indicating with 
hands) instead of being this way (indicating again). That's 
what's led to the time factor. It was just a series of 
unrelated things. 

Q A follow up question, a quick follow-up 
question? 

A Yes. 

Q Are you indicating that an announcement may 
come during the course of this trip? 

A I would say that in my definition of "soon," 


that that is a possibility. 
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I'm not trying to be vague with you, but it's 
net something that we totally have control over -- as you 
well understand. , | } 

Q Two questions. 

How much ESF money has the United States given 
to Brazil to help them overcome their financial problems, (a); 
and will any practical results evolve from these discussions 
on military cooperation? 

| A To answer your first question, I don't 
know; but we oon get that. 
(lo assistant) Write that down. Would you get 

that? De you know. | é 

VOICE: Zero. 

A zero. 

Q Zero? 

A How about that? No wonder I didn't know 
anything about it. There wasn't anything there. 

And your second question was? 

Q What pract‘cal results will evolve from your 
discussions on military cooperation. 

A I think there are a couple. I believe that 


that's one of the areas in which an informal memorandum 


of understanding will be signed. There is a formal science 
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science and technology agreement that will be signed, 
and there is a mencrandum of understanding on the industrial- 
military area. 

q "tm that Light, will the discussion of space 
activities include more than the use ef a a Brazilian 
astronaut aboard the space shuttle or will this include 
alse some mapping activities in the Brazilian outpack? 

7% T think it inchudes more. And, by the 
i way, 1 Delleve tise what we're settling on is a payload 
“spectaltst that the Brazilians Wane Gare interested ia 
tather than an astronant- t's more useful for then. 

c Well, it’s just .a lump tern. 

& Yes... Payload specialist. | 

¢ Se they would be putting a package aboard 

| %& #$=™®But a guy doesn't necessarily have to have 
_ the right stuff to be that. (Laughter .) 

And the second aspect as to the second part of 
your -— 

Q The mapping and -— 

A O.K. It wili be a lot broader than that. 
I mean mapping may be a part of it. I know from my -- 


Q Geological survey. 


A Yes -- geological sounding for meteorological 








BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
14 
testing. It's a whole Jamut of areas of possibilities. 
Q and Secretary Shultz -- will yom have the 
opportunity to see in Brazil somebody frem congress, _ 
why you're looking forward to it -= or would you like to avoid 
seeing somebody from congress during the trip? 
A We're not going to avoid seeing somebody 
frem Congress, and I‘m always looking forward to talking 
with congressmen -— and, yes, there will be an opportunity 
for the Secretary to chad With: cinquastien. 
@ What opportunity will there be? And when 
is that opportunity? 
A. I think that it's going to be at a social 
occasion that the Secretary ts hosting. 
Q Do you think there will he opposition to 
tt? | | 
A I see no reason why the government's policy 
that was there when I was Ambassador -~- both in the 
opposition and government -= and the Charge who’ was in 
charge of drawing up the guest list -~- would change it. Tf 
he would, I'd talk to him about it; but I don't think he would. 
Q Could you say what some of the results of 
the nuclear working group would be? That seemed tohave 
been a particular sticking point. 


A Yes. That one and the military were the two 
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that were difficult to address. 
a tiles netiniie ene 2 Gibahs Chae Ge Gibemeed to @ 
-— and with some success -- is to talk through the relative 
boxes ve vere in with regards to the resupply of Angra I. 
Because of prohibitions of U.S. law and because 
of Brazilian feelings with regards to what was within their 
national rights, there was kind ef a disconnect; and we were 
trying to talk about how do we eliminate that disconnect. 
This is the Westinghouse? 
Ne, ne +> yess Angra f, Westinghouse, 
In the resupply of fuels? Is that correct? 
That's correct, yes. The Angra I. 
Can you say anything on -—- 
Can I go back to the Salvader question? 


> 2 9 » @ PP 


Just this one; then I'll come back. Yes, 
go ahead. 

Q@- You haven't explained the real purpose of 
this El Salvador stop or what youre expecting to get out of 
that. Can you give us some more indication of what that 
means? 

A El Salvador is a key component of the whole 
Central American policy in not only its formulation but its 


implementation. The Secretary had a chance face to face 


with the leadership in Salvador in July, or whatever it is, 
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and this gives an epportunity which is needed to have another 
one and discuss where are we and how are we doing and vhat's 
impertant te get done in these aspects. Tt's an item that isn't 
“Ho-bum. We haven't talked to the foreign minister of 
Z-country. We ought to do it to show good relations.” 

Tt isn't that. It's a business trip. 

| Ts there anything specific you expect to come 
out of it? 

A We. TI don’t think there's anything specific 
- te come out of it. I think that you can expect that the 
Secretary will be talking about ail aspects of things that 
are important to us as far as our pelicy goes. 

One, we'd like a fair assessment on how their 
military activities are going -- what are their assessments 
as to the training of U.S. battalions -- the whole gamut of 
issues incorporated in the human rights element -- how are they 
coming on the judicial process, the election code -- what 
are their feelings on the constituent assembly's meetings on 
land form? 

Those kind of things are especially valuable to 
somebody iike the secretaries of state. 

Q I wasn't quite clear where you left Angra I 


in Westinghouse. What is it that you're going to try to do? 





A O.K. 
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| Q . You said something like "getting out of 
a box.” 

A No, no. This is a whole story, and I'il try 
to give it to you in a Readers Digest version. 

Basically, requirements of U.S. law oa transfer 
of this fuel requires certain agreement certifications to be 
dene by the recipient country. In the case of Brazil, the 
matter is cemplicated because we had an agreement that 
was putes te: this law, which was an agreement -- a bilateral 
action between two countries. 

: then the Congress imposed a higher set of 
standards which the Brazilians considered to be a unilateral 
action. And the Brazilians are. saying, “We had a biiateral 
deal and now you come in with a unilateral thing." So 
that's what we're trying to sort out. That's what it boils 
down to. 

Q Can I follow up on the question of El 
Salvador? Is Secretary Shultz going to be carrying to 
Salvadoran officials and to the Chiefs of Mission conference 
the information you gleaned in your meetings with Nicaraguan 


officials last week and this week? 





A I'm sure that in both discussions the whole 


pracess of negotiations in Contadora and the rest of it 


will play a very significant part because it's a very significan 
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part of cur policy. - 

Q And you won't respond directly to his 
question with respect to -- 

A No. I'm net going to say my earlier statement 
because he wants to see me self-destruct. (Laughter.) But 
you're correct in your assesssment, that's right. 

Whach is my assessment? 
That I was not going te respond. 
Oh. 


27 Ff Ff PC 


You used the word "negotiations." With whom 
were you talking about? 


KR Well, the dialegue and negotiations that 





process. We talk to different members of the Contadora 
in the fourth floor. It gives you an opportunity to carry 
them off. 

Q On the nuclear fuel, do you expect the talks 
to iron out this whole problem of the supply of fuel? [I 
mean is everything straight now? 

A I wouldn't say that everything is straight, 
but I think that there seems to be a consensus on a path 
that could be taken in which both sides of the issue can 
be -- if not totaliy satisfied, at least we understand 


what our problems are and figure out some way to not make 
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it a majex sticking peint in our nuclear relations. 





@ Will there be a memo ef understanding on that? 

A I don't think there will be a memo of understand 
ing, but I think we're werking in the direction that maybe 
we can work semething out. 

@ Can you give us some idea of the progress made 
in the industrial~military group? 1 know that your expecta- 
tions were low in the beginning, but -- 

A ‘es — well, I think everyhedy's. Not that 
expectations were low; but it was a subject, as you know,. 
that wes very delicate to deal with. between the two countries. 

@ ° Which ones? | 

kh There’s a couple of aspects which may or may 
~~ be addressed within this memorandum of understanding 


— 


but certainly were out on the table for discussions. 


——_— 





Look at the different challenges you face. 

First is, as you know, under military sales of one 
type or another, we have a third-country clause that we put 
in everything. That is, before you can sell either the 
technology or the product, you have to get our geumsecten to se 
it and we sell it. 

Brazil considers that to be an unnecessary 


restriction. So you talk about how do you apply it, where 


do we have to appiy it, and these kind of things. 
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The fact that.you cam talk about that aspect 
I think is significant. 

The other-is on the transfer, the actual transfer 
of technology “= regardiess of the third-country aspect 
o> the Brazilians have an arms industry that is the sixth 
largest in the werld. It is. at a sophistication level that 
they have picked. They went after a market that nobody | 
else did, which was a lower sophistication level, and they 
have dene a good job of penetrating that. 

They may want to upgrade that. If they do, they 
may want to buy or transfer U.S. technology. That was an 
aspect. that we had not talked about before, so it is an 
aspect that we can talk about. ~ 

You can obviously talk about the possibilities of 
ironing out the ground rules for a possible coproduction, 


although a coproduction has a heavy commercial aspect to it. 





So these groups do not include -= on the U.S. side, 
certainly -- the commercial part of it. But it’s generally 
in that framework. 

Q O.K. I have two questions on Brazil. 

One is on the new decree. Has the United States 
studied the decreeg and is it in a position to say whether 
it will -- 


A You're talking Hout the proposed Decreto Lei? 
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Q . tes, 0.K.; all right. 

Is it ina position to recommend or to lobby 
en Brazil's hehalf within the IMP that this be accepted as 
part of the jniiblibial That's my first question. 

And my second question is; Wtll Surinanfcome 
up and the rapp oy between Brazil and Suriname, 
and are we siesininiie that rapprochement? 

A As to your first question, we have an idea 
of what the Decreto Lei says. We don't have aw final document 
because I don't really think there is a total, final document 

yet per se. Theremay have been something printed, but | 

that’s from which they're working from. 

It’s obvious that, just like in the United States 
Congress here, it takes $0 many votes to get that thing 
passed in one form or another. Therefore, if Brazil wants to 
produce it, it may have to santedens. But that's something 
they have to do. 

So to answer your question, we don't have anything 
firm here. If we were not, (a), to make an analysis; and, (b), 
not having done that, we're Gertainly not going to be in a 
position to take that second step you taiked about. 


Now, your second question is about Suriname. Those 


of you that know Foreign Minister Guérreiro and the reputation 


“ 
of the Tamarachi, they are first class. And it's not unusual 
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in that I gaye participated in-severai of these. And 


when Guerrero meets with Shultz and/or -- in the case of 





his predecessor, Haig -- there is a tour de horizon 


which is more than just a show-and-tell. The Brazilians have 
‘net only an interest but a good perspective in several 
different parts of the world, $0 there will be a tour de 
herizon and I am sure that Suriname would he a subject 
discussed within that. context of a teur de herizon- 

Q be we guppert the rapprochement between ~ 
Brazil and Surinam that's been going on? Are we behind 
“that? I ma@an where are we2 


A No, we're not behind it. It is not a question 





of whether = bo@h read or agreed for it. I think there 
is benefit to be gained by all.that are looking for peaceful 
aspects to see the effects made by Brazil in this case. 
Q As a followup, you mentioned on his question -- 
A ‘You know, in some quarters <= not necessarily . 
in Brazil -- giving a warm hand of approvai can be a kiss 
of death for Brazil. 
Q Whose warm hand of approval? (Laughter.) 
A A U.S. warm hand of approval. can be the kiss 
of death for people, not necessarily Brazil. 
Q All right. On his first question a followup. 


He was asking if you would lobby for Brazil in the IMF, and 
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you mentiened that this new decree law may have to be 





negettated, but that's something they have to do. 

Do you expect that there would be some sort of 
agreement or positioning by different Brazilian groups 
inde the Gameed ile dntens yeu Go aheakh in eansisinetion 
with the Im? law in that? 

A‘ Leok, I think the IMP has made it very clear 
that they expect to see their standards met in this case — 
you knew, that ‘has had the warm hand of approval of the 

“BFazilfan Congress. seal that's nothing new. They've said 
that all along eines May or June er July. And that hasn't 
changed. : 

So whatever comes out of Brazil to be examined by 
the Imm -- whe is the main one that must -- should have 
that criteria. 

I don't know what else I can add to it. 

Q O-K. There seems to be a problem of timing 
in this thing. 

If this new decree follows the path of the one 
that was cejected, it will not be approved until March by 
the ete ae Paraz forces. 

A Yes. 


Q So it messes up the length of time allowed. 


A O.K. Let me get back to what I said basicaliy. 
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I have to believe that the Brazilian Government 
© Executive Branch and the Congress -~ are well aware of 
‘their own laws -- at least, that there is a maximum time 
| in. There is alse a provision in which it can be taken 
care of within a lesser time frame. There are methods in 
which that can he done, agreed? 
Sure, they vote on it; O.K.? Se that cuts it off, 
right? | ; 
On the other hand, I have to believe that the 
-- governments also understand that "no tickeegno laundry." 
Tf that doesn't get approved, the IMF doesn’t act. 
- So when I said that I'm sure ene Braziliaste 
Congress will do whatever is. in the best interests of the 
Brazilian people, in the short range and the long range they 
will take that aspect into consideration. 0.K.? 
_@g It seems that we've been talking a lot about 
Brazil. Would you assess that one or the other stops is 
more inportast -— or both? 
A If you asked me that question four months ago, 
I could have unequivocally given you a good answer. (Laughter. 
: But, no, I don't think you could. They're both 
important I mean. 
Q What is the sature of the human rights 


discussion he's going to have in El Salvador? Would it be 
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preper or cerrect to say that he's going to inform the 
Salvaderan authorities about this upsurge of violence? 

a ‘Tt think that it would be-proper to characterize 
that the Secretary will explain te net only Magana but those ot 
with whem he meets in the political and the governmental 
structure precisely the effect that. news_itepa on on rising —-— 


. : , on 
violence has on the U.S. public and the U.S. Congress 


and the challenges that it may or may not present to 


gupperting U.S. pelicy vis-a~vis El Salvador. 


@ Hasn't he done that before? 
R&R Pardon? 
@ £=SHasn*t he done that before? Hasn't he done. 


that in July last year wher the money was up for 


recertification? 


KA ‘Yes, but that doesn't conclude that if it 
. of ° og 
is a significant part of our policy -- that doesn't preclude - 


that he keeps saying it and talking about it. Situations 


change. 
No -~ I think it's a very valid thing to cover. 
Q Has the situation changed? 
A I think it goes backwards and forwards, yes. 
Q Will there be a meeting with D'Aubisson at 
any point? 


A I don't know. 
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@ - With time,closing in on here, I mean 
Cengress is beginning now to write into its aid provisions 
requirements that trials be held in the case of the 
murderers of the nuns, and perhaps the “AIFLD workers 
before all the foreign aid money is spent in 1984. 
You now have a 30 percent hold passing through two Committees 
in beth Houses. 

x Tt hasn't passed one Committee in the House, 
but go ahead. | | 

“e Well, it has passed the Subcommittee in 
the House and a full Committee in the Senate. 

RA  O.K., I'm not going to argue. I know what 
you mean =~. the technical aspect. Go ahead. I know what 
you're getting at. 

@ You have a time problem which you didn't 
have before. 


A No. You've always had some kind of restrictions. 





This one is a new wrinkle, I agree. 
Q I'm talking about in the human rights area. 
A O.K. 
Q To what extent does that affect the dialogue 
that the Secretary is going to have there? 


A I think in the process of explaining to 


him the mood that may or may not be in the people in the 
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Congress, f think certainly that's an aspect that you 
talk to him about. And it's more of explaining to him the 
realities ef political life in this country and in Washington 
rather than addressing what we think of the merits of this 
type af legislation -~ “we™ being the Executive Branch. 

Q Yes. T apologize if thia@ has already been 
asked, But do the new Nicaraguan proposals presented to 
you yesterday change anything in the dialegue that you 
are geing to have with them? 





A. The guidance that was givem was that_we_were 
going ta talk about. the trip - 

@-. That I know. 

A.” = and not entertain — 

Q.° That includes El Salvader. Does that 
change anything as far as that: stop is concerned? 

(To assistant) De you want to explain to him 





what? --- 

You'll hear at noon more on that dialogue, 0.K.? 
That's what I was programmed for. (Laughter.) 

Q What's the situation in El Salvador? 

A I didn't say that the second time. 

Q The guerrillas launched an attempt about six 


weeks ago and they seem to be militarily increasingly 
A 


successful -- especially in Littan and now they're beginning 
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topop back up in Sarta,Santevas somewhere. Do 


28 


you have an assessment right now of the military situation? 
Are you as optimistic as the Department was, say, in July, 
din Cy Riis, Willian temereee th tite tee 3 

A think you and I chatted about that subject 
before -- and whether you're optimistic or pessimistic 
for it to get better or get worse, the overriding factor -—- 
in my analysis.of guerrilla warfare -- is keeping in mind 
that it ts an ebb-and-flow operation ane that it's not 
like set piece battles. ‘You don't have enough Panzer divisions 
to break through the Maginot line type thing -— they're aren't 
those kinds. So you will have an ebb and flow. 

Let me put tt to you this way: I thinkwith the 
increase in U.S.-trained battalions in £l Salvador as 
each battalion is trained, as more guys are runned through 
the OCS Sergeant School at Port Benning, you see a more effecti 
ability increasing on the part of the Salvadoran Government 
to control it. 

Within that framework of a trend, you will see 
ebbs and flows. 

Q On the economic working group, I understand 


that all that you wer -o do was to identify the 





problems -- the economic p. -plems -- between Brazil and 


the United States, mostly commercial problems. So that's 
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the only grqup that did not conclude its work... 
Where do you go from here? Are you going to 





purgue the search for recommendations on economic problems 
er ave you going to wrap everything up on this trip? 

A No. fT think what you have to keep in mind 
is chat some groups may make mere progress than others 
and some groups face some stickier problems than others. 

fn the economic area, you look across the whole 

. 


beard of trade. You look at Brazil's policy on Sclimaticas 
— all of these things which we tave rehashed over a period 





of time. They have not gone away as a result of this working 
group and they will not go away in the future. But they 

are as such I think a process -— be it through the trade sub- 
group or be it through this group or something, it will 
obviously continue on that front. 

I promised someone over here. Yes. 

Q With your background and after all that has 
been said here, how would you characterize today the situation 
in Brazil? 

A I'm trying to think of one word. manameee.) 

Q "Improving"? 

A I can't do it in one word. I was trying to, 


but I can't do it in one word. 


O.K. I would characterize that Brazil is in -- 
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Q — You shudder to think about it? (Laughter.) 
A Neo. Gening we've eff the vecesé. whe éen't 
I just say what you said to me a year ago in New York when 
they had a Big black-tie dinner. 

Q °§ f did? 

A Yes, you did. You said to me; "Welcome to the 
last dinner Brazil will give.“ (Laughter.) 
Tt don't recall that. _ 
You don't recall it. (Laughter.) 
Have they had any since? 
Yes. (Laughter.) 
The answer to the question -- who was the guy here 


» © P 2 


that said my pants were too short there at that dinner? 


.(Laughter.) It was one of you. 


Ta answer your question, Brazil isin a third 
year of an economie: recession. It is ina second year followin 
a significant move in the political aspect -- that is the 
Abertura aspect following the elections -- which led to the 
lower house -— the House of Deputies -- controlled by the 
opposition. 

So now you have economic challenges and a political 
situation and a major step towards redemocratization. 
You're going to get a little push and pull between then, 


but I am confident that that pull and push will not get to the 
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point where it will either tear the potial-political 
fabric ee ae to get out of hand. 

It's a tough balancing act, but it's being handled 
in a geed manner. ' 








VOICE: De you want to take one more? 

A One more. 0.K. 

Q On El Salvador, the goverment has already 
delayed until March of next year the election in the Senate 
there. 

x That's right, their original date before they 
moved it up as a result of the Pope's visit ~~ and then they 
figured out that they couldn't get there physically. 

g Yes. Yesterday the congresg# has temporarily 
suspended the drafting of the new constitution. Is this 
one of the reasons why the elections are being delayed 

~~ because of threats made by apparently rival groups to 
some legislators? 

My question is: Are you at all interested, and 
is this one of the purposes of Secretary Shultz -- co 
get a final date and to get a definite answer from the 
government on the elections? 

A The subject of elections within the framework 
Qf demacratization in El Salvador is obviously something 


that's very important to us,and has been; and we're interested 


in seeing it go at as fast a pace as possible, when you take 
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in all of the congiderationg, — 

The United States Government is not in a 
pesition of saying, "You will held it in March and 
don't change it” ~~ that type of approach. 

There are several steps that have to take place 
befere that election takes place, and some of them are 
sequential. 

Por instance, you can't finally write an election law 
until yeu have a constitution. . If you have a delay like 

gam gentioned today of a shutdown for a day or two = 
or whatever -—~ of the deliberation on a constitution, then 
you have « critical path problem of writing the election 
law. But I don’t think a delay of a day or a week or 
whatever will affect that aspect. 

tt's the ability within the constuent assembly to 
come up with a constitution. then you just go through the 
aspect of writing election law. 

The other factors are going ahead, like the 
registrations and the rest of them. They're not in the 
critical path, so they can go ahead. 

So many of the actions leading to the election 
can continue even though there may be less progress today than 


there was yesterday on the evolution of the constitution. 


Does that answer your question? 
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Q Thank youe 





Q Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 11:19 a.m,, the BACKGROUND 
briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. JANKA: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I'm 
pleased to present this afternoon my colleague to give you a background 
briefing on the visit tomorrow of Lieutenant General Ershad of 
Bangladesh. I would remind you that his comments are on background, 
attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me speak very 
briefly and then take questions. 


First, a little bit on schedule. General Ershad 
arrived this morning at 10:00 a.m.,and was received by Deputy 


Secretary Dam at the airport and they had a meeting shortly thereafter. 


The rest of his official U.S. government program begins 
tomorrow with a meeting at 11:30 a.m. with President Reagan in the 
Oval Office, followed by a working luncheon hosted by President Reagan 
in the State Dining Room of the White House. 


My schedule says thereafter, there will be departure 
statements at the Diplomatic Entrance of the White House. 


Thereafter tomorrow, there will be a meeting with 
Craig Nalen, the President of the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation; a meeting with Peter McPherson, who is the Administrator 
of AID; a meeting with Secretary Block, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
for the signature of a PL-480 Agreement. 


And, thereafter, a reception hosted by the Ambassador 
of Bangladesh for General Ershad and a dinner given by General Ershad 
in honor of the Vice President. 


On Wednesday, a meeting with Ambassador Kirkpatrick, 
a luncheon by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, a meeting with 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, a wreathlaying at Arlington 
Cemetary, and departure from the monument grounds at 4:15 p.m. on 
Wednesday. 


I have simply gone over the official items on the 
schedule. There are other items on which the Bangladesh Embassy is 
somewhat more expert. 


This is a visit which I think is characterized by 
agreement. Our bilateral relations are good. The President has 
invited General Ershad here in confirmation of those good relations 
between the two countries. 


Much of the emphasis in our bilateral relations is on 
internal affairs in Bangladesh because we participate extensively 
through the vehicle of our assistance programs. We provide assistance 
on, I think it's $164 million in a year, about evenly divided between 
development assistance and food. And this very substantial amount 
reflects the extent to which we have been able to agree with Bangladesh 
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on development policy. In this case, Bangladesh is an excellent example 
of a country which has set forth development policies, constructive 
development policies which we believe will move this country closer 

to solving its problems. ; 


Of course, it 
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started in 1971 in great poverty and in recent years has shown 

a considerable ability to set forth policies which the government 
of Bangladesh and we believe can move Bangladesh considerably 
closer to resolving its food and population problems. 


The President will expect to take up with General 
Ershad a broad range of both international as well as these 
bilateral issues. We anticipate that General Ershad will 
seek a reaffirmation of our on-going aid relationship. 


He's also meeting with American businessmen to 
encourage increased U.S. private investment in Bangladesh. 
Among the major development policy reforms which have been 
taken in Bangladesh is a giving of much greater emphasis to 
the private sector. In fact, the government has denationalized 
a number of government-owned industries, some with rather 
positive results. 


Therefore, in recognizing the role which he 
wishes to give the private sector in development, General Ershad 
is seeking American private investments. Obviously, this is 
, something with which the administration agrees and we will 
be encouraging him to proceed along these lines. 


We will also be expressing our interest in 
General Ershad‘'s plans which he has announced to restore 
democratic institutions in Bangladesh. In fact, there is a 
process of elections which he has announced which will begin 
with local elections next December and proceed on to parliamentary 
elections, I believe it's in early 1985. 


J We, furthermore, applaud Bangladesh's constructive 
foreign policy actions in a number of international bodies 

in which Bangladesh is active -- the non-aligned, the group of 
77, the underdeveloped, the Islamic Conference which is the 
organization of Islamic -- World Islamic countries and a 

newly formed South Asian regional organization, South Asian 
Regional Cooperation Organization which Bangladesh proposed 
and which has moved now through the stage of foreign ministers' 
meetings and may go on to one of chiefs of state. 


So, we will be noting, as I said at the beginning, 
our appreciation for many of Bangladesh's policies, its development 
policies, its moving on to Democratic institutions as well as 
for its moderate positions on international issues. And I 
might mention a couple. 


Bangladesh has been very strong -- taken a very 
strong position in regard to the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan 
and Bangladesh also has -- supports positions which --: of ASEAN.and 
positions which we support in regard to Kampuchea. 


I think I would close my opening remarks at that 
point and take any questions. Yes? 


Q You talked about the move toward democratic -- 
restoring democracy. Is the United States confident that that. 
schedule can be kept and that there actually will be a new 
parliament in two years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would not express 
a view on -- It is for General Rashad to plan and to schedule and 
carry these things out. But we accept that he has set this forth 
in full sincerity, that it is his intention to move in this direction. 


Q So, the U.S. position is that there's no concern 
on the part of Washington in terms of the timetable -- when this 
takes place, only that it takes place? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're pleased by 
the announcement which he has made because we think that this 
progression, the return to democracy, is constructive and we 
of course will be telling him that when he is here. 


Q What's the PL-480 agreement that's going to 
be signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a further 
food grain agreement -- wheat. 


Q How much of an increase? 

. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- $65 million. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- $65 million. 
Q An additional $65 million in wheat? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. It's 
not additional. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh. 


Q It's not additional? It's part of the 
on-going -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a part of 
our on-going program but it is an additional agreement beyond 
the last agreement. These are annual -- 

Q =-.=-- part of the 164? Is that it or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a part of 
the 164, yes. 


Q Are they getting any military aid? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Nothing military, just economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We have no 
FMS credits program. 


Q Just economic in aid? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's right. 


Q Will he be coming here asking anything else 
of the U.S. government according to your anticipation at this 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is obviously 
for him to gay. 


I know, but would you anticipate that? 
Are things on the table right now that need to be expedited or 
anything like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that 
we're moving forward with this PL-480 agreement. We have 
under negotiation 
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an investment agreement, but this will not be produced at this 
time. 


Q I'll just go ahead and show my ignorance. 
I don't know anything abovt this general. Can you tell me 
about him -- I mean, how he took power and what's he like? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. He was the 
Chief of Staff of the Bangladesh Army, had been for some years. 
And he took control of the government in March of '82 after a 
period of instability, of what was said to be ineffective 
government. I think that was probably a situation of uncertainty 
in regard to government. 


Q It was a coup? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes, he took 
over control of government. 


Q And what's he like? I mean, is he -- what 
are his views? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've described his 
positions on policies, both international and domestic. I think 
that's the best indication of his views. He will be -- He's having 
I believe, a breakfast session at the National Press Club. When 
is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wednesday morning. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wednesday morning, 
So, that'll be a time for him to state his views. 


Q What's the position the government took in 
the United Nations on the Korean airlines voting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They made quite 
a strong statement, and they voted for the resolution at the 
International Civil Aviation Organization, the resolution which 
we supported. 


Q Can you give us from your experience some 
insight into how life may have changed in Bangladesh since 
their great difficulties when they got started? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'd like to 
do that. Understand at the beginning that this is a very poor 
country. But the change from 1971 to the present is a change 
from a great need for relief and from donor countries providing 
relief to a situation of development in which our emphasis and 
that of all other donors is on development as on positive movement 
forward. 


There has been substantial progress. There's been 
progress in agriculture. It's slow. It's difficult. But it 
moves ahead nonetheless. For example, we were looking at numbers 
the other day about one winter crop. They have three food grain 
crops a year. And the winter rice crop, which is the one supported 
by high technology, has had a phenomenal increase of over 100 
percent in the last seven years in productivity. 


Don't misunderstand me: The overall agricultural 
production has been at a more modest rate. But it represents 
movement ahead with some prospect ultimately of solving their 
food problem. 


Is there U.S. AID projection of when they might 
be self-sufficient in food? 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think AID may have 
its own projections. I've learned to be careful about that, if only 
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because of the unpredictability of weather. Last year they had 
a drought; this year they've had floods. So, it's -- And the 
figures, the graphs go like this, overall upward. But it's hard 
to make projections which I'd like to put into print. 


Q Is it something that's conceivable in this 
century? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. I think 
so. 


MR. JANKA: If there are no more questions, thank 
you. Let me close by reminding you all that his comments are 
on background, attributable to administration officials. I 
also have here a couple of fact sheets on Bangladesh which I'll 
leave in the Press Office here you may want to pick up. We'll 
have more available tomorrow. Or if you have follow-up questions, 
you can call the Near East Bureau's Press Office in the Department 
of State. 


Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:18 P.M. EDT 
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MR. SPEAKES: Let me have.your attention. A couple of 
matters to bring you up to date before we bring our briefers on. - 


Last night, from 8:00 p.m. until 10:00 p.m. in the... <«. 
Yellow Oval Room of the President's Residence, he met with the ie 
Congressional leadership. Those present from the leadership included ~« 
Speaker O'Neill, Senator Baker, Senator Byrd, Congressman Michel-and -: 
Congressman Wright. Present from the administration were the “at | -¢ 
President, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Defense, the * 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, General Vessey, Ed Meese, Jim Baker, 
Bud McFarlane, Mike Deaver, Dick Darman and Ken Duberstein. 
7 Ano 
This morning, from about 7:00 a.m., from 7:30 a.m. 
until about 8:00 a.m., the President met with Prime Minister Charles . 
of Domenica in the Oval Office. a | ' Sd. 


‘HY ert lw 


And from 8:15 a.m. until shortly before you saw him 3 
around 9:00 a.m., shortly after 9:00 a.m., he met with the bipartisan - 
Congressional leadership. 


¢ he 


We have, besides this background briefifig, there will 
be a number of other background briefings. Defense will brief .-, 4 
sometime midday on the military operation-in Grenada. oic 

We will have our regular 12:30 p.m. briefing here _ 
in the Briefing Room. 


At 3:00 p.m., Secretary Shultz with a representative _ 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff will brief on the record at the State. 
Department. 1 UE 


And late this afternoon, we anticipate that the Pentagon 
will wrap up the military situation with a briefing there. 


Q What time is that? 
MR. SPEAKES: Late this afternoon. 


Now, this briefing is on background and the briefers 


should be identified as Senior Administration Officials. If you } 
would like, since we have a representative of the Joint Chiefs, you 
can -- 


~ 





Q The President identified him. 


MR. SPEAKES: I understand that. You can identify — 
as a Senior Military Official, U.S. Military Official. 
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Q Is the President cancelling his schedule for 
the rest of the day? What's he going to do? 


MR. SPEAKES: No, the President's keeping his meetings 
with the President of Bangladesh and departure statements and so : 
forth that are scheduled. . we 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. What. 
I thought I'd try to do is fill in some of the blanks for you and. tf 
then we'll take your questions. i, 


First, to the organization of the OECS. The OECS .! 
was formed in 1981. It is a treaty between seven countries -- ‘ 
Domenica, St. Lucia, St. Vincent, Antigua, and also Grenada is a 
member. There are two others -- St. Kitts-Nevis,that just declared °- * 
its independence a few weeks ago, and Montserrat, who is named in’: tig : 
the treaty, but is still a colony. a. 


The ones that were involved in the unanimous request® 
to the United States government were the only ones present there 
and eligible -- Domenica, St. Lucia, St. Vincent, Antigua and St.*%:: 
Kitts. The first four have sent troops to the multinational force et 
St. Kitts has no troops or police. They have just formed their i iis 
independence, so they were unable to, although’ they voted for the 
request. sn 










They originally approached Jamaica and Barbados, who f. 
are fellow members in CARICOM, which is the Caribbean Community, r 
a separate organization. Jamaica and Barbados then joined the nations j. 
of OECS in making the request to the United States for assistance... " 


This treaty is like their Rio Treaty. They are not . “g. 

_members of the Rio Treaty under the OAS and so this treaty is like... 4 
their treaty. mh 

The government in Grenada flows from the time it was ~ r 

a British colony to the appointment of a Governor General, who then I 

appoints a government under their constitution and there are elections ¥ 


and such. That constitution was suspended by Mr. Bishop's coup in 
1979. So the legal constitutional thread still flows from the 
Governor General to the constitution. 


To reiterate to you the reasons for the U.S. involvement: 
obviously, the protection of U.S. lives, and we'll get into that in 
a minute; to restore the order and to assist in the restoration of 
law. 


With regards to the U.S. citizens, as I think the 
President said,there-are approximately 1,000 to 1,100 U.S. citizens 
on Grenada. Six hundred of them attend St. George's Medical Schooi 
there as students. 
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During this period of time, we have -- through very sporadic 

bits and pieces of information, we were able to determine that 
there was a very high anxiety level among the students and 

the other U.S. nationals that we came into contact with. And 

they were frustrated by their restriction of movements, which 

was the total curfew, the "shoot on sight," the inability to ae 
get -- when the curfew was lifted for a couple of hours a day, 4 
the ability to get in and out of the airports. That has been - 
going on there for awhile. “3 ee 


Following the restorating of order on Grenada, it 
is envisioned the Governor General, who is a Grenadian living 
in Grenada, will form a provisional government. That government, 
then, will go through a process of elections and restore the ¥4 
constitution. As to how long the U.S. troops will stay in ' 7 
‘Grenada, our object is to remove them as soon as possible after 4 “} 
order is restored. We can envision that, through the Eastern h 
Caribbean countries -- that once order is restored -- they will -,> +} 
be able to maintain order as this constitutional process, aus .3f 
going from the Governor General to a provisional government to 
elections, goes forward. 





Q So we'll say, until after the elections, 





just to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The 
object for the U.S. forces is to remove them as soon as 
possible. I just gave you the process of what's going to -- 


Q What does that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I just 
finish here and, then, we could get into questions, please? 


Let me restate this so, maybe, there isn't -- vt 
maybe, I didn't put it well. a4 


The process as we envision it is the flow of 
the constitutional authority from the Governor General to a 
provisional government, which he appoints. And he has the 
right under the law. That provisional government, then, following 
the constitution that was suspended in '79 will hold elections 
for a more permanent government. Now, that's the process as 
it goes. 


Separate subject: presence of U.S. troops there -- 
it is our intent to, as soon as order is restored to the island 
and the ability of the United States to turn over to their 
follow members in this multinational force to maintain the 
order there -- and so the object of the exercise is for the : ; 
removal of the U.S. troops as soon as possible. With regard ‘ 
to other U.S. government actions, we are prepared to establish 


a U.S. government presence on the island -- we presently have no ~— 9 
consul there at all -- and repair to establish an Embassy once . .. 
there is a provisional government established under this er D 
constitutional authority. hs 
And there is a team in Barbados headed up by -- . re 

who will be the Charge with a personal rank of Ambassador, . oe 
the present Deputy Assistant Secretary of State in Inter-American. yj 
Affairs for Caribbean Affairs. That is Tony Gillespie. He is : a 
in Barbados and will be going into Grenada very shortly. f gt 
, ' 5 

Prior to taking your questions, maybe, sir, if ‘2 


you could, just give them the state of plav from a military 
point of view, the forces involved and what we know up to date. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks. 
Basically -- and our information is sketchy because 


of our principle that the Field Commander, without interruption --~ 


Admiral McDonald -- as the particular overall Commander at 
CINCLANT in Norfolk, Virginia -- it‘s his show. ~- And he has fed 
us some information. But we have not asked him, because of the 
crunch of time. 

But, basically, what has happened -- sir? 

Q Can I get the full name of McDonald? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to get 
that later. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wesley. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wesley. 
Q Is he a Marine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's an Admiral 
in the United States Navy -- full Admiral -- 


Q And he's in charge of the operation from 
Norfolk? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 

Q He's CINC -- | 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's CINCLANT. 
Q What's that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Commander-in-Chief, 
Atlantic Forces. 


And the overall Field Commander is Admiral Metcalf. 
And we'll have to get you a first name and a full rank on that 
later on. And he's afloat. Basically -- 


Q Is everybody on the island now; McDonald's 
on the island? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, ma‘am. He 
is Norfolk, Virginia. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we 
let him go through what he knows and, then, we can get into 
Q-and-As. I think it's easier. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Basically, 
what we've done -- 


Q We want to know who's who, too. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Basically, 


what we have done is we have put forces primarily in the north, 
around Pearles airfield. Approximately 500 


mor 
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Marine forces had that responsibility to secure the airfield, whieh 


is the international airport. a to 
In addition to that, we took Army airborne forces and . 4 


air dropped them in the vicinity of Point Salinas and the Salinas  ~: 

air field that is under construction. The idea with the 700 to 1,000 44 
Army forces in the south is also to secure some areas around the 3 
major inhabited locations in St. George's and some locations in-this |; 
general southern vicinity. ag 


@ How many dropped at. Point Salinas? vegg eet 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About a thousand, sir, > 

at this time. - Sie 
Q A thousand air dropped, sir? 

be 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A thousand air drops. 3 


Q And they fanned out to St. George's as well?.:calion, 


fanned out. Lat 
’ Je ; 
We, in addition to that, have secured, had met some 
resistance. We have secured the air fields at both locations. There 
is still some ground fire reported and there is still some resistance 
going on at both locations, and that is the status of the military 
operation at this time. 


{ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION. OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. They bon Bi b? 
+4 


Q Casualties at the moment? ie PP 


F 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no figure at § 
all on casualties. OVPCCEF 

Q There's one report of five killed, five U.S. Marines: 
killed. Do you have any -- : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no figures at 
all on casualties. 


Q Do you know of any casualties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We know of no casualties 
at this time, sir. 


Q How about the helicopter? 

Q What about the helicopters? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a report that 
a helicopter is on the ground. Whether that helicopter -- whether 
it was an emergency landing or it was suffered to the ground because 
of combat, we don't have verification of that. 

Q Would you call this a successful mission? ob 

Q What is this airborne unit? re 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point, I think 
it's too early to say, ma‘am. 

Q How many troops from the other countries are 
involved? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three hundred, sir. 

Q All of them? 

Q What's the total? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The total will vary, 
depending on what the demand is. Initially, just to give you an 
eyeball, at the present time, the latest figure that. we have on the 
ground is the 400 Marines that are available and on the ground, 
reported in the north, and about 700 -- o? 2 


Q You said 500 earlier. . sf 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four to five hundred. i 
About 700 to 1,000 in the south. ey | 
2i 


Q Were they all air dropped? The 700 to 1,000 were” 
all Army paratroopers? a 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1I'1] have to qual 
that. They were not all air dropped. The principal measure was 
air cropped, but there is some air-land operation going on. 


J _ 
“4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a Ranger battalion, 

sir. Two Ranger battalions -- lst of the 7th and 2nd of the 75th and.i,- 

I'll have to get where they're from. 


Q What is that airborne unit? Which one? 






Q So total American troops on the ground now range\{ fs 
between 1,100 and 1,500? Is that correct? 4.2.42 


~~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's good enough - 
at this time, yes, sir. ; 


Q There's a report that 600 Cubans and 30 Soviets are - 
secure. Who are these Cubans and Soviets and what does it mean by 
"secure"? , 3 

fae 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Your figures are correct~ 
and jibe with our information as to what was on the island before we 


went in. Most of those Cubans are construction workers, working ~= ; 
on that runway, that 10,000 foot runway that they are building. < 
Q Point Salinas? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is Point Salinas. 
That runs down right here. That runway is partially complete, as you 
know. 
The 30 Cubans are billed as advisors. 
Q Thirty Soviets? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 30 Soviets are 
billed as advisors. There is somewhere -- in the Cuban figures, 
there is somewhere in the nature of 50 so-called advisors among 
that crowd there. 
Q What kind of advisors? 3 
Q Military advisors? $4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One at a time, please. “$9 
ae 
Q Military advisors? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Advisors. Including 
military advisors, yes. 
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Q What does it mean that they are secured? Are 
they in custody of U.S. forces? Is that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What it means by 
secured is that they are, obviously, within the control of U.S. 
military forces. That is correct. 


Q How would you describe the resistance to the -; 
U.S. action and the -- Sie $ 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the combined 
action? Seer 


Q Yes. What I'm asking is, I mean, has it been fierce* 
resistance? How would you describe the military action there? ss: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to 
characterize it at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. In very 
general terms? 


Q Well, you tell -- no, in specific -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was some -- 
initially, in the south, during the airborne operation, there was 
some triple A resistance. 


Q What is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anti-aircraft fire. 
That was suppressed. And the extent of the resistance to this time 
amounts to ground fire. And-it varies. At the present time, my 
latest report is that there is some ground fire and crew-served or * 
mortar weapon type ‘ire. 


: 


cilia Hota inte Mia 


Q -- called small army fire? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Small armed fire. 


Q Describe the Grenada Army for us a little bit. 
Tell us what they have. , 


Q Yes. ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Grenadan Army is 
roughly somewhere around 1,200 troops. They have received -- 
some of the 1,200 have received Cuban training. They are armed with 
Russian arms. They have been described -- this is for the total 
1,200 -- a range of not useful to trained status. 


.* 


Q What about the 300 troops from the other countries? ~ 
Where were they put ashore? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are scattered 
throughout the operation. I don't have any details for you on that. 


Q How were they landed, sir? pe 


>. 
“pee 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How were what landed? 

Q How were the 300 landed? 4 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It would be air landed. 

Q Three hundred what? 

Q Were any Cuban soldiers -- 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three hundred of whe 
multinational force from the other six countries. 


Q What time did they land? ; 

Q Have we informed the Soviets and when -- ae 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. The *‘ 
Soviets were informed this morning and so were the Cubans and so have at 


our allies -- the United Nations. All of that happened early this$ - 
morning. < 





Q How were the Soviets informed, sir? 

Q What were they told? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q What were they told? 

Q How were the Soviets informed? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were told that’! 
shore was a multinational force going in there and that we were é hg 


Q And what was the Soviet-Cuban reaction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not had any | As 
reaction. un 


Q Do you have any idea how many of the 1,200 troops 
are still loyal to this new leader? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a very good ’ 
question because the reports that we had earlier indicated that 
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maybe as many as half of that army was not loyal to them. - you 
may recall that when Bishop was released from jail, there were 
10,000 people that accompanied him to the military barracks. 
And out of a population of 110,000, that's quite a number. 


Q Do we know about fate of the government of 
the Grenadian officials, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:.. No. You mean, 
the revolutionary military counsel? 


Q Yes, sir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do not know 
the fate of that government. .* + 


Q  - Are they in a do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would assume 
that that is the -- that's the object of the exercise. We 
have no information for you on that. 


Q What's the name of the ground Commander . for . 
infantry forces. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to 
get that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to 
get that for you. rf: 


Q Can you give us -- can you give us the 
timing on this thing, as to .when this operation took place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The operation 
was launched at 0500. The airports were taken within the 
time frame that was expected for it. 


Q I want to follow up. Can you give us a litte 
more sense, besides just when it started? And, also, can you 
tell us about U.S. air involvement in this, not just dropping 
the troops but whether there was any air action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no -- 
there has been no air action that we know of. Obviously, in 
an operation such as this adequate measures are taken to 
protect the troops on the ground -- the ability to get them 
in. 


' Q When you talk about the anti-aircraft fire 
' being suppressed, was that done from the air? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was done from 
the air. 


Q So there was air involvement. 
Q HIEH, just said, "no." 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Air to ground. 


Q Well, see. That's what I'm talking about. 
, “Tt u 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, fair encugh. eo eby 

Well, I -- I am sorry. I was thinking, air-to-air... fe ge 
Q Any naval gunfire? % Bag 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know 
of. 


Q Can you tell us about the air-to-ground? 
Q Let hir finish this. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Can we find out what the air-to-ground -- 
how many -- what can you tell us about the air-to-ground 
involvement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to 
get in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The air-to-ground ** 
suppression, the triple-A fire was done by an AC-130 gunship. 


Q Is that the only U.S. plane that's seen 
action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


0 How were these planes actually landed? Did 
they come in on transports or parachute or what? How did 
they actually come in, our troops -~ 


Q Helicopter? 


Q -- was this an air drop, or did they -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was both, » 3 
sir. 


0 Did they come from helicopters or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The principal 
method was parachute. 


Q General? 


Q -- parachute. 


«~* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir, for 
the Army forces, the airborne forces. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be the 
General. But that's all right. 


- 


Q -- the Marines going in? SS 
ih 
0 Was that amphibious? +. 
Q General, may we have a question from back ~ a 
here, please? See 
en 92: 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma'am. » oe a 
Go ahead. cate 
Bo 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Admiral's fine. 
MORE 
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Q Both of you -- do you have any indication that 
there were Cuban soldiers there, that they were participating in 
a military way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we -- the . 
information we had is what I gave you earlier. And that is that ~~ 
there are 600 Cubans. We know that within their barracks area 
there were arsenals with arms. We know that they have -- that 
there are Cuban military advisors in the area. 






ee 
a Ye 


Q But before, you said they were, mostly, 
construction workers. 


“@ pew 2° 
i. 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
But they've had military training. We know that. And there 
are arms available to them in their arsenal. 


«A %, MN Dy. tee’ 


, _ 
Q Was there any resistance from them that ra : 
we know of? 3% i 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no » SRR & 
information on that. Bi ae oR 
Ce) May I ask? ASF 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am. 
Q I want to ask when the Cubans and Soviets 2 
were informed, obviously after the landing? ~ : 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I believe $ 
that the message -- (laughter) -- that is correct. I believe < 
it was -- ¢ 98 
“ 4 
Q And one other thing -- ; £§ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- early after 
the landing. , 
Q -- it was, obviously, not a surprise, right? 
This was not a surprise invasion, because they had been 
preparing for it for a couple of days. And we had been 
sending ships, correct? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't 
know of any ships that we'd been sending. 
Q No? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whether it was 
a surprise or not, you'd have to ask them to characterize 
that. I mean, we obviously wanted to keep it a surprise. 
Q Well, did you count on its being any kind 3 
of surprise? ae 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You take both Mens, & 
those -- you hope to be a surprise. You take into -- ous i ops 
Q Let him answer. He knows more -- ” ips 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We did. 74 
Q Did the Marines go in -- | | 
Q What? What -- counted on its being -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
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Q Were you surprised? 

Q -- please. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 

Q You've got 400 to 500 Americans in the north, 
700 to 1,000 Americans in the south, and 300 people from other 
countries all scattered around, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q Did the Marines go -- 

Q How did the Marines land? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Marines came 
in by helicopters. 


Q General, it usually takes several weeks to 


prepare an operation, an amphibious operation like this. How ar 


long had you actually been planning it? 


Q -- all the American citizens, all the 
Civilians are safe -- 


Q Can you answer this question. 
Q Could you answer that question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let me 
see if I can address that question. : 


Q What's the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Obviously, at 
the time -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before he 
answers, let's try to put a little order into this. He's going 
to stay here until the last the question is asked. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't hear 
the questions. 3 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And if you'll 
raise your hand and be recognized, he will. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will repect the 
questions if you'd like. And we like to ask you to please be 
guiet in the back -- back there. If you've got to talk, go in 
the yard, in the rain. They're going to answer all the questions. 
He'll repeat them. But, please, raise your hands, because 
nobody's getting anything. Act right. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cuestion went 
as to how long -- an amphibious landing takes a long time to 
plan -- I think vou said, weeks -- how long has it been planning. 


The President was informed of the request, the 
request was directed to him late last week. Obviously, prior 
to that time, since the 12th of October when there was the coup 
in there and Bishop was killed, there was a rising level of 
er - There was -- half of his Cabinet was wiped out. 

They ° 
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brought in -- the fact, as I told you, that they brought in the 
curfew -- all these other things have led to the generation of 
planning by this Department of State and the Department of Defense 
with regards to the safety to U.S. citizens. That safety -- ! 
U.S. citizens thing -- generated immediately, one, you have an Ve 
unstable situation, especially when you have 1,000 Americans on 
the ground. : _" 
You have 600 in a school, students, a relatively small 
area. And, so, the President at that time directed the various j.. 
departments to start looking at how we can maintain order, evaluate sag. 7 
the situation and see what needed to be done. 






Later in the week, there was the request from the 
Grenadans at which time the President undertook that in the = 
consideration and a final decision was made yesterday afternoon -- & 
last night. 


Q The actual military, operational planning began 3. * 
around the 12th of this month? abs la 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I didn't say that. «By 
the 12th of the month was when we started to take a very close look © ‘ay 
at it because of the question of the safety of Americans aboard. ¥: Te 


Yes, ma‘am? 
Q Where's Casey? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which Casey? 


a 2. a Te 


Q William. 
Q William Casey who's been -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I think *. 
he is overseas. But I'm not sure on that. 
Q Overseas in connection with -- + 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, ma'am. I don't -- 
nowhere near it. 
Q Were the Americans in any immediate danger, first 
of all? And can you clarify what the President and Prime Minister 
Charles had to say about Soviet involvement and indication that 
the Soviets were behind the coup? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The danger to the 
American citizens was the inhibition of being able to move around, 
the fact that there were people being killed on the island, that 
there was shoot-on-sight curfews, that there was two hours 
in which to buy food, that if they wanted to get out they couldn't 
get out at the airport because there was interruption of all 
of the air transport, both charter and scheduled. 
. » cB 
And your second question was? J. wh 


Q About the Soviet involvement in the coup? ; great, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Well, sure. 
If you want to look a perfect batting record in the United Nations, 
Grenada goes to the top of the list. They have 30 military a5? +9 
advisors in there. They're the ones that are building the runways. 
The Cubans have been involved to a very heavy -- Cubans and 
Russians -- to a heavy degree right through the whole operations 
of the Grenadan government since Bishop took over. 


Q Yes, but -- coup, we're talking. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- coup. Our analysis 


of the coup is that those that have surfaced in the- ‘Coup, if anything, 
were more pro-Cuban, pro-Soviet than Bishop. 


Q Wait a minute. The President was talking about ‘ 
activists going from some Soviet embassy and, I mean, he was much 2 
more specific about that. Can you -- ; — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't elaborate 
that for you, I'm sorry. 


Yes? 
Q The oo “34 b ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can't. Ro ag 


Q The President said that he received an urgent ..- **}. 
request from these nations on Sunday. Can we assume that the » 
second NSC meeting which lasted three hours here on Sunday, te . 4 
in which we were either led to believe or presumed was focused B Sia 
on Lebanon, was also focused on this subject as well? $ oh ee 

; ba 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to a fy BR] 
get into the details of what meetings covered what for a couple -;/,« + 
of reasons. One was that there were a lot of meetings on Lebanon- ; 
also that I wasn't involved in. . 


I think I've tried to outline for you the flow of 
the process of the governmental action. But as to what was covered. 
at each specific meeting, I'm afraid I can't -- 


4 


Let's try the back of the room before I get chastised ‘, 
again. : . Seg 


Q Could I ask, Can you assure us that the 
American civilians on the island are safe now or are they still 
in danger as a result of the -- 


Sen heh agar 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you 
an ironclad assurance because, as the President said, what we're 
trying to do is let the forces on the ground concentrate on completing 
their mission. They're not sending back reports to us. The 
fact that the two airports were taken on time within the scope 
of the plan leads me to believe that things are going according 
to plan. 


Yes? 

Q -- that the medical school as well is as secure? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure whether 
the medical school -- There are two campuses to the medical school. 


I'm not sure whether either or both of them are secure when I came 
in here. 


Yes? 

Q Would you give a breakdown, an approximate breakdown, | 
by country of the 300 troops and could you tell us how they got 
into Grenada? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They came in by air. 

Q You mean they were landed, not -- ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Air landed, that's 
correct. Let me just see if I've got those numbers for you. 


Q After you, secured which airport? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's both. I'm 
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sure, to tell you the truth. 
Q They airlanded by American planes? Me 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were pre- 
positioned by some of their own planes and then airlanded by 
American planes. Jamaica had 120; Barbados had 50; and split 
between Dominica, St. Lucia, St. Vincent and Antigua was 130. 


Now, one of the things you should keep in mind 
is that this represents probably somewhere between 50 to 65 
percent of their armed forces. : 


Q The units ashore -- You identified the Ranger 
Battalion General. Was that two battalions of rangers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two battalions, 
yes. 


Q What numbers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First -- I'll have ' 
to get those for you, sir. 





Q First and Second Battalions of 75th? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. 


Q And the Marines -- Please, excuse me. Is that * 

BLTE-22? are), 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have.to get wt om 

that for you. : ae. 
i 


Q Was that the Second Battalion, 8th Marines? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 

Q Where'd they come from? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘am? 


Q You keep talking about the security of the 
Americans being a primary reason for going in. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q The Chancellor of that medical school has already 
said this morning that the large majority of the students and 2 
faculty there felt they were in no danger. Now, that there has 8 
been an invasion they feel that they are in danger. Can you 
address that? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'd be happy to 
because our assessment does not.track with that of the Chancellor. 
When this thing first started the Chancellor was in New York. We 
have been in contact with him when he was in New York and when 
they went back. They have a telex machine in which -- it's an et 
open telex machine -- in which there was communications backwards = ¢ 
and forwards. ‘3 


During this period of time, there were at one time 
Or another three -- four ‘id 
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U.S. Embassy officers from Barbados. We have been trying to get 
into the island over this period of time, since October 12th to 2 
verify and ascertain the welfare and safety of U.S. citizens. ‘ge 
Sometimes we were successful in getting in. Somethings they would ~ 
stop us. And so it was a kind of a sporadic deal. ee 5s 


But the assessment that our Embassy officers brought - 
when they came out in talking to the students was that they did ..  -* 
not share that assessment, the assessment that they were not’ "sur=~/ a3 
rounded” as such, or barracaded, was correct. But the anxiety level*” <2. 
among the students, among some of those that wanted to leave, the's¢..*t 
fear of unknown, the interruption of schools, the inability to  °S2# 
operate, to get out if they want to was a lot stronger than‘the ° 
dean of the school, who likes business as usual, characterized. 






’ 
~~ 


Yes, sir. 
Q I'd like to ask two questions on that then. pare 


So you're saying -- what you're saying about the secur- _. 
ity of the students was that they were in -- it was no positive ye" "3 
threat against them, none of the new leaders of this country made «.. 
any threat about them, the danger was if their anxiety level caused - 
them to try to bolt the country despite. the precautions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. That is one of 
the factors, their anxiety level. The other was the instability _ 
and the killings and the murders that went on. ‘ it 


The obligation of the United States government goes to 
the protection of U.S. citizens. That doesn't necessarily mean that 
it flows just from threats from governments. It is our assessment : 
of the situation. When you have 600 students relatively in one ~~~" "¥ 
area, you have given yourself a target for either terrorism, hos- hee 
tages or something much more so than if they're spread out. "? 


Yes . 


Q -- also ask on another thing you said, in terms 
of the setting up of the provisional government, we are going to 
take, as I understand it from what you've said here, absolutely 
no role, make absolutely -- play absolutely no role in the selection 
of who is in this provisional government. It's going to be the 
Governor General that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and as the Prime 
Minister said, they're all one region, as she described in the Oval 
Office to the President, she says, "You know, you have like Nebraska 
and New Jersey and it's all the same, you have land in between. 
What we have is a sea in between our islands." They know a lot 
of these people. They've either gone to school with them or they're 
interchanged within their islands. I'm sure that they will be ad- 
vising the Governor General who appoints the provisional government. 
Yes. seduis 


‘ 
taiy 


Q -- if this isn't an invasion, what is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘It's a response to’ 
the request of allied nations working under their treaty. And #t. 
also -- number one -- and secondly what is isa movement to pro~ 
tect U.S. lives. 7 an 


S Which country in the eastern Caribbean first 
proposed this -- ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was proposed -- 
a unified proposal by -- . 





Q Somebody had to get it started. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know .” 

the details of how they got started. When they came to us, it was . . 
a collective deal. ‘8 t 
g 


Q -- the first we heard about it, you were not ~~~” 
engaged in any diplomatic talks with -- ; 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We knew that 
were very upset. And if you go back and look at the public state-..j 3 5 
ments they've made since October 12th, that becomes fairly obvious." : 


Q But you did not make any approaches to them -- “Spe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. It™% ¥ 
could be characterized as their unified request to us came to us ” 
as a surprise. 





Q One other question -- 2 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. , 
Q -- military side. Where was the staging area ‘°% ‘#¥ 
from which these people -- our forces took -- Did they come direct ’ £ 
ly from the United States or were they based in Barbados or did “ye 
they come from carriers or what? a ¥ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All three places, sir. ?. 
From the -- es ‘sf 
Q Carriers? ~ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the United sucee, 
From -- te 


Q Can you tell us where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- from amphibious 
ships that were located over the horizon and from Barbardos. 


ee 


Q Can you clarify the numbers on the Soviet and ry: 
Cubans that are secured? Could you go through that again? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes. But this 
is based now, these numbers are based on our estimates of the nunm- 


bers there. It's not based on a body count as they walk by. ¥; 
Q Okay. | ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's 30 Soviets. Bee 
Q Right. vt 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's somewhere between 4 
300 or 400 to 600 Cubans, the vast majority of which are construction % 
workers. Within that number, be it 400 or 600 there's somewhere ~ _ 


a 


around 50 advisors. ‘hee 


Q And what are your plans for them? (Laughter.) Se 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a Cuban ship 
in the harbor. They will be conducted safe passage to that ship 
and the ship will be allowed to leave for Cuba. 


Q The Soviets, too? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the Soviets is 
a separate issue. 
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Q What happens to them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
still taking that under consideration. 


Q Question, please -- three questions actually 
for your colleague. Can you tell us when the Marine long-range re- 
con mission first established itself 
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on the ground in Grenada? And I have a follow-up to that, please. — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Within an hour of 
the actual vertical envelopment. 


Oe 


Q Follow-up question, sir. Can you tell us, please, 
whether there were friendly Grenadan forces that were coordinating 
with our landing? And, if so, how would you describe them by size 
and by unit? At. 


td 
> we an 


‘ 
ws «1? 
~*% 
4 


bios tink ne SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can't tell you that_ , 
on ow. 4, “= 


y¥* 


@ What's the status of the Soviet advisors? How eae 

are they being -- ~~ 
So tee p 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. To .- ; 

tell you the truth, I don't know. I heard a report that they were’ 
being detained. I cannot answer that question. ." 
Q They are being detained? 3. 
+3--° 


- 
“a 


._ -— 
Png ge - 


Q Did we capture them? 


~ >. ’ 

- bis 
ad ‘ . 

:  ileean 
‘ «* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, wait a minute. 
Nobody said anything about capturing them. 


Q But you were -- 
Q Have we secured -- t 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I told you I have no 3 
report at all on the status of the Soviets. i 


Q Are you leaving open the possibility -- 


? te r 


Q What's going to happen to -- 
Q Where were they? Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a minute. One at 
a time, please. 


Q But are you leaving open the possibility that we 
have captured the Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The rules of engagement : 
re to detain and make order on the island. That's the rules of 
engagement. r 


Q Wherewére the 30 and where is the Cuban ship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot tell you d 
where they were. 


Q Where is the Cuban ship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Cuban ship is 
in St. George's harbor. 


Q The confusion comes -- 
Q Are the Soviets going to be put on the Cuban ship? 


Q We all thought you said a while ago that all the 
Cubans and all the Soviets had been secured. Is that -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. I heard that - 
here. I don't know. : Speer 


. . 
- —sket ° 


Q Yes, we heard *- Percy outside who'was at the ~~ > 4 
briefing inside. + Oe 


Q Percy said that to the President. k om 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fine. Well,‘ then'1°*> «4 
don't know where the Senator got that. I cannot confirm that for one 
okay? ee » a ae 


tr 
ie s 
2 
 - 
rat 
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Q Ckay. os al oa. . " 1 4 # 


Q Can you tell us, is this the very first time that 
there has ever been any coordinated, collective action by these ~~. 
countries under that agreement they have? 





q 5 | 
. VETS. : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot tell you for* :{, 
sure, but, seeing as it came about in 1981, I would think that that*, 
statement is probably correct.~ ~~ yee 


Yes, sir? 


Q Are there any indications that the Cubans and 
the Soviets are going to try to come to the aid of this Grenadian 
Revolutionary Council? I'm not just talking about the troops on 
the island, but whether they would try, to send troops to the isiand 
to try to nelp them? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no indication 
of that and we took pains to make early notification without giving. ~ 1, 
away the element of surprise. in our notifications to the Cuban and . 
Russian government. 4 


Yes? 


Q Was it your objective to detain those who were 
responsible for the coup? Have you already done so? Your answer -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They obviously will 
be neutralized and detained. Now, the outcome is something for the 
Governor General and the provisional government to decide. 


Yes, sir? In the back.’ vom 


Q Is there something in the countries’ treaty which 
specifically allows them to go into another country in a situation 
like this into Grenada? 7 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I missed. 
the first part of the question. " we 


Q Is there something in the treaty amongst the 
countries which allows them to go into Grenada in a situation like this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is. A copy e2. 
is going to be made of the treaty, available here later this afternoon. » 
You'll have copies of the treaty made available to you. 


: ssldn‘'t 
Q What‘s the treaty called? ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's the Treaty of 
the Organization of Eastern Caribbean States. 
Q Can you clarify the situation in regards to the 


medical schools? Could you show us on the map where they' re located, 
for one thing, and -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roughly, as I understand 
it, there's one off the end of the runway. That would be the west end 
of the runway, here. Because, you can imagine the noise factor now ~ 
that they're building a new runway there, there is a new one being 
built somewhere in the area. It's under construction, but also beipg , 
used somewhere north of the runway. 


os i. Q But they're both in close proximity to Pt. Salinas .. 
rport? as. 
r Ri * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. ie 







Q When the Congressional leaders were briefed, ““% 
between 8:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. last night, were they informed that $% 
an invasion was about to begin? Rs * : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I did not participate. “4 
in that discussion. gd 
net 


o- Q So you don't know what their reaction was at the’). : 
time? te a: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could not characterize” 
that at all for you. 


Q Did we have any -- 


Q May I? One other question. 





Q -- prior contact with the Governor General of 
Grenada before this operation started? ; a cae 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? ol 

Q Did we have any contact with the Governor General © ~ 


of Grenada prior to the start of this operation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
address that question until we find out what the status of the 
Governor General is. 


Q -- what time did you inform the Soviets? 


Q Can you tell us, does the island have a strategic 
importance to the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Can you tell us whether this island has a strategic , 
importance to the United States, particularly in light of the fact 
that that runway was one of the aerial pictures the President showed 
last spring in his -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
President and the various Cabinet Secretaries and other briefers have 
outlined the importance, the strategic importance of the Caribbean area. 
to the United States previously and also the concern which we had for .. 
a 10,000-foot runway being built there, ostensibly for tourist use ‘¢: 
when you couldn't -- if you landed one 747 on the island, you couldn't - 
find enough hotel rooms for all the people that got off of it. 





‘ 


Q Do you expect that runway to be finished? Patil 


Q How long do you expect these troops to be there? 
You said they're going to be withdrawn -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a minimum of 
time. I can't give you a time frame, but that is the -- 
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Q Weeks or months or -- 


oles 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a minimum of time. 
I would hope it would be very short. | 
Q Well, what's a minimum time?, a 
Q Today? ee 3 igi eg 
2. oN 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I can't sc). 


give you that. gree: 






Q What Naval units are offshore? ti 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sir, it's part vf the 
Independence battle group and it's also part of the Marine amphibious | 


ready unit that are both destined for the Mediterranean. te Bef 
Q When? fee 
Q What was the initial Soviet reaction? oh : j 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not had any =-*is 
am not aware of any Soviet reaction yet. 5 on i. 
Q Six to twelve ships? 7 ‘4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir. Exactly. ; 
Yes, ma'am? * i 
Q Were the British asked to join this invasion by’ “y 
the United States? a ad ni Coe 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we did not ask ¢ 
them to join this invasion at all. No, ma'am. Pe 
Q Did someone else ask them? oe ms 
Q Were they in any way involved? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I know of. 
We consulted with the British and I think that the OECS may have 
had conversations with then. . 


Yes, sir? 


Q I need to get oo would like to clear up the 
status of these detainees. Now, you said the Cubans are going to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to clear it 
up, too. 


Q The Cubans are going to be put on the Cuban ship 
that's offshore. 


~ 7’ ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're going to be: 
offered to be put on the Cuban ship. That's correct. my + 


‘ 
gh" 
* +. , 


Q What's going to be done with the Soviets that ., 
have been detained? 


tebe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't address that ~ 
question at this time. 


A. 


Q Isn't it correct that the Governor General is 
appointed by the Queen? 


, MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. * ~~. 
Q Do you know his name? | Bary 
a a oa 
| SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's -- let “Uy; 
me just get i€ for you. “ “ae 
Q He's a Grenadan or a Briton? : | Orr 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's a Grenadan. pti » 
Paul Scoon, S-c-0-o-n. as aera” et 1 Pe PS 
Q What is the lesson here in terms of Soviet. 
aggression in Central and Latin America I mean, are you saying * . 
something here about how you're going to respond? * > 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the pasic 
lesson that you see here is that, when you have a government that‘. .{ 
takes over without benefit of election, as Bishop did, when they cause + 


ae~ 35 


concern for their neighbors, which obviously is what has happened ,"*.}) 
that these neighbors, in this case, under a treaty, have taken what. +4. 
they consider to be the appropriate action. eae 3 
We, aa Py 

Q Well, I guess my question -- a8 
. 4. EDT 


MR. JANKA: Let him finish this and we'll take 
one more question after this. | 
‘ 
Q Well, why didn't you overthrow Bishop then? 
Q Wait a minute. We were told that all questions — : 
will be answered. I mean, I was standing here quietly with my hand up.¥ 


MR. JANKA: Both men have important meetings to go to 
and we -- 


aes 


Q If I could follow up. What does it say about the 
U.S.? Is the U.S. now ready to project military power directly into 
the internal situations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to -- 
No, I'm not going to take that question that way. Obviously not. 
You can't read that into this action. 


Q Why not? 


Q Well, what can you read into it? I'm just trying --' 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I tried to give you: 
the reasons why we did it and that's the reasons why we did it. (te. 
Under that circumstances, as I said it, I don't read into what you said. 


MR. JANKA: One last question. 


<3 tel ev | 
> 


Q -- American commitments in the Mid-East -- 


Q Can you tell us -- will you please tell us how 
you conveyed and what you conveyed to the Russians when you said ¥ 
a while ago that you gave them an intimation of what was happening . 
without conveying the surprise act? , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: After the first troops ” 


were o” tne ground and we knew that the invasion had started, by te 

normal © >omatic means, the Russians and the Cubans were informed. 

Early :: <2 morning. ¢ 
4 


MR. JANKA: Last question. I'm sorry. Last question 
right here. , 


MORE 
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Q Between the American military commitments that- 
are now being made in Central America and in the Mid-East and here -- 


ees 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Would you 


start again, please? : —.-% 

Q Between the American military commitments that are | 
now being made in Central America, in the Middle East and in this: -># 
invasion, in addition to our regular military commitments, are the» Pog 
American Armed Forces having any difficulty covering all these ~* Bay of 
commitments now? Are we being stretched pretty thin? a a8: Se 


| ee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to = ‘ 
address that? ck eee 
x 





Q - What was the question? 3 “§ 
Q Are we being stretched too thin? Pog SE, 
| rie 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is no, . +? 2°: f° 
we are not being stretched too thin. meer. 
“t ee oe 
THE PRESS: Thank you. “. - 
END 10:18 A.M. EDT; 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1983, 3:00 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Good afternoon. 





I'd like, first, to cover four points: 


-- First, the reasons for the President's decision to commit 
U.S. forces in Grenada; . 


-- Second, our objectives as we undertake this effort; 


-- Third, the chain of events as they led up to the President's 
decision in the immediate days preceding it; 


-- And, fourth, the situation on the ground, very generally, as 
it was as Of about half an hour ago. 


There are two basic reasons that determined the President's 
decision. 


First was his concern for the welfare of American citizens 
living on Grenada. There are roughly a thousand of them. And 
what we saw was an atmosphere of violent uncertainty: of the 
Prime Minister of the country first put under house arrest, 
freed from house arrest by a large number of demonstrators 
estimated in the thousands, with that demonstration in one 
way or another becoming attacked, and with the Prime Minister 
and some of his cabinet members being executed. 


We see no responsible government in the country. We see 
arrests of leading figures. We see a shoot-on-sight curfew in 
effect. 


Reports -- their validity uncertain -- but reports are rife about 


arrests, deaths, and so forth, and certainly random sporadic 
firing that one could hear. 


All of these things are part of an atmosphere of violent 
uncertainty that certainly caused anxiety among U.S. citizens 
and caused the President to be very concerned about their 
safety and welfare. He felt that it is better under the cir- 
cumstances to act before they might be hurt or be hostage than 
to take any chance, given the great uncertainty clearly pre- 
sent in the situation, 
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So that is the first reason why the President acted as he did. 


Second, the President received an urgent request from the 
countries closest to the area, the Organization of Fastern 
Caribbean States, who of course followed these developments 
very ciosely over a long period of time, and intensively in 
recent days, and who determined for themselves that there were 
developments of grave concern to their safety and peace taking 
place. They brought in Jamaica and Barbados, and along with 
those two Countries, made a request to the United States to 
help them in their desire to insure peace and stability in 
their area. So their analysis of the situation, in terms of 
the atmosphere of violent uncertainty, paralleled our own. - 


And so in response to the request of this Organization and in 
line with a request that they made pursuant to Article VIII 
of their treaty, bringing them -- the states -- together, the 
President decided to respond to their request and to look 
after the welfare of American citizens in this atmosphere of 
uncertainty and violence. 


Second, insofar as our objectives are concerned, there are 
basically two, and very simple: 


-- First of all, to secure the safety of American citizens -- 
and, for that matter, the citizens of other countries -- and 
to assure that any who wish to leave may do so; 


-- And, second, to help the OECS States establish law and order 
in the country and establish again governmental institutions 
responsive to the will of the people of Grenada. 


Now third, let me just review very briefly the chain of 
events here. 


I think you undoubtedly know that on October 13, Prime 

Minister Bishop was placed under house arrest and subsequently 

on October 19 the demonstration and the freeing of him from 

house arrest took place, and then his death -- our information is 
by execution -- taking place on that date. 


On Thursday, October 29, as information about these 
developments was coming in to us here in the United States, 

of course the President was receiving them, and he had the Vice 
President chair a meeting in the Situation Room reviewing 
these events. That meeting took place in the late afternoon. 
I was not present at the beginning of the meeting since I was 
testifying before a Senate committee in closed-door session, 
but I came in with Ambassador Motley about halfway through the 
meeting; and essentially it was a meeting to review the grave 
turn of events and to consider their implications for the 
American citizens on the island. 
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Subsequent to that meeting and on the recommendation of that 
group, the President decided to divert some naval ships in the 
area, among them the task force that was carrying the group 
that would be the normal routine replacement of the Marines 
who are in Lebanon, and diverted them in the direction of 
Grenada. Other ships were also included. That was essen- 
tially-precautionary so that if the situation became worse, we 
would have a capability nearby. 


There were various discussions during the course of Friday, 
but on’ Satarday, October 22, a message came in from Bridgetown 
in Barbados. It reached me at 2:45 a.m. in Augusta, and [I 
discussed it with Bud McFarlane. About a half or three- 
quarters of an hour later, the Vice-President convening the 
key National Security advisers, in Washington, in ‘*eir 
discussion, we joined with him through a secure conference 
call to again evaluate the situation and the information in 


the cable. 


The information in the cable basically gave the OFCS states' 
analysis of the situation, and stated their very strong 
feeling that they must do something about it on Grenada 

and their feeling that they were not able to do it on their 
own, and so they asked if we would help them. I think you 
should note that by this time they had not only gathered then- 
selves together, but they had brought Barbados and Jamaica in 
their counsels. 


We shortly got the President up and we went through this 
material with him, and went over the views of various people 
that were taking part in the Vice President's meeting. The 
President talked to the Vice President, talked to the Secretary of 
Defense, heard their views, gave his own reactions. 





The meeting chaired by the Vice President reconvened at 9:00 
on Satu.day morning. The President spoke to them by telephone. 
I might say we considered whether or not to return, and we 
felt that if we were going to respond to this request, then 
the element of secrecy should be maintained; and if there was 
a sudden change in the President's plans, it would obviously 
call great attention to that possibility, so we stayed there. 


On Sunday, October 23, of course, that night we received the 
tragic news from Lebanon of the attack on the Marines, and 
that stunning news caused the President to decide in the early 
morning hours that we should return right away to Washington, 
and we did so. 


During the day on Sunday, we met first from 9:00 to 11:00, and then 
again later in the afternoon from 4:00 to 7:00. 


However, tracking back to the decision on October 22, it was 
felt that we should explore carefully with the leaders of the 
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OFCS and Jamaica and Barbados their information, their analy- 
Sis, and their intentions. So, Ambassador McNeil and Major 
General Crist were sent to Bridgetown. They left early 
Sunday. They met in the afternoon and evening in Barbados 
with leadérs there, and they were on the telephone to us 
through this period, giving us more information about the eva- 
luation being made in the area and the options that were 
before uS, . 


It was in the meeting on Sunday, that last meeting on Sunday, 
that the President made what I think one would call a ten- 
tative decision that we should respond to this urgent request, 
and that particularly so since their analysis and ours was 

of a very uncertain and violent situation threatening to our 
citizens. 


On Monday, October 24, of course, the plans were being made, 

the forces organized, and so forth. The President met in the 
afternoon from roughly 2:15 to 3:30, something like that, with 
the Secretary of Nefense and the Chiefs, and at the conclusion of 
that meeting, made a sort of semi-final military decision, he 
having had the advice of all his advisers the previous day 

that on general grounds we should proceed. I think the 
directive of the President to proceed was signed at about 6 p.m. 
yesterday. 


That's kind of the chronology. 


Finally, where do we stand on the ground? Both airports at 
Pearls and Port Salinas have been secured. The elements of the 
Caribbean Task Force, that is, of the countries from the 
Caribbean, are at Port Salinas. They landed approximately 
10:45 this morning. I think there are about 150 there now. 

The southern campus at the medical college near Port Salinas 
airport has. been secured. There are no reports of injuries 

to any American civilians. 


There are pockets of resistance in the St. Georges area. I 
don't want to identify further precisely where, because this 
is an Ongoing operation, and the military people need to be 
able to conduct their operation secure from any such 
disclosure. So that is the situation on the ground very 
generally at this point. 


Now for your questions. 


GREG NOKES, AP: “rr. Secretary, the charter of the Organization of 





American States, of which the United States is a member, pro- 
vides that, "No sts** or group of states has the right to inter- 
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vene directly or indirectly, for any reason whatever, in the 
internal or external affairs of any other state. This prohi- 
hits not only armed force, but also any other form of inter- 
ference." 


Aren't we in violation of that Charter, sir? And if not, why not? 


SRCRETARY SHULTZ: The Orqanization of Fast Caribbean States 
provides for their collective security. Those states are not 
members o£ the Rio Treaty, under which the clause that you've 
mentioned would operate. So they have asserted themselves 
under their treaty, and asked us to help them. 

As they view it, and perhaps you heard Prime Minister 

Charles today express her views most eloquently, the develop- 
ments on Grenada pose definite security and peace risks to 
them, and that is the basis for their desire to act. Some are 
members of the OAS, but they are not members of the Rio 
Treaty; and their equivalent of the Rio Treaty is their own 
treaty. 


QOURSTION: Mr. Secretary, yesterday, in testifying to the 
Senate, you said, “At stake is the right of a small country to 
decide for itself how to achieve its sovereign objectives, 
free of outside pressure, threat, or blackmail." You were 
talking about Lebanon there. But why should not that same 
standard apply to Grenada? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it does; and in Grenada what you have 
at the present time is a set of events like this: In 1979, 

a constitutional government being in power, it was displaced 
by a bloodless coup, and Prime Minister Bishop has been in 
charge since that time. 





In the events that I described to you, Prime Minister Rishop 
was placed under house arrest, and then executed. For all 
intents and purpose, there is no semblance of a genuine 
government present. There is a vacuum of governmental respon- 
Sibility -- the only genuine evidence of governmental authority 
being a shoot-on-sight curfew. So in the light of that and in 
the light of the affinity that the other states feel together, 
they felt that they had to protect their peace and their 
security by taking this action and that doing so would help 
reconstitute legitimate government in Grenada. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you believe that the Cubans and 
the Soviets were in any way responsible for the execution of 
Prime Minister Bishop? And to what extent was the action 
taken, at least in general terms, as a signal to Havana and 
Moscow that the United States was prepared to act to protect 
its own security? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've tried to give very carefully what the 
considerations of the President were, and those are the 
reasons and the considerations for this action. This was not 
taken as a Signal about anything else. It was taken in the 
light of the threat to the lives and welfare of American citi- 
zens and in the light of a request from the local states who 
are close to the situation and whose analysis of the situation 
was parallel, and in fact, went a lot further than our own. 





OQURSTTON: © About the first part of the question, sir,: do you 
have any reason to believe that the Soviets or the Cubans were 
in any way responsible for the overthrow of the Bishop 
government? : 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have any direct information on 
that point. However, the OFCS states feel that such is the 
case. But that is not the hasis of this action on our part. 





NOUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you have said that one of our two 
objectives there was to help the OECS states establish law and 
order and governmental institutions. Does that mean that our 
troops will remain in Grenada until that is done? And what is 
your time estimate for how long that will take? 





SFCRETARY SHULTZ: Our troops will leave as soon as they 
possibly can. The forces of the other countries in the 
Caribbean who have initiated this action will be in the lead 
and working with Grenadans in trying to establish law and 
order and some form of provisional government. It will he 
their decisions to make in seeing how this situation unfolds, 
and we will leave as soon as we possibly can, leaving the 
island to those who are closest to it. 





QURSTION: Does that mean that our troops will stay there 
until they are satisfied that law and order has been 
established -- they, the other countries? 





SECRETARY ‘SHULTZ: I think they will be leaving very, very 
promptly, and we will have to decide for ourselves what the 
proper conditions are. We will work the people from the other 
governments involved, and they will have a leading role in 
making these decisions. 





I might say that the situation is one in which, in many of 
these countries, there really is no armed force at all. Prime 
Minister Charles expressed herself -- I might say to the amuse- 
ment, T quess, Of Secretary Weinberger -- she said, “When IT 
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took office, I decided the worst thing in the world you could 
have is an army, so I abolished it. I saved myself a lot of 
money, and I saved conflict between the military and the 


police force on the Island." 


So, that's what they have. And their belief is that the 

way to have Iaw-and order is not to have military establishment, 
but just a police force. And I imagine that they will work 
somewhat along those lines, although Grenada has a een 
of 100,000, so you have to take measures. 


I think you have the next question. 


-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the United States has now invaded 
this island with help from some other area democracies in the 
Caribbean to save and protect the lives of a thousand people, 
none of whom so far as we know, I guess, have been injured or 
killed. Why did it take the deaths of 200 Marines in Beirut 
to send Commander Kelley there to start thinking about addi- 
tional preventive, precautionary measures to save those lives? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, we have been concerned about the 
safety of our Marines all along as they have been there. It 
didn't take this terrible tragedy to create that concern... I 
think it is certainly the right thing to do, to have the 
Commandant of the Marine Corps go promptly to the area and _ 
evaluate the security situation in a fresh way. And I think, 
also, that when you are establishing a presence in an 
operating, commercial, international airport, naturally, you 
make decisions that involve some sort of balance between 
security risks on the one hand, and what it takes for an air- 
port to operate on the other. 





I think that, certainly, in the light of the terrible tragedy, 
that balance needs to be shifted, and the emphasis on 
security will have to be heightened very significantly. But, 
of course, we look for General Kelley's report. 


I think there is a certain pertinence to your question, 
because, it seems to me, and the President had to weigh this, 
with the violent and uncertain atmosphere that certainly was 
present on Grenada, the question is: Should he act to prevent 
Americans from being hurt or taken hostage? I think that if 
he waited and they were taken hostage, or many were killed, 
then you would be asking me that same question: “Why didn't 
you in the light of this clear violent situation, take some 
action to protect American citizens there?" 


I don't want to get in the position of second-guessing myself, 
Or the President, but rather to say, one has to weigh these 
considerations and be willing to take a decision in the light 
of all of the circumstances, and that is what the President 
did. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, as you know, Grenada is a former 
British colony, and the Governor-General there was appointed 
by the British, the person you spoke of a while ago. Mrs. 
Thatcher has said in Parliament over there that their govern- 
ment advised against this and that the British did not wish to 
go along with it. 





I would like to ask you two things flowing from that. First of. 
all, does the fact that the British do not go along with it 
cause some cloud over the Governor-General, the British- 
appointed person now being the one we look to? And, secondly, 


30 
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in view of their experience on the island, why did the United 
States disregard their recommendation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We responded to the urgent request of the 
States in the area, which are now independent states. They're 
no longer British colonies. Although obviously the British 
have had great experience there, so have we. The Caribbean is 
in ouf-neighborhood, too, so we have a very legitimate affi- 
nity for those people. 





We responded to their request just as Barbados and Jamaica 
did. British or other states that may or may not have been 
asked -- I don't have the list of who the OECS asked to help 
them. But each state has to take its own decision, and the 
President took ours. s 
As far as the establishment of authority on the island is con- 
cerned, we believe that the Governor-General is the logical 
person, given the fact that there is a vacuum of government 
there, and we expect that it will occur that way. We are, of 
course, always impressed with the views of the British 
Government and Mrs. Thatcher, but that doesn't mean that we 
always have to agree with them. Of course, we also have to 
make decisions in the light of the security situation of our 
citizens as we see it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you give us a report on 
casualties, including whether there have been Cuban casualties 
in combat with Americans, and the status of the Cubans and the 
Soviets on the island? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't give you an account of casualties. 
Tt don't have that information at hand, but it will be made 
available as soon as we have it. I think probably the 
appropriate place, since they have it, is at the Pentagon. 





As far as the Soviet Union and Cuba are concerned, as the 
Operation got underway, we notified both the Soviet Union and 
Cuba of the fact of the operation, of our intentions, and of 
our readiness to look to the safety of their people on the 
island. It's my understanding that the Soviets that are there 
have been identified; they are safe, and their safety is being 
looked to. On the other hand, in the case of the Cubans, 
there are many more there. I think there are some 600 Cubans 
there. Presumably, construction workers. But it is the case 
that some number -- I don't know how many, and perhaps the 
military don't know at this point how many -- are resisting 
and firing at our forces and, of course, that would cause us 
to fire back. 


cw 
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QUESTION: I would like to ask two questions. One factual and 
One more philosophical. Who is in charge of Grenada tonight? 
I mean, at this minute? Where is Mr. Austin? Are we running 
the country, or are they still running the country? And, 
secondly, even though your intention may not have been to send 
a message, do you think anybody in the Caribbean or anywhere 
else in the world gets a message from this action? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't. I can't identify the whereabouts 
of Mr. Austin who was not genuinely in charge insofar as we 
could see, in any case. ° 





As far as who is running the country is concerned, the country 
has been in a state since the house arrest of Prime Minister 
Bishop, essentially, of a kind of vacuum of governmental 
authority. And that still exists although as the forces of 
the Caribbean task force are able to develop their contacts 
there, presumably a governmental structure will emerge. 


As far as your philosophic question is concerned, of course, 
those who want to receive a message will have to receive it. 
That was not the purpose of this operation. The purpose was 
as I have stated it. 


QUESTION: Traditionally, in this part of the world, there's 
been a great concern about Yankee force, Yankee imperialism, 
Yankee aggression, et cetera. 





How do you plan -- how do you intend to counter the impression 
that the United States is once again using its overwhelming 
military superiority in this part of the world to achieve a 
specific, political objective? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the principal point here is that 
the concerns and the requests for help came from the states in 
the region, and they have put their own forces into this pic- 
ture. The fact that their forces are small in comparison with 
Ours is only a reflection of the fact that they don't invest 
very much in the way of resources into military capability; 
and, of course, they don't have much to invest in the first 
place. It's in the nature of these countries that they're 
essentially peaceful. But they have put what they can of 
their own forces forward, and they have taken the lead in 
suggesting this, and they are there now in the early stages of 
this effort. And as law and order returns, they will basi- 
cally be in charge; not us. So it is no effort on our part to 
gain control of any other country. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I can just follow up. The 





British, who have been critical of this action, took an inde- 
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pendent action against the Falklands last year when they 
thought it was necessary. 


I€ they cannot accept the American justification, how do you 
think, or how many countries in Latin America do you feel will 
accept the American explanation now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Certainly, Jamaica, Barbados, and the , 
Caribbean states involved. They have asked us very explicitly, 
not Only “in the first instances I brought out, but on further 
probing from Ambassador McNeil, to really be sure that they 
had analyzed the situation carefully and they were making a 
thoughtful and thoroughly thought- oe request, which ‘mney 
were and are. 





I think that's the thing you have to rest on, and it seems to 
me people ought to recognize where this request came from; 
and, also, the fact that we will leave promptly. We have no 
intention of staying there, and the government that will be 
produced by the people of Grenada is emerey up to them as 
far as we're concerned. 


QUESTION: Just to clear up one thing, Mr. Secretary, you said 
that there were contacts with the Cubans and with the Soviet 
Union to inform them of what we were about to do, or had just 
done. Had there been any contacts at. any level since then, 
-and what have you heard from the Soviet Union about this? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to go into detail about diplo- 
matic exchanges. But, of course, in general, their response 
has been that they expect us to look to the safety of their 
citizens. And certainly, as one might expect, they object 
strenuously to this action. 





The boss says I have to go. I have to go up to the House and 
talk to them and then the Senate. So I'm on my way to the 
Congress. 


(Press conference concluded at 3:35 P.M.) 
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to be here at 10:30 a.m. and Secretary Schultz and I were talking::to -. 
the President about Lebanon. . = | nae 


. 
fhe, 
5 


Let me try just five or 10 minutes and then take your * 
questions. I am confident that your interests surely are focused 
upon timely events in Lebanon and Grenada, and I'll be glad to treat, ,, 
those. I focus what I have to say, though, in the way of background, ~~‘ 
or I guess I'd call it perspective from the Presidency on these events, 
because they do seem, to the President, to be of a piece and reflective 
of the character of the threat that is present in an era of eters 


That's guite a mouthful. ‘What do I mean by that? The _ ~* 
United States has passed through in the decade of the '70s a terribly 
important era in post-war history... I. say that because throughout the 


first 25 years after World War II the United States enjoyed, without : 
ever saying so or without ever telling American about it in any coherent > 
fashion -- we enjoyed an enormous luxury, a luxury that comes fromiec: , 
superiority of power of unchallengeability in any strategic sense. ici °‘. 


Frankly, that's good news and bad news. It prevents a lot of ‘threats, — 
confrontations, and conflicts. But it also provides an enormous hedge 
for flabby thinking that allows administrations of both parties -- 

from 1945 through, I would say, the mid '70s -- to refuse to deal with 
hard realities of balance-of-power politics that other nations of the 
world have dealt with for most of their lives. Surely since the turn 

of modern history in 1815, the Europeans have. But we've never had 

to do that until about the mid '70s. 


But what does that mean, as I say, in contemporary terms? 

What happens when we move from being superior to being equal, so to 
speak? Looked at in the corollary sense, what happens to the Soviet 
Union when they move from being no longer being inferior to being as 
good as? It's in that latter context, which is easier to understand, 
specifically. For all of that same post-war period, everytime the 
Soviet Union wanted to challenge us, by an expansion of their influence 
some place, they had to stop and think: Is this going to bring into 
confrontation with the United States or not? Or, if it is, we will 
lose, therefore we'd better not do it. Pe eth i 


That's very simplistically put, but if you look around. 
the globe and you examine places like Iran right after World War II, é 
the Soviet ambitions there--- and indeed their presence there -- there 
was a confrontation, and it led the Soviet Union to withdraw. .It. . 
wasn't quite that clearcut in other. situations, but in general sense 
this incredible power of the United States did provide an effective. 
deterrent, and in the post-1975 period you find quite a different 
change in Soviet behavior, and increasing propensity to take risks, 
I would call it, in the economic sense. ‘ 
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Now, the Soviet Union is a cautious power. It didn't a ee 
reach this point-and then suddenly say, "Well, let's go out and try 
it ourselves, let's barge in someplace and see how the Americans 
react." They first moved through surrogates: Cubans in Angola, 
Libyans elsewhere, East Germans in Ethiopia, this kind of thing. ~~ 


But, as we saw, the United States did not react in any =: ;4 
conceret way to Angola, Ethiopia, South Yemen, Cambodia, and has He ly, 
provided a certain acceleration of Soviet efforts which intensified, “4. 
leading to ultimately their directives of their own force in Afghanistan. 

ae : 

Well, what is the correlation between that history, or®. ae 
the way that I cast that history, and the past two months, call it? th, on 
What have the American people seen in the last two months? They've’ ¥ Fe 
seen violence in a lot of places. They've seen it in Korea, Rangoon, f 
Beirut, Grenada. -My point is that the effect of the shift in the ,, eer 
balance, the political potential of parity, if you will, is to lead -_s 

. 
a 






-- not to a greater likelihood of nuclear conflict, but to a greater ' ae 
likelihood of low-order challenges all around the giobe, where our’ 
interests and the Soviets’ conflict. fer? ney 


Now, we are seeing that accelerating pace here and there, 1 4 
and we have seen it in recent days. This is different from facing a =: 
challenge of the set-piece bettle on the northern plain of Europe, 4 
which has been the focus of the overwhelming investment of our con- : 
ventional and strategic military power for the past generation. This 
is a more variegated, unpredictable kind of probing threat at points 
of vulnerability and points of great importance to the United States -- . 
strategic waterways, strategic resources, places which will influence. 
the economic vitality of the West and the industrialized world. | *. 


Now, what does that imply? well, it implies, on the one “' 
hand, that you cannot deal with these things by having forces in place ~ 
that confront, as they do in the northern plain of Europe, the Soviet — 
Union -- and deterrence has to be a more diffuse, a more flexible -- q.. 
or has to involve a more flexible strategy. - 


Now, the specific content of these recent challenges 
have been of a piece to the extent that they represent a terrorist 
dimension to Soviet strategy. And the terrorist dimension is keenly 
Suitable to dealing with democracies generally and to the United 
States as a democracy. 


Why do I say that? Well, basically, we don't like 
violence. WNobody likes violence, but because it is violence of a 
character, which is often difficult to even identify the source of 
conclusively, because it is ambiguous violence, violence against 
which there doesn't appear to be any effective counter. I'm saying 
this from an imputed American point of view, the man in the street -- 
that there is a revulsion to it and a wish to avoid it and to get | 
away from it. It reinforces a natural isolataonist sentiment, I 
think, and that's what is particularly effective as a strategy on 
the part of the Soviet Union. What it implies is that the United 
States has got to first of all recognize the problem and make clear 
that the premise on which terrorism is founded -- that is, that you 
can exploit democratic short attention spans -- and isolationism is 
wrong and that this attention span can be altered, in the American . 
perception, to sustain a willingness on the part of our government °*' 
to counter, ultimately to deter, this threat; to deter by a record 
of demonstrating that this terrorism will not be allowed to succeed. 


That‘s a very difficult thing to do. It requires a 
willingness to respond to violence firmly. It requires a tragic, 
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periodic experience of loss of life. 


The President feels very strongly that we will see this — 
kind of threat. It isn't a function of anything this administration - 
has done; it is a function of an evolution in the balance of power 
which has led to this accelerating low-order conflict problem. undead, 
it goes back to the middle sixties, if there a date on which to mark” 
the evolution in the strategic balance, when decisions were made<« 
deliberately in the country, with support of both parties, to cease * 
the manufacture of ICBMs, to cease building submarines, to not ‘build’: 7 
another bomber, and to not, indeed, modernize our conventional forces, 
in short, a deliberate, conscious sense that we should test Soviet 4. 
motivations with regard to power by seeing whether the example uni-® # 
laterally of disarmament by us, which is truly what we did, would, ‘lead 
to their corresponding disarmament. “A 






Well, it didn't work that way. Tne Soviets did not ais 
arm; indeed, when he halted our ICBMs at 1000, they accelerated well * 
past that by 40 percent. When we stopped building submarines, they} 
built 60 in the next 15 years, while we built zero. When we zeroed 
out B52 production, they came on with two more bombers of their own.:.. 
So, in short, unilateral disarmament didn't work -- well moana: tt 
perhaps worth a try, but the result is parity and a substantially‘* 
increased prospect of low-order challenges to the security of American 


interests. ay ee 
ete 


Well, you don't deal with this kind of thing by menacing: 
or by some kind of jingoistic movement of forces for the sake of ~° = 
rattling sabers. You have to first ofall restore your foundation and 
that's what the President's been devoting his effort to the past two ° 
years; we have begun the road back, the restoring of foundation as % 
deterrence in this country. ty! i 

5 


Now, from that foundation you have to flush out your .’° 
forces in ways that express your understanding of the diverse or 
the new kind of threats ‘you face, that it isn't a set-piece battle™ 
on the plain of Europe that is your foremost probability, but you ie 
need units which are flexible, which can be a different place a we 
different day quickly, not so that they can be used but so that the ,; 
capability deters. Deterrence, after all, is the name of the game.’ 


be \. 


That capability can and will deter in the out years. I,: 
for one, having spent my life in the business here, mostly in the 
military, looking at the force programs that we have coming on line 
Gownstream, am confident that the mobility that they involve, the 
kind of training and equipment, will enable the United States to 
deter this kind of thing effectively. So, we are in a period now where 
we are seeing the Soviet Union test us at the margins here and 
there. The United States need not be alarmed, the United States ; 
capabilities are surely effective to deter, and this is what we shall 
do. 


, 


It involves more than this. I think that we are ina . 
period where the Soviet Union is adjusting to this turning of the 
trend of the seventies, that is, that the expectation that the United 
States as a nation declined, would continue that downward trend, is 
being turned, and it is being proven not true. I made the mistake ,; 
of referencing in my first remarks two weeks ago to the fact that 
Spengler may be wrong -- I don't mean to be soporific but I think ~°* 
that is what this President is demonstrating, that, indeed, itis | 
not the inevitable course of a free-enterprise, democracy-oriented -i... 
society that will become materialistic and unable to defined that | 
interests. 


The Soviet Union is accommodating to that and it has 
led to a state of unease and anxiety on their part because it is * 
different, it is different from what they have had to deal with for + 
the past 15 years. Now, it doesn't necessarily mean that the United. 
States is on all fours looking at this Soviet menace and determined , 
to look at it in a confrontational way: absolutely not. 


The United States must be; indeed, this President is and 
shall remain, fundamentally and profoundly committed to solving 
problems with the Soviet Union. Now, that is a task that we -- 
that is a commitment, an attitude, which we must make clear and beyond 
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making clear, reflect in our engagement with the Russians to solve 
problems, and we will do that. 





Frankly, I believe that while it has been a difficult 
period, these past two-and-a-half years, a period in which there has 
been a wrenching within the Soviet Union as they have wrestled with 
this problem of a reemergent America, that we are entering now a time 
when you will see serious efforts to resolve problems. The first 
steps will be tentative and uncertain on their side but the peaceful 
resolution of disputes is the fundamental obligation of any adminis- 
tration and is surely the fundamental commitment of Ronald Reagan.» } 

so 


I think you will see that translated into sardinia ae 
interest and good will toward solving problems across the board. be is 
in the weeks and months ahead. (Ry 

Pith 2, 

I apologize; I didn' t have any script and I've just been 
thinking about this the last few days. Do you want me to go on: 
talking specifically about Lebanon and Grenada, or do you want to ask 
guestions? I'll be glad to take your questions. Ae: 4, 


Q You raised some very interesting points and 't don't 
know exactly where to begin. Though you did not state specifically that 
Soviet Union is responsible for the events of the last couple of **** 
weeks, that was the clear import, at least as I got it, of what you j. 
said. Do we have substantial evidence to indicate that they were “**" 
either directly or indirectly responsible for what happened in Beirut 
and were they responsible for the threats that we saw in Grenada, 
either directly or through their proxies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first part 
of it, in Lebanon, the short answer is no, absolutely not. I don't 
think it's contradictory for me to say that neither is there evidence 
nor is it my expectation that the Soviet Union would have allowed it 
to happen, had they known about it. And so while I appear to be , 
contradicting myself, I think this is an instance in which the direct 
Soviet involvement is not true. 


The sources of it are not confirmed. The President's: 
talked to the issue of the circumstantial weight of evidence, which 
indicates Iranian elements were responsible for the actual conduct 
of it. Facilitating that activity could not have been an exclusively 
Iranian * 
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undertaking. There will be more on that in the next day or so. 
Q ~ Who could have put them up to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they .—  ;:. 
put themselves up to it. It is a matter of who’helped it happen. “!.: ; 
And there are other candidates for that. And I just will not : 

have anymore to say on that today. But I expect you will hear -:... *: 
more about it in the next day or so. = AEM: 


Q Secretary Weinberger said this morning that ; % 
it had to be with at least the tacit approval of the Syrians. i 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would 
agree with him on that. 





.¢ 
The situation in Grenada falls within the context ae 
of my overall remarks. Lebanon is within the overall context + 
of them. The management of specific events on a given day are 
important though from the Soviet perspective. And I do not i dl 
think the Soviets were responsible. Indeed, I think the Soviets *,*:'"* ¢ 
would have been opposed to that operation. | uh ey 
bal ad 


Grenada is a different kind of situation, but within .. 
the same overall rubric of the kind of threat generally that we 
face. The establishment of a Marxist regime in the country was + 
surely consistent with Soviet interests and Cuban interests. 4 
The potential of Grenada as a country whose geography makes it ; 
very susceptible to support and assistance to Soviet interests goe 8 
in the strategic sense: it is clear. The different aspect of <2 cap 
what happened there is that without any United States urging, ti 
and that is simple truth, the countries of the area sawit asa §-* ‘ 
Ganger to their stability. And that was not simply a matter of a 
the past week. Since '79 when the Bishop regime was there, the *, 
repression of other citizens, of foreign nationals in Grenada was - 
apparent to all of the other countries around. The out-migration .% 
of 20,000 Grenadans was, also, a manifestation of the repression ‘ 
that was going on inside. — 


But it reached a climax when in the coup of the 12th 
there was such a wave of anarchistic activity that the other 
countries who had experienced subversion from Grenada over a 
period of four years and had their own nationals there vulnerable 
came to us and said that this is intolerable. And we implore 
the United States to join with us in trying to restore order. 

The President agreed with their judgment on it. And in response 
to their request, the United States went in. The effect of the 
operation is one that will not be clear for days or even weeks. 
But I think that is, as a manifestation of the willingness of the 
United States in concert with its friends to join in defending 
their interests -- can only have a salient effect upon the 
confidence of these countries in the United States and against 
the, and upon the willingness of the other side to expand its 
adventurism in developing countries generally and, surely, those 
which have any relationship to important interests of the 

United States. 


I think you all are aware of Prime Minister 
Bouterse's call last evening for Cuba to withdraw its Ambassador .. 
in Suriname, not an insignificant event given the trend in 
Surinamese policy over the past months since Bouterse came to 
power, an apparent strengthening of ties to Cuba which appear, now, 
to have been disrupted. But I would not seek to say that there is 
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a direct causal relationship there. But I do not think they are 


unconnected. Sorry; I was too lona-winded. . , 
0 You phrase this very much as a response to the ’¢ 
request of those island nations. But we had diverted a task force ¢ 


that was purportedly headed to relieve the force in Lebanon a couple 
of days before that request came. So does it not look as if we . , 
might have done this on our own anyway out of a hostage fear or -*,. 2 

ee 







whatever? : - 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, sometimes when: Es: 

you are in this job you are, kind of, a victim of circumstance and! ix 

coincidence. But let me try to tell you the truth about it. 4 é 





Q Yes. And one other thing -- the fact that that et 
task force had paratroopers, rangers, which I do not think 2 ae, 3 
anybody would expect to be used in Lebanon, sounds almost like ras gag" 
that that task force was headed for the Caribbean all the time. at 
If you could address that -- ¥ 


i 
om 


ot 
Had 


es: 


Ms ae 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. First of all, >: 

I encourage you to go back to the history of deployments of i. 
Marine forces to the Mediterranean in the past couple of years. 
And you will find that as a matter of course in the last few times 
that we have sent our relief battalions on over to Lebanon, they 
have gone through the Caribbean. Now, that is for good and 
sufficient reason. I mean, anytime there is turmoil in an area, 
that is what those guys are paid for. You send them where there 
is the possibility of something going wrong. And then, they 
continued on to Lebanon and went into the country. And that is 
what this one did. 


. 
aa 
4 


*, vr 


seis 


Now, the -- but I do not want to be misleading to . =. 
you. There was of course, in the wake of October 12th and the , 


. eee 


ensuing murders of people, a prudent -- or a reason for us to take. ‘b 
prudent measures such as sending that task force that way again. ti 
Now, in fact, it was diverted this time down there. We do not > 


always do it. We have in the past few times. But this one was : 
sent down there out of precaution, but only out of precaution. ' 
I give you my word on that. There was no premeditated decision 
before we received that request to take action in Grenada. And that 
is fact. These other things were the kinds of contingent, 
precautionary actions that we take, indeed, all the time. 


The reality of the other force involvement, which is 
a good point -- this was not just a Marine force. It has the 
82nd Airborne down there, too. All of that was put together in 
the wake of the meeting that was called by those five Caribbean 
countries to ask us to help. 


Q You are saying the 82nd was not with the task 
force when it left and went to the Caribbean, that they went down 
later? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not, no. 

Q Yes. F 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It went down all 
by air delivery yesterday. 


Q Okay. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the only people 


on the scene before that was the Marine amphibious unit which is 
the Marine battalion and the Marine helicopter squadron. 


’ MOL, 
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° : ¥. 
Q Can I interrupt you with one thing and ask you 
if you, maybe, misspoke about the unit. From the Pentagon _ 
yesterday, it was all the talk it was the 75th Ranger battalions, 53a 
battalions from the 75th Rangers, not the 82nd. Is the 82nd, fii 7 AS. 
also, involved? Pe, 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good point, there | = «3 
are two different units there. There was the 75th Rangers. And’, = ;. 
the 82nd Airborne units went in after they went in. And current“! *«" 
force level if I am not mistaken is two battalions of Rangers (-). pat 4 
they have a couple of companies they did not send -- and four eo 53 
battalions if I am not mistaken of the 82nd. AE RE 
. .- ee <i 2 
Q Sorry to interrupt. I was just checking. aa “ie Tp. 
a eae, & 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at all. - a BR 
: a 
Q When you talk about the potential for other . 
ae 


rather similar action as necessary to Soviet maneuvering, how ARS ; 
far can we extend ourselves. Certainly, you have not built the §.“".. * 
U.S. military machine back to a very great level at this point. ghd, 
Is there not a danger of overextension if some of these things ” ee 
should be protracted, say, in Lebanon, the Caribbean and so on? oe ok sv 


+e 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the short . *.* .\" 
answer to the question, are we over extended now, is no. I : - 
think that an assumption of the question is that | a ¢ 
t 
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this kind of action requires extended force presence for a long 
time to deal with. Now you have a valid point. ’ The implication thy 
of the Lebanese presence, or our presence in Lebanon, is that -- - :* 
vinditates what you say. Generally speaking, this kind of threat’’;. +. 
ought not -- indeed, must not -- involve sustained American pre- */%)* «: 
sence to deal with it. tg 





It must be a very prompt operation, and I am very ~~" 
confident that this operation in Grenada will be prompt, and promptly’ 





. 
terminated. >". : 
Q If I -- ; 

: Ee be 3 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. , ks 4 

rin 
Q If I could follow up on that, it seemed to me m7 p. 


you were saying, though, that this is a re-emergent America, which 3% 
the next time the Soviets go into Afghanistan or something that wet - 
will do something about it. Did I misunderstand you, or -- ™ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't intend that, ** 
but I don't intend to -- I don't accept that that is likely. What I 
am saying is that, yes, this is a re-emergent America, and because it 
is a re-emergent America there won't be any more of those. Now that 
sounds a little macho, and I suppose with prudence I ought to say 


that by restoring our foundation we improve the prospects of deter- : 
rence, which is a little more hedged, and I guess more accurate, . 
actually. ? 

Yes? . > x" 


Q The abandonment of the posture of superiority 
and a movement toward parity has increased low-order threats. What 
do you expect to gain by moving back toward a posture of superiority? 
What do you think the Soviet response will be to it and what does our 
counter-response-have to be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not going 
to lean toward a policy of superiority. I mean if you deployed the 
entire program in the President's Strategic Modernization Program, 
the United States would not have a superior force. 


Q Don't we have a treaty with the Soviets that 
Nixon struck that we agree on parity? Is that not written in treaty 
language? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As a practical matter, 
it is. It isn't anything codified. It says that neither side will 
try to seek unilateral advantage, and so forth. And that is true. Nor. 
do we, nor does this deployment approximate any effort toward super- 


iority. ¥ 
’ 

Q May I ask -- take it back to Lebanon for a minute if 
here, and ask about -- what will -- what do you see now, having --*:"’ .% 
given your experience with a cease-fire recently, what are the next , 
political steps in Lebanon for us? And second to that is, how do you .i 
see our training of the Lebanese army going to the point of when they ‘. 
will be able to -- is there some point at which you can see down the Soy &. 
road where the Lebanese army will actually be able to take over what 4. 
the multinational force is now doing in Lebanon? ae y 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I definitely do. 7 
It's going to take very determined effort, politically and economically ¥ 
and through military assistance. But the opportunity is great in 
Lebanon -- the opportunity.is high. 
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We are pursuing a strategy based upon the premise 
that the parties within Lebanon, the Lebanese parties, faced with -“ 
the two alternatives of -- alternative futures of partition and a 
prevailing influence by Israel and Syria in their affairs, versus 
a future of Lebanon by Lebanese for Lebanese and the withdrawal would * 


rather have the latter. “Bons % 
% 


And that the government itself, the central government, 
knows that to get there, to get a Lebanese solution which is niente \ 
with the interests of their neighboring states, a Lebanon in at ist. 
Syria and Israel would agree to withdraw must be a Lebanon that is\ 
-- that includes a government reflective of the population, and 
politically, ethnically, demographically, and, thus, na*tional ie. 
ciliation has been our goal in recent months. 4 


- re , sansinge 


ae 


y- 


Now I make it sound very easy, and it's not easy. zs 
has almost never happened in Lebanon. You're asking people with * 
bitterness and hatred, blood feuds, to sit around a table and make es 
deals, compromise. And ———- whose children have been murdered : 
by other leading families, to suddenly compromise with members of '*’ 
those families, that's not easy. But the only thing which gives ~- 
us some hope that it may now be possible when it hasn't been before 
is because now there is no -- there is a foreign presence in 90 per- - % 
cent of the territory. 


yee 


And that all the Lebanese know that however bitter. * 
they may be, they are never going to get their country back until “ 
they reach accommodations under terms through which the neighboring 
parties, Israel and Syria, gre confident that their own interests ¢ 
will not be damaged. But I believe that there is a chance of suc- ? 
cess. It depends importantly on two things: it depends on the wis- : 
dom of the government in seeing the need for compromise in the * 
fundamental, political framework that has existed in Lebanon for 
over a generation to accept that there cannot be a prevailing 
Maronite domination of the country, and of our dexterity in being 
able to continue to urge it in that direction. 


Secondly, it depends upon the wisdom of the opposition 
elements within Lebanon, the Lebanese elements, to see that the 
alternative futures, if they want to have Lebanon back, require 
compromise. And to not overload the circuit and require unaccept- 
able change too fast to make it stable. But I do believe that's 
possible. Now it's not just internal elements that are going to 
give you a solution in Lebanon. There are a lot of other elements 
that are necessary to give you a stable outcome. 


The PLO right now, still in Lebanon, 12,000 fighters 
around Tripoli. We have to find a way to deal with that. But I 
look at that as an opportunity, not a problem. If, for example, 
there were a way to find -- to re-engage other parties in the peace 
process in sponsorship of Palestinian goals, and that this could 
once more be brokered with Arafat. That is an opportunity. The con- -. 
text of what is going on in the Iran-Iraq war. This is the focus of 
attention throughout the Islamic world right now, or at least me. 
Arab world. 


~- “* <%. 


And if the United States is sensible about how it con- 

ducts itself with respect to that conflict, I think that it can play , 
back very constructively on the outcome of Lebanon. I think that ., 4 
the United States, which has historically oriented its Middle East | 
policy upon the security of Israel and good relations with Israel, “ 
should reconfirm that and assure that relations with Israel are solid . 
and on a very firm basis, and that our cooperation is thorough and 
mutually beneficial. 
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And that that mutual confidence can play into the uyaod: 
solution in Lebanon, as well. There are a lot of elements here Cy * 
which offer great Opportunity. High risk, yes, but I think manage-,-: 
able. 


Q Sir, in that context, a menber of rather poent~* x ¥3 
nent, respected members of Congress are continuing to say that aside: »: q 
from the general explanations of what we are trying to do in Lebanon. ay 
they still have not heard a clear explanation of specifically what }.* "4? 
the role of our Marines is in Lebanon, just what the specific mis- 4%: od 
sion is. 


, oe oe 304 

And could you briefly, if you will, articulate how "*» Tel 

you see that as of now and the President does, and tell us whether. -} 
there is any consideration being given to an eventual phasing out -: wt. 
= the Marines in conjunction with a phasing in of a United Nations 
orce? ‘oe ¢ 


Re..: iV 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. First of all, tee Sad 
the presence of U.S. Marines and contingents from other countries has ~'3 
been oriented since their second introduction last fall toward pro- 
viding a presence which will reinforce the efforts of the government 
of Lebanon to restore institutions that serve the interest of all of _. 
the Lebanese people and the interest of stability throughout the. tal 
country and the pursuit of policies compatible with the interest of 
its neighbors. 


They are, as well, to foster a process or to assist 
in fostering a process which will lead to the withdrawal of foreign 
forces and the extension of Lebanese sovereignty throughout the 
country. Now what do I mean by that? I mean by supporting the 
efforts of the government to establish institutions that their 
presence, underwriting as their presence does, the efforts of this 
current government to build political, economic and military insti- i 
tutions in the country is a-valid concept. 


And I say that it's valid based upon the history of the 
past year. In the past year, the efforts towards building those 
institutions have begun, and, in some respects, are fairly well alcng.. 
They have built an army. Now, Lebanon hasn't had an army that has 
been truly a national army, reflective of the ethnic make-up of the 
country, in quite a long time. It has built it, it has been sus- 
tained, tested in battle, and received in return support, widespread 
support, beyond the Maronite community, and that's clear. 


You can go to Lebanon, ask throughout the community. 
It has a great deal of credibility. We have not yet finished the 
work of building political institutions which are equally reflective 
of the country. That is our stated policy. And to the extent that 
the presence of Marines there are an expression of support to the 
government ' forts to do that, and that the government has now 
declared that that is, indeed, its intention, they have served a 
very useful purpose. 


A year ago that wasn't true. Today it is. They have +> 
also been key and J 7 ‘4 
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central to getting the withdrawal of 5,000 Palestinian troops out 
of Lebanon, a real beginning of the strategic or a resolution of the ° 
strategic problem that led Israel to go in there in the first place. 
It's also been central to getting an agreement providing for thes... 
withdrawal of Israeli forces. So, in short, when you look back'ataci.. 
what has happened, PLO going out, agreement with Israel, institutions 
being formed and a process of reconciliation about to take place,* +. 
all of which would fall apart without those Marines, their pregence 
has been very successful and their.mission confirmed in spades. © q 
.* gut, w 
Now, Clearly, no President can hazard the lives of any 
Americans anywhere casually; this President surely doesn't. And if 
there are ways in which their pursuit of that mission can be made.j 
less risky, we must take it and I think you will see measures;af’™ 


that kind, based upon General. Kelley's recommendations :in the’ 
few days. mi 
Q Can we expect more responses like our ai. oct. 

Grenada if the Soviets do not cool it? What you seem to be saying ~ 
is that you think the Soviets will cool it, if I could use shorthand. 
What if they don't? What if they do do another Afghanistan orisame- 
thing? Haven't you suggested that we're committed to -- this isa’ 
very low threshhold operation, obviously, it seems like it's an-easy 


one to win, but aren't there very broad implications of what you!weoi 
Said about our general stance? . ‘i = patos. 










_ 
“ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't intend to be 
-- to suggest that because the United States reacted to a request from 
seven governments to help that that means that we're going to.go out 
looking for fights. I don't mean that. ~ ae wsuteha oR, 

L.& ways 

Q I didn't mean to suggest that but what if we. getiig, 
one that we weren't looking for? An Afghanistan is a good example, . 
Or a South Yemen. You seem ta be saying that things are: different: it: 
now and the Soviets have done all this mischief and we aren't<goingt | 
to put up with that any-more and we're sending them this message. *; 
But how much -- “% 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 1* 
Gid say that. I said that the character of the threat is different 
and we must be prepared to deal with this new kind of threat and sow 
to the extent that that is what you mean, the United States must;;+ 
seek to detér threats to its interests and should deterrence fail, 
to deal with them wherever they occur. It is in the definition of 
those interests and the character of your response that we might. 
differ. + Ou. 


I do not intend to say that the United States can take 
on and champion the causes of everybody throughout the world; we 
cannot, we shall not. But where United States interests are . 

threatened, interests that are important to us, we must deter andoc3. 
I think we are deterring effectively, or we must be prepared to 

cope with the problem if deterrence fails. I don't suggest that the 
Soviet Union is directly -- it's likely that they will ames 
challenge those in the short term. Wisc 

Q To return to Grenada, was there a group there. , 
strong enough and organized enough to provide a free and non-Marxist 
government in a short time, and how long a time would you think 
that would be to get our forces out? 


ie) / 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that isn't any 
of our business and I don't say that frivolously, nor is it some- 
thing within our knowledge or our competence. The thinking ofx¢he 
leaders of the other Caribbean neighbors is that, yes, it is possible 
to form a provisional government and to expect that that provisional 
government can set in motion a process leading to popular elections 
and so forth, and popular selection of a government , and that's based 
on their informed judgments of living there and we're prepared to ; 
accept that. 


Q There have been suggestions that our movement into 
Grenada has brought us into conflict with agreements and treaties 
with the Organization of American States. Is that true and were 
they consulted and why not, if not? 


MORE amen. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The specifics of that’ 
will be played out today as they were started yesterday at the OAS. ~° 
The short answer is that, no, we don't believe that those were breachec 
in any fashion. The charter recognizes: the legitimacy of regional; 
subgroups and a regional organization undertook to invite United 
States assistance, and it was in the context of assisting a nupber ;., 
of states that the United States acted, but that resolution or oe 
resolutions will be considered today and tomorrow in the OAS. ; But,” 
no, we don't believe there's been a violation. eg Me 


Q You say that we felt we should help our eae 
What about the reaction of some of our other friends in Western * 
Europe, and what about the general anti-missile feeling? Can ; the 
Russiahs use that to their benefit propoganda-wise? og 













SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think’ 
so. I think to the extent that this reflects an example of United*. 
States responding to a request from its friends for help it ought 

to have a beneficial effect in the long-term sense. Well, I. 
that's the extent of it in terms of lasting effects. eg 


Q But people like Prime Minister Thatcher and, Frango 
Mitterrand and so forth have been critical of U.S. action, is. 
correct? That's what we've been told, anyway. ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't aua™ rf 
for them; I look for their comment. Again, I believe that the : 
positions of those governments is going to be one of welcoming the }: 
constancy of United States toward its friends. I don't mean to deny 
that in the forum of public opinion today there happens to be on the. 
agenda the INS issue in the U.K., and to the extent that it is i 2 
generically a security issue and that the United States has a security 
issue at play that happens to involve violence some place else, that” 
violence per se is disquieting; it is for us. + 

And to the extent that an ally is involved in vecteneall 
and that there is this kind of nonspecific association of an ally, 
violence, and that ally:and us and missiles, then there can be an ~ 
effect, but I don't think there really is a correlation and if there 
is one, then it's the political signal that this sends which ought : 
to be helpful. 


Q We've had an awful lot of your time -- I wasn't 
sure what your next appointment was. I'm sure you're leaving on 
schedule. Maybe we should wind this up. 


Q Can I get a last one in here? We have heard in. 
the initial briefings that the congressional leaders were told that 
you were looking at three to five days of American troops in Grenada, 
out in five days. Since you're on background, is that a ballpark .. 
expectation? + at 

iz 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our initial estimates 
haven't changed. If there is any element here that was not congruent 
to our basic assumptions two days ago, it is that there is -- there: 
was -- a Cuban military presence there in greater strength than we *. 
believed and still the earlier estimates haven't been altered. - 


aul 
Q Those earlier estimates are that five days is « $. 
a reasonable -- “ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't ever make : 
an estimate of five days but I don't think it's out of the ballpark.’ 
Down at the far end of the table, you raised your hand and I never. 
called onyou. Ai 8 r, 

Q We've covered it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:45 A.™. EDT 
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* eye 
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MR. NEUITT: Good morning -- for those of you I 
haven't met I am temporarily assianed here from USIA for 
the planning of the President's trip. This 
briefing is one more in the series you are aware of now of back- 
ground briefings for the trip. This one's specialized on security 
policy in East Asia. It will be on background, and it will be 
embargoed until after the 2:30 p.m. briefing this asterncen, 
on the trip schedule itself. 


I am pleased to ‘introduce my colleagues. They, of 
course, will be referred to as a "Senior Administration Official." 


It's all yours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How long do you all 
want to take, and how much do you want me to talk and how many 
questions and answers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirty to 40 min- 
utes, and I think some introduction -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Should I talk for 
maybe ten minutes or so, and then you can ask questions? 


What I will do is just try to touch on security 
and defense policy in East Asia and the Pacific, and with the 
emphasis on Japan and Korea that the President will be visiting 
from the 9th through the 14th of November, and talk a little 
bit about the Soviet threat and our own military forces in Asia, 
and a little bit on the Japan and Korea defense relationships 
with the U.S., and then open it to questions. 


Before beginning, I think I probably ought to just 
say a couple of words about the Soviet threat in the Far East. It 
has pretty significantly increased over the last 15 years, especially. 
The Soviets in tangible terms have established a new strategic com- 
mand in the Far East. They have significantly enhanced their ground 
forces, more than doubled. Most of these ground forces, it has to 
be noted, are aligned along the northern border of China, and are 
primarily oriented in the direction of the Soviet and China differ- 
ences. 


But, in particular, there has been an addition of 10,000 
Soviet troops, or avout a division into the northern territories of 
Japan. And these are the sputhern islands of the Kurile chain, just 
north of Hokkaido, which were, of course, taken from the Japanese 
at the end of World War II and have remained a significant item of 
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difference. And Japan considers them to be their northern terri- 
tories, although they haven't been there in many years. 


These were not armed for a while, and they are . ‘oe 
now significantly armed by the Soviets, with the most rey 
modern aircraft, and also with a sizable build-up of ground forces. ° ‘Be 


equally substantial growth, and its principal assets are some 125‘%:# 
submarines. But also, very significant numerous surface combatant and’ 
auxiliary ships. The build-up of long-range aviation and also naval’: 
aviation, particularly, the backfire bomber in the Pacific, has been ¥"% 
significant, as has the build-up of the naval strategic rocket forces - 
of the Soviet Union -- particularly, the Yankee and now the Delta he i") 


submarine. R. " J 


And the Delta submarines have the capability of launching « 
intercontinental ballistic missiles, actually from their berth ate; as 
the Kamchatka Peninsula or Vladivostok or wherever they might be’ 
and reaching the United States mainland from there. Of significance * 
in the same vein would be the SS-20 intermediate-range mobile missile” 
of the Soviet Union. 


The Soviet navy in the Pacific has also undergone °° ie 





we 


We're talking about a worldwide or global total of these 
for the Soviets, of around 350. And over 100 are maintained east ’ 
of the Urals and are a threat to the Far East. We 
know of three additional sites, with at least 27 more missiles and: 
81 additional warheads that are under construction. And this is, - 
of course, going to be an issue I'll talk about a little bit. later. 
on in terms of the INF. . 


: se f 
porn Sai ne 


I won't go into more on the Soviet part at this time. 
We see a sort of a six-pillar policy, or six themes 
or features to the U.S. defense policy in Asia. And these are, 
specifically, that the U.S. has the determination and the ability 
to remain as a Pacific power; to prevent the intimidation of either 
the United States or our friends and allies in that endl of the 
world, is the first point. 


The second, and I think particularly significant for 
us here, is that the cornerstone of our East Asian policy is the 
defense partnership with Japan, and that we have a growing consensus 
within Japan in terms of its defense role; that Prime Minister Suzuki 
in May, 1981 established targets that the Japanese are trying to 
reach: specifically, defense of their territory, its surrounding 
seas and skies, and the sea lanes out to 1000 miles. 


This has been determined to be legal under Japan's 
constitution, and to be its national policy. However, the military 
strength of the Japanese at this time does not permit them to imple- 
ment this policy. And so the effort on the part of the Japanese is 
to increase their defense forces until such time as they are able 
to meet these objectives they have set for themselves. Our own goal, 
and I'm sure part of the President's effort on this trip, will be 
to provide further encouragement to the Japanese, so that they will 
reach these goals during this decade. , 


There is some considerable question as to when the 
Japanese military could reach these objectives. Really to project 
the trends of the last five or six years would probably put it well 
into the 1990s. Therefore, we hope they will, in some fashion, 
accelerate their progress. Prime Minister Nakasone, building on 
the stated objectives of Prime Minister Suzuki, has been even more 
forthright, particularly, of course, at the Williamsburg Conference 
and in other fora, in expressing Japan's responsibilities for 
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defense and building further on the concept of a rational division = .* 
of labor in the defense effort in the Far East. : 


The object of this is not to be able to remove U.S. ~~ 
forces and the U.S. :™brella of Japan, but, in fact, to ¥ 
complicate Soviet § ..ing and to aid global and also regional -:.-, 
deterrents. The thi:a illar concept feature of U.S. defense * 
policy is its ded.-  %: to freedom and independence for the 4 







Korean peninsula. ... Korean people over many years have shown 
a sizable willingness to sacrifice in their defense. The Republic 
of Korea spends over six percent of its gross national product on: 
defense, and it also supports U.S. forces. ; 


I will go a little bit later into something of the .: 
balance of forces in Korea, because I think that's quite relevant *: .° 
to this. The potential ramifications of war in Korea, of course, 
on great power relations but also the threat to Japan make Korea’ s*:. ’ 
self cefense contribute significantly to the security of the Far :;” 
East. ee ‘oe 
The points, then, of our defense policy, our own deter- ~” 
mination to remain a Pacific power, Japan, Korea. The fourth point ; 
is to build an enduring relationship with China. And, of course, this . 
has marked recently with Secretary Weinberger's trip at the end of 
September, Foreign Minister Wu's visit and the exchange of visits 
that we anticipate between Premier Zhao Ziyang of the People's 
Republic of China and President Reagan in 1984. Several points 
about our relationship with China. 


There is growing commonality of interests in support 
of global peace and regional stability. We believe in the United 
States that a strong and secure China is in our national interests. at 
There are issues on which we differ, but there is also a growing 
rance of interests which we share. Our aims, then, are to reinforce 
these trends, and to contribute in a responsible way to China's 
modernization, including its defense modernization in ways that do 
not threaten our own security or that of our allies and friends. 


Neither the U.S. nor China seeks nor expects any 
kind of an alliance. Our aim is to build an enduring relationship 
that recognizes the differences in our common interests which might 
enable complementary actions, if our common interests are threatened. 
The fifth point is the cooperation with Australia and New Zealand, 
our allies under the ANZUS treaty. 


This has suggestions for the Indian Ocean, in which 
the Australian presence is very helpful, for Southeast Asia, in 
which there still exists a five-power defense arrangement in which 
Australia and New Zealand and the United Kingdom join with Singapore 
and Malaysia towards common defense efforts, really working within 
and through ASEAN. And also the influence of Australia and New 
Zealand in the South Pacific nations in maintaining stability and 
keeping this area away from great power security rivalry, great power 
rivalry. 


wet & 6 


The last point is the support for ASEAN, the Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations, a politically and-economically aligned 
group of nations. We are linked to two of them: the Philippines,~ 
by a mutual security treaty; and to Thailand, by the Manila Pact. 

We, of course, maintain facilities at Park Air Base and Subic, in’ * 
the Philippines. And their unhampered use remains important to our 
defense effort. 
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We have healthy bilateral defense relations with . 
the other three ASEAN countries: Singapore, Indonesia and Malaysia. 
And we, particularly, support the unified front of ASEAN in resis~ 
tance to Vietnamese occupation and pressure on Thailand, in partic-‘; 
ular, incident to the occupation of Kampuchea. es. 





All of this suggests a kind of a mixed bag, and it 
is. There is diversity in Asia, and there is diversity in our : 
relations with the Asian countries. The policy is essentially tail-"* 
ored in this diversity. Low key, where the countries want it that *: a 
way. More obvious in the case of a country like Korea, in which ° he 
the situation is quite different. So with that overview, I will ge 
just make a couple of other remarks, in particular, about A. pre 
and Japan. 






Japan -- I don't think I'll go through the self- 
defense forces. A significant recent development, other than, of * 
course, the shoot-down of the Korean airliner which has had, I think,” 
a pretty substantial impact in Japan, along with the build-up of 
Soviet forces that I mentioned earlier in the northern territories. 
The Japanese self-defense forces are not insignificant: 13 army divi- 
sions; about 40 destroyers; building in: the direction of a modern 
air force. 


As I mentioned, it's not yet equal to the task that ' 
the Japanese have set for themselves. Particularly lax in the 5. 
near term are sustainability. supplies of ammunition and, to a ny 
lesser extent, fuel. Things like torpedoes for the submarines -- 4 
for the destroyers, in particular, to make it a meaningful sub-  .-. 
marine operation, and to make the ground self -- forces in Japan oe 
a more realistic deterrent to any sort of invasion. Ai’ 
In Korea, we have along the Demilitarized Zone what . 
remains and will be coming up in 30 years in the defense treaty with 
Korea. It was 30 years last July that we had the armistice agree- 
ment. These things have gone on for a long time, and we still © 
have a very tense border along the DMZ. This has been exacerbated 
recently by the Rangoon bombing, which killed four cabinet members, 
killed numerous other sub-cabinet members, key Presidential advisors, 
very nearly killed President Chun Doo Hwan of Korea himself. 


The outcome of the Rangoon bombing is still not clear, 
but all the evidence so far is not completely clear. Every bit of 
evidence accumulated so far suggests, however, that it was done by 
North Korea. We have had a steady stream of terrorist incidents , 
in and around Korea, despite a very aggressive and effective defense 
posture. 


I noted, and you may, those of you who will be on the ‘ 
trip, recently that even the golf courses throughout South Korea -- 
and there seem to be a growing number of golf courses in that 
country over what I recall quite a few years ago -- have -- I don't” 
know what to call them -- they look like giant children's jacks in | 
the middle of the fairways, so as to prevent the North Koreans from. ; 
landing short, STOL aircraft with guerrilla forces on board. There 
is -- that sort of a defense posture typifies all -- not only oe 
the DMZ, but throughout the Republic of Korea. yes 


MORE 
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The numbers of forces are very substantial. North 
Korean military forces are very close to 750,000 ground -. 
force troops. The arms balance remains on the side of North 
Korea, particularly in terms of artillery. Most of it's self- 


; 
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propelled, armored personnel carriers and tanks. The North Korean § 
Air Force is numerically significantly larger than the South Koreans; «=: ** 
but the balance of our own forces makes that one, I think, consid- |; Sa 


erably more equal. ied 


? 
Cd 





ae 


And the North Korean navy, even that is fairly large,.’ ea 
with 20 submarines, I might add. South Korea doesn't have any sub-i {~ 
marines, although there is talk of buying some from either the United 
States or the Germans or Dutch. I mentioned 750,000 North Korean Bi toe “Pas 
troops. This balances with about 540,000 in the south. Our own jy ' | 
U.S. forces in Korea consist of the Second Infantry Division, with © oe) 
about -- a total of about 27,000 U.S. Army personnel, of which the = i. ~ 
Second would be most of that. “3 pee 


We also have about 12,000 Air Force, 8000 of which ares +: 
in two tactical fighter wings. We have A-10, F-4 and F-16 aircraft ~” 
of the U.S. forces -- excuse me -- (sirens sounding) -- that's the 


overall alarm. I'll be glad to go back. 


{ 
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Okay, the U.S. airplanes in Korea in larger numbers 
are: F-16, A-10 and F- -4s, so that a good part of the air defense 
umbrella of South Korea is provided by the U.S., although the Republic. 
of Korea Air Force with F-5s -- they are planning to buy F-l6s, they 
are committed to buy F-l6s, but deliveries won't begin for a couple . 
more years. 


TP 
hens 


Q How many is that, about 50 or 40 or -- & 
ie 3 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: F-l6s there? I would. « 
have to -- I don't have that number right offhand. It's in that 
vicinity of 40 or 50, and I'll be glad -- my number, incidentally, 
is 697-2307, and if there's some fact that I don't have right here 
I'll be glad to -- 
Q What is it? | 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's 697-2307. Okay, 
I think that's enough talk. In fact, I've gone much longer than i 
ten minutes. Please begin questioning. fy 


Q What kind of forces do we have in Japan? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Japan we have a small 
army, we have a navy because it's a home port for the Seventh Fleet 
Commander, and aiso for the carrier midway and its associated ships. 
We also have one or possibly two amphibious ships home ported in ; 
Sasebo, in Japan. Our largest forces are the Marines in Okinawa, and 4 
also a significant Air Force presence in Okinawa, and also at Yakoda — 
in Japan and in Nasawa. 


~~, Va 


o~ 


We are scheduled to put F-16 aircraft into Nasawa, in 
Northern Japan and Northern -- within the next two years. 


Q You said that every bit of evidence points to 


North Korea in the Rangoon bombings. Can you elaborate what -- 
to the people who were captured? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the people who 
were captured are the inconclusive part. The Burmese have held 


these pretty close. e the he 
take-over, and a numbet Por Bitkésd $319 f525 73 preg, jpeg As I 
understand it, at the mausoleum in Rangoon 
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there were three bombs that had been set up. One of them exploded, 
killing all -- and injuring all the people who were there. But it 
blew off the electrical connections for the other, which has allowed 
it to be studied by Burmese and Koreans. This is, I understand, .__<.is¢: 
10 kilograms of explosives fitted into a sort of.a hand arrangement , ‘ 
with 800 ball bearings. The idea being not gust a blast, but an anti- 
personnel weapon of a serious sort. are af 


gat 








Similar weapons have been used. One was found in almost a; 
parallel arrangement in a South Korean cemetery several years ago. 
There were components used in the bomb that are not available in : 
Burma and that are, in fact, identical to those that have been used;in. 
other North Korean bombing incidents. It's evidence of that sort, ° Fin 
circumstantial sort of a thing and the individuals who've been found is a 
appear to be the keys to it and I don't think the United States has  ; 
the full results of whatever these people are saying, which I understand / 
is nothing, so far. ore 


Q Do you expect that security issues would be the soetunie 
nant theme of these meetings, rather than economic trade issues? ie Ay 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, not at all. I think. that:;-- 
well, I think that security issues are going to be more significant ini — 
Korea because it's something that overhangs the whole situation there 
in an important way, although the economic strength of Korea and the . 
economic issues have built up in a large way. 


a” 


In Japan, I think the security issues will be there and I - 
think it's very important that they be discussed and mentioned, but the 
direction of the Japanese government, although what everyone in our 
government would want, really appears to be heading in a helvoful direc-- 
tion and not something that we need to be very vociferous in the way 
it's raised. 


. ‘ 
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Whether the President will raise defense issues in Japan 
publically is not clear. I am sure that he will raise them privately. 
We have a 6.88 percent projected increase in Japan's defense budget 
for the year that would begin next March and which is in the final 
Stages of approval. This is not really enough to meet the next step 
in reaching Japan's objectives. But it is -- most of Japan's surveying 
departments are having reductions in their budget so that, in that 
context, it doesn't look so bad. We think it's very important that the 
Japanese continue the 6.88 percent increase. 


Q You're not sure whether the President will raise the 
security issues publicly in Japan. You are sure, I presume, that he 
will do so in Korea where there seems to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because I'm sure the: . 
President's planning to visit some of the U.S. units in Korea and that, 
itself, I think will underscore that. The recént Rangoon bombing and 
the shoot down of the Korean airliner really require that that subject 
come up in Korea. Not to mention the presence of 40,000 troops. 


Bre 


Q Do you think this place is on fire, or something. All 
of a sudden, there's 70,000 people milling about. 


Tide - amy 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's just everyone. : ; 
going to lunch. I don't know. I don't work here. 


Q Aside from the encouragement, private encouragement in _; 
Japan and public rhetoric in South Korea, do you expect any initiatives - 
on the issues of security in either place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: Not any significant initiatives. 
This is going to be an endorsement of the policies that we're following 


. 
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bilaterally with both of those governments. 


1G 


Q The only stresses, then, the security stresses 
between our countries would be a slight pressure on Japan to Lagpesee 
its rate of remilitarization? ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Could you get back to the significance of the ee 3 
IMF Soviet missiles? By. he -- 
dee a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I think what 's{* 
important is that we need to reassure our friends in East Asia 
that their concerns will be fully considered in our nopotiacionsts 
with the Soviets and that the export of SS-20 missiles from the - 
European area in the direction of Asia is not a solution that the: “; 
United States favors. I think there's been consultation on this . 
in the past. I'm sure that it will come up again because obviously ° 
the Japanese, in particular, are interested in the progress of ‘the ¥ 
IMF negotiations. ‘ et 
Pa 
Q Well, that has not been the latest negotiating position 
so they have serious concerns that they will not do any wetter and, 
in fact, they may be somewhat worse? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if they 
have a concern for doing somewhat worse, but I think what we -- the « 
point that has been made that we favor global ry nye 7 reduc- ; 
tions of all of the SS-20s in Asia as well as in Euro 2 ane that 
would be beneficial. I think that there is not a great deal of appre- 
hension that they're going to do worse and that we will agree to +t 
some sort of an export of these things. Pe | 
I think it's less of a concern, less of a dismay than , 
simply to watch this issue as it develops. : 


Q To what extent is the -- I'm sorry. To what extent 
is the human rights in Korea a security concern. With reference, 
I speak to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think -- in terms 
of a stable government in Korea, it's always an American concern. 
The -- anything that would disrupt Korea economically or militarily 
or divert its military forces from the defensive postures along the 
border could provide the opportunity that I'm afraid the Republic, 
of Korea has been looking for all these years. é 


Q Well, what is your assessment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, North Korea. 


Q What is your assessment of the situation? It seems -- 
things seem to have quieted down, recently, there in terms of ty 
demonstrations, and so on. Do you see it turn that way toward 4 
liberalization? ie 28 

4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there is to a 
considerable extent. President Chun has indicated he will not seek 
another term. There may be some elections, but I think probably’ © 
my colleague is a better guy to talk to about that than I am. 


Q We were told earlier at a non-official briefing that , 
following the Iranian bombing, the United States had to restrain, 
as it were, South Korea from overreacting. ! 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the-~* eS 
United States had to restrain them: But I think that we couliseled - 
that there are just a lot of considerations and that there are a 
lot of games and because of the inter-position of our own forces | 
there along the DMZ, that puts, I think, a special tone on ours“? 
interest in anything that -- excuse me. I interrupted. et a 











Q Well, then, following from that, if the President Ps 
goes there in the present tension that now exists in the world**~ 
to talk across the DMZ about the flight of 007 ani the bombing tn‘ 
Rangoon in tough terms, isn't there-a delicacy that has to be ) 
observed about the moods that are now going on across the boraebee ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they're . 
questionably -- I'm not sure I fully understand your question: * 


Q : wonder if the President would go to far with his 
shetesic if we're set acaseftal.” -~-* i =#-o™ ee ee 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I don't think the ;#-~ 
President would ever go too far with his rhetoric -- but, you~know, . 
I certainly do, and obviously that's a concern for anyone. Although” 
whether rhetoric is a -- the rhetoric has been so heated in Korea. 
for so long that it's hard to see how additional would make much-® 
difference. ut 


Q Well, in that part of the world, as we know in the 
past, certain things that people have said and taken as permission 
either to do things or not to do things. 


, Las ae 


won, 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that ante be -- & 


Q I'm just asking whether it is a concern. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, it's +’ 
a concern because we have.our forces over there and because’we’re’* | 
concerned -- it's really something that very much approached an 
act of war, if it turns out that North Koreans -- j1SGER 


Q Well, supposing the President of the United States,” 
let us say, should say at the DMZ that this was something that 
approached an act Of war and taken with the 007, this is peutaiity'°D- 
at its worst and it has to be stopped at every turn, you see what 
I mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know what , 
the President plans -- 


Q Would vou cancel such -- wa 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't plan to recom- 
mend that he make any statements like that and I don't know anyone 
else -- = 


~ 


14h3 


Q Statements made in North Korea since that bombing | 
that are very hostile to Reagan, and not just hostile in terms of 
the normal rhetoric, but hostile in‘ personal terms, is this a ~ ** 
concern -- is there a concern that the North Koreans would takesome 
act, either in terms of personal safety or symbolic act that would 
further heighten tensions?’ 


? eer: La oe 


‘s YELLE" Ss 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That concern has to *'-Y 
enter anyone who is planning this. ~- And, yes, there have been: in 
some -- there were some strong statements, exactly as you suggest, 
and I think everybody is concerned, not just the Secret Service 
as well. On the other hand, the Republic of Korea has shown itself 


‘ 
a 
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very capable of containing and controlling the either terrorist 
threats or outright military threats, but there are limits to how 
far one can go. 


Q How would we interpret these threats? Do we inter- *° 


‘2 


pret them as rhetoric or do we see an effort by the North Koreans 
to disrupt this trip and embarrass us? P. 










SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- I would’ imp ; 
terpret them as an effort on the part of the North Koreans to not 
have this trip take place and to emphasize security concerns. + So. 
in a sense, thev're rhetoric. but there's obviously something “that 
that explicitly threatening has to be viewed more seriously. . Lat 

this 


Q Do you think there's a chance that this trip or: 
part of the trip will not take place? Tie Ta ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not based on those 
things. 


Q How about based on the world situation over the’*’ @* 
last four days? Lk 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm really not equipped . 


to talk about that mainly because I just don't know anything about > 
it but -- 4 
Q You haven't heard anything -- te 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any reasonable person, r 

I think, has to think as things are going along. t 
4 

Q Is there any feeling that the bombing was just t 

politics as usual from the North or an effort, maybe to do some- { 


such thing as prevent the Olympics from going there or is there 
a growing concern that they're not actually an attempt at invasion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's always a concern ° 
of an invasion but it's not larger than it has been at numerous 
other times. It appears to be North Korea dominated by Kim Il-song 
who's been running the place since 1948, and his son will presumably 
be his heir in what is an interesting, unique Communist manifestation. 
He's very frustrated by the economic growth of the Republic of 
Korea. It's North Korea that has the natural resources. South 
Korea was traditionally the poor part of the country and South 
Korea is not the poor part of the country now. 





The inter-parliamentary union that was recently held in 
Seoul, the Asian games, and the Olympics that are scheduled to be 
held there, this Burma thing, in particular, was -- this was an 
emphasis of relations with one of the -- perhaps, the most non- 
allioned country, Burma, on the part of the Republic of Korea. 
DPRK, North Korea, has always felt that they were the ones who had 
a monopoly on relations with the non-alligned countries and this 
is something that seems to be bothering them a great deal. 


There are some other countries that are shifting more in 
the direction of the R. of K. and that bothers North Korea a great 
deal and so this all seems to be a part of lashing out, as well as 
seizing an opportunity with what was obviously more lax security 
situation than they had in Korea, itself, to disrupt Chun's oversea's 
diplomacy and cancell the trip to five other countries, and if they — 
killed Chun, it might have made a very, very unstable situation in 
Korea because the succession lines are not all that clear. 


oes re 

















MR. NEVITT: Thanks very much -- 


Q Could I ask one more question? Would you considex, 
here, letting us quote you directly since you were very informative 
and you said nothing controversial that I don't see why you wouldn ' t 
have your name attached to it? % 


MR. NEVITT; Well, our guidelines to these briefings * : 
have been that they're on background. 23 r 


Q I realize that but I thought ws San Ce 
individual involved would let us use his name. 


MR. NEVITT: How do you feel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've always preferred; 
the low profile viewpoint, but if something would really be helpful, - 
I'll be glad to cook up something through our PA people but that may & 
be more trouble than it's worth. RSs. - 
MR.NEVITT: There'll be a transcript available in the , 
lower press room when this -- 


Q When? In a couple days? 
MR. NEVITT: A couple days. 


12:15 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 4 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL woh 
ON FAR EAST TRIP 


October 26, 1983 
The Briefing Room 
2:43 P.M. EDT 


MR. JANKA: I'm pleased to turn to perhaps a more 
pleasant subject today. I see somebody's still around. I'd 
like to introduce to you my colleague. He will speak to you 
today on background with his comments attributable to a senior 
administration official. He will give you essentially a curtain 
raiser on the schedule and "tok through with you some of the ‘ 
overall objectives and subjects to be covered on the trip and 7 3 
then take your questions. With him is my other colleague who ‘ 5 
will also help in responding to the questions. “ed 


So, let me turn it over to my colleague who will - 
have a few opening remarks and then go to your questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I']] start 
with just few general comments about the schedule itself. The 
President will be leaving Washington on Tuesday, November 8th, ; 
flying directly to Tokyo by way of Anchorage. Refueling stop ; 
in Anchorage. 


Given the time chance, the dateline change, he arrives 
in Tokyo on Wednesday, November 9th. During a course of -- 


MR. JANKA: Excuse me. I'm sorry to interrupt. We 
hope to have a detailed, summary schedule to hand out to you at 
the end of this briefing. 


Q You said the 9th or the 10th because of the dateline? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= 9th. 

Q -- 9th? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Arrive in on the 9th. 


During his time in Japan he will have an audience with 
the Emperor of Japan who is also giving a dinner in his honor. 
He'll be meeting twice with Prime Minister Nakasone and, I believe, 
additionally to that -- correct -- will be a private luncheon 
for him by the Prime Minister. 


Among other major events during the trip, rhaps ' 
the most important one to underline, is the President will 
be addressing a session of the Diet. It'll be a major address, 


i 
and, I believe, the first time a president of the United States tw Re 


has addressed the Diet. 


And there will be a reception for him to meet both 
American and Japanese businessmen. He will leave Japan on Friday, 
November llth -- excuse me, on Saturday, November 12th, going “« 
to Seoul. a4 


He will be addressing the National Assembly in 
Seoul, having a working luncheon on that Saturday with President — 
Chun. A reception with a number of prominent leaders of the 
Korean community on Saturday. And a reception and state dinner 
in his honor that night. 
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On Sunday, November 13th, he will be going up to cn 
the demilitarized zone area to visit with troops of the U.S regis | 


2nd Infantry Division and to view the situation at the border. _ 
He'll come hack to Seoul Sunday afternoon and have Lh 
a second meeting with President Chun, be leaving Seoul Monday 


itself. 


morning, November 14th, 


will arrive in Anchorage, Alaska, on Sunday, Noyember 13th. 
That's the dateline working the other way. 


Getting back into Washington around noon on 


Monday, November 14th. 
Let me say a few words 


objectives and then I'll be glad to take questions. o¥ 


The President's trip to Japan and Korea comes 
at a time when U.S. interests throughout Asia, not only in 


northeast Asia and not 
‘have been growing: very 
region has been strong 
growth has had a major 
relations -- virtually 







and through a miracle of modern technology \* 


Those are the highlights of the schedules: 
about how we view the trip and the Presid 


only with these very important countries, .%?' 
rapidly. The economic growth of the ion 
-- in fact, remarkable. And this : ’ 
impact on our trade and other economic 
all the countries of the region. 





Starting about five years ago, our trade with. ... 
East Asia surpassed that of any other region in the world. 
And the lead of East Asia has been growing since that time. Sse 
Given continued impressive performance of the East Asian economies, § ., 
we would probably expect that trend to continuein the future. ic -; 
; 2 2 
countries in a- 





Japan, of the countries in -- of the 
the world, excuse me, Japan is our second largest 
And Korea is our ninth largest trading partner in 
Of course, Canada, as you may all -know, is number 


the world. * ns 
one. 


We also have very important security interests . ..°..: 
in the region. And we have 'to be concerned about the very ae 
steady build-up of Soviet military power in the Asia Pacific Late grat 
region, corresponding to that that has been taking place in Ori) £ 
Europe. We've seen continued deployment of SS-20's and % ; 
steady strengthening Soviet conventional forces and, indeed, - 
the beginning of Soviet operations outside of the area -- operating 
out of Vietnam. 


That build-up is of concern to us, although with i 
the important exception of Kampuchea, tne Asia region is one ‘ 
that is at peace today. It is a rather heavily armed peace. 

There is a great deal of tension. 


We've had two disturbing events just within the 7 
last two months -- the shoot-down of the Korean airliner and . 
the recent bombing in Rangoon, both of which underscore some 
of the tensions in the area and some of the dangers and ; 
the important stake that we have in maintaining stability in , 
that region. Astel : 


I would say generally that this is a region where, 


ny 
MORE - ae 4 
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despite a number of problems -- and I don't think there's any ‘« 

part of the world that doesn't face problems. We remain basically” | 
optimistic about the future of the region. That is particularly - 
because the nations of the area have demonstrated not onlya < dy 
remarkable economic vitality but also a qvewing political and = ef, 
diplomatic maturity. a + i 


Increasingly, the nations of Asia and the Pacific have, ,j.+ 
both the capability and the desire to contribute to the solution’ ‘BB 
of major global problems, as well as to handling effectively 
own regional problems. That process of greater engagement by the 
Asian countries -- and, I guess, I might say particularly by Japang-—- 
in problems well outside the region, is one that we would like to t 
support and encourage. 










The fact that the President will be visiting twice in ‘ 1% 
only six months indicates the importance that this administration * i 
places on our relationships in Asia and the Pacific. I might note * e 
in that context that we are all keenly disappointed that the 24" ae 
President will not be able to visit southeast Asia during his <$°o 
upcoming trip. The President regrets, in particular, that he will 
be unable to meet, as he had planned, with the ASEAN foreign :#% | 
ministers in Jakarta. “Fa 





The nations of ASEAN have a remarkable record of -. oe 
achievement, both in terms of economic development and diplomatic 
success. We very much value our ties with the ASEAN countries, 
both with each of the five individually, and with the group as a 
whole. In fact, ASEAN, as a group, not only is important politically; 
it is our fifth largest trading partner. We hope and expect that ; 
a Presidential trip to southeast Asia can be rescheduled. 


Let me say something now about the specific visits to .. 
Japan and Korea. These visits, as you know, reciprocate visits 
made earlier to this country by both President Chun and by Prime 
Minister Nakasone. The trip will inevitably have a major economic 
dimension. The economic success of both countries has been 
remarkable, and so has the accompanying growth in our bilateral 
economic and tride relationships. 


We believe it is no coincidence -- in fact we believe 
the fundamental cause of the record or success of those two 
countries is -- that they have operated on a firm commitment 
to free market principles. We also believe that the relationships 
that have resulted from their success have worked to the benefit 
of the American people as well as the benefit of the Japanese 
and Forean people, and we are anxious to see those benefits 
continue to grow. 


At the same time, the success of those countries, we. 
believe, also brings a growing responsibility to foster and to 
protect the open international market system from which they, and 
we, have benefited so much. That will be one major topic of 
discussion during the trip. 


The President will be discussing, in both stops, the iid 
need for continued progress, in liberalizing trade, in resisting’ ge 
protectionism, and in opening up markets. A. -e 


> 


MORE 
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Our mutual security interests will be another important 
topic. I've noted the concerns about the growth of Soviet ee 
power in the region, and, I guess, even more importantly, our 
concern about the aggressive attitude by the Soviets and by ba 
Soviet allies and proxies toward the use of that power. These have 
created problems not only for the United States but our friends x= : 
and allies in the region. 
















Accordingly, we will be discussing security issues igitak 
both Japan and Korea. More broadly, we will be reaffirming the. 
strenath and vitality of U.S. security commitments and the uU.S~ 
intention to remain an active force for peace and stability in¥ 
the region. ay 


In Japan, we will be continuing the dialogue on our “SR 
respective security roles and missions, and, I imagine, we will® 
also be discussing the negotiations on intermediate nuclear ets 
forces, and the President will, undoubtedly, want to assure 
Japanese that we will maintain our global approach to these % 
negotiations and accept no agreement that increases the SS-20 a 
threat in Asia. 


In Korea, we will be making clear our firm support fo £ 
Korean security in the face of a continuing serious threat fromsf°.%>' 
North Korea and our political support for the South in the face of is 
assaults to which Korea has been subjected in recent months. 


ie . 
Pits i a alae 


Beyond these more specific issues, we will want 8S 
to build on the already expanding relationships that we have, I'd 3 
say particularly with Japan, but also with Korea, to encourage wae f 
increased engagement in the solution of broader global problems.” “a tr 
Korea has been reaching out to expand its contacts with the ASEAN - 
countries, with other nations and other regions. That is a process _; 
that we welcome and that we support. é- : 


Our relationship with Japan goes far beyond the specific re 
issues of trade and defense that are necessarily important subjects = 
of intention. I might just note that one starts only in the * i 
Japanese relationship with South Korea, Japanese in the last year °:,4 
have made major improvement in their relations with South Korea,. - 
part of which has involved substantial increase in Japanese 
development assistance to South Korea. They have made a similar .; 
effort to increase their support for Southeast Asian nations. ,. 
But also beyond the region. Japan's role is noteworthy. Japan, today, 
is one of the major providers of official development assistance 
to three of the important countries in the area of the Persian Gulf,. 
that is to say, Pakistan, Egypt, and even Turkey, which is a NATO 
ally. Japan is playing a major role in efforts to preserve 


MORE 
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the integrity of the international monetary auton. and to help. =” 
those developing countries that face serious debt problems. vane 
Japan is, I think, playing an increasingly farsighted leadership :.'+¢ 
role, even on such issues as arms control, where Prime Minister. 
Nakasone's participation in the Williamsburg’ Summit statement | af 
on that subject was a historic first, and I believe a very 
important contribution to demonstrating to the Soviet Union 


a solidarity of the -- of our allies on that issue. 












‘ag? ee 
Jug, Bi 


I might say that, in general, in the region we see pee 
a growing sense of responsibility and a growing community of 
interests, a growing willingness of the nations of the area to ii: 
work with one another in dealing with difficult problems, whe- fee 
ther they be economic, political or security problems. .As a pie 
Pacific nation, the United States has a major role to play in ie 
that process. And we believe that this trip by the President,’y °§=;:' 
and future trips and our continuing policy efforts will enablegisid 
us to play that role. eta ae 


Q What's the chance of this trip being postponed, Ay 
Since we're invading one country and we've got problems in “Ses 
another? 


= . 
, - 
’ 
4 +t.“ 
~ Vere 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe this trip ~ 
is going ahead. I have no -- 


- 
Q Despite those crises? 7 ee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. te Sixt 
; Sas = ¢ 
Q You mentioned that you wouldn't accept any a aes: 


agreement that would inctease the INF or the SS-20 threat in » <“é 
Asia. Would we accept an agreement that froze the threat at ~°. 
its current level? 


. ~ nae] 
"3 ro ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our objective in 
these negotiations is to get substantial reductions in INF 
missiles at the lowest possible level. In fact, as you know, -, 
we would like to see the systems eliminated entirely. I don't a 
think -- we would like to see those reductions on a global 
basis, and I don't think we're interested in something that's 
merely a freeze. 


Q Well, if I can follow that up, you would rule 
out, then, an agreement that achieved reductions in Europe 
that froze the existing threat in Asia? 


ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to get. 
in the position of answering questions that Ambassador Nitze 
should properly answer. But we are interested in seeing sub- 
stantial reductions, reductions -- an agreement of the kind 
that would lead to reductions in both Europe and Asia. That's 
our very clear objective, yes. 





- 


Q North Korea has broadcast several threats 
against President Reagan's safety on this trip. Do you feel 
that he will be secure? And are extra efforts being made to 
guarantee that? 


: 


$x wets eae Ay Bey yt 


aa 
- Bt. af 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe extra 


x 


ot. 
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~ 
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ee ok 
efforts are always made to guarantee the President' s safety. sagt 25 
I don't think he'd be going unless some very skeptical people ‘!*::4 
were convinced that he would be secure. ae 
uate, BS? . 


Q Do you know of any particular ‘additional security “Spi 
arrangement? Are extra forces in preee there in nevea, for. #5 By ee. 


example? : ae a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, 
the South Koreans are always taking very special security 
precautions, because they do face that kind of threat on a ; 
daily basis. I think, in fact,. they have over the years been ‘om; 
able to provide a very, very high level of security within : the *}- 2s! 23. 
country, and I believe it's sufficient to inspire confidence tdsyn*: Pas x 
our people. Re PE : 










Q In giving the schedule, you mentioned an event 
in Korea I think you said was a reception or some kind of meetz#tt«« 
ing with Korean citizens. I wonder if you could elaborate on’ aera. 
what that involves, and me. whether the leading Korean citizens © . 
will include Kim Ung-Sang or other saguacantat-sves of non-. ee + 
government political parties. ot 

: -'%: 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I don' ential’ 
have additional information on that right now. I'll see if we 
can get it for you. 


_—- 


Lc 


Q Does someone else -- 


Q You an's say who es qacng to be at as meeting a 
at all? : ef Whee 2 Oy 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure who has j 
been invited; no. o% 


Q Is the shinies going to be there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I'm not sure 
who's been invited; I'm sorry. 


Q Does someone else with you have more information 
on that? ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, and do you have 
anything to add on that one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Do you know who attempted -- made the attempt 
on the President's life -- South Korea -- in Burma, and the ; 
other? Well, he didn't make a -- he didn t arrive at the scene, 

but in Rangoon. Who is responsible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Burmese are 
continuing to pursue that investigation. They, I might say, 
are doing so I think quite seriously. They have gone to con- 
siderable lengths, and probably at some risk and maybe even 
loss of life of their own security forces in order to capture . d 
alive the people that they believe were responsible for it. ¢ 


MORE 
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Q What's their nationality? | “ 


; it” 
“te, “Js 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have identified’ { 


them as Koreans. I believe they have just announced that, in == +° 
fact, they have made at least one of them available for a brief ©‘! 
interview by South Korean diplomatic representatives. But I ‘« «> %*; 
think both of them are in fairly serious medical condition, 


net -really able-to be questioned at length right now." = 










Q Are they North Koreans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All they are now * 
identified as is Korean. And, obviously, where they came from: 


that -- 


Q It's possible they could be South Korean aieatl 
dents; is that right? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to get‘ +f 
ahead of the evidence here. There is a great deal of circum-<gr."}'F 
stantial evidence that I would just note points to a rather a fy 
highly organized and highly disciplined operation. But I think % 
until -- we want to be very careful about passing judgments until 
the evidence is really in. 


Q In your opening remarks you mentioned that we're .- 
pleased with the growing political maturity in these regions.:'.. ~# 
Is President Reagan likely to make any kind of appeal to the 
Koreans for the restoration of democracy in that country? Or . i 
does your statement mean, in effect, that we're satisfied with <°, ai 


. 
the level of political maturity -- at this point? Pe “tee 
Po . '« Wee 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My reference .) 

MORE 4 
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to maturity doesn't mean that there aren't problems and there isn't 

progress that needs to be made. What I mean by the word is that “*. ° 
there is a realistic attitude toward problems. There are serious “Si »:, 
efforts made to solve them. And we -- I meant that in a very broad}: 
sense, thinking particularly, for example, about the very statesman>, 
like and, I think, impressive way that the ASEAN‘countries have e's 

gone about organizing a strategy and mobilizing international sup-4.,.7.. 5 
port for their strategy in Kampuchea. Bi ikea © 


















I think on the specific question you asked about the * 
internal situation in South Korea, I think it's clear that there 
substantial room for improvement. I think President Chun has nade Sd 
a number of steps starting as long as -- more than two years ago >: 
to try to begin the building of democratic institutions in that 
country. , 


There's no question in our view that that process is% 
important, not only because of the intrinsic value that we attach: 
to democratic and representative institutions, but also because 
believe that the long-term political strength of the South Korean% 
government will be enormously increased if it has got a firm repre=* 
sentative basis. 


Beyond that, as I think you know, our policy is to try “*é¢ 
to address these questions and make progress on them by being rather . *# 
frank about our concerns with governments in private. And that's 3‘ ' 
how we handle it. oP 
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Yes. . ae 


Q With these personal attacks on President Reagan . 
coming out of North Korea, would you characterize them as a move i ca 
to try to get Reagan to cancel his trip or as a real possible threat © 
to the President by possible terrorist action? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've been trying to ~;) 
get a precise reading of what the North Koreans have been saying. §° 
You know, their standard rhetoric is so shrill that one might mis-. 
interpret the daily morning summary as something unusual. I'm not. 
sure this is out of the ordinary. 


‘ ? * 


They may have the illusion, since they live in rather :. 
extraordinary isolation, that that kind of statement might scare | “ 
the President away. I don't know. You'd have to ask them. But ° 
you wouldn't be able to get an answer. 


a 

Q For those of us who don't regularly read FBIS, , .{ 

could you tell us something of the nature of these North Korean “bs 
broadcasts which are said to contain threats against the President? “eg. 
What kind of threats? | rf 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of you may have .. 

seen them in more detail than I have. I have just seen a summary sf 
that suggests they have denounced the President's visit. They a” 
view it, as they view almost everything else in the world, as a . a 
provocation. And they, as they regularly do, you know, have, in — os*. 
effect, incited, urged their South Korean supporters, of whom they ° oe 
believe there are many, and, of course, there are almost none, to § if 


take action against the President's visit. 


MORE 
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Q Like what? 

x Well, that's what I'm getting at. Have they Sore 3 
incited -- you used the word “incited” -~ incited to make a physicalti; if 
attack against him? i? 


om 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I rm not seen the 4 yt 
exact language. ; riwig FE 







The North Koreans regularly are inciting South Waar 
Koreans to violence. That is a standard part of their eames 354A 


We'll try to get you some more detail on what these 
specific broadcasts are. 


Q Some weeks -- 


anything on that -- 


Q A couple of weeks back, the South Koreans said* a 
that they were going to launch a diplomatic effort to isolate North®.»*? 
Korea, to get countries to sever their ties as a result of the Ran-*' 
goon bombing. : 


Can you tell us where that effort stands right now 
and if the United States is participating in that effort in some way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure that the i) 


South Koreans said that. hanes 

Our attitude is to first -- with respect to North . «’ Ws 
Korean complicity that -- put our attention right now in trying 93. '% 
to get the facts and trying to get the evidence and trying to a: Se 


make sure before we take action that we have a firm evidentiary = & 
basis for doing it, so that we believe in the end if action is i, vag At 
necessary it will be much, much more effective if we have con- ¥ 
vincing evidence to back it up. $ 


So, as I say, we are anxious to see the investigation 
pursued and pursued to its conclusion and pursued thoroughly. 


I might just say something on the broadcasts. I don't 
want to -- on the one hand, I-am inclined, since shrill propaganda 
is such a standard thing from the North Koreans, I'm inclined to 
think that beyond simply propaganda, it is not going to have 
any practical significance in the real world. It is deplorable 
and I must say we have been suggesting to all parties that, inthis. - 
fairly tense time following the Rangoon bombing, that the best 
course of action for everyone is moderation and restraint. And © “* 
I would note that the South Korean government has displayed im- ; 
pressive statesmanship and moderation in its approach to the 
incident. And that kind of broadcasting from North Korea is 
exactly the opposite. 


WxP 55, 


Q If there is convincing evidence, though, that Px 
North Korea is responsible for this attack in Rangoon, what would 4, 
we counsel South Korea to do? he 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll get Diy 
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to that when we get the evidence. 


Q Well, some officials have said here that there -* ~** 
is circumstantial evidence pointing to North Korean responsi-. __ 
bility. Aren't we already in the position almost of having 
made that judgment? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we haven't -- a 

we really are looking at the evidence, and I think it's going we 
to -- I mean given, as I said, the -- just if nothing else the § 
medical condition of the prisoners, it will be a bit of time ‘ 
before that's conclusive. Yes? 






“a , 






Q As for the trade relations with Japan, I under-" 7 
stand that there are some specific issues under discussion right fos 
now, such as Oldsmobile -- technology and so forth. Would yous. * 7 
expect that these issues be resolved on this occasion of the me |: . 
President's trip to Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not a dreamer.*, + 


very difficult trade issues with Japan. I think I'd summarize *..°* 
it by saying our feeling is that the Japanese market is not as x 
open as it should be to American imports. Our feeling that it's © > 
not as open as our market is. We believe there has been progress 
in that direction. 


If you look at it over a, let's say, 20-year time 
span which, in some ways, is the real way to measure change, 
some of the changes have been remarkable. I believe I saw a 
figure earlier today that in the sixties the Japanese had 
quotas on over 400 individual items. And I think the number of 
items on which they now have quotas is down around 20. Of ‘ 
course, two of those items are beef and citrus. 


nee Ye ae 
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We believe that there is a much bigger market for a -- . 
we know, in fact, that there would be a much bigger market for 
U.S. beef and citrus if those quotas were removed. And we have 
been negotiating for some time now with the Japanese government 
to try to get a substantial liberalization in the market in that 
area. We have the problem of automobiles. We have problems in 
a number of areas of high tariffs or on products where we think 
the United States could otherwise be quite competitive: forest 
products, paper, semi-conductors. 


Some of these we think they're -- and from some recent 
announcements there may even be some movement on now. We would . 
like to see more movement, and as rapid as possible. Let me bn, ae 
say, too, that while we think there is quite a bit of room for 
making Japan's markets more open, part of the problem in our 
present imbalance of trade is caused by the rather high value 
of the dollar, relative to the yen. 


Now that is not -=- as you know, the dollar is strong ~ 
really relative to all currencies. And the yen is not unusual ae 
in that respect. But we do believe that if Japan's capital we the 


markets were more open, so that people could more readily invest - *; 
and hold liquid reserves and assets in yen accounts that, in 

fact, the balance between the dollar and the yen would be adjusted 

~ pw « Mg the direction that it has been going the last couple 

of months 
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And that would have a favorable effect on our 
balance of trade. I might say it's important,to keep some 
perspective on all this, to remember a couple of facts. Number ™, £7" 
1, we may have a large trade deficit with Japan, but we export $24 a 
more to Japan than to any other country in e world; on ed 2. 8 
order of 20 billion dollars‘ worth a year, om that's a lot of: 
American jobs and benefit to Americans. : ga 

i ing hie 

Moreover, those imports, although we night like ‘to“¥ 
see the balance a little different, those imports, of course, $Me 
are purchased by very willing and very pleased American > x 
consumers. And in the end, if we were to succeed in removing: oy 
all the structural barriers to -- and have completely free - = 
trade both ways, there would still be a very large trade 
deficit. That's because Japan has to import virtually all < 
of its raw materials. It, therefore, has to -- it will always Ss 
show a large deficit in its account on those items. — 


Q How much is it? 
Q I'm still not clear on the trade -- ce 
Q What's the figures -- the deficit? ee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between -- we have #40"% 
a total two-way trade on the order of 60 billion dollars. I : 


think the deficit in 1982 was 17 billion, and it will be over = 
20 billion in 1983. i 


Q Over what? : : : ne ‘ 

; oe » 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over $20 billion in.” 
1983. y er 


Q You say you haven't personally studied the ‘S. -# 
recent North Korean broadcast texts. But given what happened .**' 
in Rangoon, shouldn't somebody on your staff be scrutinizing. 
those texts, to see if, indeed, there is a sort of escalation . 
of the shrill rhetoric? I mean just in terms of the security . 


of the President and his party. eet 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there is ae 
no question about the North Korean intention and desire to do a a 
harm and damage. That's a basic problem that we're dealing with. ., 
It's the reason why we maintain the kind of security commitment *~ ¢ 
we have in South Korea. And no one in South Korea is under any . * 
illusions, nor are we, about the kinds of dangerous actions the i: +. 
North Korean government is capable of. It's not dealt with by “oe 
studying their texts. It's dealt with by making sure that there, -¢ 
are very good security arrangements for the President's visit,, —~ 
as, indeed, there are. ‘et 
Q How many troops do we have at the DMZ? o. my ¢ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our troops I think ° -, Cee 4 


are not mostly up at the DMZ. If you mean in Korea in all, be 
the figure I think is 40,000. % 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirty-nine thousand. 
Lee 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirty-nine thousand. . 
Q There's one division at the DMZ. ‘<7 


Q Is it conceivable to you at all that the South -- 
that the North Koreans could be making these kinds of threats, 
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or if they were to carry out any sort of action that they could #:}3« 
do that without the Soviet system backing them? oR 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I thins 
the North Koreans are capable of an awful lot of viciousness and ._ . 
mischief on their own. They get an unfortunately large amount of ¢ » eat 
Soviet backing, but I don't think the Soviets control everything theys4% 
do. 


It's one of the most bloodthirsty regimes in the world, in ny ef) 
impression. 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any questions? Thank 
you very much. 


END 3:14 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARIMENT OF STATE olutne 


PRESS BRIEFING 

BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ aw 
SECRETARY OF STATE 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1983 ¢. 
Q Mr. Secretary, can you... Is everybody ready? 


A Yup. 


Q Can you tell us what, if anything, was decided about the MNF 
and changing its role or augmenting its size? 


A Our discussion was about the MNF, security of the MNF. But I 
think everyone is of the view that security is something you 
attain by physical and military measures to a degree, but the real 
guest for security is through political reconciliation and unity 
in Lebanon. So our discussion, as you might expect among Foreign 
Ministers, ranged across the political aspects of the subject. I 
felt that it was a very illuminating and helpful to me and to the 
others as well. 


Q Mr. Secretary, tell us how this meeting today will tie in with 
the President's speech tonight if Mr. Cheysson raised objections 
to you about the Grenada invasion. 


A Insofar as the President's speech and any references to this 
meeting, that remains to be seen. I think the renewed and : 
continued determination of our allies in the MNF to stand firmly 
for our mission and to continue to work for unity and peace in 
Lebanon is a very important statement at this moment. I don't 
know if the President will make any reference to it. That remains 
to be seen. Insofar as Grenada is concerned, the large meeting 
that we had didn't take it up as such at all. There was one 
slight mention of the subject. I did discuss it briefly with 
Foreign Minister Cheysson at breakfast, although our discussion at 
breakfast was really more about Middle East matters and, of 
course, I discussed it at some length with Sir Geoffrey Howe both 
before the meeting and at a more lengthy session afterwards. 


Q Could you share any of that with us? Is it a matter of 
concern to them? 


A The British advised against it, as they have said. They felt 
the consultation was not timely. The basic attitude of the 
British and Sir Geoffrey is, as always, constructive and 
forward-looking in their approach. We discussed the future and 
the role of the British Governor General and the ongoing effort to 
return Grenada to an orderly, democratic government. 


Q (inaudible) ...Cheysson? ) 

A Our discussion was very brief. I just gave him a brief report 
on the legalities of it as we saw it and some of the late 
information that I had at that time. 


Q (inaudible) ...Mr. Secretary, that it came up briefly at the 
four-way meeting? 
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A (Mr. Hughes:) No, it did not. 


A (The Secretary:) Yes, I did say that. It was mentioned but 
not in any way that was about Grenada as such. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you now know any more about who was 
responsible for the Beirut bombings? And did you discuss any 
possible counteraction? 


A Our intelligence work continues on responsibility. We have 
arranged to share information with our allies about that. There 
is, certainly, a fair amount of strong circumstantial evidence 
that we have. I think we proceed with that not only in the sense 
of wanting to discover how this happened and who was responsible 
looking back, but also looking forward. People who did that may 
think they would like to do it again, so it's a preventive as well 
as retrospective effort that's going on. We discussed the subject 
of what to do about it, and I think I'll just leave it at that. 


Q Do you draw any link between those bombings and the attempted 
assassinations of the Jordanian ambassadors... (inaudible)? 


A That was mentioned in passing, but I don't think we have any 
ability at this point to identify a link in a factual way. There 
are all kinds of links you can make in a speculative manner, but 
whether you can put together the facts to support it is a question. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did any of the ministers express a desire to 
set a timeframe for witt:'rawal from Lebanon and, if so, what 
timeframe did they consider? 


A Of course, everyone would like to see the conditions 
created--unity, peace, stability--in Lebanon under which we would 
all see withdrawal. But just as we discussed when we went into 
Beirut the second time that it was a mistake to set a tine 
deadline of some sort because it worked against your efforts to do 
something constructive, we went around that same circle again. So 
there was no effort to set some time deadline. 


Q Were there any new ideas floated for dealing with Syria or are 
we at a dead end at getting the Syrians to be more accommodating? 


A Obviously, Syria is a large part of the problem. We have 
contacts with the Syrians; so do the other countries. Foreign 
Minister Andreotti plans to be meeting with the Syrians. He's 
going to Damascus November 6-7. I may not have the dates 
precisely right but it's in that region. We encourage those 
contacts. 


Q I noticed the French yesterday were discussing publicly the 
notion of expanding the United Nations’ forces in Lebanon? Was 
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this something you discussed? What do they have in mind? What 
might you all have in mind now about the UN? 


A There is nothing specific or on the immediate horizon with the 
UN. I think over a period of time if developments that are 
constructive take place, we would expect to see the mandate of 
UNIPIL (?) change. There have been considerable efforts over the 
last year or so--when UNIFIL's job was difficult to define under 
the current mandate--great efforts to keep the UNIFIL force in 
being, keep it there, and have its mandate renewed. That was just 
done so the UNIFIL is a military force in being there. We look 
for the day when its mandate can be changed and it can be more 
useful and a part of the constructive process we look for in 
Lebanon. 


Q As a replacement for the MNF at some point? 


A As a replacement or, more likely, as a supplement to the 
effort if the process of withdrawal of foreign forces can get 
underway and the effort to stabilize Lebanon unoccupied takes 
place. It's interesting to total up--and we did just make a rough 
stab--what the international community has been and continues to 
contribute to trying to help Lebanon find a peaceful future for 
itself. There are some 6,000-7,000 UNIFIL forces there. There 
are 5,000 MNF forces there. There are the UN observer forces 
there. You're readily up in the 12,000 neighborhood. There is, 
of course, a lot of support for all those forces that is 
necessary, and there are quite a substantial amount of naval 
assets off shore. So the annual financial contribution, you might 
say, just in terms of these forces that the world community is 
putting up in this effort is quite substantial. So I think there 
is a real feeling--it was expressed in our meeting, we all agreed 
on it, and Claude Cheysson spoke for us--that we think the leaders 
of Lebanon owe the people of Lebanon and the international 
community a real effort to pull themseives together because the 
international community has made a major contribution here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the events in Beirut kind of came in the middle 
of your policy review of the Middle Eastern subject that was going 
on. Could you give us some feeling about how far you've gotten in 
the policy review and what you see now? Is it likely to take some 
other kind of direction because of what happened with the 

Marines? Where are we going here? , 


A Our discussion process has been a very searching one. I don't 
think that it suggests any major, sweeping changes. But I think 
there are a lot of things that have come out of that will be 
constructive. It is now at the point where, I think, all the 
papers that need to be written have been written. There has been 
guite a bit of discussion on the issues that are there--some not 
argued about, some argued about. The President will be putting 
out a decision memorandum shortly, I am quite confident, and we 
will proceed on the basis of that. 

















I don't want to discuss the factual content of it until 
after there are decided. 


Q. May you can help us on this something has been a little 
unclear to some of us is whether you were really boci boosty 
on Lebanon or whether you you were boci boosty on the peace 
process beyond Lebanon. What is it that's 


A. The review and discussion that we have been having have 
been Mid-East as a whole. Lebanon, Mid-east peace process, 
Iran-Iraq war, Gulf problems and so on. And I think one of 
the things that happens when you have a searching discussion 
of that subject and one of the useful things is that you do 
see that as soon as you get up out of the immediate tactical 
types of subjects all of these things are connected with each 
other and you have to think about thea in their 
inter-relationship as well as peace-by-peace. 


Q. Mr. Secretary we heard Cheysson make that particularly 
interesting sentence that suggested the impatience among the 
MNF and then one of our colleagues gave us a little 
backgrounder on the word of growing impatience was used. Why 
in the world should the Lebanese take you seriously? They've 
got this thing going they can see the U.S. a super-power that 
if it were to withdraw the various scenarios that the 
Administration itself talks about. Why in the world should 
they take you seriously? 


A. The Lebanese of all people should take the possibility of 
peace seriously, because they have lost countless lives and 
they have lost countless opportunities to create the kind of 
exciting and prosperous life that Lebanon is completely 
capable of producing, so the people of Lebanon are the big 
losers and that's what they have to take seriously. 


Q. Mr. Secretary did you discuss the Iran-Iraq situation 
with Cheysson, could you bring us up-to-date on the supply of 
the super aton-dar, and what you expect the Iragis might do 
with it? And as part of that whether we think that an Iraq 
free of this war or of the spector of defeat in that war 
might help us out with the Syrians in Lebanon? 


A. To answer the first seven-eights of your question I don't 
have anything to add. I didn't try to pin him down about 
precisely where those plans are and in subsequent references 
he didn't seem ready to be precise about their location. On 
the last note in your question I think Iraq does have a 
potentially constructive role to play in the Arab 
considerations of the Mid-East peace process including 
Lebanon. And they, I think, are beginning to play it more 








and more, I was interested just thinking back here that when 
I went to Paris, some of you were there, after we finished 
the Israeli/Lebanon Agreement I met with the Iraqi Foreign 
Minister who supported that agreement and I think he has 
visited Egypt for example and there have been a number of 
constructive things that have been done and I think that's a 
trend to encourage. 


Q. Mr. Secretary on the way out you said that one of the 
things refered these are not you exact words was that the 
parties you were going talk to had special connections with 
some of the parties in Lebanon. As a reault of the meeting 
today are those connections going to become used? Are the 
various parties you talked to going to be talking to their 
friends Lebanon and communicating their impatience and the 
need to something beginning Monday in Geneva. 


A. I am certain that they will and in, if you will look over 
the transcript of Ciaude Cheysson statement among cther 
things he pointed to the importance of the Lebanonese 
focusing on the importance to them of unity and peace and of 
those who are interested in this process also of making the 
point and trying to help arrange the conditions where the 
Lebanese can do that so, obviously you are talking about the 
MNF partners and what they can contribute as countries they 
all of whom have some special relationships there and you 
have the countries around Lebanon who have very considerable 
influence. 


Q. Well, was that discussed at the meeting today and then 
they said that they would put the pressure on people to do so. 


A. I don't think that's the way to put it. I think the way 
to put it is that people in different governments have close 
ties with differing key individuals and those individuals are 
consulting with the different governments and interesting in 
their views and I think that provides a setting where you can 
counsel and advise and push a little, but it isn't just a 
question of going around pressuring people to do this and 
that. 


Q. What impact did the events over the weekend did on the 
American Marines and Frenchmen have on the will and morale of 
the countries involved that you might with today? 


A. Well those events are dramatic events for all the 
countries especially the countries France and the United 
States that suffered the losses. And each person who spoke 
started by expressing admiration and condolenses and it's 
something that we all feel you feel it we all feel that. And 
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the same time I feel it was a determination that acts of 
terror of this kind are not going to push these countries out 
of there and away from doing ouf best to achieve our mission 
which can be narrowly defined on the ground but which ina 
larger sense is to contribute to the broader purpose of peace 
and unity in Lebanon. 


Q. Mr. Secretary did you reach any decisions or evolve any 
principles on the possible redeployment or more effective use 
of the MNP forces during the meeting? 


A. Wo we didn't try to discuss sort of arrangements on the 
ground the question of looking to the security physical 
arrangements for security and so on are being done in our 
case by the Commandat of the Marine Corps and others and 
military people from each of the countries have been visiting 
out there we have a good pattern of colaboration between the 
countries and so that kind of thing we encourage but it's the 
job of others to get out the maps and look at those 
arrangements. But that's going on. I do just sake a note in 
passing, that when you consider that this autinational force 
has been there now for about 14 gonths I think and has had 
period of calm but also periods of trauma, the capacity to 
colaborate and cooperate and to work effectively together is 
truly outstanding it's been a very good effort and of course 
one of the reasons is that we have talked a lot together 
about it we have met always when we happen to be at common 
meetings and we had some meetings, this one being an 
outstanding example, that where everyone went out of their 
way considerably to come together and compare notes and see 
that we're compare our thinking and see that it is going in a 
pararell direction. And from that standpoint it's been an 
outstanding internation effort. 


Q. There's been a lot of emphasis put on the meeting in 
Geneva and the idea that Lebanon has to do for itself. How 
do we see keeping Syria from being a spoiler have you ruled 
out any kind military action? Is it a question of bringing 
the Israeli's in bring the the Iragis in exactly or could you 
characterize more what you have in mind in order to make that 
Geneva process work? 


A. Well, we haven't in mind any military action against 
Syria to affect Syria's attitude in Geneva, but as I said 
earlier the idea of maintaining strong contacts with Syria as 
illustrated by the visit Andryodi will be making and the 
discussions with various people who are Lebanese but -who have 
close ties with the Syrians by our partners as well as our 
selves will certainly go on. But we didn't get together to 
concock some sort of attack on Syria. 

















Q. Mr. Se::cetary I am wondering whether you now have a 
better understanding of the chain of events in Grenada last 
week. For instance was the killing of Bishop and some of his 
colleagues was this purely an internescent struggle or was he 
bumped off because he was swerving away from the line, was 
there any outside influence on those who did the deed. 


A. I don't know the answer to that question. Of course our 
attention began to focus in when he was placed under house 
arrest and was very much reveted on the situation when we got 
news of his execution and of the increasing pattern of 
violence and uncertainty in Grenada, and I have gone through 
that chain of events, I won't repeat it, but that's really 
the process of our thinking the East Carribean states who are 
close to the situation and closer to Bishop than most others 
did feel that he was beginning to have some doubts and have a 
sense that it might be a good idea to move in a more 
democratic direction that's there perception and so that led 
them to speculate as part of their calculation that that was 
the reasons why he was murdered. And of course that carried 
an onimous overtone to them and represented a reason why they 
felt events on Grenada were a threat to them from an outside 
force. 


Q. Mr. Secretary in the last few days two Jordanian 
Ambassadors have been shot. Three part question 1) Is some 
one trying to send a signal to King Haussein not to join the 
peace process? 2) If we think so who might it be? 3) What 
in you estimation are the chances that the king will or might 
join the peace process anytime soon? 


A. Well all three of those questions are speculative 
questions and as for the first two I don't have any 
information that I am able to bring forward to shed light on 
them. It is perhaps more than a coincidence that it happened 
just when it happened but has to hard information as I said 
earlier I don't have anything to put into the public domain 
right now. As far as King Haussein's interest in the peace 
process is concerned every contact that we have with him 
indicates his continued strong desire to see movement in the 
peace process and there are various impediments to it as he 
sees it and we keep trying to work with him and others trying 
to do something about those impediments. So his desire for a 
peace process is very clear remains strong. 


Q. And the prospects you think of his joining? 


A. Well that has to take you over into you analysis of what 
is happening in the Palestinian port PLO organization and to 

















Palestinian leadership and also to the appraisal to that by 
the Arab league countries and King Haussein has made a public 
statement some months ago as to his appraisal it seems clear 
that Aerofat is increasingly being pressured in Northern 
Lebanon by the Syrians and as you recall King Haussein raised 
the question if the PLO is a Syrian dominated organization 
than how is it to be said that it is an organization to 
represent Palestinians and so he directly raised the question 
of it's mandate. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just one or two 
moments here and I will take your questions. As many of you 
know, about 10 years ago an important threshold was crossed. Paar DN 
And that was the establishment of rough parity between ourselves * oe 
and the Soviet Union in terms of strategic power. It was an wes ate 
important threshold because, for all of the post-war history % 
to that point, the Soviet Union, in a position of relative ; - 
inferiority, hadhad to consider, whenever it wished to expand 5 
its influence, whether that effort would bring it into confrontation 
with the United States. And if it had that potential, they had —‘*: 
to discard that initiative and not do it. geile 





>... 
ies 
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However, upon the achievement of parity, the 
result was not to make nuclear conflict more likely. But it does: 
seem to have been to raise the willingness of the Soviet Union 
to take risks here and there. I say that not as conjecture 
so much as an acknowledgment of the history of events from 
Angola to Ethiopia, South Yemen, Indo-China, finally in 5 
Afghanistan. In short, the lesson of the establishment of this 
parity has been that nuclear conflict is not more likely. But it 
is, apparently, probable that we will see more low-order probes, ‘ 
a higher level of efforts to probe weaknesses and to omit 
violence in areas ever closer to vital U.S. interests. 
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A second lesson of this apparent change in 
Soviet activitv is that rather than prepare for the set-piece 
battle in the northern plain of Europe, deterrence has to be a 
more flexible activity. Effective deterrence has to be able to 4 
cope with low-order probes whether they are terrorism or 
liberation movements, insurgencies, but in various places around 
the globe. And that has an implication for the kinds of : 
forces that we build, not those that are geared toward a é 
set-piece battle, but those that can move quickly, are very | ' 
mobile and so forth. Well, this is underway. And there is every f 
basis for optimism that in the out years, effective deterrence 
can be maintained, and that calm and staLility can be preserved. f 
But we have to be ready in that period tc “eter and to cope with 5% 
conflict if deterrence fails. , oe 





However, this is not a despai ina set of lessons. 
It does not mean that we can afford to adopt a confrontational 
attitude with the Soviet Union. Indeed, if anything, the importance  - 
of solving problems peacefully is reinforced. And that, surely, 2 
is the thinking of the President and of his administration.. As - 
a consequence, efforts to solve problems -- or the readiness of this 
administration to solve problems where they exist is surely as 
great today as ever. The importance of it is surely as great. 
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Now, in his speech tonight, the President deals with. _. 
two examples of probes -- we've seen a lot of violence in the “ +; 
last two months: Korea, Rangoon, Beirut, Grenada -- the President 
deals with two of these: Beirut and Grenada- The speech opens 2. 
with a narrative -- and I won't bore you; you've read it and you've: 
gone through it. The intentions of the administration with regard ; 
to next steps are laid out. That is, to accelerate our efforts ¥.;{ 
to advance the peace process, first in the short term in Lebanon FS . 
beyond that, more broadly, to coordinate better with our allies Sjam% 
on how together we can work to improve the chances for a success: 
in national reconciliation in Lebanon, and finally to take steps 
to lessen the vulnerability of the Marines in Lebanon. 












The President then turns in his remarks to Grenada, going’t * 
Over once more the chronology of the request that came to us dealing 
with the objectives of the United States to protect its own citizens 
as well as local nationals, to restore law and order and to ge jout * 
as soon as possible thereafter. + 


With regard to Grenada, I wanted to offer one final. 
comment or -- myself -- and take your questions. : 


Several things come out of this that are striking to ~ 
me. First of all, there is the size of the Cuban presence there 
and apparent intentions to exploit this island as a major Cuban ; 
outpost or base, this documented by the find on the base discovered ,° 
today -- last evening, actually -- with.sophisticated cryptographic 
communications and ammunition, all excluded -- or in an exclusion 
area -- away from the Grenadans, built by the Cubans, for the ; 
Cubans, and not for Grenadans. Weapons stores sufficient: to ie. 
equip terrorists in the thousands, Clearly not for local security P ¥ 
on the island of Grenada.’ .  . 

at’ 24 


The second element that was striking was the excellence, ° 
frankly, with which our own military performed. And I could give 
you self-serving pitch. I won't, but I would just give you one 
Statistic. Thus far, there has not yet been one civilian, non- 
belligerent casualty, and that's incredible -- to me, at any rate. 
It's a difficult kind of combat, and the American forces have 
executed it extremely well. 


_ 
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I will take your questions now. 


fe 
Sam? : 
Q How many casualties were there? se a. 
Q I have a question about your statement that. a ma 


the two probes the President deals with tonight with the Soviets»s ‘..‘ 
Union are Beirut and Grenada. Are you saying that the Soviet ion. ie 
Union directed the bombing of our Marines in Beirut? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I am note:* - :" 
And to clarify, my intention is that the Soviet Union has 
exemplified indirectly through surrogates in Angola, Ethiopia, 
and the others that I mentioned, doesn't always act directly, . 
nor am I charging that they directed this attack. I don't think *” 
that is the case. The family of those associated with the Soviet "" 
Union enjoy a climate in which these kinds:of activities can : abe 
take place with lessened risk, or at least they perceive there Ss eta 
to be lessened risk than they had in'‘the past. That's all. : 


Q ‘s. at + . 
; ¢. ' 


Q Well, what do you really -- don't you think -- d. 


| “ 
eeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeese 


on a report CBS ran about an hour ago. One, did we tip off the 

Soviets and/or the Cubans Monday night.to the invasion coming down . 
Tuesday morning? And two, does the United States government have Tt 
any knowledge of Soviets and Cubans leaving that island on a ship 
bearing the name Vietnam Star, or for that matter, any other. name 
in any other language, say between Monday morning and the time 
the invasion happened Tuesday morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first 
question, after the decision was taken to make the landing, the 
Soviet Union and Cuba were advised that we intended to do this 
and what our objectives were, as well as our assurance of safe 
passage for non-belligerent civilians, noncombatants. With 
regard -- es. 


Q When? 


3ENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this would have 
been Monday aight. 


Q About when? Do you know about when Monday | ee, 
night? a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will get it for 
you in just a moment. | ) , 


Q Why, iiINIININ?: Why did we do that? aa, 
Q Wait a minute. By 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me follow on . . 
the second question, and.I will take this one on the right. 
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The departure of Soviets or others I cannot document 
for you. The ship you may be referring to is the Vietnam Heroico. 
The Vietnam Heroico called in St. Georges a week ago Monday, we 
believed had delivered stores and dry cargo, left, subsequently 
returned for no reason that we could identify. But I don't place } : 
the Vietnam Star. And as to the capastuse of Soviets and others,..- ; 


I have no evidence of that. 5. 
Q Monday night? 
Q When did the Heroico go in and out? Berk > 43 
tide, 
Q = We informed them Monday night before our troops ¢ 
landed? | sips 
° ¢ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The actual notification ‘: — 
reached them at about the same time that it had happened, but it | - 
was not a -- I will get it for you. I am sorry. 
Q But. we didn't inform them before our troops | be, 
landed? ; = . cee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. a 
e) When did the Heroico qo out and back in? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A week ago Monday : ’ 
it arrived, and it was there for a couple of days, turned around S's 
and left, and then came back again. 


Q Last week? And when did it come back? mS 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It came back last - 


week toward the end of the week. But it had not called at any 
other port before it came back. It just steamed out and came 


back. ¢ 
Q And it is there now? ' 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. "9 
Q Seeeecess I am confused. Two things. One, can 


you clear up for us when we notified the Soviets and the Cubans? 
Was it Monday night or was it 5:30 Tuesday morning? 


And secondly, could you explain the reference that 
the evidence from that base in Grenada makes it clear a Cuban 
occupation of the island was planned? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. The 
notification of the Russians and Cubans was at 6 a.m. on Tuesday 
morning. 

Q So it was after the invasion had begun? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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Q What was the Monday night reference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it isall ~—. * 
a kind of a blur for me, but it was developed, and I, you know, “ti. 


approved it and chopped off, and I guess that is when it was. aR at 

But it wasn't actually delivered -- and that is true, I recall, et A 

it was a Monday morning delivery, or Tuesday morning. Sorry. ~ wes 
Q Can you talk about this Cuban occupation? 4 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, my reference ‘ig 

was to -- —. 
. or. 

Q Was it in the President's speech, the reference? 7m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The capacity, ped 
level of sophistication of the communications equipment and the * 
physical facilities as well as the level of munitions and weapons. 
were well beyond any reasonable requirement of Grenadan local : 
security. And they constituted an aggregate capability to sustain, ‘ 
well, significant ground force operations or terrorists cperetiqas res 
that would have no place within the island of Grenada. ry 
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Q What type of weapons were these, and in what 
quantity? - . pra 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are conven- ~ 
tional weapons. They're AK-47s. Another -- small arms, auto-™ 
matic weapons, mortars, amaunitions on a very high scale for oa 
those things. tent ee 


Q -- anything. large ‘Like that? 





Q Is it appropriate to repel an inpietens > RH 

; ; nee 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are the weapons. =; 

of light infantry, as well; that’ s true. Rae 


Q During an invasion, would that be an appropriate | 3 
cache to have? ‘¢ 


* » + ha 
te? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are weapons that ., 


can be used for light infantry; that is true. The base in which -:. 
they are found is a base that isn't suitable for defending against — 
some kind of invasion. This is -- if that's your point. 


Q The Soviet -- ' : ‘ Ais ; 
| sg 
Q -- reports about hostages -- > 
‘ *. “a , ° Gu ‘ - ee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me in the té 
front, and I'll get in the back in a moment. 
me f 
Q Are those Soviet-made weapons -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. ¥- 6USS 
Q Can you comment on the story moving on one wire 
tonight that some very large underground bunkers were discovered, 
with concrete walls and supposedly similar to the kinds of things 
you'd see in eastern Europe where missile elements are stored. 
Is there anything to that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't confirm that, 
Mike. I haven't heard that. , 
Q On the story about hostages -- | Rint 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no knowledge 
of hostages. I've heard that there is a report running that , 
General Austin is not yet located and is holding msetages. i=” :} 
have not received that report. . i 
Q Do you have any idea -- ee: 
Q What were the casualties amongst the Cuban and’ 7 
Grenadan armed services personnel? .o @ y 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a- figure 
for you on that. 


! : weline 4 


Q There's about oo 


Q Are there any -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, do you © > 
have a question? C44 
: 












Q Do you have any idea of what specific objective 
these weapons were being gathered there for? +o 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I can't say (caw 
anything more than what I've said. I can tell you what they ae 
can be used for, but I -- you can draw your own conclusions ~* 
from it. The base was new, there were VIP quarters, there .‘ 
are barracks, there are communications gear that are not 
typical for low -- light infantry. This is sophisticated 
gear. 


Q well, sir -- 


Q What conclusions, though, did you draw -- 
you draw from that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTKATION OFFICIAL: My conclusion is 
-- and it is only personal -- that -- 


Q Is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me, the ques- 
tion was what did I conclude about the apparent purpose of this 
base and trove. And it is only a personal conclusion, and , 
that is that Cuba intended to exploit Grenada as a major base « 4. 
of Cuban operations in that part of the world; nothing more. +. -. 
Sara? r.. A 
Q Yes, sir, why did this government feel the need “<j 
to inform the Soviets and Cuba at 6:00 a.m. when they had -- : 
and they really landed at 5:30 a.m. before that? Had they had ° 
time to really get in there? And why did you notify them before ' * 
you even told your press officers here at the White House ; 
at -- (laughter) -- at 6:30 a.m. -- : 


Q Pretty good question. 4 

Q <== and you didn't tell any of the rest of the 
press in the country. Why did you do that? Why did you feel + 
the need to let those people have an edge in? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the time the -- 
you cannot know how what you are doing will be perceived by the 


Se’ > r anybody else. But in the case of the use of force , ~*‘#’ 
ia 2 ited States, the -- particularly where it calls into, if 
co ‘ tion and combat conflict with the Soviet Union ora . 4}. 


Soviet _iient, the engagement by that combat of Soviet obliga- 
tions and the probabilities, or at least the possibility of 
the Soviet Union reinforcing its own client or acting in its — 
behalf is high. . 





And it is sensible, unless you intend to provoke some ‘4 
kind of response, that they understand your purpose, if it is a’ {7° 
limited objective, so that they don't miscalculate and take 
actions which would be imprudent, Sara. Excuse me -~ Helen? 


Q How is it that you know that there is no -- that ary. 
no belligerent was killed _ fs 


 : 
- al 
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and for three days we cannot find out how many people we killed? 
= >" 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the foremost ~~.‘ 
concern of our soldiers I think is rightfully to protect their — 
own colleagues on the battlefield, to assure that they're evac- 
uated and that the wounded are cared for. It is, further, their - ; 
humane practice to take wounded from the other side, if they're »? 
captured, treat them, too. But we cannot, at the time, notify” ~ * 
the next of kin of the Cuban wounded. And, therefore, the account-- 
ing by numbers has to be of secondary importance at the time, : 


cause -- . 







Q I'm not -- 
4 


| 7 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- the objective --~ . 
Q -- asking for names. I'm asking for a figure. #7. : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a figure.+:. 
And this is not one of those -- tig - 7 


Q Was anybody killed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of Cubans I'm sure 
that there were. 


Q Soviets? 
Q How about -- 


. oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no evidence 
that there were any Soviets killed or injured. 


re) How about Grenacans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no evidence, 
and that was the startling point to me that I have no evidence 
that there were civilians killed at all. Now there may be some, 
but that's been a striking -- in fact, that was an affirmative 
report from the island; it's not speculation. Yes? 


Q Are you redefining the mission of the Marines in 
Lebanon by these changes? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob's question is, 
are we redefining the mission of the Marines today or in the speech 
or by these changes. No. The mission is portrayed in the speech 
in political terms as well as in military terms,politically, to. 
sustain the efforts of thegqvernment and people of Lebanon to | 
establish their institutions and extend their authority through- 
out the country -- militarily, to protect a piece of terrain. The : 
piece of terrain is related to the terrain held by other MNF part--; 
ners, and in the aggregate to the city of Beirut, so that this 
political reconciliation and institutional maturity can take place. ° 


But the conduct of that mission isn't being changed 
today. 


Q -- number of casualties, and are there still 
pockets of resistance in Grenada? What is the number of American - 
troops there at this point? , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The number of American fl. 


MORE 4 





troops right now still there is about 3000. % 
Q In the President's speech -- Soe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The casualty figure 
hasn't changed since this morning, when the figure of eight Pais 
and I'll get it for you -- of wounded was put out. , 





Q Sew anny iarines in Lebanon? 


pressed as your own opinion. He says that it makes it clear’ be 
the Cuban occupation of the island had been planned, and you’ 
said you thought it was the kind of equipment that could be 
used as a base for terrorist activities, etcetera, outside of: 
the island. 

Do you disagree with the President about that? nil ig 
does he mean -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked secutne th ” : : 
about that, and the intent -- the sense of what is said there 


is the same as my own, really, that when he says an occupation, ; 
an exploitation, a use of Grenada as a base of operations. asf 


Q Occupation? What did you think the Cubans were 
going to try to do on Grenada? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I said, to ex-. 
ploit it as a base of operations for activities in that region. 


anne Wine, Ao totem a 


Q How many Cubans are -- 


Q Are there still pockets of resistance, in your , 
view, in Grenada? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think our 
information is that there are still in the low hundreds of 
Cubans still a@ large, and these are not, however, in the urban 
areas, and are concentrated in the -- call it the “jungle terrain” 
in the interior. 


Q What is the number of Cubans -- the total number 
that we estimate is on the island? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the order of 1100. 
Yes? 


Q The President refers at the bottom of Page 5 to 
“The nightmare of our hostages in Iran must never be repeated.” 
Is there any evidence that there was ever a threat to the American 
medical students, that they might be taken hostage? 


‘+ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've had several calls {4 
today from the students that have come out, and I expect you all <«— 
have, too. And I urge you to seek them out. I <= the calls that 
I've had expressed in at least two cases that very real fear. 


Q Have they all been accounted for? 

Q Was that fear based on anything beyond that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the people that 
talked to me cited, for example, Cubans coming to homes, homes in 


which they lived with families, local families, living off campus, 
and one girl, a girl named Helen Nagrand, who 
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was a final year med student there said that she and her friends 

had been, the homes in which they lived had been visited on occasion | 

by Cubans menacing rifles and things like that, and that it was . % 2. 
alarming; that there were frequently rifle shots in the vicinity 

of the campus of the University; and that there was a state of ; 
tension, that it had been there since October 12th, about an 












very badly. 


Q Were there any radio tennneiens of any trar 
from the island that raised in any way the possibility of taking 
any of these students hostage? 


no. 


Q Given the situation as you described it, what b 
makes you think that a police force of local island people. can 2a i 
maintain peace there after the U.S. forces leave? a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it. 

does require that the aliens, the Cubans leave. That is *.. 2 

decision for the government to take. . | a3 
22 

Q But do you think that the island people can _ 

maintain peace there? , wr. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they | y 
can if they establish a constabulary. The other islands in the 7 
area have been able to do that. I expect that they will maintain . j. 
a small internal security force for the island, and it can. be 
effective. , 


Q How long’ do you expect that the American forces _-_- 
will be remaining on the island? 


we 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say not 
long. Now that is not a good answer, but I can't measure it for 
you in specific number of days. But I wouldn't put it in, surely 
not months. We are talking at the outside weeks. 


Q Have all of the Americans been accounted for, 
the students? There are reports tonight that some may be missing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were a few 
who lived off campus in a residential area which has not yet been 
reached, and so they have not yet been entirely accounted for. —~ 


Q Is there any reason to believe that they are 
being held hostage by Mr. Austin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q What are the reports from Paris — about 
retaliatory action in Beirut? What do those mean? ; 


awe 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ask-the Parisians. 
I haven't seen that, John. 


Q This comes from sources who the Secretary 
quoted as, that the meeting of foreign ministers of Lebanon . 
talked about taking measures against those who committed the -- _. .. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to wait 
until he comes back. The President has already said publicly 
his interest in determining those responsible for the attack. But 
we haven't -- 

Q SHINS: several times you all have said 
that they would be there until elections were held. You have % 
indicated that our troops might be there until elections were held beet. 
in Grenada. Are you planning that? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The hope, and : 
I think the expectation is that the Governor General can, indeed. ~- 
has, issued the orders for the formation of a provisional govern- § ~- 
ment. That provisional government can preside over the conduct ... “4 
of elections, but that if the foreign force is removed from the > 
island, that local security could be maintained by perhaps units ~- -*:: 
contributed by the neighboring islands or perhaps the Commonwealth §. 
force, or indeed perhaps a small contingent of Americans. What / 
I am saying is that the level of force that is there now I do not ry 
anticipate is going to be there for a lengthy stay, not through e~ 
the election. 


Q Would you be willing to continue this after 
the speech, sir? Would you be willing to continue after the 


speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am going to do some- 
thing else after the speech. I am sorry. 


Q Do you have any information on the Syrians 
being tied to the recent bombing of the Marines in Beirut? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not yet concretely. 

Q Where are the Russians now? Are we holding 
the Russians, or what actually has happened to the Russians? Are 
they in custody, or where are they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they are, at my 
last report, in their own facilities there. 


Q Are we guarding them or anything? 
Q Are we now saying that -- 
Q When did all these Cubans come in? 


Q Are we now saying that in addition to the z 
previously stated reasons, another reason for why we went into , 


Grenada was to wipe out this incipient Cuban outpost? { 
a * 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we had no 3 

knowledge of this before we got there. , “a 


Q So this is strictly a side benefit unanticipated? :- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
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Q Who is the Middle East envoy? - As there 
going to be one soon? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Or you are not naming him tonight? _— 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not tonight. 


Q "32ssisscssssiissisis2t, what makes you so sure that 
the Soviets, given the low order, the step up in low order 
activities that you are talking about, but also given the fact -_ 
that they never accepted deterrents and that they are obviously 


operating on the old Sokolovsky doctrine, they are trving to aioe % 


get in place everything they can, especially for defense, and x 
certainly for offense, as the President lays out time after fk 
time, what makes you so sure that they are not aiming for a 

higher level confrontation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
that the strategic equilibrium is such as to make their ensertaiatwy 
of the outcome too high to warrant the risk. 


Q Sir, would you give us -- 


Q What if they develop beam weapons before we 
do, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
there are isolated technologies which if breakthroughs occurred 
could be extremely worrisome. I think that our own advanced 
state of development in virtually all of those gives us a certain 
measure of confidence that, we won't fall behind. 


Q Could you explain the discrepancy that is 
apparent between holding four American reporters incommunicado 


overnight and the values this nation stands for when we go in 
to defend free people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if that ever 
happens, I think there would be a contradiction. 


Q Didn't it happen last night? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


END 


ity 





THE WHITE HOUSE : 


Office of the Press Secretary 








For Release at 12:06 P.M. EDT 
Saturday, October 29, 1983 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
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MR. JANKA: Thank you all for coming this slow 

Friday afternoon. I'm pleased to present a background briefing 
by several senior administration officials with regard to the 
President's radio speech tomorrow, which will deal with the -- ‘iia: 
and, again, this is OFF THE RECORD guidance -- it will deal with .y 
the decision of the NATO planning group in Ottawa yesterday to ae aS 
reduce a number of nuclear weapons in Europe. So, let me 
introduce to you to start out -- and we'll be having others to 
answer different questions -- my colleague. He will start out. 





I also have here my second colleague. And we hope to 


have, before the end of the briefing, my third colleague. And we . an 

hope he shows up soon. And, so, why don't you start off and ae % 
we'll -- A, 

| a 

Q Les, one question for -- ; ' +. gf 


MR. JANKA: Yes. 


Q -- you, please. Will we be getting the text 
of the speech this afternoon?’ 


Me, JANKA: That's highly unlikely, Palph. We 
will have two, fairly detailed fact sheets which will help you : 
and my colleague will go over with you pretty much the content 
of the speech. You know the speech is going to be fairly brief 
anyway. And, I think, Ron will give you a good feel for what is 
in it. 


But the speech will really not be available until se 
tomorrow as is usual. Just a reminder that this briefing is fhe g 
embargoed until speech time tomorrow. . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last two years. 
the NATO high level group that deals with nuclear weapons and nuclear ~— 
weapons policy for the Alliance has been conducting a review of 
the nuclear weapons stockpile in NATO. This was in conjunction with 
the -- following the December '79 decision that provided for the Z 
deployment of 572 cruise missiles and Pershing II ballistic nissiles 7‘ 
to Europe. a a? 


As a part of that decision in December of '79, l, 000° 4 hates? 
nuclear weapons in Europe were removed. And it was decided that 
we would further review the stockpile to take into account the 
present and anticipated future situation. 


o> 
Yesterday in Ottawa, the nuclear planning group of oe ; 
the North Atlantic Alliance accepted and approved the high level 
group recommendation to remove an additional 1,400 weapons from the 
European stockpile. This is in addition to the 1,000 weapons which 
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have already been removed and is in addition to the one-for-one 
replacement for the 572 -- the up to 572 weapons which would 

be deployed in Europe absent an arms control agreement which 
would alter that. 


So, you're talking about a theoretical maximum of iat, 
approximately 2,972 weapons which might be reduced in the years <0». 


ahead, taking into account those already reduced, those planned aa Oa 
and a full deployment of the 572. ae ee 


will be made by military authorities, taking into account the 
situation today and in the future. 


I'd like to open it up for questions. And I have 
with me two colleagues. 


Q In this particula: -- 


Q And -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I have a third: 3 
colleague. I should add that the President's address tomorrow will’, : 
also qive a little bit of an undate on INF.. 


So, at that let's open it up for questions. 
Q With these particular weapons, these are the 


stockpiled weapons, which means that in the event of a nuclear 
exchange, these are weapons that are backups and essentially are 


Yelp o* 


of little use, are they not? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think that's ‘g3 
absolutely incorrect. . +. 
Q All right. ca 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, these are the on. 
systems we would use as part:'of our deterrent strategy, and these i 
are the systems that would be used. And the kind of weapons is 
quite a variety. : 
Q How many does this leave in the stockpile? 
SENIOR AMDINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -<-=- stockpile might 
be misleading. 
Q Yes, explain -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The term "stockpile" 
simply refers to the arsenal. The fact that they are in the ; 
stockpile does not mean, however, they're in some rear echelon, Bs 
unavailable for use. To the contrary, these are -- ; “ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- deployed in Europe. . 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are front- tia Bs 
line, tactical battlefield systems, fully ready to go. ig a 
dot “Re 
Q How many does this leave once you subtract this’ * ~“j: 
number? What do we have left? 1S i 
ey Ax” 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a classified ee 
number. | Saag: % 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me answer that cee 
this way. It'll kind of help you. 
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It was widely reported in:the mid-]970s that the 
United States had about 7,000 weapons in Europe. We never... - #; 
commented on that number, and we're not going to comment.on 1 for 
it today. However, as you know -- and, I think, as my colleague sige 
pointed out -- we've withdrawn a thousand systems over the last “m8 
three years, and this is an additional 1,406. 






Q Talking about nuclear -- also nuclear -- a4 rs 
tactical nuclear weapons, not to mention warheads, but shells... : ‘ 
and different types -- . ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Warheads refer to ““) §° 
all forms of tactical nuclear weapons deployed in Europe. ee lp: 


Q Not just missile warheads? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Not PS sep 





just missile warheads. x cs 
c*2. ' isorts* 

Q Is there something new that's being announced, «© §:** 

either in the speech or that you' re going to tell us water’. beyond : 
what was announced yesterday? lad <=* 


i A 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you right--- ask~- thes 
the right questions, Mike, there's always something new. Oc: ¢ We’ 





Q No, but I mean is there -- is there some -- some “+? 
néws in the speech, or about this -- in other wanes, is there somethin 
beyond what we learned yesterday?. teeta as Aike; eB 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I don't  °°™ 
think -- that's a judgmental . question. | I haven't -- 


Q No, I think in the ameeuh -- in the speech -- 


Q -- update INF, and what, or what fashion is he 
going to update the INF talks. Is he going to give new proposals, 
new information, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what he'll give 
you is a presidential assessment of the state of play. 
Q Is there going to be some response to Andropov's 
latest -- from yesterday? +h. 
4 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What was the — 
J } 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There -- he will 44 
-- there will be a discussion of the state of play in the INF. -+ | 
negotiations. We've already responded, in part, to those proposals,’ 7%: 





and we can talk about them even now. -— alae 
a: a Aa chentyy + ‘ 
Q Excuse me. Are theo: weepens that are: StL is OM. 


being removed state-of-the-art, most modern weapons, or are they sa 
somewhat older and more obsolete? > ees 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no weapons -- none 
of the weapons that we have deployed now in Europe are obsolete. We oe 
have not deployed any -- in great numbers -- any substantial number! of: ."” 
tactical nuclear weapons in Europe in recent years. So, by definition, -. 
most of the weapons we have in Europe are older, but they are certainly 
-- they certainly can be used; they're not obsolete, and this represents 
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a decision on the part of the Alliance to reduce weapons to the ; 
lowest possible level consistent with our need for deterrence. , 77 
And it is also a signal to the other side, which has in the same “fs gs. 
period we've been reducing, has been building up, that they should “ 
also try to reduce to the lowest possible level. It's obvious that. 
they haven't, because they have many more weapons than they need or)” 
defensive purposes. ‘ * 


“4 








‘we 






Q Is this a carrot? 


Q Are those weapons that are being removed -- are they, 
deemed to be equal in reliability to weapons that are -- remain on 
the field? 34 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of our nuclear : 
weapons in Europe are reliable. 





Q Are they equally reliable? i 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would assume so, ee 


*s 4 
2 


Q Would this be characterized as a carrot -- some ~~ “y 
of carrot and stick approach on INF? 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they had “f 
it has any immediate relationship to the INF negotiations, other than 7% 
to demonstrate that we are prepared to engage both in mutual reductions 
throuch the negotiation vrocess and unilateral reductions so that we. 
don't need to have, in Europe, more weaponry than is sequises for 


to cut down the costs in the materials there and put it somewhere 


Po) 
deterrence. . #? _# aj 
Q Does reduction imply, in any way, that we would oie un 
else in the world? + 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. ¢ 


Q What is the period of time over which these are going 
to be removed? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Five to six years. 
Q And when does it begin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can say it 
begins immediately. 


Q And is it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me clarify. The  * 
time frame begins immediately -- it's five or six years from now. “4 
As my colleague mentioned, I think, the actual plan for implementing 
this program is going to be performed not by the political leadership -- 
of the military stripe that met yesterday -- but by the field commanders — 
-- principally the Supreme Allied Commander Europe -- and that plan a) 
will be coming probably in the not-too-distant future and will set: #1 8g 
things in train. wank. 

Q That reduction will go on unrelated to an INF 
agreement? 


: 4 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Regardless. 
Although -- ry 
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my colleague may have pointed this out, this is a feature of the : 
December '79 decision that is often missed, that if we must 

begin deployment at the end of the year of Pershing IIs and 

cruise missiles, that for every missile we deploy we will 

withdraw one nuclear warhead from Europe. So, if you do your 

arithmetic, we've withdrawn 1,000, we're now talking about withdrawing ,} 
an additional 1,400 and, in theory, we' re prepared to withdraw an 
additional 572 -- that is, for each missile -- you're talking abouts it 
nearly 3, 000 warhead withdrawal ina short period of time. “tin ae 


Q These are battlefield warheads, aren't they, 
not the medium-range warheads and missiles? Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have any - 
intermediate-range -- 


Q Yes, exactly. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they are weapons i 
I wouldn't call them just battlefield weapons. They are tactical 1g ist 
weapons deployed in Europe. 





: te 
Q I've got two questions. ‘One, what is the strength’ Bet 
of the Soviet stockpile in the same area? And the other is, is the.” 
President going to respond to the Andropov proposals tomorrow # ; Ras 
in his radio address? : ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, in , 
the same area the Soviet Union, of course, doesn't deploy nuclear Ss: 
weapons in Western Europe. The Soviet Union deploys nuclear ; 
weapons in Eastern Europe and in the western military districts 
of the Soviet Union. It has weapons in the western military 


t 


& 
hihi we 


district. 3. 

Well, I think that -- I'd just simply put it this way, ne 
that while honest men can differ, most analysts in the West agree a 
that the Soviets have at least a three-to-one advantage in nuclear . eT 


weapons cepleyes in or around Europe -- at least a three-to-one. 
Q Of a same type? 


Q Second question. Is the President going to 
respond to Andropov tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will discuss the 
INF negotiations. , 


Q -- the right question -- (Laughter.) 


Q The President has said before that there's been 
no return from unilateral disarmament and that the Soviets have 
never responded. Does he think that the Soviets are going to pe ity 
match this or has he changed his mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We, of course, 
hope that the Soviet Union will match this. But if they don't, 
we believe, in any case, that we don't need more nuclear weapons oe, 
than is required for deterrence. a 

I'll just give you sort of an advertisement here. I*. ~ 
think the rhetoric you hear about the arms race is this mindless «= 
competition, this mindless piling up of arms. Right now, after 
this reduction is completed we will have fewer nuclear weapons 
in Europe than at any time in the last 20 year. 


. 
¢ 
e 


And another advertisement here: the kind of rhetoric © 
you hear from some people like a former Secretary of Defense, a 
Robert McNamara, is that we have increased our numbers of nuclear 
weapons in Europe. The fact is is that we have reduced them, and 
we are going to continue tq reduce them. And -- the high point 
in their numbers was when he was Secretary of Defense. 
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Q What effect do you think this is going to have 
on the protesters, the peace movement in Europe? Obviously, it's .- 
aimed at that, aimed at those people to do something. Do you ; 
think it's going have any positive effect? aa 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's wrong 
to say it's aimed at those people. 









Q You're saying it's not at all connected with -- fie 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This result was 


the last three weeks. It's the result of a thorough study of i re: . 
NATO's nuclear requirements, which flowed out of the December 12th ike 

1979 decision, and, as my first colleague will teil you and my : 
second colleague and my third colleague, who worked on this project," 
it's taken a lot of analysis, a good deal of discussion. And what;;,°: cA. 5 
it's aimed at are our allies so that we 're all convinced -- our “‘# 4 "4. 
allies and ourselves -- is that we're “all convinced we can maintain 
deterrence in Europe but not have more nuclear weapons than are . 
necessary. 


Q Okay. I'll follow that, then, and say, if it's’® ae 
net aimed at it, what effect do you think it'll have on the peace - tee 
movement? Or do you hope it has any effect on the peace movement? “ tf 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do hope that people 
will look at the facts and recognize that we have fewer nuclear weapons ‘ 
than we had in Europe ten years ago, that we're not interested in ~ . 
a nuclear buildup. We're simply interested in maintaining CORSESEROA 10 
and preventing a war in Europe. 


te. 


. 4, ~: = 

Q There's a movement in the House on the defense aes» 

money bill to put in a delay of the installation date of the first £4. 
Pershings and cruises -- maybe six months, maybe a year. Is the © s+ "°%; 


administration goin; to fight all those moves. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration, 
of course, will fight it -- any delay in the programs is undercutting 
the prospects for an agreement in Geneva. And those people who 
Support measures like that have to recognize that. 


Q On the INF part of tomorrow's speech, let me 
try it this way: will the result of what he says be looked at 
in Moscow as a carrot or a stick? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know where + 
you get carrot and stick. What I will say about the Soviet z 
INF proposals is that we want to negotiate about them. We want 
to discuss them in Geneva. 


Q You're being coy, obviously, about what the 18 
topic is, suggesting maybe if we ask the right question, we can $ 
divine -- ; 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I didn't mean Pe 
that. I was just simply saying that -- 4 4 

; i 


Q Well, could I put it this way? Will the President's ¥ 
address tomorrow change the statements from the State Department |. ‘”’: 
and the White House this week that basically Andropov has proposed ' 
nothing new and his proposals are part of Soviet propaganda? Those a 


were two clear statements this week. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't want to 
scoop the President. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I just respond 
to the question about timing, too? This decision was taken at a meeting 
that occurs on a regularly 
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7% 
scheduled, semi-annual basis. The meeting has been planned for . his 
quite some time. The next opportunity for these Ministers to eid 3 
meet in this group would have been another six months from now. ok $25 
But one might very well ask the question -- I have. logs j ; 
not heard it asked thus far -- was Andropov's proposal timed in = weet 2 
such a way to try to minimize the influence that this move on the #3: 
part of the United States which, as you all know, has been antici-<#m 
pated for some time -- certainly by.them -- so as to influence % 
> the peace movement. 











a 


Q Well, the deployment has been scheduled for a.3mas? 
long time, too, obviously. So I mean you're going to send -- -"ge 
to England the first of next month. So, obviously, this is -- 
you're talking about timing, the question is: Is this timed to- 
coincide with the deployment of weegene, to take the edge off they 
deployment of weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought I made it’ , 
very clear that this process is the result of more than three years’ 
of discussion. : os a . oy Hee 

Q Well, but the gentleman just made the brought --. y 
and he brought it up -- the gentleman just made the point that -- “<4 
of time on it -- ’ 


point. ; Sear ff 


—“—~ » oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We understood your ,, 
& 


Q And the point being that the deployment has been --:* 
I mean was this timed to coincide? This particular meeting, obviously,* 
has been planned for a long time. Was the announcement at this meet- ~~ 
ing timed to coincide with the immediate deployment? . 3 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the work 
was completed at this time. +*.. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By the way, I don't 
know where we -- you should not, just in passing, think that we 
are confirming the arrival of missiles in England the first of next 
month. 


Q Almost any proposal by the Soviets would be 
timed now for the deployment, because it's here. So the cuestion-- 
we want to know, is the President going to acknowledge that this 
is a proposal fromthe Soviet Union to begin with, and how do we ° .- 
respond to it? so 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's obviously 
a proposal from the Soviet Union. . 


{ 

Q Well, sometimes ‘they say it is and sometimes they od 

say it isn't. Will he acknowledge that this is a serious proposal | 
for the purpose of negotiating the INF agreement? 


$ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have just said ~ eee 
that we are prepared to discuss it in. Geneva. ~~ 


Q Has it been offered in Geneva —y 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hot that I' m aware of. “ 


Gs cairo 2 


“> . 


Q Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They his described”. t. 


the proposal but not given us any details, and we anticipate they 
will give us a more precise explanation of what it is they are «= 






talking about next week. 7 S34 | 
Q Since this briefing is embargoed until the vast 


speech tomorrow anyway, can't you give us some preview of what he 
is going to have to say? I mean we can't be using this -- 


Q Yes, it's all embargoed until -- 
So we're not going to -- 
-- 12:06 p.m. 
. the President, because it's embargoed. 


mon Oo DO DVD oO 


-- got a career on the line. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll ask my boss, * 


” 
* 


here. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q As a result of the speech -- I'll try one more 
time getting back to basics -- are we still -- as of 12:06 p.m. 
tomorrow are we still planning to deploy on the schedule that we 


had previously planned? . Sen: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No change in the 
deployment schedule whatsoever. 


Q What size weapons are you talking about in the 
1400? Are these artillery rounds, missile warheads or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are a mix of 
different weapons. a 


Q Are they concentrated at any specific part of y 
western Europe? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some are. Let me 
just go back. Some are artillery weapons, and some are other tac- 
tical weapons. , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The specific mixture, 


the location and the timing, as I said a moment ago, will be based 
upon recommendations coming from the uniform military commanders. ° 


. 
~~ 


Q And what do you do with them once they are .§—._* 
removed? 


Q Do you destroy them? bs 


Q Where do they go? 





Ree 


So can you give us some more details of the eae 


- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're dismantled; the s 
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weapons are dismantled. 
Q They are not redeployed somewhere else? gre 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they are not. — +; 
Q They're destroyed? oe | oes 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are. some of 
the components are destroyed; other components can be used for , 
other purposes. , 


Q Why does it take five to six years to remove 
weapons that you no longer feel you don't use or need? And how *™..”. 
will that be done? Are you going to -- is it going to be basically 
a smooth, steady withdrawal process? Or do you envision eee yo 
most of them at the end or the beginning or -- 


me 
2 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to be 
evasive, Mike, but the problem is one of not simply making sure that!; 
you're not upsetting the deterrent value of these systems, but you 
are also engaged in a process that a military man has got to make # 


judgments about the timing and the whereabouts of the weapons. 


a. 
And it's going to take some time for him to make his 
recommendations, and it needs to be an orderly process whereby the 
withdrawal is done. The five to six years is a planning factor. 


» ae ae 


Q Presumably -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could take less al 3 
time. 5 ~ : 


Q -- studying this for three years. I mean it's =. +: 
not -- you're not starting over now. You have some idea which : 
weapons you are going to take out already, don't you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the 
political figures have some idea -- some notional idea. We are 
awaiting judgments that will be initiated, now that a decision 
has been made on the level of weapons from the military men. 
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Q Can I ask a very -- another basic question? Why? 
Is this a political move or are these weapons not needed? Are there . 
too many of them? Is this -- hate to use the word “over-kill" -- but 5 P 
why are we removing weapons at a time of international tension? “4: 43 
they 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think on the basis-~ i 
of a very serious study undertaken by the military authorities within - 
the Alliance, recognizing the desire, the strong political desire, ‘| 
that the Alliance deploy the fewest necessary weapons consistent =.) 
with deterrence, a decision was taken that we could withdraw 1,400 A. 
weapons from Europe. 











Q -- over the years, the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So there was a combin-. 
ation, I think, of military analysis and -- I wouldn't call it poli-y 
tical pressure; but a recognition that a step like this is obvious-# *;; 
ly going to be met with some approval by public opinion in Europe.@ix | 
They're uncomfortable living with nuclear weapons and we recogr 
that. It's never been any secret. 


Q After consultation here, can you tell us anything § .. 
more about the speech tomorrow? eS 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We can talka- ~.— 
little bit about our approach. I'll say a few words and maybe other =~, 
ones might. 


I think the first point I would make is just reiterate, ’ 
we're prepared to negotiate on these proposals. We haven't rejected fi, 
them out of hand. We want to stay in Geneva and negotiate, even after - 
deployment starts, if we must deploy. That is, if we don't achieve. i« 
an agreement that makes deployment unnecessary. an ® 


So the first point we would make is that the statements 
in the Andropov questions and answers that the Soviets will not 
negotiate after the appearance of missiles in Europe is disappointing - 
and somewhat inexplicable because I will remind you that we have 
been in Geneva for two years negotiating while the Soviets have 4 
been deploying SS-20's continuously on the average of almost one 
a week. So if we can be in Geneva negotiating while they deploy, 
we see no reason that they can't do the same, particularly when 
we're prepared to withdraw any missiles that we deploy in Europe 
beginning at the end of the year, if we can achieve an agreement. 





Now, as you recall there were three principle components 
to the Andropov proposals. One was this question of reducing numbers : 
of systems, as they put it; i.e., missiles, below the combined , 
total of the British and French forces. And he says 140 on that. 
Simply point out that the Soviets continue to want a monopoly in 
INF land-based missiles. 


In other words, they are saying that they can have 
420 warheads in the western part of the Soviet Union that can tar- 
get all of our allies, while the United States is forbidden to have ro 
a single system. Well, that remains -- has been -- a fundamental § ¥ 
part of the Soviet negotiating position. what the President has -.. > 
called a one-sided, zero option, where we get zero and they main- ~— ’ 
tain their monopoly and that remains the Soviet position. That = 
obviously confronts us with some difficulties in the talks. 

Secondly -- Well, let me just give you one sidelight . 
on that. You recall that earlier in the negotiations the Soviets  *”* 
said that they were willing to count warheads and in the negotiations 
in Geneva if we asked them, “Well, how many are you talking about? 
How many would you want to retain?" And they said, “Well, maybe 
somewhere in the vicinity of 400." t 


Well, this reduction to 140 missiles, each with three 
warheads, 420 warheads, obviously does not represent, then, a great 
step in their willingness to reduce SS-20's. 


; 
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But the important point is is they continue to want ' we 
to maintain a monopoly and deny us the right to deploy. is 











Secondly, on the question of their forces in Asia, they 
say they would want to, first of all, they would take what appears?” ? ee | 5 
to be a unilateral undertaking by them that they would not increase * Z. 
their numbers in Asia. We aren't clear whether this is a unilateral? * 
undertaking or its negotiable. We would obviously want to determine : 
that. 


14 ; ; 

But more importantly, they want to maintain, then, the® 

right to deploy a léerge number of systems in Asia, which are trans 
portable by definition, can be moved, and thus could increase thes 
threat of weapons facing our European allies. 


Now, they have over a hundred systems deployed in Asia.<} y* i. 
So they're not just asking for the right to threaten Europe with yee 
140 systems; they're asking for the right, in theory, to threaten ee 
Europe with over 240 systems with three warheads on each. uthy 3 
te e° 
.tZ 
Q You're saying if they move them to the other. Re 
side? yy EE 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q All right. You're saying -- ¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Which, > 
again, would just add to this monopoly that they would want to main- .-, 
tain. ~¢ 


, > 33 
Thirdly, they say they're willing to be more flexible*~ q. 
on aircraft. We've said we're willing to talk about aircraft. If © "ee 
they're willing to be more flexible on aircraft, that's interesting 4s 
and we're prepared to discuss it in Geneva. 


So the bottom line is is that we don't think that this 
represents a substantial breakthrough in the Soviet position. They 
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still want to drive a wedge between the alliance by preventing 
the United States the right to deploy but, nevertheless, we're ‘ 
prepared to explere these proposals in Geneva and we would find 

it very difficult to understand, as would Western public opinion, oe 
in our view, if they left the negotiating table if we were to 
start deployment. , 


Q Is that what the President is going to say 
tomorrow, more or less? 


Se 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More or less. 
Shorter. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL BRIEFING 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1983, 11: A.M. 


(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. CARLSON: Good morning. This is an ON THE 
RECORD brtefing on the continuing relief aid to Grenada 
and the restoration of economic stability there. 

The briefer is the Administrator of the Agency 
for International Development. -- Peter McPherson. He has 
a few remarks for you, and then we'll be happy to take 
your questions. 

MR. McPHERSON: Good morning. It's good to be 
here again. 


A.I.D. has allocated $475,000 for immediate 





. fwelief measures and commenced an airlift of basic supplies to 
Point Salinas. Pood, generators, water tanks, and other 
relief have Been provided to assist displaced persons and 
seriously affected Grenadians. At this time, we foresee 
relief measures continuing for at least several more weeks. 
In addition to serving these needs, we have the primary 
objective of returning the Grenadian economy to a —— 
state of activity. A return to a more normal state, of 
course, is very important so that people can begin to . 


take care of their own needs. 
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Therefore, A.I.D. is now committing an additional 
three million for relief and restoration. We will be dis- 
cussing the details with Congress in the next few days as 
these plans take final form for the expenditure of these 
monies. 

Medical and public health services have been 
disrupted by the exhaustion of basic supplies as well as 
by the repatriation of some foreign pergzonnel. Three U.S. 
Public Hmalth officials are now i: Grenada surveying 
basic health needs. I might mention as well that Army 
personnel are now staffing various hospitals and medical 
situations -- the U.S. Army military personnel. These 
recommendations of our people that are there now will 
guide our responses in the next few days as to next steps. 

Early reports indicate that damage to the existing 
systemsin various parts of the country prevent major seg- 
ments of the population from receiving potable water. 

One of the things we've done very early here is provide 
various tanks and other outlets so as to take care of the 
immediate situation. It's the cities, by the way, that 
have the problem. About 40 percent of the population has 
piped water. The rest of it is by way of wells or other 
local situations. It is those cities that have the potable 


water difficulty. 
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The life-support systems for medicine and various 
other activitiasare also hampered by a deteriorated road 
system. Part of this, some small cart, was perhaps recent 
damage. But the road system in the last couple of years 
has really deteriorated dramatically. It never was very good 
to begin with. 

These problems, this whole set of tatcineene 
problems -- Both the immediate repair as well as perhaps 
some longer-term difficulties -- need to be dealt with. 

I might note that a disaster-assistance survey 
team of the Department of Defense went in immediately 
or almost in conjunction with the troops. A.I.D. has had 
people there since last Thursday. The DOD people and the 
A.I.D. people have bean working closely, really together, 
as a team to survey, determine the extent of the damage 
and the kinds of immediate needs we have. 

This team has defined much of the need to date 
that has brought the expenditures and has helped define 
the range of the money that we're now talking about. 

It ts anticipated, under consideration. Under consideration 
in the Executive Branch is the appropriate role that the 
Army Engineers might play in this reconstruction activity. 


A.I.D. is firmly committed to the economic recovery 


and the long-term development of Grenada. Our efforts currently, 
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ef course, are directed at immediate relief and short-term 
economic reactivation, and then of course this longer-term 
development more particularly sensitive to the needs of 
the Grenadian private sector as a central instrument for 
economic recovery. 

It is clear that that private sector has really 
been the engine that has provided the income and the growth, 
to the extent that it's been, in that country. 

We anticipate working closely with agriculture, 
with tourism, and so forth to help things along. 

Those, ladies and gentlemen, are my comments 
today. I would anticipate and welcome what questions you 
might have. 

Q Sir, are we going to rebuild the mental 
hospital that was accidentally bombed and pay compensation 
to the victims? 

A The hospital, as you indicate, was damaged. 
It was right next to a military installation. There was 
firing from that proximity, and in fact it was damaged. F 
Sq far we have provided some medical care, some blankets 
and mattresses and that kind of thing to immediately respond ~~ 
which Clearly need to be done. 


It is clear that that hospital, some sort of 


facility, needs to be put back in place. How that is done is 











sqmething that we haye to work out, 

| As I indicated earlier, the Executive Branch is 
considering an appropriate role for the Army Engineers 
in a number of these activities. 

Q What about our people? 

A Prankly, our focus has been on this immediate 
humanitarian relief and the restoration of the econeuy. 

Q The Post this morning quotes somebody up on 
the Hill as saying that apparently we blew up the water 
system. Is that right? 

A As I was saying a moment ago, you need 
to put the water system in sort of roughly two categories 

| -- the urban system in the capital and in much of the rest 
of the country which doesn't have a water system as we know 
it. It's sort of rural systems with wells im the back- 
yard and streams and that kind of thing. The urban system 
was damaged. Several different -- 

Q In the hostilities? 

A It's a combination of deterioration and 
damage recently, and certainly the hostilities. There was 
some damage to the water system. 

We're not quite sure just how much damage was 
directly related to hostilities, but clearly some of it was. 


You get questions -- you get lines being broken, and you get pump) 

















systema being either damaged or not working. It's a situation an 
we haye to assess it in several different points in the systen. 
But it's clear that the water system in some of the urban 

areas simply wasn't working, and that's why we brought in 

these tanks and several thousand collapsable water containers 


-- little five-gallon containers. And that water system has 


prohahlv heen one of the first things that we responded to 
because we had to provide potable water. 

We're going to have to -- not us in A.I.D. but the 
U.S. Government would anticipate being involved in the 
repair and the restoration of that system iinto working order. 

Q Mr. McPherson, did you tell us: Did the 
U.S. blow up the water system? 

A I think I did, sir. 

Q Well, I didn't hear it. 

A Let me say it again then, sir. 

Q I heard about deterioration of hostilities, 
but the question is: Did the U.S. do it? 

A I said that the U.S. clearly -- in connection 
with the hostilities, the water system was damaged. To be 
honest, I don't know just how that damage occurred; but I 
assume that certainly part of that was done, as the U.S. came 


in, by the U.S. 


Q Mr. McPherson, the 3.475 million that you are 














now: committing -- is the thought in mind that this money 
will put Grenada back in the shape it was one month ago, 
or what? 

A I think that what you have is -- it often happens 
in these kinds of activities. At least in the two and a half 
years I've been here, I've seen lots of it really. You get 
a situation where besbate of neglect or other kinds of 
reasons an infrastructure, an economy, deteriorates. And 
then there is a disaster, there's fighting or something. And 
that fighting, on top of the deterioration, makes the system 
seriously crumble. ; 

In this case you had some destruction. You had 
deterioration, neglect. Then you had some of the fighting 
and detruction that occurred by the Grenadian Government in 
power at the time -- a couple of weeks ago when, for example, 
the police headquarters and the administrator buildings were 
burned down by the then existing government, apparently in 
anticipation fo wanting to destroy records. And then you had 
this fighting which caused quite a lot of destruction. 

What happens, how you try to restore all that is 
a question that is difficult. You take care of all the 
deterioration prior to the fighting, and it's hard to divide 


where deterioration ends and the destruction from the fighting 


begins. 
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The most important thing to do is to try to get 
that economy viable again, operating again -- get that water 
in those lines running, get the communication system working 
== and that's the kinds of activity that the whole U.S. 
Government needs to look at right now, 

Over a longer period of time you need to think 
about how to make that economy stronger. The economy hadn't 
been very strong in the last couple of years. It was buoyed 
for a period of time by the construction of the airport. 

Phat meant quitea lot of work for the local people. But 
you've got to figure out how to increase agriculture 
production; you've got to figure out how to increase tourism. 

I do not think that this three million dollars 
is going to totally right or put in tiptop shape the Grenadian 
economy. . 

Q Could I just follow that up then? 

A Sure. 

Q Then, as I understand it, the concept of 
allocating the money now is that this is only going to be 
the first year in a multiyear aid program. 

A We don't really know, to be honest, just what 
we're going to do after the three million dollars. We have 


had, for the Eastern Caribbean in fiscal '83, about 50 million 


dollars; and we've had a fairly large program for the Eastern 








Caribbean. Grenada hasn't been getting any of that. But it's 
clear that now Grenada is going to need some additional 
assistance, and we are thinking about how to do that longer 
term. 

This three million dollars, I woquld expect, will 
Be over the next few months, not for a full year. We'll 
be back to you with plans or more details. 

Q Is it that 3.475 has been allocated, is that 
correct? | 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Now, as I listen to you, I see the developing 
scenario in which the United States is assuming for itself 
the obligation to get an awful lot of things going that 
have nothing to do with the hostilities. I'ma little puzzled 
by that. Under what ground rules do you suddenly begin 
talking about how it is a U.S. responsibility to help tourism 
grow in Grenada and the economy and how to rebuild an infra- 
structure that deterioriated in a way that has nothing to do 
with the U.S. involvement in Grenada? 

I'm a little puzzled about that. 

A We think that it's important that these 
countries have viable economies, that they have democracies. 


Democracies really generally flourish when there are viable 


economies. We think that the long-term development of the 
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Eaatern Caribbean is important. 

| As I indicated a moment age, in fiscal year 
‘83 we will have spent about 50 million dollars in that 
part -- in the Eastern Caribbean. We, of course, have a very 
substantial economic development program in Jamaica. We 
haye about a hundred million dollars in Jamaica. These -- 
the Congress and the Administration have felt for some time 
-- are imputsrt areas of the world that are fairly relatively 
poor, that need to have our help. 

We don't think that it is our job to right the 
world. We think that, basically, countries have to help 
themselves. And I see our stimulating and assisting, 
in areas like agriculture, basically in a self-help kind of 
way. We think that people need to be helped to be put back 
on their feet so that they can earn their own money and run 
their own lives. 

This country has some real advantages. Our Agency 
works all around the world, and I look at Grenada and I 
see some advantages that I don't see in places like Africa -- 
much of Africa -- 85 percent literacy, for example; a fairly 
low child mortality rate -- a number of advantages that they 
can build on. And it is not the U.S. coming in and doing 


it all for them. That won't work we don't think. It will 


be the U.S. doing some help. 








ll 


Q Mr. McPherson, I understand that there is 
this whole question of deterioration. But I wonder if you 
could give us a better sense of what portion of this assistance 
is really to fix the things that were destroyed as a result 
of the American invasion. 

A The first need is to make sure that we spend 
what needs to be done for relief kinds of work:- I mean, 
for example, the medicines -- that when you have a disaster 
that's the first thing you try to take care of. 

Beyond that, I would expect that at least some money 
will be spent for reconstruction. But you also have the > 
potential role of the Army Engineers -- I made reference 
to that -- 

Q Yes. 

A -- and our role. And we need to work that out 
with the rest of the Government -- our role -- in other 
parts of this Government. 

Certainly we will be in the immediate future 
focusing on reconstruction. The U.S. Government's effort will 
focus on reconstruction as opposed to rehabilitation. Rehabilita- 
tion is a massive job, and three million dollars basically 
addresses the immediate concerns. 


But the reason it's a little confusing is; Suppose 


a pipe is broken because it rusted out last week as opposed to 
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haying been broken in connection with the fighting. I mean 
you distinguish as you repair one or the other. But 
certainly the immediate ©.S. effort on infrastructure 

will fecus on immediately needed repairs and not on some 
sort of long-term rehabilitation effort. 

Do I make that distinction for you? 

Q I take it from that then that really all of 
thie money basically is to do immediate problems -- and most 
of which were created because of the hostilities. 

A I don't think there's anything wrong with -- 
I'm not trying to dodge that question. I'm just saying 
that you can't distinguish very easily. Certainly a bunch 
of it will be in connection with the hostilities. 

Q Sir, is any of this money going to what you 
consider official, quasi-official--or Government officials, 
Grenadian military or charitable organizations -- or who gets the 
Monéy, who disburses the money? 

A Sir, I don't see any military officials in 
Grenada getting any money of this. There are a number of 
quasi-governmental or charitable organizations that operate 
in Grenada that are really excellent instruments for dis- 
tribution of relief and for rehabilitation of certain kinds, 


everything from orphanages to -- we work extensively, usually 


with churches, a lot of organizations like that. 
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Q Of the 50 million dollars that you mentioned 
in U.S. aid that went to Grenada -- 

A The what now? 

Q The 50 million dollars in aid that went to the 
East Caribbean. 

A The Eastern Caribbean, yes. 

Q -- who decided that none would go to Grenada, 
and why? | 

A There were a couple of reasons, clearly. 
We felt uncomfortable with that was going on in Grenada somewhat 
politically. Wa looked at the airport and we were concerned 
about that. As you know, that was a widely expressed concern 
of the Administration and many in Congress; and we thought, 
frankly, that the Grenadians weren't doing the best thing 
for themselves in terms of using the resources they had to 
build their economy. The agriculture, for example, in Grenada 
has been going down steadily for several years. And I feel 


strongly -- and I make this point in programs all over the 





world -- that our money, to the extent that we politically 
and otherwise can, needs to-go to those countries that are 
helping themselves. Otherwise your tax dollars don't do the 
job. 

Q Whose decision was it? 


A Within the Administration we made the decision. 
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And Congresswas well aware, involyed in those allocations. 
There was quite a discussion about it in some times past, 
but it was a decision I think widely recognized and under- 
stood. Some regional programs had some funding for Grenada, 
but even those begin to taper off. 

Q You just said the airport was one of the 
things that was helping the economy -- 

A There's no question. 

Q == the construction of it. 

A It was sort of a short-term infusion of cash 
in that sense. 

Q Well, are we going to help them finish the 
airport? 

A I don't envision us finishing the airport. 

I think we felt for some time the airport, as it was originally, 
served the economic interest of that economy. 

Q But you mentioned tourism. Didn't the Bishop 
regime say that the airport would accommodate direct flights 
from here? 

A The problem isn't so much the facility of 
the airport per se. It is the lack of direct flights; it's 
the lack of accommodations. 


Two years ago, for example, ore of the major hotels 


-- the Holiday Inn -- burned down and hasn't been replaced. 
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Yqu have anly a few hundred beds of hotel rooms in the island. 
You get to Grenada by way of going to Barbados or Trinidad 
and then going over. 

Those are the kinds of problems that you have. 

Q Well, wasn't the airport aimed at remedying 
that so that you can have direct flights from -- 

A Direct flights wasn't a critical part of 
encouraging tourism. (Laughter.) 

Q I have a couple of questions. First of all -- 

A I think it's generally recognized it wasn't 
a critical part of encouraging tourism. 

Q I have two questions, if I may. What type 
of agricultural assistance are you talking about? Are you 
talking about commodity exports to them or are you talking 
about helping them improve their own productive capabilities? 

A Improving their own productive capabilities. 
This economy still has 25 percent of the GNP as agriculture 
production, and 35 percent of the people are employed with 
agriculture. 

Q Do they export it? 

A Yes, they do. They export bananas almost 
entirely to Great Britain. Their largest export is cocoa. 
And, of course, what Americans have heard the most about 


Grenada is the export of nutmeg. 
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Incidentally, a short time ago the Grenadians 
entered into an agreement to sell most of their nutmeg 
to the Soviet Union. The nutmeg, the bananas and the cocoa 
each have problems. I won't burden you with all this -- 
at least, not much more -- but the bananas, for example, had 
some disease problems that stem, at least in part, froma 
lack of care of the banana plants and so forth. That kind 
of thing needs to be addressed, 

Q Are we sending them technological help? 

A Sure. We've done a lot of this around the 
world, and we think at least some of this production can be 
improved. It takes about three years for a cocoa tree 
to come to production. There have been some disease problems 
with some older trees -- that kind of thing. The cocoa 
production has fallen in the last few years. 

It is a question of technology and management, 
we suspect. 

That's a longer-term thing; that isn't something 
we do in the next two or three months. That's a fairly 
involved process. 

Q Could we ask one other question? You men- 
tioned, let's say, the Holiday Inn had heen burned down and 


things. Do you perceive our longer-term assistance being in 


the form of grants or things like credit guarantees through Ex-Im 
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Bank or samething where it provides American business with 
ways to invest with Government protection or Government 
assistance? 

A I would see both. f think that some of the 
grant work for some of the technology is important. At the 
same time, we have found that one of the more important things 
ta have available is hard currency so that the local business 
people have a means to import. We've done a lot of this 
until the present. 

Q Isn't there a local business council there? 

A Oh, yes. 

Q Is there a business group there? 

A Yes, there certainly is --« numbers of then, 
several. 

Q Let me go to the question of the money. 

The four seventy-five was granted immediately, and is it as 
of today that the additional three million is being granted? 
A Yes, that's correct; that's correct. 

Q Now, on the 50 million -- 

A With the plans evolving and being put in 
place. 

Q I just wanted to get the timing on that. 

A Yes. 


Q Now, with the 50 million dollars for the 
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Eastern Caribbean states that you alluded to, what is the 
largest single sun going to any country? I wanted to com- 
pare that to the Grenadan allocation. 

A Bernie, let me get those figures for you. 

Q On your three million, do you have the 
money now in a contingency fund or do you have to get per- 
mission from Concress? 

A To the extent it's spent on disaster purposes 
aa defined, we have that right now. To the extent it's 
spent on nondisaster purposes, we will need to ask Congress 
== not to go through the whole process but to notify it and 
go through that kind of operation. 

Q So what part of that do you have to ask for? 

A Weve got to decide, really. Certainly I 
would expect that most of it would be disaster assistance -- 

Q One more. 

B ~= and I anticipate no problem with the whole 
three million. 

Q You said that it is envisioned that the Army 
Corps of Engineers might be called into the mechanism. 

A As I said, the idea of the Army Engineers 
having a role is under consideration -- 

Q Right. 


A -- in the Executive Branch. 


Q This presumably would be men in uniform. 








19 


A I really don't want to respond for the 

Army Engineers. 
j Q Well, the reason I ask is that the Commonwealth 

peacekeeping force has made a condition of their coming in -- 

A Yes. 

Q == that the American military pull out. 
Wauldn't that Be in contradiction? 

A Tf really need to leave questions like that for 
@meone else to answer. 

Q Well, do ves need Congress‘ permission 
to send the Corps of Engineers down there or can the Presi- 
dent do that on his own authority? 

A I'm not in a position those, I mean I -- 

Q Do you know the answer or do you -- 

A I think that someone else better respond to 
that. I find that if I start talking about their business 
it isn't productive for anybody. But, again, the idea of the 
Army Engineers playing a role is under consideration and I'm 
not announcing any decision in this connection. 

Q There are reports that Paul Scoon, the 
Governor General, may come up here to talk about these and 
other issues. Do you know anything about that? 


A I do not. 


Q By the way, sir, is there a plan to finish 
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finish the airport? 

A No. 

Q It's just going to be left as is? (Laughter.) 

A I have no knowledge of any plan to finish 
the airport. 

Q Is the Administration's idea to make Grenada 
a model Caribbean state? 

A We've worked pretty extensively with several 
of the tslands there and we think that each of these 
countries need to make economic progress, and we will work 
with them to that end. 

Q Is Grenada being selected as one that is 
coming for a sort of mini-Marshall Plan though? (Laughter.) 

A There is no determination on such an idea, 
but the facts are that you've got a per capita income of 
$850 per person -- 

Q Eight hundred and fifty? 

A -- not desparately poor by, let's say, Africa's 
standards -- or like the President of Bancladesh was here 
last week with a hundred and twenty per capita income -- but 
still relatively poor when you look at our income -- which 


is, what? -- nine thousand, or something like that. 


The point is that these people are still relatively 
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peor and we're anxiqus to work with them closely to 
help them help themselves. It's not some sort of massive 
dele operation. On the contrary, it's a self-help approach. 

Let me take one more question and then over here 
“== two more -- and then I really need to leave you. 

Q Was there ever any funding ever allocated 
to Grenada before this invasion? 

A We had not allocated funding to Grenada. 

Q How much are ultimately talking about? 
You're saying that three million is just in the short term. 

A We need to work it through. I mean we have 
people there, have had people there since Thursday. I am 
not announcing some large program today; I'm saying we've 
got these immediate problems and we are working on them -- 
and so far, we think, successfully. But there are some 
other things that obvicusly need to be done. 

I thank you very much for your time. 

Q Thank you. 

A Right. 

(Whereupon, at 11:37 a.m., the special ON THE RECORD 


briefing was concluded.) 
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FOLLOWINGIS OCR aS PRESS CONFERENCE AT SANTIAGO > 
AIRPORT ON DE FROM CHILE NOVEMS . 


G WHAT CONCLUSION HAVE YOU DRAWN AS A RESULT OF YOUR VISIT? 

“A. WELL, THE WORLD OOESN' T STOP TURNING AFTER A SHORT VISIT LIKE 
MINE SO THAT ONE SHOULD NOT EXPECT ANYTHING AFTER SUCH A SHORT 
VISIT. BUT I HAD AN. EXCELLENT OF FPORTUNITY TO SPEAK TO PEOPLE OF 
ALL CIFFERENT PCINTS OF VIEW. EVERYBODY WAS FRANK, I WAS VERY 
IMPRESSED wITH MR JARPA AS A PRAGMATIC POLITICAL OFFICIAL 

AND wY RESPONSI®ILITY IS TC GC BACK HOME ANO REPORT TO mY GOVERN] 
MENT MY OVERALL OBSERVs*!®"S AND. IN TURN, WHILE HERE TO RE- 
EMPHASIZE THE FACT THAT *:°N WHEN THERE ARE DIFFERENCES OF 
OPINION THE UNITED STATES AESPECTS CHILE AND WE WANT TO KEEP 

& «CNG STANDING FRIENDSHIP. 

GC. WHAT DO YCU THINK ABCJT THE CHILEAN PCLITICAL PROCESS? 

A I AM NCT THE EXPERT SUT TRE PROCESS TOWWRD DEMOCRACY 
EVERY@ODY TELLS ME IS INEVITABLE IT IS A MATTER OF WHEN AND HOW 
ALL THESIECES FALL INTO PLACE, THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THE PROCESS 
IS THERE. , 

G. IS THERE A SIGNIFICANT CIFFERENCE BETWEEN YOUR PREVIOUS 
RNOm. BOGE OF CHILEAN REALITY AND WHAT YOU HAVE LEARNED ON THIS 
TRIP? “ . 
A. I THINK THE REALITY OF VERY COUNTRY LIES IK THE INTERNAL 
POLITICS AND 4N CUTSIDOER CANNOT COMPLETELY GRaS® THE REALITY OF 
ANY COUNTRY. BUT YOU HAVE A LONG 4ISTORY OF DEMOCRACY AND YOU 





MAVE AN OCBVIOUSLY RGETIC GROUP OF PEOPLE IKTERESTED IN POLITICS. 
G. WHAT DIFFICULTIES DO YO SEE IN RELATIONS BETWEEN THE US AND 
CHILE? 


A. I THINK THEOBVIOUS OIFFICULTY, I WOULD NOT SO muCH CALL IT A 
DIFFICULTY, AS AN HONEST DIFFERENCE OF OFINION, IS THAT IN THE 

US OUR DEMOCRACY HAS NEVER FAL ED US. IT IS HARD FOR US 10 
APPRECIATE HOw THE SYSTEM GOES AWRY ELSEWHERE. 

G. COULD THE LAST DECLARATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE SIGNIFY 
THAT SILENT DIPLOMACY OF PRESIDENT REAGAN HAS BEEN DISCARDED? 

A. NO, SILENT DIPLOMACY IS SOMETHING WE PREFER. I THINK 

WHAT HEPPENED, IS THAT YOU ARE REFERRRING TO 4N OFFICIAL STATEMENT 
MADE BY OUR SPOKESMAN IN ANSWER TO A QUESTION FROM THE PRESS--AND 
YOU ALL KNOW HOw THE PRESS CAN ASK DIFFICULT CUESTIONS. 

GQ. WHAT OO YOU THINK ABOUT RETAINING THE PRESIDENTIAL PERIOD 
UNTIL I889? ' 

A. THAT IS AN INTERNAL DECISION FOR CHILE. 

FRIEDMANN 


EOT 
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TO THE FAR EAST . 


Room 450 
Old Executive Office Building 


3:37 P.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: We are pleased to have the Secretary of 
State. I want to remind you that this briefing is on camera, on 
the record, and on the President's trip to Asia only. 


Q We didn't hear the rules. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You didn't hear the rules, but 
I'll enforce them. 


Any questions? 
Q Yes. What is this trip all about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The trip is about Japan and Korea, 
and it is about Asia. I think it is worthwhile to recognize how 
important Asia is to us, and in a way that fact is illustrated and 
symbolized by the fact that the President of the United States 
will be traveling to Asia twice within about a five-month period. 


So the trip is part of a process of our strong, very 
significant and developing relationships with various countries in 
Asia, a very important part of that process. So that is what the 
trip is about. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you feel that the security 
issues now will take precedence over the trade and economic issues 
because of Rangoon and because of KAL 007? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are important security issues 
in our relationship with both Japan and Korea. They certainly have 
been underlined by the Korea Airline massacre and by the Rangoon 
atrocity. And obviously those security matters will be discussed; 
economic matters will be discussed. I might say there are a 
tremendous number of important subjects around the world on which 
we have strong mutual interests with both countries. Just to take 
an example, without trying to hold it out as the most important, 
but just as an example, the relationship of the flow of oil supplies 
to the Iran-Iraq war concentrates our attention and concentrates 
the Japanese attention on that subject. I am sure that is one 
among many international subjects that the President will be 
discussing. That is just an illustration. 
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Q How much emphasis, if any, will be given to human 
rights issues in the Korean discussion? What would you look for 
in that area? 


SECRETARY SHIILTZ: Well, the approach the President 
has and the Administration has to these issues is basically to 
discuss them privately. So that is where they will remain. And I 
am sure that it will be discussed. 


There has been a fair amount of progress in Korea over 
the last two or three years. So I think the picture is a promising 
one. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you anticipate this trip will 
help encourage the Japanese to take more of a role in their own 
security and the security, the joint security of the Far East? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They have set out certain objectives 
and a mission, you might say, for themselves. And we agree with 
what they have set out for themselves involving their own self- 
defense and the defense of the sea lanes around Japan. And we 
encourage them to develop the capacity to fulfill that mission. 

So that is an important thing as they see it, and we agree. 


Obviously security problems are dramatized, not only 
by the events in the earlier questions, but such things as the 
very large deployments of SS-20's in Asia. And everybody is noticing 
that more and more. 


Q To move to the question of the President's 
personal security, how seriously can we take North Korean threats 
against the President, and how sure are we at this point that the 
North Koreans were responsible for the bombing in Rangoon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as threats to the 
President by North Korea, obviously we know about them. The 
President's security will be attended to by us and by our Korean 
hosts. Unfortunately in this day and age whenever a President 
travels security considerations have to be kept in mind, whether 
it is to Korea, or for th:t matter, whether it is to Augusta, 
Georgia. It seems to be part of life. 
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So those considerations will be in mind. 


As far as Rangoon is concerned, I don't have anything 
to add to what has already been said. But, basically, we await 
word from the Burmese and, as it has been noted, there's a lot of 
circumstantial evidence pointing at North Korea, but we'll await 
the Burmese word on what they finally determine as a result of 
their very thorough investigation. 


Q Mr. Secretary, will the three countries that 
were cut from the trip earlier, will they be added to the President's 
trip to Asia in April? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any answer to that. The 
April trip is just in the early stages of being planned and we'll 
just have to see. I think that with the hindsight that we have right 
now and the tremendous amount of work with the Congress that has been 
going on here, we can see how wise it was to keep this trip much 
shorter than was originally planned. It was too long a trip as it 
was planned given the Congressional activity here. So the trip to 
Japan and Korea is kept down to a minimum number of days. It will 
be not quite a week, as it is now being planned, and that consider- 
ation will have to be kept in mind on future trips, as well. 


Q Would the President still have gone if there had -- 
if the Grenadian invasion had been still going on and there were still -- 
it had not reached a cessation of hostilities? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Weil, the fact is that the rescue in 
Grenada has been completed and -- (Laughter.) See, I told you I was 
going to enforce the rules. 


Q A rose by any other name. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I told you I was going to enforce the 
rules. It's basically completed. The military part of the mission 
has been accomplished. The Grenadians and the East Caribbean forces 
and political efforts are coming very much to the fore and we will 
be moving on to other things, in particular, Japan and Korea. 


Q Well, would he have gone if it was still -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know what the point is of 
struggling with that question. 


Q I'm not struggling with it. Could he have left 
the country -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You are struggling with it but I'm 
not. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you enumerate some of the 
positive steps that you said South Korea has taken in the last couple 
of years in the area of human rights? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think, in particular, there 
have been quite a large number of political prisoners released and 
the freedom of people whose views are different from the government's 
views is greater. I think those are two examples. 





Q Mr. Secretary, is the President planning to meet 
with any opposite -- members of the opposition or dissidents in 
South Korea during his trip there? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he'll have a series of events 
and -- don't you have a schedule? Oh, you just got the schedule. 
Well, you'll see the events and I don't know how to characterize 
them, but he will be seeing people from a broad spectrum of the 
Korean political and economic: community and security community. 


Mr. Secretary, you said that Japan -- that we 
agreed with Japan's objectives, security objectives, their broader 
objectives, but their proposed budget, which goes into effect, I 
think, in March, is for a 6.8 percent increase, which is not large 
enough to meet those objectives. So the question is, will the 
President either privately or publicly make any inference that they 
have to do more, and what is the effect of the December elections 
in Japan on the security commitment? 


SECRETARY SCHULTZ: We will be discussing our agree- 
ment with the mission that they have set out and our feeling that, 
obviously, they want to take the steps necessary to be able to | 
carry the mission out and that's what they say, that's what we say. 
How rapidly you're able to get to an objective you have is always 
an issue. The Japanese are going about it in, I think, a positive 
way, but I'm sure the subject will be discussed. 




















Because of the elections and Nakasone's 
vulnerabilities, will the President have to be more cautious about 
raising some of these issues? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to make any 
comment about the internal Japanese political situation. Prime 
Minister Nakasone is the -- he's the prime minister, where -- this 
will be the fourth time this year, incidentally, the President will 
have met with Prime Minister Nakasone. It's an ongoing process and 
relationship, and we are there to talk about substantive matters of 
great interest, and I might say, almost a sense of partnership in 
many respects with the government of Japan, and that's the object of 
trip. 


The Japanese politics is a different issue entirely 
and that's a strictly Japanese set of issues, and we have no comment 
to make on them, 


Q How much discussion do you expect there will be 
of trade and economic issues and, specifically, issues like the yen- 
dollar relationship, which have been a problem? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There undoubtedly will be con- 
siderable attention devoted to economic issues. It's very important 
to the Japanese and it's very important to us. The yen-dollar 
relationship is, I think, a very significant aspect of this and, 
in particular, the relationship of the present relative values to 
large-scale capital movements. I think, as sort of the heart of the 
problem analytically, and therefore at the heart of the problem 
Operationally. So, somehow, actions in the area of capital markets 
and capital flows and openness in capital markets I'm sure will come 
in for a lot of discussion. It's a very important set of points. 
But it is not sort of unique that there'll be a discussion here. 
This is an Ongoing matter and the Treasury and Japanese Finance 
Ministry have had lots of discussions about this and am sure will 
continue to do so. The subject has gotten a lot of attention in the 
U.S.-Japanese Advisory Committee -- this high-level private group that's 
been appointed by the Prime Minister and the President. 


That group has made a report to the President and the 
Prime Minister, and so we have some input from the private sector there. 
David Packard, as you know, is the U.S. chairman, 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you give us some reading on what 
the speeches the President will give to the Diet and National Assembly 
-- what the theme will be or what he hopes to accomplish -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's a great privilege, of 
course, to be invited to speak to the Diet or National Assembly -- 
the congress of another country -- and the President views it that way 
and he will be expressing the United States' view of the relationship and 
our views of the world situation generally. But, as for previewing the 
speech, I think we'll wait till we get a little closer to it in any 
detail. 


There was 2 follow-up question over here -- 


Q Now that the Japanese have agreed -- or at least 
we've agreed to allow them to increase their quota of imports on foreign 
cars, are we going to go to Japan and demand that they open their markets 
up to more U.S. exports? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there has been a long dialogue 
between Japan and the United States about opening Japanese markets to 
our products. And there have been a lot of steps taken, and we believe 
that there are a lot more steps that should be taken. And, as I said, 
this is all part of a process -- it's a continuing process. 


As far as the auto restraints are concerned, of course 
those are voluntary restraints undertaken by the Japanese. It's not 
any quota imposed by the United States. They're voluntary restraints 
by the Japanese, and that's a restraint of flows into our market and 
not anything to do with their market as such. 


Q But is there going to be any reciprocal demand 
by the President? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President will be discussing these 
economic issues with the Prime Minister, I'm sure. But he is not 
inclined to use inflammatory language like you used. (Laughter.) 


Q To follow up on this then, in the public remarks 
that President Reagan makes ~- is he likely to be as blunt about the 


Soviets -- is it appropriate for him -- to be as blunt about the Soviets as, 
for instance, he was in remarks today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think you'll have to wait 
and see what he says and then you can -- you can draw your conclusions. 
But he will give a good strong speech, and he'll express his views, and 
in a manner appropriate for the occasion in another country. 


Q In your remarks a few minutes ago, were you confirming 
that the President, in Korea, will meet with political opponents of the 
regime? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I was just calling attention to 
the schedule -- and you can look at the schedule -- the President doesn't 
go out of his way to meet with this, that, or the other group, but he is 
wanting to meet with a broad spectrum, in each country, of participants 
in the economic 


MORE 











life of the country and the security life of the country. And you'll 
be able to see that by looking at the schedule. 


Q The only thing on the schedule is the community 
leaders. Everything else is either the Assembly or the DMZ. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it'll get developed more. 
And you'll be able to see who the guest list is and so on. 


Q I guess that's a yes, then. The answer to 
the question is yes? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have answered it to the extent 
that I'm going to. 


Q Mr. Secretary, even with the beefed up 
security, with the philosophy that threats and terrorism are 
a fact of life, isn't it still fairly risky for the President 
to go up to the DMZ? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. We don't think so. 
Q Why not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, because there will be 
adequate security. 


Q You said that there were a number of steps that 
you'd still like to see the Japanese government do in terms of 
opening up their markets more. Could you mention some of those 
steps and in particular, if the yen-dollar problem is as severe 
as you and other government officials have said, what would you 
like the Japanese to do, specifically? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My opinion is that the particular 
areas to work on on the yen-dollar are capital market measures. 
And there is a great, extensive list of possibilities that have 
been developed to some extent in the Treasury and to some extent 
out of discussions between our Treasury and the Japanese Finance 
Ministry and, also, that have been suggested to us by various 
private groups in this country. The U.S.-Japan Advisory Committee 
has weighed in on the subject. So there are a great many ideas 
that are around. And the subject is in the process of being 
identified as very important. And things to be done about it 
are getting identified. And I think, as we go on here, we'll start 
to see things happen more and more in this area. 


As far as specifics are concerned, I think you can 
dig out long lists of things we care about, involving various 
commodities and types of manufactured goods and so forth. And 
I don't need to just go through that list. 


Q Do you intend, sir, to have a separate series 
of talks in your capacity as Secretary of State during this 
visit? Or will all your time in support of the Presidential 
discussions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I look forward to having 
a private session, myself, with respective Foreign Ministers and, 
perhaps, with others. But, basically, I'm there to support the 
President and take part in the meetings that he will be having. 
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MR. SPEAKES: Your staff says, “One more question -- 
to keep you on time." 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Where'd you come from? (Laughter.) 
MR. SPEAKES: (Laughter.) I just appeared. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Laughter.) Gee, you were late. 
One more question, the man says. 

You pick the questioner. 

MR. SPEAKES: Why don't we go right here. 


Q Do you expect any major agreements on trade, 
aid, or security at either stop? Or is this not going to 
result in any specifics -- this trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The trip is not designed to be 
an agreement-signing trip, so that you go out and then you come 
back with alot of prearranged accomplishments of one kind or 
another. I think the way to conceive of it is a little different: 
that there is a process involved in these relationships that's 
very strong and ongoing. Alot is being accomplished as we go 
along. We look forward to alot of accomplishments subsequently. 
The trip is an important part of the process. Many matters, 
broad and narrow, will be discussed. Clearly, as is always the 
case on any trip, it concentrates attention on certain subjects. 
And things get worked out in anticipation. A little bit of that 
is going on. 


But, basically, I think the way to view it is not in 
terms of some particular agreement that may be reached, but 
rather as a very significant part of an extremely important 
process that should bring home to all of us the tremendous 
importance to the United States of our relationships with 
these two countries and, also, our relationships with Asia much 
more generally. 


MR. SPEAKES: And before you leave, let me 
acquaint you with a couple of things concerning the trip. First 
of all, you have your schedule. The other thing is, this 
briefing today was the culmination of a series of 


MORE 














briefings we've had available to you, probably more extensive briefing 
for the press than we've ever done in preparation for a trip. 


In addition, we'll have a cadre of people with us that 
I think can be helpful to you throughout the trip. They include ~ 
Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz, who is with us and will be handling 
a good many of the reporting sessions to you following the bilateral 
meetings. Secretary Shultz will be with you at the conclusion of 
each major meeting in a country. 


Q Why is the Treasury Secretary not going on this 
trip? 


MR. SPEAKES: Pardon? 


Q With all these economic matters at stake, the 
Treasury Secretary is not traveling -- 


MR. SPEAKES: I think the Deputy Secretary is going. 
Tim McNamar is going. 


Q Can you explain why -- We've never had a foreign 
trip before -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes. 


Q -- where the Treasury Secretary has not been 
involved. 


MR. SPEAKES: I think the Secretary of State and the 
President are both well up to speed on these subjects and they 
will have the support of the Treasury officials. 


Q Is there any tension between Shultz and Regan 
over -- 


MR. SPEAKES: No. 

Q -- the deficit issue or other -- 
MR. SPEAKES: No. 

Q -- or exchange rate issue? 


MR. SPEAKES: We've been in a series of meetings all 
week on it and will be through Monday and there's no tension. 


Also, we have, in addition, with us will be Gaston 
Sigur of the NSC staff who is well versed in Japanese matters and 
has some very personal relationships and long-standing relationships 
with Japanese and Bill Martin of the NSC staff is very knowledgeable 
and he will be available to us. Also, Rob Nevitt, who is with us 
today, has been handling our public affairs aspects of this trip 
really for about the past six weeks. So he, too, is well versed. 


All these people will be available to you on call. 
In addition, as you know, we're in a transition, as far as our 
foreign policy person in the Press Office, Bob Sims will remain 
behind to finish his transition to our office and Marlin Fitzwater 
will be in that slot on the trip and I think you'll find Marlin 
well up to speed. And if you have questions on the trip that you 
can't get answers for, he can go to this cadre of people which 
we can produce for you. 


Anything else we need to do? 


MORE 

















° 18 « 


Q Is the schedule of the events pretty much the 
same, or precisely the same, in timing as on the guidance schedule 
that we got previously? 

MR. SPEAKES: This is the current one. 


Q That doesn't have the time. We got one with 
times on then. 


MR. SPEAKES: I believe so. Yes, I believe generally 
they are. Everything's about upside down. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:58 P.M. EST 








- 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING a 
STATE DEPARTMENT 


ou 
RECENT U.S. VISIT TO ISRAEL oe 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1983, 3:00 P.M. 

MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. We are ON 
BACKGROUND, which means you may attribute this to a Senior 
State Department official. 

SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The only reason 
I do these things is so I get called a senior official once 
in a while. (Laughter) 

I understand there has been a massive upswelling 
of desire for a BACKGROUND briefing on my colleague's trip 
to Israel. Let me just kind of run through quickly what we 
did, and then take questions. 

Sometime ago -- I think at about January of this 
year -- the Secretary and Foreign Minister Shamir agreed 
that the Israelis and the United States, in the person of 
David Kimche and Lawrence Eagleburger ought to get together 
about twice a year to sort of talk about the rest of the 
world other than the immediate issues of the Middle East, 
and begin to exchange views and information on other areas. 
We had our first meeting, I think it was, March or April of 


this year. 


Originally, the trip that my colleague and myself took 


last week was scheduled as the second round of those discussions, 


and indeed David Kimche, his asscciates, my associates and I 

















did discuss, while we were there last week, a number of subjects. 
We spent a lot of time talking about the Soviet Union, both in 
terms of what we thought was going on internally and general 
questions of Soviet foreign policy. We talked a bit about 
Central America. Believe it or not, we talked about the Pacific 
Basin, and a fair amount about Africa where the Israelis are 
particularly interested in the possibilities of recognition on 
the part of some African states. 

We talked about Afghanistan a bit. So we did in the 
course of this last week carry forward on the original purposes 
of the visit. But in addition, and in consideration, obviously, 
of immediate questions, we spent a fair amount of time talking 
about Lebanon and Syria, and fairly specifically about our views 
on the Soviet role in the Middle East, and in that regard, for 
enenste. the Israelis wanted our judgment on whether, should the 
INF negotiations this fall fail, was there any likelihood that one 
of the Soviet responses to U.S. deployment would be an escallation 
of problems in the Middle East. 

We spent a bit of time talking about the Iran-Irag war. 
I talked a bit about U.S. relations with Arab states, and we also 
talked a fair amount about Grenada, where I might say that the 


Israelis, unlike some others, demonstrated a good bit of under- 


standing of the reasons for the President's decision to go into 











Grenada, and equally. unlike some others, demonstrated a 
substantial understanding of the strategic importance of what 
we found on the Island. 

While I was there, I delivered an invitation from 
the President to the Prime Minister to visit the United States, 
and indicated to him that our President, our Secretary of State 
and Secretary of Defense wanted to have a wide-ranging discussion 
with the Israelis on the whole gamut of our bilateral relationship 
as weli as a careful examination with them of international 
questions of interest to both of us. 

I told the Prime Minister that the President had decided 
that we would pernit the use of PMS funds for research and develop- 
ment efforts on the LEVI aircraft in the United States. 

I would have to assume that some of the issues -- well, 
in fact we indicated that some of the issues we would want to talk 
about when the Israelis come to the United States would be, 
obviously, Lebanon and Syria; security assistance and economic 
assistance and the future of those two programs; the question of 
strategic cooperation -- all of which, by the way, these same 
issues are issues which my colleague and I discussed while we 
were there, and the peace process. 

A couple of impressions, and then I will shut up and 


take questions. I think there is no doubt that we both, my 


colleague and myself, saw or found a growing concern in Israel 




















over the situation in Lebanon, and indeed a growing concern 
over Syrian purposes. As one Israeli with whom I spoke described 
it, the pendulum in Israel has swung from exaggerated expectations of 
what might be possible in Lebanon to the other extreme of great 
disillusion about Lebanon, and that pendulum is now on its way 
back to a more balanced position with regard to Lebanon, and at 
the same time, a greater awareness, if I may put it that way, in 
Israel of the problems they face with Damascus. 
We found as well great emphasis on the importance of 
the Lebanese-Israeli Agreement and the importance of maintaining 
that agreement, an issue on which I think I was able to reassure 
them. 
We talked a fair amount about the state of the Israeli 
economy, and there I think the impression I came away with was 
that while they all recognized there were very serious problems 
they had ahead of them, they all at the same time, seemed relatively 
confident that they were going to be able to manage those problems. 
Finally, I think my colleague and I came away with a pretty 
good feeling now about the state of the bilateral relationship 
between Israel and the United States. They, the Israelis, are . 
generally confident about our purposes with regard to Israel, and I 
think they recognize that not only are we interested in maintaining 


a close relationship, we are equally interested in strengthening it. 




















With that, I'd be glad to take your questions, and 
if they are tough, my colleague will answer them. (Laughter) 

Q Can you tell us more about this "strategic 
cooperation." What, specifically, does it amount to? 

A Well, what it will amount to, or does amount to, 
will depend a great deal on further discussions with the Israelis. 
I did not try to define it here. I wouldn't want to try to define 
it now other than to say that it is a question of working out with 
the Israelis -- For instance, I think a part of strategic cooperation 
is the sort of thing that David Kimche and I are engaged in, which 
is trying to take a look at the world as a whole. That is by no 
means all of it. But it is -- We start on the basis of looking 
at our common interests on a global, strategic basis. How then, 
that cooperation is based on a better understanding of where we 
agree, how we agree, how that cooperation translates itself into 
specific agreement at this point, I can't predict. I'm not 
trying to be cute with you. I'm simply saying, there's a lot more 
discussion that needs to go on before we can define it much more 
precisely; but suffice it to say at this point, that we have 
indicated to the Israelis that we are interested in the subject 
and we want to pursue it. 


Q Sir; can you just touch for a minute on the tow 


mentions of the Soviet Union here that you alluded to, one, I think 











you said that you said that you had discussed what is going on 
internally in the Soviet Union, and the other possibility that 
should the INF talks not succeed, that there might be some Soviet 
threat of some kind, of build-up or what have you. 

Could you touch on both of those in a little more 
detail? 

A Yes. Don't take what I said as being exclusive. 
One of the things that both we and the Israelis have wanted to do 
for some time, and began last Spring, is a much closer, common 
examination of what we know about the Soviet Union; our estimates 
of where it is going; our judgments on Soviet activities around the 
world. ~ 

Obviously, the Israelis are most concerned with, and 
have the most to offer, I suppose I should say, in terms of their 
judgment of the Soviets in the Middle East. But what we've been 
doing in both of these discussions is an in-depth examination on 
both sides: for example, "What does Mr. Andropov's cold mean?" 
I don't mean that we discussed his cold, because at the point we 
were there, we weren't sure what his problem was. But the question 
of internal order and "Who's on top?" and "Who's in charge in the 
Soviet Union" -- we've talked about that, and we've talked a lot 
about Soviet purposes in various parts of the world. It's, basically, 
a kind of exchange of views and an exchange of information on the 


Soviets. 














They raised the question of the INF issue very much in 
terms of trying to get some sense from me of what we thought might 
be Soviet responses to a failed negotiation, should that happen, 
and we should proceed to deploy our INF weapons in Western Europe. 
So they were interested in, did we think that one of the areas 
in which they might run into further trouble would be a Soviet 
reaction in the Middle East? We talked about that. 

Q What‘s the answer? (Chorus) 

A I'd much rather tell you what we discussed than 
what, in specific terms, was said.- In this particular case, since 
it won't astonish anyone, I said myself -- and it was a personal 
reaction -- that while I supposed it was possible that we would see 
an increase in Soviet activity in the Middle East, I myself doubted 
it, and thought that we would find Soviet responses more likely to 
occur in areas closer to the immediate problem, namely Western 
Europe. 

Q But, On the first issue, what prompted -- 

A But let me make it clear: I also said I was just 
taking an estimate of it. None of us were certain. 

Q What prompted you to raise the issue of internal 


Order before Mr. Andropoyv had his cold, because you had these talks 


rior, I understand. 








A ‘Well, there has been a certain amount of doubt 
which I, at least, had been prepared to talk about for some time, 
about the degree to which Mr. Andropov was in charge. I certainly 
think that the aftermath of the Korean Airline shootdown has tended 
to make me think I was right. So there were a fair number of reasons 
for wanting to discuss this. 

Q With the military taking a larger role or -- 

A I think so, but we're off the subject. 

Q Back on the subject -- 

A I'll be right with you. 

Q Taking into account the fact, as you say, that these 
areas of strategic cooperation are still under discussion, does your 
discussion include the sort of things that were in the Memorandum 
of Understanding like joint maneuvers, pre-positioning? 

A The M.O.U. itself, by the way, never came up in our 
discussions. It was not discussed; it wasn't eyen raised. 

Without answering your question specifically, let me leave 
it this way, that I would not, at this point, want to exclude the 
possibility of the discussion of anything falling under that rubric. 

Q On the security assistance and economic assistance, 
you're aware that there has been a good deal of reporting in this 


country, and in Israel, that what you're offering is to make every- 


thing grant, rather than a loan. 














Can you tell us if discussions got into that sort of 
detail? And whether those were the details discussed? 

A Yes, we got into that sort of detail, not that they 
were exquisitely detailed discussions; but, yes, we talked about 
the question of loan and grant and amounts and so forth. It is a 
subject that we haven't closed out. 

I would assume that -- that's what I indicated -- 

I think it would be a subject that would be discussed again when 
they come here. No decision. 

Q To follow that, would you expect that when 
Prime Minister Shamir does come here that then it would be closed 
out, or do you need another round of professional discussions? 

A Well, obviously, in the last analysis, it's closed 
out when Congress comes to grips with it; but in terms of an 
Administration opinion, an Administration position, yes, I would 
suppose it would be. I can't promise it, but that's my guess on it. 

Q Is there within the U.S. Government now a common 
definition of Strategic cooperation" with Israel? And is it 
regarded throughout the government that it's a desirable thing? 

A I would say that there is general understanding 
within the U.S. Government on what it would mean, but again, 


obviously subject to further discussions with the Israelis, 





because it's not an open-and-closed issue, and it is one we will 
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want to talk to the Israelis about. And insofar as whether it 
would be totally supported wi**in this government, when the 
President makes up his minc. ‘* will a and end of the 
discussion. 


(Continued on page 1l.) 
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Q Sir, a question about what Israel now faces. 
It seems that over the years they faced an array of hostile 
forces which, I suppose, in some respects, was good, that if 
these people who were inimical to Israel were divided, that 
that was, in a way, a plus. 

Now it looks like the PLO is sort of going down the 
tubes. 

How does Israel now confront the situation? Is 
this more dangerous with just Syria, or less, or doesn't it 

. Matter what happened to the PLO? 

A Well, what is happening to Mr. Arafat -- and 
I don't want to speak for the Israelis, but I will now tell you 
the kind of impression I came away with. 

I suppose the Israeli answer to that would be that 
what happens to Mr. Arafat is not necessarily the end of the 
PLO, and that their view is that the movement, as such, is 
a serious problem for them. 

I am not at all sure that they would view it as 
less serious if it were totally under the dominance of the 
Syrians. We didn't get into a great deal of detail on the 
discussion there, other than I certainly came away with an 
impression that they felt that despite what was going on 
in and around Tripoli, there was and would continue to be 
for them a Palestinian problem. 


Whether the whole thing is now more dangerous for 


them or not, I don't know. We didn't really talk about that 
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other than, again, they made it very clear to us that they 
recognized that the situation in Lebanon was one on which 
some discussion between the two of us was worthwhile, an 
exchange of views, an exchange of a sense of how it should 
be dealt with, and they made it very clear to us that they 
were becoming increasingly concerned about Syria. But more or 
less dangerous, I don't know. 
Q You mentioned concerns about Syria earlier. 
What are the concerns about Syria that you and Israel dis- 
cussed this trip? 
A Increasing strength of its military. Obviously -- 
Q In Lebanon or -- ? ) 
A In general. Obviously the reports of additional | 


missile deliveries; the question of the SAM's; the general 


state of the hard line that the Syrians are taking, were 


taking, both in Lebanon and during the Geneva negotiations, 
and their general statements about Israel. 

Again, sort of in a very broad way, we didn't get 
into any terribly specific issues, but it was clear, as I 
say, that they were becoming increasingly concerned about 
Syria. 

Q Sir, a follow-up on the previous two questions, 
based on what you learned from the Israelis, and based on 


what ygu know from what our government knows, what is your 


assessment today of what is happening with the Syrians, 
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vis-a-vis the threats they have made about possible use 
of missiles against the Marines, and how do you see it now? 

A Is it missiles or rockets? The reports I 
have seen -- there is a difference -- talk about rockets. I 
can't judge whether those reports are correct or not. We 
have seen some reports. 

Let me put the answer to your question this way 
sort of as a consequence of the talks with the Israelis, — 
and that is -- and I think I would share this myself -- an 
increasingly hard line from the Syrians; very little indica- 
tion that they are seriously seeking a reasonable solution 
in Lebanon, and this is, very much, I think, a fair way to 
describe the Israeli attitude -- great uncertainty as to 
the consequences of continuing, what they view as the con- 
tinuing build-up in Syria, very much of it Soviet-backed, 
as to how that will affect Syria's conduct over the course 
of the next year or so. 

Q Is there any discussion of possibility of 
joint Israeli/American military planning in Lebanon? 

A No. 

Q There was a plan that the State Department 
officials did not want to discuss while you were away -- 

I am sure you know what I am talking about -- which the 


Israelis are supposed to have vetoed with the Congress, 


and it is dead as of now. Was that subject a topic of 
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conversation, and what can you tell us about it? 

A -~‘ What makes you think I can discuss it if my 
betters couldn't last week? 

Let me simply say that with regard to any discussion 
of such programs that I can't go into the specifics but if 
you will look back at what I said when I began, you will note 
that I did indicate that I had discussed U.S. relations with 
Arab states. 

Q Since your answer was so short to me, let me 
ask you something else. Was the topic of the broader peace 
in the Middle East -- 

A If I answer these questions longer, does that 
mean I only get one? 

Q No, I mean the broader peace and the issue of 
the settlements, the peace plan that is under President 
Reagan's plan, and the settlements which the President called 
as an obstruction to. 

A The President's peace initiative of September 
lst was discussed, and I made it clear in those discussions 
that it continued to be our policy, and that we had not in 
any way backed away from that statement of the President's. 

The issue of settlements was also discussed. 

Q Can you spell out more specifically where 


the United States sees eye-to-eye with Israel on Lebanon 


and Syria's rule, and where you do not agree? For example, 














b-5 





15 


as far as the Geneva talks are concerned, we «now the U.S. 
position there. You are interested in haying national 
reconciliation, having all the parties come together, and 
so forth, but you disagree about the abrogation of the May 17th 
agreement. 

A That is not true. We don't disagree with the 
Israelis on that. 

Q Can you spell it out for us in more specific 
terms -- 

A No, I can't. 

Q -- on these issues to prevent speculation, if 
anything. 

A Well, I will have to let you speculate. I don't 
want to get into a long description of my understanding of 
our view of Lebanon and the Israeli view. 

As I indicated, in the discussions which I hope will 
take place here soon, that is an issue that will be pursued 
in a great deal of detail further, but I do want to make one 
thing perfectly clear -- as a fellow in Washington used to 
say -- and that is that the U.S. stands by the Lebanese/Israeli 
agreement. We support it. We do not, in any way, walk away 
from it, and that is not an area of disagreement between us 
and the Israelis, who also take the same position. 


Q Will you continue to -- 


A Excuse me, one second. I will come back to you. 
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Q Is that then a point of divergence between 
you and President Gemayel if he is thinking of finding an 
alternative for that agreement? 

A President Gemayel at this point, as I under- 
stand it, so far continues to stand by that agreement. Were 
he to take a different position, it would be a difference of 
view between us and the President. 

Q Did you see any indications, if you are sticking 
with the Israeli/Lebanese agreement, as you said, and you 
supported and protected, did you find any indication that you 
could really deal with the Israelis to sweeten or possibly re- 
duce their objection to the September lst initiative of Presi- 
dent Reagan, that you want also to stick with it? 

A The best I could tell you there, I guess, 
would be that in our discussions on that subject, we reiterated 
our position and they reiterated theirs, and we didn't get 
into a long debate on it, so I can't really make a judgment. 

Q There was no convergence of opinion on that. 

A We were where we were -- when we left, we were 
in the same position we were when I got there. 

Q Do you have the date of the Shamir visit? 

A I don't have a specific date yet. My under- 
standing -- but don't hold me to this because it has still 


not been decided -- is it would be probably sometime this 
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month, but that is not certain. There has been no decision 
yet. 

Q Could I ask, quite a few people around Washing- 
ton believe that it was a fundamental error on our part to 
encouage the Lebanese to make an agreement with the Israelis 
without reference to Syria, and that at this time it might be 
worthwhile to persuade the Israelis to have some kind of 
addition or modification of the old treaty, without throwing 
it away, that would bring the Syrians in. 

A I made no such suggestion at all. 

Q You made none. 

A No, and what I am saying by that is that on 
my trip, I made it clear we stood by the agreement as it now 
stands, and that is our position and that is what I think. 


c During the time you were out there 


there was a good deal of perhaps unscientifically based specu- 
lation that strategic cooperation mean that we wanted the 
Israelis to get back into the act in Lebanon; that we wanted 
them to some extent to pull our chestnuts out of the fire, 
which would be one way to put it. 

Do you want us to leave this briefing thinking that 
still? 

A No, it is not true. 


Q Could you expand? 


A Well, we didn't go there with any intention of 
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trying to get them back into the act. We didn't say anything 
about their getting back into the act. There was, as you 

say, a good bit of what I would agree with you was unscientific 
speculation , but that in fact was what we were going to do. 
That was a theme for the first couple of days in the Israeli 
press, but I think after several days of background briefings 
by members of the Israeli Government -- I have to assume were 
members of the Israeli Government -- that tended to disappear 
as a theme in the Israeli press, and the reason it did is 
because we didn't talk about it. 

Q Was there any discussion with the Israelis . 
about closing off the southern Lebanese border, and for what 
length of time, and would the Israelis revert to that if the 
need arose in the future? 

A The only discussion of it really arose with 
the Defense Minister when I saw him on Saturday night, I 
guess it was, which was after the bombing in Tyre. And 
at that point he made it clear that this was a response to 
that bombing. He made it clear, as well, that it was an 
issue in terms of how long it would go on that was still up 
for debate within the Israeli Government. But, as I think 
our Spokesman made clear today our view on this -- did you 
get to that -- made clear our view on that, which is we 


understand why it was done, and obviously we believe it 


should be for the shortest period of time possible. 
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There is a debate going on in Israel very clearly 
on that question, with, on the one hand, a recognition that 
there is a real security problem for the Israelis by that 
traffic across the bridge, and, on the other, that if they 
close it off for a long time, they may well create for them- 
selves a serious problem internally in that part of Lebanon 
that is closed off from the rest of Lebanon. 

Q On strategic cooperation, again, more philosophic, 
do you think it is possible for the United States to have a 
closer strategic relationship with the Israelis without a 
concomitant strain of relations with the Arab World? 

A Yes. 

Q Have you had assurances to that effect from 
the Arabs, for example? 

A Sir? 

Q Have you had assurances from the Arab World 
to that effect? 

A No. We haven't discussed it with them, to my 
knowledge. 

Q When you discussed the INF Soviet reaction 
with Israel, what did you tell the Israelis was your eosnement 
of the status of that discussion? 

A Of the negotiations? 

Q Yes. 


A I told them that it was my judgment that we 
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were at about five minutes to twelve, and that at this stage, 
the Soviets so far had failed to make the one concession that 
was absolutely critical if there was to be an agreement which 


was the recognition that the U.S. had a right to deploy INF 





in Europe, but that until that Rubicon was crossed, there was 
no possibility of an agreement, but that it was yet too early 
to tell oo they were going to be able to make that 
decision. 


Q Did you reach any consensus on who is pulling 





whose string in Syria between the Soviets and the Syrians? 
What degree of influence, or lack of it, does the Soviet Union 
have on Syria's ability to act? 

A I think this would be a fair description of 
what we both believe -- at least what I believe. I am not 
necessarily speaking for the rest of the U.S. Government, but 
I think it is also probably the view of the Israelis, which 
is that obviously the Soviets have substantial influence in 
Syria, but that with all of that said, Mr. Assad is an 
independent actor, and that while he will make decisions 
with the Soviet aspect in mind, in the last analysis, he will 
make those decisions on the basis of his own interests, and 
that is a long way of saying, I guess, that, yes, the Soviets 
haye influence, but they do not control his every movement. 


I think that is a fair statement. I think the 


Israelis would agree with that. 
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Q Sir, somebody you once worked for with a 
German accent on television a couple weeks ago said that 
there really wasn't going to be any progress in Lebanon; 
indeed, the U.S. forces there were not going to have much 
of a mission until the balance of power was smilie restored. 

Is that something that you share, that the Israelis 
believe, or is that something you believe? 

A It shows what happens to Henry when he gets 
away from my influence. 

Q Does there need to be a restoration of that 
balance of power in order for the American presence there 
to have a real purpose, and can that be achieved? Is that 
something that is achievable? 

A I don't think there is any doubt there needs 
to be a balance of power in the area if the Syrians are 
going to make the decisions that are necessary to bring 
about a peaceful settlement in Lekanon. 

I suspect, and I am in a position where I can cut 
out after I say this, but I suspect where I would disagree 
with Henry is on how you define that balance and whether 
or not it is either enewe oe possible to be created on the 
basis of a clear determination, a clear sense, given to 
the Syrians, for instance, of our will and determination, 


plus a clear sense to the Syrians -- and this is what is, I 


think, tough to accomplish, but it is being worked on -- a 
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clear sense in Syrian minds that indeed the various Lebanese 
parties to the discussions in Geneva, for instance, have 
decided that in the last analysis peace in Lebanon is better 
for them than a divided Lebanon with outside forces sitting 
there telling them what to do. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 
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eS ee , 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know all of you ‘have ‘- 
been on the same travel schedule we have, so I think you're pretty:>“" 
tired. Let me try to be very quick here. I think I could summarize“: 
the sense of the meetings today by the fact that they were all-very . 
warm. I think each of the three meetings went substantially over the: . 
tine scheduled, including the audience of the Emperor. There were” ' 
very warm expressions on both sides of the friendship between our two!: 
countries. I think in a sense the theme of the discussions we had : 
today, particularly the expanded bilateral meeting, is best summarized’ 
by the President's own statement in that n:eeting when he said that no} 
relationship between any two countries is more important to world: .' 
peace and prosperity than the relationship between the United States | 
and Japan. 


o 


e 


By pre-arrangement, that expanced session this evening 
that just ended began with bilateral economic issues, recognizing a 
the responsibility that our two countries have and the impact that - 
we have tocether on the world economy -- making up 35 percent of .: °; 
world GhP between the two of us and 50 percent of the GNP of the. _ 
OECL countries. There was extensive discussion of bilateral issues. ° 
The President emphasized tre importance of trying to make progress -. 
on some of the bilateral trade issues between us and then the dis- ‘« 
cussion moved into a broader focus on the yen/dollar problem and ‘the . 
problem of opening up capital markets and investment flows. That 
included a discussion from the Japanese side -- initiated by the 
Japanese side of the issue of the unitary tax in the United States, 
which in their view is a barrier to the kind of two-way investment 
that we're trying to encourace. That's a very short summary of ‘the = 
discussion this afternoon. I'd be glad to take questions. — 


Q Did they ever get to the defense issues? we 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a long 
tete~a-tete with just the Prime Minister and the President with the - 
Secretary of State and the Foreign Minister present. It was sched- - 
uled for about 15 minutes -- ran slightly over half an hour and the / 
defense issue was discussed there, but I wasn't present so I can't ~ 
give you more detail. 


Q How did the President press the trade issue? ~- 
Can you give us something he vaid? 


‘“ “« 
+ ne oe, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I understand 
from what he did say he had discussed it also in the private meeting. :: 
They picked up from there, but he put it both -- he addressed it*in ‘*' 
its' broad terms--put an emphasis on the importance of making progress 
on these issues, both because of their economic impact and also be- » y 
cause of the effect that failure to solve them would have on our~ 
political relationship. I think both the Prime Minister and the 
President recognized that the details of these issues are ones that 
are best dealt with by their respective cabinet officers and in fact _ 


i 


which I think it's certainly viewed on our side, I believe also on 
the Japanese: side, as perhaps the single principal cause of the 

trade imbalance that we're facing right new. They took note of the 
very extensive discussions that have been held between Secretary of 
the Treasury Regan and Finance Minister Takeshita. Those two minig- . 
‘ters are going to issue a joint press statement. tomorrow:and :-- _ 
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and the Prime Minister and the President endorsed that and urged the 

two ministers to make a very careful study of measures that could 

be taken to open upd capital markets and improve that yen/dollar blanc 


Q Well, is this some new agreement -- ‘«& . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: there will be a new: “* 


Stacement tomorrow by the -- joint statement ag 
of the Treasury and the Minister of Finance on this problen> be 









Q It’s in the vein of that study you just oaté, the 
President urged? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q Is the statement going to deal with a study. of the® 





problem -- > z 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's going to deal with 
measures that have been taken and further measures that are eavienget, 
including further study and discussion between our two 
to push these measures. 


It's our feeling that -- Well, there are a nue 
factors that contribute to the strength of the dollar relative to Ree 
the yen. And, of course, the Japanese side called attention to the . }- 


high interest rates in the United States as being a factor 1 to * 
astroug dollar. But it’s also the case that because the dollar is 
an international currency, because it's very easy for people to hold 

dollars in various forms in portfolios, the dollar has a kind of | 4 


status as a crisis currency, or what Secretary Shultz has called” 
"the safe haven effect.” . 


What we would like to see and what these discussions 
between the two ministries have been aiming at and leading tois._ 
a greater openness of Japan's capital market, so that the yen be- *** .# 
comes a more international currency, so that it's easier for people ae 
to hold portfolios in yen ‘and so that the yen would assume the .. * 
kind of place in international financial transactions that would -~ 4. 
correspond with the strength of the Japanese economy in the world. ~~ 


Q But what we're going to get is an agreement to’ ae 


yes ‘. ‘if 


study. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they're in part --. 
you -- they will be calling attention to measures that the Japanese — 
have already undertaken and making statements about further measures — 
to be taken in the future. Let me wait until tomorrow when we have: 
that statement and we'll brief you on it. 


Q What time will that be available? What time -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure what -- ,* 
I “on't have a time on it -- eS 

Q On the issue of trade itself, what -- were the . 
Japanese any more forthcoming in the talks that -- any specific way. 
on the issue of trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the aim of this ~ , 
visit is not to achieve breakthroughs on specific trade matters. rf 
think the fact of the visit, in fact, is certainly accelerated and. + 
intensified discussions that have been taking place in the last ty 
couple of months, including the -- I think, without much doubt, the: — 
recent announcement by Japan on voluntary restraints of automobile 
exports. 6,” 


The approach the President took today was, at least in 
the large meeting that I attended, was to underscore the importance 
of progress on these issues and urging our respective ministries to 
pursue the ones that still remain. 


ade 
es anit * a> 
Se 


a. 


Q When he stressed the importance of progress, what 
was the reply? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to be care- * 
ful about characterizing what other governments say. I think there's f 


ee en 
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an acknowledgement, though, of Japan's very substantial economic 
role in the world brings with it a raiimmrentod to take those 
kinds of actions needed -- 





Q You mean the Japanese said that -- that they 
understand that their importance puts on them a compares na to 
-- Is that what they said? 


SENIOR ADtHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's — 
fair characterization. PRG 
-% 
They hawe acknowledged the respensibility that goes, hs 
with being the world's third largest GNP, the responsibility that‘. — 
goes with that to help work to keep markets open. “aye 
ets 
hag 


Q But there was nothing more than that -- 


“¥F 
% 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, this =" 
not a meeting to settle specific issues, no. ee 
Q Do you expect that the other meetings that ‘wo'ze 
going to have will give us anything further on that or is that the. e 


end of the discussion on trade? ak as a 
SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 don't know if + gh 


it's the end of the discussion on trade; but we've never had an‘ * 
expectation at all that in this visit we've going -- the President's 
going to becom2 a trade negotiator. what we're trying to do with 
this kind of discussion is to put some impetus into the negotiations 
that are going on to underscore how important it is that we nahe 
proyress -- 


Q Well, what I'm trying to find out is what 
evidence is there that there is more impetus or will be more Seger, 
for the discussions now going on? What have the Japanese told you - 
that gives you -- or tekls us that there's more impetus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's a 
recognition by both sides of the seriousness of protectionist trends 
in the world and a recognition by both sides that we have respon- 
sibilities to work to keep markets open and, in fact, to try to 
open them up further. 


Q Was there any indication at all from the Japanese 
tlat they would -- following up on the auto restraints, that they 
would ease quotas or barriers on citrus and farm products or 
forest products on a specific date which has been the subject of 
a lot of discussion? Did they indicate that they would do some- 
thing in those areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of 
agricultural quotas is one that we have been going at pretty hard. 
There's certainly no progress to announce today. I think we have 
a clear deadline facing us of spring next year by which time we've 
got to come to some mutually satisfactory conclusion. And I think 
both sides agree to the importance of getting that solution by the 
end of March of this year. ad 

a) How did the President respond to the point about | ; 
high interest rates effecting the yen/dollar relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both the President 
and Secretary Shultz spoke to that and while we acknowledge that . 
high interest rates do lead to a stronger dollar, we don't accept. 
the view that that's the only reason the dollar is strong and ate Ft 
in fact, there are other things that -- a’ art from interest rates 
that determine the relative value of currencies and one of them 


is the relative ease with wiiich people can hold large portfolios 
in those currencies. 
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W Were American deficits mentioned in that con 
by the Japanese? text 





SEV:IOR ADMINISTRATIOM OFFICIAL: Not specifically. hay 
talked about interest rates. 


Q Is the aim of this discussion of the yen/dollar 
rate to lead to a long term consistent decline in the value of the 
collar against the yen? ba 
— 

SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: We! G like to see a. 
strengthening of the yen. I don't know -- long term consistent -~ 
that suggests that it would strengthen without any limit. I think if - 
we had tae more open markets that we envision, we would see a s 
ening anc presumably, eventually at some point, a new equilibrium 
Capital market equalization, that's right. , 


Pie 







9 Were you asked about domestic content legislation oe 
or was that something else? I didn't hear Andrea's questions? .., ma.! a 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? : f 
Q What was said? Did the President volunteer enyening? 
on domestic content? ee. 

¥ *' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the expanded © 
session, although he did refer in general to the problem of ~~ - eel 
of sentiments in the United States expressed in legislation. That's ‘~~ 
a pretty clear elusion to domestic content and other such things and © 
there may have been more discussion in the private meeting. 


9) Was it expressed as a warning? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: {I think it was expressed, 
as a concern. It‘s a concern that we have and it's a concern that : 
presumably the Japanese share. It's our feeling that we both berefit ; 
from free trade and in keeping the free markets open and the President. 
underscores the point that: in order to do that we need progress in 
further opening Japan's markets. 


Q When the President and Secretary Shultz. accepted 
the thesis that interest groups had something to do with the strong 
dollar, did they also accept the thesis that the deficits were aemeeed 
to hich interest rates? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION: OFFICIAL: They didn't go into 
discussion of what produces our interest rates. 





Q The deficit problem didn't come up in this discuss- 
ion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not directly. I mean, 
the issue of our interest rates did come up, but as I said -- 


Q Also, is there a view on the micro-computer chips 
now -- did the Japanese announce something in the last -- 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last package they 
talked about -- reduction of tariffs and semiconductore, if that's 
what you're referring to and we have not yet seen the specific details’ 
of.what that would entail, but that is clearly an area where we belive: 
that there is a high tariff, that, if lowered, could lead to an Open- 
ing of a significant market for U.&. products. 


Q What discussion was there, if any, about Alaska oil © 
being permitted to come directly to Japan? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the expanded session. ‘ 
that I neard, that specific issue wasn't raised. It may have been in’ 
the private meeting. ; 


Q -- eoneeneen you said earlier -- about the agree~ 
nent vf the yen/ wllur relatiunsuip that's yoiny tu be uhnounced 
Louwrtuw -- Giu yOu Gay tuat tue two leacers were going to endorse 

cudt in tucir statenent lonorron? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Yes. 


+ § What was tue question? * “mer 

SENIOR ALMINISTRAsIOJ OFFICIAL. I was asked if the two <4 

leavers were goiny to endorse this agreement in their statementa.- gts 
tomorrow. At 
teal 4 

Q If Secretary Regan isn't here, when was taat worked. 









+. 
+ 
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wut wita hi...? 


. ims ft wage er sh nS “ 
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SuiIOR AUMIAIS:RAGIG: OFICIAL. They’ ve been -- the’ 34 
two ministers aad tu.eir people have bcen discussing this issue over: 
the course of the last two months. I think Deputy Secretary McNamar. 
had some meetings with Japanese counterparts recently in San Francisco . 
I believe, and he is here as a member of the official party now.-3 


Q That isn't really related to the trip, is it, excert | 
as a matter of timing? This is something that's been discussed and ee. 
worked out before hand and you're doing it here as a matter of con-; ‘ = 

es ¥ 
# 8: 






venience. P 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, you're the one 
who's relating these issues to the trip. I said that the purpose of: of. 
the trip is to try to put some general inpetus into discussions that “* 
have been coing on before the trip and they're going to continue efter: » 
the trip by the respective people in charce of them. A 


oo 


MORE sat 
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One of them is Secretary Brock's discussions on opening up of -- * 
reduction of agricultural quotas, his discussions about automobile .. ee 
imports. Another area is Secretary Baldrige's discussions with if 
his counterparts on high technology products both ways. A thiale 

and in some respects perhaps the most important area, have been . A> 


the discussions held by the Finance I:inistries- on yen/dollar_ . a 
problems and capital markets. oe ae 


I think the fact of this visit in every case has put i: 
a certain impetus into those discussions and has tended to get people: ; 


trying to figure out how they can produce results. And that I 
has been useful. 












SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's take two more Man 9 
questions. es, <# 


Q - Would it be fair to say that both sides are .4 
avoiding talking about their more serious complaints with the —=i73% 
other country? In the Japanese case they are not specifically 4 
mentioning deficits which Japanese of<icials say is the main . 
reason for high interest rates which they say is the main reasonte ds; 
for the yen/dollar disparity, and the United States not bringing %y* 
up the most serious trade issues, things like access to the we TS 
petrochemical market. . Safle 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are not avoiding . 
those issues. Those issues are discussed in detail on the levels at 
which they can be discussed in detail. For example, in the Finance 
Ministry discussions the question of interest rates and what are cy 
factors leading to high interest rates are certainly one of the | 
topics that is discussed at considerable length. 


Q Why not discuss it at this level? 


>. 
> Rae eget ~ Atay * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had one hour He 
this evening. ; 


Q What is the specific agenda for tomorrow? And : 
do you expect any other specific agreements tomorrow that the two 
leaders will mention other than this currency and investment area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The agenda tomorrow 
will be, at least according to the plan, principally on global 
international issues. There may be some specific points of agreement, © 


but I don't have anything comparable to this capital market 
agreement tomorrow. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 


END 7:35 P.M. (JST) °° 
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President's meetings with Nakasone today were international, globali=  . 
issues. And I'é like to just say a word, because I think it is @u, «' 
important to recognize what we sometimes forget I think, about the,  =— 
historical background of this really remarkable relationship, and ~° 

how much it has grown and developed over the 30 years since it x9 
began out of the ashes of World War II. 


It is a relationship that has changed from the one 
of the wartime to one of close alliance, and close alliance built 
on close, shared political values and respect for representative 
instituticns and for individual freedom. And it is a truly | 
remarkable achievement, viewed in historical perspective. And the 
other thing that is truly remarkable that's gone with it has) 
been the development, the spectacular economic development of 
Japan from, roughly four percent of our GNP in the early 1960s to 
nearly 40 percent of our GNP today. And that growth in Japan's 
economic strength is, also, bringing with it a steadily growing 
influence in the werld, a positive one and one that contributes to 
the peace and stability of the world. 


And I think, given the kinds of developments we've 
seen in Japan's role in the last five and 10 years, one can 
expect a much stronger Japan, a much more influential Japan in 
the future. And it's very much in the interest of the United States 
anc, I think, in the interest of world peace for that Japanese 
influence to be exercised on a basis of close U.S.-Japanese 
friendship. And the major purpose of the President's visit on 
this trip is to strengthen that frien¢ship, and to build the basis 
for that kind of future partnership. 


Just one sort of measure of the kine of development 
that I'm talking about: five years ago the Japanese role in 
contributing in general to the Persian Gulf was very minimal. 
They've substantially, over that period of time, increasec their 
foreign assistance contributions to a number of key countries in 
the Middle East region to the point where, today, Japan is a 
major provicer of foreign assistance to countries such as Egypt, 
Pakistan, and Turkey. That's the kind of influence that we would 
like to see grow, and grow in partnership with the United States. 


Meta + 


Let me give you a short summary of what was 
discussec in the meetings today. The President and the Prime ’ 
Minister began close to Japan with a discussion of the situation 
in Kcrea, particularly concerned about the Rangoon bombing and . ay 


its aftermath, anc the very statesmanlike response by South Korea 
to that horrible cvent, and to the importance of South Korea's 
continuing to pursue its very vigorous diplomatic efforts to 
build relations, expanc its diplomacy. 


MORE 








(~ 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE = se. 


efe 


They talked at some length about China, about our fa 
mutual interest in strengthen relations with China,-and about a -“ . 4 
number of the achievements that have been made by both our 


countries in that regard in the last 12 months, and expectations 3 ae 
for further improvements on the Japanese side when the Sy . ee 
Party Secretary visits Japan anc, on our side, when Premiere iP , 
Zhac comes to Washington in January, and the President goes ies © ies 
to China in the spring. + + Oe 


They talkec about the ASEAN countries, the aesociat’ 
of Southeast Asian Nations -- the five countries of Southeast 
Nsia who, also, part cf this spectacular economic growth of the ~~“ 
Pacific countries, who have over the last 20 years turned in one 27% 
of the most impressive economic performances of the developing «“ Bas 
world. They talked about our common interests in policies that -% 
can be pursuec to assist those countries and to strengthen both 
U.S. and Japanese relations with those countries and ~- in that 
context -- also talked about the situation in the Philippines and.* 
cur concern about that situation -- both the political circumstances - 
and the economic situation in the Philippines. 







They hac a rather extensive Giscussion of the 
Middle East. And Mr. McFarlane, speaking partly from his experience %X'-4 
in his position, spoke at some length about U.S. objectives and -M. ., 
policies in the Midéle East. . on they, then, went from that to — Both 
a Giscussion of the Iran-Irag war and the concern that that poses .- 
for Loth our countries for the stability of oil supplies from the 
Persian Gulf region, and the interests that both cur countries 
have in trying tc use what influence we have. And, in fact, Japan .; 
has a certain amount cf influence with both of the warring parties é 
to try to encourage efforts toward a posestul resolution of that ; 
conflict. 


There was discussion about the problems of ‘Geveloping * im. 
countries and, in particular, of the need for replenishment of 
IMF funds anc other forms of: assistance to these countries in hoth 
their cebt problems anc their development assistance problems. 


MORE 
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At other points during the discussions there have been 
discussions, some brief discussion of Central America and some - v3. 
discussion of Japanese foreign assistance and the importance that: 
we attach to it and our encouragement to see continued, rapid «* - 
growth in Japanese foreign assistance. ass 


Also last night Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister - 
Abe had a working dinner of about two and a half hours in length. ~~ 
After discussing in somewhat more detail the Korean situation, they. . 
went through an agenda that was mostly, I guess entirely trade and ©. 
economic issues, talked about the efforts to strengthen the rela = 
ship of the yen to the dollar and the measures being discussed by Peg 
the Treasury and Finance Ministries in that direction, and the ;¢} oy 
institutional mechanism that we are creating to pursue further ‘a 
measures. 


; é 
aad ‘eo ee 





Also they talked about the importance of encouraging * 
two-way flows of investment, not only of U.S. investment in Japan... 
where there are barriers that we would like to see lowered, but jt 3 
also to find ways of encouraging Japanese investment in the ee 
States. The United States is the major recipient of Japanese 
foreign investment by quite a long margin. In a number of states - 
that has made quite a contribution to employment. It is something, . 
we would like to see encouraged and continued. ar 


~ 


On the Japanese side, of course they are concerned 
about the impact on Japanese investors of our unitary tax. I 
shouldn't say “our unitary tax". The unitary tax that a number of 
U.S. states have imposed on foreign corporations. 


Talked about auto rest:* ints, and we expressed our 
appreciation for the Japanese decision to continue with one more 
year of restraints on auto exports that should provide an additional 
period of time for our auto industry to recover from the recession 
and hopefully return to a strong competitive position. 


a. 


Talked about the efforts of the high technology group 
to look at ways of reducing barriers to high technology trade and 
in particular welcome the progress that seems to be made in the 
semiconductor area and the proposal for mutual elimination on tariffs 
on semiconcuctors. 


The agricultural issues were discussed, not resolved. 
Those are among the most difficult issues, trade issues, perhaps 
that we face. They are very important politically on both sides 
as well as economically. And in fact, I think it is worth -- there 
is a measure here of both how far we have come as well as what we 
would like to see. The spectacular growth of the Japanese economy 
has meant a spectacular growth also of markets for U.S. exports; 
Overall the second largest market in the world for U.S. exports after 
Canada, and in the agricultural area the largest market for U.S. 
exports. And as a matter of fact, Japan takes roughly 50 percent 
of our beef exports and about 25 percent of our citrus exports. 
Nevertheless, there is no question that if the fairly restrictive -- 
highly restrictive quotas on those imports into Japan were eased, 
a substantially greater market would exist in this country from which 
our farmers would benefit, and for that matter, from which Japanese §- 
consumers would benefit. But there is a very large farming population . 
in this country, and it is a very difficult issue. . ‘ 
Both sides expressed their determination to reach a 
successful conclusion to these difficult negotiations by, at the 
earliest possible date and no later than the end of March of 1984 . 
when the present agreement expires. 


They also discussed tariffs, particularly tariffs on 
a number of products where the U.S. has a highly competitive 
position and where we believe we could make substantial market 
gains if the tariffs were eased. 


We discussed the NTT procurement agreement, we discussed 
cooperation in energy. And I believe that was the list of economic 
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issues that were discussed. 


We also got a partial debrief of the private, the u.: 
tete-a-tete meeting between the Prime Minister and the President ag. ¢ 
yesterday that was attended only by the Secretary and Foreign ae ee 
liinister Abe. They did, as I confirmed yesterday, discuss defense __+t--=- 
issues. They discussed in considerable detail and quite directly ~«."; 
the political . Aes & >. 
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importance of addressing these trade issues and making progress }""! Aa re 
on them and, the need to do so if we are to preserve the rather, Ey. Se. 
open access that foreign products presently enjoy in the U.S. *.\. get 


markets. io 
There may be a second meeting satin the -- 
Q What? Would you repeat what you said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said there 
was very direct discussion about the political importance of ®&2 
resolving the trade issues in front of us and the need to do . Mies 
so in order to preserve the rather open access that foreign ee 
products have in U.S. markets. a . 





Q That's yesterday, right? a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was during Ay/#" 
tle private meeting yesterday that preceded the extended Wx. 
bilateral. ary! 





There will be a long, private lunch between the te 
President and the Prime Minister tomorrow. And we are looking . 
at the possibility of a second meeting between the Foreign 
Minister and the Secretary of State. And, of course, the -- . 
I suppose -- the major event tomorrow morning will be the ‘ 
President's speech to the Diet, which is a speech that's q. 
going to emphasize, in the first instance, the common values . 
that -- in fact, that institution is a reflection of and on 
which the close friendship between our two countries is based. a 
And there will be a discussion of the importance of using that —§ ‘2%. 
friendship, that partnership to strengthen world peace, to a. 
strengthen world economy ‘and reduce barriers to free trade. 


I‘ll be glad to take questions. 


Q Were there any distinctions made on defense 
and Japan increasing defense outlays? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By the way, there 
has been just within the last couple of days conclusion of 
Giscussions we've had going on for quite a‘ few months about 
tne transfer -- the two-way transfer of technology between 
the United States and Japan. Japan has had very severe 
restrictions on any transfer of defense technology to the 
United States in the past because of its general policy 
prohibiting the export of arms to any country. 


They have interpreted that policy, however, as 
not covering the transfer of defense technology to the United 
States because of the obligations of the security treaty. And 
we have worled out an agreement under which that cooperation can 
now take place. 


The Prime Minister referrea in his statement today 
to the joint communique of May 1981 in which Japan pledged itself : 
to take even greater efforts to take its responsibilities in ve 
the defense area, and that was the general approach of the ane 
Giscussi.ons here. 


Q Dic the President indicate, though, that the 
United States might like to see Japan taking a more -- a faster 
pace in this, adopting more of an increase in defense spending 
than the 6.9 percent that's apparently been settled on for 
next year? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We ' ve made clear 
repeatedly that we find the direction of Japan's defense efforts 
exactly right and the focus on the defense of. Japanese ccrritoty, . 
airspace and surrounding seas to be exactly right. Neither 4 
we nor the Japanese nor the other countries of the region want 
to see Japan take a larger role. ’ = 4 

; war + 

We've also indicated that we'd take a larger role fa + 
beyonc the immediate defense of Japan. That is correct. We. 
have also indicated that we believe that Japan can do more 
in that role of the defense of Japan and that we would like. i# 
to see a more rapic achievement of its ability to play that +& 
role. At the same time, Japan, like the United States, is ~~ 
suffering from serious budget problems. It happens that in thez#. 
present budget only two areas are being increased -- defense }<& 
‘and foreign assistance. ay 
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And those are two areas that the United States “See 
is very anxious to see these greater Japanese efforts. 


A ™ 


Q In the discussion on the Middle East, 
did the President reiterate his pledge to carry out the 
retaliation against those who carried out the bombing attack 
on the Marines? And if he did, did the Japanese have any 
reaction to the idea of retaliation? 


+a, 
‘ 


ar 
‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That specific 
point wasn't discussed. 


ps 


Q Did Prime Minister Nakasone, as far as you 
know, stress more the need for reaching agreement On arms 
control and talk about his concern about East-West tensions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, this 
came up in the discussion yesterday when they talked about 
the Tokyo Statement which the Prime Minister has mentioned. is 
at some length in his press remarks today and which the * 
resident endorsed, in which he talks not only al! out 
his concern about East-West tensions, but about tensions 
caused by regional conflicts and by the threat of terrorism, 
talks about the need to try to achieve solutions to those 
problems and reductions ef those tensions through negotiations 
anc through dialogue, talks about the importance of being 
willing to pursue partial solutions where perfect solutions 
aren‘t achievable and talks ~- and I think this is in some 
ways perhaps the most significant part of that whole statement -- 
talks about the importance of -- and I'll quote from his 
statement this afternoon -~ "of the Western countries standing 


firmly in unity and solidarityin order to achieve those 
efforts." 


¢ -* . » g 7 . 
“Ss ae ys e aeery. -~ Sie 


>. 
“ 


And I think of the common position that, . 
for example, the industrialized democracies took at the 
Williamsburg summit on the arms control talks. 


- + 


Q I know, but was there any suggestion that 
he scemed to be pressing -- 


S 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States --/ -» 


Q -- the United States to go a little further? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= urging China ee! 
to do -- C 

Q Just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, pardon me -- 


Q I'm just following up -- urging the President 
to go the extra mile or take some more steps to establish the 


MORE 
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qradual dialogue and reach an agreement with the Soviets? | « FB TS a 
ig 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Marsa a 
President has bcen going the extra mile, and I think the Port af 


Prime itinister recognizes that and appreciates it and 
appreciates also the fact that in doing so we have recognized athe 





MORE 
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very clearly that these aiinititabiees. are ones that ffect Asia ; a 
as well as Europe and that we have maintained as a firm principle * RE” 
the global approach to these negotiations. ake 28, id 

2 


Q He didn't indicate in any way his Cissathosesttans 
ar pod the pace of the talks from the American or the allied pointy 
of view? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ' I think what enerei, ¥ 
was was comnon agreement on dissatisfaction with the lack of ; 
forthcomingness so far with the Soviet Union. 


Q That isn't the way he sounded. 


Q -- the issue of North Korea, is the United States‘; 
or Japan or both trying -to use some influence to -- influence North.v.; 
Korea to cut out these bombings and refrain from such actions Pe % 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘That was discussed \ 
some in the meeting between the Secretary and the Foreign Minister __ 
And we are interested in pursuing all avenues that we can to try ase. 
to encourage and do some restraint on the part of North Korea. a, 
And it's our feeling that at least China shares the objective of-*: :.; 
peace and stability on the Korean peninsula. And so it's certainly 
the U.S. view that we would hope that China would exercise that: 
influence in that direction. rE. 


s 


Q -- China view in Tokyo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. China 
is, of course, constrained by the fact that there's another party 
there, namely the Soviet Union, that has a very strong influence: 
as well. , 

Q Is there any concern or even awareness in the 
United States that if Japan does open up coal and meat markets to 
you it's likely to be at the expense of the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In fact, we'‘re 
pursuing an expansion of beef quotas, not specifically of the so- ie 
called "high quality beef," which is a U.S. specialty, but of beef -, 
quotas in general from which all beef exporting countries would. or 
benefit. No question that in negotiations of this kind we're going - 
to pursue hardest those areas in which we're most competitive; but ~.*, 
we would like to see free and open markets, not some new version of 
mercantilism. 





s 


Q Was there any time scale put on the defense 
of the sea lanes and was there any mention made as to what perhaps 
the defense budget will be next year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe 
either of those details were mentioned. 


Q Could you tell us what specifically was new that 
came out of the statements today by the Prime Minister and the . 


President? Is there any new initiative here or is it just a 
commitment -- 


Q What's the lead? ~ | at 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q What's the lead? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To me the lead is — 
the importance of this remarkable alliance and the fact that the ° 
United States and Japan have -- that a close relationships bet: aes . 
our two countries can --, 


Q That's was a sued ‘Seneeae. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's my . © :' 
lead today. ; : “ieee 
As far as -- If you're looking for new things in (7, ‘ss: 










the statements, and I think Mr. McNamar is going to be here. ae . 
Q He's here. , : | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘ Okay. He's going 43 


various trade issues between our two countries, and they are a ong 
list, that not all items on these lists have equal weight. And 7*%es—ae 
the problem of the yen-dollar exchange rate, which not only effects: Ok 
the price of all U.S. exports to Japan and makes them less compotitivy: 
by the amount to which the dollar may be -- I hesitate to use a a 

word, but over valued. : | 


It also makes Japanese imports in the United states #2: % 
more competitive relative to U.S. products. And what hurts the fe oe: 
most often is it makes our ability to compete in third country wo @ 
markets more difficult. And this effects U.S. products acrcss the ~ : 
board. So it's our belief that the yen-dollar problem is perhaps* 
without any doubt, I think, the single most important problem in ~ eee 
the trade area. And these measures, we hope, will begin to address -> 
that. 


ons 
Bi bey » 


ad 


Q -- discuss some of the initiatives or requests 
or demands or however you want to characterize it that the Japanese 
Diet initiated at these discussions? It seems to me evorything 
you've told us so far is what is on our wish list. that is on the 
Japanese wish list? “ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the trade area | 
at the inoment it's, I think it's the United States that's doing © 
most of the asking. Obviously, in the area of the exchange rate. 
problem there are policies of both countries that are at issue and. 
Mr. McNamar will discuss that in some more detail. 





The question of the unitary tax is something the 
Prime Ilinister addressed at some length and they feel quite strong- 
ly about and are quite concerned about. They are interested in - 
seeing a new series of GAiTnegotiations for further tariff reductions. 
That's something that they asked for and that the President was . 
quite pleased to agree to. 


Q Was there any specific mention from the Japanese 
side during these talks up to now, either from the Prime Minister 
7. the Foreign Minister or the officials of the difficulty in their re, 

axing further steps toward trade liberalization in this pre- = «+ 
asoken period? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been some 
reference to pre-election period. There's been more reference, as. 
you also hear repeatedly from our textile negotiators, about the. 7 
political problems of lowering trade barriers. ie 


I think it's almost a law of politics that when you | oat 
ereate thesc harriers you create very strong vested interests that . 
can't survive unless the barriers are left in place. And so the .~ 
problem of dismantling them is always a very difficult political ~*~. *% 
problem. Fs 


» €si 
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Q What have they said on that point? What have |, 
they said on the point of steps that they can or can't take in he a 
this period before their election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OfFICIAL: I'd just say that — 
in general when we come to difficulties in taking steps, usually - 
the heart of that difficulty is a political difficulty. 


MORE | Ya 








"BEST COPY AVAILABLE ee ‘Ss 


- 10 = 





iiR. SPEAKES: Okay. Last question from Saul. If 
anybody has aay particular points they -- the senior administration 
official will stay a few moments out there and help you out. Sif ok 9S * 


i ae 


Q You say the trade -- the trade area the United . 


ase do any of the siuiie on those -- 







And if so can you tell us specifically wnere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have first” es 
of all the very major fact of the auto agreement and the linitation® 
of Japanese -- Be is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm talking about: es 
things that nave happened within the last few days and few weeks ‘3% 
that are inoortant issues. This is a very important thing and © 
it's something that took a lot of political strain on their s Je 
and waicn we, in fact, appreciate substantially. . 


3 

Bis 
Q I'm talking about since the President has arrived..' 

: 


Qo That doesn't lower trade barriers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It helps to ease taeot he 
the trade imbalence, which is one of our problems. No, it's true  *” 
it is not -- it is a protectionist measure, in fact, rather than « al 
one that -~- a ‘narket opening measure. : . 


ci 
In terms of market opening, they have talked about — t 

some tariff reductions. Our feeling is with the exception -- an, 7% 
imporcant exception of semi-conductors, we're not yet-seeing talk ¥ 
about substantial reductions in the areas where we have big markets, «*' 
big potential markets. But there has been the semi-conductor point. | a: 


We have seen, earlier this year, a very important x; 
set of now regulations, new legislation introduced by the Japanese 
to simplify standards. ; 


‘ged .- 


Oo -- earlier this year. I'm talking about as a is 
result of these meetings. ¥e. 


The President pledged, he said, to combat protectionism © 
in the Uaited States. Did the Japanese make a similar pledge that 
could be backed up with specifics to combat protectionism in Japan? 


STNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were very strong 
expressions on both sides about the need to combat protectionism 
and the need to take measures to do so. _ oe 


Of s»ecific measures that we have to say right now A 
would have happened within the last few days or few weeks it's 
auto export restraints, principally, some tariff redu:tions and Plies * 
depending ou what it turns out to be, and ir. McNamar . ‘11 give | 
you more datail, but I think will unfold in the next {  ‘onths the ~_” 
opening of capital markets, which could be the single ™ ~ amportant J 
step they've taken. : ‘38 


END 4:42 P.M. ast" 
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ey 
DEPUTY ‘SECRETARY McNAMAR: Let me turn to a different sal 
subject since I can't figure out what time it is here and what time: 
it is at home either sometimes. Let me talk a little about the *- 
statement that the President made, the Prime Minister made, and then 
this joint Regan-Takeshita statement. -I will try to take you through 
that quickly and then open it up for questions. 
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The President, as you know, said that we have noted the 
importance of the yen-dollar exchange rate, of free and open capital 
markets in each country, we stress the need for closer economic 
consultations between the two governments, a ministerial-level working 
group is being set up to monitor each side's progress and carrying ~ 
out the agreed-upon actions to improve the yen-dollar exchange rate, i? 
and that our mutual commitment toward specific steps to achieve open 
capital markets will allow the yen to reflect more fully Japan's 
underlying political stability and economic strength as the second 
aes economy in the free world. 


A 


Earlier of course he had referenced the joint press 
release between Secretary Regan and Finance Minister Takeshita... This 
joint announcement is a result of an ongoing dialogue that the Treasury 
has had with the Finance Ministry over here. You have it. Quickly 
you can go through it and talk about our objectives that you see si 
listed in No. 1. No. 2, we talk about the LDC debt problems. 


Let me just digress from this for a second to say that 
the Japanese government and the Japanese banks have been extremely 
helpful in Latin America and we are sure that they will be in Asia 
as well. 


Then we reiterated the understandings reached at | 
Williamsburg. A discussion in the next full paragraph of the need 
for open capital markets and free movements of capital; the inter- 
national monetary system; a recommitment to take prompt steps, and 
let me touch on these very quickly. 


These are the first steps that are outlined here. .* 
Particularly, the Ministry of Finance announced its decision to vy 


eliminate the real demand rule in forward exchange transactions | ‘ * 
effective February 1, 1984. That is a specific commitment that the i 
Japanese Ministry of Finance will take. . a 

Why is that important? The reason that that is vt 
important is that at the present time there is really no forward . “sa 


market in yen. There is no ability to sufficiently hedge yourself . ; 
in yen. Why is that important? That is important because large : 
holders of currency such as SAMA, the Saudian Arabian Monetary 
Authority, or any international company, cannot protect themselves 
from fluctuation in yen because of the lack of a forward market. 
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There simply has never been a forward market in yen in the history — 
of Japan. And this is a major step forward because it represents . 
part achievement, a step forward in the Japanese commitment to — Ee. aN 
internationalize the yen. ee 


Q For those of us who are uninitiated, what isa *” 
forward market? or 









DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAMAR: A forward market is the ability’ 
to purchase a contract for the delivery, for either the purchase orgies +5 . 
sale of a currency at a specified rate so that you take out the ” & 
exchange rate fluctuations. 


Q Options. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNAMAR: Options. Not a bad way to *@..% 
think of it. Why is that important? That is important because the” ~ ; 
market for yen relative to other markets, the dollar in particular,;~. | 
is so thin that if a major holder of yen were to sell it on a ae , 
particular day for some reason, they will move the market. The yen. 
is volatile, is more volatile than it should be because it lac 3° 
forward market. This will help to stabilize the yen. And by 
stabilizing it. I mean take out the short term volatility. If you ¥#"!. « 
think about, if you think of it in physics terms, this will dampen *4 ee 
the amplitude of the fluctuations on the trend. i 


2° 


Q What are the effective dates? 


3, 
DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNAMAR: April 1, 1984. That is in é 
the joint announcement. - 4 


Q That will have no impact. That will not necessarily —_ 
mean the yen will grov in strength by itself, right? . x 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNWAMAR: This action in itself does © ** 
not move the yen up or down. What it means is that more people will 
be comfortable holding yen, which will increase the demand for yen 
longer term. That should mean that the yen will achieve a rate over 
time that reflects the fundamentals as opposed to anything else. 


ta ae 


Q Can you answer a question as to what would we like 
the yen to be in relationship to the dollar? What do we think it 
should be? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNAMAR: We don't have a number in 
mind. If you will hold that question until I go through -- I like 
to keep the questions on the specific points that I amon. If you 
will hold that question to the end, we can come back to it. 


If there are no other questions on this real demand 
rule -- and again, the real demand meant that you had to have a 
real trade-related transaction to be able to hedge the yen. 
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This eliminates that. This is a movement away from the traditional 

Japanese approach to abhorence to speculation or aversion to spec- . 

ulation. and it reflects a maturing of the Japanese financial mar- 

'e cet - : 
Secondly, there was an agreement to submit a bill in 

the next regular Diet session which begins in December to reform the 

Cesianated company system after consulting with the agencies con- [*, 

cernec. This means that there will be a bill introduced which will? >! 

eliminate the restricted companies or industries that foreigners can; *~ 

not buy into In other words. after this bill is passed during 4 3 ; 










next Diet session. it will be easier for a German company to buy 

irto a petro-chemical company in Japan. or an American pulp and paper; 
company to buy into a pulp and paper company here. or whatever thet 

original list turns out to be. This is a step towards opening we, 
investments in Japan to foreign companies. It is a major step for ae 
ward. ; 


Let me touch on something in this respect that 1% 
Paul “Yolfowitz reminded me that he did not mention. There was also 
an agreement by the Prime Minister and the President to instruct the; 
ongoine sub- Cabinet workina group to form an investment committee 
to develop specific ways to promote mutual investment. Not just 
Japanese investment in the United States. but U.S. investment in 
Japan as well. That is also a first. . 


Yes. sir? 


- submit a bill. how controversial will that bill . 
be in the Diet and what are the prospects? , 


DFPUTY SECRFTARY McNAMAR: You'll have to-ask the 
Japanese that. but my understanding is they wouldn't have agreed to 
this if the prospect weren't reasonably good. 


¢ Isn't it true that a lot of the problem that the yd 
U.S. says it's had with Japan has been Japan's alleged failure to iS 
follow through once these dropped. although the Prime Minister loved q 
it? When you’re talking about putting a bill through the Diet, I “3 
mean. that's very often -- introducing a bill is a token gesture “ 
without meaninc. _ ; 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAI:AR: No. I think you are. assgiming 
that the traditional problem of falling into the Japanese bureaucracy 
and being opposed to the Japanese bureaucracy and. therefore, not . 
having followed throuch, I think that's correct. This says that 
there is a political commitment on the part of the Minister and 
the Prime Minister. as you know. endorsed this statement today and. 
therefore. I think you may assume that there will be a reform of this 
system or, perhaps. an elimination. I don’t know what the bill will 
look like because they haven't drafted it yet. This is somethine 
that we have heen chatting with them about and that yp My neve been 
considering for sometime. It is a nationalogical step 
Minister Nakasone’s commitment to promote investment in haa 


The third thing that’s in this list -- 
2) I have a question on that before you get away. 


DFPUTY SECRETARY McNAMAR Yes? | ok 


~ 


e's 3 2h, 
a) You said eliminate designated company system. Are’ 


you absolutely sure that reform to the Japanese means to eliminate, — 
hecause we were told in another briefer that it doesn't? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAMAR: No, I'm sorry. If I said --. ‘ 
I thought what I said was the bill would be to reform it. They may a 
even eliminate it I don't know. No, reform is the proper word. es 2 
Sorry if I misled you on that. 


The third item there is an agreement to submit a bill 
in the next ordinary Diet session to enable issuance of foreign 
currency denominated national bonds abroad. At the present time, the 
Japanese government cannot issue foreign currency denominated nation- 


‘yo .* 
” . SJ 


al bonds. That is, bonds of the government of Japan abroad. This 
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*ill will be introduced. It follows on the announcement that 
Japanese agencies. such as JAL. will be borrowing abroad. At the © 
present time can I ask you not to type. It’s terribly discon- ;-;. ° 


certinc. Excuse me. Would you mind not typing, it‘s terribly = 
Gisconcerting. Thank you. and they have announced that those 








acencies will be borrowing abroad. This would enable the government “: 
to do it. You recall the Carter or Rosa bonds that we used in the i» 
United States. the Carter bond operation to strengthen the dollar 45) 
at a time when the government thoucht it was too weak. This would 
Ne in effect the enabling legislation that would allow them to oe 
that. ; 


Is there a question on this? 


C ‘ould you make any projections as to what the new wy. 
Gecisions could mean insofar as U.S. dollar investment in Japan? @3—@ 
New investment. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAIAPR No. I shouldn't give you a 
number on that. I don t think anyone can give you a precise n 
on that That would be impossible to do. 


*nythinag else on Point 3? .. zo 


n On the bond thing. one of the bia problems has 
been interest rates in “apan being so much lower than the United 
States. “hat is the projected interest rate on some of these govern 
ment bonds or JAL bonds that might be issued? Any idea of the range 
of the interest rate? . “3 


NEPUTE SECPETARY “cNANAR The question was. what is 
the nrojected interest rate on these kinés of bonds. I have seen 
interest rate estimates and I have to stress they* re simply prelimi--. 
nary estimates, that would indicate that they'":re probably in about 
the ten to twelve percent . 
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range, depencing on the maturity. I can't recall for the moment 

the long-term bonc rate in capan -- at the moment on government 
boncs. But I'm gcing to say it's 8-something. Don’t hold me to -;: 
that. I may be incorrect. It is higher. There's no question 

about that. There are offsetting steps, in terms of currency swaps, | 
that the Japanese government may consider taking. But we welcome °: 
their tcrrowing on our markets whether they co that or not. I thigkd a 
the real question is their taking the step eee to do that.. < 1 


4 


e 4. 


Is this on this point? 
Q Yes. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNAMAR: Yes. 






Q Will there be any difference in the tax treatmentpy * 
of these bonds from dollar-Genominated bonds normally sold in the 2 seals 
U.S.? > 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAMAR: Not that I'm aware of. 


The fourth point here, we can just touch on briefly. 
This is to expecite the stucy concerning establishment of a 
yen-denominated bankers' acceptance market. One of the problems with ee 
the yen, tracitionally, is that not enough trade-has been invoiced *: mr 
in yen. My recollection is that about 30 percent of Japan's exports 
are invoicec in yen. But only five percent or so of its imports 
such es oil and so «n are invoiced in yen. If there were a bankers’ 
acceptance market established here, this should promote the i 
invoicing of accitional trade in yen. Longer-term, this should », 
strengthen the yen. There's a study that hac been commissioned -- ' 
that hac been set up with this advisory commission. And the 
Japanese have agreec to accelerate that. 


Any questions on that -- I wouldn't think so. 


In aceition, the Japanese Ministry of Finance announced 
that it will seek to lower the minimum denomination of CDs to 300 
milli.n yen from the current level of 500 million yen, effective 
January 1, '84, seek to further enlarge how many CDs could be 
issuec. Okay, why is that important? The reason that that's 
important is there are not enough short-term financial instruments 
to park your money in yen, yen-denominated short-term instruments 
like CDs in the Unitec States or in Europe. As you can see, the 
level here of 500 million yen for CDs, which is ahout two million 
cellars -- 300 will reduce it to a little over one million Collars. 
The Japanese are lowering the minimum Genomination down so that more 
people will have a preference or an ahility to holc yen, for example, 
over the weeken’. That means that, on Friday, they won't be selling 
yen tc buy dollars, because they can park it in something over the 
weeckene in Collars. 


a 


This is a major step forward. I shouldn't say "a major.” 
This is a step forwarc in terms of a major liberalization of their 
CD markct. The cuicelines on Euro-yen bonés will be eased. Again, 
these are specific commitments, if you'll notice, with dates to 
them. I con't think you see that that often. In addition, they ' 
have agreec to take another look at the withholdinc tax on interest ’ 
earnings on Euro-yen bonds. As you may Or may not know, tax 
withholcing in Japan is pervasive. They do it on rents. They do it” 
on salarics. They do it on interest and dividends and everything . 
else. Anc they have it on this foreign interest. We believe that i .< 
this is one of the things that weakens the yen, because it lowers | 
the effective, after-tax rate of return on a yen-denominatedc ‘CTS * F 
investment. Anc, therefore, we think that, if this were eliminated*  «*! 
or substantially changec, it would tence to increase the relative “3 
value cf yen investments to dollar investment, thereby strengthening 
the yen. 
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Let mec call your attention, specifically, to the 
statement by Minister Takeshita on the top of page two of your 
statement here that says that “we, as one of the major industrial 
nations, will continue to take positive steps towards the | 
internationalization of the yen and the liberalization of our Y 
financial and capital markets.” I think the point here is that, te 
as Japan as maturec as an economic power, has matured as a trading ' 
power in the world, they are, now, taking their ‘rightful piace as ~. 
a financial power. And they recognize that the yen, inevitably, will « 
go through an internationalization process, that the very tightly ; <2 fpeye 
controlleec capital markets that they have here will have to be 
liberalizec, because part of what you're having anc part of what 
is in the yen-collar relationship is disintermediaticn. You all 7™ 
remember when we usec to have Gisintermediation in the United States 
when we hac Regulation Q ance 5.5 percent passbook savings. And ‘% 
when you hae a chance to move it out, all the money flowec out of ® 
the S and Ls into the banks. That process, on a Cifferent scale, 
is happening between Japan and the United States today. Net capital 
cutflcows this year will be something like $17 billion from Japan | , 
to the Unitec States simply because ~ 
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the contro..ed interest rate structure here is so low that if you 
take your money and put it in the United States you can get the 
higher interest rate after tax and after inflation. In other words, 
a higher real after tax return on your money. So you're getting — 
disintermediation, not surprising. The Japanese are moving to try 


to lii.eralize these markets that will reduce this disintermediation’: 
effect. we 


8 aba 
Next paragraph we had a clarification that there are nQ 
discriminatory restrictions under Japanese law and the acquisition at 
banks by foreign banks and I think that it's safe to say that this | oe 
statement was very helpful in clarifying the fact that we have an~ ri 
increasing movement toward national treatment of U.S. banking interest. 3 
in Japan. That isn't to suggest the acquisition of a bank in Japan ; 


by another bank is an easy move. It is not, therefore it's not easy 
for a foreign bank to acquire as well. 







% 
Let me turn to the points that we made. Secretary Mk 3 
indicated that we will take into account the concerns of the Japanese “ 
authority as we look as the unitary tax question. The Prime Minister. “A 
specifically raised the unitary tax question with the President arnt . 
and indicated his concern about this problem. Yes? 








Q What is the Administration's view on inquisition by 
states for this unitary tax and what can the Administration do abont, 


it? of Go 
DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNAMAR: If you'll recall the court  % 

case that was decided the container case simply said that it was con-. «. 

stitutional, period. There are a number of different unitary tax R 


statutes in effect at the present time. Some are worldwide, some, . 
such as Illinois, have a unitary tax application within the United 
States. The President has asked Secretary Regan to set up a group 

to develop either a model statute, remedial legislation or recommenda- 
tion to do nothing, if that should be it. And that group has already 
had its first meeting and we're in the process of setting up the ~— 
technical groups to work through that and we want to have that issue’ * 
resolved as quickly as we could. 





Q Make this into law -- or what was the plan? 


Ne i 


EPUTY SECRETARY MciJAMAR: We do not have a plan to ask 
Congress yet because we don't have our recommendations yet. We may or 
we may not. It's premature to suggest that we'll do that. .- 


Let me go to the second point here. We simply said we'd 
welcome them to issue their bonds in the U.S. We recommitted ourselves 
to try to reduce the U.S. budget deficit through additional measures 
to reduce spending -- told them that we would work for pagssaage of the 
Lif legislation as quickly as possible and try to conclude the IDA - : 
negotiations as quickly as possible. Those were items that they had 
raisea with us and were of particular concern. 


The last part of the communique is an agreement to do 4% 
something which we have not done before and that is to have a joint 
ministry of finance treasury group to continue to monitor these steps. 
and see if they're doing what ‘they can and we're doing what we can, ’ 
We agreed to meet next in February. That croup will be headed by a 
Undersecretary Sprinkle on our side and I believe Vice Minister Abe on °*’ 
their side. We agreed to meet in February and then to report back to 


the ministers in the Spring. I would guess that will be in April, ‘.\u*# 
probably around the IMF meeting. Yes? iy at 


Q On the welcoming issuance of Japanese . government — hd 
guaranceed bonds in the U.S., essentially JAL and Jan's E In f-nk how 
been crowded out of the domestic market here by the Japanese govern- | 
mwent's bond issuing needs. Now you are in essence inviting them to 


come and to help the Treasury Department's foreign needs to crowd out 
private sectors. 


oe hee 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAMAR: i'm sorry -- I got the first 
part. 





0 In essence, what you're doing is inviting Japanese 
government ' S public sector borrowers to join the Treasury Department 
in crowding out the U.S. private sector borrowers. Is that not correct . 
‘= in welcoming Japanese government issues in the U.S.? 
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DEPUTY SECRETARY MciAMAR: Wo, that isn't correct be- 4 
cause what you have in effect is a worldwide market for capital,-*'. _ 
that's why you have, as I said a while ago, appro:imately 17 billion <; 
in outflow of capital from Japan into the U.S. Tiuat was for a lot “a. 
of reasons. People thought, for example, that the U.S. real estate,\ °~ 
which is cheaper than Tokyo real estate, even in N.Y., was a good “#}- 
investment. People thought that owning U.S. stocks were a good “@%*- 
investment and if you look at when the dollar depreciated relative -+ y 
to the yen, you'll find that just prior to the time the stock market ©... 
took off last August, the stock market is up 55 percent -- that-would:% ' 
Suggest that those people who move money out of yen and put it-into ¢. 
dollars and invest it in the U.S. stock market have done rather-we 
The fact of the matter is, their - borrowing on our markets will’not’ 












government borrows very often are CDs that get deposited in U.S.°™ » 
banks from Germany that originally come from the Middle East on-oil’, 
revenues and in effect are relended, borrowed on our markets. It's ; 


Q Are you implying here that you expect most of. 
the buyers of these Japanese government bonds could be Japanese. 
investors? + 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McWAMAR: No, I'm not implying anything. 
There's no way to predict who will be the particular buyers. I would | 
presume that it would tend to be pension funds, insurance companies, * 
in Europe anc the. United States, perhaps even in Japan, don't know. 
Lou, you asked a question a while ago and I cut you off. 


Q I wish you would address the question as to what ~ 
we think the yen would be if it were correctly valued. If you , 
can't do it in terms of saying we'd like it to be, just give us some 
idea of what it would be if it were correctly reflecting its actual ,* 
value if all of these things had been done -~ I mean, are we talking’ . 
about 200 to the dollar or'a range -- 


DEPUTY SECRETARY McNAIU.R: We do not have a specific 
number in mind and we have never discussed a specific number with 
the Japanese. There is no per se right number at any point in time. 
You're tryinc to find an equilibrium situation -- you can have an 
overshooting or an undershooting caused by everything from flight 
capital from Latin America and moving up the dollar relative to other 
currencies to the situation that we had last week, where you noticed 
the yen weakened two or three points in part because the deutchmark 
weakened relative to the dollar because of the German banking sit- 
uation and some concerns about the Iliddle East. In effect, the 
deutchmark moved down against the dollar and took the yen with it 
somewhat. 


Q Was there a range at which this equilibrium is 
likely to be expressed? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY HcWAMAR: We haven't expressed a range 
either. It's part of a floating exchange rate system. What we 
think is needed is to make sure that the equilibrium over time-~and 
I would emphasize over time, as opposed to during any week or month 
even -- that over time people have confidence that the free flow of 2 
trade and free flow of capital is producing an equilibrium rate. And” '. 
I think that people at the present time do not have that confidence’. °+ 
'ecause of concern of the openness of the Japanese market ‘to U.S. 
coods and concern about the free flow of capital into Japan because 
of lack of investment opportunities. And I think that once there is 
confidence in the world that there is, in effect, an internationalized » 
yen with a free flow of capital and there «11 always be instances 
of overshooting or undershooting by "x" percent, but over time 
equilibrium levels will be found. 


“es 





Q Tne President and the Prime Minister have met 
three times this year. Why did this issue become so important in 
this meeting and not in May or January? 





DEPUTY SECRETARY MCNANAR: Oh, I think it was an. issue -- 


Q Question please? 
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DEPUTY SECRETARY HcNAIMAR: Oh, I'm sorzsy. The question 
is: The Prime Minister and the President met three times this year. | ‘ 
Why is this issue so important now, as opposed to being important *:.. j», 
in May or in January? . 


ge . 
? 
‘4 









that his statement this long would reach a peed omen A agreement. Pa 
on the initial steps that the Japanese are going to take and mene G3 # 
I would point out that these have specific dates to them. If you #% 
look at this -- these are rather specific commitments on their part, gaits. 
unlike the usual kind of press announcement that you would get. -Andagy 
I think that again it simply reflects Japan beginning to take its‘ P 
rightful place as an international financial power as well as an /S]mag7... 
international trading power. So I think it simply reflects a maturz’,)! ” 
ing of the relationship on the financial sector. ae es 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the things 
my head that have come in since arriving here, mostly, however, obs 
talking to Americans, and I'll be very brief, I think it's apparent’. . 
from talking to my peers and every American I've seen what comes out... 
is you and I and every other American knows a lot more about Europe, - 
than we do about Asia. Our schools are institutions that everybody~ 
else talks about -- ae us about everything from penal systems 
to jurisprudence is based on a European model. 


At the same time, it's very apparent that in the next 
century and between now and then our lives are going to be far more 
effected in terms of welfare, economics and everything else by what 
goes on in Asia. There's nothinc profound about that. But I think 
the President's trip, to the extent that it focuses Americans’ at- 
tention on what is going on in Asia and why that's important to then, 
it's probably of greater significance. 


Now, there is an agenda and it's a contentious agenda. 
I'd be glad to take your questions on the extent to which that con- 
tentiousness has been ameliorated and there is some prospect for 
progress. 


Q Why don't you tell us what you mean by a contentious 
agenda. ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is dis- 
agreement over the degree of Openness in both of our markets. We say 
that theirs is relatively closed. They say that theirs is relative- 
ly open, as Open as is ours. However, beyond this rhetorical level 
we've gotten in this visit to a specific methodology for solving the 
problems in trade, energy, finance, security issues, defense, foreign 
assistance. And I mean that. That sounds like a lot of blather, but | 
the processes for setting specific goals and milestones and beyond eg 
that, since all of this is based on good faith, is the detail with oF 
which each of these is treated and accepted by the other side. You 
know, that's where there is a very high measure of acceptance in 
each of these areas of our goals as reasonable and achieveable. 





Q Well, what did they ask of us? We seem to be 
pushing them in every direction. | bee 


_ 
. — se - 
. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well. they ask a great 
deal. If you looked yesterday, for example, at im .icNamar's Joint 
.Treasury Statement, everything that the Treasury, the U.S. Treasury 
offered to do was at Japanese insistance and there's quite a lot in 
there. I'll get it for you; but it's summarized in today's Japan 
Times. 


In the security area, obviously there's a great deal 
we alreacy are doince \ 
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and the balance, then, is heavily in favor of U.S. responsibility . 
as opposed to Japanese responsibility. 3 x. 


eae! ork 

o ize we getting a sense that after the sheavienes 0 5 

after the Decembe: elections, that the Nakasone government might “Kir. » 
be a little bit more forthcoming politically on movement and trader}, ». 
movement on secu) ity issues, when he may be in a little better , 


political positi:m? . 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to cc . 
on that, I'm sorry. I think the extent to which we walk behind : 
extremely useful and private dialogue to prejudge and preempt the j 
decisions of this government we acted in bad faith. 





oO When you talk about milestones and esieatiaiianns 
don't understand. I mean, have the agreed to some kind of timetables 
that we're unaware of on these big issues, like military spending <i 4 
and energy and trade and all of that? a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer ‘isk a 
yes. Yes, in that both of us accept that we cannot go on as we Lag 
or we will see in the U.S. a wave of protectionism beyond domestiG:™. 
content laws such as we've never seen before before the summer of ™:: 
next year. “e understand -- they understand that would be bad for: ~ 
both of us and, thus, there's got to be progress in resolving, .:is": — 
particularly, tariff issues, quota issues, financial access, or 
access to markets in this country, liberalization of the financial 
system, investment system. And I think the committee that was 
formed in Pon Regan and his counterparts’ agreement of yesterday, 
which provides for investment issues, exchange rate issues, to be 
treated is very, very promising. So, there‘s -a‘ timetable. 


9 On the issues of tariffs and quotas, there's a 
timetable? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not as precise , 
as in other areas, but it is -- I would take this next summer a : 
benchmark against which both sides accept there's got to be some 
proagress. If there isn't, there's going to be a very damaging 
legislative -- 


QO Is that because of our political conventions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it isn't. It's 
because of Congress and the state of anxiety about perceived -- the 
inaccessibility of the Japanese market~and the imbalance in the 
trade relationship which is perceived as overwhelmingly in favor of 
the Japanese from automobiles, micro-processors, and everything else. 


It is a very strong running tide of criticism onthe 
part of Americans and businessmen. And we've explored that in some 
depth in this session. <- ANS 


Q Going back to the question, without prejudging or 
preempting what the Japanese may or may not want to do, is the factor, 
the one factor of an upcoming election -- we're talking about next 
summer and something has to be done <-- is the prospect of an election 
in any way influencing the Japanese moves right now in order to -- to 
wait until after that to focus on this issue? s wey 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, you're asking what 


influences their decision-making. You'll have to ask them about 
that. 


‘he Dt Sen 


~ 


0 Am I correct, you're indicating -- the President, 4: 
Mr. Shultz, others, yourself --- much blunter than the President was “4 
in his statement yesterday at Mr. Nakasone's residence about this 
whole problem, this whole feeling of anxiety that something must be 
done. You're much blunter than he was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think blunt may be 
the wrong word. I think, thorough. © The exchange was in a spirit of 
goodwill. There were complaints on their side and they were quite 


fi d leaqitimate in many areas. But mv int is, at the end of — 
the dey, here has been a very thorough exctlange and understanding 


and commitment to improve them. 
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Q And they said they would do it by next summer, that 
they would see what? 


SENIOR ADIMI ISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, enti what 
I am saying is that both sides acknowledged that the situation can 
worsen substantially next summer unless together we can solve problems. 


Now I tak:: from your questions that you think I have as 


implied that there is joing to be a one-way street of Japanese 
concessions by next summer. I don't intend that.. We have a lot of. 
improvements to make on our side of the issue too. : 









0 What sort of improvements? 


Q What is significant about next summer? It is note, 
our election or somebody's election. What -- See ie sn 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Next summer is a kind ee?” 
of a breaking point beyond which American business as they influence;: + 
the Congress is not going to continue to accept what they believe ee FE 
be a lopsided, preferential trading relationship. 


Q But why next summer instead of Easter or Labor | 
Day? What makes this a summer thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it will build “4 —- 
before that. I think probably you have already seen the beginnings 
of protectionist legislation. My point is that -- and it isn't 
related to any political milestone. It is just how long it takes 
for that spirit to capture a majority of both houses. And I think 
that is my guess. 


Q You are saying that you think it is not related 
to the upcoming American elections? You don't think it will be a 
political football that the Democrats will use -- protectionism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I am sure it 
can be, of course. 


Sake 


Q Is that what.is magic about next summer? 


Q Are you talking about -- money going in here and 
stuff like that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I must have led 
you astray. I picked next summer just in a sheerly political science 
guess as to what is the temperature right now and how much hotter it 
is going to get in another eight months. I think it is going to be 
quite high. 


Q But isn't the election going to -- I think what we 
are asking is, isn't the election rhetoric and election time going 
to fan the flames of, "We've got to do something about these Japanese 
who are taking away our jobs,” etc. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will surely 
contribute to it, yes. 


Q Since time is short, if we could just ask a 
question about Korea. What, if anything, does the President plan re see 
to do on pressing the human rights question in Korea, or does he — * Wa 
feel that this is sort of an internal matter, that maybe it wouldn't .. f 
be appropriate for him to put pressure on President Chun about? fad 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
attitudes toward human liberties are very well known. Our exchanges 
with -- 


Q Grenada, they wiped them all out today. But go 
on. 


, MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -=- all governments on . 
that score is a p':blic position. The agenda will include this as 
well as security .ssves and economic issues as well. But I wouldn't 
go beyond that. i oe 

ae 

Q Is he going to meet with anyone? I know there iss. 
a meeting with c:mmunity people. Will he meet at any time, the br iy 


President, with :.o-called dissidents, people that, are critics of 
the government? 












SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been p 
made, and decisions haven't be reached yet. 


Q There was a report last Monday by a couple of 
tourists that had gone to Korea that they had not made all of the 
progress that Shultz and others have said that they have, and call . 


re Oe 
° 


human rights when he is there. Is he going to say anything in his™ aS 
speech, or will there be any kind of a public signal that could be #ueu - 
easily interpreted as wanting a greater measure of freedom in Soutig@ry 

Korea? : 


° 
er Pee ™ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that in®+.4¢ 
terms of the priorities of issues it is the President's judgment that 
one has to deal with issues in their turn. What I mean specifically « 
is more humane than peace, what is more humane than deterring 
conflict, 


Mae * : “" wet, 


MORE 
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and what is more humane thin assuring that the society | has jobs, ta 
relative security. 


ae os 















Q What about the possibility of not torturing people _ 
which is one of the charges against -- you know, in terms of humanity; 
that is one of the charges. I mean, I haven't been there, but that Ft 
is a clear-cut, definite charge and legitimate to’ people. ct ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:: I don't think seta y 
that I'd do much to elevate knowledge by just giving you my own - 
opinion. I honestly believe that when you get there and you spend’ 
very much time in Korea, where you live in artillery range of the - 
enemy and where they constantly come through tunnels or in other 
manifestations make clear their antagonism to you, that you gain a4 
an appreciation for the need for, call it a higher level of discipl iy, 
than in other more tranquil areas. way? 


Now, that exists in Korea. But what also exists vhie 
justifics it is a clear and present danger, and this is something + 
which the Korean people, in overwhelming majorities, endures as 
essential to peace, to peaceful economic development and some me 
of growing prosperity from day to day. 
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Now, this is not to condone repressive measures in any’ 
sense. It is to express that in times of stress the need for alertness 
to that threat and the many ways in which that subversive threat is — 
expressed is understandable. Now, this is not to say that the 
President is in no sense concerned about the preservation of human “Ss, 
rights there as elsewhere. We think he is. a 


Q You said it would -- that the President had not 
yet decided whether to see the dissidents. We've got two days 


coming up. What makes the decision -- when does he make the decision? 
What will motivate it? | Fe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The open time which 
is there and it's devoted to dealing with issues that are current 
in Washington -- some on our agenda in national security and some 
domestic. His time is set aside for that. That is time that 
conceivably could be devoted to things of this kind, but it hasn't 
been decided because we simply can't know right now whether you're 
going to have to fill it up with continuing resolutions and debt 
ceilings and things like that or not. 


\. _ - a & 
- 2 A Sse reel, 
: 


Q -- reception that he's holding for community 
leaders, is this -- are you saying in effect that no one has been 
invited to this reception who is considered a dissident so that 
he won't sce them there? He'd have to see them at another time or -- 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that you can 
anticipate that that community is represented there. 


0 -- but you -=- when you talk about subversive . 
element -- when you talk about subversive elements, is it this 
administration's view that such people as Kim Yung Sam and Kim Dae 
Jung and other leaders of political organizations that have been eee 
banned by this government are subversive elements? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That certainly isn't Raat 
what I said, is it? eds 


o I was asking. I was asking if that is what you 
meant by subversive elements. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it isn't. 
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Q Given the higher level of tension right now eee 
between North and South and the superior troop levels and hardware 3 + 
that are in the North, is there going to be any more discuss of ike 
 * military aid for the government, any increase in mi] > 2S 
ai . 
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_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The we.s in which 
we can cooperate on security issues will be an important agenda 
item. I believe that the government is well aware of the 


proposed levelg of '85. And I don't expect that to be a Nos 3 
contentious issue. 4 


Q You're not going to ask for anymore -- 


Q Is anvone in the administration expressing 
caution about the Presijient's rhetoric vis-a-vis North Korea or %& 
the Soviet Union in his public statements when’he goes here? <@ 
In other words, are yon concerned that -- about inflammatory ~~ 
rhetoric which might b: viewed as antagonistic by the Soviets? ~ * 








SENIOR AIMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. (Laughter.) §@ 


Q Is the DMZ dangerous for the President to ~ “Se 
travel to, or is it very safe? == C2 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's, by “"ae 
definition, an area which has been the scene of violence in the:@... 
past. There's no reason to expect a higher level of threat Fat 
than generally exists there. | 


Q How seriously do we take the North Korean — 
threats against the President? £ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they're 
taken seriously more in the context of what they say about the ~~ =‘ 
possibility for reduced tensions generally than they are as 
manifesting a personal orientation of threat or, in particular, 
risk cf violence on this trip. It's more a matter of dismay in 
looking at this level of rhetoric for what it implies on the 
possibilities for peace and tranquility on the peninsula. But it 
isn't something that the people are alarmed about. 


Q What threats have there been? 


we 


a 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the kinds of 
threat that, if you look back before <- alot of foreign visitors 
come tc South Korea, you find that North Korea, habitually, puts 
out threats that seem, when taken literally, very extreme. And 
they sound very extreme. But then, when you look at 15 visits and 
15 examples of these very, very severe threats, they take on a 
somewhat grotesque cast. But they are repetitive and, thereby, 
diluted I think. 


Q Haven't they said something about his not 
getting out of Korea alive? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes. Those 
are the kinds of -- that's the level of rhetoric you see time and 
time again. 

Q But -- published. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- against the 
United States. It's disappointing. It isn't alarming. 


’ ae Q After Rangoon, don't you take it more 
seriously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No one can ignore "!  , 4, 
tlat Rangoon shows there's no apparent limit to the -- well, the <- “, 7 


Q Blooéthirstiness? (Laughter.) 


“tad 3 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- of that government. _. 
But their , 
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relations. to South Korea “is a different one than Yo is to us. 
Are we satisfied with what the South Koreans have. 


Q 
considered to be a steady pace of liberalization politically, or 
do we think its should be substantially stepped up? 
















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's always room, . 
for more progress than is apparent, but the government's efforts ., 
taken within the context of the pressures that they face, are 
responsible -- that's all I have to say. ¢ 


Q How many hours of talks do you see? Tomorrow, 
they'll meet and then they'll meet again Sunday and -- <4 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the socia 
gatherings which are likely to be preceeded or followed by 
that I would expect to be 2 to 4 hours in aggregate. 


Q You say the DMZ is by definition an area whic 
has been the scene of violence -- that Rangoon shows there's no.3 
apparent limit to whai North Korea would do -- why in the world 
you taking this man there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think tha 
the importance that we attach to the preservation of what exists?” 
in South Korea -- democratic country with some considerable promise © 
politically and economically -- a model for developing countries ‘, 
throughout the world deserves to be reinforced and supported. | The | 
United States’ relationship to Korea goes back generations. ‘ 


Q mean, specifically to the DMZ. He doesn't ; 
have to go to the DMZ to do that, does he? I just mean why is it 


so important that he go there in light of what you've said about 
that particular area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think if 
you've never been there, this is physically a location to -- it's 
very dramatic and itS contrast -- freedom and oppression, and 
that's a fact. If you haven't been thare you ought to go. 4 

Q We will. (Laughter. ) | 

Q I want to be able to come back, that's all. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FEor the world to see 
that is for the world to recognize that -- 


Q Well, it is to show the flag at a very important 
Outpost, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


THE END 4:43 p.m. JST. 
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Q Sir, can you tell us whether we struck back yet” e 
in Lebanon or whether there's been any more firing at our ma 






SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's been no more firing that ™  *- 
I've heard today, so I don't think there's been any and I have no... - + 
comment on the first part of your question. : 


Q as it been determined who it was that fired at 
the aircraft? 


SCCRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, not precisely. 





Q I¢ the U.S. commitment to retaliate against the 
terrorism in Eeirut --is that still operative? : 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I already said I have no 
comment on that question. That's the same question that Sam asked 
in a very artfully different way. (Laughter.) 


w< EE ~~ . 


Q If you don't have any idea precisely, do you 
nave any idea generally about this? 


SECREYARY SHULTZ: Yes, we do. Not going to make 
a comment on it. 


Q Well, what about the lack of trade agreements out 
of this visit? What can you tell us about the lack of any progress 
on lowerinc trade values for Japanese? 


SECRETARY SIIULTZ: As far as the economic side of the 
Japanese visit is concerned, it's been quite successful in my 
judgenent. I think you have to see this in its total perspective. 
‘le have an agreement about expanding trade in. energy. We have an ’ 
agreement that was reached just before coming here ahout automobiles. 
There is an agreement that's just been reached having to do with 
trade and investment and technology transfer and the elimination 
of all tariff barriers and semiconductors. 


The point I'm making is that there have been a lot 
of specific thines of this kind and they continue on before the 
visit, curing the visit, after the visit. But this is a bio process 
going on -- trade between the United States and Japan. It's very 
large. We are preoccupied to a certain extent, for example, with 
the subject of barriers to citrus and beef and we're in a continuing 
process of discussions seeking to open the Japanese market further. 
iiovever, to keep it in perspective, we should note that 5€& percent 
of tue exports of beef from the United States go to Japan and, I 
bLelicve, 44 percent of the citrus shipped out of the U.S. goes to 
Japan. So there are problems, but there's also a great deal of 
trace. 





So, tuis is a ‘process that's going on and I think that 
on the whole the visit itself has precipitated some further agree- 
ments. I should have mentioned also something of tremendous impor- 
tance,in my view anyway, and that is the addressing of the yen-dollar 
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relationship and in purticular the recognition conceptually by 

the Japanese that the yen now must take its place as an. internation- 
al currency with all of the particular things that that conceptual — 
notion applies, and < number of them were announced in the agreement *, ;- 
that was set out yes'erday. So, I think there have been a great be eS 
many things that hav; gone on and it's been a very fruitful dis-fe © 
cussion in the econc mic area. Bop 










Q M:. Secretary, do you think that enouch has bk 
accomplished to wari off protectionist actions in Congress? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that protectionist 
action in Congres:; is bad regardless of what happens here. But 
Co think we can see that our trade witi Japan is very substantial; 
and let me just ask you the question -- Should we cut off several 











billion dollars of exports of agricultural products to Japan — u 
we are not satisfied with the openness of markets on the remaining#pi..” 
citrus and beef? Or should we continue to work at the citrus anc i$ 
beef problem as it is? You can shut trade down around the world toh >}: 
by reacting in a protectionist way to every problem that you Og 4 
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‘we'll continue to work at these problens, and I se : 
think we'll resolve them as time goes on. But protection is bad,-»-- .. 
regardless of the agreements that may or may not be reached here.-imjo. 









Q Don't you have to acknowledge that protectionist © a 
sentiment in Congress and what has happened there gave you a Bet 2 a 
of a lever when you came here to talk? : 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Everybody is concerned about it. 
The President is; the Prime Minister is. And we all are. And 4 
we point to it, not only in the United States but in countries “di 
all around the world. It's a real problem. 


when protectionist sentiment takes over. And that experience is j 
the 1930s, and we don't want to repeat it. It's just a way of 
shutting trade dow, and it's unequivocally bad. 


Q But would the Japanese be moving if there were 
no protectionist movement in seeenad i 


SCCRETARY SHULTZ: It helps. On the other hand, I .% #: 
think from our standpoint to raise protectionist barriers doesn't j;.; 
do us any cood. Let me just give an example: take the automobile 
available to the American consumer today. I'm not speaking now . 
about the Japanese automokile available to American consumers, but 
that produced Ly American automobile companies. It's much better 
today tian it was four or five years ago. Why? Pecause our producers 
are subject to international competition, and they found that if 
they didn't do Letter with their product, gradually their markets 
would erode. And, so, they eve done better -- a lot better. 


A "oreo we 
? 


“ot 


And I think the cars being produced by U.S. auto a 2 
makers now are very competitive with any other. So, competition y 
does us all good, and if we protect ourselves from it, we're .. 
going to lose and lose badly. ’ 


Q lir. Secretary -- 
Q It helps, though, to have it. 
SDCCRIETARY SHULTZ: You've had two now. 


Q Well, taking what you just said is the premise, 
what was your answer to the earlier question? Has what has 
happened here been sufficient in your view to dampen this 
protectionist sentiment at home and in the Congress? tow do you 
feel about that? 


SCCPETAPY SHULTZ: I'm at a disadvantage in that 
cuestion Lecause I think the protectionist pressure is bad regardless 
of what happens here. But I do think, as we sense the mood here, 
and as we look at the specific things that the Japanes: have been | . 
ready to face up to, that we see a concern here that matches our @% 
own witi rising protectionist sentiment and the very bad effect Y 3.08 
it can have on the United States economy, on the Japanese CCOROMY 97 
on the world economy. And that's really -- that's the problem . %. 
that was to Le adéress od. 7 
Q If some progress is being made as you say, 
how long is it going to tale before Japanese markets are as open 
to American goods as American markets are open to Japanese goods? 
How long is it going to take before you think there's an equalization 
tiere? 
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SECRETARY 3HULTZ.; Well, of course they are as open ~ 
as U.S. markets in many cases. Our problem is, in particular, 
relatively narrow cate jories and I suppose we'll be arguing about 
those things for many y2ars and that's in part because technology ~ 
produces new areas of trade and new areas for argument all the time. . 

+ 

When I wa:: in the U.S. government the last time and: 
came to Japan in 1970, all anybody could talk about was textiles. 
That's not even on the agenda in the U.S.-Japan trade relation > 
now because the whole sweep of where textiles are produced and whats 
the nature of the problem is has changed completely. So, these; 
kinds of problems, trade discussions, will always go on as long ® 
as we have a high volume of trade -- an expanding volume of trade 
and a dynamic technology. It's part of a process that you just.h 
to get accustomed to. a 












Q Mr. Secretary, what do you think was really Se 
accomplished on the security side, which was another really key; 


topic coming over here, given the international situation? It 
seemed to kind of fade away? 


a 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it didn't fade away, but "ew? 4 
it was discussed by the President and the Prime Minister in their”: :.4 
first meeting and I think that the view that we have that the mission. ¢ 
set out for Japan by the Japanese is an important mission, as the ~~ rs 
President has said publicly ~- at one time or another during his visit 
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and ve would like to see the Japanese move ur to that mission, 
perhaps a little more rapidly than they are. Nevertheless, one can 
see definite progress in that regard and many things to point to in 
the defense field that the Japanese are doing. 


0 Durina the joint statements yesterday, the a 
President said that he hoped that today‘s meeting with the Prime . ae’ 
Minister to talk about setting milestones for reaching agreements eh 


on recucina trade barriers. “hat was accomplished today in their ,# 
meetincs? 












SECPFTARY SHULTZ: Well. you mean in their luncheon. 
WAS a as I understand it. I wasn't there - I asked the Presid 
about it and it was a very pleasant occasion. family occasion to 4 
a certain extent But there also was some substantive discussion aa 
principally about follow up. And I think both the Prime Minister#gR7, ‘- 
and the President are Getermined that the sense of direction that. ~ 
they have established in their earlier meetinos and reaffirmed ir 
this one be followed up And from our side. on the United Sta 
side, the Presicent considers this of such importance that he h 
askec the Vice President to, in effect chair the US effort at HR 
coordinatins our activities as we then seek to interact with the 4 
Japanese in followinc up on the various problem areas that have been | 
identified. fo they cid discuss that and the President told the he 
Prime linister the way we're going to co about it within our own 
covernment 


Cc If I could just follow up was there anything 
specific in terms of timetables in terms of various points in which 
you want to achieve certah things? Was that left totally indefinite? 


SFCRETARY SFULT2Z Well. I think we want to move up on 
this rapidly and we're lookinoe at 1984 and the first half of 1984 
and seeina what we can accomplish then I meet with Foreign 
"inster Abe frequently. We ‘try to meet at least four times a year 
anc we ve heen Coine better than that. And we take a readina at 
each meetinc that we have. So we are tryinc to push in all of these 
areas. Put as far as saying by such and such a date, we should have 
Gone so arc so. no we didn’t do that. 


0 Since nuclear arms was so much a part of the 
President © speech tocav what is the prospect or the possibility. 
or co you think there's any chance that we coild possibly reach an 
agreement hefore the end of the month or before we start deploying 
missiles in furone? 


FFCRETAPY SPULTZ There is certainly a chance of 
reachinec en acreerent if the Soviets will be reasonable. [te have 
very reasonsiole proposals. YTaul Nitze is there to encace in an 
exchance anc we re certainly prepared to bargain with the Soviets 
about it On the other hand there is no way that the United States 
one ovr allies will settle for a considerable Soviet deployment of 
f© 20s enc a sero on our side. So there has to be the notion of 
equality in any result that comes forward. 


n Has the United States put another proposal on the 
table? 


SDCPETAPY CLULTZ° We have put a prorosal on the table 
et the start of this round and we have heard a response from the : 
foviets and we re discussirg that response. And when those dis- 
cussions have been corpleted. Mr. Nitze will - is takino part in 
those ciscussions and we 1l just have to see. 


n Is the United States covernment interested in 
aetting Javan anc the Fenublic of Forea to operate in the sea lane 
defense vith reeare to the TsushimaStrait which is between the two? 
Pre you takine anv initiative or Ciscussine this issue with both 
ciées? 


SECRETARY SRULTZ Not in any precise way. but it cer 
tainly is part of what one would consider the defense needs of Japan, 
and Korea. for that matter. 


“— 
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9 To what extent do you think the Japanese elec~ _ 
tions have restricteé U5. achievements during this semit? The ee 
upcomina Japanese elections? Eyeg 


SFCPFPTAPVY SHULTZ: Fell I really have no idea. I don' th’ 
know -- have enough of a feel for how that impacts on what Japanese*:} “ 
attituces are and basically it s an internal matter and we didn't] 
it wasn t appropriate for rs to discuss it. “~ 






0 The Japanese didn't mention that they had problens 
dealing with some of these issues. such as beef and oranges, dur 
this period of time? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ The political dimensions of economicgZ 
problems are well known to ° " 


; 

4 
: 
? 
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everybody, both on the U S. side and on the Japaness side andon - . _ 
the European side and so forth. And this whole effort to free up ae 
markets is an exercise in arranging the politics to do what is Na sd 
sensible from the standpoint of the economics. So you essentially 43% ° 
see that problem all the time and it's certainly referred to. #455 













! celine: 


Q Mr. Secretary, sir, the Governor General of -# ss 
Grenada Paul Scoon seems to have avoided such measures as arrest se 


without warrant, no assembly, press censorship. What do you th 
of that? : 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think that that's way c * 
drawn from what has been taking place in Grenada. It's -- It is: at 
very free and open. There is the clean-up on the island that’s ae 
taking place just about completed. And a new government is being ae ae 
established. There is an open press situation. People -- p 
people who have been in jail under the prior regime are rele 
and they're starting up. And I think that the notion that sco 
how or other repression has returned to Grenada is wrong and itt 
just not 1 correct story. 


0 Mr. Secretary, you've talked about roaching the 
goals here in Japan that you have set. Can you tell us what the* wid 
top scveral priorities. you have for Xorea? And, also, specifically. « 
do they include human rights questions or would human sognte be 
sozewhere down the list? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as Korea is concerned, , 
of course, this is a very iaportant relationship for the United 
States and for Korea. There is a major security dimension to it 
that's vital. Korea is a major trading partner now of the United 
States, our ninth largest trading partner. So, both the security  *° 
and the economic aspects of our relationshi» will be discussed. ies 
There is no question about the fact that the President will want 
to express his outrage at the North Korean murder of members of the 
South Korean government in Burma and to discuss that whole subject. 

So there are many things tq.talk about and, of course, the Presi- 
dent will want to visit our U.S. forces in Korea. It's very much 
an areca where you feel the tension. I'm sure that's true right 
now. It's been true in the past as I visited there. 


+. ° 


As far as the question of Korean internal affairs 
are concerned, the President's policy is to conduct private diplomacy 
on these matters. He always brings up problems where he sees them. 
I think myself it is noteworthy that the threats from North Korea, 
tne reality of the murders of the people in the South Korean govern- 
ment coastitute a is tel deprivation of hunan rights in South Korea, 
point number one 


Point two, there have been some moves in the release 
of political prisoners in South Korea that I think are noteworthy 
as well as the expressed determination of President Chun to have 
elections and, as he says, watch the Olympics from the bleachers 
in 1933. So these are all things in a positive direction. 


Beyond that, the President will discuss matters as 
he feels are appropriate. But any question of importance will be 4 hay 
discussed, but that will be discussed privately. tale te: 


Q Mr. Secretary, will the President say engthies Baa 
to try to ease tensions on the peninsula or East-West tensions "5 || 
in general? ae 


SDCRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, Korea is a tense place _ ae 
right now with these murders, and the President will want to mF 
discuss that situation with the President of Korea. We don't : 
want to see, obviously we don't want to see a war on the Korean | is 
peninsula. So we want to see restraint. But we also want to 

see South Korea supported. So our own diplomatic effort, and the: 
Japanese diplomatic effort, and the rallying of people around the: 

world to the side of South Korea I think is pea important. And - ' 
the more that happens, I think wre «HK yir:’.. Y 4 
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the mcre tensicn tenés te be reducec somewhat. North Korea coes seem 
to be on a campaicn to raise tensions to the maximum cegree. But «: | 
the President will, of course, keep his cool anc, at. the same ivs 

time, he is not a prson who will be intimidated. iS 


Q 
the health of Anéropov? f 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have no specific knowledge, 
other than the cbvious inference of his long absence from public_; 
view anc his failure to show up at this major traditicnal : 
ceremony recently -- suggests that his health is not too gooc, 


But I have no specific information beyond what you cr anybody 
else has. 


Q Has he been in power long enough so that it . 
would make a Cifference? Does it make any difference whether 
he passes from the scene or not? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It‘s hard for me to comment on 
what gces on inside the Kremlin halls. I just con't know. 
Mr. Anéropov saic, when he spoke at the Brezhnev funeral -- and ‘“@iy,. +. 
he saic when he spcke to Vice Presicent Bush and me and Ambassador eae 
Hartman on that cccasion that his policy woulc be one of Bar ig 
continuity. Ane in so far as tension poits around the world are =" ' 
ccncernec -- Afghanistan, Kampuchea, Southern Africa, Korean i 
Peninsula, Central America -- it's hard to see -- Afghanistan -- 
that he has Leen anything but true to his word. The Soviet Union 
has nct ccme fcrwarcd with anything constructive in those areas. 





Leis 


Arms control, obviously, is a subject that seems to 
have caucht his ettention. Anc he's mace a number of proposals 
there. In sc far as the INF talks are concernec, we are still 
lccking for a kinc of proposal that really meets the funcamentals vag? -® 
of cur position. There have been some movements in other areas. 

Anc what his role as compared with others is concernec, we con't 
know. I Ccn't think that the Soviet Unicn, as I see it, handled 

the Korean airline massacre very well. And saying that. if it 
happenca again, they would shoot it Cown again strikes me as a 

cruel thing for any government to say. And if that's Mr. Ancropov's 
policy, I woulc hope for better. 





ao we or: 


I guess you're cut cf questions. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 





END 5:22 P.M. JST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 begin with “Six 
a very brief description of the objectives of this visit and thet 
I'll be glad to take questions. I'd say there were really four: é 
principal objectives the President is going to be pursuing and ™ me 
the first and by far most important is the objective of affirming: ets 
and strengthening our security commitment to South Korea. That, **'« mt 
given the very high level of military threat that South Korea faces _. 
from North Korea, would always be a major purpose of a Presidential 
visit. In fact, even before the Korean airliner shoot down and — 
the Rangoon bombing, we've always seen that as periaps the most , * 
important thing the President would do when he's in South Korea. _— “| 


Those two events and particularly the Rangoon atrocity, { 
which is one of the most shocking acts of political assassination 
political terrorism supported by another state that I can think of, 4 
the importance of affirming that security commitment is greatly > 
increased. In fact, I think, the fact that this region has been 4 
able to take shocks of the kind that it has witnessed and that 4 
South Xorea has been able to go through these two shocks in a very . 
short space of time and to react with the kind of restraint and 
statesmanship that they have reacted is testimony to the effective- 
ness of the security relationships that we've been able to build 
up in this part of the world. That has many elements in it including 
our relationship with Japan and the good relations that have devel- 
oped between Japan and Korea. But first and foremost is our 
security treaty with South Korea -- a security treaty that's backed 
up by the commitment of U.S. troops in Korea -- a commitment that's 
been affirmed very strongly by this President and it gives South 
Korea the kind of confidence it needs to handle very serious threats 
that it faces. 

The second purpose would be to talk about economic 
matters. Those are important because South Korea's economic devel- 
opment has been nothing short of remarkable and continues to be, 

I might say. They are now recovering from the effects of the world 
recession that hit everybody. Their real GNP growth for this year — 

is projected to be in the neighborhood of 8 percent. They've aver-— 
aged nearly that over a couple of decades, and as a result they've 

gone from a position of being a country that was heavily dependent 
on U.S. @Gonomic and military assistance, to a country that is te 
self-sufficient and self-reliant and -- there's the major share 

of the defense burden in South Korea. That's important to us. It 
also has made South Korea our 9th largest trading partner. We do 
$5 billion exports roughly to South Korea and take roughly the same 
amount of imports to the U.S. Those are numbers that are steadily 
growing, so it's an important market to us. 


—_.° 


Being an important growing market, as we 4ind here in 
Japan, we've got trade problems -- trade frictions. We'd like to 
see a more open South Korean market and the President is going to 
be raising issues of that kind with President Chun. 


Third objective will be to discuss with them the sub- : 
ject of political development in South Korea. I want to underscore j 
that we approach discussions of that kind -- that is to say discus- 
sions with another country about their own internal affairs with a f 


MORE (W) P By 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE 22 aa ie 


MORE 








o. 
2 
i? 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE ie %, eS “tg 


is one that rests on representative institutions and that enjoys 3 
broac, popular consent. And we, in that context, welcome, very much, 
the kinds of progress that South Korea's made in the last three a 
years. I note, starting with a very significant decision made +4 :. 
shortly after President Chun came to Washington to meet with Poa 
President Reagan, the announcement to commute the sentence on one {%&-): 
of the most important Korean dissidents, Kim Dae Jung -- the later ./}., 
decision to release Kim who's now in the United States. A large ~ 
number of other dissidents have been released over the last few 3 
years. Restrictions on political activity have been eased. And. 
what, in the long run, may be the most significant thing is the * 
public commitment by President Chun to a peaceful constitutional ‘ 
change of powerin 1988. I think his phrase is something to tne ~ 
effect that he looks forward to viewing the 1988 Olympics, which 
will be held in Seoul by the way, and which represent a major 
political triumph for South Korea. The President has said he look 
forward to viewing those events from the general spectators boxes, 














So we feel that there's been progress made. And, a8 I*%.: 
think you know, we believe in approaching issues of this kind wh 

are sensitive through what we call “quiet diplomacy." That is tc 
say, we will talk very bluntly and very directly in private. We Qari, 
don't believe in public lecturing of other governments. We don't amet 
believe that that's helpful to the very objective of promoting | 
human rights and greater demccracy. 


.* , \ . 

“ . oy * 
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But I think, while there's alot of improvement that 
can still be made in South Korea, we believe that the trends are in 
the right direction. And that's very welcome news fcr the 
United States as well as for South Korea. 


The fourth objective -- and it's a very distant fourth. 
Although, before the Rangoon bombing, we would have hoped, perhaps, 
to give it more attention. And that is the subject of reduction of . 
tensions with North Korea. It remains important as an objective. 
Indeed, in a way, there's nothing more important in the long-term 
than the effort to reduce tensions and to reduce this extraordinarily 
high level of confrontation on the Korean Peninsula. But it's very 
hare to pursue serious efforts to reduce tensions with a government 
that is bent on murdering the leaders of another country. 


* 
&. ~' 
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And so, while we will certainly want to review the 
bidding cn that subject and other diplomatic issues such as 
Scuth Korea's initiatives to expand its relations throughout the 
world, I think the realistic prospects for improving relations 
between South and North have got to be viewed as pretty cistant 
right now. 


I'd be glad to take questions. 


Q When was the last constitutional change of power 
in South Korea? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are, as 4 
matter of fact, not that many countries in the world that have 
managet peaceful constitutional changes of power. It's a very 
difficult thing to do. It's not been done in South Korea. It is 
something that takes care. It takes preparation. And for a 
country that faces the kind of direct military threat that 7) 
South Korea faces, also, it's a process where people want to be | 
very careful about things, for example, like permitting demonstrations 
that have a potential for violence. 


They're under a kind of strain because of that 
military threat that I don't think Americans can truly appreciate. 
It something you can really feel tangiably when you e up to the 
DMZ as we will be Going on Sunday. And when you realize that that mF 
massive North Korean buildup of power is within artillery range of Ly 
the capital of South Korea and poised to go at instant -- 
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Q No. My question is: when was the last 
constitutional -- 


SEN]OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There hasn't been 


~-t* 


one. As you knot, the tendency has been to have governments ie 


established by m.litary coup. And it will be a great ee NO EE * 


and a very impor-ant one, to see the reigns of power turned over shy 


peacefully in 1638. 


are 33 : 





Q You mentioned Kim Dae Jung. And you and other ads. 


officials have mentioned the President's remark about wanting to 43 
watch this from the bleachers. But Kim, himself, in the United . 
States and many other dissidents who aren't permitted 
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back in Kerea have viewed with great skepticism this promise to 
hold elec:ions. that is the U.S. view of that promise? Do we 
believe trat ther: are going to be elections in a constitutional .~ -. 
change in 1988 a:: promised? ~ 7 a 
SE':IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's our view that <= ‘ 
that kind of chaige is a very important thing. It's important to *-« : 
the United States as well South Korea. it's a difficult process ten! * 
undertake ard w. want to be of assistance and give useful advice. ‘77 |: 









That's our view. 


¢ With all due respect, that wasn't my question. 
The question wi.s do we believe the South Korean leaders when they 
Say that they'::e going to have that constitutional change. If 
don't want to answer it, don't. But that's the question “4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we believe 
South Korean leaders when they say they want to have that kind of 4. 
change. We also recognize that it's a difficult process and it's: 
going to take a lot of care, yes. % 
Q Will the President meet with any critics of the; - 
current government in South Korea? And if so, who are they? ey: 3! 
SEN@DR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be having a. Pes 
meeting with Korean community leaders, which will include people 
of a variety of political views including people that have been 
critical of the government. I don't have the specific list of 
people that will be there. 





Q A list of the people who are invited to that 
reception? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a list haa 
here. I'm sure -- Well, I don't have the list here. I don't know. . 


Q -- if the list of guests is going to be made 
public? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAIION OFFICIAL: I don't know that 
either. I'll try to find out. 





Q And also, will the reception be a truly social 
event with mingling and all that or will there actually be an op- 
portunity for discussion of some of these issues? And -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's intended to give 
an opportunity for some real exchange of views. 


Q Question? Question? What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is 
whether this is gcing to be a purely social event or whether there 
would be some exchange of views. . 


Q Will he be meeting with any people -- any of the 
300 people who have been banned from taking part in political 
activity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the } 
answer to that. Sorry. I don't know. 


, 


Q Do you know of any plans to include them -- , 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know specifical- 
i ‘'* 


Q Have you explored whether they would be able to 
meet the President -- 


 - 
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S"!IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understand it, 

the ban on poli:ical activity doesn't ban people from getting 

the country and meeting with people like the President of the United 
States. Korea is a country that has problems. It also has a great 
deal of freedo .. 2 


Wh 


«?- 
Q Well, will he be meeting with any of these people? . 


"-# 
~ 
~+* 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether... 
he will. 3 :; | r 
Q Since the first time you briefed us in the Whi ie 
House -- asked you and other members of the administration for a * "mS, 
list of the people that would be attending that reception. I'd like 
to renew that request and note that it has been requested many t . 
before. 2 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. And I will . 
see whether we can get it for you. I don't know. I don't have it 
myself, no. 


Yes. 


Q How does the U.S. government view the provocative * | 
acts by North Korea? Do we think that they're trying to provoke a £ 
war with the South again? pas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think they were 

trying to assassinate the President of South Korea and given the Z 
very distorted view of reality that I think they supply to themselves, . 
1 think they believe that this is going to lead to a popular up- 
rising that would install a communist government in South Korea. 
It cortainly was an extremely dangerous act, one that would have 
caused great instability and been an enormous provocation to mili- 
tary action. It's hard to think of anything more dangerous and 
reckless. . 


, 7 


Q Let me follow up on that. Yesterday you said . 
that we praised the South Koreans’ statesmanlike response to that 
action. What lesson does that teach North Korea, if any? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
North Koreans are learning a number of lessons. I think the Burmese 
who have been very courageous in the way they've pursued this in- 
vestigation and particularly in the way they've revealed the facts 
of the investigation have already made North Korea pay a heavy 
price, cutting relations and kicking out the North Korean Embassy. 
That is something, by the way, that in the very intense competition 
that goes on between North and South Korea for political recognition, 
that the two countries pay a lot of attention to, the kinds of 
measures that Japan has announced, the kind of denunciation of the 
North Korean action that the Japanese have made is another price 
that they're paying. 


And I think the kind of support that South Korea is 
finding around the world from the United States and also from many 
other countries is, in a sense, a price that North Korea is paying 
and a gain to South Korea. And I think it's that pattern of reactions : 
that encourages the statesmanlike behavior that we've seen. be 


< 


| ove 
. 


Q . You talk about strengthening -- strengthening ~ 
the security commitment. Do we have any specific plan to sell any 
more military equipment or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When I said strengthen, 
I meant in a political sense. And I guess what I mean is strengthening 
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the confidence that people have -- people in South Korea -- in that oe 
commitment. As I think you all know, the decision at the beginning™ ;~ - 


was a great shock to this whole region, to Japan and particularly 7% 
to South Korea. The decision by President Carter to reverse ‘f 
that decision hegan a rebuilding process, one that I think has ww 
been intensified considerably since President Reagan came in and 4% 
one which I think this visit will contribute to.. : 











i And having people feel that way -- and, by the way, alec 
in answer to your question -- having the North Koreans recognize 
commitment we think contributes both to the deterrence of North ~* 
Korean actions and to confidence and, with that confidence, restrain 
by South Korea. | — 


Q Two questions abdéut the reception for . 
prominent Koreans. The schedule’ we were given earlier todav. 
to indicate that this would only be a half hour in total. Is 
that correct? And, secondly, who made the invitations to this. 
event -~ the American government, the Korean government or who is 
responsible for that? be 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had the message that “* «. 
there is a lot of interest in the list, in how it was put together >. 
and what the nature of the occasion will be, and I will, first of ~~  — 
all, find out how much of this we can make public. I don't know 
whether there's a limit on that. And if we can make it public, I'll 
get you as much as we can. 


. 


Q Now, what about those two specific questions? 
How long is the meeting? Is it a half an hour reception? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- half an hour. ar’ 
That's correct. . 


Q And, secondly, who gave the invitations? Did 
the United States government invite these people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe this was 
done by the U.S. Embassy, and the U.S. Embassy has contacts through- 
out Korean society, as we do in many other countries. We don't 
just -- our embassies deal not just with governments but with 
people outside of the government. 


0 When will you plan to have the answer? 


0 Will you come -- will you come back with the 
list and the answers tonight? 33° 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't promise you. 
I don't know that. 


Q I've got a simple question. Is the President 
and the administration satisfied with the progress that South 
Korea is making in the area of human rights and democracy? 


Q What's thé question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is: et 3 
are we satisfied with the progress that South Korea has made and, —S 
I guess I told you, is making. And I guess the answer is we think . 
they have made substantial progess; we are encouraged by that and Red 
pleased by that. And we also believe there's a lot more progress §. -' 
that can be made. >" 
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Q Are you satisfied with the pace of the progress ~~ — 









SENIOR ADMIKISTRAT{ON OFFICIAL: I think so, yes. 
Q Whet wi.s the question? 


Q <== message that you hope to convey to North 
Korea's supporters by President Reagan's visit there? 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was 
what message do we hope to convey to North Korea and its supporters? 
is that what you said -- by the President's visit there. I think 4 _ 
the most simple, direct message that the United States is committed yy 
to the defense of South Korea and that any military action by No 
Korea would be a very grave and foolish mistake. 


Q == more on the so-called -- ! Ps 

i . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could you elaborate, :°$ 

a little more -~ what you mean by that question? .+ 
oy, 

Q The new guidelines just released -- State | aes 

Department -- ig eS 


SFNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had hoped before 
the Rangoon bombing, as I said, to try to pursue initiatives for 
reducing tensions with North Korea. And in that context, we 
in fact had considered easing some of the restrictions on our 
diplomatic contacts with North Korean diplomats. It's one of the by 
consequences of Rangoon is to cause us to, at least for the time if rt 
being, put off any such change in our policy of contacts. 


Q Is the President's speech a warning to North 1 
Korea? . : 


Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not threatening 
North Korea, and we make that clear. And it's important to make 
it clear. The President is going there to affirm that if South 
Korea is attacked, the United States will come to their defense. 
I don't whether that's -- it's a warning only if North Korea 
contemplates an attack. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 7:41 P.M. JST 
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A Well, the DMZ, as you know, was established by) 
the Armistice Agreement of 1953. It's 151 miles from sea to 
shining sea. It runs, basically, sort of like the mountains run 
To the west side, it's kind of low. And as the mountains roll 
and as it goes to the east, the DMZ goes up, too. hd 


It was the line of contact between the opposing ground -: 
forces when the armistice was signed. And each side pulled back ~ =| 
2,000 meters, and formed the 4,000 meter buffer which was intended t 
to keep the two sides apart. You know, of course, the war didn't - f 
end. We had an ac hoc agreement to bring the shooting to a halt. 
And that was perpetuated when the political talks that were + 
convened after the truce -- they, also, failed. And the armistice. ee 
containec a clause which said that, unless both sides agree to é' : 
stop it, it goes on. So that's the condition that we have today: . . 
no war, no peace. | 


And it’s the DMZ that's supposed to he demilitarized. 
But you've probably heard some of the reports, read some of the — 
reports that it's one of the more militarized areas that you'll 
find. We have a number of what we call “guard posts." And these |. 
are one of the things that the President will visit tomorrow. But 
for every guard post we have in the DMZ, the North Koreans have | 
surrounde2 it with two, and sometimes three, and even more. They : 
just gang up on each of our guard posts. And it's these guard 
posts that have been the scene of most of the fire fights that we. 
have. 


The Korean War ended the last two years with vhat they 
call the “hill battles.” And these were just almost permanent 
positions. Both sices just dug deep into the mountains. Sometimes, 
you dic it with sandbags and the rocks. Sometimes, you just 
managed to dig in. Well, it's been 30 years since they re-ended the 
war. And both sides have dug in much, much deeper since. 


Q Do you mean these guard posts are in the 
4,000? 


» 
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A They're inside the 4,000. We have one guard posty, 
Ouellette. There are 2 guarc posts manned by the U.S. troops. : 
Ouellette is the one that's to the east. JItg outer perimeter fence 
is 30 meters from the North Korean side. Z 
Q Is that the closest? . 
That's the closest. 
Well, what's that -- that’s what guard -- 


That's Ouellette: O-u-e-1l-l-e--t-t-e. 


-O-u-e-1-l~e-t-t-e. 


A 
Q 
A 
Q Okay. Once again. 
A 
Q Is that the one Reagan's going to visit? 
A 





Perhaps. Have they said which one he's going . 
tec visit? 


G 


Q Yes. He's going to Collier. 


re Okay. Collier is the one that's to the west of 
there, an? slightly south. Collier overlooks the only South Korean 
village insice the DMZ -- a village called -- hello, Sam -- 
Tae Song Donc, what we call "Freedom Village." It's a South Korean 
village that was established -- or re-established, actually -- it © : 
was the oricinal residence. People moved back in after the war 
with permissicn from the United Nations command and in agreement ‘ 
with the North Korean and the Chinese People's Volunteer side. & 





Q How close is the Collier guard post to the 
North Korean side? 


Ps Collier will be probably close to 1,000 meters 
from the other side. 


Q What's the most recent incident that you've had? 
Have you hac any? 


A In the American sector, the last time we had an 
exchange of fire was about two years ago. We have had in the Korean 
sector -- anc this is where most of the activity has been. If you 
reac the North Korean press dispatches, we've had alot. But we 
go up anc investigate them. And we haven't had. But there've been 
exchanges of fire. We have killed, this year -- let's see. Dack 
in May, we intercepted three agents in the western sector. And then, 
in July, we intercepted three more down on the southeast coast. And - 
we, also, intercepted an agent boat. 

Q Are you saying -- 

"Intercepted” means killed them, right? 

Intercepted means killed them. 

So how many this year? \ 
So this year we have killed at least ll. 

By “we,” do you mean Americans? 

By “we,” meaning Koreans. 


Has the -- 


ono Hn Fr? Oo FF? ODO FF DO 


Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Wait a minute. 
Yes. Who has killed these agents? 


A The South Koreans. 


a) The South Korean force. Americans have not done . 
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A We have not had any type of exchange of fire in - 

the American sector in about two years. ? 

: a 

Q And you said the last -- the last item was your “4... . 
three agents and three -- and then there was a boat? F355 






: A There was an infiltration boat, a mother ship, * 
which the South Korean navy intercepted. They challenged it, tr 
: to get it to stop. It wouldn't stop. They fired. And the 
South Koreans sent a helicopter after-it, and sank it with rockets 
And we hac visual sighting of bodies on board. *& 


Q That's where the four -- 


A Five. 

Q Five of them, then. There were five -- 

A Five, three, and three; so ll. 

Q Right. Okay. ‘ 

A At least 1l. We're not sure exactly how many <3 
would have been on the boat. ' 
Q I'm more interested in the U.S. exchanges of fire. 
| aA Yes. 

Q Well, the last one was two years ago. 


A About two years ago. 

Q Were they mortars, 105s, or rockets? 

aA No this was small arms fire. What it was -- the 
Guard post -- and it was in the vicinity -- actually, both guard 
posts were basically involved. It was between them. It was a -- 
North Koreans were picked up by radar, ground radar, in our sector 
which they could have been doing just for harassment or anything 
else. They were challengec. There was an exchange of fire, and 
no casualties. 

- Q Do we do patroling of any kind? 
a We do patroling. 
Q Into the DMZ 


A We patrol. day and night, day and night in our 


sector. 
Q So how far out do our patrols: go? 
A Our patrols stay within a 1,000 meter sector. 
Q So we stay -- 4 
A Everything else in the DMZ belongs to the ; 
Korcans. 


Q -- within 1,000 meters. Woll, that takes us richt 
up to their front line. 


A Well, not quite. (Laughter.) As far as the 
guarc post goes, we're right up to their -- what they call the 
"military Gemarkation line," the line in the middle. 

Yes. 


Q Yes. Well, there's a gap. And the gap is 
1,000 meters. ‘ 

















- 
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A Well, no. We have -- it's like a corridor a 
the CDerlin corridor. It goes in. ; 






Q Yes. 


A We have that sector. Everything else, right and s47%%' ' 
left, are Koreans. Boe 


Q And the distance between the foremost U.S. 
post to the -- 


C3 5 To the North Korean -- it's about 30 meters. 
Q 30 meters. a : 


Q What are the -- in killing these North Korean gi 
agents, what's }ecn the South Korean casualties this year? Have % 
they lost anybody? = 


A Not this year. But they have -- in the ene. O 
pust-armistice period, we had occasional incidents from time to * py i + 
time, beginning in 1956 coinciding with the visit by, then, eles 
President Johnson -- no, no -- Johnson -- '66. I'm sorry; ‘'66.. 
The North Koreans kickec off a campaign cf violence. And they 
ambushed an American patrole. We lost five Americans in ‘66. We 
killed 16 in ‘67, 15 in '68 and -- 


Q Could you must take that -- five in ‘66? 


A Five in '66, 16 in '67, 15 in '68, and we've had 
a couple since. They blew up one in a tunnel we Ciscovered they , 
were Ciggingin the DMZ. - And we've made three discoveries. The oe 
first one that we got was in‘1974 and then, again, in '76 and, : _ 
again, in ‘78. 


Fee 


Q How many casualites? ‘ 
A The casualties? 

Q Yes, when? 

A Which one, the four, 15, 16,.15? 

Q Since '68. 

A Since '68. 

Q Yes. 

A Since '68 -- 

Q Any American casualties or South Korean casualties?: 


A Since '68, let's sec. We had -- well, in ‘68, 
we lost 15. 


Q Right. | ven 
Q Since that time. . : 

A Since that time, we've had one in the tunnel -- “ | , 
Q Yes. , 

Pi -- three killed when their helicopter was shot 


down after it strayed across the line. 
Q When was that? 


A That was in 1976 -- and the two killed at the a 
axe murder. ; | “i 


Q So you've had six since the -- 


rner 
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A So we've had -- the grang total since 1953 -- 
killed, of American has been 60. Koreans have lost -- something a&® .. 
little over 300. And the North Koreans. have lost over 300 -- and 3° 
over 1,000 wounded. ; SF 













g 


Q The North Koreans have made threats. And this % 
time about the President. Is there a concern -- as there was -- © 
that there be a repetition of 1966, an attempt to involve our 
or threaten the President's -- 


A No. Our sector's been very quiet. They haven't 
bothered -- we get the propdcanda leaflets. We get the DMZ broadca 
The threats that the North Koreans have been sending -- alot of * 
times, the headlines on the things -- there'll. be a program -- the 
North Korean program -- they may use their -- they have a phoney 
patriotic radio station, the Voice of the Revolutionary People's 
Party that they use that, actually, is broadcast in North Korea. - 
But they pretend that it comes out ofSouth Korean patriots. 
have yery, very strong titles for their programs -- that this wil 
bring about the destruction of Reagan. Then, you go into the ae SP 
of the thing, and the threat's a little bit softer. They're not‘ }8*:). #: 
quite as -- so they do this. They keep the tension. And that's ‘yy, 
part of their program. . ‘ 


Q I'c like to get this geography straight. There's 
this 4,000 meters -- 


. : . 

A Yes. pe 

2. °° “3 

Q -- which is the DMZ. You say, we have a guard » 
post within 30 meters of the North Koreans. The North Koreans are - fg: 
where, cown the middle of the 4,000 or up -- ihe - 
A Let me -- I'll show you that particular area. 3 ‘ee 


Q While you're getting that out, what -- in ‘66 
with Johnson, there wasn't anything directly done while he was up 
there visiting, was there? 


a No. This was -- everybody was out at the airport. 
And I caught alot of harassment from the media, because the 
Cecision was made. It wasn't our decision. The decision was 
mace not to tell the traveling mecia that we'd had the ambush that 
Morning. 


Q It occurred while Reagan -- while Johnson was 
lancing? 


No. It occurred as he was leaving. 


Q So even if there is an incident, we're probably not 
going to know about it. (Laughter.) 


Q That's not new. 


Le) 


Do you have an extra copy of that? i ae 


» 


Yes. I'll leave. some of these wth you. 


Q Why don't you just pass them over. And we can 
look at them while you're going through it.. 


a Okay. Unfortunately, I didn't have access -- I 
don't have enough for everybody. If you all will share them, I'll 
give you what I got. 

Q I'm sure Marlin will get some copies. 


A Let me give -- that's the whole package. I'm 
going to have many more of these for tomorrow. But they were in 


% 
a different place. o 
in 


A Let me just xerox this. 
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Q And for those of us who were late; could you ae te 
start from the top on this? a. Mea ee 










‘a 


A We haven't discussed what you're going to see ~ 
tomorrow. We're just discussing, generally, the -- 


Q -- not retributions? . 


A Right now, you all, kind of, share them. Kind of 
pass them around. I can work without them. This has got the " 
basic information about the 2nd Infantry division, the camps thattT# 
are in that area, about what it does of course. And why I wasn't : tar 

really going to pass them out in advance, it contains more | 
information than the President is going to see. But the people: ; 
who “rive up on the bus are going to see these places. aS? 
A Q Well, can we make one point on that. Alot of us’? { 
are going to have to write stories in advance of the trip. Is ay i.) 
any way yOu can get some more to us? ; af 


A This is why I'm here. abe zi 
Q Can you get some more cf those for us? er 

A I can send some down. 

Q Because, I mean, we've got a whole press corps out 


there who could use them. 


ee 


A I can get them for you. If I can get access to 
a phone and call my office, I can -- ' 


. we: 


Q Why Gon't you leave right now and go call your 
office anc, then, come back. 


A Is there a phone here? 


Q Because I think there's alot of people who 
are -- 


Q There's a phone over there on the desk. 
Over here. ; 
w * * 
Ps We were just covering the DMZ in general, rather 


than things tomorrow. 
Q That would be helpful -- in general. 
pa Do you all want to go through it again? 


Sure. 


mo oO 


Well, some of us weren't here. 


MORE 
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agreement. And our worst fighting, our fiercest fighting happened +: - ’ 
in the very last days --Pork Chop ~ill, for instance, when we lost *;. 
Pork Chop happened in early July of the -- the month :that we 8 


the agreement. 






But the idea was that they had reached an agreement that’ 
when the fighting came to a halt by a truce and not by 
there is no such thing here, each side would pull back from the 
point of contact two thousand meters and that would be a demili 
rized zone, a buffer between the forces. Of course, at the time, . 
everyhody thought it would be a temporary thing, no more than nifety .. 
days. The Armistice recommended; Let's have a political conference;* *’ 
with the parties concerned. That was delayed until the next pF 
but they held it with no results. We were not going to give up ae 
a negctiating table what we didn't give up on the battlefield. The +: ?. 
other side tried. The Armistice remained in effect and it remains.«?" 7 


s, ; “ane 


in effect today. ie 


@ th 


So, you never talk about peace negotiations because 
from the military standpoint and between North and South Korea, 
there's no such thing as peace negotiations. 

Q You have 4000 meters separating the -- 

A 4000 meters separating. a 

Q -- and you only patrol halfway out. | 


A We only patrol halfway out. That's our side. 


Q And MDL means -= 

A Military demarcation line. 

Q And that's as far out as we go and as far down as 
they come. 

A Yes. 


Q Supposed to go. 


A That's as far out as we go. Now, I'm one of those 
rare critters that's been on the other side, but I did it legally. 
There are ways -- the other side may shift in their ways of doing 
it. ’ 


Q I know it stretches across the country, so how 
far? 


+ mK 


A 151 miles. 
Q At the MDL, is there a fence? 


A No, there is no fence. There's a bunch of yellow 
stakes and signs. They're called MDL markers. There's about 1,090 -§°' 
of them. From any one stake or marker you're supposed to be able __,, 
to see one on each side. ety. 


Q Is the DNZ mined? 


A The DMZ is supposed to be unmined, unmilitarized, ~ 
demilitarized. I'11 tell you about the other side, what they have. — 


Q What artillery of theirs can reach these two 
camps? 


bat Back in 1975, they -=- not at our two camps, but 
at ROK Guard Post inside the DMZ, they leveled anti-aircraft artil- 
lery and we're using that to fire at our guard posts. That shows 
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how close -- 
Q Well, a mortar can -- i 
A A mortar can reach it, yes. | Fa oe 
Q A mortar will reach it? ¥; ‘5 : 
“Ff 
A Yes. A mortar will go way beyond. 4 
Q I know you said 4000 meters, but translate that 
to feet. g 


A Translate that to feet. 
Q Yards, feet, miles. 


A What a nasty fellow. What a thing to do to some-- * 
body. (Laughter.) * 


Q You said that each of our guard posts was sur- wai 
rounded by two or three of theirs. 


A On their side. : 
Q Oh, on their side. Well, that's not cumensiag 


“aa 


them. 


» 


Yes. Each side is separate. 
Q So that's not surrounding it then. 
Wait. Explain that again. 


.o) 


| A Well, that's why I wanted to show you all the map. Re’ 
It will be easier to explaih. ; "ye 





If you look at the map that you've got there, you see ; 
the military demarcation line which runs down through the middle 
and then there are two guard posts. This is Collier and this is -- 
well, they don't show that on this one. 


Q Yes, it does. 


iN Oh, okay. There's Ouellette, yes. Ouellette. 
Now, they don't show the North Koreans, but across from Ouellette, 
for instance, they have -- the North Koreans have a guard post here, 
here, and here. And then, Collier is further back. You can see how 
much closer Ouellette is, right on the DMZ. Collier's well back. 


Q And you said Collier overlooks the only South . 
Korean village inside the DMZ? 


A Tae Song Dong. 





Is that that phony village? 
No. The other side is Paik Song Ni. 


0 What is JSA? 

A Joint Security Area. This is Panmunjon. . 
Q Can you spell the name of the village? 2 4 
A =‘ T-A-E-, S-O-N-G, D-O-N-G. : 
Q B, as in boy? . tif 
A Dog. 4 
Q 

A 

Q 


How do you spell it? 


A P-A-I-K, S-O-N-G, N-I. This is the North Korean 
village. They have their counterpart on their side, which looks 


yarn 
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an Olympic village. 
Q That's Peace Village and Propaganda Village? ee P 


A We call ours, Freedom Village, and they cail theirs, | ‘. 
Propaganda -- or we call theirs, Propaganda Village. And the 
reason, it started out as a signboard village. They had a nice, 
beautiful building on a signboard and the wind came along and k 
it down, and the wind does blow, and they would just pop it back ug 
Then they got around to building more and more. At one time, tl 
had the world's largest flag there. Then they found out our side 
our village, the South Korean village had a taller flagpole so th 
put another flagpole up which is taller. Now, both sides -- u 
the wind is blowing, you can't get those flags up. If you want -- 
cover a flag raising sometime, you'd have to wait for a windy Gaye 
They're just so big. : 












Q How far is Collier from their nearest guard 


B From their nearest guard post, it's going to 
close to 1500 meters. 


Q Are the people in the guard post armed? 
A The people in the guard post are armed. 


Q Isn't there a restriction, though, within the 
Armistice Agreement that allows only small arms? 


fin > 4 

‘= ee ae? 
a 
i a . 


A Right. The Armistice Agreement is a lot like the 
Constitution of the United States. It probably shows the American . all 
influence in the difference between state's rights and federal a: Ss 
government. If the Constitution doesn't say that the federal gov- > 
ernment does that, then everything is supposed to be to the states. ; 
Q It does nét allow machine guns . 


A The Armistice says what you can have, and then 2. 
everything else is prohibited. 


0 What does it say you can have? Just small arms? 
A Small arms, non-automatic. 


Q The closest the President will get to aNorth, 
Korean post is where? Ouellette or Collier? 


ys Collier. 

Collier? 

He's going to Collier. 

He's not going to Ouellette. 

No. 

That's right. He's just going to Collier. 

How far is that from the MDL? a“ 
Collier is about a 1000 meters from the MDL. ee at 


on FF Ob Oo F§ DOD DOD BD 


But it's 50 to 100 to the nearest -- 


A To a North Korean guard post, but the North Koreans ‘ oe 
could*come up, of course, to their side of the MDL. 


Q What kind of weapons do the people in Collier 


¢. 


have? 


A They have non-automatic N-16's. 


All you've got to do is throw a switch and an | j 


Mors - 


Q 
M-16 is fully automatic. 
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A It's like the old story, any weapon can be offen- 
sive, defensive. So, you're right.. It can happen. 


9 Technically, it's not automatic. - P. oe 


Q What kind of special measures is the U.S. going to_ 
take to keep them from blowing Collier up while Reagan's there? ~~ , 

A Well, Collier, of course, has ‘been under our con=, |, : 
trol for quite a long time and -- es. 


Q No, but I mean, you know, shooting at mortar, oF 
whatever they could do if they chose to. > 


A I think it's the same answer that anybody would i 

give you, that up to a certain point, there's nothing we can do thatssé 
says they won't. I think that the United States government, and 
ail the rest -- the con sequences are there. 


Q Are you going to be wearing a flak jacket? 






A I don't know. You'll have to ask -- 


Q It seems kind of -- we know they've done some pe ** 
terrorist things before, just recently, the N. rth Korean gguupmn-. *:- = 
ment, and here he’s going to be in a situation where he's vulnerable. 
Aren't we taking any special measures? 





A Well, I think there's a lot of special measures me 


that are being taken. There's a lot of forces around. There's -- \ 
the guard posts are sandbagged anyway for protection. We have 50 . J 
guys, approximately, who sit out in the middle of the DMZ twenty- i. 
four hours a day, seven days a week, and so it's sort of a gandbag 
castle. ‘th; 
Q Is there any kind of a special alert that the it 

U.S. troops that are up there are on because of this visit? cf 
5 


A The troops that serve the DMZ, both ROK and U.S., 
maintain a higher degree of readiness at all times than the troops 
down here at garrison. 


— 


Q But is it higher even more now? 


Ps Well, without getting into things that -- it will 
be, yes. We've been <-- at our posts throughout Korea, all our in- 
stallations, there's heen a tightening of the security checks, 
vehicles, personnel, and so everything will be safer. 


The general feeling -- it's been expressed by a lot of 
people way beyond me, it's been expressed by, I know, 
General Sennewald, my boss, that we feel that, with the way things. 
are, the radius of the forces, the conditions and things, you know, .§° 
we're looking for a good, safe trip. But there's no denying that . .-. 
there's tension in the DMZ. We've been trying for many years to 4 + 
de-escalate the tension. There's the other side, we have no direct «* 


means to talk to them, other than through Panmunjom, which is ‘ 
through United Nations command channels. Who can have that much 4 
influence over North Korea? Who does? oe. 
‘ a 
Q How much time have you got in up there? You ;. 

talked about the LBJ trip. I presume you had a break -- ‘ 
A I go all the way back to the Eisenhower -- the | A 

President's visit, not the pre-Presidential visit. 4° 
Q When's the last time they met at Panmunjom? 2 ee 
A We met on Halloween Day, October 3lst. : ro 

Q Was there any mention that the President was . 

coming and any suggestion ’-- 

A No, they surprised us a little bit. They brought ; 

hr Pe 
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up the Rangoon bombing. They called that a fabrication by the ROK . 
government and we took that occasion to -- ‘shila. the Soaee were 
not all in and the Burmese government had not released it, to 

point out all the similarities of what happened in Rangoon and what - 
has happened on other occasions down here. ‘ 


Would that have been an occasion, though, to ' try aoa = 
since there was public knowledge that the President was coming, - 
would that have been an occasion to say something? 


A I can say, we had expected them to bring it 
but they didn't. , ~ 3 








And you didn't bring -- we didn't bring it up? 
We had no reason to bring it up. 


oO FF, SO 


How often do they meet? 


4 It's on call. It's a standing body -- it's in 
permanent recess unless either side convenes it, or requests it & 
be convencd. 


e 
Q I didn't hear. Did you sa u did not bring at 
the President's trip? ’? Fig" ts 
4 3ee ; 


; 
A We did not bring up the President's trip. ~ oe Be 
¥ 


Q What was the last casualty we had on the DHZ and 
can you -- 


A The last casualty on the American forces? The last 
one on the American forces was the axe murders. 


Q That was in ‘76? 
. | ip 


9 How many tunnels have you found and how many y 
tunnels do you suspect? ' * 


A We have found three. One of them is within four 
kilometers of Panmunjom. The other two are to the east of there, 
one in what they call the Iron Triangle up in the Ch'crwon Coffidor, 
and then, one sort of in between. | 


Q What Triangle? 
A Ch‘orwon Valley. 


What's the purpose of the tunnel? Mining or in- 
filtration? 


A Well, the first tunnel we found was very small. 
It was strictly a personnel infiltration where an Oriental can go. 
through at a low squat very easily. It almost broke my back to do 
it, but they can do it. The second two tunnels that we found had | 
been blast*d out through granite and you can take wide artillery 
through. You can probably take a small jeep through and, certainly, 
you can run three or four troops abreast. So, they could have moved , -; | 
a lot of poople. a 


Mma 


. 


Q Do you suspect there are other tunnels -- 


A Somewhere between twelve and twenty, we suspect. } 
We would love to know an exact number. And it's a funny thing, but 
nobody goes in for tunnel detection technology. We do some amazing 
things but detecting tunnels in Korea's DMZ is not one. 


Q When were they discovered? Do you know the dates, 
offhand, the years? 


A The first one was in '74. The second one was in 
‘76, and the last one was in '78 <= I'm sorry -- '75, '76, and '77, 


a 


. . 
» i : MORE 
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Q What is the defense -- ¢ 

. a ee 

I take it back. ‘74, '75, and ‘78, That's -44 i. 
accurate, | 4 4 Dy 
it up? E. page 


The first one, because af was so shallow, we M 
exposed it oan didn‘t do much. - ~ 0h 


Q You found it coming out on this side? 


‘ A On our side. Still inside the DMZ but on our 
side. 





. Q So, you went down to what? The MDL? And blew: 
t up? r 


A ‘We went down to the NO’, went that far, stopped, ste 
came back up, and on the first one, just took the top off. It é 
reinforced, prefabricated concrete. » ee 


Q Are you all still using concertina wire with beer 
cans? jin 


A They still -- the stones, the beer cans, every- 
thing up on the Dliz. 


Q Throughout the DMZ? 
A But Che other Guo were Com through granite and 


we had trouble -- we had to dig intercept tunnels to get back down: 4 
into them. And then we blocked them and we have <-- there's a ROK: 4 
soldier, and sometimos, two soldiers and a poor little bird who ¢: 


sit down there. The ROK soldiers change eve 30 minutes, but the 
poor little bird, that's his permanent home, case of gas and 
this type of thing. It's right out of the old mining days. 7 
Q Why don't ‘you blow them up? 
A Well, you do a lot of collapsing. The third . 
tunnel is blocked. We block them, we mine them, we do a lot of 
things. But we also guard them in case they decide to tunnel back 
through and come back out. 
Q How long are these tunnels? 
A The tunnels range in -- let's see, 1200 feet, 
about 1150, and the last one that we found was much shorter. It's ..~ 
about 650, and it started much closer. 
Q How deep are they? 


Kh The first tunnel was about ten feet from top to 
bottom -- 


Q No, below ground, I mean. 

A Below ground? The first, about ten feet. The “" 
second one, about 150 feet, and the last one, about 250 feet. If 
you really want some exercise, climb back out of the last one. 


Q Had they started to tunnel up on those deep 
tunnels to the surface or do they just -- 


A They were sloping back up. 
MORE 
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° How do you discover a tunnel? 


A That is one of the world's great things. I could 
tell you fabulous stories about trying to discover tunnels. sf 


; -¢ 
Q How were these discovered? By accident or oo oF 


A On all three we were lucky. The first one a ROK: 
patrol noticed steam coming up. The people -- the North Koreans were °°. 
in there working. It was so shallow that they hadn't caulked taal ED iz 
prefabricated concrete top yet. ' 







Q They had steam there? 


A And it came through. Just the body hea 
food. So we got it. We got everything there. We got the 
rail cars to take the dirt out, we got all their tools, we 
electric lights, we got the whole bit. 


The second two being so deep in concrete, we — 
hearing on the second one, hearing underground explosions. 
started drilling. If you really want to put a drill to Ty - ' 
drilled somewhere near 60 bore holes down 150 feet. You finally, os ay 
you break through, you pour water down, it disappears; the next One a 
you pour it down, it's still there. The North Koreans are ~ ah 
our tunnels every time we drill a hole down. a 


0 | te Sella: Ge bectenie ee Ge 
these boys to infiltrate? Does this whole idea make sense? Is this ° 
some sort of -- 


A It makes sense in the type of -- they know that we 
have basically a very forward defense because there is so little room 
between Seoul and the DMZ. So anything they can do to get behind 4 
our eggs in the basket, you might say, they can do it. us +4 


Q Is there some light artillery and everything Pha 4 
around there? > 


AR They can bring in -- they have 100,000 commando 
forces, the largest force of its type in the world. These forces are 
eguipped to go down to rear areas and start up a second front if 
possible, at least to block our resupply of logistics personnel and 
to attack installations. They can also -- 

Q They can just carry mortars through, right? 

A They can bring mortars, light artillery. 


Q How close is the DMZ to Seoul? What is the mileage 
on it? 


A It is 26 miles. 
0 Just to make sure I understand an earlier -- 


A In 1950 it wes about 41 miles. They are 15 miles 3 
closer now. After the. war.a >v.. ‘ 5 


Go ahead. Ye. “ “s Fe 

Q Just to make sure I understand this, we have never 
told the North Koreans Reagan is going to go up there? I mean 
officially. 7 


A We have never told anybody he is going to go up ; 
‘yere. In fact, if you all have been told -- o + 


0 The White House announced that it is part of the 
trip. 


A That he was going to DMZ, yes. 
MORE 
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Q Yes. 


A But it is like us trying to find tunnels. If we . 
are watching and we see a lot of North Korean trucks go to a certain 
place and all such things, we get an idea that something is going on 
there. +4 -¥ 

Q I assume they know he is going there, but we have. ° t 
just never formally notified them? 


A Newsweek announced it. 







Q Also, can you tell us what is going to happen a hg 
the worship service? : 


A Okay. Any more questions on that. I'll go 
through that. 


Q I have one question. When was the last time the a. 
American camps received fire of any sort? ei | 
>” 


A The last exchange of fire we had with the 
was about two years ago. 


‘ 


4% 

' 

is: 

A These were North Korean infiltrators who were 4 by 

running around down below. We called in -- we have an artillery fire : 

base up there, and they called in a mission for it to fire illumination 
rounds, and we knocked a few holes in some of the North Koreans. 6&0 

they called a MAG meeting to complain we had fired at them. 





Q Two years ago? 


e-- 


Q But I am not clear in what you are saying went on. 
They went into the American side of the DMZ? : 


-% 


A They were- in our sector, right, certainly, down 3 
below the guard post. 


Q How many of them were killed? 
A As far as I know, none. 
There have been no small arms exchanges? 


Not at our sector since then. 


mo FF DO 


Sniper fire? 


A We have had a number of exchanges with the, between 
the South Koreans and the North Koreans. And it is a funny thing. I 
have been in on some of these exchanges. They are so dug in you can 
sit with your back against the wail and listen to bullets just go 
bang, bang, bang, and it is just sort of a chuk, chuk, chuk coming 
right in. It is very funny. 


Q Does this happen often? 
~~ too often, but we get more than we would like. \,.; 


I am just trying to gauge the intensity of what ‘i! 
goes «© out A amy whether it is occasional, or it hasn‘t happened — 
in months. 


‘ry 


\ 


A It is occasional, it's localized, which is another 
funny thing. The North Koreans, I told you they have sometimes as 
many as three guard posts on their side, we'll have one. They will 
get into a fire fight between theirs and ours. The other two are 
doing nothing. They are playing music, or making announcements, 
saying, "Come on over to the wonderful world of Kim Il-song." And 
it is strictly local. 


If something’ happens like tracer rounds start a fire 
out in the DMZ, and the winds spread it, then the Other wanes posts 


MORE 
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get in it also. 

























Q How far up the line are the South ‘Rocesns -- the 
Koreans facing each other? -- 


A How far up? a oe 


a 
Q Yes. i ee 
eae + 


A There is a 1000-meter corridor that goes down there. 
Everything else is Korean. 


Q Will the President always have some kind of head 
covering, in other words, an overhang? What kind of -- just typ: 
for someone who wanders? v 







A It is sort of like a baffle. It is a netting 


situation. So he will be just about any time with netting. So ; + 
nobody is going to have any type of clear look at anything. ‘ Po 
ee" 

Q So for the obvious angle of a round, it will at 
like batting? ni 

f 

A A lot of sandbagging and -- i 

et a, 

a) He will be camouflaged, in other words. ‘? 

A Yes. It is camouflage. 

Q I don't understand what that is. 

A Well, if you are at a distance -- well, you can ; 
do it with anything. You can put up strings and take some straw . <. 
and just tie it, and you would be amazed how well it shields you. bh. 

Q It is a camouflage. 

A It is just a type of camouflage. 

Q When was the last time the North Koreans fired 
into one of your positions? 

A Exchange of fire was two years ago. The last time 
we have had an artillery was when the North Koreans back in the mid- 
seventies -- I believe it was '75 -- when they flattened anti- 
aircraft artillery that they have in the DMZ illegally, and actually 
used that to fire at a ROK position. 

Q But the North Korean ROK sniper exchanges have 
been now daily, weekly? 

h No, not daily. We will get sometimes one a month, 
sometimes less. 

Are they snipering things, or are they just sort of 
like fire -- , 
They are guard post to guard post. 
, 
Oh, it is not a sniper then, or is it? Pe? 


Our side we are getting heavy automatic weapons. 


o FF» O 


They fight with flag poles and music occasionally. 


A You have been around too long. He can tell you 
more stories than I can. 


Q Is it possible for you to give us some kind of 
flavor of the atmosphere? You seem so laid back about it. I mean, 
is it -- 

MORE 
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A I don't really mean to be laid back, but also, 
I am not an alarmist. My own personal feeling and official feeling 
too is, you know, this is going to go through the way it is exponen? 
to. 


<@ . 
8) I don't mean specifically the President going | 
I just mean in general since it has been goinc on in general. Is pS. 
it just a part of life and this is just another’ — where troops; ' 
are stationed? 


- 









A No, we are going to the western corridor. Now 4 
this is sort of a goldfish bowl. This is, you know, Panmunjom is 
just a few hundred meters on up the road. So a lot of people go. 
this way. It is not the type of place that the North Koreans “i 
wanted to start something and have an opportunity to blame it on the 
other side like they tried to do from the Korean War on down. They * i 
always say we start it. So this is not the area to do it. There are 
just too many people in that particular area, which is why I can ae 


er. 


feel maybe a little more laid back about that than I would. 


There are other places in the DMZ that scare me to % 
death. 


Q Like where? 
A Well, like when you want to go from place to 


place, like you get into a boat and you travel up tank traps, and 
you ride a boat for 20 minutes, and then you walk through huge iron 


¢ 


gates and you have moats, and you have guard posts that circle -- 

the circle, circle, circle, up, and you have guard posts with no 

roads to them. If you want to get there, you get on a trolley and” 

you lay flat, and you go up this way. Those kinds of things scare . 

me to death. A 


It is a different type DMZ, because the train gets 
higher and higher and higher, and the forces, because the train is 
higher, they are on mountaintops that are closer, closer, closer. 


ene &.e* 


Q Does this valley that goes from Ch'unch'on to 
Seoul have a name? I know they call it -- 


A I don't know whether it does or not. I really 
don't. 


0 Briefly go quickly through the schedule, what 
Reagan is going to do? 


A He will arrive at Camp Liberty Bell. Camp Liberty 
Bell is the most forward deployed U.S. position that we have, 
permanent position. There is a company, A Company of the lst 
Battalion, 9th Infantry Regiment that is permanently stationed 
there. This is our DMZ battalion. Their headquarters are a little 
further back. 


Q What are the numbers on that again? 


A First Battalion, 9th Infantry Regiment. They 
are the Manchus. They go back to the Boxer Revolution in China. 


However, during the spring, summer and early fall 
every infantry battalion in the 2nd Division gets a chance to pull 
the mission. So the unit that is up there now is the lst Battalion, 
38th Infantry. The ROK of the Marne- 

0 The what? 


A The ROK of the Marne-. They go back with the 
European World War I history. 


Q Third Division. 


MORE 
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It may have been. 
The 38th Infantry? 
First Battalion, 38th Infantry. 


Their history is -- 


o FF» © DS °F 


They are pulling the mission out -- 





A Right now we have two battalions up in that area, 
Another reason that our security is so important. : 


Q How many men are we talking about? 


A Oh, in an infantry battalion you are running 
between 700, 800. 


Q ‘So you have 1500 men? 


A We have in that area an extra battalion, not for. 
President Reagan, but because we always have it during this good 





weather. Because this way every trooper who is an infantryman wha “2 

goes to the 2nd Division gets a chance to pull a mission. 4 
Q There is one company and one battalion? 7 ot 
A No, it's two battalions. : : 
Q So you have 14 to 1500? 2% 


A We have a lot of American strength that is up there ~” 
right now. They are backed by a U.S. artillery battalion that is . 
at a fire base, and back beyond that is a lot of ROK artillery. So 


we have a lot of fire power in that area. is 
Q So I am still puzzled. a ‘ 
Ps It is somewhere between 1500 and 1600. : 
Q You have A Company from the lst -- 


A Well, there are two battalions across the river. 
One company is forward. But the other one is just a kilometer away. 


0 Let's just brief through the schedule quickly 
maybe, and then yeu guys can talk soldiers. 


MORE 
. 4: : ei 
4 : # 3 
se | 
ws a; 
4 ist 
~ i ae 

















BEST COPY AVAILABLE oie 


The 8th Army Chaplain will conduct the service. I have. 
his name somewhere -- Alfred Brough. Okay. Alfred Ff. Brough. He's 
a colonel. agile 8. 


QO Spell -- 





A  Be-r-o-u-g-h. First name's Alfred; middle initial»! 
E. He is the U.S. forces, Korea and the combined forces and the 
8th Army Chaplain. 

9 Does he have a military -- 

Q Colonel. 

A Colonel. 


9 And is a normal -- I mean, is that always -- is 
that outdoor chapel always there? 


AK No. 
Q Or is this set up particularly -- ’ 
¢ ? 
A It used to be the -- 
Q Oh. So, it's just for this event -- being set up? 
Q Can you tell us why it's so beautiful? ; 
af 
A Oh -- it's army nettins. It's beautiful. We've got | 
some more and it's baffle -- camouflage. in 
Q I see you're being sarcastic. 
A No, I'm not being -- It's -- I'm not kidding. There's 4 
-- You have Korean orphans from Tongashon. Tongashon is the head- 
quarters for the Second Infantry Division. That's a little Korean 
orphan choir. The young kids they'll run from about six.to 11-12. 
And they're going tosing “Jesus Loves Me" and some other song I did 
not recognize, which may reflect my lack of -- . 
9 Is there a reason for this? (Laughter.) 
A May reflect a lack of attendance at church lately. 
Q -- in English or -- : 
A In English. 
Q Does this service have a purpose? 
A In the -- Well, it's a Sunday service. , 
Q Oh. os 
| a 
A What religious denomination ig the chaplain? : 
>} iM 


© He is a Protestant. He's some type of Baptist. If sy 
somebody knows the different types of Baptists, I can probably 
pick it out. I heard it once. 


QO Where's he from? Do you know? 


A I don't know because he wasn't there. I will try 
to call him back. 


MORE 
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0 Okay. So -- 





A I know he's 50 years old and he got- naseied late is 
life. He's got the -- 


Q Let’s move it on, guy. 
Q Let's get going -- 
Q <== schedule, folks. 





A Okay. Okay. So you've got that. There'll be sc eee 
readings by some other troopswho'll come up and they'll read passage@ 
from the Bible. Se 

Q Okay. 

9 Reagan is not going to take part, right? 

A Reagan, he's going to be sitting out there. 


You will have troops assembled, both Korean and KA 


Do you understand KATUSA troops? ay 
PS yo 3 . ° 

Be . %* 

0 No. an = * 

. ‘ ag 

a) KATUSA, K-a-t~-u-s-a, which stands for Korean Augmen- ° 


tations to the United States Army. That was a program started in 
the Korean War when we couldn't get enough American replacements in 
so we were bringing in Korean recruits, putting them through our 
ranks and it continues today. And they serve with the Second Division. 
They're up there and you will see KATUSA troops. So they'll be both :' 
at the -- at the church service as well. as a 


Q Okay. 


A After the church service, he will get into the 
motorcade, then he will go to Guard Post Collier -- 


me may of <* 
. * & bh 


Q -- riding in a -- in what? Jeep? Car? 

No, going in his limousine, I believe. Right. 
I don't know. 

I'm sure -- limousine up there, so it must be. 


-- the guard post. 


,r, Oo FF? YP PY 


When he goes to the guard post. When he reaches the 
guard post, he will -- he'll go up. He'll be met by the battalion 
commander and his name is in the package. This is the first of 
the 38th. He will then meet and shake hands with a DMZ patrol. 
Now, their names are all in there, too. They're all in -- They're 
painted up, all the camouflage paint on their faces. They will 
give their names and what they do. And that's all in your package. 


Q What's a patrol? I mean, there's no such thing as |. +, 
a unit. I mean, these guys are going to come stumbling back in off 


the column -- oe 
es "s *, 
‘ -* 4 *, Ss 


A These are the ones that go out and -- | ¥ 


Q They're just -- the guys are piinted up, though, , ; 
aren't they? is 


MORE 
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A §6They're painted up. They're camouflaged. 


Q But they're not going to be on patrol. I mean, they're 
not going to be patroling -- >. 


A This is a composition of a patrol that goes out and 
natrols inside the DMZ. eee "Er 5 


ae 
Q Is this for stage effect, though? ee 


Q Yes, I mean, are they going to be coming in from’ 
Are they about to go out on patrol? There's no such thing as a.u 
called a patrol, right? A 







NK 86s This: is -- Well, there is a patrol. Patrols are « 
come from platoons.and platoons come from couplings. And we con 
24 hours a day, day and night -- 


Q Is this going to be a patroling unit? 


A This will be a patroling unit. This is the unit 
that's -- 


Q They're going to be surprised when they stumble on,'the * ;- 
President of the United States. Pao 


* Sie. +“ ue * 
A No, no, no. This patrol is not normally stationed at * 

that -- It comes from out of the DMZ, into the DMZ. It's trucked in. 

It goes out. It pulls its patrol for some hours. It comes back. 

Tomorrow it's going to be out of sync a little bit. But he's going 

to see what is -- composes a DMZ patrol. 





Q Will it have been on patrol? ag 
A All of the people will have been on patrol many times. 

9 No, but I méan that day. 

A I doubt ‘it -- | ‘ 
Q -- see what we're trying to ask you? 

A I see what you're asking. 

9 So, I mean, these are not men who just came out from 


somewhere. These are guys you put together who typify the kind of 
guys who do it. 


A That's true. 
Q Thank you. 
O Thank you. 
Oo Then what? 


A Okay. So then he's met all those. He goes up to the - 
top of the guard post. ip. 


‘A 


QO £Okay. 


2 


A And he'll be met by the officer in charge, a lieutenant, 
whose name is also in here, who will brief him -- Doe ¥ 


e : a 


Q Can you describe the structure? 


“ 


A Well, it's a little mountain, a hill, kind of round- «+ 
ish. It's got a concrete road leading up to it which probably runs 
about 30 degrees. It's a very steep hill. And anybody going up, 
you know, you get a running start -- 
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-~- drives up. 


0 
A It's a very steep -- it's a steep hill. ‘ \ 
7 . oy y S.. 
Q In his limousine? yt 
i\6 
A 


Hey 
‘ That's also in his Cadillac limousine -- it'll make>. 







Q Okay. He gets up there. He's up on there -- ~ 


A Now, it's a hollowed out hill. Down below they 
the various things that they have. They have artillery people. ™j 
have radar people. They have communications people. They have’: 
They have other areas that you need, arms room, this type of } 


On top, out of sight of the North Koreans down below a 
little bit, they have a barracks. They have a kitchen, their mess’ 
facility -- And then they have a shack that's for radar that a 
is up high. It's a radar-type shack, sits high. He will visit 
and then he will come out of there and go down to the edge 
There'll be a sandbaj thing with binoculars and then look acr 
Tae Song Dong into the north. 4 


Q Look across -- Okay. 
A So he'll be using binoculars. 


He goes down to the sandbags and he's still on the 


iD 


hill? 


A He's on the hill and he just goes to the sandbag, to 
the edge of it. i. a 


High high are the sandbags? About four feat? : $ 
The sandbags -- a little above his waist. 


What does he do after that? 


We got to rush -- 
And then he goes -- he finishes there -- 


0] 

A 

@] 

Q Says, "Wew." 
Q 

A 

Q Yes. 


e,e- 
ae 


A He goes down and he tours the bottom area without 
any coverage. That's just on his own and the things I told you about 
they have down there, he'll see all that. Comes back out. Back 
down out, back down to Camp Liberty Bell. And then he will go to the 
4.2 mortar area. These are mortar positions that cover -- would 
cover the guard post and can reach maybe -- got a pretty good range. _. 


He will then meet with troops from about 10 Second Division 
subordinate units. They'll have troops in from different units of 
the second division that are stationed elsewhere, plus troops from 
the UNC support group. These are our =-- troops, the ones that support 
the armistice talks. giey 4 
: “ep. Fr 


Q What are we talking about in numbers? 


A We're talking -- there are several hundred. They 
were hoping to get up to 600; but looking at that space, I don't 
know how they're going to do it. So they're getting in as many 
troops as they can get in there -- 


‘ 
4. 
5 


Q Is this back -- Liberty Bell -- 
MORE 
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A He's back in -- It's part of Liberty Bell. It's --. 
9 All right -- 


A -- just on the far edge. And the -- There's -- It's, . 
again, your inevitable netting is off to the side so it blocks any. ‘ 
clear view of anything from the north. Anybody who did manage to” . .«. 
get into the hills, and there's a lot of our troops'll be out in +e 
hills. We're going a lot of -- our radar is all working, everyth , 
that's -- that has to be done from security. 











He will talk to the troops for about 10 minutes. He ma 
come down and shake hands. I don't know. That's going to he the ee 
his call and the security people. So he may come down and just ~ 
greet troops, I suspect he probably will, and shake hands all he 
can. Then he will move over to the mess hall. And this is te 


permanent mess hall, not a tent mess hall. It's a concrete-bloe 
building. And -- 


; 


Q Is he going to have lunch in there, right? 





A And he will have lunch and the names of the peoplé as 
he'll haw lunch with -- . ae 
There'll be several presentations. General Doctor, who's “+ 
the Sesond Division Commander will present a tomahawk ard a couple . 
of troops will make other plaque presentations and a miniaturized 
crest of all the Second Division units that will be there. 
0 How close will he get to the North Korean lines, 
North Korean troops? 
i 
A Well, I don't know where the troops are going to be; “AS 
but to the North Korean line it's going to be probably about. 1000 
meters. : 
9 That'll be as close as he gets? 
A It runs -- You're in a peninsula -- The DMZ is a 
peninsula there. You're surrounded on three sides by North Koreans. 
A We're going to have to break -- 
THE PRESS: Thank you. és 
END 2:20 P.M. (Local Time) ©. 
‘ 
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Hotel Lotte ade 
Seoul, Korea as 
5:10 p.m. Local Time i 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 give a short *#ijc-. + 
summary of the things that have happened so far today and I have *. 3 
little bit to say about this reception this evening that you. ne 
me a number of questions about yesterday. Of course, as you 


it began with the National Assembly speech which was a very 
speech and occasion for the President.:to put a number of ry inpomants { . 
points of ours before an important audience, and in fact before’the -: 
whole Korean pecple. That was then followed by a meeting at the Blue | 
House and luncheon at the Blue House. : The Presidents met privately .. 
for a while before the lunch. We then had a lunch that tended to 

break up into a number of smaller convarsations, so I can only give 

you some snatches out of that. I would say the most important theme 
that was stressed was the significance of this visit as a demonstra- 
tion of U.S. commitment -- appreciation of the fact that it takes 

place against the background of renewed confidence and continued 
commitment of U.S. forces to the defense of Korea and that the kind « 4 
of reassurance that this ccmmitment provides has been particularly .~ 
important to South Korea in' weathering the shocks of, first, the Ky, (\ 
disaster and then much more directly related to the security eae 
that we have here -- the. Rangoon assassination. 


That was then followed by another private meeting 
beteeen the two Presidants and then Secretary Shultz and the 
new forcign minister -- also Foreign Minister Lee -- his predecessor 
who was killed in Rangoon was also named Lee. That began with, 
a long discussion in just a very small group about the Rangoon 
developments -- about the significance of the Burmese announcement. 
of ilorth Korean complicity and the Burmese decision to break ‘ 
relations with North Korea and to expel the entire North Korean 
mission from Burma and we discussed tiie various ways that we can 
work together to try to make as significant political and economic 
penalty to North Korea for this action as possible and also discussed * 
actions that we had begun even for the responsibility for the action 
was clear to get countries of the world to rally around South Korea 
and show support. One of the most significant successes in that 
regard has been the decision of the gc ernment of Pak‘ stan to open 
diplomatic relations with South Korea. This is a very important 


7 


country for this region and for South Koreag relations -- also “+ 
a country that has significant ties with others in the region, such a 
as China, . whom South Korea would like to develop better aGnannete 5 


and better relations. So that's a very important success. | Oe 
he gang 4 
Our feeling is that one of the purposes of the Rangoon’ <4 
bombing is to force Korea back into isolation -- to make it difficult . 
for the South Korean President to reach out, as he was doing, and. 
develop South Korea's relations with other countries in the world. -+} 
And one of the things that we want to demonstrate is that far from: ‘{ 
having that effect, it will have the opposite effect, as indeed it 

is having. The decision of Burma to break diplomatic relations, 4 
particularly given Burma's stance as perhaps the most neutral of 

neutral countries, was a very important diplomatic victory for South 
Korea -- very strong statements by the government of Japan criticizing | 
North Korea ~- denouncing North Korea and imposing restrictions on 
official dealings that Japan conducts with North Korea -- another 
important gain in this regard and we'll be working closely together 

and with other friendly countries to try to pursue this strategy w) ms 
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BEST, CORY AYAILAB was fairly extensive discussion between the two 
foreign ministers of Sino- American relations. The South Koreans 
obviously have a very deep interest in this and in fact Secretary _ 
Shultz stressed that one of the reasons why we view the U.S.-China 
relationship is so important -- one of the reasons we're working 80 ~- «.. 
hard to improve U.S.-China relations is that we belive good U.S.- 2 
China relations also serve the intersts of our other friends in 7. +: 
Asia and that in fact we will pursue the improvement in those re- ~~ — 
lations in such a way as to further the interest of our friends, m 
to affect them adversely. 7 











Obviously when we're talking, as Secretary Wei 

has been talking with the Chinese about the possible sale of mi 
weapons -- this is something that inevitably has to be of concern 
to South Korea. What we have stressed is that the things that we'ze 
considering are defensive weapons and that we are very serious Be 
the limitation on transfer of any weapons technology or even dual - 
use technology to Third countries. The continued South Korean in- 
terest in developing its contacts and unofficial dealings with the 
People's Republic. of China was a eubject that was discussed. We 
turned to a range of economic issues -- particularly the subj ih 
of GSP, which stands for Generalized system of Preferences, a 
designed to reduce tariff barriers for the products of aoveles 

countries that are trying to get initial access to U.S. markets. etpin ts 
been a very useful program, one from which South Korea has been one ‘** y: 
of the major beneficiaries. South Korea is now facing the penalty et 
of success of what is called "Graduation": -- being sufficiently -“*!**, 
developed is to begin to lose some of these benefits. The Secretary . - 
explained our position on the matter and our feeling that in order 
to continue to retain at least some of the benefits of GSP, one of 4 
the things that's important on the South Korean side is a greater 
reduction of South Koreas’ own barriers to trade and investment. 


There was some discussion of the problems of global . ; 
debt. The South Koreans very much like to see us succeed in our siale 
effort to get an IMF quota increase, but one thing and Deputy Secre- 4 
tary McNamar had fairly exténsive discussions on them, as it turned ~*~’: 
out during the course of the lunch between the two Presidents with + 
the Finance Minister. On the economic situation in South Korea, the j; 
picture that we see is a very encouraging one, better than 8 percent 
growth with less than 3 percent inflation for this year. While South 
Korea has one of the largest total debt of any country in the world, 
unlike a number that are making news because they have difficulties 
in managing these debts, South Korea is in a very, very strong posi- 
tion, particularly now that its exports are picking up again. Their 
debt service ratic is down to 15 percent of export revenue and on 
the whole we found it a very encouraging picture. 


They are very interested in things that we can do to 
hel;. vase the burden on them of their force improvement program, 
particularly some easing of the terms of foreign military sales 
credits for South Korea. There were a few other topics touched, 
but those are- the principal ones. 


Let me just say a few words about the reception this 
evening because I did promise to try to get you some answers. I 
have some and there are some that I won't give you. . 
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Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll arses that, 
also. 


I think you -- now, the remarks that the President is'® wt 
going to be making at this reception have now been released. Those - 
are important remarks. They indicate part of the purpose of this - oe 
meeting, anc the kind of message that we want to convey. We, also 
want to listen as well as speak ourselves. And there will be 
50 Koreans at this reception, prominent figures: from the a 
scientific, journalist, cultural, religious and business commund 









Among these people are a number that are very ) 
critical of the present government, some strong supporters, a n 
of -- a significant number of moderate, independent people. It ¢ 
includes people who have been imprisoned and/or banned for their 
political views. And the purpose of this meeting is both for 
President to get a chance to hear some of this range of views 
conditions in Korea and, also, to convey our strong wishes to 

assist in the growth and development of democratic inst‘ eetiend 
this country. 


The Embassy feels very strongly that for an event 
this kind we co not publish the names of the guests. Any guest “*::, iN 
that wants to make his name public is free to do so. But it's not. 
our place to take that role on. | 


Q How much can the President hear in a half 
hour? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're limited on 
time on this whole trip. I told you half an hour last night. 
That is his estimated amount of time at the reception. . The 
reception's actually going to be an hour. 


Q Subtracting his remarks, now you're left with 
20 minutes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're limited in 
time in everything. Dut it's an occasion to hear and to say what 
.> think and -- 


Q Dic the President raise the human rights issue 
Curing his meeting with President Chun? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that. 
I strongly assume so. 


Q Question. j a 
Q Question, please? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was -- 
why con't you repeat it? 


Q Did the President raise the human rights re 
question in his conversation with President Chun? a ee 
ae 
4 


SENIOR ADMINISRATION OFFICIAL: The question was aderces- 
whether the Presicent raised the human rights question in his °  -«” 
meetings with President Chun. I don't know what took place in the 
private mectings. I will try to find out more if I can. But my ~' ‘' 
stronj assumption - that, in fact, that was to be an occasion for +" 
expressing our strong interest in political development in this © ~ 4 
country. eo oy» 
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Q Could you tell us, apart from President Chun's 
statement about holding elections in 1988, what is it that this 
administration is substantially pleased with -- to use the words 
that the Press Secretary quoted the President as saying? What is 
it in human rights that this administration is substantially i 
pleased with in Korea? % af ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can go 
through the same series of things I talked about’ yesterday. we 
Starting with the commuting of the sentence of Kim Dae Jung and. 
communting of a number of other severe sentences. that had been x 
hancec down, the release of Kim Dae Jung and about 100 other 
political prisoners, the lifting of bans -- political bans on abe 
300 banne’1 politicians, the commitment which -- while it is 
cistant and while there are many questions that you have raised ané 
other poeple can raise about the President's commitment to oversee: 
a consitutional transfer of power -- that is a very important ee 
commitment. And it will be a major achievement if it can be pulled 
out. 













I'd say, also -- although, this is not directly quit 
in the area ycu’re talking about. I think, also, the kinds of 
people that Fresident Chun has brought into the government, and © 
the general tencency that we've seen as governmental personnel ‘7 
changes hive been made is one that is in a progressive direction, ~~ ; 
both economically and politically. In fact, when he brought 7" 
Foreign Minister Lee Bum Suk into the government about a year and a. 
half ayo, he was bringing in a man of very independent views, very 
creative thinker in foreign policy in the area of pursuing 


t 
reduction of tensions with North Korea anc, also, a man who spoke + 
his minc -- at least, in private -- both to Americans and to the . 
Presicent. : 


MORE 
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And there's been a tendency, as we've seen it, to reach out more .§-< { 
widely. And after the Rangoon bombing when not only Lee Bum Suk *.,":.'% 
but four or five other of the most distinguished members of this 4; —; 
government were tragically killed. i 


The kind of Cabinet that the President has selected,z 
the kinds of ministers that he has appointed seem to indicate a . 
determination to continue moving forward with economic liberaliza 
showed some sensitivity to issues that have been raised, for 
example, by university people about the previous -- some of the 
previous ministers -- and generally an approach in the formation : 
of Cabinets that, I think, is significant. This process that we‘ 
talking about of political development is a tricky one, is one | 
that is nct just simply a matter of specific bans on a speci tie wit 
politician. It's also a matter of the kinds of people that are. 
brought into government positions. 
















And, for that matter, it's also a matter of the 
strength of the security commitment and the kind of confidence 
that this country can feel that it can deal with military threa 
from the North. All of those things are related. 


a 
Q Given all of that, what is our reaction to the .. ie 
fact that a number of people have been put under house arrest, eet 
specifically because the President is here? And others have : 

been put under protective surveillance -- during the President's 

visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Your -- 
Q Question? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question, and . 
I am quoting it as a question -- Why don't you give him the mike 
and let him ask it? 


Q There is no mike. _ Bai ‘, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or -- There's no mike. 
Okay, let me -- 


Q -- him repeat it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What about the fact 
as the question -- 


Q No, I said, what's the reaction to. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is our reaction 
to the fact -- and I say this because I first learned it coming 
into this building from a reporter, I don't yet know whether it's 
a fact or not -- that a number of people have been put under -- 
did you say house arrest -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- house arrest 
because of the President's visit. vwtt* 


Q And surveillance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd have to say that 
obviously if that is true, it would be a source of concern to us. 
We certainly don't simply, if nothing else, seeing the occasion of 
the President's visit as a reason for people's political activity 


we t 
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being restricted. I don't know what the facts are in the matter. 
As I say, the first thing we heard was when we came in here. 


Q Are you going to look into them? 






Q -- in fact, that's not a competent answer 
it's up to you either to tell us it's a lie and reject it or to 
say, “I've checked it, and it is true and we are concerned." . 


Q It's been on the wires for hours and hours. 
How come there's no spokesman for this administration who can 
with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want me to gi 


an account of where I've been for the last three hours? I heard | > eh 
it when we first came in, and we will try to find out what we . es 
can about it. We are interested. vt 
? 
Q Well, we won't -- re 
: 
Q -- reporters, our colleagues -- im? 
Q -- and we heard about it. 4 ext 
Q And our colleagues have interviewed these people. 


Q The Embassy said they didn't want the iist 
public. Was it because they fear reprisals? And did the Embassy 
clear the list with the government of South Korea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they did not clear 
the list -- the government of South Korea. And I think it is their 
feeling and it's up to individuals invited to decide whether they —~ f 
want their names made public, not up to us when we invited then. ee 


Q I think that one of the problems here is that .? 
there's a suggestion that we don't really care that much if everybody 
who comes before us has just either not heard of this or has just 
heard of this. This -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look. Okay, let 
me be very clear that you're trying to make something out of the 
fact that we have been moving around in a series of meetings for 
the last three hours. We got some information just now. It is 
important information. We'll. try to find out about it. We're not 
unconcerned. But I don't have an answer for you. Okay? 


Q Will you come back to us tonight when we're 
writing the -- this particular story and tell us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer that. 
We'll come back when we can. 


Q On another matter, are there any substantial 
differences between Korea and the United States about the kind 
of economic, political or military sanctions that ought to be 
taken as a result of the Rangoon bombing? 


Q What's the question? “¥ vy 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was e tae | 
whether there are any substantial -- you tell me if I've got “ert 
it right -- were there any substantial differences between South .§., « 
Korea and the United States about the economic, political or 
military sanctions that ought to be taken against North Korea 

















Gers 


aie. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


as a result of the Rangoon bombing? And I would say, no, there 
are no substantial differences and, indeed, I think no differences 
at all. Our biggest problem is persuading other countries of the </ 
need to act even though, in some cases, they may perceive political x 
and/or economic cost to acting. 


We have, I think, really been 
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working closely together in essentially the same approach since the. 
tragedy first happened. Working together and, for that matter, 
trying to give the government of Burma the freedom to maneuver to ~ . 
come to its own conclusions without either of us pushing them to do 

so, in thinking through what we might do if the evidence points to . 
North Korea, and in developing the kinds of diplomatic and economic’ 


penalties that can help to discourage this kind of thing in the 
future. 


J 
1a Pe 













Q Which penalties were specifically discussed or. 
proposed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'd say, the= 
general kinds of things that we are looking -- would like to see @ 
the kind of action that Burma has taken and those countries that 
have relations with North Korea severing the relations. We'd lik 
to see ccuntries reduce North Korean presence on their territory, 
In fact, we think that this incident demonstrates that in their ow 
self interest, they ought to consider doing so, and we would 


to see those countries that do have economic dealings with North 
Korea to curtail those or cut them out entirely. i 


Q On October 20th, President Chun made a public 
declaration here declaring that South Korea would retaliate in 
without fail against another provocation like Rangoon. Was that 


discussed by President Reagan and, if so, what was the conclusion". ~*~, 
of that discussion? 7) "> 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was that 


President Chun said that -- I'm going to quote your quote of him -- ‘ 
that South Korea would retaliate in kind in the event of any -- i 


without fail in the event of -- against any future North Korean 


7% 
provocation such as Rangoon. And are you sure about, in kind, in 
that quote? .¥ 
b 

Q Yes. : 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only thing I ' 


could say is that I think nothing would justify the -- one doesn't -- 


MORE 
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anon; the many things that were criminal about this action was the : * itt 
use of the territory of a third couutry to attack another country. 

And I think there are questions about whether one retaliates in vind” oe. 
or whether one finds some other more appropriate kind of retaliation. ae 


viet ne 










But the subject of the discussions that the Secretary # 
had which are the ones that I know about in detail were focusing ~*" 
on how we can discourage any future North Korean action by developing 
as much punishment as we can for this one. It was not a hypothet : 
discussion of “what if" the next time. 


Q According to a copy of the Korean Herald, there : 
is a quote from Ambassador Lew which says that the Unitéd States de 
not rule out the possibility of striking the heart of North Korea ® 
with nuclear weapons if necessary. I was wonder ing if you know 4% 


communicated to the South Koreans. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry to be so ignor ara 
I don't know anything about that statement. I wili check on it # *. 

Q Well, we thought you knew a little bit about 
policy. Is that our policy? eo 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know one thing, the: ree 3 
policy in that area is made by the President of the United States, »**":%' 
not by the Ambassador of South Korea. Mi erat 


Q The Ambassador further said that the U.S. will do - 
whatever it considers needed to be done in the case of another crisis + 
on the Korean Peninsula. What is U.S. policy in that kind of a a. 2 
Situation? Pek 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Which kind of situation, .” 
the crisis on the Korean Peninsula? : “eee 
Q Another crisis. Would it include the possibility | 
‘of striking with nuclear weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the event of a 
North Korean attack on South Korea, the United States has made clear 
that we will come to the defense of South Korea. That is the heart 
of our policy here, and that is the most serious crisis that we are 
all concerned about. 


Q What about the possibility of retaliation that 
the South Koreans should take against the North Koreans. Do the 
United States of North America support such kind of retaliation? 
I mean, an attack On North Korea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would you repeat that? 
I didn't hear it too clearly. : 


Q Yes. In the case of South Korea, we should have a 
retaliation against a North Korea provocation, will the United States 
of North America support that retaliation? I mean, in the case of 
an infiltration from the south into the north should take place, 
does the United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is an entirely P 
hypothetical question, by which I mean also that the sort of judgment | 
you are asking me to make up here is one that is entirely dependent 
upon the circumstances and the kind of action that one is talking 
about. 


The essential point, and one that we have made very, very 
clear, and I think it is very clearly understood by the South Koreans 
as well, that given the presence of our military forces on this 
peninsula, any action that would engage those forces is one on which, 
or that could have a substantial risk of engaging those forces is 
an action on which we would expect to be consulted. And for that 


MORE 
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matter, obviously the reverse applies as well. We have an extra- 
ordinary integration of two armed forces. And in fact under the 
combined forces command that exists here in South Korea, an American 
four-star general commands South Korean divisions. .That obviously 
imposes on us the responsibility also to consult very closely with’ 
the South Koreans about military decisions. We have made that point ; - 
clear. That is a very clear principle. _ 


Oy Rre 
















5 sal 


Q - Can I put it this way. Has the nuclear option i #2 
been ruled out on the American standpoint? wi 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I frankly have DUDS SO 4 
understanding that question. I am sorry. Are you saying the nucs 
option in retaliation? Against what? z 


Q I don't know. Any kind of a situation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a pretty bre 
statement. We obviously have not ruled out nuclear retaliation ~# 
against nuclear attacks on the United States. So I am not going#z 
Start to specify how we respond to individual specific circums 
I think the point is clear that any use of nuclear weapons is 
us in an entirely different area. It is the gravest of decisio 
it is one made by the President of the United States and not by 7 S 4. 
anybody else, and certainly not by any official of a foreign govern” 


ment. a 


END 5:31 P.M. Local Time 
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PRESS BRIEFING ae 
BY ; 
SECRETARY OF STATE GEORGE SHULTZ 


The Crystal Ballroom 
Hotel Lotte 


8:02 P.M. (Local Time) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Quiet, please. Any questions? 





@) Yes, Mr. Secretary, we have been talking to a™”" 
numver of dissidents who have been placed under house arrest or have 
been warned by government officials that they have to be very 
ful during the Reagan visit and will be punished after the Reag 
visit. Is the President aware of some of the measures that have 
taken against prominent people in the clergy and in academic cir 







during his visit? And, if so, did he raise the issue tonight Br iat 
with President Chun? weer. * 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The general subject of government 
and the conduct of government has been discussed very thoroughly 
and, of course, the President expressed himself on several occasions 
during his visit here. 


Insofar as any particular measures are concerned, I “. 
think we reported to you the statement that we got from the Korean — 4 
head of security and that represents the factual situation as we 
got it from that gentleman. 


No question about the fact that there have been very 
severe and continuing threats from North Korea for disruption here 
during the President's visit. And so there has been special security 
taken. But beyond that, I don't have any comment on those particulars 
because I'm just not familiar with them. 


Q Can you say what the President's view is about the 
amount of progress or lack of progress and what he discussed with 
President Chun and what the President's response was to him? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President's view is that 
expressing himself about his own views publicly as he did and dis- 
cussing a wide range of sukjects, including governmental matters, in 
private, as he did, that he has no further comment to make about ‘ 
his private conversations. That that's the most effective way to 
proceed. 


Q When you say on the one hand that you believe in 
quiet diplomacy and you don't believe in expressing your views pub=-*_ 
licly about that and then say on the other -- ‘ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President expressed his views 
publicly on several occasions -- ‘4 


Pa eit. 3: ot . ea 


Q -- yes -- / 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- in this visit and you must have 
heard him express himself. 


Q He said that he was pleased -- He said that he .-+ 
was pleased with the progress. And my question, sir, is are you 

still pleased with tke progress in human rights after what's happened 

here this last weekend? 


MORE 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been progress here. There 
will be continuing progress here. And I think that- the situation is 
moving in a very positive direction. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Fred Ikle has an interview in The 
Washington Post today in which he says that the United States is 
going to put 1,000 combat engineers in Costa Rica to build roads me «Ct 
near Nicaragua. What's your -- Is that true? And what does it ally. . 










mean? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I haven't seen The Wash 
Post today; so I don't know about that story and just what Mr. 
may have in mind. But there is -- there has been a request from % 


Costa Rica for help in the economic development of a region of Costa: ae 
Rica that is in the vicinity of the Nicaraguan border and so it may Fay 
be that what he's talking about has to do with that. But I haven’ et i 


seen the story and so it's hard for me to comment beyond just er 3 
I said. 


Q Well, do we have any rescue missions in mind 
terms of Nicdragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


Mr. Secretary, the Press Secretary has already =- : 
denied local press reports that the President committed himself to 
a massive beef-up of American forces. Since you sat in on those 
talks can you tellhcw those misconceptions might have arisen? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know about that. I do know 
that, of course, we have our troop strength here. We think it's 
adequate for the circumstances. On the other hand, there has been 
a very considerable build-up in tension and we do have additional 


troops in the area which can be mobilized quickly if the need should 
arise. ; 


aa 


Q -- not going to actually station any more here 
now at this time. Is that correct? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I'd like to return just for a 
moment to the human rights issue. The President came to Korea be- 
cause he wanted to reaffirm the defense of freedom. And he also 
wanted to speak about the promotion of democratic values in this 
country. Is he and are you disturbed by the fact that dissidents 
who are not related to North Korea, who have no history whatsoever 
of violence or threats against President Reagan have been put under 
house arrest during his visit here. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you're way overplaying this. 
There was a reception last night that I went to 


MORE 
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And there was a wide variety of reople there, some of whom had a 
different view of how the ees should conduct itself here a 
in Korea. They were there. I spent quite a little time talking .» er 
with them, and asking them about their activities, and how they ,} 
financed them, what they did, and so forth, and had a very 7 : 
Giscussion with them. 










"ge 


¢ 


So it does seem to me that, if you look over a period 
of time, you see progress. That isn't to say that there aren't | 
problems. But I think you, also, have to bear in mind that there 
is a country just a few short miles from here that continually 


gone to a third country -- Burma -- and tried to kill the 
President of this country, and Gid manage to kill some of the 
outstanding Cabinet officers. 


So it's not a little game that's being played. And ap’ 
I think that security is something that has to be borne in mind. 
Now, you have to draw a line on that. And I'm not arguing with + 
that pecint. But I think the basics here are that there are very 
genuine threats. There is a powerful dterrent force of which we 
are a part. There is a far greater measure of freedom and pee pee 
openness in this society than the one to the north -- and that. «‘%. beet 
there has been progress in that regard. - 


The President spoke about these matters publicly. 2 
And they have been discussed between the two Presidents. i 


Q According to the new South Korean policy on 
North Korean provocations, in the case of retaliations from y 
South Korea, would the United States support such retaliations -- . ie © 
invading the North, perhaps? . 


SECRETARY SHULTZ : The question is what is to be 
Gone about these murders. 


And the thing that we are trying to do, working with 
the government of South Korea -- with President Chun and with the 
Foreign Minister, is to do everything that we can diplomaticly to 
have pecple all over the world see, clearly, what has happened, 
tc get them to express their support for the government of 
South Korea anc the positions that it's taking, and to try in 
every way we can to isolate North Korea as a reaction to this 
tragic and despicable event. 


In the meantime, the dedication to the reduction of 
tensicns and to the effort to try to bring about a fundamental 
resolution of issues on the Korean peninsula goes on. And 
President Chun and Foreign Minister Lee have reaffirmed their 
desire to do that. But, of course, the atmosphere created by as ‘ 
these murders isn't conducive to any early step in that , , 
regarc. So those are the kinds of measures that are being 


taken. 

Q Mr. Secretary, in advance of the joint ee 
statement which we might get tonight or tomorrow morning -- i. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. That's concluded. And Laeet yy. 
I don't know when it will be -- ee py 
a 

Q In advance of that, could you tell something rhe 

about any specific results or agreements that have been . ee iD 
accomplishel Curing the President's visit -- in his talks with ois 
President Chun? Dis vi 
Bd 

ry 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. Well, I don't want to try 
to review that joint statement. You'll get it. But I think that, 
first of all, there are matters in the security field that were 
discussed, and the reaffirmation of determination and support, 
which is important to do from time to time, and which the Sa oe 
President cic -- personally -- by visiting the DMZ, the discussion," 
of what can be done to deal «‘*h the tensions on the peninsula, 





the discussion of how to re... »«' to the murderous attack and 
along the lines that I jus’ i-*: ated in my question. So we 
Ciscussed the FMS Program, . “4@ importance of it, the terms 


of it, anc a variety of matt-xs having to do with security. And wa 
I think all cf that was worthwhile. ; 
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Second, there were discussions of economic issues, ; 
trade matters, investment matters, and the general look at the flows 
in trade. Of course, the South Koreans are very interestéd in the | 
GSP legislation. We discussed that. A variety of things of that. 
nature. $e. Gi 


We did have discussion of governmental processes, as “Be. €3 a2 
I've already indicated, at .some length. So those were the nature. 
of the things that were discussed here. But I think it's fair to ' 
say that the overwhelming importance of the visit is to the reaffir 
ation of the determination of the United States and of the go as 
ment and people of South Korea to defend themselves, and with a 
of the reservations that have been expressed here, to defend freed 
because there isn't any doubt, whatever, about the relative quality, 
of life on the two sides of this border. +8 











9 Nr. Secretary, is it the Administration's view R= "3. 
that progress in human rights in South Korea should be judged by “wz"" ~*s. 
comparing the situation here against the situation in the North? : 


SECRETARY SHULT2: That's one comparison, but, cé 
ly, the comparison with the North is a very clear one, and, of * 
course, we have our own standards, as do the people of South Korea. 
Naturally, every country adapts its governmental institutions to #7. : 
its own environment and it takes time to do that. So that's in the ed 
process of being done. ees 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Speak up. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that the President i 
did discuss the human rights question with President Chun. Now, ‘ 
some of the people that have been placed under house arrest have vis 
been released. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Have been what? i 


Q Have been released. Do yo: feel that the release 
of these people was partly a result of the President's talks with 
President Chun? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of the house arrests, 
the lifting of the house arrests, and whatever relationship that may 
have to the desire of the South Korean government to see that every 
precaution was taken for the security of the President during his 
visit, I really can't comment on in any detail because I'm not that 
familiar with the particular facts involved. I would doubt that 
the action that you spoke of was related to any particular talks, 
but must have been just the process that the South Korean government 
is going through on this whole matter. 


Is that it? 
Q There's been some talk in the Korean press -- 
‘IR. SHULTZ: I'm sorry, you'll have to start -- 


Q There has been some talk in the Korean press about : 
our willingness to use nuclear arms to defend South Korea. Could aye y, 
you explain what the policy is, whether there has been any -< d 
addition to the reaffirmation of the commitment, any change in the . 
way we would respond to North Korean aggression? 


ug 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: No change. I don't know where all. 
of this emerged from, but we are here. We have a deterrant force. ~ 
We expect that the deterrence will deter a return to warfare. That's 
the object of it. We have successfully maintained that_ posture 
through quite a few years, now and there isn't any change. And as 
you remember from the President's speech to the Diet in Japan, he 


MORE 


” 
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spoke very movingly about his opposition to nuclear war and the use 
of nuclear weapons, and among other things, called for the aboliticn 
of nuclear weapons. So that's basically the President's view. 


@) Mr. Secretary, could you assess for us, in general, . ej 
the success or lack of success for this trip, overall, and in par- ;, ues 


a 


ticular, have you reached the goals that you outlined in the press ; 
briefing in Washington before we left? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Reached a what? - 








Q Reached the goals that you outlined before we 
Washington? For this trip to Korea, and also Japan. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question is -- did you hear 
question? 


Q Tell us you didn't meet the goals. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the trip has been an out- 
standing success. 


Q Is that it? Really? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Judged by the standards I set in 
Washington or almost any other standards you can think of. 


9 Why? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's been very important for the 
President to come here to Northeast Asia to mect with the leaders 
of Japan to discuss the opportunitics and problems that we have, 
resolve some, develop the process further. The same here in Korea. 
I heard a phrase this morning by the chaplain who spoke that people 
up there are on the edge of freedom. And I think it's a very good . 
phrase, a very graphic one. ‘So people who are on the edge of free=- — 
dom need support and affirmation of that support. So all of these .- ak 
things, in addition to the many particulars that tend to get dis- 
cussed for a visit like this, during the visit, and after the visit, Ts 
all of those things are important, but I think the main significance id 
is the recognition of the importance of this area to the United 
States and the continuing effort to develop our ties and resolve 
the problems that we have in this part of the world. 


@) How is Andropov doing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know. Thank you. 


z**ezk*erk 
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MR. SPEAKES: We anticipate having the joint statement ~.: 
of the United States and the Republic of Korea in about an hour. 


ee 
Q When? 3 Ak 
0 What is the release date? . fa) Oe * 

SHC. FS 


MR. SPEAKES: We are negotiating that with our friends.” :. 





Q What is the possibility? 


MR. SPEAKES: The possibility would be Sunday, 6:00:gmu% 
Eastern. a : 


Q Oh, no. 

Q Monday morning. 

MR. SPEAKES: What is the matter with that? 
Q That -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Oh, you want it Monday morning? 


Q We'll have to redo our shows. 


MR. SPEAKES: Well, that is Monday morning -- oh, it ‘ 
gets on your show. 


._ 


The other thing is that the President's arrival state- 
ment probably will not be finished until late tonight, and I would , 
think the earliest we would have it would be in the morning,: or ‘on the : 
plane, or the very latest, Elmendorf. 

0 So when is the joint statement? 

MR. SPEAKES: An hour. 

Q What do you think the embargo is going to be? 

MR. SPEAKES: We are asking for six. 

Q Don't ask too hard. 

Q Larry -- 


MR. SPEAKES: What do you want to know about, human 
rights? 


What? 

Q Larry, I missed what you said about -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Where were you? 

Q We can't hear very well. The questions -- 

Q It is very hard. There is a lot of conversation. 
MR. SPEAKES: I didn't answer anything. 

Q -- joint speech. 


MR. SPEAKS: Let me have your attention please. Let's 
see if we can get total silence here. Okay. Anne wants to hear. 


We are anticipating having the joint statement of 
the governments in about an hour. We do not know what the release 
time will be. We are discussing that from our friends rom the 
government of Korea. And we are anticipating perhaps~-a-6:00 p.m. 


- MORE 
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Sunday deadline, release time, Eastern. 


As far as the statement by the President on arrival, 
at the earliest in the morning, perhaps on the plane, and the latest 
at Elmendorf. 





would be pa me for Monday a.m. newspapers, wouldn't it? 
MR. SPEAKES: I would presume Jen. 
Q You can't keep it for the Korean weekly, can 
MR. SPEAKES: Think they'll make it? 


Okay. 


END 


8:24 PM Local™ 
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BACKGROUND BRIE?ING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC “ALS 
ON 
THE INF NEGOTIATIONS 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1983, 2:35 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our remarks are. 
pretty brief, and then we will be happy to take your questiiins. 

In an effort by the Administration to be responsive 
to the Soviets, while maintaining the alliance's basic criteria 
for an effective and verifiable INF agreement, the ameriden 
negotiator, Paul Nitze, has gone back to the Soviets to state 
that while the United States and its allies would like the 
comlete elimination of INF missiles in the negotiations, we 
would accept the deployment by the Soviet Union of 140 SS-20 
missiles; with 420 warheads, provided that this was the global 
figure for both sides -- that is, the 420 warhead figure. 

In taking this:new step, the President is seeking 
both to demonstrate U.S. flexibility in the negotiations by 
accepting one element of the Soviet proposal, while also 
giving greater specificity to the Western offer that was 
announced in the President's speech at the United Nations 
at the end of September. 


Now, within this 420 warhead level, the existing 


U.S. approach, which calls for a willingness to entertain a 





“i--+ = part of the basic December 1979 decision. 





BEST COPY AVAILABLE : 


lower level of deployment in Western Europe than the overall 


global level, some figure lower than 420, that approach remains 


in effect, as does our willingness to consider reductions 
in the planned number of Pershing II deployments. 
So those facets of our proposal remain the same. 
We are asking the Soviets for equal globaa’ levels, 
420 warheads, which accordsto that 140 SS-20 figure that 


Mr. Andropov raised in his interview, but we remain willing - 


-==-¢9 consider the deployment of a fewer number, below “426, -in 


-_-- Y -- x*+-+se 


--= ~ 2 Qurope, and we remain willing to consider thé ‘deployment yt 


less than the 108 Pershing II's which was, as “you ‘ecall, 


Ree 
--s- “+- = ees + 
- - © > - . ** 


-~--=- _ se -*-- 


“an elaboration or a refinement of our current ‘position -- has 


A fF ° 
-<=- 


been taken after close consultation with out Alliés. These 


-? **6€ State was in Europe, and in the Special Consultative Group 


‘*-5\qate last week in Rome, which, as you know, regularly consults 


“on the Geneva negotiations. 


““golleagues. of this decision over the weekend. Paul Nitze 
was able to put this proposal to the Soviets in Geneva today. 


They, of course, have not been able to give us an official 


rcsponse, although there are reports -- and this is all I have 








The President has informed the Allies, his allied s 


This new move -- really, I think we ‘prefer “to call “it ; 





’ -_-2* 
= 


** =-" Sonsultations were pursued last week when the Deputy Secretary 
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- = eee -- 
eee « Be-s oe Q 
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seen -- reports -- that the Soviets have publicly rejected 
it out of Moscow, which is, if true, unfortunate. 


We are prepared to stay in Geneva as long as it 


takes to achieve an agreement. We believe that such an agree- 


ment can be achieved quickly, once the Soviets recognize that 
their efforts to achieve a half-zero outcome -- that is, a 
“monopoly of deployments on their side -- and no deployments 


mee - 
v- 
fA 


for-the U.S. -- is abandoned. re 


wet With that, I will be happy to take your questions. ~~~ 


:2camd the French missiles? Is there any change ‘in oli stand ~ * 


~- - -_- ---;. - --- 
= > 
- 


on that? 78.5% 25 SEO Sa8s 


>-*syStems ‘have no role in these negotiations, and this is why,” 


~--:2! 4in°@ur approach, which we have elaborated, we call for equal 


=-- > fFevels*‘of U.S. and Soviet warheads on a global basis. ~~ * 


saca°°e e2r3e Q 


I understand you are going to specify in your > 
-- offer,-or you are willing to negotiate a specific level of 
both Pershing and cruise. Can you give us some idea of what 
- those levels are? 
A That is not eabeest. What we have agreed to 
do is precisely what I told? you, which was, we have agreed 
to specify a global level of warhead deployments. 


Now we have said we are prepared to consider lower 


levels of Pershing II deployments, but we don't have specific 


No. Our position remains the same that those ai 


What about the Soviet insistence on tlie 2 aes —_ 


~_—-<--—- 
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figures to offer at this time, and may not. 

Q is Gs tebe ~ 2 Ss oe he es 
Andropov's proposals were for 140, just in Europe, right? 
That is right. 


And they have how many deployed now in Asia? 


et; 
oe | 


I think it is safe to say roughly 120. 


What is the number you are carrying? 


r OD + DOD »Y 


Approximately 243. se. ty << 
~.2--.--. .@ And your proposal is still the same. >... 


_———-— — es = 


-- --not put more than 140 in Europe? ~ 


A No. That is a global figure, Bernie. - We would . “es 


- + c- -- 
- - -~—-—---—-- 
- -_- 


putt less than 420 warheads. The 140 figure -is the Soviet 


. figure_for total number of SS-20's deployed in the Western 
_, Part .of the Soviet Union. e-ecacr °° : ot 32g ce 
“ti Bex. Beieal Now 140 missiles equates to 420 warheads. - We have 
insisted all along that these warheads should be limited on.- .-. 
a global basis, but we have said that we don't have to deploy -.... 
_,. all of the global level of warheads in Europe. - So we would 
be prepared, if the Soviets accepted a proposal of 420 warheads, 
or 140 SS-20's, we would be prepared to deploy less than that 
figure in Europe. 
Q Can you tell us why are you negotiating in 
public? 


A We are not negotiating in public. We haven't 


make an announcement about this figure. We have described 
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this proposal to the Seviets. There have already been leaks, 
unfortunatley, in the press, including a prominent one today 


in the Washington Post, and we do thtnk it is important that 





if these figures become public, that you understand what the 
state of play is, so people aren't misinformed. Pees 
Now there is a difference, I should say, between i 
our approach and the Soviet approach. We have been ee. a 
whenever we discussed these, in making sure that the Soviets 
-.= =?7: were informed of our position before making any public an- ~~ 
nouncement. SIL Ret e AF. a. 
Sirs =ernis + “<t--: This has not been the case with the dentens.” Tee =* 
- r+ .: 27+ l@xample, with the most recent Andropov proposal which appeared hod 
-:  +2R- response to this Q6A's that were published -in-Pravda;-we- ~~: 


have yet in the negotiations to gain more inférmation than -* -~- 


-- - - 


. MRSLORS F was. printed in those articles. “2 -= 


Sees St eR. tes ¢ @ I am just wondering, you say you are “not -nego- ~ 
-i- < 22 + ttdiating in public, but the fact is you only made the proposal ~~ 
2775 :* -":this-morning and there was a leak yeserday, and now you are-- -* - 
-- announcing it, how can you expect the Soviets to take “it any~ ~ 
more: seriously than you take the Soviet proposals, which are ~ 
released -- 


A I would hope that they would look»xat the sub- 


stance of the proposals. I mean, clearly, there is a tremen- 


dous interest in this issue in W@stern Europe, and it is very 
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very difficult to keep this question out of the public eye. 
Unfortunately there have already been reports. We think 
it is a sensible, reasonable offer. We have moved substan- 
tially from our original position which, if you will recall, 
was zero-zero. You can tick off the various concessions we 
-have made. We have come forward with an interim proposal =e 

: -last spring which was a substantial move away from chinteheine — 
: | 2 - all. the systems. We have recognized regional limitations. ° 
27° «t. ..That-is, we have been willing to reduce the numbers of wpapons - . 


below the global ceiling that we deploy in Europe.: We have “ 





-r:. 1.7 We: have: said we are prepared to limit aircraft; which has =“+ ~<::- 
. ::: been a longstanding Soviet offer. Now we are coming forward -: 
-r-riv>izticrand:accepting the Soviet figure. w3°S Sl SP Ste NOS IT.: 


They said they wanted to maintain the right-to- <= === :: 


' 
nT) 
1 


->= -:deploy- 140 SS-20's, and we are accepting that figure. - BF °58" 
ar Piie €°4 S28tthe. ae Wasn't this implicit in the interim proposal? - “"o* 
2 - -- + Didn't the interim proposal say*that you would -have equal: <= =°" 
--- -- +: : levels? 
A Yes, but with a number of changes, ‘the most ~- 
important one being the acceptance of regional limitations, 
-the figure below, because, as you know, we only have plans 


to deploy these weapons in Europe. And we have said that we 





are prepared to deploy a fewer number than the two sides might 


agree on in terms of global levels. 
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Q But it is not the same as the Soviet proposal. 
The Soviets proposed 140 in Europe and presumably they would 
keep their 120 in Asia, right. 
A That is right, but it is a step towards that 
position. 
A There is another important difference, a far - 
_more:. important difference, between our proposal and the Soviet's, 
_.::. Which is that the Soviet proposal, in every case; incldding 
-o-72.- 71 the:most recent ones, would permit zero on the:part of .the-- ls 
icrc7+ ° United States. 24.3. , oa 76.~% 
cwe-2 of Bervescee Bf -3 " Could I ask, you have gone from:572-.now-to-b=-~=:—-: 
verte -.7- prepared to accept 140, presumably even less if -you only come: ts 


- _ ct->.-. those in Europe. Is there a number below which you can't:go.-: :- 


before it becomes militarily incoherent to deploy -anything?.--: ----- 


23 U8 BaF +e: A Well, I think there probably is. I don‘t-think: 


--:- t:7..- we have agreed ourselves exactly what that number is, but-. 


‘ 


--: _:t:ri- -:@at- some point you go down so low that it does not make sense;:- - 
“7. -:=2 =you know, from the standpoint of supporting an-operating: -:-:- ----- 
system, but we don't have a precise number. 


The way it has gone on in the past, we have proposed 





change; the Soviets have stated a change in their position. 
We have come up with something else; they have come up with 


something else. Do we expect now that they will come back 


with some sort of a counterproposal? 
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A I don't know. I think my colleague here 

made a very important point, and that is while you look at 

proposals and counterproposals, I think it is important to 

bear in mind just exactly where the real changes have occurred 

and where they haven't. And the most important change that 

’ has not occurred in the Soviet position is that they continue 
*%to support what the President has called a nies ene approach 


- in-the negotiations, and that is, under no circumstances are - 


- >t. “hey prepared to entertain any U.S. deployments. - That:- 23-- ee 


obviously stands as a fundamental obstacle to making progress 


> i”. Xtintthé-talks. - , Toul: 


- + -- -- -- mnm-+e = 


Q 


= - —- w@e-- - 


-- = 


“Rave outlined were it not for the tremendous interest and - 


**" B¥essure in Western Europe? 2@iivé 2t feccres 


I can't answer that. Clearly we factor in “ae 


7-22. +: political considerations, but I think that the real desire - --:-+.°: 


‘is:to*see if, at this stage, we can't make progress in the - 


‘a 


- -=-= "negotiations; that we want to be able to say, and say very -—. 
candidly, that we have made every effort to achieve an 
“agreement. 

Q Can you give us eone idea of your feelings 
now about Andropov's health, any information on Andropov's | 

‘health? Is he the one who is going to be making the decision 

here? 


A I don't have the slightest idea. 


~--—- = ~- 
. 


‘Would you have made the concessions that your:-- -- 
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Q When you say we may not deploy 420 warheads 
in Europe, is the implication that we may not deploy all of 
them at all, or that they will be deployed to counter the 
missilés in Asia?~ 

A No. We have gone through this before. All 
we are saying here is that we do not -- we are willing te 
deploy. alower level of systems in Europe than provided for 4 


gis 
2 ee 


tn a global ceiling for both sides. ~s 2 


: ad Q But is it not implied that this: will: be: some a: 8: 
me 
=: Tt i7: ‘Sounter: to the 135 now in Asia? coviter.: etbsés 2: : 
A No, and you shouldn't view it.in-those. terms. 
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Q Although it may not be the intention -- 

A You're not named Mary. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

Q What are you proposing with the Italian position 
on deployment given Prime Minister Craxi's most recent letter 
to President Reagan? — | = 


A That the Italians are going to -- absent an = 


equsenens the Italians are going to deploy on schedule, a 
penses. 32 


-- 





Q Although it may not be your intention, 

it be taken amiss by your side if the Soviets were to's 
~ -* -° 35> 7yoRuntary limit on U.S. deployment in Western Europe as-a =: 27: 

counter to their British-French argument? 

A We do not di-ectly or indirectly propose to 
take into account British and French systems. 

Q In effect, does it not, though, in Europe? 

A Not in our view. 

Q Do you know when the INF talks are going 
to be -- 

Q There's no plan for U.S. deployment in Asia. 
Are we continuing to reserve the right to deploy there or 
not? 

A Yes. We continue to reserve the right to 


match their global ceilings, whether it's in Asia or any- 


where else. 








2 11 
BEST cory R Q Their deployment there seems to have risen 
rather sharply from 108 to 120 now you just mentioned -- 
A I think the official number is 117, just so 
you have the facts. 117. 360 globally, 117 in Asia. But 
you are correct that their deployments are going up in Asia. 
Q Is there a reason for that? ~ = a 
ws r A You'll have to ask then. : %y 
Q@ Do you know when the INF talks will be a 


recessed? Do you have a date? 






wo 24t0. RSs". «3 ten A On the whole question of the INF negotia . 
-< =:weewould like to stay at the negotiating table through: . 
_f<=¢2° ivrit+ month and into December. We'd like to see a short break over: - - 
the Christmas-New Year holiday and get back to the negotiating .--«:: 
‘ - .i°tttable, but we can't speak for the Soviets. The Soviets are - 
38f.: scheduling negotiations almost on a day-by-day: basis,. and, --= =--=- 
- i vtas+you know, they've threatened to leave the negotiating 2 27282 
table with the appearance -- that was the word Andropov t 
tt.-: i+ ti.used -- with the appearance of missiles in Europe. As you -- - 
may be aware, the British Defense Minister today. announced 
ceo 77s >> . “that cruise missiles had arrived in Greenham Common. 
or45: 9 Q Does that mean that you now expect Mr: 
Andropov to announce a walk-out at any point now that the 
‘missiles are there, actually in place in Britian? 


A A walk-out could occur at any point, but I 


don't know -- we don't have a strong feeling or understanding. 
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Q If he's not willing to take the game into over- 
time, as it were, are you going to change the rules of the 
game eventually and take into account those British and 
French missiles in some other form of negotiations that 
incorporates both INF and strategic? 
A No. We're not going to discuss British and ears 
French systems in bilateral U.S.-Soviet negotiations. sot ose 
A If I might just add a point on the question - 
of the Soviet walk-out, there are many different ways ta. -. - - 


- -: <--: -mwould-just as soon stay at the table and take the Christmas=<° ~::: 


--: I :22>welkk-out. It has been characteristic of these negotiations .- <..: . 
-z2-_: <--7--frem-.the beginning that there have been intervals and recess :-:" 


= 
J 
- 


zz: : z-+-- -shetween negotiating sessions. As my colleague -indicated,- we =-><--:: 


2 tre rerctietir: I think it would be premature to conclude that the ~: <=. 


steve artist Soviets were walking out if we found ourselves: unable ta <= :=<¢: re: 


-~_- -_--—- —-_— = - 


“Be foe: : So you want to watch very carefully. precisely what --:: 


----it -rather earlier than we wanted to. Se° g¢ B-Ose «6928 Gree 


happens and not assume that going from the active phase into -- <= : 


-- --.-the recess means a walk-out. ea SFE52"" Bt ORAS Ss I 
A I just might add something, that if the sy 
Soviet Union does in a very public way say that they are 


. leaving the negotiations, that from our standpoint such a 
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move would be completely unjustified and inexplicable. We 
have — willing for two years to negotiate under the con- 
stant shadow of Soviet SS-20 deployments, an average of 

about one a week, and we've stayed at the negotiating table 

in an effort to reach an agreement. | 

So it is somewhat strange, and, as I said, 
aay inexplicable for the Soviets to suddenly announce that ‘they’ 
-can't negotiate if Western deployments begin, particularly * 
-+=-7 -  " - when we have said very clearly that after deployments — : 


-sa7re 


vee? COs he —— must begin, we will stay at the mageneing: a Suche, 


SS5UF LLL ll aR deploy if we can reach an agreement. 


“s -“-s -*e-+ = 
— - - 
— 


. —_- 
-_— += —---. = -_—-———_—- - 


=*" -@ ‘Do you have a mix in mind of Soviet missiles: 
* = ==" Yn Asia and Europe that you would be willing to accept ander - 
this 420 warhead ceiling? Would you anticipate reductions ~* 


=" ==" diy Agia and reductions in Europe, or reductions in Asia and 


>> - = oe *& = . 
eS « oS «=F s- S se - 


=- == -"“=--* no reductions in Europe? 


~sz e+e ee -- - 


eeseess t+ T8-4 A _—s We ~would anticipate, really, that reductions =~ ~~ 


would take place in both. — 
"og "te aq" Se , Q The figure 108 -- do you have any better fix 
* ‘on ‘thow the Soviets might respond militarily, given their 
threat on that front as well? ye 
A Just nothing new than what we reported before, 


that most of their threats so far have been focused on mili- 


tary steps that they already had underway, already had entrain, 
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and appear to us to be military steps that they were going 

to take regardless of what happened in the negotiations. 

By that I'm pointing to the fact of the deployment of 

shorter-range systems in Europe which has already begun, 

even before U.S. deployment. They've already deployed . ae 

SS-21s in Eastern Europe. The Soviets themselves a7 = 

acknowledge that. 


So most, if not all, of the steps that they wid 


tet 


..... - point to, if we get to that stage, in being responsive. 





-2:--_.7.- -@ur_ INF deployment, will be in the judgment of our 
~.::._:: - .steps that they already long ago had underway. - 


Do you want to add something to that?... -. .- =: -::- = 


se 2-8: 8: A Only that anything the Soviets are able to -..- 
-- :--:-deploy now would have gone on the drawing board about ten .-.-. 
-_-.-:+: »s---years ago. In fact, the things that they are now deploying. -.. -.- 
-.--. - _;and.prospectively will deploy must have been committed in... -.. -- 
terms of a decision to succeed existing systems even before 
--.- ~2- December '79. So it looks as though the Soviets will use the --- 
excuse of the Western deployment to explain programs that... | -< 
_--they would have undertaken anyway. *-s gs: 
Q (Inaudible) that they would put SS-20s opposite 
Alaska. Have you seen any evidence of this? . 


A No. 


Q The Soviet Ambassador in West Germany recently 


said about de facto deployment that the Russians would do 
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something. I don't know whether they plan to leave the 





Geneva conference. Anyway, he talked about de facto deploy- 
ment, not -- do you know what he means? 

A I think -- no, we don't. I use the word 
"appearance" because that was the word that Andropov used 


aha, 
of. <2 in his article. You talk about de facto deployment. I 
ask the Soviets. They're the ones that owe us an explanation 

- - + - Of. precisely what they mean. oe 


aS vase 8. SR Q Does the deployment of 21s, a battlefield § - 





+ t: t.: = weapon with 120-kilometer range, to replace older and;- 
2 DOD's own account, much less reliable, less stable ‘Weapons, FerSSro 
> e958? like the SCUD, does it really destabilize the situation; or- =~~ = 
“Lit: #2: +..does it actually stabilize it as compared to when you - Det SE 
-: 2.°.:1 place -- s4--: Bee a 3 
Ose 32°* 685.7 srt A I think from our standpoint, the-deployment -:-- =- 
=> .77+0f-_new Soviet nuclear weapons in Eastern Europe destabilizes  --- 
zste7s 22 the:situation. The Soviets have a huge advaritage in overalE-- = 
t-.+7: -‘...muelear- capabilities. Even if the Soviets were =to<accept  *  -~ -: 
+. <scrvev: the President's zero-zero option, calling for thé ‘complete ~*~:-— 
elimination of all SS-20s, all 4s and 5s, thé Soviets would - °--~ 
‘--. -still:have, even taking into account the British and French 
forces, a substantial nuclear advantage in Europe. ? 


Q But weren't the SCUDS already nuclear-tipped? 


A No. But the SS-21 is far more accurate, it's 


far more dangerous. 
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Q On a point of arithmetic, the 108-117 figure 


in Asia, that's warheads, right? 
A No, no. It's 117 SS-20s in Asia. 


Q But the recent increase was nine missiles. 


A That's right. RS 
Q Given the fact that this move today does not™ -. 


specifically address the Soviet requirement for British and 


French missiles being taken into account, what does this = - 34 
->- “-Move today accomplish in terms of getting toward an a . BGs: <=": 
~~ ===" = "beyond convincing the European public that thée-United-s to. iTet 


-=2* $25--= “$4 g° offering a new piece of paper at the table?- © = = #c8oer=  ~ sc: 


2Settes> = SP A What I think it does is it takes:into account::: -: 


a specific proposal. bottle ef 


I want now here to make a very important point. It--.-:.: 

--5-+* 52° 3d an illustrative proposal. By saying that-we're prepared---<=:: 

“E" SESS 2° %EFecept 140 SS-20s and a global ceiling of-420'warheads --+ ::~ 
=-= -- =>@oes not mean that we wouldn't be prepared in- the- negotiations: : 

-=. == ©" "te @ecept other possible figures as long as they provided « -+::~---: 

=""-=*' for U.S.-Soviet equality on a global basis. =--- *=-° <  --- f*-- 


ttf 725.2 But the Soviets came forward with the-140° figure, -=- - 


-~ “tHe negotiations with deployment around the corner to see 
-Af -the Soviet Union is willing finally to back off of this 


unacceptable proposal that it be accorded a monopoly in SS-20 
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capabilities, or in the ability to target Western 
Europe. 

Q So the answer to my question, then, is that 
it's not so much the specific number here that's important 
in terms of furthering the negotiations as it is the sign _ 
that the U.S. would be willing to accept even less if the _~ 


'-Soviets proposed that on an equal basis. 


ae A That's right. :* 7 8 eens 
ain shale. Q What happens to 4s and 5s in this proposal =~" -:* - 
* += ->? og how’ many do they have now? sererd oe oe ena f 
asta A Roughly speaking, the Soviets have -T:think == ~<-+-: 
+F°=° -">> @Bout 200 SS-4s and about how many -- : ea 


Se I think there's some question on the SS-5s,  *—*'* 
but the Soviets have indicated that all the SS-<Se are gone. ~<- 


scrcrs "7 =525t = A They've c-id the SS-5s are either gone or =~: “- “3 
7"Ft == -<@héy*re shortly going to be gone. What would happen is <=-*=- = ==-: 
ee Poe that they would have the right with 420 warheads to deploy -*---.: = 
=. =" = . = lacpértion of those 420. 364 Nts. POR APT te ~ 

Sf Ses eee Q They have to be included in this?:--=-" ---=- =-=*--- 


-- A Yes. Absolutely. >? 3 SPP LES tT bes? 
: eee Q How about the aircraft? If they were eventually — 

~ to be included, would you visualize including them in the 420 

~ Or that will be 420 plus? 


A It's not necessary. What we've said is if 


the Soviets want -- if they make aircraft limits necessary to 
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achieve an agreement, we're prepared to negotiate aircraft 
limits. Alternatively, if they don't think aircraft limits 
are necessary for a first-phase agreement, then we're 
prepared to leave them out. We're completely flexible on 
the question of aircraft. a 
A To answer your specific question, they wouldn't 
be part of the 420. regs 7. + 
No. They would not. I'm sorry. , 
Thank you. 
One more here. i 22:2 


rr Oo PY 


e2i 2305 2 than Q If your main thrust today is to get the Soviets: . 
to back off of what you call this unacceptable proposal‘ that: - 
* + = 4f¢ ‘be accorded a monopoly to target Western Europe, can we. - . 
"== =.* ynderstand from that that maybe in the near future- we may-be . 
= =- ©: * negotiating with both England and France with their missiles - 
““-- ~<""5 wisea-vis the Soviet Union? I mean, after all; the target ~--- 
“=-.=2-* 7: -3$¢ Western Europe, and you said before that we're-not going = - = 
to negotiate with the Soviets in a bilateral sense British : 
e+ S08 and French missiles. ++ 
A No. We're not. And you can understand that. 
*I-thought I made it clear that even if the only reason in our 
view that the Soviets have even raised the British and French 
problem is as a pretext to give us zero. The Soviets told 


Chancellor Schmidt in 1980 that they didn't have to count 


British and French systems in these negotiations. They've 
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obviously changed their mind because it's the only convenient 
way for them to be able to argue convincingly or plausibly 
that the United States shouldn't be able to deploy anything. 


They continue to say the U.S. should have zero, | 


and they point to the British and French systems. But, 


Ye 

. a > 
Pins 
lt : 


=. however, as I pointed out, even if the Soviet Union eliminated = 


all its SS-20s and its 4s and 5s, they would still have a ee 
substantial advantage over the British and French and their 
small number of forces. We're not going to negotiate 4 .. 


those systems or over those systems in bilateral negotiat 


_ -~_-<- -- -_- = 


~§ G 29% ote $ev-.en: @ Thank you. . S% ssa 


i) 
' 
§ 
') 
‘ 
at 


“27 (The briefing concluded at 3:05 p.m.) .-. -+- -: --- 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
TURKISH CYPRIOT SITUATION 
BY 
SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1983, 3:46 P. M. 


MR. CARLSON: This is a BACKGROUND briefing attributable 
to Senior Officials of the Department, limited to the sub- 
ject of Cyprus and thereabouts. ae 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll just make at 






brief remarks, and my colleague and I will try to an 
your questions. 

We wanted to give you a little bit of background on 
the statement that you heard today at the noon press brief- 
ing. 

We have delivered our message opposing the declara- 
tion of unilateral independence to the Turkish Cypriots 
in Cyprus as well as the governments in Ankara and Athens 
for several years, sowhat you heard today was not a new 
policy but just a reaffirmation of a consistent U.S. 
policy. 

Today we have been in touch with the Turkish Govern- 
ment in Ankara and here in Washington. We have been in . 
touch with the Cypriot Government in Washington, and 
we have talked -- 


Q Could you talk a little bit louder? 


A Sorry. --the Cypriot Government here in 











Washington, and the Greek Government in Washington. So 
we are in close touch with all the parties. 
We are also in touch with the authorities at the 


United Nations, the Secretary General, who has a mandate 


aX 


for the Cyprus problem. We are also talking to other _ 4. 
its 
interested governments. eth 


The background of this decision is very convolutéd 
ey 
and complex, and I don't want to go through the whole *” 


Anal 


history of the Cyprus problem, but I think it's just 





enough to say that in recent months the threat of the 

declaration of UDI has been raised and discussed. * 
It really first emerged in recent months after 

the debate at the U.N. in the General Assembly last 


spring on Cyprus. It was raised by Ralph Denktash and 





other Turkish Cypriot leaders. We have been discussing 
this threat of UDI in private channels with both the 
Turkish Cypriots, the Cypriot Government, the Turks and 
the Greeks. We have not been the only government that 
has been concerned. 

I might just say here that while we are concerned, 
we are not the major participant or player in this diplo- 
matic game, but we do have very important interests here. 

The U.S. opposition and the opposition of. other 


countries, including the British, is based in part on the 


instability which a change in the status quo in the Eastern 











Mediterranean would cause. Also, the adverse impact 
that this could have on the Grek-Turkish relationship, 
and on the impact it could have on NATO. 

I will just conclude by saying, as we said today | 
in the statement, that we continue to support the concept 


—— a 


of there being only one government on the island of ‘i 
Cyprus. 

Any questions? 

Q Why do you think he moved now? What persusded 
him this was the time to declare independence now? — = 

A I just can't say. There was some diplomatic 
activity underway. The Secretary General had come for-. 
ward in -- was it August or September -- with his 
initiative. 

Q September. 

A September. In response to that initiative, 
Mr. Denktash proposed a summit which would have included 
participants -- not only himself and President Kyprianou 
of Cyprus, but also the U.N. Secretary General. That 
was being worked out when this announcement came. It 
caught us by surprise. 

A Just to clarify, that was in August the 
Secretary General came forward with his initiative. 


Q Is there a feeling here that the UDI might 


be reversible? 











A I think it's:too soon to say. I think we 
would hope that it could be reversed. 

Q Is that because you think that perhaps this 
is a tactic on the part of the Turkish Cypriots to get 
people's attention after nine years or ten years of 
nothing happening? 

A If it's a tactic, it's a fairly strong tactic. 

Q Do you think that the initiative for this | 
move came from people on the island or from Ankara? 

A We just don't know, and it's not useful Or. 
helpful at this stage to speculate. é, 

Q Can you say more about the possible impact 
on NATO as a result of this? 

A It is clear that this move has the potential 
of aggravating Greek-Turkish relations. We know that 
there is a certain level of tension already between 
Greece and Turkey -- who are members of the Alliance, 
who differ on issues like Aegean airspace and the 
boundary lines, and this will be or could be just another 
irritant which will or could have the potential of 
weakening the Alliance in a very strategic region. 


(Continued on next page) 











‘ 


Q titi: do you anticipate any reaction in 
Congress against the AID levels to Turkey, as a result of 
this, bearing in mind the history of the last ten years? 

A Well, the imposition of an arms embargo on * 
Turkey in the 1970s was a colossal mistake: It created a 
major loss in U.S. leverage or influence in Ankara, weakened . 
an important ally, and as a result weakend the alliance. 

So our position on the question of an arms embargo or 
the arms embargo that was applied in the 70s was fairly 
clear. 

As for what the Congress will do now, I think that 
you should talk to Members of Congress. I think that there 
have been some statements or resolutions introduced today -- 
and I don't have track of all of them. 

We have been in close consultation with the Congress. 
I have talked to Senator Percy; I know that Larry Eagleburger 
has been in touch with Members of Congress; Richard Haass 
has talked to other Members of Congress, so we are keeping 
them informed. 

Q Does some of that talk, :::::::::: indicate the. 


Clear feeling that there should not be any consideration | 


given to the repeat of an arms embargo against Turkey? 











A It's too soon'to say. We think what is 
necessary now is that there be a certain calm while we assess 
exactly what this means, what the legalities of the step are -- 


what it means legally; what the Turkish Cypriots actually iia 






have in mind. We are asking everyone who can, directly or * 
indirectly influence this situation to not take any rash or” 
hasty actions. 

Q Another point, in the contacts with the Turks 
teday, was an attempt made to persuade them not to extend § 
immediate recognition to the Republic of North Cyrpus? 

A I don't want to go into the details of what we 
said to the Turks or any of the others. I just think you can 
see what our position is, based on our public statement. 

Q Did their recognition come as a surprise? 

A I don't know really how to answer that question. 
I don't think it was very clear to us, one way or another, in 
a fast-moving situation just what the Turkish Government was 
going to do. 


Q If there was the threat of a UDI for some months 


now, what was the U.S. doing by way of encouraging the principals, 


so to speak, to avoid taking that action? 
A We had a fairly active -- I'd say a not fairly, 
but very active diplomatic effort underway. We talked to Mr. 


Denktash in New York, in September when he visited the United 


Nations. The Secretary of State had conversations © 








Turkish Foreign Minister, s@ our views have been very clear 


on this subject. 

Q isi as a practical matter, what changes would 
this Declaration of Independence have? You have, in principle 
at least, an independent Trukish enclave on that island, S 
which doesn't have direct contact with Turkey now, which is 
what this new one will be -- or will it? What is the. 
difference? 

A It's not clear. We've just had this announce- 
ment. We can't say precisely what has changed legally. “Prem 
our perspective at this stage, nothing has changed. We see 
one government on Cyprus. We want to see progress made in 
reconciling the different communities on Cyprus. 

Another way of answering this question is to 
recognize that there is a very good préspect that the future 
of any constructive diplomatic activity or dialogue between 


the two communities is fairly dim, or could be fairly dim. 


It hasn't helped the dialogue. 


Q Do you believe that Ankara knew the decision 
before hand? 

A I just can't say. 

Q Is there any danger of a Turkish-Greek War? 

A What? 

Q Do you think that there is a danger that Turkey 


and Greece might go to war over this UDI? 











B4 


A I can't answer that question. 

Q Are there any Americans on Cyprus? Do you 
have any idea how many or -- es 

A Do we know how many? (To Mr. Haass) 

Q Is there a Veterinarian School there? 

(Laughter) : 

Q I think there are at least several thousand. 

A There is a very large American community: , 


There is a U.N. Peacekeeping Force on Cyprus. The 
Island is divided, and the line that runs down the middle 
of the Island is policed by various U.N., peacekeeping contin- 
gents. 

Q Is there any consideration of the Administration 
to punish Turkey on recognizing the Turkish State? 

A This is just too premature to be able to answer 
a question like that. 

Q Can you say that now we are not going to have 
any NATO maneuvers on the southern flank? 

A Can't say. We haven't had an opportunity 
to even look at that question. 

Q Have there been any military movements by 


either Turkey or Greece since this has been announced? 


A I don't want to comment on that. 














Q You met with the Turkish Ambassador today. 
Is it a note that was delivered to him, or was it just 


verbal, talk? 


A I don't want to go into those kind of details. 
Q We have pointedly asked the Turks to vacate <= 


if that's the very you fellows use -- to vacate the 
recognition of the new UDI? 

A We have made a statement today publicly, and 
I think you can just assume that what we've said publicly 
is consistent with what we have said privately. 

O.K. 

Q Has there been any changes in the disposition 


of the U.S. shift in that area, as a result? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 
A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:00 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING - =. -.. 
BY b a a me Per 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT NIMEIRI OF SUDAN 


November 18, .1983 


The Briefing Room ererh Veg 2 





11:02 A.M. EST 


MR. SIMS: This briefing is ON BACKGROUND, attribu 
to Senior Administration Officials. . “a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In talking about a 
place like Sudan, you realize you've got to more or less change your 
focus. One thing, when you're serving a post and people come to see 
you, you're often dealing with someone who is stationed in Cairo, or 
stationed in Beirut, or perhaps Paris, I think is about the longest 
pull that any correspondent has made in coming to post. And I think 
that, perhaps from the Washington perspective, the axe to the world 
doesn't protrude quite so visibly from the center of Khartoum Square 
as it does to those who are serving there. 


-* 
~~? 


But, in general, let me tell you a little bit about 
the Nimeiri visit and a little bit about Sudan. President Nimeiri 
is expected to arrive in Washington tomorrow afternoon. He'll be 
taken to the Sudanese Residence where he'll be -- that's where he 
will stay while he's in Washington. Then his official visit begins 
on Monday. 


This is not the first time President Nimeiri has been 
in the United States. He came to power in 1969, so in the last 14 
years, or so, he's made four or five trips to the United States. But 
it is his first official visit to the United States and that visit 
begins on Monday. 


During that time, Monday morning, he will be having a 
number of meetings. He has a meeting with the President about noon 
followed by a lunch with President Reagan. 


Then the following day he has a working breakfast with 
the Vice President, a lunch with the Secretary of Defense, a meeting 
with the Secretary of State. Those will be some of the high points 
in his official visit. The official visit ends on Tuesday afternoon. 


Wednesday, Thursday, he'll be in the Washington area. . 
He may be here through the end of that week as a private citizen | 
staying, again, as I said, at the Sudanese Residence. Towards the 
end of this next week he may travel a little bit around the United 
States in order to see some economic installations. Companies who 
work in Sudan are interested in showing him some of their operations 
here in the United States. He probably will leave the United States 
towards the end of next week. But those dates are uncertain. But 
the official visit will be Monday and Tuesday. | 


A little on Sudan and our relations with that country. 
It's a very large country, the largest in Africa, about 1 million 
square miles. A population of 23 million. They just had a census 
recently. It abuts -- like a game of jigsaw -- it abuts on to some- 
thing like nine other African countries and in itself and with its 
neigbhors, it covers an area of Africa that's almost one-half of the 
entire African map. , 


MORE 
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This brings Sudan into contact with a great many foreign -p 

affairs issues in Africa. And all the more so because President $4 
Nimeiri, after 14 years in power, has acquired a certain amount of -‘ =-« 
seniority as an African leader. >" oe 


The country is.one with which we have excellent. relation-# 
ships. President Nimeiri is a moderate leader who Supports our = «.*7™%, 
Middle Eastern peace initiatives. His friendships in the Arab work 

are most close with Egypt and Saudi Arabia, to give you an idea -of; : 
the kind of family groupings within which Sudan falls. 


Economically, Sudan is a very troubled country. You 

read about places like Brazil and Argentina and Poland, but in téfme 
of balance of payments problems, the Sudan is, although smaller if 
absolute terms, relatively speaking, is “just as bad as any of- eee” 
others. 
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And its exports, its debt service ratio is somewhere eneunt 100 percent, 
which is about as bad as you can get. . 


The Sudanese some.years ago -- about three years ago =-.. 
discovered that they were proceeding into an economic abyss.:. In ., 
conjunction with the United States, a number of other friendly % 
countries, the IBRD, the IMF, they began a program of retrenchmer 
Again, it's not one of those that you've heard a great deal about, 
but the Sudanese began to address this drastically serious economig 
problem earnestly. And they have been working at it in a practic 
and constructive and -- I emphasize the -- I don't want to exagg 
the success because the moment your talk about too much success, 
people think, “Ah, the crisis is over and we can go back to the 
ways that made the early 1970's so comfortable. 









But they are being successful in a very small way 
in meeting their obligations. Last year is the first year . 
in ten years that they successfuly met all of their obligations . : 
to the IMF, the IBRD. These efforts to keep -- on the one 
hand, to provide assistance from abroad, from Sudan's friends int 
in the national or the international community to meet this balance co 
of payments gap at the same that Sudan works to improve and >a 
reform its economy -- these efforts are proceeding slowly. They' res. Ft 
proceeding on target. But that target is not going to reached 
for, I would say, at least another five years. 


Our economic assistance programs are substantial. . They 
have been, in the last year and this year, in the vicinity of $200 
million. The emphasis has been partly to use economic support 
funds in order to promote economic change, economic reform, 
the privatization of inefficient, peristatal organizations and 
give the government a kind of breathing spell while a more free- 
market oriented economy can gain way. 


The efforts have been quite successful. Prices of 
things like sugar, wheat, cotton have been allowed to respond to 
market pressures. Production has risen, and the prices for these 
commodities has gone up --. that is, the prices which are paid . 
to the local farmers, the local producers. 


Good beginnings. But as I said, it will be a matter 
of another five years before we can say that the economy has reached, 
shore and does no longer need the life preserver that the IMF, 
the IBRD and the United States, France, Great Britain are extending 
to it. 


We don't have any outstanding issues with Sudan. 
It's a kind of a nice thing to have a chief of state coming here 
that -- in which case the visit represents a high point that our 
relations have reached through work that has preceded the visit 
over the last several years. 


On foreign policy questions, as I said, the two sides -- 
there are broad areas of accord. We welcome the responsible 
role that President Nimeiri has shown on a number of Middle Eastern 
and international issues. We're pleased at the economic directions 
that he is supporting at home. His role in intra-African, intra- 4. 
Middle Eastern questions has been a supportive one and a responsible . ;. 
one. : 


So, the visit will give us an opportunity to discuss 
African questions, Middle Eastern questions to see 
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where we are now with the Sudan, to look a little bit ahead as to 
what trends are likely to be in this area where nothing stays 
in the same place for very long. Obviously, questions of 
economic assistance will arise. I don't expect any surprises, 
any departures from form. Sudan already is one of our largest 
economic assistance recipients in Africa. And I guess that 
high level of assistance is expected to continue into next year. 







It's as if, with this visit, our relations have, 
sort of, reached the top of a hill. I expect they -- I hope ,. 
they'll get better. That's part of my job overseas. But we 
don't see this visit as portending major new departures or 
surprises in our relations with Sudan. They're good. .And we - 
hope to keep them that way. 


a a 








a 
“4. o> 


Let's see. What about some questions? 


Q How about the military assistance we're giving 
Sudan? And will those questions come up? 


~~ 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think the 
amounts of economic assistance will come up. They have been -- | 


Cis, 


7 
: . Yee 
PRS Bed wn ny 


*#. 


ee 


Q No. I meant military assistance to Sudan. i 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I said -- 
go ahead. 


: Q And you said, “economic assistance will come 
: up." I was talking about military assistance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Military 
assistance will come up. Our assistance has been -- the levels 
have varied, but I'd say about $50 million a vear. And I expect 
they'll probably be about that level. There may be some 

increases. But the emphasis in that has been for practical 
) assistance, not to provide the Sudan with things that are 
| ultra-sophisticated and ultra-expensive, that cannot be used. 


The emphasis, this last year, has been on things 
like communications equipment, trucks, maintenance, logistics. 
These are things that, from alot of experience with military 
programs, I come to put at the top of any list -- maintenance, 
training, spare parts, logistics. And that is probably where 
the heaviest emphasis is going to go with the Sudanese, rather 
than the delivery of end items. 


Sir. 


Q Military assistance is running $50 million 
a year. Economic assistance is running about how much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, about 
$200 million. Your target goal's -- the goal you end up with ‘, 
it -- about $200 million. AY. 2% 

Q Is Libya still a threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Libya 
is a threat. 


Q Is the Nimitz still off the shore? he 4 
bs Fa 


Oty 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Libya is a threat. 
I think -- Libya's a threat to lots of countries, not just those 


MORE 
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with which it is a neighbor. But Sudan, unfortunately, is a 7 
neighbor of Libya's. It has a short, common frontier. And last = Ps 
spring, there was a Libyan threat against Sudan that we considered , 
to have been quite a serious one. oa 


a 
tat Wgte oe +s 


And nothing leads me to salina or leads us to. ; 
believe that Quaddafi's hostile attitude -- disposition towards “S 
a stable, pro-Western type country has changed. | : 
Q Well, but has their ability to defend chenseis 
changed with all of our help and reinforcements and so forth? 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION -OFFICIAL: Yes. ‘I think 7 a 
their ability to defend thenselves | is getting better all the’. ae 
time. a es 

Q Do we still have AWACS support there and “*: 
so forth? 


"IA a oe agi A 5 oe a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. - The AWACS +" 
were withdrawn in August. bee: “A 


Yes. I think you were next. ' me « ~~ aed 


Q What about -- yes ---any American forces 
on the ground there? What is the status of future American 
bases in the region? I'm sorry to --''«: yan 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no 
American bases there. te 


Q How about for the future? Didn't we: look ‘to 

the Sudan to give us some neip in that? - | 
houc 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have any | 
plans for bases in Sudan. We've got a'‘good military assistance. -+* 
relationship, good military cooperation. They have allowed - ~<-- 
American servicemen and troops, equipment -- aircraft, F-15s, 4005 
AWACS -- to come there and be temporarily stationed at the 
airport in Khartoum. 


But as soon as these resources could be withdrawn - --i ++: 
and returned to the United States, they were so withdrawn. 


Q Okay. 
Pardon my ignorance, but is Sudan not a convenient 
1G, 
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stopping-over place on the way into the Middle East- in times of a 
crisis? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not very good. ... ve 












The geography of the place is -- I've spent a lot of time in the 
Middle East and I was quite surprised by it. Just in flying from=” 
Khartoum down to one of the medium southern cities, it took me th 

and a half hours. From one end of the country to the other is abe 
1300 to 1400 miles. And to get from Khartoum to Luxor, which is 

that much of anyplace, is about a two hour's flight by French : 
or a 737. The distances are very big. 


The country is friendly to us, but it tends to be 
socked away rather low on the Red Sea. Really, Khartoum is not; 
far from Sanaa at the tip of the Arabian Peninsula. 


Q Do you expect any new agreements out of this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect an 
new agreements. I have not provided talking points for any new. 
ments in the papers that I have sent into Washington. +4 


Let me get the lady back there in the red scarf. 

Q There were reports of American oil executives 
abducted in southern Sudan. Would that be brought up at all, and 
also, because there were some French nationals who apparently were 
taken. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's too bad 


that something like this happens at any time. I was in the south - 
a coupie of days ago, about four or five days ago, and one thing ok 
that struck me was that it's an area where you have, not to down- > ay 


play it in any way, but there are a lot of arms awash, floating about | 
in the south, friction between the many different peoples of Sudan: 
and in the south. One missionary linguist estimated there are about 
500 different language groups, most of them in the south. It's an 
area that has a great deal of intra-regional, intra-southern tensions 
and there is also the tradition of north-south tension in Sudan. 


To what extent our people -- there were no Americans 
involved. That's one thing. Apparently, no Americans -- two British 
were seized and I think they've now been released. One northern 
Sudanese may have been killed and a number of French workers for a 
French project may still be in detention, may still be held. 


To what extent these people were held as part of an 
intra-southern kind of thing or as part of an inter-Sudanese thing, 
north, south, is something we have to watch. It is a -- I suppose 
by African standards, it's -- things like this happen. But it is -- 
these things don't happen very frequently in Sudan. 


Q Do they not pose a threat, at all, to President 
Nimeiri? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, look at the 
geography. I mean, what is often told -- we've got to look at a map | 
in trying to assess something. The kind of threat this poses to ." 
President Nimeiri might be like something bad going on in -- some- * 
where in the Florida Keys. Those are the distances involved. And-,”. . 
when you fly over the south -- I know I'm probably giving you more , 
local color than you can ever use, but you fly over there and you see 
swamps that -- I mean, I once visited the Everglades. It makes the 
Everglades look like your teacup. The swamps just go on forever ae 
and is it solid ground or is it water? And what goes on there -- =» 
these are both in places where the oil executives, the two British 
and where the French people have been caught. It really is very 
remote and harsh terrains. 


There's a gentleman in the sweater. 


MORE . 


Seve 
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Q Can you give us a little more detail on Middle 
East and African questions that Presidents Nimeiri and Reagan will 
discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will -- how can I 


speak for them? They will discuss, say, in the Middle East -- © \% . : 
there's always things to discuss in the Middle East. But thines oft: 


particular concern to President Nimeiri -= 





MORE 
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Let me put it that way--that's probably what I've got -- since :-_° > 


I lived there -- a better feel for than anything else -- start 
with him. He probably will want to discuss his good traditional .. 
ties with the United States, his wonderful relations with Egypt ~¥% 
and with Saudi Arabia, very fine countries, his not-so-good re- 
lations with Ethiopia, his terrible relations with Libya, his i.<j 
concern about Chad. Chad is, after all, has got an awful lot. . 
of frontier with him. And he would like to see Chad under a nic 

stable governmented headed by Hissein Habre. F 





















The -- Yes, one moment, ma'am -- His focus tends to’ 
be on the Horn and the Arab world. If the discussion gets on to ™# 
the Gulf war, he is not very fond of the Syrians and quite criti ¥! 
of the -- quite critical of both Syria and Iran. g 


he's done many -- quite a few hard things well. His Middle Eas 
-policy has been a responsible one. His -- again, it's sort of a 
-- it's like turning a coat inside out. His policies towards — 
Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Chad have been constructive ones maintained » He 
under a certain amout of pressure, pressure constantly from Ethi 


and from Libya. On the financial side, he's doing well; but it's a 
not near the end of the road yet. Work must continue before *’ fey 
we get to that good goal. | cere 


I guess, though, we would probably want to hear primarily * 
what he wants to say. I mean, it's his nickel. We have invited 
him here and it's -- he is our guest and we want to be good listeners 
as well as good talkers. 


Q Will he discuss Lebanon at all? 


tall 
“tf 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? : 5 
Q What is his view of what's happening in Lebanon? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's very critical 
of the Syrian pressure on Lebanon. He sees his own ability to 
act effectively in that area as kind of limited. 


But let -- take that -- the lady in the back with 
the white scarf. , 


MR. SIMS: -=- back here and one in front and then 
that'll be it -- 


Q What will he substantively ask for? er 
Planes? Arms? Food? Which -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whatever he asks for 
-- I don't know what we will -- what we will say to him; but we 
are going to be ready for whatever he asks for. I don't know 
what he's going to be asking for. He didn't tell me before he 
left. It == , 


Q Then how could he be ready? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because we've been  "* ?i--. 
thinking that he might be asking for something and we have pre- 
pared for those contingencies. ae eo 


MR. SIMS: Last question -- 3 
] PG =p + 

Q You don't mention the Islamization of the he 
country or his pouring of the booze into the Nile or, apparently, I 
understand they're building stadiums for punishment in prisons for 
Islamic stuff. 


MORI 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, these aren't Pe 
things that -- Frankly, these are things I've recommended we do ‘7a 
not raise with him. I mean, if somebody wants to emphasize an et ah 
aspect of his religious traditions more than he did in his youth % ” 
and early middle age, that's his own concern. He has gone to Bl 
some pains to say -- I'm not saying how successfully he has manag nas * 
to be heard -- but to say that there is no intolerance, no com- a Le 
plusion implicit in these rules with regard to the traditional ~ =, 
rights that Christians or non-Muslims -- That ' s the thing. Non- | 
Muslims is what you've got to say. You can't talk about Christiag J 
because there are an awful lot of traditional religions in Sudan ¢% ee: 
that somehow coexist with Christianity more or less, that no ~- . ee 
compulsion is implicit in any of this. How well the people hear 


that aatieal ress le Tavoe © eee +4 mM 


But a number of legal decisions came out by the Suprer 
Court just before I left Sudan in which they have gone to the po 
of saying, "Yes, Christians can have alcohol. Christians can dr, 
alcohol. That's -- There's nothing wrong because under Koranic © 
law, I mean, it only applies to Muslims, so Christians = 












But there's no doubt that these rules have sensitized 
and have made Vx godin ae en 


“MORE | 
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alot of tne non-Muslims in the south with memories -- inherited 
memories of very harsh relations between the north and the 
south -- because in the 19th century, relations between Arab io 
Sudan and non-Arab, non-Muslim Sudan were, frankly, preditory, 
highly colonialistic and quite preditory. And one of the great 
merits of President Nimeiri is that, in 1972, he more or less 
extended an olive branch to the southerners, the non-Muslims and 
said, "Let's live as a community. And you people can differ i 
within these areas." 










Q Well, why does he have these prisons, so many . 
prisons? vA 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He doesn't have 
too many prisons. His human rights policy is pretty good. But 
he's starting to -- the question was there was talk of implemen 
an Islamic system of punishments such as the one they have 
in Saudi Arabia. And Islamic punishments are witnessed publicly, 
I was five years in Saudi Arabia. And Islamic punishments are 
the punishments required by justice and by the will of the 


community. And so they're executed in public. fay 
fia a ORE. 
Q When did you have your last drink? + tad 
(Laughter. ) ‘i ' 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Religion is 
not part of this. But non-Muslim communities are, supposedly, 
a little bit -- 
Q Did you go to Beirut? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He can have one a, oF 
right now, after this. : ; 
THE PRESS: Thank you. : 
bij 
END 11:27 P.M. EST 3 
‘ “ ¢ 
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QUESTION: First of all, on behalf of the American ee 
Jewish Press Association, we sincerely appreciate the oppor= < 
tunity you've given for this BACKGROUND briefing. 


I would like you to comment on the fact that there 
have been some extensive reports that you personally have led 
a move within the Administration for a more open and clear | 
strategic cooperation in.the Middle East with Israel. 





Would you comment on whether or not this is true; 
and also if the recent raid by Israeli and French planes “ 
against pro-Iranian targets in Lebanon will be followed by a = 
similar U.S. action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the last : 
question, our policy is not to comment on it because we're not 
elaborating on that question at all. 





On the first question, we certainly want, and I 
feel that since I have been in office I have had a strong, 
open, collaborative relationship with my counterparts and 
friends in the Government of Israel. I know that President 
Reagan feels that a relationship of that kind for the United 
States is very important, and he intends to nurture it in 
every way that we can. That means that we fundamentally sup- 
port Israel. It doesn't mean that we never disagree about 
anything or have an argument about anything because there are 
times when we have differences of opinion, but those are dif- 
ferences in the family, so to speak, and the fundamental fact 
of the close relationship with Israel and the United States is 
there. I think it transcends administrations for that matter 
in either the United States or Israel. It's a basic country- 
to-country proposition. I am very proud to be part of the 
effort to work on it. 


Sometimes there are people who disagree with me 
within the Administration and if I get too frustrated, I just 
suggest that we have a meeting with the President and see what 
he has to say, and that settles it. 


Q It's been battered about that the policy on 
settlements in Judea and Samaria have been criticized from 








2 





Washington. Could you tell us, is it Administration policy 
that the settlements in Judea and Samaria are (a) legal or 
illegal, and (b) are they regarded as an obstacle to peace? 


A The President made a statement that in his 
view they were not illegal. I guess that's not the same thing 
as saying they're legal. But anyway, that's what he said and 
that is our position. 


However, it is also our position that the settle- pe 
ment activity is an obstacle to peace. In the President's cd 
September lst initiative, he called for a freeze on settle- eo 
ments, just as we have called for people to come and negotiate —~— 
about the proper disposition and final status, as it's called, 
in the Camp David Accords of Judea and Samaria, or the 
West Bank or however you want to call it. 


I have some comments about that in my speech, and I , 
don't know whether you've distributed copies or not. 


wiih) 


Q In view of Syria's aims of consoldiating 
Lebanon to a Greater Syria, and in view of its current 
threats, including today against the United States, do you 
think Syria will relinquish its goals unless a real show of 
force is shown? 


This is a two-part. What is your assessment of 
President Gemayel‘'s visit today to Saudi Arabia, and do you 
really think that Saudia Arabia is a viable influence over 
Syria and could contain Syria's goals? 


A First of all, from the standpoint of Syria, 
Syria, unchallenged, has goals in Lebanon and in the Middle 
East that are not the same as our goals or Israel's goals. 


There are basically different objectives there. I 
think that means that there has to be some sort of a reaso- 
nable balance of forces. Syria has to see that it can't get 
its way by military force. I think that it is not an accident 
that the ceasefire that was arranged last September 27th, I 
guess it was, that resulted in the Geneva talks among the 
Lebanese leaders, that came not long after the New Jersey 
showed up and let go a few times. . 








I think that it is important, unfortunately, 
to recognize that power, while it has its limitation, 
it also must be faced up to as something that we need to be 
ready to use. 


In the case of Syria, they clearly seek to build up 
a capacity to challenge Israel. When you meet with President 
Assad, as I have <= he meets for a long time, I guess, with 
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everybody; six hours is about average -- and he lectures a 
lot. I'm a believer that you should listen to people care- 
fully and you shouldn't be afraid to believe what they say. 
Maybe they're telling you what they think. He has a long lec- 
ture that starts by saying that Lebanon was always part of 
Syria and it was artifically divided by the French, and it's 
the same people, and points out that they don't have a Embassy 
in Lebanon; never have. So you get a message there from that. 


ie 
Then you discuss the peace process, and he says ccd 
that Israel is stronger than Syria right now. So therefore — 
it's not a good time for Syria to negotiate with Israel. But 
Syria should arm itself, and it's getting armaments from the 
Soviet Union. And when it feels that it can successfully face 
Israel down militarily, then, that's the time to negotiate 
with Israel. That's what he says. He doesn't leave you in 
doubt. You can dismiss that, but I don't. I think that is. 
what is the direction of his thinking. And that is why, I. 
think, it should not be dismissed or in any way overlooked; = 
that Syria is building very considerable strength. Don't 
mistake that. 


— 


We have to look at that very seriously. It affects 
not only the Lebanon situation. Syria is there. But also 
they are in the process of becoming the controlling factor of 
the PLO, such that I think it raises the question myself of 
whether or not the PLO, if it could be said to claim legiti- 
macy as a repesentative of the Palestinian people, it's a 
question now of who they can claim to represent. They would 
simply be representing Syria. 


Q Can you take again my (inaudible) question? 
A What can you accomplish in Saudia Arabia? 
Q Right. Today? 


A Saudia Arabia is a country that has played 
quite an active role in the diplomacy having to do with 
Lebanon. The Saudi Arabian Government and King Fahad have the 
view that there should be an independent, sovereign Lebanon. 
They want to see Syria leave Lebanon; obviously, they want to 
see Israel leave Lebanon. But they have the goal of a Lebanon 
that has a strong central government and isn't able to be 
sovereign over its terroritories. A goal which we share; a 
goal which Israel shares. 


In that sense, what Saudia Arabia is looking for is 
parallel to what we're looking for. They have been unusually 
active in trying to support that goal. Their more tradi- 
tional, diplomatic way is to be sort of in the background. 








— 
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They're always saying that, well, we are in favor of this and 
this and this but we'll be in the background doing things, 
never up front. But they got very much up front in the Lebanon 
situation and, I think, have been playing quite a constructive 
role. j 


I don't know, obviously, all of what Gemayel has 
gone there for, but he's gone there in the light of that Saudi 
effort and in the light of the importance of Saudi support for © 
his government, including money that Saudi Arabia might make 
available to help in the reconstruction; and they have made 
some available through some of the communities. 


We've tried to encourage that money should go, 
let's say, to reconstruct the Druze area, to go through the 
central government to the Druze; make sure it goes there, but 
make it go through this government. In that way you can build 
the stature of the government. We tried to do our own help in 
the same manner. 4 


An air force general, speaking at the John C. 
West Foundation's Conference last week on Persian Gulf 
security, completely ignored Israel as a strategic base for 
rapid deployment of United States forces, deployment going 
around the tip of Africa, and through Europe; does the United 
States Government not consider Israel of any importance in 
helping to maintain the peace in the Persian Gulf? 


A I think Israel is of great strategic impor- 
tance. Israel, I think -- we should keep reminding ourselves, 
Israel is a democracy. Israel has the kind of values that we 
have. Israel is a stable country. Israel can have a change 
of governments and still be the same country, so to speak, 
just as we can. 





Israel can conduct an investigation of something 
like the Sabra and Shatila problem and investigate its own 
leaders, and have a report and nobody even raises a question 
about whether that report is an honest and objective report. 


I think that from our standpoint, given all of 
those considerations, let alone its location and Israel's 
affinity for us, that it's clearly a country that is very key 
in our interests in that part of the world. 


When it comes to the Gulf itself, and I don't know 
what this air force general had to say or in what context, but 
if you put one finger down on Israel and put the other down on 
the Straits of Hormuz, it's quite a distance. So you're not 
going to be able to fly a fighter, say, from there and back. 
That doesn't mean that you can't position supplies and posi- 
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tion things there. But in our thoughts about, let's say, 
maintaining the international waters in the Straits, we pretty 
much have to do that with carrier task groups where you're 
right in the Arabia Sea; and we also have quite a good rela- 
tionship with Oman. Of course, they're right there. 


I might just say, if you haven't looked into the 
question of Oman and read some of the things that the Sultan By 
of Oman has said, you might do that, because he has a dif- ws 
ferent attitude toward Israel than the other Arab countries , 2 
do. You ought to do a little work on that. He's a pretty aa ne 
impressive person. ba 

Q When you were speaking in response to Mr. 
Wish's question, you made some reference to Syria mentioning 
that they wouldn't negotiate with Israel now because they 
didn't feel that they were strong enough. Are you implying --. 


A No, they did. They did negotiate with Israel # 
about the Golan Heights, and they have an agreement. When 
they objected so much to the Government of Lebanon negotiating 
with Israel, we went and said, look, you negotiated, too. Asa 
matter of fact, in many ways the Lebanese managed to get a 
better deal out of Israel than you did in some respects. So 
we've made that point. But, of course, when they negotiated 
they were weaker than they think they're going to become. 


Q Do you think there's a possibility in either 
the distant future -- well, not too distance future -- within 
the next year and a half or two years before the Presidential 
election, for Syria to negotiate seriously with Israel, 
possibly a peace treaty with the same kind of remarkable, like 
exceptional, success that Egypt had in negotiating a treaty 
with Israel? 


A I'm interested that you even asked the 
question. (Laughter) I think it's a pretty remote 
possibility. 


Q You said that a year before at Camp David and 
Sadat went to Jerusalem. 


A Yes, that's correct. Anything can happen, and 
the Middle East is volatile in both sorts of ways. No 
question about it. But I think that the much more likely can- 
didate for an Arab leader to come forward and be willing to 
sit down and try to work out a peace with Israel is King 
Hussein. 


King Hussein wants to do it. He recognizes -- and 
I think he's right in this, no doubt -- that he has to be able 
to construct along with him a Palestinian delegation that, on 











the one hand, is in its way acceptable to Israel. In other 
words, not a PLO delegation, but, at the same time legitimate 

in the eyes of the Palestinians. In other words, not looked 

upon co-authored by Israel but legitimate in the sense that 
they'll stand up for their constituency, and therefore the 
constituency will follow them when they cut a deal. So if 

King Hussein can construct something like that, then, I think 

he would be in a position, and wants to try to work out a i 
peaceful relationship with Israel, and it may be. "ae 


How all of these PLO things work themselves through = 
is always a question. But if Syria clearly dominates what's a 
called the PLO and somehow West Bankers get the idea that wha- = 
tever that leadership is, it isn't seeming to work in their 
interest and look to King Hussein, then it isn't impossible - 
that something like that might happen sometime soon. I don't ;- 
say that it will but it's not impossible at all, and we con- 


tinue to work on that very hard and work with King Hussein. —> 


Don Rumsfeld, who some of you may know, he's set ive 
over there now and he will be pursuing this. ~ 


Q Getting back to Oman. I just read recently 
that last summer the Sultan called for establishing diplomatic 
ties with Israel, and it's the first I've heard about it. Why 
wasn't this played up at all in the press, or was it; and has 
anything been done to use this as some kind of breakthrough 
with other countries in that area? 


A I don't know why you didn't play it up. 
(Laughter) I handed this to you just now on a silver platter. 
I told you, go do some research on this. 


He was in Washington. He made a State visit to 
Washington. I talked with him at considerable length. He has 
absolutely no hang-ups about dealing with Israel. He thinks 
it's ridiculous not to deal with Israel, and it's refreshing 
to talk to him. You ought to go interview hin. 


Q I'd love to. (Laughter) 
A He's quite a figure, too; I'll tell you. 


Q President Reagan has made it very clear that 
he is going to stand tough against any kind of communist sub- 
sersion in Latin America. He's made many policy statements 
about this and stands up against communist subversion and 
infiitration anywhere else in the world. Yet, it seems that 
the perception appears to be that the President is less than 
forthcoming regarding the Soviet activity in Syria which has 
turned that country into a Soviet military base which has 
endangered both American interest, including the Sixth Fleet, 
and it's dependable ally Israel. 




















How would you assess that, or how would you react 
to that preception? 


A I think the President sees the Syrian problem 
very clearly. Speaking for the President, we've been quite 


clear if you read, for instance, my Congressional testimony on ce 


this subject about the nature of that threat. 


I would say this: I think that Syria remains an 
independent country. That is, you can't look on them as a 
Soviet satellite in the way that, say, Czechoslovakia is, 
because Assad is a very independent person. And while they 
are certainly very much influenced by the Soviets, the Soviets 
have not only put weapons there, they have some 7,000 or so 
military people there manning many of those weapons. So 
they're there; their influence is strong. We know about it 
and we're concerned about it just as Israel is. 


I expect that when our friends, Messrs. Shamir and 
Arens are here in another week, let alone with President 
Herzog, this subject will be one of the subjects we'll be 
discussing. What do they make of it, what do we make of it. 
We pool our intelligence on this subject and consider what 
needs to be done. . 


Q When you first came into office, there was a 
perception among many of the American Jews that you were 
somewhat unfriendly towards Israel, and now the perception is 
that you're one of the friends of Israel in the 
Administration. 


Do you feel your own views on the Middle East 
changed during your tenure, or how do you account for the 
change? 


A I think I haven't changed, but your percep- 
tions have changed. (Laughter) I feel as though I've always 
been a friend of Israel. I've been to Israel quite a few 
times. I don't know how you explain why you have whatever 
attitudes you have, but I talked about Israel here a little 
while ago in terms of its values and principles. I suppose, 
as I have reflected on it, people have asked me that question. 


I think about it. A very high proportion of my 
very close friends for a long period of time happen to be 
Jewish, and I don't spend a lot of time talking about Israel 
with them. They're not against Israel. It's a natural atti- 
tude of mine. 


I have learned quite a bit, though, I think, about 
the Middle East in the course of my year or so in this job. 














eee eee 


You spend most of your time as Secretary of State on the 
Middle East. (Laughter) It's just a gigantic time-consumer, 
and you're bound to learn things’, and I'm sure I have. 


Q §§ When Messrs. Shamir and Orgod and Arens come, 
will you be able to discuss with them the pre-positioning of 
equipment in Israel from the standpoint that Israel can no 
longer afford to keep the balance of power financially? The 
costs are too high. 


Is it possible to arrange a situation where ok: 
American equipment is placed there and there's a lease-back _— 
system to Israel in case of need to use them? And, also, is 
it possible to consider Israel using the Merkava tank which 
has proven itself so well? 


A As far as the tank is concerned, and the 
details of this, I think I'll pass on that in the sense that 
we will have to approach these subjects with those gentlemen. 


As for (inaudible) and my friend Misha Arens keeps 
telling me that Israel produces a better tank than anything 
we've got anyway. And people tell me that's true. 





We want to try to work out arrangements that do 
everything we can to help Israel maintain its posture of 
having an effective military advantage in the region so that 
it isn't going to be knocked over by somebody's superior mili- 
tary power. That is sort of the inpoint of all of these 
things, and there are all sorts of different suggestions about 
how that should be done. Misha Arens is very interested in 
development of a fighter aircraft, of producing it in Israel 
-- the LAVI. That seems to be going forward. But there are 
all sorts of trade-offs here; you can't do everything, or 
Israel can't do everything. It's much more constrained than 
we are. It's a very small economy, and I hadn't appreciated 
it really until talking with the President the other day and 
we were discussing some of the economic problems. 


The President made some question of how it would 
affect us if Israel did such-and-such. I said, Mr. President, 
you have to remember that we are a $3-1/2 trillion economy and 
Israel is a $17 billion economy. The U.S. economy grows in a 
quarter more than $17 billion. There is no constraint, so to 
speak, in our economy about the sorts of things that need to 
be done, because the scale is so enormously different. 


I'm not really dodging your question, but I don't 
want to go into the specifics of it. I think that's more for 
the discussions that would be held and they're, of course, the 
kind of discussions that would be held between Secretary 
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Weinberger and Defense Minister Arens, although I try to keep 
an eye on those talks. (Laughter) 

MR. STRAUSS: There are a lot of hands up, and 
rather than risking the alienation of a lot of you in taking 
one specific question, I think we better close this session. 


(Press conference concluded at 7:10 p.m.) 
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The Briefing Room 


1:42 P.M. EST | ng, ee 

; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, Presidg 
Reagan's meeting with President Nimeiri.of Sudan has just conclu 
There are a number of other meetings during the program of 
President Nimeiri in Washington -- he will, in addition, be see 
Secretary Weinberger, AID Administrator, Peter McPherson, 
Secretary Shultz, the Vice President. So, a number of 
other meetings are still ahead of us. | 


I think I would just say a,general word or two 
of context about the visit here of President Nimeiri. The Sudan 
is for us an extremely important friend in both the Middle 
East and the African contexts. The importance of our relationship 
covers a number of different dimensions: economic, where we have. 
worked ardently to seek to enable the government of Sudan to stabilize 
its economy which faces very serious difficulties of Gebt and balance 
of payments problems. 


In the area of security, we have worked to try and 
strengthen, rationalize and modernize the armed forces of Sudan. 
We've attempted to be a supportive friend in the context of various 
threats that Sudan has faced, including on several occasions this 
year, particularly from its Libyan neighbor. 


We value the counsel of the Sudanese leadership on 
a number of African-Middle East questions. And as the departure 
statements made clear, we have a good number of solid areas of 
agreement as concerns both Middle East and African questions. 


I think with those few words I would open it up 
for guestions. 


Yes, sir? 


Q How serious does the administration view the 
military threat to the Sudan, specifically from Ethiopia and also 
from Libya? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the seriousness 
with which we view it is best reflected in the fact that twice 
during 1983 we have been directly supportive of Sudan when it has 
faced or been the neighbor of threats to Chad, particularly from 
the Libyan side. 





The situation on the Ethiopian border ebbs and flows. 
There have been recently some warnings and some threats from 
the Ethiopian side of which we would, of course, take seriously. 
I wouldn't exaggerate the extent of any conflict or across-border 
activity at this point. But we obviously watch it closely, particularly 
in light of the fact that Ethiopia receives very substantial 
assistance in some of its own policies from the Libyans, including 
both advisors who come in from Libya as well as Libyan funding and 
hardware. 














—_— 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE | a 


But I wouldn't want to overdramatize the situation 
that we face -- that Sudan faces at present. 


Yes? _ 
Q Is there -- do you have any evidence of Ethio ciandnes | ‘ 


Cuban or Soviet support to the insurrection that seems to be build ee 
in the southern Sudan? ; a > 3 











P.c8 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's not! 
too much question that there has been support channelled to § : 
dissident groups that have gone across the border into Ethiopia. = 
This involves both Ethiopians and Libyans. 


Q What about in Eritrea? Is there any evidence 
that the Sudan is still giving SUppOFE : #9 the EPLF government, 
ELF against Ethiopia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think.I might a 
my colleague to address that question. I would just add a genera 
word on it is that, I think, Sudan believes in a good-neighbor 
policy, has pretty consistently adhered to that point of view, 
and, of course, in the context of the many internal difficulties 4,, . 
in Ethiopia and other countries, it has been a haven of receiving -» 
refugees from neighboring countries. There are a substantial 
number of refugees in Sudan. But I would look at that ina she 
humanitarian context. oe | os 8 


<= 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would add to what 
my colleague said that one nation's insurgents are another nation's 
refugees. 


i“ A..e 
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And Sudan has got one of the larger shares in the world of refugee 
populations --some 600,000, the majority of which come from across | “4 
the border in Ethiopia. 










‘ 


Q How much aid was promised? How much aid was P 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The aid figures? 
Q -- both economic and military. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The aid figures are 
a matter of public record. We discussed the aid relationship wi 
Sudan, and the Sudanese were -- and we communicated to them our fiz 
intention of continuing to support Sudan economically, as we have gr 
the past, and also continuing to support the several very positivees®: 
and courageous measures that Sudan is taking in order to revitaligni-m= 
an economy weakened by unconstructive economic policies during 
past decade. 


Q Can you tell us if there was some surprise, or do ; as Fi 
you think it was'a proper forum -- , eon 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. As a person who 
contributed some of the raw materials that were subsequently processed 
by the National Security Council and the Department of State, I think 
I can say with some pleasure there were no surprises. 


Q: Well, can I finish my question, and that is do \ 
you think it's a proper forum for President Nimeiri to get tough with , 
the Israelis in front of the White House during the President -- was - 
the President expencting that? “§ 
a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I would not want . 
to comment on President Nimeiri's action or on President Reagan's reaction. 


Q Where those -- was that an expected -- were those 
remarks expected in the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would repeat, I don't 
think there were any surprises to President Reagan during his meetings 
with President Nimeiri. 


Q Well, was that topic brought up in the meetings 
between the two gentlemen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that the 
focus -- the discussions did touch upon Middle Eastern questions, and 
also questions in Africa and questions in the Horn of Africa. That tends 
to be the area where the prime foreign policy concerns of Sudan lie. 


a 
This gentleman here has not had a question yet. *% 


i’ 


on aed 
. 


Q Could you solidify a point made by President 
Nimeiri in his departure statement. He said that we had called the 3 
Soviet Union to assist in our efforts to -- for peace and progress sa 
in the Middle East. What exactly did he mean by that? >, ede 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd have to talk to. | 
the Sudanese on that. sit 


Se,» * 


Q Was it discussed in any way during the negotiations. 
with President Reagan? a) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The role that the 
Soviet Union plays in the area did come up. It -- I would say there | 
was a measure of agreement that its role has not been a positive one,’ 
but rather has been one of making difficult situations worse. Theress 
someone who’s not -=- the gentleman in the red. tie -- there's someb i 


else, too. 








Q- On the question of reference to Israel. The P 
proceeded by saying they were in agreement on the question of the 
East and the Horn of Africa. Are you saying, then, or implying that*the 
President knowingly said that over what Nimeiri was going to be sayi 
in reference to Israel, or does he share the same belief like Nine 


does? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not take 
Israeli remark out of context, but anything that was said should 
seen in light of the substantial foreign policy agreement that ex i . 
between Sudan and the United States in the words of President Rea , 


Q Can you extrapolate about better understanding .. 
the Middle East? + 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Once again? 


Q Can you extrapolate a bit on their understanding 
of the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think they tend -- 
I'll say just a word or two, repeating what basically what was said by 
President Reagan, that on issues of the Horn of Africa -- after all, 
Somalia is a member of the Arab League -- we tend to see pretty much * 
eye to eye with the Sudanese. ‘ The menace of Libyan aggression to 
Libya's neighbors is something that we see again eye to eye with them 
on. All in all, the measure of agreement between Sudan's foreign policies 
and ours in the area is quite substantial. 


Q I guess I'm missing a point here, and that is I'm 
hearing about all this agreement in the Middle East, 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With regard to 
Sudan's policies on the Israeli question, I think you should ‘:4 
address that to the Sudanese. 


- 5 oe ; # 
And then, the President -- Nimeiri comes out, and talks about . 
Israel's being the root cause of the problems in the Middle East. AS 
There seems to be substantial disagreement over Israel's role ue 
in the Middle East, and as to who's at fault in the Middle East. “ 
r¥ 


Q But I'm saying that our government -- you, 
as representing our government -- and our President have said. 
that everything is just fine. . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said, “substantial 
agreement." oye nero ~d 


Yes, ma‘am. 


Q In their meetings, when they talked about the 
Middle East, did Mr. Nimeiri say the same thing to President ~~ 
Reagan as he did in the -- did he push for a greater U.S. 
influence on Israel during the meeting? | . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose its 
natural for the press to take the issue of Israel, because it's 
a question that is of great concern to us. Looking at it from 
the standpoint of the Sudanese -- and this is the question that 
you ask: what did President Nimeiri stress; what did he speak 
of? I would just say that President Nimeiri has got a number of ‘ 
foreign policy concerns much closer, to home that might be 
expected to take up the bulk of his time in discussions and 
exchanges with the United States sides. 


Q Okay. But ‘in the -- put aside the bulk of 
the time. Did he ask for a greater U.S. influence on Israel 
at any point during the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's really 
difficult to go beyond what I've said with regard to the privileged 
conversation of our visitor and our Chief of State. : 

Q Was there much discussion of the problems of 
Sudan, other than economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sudan is a rather 
stable country. It's had the same government for some 13 years. 
The Sudanese did share with us their thinking, their views, their 
plans on the internal administration of the country. But economic 
questions, obviously, are very much in the public domain and are 
questions of great concern to the Sudanese as well as to 


ourselves. 

Q Are you intending, then, to pursue the same i 
policy or the same level of aid -- economic aid to the Sudan, ‘app 
or are you going to increase it? ae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't expect agro 
it to diminish. Whether it increases or not, I think, here, TR 
the emphasis should be that Sudan receives, already, the greatest 
amount of economic assistance of any country in the African 
bureau. 


Q Was there a request for an -- following up 
on that question, was there a request for increased military 
and/or economic assistance? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say to that © 
that the discussion was kept on a high plane. It was not a 
discussion in which -- it would not be characteristic of the | 
atmosphere at such meetings for shopping lists and "Dear Santa" ee 
messages to be produced. I'm pleased to say that it was, in 
every respect, a good meeting. , 33 





There's a gentleman here on the aisle. 


Q Yes. Do you see a contradiction in 
President Nimeiri's support for both the Fez plan and President 
Reagan's peace initiative? You either support one or the 
other or -- what's the exact Sudanese position on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm very pleased ™% 
to hear that -- and to be able to affirm -- that Sudan supports 
President Reagan's peace intiative. : 


“Mw AF La 
. “ ¢ 
‘ Zs ° 
~~ . . 
+ eet we? 


Q And they, also, support -- he said that they 
support the Fez plan. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're e 
very pleased that President Reagan supports -- that President ms 
Nimeiri supports President Reagan's peace initiative. 


Q Let me put it this way. Did they discuss 
at anytime to merge the two proposals together in order to bring 
a solution to the Palestinian problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
get into the details of the discussion between the two 


Presidents on that point. * 
Let's see, the gentleman there in the stripped 4 
tie. 
Q What kind of assurances did President Reagan 
give President Nimeiri on U.S. support, should Libya or 
Ethiopia invade Sudan? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's really not 
necessary to give such assurances, because they are there 
publicly, to be seen, a matter of record. Twice this year, we 
have -- in a moment of Sudan's need -- come to the country's 
assistance. That kind of public 
MORE 
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performance is a very sufficient earnest of our willingness to stand + ee 
by Sudan if it is overtly threatened by aggression without. 


Q Does that mean then the U.S. would permit weapon 
and manpower to defend Sudan? 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, no. It doe 
mean that precisely at all. It means that Sudan understands that 
we will do -- that we are concerned with its security and its ' 
stability. And how we do it, that is one of the things that’ we f 
a government for. They can come up with lots of different recipes.™ 
lots of different approaches to assure that. You have seen a coups 
of the solutions that we have come to on that point already this . & 
year. 










MR. SIMS: Okay, we sai adi hands here. Bob, ° 
then here and here: 


Q Does the Sudan support the rebel effort in 
Eritrea? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said earlier “that? i 
one person's rebels are another person's refugees. Sudan has been’ furs 
a very hospitable African country, a very hospitable Arab country. 

It has given refuge, hospitality, humanitarian aid to hundreds of 
thousands of refugees that have come on to its soil fleeing 

instability and oppression across the way. And I am confident that 

it will continue to provide this kind of assistance which is really 

one of the most generous displays of neighborly solidarity that : 
we have seen in the world in this type of a situation. 


Q First of all, a follow-up to that question. 4 
You didn't answer the question. Yes or no, is the Sudan supporting | 
the EPLF or the ELF? 


Second of all, I wanted to know if the administration | 
feels that the problems in the South Sudan, their factors, are 
they externally based or are they internally based, with the 
presidential decree of the Sharia back in September? First of all, 
yes or no, is the Sudan supporting the EPLF or PLF? Just a yes 
Or no answer, that's all I need. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are getting 
towards the Christmas season.- Everybody wants to get an answer to 
certain questions. This a matter that is really not one that I 
would want to comment on. 


Q Well, I mean, either someone is pregnant or 
someone isn't pregnant. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid you'll 
have to make up your own mind on that. 


Q What about the second question I asked a pereemen | 
whether the problems in the south are externally based or internally 
based? ‘ 
eater ? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is probably a weet 

little bit of both. (Laughter.) 
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‘ MR. SIMS: Last question. Do you want -the last one? 
(Laughter. ) ; 


Q I would like to take one last bite at the Mideast .4 
apple in this thing. You are indicating, when you were sayinga “sg “* 
little earlier, you were talking about substantial agreement be oo 
the two countries on things. Are there some things where there 
some different perspectives or different views or something that 
you want to characterize? Because it doesn't sound as though the 
two are exactly on the same track to judge from the statements 
we hear out here just now, unless there is something new you would 
like to tell us about the United States’ view of the Isrzeli 7 
role in the Middle East. 










: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Substantial agreement? * 
does not mean congruence. Substantial agreement means subtantial@y | 
agreement. a | 


Q But President Reagan used the term basic 
agreement which is different from substantial agreement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, substantial J * 
agreement, basic agreement, consider that I have been using these, - 
terms interchangeably. “-— 


Thank you. 


END 2:00 P.M. EST 











SPECIAL BRIEFING 
ON A REPORT BY 
THE COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1983, 2:24 P.M. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am here to speak about the 
completed report of the Commission on Security and Economic 
Assistance. The Commission was chaired by Frank Carlucci 
and co-chaired by Larry Silberman, Cliff Gordon and Lane 
Kirkland, and in just a moment, I am going to ask Frank 
Carlucci to make comments and respond to your question 
about this report. But I think if you look at the 
membership of the Commission and remember that this report 
has been agreed to unanimously by the members, you will 
see that it is a real milestone, and for this, I know 
primarily it is a tribute of the importance and seriousness 
of the subject, but I also give Frank and his colleagues a 
great deal of credit for putting this together. 


The Commission is a public/private joint under- 
taking funded partly from government sources and partly 
from the Ford Foundation and the Rockefeller Foundation, 
and the members of the Commission include people in the 
private sector and Members of Congress. So it represents 
a good cross section in every way. 


There are a number of points in the report that 
I would emphasize that come through to me very, very 
strongly. 


One is the fact that security assistance and 
economic assistance are very much related together. They 
are two sides of the same coin, not competitive but 
supportive. 


The report makes that point, and I think it is a 
very important point. And it does give us a little jab 
organizationaly with a suggestion that organizationally 
we recognize that point in administering the programs. 


It emphasizes the very clear fact that the 
assistance that we give is to be regarded not simply as 
something that helps other countries, but very much 
helps us, so that there is a two-way street here in 
this whole assistance business. In addition to helping 
us directly in our security and in our trade, it is 
very helpful in pointing others toward open societies 
with values that we admire. 








Third, the report calls upon the private 
sector for a greater emphasis in this field, and empha- 
sizes the importance of new technology, and consequently, 
of course, the importance of training as a part of this 
whole process. 


I feel very much, myself, and I was glad to see 
with the wide spectrum of views represented on the Conm- 
mission, that there was agreement that the levels of 
resources available for security and economic assistance 
are not adequate to do the job that we have set out for 
us in this country, and so I think that is the case, 
and I am very glad to see that the Commission has 
recognized it. 


So, those represent to me some of the highlights 
of the report. It is an excellent report. It will be 
very thoroughly reviewed in the Department of State and 
the other agencies of the government, and I would say, 
finally, on behalf of the President, who is quite familiar 
with the work of the Commission, he expresses his thanks 
to you, Frank, and the members of the Commission for 
your work, and he looks forward to a session with the 
Commission hearing about the report, and, as I said 
upstairs when you presented it to me, he thinks that the 
best time to do this is after the Congress returns, 
eepeee there are so many Members of the Congress involved 

mn it. 


So, with that let me just say thank you, very 
much, and I will turn you over to the tender mercies 
of the State Department Press Corps. (Laughter) 


MR. CARLUCCI: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 


Let me just make two points, one a point of 

Clarification. The Secretary said that the report had been 
signed by all the members of the Commission. It has been 
signed by all the official members of the Commission. 
There are, I think, three ex-officio members -- four, I 
guess -- who have said they need more time to read and 
digest it. But all those who participated actively in 
the deliberations of the Commission have signed the 


report. 


Secondly, let me emphasize that the overriding 
theme of the report is one of program integration. The 
Secretary referred to this. 


We believe that there needs to be more emphasis 
On a country-by-country, region-by-region strategy in 
building the budgets of the respective international 
cooperation programs. 
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The organizational recommendations really flow 
from that, and are only a subsidiary part of the report. 
The important thing is that we need to have greater inter- 
action between these programs and a greater focus for 
the programs so that one can deal with the Congress with 
greater clarity. 


Ac this point, let me just throw it open to 
questions tc myself and to Larry Silberman or any members 
of the Cormission who are present. I see Joe Jordan here, = 
Wally Campbell, Mike Samuels, all members of the Com- we: 
mission, as well as my co-chairman, Larry Silberman. 


Q I am not clear exactly what you mean by 
program integration, as opposed to what? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, it is our feeling right now 
that the programs are dealt with, by and large in the : 
Executive Branch and certainly on the Hill, as separate # 
pieces. Sure there is some overall coordination, but we 
felt they needed to be drawn together much more closely 4 
so that they were mutually reinforcing. 


That is to say, if you take a given country, you 
should not impose or develop the security assistance program 
totally apart from the PL 480 program or from the Develop- 
mental Assistance Program, that one ought to look at them 
in context. And the resulting mix that would come out, 
as you look at programs on a country-by-country basis 
and a region-by-region basis, it might be very different than 
the mix that would come out if you simply look at them 
as functional programs from the Washington perspective. 


Consequently we said, let's have a greater 
degree of interaction between the programs and let's 
have a focal point within the Executive Branch that can 
bring the budgets and the policy determination of these 
programs together and speak with one voice to the 
American public and to the Congress. 


0 Frank, are you talking about the politization 
of the foreign aid process. In other words, that a country 
like, say, Pakistan, that might be concluded serves 
America's strategic interests, should be more entitled to 
PL 480 aid than a country like India, for example, that 
might not be? I don't know. It is a hypothetical, but I 
mean, are you drawing the two together and politicizing 
the process? 


MR. CARLUCCI: No. We think that the polarization 
that has occurred, particularly on the Hill, between the 
constituencies of the respective programs, particularly 




















security assistance on one side and economic developmental 
assistance on the other, is unfortunate, because, as the 
Secretary said, they are really opposite sides of the same 
coin, and both serve U.S. foreign policy goals. 


Those foreign policy goals need to be defined 
in the broad sense, and we have tried to do that in the 
report. That is to say, when you talk about developmental 
assistance, this is really helpful in achieving foreign 
policy goals, as is ESF. So, if you take a country like 
Pakistan, you look at Pakistan's overall needs and you 
look at those needs in a broad foreign policy context. 


We would have the administrator of this new organi- 
zation responsible in a quasi-autonomous way to the 
Secretary of State. 


Larry, I don't know if you want to make any conm- ; 
ments on the organization structure. Larry Silberman 4 
had a subgroup on organization. 


MR. SILBERMAN: Just in response to the last 
question, any time the Congress appropriates money for 
any purpose, it is a political act. I am not sure I under- 
stand the question, suggesting that it is a politicization 
of the foreign aid program. 


What I think Frank was suggesting and that the 
report makes clear, both in its substantive and organi- 
zational parts, is that there is a -- and as the 
Secretary made clear a moment ago -- that military 
assistance and economic assistance are two sides of the 
same coin. 


We found in some situations where military 
assistance to a particular country might be granted 
without regard to the economic cost of that assistance, 
particularly on a loan basis, and under those circum- 
stances one would have to bring together the economic 
and the military to have the most impact. But, as 
Frank suggested, it is, in a broad sense, under the 
umbrella of American foreign policy, but that is 
foreign policy sort of in a long-term sense not necessar- 
ily in an immediate sense. 


Q As I recall it, the central problem which 
gave rise to this Commission was the sense that the 
constituency or support for foreign aid had been declining 
and that the consensus behind the program was diminishing 
to the point where its continuation as a viable program 
was in danger. 
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Is there something that the Commission has con- 
cluded, or has it come up with a line of thinking that 
will deal with this problem of the political support or 
consensus behind the program, and, if so, what is it? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the report points out 
exactly the point that you made, Don, that the support 
for the program overall has been declining. 


We concluded after quite lengthy deliberations e, 
that there is no quick fix to this problem. There is ‘the: 


no magic in what could work to develop an automatic = 
constituency for the program, but that the compendium 
of recommendations, the totality of the recommendations 
there we are making should be helpful in moving the 
program in that direction, should be helpful in gener- 
ating increased public support. 


If you just look at some of our early recommen- 
dations, the first recommendation is to establish 
bipartisan leadership support for the program. 


The second recommendation is to promote a 
citizen's network. 


The third recommendation is to continue support 
for development education. 


There are further recommendations which would 
help to satisfy the concerns of some people, promote the 
private sector, improve an evaluation, and establish a 
new consultative group with the Congress. 


So, all of these, I think, hopefully would go 
in the direction of building increased support for the 
program, but our approach was that we ought to look at 
the merits of the program and not try to approach the 
subject strictly from the standpoint of constituency 
building. 


) You talk a bit about the call for an in- 
crease in assistance levels, from what to what? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, it was beyond the purview 
of the Commission to make budget recommendations. Of 
course that is done by the Executive Branch and the 
Congress on a year-to-year basis. 


We simply said that the programs, in our judgment, . 
were inadequate to meet the kinds of foreign policy 
goals that the Commission defined at the outset of its 
report. 








Indeed, if you look at such things as con- 
cessional security assistance, going back to concessional 
security assistance, or taking a special look at Africa 
or the Caribbean, it is quite obvious that these kinds 
of programs will have to result in increased resources. 


Indeed, one of the problems of the whole program 
is that people tend to look at it as quick trade-offs 
within a given budget level, and consequently, it is 
trying to grab a piece of the other person's pie, and 
that has contributed to the unfortunate polarization 
of the constituencies for these programs. 











0 Was there any concern that overseas perhaps 
this coupling of military and economic assistance of 
programs might have a negative impact in certain countries? 
And also, how do you reconcile that with programs already 
underway, things administered by AID, for example? 


ces, we held a rather lengthy session with a number of 
Ambassadors and other representatives from the LDCs. The 
impression I had from that session was that they would be 
enthusiastic about greater program integration. 


A The first question, under Joe Jordan's auspi- ~~ 


Am I correct, Joe? I think that was the clear -* 
message that came out of that session, and I think it is 
consistent with the experience that various members of the 
Commission have had. We bring to the table a wide 
variety of backgrounds and perspectives. 





- 
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Your second question, what we're saying is that 
ongoing programs ought to be brought into this integration 
process as well. You don't stop them, and then re-start 
them, but you say, “All right, we had the following ongoing 
programs in Country X. How do they relate to other programs 
that we think are necessary, to provide a total balanced 
package to that country? And what kind of budget changes or 
policy changes need to take place? 


Q Isn't there bound to be some overlap, then? 


A No. On the contrary, I would think that this 
kind of approach would reduce the duplication. Duplication 
exists when people in Washington who aren't talking to one 
another automatically impose programs on a country from the 
top down. 


0 Could you explain why they are enthusiastic? 
I think you were getting to that, but could you give me some 
concrete examples? When you start drawing those two types 
of programs together, on the one hand, the public would see 
humanitarian and the other, military. Don't vou qet a 
blurring of them? You begin to lose track of what is going 
where? 


A I referred, I think -- You're talking about 
my comment about the enthusiasm of the recipient countries? 


0 Yes, yes. 











MR. CARLUCCI: My judgment is that it is very 
confusing to a recipient to have, on the one hand, somebody 
from the State Department come in and talk to them about 
developmental assistance, and five days later have somebody 
from the Defense Department come in and talk to them about 
security systems; maybe a week later somebody come in and 
talk to them about PL 489; and then the MDB's might take a 
totally different approach -- none of them talking from the - 
same policy framework. How much more helpful it would be to . 
have one person come in and say, “This is our assistance 
policy for your country, and this is the way the various | 
components fit into this policy." I should think the reci- 
pient nations would applaud this kind of approach. 


Q This hasn't been tried precisely before, but ¢ 
there was a stab at bringing together the foreign assistance. 
components with the IDCA, so what makes you think that this # 
isn't going to happen again? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, the report points out the 
differences between the current, our organizational proposal 
and IDCA. The NDSA, as we would define it, will be respon- 
sible for both economic and security assistance. IDCA was 
not: it would report to the Secretary of State, and would 
have direct control over economic assistance in ESF program 
implementation, and it would coalesce and integrate the 
various components of a mutual cooperation program. So, in 
a sense, we moved way beyond IDCA. 


0 If I may follow up on that, what makes you 
think it won't fall prey to the same sort of bureaucratic 
difficulties where Treasury wanted to keep hold of the MDB 
management and State wanted to keep control of the short- 
term political prerogatives of U.S. aid, what makes you 
think the Pentagon is not going to keep its piece? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Well, we have had Pentagon par- 
ticipation -- I don't know if Phil Gask is here; no he's not 
-- throughout our deliberations. We have kept in close 
touch with the various Departments involved, whether it was 
Treasury, Agriculture, Nefense, or State. 


Not everybody will agree with this recommendation, 
of course, and there will be a certain amount of bureaucratic 
tugging and pulling. But once again, let me emphasize the 
point that our organizational recommendation flows from the 
central theme of the report. It is not an end in itself; and 
if people come together on the central theme of the report -- 
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and we are optimistic that they will -- then there ought to be 
great support for the organizational recommendations. 


Finally, don't forget that the Commission itself is 
rather large -- 42 members -- and included a wide range of . 
people from the Hill and people with different experiences in * 
the Executive Branch; and I should think that their support =. 
should be heipful in implementing the recommendations. = 


0 Is there legislation really necessary in order 
to create this new administration, which you are recommending? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I'll defer to the lawyer on that. 


MR. SILBERMAN: The organizational recommendations: 
probably would have to be implemented through legislation, but 
it is not our purview to come up with legislation, but rather 
to make a recommendation to the Secretary of State, who then, 
as he has indicated, would discuss it with the President in 
the White House, and they would make their own conclusions as 
to whether and at what time they would seek legislation to 
implement it. 


8) Who are the four people who haven't signed the report? 


MR. CARLUCCI: Let me seek John Wilhelm's help. 
It's Congresman Madigan, Senator Helms, Congressman Long, and 
Senator Pell. 


Is that correct, John? 
MR. WILHELM: And Senator Inouye. There are five. 


MR. CARLUCCI: And Senator Inouye. Congressman 
Madigan came to two of our sessions, but the rest did not par- 
ticipate at all in our deliberations. 


0 Did they suggest they were going to sign it, or 
is it not clear? 


MR. CARLUCCI: In some cases, they say they haven't 
read it. Chairman Long says he wants to read it. I think the 
same response came from Senator Helms' office. Is that 

correct? 


MR. WILHELM: Senator Helms' office said they 
haven't had the opportunity to talk to the Senator yet. There 
have been only two firm "no's": Senator Pell and Congressman 
Madigan. 
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MR. SILBERMAN: Of course, we're talking about 
Ex-Officio members. 


Qo What was that reason? 
MR. CARLUCCI: John, did they give you any -- 


MR. WILHELM: Congressman Madigan had reservations ._. 
about the organizational structure because he feared that it ~ 
may interfere with the prerogatives of the Department of 
Agriculture. Senator Pell, we haven't had an opportunity to 
talk to his people yet. , 


Q Mr. Carlucci, I wonder if you could give us ahy 
more help in qualifying what you think the results of your ¢£ 
recommendations may be? You talk about increasing money ange 
so on. By how much, two whom? Are you talking about a bigg 
bureaucracy, fewer bureaucrats? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The report makes the point that says 
-- I've got the language right here: “We see no reason for 
any increase in government staffing due to our recommendation." 
Indeed, we think it might be possible to decrease it, because 
you would eliminate IDCA, and AID would be subsumed as well as 
the Office of the Under Secretary of State for Security 
Assistance, Science and Technology. 


On the money issue once again, our strateay would 
not allow us to quantify it -- we would have the capability 
to quantity ove recommendations -- because what we're saying 
in the Fxecutive Branch, is develop your funding on a country- 
by-country, integrated approach, so you build it from the bot- 
tom up, and interact with the various functional 
constituencies at the top. The result is your overall funding 
peckage. So we did not view it as our responsibility to try to 
determine funding levels for any of the progams, or for the 
totality of the programs. 


0 Is the bottom line here that by linking the 
security to other aspects of economic aid, it will be more 
politically supportable, both by Congress and the American 
people? 


MR. CARLUCCI: The bottom line is that all the 
programs hsould be better integrated, and that in so doing, it 
will give us greater clarity of purpose; and this will 
facilitate the dialogue between the Fxecutive Branch and 
Congress. 
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Q What does it mean, the sentence, "The 
Department of Defense would retain its loyal affairs 
here in military programs, as it is now the case." 


If, as you say, everything has been taken together - 
under one authority, what does the line of authority * <<. 
then mean, which the Department had -- S 


MR. CARLUCCI: What the report said is 
that policy and budget for the programs ought to be 
integrated, and that this new entity would admi- 
nister only developmental assistance in ESF, but 
that the policy and budget for Security Assistance, 
PL 480, the MDBs would be pulled into the new 
entity. 


The administration of the Security 
Assistance Programs is a rather large and complex 
task, and has to be done by military officers, so 
there was no consideration given to moving that 
from the Pentagon to the new entity. 


- ier 


Q The Continuing Resolution rather 
than the regular Foreign Aid bills is handling the 
foreign aid now. That perhpas indicates a lack of 
legislative support. On the other hand, there was 
a separate in the house in which the Foreign Aid 
passed by the largest majority ever, more than 11? 
difference between the Ayes and Nays. So how do 
you quantify the legislative decline in support? 


And secondly, was there any recommen- 
dation to regularize the process, and go away from 
Continuing Resolutions to the regular Foreign Aid 
bills? 


MR. CARLUCCI: I would be the last person 
to try and quantify legislative support for Foreign 
Aid. I don't think I'm really qualified to do 
that. I think the participation of so many members 
of Congress on the Commission was an encouraging 
aspect. Many members spent hour after hour, 
working on the Commission Report. 


All took it very seriously; all 
recognized that we had reached an impasse in 
Foreign Aid, and that was an essential tool of our 
foreign policy process. All contributed in a very 
positive way. 











ax 


What was the second part of your question 
now? 


0 The second part: Was there any 
recommendation in the forward court to go back to 
having first an authorization bill -- 


A No. 


0 -- and then appropriations, rather 
than just tacking on to the CR. 


MR. CARLUCCI: The Commission felt very 
strongly -- and so reflected in its support -- that 
we needed stability in all of these programs, and 
that it was desirable to plan as far in advance as 
possible. So while we didn't tell the Congress how 
to conduct its business, it is clear that all the 
members of the Commission felt that the business of 
Continuing Resolutions was very undesirable, and 
indeed harmful to the program. 


MR. SILBERMAN: May I add something? 
MR. CARLUCCI: Sure. 


MR. SILBERMAN: With respect to the 
observation that it is difficult to get consensus 
in the Congress on authorization bills, we take 
some heart from the fact that while Frank and the 
Commission were able to get consensus on this 
report, which in broad policy aims, should foresha- 
dow, or hopefully would foreshadow the possibility 
of a consensus on individual authorization bills -- 
possible. 


0 Thank you. 


(The Press interview was concluded at 
4:15 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 


SOVIET WITHDRAWAL FROM INF TALKS 


FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have 


Tee 


just a few points to make before we get started on questions. 
I that there is an inevitable tendency to depict the 


current situation as a crises or as a serious breakdown. 


4 
> 


3 


First of all, as you all know this has come as 


We do not view it in these terms. 


a surprise development. The Soviets have, for some time, 
said that, with the appearance of U.S. missiles in Europe, 
that the negotiations would not continue in their current 
form. That's their language -- “current form." So we 
were prepared for this development. We had discussed it 
extensively with the Allies, most recently at a meeting 
of the special consultative group in Brussels which took 
place yesterday, and there have been a number of exchanges 
between the Allies, among the Allies, on this possible 
development. 

The second point I would make is that while the 
INF talks have been suspended, that other negotiations are 
under way so that business, as usual, in the START 


negotiations and the negotiations on mutual balanced 
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force reduction with the Soviet Union are taking place. 

I just might note in this regard that we 
recent, completed a preparatory session of the new 
conference on disarmament in Europe and Helsinki, , and 
we expect the formal session of the CDE, as it is now SS 
known -- Conference on Disarmament in Europe -- to begin 
on schedule on January 17. There will be 35 nations 
participating in that coni« =nce, including the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 

Just to really repeat what the President said 
this morning, our posture remains what it has been. We 
are at Geneva, we will remain in Geneva, and we are 
prepared to continue or resume the INF negotiations if 
and when the Soviet Union decides to return. 

Q When you say the January 17 meeting will 
take place with the U.S. and Soviet Union, has that been 
agreed at the Foreign Ministers level? 

A No. 

Q So what would you say is the possibility? 

A It is a disarmament conference, and all 
35 nations will have delegations. Our head of delegation 
is James Goodby, who was General Kowny's former deputy. 


Plans at the current time call for him to head our 


delegation. 
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Q Have the Swedes indicated that they would 
like us to begin at a Foreign Ministers level. What is the 
likelihood of that taking place? 
| A I just can't say. 
Q You said that if and when the Soviets ~— 
decides to return. Is it the U.S. expectation that the. J 
Soviets will return? 
A The President indicated this morning that 
he thought they would. I think that we believe that it © 
is in the Soviet interest as much as the U.S. interest to. . 
reach an effective agreement in this area. . -. a ay 
Q But do you expect them to come back? -..--- 
A I think that predicting precisely what 
the Soviets will do is a fairly treacherous task. I will 
point out, though, that this in some respects is not the 
first time that we have been confronted with this situation. 
I remind you that shortly after the. Alliance 
in December 1979 took the so-called doubt-track decision, 
the Soviet Union announced that it would not negotiate 
over INF systems so long as the Alliance continued making 
preparations for deployment. They took that position for 


several months and when it became clear to the Soviet Union 
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that the Alliance was going to go foward with both tracks, 
that we not only wanted to negotiate but we were going 


to begin preparaticns for deployment, the Soviet Union 





decided to come to the negotiating table. pee ae 


Q Does this also mean the end of the START 
talks, or what's the status there? 


A I just said, I think, about ninety 


seconds ago that those negotiations are under way; and @ 
I used the phrase, “business as usual.” 

Q The possibility has been discussed, in é ie 
terms of a resumption of INF, it might actually be folded i 
into START. What's the current view of that ‘atest 

A Our view on that is what it has been. That 
there are two separate negotiations. It nehes sense to | 
proceed with two separate negotiations. We have Selt for 
sometime that it could complicate the talks by nerging the. 
two. I don't want to speculate on what we might decide 
in the future. But at present we would like to negotiate 
on the strategic arms at START and to focus on the problem 
of the SS-20s in a separate negotiation. 


Q That sounds like more of a preference than 


a ruling-out. 


A I never rule out anything in the future. 
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I'm just giving you our current policy, which is that we 
do not support the merger of the two negotiations. 


“<" 


SECOND DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I just might add 


% 


that from our point of view, all of the elements for an ae 
agreement are now on the table. We made major initiatives. * -: 
in this area, as you know, during this year. We would 
hope that in that context the Soviet Union would re-examine 
its position on suspending the talks and come back earlier 
next year to resume those talks. 

We had, in fact, proposed to them within this -- -- 
session that we continue to talk through to the holidays, 
take a short break for the holidays, and come back in the 


second week in January. 


Q Is it START? 
A No, INF. 
Q What do they say on the second week in 


January? Is there an answer or just a walkout? 
FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, they 
haven't told us if or when they will resume the negotiations. 
Q What's your answer to Helmut Schmidt's 
criticism that the U.S. did act bargaiz assiduously 
in INF, and particularly with regard to the "walk in the 


woods” formula, where he claimed that in the last few 
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weeks when he was Chancellor, that you didn't even clue 


him in on thac? 


A First of all, you just have to look at 


— 


the record of the negotiations, and just let me briefly as 


LS 
- 


~ 


take you through it. ee -: 
We came forward with a proposal for eliminating 

all together an entire category of weapons. This would 

have meant that it was unncessary for the United States | 

to deploy a single cruise missile, or a Pershing II; mer 

Soviet Union was willing to eliminate its SS-20 forces 

which created the need for the December '79 decision in 

the first place. After giving that proposal a good 

chance in the talks -- after negotiating for sometime -- 

in an effort to achieve that outcome -- we came forward 

with a so-called interim proposal which said if the Soviet 

Union would accept zero, that both sides -- this was last 

March and in April -- that both sides should agree on equal 

levels of warheads. 
When the Soviet Union was unwilling to accept the 

interim proposal, the President, in September, modified 


that proposal. There are some important, I think, elements 


which said we were prepared to deploy a fewer number of 
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systems in Europe than would have been provided for both 


sides by equal global limits, accepting the cSncept of > 


eh * 


regional limits. ‘fe siid we're willing to reduce numbeigg” 


ee 






of the Pershing II missile which the Soviets have said -~ ; 
concerns them. We said we are willing to agree to limits.¢- 
on aircraft, which was another long-standing Soviet : 


proposal. 






To further elaborate that proposal, just in. 
last two weeks we made a concrete offer which said that $f 


the Soviets wanted to deploy 140 SS-20s, as their proposal _ 





had said it did, we were willing to allow them to deploy 
140 SS-20s as long as the United States was given an © 
equivalent capability. So I just don't think that the 
argument that we have not been negotiating seriously stands 
up to scrutiny. ee 
And on the question of "the walk in the woods," 

there, I think, the record is very clear. We were willing 
to explore privately, and have been Willing to explore si 


privately possible outcomes in the Geneva negotiation. 


Paul Nitze was authorized by the President to 





explore in a private manner negotiating results. It was 


the Soviet Union that blocked any private exchange in an 
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effort to work out an acceptable agreement. 
Q Can I clarify the very opening point you 
made. You said that we offered zero deployment if they 5 


dismantled the SS-20s, but it was the SS-20s plus the 4s. a 


and 5s? : a 

A That is correct. 

Q So it would not have been going back to 
December '79, but it would have been going back to a 4 
situation that existed in the early Sixties? ? 

A No; that's incorrect, because of the eumnt 


strategic circumstances. In the early Sixties, the Soviet. 


Union had a force of SS-4s and 5s, but that capability was 





offset by American strategic advantages. We had strategic - 
superiority at the time. 

What made the SS=-20 such an important military 
development in the 1970's was that the Soviets, by the 
Seventies, had arrived at a position of rough’ strategic 
parity or equality with the United States which led 
Chancellor Schmidt in 1977 to express concern about the 
credibility of the American deterrent in the light of the 
Soviet SS-20 buildup. 


Q How do you assess the Soviet threats to 


deploy comparable weapons if we go ahead with our 











BEST QOPY AVAILADS © 9 
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deployments? As you know, there's been speculation that 
they might put suimarines off our coast with comparable 
flight times anc deploy missiles elsewhere. 


What's your assessment of that threat? 





A The first point I would make is that 
the Soviets have pointed to certain steps they could take . 
to respond to U.S. deployment. What's interesting is that 


even before U.S. deployment has taken place, they have . = 





& 
> 


already taken some of those steps. For example, the 
deployment of shorter range missiles in Europe. 

They are in the process of modernizing their 
shorter range systems; they've begun deployment $8-21 
short-range missiles in eastern Europe. 

I want to emphasize, this has already happened, 
and I think it's the view of military specialists within 
the Administration that these developments would have - 
taken place in any event. It is very difficult to point 


to any specific Soviet military action that wouldn't have 





happened, regardless of whether NATO had followed through 
on the December '79 decision. 
Q What about the submarine? 


A We'll have to see what the Soviets do. 


We have not identified any specific reaction, or any 
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specific move the Soviets might make that they wouldn't make 


10 





as part of their overall effort to build up their forces. 


Q Supposing they did go ahead with the 






submarines, or any kind of a comparable flight-time nists 

to the Pershing II's -- a a 
A The Soviets already have a comparable ‘a az 

flight-time missile. They have a comparable flight-time 


SS oa 


missile against Allies and it's called the Ss-20. It's = 





somewhat bizarre that we pay attention to Soviet gueoeill 
on the flight time of the Pershing II while we ignor the” 
fact that the SS-20 , which has been deployed against our 
Allies since the mid 1970's, has the same flight time. 
Secondly, the Soviets have a comparable flight- 
time capability against the United States. Right now, 
they deploy submarine launch ballistic missiles off our 
coast that can reach targets in the United States at the 
same time it takes the Pershing II to reach targets in 
the Soviet Union. So there's no qualitative change. 
Q You suggested two places in which the ° 
negotiations might continue in another forum, to paraphrase 


the Soviet point of view. One is the START negotiations 





and the other is the, in some manner, the CDE -- 





A No, you misunderstood what I said. I said 
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that other negotiations are underway. I wasn't suggesting 


that this reflécted any particular approach on our part to 


recognize Soviet concerns. ae 


a ~ 
es 
27 keh 


Q ‘But in questions about the START negotiations, 





you said that you were, in effect, not ruling out the — : 
~~ 

possibility that a decision might be made differently 

at some point in the future. me 





What I'm trying to get at is, what other for . 
are there other than merging START and INF? 

A I think you're really on the wrong track 
here. We want to negotiate on INF in Geneva within the 
current framework. No decision has been taken on changing» 
that framework. We will be at the negotiating table 


prepared to resume these talks if and when the Soviets 


a 


want to return. 
Q The Soviets have said that they're -- 
A I pointed out before that this isn't the 


first time they've done this. But we want to negotiate, 





and our current policy is to negotiate INF in the current 


framework. 
Q Only in that forum? 
A That's our current policy. 
Q Are there other available forums? Are 


there other ways this could be done, privately or whatever? 
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A Our belief now is you negotiate. If the 





Soviets want to negotiate oN INF, there is a place to do 


it. 






Q Given the fact that the Soviets have 
said publicly that they're going to take some counter s 
and we know the SS-21 is already deployed, is it possible 
that the pacing fact, in terms of when they come back to 
‘the talks, if they come back, will be dependent on what dt 
is in addition to the SS-21 that they can do which will | 


sort of back up what they said publicly, and that usenes” 





are they apt not to come back until they have a cruise ---- 
missile deployed on a submarine somewhere or off our coast? 


A I don't have the siightest idea. That's a ° 


7~ 





question you should ask the Soviets. -- 
Q I'm asking you what you, in your analysis,” .- - 
think of how long it might be and what the pacing factors as 


might be before they come back? z: oo % o% SS. BAe 


A I don't think we have any information on 
that subject. 
Q Could you address yourself to the 162 


British and French systems? Have the Soviets done anything 
in the last week or ten days to indicate that they have 


moved off that demand? 
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BEST 
A The picture here is extremely confusing. 


They appear'to suggest at one point that British and French 


forces don't have to be tak=#n jnito account to reach 





agreement, although at the same time they want an Se 


agreement that continues to give them a monopoly in these... 


categories of weapons. 

So even when they say they don't need to include 
British and French, by the very fact that their Proposal, 
calls for a monopglythey do appear to want cumenieaten= 
But, then, after Soviet diplomats have suggested that 
British and French forces don't have to be taken into 
account, we get high-level signals from Moscow to our 
Allies that, in fact, British and French forces do have 
to be taken into account. So, again, it's a contesting 


picture. 


(continued on next page) 
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Q What do we think is behind that confusion? 
Does it reflect any deeper division within the high-level Soviet 


ranks? When you mentioned before how difficult it is to 


cs Si ak 





predict what the Soviets will or will not do, have a 
. SS 


e% 


become even more diffiault to predict because of what “—*. 


to be a leadership vacuum or a struggle, or whatever? * 


A No. It's tempting to try to argue that; 
ips 
and in this brief flurry, confusing flurry of suggestic 






that they had -- a new proposal and suggesting that it 
our proposal and then apparently taking contradictory # 
positions -- it's tempting to think that there could possibly 
be uncertainty at the higher levels. Beyond just seciag that 
as a possible explanation, I just don't think we can go. 
Whether they have a finely tuned diplomatic strategy in 
mind or whether they're just kind of making enstetens on 
an ad hoc basis is simply unclear. ; | 

Q Is Andropov still in charge? What's your 
information? 

A We can't say. 

Q Have you any indication that he's more than 
ill to any of these stories? 

A We just see the same reports and rumors that 


you do. 





Q What's the schedule for maybe the U.S. team 
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coming back? 
A I'll let my colleague talk in detail about 


Paul Nitze's itinerary because he's going to be spending some 
tame in Europe consulting with different leaders. I jae | 






want to make clear that for the time being we are going ., 
to keep people on the delegation in Geneva because we think 
it's important that they be there -- that if and when the Soviet 
Union is prepared to resume the negotiations that they ; 
will have people to negotiate with. But let my colleagye -- 

Q Let me just try one thing with you, if vou 
could share with us the nature of the Soviet walkout today. 
They left no impression -- 

A You shouldn't call it a “walkout.” 

Q Yes. There was no indication whatever of 
the time. They could come back tomorrow, the way they 
stepped out today? 

A I think that they are tending to treat this 
as a recess. And, in fact, if you look at the pace of the 
negotiations and how they were handled over the last two ; 
years, this would be kind of moving toward the end of the 
session in any event. 

Q Yes. 


A So what they have done is they said that 


they're going home and they haven't told us when or if they 
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are coming back. 
Q Well, would they in the past have done that? 


- 


A Normall y, toward the end of the session, the 





two sides would discuss the length of a recess and wndl’ the 
$e 
talks woudl resume. = 


> 
Q Well, wouldn't it be properly characterized 





as a “walkout”? 


A I think a “walkout” actually connotes a‘ 





dramatic gesture; and I think you've seen -- if you | 
-- what happened there. There was a 25-minute meet ing"this 
morning between the two negotiators, and the Soviet negotiator 
laughed and simply said that the talks were in recess. 

Q He used the word “discontinued,” didn't 
he? 
"Discontinued." 
And that is not a very harsh word. 
I think the best word to use is “suspend.” 


Not "walkout"? 


r OD FY DOD » 


I don't think that is the right terminology. 
Q Assuming his English is pretty good, “discontinue” 


under these circumstances is not an especially harsh word. 





He could have used much harsher language. 
A I think that's correct, but I want my colleague 


to tell you a little bit about Paul Nitze's plans. 
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Q Just one thing: Is it your opinion now, 
as a result of what happened today -- are the two sides at 
a stalemate in the negotiations -- or, from the U.S. point of 
view, is there substantive -- ¥ 

A Let me just make a couple of remarks on se 
this. a 

First of all, we find it difficult to understand 
or to explain why the Soviets have done this. I will ust 
remind you that we have been at the negotiating cable fw 
for two years. During that period, the Soviet Union has 
contiaued to build up its SS-20 forces, its INF missile 
systems, at the ratecf approximately one a week. 

So, in other words, over that two-year period we 
had the deployment of some 100 SS-20 missiles with 300 
warheads. But the United States, backed up by its allies, 
has been willing to negotiate under the shadow of continuous 
Soviet deployments. 

We thus don't understand, and we don't think public 
opinion in the West will understand, why the Soviets cannot 
negotiate with us with the U.S. beginning deployment. 

The second point I would make is that there has 


been progress in the negotiations. 


There is a fundamental obstacle to an agreement; 


and that fundamental obstacle to an agreement is not, for 
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example, the question of British and French forces; but 

that obstacle is that the Soviet Union has taken the position 

through the whole period of these negotiations that while 

it should retain the ability to deploy a substantial ratte 

of SS-20 missiles -- a larger force, by the way, than a 

had when the negotiations were first proposed -- that the 

Soviet Union has taken the position that the United States 
om 


should not be permitted to deply a single systen. 5 
HF 


And they, having taken this position, sought. 









make this issue a test of Western credibility and resolve 
because for the last three years in the aftermath of the December 
‘79 decision the Soviet Union has sought to make this a test 
of Western credibility. And what has resulted, however, is 
a test, really, of their own credibility because the Alliance 
has held together and at every major NATO meeting and 
in every national election that has taken place this 
year -- countries like Britain, countries like Italy, countries 
like Germany -- in every parliamentary debate, up to and 
including the one yesterday in the Bundestag, the December 
‘79 decision has been reaffirmed. 

Q Do you exclude the possibility that the 
January 17th meeting could set the stage for some discussion 


-- either a new INF proposal by Gromyko to Shultz or vice 


versa? 
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A I think that you have to understand what the 
subjectand the purpose of this 35-nation arms control 
conference is. It is to took at arms control from a new 
perspective to emphasize so-called ao =—l 
-- steps sean cenitishen Gin exe 00 tte tute sin cl 
activities more visible, to lower the risks of accidental ' war; 
and to take steps so that in times of crisis, in tines of 
tension, people don't miscalculate -- that that forum ie a 


very different kind of forum, with 35 countries, and t 





subject of the negotiations are a very different subject than 
the INF negotiations. 

So I think that the point we are making is not 
that somehow INF is going to become the subject of a dif- 
ferent negotiation. There is a negotiation for INF. 

The point we're making is that we should not view 
this step as the end of prospects for progress in Fast-West 
arms control. 

Q 0.K. To come back to my question -- 

A Well, the answer was "No." I thought I answered 


it. I just did it in an elegant way. (Laughter.) 





Q Has there been substantial progress at the 
START negotiations? 


As Sorry? 


Q Has there been substantial progress in the 











20 


A Ko, I don't think there has. There has 
been some progress. The United States position has evolved 


in ways that are clearly more flexible; but we can't > a 







the same, unfortunately, for the Soviet position. 
Q Could you explain in some detail why you ~~ 
belie vs that merging the talks would complicate the talks | 


_ 
when there are a number of experts who believe that 
prospects for an agreement would be enhanced if you 
more weapon systems on the table to trade off? = 


A You can make the problem so complex and 
so complicated by having so many different systems of 


different capabilities on the table that the problem of 





tradeoffs is exacerbating; it’s not eased. 

We have a special problem that we are focusing on 
in the INF negotiations. That is the problem posed by the 
unilateral, unprovoked buildup of the SS-20s. And the December 
'79 decision was designed to deal with that problem, and 
the negotiation with Soviet SS-20s and older missiles and 
U.S. deployments I think is one that is understandable. é 
It*s one that has a certain simplicity -- that if the Soviet 
Union was really interested in achieving an agreement either 
with zero on both sides or permitting some level of deploy- 


ments on both sides, we could quickly make progress. 
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The reason that: we don't have an agreement is 
because, as I pointed out before, the Soviets are proposing 
what the President has called a "half-zero option" and that 
wouldn't change, no matter where you were areata 


how you were negotiating this problem. 





Q Let me ask you a different question el 
the thrust of what you're saying -- what you said today 
and what the President said -- is: “Well, the Russians) : 
will probably be back and it‘s not a big crisis. And eh 
not be carried away with words like ‘walkout.'" 

But there are some people who do think we are 
entering into a very difficult period with the Russians, 
that a real chill is under way, and that there is no easy exit 
from this situation. 

Do you share this view at all or not? 

A No. I think in part that is precisely the 
kind of environment or climate that the Soviet Union is 
trying to create. And here I think we have to be very honest 
with ourselves. The Soviet Union has been waging a campaign 
of fear over the last three or four months on this subject 
in an effort -- and a last-ditch effort -- to stop the Western 
deployments, arguing that the onset of U.S. deployments is 


somehow going to qualitatively change the environment in 


? 


East-West relations. 

















22 


* Best COPY AVAILABLE 


We believe that the Soviet Union has strong stakes, 


st 


just as we do, in preserving stability. We believe that they 


havean interest in achieving an effective INF agreement, 





that they have an interest in stabilizing tne ee. 

balance and in reaching progress in other areas of arms | " 
Q Soviet civilians have said privately, here. 

and in Germany -- and the civilians in the goverment pes 


not military -- that the SS-20 deployment was bas 






mistake but the military sort of forced it upon cnen @ 
they don't quite know how to deal with it. ¥ 

Have they ever given that sort of hint to the 
State Department or to the negotiators? 


A No, and I will just simply make the point 





that every indication we have about decision-making in the 
Soviet Union is that the political elite is very much in 
control and if, as you say, the Soviet Union made a mistake. 
on the SS-20, they certainly would like to compound 
it -- because they're upwards now to 360 SS-20s with three 
warheads and they're continuing to deploy. 

Some mistake! (Laughter.) 

Q It*s still not clear to me whether you expect 
Soviet military countermeasures or whether you just don't 


know. 


A No. The problem is that the Soviets -- we've 
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told you this time and time again -- have a tremendous 
military momentum. It's not as though, in the absence of 
deployments, the Soviets wouldn't be moving ahead on a broad 


are 


froit. They would. 





‘It's just difficult to even pick out an area ¥ 


the Soviet Union could do something that it isn't otherwite 


already doing. They're already deploying short-range oot 






systems. They're already developing and testing cruise 
missiles. They're already modernizing their submarine’ 
force. 
Q Onthematter of folding these talks -- 
A Just on this question I go back to I think 
a very wise thing that Secretary of Defense Harold Brown 
said when he was in office -- and that is when the U.S. 
builds, the Soviet Union builds. When the United States 
doesn't build, the Soviet Union builds. 
Q On the matter of folding, does not the 
December ‘79 decision say that the INF -- they weren't called 
“INF” but the talks should take place within the framework 
or the context of the existing strategy talks? | 
A No. It says within the SALT III framework. 
Q Yes. 
A As of that time. 


We don't have a SALT III. And we think -- and we have 
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said, and the allies understand -- that these negotiations 


do take place in that broader framework. They're not com- 


pletely oblivious to the fact that there's another negotiation 
going on. = 


Rae 8.25. 


We discussed that with the allies. There is ae 







clear relationship between the two negotiations. The /-— 


stay in touch. So there's clearly a relationship beté the 
two. 

We recognize that relationship in our own policy- 
making between the two negotiations back here in Washington. 
But the fundamental thing is that is a very different point 
than the whole question of merging the two negotiations -- 
which, I just want to underline, does not or would not resolve 
this very fundamental problem in which the Soviet Union 


simply says that the United States, under no circumstance, 





has the right to deploy any missiles in Europe while they 
have the right to maintain this substantial force which can 


threaten our allies both in Europe and in Asia. 


Q Thank you. 
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B (end) Q What's Nitze's schedule? 

sa SECOND SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say that 
with regard to Ambassador Nitze's schedule what he will do is 

what's normallydone after a negotiating round, which La 






to consult first with NATO in Brussels and then to co 
bilaterally with various allies, particularly in the 
countries. | 

The delegation will operate out of Geneva ar 
all the delegation will be there at least through a ree 
today. Some may return at that point, but we will leave a 
few people there as well -- particularly Ambassador Glitman 
-- so that if in fact the Soviets desire to return on a 
minute's notice or however they wish to get back to Geneva, 
we will be ready. 

Q In the past, this is about the period of time 
when there normally would be a recess. 

A That's right. Normally it's two months on 
amitwo months off. 

FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just want 
to underline what my colleague said earlier: that it had 
been our proposal though -- 

Q Yes. 

A -- because obviously deployments were imminent 


that the two sides should stay at the negotiating table, and 
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we only wanted a very brief recess over the Christmas 


holidays. 


Q Did you say Ambacsad-r Nitze is going to 






here or not? 


SECOND SENIOR ADMIN. :7:° cON OFFICIAL: 





= 
Nitze will then come back here. At least, that's his ~~ 


current plan. ; aia 


Q When will that be? 





A Probably a week from today. 


? 
(Whereupon, at 11:39 a.m., the BACKGROUND briefing 


was concluded.) 
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MR. MORRIS: Thank you. I think given the range 
of issues to cover, rather than make any lengthy ounveiant” a 
I'll just briefly describe the reasons for my being there 
and our team being there, and then answer any questions | 


that you have. I think the handouts will be fairly 


2 lea 


comprehensive. 

I went down there wearing two hats and for two 
purposes. First, was as Deputy Administrator of AID to 
examine how we were aiiocating and using the $3.475 million 
in disaster assistance and immediate rehabilitation 
ecsistance that we had programmed. And, secondly, to look 
at how we might design a program for allocating the 
$15 million authorized recently by the Congress for 
economic assiStance. 

Then, as a member of the White House Coordinating 
Group on private secular activities in Grenada, I was © 
asked to head an interagency survey team and examine private 


sector conditions there with a view toward reporting back 


? 





to our group in the White House what we found and what 
linkages might be appropriate with the U.S. private | 
sector that haz exoressed such interest +n getting 


involved. 





We made that report last night. They will be 
releasing it later. And with that, I stand ready to 
answer any questions that’ you have. 


Q Mr. Morris, does your team believe, 





‘Number 1, that there is a market for completion of that © 
airport in terms of eventual tourist travel, or whatever, 
and have they set a possible price for the completion of 


that field? 





MR. “MORRIS: Yes. We are aware there is a~ 
potential market. No, we have not set a price nor are 
we recommending that it be completed at this stage, since 
we do not have the data. What we are recommending is that 
a study be done as quickly as possible of what it would 
cost to complete the airport and necessary support 
infrastructure. 

One thing is clear, however, and that is that 
the President was absolutely correct in terms of the intent 


of the previous government being more focused on military 











than economic matters with sesante to that airport. We 
unearthed further evidence to that effect that I found 
quite convincing in terms of the government programs on Pe 
roads, for example. | | be 

When we went with them on their road needs, = 
they said one of their high priorities was a five-mile 
access road directed from the airport to St. Georges. 
We rode the existing track which is a jeep-rutted road 
for a short distance and pot-hole” filled the remainder 3 
- the way. And yet the design of the road proposed was 
not completed nor was any funding on the book - that made a 
it impossible for the road to be available by the original 
March 1,°'1984 date. 

7 Secondly, that government had enacted a tax 

code that was virtually confiscatory as far as any outside 
investment in tourist facilities would be concerned. A 
fifteen percent tax on foreigners buying land; 55 percent 
corporate tax; 20 percent withholding tax; 5 percent tax 
on Grenadians selling land. | 


The tovrist industry told us, for example that 


it resulted in an effective tax rate of approximately 


85 percent. If a government were seriously trying to use 











that airport to generate such business, why did their 
policies move in the opposite direction? Because there 

is no investment plan, and the public sector did not get 
in and begii. construction or design of publicly-owned Ca 


facilities. ‘ 





There might have been some rhetoric about it ar 
but there was nothing on the books about it. It seems to 
ine then, clearly, they weren't that concerned about those 
aspects. We are. So among the things we're recommending, 
is that the government policy be discussed with the new 
interim government, which seems quite aware of the problems 
they've inherited in this regard, and take a look at what 
can be done to improve the investment climate. 

At the same time, we examine what improvements 
in the infrastructure will be needed to make that airport 
viable as an economic undertaking. 

Q To follow up, the strip-is in pretty good 
shape. Is there a private investment market for 
purchasing or leasing it and operating it? 

A We don't know. We're going to look into 
that. The strip seems to be in good shape, certainly. 

They C-ls and 4ls landing on it, and C-130s. et cetera. 


But one engineer told me the runway needed another coat of 














asphalt; another engineer told me it needed five coats of 
asphalt. — 
The water system is not adequate or working there 


at this time. There's some talk about locating a 





telecommunications tower there, and no one has thought 
through the design, the height, the cost, et cetera, of * oa 
that. 

The airport itself, the terminal, is a shell; . 
just concrete and cinderblock walls. Nothing inside. 4 
No one knows the value and utility of some of the electronic 
equipment, navigational equipment, et cetera, that were 
found crates. The truth of the matter is that no one on 
this earth at this moment knows what it would take to 
operate that airport, to construct it, to maintain it every 
year, to train the personnel and what options there are to 
finish it short of its original 9,000 foot length. So we 
are urging that those facts be gathered and put on the 
table and weighed against the economic benefits that might 
accrue, given the linkages I mentioned that are now not 
present and then make a decision what interest there may 


be on the part of any part of the Federal government alone 


or in cooperation with other governments or other private 


investors. I believe that recommendation will be followed. 
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Q You say the President was absolutely 
correct because the evidence that you uncovered while > 
you were there was that there were no plans to improve ig” 


Des 


a 5-mile access road-to -- 4 


= 


A To build one. +. 

Q Ge te 05008 Win, ond Rie Ge Oh ae * 
on the tourist industry was confiscatory. 

Did you find any -- from that you're —e 
an intent to use it for military purposes; is that - 
correct? 

A Either that or they're absymally ignorant. 

Q Is that possible? 

A It's possible but I would think with the 
number of advisors they had throughout the government, 
it's highly unlikely; sophisticated advisors from the 
Soviet Union, Cuba and other Bast-bloc countries. 

I might add another thing that was interesting 
to us. As we begin to try and research the true financial 
condition, balance of payments, other accounts, operation 
of the various departments of the government, we found 


that a lot of the data was missing and apparently had left 


with the advisors. 


The Grenadian officials, the permanent civil 











servants that we met with indicated that that was in fact 
the case. It appears to me that these advisors in many 


cases were doing the administration, not just the advising. - 





(continued on next page) - 
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Q Again, I just want to clarify this. pid 
you find anything in the structure or infrastructure 
of the airport or the facilities around it that indicated 
that it was to be usec fo. any military purpose? Because 
we have, I guess, the main private contractor saying on 
the contrary things required for any kind of military 
facility were lacking and were not planned for in any 
way. 

A Since the storage and apron areas are . 
uncompleted, I think it's a little difficult to judge 
how they might have eventually turned out. I do know the 
airport was ringed with anti-aircraft guns and other things, 
but I*m not an expert on the design of military airports nor 
am I an expert on the design of civilian airports. 
But I do think -- common sense dictates -- that if you're 
trying to use a facility of that size and investment that is 
going to be scheduled to open in roughly four months, somebody 
would have given thought to providing the infrastructure 
necessary to handle the volume of tourists such an airport 
would require to be an economically sound investment. 

We have been told by airlines that between 1200 
and 1500 rooms need to be available to justify landing 
rights. There are only 400 first-class rooms available 


on the island at this time. There's no evidence that that 














B2 ac - missing 1100 rooms or 800: rooms, depending on which figure 


you take, was in the process of being brought into being. 


So I just simply question how they were going to achieve 


+ 


* 
-- 


the economic goal they set as the primary reason for ak 


= 


construction of the airport. 





It's clear the military uses were immediate. “Phat 's 
just common sense. | 

I have no special secret insight or information. 

Q What were the military uses? 4 

A | That's the landing of military etuanets tees 
the deployment of them from that site, which I would think 
would constitute under some circumstances a threat to the sea 
lanes which are of such vital interest to us in the region. 


Q Is there a Tourist Council, a Grenadian 





Tourist Council? 

A Oh, absolutely; and we met with them at 
some length. It consists of tour operators as well as hoteliers, 
and they set forth their needs for the coming years. 

Q What did they say about the airport, about the 
advisability of completing it? , 

A They were quite in favor of it, particularly 
if we were going to be able to go forward and help with 
the infrastructure. 


Q Why were they in favor of it? 
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” beautiful islands I think I've ever seen. sa 
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A Because without it they find it very 
difficult to attract a large volume of tourists -- even though 


it is a lovely island, I must say. It is one of the most | 


=~ 


ee. 
As it now stands, the airport at Perles, which 2 


I'm sure you've all heard many times, is 16 miles away. “but 
that road takes over an hour to drive. It is in abysmal con- 
dition, except for some short stretches the Canadians 

and the European Development Fund worked on. It has no # 
night-landing facilities and, as a result, many tourists have 
to overnight in Barbados. And when a tour director suggests to 
them that they buy this package -- it includes the overnight 


in Barbados -- they often object, we're told by the tour 





director, and would prefer to take another tour and undergo 
that form of inconvenience. We're used to getting on a plane 
and going directly where we're going -- maybe with some stops 
along the way, but not overnight with eupensive hotels and 
other costs -- taxis, et cetera -- and they're quite right 

in assuming that unless they get direct flights from Canada, 
the U.S. and Europe, they're going to have difficulty 
attracting large numbers of tourists. And unless those 
tourists have means of getting around comfortably cn ¢ 


island, they're not going to find their stay as pleasant as 


they might elsewhere, and so they won't come. 
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Q Of all the industries on the island, which 


one holds the greatest promise for economic expansion and 


>. 


growth? ei 


A ‘We think both tourism and agriculture. .. 


ee 
, ee 


Agriculture is the leading element in the economy now, ‘4 






a 


ae ne 


we identified several opportunities in the agri- 
business field that we think show promise. 

Of course, one of the factors here is what the 
new government will decide to do with regard to the > Te 
enterprises that hafe been created, some of which a the 
agricultural area -- such as the Agro Industries firm, | 
a processing firm -- Grenadian state farms, and other state 
enterprises that are making effective operation of a free 
market economy rather difficult. 

Q Can you describe some of those opportunities 
in agribusiness that you're talking about? 

A Yes. They're set forth in some detail in the 
report and they include such things as the Agro Industries firm 
I mentioned, which process various products from nectar of 
papaya to nutmeg and nutmeg jam and other preserves. 

We also think that there is going to be a market, 
if thexe is ready transport availabie, for cut fiewese < in 


fact, there are three U.S. buyers already expressing 


interest in that particular product -- also fresh fruits 
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BF ac and vegetables, to name a few. Cocoa is very successful 
already. The problem is inadequate production. 
They need further assistance on genetics and on fertilizer, 
pest control, and other things; but they've already esta 
half of next year's cocoa crop. It's of an extremely high 
quality. rl 


In the banana industry, they're suffering from 


mocha disease, which is a disease that attacks the stem, 


and that is a difficulty that needs to be cured. 2 
But these are just a few. & 


They also have a very productive continental 
shelf, one of the largest in the region, with many shell- 


fish -- which, if packaged and frozen, I think would have 





a ready market. 





Q Mr. Morris, when you spoke about confiscatory 
tax policies on the previous administration, the previous 
administration was a Socialist government. Is it possible 
they were thinking of creating a tourist industry without 
a considerable amount of private investment, and isn't it 
something socialized countries do? 

A They may have been thinking about it, but 
there was no evidence of our meeting with their government 


officials that they have any plans to do that. We've spoken 


to Grenadians, probably the same people you have, who said 
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that Mr. Bishop, at least -- and some other members of his 
government -- were interested in stimulating -- 
Q Mr. i ie Minister of Tourism, certainly 


wwidn't say they weren*t interested in stimulating gidater 
ee. 


tourism. s 

A I'm sure they were interested in it; but jas 
I say, when we met with the officials there were no plans 
on the books -- specific plans for any specific facility 
being underwritten and planned for fairly new-term 4 
construction by that government. 

Q ‘This is the chicken-or-the-egg question. 

Did they need the airport to get the private and outside 
assistance necessary to bring that kind of investment in 
there? 

A I don't think it is chicken or egg. I 
think it is chicken and egg. The two have to go hand in 
hand. 

That airport is an enormously expensive undertaking 
for a small country like that. The regime virtually looted 
the private banking system to help raise revenue for it. 
There's no liquidity left. They raised the reserve require- 
ments from 10 to 20 percent, which took 12 million out just 


like that, last year. And to co that without planning the 


attendant infrastructure, I think foredooms you to economic 
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failure. You have to move along hand in hand, and there was 
no evidence that they were doing that or that the aid they 


were getting was focused in that direction. 


es 





4 


Q Will you explain where we are on that 


7 
15 million dollars? Is it now available to be spent this” 
a 
year or what? : 
A Yes, it is. as 


Now let me switch for a moment, if I can, frqn the 
private-sector team to what the aid proposal will be 2 
to the Congress over the next few weeks on how we alicdane 
that 15 million dollars. 

The first thing we plan to do is a five-million- 


dollar economic support-fund grant, balance of payments 


support, to reinject liquidity into the banking system to 


provide for capital goods, consumer goods, foodstuffs, raw 
materials to start the economy moving again. so that they 
can begin to reactivate the labor force which is in severe 
straits. 

I might add with regard to the labor force we : 
found the unions decimated, all the leaders either executed 
or in detention for doing the execution. And this is 
another matter that is going to have to be addressed and 


included in the Social Services section of the aid proposal. 


We .. planning two and a half million in social services, 
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which would include training of civil servants as well 
as working with AIFLD -- the AFL-CIO overseas arm -- 


on reconstituting the union leadership and creating 






basis for a stable democratic trade-union movement. 

We're also going to be programming money in t = 
Social Services area for health and education. 

We're planning roughly four and a half million 
dollars to be allocated to road reconstruction. That jill 
include the training of Grenadian public works personn@, 
the provision of engineering assistance, and pessnstsetinien 
of roughly 12 to 14 miles of road. 

In addition, we are planning a million-dollars 
direct private-sector assistance, which will include training 
and technical assistance for the Chamber of Commerce and 
other similar business organizations. 

Q How much was that again -- one million? 

A One million, yes. 

So does that add up? Let's see. Five- for 
the rehabilitation grant, 45- for roads, 2s- social services, 
2- for agriculture -- which would be extension service, 
land survey, soil analysis, pest control, land conservation -- 
that sort of thing. 


Q You're still 500 thousand short, I think. 


A The way I read it, we're right on the money. 
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You're right, yes. That's 15-. 
And that’s in addition to the 3.475 -- 
3.475. | 
-- that's correct. 


Where is the money coming from? 


r ODO FF OD FY DO 


The money is coming from the 15 million 
dollars authorized by the Congress -- appropriated by the 


Congress in the CR. It is money deobligated from the Syria 


Program. 3 
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Q Whom would it have gone to? 

A Syria. ; 

Q Does that represent the whole Syria -- - 

A Oh, no. The rest of it would be obligated a geo. 
and going in of 


different places. But 15,000,000 of it is gois 





there. 

Q For how long? ‘ 

A That's through Fiscal ‘84. 

Q Are you recommending increases beyond that? 

A Beyond the 15 and 3.475? Not at this ian 

Q You assume this will be sufficient for the fiscal 
year? 


A No, we're not saying that. We're saying that's 
all we're asking for in planning the program at this time; but 
until all the verter are done, I can't say that at some time 
in the future we might not request some additional money, but 
not much more. 

I would point out that none of this includes any 
money for the airport -- I'm speaking now as AID. AID is not 
at this point planning to invest anything in that airport. 

We have not studied it -- in fact, no one has, as I said 


before, which is why we came back with the conclusion that 


somebody should. 
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Q I think I know the answer, but why are you 
cutting Syria? (Laughter) 
A Well, the Congress did that. Maybe you ought. 
to ask them, but I suppose because of difficulties in Our. 


2 


diplomatic negotiations with them. aie 

Q Are you going to send pictures of Grenada tee 
Syria? 

A No, no. I*ve never seen Syria, but Grenada 
looks a lot prettier from the photographs I've seen. ; 

Walter. , 

Q Two things about the airport: one is -- I came 
in late and I heard you say something about that there were no 
plans for feeder roads to the airport? 

TA The principal one to St. Georges, through the 
Sugarmill, this 5-mile road, they have no design plans. They 
had mapped out a route, and they said this is the way to solve 
the problem of transporting this volume of people in and out 
of the principal city, but they had not proceeded very far with 
it under the other government, and they had no funding in the 
pipeline to begin construction, let alone to have done so in 
time to make that airport opening. 

Q The captured documents had two or three 


examples, beginning I guess in June of ‘83, when they sat 


down with the Cubans and actually mapped out, I think it 


was, 30 miles, of main road and feeder roads, which was part 
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of their next year’s construction program. 


A All I can say is what these officials told me. 


They had routes located, but they had not gone far at all me 


in terms cf arv road design, and th=y had no commitments *=_ 


on any funding to do any construction. And you can't | 


_ 





a road until in two or three months flat. 

Q Have you seen the documents that were = 
passed out here because -- | 

A No, I have not. What I am giving you is ; 
what was orally presented to me by the senior officials 
of the Public Works Department of the interim government of — 
Grenada, the career civil servants. I met with every depart- 
ment of government in a large room for several hours, and had 
a separate meeting with telecommunications, water, power, 
and public works sections, to go through the entire infra- 
structure, and that is when that issue arose. 

Is that correct, Jim? You were with me. 
MR. HOLTAWAY: Right. 
Q If I could just ask one more: You keep 


emphasizing that AID has no plans for the airport. What other 


_ branch of government might have plans for the airport? 


MR. MORRIS: None at this point, that I know of; 
but since I do also represent AID, I want to make it clear in 


this 18.475 total, there is no money budceted for that purpose 


at this time. 
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In our meeting last‘night at the White House where 
we presented our findings and recommendations, some discussion 
then took place about should such a study be undertaken, and if 
so, who should do it? It was pointed out tnat = number of 7 
private sector firms with engineering and airport design expastise 
a 


were willing to donate their services to make that assessment. 


In addition, representatives of the Commerce Department spoke 


‘up and said that they had some skilled people in that area; 


the FAA was mentioned. It‘*s hard to say. I don‘t want to # 
speak for any of these agencies, but it is clear that some com- 
bination of skills entirely without the federal government, 
entirely within, or some combination thereof is going to be put 
together to examine this issue; and that will probably be decided 
next week. 

Q The Pentagon is running the airport right now. 
They are using it, so you must assume they are running it. 

A Well, they are occupying it. They have brought 
in portable landing lights, a self-contained military navigation 
system , a portable navigation system, and that is what they are 
using to guide their own aircraft in and out. They have not 
done any design studies or operational cost estimates whatsoever. 

Q I wanted to find out, have you had a chance to 


see about the U.S. private sector, if there is no interest 


besides the cut flowers investing in Grenada? 
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c-5 A The reason this group was put together was 
because all our agencies in the White House were being swamped 
with calls from various individuals and firms expressing . 

interest in either being of assistance, because they felt ae 

it was the patriotic thing to do; or for pure business ae 


=: 


reasons they had their interest. And rather than have each ~ 
agency send down groups of its own officials, coupled with 
private sector interest, and private sector interests them 
selves come down and inundate the place and overburden the 
Embassy staff as things were settling down, it was felt a ’ 
coordinated effort would be better, that the agencies could 
put "P@bburces together, and that we adopt a coordinated 
approach vis-a-vis the private sector, we can do more faster 
than by any other method. 

There are a number of other firms than the ones I 
mentioned, not by name, but by categorv in the cut-flower area 
that are interested in other things. 

What I now anticipate will happen is that in a 
week or so a group of business individuals will go down there, 
and meet with Grenadian counterparts, and begin to pursue some 
of these specific interests. There is a large convention in 


Miami this weekend and next week -- I guess mostly next week, 


Tuesday throuch Friday, of roughly 800 individuals involving 


most of the Caribbean business interests. 
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After that conference is over -- because it wouldn't 
make much sense to have our business people go into Grenada 
when the Grenadians themselves are in Miami -- we will follow 
up, I suspect. wits something like an CTEC investment niséiion. 
In addition, it was said last night in our group meeting, that 

a 
we will probably conduct a briefing in a week or so for the F 
most appropriate private sector lLinkases, the firms with the 
most appropriate linkages, and that might lead to yet another 
delegation going down and beginning to pursue things. ;: 

Q Does that group of business individuals 
include representatives of the airlines? 

A I don’t know that because they haven't been 
selected yet. We are going through the process of beginning 
to combine everybody's list of querries, and identify now 
that we're back -- we thought it inapprorriate to pick these 
people before we returned. Now that we've returned, and 
just last night presented the areas of what we thought were 
the greatest opportun.ty, we will now go back through these 
lists and try to identify the most appropriate linkages. 

I do know that airlines have expressed interest. 

Q Are there any other countries involved in an 

aid procram cr is it just totally American? 


A Oh, no. The Canadians anc the British, fer 


example, have aid programs. The sritish had a relatively small 
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one, but my understanding is that they have requested 
sesiibiiataip from their government to begin a rather amhitous 
program in 1984. The Canadians had a program of slightly 

over $1 million last year, and I met with their representative 
as well, and they have requested permission from their govers- 
ment to restart it, and to continue at that level. Neither =. 
the British Government nor the Canadian Government have 
authorized those agencies to proceed. But they were involved 
in the past; we expect they will be involved in the future, 
and their representatives in the area have recommended that. 

The Veneziielans, too, I might. add, I think have 
expressed some interest, but I'm not sure to what degree. 

Q Related to that, do you have an estimate as to 
the kinds of aid projects that were being pursued by countries 
such as Cuba and the Soviet Union, others countries that 
probably will not be interested in carrying on, or not be able 
to carry on -- what the value of that was on an annual basis, 
roughly? 

And also can you respond to -- In this press 
release here, you say that PRG “looted the banking system 
to pay for their pet schemes." What were their pet schemes 
that you're referring to? 


A The airport and other centralized state 


agencies that were created. The state had borrowed 14 percent 
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of the bank deposits in 1981. The state had borrowed 35 
percent of the banking deposits by 1983. State activity 
constituted 12 percent of the GDP (gross domestic product) 


when the new Jewel movement came to power; it conn ge 







41 percent when they left power. 

What you have is a classic Marxist, forced 
collectivization of economic activity at great human and 3 
economic cost -- not surprising. oe 

Yes, sir. 7 

Q I'd like you to go back to the first quest: 
Besides the airport, can you identify what projects there 
were as opposed to the creation of a classic Marist force, 
and so on and so forth? What was it for? 

A They also had, of course, the cost of 
maintaining their teachers, their doctors, the advisors in all 
the various ministries. There was talk of that road rehabilita- 
ion, although as I said there was no evidence. Other than that, 
I am not aware of a list of specific projects that I could give 
you because a lot of the documents disappeared. On the other 
hand, I gather, Walter, while I was away, other documents : 
that were retrieved were released here in Washington that I 
haven't had time to see. I've only been back in the country 
roughly 36 hours. 

If I may ask Jim Holtsaway, the head of our Office 


of Caribbean Affairs, do you know any more about the details? 
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The dollar volume was roughly $20 million in total. 
Q Of what? 
A Of East-bloc assistance, Soviet East-bloc & 
assistance. They :lso sqreed to buy 500 tons of the nutagy 
at commercial prices. “e 


Q I'm sorry, again. On the “pet projects.”® 





I know that there were these state agencies. What were 
they to do, these state agencies? 

A They did virtually -- they were in every : 
sector of activity. They included such things as the % 
collectivized farms and the state-run factories, mini- 
factories, I guess by our standards. 

I would call that a pet project, just like I 
would call our private sector initiatives one of our pet 


projects. 


(Continued on page 26.) 





' yadio station where the equipment already was installed, and the 
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MR. HOLTAWAY: No, just the obvious one was the Cuban 


antenna in place, and so forth, with a capability of broadcasting 
well beyond the beaches of Grenada. | = 
MR. MORRIS: We flew over it but didn't have i Chane 


-- didn't have time to go and actually look at it. Bo 






Yes, ma'am? a al 
Q Will any nurses, doctors, teachers be going down 


as part of our assistance package? 


A I would -- a 
Q Is there any? ; 


A Yes, I would assume so. We have budgeted monies for 





that purpose in the social services section of the A.I.D. package. 

But I am working very hard to see what we can do about coordinating 

a lot of the volunteers that have stepped up and expressed interest. 

Obviously the Peace Cospe is another area to look for assistance. 

And we have a detailed accounting of every teacher requested and 

needed by the government, and the level of sophistication and skill 

they are to have. And the same thing is true in the medical field, 

through the nursing and technician area as well. And we anticipate, 

on the short term anyway, meeting that need with primarily volunteers, 

either through the Peace Corps or directly from our private sector. 
But I would like to say that it is our objective to replace 

them as rapidly as possible with appropriate Crenadians or ether 

West Indians that might be available. We don't want to simply substi- 


tute our control of their entire system for the Cuban-Soviet control. 


~ 




















We only want to fill a skills gap in the short run. We also want 


to provide a lot of technical assistance to speed up that process. 
And it's interesting to note that the population of the 

island has fallen from the figures that I had begun to read when I 

first was asked to take this on. The number mentioned frequently: 


was 110,000. We are now told the best number is around 85.0) 







and there are roughly 400,000 Grenadians elsewhere in the world 7%: 


So we think there is a reservoir of talent there that @ 
more hospitable circumstances might be willing to come home and help 
with the process of reconstruction and economic reactivation. | 

Yes, sir? Ze 

Q Perhaps you have some insight into this. Do yo have 
any idea how the Barbadian Government, Mr. Adams, or, say, the* 
Dominican Government, Prime Minister Charles, feels about getting. 
another competitor for the tourist dollar in that area? 

A Yes, I have some sense of that, but it is not first- 
hand. There wasn't time, I'm afraid, for us to go visit those other 
islands. 

They understand they are dealing with a rather unique 
situation: an island that is in dire circumstances, and therefore 
may need more front-end assistance than would be average for the 
region. 

But really, at roughly the $18 million or $20 million 
level we are currently talking of economic assistance, it isn't 
that far out of line with the amounts being given to those islands, 


which in some cases is $13 million or $14 million a year now. 


But it is clear in the short run it will be more expensive 


to rehabilitate Grenada, than it is to maintain our on-going economic 
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assistance programs in those other islands. 
In the longer run, however, we see that assistance assum- 
ing a more normal proportion with regards to the program we have 


going throughout the region. We are very mindful of the fact that. 







we are dealing with a natic. tht is part of a community that 
itself as a whole. And we do not at this point in time intend | 
establish any overly extensive or ambitious U.S. presence there 
only in the short-run, to try to reverse the enormous difficulties 
that were inherited rather suddenly. — 
Q Is there a feeling among, say, the Barbadians that 

they are Massey's, and they are not wild about having American; 7 
Government assistance to build up Gimble's? 5 


A No, I don't get that sense at all. I first wanted 


to deal with the dollar volume, and now let's talk about tourist 


- competition. 


Grenada is a rather unique case in shat it has catered 
in the past to what the industry specialists call the "up scale" 
part of the market--the more wealthy tourists, if you will. Their 
hotels are small, often very exclusive villas. And they want to 
keep it that way. While they want to expand the number of rooms 
so that they can make landings at the airport a reasonable prospect, 
they told us repeatedly they wanted no facility larger than 150 
rooms. They wanted no facility taller than the palm tree line. 
They wanted to maintain that intimate, and somewhat exclusive, 
atmosphere they felt would give them an exclusive role in the market 


place, as opposed to the situation, for example, in St. Lucia where 
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where more large-scale building took place, and now it is very high 
volume, but obviously less costly. They felt that would be too 


directly competitive for their own interests--let alone the other 








islands’. 


So they are trying very hard, as the dust settlec. Qa 





at the situation and see where they would have special niches ‘al 
comparative advantage, as opposed to their neighboring islands aqme 
Q In that case, they are probably not interested in. 


the cruise ship market, are they? wie 





No, quite the contrary. 

That answers your room problem. 
No. Cruise ships, they could sleep on the ship? 
That's right. 


r Oo Fr O FY 


And so they are very interested in the cruise ship 
market and a resumption of the yachting business. Again, of course 
the type of people who have yachts are the type of people who 
generally have a little money to spend when they come ashore. And 
we have statistics on the yachting calls, and they have fallen off 
rather markedly over recent years. And I discovered one of the 
reasons why was they used to get shot at when they would pull into 
some of the coves, because various areas were being declared security 
areas, and then not again--and they didn't have generalized knowledge 


of that. 


When the word is out that the situation is stable and 


returned to normal, and they can safely drop anchor virtually where- 


ever they choose, I think that they anticipate a return of the yachting 
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business. They are certainly interested in a return of the cruise 
business. In fact, one of the things they asked us was would we 
please convey that desire, in the hopes that perhaps some of our 


cruise lines would take a renewed interest, even in this season, © 






in coming back to Grenads--following the turn of the year. 

Q Two questions. You said a $13 to $14 million 
Is that all U.S. or is that -- 

A No, that was just U.S. “ 


Q -- like Tobago or Trinidad -- I mean, St. Lucia.or 


(inaudible), and Dominica--they're all getting that kind of -- 


wae 


A Well, in Dominica it is a $9 point something ro 
project alone, as I remember. And when you add on other projeéts, 
the Dominica number comes to $13 or $14 million. Is that correct, \ 
Jim? 

MR. HOLTAWAY: That's correct, but probably not on a 
sustained annual Jevel. It is kind of lump because we do it ina 
project form, and it varies from year-to-year. 

Q The other things was, there was some Cuban equipment 
that was left there, and the Cubans say they want that back and so 
forth. Did you see this, and the amount of it? And what are the 
prospects? 

MR. MORRIS: I didn't see it up close. I saw some warehouse 
sheds, open sheds that had no walls, with rows of trucks underneath 
them. And that was all I saw. I did not have a chance to study the 
Cuban equipment. 

I'm afraid I am going to have to go in just a few minutes. 


Q Can you (inaudible). 


A I really wanted to answer one last question. 
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Q Did they say they were going to give it back? 
A The subject of the Cuban equipment was never dis- 
cussed. It didn't appear that extensive to me, but we didn't get 
into how many turcks they had there, and there were no requests to us 


for trucks. Trucks did not become *n issue at any point. dl 


I didn't see any other types of equipment. ro 
= 
Yes, sir? er” 


Q Do you know how many A.I.D. personnel there are now, 
and how many that may grow to? 

A Shrink to, would be a better way of looking at it. 

We have a regional development office in Barbados that 
covers the entire region, and our plan is that that will continue to 
be the case, although maybe in the immediate future we will have a 
semi-autonomous office in Grenada, given the volume that will have 
to go through there and the short amount of time in managing the 
contract. 

We had at our peak roughly eleven U.S. on detail from 
Barbados, and a couple from the United States, the first few weeks 
after the rescue mission. But our plans for 1984 would be roughly 
four to six Americans, and less than that in subsequent years. As 


I said, we want to integrate this into our regional program, and some 





of the assistance we will be providing comes through the regional 
multi-lateral institutions like the Caribbean Redevelopment Bank, 
the Caribbean Association of Industry and Commerce, and others. We 
want to do everything we can to improve those regional linkages 
because, to a degree, Grenada had put itself outside them. 

I'm sorry. I'll be available later individually if you 


wish, but I have to go to the Hill now. 


(The briefing conluded at 2:50 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ._I'll just nef 
begin by saying a few words about the schedule and then about 
agenda and then take your questions. As you know, the Prime 
Minister arrived last evening. He has-with him an impressive 
gation that includes the Minister of Defense, the Director Gen 
of the Ministry of Defense, the Deputy Director General of the . 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and a number of other aides of both @ 
ministries and of the Israeli Embassy here. 


e 


This morning, a very busy schedule began, and I'll. . 
just run down the highlights of it. The Prime Minister began by 
laying a wreath. He'll be meeting with the President shortly. 
He'll have luncheon with the Secretary of State. 


This afternoon we'll have two plenary sessions which 
are likely to go on all afternoon and perhaps into the early evening. 
There are no official functions this evening. 


Tomorrow -- 


Q Who is participating on the American side in 
this plenary session, if you can give us the top people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without being absolute- 
ly definitive, I can say that it will include top members of the 
State Department and the Defense Department. 


Q We didn't expect it to be low level members. I 
mean what are the names? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When I say top members, 
I am not positive whether Cap Weinberger will come. That's what 
I'm -- but I think he will. 


Q And Shultz will be there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shultz will be there. 
And I don't say that because I frankly don't know whether he's on it 
or not. But from the State side, you would certainly have our 
Ambassador to Israel, Sam Lewis, and Assistant Secretary Murphy, 
Special Representative Don Rumsfeld as the senior people. te 





Q Well, if Weinberger doesn't make it, who would be 
the top person from the Defense Department? slat 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you're. 
really going to have to address that to Defense. I am not positive 
who they're going to bring. 





Q Well, I just came from the State -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm certain that 
Cap Weinberger will be there for at least the beginning of the mee ° 


Q This morning with the President? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll be there this 
morning with the President, too,- yes. 










Q Will either you or your colleague be there? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I expect so. 


Let me continue on the schedule and then I'll get 
to other questions. 


Tomorrow, the Prime Minister will be having breakf 
with the Secretary of State. At the same time, the Secretary of 
Defense has invited the Minister of Defense to have breakfast wi 
him. There will then be a third plenary session at State and a 
meeting with the President following that, followed by a work 
luncheon at the White House. 


Right now we're open as to the format for the aft 
meetings. It will depend on the progress we've made in the pl 
sessions that have been held up to that time and our joint decis 
about what issues need to be addressed. further. _.. vadiout * 


Mrs. Reagan will have a tea for Mrs. Shamir and then 
the Vice President will host an official dinner in the Prime Minister's 
honor. 


On Wednesday morning, we expect the Prime Minister | 
will appear on one of the morning talk -shows. | Ae 


MORE 
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He may then meet with some members of Congress who are in town. And -.s 
there could be a further meeting at State; we're just not positive. 
at this time. . 










The Prime Minister expects to be at the National Press 
Club for lunch. And in the afternoon, he will depart for New Y 


On Wednesday evening, we expect President Gemayel of" 
Lebanon to arrive. : 


As to subjects on the agenda, it's a very full agenda 
as this is the first visit of Mr. Shamir as Prime Minister. It's 
also the first visit of an Israeli prime minister to the United 
States in roughly a year and a half -- too long a time gap in . 
our view. On the other hand, Mr. Shamir was here last summer in. 
his capacity as Foreign Minister, along with the Minister of Def 


He's coming at our invitation which was extended by 
Undersecretary Eagleburger when he visited Israel earlier this 
We'll certainly want to be discussing developments in Lebanon and 
how we can move forward in achieving our common objectives: the 





restoration of Lebanese sovereignty, governmental authority >. 3 
Lebanese territory, withdrawal of external forces and ensuring -.. ~~ 
the security of Israel's northern border. ~~ ies 


I expect we'll discuss the May 17 agreement between 
Israel and Lebanon which we think is a very good agreement, which 
we support but which has. not yet been implemented. We'll want to 
discuss Syria and Syria's refusal even to discuss with the government 
of Lebanon the terms under which it would withdraw its forces. 


We'll want to look at the implications of Syria's 
policies on the prospects for peace in the area, including new 
Soviet-supplied weapons and weapon systems to Syria, such. as the 
SAM-5s, the upgraded air defense equipment and training and the 
very large inflow of armor and artillery. 


We'll be discussing this subject within the context 
of our firm commitment to Israel's security and our commitment to 
maintain Israel's qualitative edge and its ability to defend itself 
against any combination of potential adversaries. 


In this connection, too, however, we will want to 
discuss our relations with moderate Arab countries such as Jordan, 
Saudi Arabia and Egypt and why these relationships are important 
to the United States and, indeed, to the entire Western world 
and how strong relations with these states help us strengthen the 
fabric of stability and security in the entire region. And we'll 
want to discuss recent terrorist actions in Lebanon with a particular 
focus, and from our side, of course, on the situation of our Marine 
contingent serving as part of the multinational force in Beirut. 

We'll be discussing economic and military cooperation. - 
This includes in the security sphere ways that we can make our 


traditional cooperatio' - © effective and in the economic sphere % 
how we can help the Ir 4 vernment carry out the vigorous i. 
remedial measures that ‘ to be required to put the Israeli vet 


economy on a healthy course 


We will also be discussing the peace process and the min 


President's continuing commitment to his September 1 initiative ‘we. 38 
in all its aspects. This discussion will include settlements and Fis 4 
the ways to improve the quality of Palestinian life in the occupied . 

territories. 48 : 


This is a brief overview of the agenda. Other subjects m 
will undoubtedly come up such as our interest in seeing improvement 

in Egyptian-Israeli relationships, for example. The important thing, 
however, is that this is 
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a meeting between good friends which comes at a time when our relations 
are very good and when both sides would like to see them made even 
better. . : 


This does not mean that we're going to overlook dif 
or try to sweep them under the rug. It does mean, though, that 
don't want to magnify those differences out of proportion, but 
with them within the context of the deep friendship and coopera 
between our two stutes and the relationship of trust that exists - 
between us. 

















I'd be happy to take questions now. 


Q Is all forgiven about the invasion of Lebanon? 
At one time this administration looked rather harshly on that 
Does it now believe that it was a necessary action and it was 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of history 
happened since then, including negotiation of an agreement under 
which Israel agrees to withdraw its forces completely from 


Q We back that agreement? You've said that. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do. 


Q Does that mean that we would not consider some 
modification of it, some change along the lines that maybe Gemayel 


May propose? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know as I can 
comment on that. At this point, we think that agreement is a good 
agreement. We think it's a fair agreement, one that was negotiated 
in good faith and at arms length between two countries, and we 
would like to see it implemented. 


Q In what ways might the military cooperation between 
the two countries be enhanced during these discussions or after these 
discussions? What kind of closer ties do you envision? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, in the first 
place, it involves closer and more fuller discussion and consultation 
about what occurs in the area, what is occurring in the area. It 
certainly involves ways that we can support Israel's security needs, 
and I don't know exactly what the Prime Minister is going to be 
requesting of us in this sphere, but we'll certainly be in a sympathetic 
mode to consider things. It involves ways that we can work together 
in the area to strengthen the security of the area. I don't know 
whether we will agree on specific additional follow-on mechanisms or 
not right now, or whether we'll feel that our regular dialogue and 
mechanisms are sufficient. But all of this will be discussed. 


Q The Israelis are saying that Moshe Arens is coming 
back here in a week's time to negotiate a specific, a lot of the ; 
specifics -- prepositioning of medical supplies in Israel, tanks, 4 
joint naval maneuvers, that kind of thing. Is that correct? ee 


‘ 
“~ 


r 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's premature | 
to say that he's coming back specifically in a specific time frame gh * 
to discuss such things, but I don't exclude the possibility, no. a 
That would be presumably after the Gemayel visit. I just don't think : 


that's pinned down. erate 
Q How do you define closer strategic cooperation? re , 
What specific steps do you envision, such as prepositioning of “4 
military equipment or joint maneuvers? Are you talking about those . 
types of heightened military areas of cooperation? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly think that 
those things will be discussed, but I can't really run down a full 
list now of all the areas.. It's just going to be a very full list 
of areas that we think we can cooperate more effectively or more 
closely on. 


MOR® 
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Q But you just said joint military exercises will 
be discussed? “ a - 2 












SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think that 
be something we'd look at, yes. “ 

Q Are you prepared to give the Shamir administr 
this administration's proposal for foreign aid levels and for 
aid types at this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly would 
expect the aid levels to be one of the things on the agenda. Now 
whether we raise if first of they raise if first, I'm not sure. 
But we're inthe process, you know, of putting into final form 
FY ‘85 budget and this visit is very timely in that regard. And 
we certainly have had some initial discussions with the Israelis 
on it, as we do every year, on the level of assistance, both in 
military sphere and in the economic sphere and the grant credi* 
And those will all be, I would think, pretty well ironed out at 
series of discussions. 


ro 
% 


Q Can you give us '84 figures? | ea 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have them 
right in my head, but we can certainly get them for you. 


Q You mentioned a moment ago that one of the subjects 
on the agenda is to discuss ways of improving Palestinian life in .. 
the occupied territories. Does this indicate we're backing away from 
the concept of Palestinian self-rule or self-government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it doesn't 
indicate we're backing away in any way from the commitment to the 
peace process, but it does reflect the interest that our government. 
has in improving the guality of life in the occupied territories 
for the Palestinians. It is the follow-on, I guess, to what we 
call the Kirby-Rodman talks that have taken place out in the area 
and they have been back and reported to the Secretary and we expect 
to be discussing them further with the Israeli goverament. 


Q What about the settlements? Is our position the 
same, that they are illegal? sin 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position is that 
the settlements are an obstacle to the promotion of the peace process. 


Q Well, it has been that they've been illegal. Some 
of his predecessors have said so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think that we should. 
get on with the process. ' hut 

Q Isn't it true that the President has said that 
the settlements are not illegal? Didn't Secretary of State Shults ;. 
say that last week in Atlanta? Didn't he also say that Jerusalem °. 
is undivided? I mean, these are issues that maybe you ought to 


clarify. | y , uw & 2. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, our position is -- 





Q Would you clarify that? Is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that the settlements — 
are an obstacle to the peace process and should go forward. a 


Q Are they illegal or not illegal? Didn't the # 
President say they were not illegal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the President 
has -- 
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Q Does that policy still hold? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- said what he -- 
certainly what the President has said holds as the policy. 








Q Well, didn't the Secretary say that last week 
in Atlanta? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall. 
Q Well, there's a text on it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then you can 
certainly look it up as well as I can. = 


Q Well, I mean, the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
State ought to know that. 


Q They're not illegal now. After the election 
they'll be illegal again, Joe. (Laughter.) 


Q Again, as far as the settlements are concerned,.§ .. +; 
the Israelis are reported to have come with what is being called  » -.. 
a shopping list like usual aid, financial aid, willing to cooperate on 
what the United States,they perceive the United States interests to 
be in the region. As far as what the United States wants from them, 
in the settlements in particular, Mr. Shamir already stated that there 
will not be a compromise. How does this administration intend to 
handle the settlements to bring about a freeze in order to encourage 
the Arabs to come into the talks and to abide by the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I expect that 
settlements will be discussed within the context of the desire to 
get the peace process moving forward again. The settlements is not 
an issue that is going to be pushed under the table or brushed under 
the carpet. We think they have to be discussed within this context 
because we think they are an obstacle to moving forward this process 
and we'd like to discuss with the government of Israel the ways 
that it can be moved forward. 


Q But in a way, you're telling us what we have already 
heard. Are there any new facts or any new thoughts on the part of 
the administration as to how to bring that about? Do you have anything 
to tell us new on that subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't have 
anything further to offer except that they certainly are going to 
be discussed. 


Q Could I make clear that I understand your position 
about the May 17th agreement. As I understand it, what you're saying 
is that we think it's a good agreement, the United States does, that 
it should be implemented, but you're not commenting on what the U.S. . 
position would be if Mr. Gemayel asked for the agreement to be he 
modified. Is that where you're at? e. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly would 


expect us to be able to discuss any aspects of the agreement with ~...-: 
either the Israeli government or with the Lebanese government when gas? 
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However, we think it's a good agreement as it . 
stands. We recognize that there‘s a problem, that it hasn't been 
brought into implementation, and we'll be discussinc that. 












: neg 

Q Do you have a position on whether or not it et 
acceptable to the United States to modify the agreement if one 
the parties wishes to do so? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position right | 
now is that it is a good agreement as it stands. 4 


Q Is there any way that the United States -- or - 
the three parties feel -- the Israelis, the Lebanese and the 
United States feel that without bringing the Syrians into any type 
of withdrawal agreement that they're seriously going to consider 
that the Syrians are seriously going to consider withdrawing, 
having not been a part of this process of this agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is an 


going discussion and it's an ongoing problem, of course. The 
have refused, so far, to even discuss with the Lebanese government’ -' -f 
the terms under which they would consider withdrawing. Now, that | +}; 
is a problem. No question. grocers 


Q My question, then, is, if this is a good agreement 
and you're supporting this agreement, will you support a second 
agreement? Are you looking for a second agreement which involves 
only Lebanese and the Syrians, rather than a three-way agreement? 

A modification to bring -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think it's 
pretty unrealistic to consider a -- some sort of a Israeli, Syrian, 
Lebanese agreement directly.. But certainly, we would like to see 
the Lebanese negotiate with the Syrians for their withdrawal, as 
they have negotiated with the Israelis for their withdrawal. We 
think that's the way to proceed. 


Q Does the Administration feel that improved relations 
with Israel will increase pressure on Syria to get out of Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Increase pressure on 
Syria? I'm not sure. Certainly, to bring home to the Syrians and 
others in the region that there is no doubt in thinking between the: 
United States and Israel on this subject. 


Q Well, I'm not talking specifically about any sub- 
ject. I'm talking about increased military and economic -- particu- 
larly military cooperation. How do you feel that's going to impact 
on Syria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Syria is going 
to have to take that into account in the decisions that it makes 
vis a vis Lebanon, and it's general policies in the area. % 
. . . 

Q How important a factor is that in improving re- + + 
lations with Israel, trying to have this impact on Syria? eee, 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly think that $i. 
Syria is a problem in the area. The increase in Syrian strength and’ ™ *¢ 
Syrian assertiveness is an important element in improving and making: 
more effective U.S., Israeli cooperation. ) 


iY 
4 


MR. SIMS: Okay, three more. Bruce, Candy -- that's it.” 


Q Is there anything in these talks that you foresee 7m 
could impact on the status of the Marines and multi-national forces 

of all -- there's been a lot of speculation -- there's been some 
speculation, at least, about plans within the Adminsitration for 

changes. Is there anything in these talks? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in very. specific 
terms, I would say. In more general terms, of course. We hope to. 
have, out of these talks, a common understanding on how we'll be 
proceeding in Lebanon to achieve the objectives which I've spelledz: 
out which will ultimately result in us being able to do consthings 
about the Marines. 











f 


Q Will that be discussed with Israel, and what ¢ 
they have to do with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Israel is part of ~ 
the whole Lebanese situation and you cannot have a full withdrawa 
of foreign forces and a full restoration of Lebanese sovereignty , 
over Lebanese territory without the Israelis agreeing, too. 


Q The question of placement, © of where the a 
are placed in Lebanon. i. 5 FES —— 


, Sade &.. V 


not that specific. 
MR. SIMS: Okay, Candy; do you have one? 


Q How do U.S. officials who have dealt with Shamir ee 


view him in comparison to Begin? Is he -- do we think we can get 4 


more out of Shamir than we did out of Begin or less? 4 ’ 
Q No, less. TE 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I can r 
really answer that question except to say that -- | : 
. MORE 
3 3st ‘ 
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I can say that the Secretary of State over his past months of 


dealing with Mr. Shamir feels that they have 2 very good, strong 
and cooperative relationship. 








4 
—o 
fore 


MR. SIMS: Okay. John? 


mre 


we 


a 


Q -- Begin? 
Q Is settlements as -- 


MR. SIMS: Last one. 


-- settlements as an obstacle to peace, is that 
an issue that you would expect the President to -- himself to . 
raise with Shamir or for the U.S. side to raise that at a lower leve 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not positive. a 


3 + 

a “% 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be raised by; or. 

the President. vs 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 2 § 

4 

Q Will we move our embassy to Jerusalem? acing. ‘ 


Q -- task force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that's 
on the agenda. 


Q It's not? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


¢ 
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END 10:25 A.M. EST ei 
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1:45 P.M. EST -1 : or b. Bie 


MR. SIMS: Okay. This briefing is ON BACKGROUND. 
It is attributable to a senior administration official. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's a pleas 
to be with you ladies and gentlemen. 


Let me say that I have quite a few actions to 
review, decisions taken. And let me briefly characterize the | iste 
visit. It is still on, of course. There were further sessions 
this afternoon, a possibility of some talks tomorrow morning before 
the Prime Minister leaves. So it won't be -- today, I won't be 
able to talk to the full, final view of the visit. But I think 
we can give you a pretty good idea of what's been going on. 


I might -- in case nobody wanted to ask -- make 
clear at the beginning that there was no set plan to have 
Weinberger and Shultz doing this for you on the record. That was, 
apparently, connected to the’ press conference which the President was -- 
at that point in time -- thinking of giving tonight. So I am not 
here as an imposter but as a, supposedly, half informed source. 


Q Oh. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm told there's 
a degree of irreverence in the audience. Well, we'll build up 
to that. 


The President themes were -- (laughter) -- political, 
political-military cooperation, our relations with the moderate 
Arabs, the peace process,’ and Lebanon -- the areas that he wanted 
to focus on that he laid out to the Prime Minister and the Minister 
of Defense in their first session yesterday. And all of those 
were covered in great detail. | 


We had -- I think you were talked through the 
schedule yesterday -- that went on, formally, until some point 
after 6:00 p.m. last night -- about three and a half hours of -- 
four hours of talks yesterday afternoon. Then, a couple of 
working groups continued to work through the evening, developing 
thoughts on the political-military working group and sharing 
our assessments on the situation in Lebanon. 


This morning, when they arrived at the White House, . 
there was session just between the President, the Vice President 
on our side, and the two Ministers -- Prime Minister Shamir and 
Minister Arens. That was for about 15 minutes, followed by 45, 
50 minutes in the Cabinet Room and, then, luncheon. 


And one additional subject that was covered at the 
lunch was the Gulf war -- the Iraq-Iran war, again, sharing our 
respective assessments of that. / 
& $ 


MORE 
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What I'd like to do is move, first of all, to a number 

of specific subjects. Now, these weren't in order of priority, 


but they're in the order of my notes. So bear with me. And, then, . 
we can take the questions afterwards. Bees 







The Israelis have had, for some time, a strong 
interest in the free trade area. There have been informal 
discussions going on for about the past two years on this subj 
They do have a free trade area, which will come into effect with 
the European community in a year to two -- time, can you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Eighty-nine. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry; ‘89. 


They have been very interested in establishing 
a similar relationship with the United States. And we had 
Brock -- William Brock, the special trade negotiator -- open 
the meeting this morning to give an outline of how he saw 
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that issue proceeding. And, basically, we now want to move from 
what had been informal to formal negotiations on a U. S.-Israeli 
free trade area. 


This, Brock estimates, could be concluded in a few 
months time. It would be a completely reciprocal arrangement -- .. = 
free trade for our products in Israel, free trade for Israeli prod 
in the States. It has implications, of course, to our global . 
economic relations. Since 1923, our adherence to the principle ; 
of most-favored-nation. Any events -- these questions -- the ; 
basic questions have been studied and have been resolved in the ~ 
affirmative. And we want to proceed with these talks. I think = 
those will probably get started in December. 













Now, some defense-economic decisions -- the following 
ones were taken. FMS financing of offsets in commercial contra 
the President is prepared to make an exemption for Israel from. 
general policy of prohibiting offset arrangements in FMS commerc 
contracts and has decided to place an ad valorem 15 percent cap og 
that exemption. This is designed to stimulate the Israeli econom 
and industrial production base. 


Second, the use of FMS funds for the research and: ™ a 
development on the Lavi fighter: the administration will implement **: gy 
the Congressionally mandated use of up to $300 million for R&D ¥* 
on Lavi projects. That production in the United States. This 
exceptional use of FMS underscores our support for the Lavi program. 


Further decision on FMS was its use for offshore 
procurement. The administration endorses the Congressional earmark 
of $250 million for procurement of defense articles and services 
in Israel for the Lavi program. It will also approve offshore 
expenditures of $200 million related to Israel's redeployment from | 
Sinai. And we'll consider additional offshore procurements « on a os 
case-to-case basis. ° 


, en a 2 


Fourth, on cluster munitions, the United States is 
committed to Israel's security. It is prepared to lift the 
suspension on shipments and sales of cluster munitions at the 
conclusion of a satisfactory usage agreement that contains 
a definitive guarantee against violations. We expect our respective 
staffs -- 


Q Could you go slower please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sure. Where would 
you like me to go back -=- 


Q Start with the contains -- 

Q Come on. 

Q -- last few words. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay -- committed to 


Israel's security, prepared to lift the suspension on shipments. 
‘ and sales of cluster munitions at the conclusion 


«.</,q" 
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of a satisfactory usage agreement that contains a definitive 
guarantee against violations. 


Other ar ens subjects in the area of ‘Getienee 
economic decisions. On the Lavi fighter, the subject of Phase 3 
production technology, the President has not yet made a decision - 
on Phase 3 of technology transfer. In this case, that would pr 
mit the production in Israel of the wing and tail assemblies. 3 











The subject was discussed concerning use of FMS * 
to purchase Israeli products by other FMS recipients, by third ag 
countries. This we cannot agree to. 4 
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We also discussed memorandum of agreement on defense 7 
cooperation. We will continue ongoing negotiations which aim at 
renewing and improving the existing memorandum of agreement in- 
stead of renegotiating from what is called, a NATO type text. ~% 


Now, that's the list of defense related issues, the: 
free trade area. On the political side, foreign policy issues, 
the President, the Secretary of State made our position very cles 
about our commitment to the Camp David framework and the Septemb 
initiative. They emphasized -- and these were in separate conver 
tions -- that we continue to see 242 as applying to all fronts ~_ 
that settlements, we see, as an obstacle to peace. © gees: 


We share the commitment which the Israelis spoke to us * 
about of upholding the Israeli-Egyptian peace treaty and helping to 
develop that relationship because if 242 is for peace, that treaty 
is, of course, of key importance in the process. 


We spoke at the main meetings and in private sessions, 
I understand, that each Secretary had this morning with his counter- 
part over breakfast, about the quality of life of the Palestinians 
on the West Bank and Gaza. We expressed the hope that more consi- 
deration will be given to what we call, development type projects, 
developmental initiatives affecting those populations. 


We have a number of private voluntary organizations 
operating in both areas and ‘had a review of their work. The President, 
as well as the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense, I 
know, also participated very vigorously in the discussion, addressed 
the need, our need, for military relationships with moderate Arabs. 
It's part of the whole picture of our role in the Middle East. As 
we said, there are times that this is going to involve arms sales. 
We recognize this will create problems, has created problems, mis- 
understandings between us and Israel and we will work to explain 
our needs in such a way as to minimize any future problems. We have 
a major stake in maintaining our relationships with the moderate 
Arabs and we laid that out very plainly as a major theme is the dis- 
cussions. 


Well, I think, since there are no questions, I can -=- 
MR. SIMS: Maybe you'd better take one or two. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take one or two. .o | 


Q Lebanon is, of course, the one -- at least one 
major subject that you neglected to really go into. What has this 
visit done, if anything, to facilitate the withdrawal of all eorelgn tit 
forces from Lebanon, to break the deadlock there, and what could you — 
expect to present or offer to President Gemayel when he comes here — 
that will increase the prospects for a withdrawal of all those forces? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We both reaffirmed our 
strong adherence to the May 17 agreement. We continue to regard that 
agreement as a good one, as a balanced one, as a package deal, and 
we will be discussing that with President Gemayel during his visit 
here. 
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We did discuss ways, didn't reach any specific con- 
clusions, about how to increase the grasp, the outreach of the - =. ~*: 
Gemayel government, the government of Lebanon. But both sides el @ 
reaffirmed the legitimacy of the government of Lebanon and support,*. . ;. 
for the goal of extending its authority throughout its territory. 7 













There was some discussion about focusing now on = 
those areas which are not under occupation, not under foreign © 
occupation of either Syria or Israel and we will be continuing % 
that study with President Gemayel when he comes. That is, areas, 
where his central government authority ‘is ociil not pervasive. “4 


Q That agreement is nearly seven months old and ~ 
it has failed so far to get the troops out of Lebanon. Of course 
I'm talking also of the Syrian troops.,- There have been Suggestic 
reports, that Syria might be enticed, if this agreement were in % 
some way weakened or made more palatable to the Syrians. I take 
it that is not the U.S. or the Lebanese intention. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Israeli. _ 
Q Lebanese, too. Israeli, U.S., and Lebanese. — 
our understanding and we'll, of course, be pursuing that with 


President Gemayel, but we understand that his position,is to stand 
firm on the agreement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. That's ‘a & 
: ? 


Q With no modifications, whatsoever? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 0 
Q With no modifications, whatsoever? Wi: I 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: None were discussed. ~ ‘7 
Q Did you receive any guarantees from the Israeli 


leaders that in the future, they will not act on their own and will 
consult with the United States to avoid situations like Lebanon 
in other places? t . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the -- of 
course, the very purpose of the visit was to find ways to smooth out 
the relationship. I don't think governments are ever able to give 
each other that kind of guarantee quite as squarely and flat-footed 
as you suggest. But I think we're both interested in avoiding sur- 
prises. We're both interested in closer consultations. And I Ve 
think the whole tone of the visit brought that out. It was a very 
sober, warm series of exchanges. 


MORE 
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Q On that political-military committee that the _4 
President and the Prime Minister spoke about, could you go into 4 
more detail on certain questions such as in that memorandum of 
understanding that never really went into effect? There was 
discussion about planning to offset a -- essentially, a Soviet 
attack from the outside. The Israelis made it known that they 
would prefer to have some joint planning as well on Soviet-ba 
Syrian aggression or something like that. Is there any inclina 
by the U.S. to help in exercises against attacks from within the 
Middle East? 




















£ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, could I drop 
back one, maybe, and put a little more flesh on the bones of 
the military group -- political-military group? 


We have identified our side. And we expect the 
Israelis to be sending us their team in the next few days. Ours 
is going to be chaired by Rear Admiral Howe, Director of 
Political-Military Affairs at State. It'll include Major General 
Pixier, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense of ISA, 
Commodore Darby, Deputy Director of Political-Military Affairs in¥ 
the JCS, Donald Fortier, Senior Director for Political-Military et . 
Affairs and Special Assistant to the President on the NSC, and 
Ambassador Bob Pelletreau, Deputy Assistant Secretary: NEA and 


State. 
Q Could we have a listing of the full names 
and -- : 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. We'll give : 
it to you. : 


- 


It will meet semi-annually as a regular proposition 
and, of course, on demand of either party. As the Prime Minister 
said -- I think -- outside, the first meeting is expected in the 
first week of January. The venue will be Washington and, then, 
alternate. The meetings will be publicly announced, but the 
agenda and discussions classified, without any formal communiques 
at the end of the meetings. 


The President, in his statement -- in his own 
departure statement -- mentioned among the specific areas to be 
considered are combined planning, joint exercises, requirements 
for pre-positioning of U.S. equipment in Israel. That's illustrative, 
not exclusive. 


The emphasis for the Group's planning is, as the 
President said, priority attention to the threat to mutual 
interests posed by increased Soviet involvement in the Middle East. 
So I think -- does that answer well enough, having taken five 
minutes to get there? 


Q Well, no. Soviet involvement in the Middle East,” 
of course, would involve, also, their situation that they are -- Bee 
Syria -- force. Would the joint -- if you had joint Air Force 
exercises, for instance, would they be planning against possible 
attacks from the mainland into Israel, or just in the eastern. mee 
Mediterranean as the previous memorandum had spelled out? ne 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to 
dodge you on that. But that's going to have to be on the agenda 
of the Group as they move into the planning process. 


+ *v 
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Q Does the pre-positioning of equipment go 
further than just medical supplies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's open. 


Q Are these specific commitments? Or is this 23 
all just under consideration? , 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- this kicks off § 
in January. ? 


Q What about the business of the third-country-us 
of FMS? Isn't this a step backward since it was already agreed 
in earlier memorandums with Israel? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we 
took any steps backward. But let me check my notes again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was not agreed. 
It was discussed previously. It was never agreed upon. 5 


Q On the financial side, you -- earlier, I though 
you were a bit too technical for some of us on the economics, > 
on finances. . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For me, too -- 
(laughter) -- 


Q But can you tell us if the request as we read 
it somewhere of the Israeli government to ask this government 
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to make the remaining 850 million dollars rather than from loans 
to grants. Was that discussed or did you mention it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, strictly dis- 4 
cussed, discussions continuing. That's why I didn't have that in 
front of me as a decision. The-aid levels, here you're talking» 
about fiscal '85, the aid levels, the mix of grant/loan are 
under discussion and, of course, they will form part of the . 
President's presentation to Congress in-January.. But no final ~ 
decision is reached on that. 
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Q Is it the Administration's ination to increase ' ; 
the amount of grant aid? iw ah wt 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's c oe f 
the case. — de Ci. b 

Q But they haven't decided on exactly how much? a 

SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. s: : 

, “Ws a :. “ _, 
Q Is it also the Administration's desire to cut baek™ 


.on the total package, the total dollar amount of the package if in - ak 
you include both FMS and grant? .-.::-in: wo 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Since this -- this is 
one of the topics we're going back to this afternoon and again, fer- 
haps tomorrow if we don't reach a meeting of the minds. I'd rather 
not go into any more detail, other than that we are -- we're very 
much aware of the burden in Israel of the FMS credit terms. 


Q Are you saying that until the joint committee meets 
in January that there won't be any military joint exercises or pre- ‘ 
positioning or that one of the tasks of the committee will be to . 
work these things out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's right. I'm 
asking you to hold for thirty-six days. 


Q Would you explain, please, what is involved in the 
question of whether you will negotiate on the basis of the memorandum 
of understanding or a NATO type draft? What is involved with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asked about -- 
don't cet too technical. I won't get any more technical than I can 
understand, which is that it's the difference between bidding on con- 
tracts affecting U.S. forces in Europe. That NATO type would be to 
say, you can bid on all contracts save the following listed items. 

As I understand it, with Israel we've had an arrangement where they 
could bid on a positive list. You may bid on these. Their position 
was to turn that around and say, well, tell us what we cannot bid on. 
That has created delays, that's created misunderstandings on the . 
bidding. 


Q Does that mean that the memorandum of understanding 
turns out, in effect, to be more restrictive than the NATO kind of 
contract would be? be ° 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the effort is tag 
move from our side to broaden the list that you may bid on, w= 4 
categories and not to get into the NATO type arrangement. Now, 

might just say, on this -- of course, it isn't totally under my 

direct control because we have certain arrangements with NATO partners. 

It also is a highly competitive bidding scene up there. So just how. 
much this will be additive in terms of Israel getting -- or succeeding, 
winning contracts remains to be seen. They seem to appreciate the 

point, the way the negotiations have been going. This wasn't a 

of direction. 








Q You're talking about the Harold Brown agreement 
of ‘79, not the memorandum of understanding. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not the MOU of ‘81, 
no. = : 











Q How much of this new military cooperation 
be read as a message to Syria concerning its behavior in 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think it‘ 
a message to Syria, we conceive it as a message to the Soviets, | 
and frankly, to those that are listening in the region and are | 
concerned. It is not a message of threat of a military axis to 
the Arabs -- against the Arabs, but we are both very eenecenes 
the great buildup of Soviet weaponry in Syria. 


Q Aren't there some moderate Arabs who ar .o 
find it difficult to defend the United States to their Arab co 
in the wake of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
sense this anxiety because this -- I think we've been teleg 
this was on the way for a few weeks now. Personally -- I'll 
you my estimate. I've sensed much less anxiety about this than 
‘81 over the memorandum of understanding. 
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The Arabs’ concerns are very substantial about the . 
occupied territories, very substantial about -- on the sett] 
issue. But a more open, more explicit relationship with Israel 
I don't expect it to be a source of any great problems. 


sak oe *& @ 


When the President pressed his September 1, 19¢ 
initiative, particularly on the settlements and his view that they 
are an obstacle to peace, what did Prime Minister Shamir say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
Prime Minister Shamir changec his position at all. This is one 
the areas of disagreement. 


Q Can I just ask you to expand on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm told tha 
up here you don't describe what the visitor says, that you have to 
go ask the visitor. Is that fair? a. 


Q Well, it doesn't do any good for you to tell us 
what the President said if we don't know what the reaction was, and 
many of us don't have the opportunity to go -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israeli position 
on settlements is identical in private and public. You don't get 
any double track on that. 


Q In that case, may I just ask you whether the | 
President is going through this exercise today, that you're reporting ‘4 
to us, knowing that it’s not going to go anywhere, or do you have 
any ideas for changing the Israeli position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israeli position 
is only going to be changed by the arrival at the negotiating table 
of another Arab. 


Q King Hussein? And was there discussion of that 
today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What was said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We want to encourage 
it, obviously. 


Q How is that going to be encouraged by the new 
military relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
going to be discouraged by it. There's -- the intensity, the depth © 
of our relations with Israel, seen from the Arab capitals, has never -- 
honestly never fluctuated. It's much more analyzed and dissected back 


here than it is out in the area. Rite, 
es 


Q Assuming from what happened today, there is an 
intent by both countries to proceed with things, such as the joint 
exercise and the pre-positioning of supplies, or are these things that 
are still to be determined by the working group? In other words, the « 
working group is just facilitating the arrangements -- ? ’ 


a } 

















— 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact that you had 
that in the President's -- you had the specific headings in the 
President's departure statement, means we're not fooling around -on 
but we want to discuss the modalities of it -- what is going to ' 
useful -- 1¥ 


Q -- what is decided ro in the interests of both 








countries? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can I ask you to follow-up some things you 
First, on the moderate Arabs, are you implying that Saudi Arabia, “4 
Jordan, and some of the countries are ED * their position or 
Israel? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not at all. . 
think they just may be getting a little less anxious about the 
Israeli relationship. i 


Q And secondly, can you:tell us what the United States.” 
wants Israel to do regarding Syria? << ‘ wes 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, behind your | 
innocent question is trying to get at the joint military combined ..4 
~ eration against Damascus. The reasoning on that was not discussed. 


We are interested in finding ways -- no problems, no. 
problems -- ‘ T24 


Q Wait, wait, I missed something. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. There is no 
joint planning to move against any Arab state. We heard the high 
level of Israeli concern about Soviet armaments, Soviet training 
programs in Syria, and we concur that something needs tc be done to 
bolster the Israeli confidence and the Israeli wherewithal to face 
that. But that's a very different matter from having a combined plan 
to -- joint plan to go to war with Syria. There's no such thinc. 


Q Separate plan. What about separate -- what about 
Israel separately? 


SENIOR ADM.NISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not so; not discussed. 
They're very apprehensive, though, about Syria. They don't hide it, 
and I'm not fooling on it. 


Q I'm so confused about why the idea is to ultimately 
codify this military relationship in another memorandum of understanding, 
or whether that's not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I think the -- one of 
the nicest things, if I may say, though I wasn't here at the time --. 
there didn't seem to be the hangup about formal texts and elaborate ; 
memorandums being agreed on. I think there is a great deal of -- ,. »1¢u,: «@ 
total focus, really, on programs and practical decision-making. . iis 


Q Is that a difference between Shamir and Begin? as iM 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't end up ve 
with Mr. Begin. j 7 


Q What about the commitments for the withdrawal of caf 
all foreign troops from Lebanon? } off 
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I mean, has there been any proposal to translate into action 
of some sort? Or with the May 17 accord, we are still with 
a deadlock here. . 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are with a 
deadlock, but -- and I don't want to clutch at straws on this -- | 
Let me just say that we are convinced, solidly convinced, both |. 
of us -- and I think we'll hear the same from President Gemayel, 
but he'll be speaking for himself on this -- that the May 17th 
agreement is going to be workable. 


Q Sir? 

MR. SIMS: One more. 

Q Sir -- 

MR. SIMS: This is it. Last question. 
Q -- was there any indication of flexibility on 


the part of Prime Minister Shamir on the Israeli approach to 
the September 1, 1982 Reagan Peace Plan? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we haven't -- i 20% 
any re-thinking -- sorry -- any -- How'd you put it? a fh 


Q -- show any flexibility? They've flatly rejected 
it. You've given them everything they seemed to have asked for. Did i 
he show any flexibility on that key question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His commitment which 2 
he repeated is to Camp David, to 242, 338. And he did not repeat ; 
a rejection of the September 1 initiative; we encouraged him to 
have another look at it. ; 

Q What did he say? 

Q Joe -- 

Q I just want to ask you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will have another 
look at it. 


Q Sir -- 

MR. SIMS: Okay. Joe gets the last one. 

Q -- his objection has any significance? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to read 
too much into it, but I can assure you that that was -- our position 


was laid out very clearly and repeatedly that that initiative is 
the best game plan in town. 


MR. SIMS: Could you take one more from Bill? ¥ ' 

Q Just one brief question. Regard to the settlements, * 
there was a statement this morning in an editorial that the Israelis 
are planning to spend $30 billic: over ten years on West Bank 
settlements. Did you ever hear of any such figure or any such we 


programming? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Did your colleague hear about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't hear any 
such figure. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:21 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President of 
Lebanon will arrive this evening and is planning a two-day wor 
visit. His delegation will include Elie Salem, who is Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs; Amine Al-Hafez, 
who is Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Lebanese 
Pacliament; Ali Al-Khalil, who is a member of the Lebanese Parlia- 
ment from Tyre and a prominent member of the Shia community; 
Ghassan Tueni, political advisor to the President and former vet 
Lebanese permanent representative at the United Nations; Wadih @ 
Haddad, who is the National Security Advisor; Brigadier General 
Abbas Hamdan, who is the Deputy Chief of Staff of the Lebanese 
Armed Forces; Dr. NassimSaliba from the Central Bank of Lebanon; 
and, of course, Lebanon's Ambassador in Washington, Abdallah Bou- 
habib, will be part of the delegation. 


The schedule will begin with the official schedule, 
after his arrival tonight, will begin tomorrow morning and he'll 
have breakfast with the Vice President. He'll then be meeting 
with the Secretary of State... Following that, he'll come to the 
White House to meet with the President and have a working lunch 
with the President. 


° eee’ 


Q Do you have times for those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the 
times right here. I assume they're available. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The White House meeting's 
11:30 a.m. Departure Statement, I guess, about 1:15 p.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I might just say 
here that the principal participants on our side for the meetings, 
the President and the Secretary of State, of course, will be our 
Ambassador in Lebanon, Reg Bartholomew, Larry Eagleburger, Dick 
Murphy, Don Rumsfeld. The Secretary of Defense is -- be -- out 
of town for the meeting, so it will be the Deputy Secretary of ' 
Defense, or Acting Secretary of Defense. ; 


In the afternoon, after the working lunch with the 
President, he hopes to meet with some members of Congress, if he - 
can find any in town, and then with Peter McPherson, who is the : 
Administrator of AID. ‘> 


Oa ie 


Tomorrow, the schedule will begin with a meeting ee ah 
- pe 


the Acting Secretary of Defense -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Friday. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sorry, for Fri- 
day. Sorry. Friday afternoon -- Friday morning, with the Acting 
Secretary of Defense. 

Q Who is that? J 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Paul Thayer. 


Then a second meeting with the Secretary of State 


MORE 
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and that evening Ambassador Bouhabib will be giving a dinner. 


Then he will leave on Saturday morning. 







As for the agenda, President Gemayel is coming here . 
as part of a round of international contacts that he was requesté 
to make by participants of the Geneva Reconciliation Conferencq,s 
discuss Lebanon's continuing difficulties and particularly the - 
problem of withdrawal of foreign forces. 


He's been to Saudi Arabia. He's been to Italy, ad 
the Vatican, to France and he's received Syrian Foreign Minister 
Khaddam in Beirut after the visit that he was planning to make to 
Damascus had to be postponed because of President Assad's illnesg 


He's coming, of course, as President of Lebanon, di 
elected ; 








£=> —- 
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by Lebanon's constitutional procedures following the assassination 
of his brother, Bashir Gemayel, in the summer of 1982. alia 
His leadership and his presidency have been re-recog- 
nized in the Geneva reconciliation framework and strengthened 
as well as through the international contacts that he has und ky 
since. He comes as a friend who enjoys the firm support of the . 
Unites States. And he comes, quite honestly, as a man of courag 
who's trying to steer his country out of the monumental crisis ¢ 
it has faced over the past several years and to steer it to 
regaining its national health, regaining its sovereignty and au 
over all its territory, the withdrawal. of foreign forces from 
territory and the establishment of the Lebanese authority in st 
way that it will not pose a threatening situation to its neighbo 
And here we have particularly in mind that there will be no- thr 
to the security of Israel's northern border. . 

















We -expect to discuss. with the President and his a¢ 
the current situation in Lebanon. First of all, the fragile. ¢ 
fire that is punctuated daily by. incidents of firing and how. 
cease-fire can be strengthened, can be maintained. We'll be ¢ 
of course, the role of the U.S. contingent to the multi-natio 
force, our determination to stay there as an element of stability>" 
as long as we're needed in the Beirut area, to defend ourselves “when” 
we come under fire. We continue to, regard the role of the -multi- # 
national force as a critical one. We-.feel that its presence compli- 
ments our diplomatic efforts in an important way and makes an essen- 
tial contribution to restoring Lebanese authority. In this way, 
also, we send a clear signal that U.S. foreign policy is not to R8n. 
determined by autonomous terrorists. c 

yr: 

We'll be discussing, of course, the political recons 
ciliation process in Lebanon. A process that made some progress at 
the Geneva meetings and in the follow-on committee that was organized 
out of those meetings and it's a process which we strongly support 
as aimed at broadening the political base of the government so it can 
be more genuinely representative of the people, all the people.of 


Lebaron. 


We expect to discuss the issue of foreign force with- 
drawals, of course, and to discuss that within the text of Israel's 
reaffirmation yesterday of its readiness to withdraw completely from 
Lebanon in accordance with the terms of the May 17 agreement and ip. 
the context of Syria's refusal thus far to discuss with Lebanon the 
terms under which it would withdraw its forces which are now occupying 
the northern and the eastern portions of the country. 


We expect also to be discussing how we can act together 
to continue strengthening the government and its institutions. This 
includes our continued support for the development and modernization 
of the Lebanese armed forces as an inter-confessional army in the 
service of the Lebanese State and not of any of its factions and 
Lebanon's current staggering economic situation and its great need 
for economic and reconstruction assistance and how, particularly 
from our point of view, the funds which the Congress appropriated...’ 
in the Lebanon supplemental last summer can be spent most effectively 
to prime the pump for private investment efforts by the Lebanese y i : 
themselves, and to assist in knitting-the country back together, ~ 
and therefore, assist in the reconciliation process. “ 


These are the broad.outlines of the agenda. We oon eS 

forward to productive talks, ee 
lat a. ie 

} ooo 
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to reaffirmation of our goals and reaffirmation of the course on how 
we can achieve them. .* 


Now to your questions. 











John? . 


Q What are you going to tell the Lebanese presider 
if he says that he would like the Israelis to begin withdrawing ur 
laterally and ditch the simultaneous provisions of the May 17th 
agreement for simultaneous Syrian withdrawal but in effect that is 
the only way he can get the Syrians out is to have the Israelis ~ 
begin withdrawing unilaterally? , , 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've just k 
through some discussions with the government of Israel on this suk 
And we believe that Israeli withdrawal is not the problem. The © 
Israelis have agreed to withdraw. They have reaffirmed their ac 
ment to withdraw in accordance with an agreement which we think 
a good one. So we will be discussing it in that context. 


Q What about a partial pullback short of withdra 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly don't know °°” 


whether that would come up at all. Of course we will be listening 
to President Gemayel too. 


Q Let me try to come at this at a different direction. 
Perhaps The Wall Street Journal's piece yesterday is the way to go 
with it. That Gemayel may be coming here telling you there is no 
way he can get out of Syria's grass, there is nothing you can do to ih 
get Syria off his back, and he has to come and tell you the | 
inevitable, that for 400 years Syria controlled Lebanon and he doesn't 
see any great change, and he‘is bringing you bad news and there is 
unfortunately nothing you or he can do about it. What about that 
theory instead of the Israeli angle which I think we've beaten to 
death today? 


¢ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would be surprised 
from what I have read that he would be coming in such a negative 
frame of mind as that. I think he is coming in a much more positive 
frame of mind and looking at the possibilities more than the problems. 


There was some progress made at Geneva. He feels 
strengthened in his leadership. And obviously Syria is a problem 
and Syrian refusal to withdraw thus far is a problem, and we'll be 
talking about it. But we are not going to build that mountain 
higher than it really is. 


Q Do you have any idea how to get Syrian troops ° 
out of Lebanon? Since you are standing by the Israeli withdrawal 
agreement and so is Israel, and the Lebanese themselves are saying 
they are not asking you to rewrite the agreement, if the Israeli 
agreement stands and Syria says it has to go or else they don't leave, 
how do you cet Syria out? 2 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I expect that 
we'll both have some ideas on that, but I can't -- 7 


Q Would you expound on any of them? Bin, * 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not right now. 


MORE oo 
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Q What about the le«ter that Prince Bandar brought 
this morning? ¥ 
Q -- Prince Bandar told the President today that 


Syria is committed to withdraw, that he and the Saudis are absolutely <: 
convinced of that. How come you are not convinced of it? 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is correct: 
I think that the letter that Prince Bandar delivered this morning 
had more to do with the coming visit than the visit just past. 8B 
I don't have any additional characterization on its contents. 


Q He has said that the Syrians are committed to 
withdraw. Do we have any independent evidence of that or is this 4 
Saudi assurance something that changes your approach at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact is that 
Lebanese have been trying to talk with the Syrians in substance 
detail for some time about the terms under which Syria would be 
willing to withdraw. Now it is not enough in our view just to 
that under some circumstances Syria might be willing to withdraw. 
We are talking about negotiations of terms of withdrawal. That = 
hasn't happened. We want to see that happen. 


Q Let me ask -- grees, 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that Saudi ‘ 
engagement in this process is constructive and is helpful. Soin | 
that regard Prince Bandar's visit here this morning and the strong 
Saudi interest and willingness to assist in this process is an 
asset. It is a help. 


Q Let me ask you about the point the Saudis want 
in the letter. ; 


: MORE 
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Having said they want a timeframe for Israeli withOreuei: they want - 
the May 17th agreement to be rewritten to the extent that the normaliza-{ 
tion part is removed. And they would then promise that Syria ‘wo 2. 
begin withdrawing. They made the point that if you don't give thi 
to Gemayel, his effort to hold together and to make that reconci 
conference work will fall apart. Gemayel will go down the drain. 
is their view, as they expressed it today. What do you have to 
about that? Will the President -- . a 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We obviously will be 
discussing this sort of thing with the. Saudis too, but I don't ha 
any detailed comment for you on it. = OET -hat 


Q What makes you stand fast on what you've just 
us, that you side with the Israelis on their view of their wi - 
timetable and why. they've not withdrawn? Doesn't the risk occur, 
Gemayel does lose completely as an effective instrument of tryi 
keep this reconciliation movement going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, 
be listening to what Gemayel has to say about his situation. He-= 
happens to be the Lebanese leader who negotiated this agreement. cles 
he has also been sticking firmly by it. He recognizes that this. isi 
the only way that has been agreed -- that Israel has agreed to -- to 
get its forces out of Lebanon, and this has a very positive aspect of 
it for him and his leadership. Yes? . © See . at? 


Q I'm not familiar with all the terms of the agreement, : 
but is there anything in the written agreement that says Syria has.,to 
withdraw, or is that a private agreement between the U.S. and_Isrgel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the agreement itself, 
there is no reference at all- to Syria -- 


Q Well, then, why. are you pressing it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's the Israeli 
position. 


Q Why did we concede to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the Israeli 
position. It's not the position of the United States. We'v 
acknowledged that. We've acknowledced position -- 


Q There are two separate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: <-- that the agreement 
itself does not contain any reference to Syria. The Lebanese government 
was very insistent on this point, because the whole basis on which 
Syria was in the country was a very different one. Syria had been, 
invited, at one time, to come in. 


Q Okay, so there's nothing in the written agreemen 
that says that Syria has to withdraw simultaneously. _ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Then it is debatable? . mney 


Q Gemayel was ordered by the reconciliation conference " 
to go around and solicit some ways in which the May 17th agreement hx toe 
could be adjusted and modified. If our answer to him is simply, "We #* * 


stand by the agreement," will he not then go back empty-handed and A: : 
won't that be counterproductive? 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, now, wait a 
minute. If you read carefully what the agreement -- what came out. 
of the Geneva, exactly -- what he was to discuss. There was the — 
question of withdrawals, including Israeli withdrawal. 

















As I recall, the text of that -- it said nothing 
May 17 specifically. This was, obviously, a Lebanese compromise. ~ 


Q Was there some kind of indication from Shamir - 
yesterday that will give you some flexibility in discussing some | 
further Israeli withdrawals in the south, and, possibly, some bet 
coordination between Gemayel and the Israelis in the south, so that 
he can have something to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly Israel 
reaffirmed its support for the government of Lebanon, its r 
that that is the legitimate government of Lebanon and its support 
the overall objectives that we run through with you ad nauseam. 
I don't want to get into the details of how that might be. Sir? 


ms), 


, 
ye 


i] 
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Q You are conceding that the Israelis and insis 
on the Lebanese-Israeli agreement of May 17 is interpreted in Arab circles 
and here in Washington that it is an attempt to pre-empt any Lebenese#**' 
national reconciliation and unity, and, possibly, perpetuate a 
situation that might lead to a complete partition of Lebanon as the 
status quo which is existing now in --. What do you answer to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not our view i 
of the situation at all. We, as you know, helped in the negotiation ‘ 
of the Lebanon-Israel agreement. One of the reasons why we got into’ ; 
helping in that negotiation was because ; 


* 
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there was such skepticism in the Arab world that Israel ever 
could be brought to agree to withdraw. And Israel was brought 
to agree to withdraw, and has agreed to withdraw completely in 
the terms of that agreement. And I would just -- I think that 
many in the Arab world view that as a very positive thing. 





Q I would like to follow up. It was negotiated: : 
while Lebanon was under duress, occupation forces, and no ‘ 
withdrawal of Israeli forces there and, therefore, now -- after 
the situation has cleared a little bit -- the Lebanese have 4 
second thoughts, and people have seconds, and the Arabs have - 
second thoughts about the context of this agreement which will 
lead to more Israeli takeover of Lebanon. Would you answer 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our advice 
on the situation -- and, I think, President Gemayel shares this 
view -- is that this agreement is an asset in the hands of the 
government of Lebanon. It assures the withdrawal of one of the 
major foreign forces in the country. That is a step toward the . 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces in the country. And, ; 
obviously, it's not the complete package. But it is a positive © 
step. 


Sir. 


Q Is it a holy bond that you can't amend or 
do anything about it -- if the situation asks for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not looking 2 
for opportunities to reopen it if that's what you're -- ‘ . 


Q No. The principle -- I'm talking in principle. + 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's an agreement. 
And we don't enter international agreements lightly. It's 
an agreement that has been reached by -- we witnessed it. 


Q Was there an agreement in Geneva in any way, 
shape, or form to lay the May 17 agreement aside, to put it aside 
in order to facilitate Syrian withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was. Now 
it was put aside in terms of the actual agenda that was there on 
the table at Geneva. And, you know, some things were decided 
on. A general reconciliation among the people who were present 
there did take place. A follow-on committee on, kind of, political 
structure and that sort of thing was put in place. And the 
President was asked to engage in international contacts. 


Q Pursue that, would we support President Gemayel 
if he says to us, “Look; the only way we can get the Syrians 


out is if I don't enforce this May 17 agreement; we don't > 
renece on it; but we lay it aside?” % 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we ey, ‘y 
have to wait and see what he has to say before -- bee at 
t ; : > 
Q What do you make of the fighting today? And _ mage 
what might it portend -- the renewed fighting in Lebanon? ds stains 
Aren't some of the antagonists the very people you think it's 4. Ra 
helpful to bring into the new Lebanese reconciliation? Or do “ea * 
you see them as terrorists? Who's doing what? th 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Look, the 3 
ceasefire in Lebanon would be considered something else in -. wees, i 
many other parts of the world. (Laughter.) That's true. But, 
compared with what it could be, we feel that it is still a 
ceasefire that is holding in the respect that people aren't 
trying to change their positions. 











> | 


/ ame 


Q Well, don't you “get a sneaking feeling -- “= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION. OFFICIAL: But there's an ! 
"h" of alot of firing and fighting that's going on. That's why 4g, 
I described the ceasefire as "fragile." .And one of the problemsf 
is that you want to try to strengthen and maintain this 
ceasefire. And alot of people are working on that. 


Q Could it be someone's trying to hurt 
Gemayel? I mean, do you get that notion that some of this 
fighting is, somehow, designed to undercut his visit here, and 


undercut his standing? " 
cis 1d ¢ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's been | .; ie 
going -- the actual fraying of the ceasefire has been going on ov ; 4 
for several weeks. So I wouldn't relate it just to his visit iis? +4 
here. 

Q If the visit goes well, what would you . wae 
expect to happen next? Would you expect Gemayel to go back 
to Geneva? Would you expect the United States to go to ; 
work with Syria? If this goes well, what next? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, - 
as we know, exactly. I think that President Gemayel will be ‘va 
reinforced —. 
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in his leadership and in his determination to push forward on this 
reconciliation process. Now, whether that occurs at Geneva or . 
whether it occurs in continuing contacts elsewhere is something 
that I don't think we know right now. 


Q Are we going to tell them -- 










. , Q Is there a date certain for the resumption ate 
eneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? ~ 


Q I= there a date certain for the resumption of 
the reconciliation ‘alks at Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there isn't 
right now. 


MR. SIMS: Last question. 


Q One can draw the conclusion from what you 
said that you really don't have any new proposals on how to 
the foreign forces out. Barry asked you that question and you 
well, we'll both have some ideas. Do you have any new proposals %*: 
or ideas? ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My answer there was 
intended just to say I really can't talk about details in that 
respect in advance of the actual discussions that are going to 
be occurring and that's -- 


Q Well, what's your answer? Do you have some new % 
proposals and ideas that you can't talk about, is that what you're 
saying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm saying -- I'm 
trying to outline what the subjects are that we'll discuss without 
getting into the details of what is going to be discussed, which 
obviously I can't do. 


Q Can I have a qualification point -- I just want 
to -- okay. 


Q When Prime Minister Shamir said that he stands 
by the May 17 agreement in all its parts, does it include the part 
in which it says -- I mean, does it include the simultaneous with- 
drawal of the Syrians or this question -- this issue is debatable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to 
address it to Prime Minister Shamir. But the agreement, itself, 
does not include any reference to Syria. * 

MR. SIMS: This is positively the last question. | 

Q We know that groundwork is laid for all these . 
meetings. Were you trying to imply to us that you do not — 
Gemayel to ask for any modification of that agreement? a 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainly expect / 
that we will be discussing that agreement, Israeli withdrawal, ; 


Syrian withdrawal. But I'm not going to really try to guess on #F'*: 
the exact context. ‘ee . 


END 11:31 A.M. EST.) %.. 9 
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MR. SIMS: Back by popular demand. This briefing ; 
is on background, attributable to a Senior Administration Official. 
He has another appointment and I'm sure most of you do soon an 
so we're going to make it a very brief one. ? 

: 


Q Or maybe he has nothing to say. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The tact, as you 
say, that he has nothing to say is quite correct. So we can 
probably say it quickly. 


I think you saw the cast that attended the meeting 
with the President this morning. It was the Vice President, the 
Secretary, Mr. Mecse was in, Don Rumsfeld, Bartholomew, myself. 


Accompanying the President of Lebanon was his Am- 
bassador. Then at the expanded meeting, you had his delegation, 
that includes former Prime Minister Amine Al-Hafez -- these names, 
I think, are available in the Press Office, so I won't fuss you 
with all that -- another deputy from Tyre, a deputy from Tyre, 
Dr. Khalil -~- member of the delegation. 


General Vessey was in both sessions and through the 
luncheon as well. 


I'll be honest. There's a limit what I can say with 
you. We are continuing in meetings. We went directly from the 
lunch to a session at the Department with the Secretary. There 
will be a further session tomorrow morning with the Secretary 
and a meeting that the President will have at the Pentagon with 
the Acting Secretary of Defense, Paul Thayer. Then luncheon with 
the Secretary. Further meeting in the afternoon with Don Rumsfeld. 
And then there's the dinner tomorrow night given by the Ambassador 
of Lebanon. 


The President not only paid tribute, a personal tribute, 
to President -- our President. I thought you said just “the Presi- 
dent” in this place. But anyway, our President paid not only the 
personal tribute to President Gemayel, but did emphasize in that 
departure statement the steadfastness of our support for his ad- 
ministration, our efforts to support his program of national 
reconciliation and to secure the withdrawal of foreign forces. 


There is a long way to go and I think both of us -- 
approaching this situation without euphoria and with a very practical 
bent. We're looking for ways to move ahead. 


It will be in the context of the May 17 agreement. 
Last night, his first statement on arrival, the statement of 
President Gemayel was to express the continued support of his 
government for that agreement and he added that he was looking 
for mechanisms, mechanisms to implement it. And that is the f 
focus of the discussions that are going on today and will be 
surely going on tomorrow. But I think that the repledging, 
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public repledging and private reaffirmations of his support for 
the May 17 agreement is a point I do want to underline this after- 
noon. 

We talked about Geneva, both about the meeting of Ls 
heads of the Lebanese factions under the Chairmanship of the Presi®=,? 
dent, that took place in those five first days in November, and 
heard some more details about the work of the working group, their 
designees, that was left behind to continue the discussions. We . 
heard a very eloquent description about the problems of Lebanon, 
the refugees flowing south from Tripoli, flowing north from the 2 
Israeli-occupied areas, back and forth. > 


There was a good deal of discussion of how to 











ee 


reinforce, increase popular confidence in the government. The 
President has -- President Gemayel came to office at a very diffi- 
cult and the job hasn't gotten any easier. The cease-fire of 
September 26th is holding in the Lebanese sense of the word. But ~ 
it is fragile, I think as was emphasized to you yesterday. *% 
We talked about some specifics on the U.S. program off 
support for the Lebanese armed forces. They will go into more 
detail, however, on that subject with the Acting Secretary of Defe 
tomorrow. They have some equipment requests which they will lay 
at that time. 









We talked about the economy. What was one of the thriving 
private enterprise, free enterprise economies of the area, is now 
facing serious unemployment, a drastic drawdown of its reserves, a 
major budget deficit. And as was discussed whatever political sd@ju- 
tions can be developed, political solutions concerning national regon- 
ciliation within the country, withdrawal of foreign forces from 
country, however these mechanisms are developed, if great attent is 
not paid right now to the economy, the economic difficulties coul 
overwhelm even the best of political solutions. 4 


There was discussion, of course, of how to arrange a 
withdrawal, no conclusions. There was certainly agreement on the need 
for bolstering the national consensus and how both withdrawal and 
national reconciliation, achievement of that consensus, can help 
Lebanon play an effective role in the Middle East peace process be- 
cause in its present condition, of course, it can't. To do that, it 
must, of course, have its Arab credentials. It needs understanding 
with the Israelis to secure withdrawal. 


The overall -- the question as it was emphasized is the 
need for overall stabilization because there is a danger in ad hocing. 
You have an immediate security problem, a hot point in a given town 
or city, district of the country. Somebody has the bright idea about, 
we'll use this militia, that force, that always carries along with it 
a host of other problems. So the President is trying to look at the 
national scene -- President Gemayel trying to look at the national 
scene and work out an overall solution. 


Geneva was a beginning. A beginning we both think can 
be built upon. It was the beginning of reform, understandings which 
were launched between Lebanese leaders to reform the political, 
economic, and social order of Lebanon. And it was a step, again, a 
beginning towards the withdrawal -- securing the withdrawal of foreign 
forces. 


The discussions on the withdrawal and on the May 17 
agreement are, as I said, going to have to focus now on the mechanisms 
for achieving this. All I can say today is we've got some ideas, they 
have ideas. We'll be meeting intensively with the delegation later 
today, tomorrow 
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morning, as much time as is needed tomorrow. And we hope by the 
end of the process of our discussions that there will be a program 
worked out that the President can take back to his country. 


Q What do you mean? 
Q When you talk about withdrawals, are you 


talking about a phase instead of a simultaneous withdrawal that 
would have one side beginning before the other? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
any hard and fast conclusions. The simultaneous withdrawal is 
a statement that came into the whole -- is a phrase that came into ~- 
the whole discussion by Syria, conditioned, as you recall, back, I 
think, public statements last May that that would require the Israelis 
to withdraw without gains. Various statements have been made over. 
the months, but I think simultaneous withdrawal is basically a ; 
Syrian phrase which they supposedly communicated to the Saudis : 
and committed themselves to as long as it was done without gains. .; 






-So, phase withdrawals: what's needed, we think, is a* 
series of steps. Now, I don't want to link that directly to movement 
on the ground, but a series of steps that are going to build 
some confidence that the Lebanese government is moving out, is 
exerting its control -- its authority over both the occupied -- 

I'm sorry, about, first of all, over the unoccupied areas where 

its writ still does not go unchallenged -- and measures which would 
develop the idea, develop the perception outside of Lebanon that 

it is going to be able to build security measures which are convincing, 
reassuring both to its own people and to its neighbors. 


Q Would that possibly involve expanding or 
redeploying the multinational force -- any way fill that vacuum 
and help the Lebanese army gain control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been no 
discussion of that at all. And for that, of course, you know we'd 
have to go back to the Congress for any expansion or change of 
the role in the multinational force. But that's not been a topic 
discussed. 


Q Did you sense at all in the talks today, 
though, that there is the possibility of the Lebanese army exerting 
its influence in some of these areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We definitely 
did because we think that the work that started at the end of 
last year on training, re-equiping has had a positive effect. And 
the President certainly -- President Gemayel certainly shares 
our view on that. It's one of the pluses in the story and may be 
not told quite enough -- what the U.S. Army and the various 
training groups that have moved through Lebanon -- working with the 
Lebanese forces ever since last December, January. 


Q Sir, could you kindly -- 
Q Sir, will you clear up some -- 


Q -- reiterate the May 17th agreement highlights 
please? Just the high points of it. 


Q -- have any copies -- 
Q Everybody may know it, but we don't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I do that ae 
maybe? 


Q -- all right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understood there's 
a very tight deadline. Let me come to that after the -- 
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Q On the May 17th agreement, could you clear up 
something? The Lebanese, aides to President Gemayel, have been 
hollering as best they can in private that there has to be some 
alteration in that agreement to meet the mandate of that Geneva 
conference. You're saying that the President publicly and privately 


had reaffirmed this -- President Gemayel has reaffirmed his = 
commitment to that agreement. Now, please clear up that question: = 
is he dropping any question about altering the terms of that <= 
or is he just reaffirming the outline of the agreement and asking 

for some ways of getting around it or is the U.S. saying, "If you —~ 





want to change it, talk to the Israelis"? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He's looking for, 
as I think I said, mechanisms -- mechanisms to implement it. He's 
looking to stand by it. He's looking to put it into effect. But 
the impasse is clear. And there's got to be some ways worked out, 
part of which -- a major part of this is going to be demonstration . ~ 
by the Lebanese government that it has the confidence in itself, ‘3 
the confidence of its people, the confidence of its army to start Re 
moving in the unoccupied areas. There are things that can be done 
in the occupied areas. We're talking about, pretty obviously, a 
series of steps. You're not going to get from me -- and I don't 
thing you're going to get from the government of Lebanon -- a 
grand plan, a magical -- a description of a magical wand that's 
going to be waved to get that May 17 agreement implemented. You've 
got time to go. 
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Q There has been a tendency here to say that the ~ 
President of Lebanon supports the May 17th agreement. However, as. 
everybody knows, there are side letters signed by the United stateh 
and with Israel and, also, with Lebanon that are outside the 
agreement but -- now, when you say that he supports this, does ca 
he, also, support the conditions that are set down in the side 
letter? Or is this still a matter of contention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, only The 
Washington Post knows about the side letter. (Laughter.) 


Q Oh, come on. 
Q No. Come on. We all know about it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not discussing 
it. 


Q Would the side letter be included -- be 
included in the mechanism to implement the Israeli-Lebanese 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The mechanisms -- 
we're not at the point. And that's why I have to disappoint you 
today. We're not at the point of saying what is going to be an 
effective, what's going to be an ineffective mechanism. But nobody 
is -- they're just no decisions reached. I'm trying to get 
across that there's a -- we do see the need to move quickly. There 
is a sense of urgency. The security situation is highly unstable. 
The economy is in very deep distress. And nobody's deceiving 
themselves in Washington or in Beirut that there's time to play 
with. 


At the same time, we're looking for ways -- concrete, 
specific ways that the government of Lebanon can be supported, 
can move itself with the help of all the parties. It's going to 
require an understanding with us, a coordination with us, an 
understanding with the Israeli side, even with the Syrian side. 


Q Could you tell us at this time, sir, if you 
have solid reasons to believe that President Assad of Syria is 
more conciliatory now than he has been in previous days. 

And I have a follow-up to that, please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do I get the 
follow-up? Or do I wait -- no, I wait. Okay. (Laughter.) 
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I think there's been a new tone taken by the Syrians. 
I think you saw it, heard it first at Geneva -- the fact that 
Geneva took place, the fact that it was not abrubtly terminated, 
that the people sat down that first day and could start the 
discussions, and that there's been a visit to -- there's been one 
visit to Beirut by the Syrian Foreign Ministers. There's been 
a return visit by the Lebanese Foreign Minister to Damascus last 
weekend. They are talking. 







More or less conciliatory -- I don't think I can 
characterize it yet. But they are talking. They are communica 
And there was a period, if you remember -- remember where we came , 
from, the illegitimacy of the government of Amin Gemayel, the illegitimacy 
of the Parliament. And that talk peaked, I would say, shortly after 
the -- or rose to a crescendo after the signing on May 17. But , 
it continued right up to the ceasefire. You're not hearing that 
now. 


Q The follow-up question, sir, is, based on your — 
conversations with the leaders of Israel, are there indications 
linking, if you will, the new tone taken by Syria and whatever 
you heard in the private meetings with the Israeli leaders to 
make you believe that 
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a mechanism can be found over the short run. You say time is 
critical. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think we can 
make a start in the very near future. We are talking in the next «| 
month if you need a date on it. We've got to. I mean, it is that &¢ 
kind of pressure. 


Q Start to do what? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we've got to 


find these mechanisms, we've got to find the first steps to be 
taken. 





Q So nothing really has happened yet with this vi 







SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nothing has hap 
no, no, no. This visit is still in mid-course. How can I say 
anything has happened yet? But there is a very sober, serious r 
of the possibilities, a sober review of the dilemma that the Presi@ent 
of Lebanon finds himself in, and we were able to reassure him -- 


Q What are the possibilities? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that Israel wants 
to withdraw. 


Q Aren't you afraid that the May 17th agreement 
that are insisting on with Israel will turn out to be another 
1975 Kissinger promise to Israel not to talk to the PLO, and 
might prolong the misery and the occupation of Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last intent in 
Washington is to prolong the misery of Lebanon. £> absolutely not. 
We don't see that standing by that as the framework is going to be 
prolonging the agony of Lebanon. 


Q What is the first logical step? 


MR. SIMS: We are going to have to call time here 
in about two minutes. 


Q Keeping in mind that May 17 remains a problem 
in the way of the reconciliation of the Lebanese parties, and keeping 
in mind that -- or at least admitting the side letters -- would 
you say, since President Reagan had emphasized reconciliation 
that there is an intention to send Mr. Gemayel back with something 
that he could accomplish reconciliation upon? And I am speaking 
-- linking this with the May 17 letter, I mean, agreement and the 
letter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't like your 
phrasing of sending him back to accomplish something. Gemayel has 
come with ideas of his own. He is looking for our support, he is 
looking for coordination. We have some ideas we will share with 
him, but he is -- while we are trying to work together very, very 
closely with President Gemayel, with his government, to support the 
central government, it is not an American diktat. We don't pretend 
to be experts in the very complex scene that is Lebanese politics 
or fully understand all of the interrelationships between Lebanon 
and its neighbors. 


Q Excuse me -- 

Q You wouldn't want to -- j 

Q How long -- 

MR. SIMS: Wait a minute, we have about five questions 
_: The one all the way in the back, Bruce, Andrea and then that's 
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Q Would be kind enough to outline to us what sort of 
measures are you advising President Gemayel to take in the area where 
he controls, where the Lebanese central government controls. You 
kept on emphasizing that the measures would have to be taken in this 
area first. What sort of measures? 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose there are 
really three areas. The area that he directly controls which you 
know is limited; there is the broader area of the unoccupied, not ,2 
occupied by either Syria or Israel; and then there is the occupied 
areas. The short answer is no, I can't discuss it. 


MR. SIMS: Bruce. 
Q What do you want him to do in the occupied ar 


Q President Gemayel said outside in passing in 
to a question when asked about the prospects for getting the Syr 
out of Lebanon, he said it would be very soon. How is one suppo 
to take that remark? Is that supposed to be taken with any serio 
cr was it just the result of a hit and run question? 


ess, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You better try to 
arrange a press conference with him. I didn't hear him say it. 


MR. SIMS: Last question. 


Q What do you think he meant when he talked about 
getting around the letter of the law in his departure statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Getting around the 
letter of the agreement? 


Q Yes, that is what he stated. 


Q How does that square with your statement that 
he still fully supports May 17th? 


Q Going beyond the letter of the law. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is looking for a 
way to implement it, and he has reaffirmed that privately cs well as 
publicly. 


Q Looking for ways to get around the normalization 
aspects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I would hesitate 
to interpret what he meant by that. If you hit him on the run, I 
think you ought to try to -- 


Q This was in his departure statement. We can 
read it to you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wasn't here when 
he departed, so I didn't hear it in his departure statement. 


Q I mean, since he said that in his departure statement, 
presumably it reflects the discussions you all had. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that was his -- 
I think, if I can -- I'm speculating. I think it's his way of = 
saying, "Find the way to implement it. We stand by it. Find a 
way to implement it.” I mean, if that maybe came out as evading 
it, that is not the intent that's coming through in the private 
sessions. 







Q Can I just ask some summary questions? Because 
there's a certain amount of confusion here. I don't mean to be 
disrespectful, but -- Am I correct in summarizing your statements 
that you talked to the Lebanese, you suggested on your side that 
they be more energetic in getting their presence felt, better 
not only in the areas under their control, but in areas around 
the Shuf, which are in contention, as well as in occupied areas? 
By that I guess you mean working something out with the Israelis <« 
in southern Lebanon, so that there could be more of a presence 
there. Is that what you mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are ways of 
building the government's -- rebuilding the government's activities 
in southern Lebanon. Yes, that's one. Yes. 


Q -- work that out with the Israelis, I pre- 
sume? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're the occupying 
power. You've got to work with them one way or the other. That 
applies to Syrian areas as well. 


Q The Israelis have complained that the Lebanese 
have not dealt with them directly. Is there an effort here, maybe, 
of reviving some dialogue of some kind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have been 
dialogues. There's been *he forum that started before the agreement, 
if I'm not mistaken, was certainly kept going, maintained afterward, 
the military liaison, what was called, I think, the Haldi Group. 4 
That's continued in operation. There is some sort of liaison office, 
I understand, operating there in -- outside the city, along the coast. 


Yes, there are ways. There are ways they could. And 
they will have to find ways to work out understandings with the 
Israelis. The Israelis aren't going to be pushed out. 


Q In other words, is it -- From the U.S. point of 
view, as the mediator of May 17th, if the Lebanese and the Israelis 
reach some understanding on some new mechanisms for getting with- 
drawal started, that's okay by us, I take it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Surely. Yes. 

MR. SIMS: We've really got to stop. We've got to 
get the Senior Administration Official going here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't mean to 
obfuscate that. Yes, sure. 


Q Can't we have one question on Saudi Arabia? 
MR. SIMS: No Saudi Arabian questions. 


Q No Saudi Arabian questions? We've got an 
expert here. 


Q -- mediators in this and it's their agreement. 
So you're going to go to find new mechanisms for implementing / 
withdrawal that has to be worked out, presumably by the parties -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, absolutely. Yes. 
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Q -- the Israelis and the Lebanese have to talk 
in some forum. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but they do 
talk in forums, various forums, including this military liaison 
forn. 

A 


v Q Can we get a quick question as to while you 
felt the ties with mechanisms, can you help us with interpreting 
Fahd's position. It's getting very confusing. The briefer, who 
locked like you, two days ago said that the -- said the moderate 
Arab countries understand our links with Israel. 





The next day, a letter was delivered and the Ambassador 
stood out in the driveway and said the United States was making 2 
a mistake. 





Now, there's a letter that's i«:"g variously interp i 
by The Washington Times, for instance, hasth: Saudis asking for «& 
unilateral Israeli withdrawal. 


Can you help us as to what position the Saudis are 
currently taking in your efforts to crack this deadlock? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not -- That 
position isn't purely Saudi. The idea of somehow putting the agree- 
ment aside, shelving, freezing, whatever the phrase is used, and 
working out just withdrawal with security arrangements. 


You go just so far, though, and then it comes out, 
yes, there's still the Syrians and the Arabs will get the Syrians 
out. That just is not persuasive. 


Q Were there any further guarantees? Supposedly 
it was reported that there were probably guarantees that -- by the 
Saudis -- that the Syrians would get out if the United States 
guaranteed -- or helps in trying to bring about Israeli withdrawal. 
Is that in the picture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's been said there 
are such guarantees. We don't know their nature of how they would 
carry it out. 


Q Would Gemayel have been invited if he hadn't 
agreed to reaffirm the May 17th agreement? Would he have been 
invited to Washington if he had not agreed to go along with the 
May 17 Accord? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we didn't lay 
down any preconditions. He was asked by 








= 22 © 


those meeting in Geneva to come here and make other visits as well 
to discuss how to work out withdrawals. We didn't say, thou shalt 
not get on the airplane without reaffirming the May 17 agreement, 
no. And I didn't write his arrival statement. 


Q Did you encourage him to say he's reaffirms it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We welcomed his 
reaffirming it. 





Q Could you clarify one other thing? We're gettin 


very conflicting -- earlier in the week when the Israelis were here, ' 
we were told strategic cooperation was intended to send a message ~ 
to the Syrians. Now you're talking about conciliation on the part 


of the Syrians. Are there real signs of a new posture being taken, 


by the Syrians, maybe within the last week or two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I think I can 
to is the fact that these meetings have gone on -- the latest be 
last weekend -- between the two foreign ministers, and I say, let* 
keep in mind it's not that many weeks ago that that whole outfit was 
labeled, smeared as illegitimate. 





Q Does that mean they reaffirmed their intention 
to withdraw in that channel as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
any question that the intention to withdraw without gains stands. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You already had the 
last question once. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:41 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1983, 11:05 P.M. % 
a fa 
MR. HUGHES: Good morning, all. We are going . ‘oA 
to be on background. You may attribute this to senior 
State Department officials. | a 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Good morning. What I 
will try to do is, first of all, as best I can, give you, 


the itinerary. Secondly, I will give you the meetings 





have so far been put on the agenda of the trip, and, ver 
briefly, some themes that we see emerging from the trip. 

I will do my bit and then ask my colleague to address 
Tunisia and Morocco. 

Briefly, the itinerary is, as you know, we leave 
tomorrow very early for Bonn. That is the 6th and 7th of 
December. Then on to Brussels, where we will be from the 
7th through the 9th. Then Tunis from the 9th through the 
10th. Morocco is the weekend, the 10th through the 12th. 
Lisbon, the 12th through the 13th. 

The principal meetings we have scheduled -- Bonn 
with Chancellor Kohl and with Foreign Minister Genscher; 
President Carstens. And the Secretary is also planning on 


meeting with some high-ranking SPD figures. I'm sorry I 


can't give you any names at this stage. We are still in 











the process of trying to organize such a meeting. 


In Brussels, in addition to the NATO Ministerials -- 


\ 


and I will return to that in a moment -- is a meeting with \ 


Belgian officials -- Prime Minister Martens and Foreign Minis- 
a F 


ter Tindemans. ~, 


ont 


As you know, Prime Minister Papandreou is also ~*~ 
the Greek Defense Minister. He will be in Brussels for the 
Defense Ministers meeting, and immediately following that 
meeting, and before the NATO Foreign Ministers meeting, ; 


the Secretary will have the opportunity to meet with Prilt 





Minister Papandreou. 

There will be a meeting with Foreign Minister 
Andreotti. And the traditional Berlin dinner, which will 
give the Secretary an opportunity to have discussions with 
British Foreign Secretary Hove French Foreign Minister 
Cheysson and German Foreign Minister Genscher. 

There will be a separate meeting of the MNF Foreign 
Ministers -- the British, the Italian and the French. 

Then at the North Atlantic Council meeting, most 
of that meeting will take place in what is known as the 
Super Restricted Session, which means only the Ministers 
and the NATO Permanent Representatives. 

In terms of other bilateral meetings, he will 
meet with the Dutch Foreign Minister. He will have a separate 


bilateral with the British Foreign Minister and the Canadian 














Foreign Minister. 

Of course, at these meetings, as those of you 
who have come to them before know that there is a lot . 
of opportunity for other bilateral meetings on the margin 
and that he is able, one way or the other, to probably have : 
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conversations with all the NATO Ministers. ye 

Following that meeting, there will then be a -- ~— 
what is now becoming something of an annual event -- a 
meeting between the European Community Commissioners led 7 
by Gaston Horne, the President of the iC, with a cabinet 
level group led by the Secretary of State. That will include 
Secretary of the Treasury Don Regan; Special Trade Represen- 
tative Ambassador Brock; Secretary of Commerce Mal Baldrige; 
and Secretary of Agriculture, Secretary Brock. That meeting 
will be on U.S./EC economic and trade questions. 

I am skipping over the North African stop which 
my colleague can deal with -- in Lisbon, the Secretary of 
State will meet with President Eanes; Prime Minister Suarez; 
Foreign Minister Gama. 

Just a few words on the European themes. 

This is a traditional meeting in Brussels at this 
time of the year. It obviously has some specifical significance 
in view of current events, and it is particularly important 


now that we have the opportunity to consult with the 


allies at senior levels. 


What this meeting will demonstrate, in our view 




















4 
is the solid underpinning of support for the Alliance, as 
a whole, and the December ‘79 decision, in particular. It 


4 


will demonstrate a basic consensus on core security ques- 4 
m ol 
tions, as well as an interest in sustaining a dialogue with-< ._ 


the East. a 


oma! 
3 


Of course, the backdrop to this meeting will be 
the two-fold recent events -- the initiation of INF deploy- 
ments on the side of the West and the -- as the Soviets 
have put it -- their decision to discontinue the Geneva 4 
negotiations. 

I think I will just stop there. I will be happy 
to answer you questions, but my colleague may want to add 
a few points about Tunisia and Morocco. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: As my colleague said, we 
will be reaching Tunisia Friday night. Nothing is scheduled 
for that evening. The next morning, the Secretary will be 
meeting with the Tunisian Foreign Minister es-Sebsi, and the 
Prime Minister Mzali, following which he will call on Presi- 
dent Bourguiba and be entertained at lunch by Bourguiba. 

After the lunch, mid afternoon, he will depart for Morocco. 

Something about themes -- the Secretary, in his 
North African stops, is responding to longstanding invitations, 


urgings, from the two countries to visit, and this occasion 


presented him with an opportunity to accept that invitation. 


tas 
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In Tunisia, he will discuss our economic programs, 
where we are phasing out of economic assistance and moving 
into programs designed to encourage trade and particular — 
investment, and this is a result of Tunisia'‘s success with 
its development. It is an aid graduate. It still has nests: 
but it has been a need particularly enhanced by the current 
economic-troubled world, economic problems. But it has ~~ 


graduated from the need for assistance. 






We will be discussing regional matters; in p 
lar, North African, intra-North African cooperation, foll 
moves by Morocco, Algeria and Tunisia, to improve their | 
relations with each other. 

Certainly the Tunisians will be interested in the 
Middle East, and that can be expected to be a topic of con- 
versation, particularly since Arafat and some of his PLO 
have been based in Tunis. When they were evacuated from 
Lebanon, many of them went to Tunis, including Arafat. 

Let me say here that I am not prepared this morning 
to discuss the Lebanon issue. The Secretary will do that 
this afternoon. 

We anticipate that the Tunisians will be interested 
in hearing from the Secretary qn East-West relations since 


he will have just come from NATO. 


In Morocco, where the Secretary will arrive on 
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Saturday afternoon, will remain Sunday, leaving for Lisbon 
early Monday morning. The precise schedule is not yet worked 
out, so I can't give you specific appointments or discussions, 
Q Is that Rabat or Marrakesh? = 


~- 
. 
& * 
. 


A It is Rabat at the present time. Of oneia. 
the centerpiece will be the Secretary's discussions with ass 
King Hassan, whom he last saw when Hassan had lunch with the 
President in New York in late September, I believe it was. 

He will undoubtedly also meet the new Prime Moter, 
Karim Lamrani, and the new Foreign Minister, Bel Keziz, ? 
who were appointed recently as a part of a new Moroccan 3 
Government. 

Subjects of discussion -- bilaterals, of course, are 
security cooperation as well as economic development questions; 
undoubtedly there will be in Morocco also a discussion of 
cooperation among North African countries -- countries of 
the Magreb, as the region is called -- and a discussion of the 
Western Sahara problem, which is at the top of the Moroccan 
agenda. 

Overall themes -- certainly for Tunisia, are our 
major interest in this successful, stable country which occupies 
a strategically and important area in the Mediterranean, one 


which is under threat from Libya, but which is managing its 


affairs quite successfully, and Morocco is a major security 


interest as a country which occupies, of course, a strategically 
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important region, the Strait of Gibraltar, the Atlantic, 
and the Mediterranean, a country with which we have increasing 
security cooperation, enroute access rights to Southwest 


ane Y -- 


Asia, and a country in which we wish to see a continued eat 
& ss nae S 


stable rule and friendly association with the U.S. Soin 
I think maybe that is all. as 


Q Just for planning purposes, did I catch a 
touch of hesitance about Rabat, or is it definitely Rabat? 





A Well, at this point, it is definite. Wej 
been told it is Rabat, yes. 
Q But a chance of a change, right? 

A As I said, the program has not been definitely 
set and until it is definitely set, I cannot say. 

Q Why was Algiers dropped? 

A Algerian scheduling problems. The Algerians 
have had a longstanding invitation to the Secretary to visit. 
They have had scheduling problems. They have reaffirmed 
that invitation and the Secretary hopes that he will be able > 
to visit at a different time. There is nothing there except 
for that. 

Q On arrival in Bonn, is it possible to be 
precise about what happens that evening? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I will try to be as precise 


as I can. There is always the possibility of last minute 


changes, but the plan is really the first major event after 














8 
the arrival will be a dinner. It will be relatively small, 
with the Chancellor and the German Foreign Minister, and 
the American side. > 

Q What can you tell us about the MNF Foreign 
Ministers' meeting, the focus of that? When that will — 

A I don't think I have the exact time. We = 
can gve you the plan. I believe it is on Thursday, but 
as you know, there have been a series of these meetings. 
There was a special meeting in Paris. The MNF Ministers had 
the opportunity to meet on the margins of the UN General ? 
Assembly in September, and I think there are, evtente. 
changes in the situation in Lebanon, and it would be peculiar 
if, with the foreign ministers all in Brussels, if they 
didn't get together and discussion the situation there. 

Q Which of the countries that will receive 
INF weapons have to reconfirm it with their legislative 
procedures? 

A The first point to make is that that is a 
decision or that is a development that is dependent on the 
internal politics in each of those countries, so it is not 
an issue that is discussed within NATO. Because under the 
December '79 decision, no decision to reconfirm or reaffirm 
support for that decision is necessary. The deployments 
continue on a continuous basis, and the only thing that 


changes that schedule is an arms control outcome in Geneva. 

















9 
Now, in terms of the domestic political situation, 
the British have had a parliamentary debate and have endorsed 


oS. 


deployment, so presumably no new decision is going to be + 


rz 


sought by anyone there. — 
ee 

The Germans, of course, have had their Bundestag =... 

debate and the Italians have had theirs. at 


There have been a series of other debates in NATO 


countries; a series of parliamentary debates, for instance, 


a 


4 


deploying right away, so it is uncertain just exactly when 


within The Netherlands. Now, The Netherlands has yet 





make a deployment decision, and they are not meant to 


they will take a decision. 

The Belgian Government has debated this issue within 
the parliament. As you know, the Belgians are going ahead 
with their preparations for deployment. But, you know, based 
on domestic politics, new debates could take place in these 
countries if the various parties decide they want to debate 
the issue. 

Q De you anticipate that at the NATO conference 
changes in the deployment schedule will be discussed? 

A Absolutely not. We do not support any "pause” 
in the deployment schedule. The decision taken in 1979 was 
very clear on this point; that the only development that 
will change the size of the deployments or the schedule for 


the deployments would be an arms control outcome in the 
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Geneva negotiations. 

Q Do you anticipate that in those meetings, the 
Alliance will decide, or will consult, on the question of - 
whether or not there should be high level contacts between eu, 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union, specifically the question of =, 
whether or not the Stockholm meeting should be a foreign iy 
ministers meeting and whether there should be a meeting a. 
between Shultz and Gromyko? - 
<y 


on 






A We are very likely to hear different vi ) 
that subject, and some governments have already expres 
their opinion. But I think this is an obvious question 
will be on the agenda, and we will be very interested in 
listening to various views. 

Q Do you consider that deployment is now a fact 
in Europe? What is the status of it as far as the U.S. 
Government is concerned? 

A We do not like to get pinned down to specific 
dates. 

Has it already begun? 

A We have said that the missiles that have now 
been delivered will have an initial operating capability, 
what is known as an IOC, a Pentagon term, by the end of the 
year. Obviously the process of deployment is now underway . 

Q When would you say that the missiles have 


been deployed in Europe? Would you say that today? 


_— 

















ll 


A I would say that the process of deployment 
has begun. If you equate deployment with the technical 
definition of an initial operating capability, simply say + 
that that will not begin -- that will begin by the end of, 3, 


the year. 


Q Do you expect much discussion about merging, = 
the INF and the START talks? 


A You are asking me to speculate, Bernie. I 


- 






just couldn't say. Our view is that such a merger is 
unnecessary; that it would probably complicate the negot 
tions, and no government has formally suggested such a step. 

I think there will be a discussion of where we go 
from here in the INF negotiations, but it seems to me that 
the major message coming out of the Ministerial will be 
for the Soviets to get back to the negotiating table. 

Q Do you expect discussion of the selection of 
the successor to Secretary General Luns of NATO? If so, 
does the United States or actually even -- whether or not 
that is the case, does the United States yet have a position 
on a candidate? 

A I think there will be discussion of that. 
There has been some discussion. They have been confidential, 
and the U.S. position on this subject is confidential. 

Q On getting the Soviets back to the negotiating 


table, are we going to turn up in Brussels with some sort 

















12 
of a plan or strategy that might include modifications in 


the U.S. position that might induce the Soviets to reconsider, 


etc.? Are we under pressure from the allies to come forward §- 


with some sort of package that would be more attractive , = 
to the Russians? : 

A No. 

Q No one at all? ; w 

A The allies, they have spoken for themselves, 
and you can look at the record, but I think all the alli 
who have spoken out publicly have said that it was a 
responsibility and that it is up to the Soviets to come 
back. 

So, I think, again, I don't like to speculate about 
what can happen in the future, but I can say what has happened 
in the. past, and that is that nobody is exerting any pressures 
for us to make pre-emptive concessions to bring the Soviets 
back to the table. The Soviets walked out, they say, because 
of U.S. deployments, but, of course, all through these nego- 
tations Soviet deployments have gone forward. 

Q What do you mean by pre-emptive concessions? 

A I just mean that we don't think -- it is not 
our view that it is our responsibility for the Soviets leaving 
the negotiating table. It is a decision they too::. 


Q But the President said he would do everything 
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he could to lure them back. 


A Well, we will, but the best thing we can do 


to get them back is -- we have a very good negotiating positipn. 


Q Any new lures since -- 


A No. I think I answered that question before -__ 


by making it very clear that the governments in question eg 
far have said that it is up to the Soviets to come back to 
the table. 

Q After the Soviet reaction, do you still have 
the view that they will return soon to the negotiating cape? 
A No, I will be prepared to talk about the ~ 
Ministerials but let the Secretary of State talk about the 
Soviet reaction this morning. 

Q On the North African visit, the Secretary of 
State's visit to North Africa comes only a few months 
after the Vice President's visit to the area. Is there any 
new importance given to the area from strategic regional 
considerations? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We have always given the 


area importance and the Administration has particularly 


worked on developing its relations with Morocco, for example. 


These trips symbolize that importance. They 
don't represent any new departure in policy, but I don't 
mean to underplay the importance of the region by making 


that comment. Both the Vice President and the Secretary 











14 
had outstanding invitations to visit the region and both 


accepted those invitations. 






Q One more, if I may? Have the Italians told 
us that they want to rethink their participation in the i 
and is that likely to come up in the meeting in Brussels? es 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The answer to that is nage? 
Q One question on the Africa thing, have you~= 


looked at Arafat's UN flight departure schedule, and do ~ 







you anticipate that Arafat would be arriving in Tunis 
about the same time Secretary Shultz would be arriving ¢ 
there? 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That is an interesting 
mssibility. I think we had better wait and see. There are 
too many imponderables here on that sort of schedule. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:30 P.M.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: The telephone call between -- the con- 
ference call between the President, Chancellor Kohl and the space 
lab astronauts this morning the President regarded as a highly 
Significant call, first of all because we're participating with 
European governments a number of who are providing experiments. 

The European governments have provided the funding for the space 
lab. So we have with us today some people who have been intimately 
involved in putting this call together and they are James Peggs, 
who is the Administrator of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, and Mr. Erik Quistgaard, who is the Director General 


~ a Space Agency. And they will give you some information 
n at. 


Also, we have with us Al Snyder of USIA and Mark Goode 
of the White House staff, both of whom will be available for any 
technical questions that people have. They're responsible for the 
technical aspects of putting the call together. 


So, gentlemen. 





MR. BEGGS: If I can introduce this, Erik and I have 
had a long association on this mission. It's been going on for 
quite a while. We have -- literally we've started the planning 
on this 10 years ago and we are finally there. And we're having 
a splendid mission. We have put 70 experiments on the space lab, 
which is the first time that we've carried anywhere near maybe 
10 percent of that number of experiments into space at one time. 


We have six astronauts up there, two of them who are 
scientists, one from MIT, who's been in training for the last 7-8 
years for this mission. His name is Byron Lichtenberg, and the 
other, a German, and this is the first mission on which we've 
carried a non-American into space and he's Ulf Merbold. He's 
from the Max Planck Institute in Germany. 


We are conducting instruments and experiments which 
are from the 1l nations of ESA, the European Space Agency, and 
also experiments from Canada and from Japan as well as from the 
United States. 


The mission has gone extremely well, so well that we 
are contemplating and have, indeed, just about made the decision 
to extend the mission for one additional day, from 9 days to 10. 
And that, of course, will depend on how the weather develops over 
the next couple of days. But if we can, we will extend one more 
day and get more data. 


So with that, Erik, unless you would like to say -- 


MR. QUISTGAARD: Thank you very much, Jim. I'm very 
glad to be here today as I was down in the Cape when I saw the 


MORE 











°“2-« 


whole thing lift off, which is the result of American-European 
cooperation over the last 10 years. 


It was magnificent made and it has functioned well 
above our expectations. This is thanks to the space shuttle and 
the whole communications system and, of course, to the space lab 
and all the instruments on board. But, not least, I will say that 
the man in space has been able to cure the problems that might have. 
occurred on certain instruments and we are now in a situation where 
practically all our experiments are going extremely well, as was 
Said just a second ago. 


In Europe this has been received as an outstanding 
international cooperation, not only between the participating 
European states, but between that Europe and the United States. 
And I want to say here that I am very proud to be able to be here 
in the White House and also I listened today through the conversa- 
tion between your President and the German Chancellor Kohl and 
Mr. Peggs and I had afterwards the opportunity to meet your Presi- 
dent and he certainly expressed great admiration for the achieve- 
ment and,also, I will say, very, very great admiration of this 
way of peaceful, international cooperation. 





Q What's the next step then, after this? (Laughter.) 
Q -- got to find out about Lebanon at some point. 


MR. BEGGS: The next step will be 


MORE 

















a continuation of what we're doing now. We will fly the space 
laboratory, which represents a very substantial investment on the 
part of the Europeans in the shuttle program. It's about $1 

billion that they've invested in that laboratory. % 


We will fly it four more times in the next couple 
years. And we'll continue to fly that. And as a result of 
the success that we have had on this mission, I feel we'll attract 
experiments from all over the world. We're really looking forward 
to a continuation of what we have initiated here. The argument 
I've -- if I can add to that -- the argument that's been put 
forward by scientists in the past has been that -- that they 
would sooner fly on free flyers. This is our first attempt 
to integrate a number of very important scientific experiments 
on a manned mission. And as a consequence, everyone was looking 
to see whether the man could really perform as we had been arguing 
that he could perform. And, indeed, as Erik has stated, the 
man has proven to be very important in carrying out the scientific 
experiments. 


So, I feel that the plan -- additional launches of 
Spacelab will probably need to be augmented because the scientists 
have now learned that they can, indeed, do splendid things. 

Q Has the President approved a manned space station? 

MR. BEGGS: Not yet. 

Q Is he going to? 

MR. BEGGS: I don't know. 

Q Think he should? 


MR. BEGGS: I'm on record. 


Q As what? (Laughter.) 
Q What's stopping him from doing it in view of 
this space -- 
Q Mr. Beags, why -- If the Spacelab is doing so well 


and you're able to perform all these experiments, how do you justify 
the expense of a space station? 


MR. BEGGS: The laboratory is a short-term adventure 
in space. We have a nine-day mission going. We can extend it for 
one day, which gives us ten. There are many, many experiments which 
require a longer duration in space. In fact, some of them would 
be productive over many, many months' time. Now, we can extend the 
stay time of the shuttle for a discreet period of time. We can 
perhaps lengthen the stay time from the current nine or ten days 
to twice that -- let's say twenty days. 


But beyond that, it becomes very, very difficult 
because -- for two reasons. One is that we need the orbiters 
to do the job for which they were intended, that is, to carry 
payloads back and forth in space. And, secondly, the shuttle 
is not instrumented nor is it equipped for life services, the life- 
Support activities to keep people up much beyond that. 


So, the argument is that if you want to go for long- 
duration flights, then you need a longer duration vehicle and that's 
a station or a platform. And, as I said in my remarks, the thing 
we are learning through this flight is that the presence of the 
human intellect is extremely impertant. 
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Q How much would it cost to have a -- 
Q Thank you. 
Q Do we have Mr. Speakes now for the briefing? 


(Laughter. ) 

MR. BEGGS: You're going to kick me off. 

Q Probably we all have reporters down in Florida 
covering this. We're supposed to be covering the Middle East 
right now. That's why -- 

MR. BEGGS: I understand. 

Are there any other questions -- 


Q Where is Speakes? Is he around? 


MR. BEGGS: You're asking a man who doesn't know 
Larry Speakes' schedule. 


Q You don't know Larry Speakes? 


MR. BEGGS: His schedule. I know Larry Speakes, 
not his schedule. 


Q -- I ask you a question? 
MR. BEGGS: Of course. 


Q Will there be any military implication of these 
labs in space -- platforms? 


MR. BEGGS: None that I know of. 
Q -- no military? 


MR. BEGGS: None that I know of. As a matter of fact, 
they all say they don't have a reason to be up there. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Thank you, sir. 

MR. BEGGS: Thank you. 

Q Thank you. 

Q This is embarrassing. 

MR. SNYDER: If there's interest on your part in finding 


out anything about the production of this feed today, I'll be glad 
to discuss that with you or to make the diagrams available later. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:07 P.M. EST 
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SECRETARY OF STATE 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 





MR. ANDERSON, ONITED PRESS INTERNATIONAL: Mr. Secretary, the 
process of the Lebanese Government asserting its sovereignty 
over its entire territory may take a long time. Is the United 
States prepared to keep the Marines in Beirut until there is-a 
national reconciliation and until the Lebanese Government is 
able to assert its sovereignty? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We will work with the Lebanese Government 
so that it can create a broadly based government for itself, 
and we will work for the removal of all foreign forces so 
that Lebanon can be sovereign over all its territory. 





Precisely what tactical moves will implement that policy 
remains to be seen, but we intend to see this through with 
the Government of Lebanon. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in our recent clashes with the 
Syrians and other elements in Lebanon, don't these place us 
in the position of becoming a party to the conflict? Are 
we becoming the enemy to some elements who then want to 
attack us? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are many who try to put us in that 
position, but that is certainly not our position. We are 
there at the invitation of the duly constituted, legitimate 
Government of Lebanon, and we, as any armed force, are 
present with the understanding that, of course, we have the 
right to self defense and that is universal, and we will 
defend ourselves, as we are doing. But we are not there 
contending with anybody. We are trying to be helpful. 

We are there in a peacekeeping role, along with the other 
countries in the Multinational Force -- the U.K., France and 
Italy -- and that is our role and that is our objective, 
but we will defend ourselves. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Syrians appear to be willing 
to hold the downed American pilot hostage for withdrawal of 
American Marines from Lebanon. Let me ask that in a 
larger context. 





The Soviets, in a press conference this morning, gave an 
impression to one watching it live that the whole business 
of European missiles was a fairly well-controlled situation, 
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but that the situation in the Middle East seemed to be 
more dangerous than before because it seemed to be somewhat 
more out of control, maybe on both sides. 


Could you assess how serious that is? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I will try to take that question apart 
into its various components, if I could. 





First of all, insofar as the airman is concerned, through 
Ambassador Paganelli' we have made strong representations 
to the Syrian Government requesting his prompt return, and 
we have made the same statements in international fora, 
particularly in the United Nations. At least as of this 
moment, while I have seen some news reports, Ambassador 
Paganelli has not had anything come back to him, and that 
is our official channel of communication on that subject. 


I think that it is the case that the situation in the 

Middle East has great points of tension in it, and, of course, 
we are trying to do everything we can to settle those points 
of tension down. 


One has to do with the emergence of the Government of 
Lebanon and the withdrawal of foreign forces, as we have 
been discussing. Still another point of tension comes out 
of the fact that there is a major dispute, apparently, 
among factions of the Palestinians, and that dispute is 
being apparently supported by Syria, and so you have had 
intense fighting in the Tripoli area. This has nothing 
to do with many other aspects of Middle East tension. 
And at the same time there is a major war between Iraq 
and Iran, and there is always the possibility that the 
offshoots of that war may involve third parties to a 
greater extent than formerly, and so we have to be alert 
to that, and, of course, to continue to try to get that 
war settled; but barring that, at least to have an 
understanding that it not spread itself into the Gulf 
region, as was envisaged in the UN resolution recently 
passed. 


So I think it is true that there are many points of 
tension in the Middle East and they come from a lot of 
different sources. The United States, seeing that 

peace has its enemies, recognizes that it also must have 
its defenders, and that is one of our roles, and that 

is one of our objectives in the region. 
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QUESTION: You haven't mentioned the Soviet Union. Is that 
one of the third parties? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Soviet Union, of course, has been the 

major supplier of arms to Syria, and it does have considerable 

numbers of military personnel in Syria, probably on the order ; 
of 7,000 or so: 





So it is there. It represents a presence, and it is connected 
with Syrian aggression. What its advice to Syria is, of 
course, we don't know, but we urge the Soviet Union to urge > 
Syria to look at the Lebanon problem in a sensible way, and we 
hope that they do so. 


Insofar as the Iran-Iraq war is concerned, they have, 
obviously, no direct involvement in it and may have the same 
concerns we do to see Iran and Iraq work out a negotiated 
solution. But it does seem far away. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the President said yesterday, when 
asked about the leadership situation in Syria, he said, "Your 
guess is as good as mine on who's in control there." 





Could you articulate a little more today on what we know 
about, number one, Assad‘'s health; and, number two, how 
decisions are being made on a day-to-day basis in Damascus? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ:- I believe it's a mistake for me to specu- 
late about something like that. We have all sorts of infor- 
mation coming in and official statements being made, and, as 
far as we're concerned, we deal with the Government of Syria, 
and principally our Ambassador deals with the Foreign Minister 
and the Ministry. 





We deal with the Government of Syria here in Washington, and 
have in the last 48 hours had quite a number of conversations, 
both here and there, and that is the process through which 
we're going. 


You have your speculations about it, and we hear a lot of 
information, but I don't think it's worthwhile for me to try 
to sort that out. 


QUESTION: A follow-up if I may, Mr. Secretary. President 





Assad is such a dominant figure there, would not a leadership 
problem compound the problems of settling any Mideast -- 
bringing about a Mideast solution? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't know precisely what the situation 
of President Assad is. As far as we know, he's firmly in 
control, and until we have some evidence otherwise, that's the 
assumption we'll go on. 





As far as we're concerned, Syria is very much a functioning 
government, and we deal with the Foreign Ministry through our 
Ambassador. When higher level visitors go there and may 
expect to see President Assad, if he's well enough, I'm sure 
that he will see then. | 


He'll receive people from other areas if he's well enough, and 
that will be one way in which we perhaps will know what his 
condition is. 


But there are all sorts of rumors, and I don't think they're 
worth my commenting on. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Syrians appear to have answered 
yesterday's attack by shelling the Marine compound in which 
an additional eight Marines have been killed. | 


Where does that leave us? Are you now going to retaliate for 
that, and aren't we engaged in a rather dangerous escalation 
that could certainly bring. us up against the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We can speculate that that is Syrian reta- 
liation, but we don't have any evidence for that. There's 
nothing that we know about that says it's a direct result. 
There was a fair amount of shelling in the Beirut area yester- 
day, not simply in the airport area But it may be. 





As far as we're concerned, we're there in a peacekeeping role. 
We're there as a country offering our good offices. 
Ambassador Rumsfeld will be heading back to the region 
tomorrow. Ambassador Bartholomew, having been here with 
President Gemayel, is about back in Beirut by now, and we're 
there trying to be helpful. 


We have returned fire to those who have fired at us, in 

terms of the places from which they have fired. We don't say 
we're firing at this or that country or faction. We return 
fire to the source of fire. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, does that mean that there are going 
to be more air strikes? Exactly how will U.S. airpower be 
used in the future? And, again today, sir, there are calls 
from Capitol Hill to pull the Marines out of Lebanon. 
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Can you discuss, what is the commitment on keeping the Marines 
there? Is this an open-ended commitment? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Marines are there, and our other forces 
are there to support our policies which are policies having 

to do with the Middle East and related to the importance of 
the Middle East, and more particularly in Lebanon to our 
objectives of helping the reconstruction of that country and 
the emergence of it as a working, sovereign country, important 
not only for itself but also for the contribution that such a 
result can make to Middle East peace more generally. 




















That's the mission of our forces there, and they will be there 
in support of that mission, and, as I said earlier, I think 
discussion tactically of precisely when we're going to do what 
is not the sort of thing that I want to comment on publicly. 


ween: Yes, sir. But it does seem to be a -=- this is the 
first time that the airpower has been used yesterday in this 
particular way. Is this now part of the operating procedure, 
is this a one-time kind of thing, or is this something that's 
going to be considered on a day-to-day basis from here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The airpower has been there, the ships have 
been there, and we have flown reconnaissance missions over 
Lebanon, I think since September, and this is with the 
authorization of the Government of Lebanon and supports, as an 
intelligence matter, our MNF posture. 





Those flights have been flown. There have been no problems 
about it until the day before yesterday when a reconnaissance 
flight was fired on and fired on rather heavily with evidence 
that we consider conclusive that those firing knew they were 
firing on a United States’ plane. The firing was heavy and, 
therefore, can't be ascribed to some individual, local person 
unloading a round on somebody. 


So under those circumstances we felt, and since we had told 

in advance everybody, including the Syrians about these recon- 
naissance flights, that they were purely defensive, there was 
no attack connected with them, that we should fire back at 
those who fired on us, and it's just as simple as that, and 
that's the best means of doing so. 


We have to use the forces that we have to accomplish the 
missions that need to be accomplished. - 


QUESTION: What is that mission, because that seems to be a 





question everyone was asking today in various interview shows? 
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Is it there to just help the Lebanese get their act together? 
That doesn't seem to be much good. If it was to be a peace- 
keeping fofce, wouldn't you need more men on the ground? You 
had more men in little Grenada with much less opposition than 
you have in Lebanon. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are there as part of a multinational 
force which together numbers some 6,000, I guess, something on 
that order. It's not there with the intention of taking mili- 
tary control. It's there to help the Lebanese gain control.- 
It’s there in support of the development of the Lebanese armed 
forces which have come a long way from a standing start, and I 
think that it's fair to say that with all of the turmoil and 
the difficulty, that there has been a considerable amount of 
progress made. 


We've had two visits this past week, one from the Government 
of Israel and the other from the Government of Lebanon, and I 
think out of that process, as far as we're concerned, we feel 
that we have an improved basis for working toward the chjec= 
tives that we are seeking. 


And, as I said, our Ambassador is back by now, and Ambassador 
Rumsfeld will be leaving Washington early tomorrow morning, 
and he'll be returning to the area, afd we're going to push 
our thoughts very actively. 


-- MORE -- 
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QUESTION: What is the understanding you have with the 
Israelis? 





SECRETARY-SHULTZ: The understanding? We have lots of 
understandings with the Israelis and with many other 
countries. 





QUESTION: You have an approved basis for the objectives we 
are seeking. What is the improved basis for the withdrawal? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've had very full discussions, not only 
of the situation in Lebanon but other aspects of the Middle 
East, with the Israelis. We've had a full discussion with 
President Gemayel of Lebanon. We've explored a lot of more or 
less operational things, and I believe that they're going to 
be helpful to us in making some concrete steps here. 





At any rate, that remains our objective, to help the govern- 
ment of Lebanon take control of its territory, starting, of 
course, with the territory not occupied by foreign forces but 
recognizing that the presence of foreign forces makes even the 
unoccupied areas hard to control. So that is the immediate 
objective, and I think we're going to make some progress. 


QUESTION: Mr. Eagleburger yesterday said on ABC television 
that the United States strategic agreement with Israel intends 
to stabilize the Middle East and that it will work to help 
Israel and the moderate Arab states. How can you explain 
that, sir? ) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that, first of all, the security of 
Israel is a very important element of stability in the Middle 
East insofar as the United States is concerned. So, always, 
in our relationships with Israel we examine that problem and 
we seek to do everything we can to insure that. 





In the present situation, what we have seen is a very substan- 
tial Soviet buildup in Syria, and that is a fact. We 
discussed it in great detail with the Israelis, and it's 
something to which we need to pay attention and be prepared to 
respond. I think doing so does help bring stability in the 
area. 


We discussed many other things with the Israelis and we 
agreed, among other things, with them to establish a joint 
political military group. It will have its first meeting in 
January, and it will be a way to keep track systematically of 
many of these matters that we discuss when we have visits 
back and forth. So that process will be in motion, and I 
think it will help the cooperative action between the 
countries, but it's something for the future, of course. 
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QUESTION: May I follow up, sir, on that. Are you implying by 


your answer that Israel asked you to keep the Marines in; and, 
secondly, if there is an overwhelming -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't mean to imply that at all. The 
Marines are there, came there originally as the Palestinians 
were leaving Beirut, and they're there on our decision; not 
Israel's decision. 





QUESTION: If there is an overwhelming clamor from the 
American public to request the Marines be withdrawn, will 
the Administration take the Marines out? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course, we obviously pay attention to 
what our people want. At the same time we know that people 
want to see peace and stability in the Middle East. I think 
it's a very clear fact that the American people recognize the 
importance of the Middle East to this country, and so we have 
used our capabilities and continue to use them to support our 
objectives there, and we'll continue to do that. | 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the American people 
have the stomach to continue to sustain the losses of American 
lives that we've seen? Don't you either have to change what 
you're doing with the Marines or pull them out if these losses 
continue? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: We certainly want to see progress made, and 
we will work hard, and are working hard to bring progress 
about or help others bring it about. That is the purpose of 
having those forces there. The American people are supporting 
our efforts. We had favorable votes in the Congress on this 
very subject, and by a wide margin, particularly in the House 
of Representatives, and this was even following the terrible 
tragedy of the car bomb in our Marine installation at the air- 
port. 





I think the American people are purposeful and determined. We 
have, of course, to convince people that our objectives are 
sound, as I believe they are, and that we have a plan and a 
Strategy as we do. We need to keep talking about it, as we 
do, and I think we'll have support. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you spoke about self-defense for 
yesterday's attacks, in terms of self-defense. Isn't it also 
part of a strategy to put pressure on Syria to tell Syria, to 
send them a signal that staying in Lebanon will have a cost? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: The military action that we undertook was 
part of our commitment to our forces and to ourselves that we 
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will defend ourselves. And that is all the justification that 
it needs. 

I think the presence of those forces, of course, emphasizes 
the commitment the United States has, and the other countries 
who are there have to the objectives that we seek together. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the raid was successful 
or a failure? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pardon me? 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think the raid was successful 
Or a failure in its mission? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: In terms of the targets that the air strike 
went to, my understanding is, from the Pentagon, that the 
strikes were quite effective; that they hit the targets, and 
so on. In that sense, we did hit what we were after and they 
were successful. 





I think the main point, however, to be driven home is that we 
will support ourselves, we will defend ourselves. So iff you 
see somebody who will defend himself and can defend himself, 
then, maybe you better be a little careful how vou handle 

him. Just where we're going to get with that, the future 
will tell. But those are the objectives. Technically, in 
terms of the military action, technically, it was successful 
in the sense that they went after certain batteries that fired 
on them and they hit then. 


QUESTION: What is your feeling about Nicaragua's offer of 
amnesty for the rebels and the election process announced 
yesterday? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the statements being made by 
the Government of Nicaragua right now are vastly different 
than the statements they were making some six months or so 
ago. And I welcome that. Of course, what we want is for a 
reality to be put behind the rhetoric. And so, naturally, we 
want to probe and find out what is there, and we believe that 
the best forum for conducting negotiations with Nicaragua and 
with other elements in the region is through the Contadora 
process. We support that process. 





That process has produced a very useful 2l-point set of objec- 
tives. So we want to see reality put behind those objectives 
by Nicaragua and by the other countries in the region. We 
will be working at that process and with the Contadora Group 
to hope that it happens. And if Nicaragua is moving genuinely 
in the right direction, that's fine. 


MR. ANDERSON: Thank you. 
(Press conference concluded at 3:25 p.m.) 
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PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Good morning. It certainly ~ 
is a pleasure to be here in Washington. The warmth of the welcome, 
I think, has made up for the rather inclement weather that we've 
been having. 


I'm just returning from a visit, or rather trip, whieh 
involved first the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in x»: 
New Delhi, India, where various issues were discussed; then a 4 
state visit to the Republic of Korea. 


And here in the United States, I was very happy to 
have had the opportunity to meet for the second time with Presi- 
dent Reagan and for us to, in a sense, look at the situation in 
the Caribbean, where we have come from and where we go to from 
here. And I certainly would be very happy to answer any questions 
about any of those matters which I have just outlined. 


Q Mr. Prime Minister, where do we go from here? 
What's the answer to that question? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Well, with respect to -- 


Q Development of the Caribbean and Grenada. I 
assume Grenada came up. 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Yes. Well, where I think 
we ought to go from here, we have to be thinking in terms of re- 
construction in Grenada, reconciliation in the Caribbean and general 
economic development in the Caribbean area as a whole. 


I think this is an excellent time for us to apply a 
little preventive medicine in the Caribbean area. So often we 
have to try to treat, to cure situations which perhaps are in- 
curable. But I think we are in a position to apply some preventive 
medicine in the form of economic development, but an economic 
development which is relevant, which has long-term effects for 
the overall growth of the economies in the Caribbean. 


Q On that point there, preventive medicine, do 
you think President Reagan intends to sponsor an invasion of 
Nicaragua and would you support a U.S.-sponsored invasion of 
Nicaragua? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Well, I have no evidence 
of that. We did not discuss that issue at all. I hope that the 
need for that does not arise. But we did not discuss the issue, 
so I cannot speak about the President's intentions. 


Q I understand, but what about your own feelings, 
sir? Would you support a U.S. effort, military effort, other than 
the one currently underway, against Nicaragua? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: I would have to say at this 
point that I would have to evaluate the situation on its own merit. 
I would not equate any other situation with our situation in the 
Caribbean, in Grenada. Each one has to be looked at on its own 
merit. 


MORE 
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Q Did the President give you any indication of 
when the American combat troops would be leaving Grenada? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Well, the indication, not a 
in terms of day, month or week, but certainly an indication that_. ‘ 
the United States was very anxious to have the combat troops out + _ —— 


as soon as it was safe to do so. Tee 
Q Do you think it's safe now? age 
PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No. La 
Q If so, what is your -- Why not? . 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Because it would leave a 
vacuum there, in fact, a security vacuum. Grenada does not = 
have a police force. The training of an adequate force would taka 
some time. Several of us in the Caribbean are taking part in ing 
to provide this training. The British government has expressed -an 
interest. But it will take time to provide adequate training. 

And we believe that there are still some elements in the hills 
who would provide a security problem. 


MORE 








Q Did you, in fact, come here partly to tell the. 
President that it's too early to withdraw those troops, even if the 
United States has some interest in bringing them back, let's say, for. 
Christmas, that they have to stay there longer? di 

PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Not specifically. In general, 
to discuss the whole situation and, as I said earlier, to look at where 
we are to go from here. Not specifically. 


Q Do you have any idea how long it would before it 
would be safe for the American troops to leave Grenada? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Not in chronological terms, 
but what I think needs to be done before it is safe for them to leave 
Grenada is that there must be the establishment of an adequate security 
force, a police force, mainly, on the island, and that -- arms which 
are still -- which may still be in the hands of some of the more 
fanatical elements of the revolutionary army should be gathered in, if 
possible. 

Q The White House said they'd like to have the U.S. 
combat troops out by Christmas, which is only three weeks away. Is 
that possible, in your opinion? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: In my opinion, I do not think 
it is desirable. 


Q Have you been to Grenada recently to take a look 
at the situation? Is that -- 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No, I haven't. 


Q Were you there just before it happened, or sometime 
before it happened? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Personally, no. 
Q Have you ever been to Grenada? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No, I have never been to 
Grenada. 


Q Based on your conversations here, do you think that 
the U.S. government will, in fact, leave the U.S. troops there well 
beyond Christmas? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No. I got the impression that 
there will be a general scaling down of the strength of the U.S. military 
forces there, and that -- 


Q -- before Christmas? 


PRIME MINISTER: That it will -- it will begin before 
Christmas. This is my impression. And that it will continue after. 
As I say, that as the security situation improves I believe the process 
will be a gradual one, and I think that is the best way to go about it. 


Q Mr. Prime Minister, did you talk to the President and 
express your opinion that Christmas was too soon and that the security 
situation would not prevent a -- would not permit taking all the combat 
troops out by Christmas? Did you say that to the President? 
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PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Not in those words, not by 
Christmas, but I did say that I thought that we should not be precipitate 
in taking the combat troops out until the security situation improves. — 


Q And what did he say in response? inge = 


: ee 
PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Just what I said before, thats. 
there would be a gradual whittling down of the U.S. military presence *.- 
as the police aspect of the -- of security development in Grenada 
improves. = 


Q He gave you no timeframe? ~ 

PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No. 

Q Sir? * 

Q Mr. Prime Minister, you talked about gathering ap 
the arms which still might be in the hands of fanatical elements? nat 


fanatical elements remain on the island, and is there a danger, still, 
on Grenada today? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: I think there would certainly be 
some danger. After all, I mean, some -- there was fighting, and the 
fighting involved the Grenada revolutionary army. It involves some 
Cubans; most of the Cubans are out. We have no evidence that there 
might not still be a few left there, and certainly there would be 
elements of the Grenada revolutionary army who might be interested in 
continuing hostilities for some time. 


Q Is there proof of that? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Yes, we have had -- there have 
been reports of sniper fire at various times -- in recent weeks. 


Q Directed against whom? 
Q I don't recall anything -- 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: There have been reports of 
sniper fire at U.S. troops over the past -- well, certainly shortly 
before I went to the conference. That would have been over two weeks 
ago. I haven't had any reports of such in the last two weeks. 


Q Mr. Prime Minister, would a security force, given 
the training that you envision, would a security force actually be 
able to forestall or prevent another situation occurring on Grenada, 
or is the security force banking on the potential for another 
American rescue effort there should that happen? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No, I don't think any of us 
would like to think in terms of another rescue effort by the United 
States, or any other, for that matter. We would, we are trying to 
develop the security forces to the level where they can maintain 
law and order in the country in the normal way. And we will have to 
depend too on 
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the people of Grenada. It is their country, after all, and we are 

only assisting them to put things right. But they are the ones 

who have to do it in the long run. $ 
Q Who suggested that you come here? Was it your idéa, 

or were you invited to come? >. 


* 


Q Is your government participating in the expanded — 
regional security force? i 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: It was my idea. 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Yes. Yes, we are. 


Q Where does that stand now? I am talking about + 
the Barbados proposal to expand the regional security. > = 


a 

PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: We have not formally become 
members as yet, but we are certainly interested in becoming members, 
and it is likely that we will become members. 


Q How large a force will that be? And will it be 
a standing army? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: It is difficult for me to say 
at this point in terms of numbers. But I think from our point of 
view, the most important element of that security force would be 
the Coast Guard potential, from our point of view. I think different 
islands have different -- see the things from different aspects. 

And also the ability for us to have a relatively small group who can 
respond fairly quickly to, particularly to the possibility of 
mercenary assault. For example, like the problem which had faced 
Dominica some months back, like the situation which had developed 

on Union Island in St. Vincent and the Grenadines sometime back -- 

I think that was in 1979 or 1980. 


I don't envisage that we will have the capability to 
establish an Army which could really defend the whole of the eastern 
Caribbean. We don't have the financial or military resources 
to do that. 


Q How have the incidents in Grenada affected say 
the tourist industry of your country? What is going on down there 
in the aftermath of that? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: I think we would be in the 
process of assessing that right now in the sense that we are now 
just moving into the tourist season. But there were reports from 
travel agents and tour operators that they were having cancellations. 
And in fact, we did mount a mission. Our Minister of Tourism came 
to the United States a little over two weeks ago, and we did mount 
a mission to reassure the tour operators and the travel agents that 
it was safe to come to the Caribbean. The thing is that some people 
don't quite understand the difference between one country and the 
next. Some people think that you can drive from one country to the 
next. 


Q Is it your opinion that the situation in Grenada 
might have been avoided had U.S. officials seen Prime Minister 
Bishop when he tried to come here? Could the United States have 
avoided this by dealing with him directly? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Of course, that is a very 
difficult question to answer because much depends on what would 
have been said at that time. I doubt it in the sense that the 
problem was really from within Bishop's own group and not from 
without. Therefore, I think it would have been extremely difficult 
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for the United States or anybody else to be able to prevent it ahead 
of time. 

Q Would you tell us again what the status is in term#é, 
of developing a police force for Grenada and how long it would take+ 
to train and equip a police force for Grenada? _ “re 

er 
~~ 

PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: That is a question of course «.. 
that would be better answered by the people who are versed in the _ 
training of police officers. But let me say that the process has ) 
started. It will be hampered by the fact that a careful assessment 
of the individuals, of the persons taken into that force will have « 
to be undertaken. And it is more particularly difficult in Grenada's 
situation because Grenada has not had a real police force for many 
years, even from the time of Geary, before Bishop. So there is not 
as much to work with as you would have if the same situation had _. 
occurred, for example, in some one of the other islands. = 

I know you will want me to try and put a chronological 
time onto it. I think that is very difficult to do. Let us say 
that the training is going pretty quickly, full speed. The 
Barbados 
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training center is available. We have a small training unit 
which is available. Prime Minister Thatcher has indicated 


that the British government is pitching in very strongly to ™ 
assist in the training of policemen for Grenada very quickly. | + 
Q Mr. Prime Minister, there's a big effort today ,—=: 


by the administration to interest private United States businessmen... 
in investing in Grenada. Isn't it going to be pretty hard = 
to do when you talk about fanatical elements still up in the ‘ 
hills and the continued security threat and the fact that it a 
is sufficiently unsafe that we need combat troops in there 
beyond the first of the year? a 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: No. It's a question of 
scale. And we have to be realistic. I'm not talking about 
any large units of combat troops. In fact, we're talking about = 
gradually scaling the level of combat troops down. But we have .— 
to be realistic. A dozen people in the hills can make life fairly 
uncomfortable for people. And it is because we want to start 
the process of reconstruction early that I think, too, that it 
is important for us to try and allay the fears. I think the 
presence of some U.S. troops might, in fact, help the process 
of reconstruction by allaying the fears of some of the people 
who would be willing to invest. 


Q Is that your country's flag over there you 
were looking at? 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Yes. 
Q It's an attractive flag. 
PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Yes. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


PRIME MINISTER SIMMONDS: Thank you very much. 


END 12:16 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: We have with us today Jay Morris, who > 


is the Deputy Director of the Agency for International Development. 
This afternoon at 3:00 p.m. in Room 450 -- If anybody wishes to 
leave and not be present, they certainly may. That is a -- 


fy Ya 


Q Thank you -- 
es 
MR. SPEAKES: That is a privilege of this organization. 
I would humbly and respectfully ask you to please be courteous to 
visitors who come in the White House, much more courteous than you 
were yesterday -- 
Q Why don't you be courteous to us? 


MR. SPEAKES: -- to a foreign visitor who was here. 


Q Why don't you be courteous to us? 
Q What foreign visitor? 
Q -- German -- 


MR. SPEAKES: At 3:00 p.m. this afternoon, 125 business- 
men are meeting in the EOS to have a briefing on an interagency 
group study that is taking place in Grenada. The interagency group 
was organized by Craig Fuller and the press conference will be at 
2:00 p.m. this afternoon. 

Q Really? Where? 


MR. SPEAKES: The interagency group visited Grenada 
under Jay Morris' direction and they were -- 


Q You bit like a snake -- 
Q Well, what press conference? I -- (laughter.) 


MR. SPEAKES: If you were listening, you would have 
gotten it. 


Q That was a vicious look at you, Sam. 

Q -- not vicious. 

MR. SPEAKES: The interagency group visited Grenada -- 
Q Yes -- 

Q -- Mississippi boy. 

MR. SPEAKES: -- some weeks ago and -- 

Q -- for Philadelphia. 

Q Another vicious look. j 
MR. SPEAKES: I tell you what. 

Q What? 

MR. SPEAKES: In the so-called “controversial” briefing 


of a week ago Wednesday, you can look it up, you should listen to 
a 
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your quips and your asides in that briefing and listen to mine 
and we will see how the balance -- the whole bunch out here. 


Q I haven't written a word -- = 


MR. SPEAKES: So I would ask you to be very careful - — 
in what you say because your quips also are part of the record and 
you are identified on the tapes of these briefings. So -- (laughter. ) 


If you want to continue to see who is the villian in'® : 
these things that people write about in the newspaper, I would urge 
you to examine -- look within. 


I will begin again. 


Q “Judge not that you be not judged" -- = 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes. I will begin again. = 


This afternoon at 3:00 p.m. 125 businessmen are meeting 
in the EOB to hear a report of an interagency group that was organ- 
ized about four weeks ago to study ways that Grenada can be re- 
vitalized -- the economy of Grenada. 


It was spearheaded by Craig Fuller. Jay Morris, the 
Deputy Director of AID was in charge of the group, the interagency 
group, that went to Grenada. They are now making their report to 
the White House and they will brief the businessmen on this report. 


So we have them -- Jay available to you -- 

Q What about the press conference? 

MR. SPEAKES: -- at this time. 

Q You said there was a press conference at 2:00 p.m. 


MR. SPEAKES: Jay. Go ahead. 

Q You weren't trying to kid us, were you? 

Q Bit like snakes. 

MR. MORRIS: We're releasing the report today that 
we made during our survey of Grenada and we'll be using it as the 
basis for the briefing this afternoon for these businessmen. 

Q Do you have extra copies that we can look at? 

MR. MORRIS: Yes, that's being handed out. There's 
a summary there and then full copies are being brought over now, 
if you want it. 


Basically what we found was an economy that was flat 


on its back -- (laughter) -- an island that -- 
Q A lot of bullet wounds -- 
Q working for the Yankee dollar? 
MR. MORRIS: -- an island that had virtually been 


bankrupt by the way in which it had been run before. But at the 
same time, we found a lot of interesting business prospects that 
I think are worth exploring. And we found a very vital leadership 
of the business community that had survived those years. In fact, 
based on my experience throughout the Caribbean with AID, it was 
among the most talented and impressive group of business leaders 
I've ever seen. They were relatively smali in number; but they 
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have a vibrant core that I think we can build upon. 


Now, rather than take you through all the different +4 
sectors and statistics, I'll just stop here and answer any questions 
that you have. — 

Q Yes, sir. What's in it for these businessmen “~~ 
who are coming today? Are they looking to profit -- for a profit. 
motive out of rebuilding a shambles? And is it in the interest > 
of the United States to allow people to volunteer -- make such 
profits out of the damage? 


MR. MORRIS: Well, I think it's difficult for me to 
say what each of their motives is; but I wouldn't have any doubt 
that many of them are interested in making a profit. And if profit- 
able deals can be struck for both sides using credit and technology 
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from America and products and labor in Grenada that generates : 
employment and income for them, I wouldn't call that exploitation. y 
That's a two-way street. I, also, know that some, however, are a 
interested in donating services and equipment, because they've ~~~ ‘hz. 
said so. They've called up, and offered it. So you, probably, ***~ 


have a blend of motives. = 
Q Well, is there an imprimatur of the U.S. a = 

government on certain businesses or industries that are volunteer 

to do the work down there? = 


MR. MORRIS: Not at this stage. The purpose of this was to 


outline exactly what conditions were in various sectors and, then, . 
to meet with representatives of the American business community - 
and determine their various levels of interest. Following that = 
we will attempt to assemble an appropriate group that will go de 
Grenada on an investment mission, probably shortly after the tur 

of the year. But at this point, no businesses have been selected 
either for investment prospects or for donated services. 


Q Is that a government group you're talking about, 
or a business group? 


MR. MORRIS: No. That's private sector. 


Q What business can be best promoted on the 
island? 


Q What was the question? 


MR. MORRIS: The question was: what business can best 
be promoted. 


Q In terms of their potentialities and 
resources. 


MR. MORRIS: I would answer it with two examples: one 
would be tourism, and the other would be agro-industry. 


Q What do they grow? What do thev raise? 


MR. MORRIS: They raise nutmeg. They raise cloves, 
bananas, many spices. They're called "The Spice Isiand." 
For example, their cocoa crop is a very lucrative crop. They just 
have production problems. They've already sold half of next 
year's crop. But they're not growing near what they could. 


Excuse ma‘am? 


Q Are they going to build the airport? 


MR. MORRIS: I don't know whether they're going to 


build the airport or not. We have recommended -- I'll come to 
you, ma‘am. 


We have recommended in this study that they examine 
building the airport. The truth of the matter is no one knows 
what is involved in finishing that airport. There are no valid 
figures on what it would cost to finish, what infrastructure support 
would be necessary to make it work, and what annual operating 
costs would be and, then, what income would be generated and 
balanced against that. 
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Q Why is that difficult? 


MR. MORRIS: Well, because you've inherited a place that's 
half finished with crates of equipment that need to be examined as * 
to what condition they're in. * 


= 
Q Who would inherit it, us? 


MR. MORRIS: No. The Grenadians. & 
Yes, ma‘am? ; 


Q Well, sir, it looks like we inherited, too. 


But tell us, please -- if you will, are these people 
who donate this equipment -- are they going to get to charge tas, 
off on their income tax? 


ee 


MR. MORRIS: I wouldn't know. 


Q Well, is that an inducement you people are 
offering to some of them? 


MR. MORRIS: We are not. We haven't examined that 
question yet. 


Q Would you give us the list of the people that 
you've invited to this conference this afternoon? 


MR. MORRIS: Yes. I understand that is being made 
available at the end of this meeting. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Can you tell us how the businesses that will 
attend this briefing were selected? 


MR. MORRIS: I cannot, because I did not play that 
part. That was handled by Craig Fuller's office and Jim Coyne 
who head the coordinating group within the White House. I assume, 
it was a combination of referral calls that we and many other 


agencies have gotten -- we certainly had a number we've transferred 
to them -- calls that came directly to them, and their own 
outreach. 


Q What is the level of U.S. AID assistance to 
the nations of the Eastern Caribbean this year? 


MR. MORRIS: As I recall, it's roughly $50 million. But 
I'll have to go back through that; I'd like to respond to that 
later if I could. 


Q At this point, Grenada has gotten $34 million 
in addition to that. Does that set a precedent for the United States 
aid to countries? 


MR. MORRIS: No. Let me break that figure down if I 
could. It's getting $18.475 million in economic aid. The remaining 
$15 million is military assistance that does not go to Grenada. 

It goes to support the Caribbean peacekeeping forces. So that has 
no economic impact on that island. That is supporting the sending 
governments. 





Q So it gets more than one-third of all the aid going 
to every nation in the Eastern Caribbean. 
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MR. MORRIS: It is going to be a bulge. But I'd point 
out, for example, that last year I think they had, roughly, 
$15 million in St. Vincent. This year, there's a $9.8 million . 3 
road project in Dominica. So, while there's obviously some ee 
front-end loading because of the conditions we found there, it  .2** 


is not vastly out of line with the bulges that occur in other, 0 ee 
individual island programs. We're quite aware that they're part <= 


of an integrated community. And we want to keep it that way. And 
our plans for the following year are to scale it down more in lineg-- 
with the regional average. This is a one-year bulge, as we see 

it. And we don't see it -- on the economic side -- as being = 
enormously out of line. 


On the question of reviving tourism, is there == 
any thought on whether it is a good or a bad thing that our = 
troops remain? In other words, is it an assurance that troops Y=e- 
are there if you're trying to revive it? Or is it better that | 
they leave? 


MR. MORRIS: Well, I think some security force has 
to be kept there. But it's really more in the nature of a normal 
police force. Normal, civilized crime is what you're dealing 
with. You're not dealing with organized military resistance 
anymore. So as long as there is a police force of some sort 
there -- whether it's the Caribbean peacekeeping force augmented 
with some of our MPs or Commonwealth assistance that's been 
suggested -- it really isn't critical. As long as some combination 
is there, I think it's adequace. 


Q Did you assess the security situation in 
Grenada and the impact that would have on investment? 


MR. MORRIS: Yes. We did. And our assessment was 
that the security situation is well in hand. And as long as 
efforts are continued at rebuilding the Grenadian police capability, 
it should be no real problem. We, also -- not to our surprise, 
came to the conclusion that doing that was essential to restore 
investor confidence. 


Q But are you saying that there is no organized 
opposition or even scattered opposition up in the hills? 


MR. MORRIS: Not that I'm aware of. I mean, if it 
is, it's under 10 people. 


Q Well now, the Prime Minister of St. Christopher-Nevis, 
who preceded you here, said it was still dangerous. And he had 
reports he said, up to two weeks ago, of sniping from the hills. 
And he said that's why he thinks that you can't remove U.S. combat 
troops -- certainly, not by Christmas. 


MR. MORRIS: Well, I'm not going to comment on when 
the troops could or couldn't be removed. I can only tell you what 
we had happen while we were there. Our briefings indicated fewer 
than 10 people in the hills. There was one sniping incident. 

I've known of none since and -- 
Q When was that? 
MR. MORRIS: This was two weeks ago. 


Q -- that checks. 
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MR. MORRIS: There's been none since. And, if you 
call 10 people in the hills a military threat, so be it. 


(Laughter.) It's no worse than a gang in the South Bronx. 4 
(Laughter. ) be 
, 
Q So why can't the troops leave? ». 
le 
MR. MORRIS: Yes, ma‘am. 5 “ 


Q Aside from police security, what about the 
economic security? Did he add to our deficits by providing these ™ 
millions -- down there? What are we going to get back from 
them? Is there any prospect of our getting anything back for 
what we've added to our deficits just to pay for it? 


MR. MORRIS: I presume, when you talk about adding + 3 
to our deficits, you're talking about the government economic £ 
aid -- the $18.475 million. 


Q No. The deficit we all -- we add every time 
we give more aid to these countries -- 


MR. MORRIS: Yes. You're talking about the aid. 


Q We're continuing all the time. This 
administration gives more and more aid to these poor countries. 
And this is an additional one. I'm talking about what do we 
stand to get back from them. 


MR. MORRIS: Well, I think you stand to get back 
two things. One, is economic. First of all, most U.S. aid 
results in dollars being spent in the United States. Seventy-five 
percent of all that aid you think is being given away is being 
spent in the United States. 


Q Do you think you'll get 75 percent back from 
Grenada? 


MR. MORRIS: I think the prospects are it'll 
probably fall in the average. 


But secondly, if we're successful in creating a 
vital economy and a trading partner, ultimately I think it'll 
generate far more income for the United States than we have 
invested, as well as alot more income for them. That's normally 
what happens when business expands. 


Thirdly, I think we have a security interest in 
creating a stable society. And economic stability is a very 
important part of that. So I see three things we get back. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Is there an estimate of when, how early the 
economy might be revived there? 


MR. MORRIS: That is not going to be easy, because 
it really had slipped into a fairly advanced stage of decay. 
The infrastructure is a shambles -- not because of any combat, 
but because of neglect. It's going to be expensive and a long-term 
I think, rebuilding prospect for the roads, the power system, 
the water system, et cetera. The civil service, the unions, the 
work force in general is in need of technical training. And, while 
there are some investment opportunities, their payoff is probably 
not immediate. I think you're looking at several years before 
you're really on a firm footing. 
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Q Is the implication of that, then, that they'll 
be our dependent for that period? 


MR. MORRIS: No, not at all. I've indicated what ah * 
the aid levels are. Bear in mind that both the Canadian and — 
the British aid sections have recommended to their governments q 
some fairly extensive aid programs. The heads of government mn 
haven't replied yet. But they, and other Commonwealth countries, 
have an historic relationship with Grenada. And I think that'll 
continue. The U.N. has programs in there. We're, by no means, ' 
alone. We don't intend to become the dominant, sole supplier s 
of external assistance. 


Q Do you have any figures of aid recommended 2 
by either Canada or Great Britain and U.N. -- what the dollar amounts are? 


MR. MORRIS: No. I don't. I don't. I'm not ome 
at liberty to mention them. I met with them. But their government 
have not discussed it publicly. So I don't feel I -- 

Q Ballpark -- 


MR. MORRIS: No, but substantial. Far greater than 
they gave the entire region prior to this, in the case of the 
British. 
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Q Equal to ours -- half of ours? % 
MR. MORRIS: I think I'll just say substantial. _ =. 

Q Was it more or less than ours? That's a -- a : 
MR. MORRIS: I would say less, but substantial. a 
Yes? ss 

Q I'm wondering with all the money that went for the -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's take these two questions here to™ 
conclude. ea 


MR. MORRIS: Yes, ma'am? 


rT 





With all the money that went for the airport .-- 
you said earlier -- 


MR. MORRIS: Sixty-five million -- 


Q -- that the economy had been looted by Bishop 
in trying to make the airport. Can we turn it around if we don't 
follow through with that airport when tourism is the biggest -- 
would be the biggest money producer -- quickest? 


MR. MORRIS: I'm not sure that tourism would be 
the biggest, but obviously quick and ready access to markets 
of any kind is important in the economic development. Whether 
it need be that airport or a revamped version of the other one 
or a scaled-down version of what was proposed here needs to 
be examined. But when they took from 14 percent of all bank 
deposits to 35 percent in 15 months and doubled the reserve 
requirements, that's what I mean when they took all the liquidity 
right out of the banking system and spent it on that one, 


particular project. Sixty-five million is what we estimate's 
been invested in that -- 


Q In the aiport? 
MR. MORRIS: -- in that airport already by others. 
Q But you don't know how long it would take 


to finish it? 


MR. MORRIS: We don't know how long. We don't know 
how much. 


Q What do you mean by others? 


I've heard estimates of $100 million from 
Grenadian business officials. 


MR. MORRIS: You mean to finish it? 


Q That by the time it's finished that is what it 
will cost. Can you -- 


MR. MORRIS: I can't comment because I really don't 
know whether that's a reasonable number or not. 


Yes, sir? I think this is the last question. 


Q Do you have an estimate on what the total 
cost of the invasion has been so far or what it will ultimately be? 


MR. MORRIS: No, I have no knowledge about how 
DOD accounts for those things at all. 
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-10- 
Is that it? 
; 
Q I have a question about a federal report here, 
Larry, that you're not going to be able to answer. 
one more -- 


Can I have... 






ane “a 
MR. SPEAKES: He can give you his phone number. ene 
Q What is your phone number and the number of eos 
assistants? y 
THE PRESS: Thank you. * 
END 12:51 P.M. ; 
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December 13, 1983 
No. 42] 


PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER 
OF THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 
AND 
SECRETARY OF STATE SHULTZ 
Bonn, Germany 
December 7, 1983 


MR. GEERT MUELLER-GERBES, Acting Chairman of the Federal Press 
Association: A very hearty welcome to you, Mr. Shultz. We 

are glad to have the Secretary of State of the United States 
tor a press conference during his short visit to Bonn. A hearty 
welcome also to German Foreign Minister Genscher. May I now 
ask the Secretary for a short statement. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd like to express my appreciation to my 
host in this brief visit to Germany, my friend Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher, and also to Chancellor Kohl, for the time and excellent 
meeting that we had last night; and then today we had a series 
of meetings with other leaders of Germany. It's been a very 
short time, very full, very worthwhile from my standpoint. I 
must say also that the United States. as in the case of Germany, 
remains firmly committed to both tracks of the dual-track 
decision. We are very impressed with the way the German people 
have handled the deployment issue, and we are as committed as 
they to continue on and to maintain our own willingness to 
continue negotiations about these matters at any and all times. 
Thank you. 


MR. MUELLER-GERBES: Mr. Genscher, do you have anything to add? 
Nothing. Ladies and gentlemen, the next question, please? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us what your position 
will be on the conference in Stockholm which begins January 17? 
Will you personally participate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have discussed this on this trip with 

Mr. Genscher and Mr. Kohl. And I expect that we will discuss 
it in the NATO Ministerial Meeting coming up tomorrow. It's an 
important conference and there are strong arguments that the 
presence of Foreign Ministers at the opening of the conference 
will serve to emphasize the commitment to it and its importance. 
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The position of the United States is that we will want to 
discuss this with our colleagues and, if the decision is, as 
1 kind of expect it will be, that we will feel it important 
to go, that I certainly will be present at Stockholm. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you, following up on that ques- 
tion, address yourself to the issue of whether you will be pre- 
pared to meet Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko in Stockholm if 
it turns out that both you and Foreign Minister Gromyko are in 
fact there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Surely, if we are both there, I will be more 
than ready to meet with Mr. Gromyko. But, of course, that 
depends upon whether we all go, as I believe probably the Western 
decision will be to go, and whether he is there. And, at least 
from my standpoint, we will work on our schedules in any way 
necessary to make such a meeting possible if it is desired by 

Mr. Gromyko. We certainly will be ready to meet. 


QUESTION: Are there differences of opinion between you and the 
Federal Government over a NATO strategy which, in the opinion 
of the Federal Government, could be based on the Harmel Report? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't sense any great difficulties in 
strategy between the United States and the Federal Republic of 
Germany. We consult constantly and try to coordinate our views 
very carefully. And I think the way in which all these matters 
have been conducted has been an almost unprecedented display 

of consultation, and in the end a unity of view on what we should 
do. Would you agree with that, Hans-Dietrich? 


FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: I believe that the introductory 
remarks by the U.S. Secretary of State, in which he again pledged 
his continuing commitment to both parts of the NATO double-track 
decision, reveal that both elements of the common political 
security strategies -- that is: the determination to pursue 
one's own security interests, the necessity to do what is re- 
quired to maintain security, and readiness to conduct a dialogue 
and negotiations for disarmament and detente -- are policy 
objectives of both Administrations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think that the time will be 
ripe soon for a new western negotiating initiative in matters 
of INF? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think, from the standpoint of the INF is- 
suc, we have put proposals on the table. We have adjusted them. 
We have displayed a great amount of flexibility. The one thing 
that we have insisted on is:a result in which the Soviet Union 
has a complete monopoly of intermediate range weapons in Europe, 
and Asia for that matter, is not our idea of equality. But, 
given that, we would like to see equality defined as zero. But 
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if that's not desired, we'll look at other ways of defining 

it, but we don't think it's equality to have deployments on 

one side and none on the other. So, we're prepared to resume 
negotiations and talks and to listen to what the other side has 
to say within that framework. 


FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: Mr. Lorenz, it is not up to the 
West to take an initiative at the INF negotiations, for the 
West has put its negotiating proposals on the table and the 
West remains at the conference table as before. It is now up- 
to the Soviet Union to be ready for negotiations again. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, after a possible meeting in Stockholm 
with Gromyko, would you exclude a coupling of INF and START in 
Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I know that there have been good arguments 
not to do that, that are not changed by what has happened, so I 
don't know of any great discussion of that question. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) this occasion, Mr. Secretary, that the 
deployment of Pershing II and cruise missiles will accelerate 

as the 5-year period foreseen passes. Is it the case, therefore, 
that deployment is now proceeding slowly as a tactical signal 

to the Soviet Union that there is yet time for an agreement? 

Or is deployment proceeding at a fixed rate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been a schedule that was decided 
upon and the schedule is unaltered. The first part of the 
schedule is in the process of being implemented and it will 
continue, as I said. I think the main point is that we in the 
West have values that are important to us. And we feel we 
must defend them, and we are determined to defend them. We 
also feel that among the ways of defending them is to en- 
gage in constructive negotiations. But they have to be con- 
structive negotiations. Now the deployment schedule is part 
of that process. But I think the emphasis should be on the 
values and the concern that we have for those values, and our 
readiness to defend those values. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Polish Trade Union leader Walesa 
called on the West to drop its sanctions and consider giving 
further credits. Is the United States Government willing to 
consider this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have had a policy that once again was 
discussed with our Allies. That's an Alliance policy, of 
sanctions in view of the actions of the Polish Government. These 
are sanctions against the Government not against the Polish 
people, whose performance has been magnificent. Now, I don't 

see that the Government has taken measures that would warrant 
just lifting sanctions or extending more credits or anything of 
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that kind. However, we examine the situation continuously, 

and I am sure that Mr. Genscher and I will discuss it some 

more. We discuss it practically ever time we meet, and we'll 
review it. -But at this stage of the game, we think that actions 
that would be takenoughtto be a response to something construc- 
tive done by the Polish Government and we will just have to 
examine that. 
QUESTION: Despite all of the preparations for the arrival of 
cruise missiles and Pershings, opponents of these missiles have 
managed to break through the defenses at Schwaebisch Gmuend in- 
Germany. What does this say about the state of American, German 


and British security arrangements? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I believe what we are intending to do 
will take place and I have full confidence in the Goverments 
to maintain the security and we'll proceed. 


FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: You will have noted that the 

Federal Government has implemented in the past, is implementing 
at present, and will implement in the future all decisions recog- 
nized as important and necessary regarding security measures. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we discussed that some and I didn't 
detect any particular difference of opinion. The situation 

in Lebanon is obviously a very troublesome one. So far as 

the escalation is concerned, on the one hand, I think, it is 
important to recognize that our forces are there as part of a 
multinational force. In fact, the international community is 
represented further by the presence of UNIFIL in Lebanon, which 
shows that extent to which the international community worries 
about and wants to help Lebanon construct itself. That's what 
we are there for. We are there in support of that objective in 
Lebanon and we are there in support of stability and peace in- 
the Middle East. So there have been lots of outbreaks of vio- 
lence and as long as we are there, of course, we will have to .- 
defend ourselves and we will continue to do that. 


QUESTION: (Largely inaudible question about how the Secretary 
views the contrast between the agreement of his European govern- 
ment colleagues on the INF issue and the opposition of European 
publics.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we are democracies. Germany is. The 
United States is. And we have a way of making decisions; it is 
through people taking positions and the holding of elections. 

Then on that basis those who are elected take positions on behalf 
of their governments. And that's what's happened here. That's 
what's happened in our country. That's what happens in democracies. 
So, I think that when you say that a democratic government takes 

a position on something, that doesn't mean that every member of the 
population agrees with it, but it means that there has been a 
proper process gone through, and debate and open elections, and so 
on. And that certainly has been the case here in Germany. 


QUESTION: (Largely inaudible question about the "escalation of 
American involvement" in Lebanon.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our method of involement is basically to try 

to help bring about peace and stability through encouraging 
negotiation. We managed to help the parties a little over a year 
ago to evacuate the PLO from Beirut and to the great benefit of 
the people and the physical facilities in Beirut. We have con- 
tinued to try to bring about the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 
I think that's the right route, and the emergence of a broadly 
based sovereign government in Lebanon. We helped to negotiate an 
agreement between Israel and Lebanon and there is absolutely no 
doubt about the fact that Israel will withdraw from Lebanon. It 
remains to find the way of implementing that agreement and to find 
the way of bringing about Syrian withdrawal. There is a definite 
strategy and plan for bringing these things about, although ob- 
viously it is not easy because we have all been at it for quite 

a while. But that's our strategy and I believe that the quality 
of people we have had in these roles there, Phil Habib, Bob McFarlane, 
Dick Fairbanks, Morrie Draper,and now Don Rumsfeld, has been very 
high. Our special negotiator now, Don Rumsfeld, is one of the most 
distinguished Americans, who has had the political experience of 
running for office, being a member of Congress who has occupied 
distinguished posts in the executive branch, including Ambassador 
to NATO, and Secretary of Defense, let alone running the Poverty 
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Program in the United States, and also now being a successful 
business executive. He is a very distinguished and high-quality 
person. So we try to give our best to this effort. 


QUESTION: (First part of statement/question mainly inaudible) 

What Poland needs now is aid in the amount of millions of dollars. 
As the spokesman of the Polish regime has stated earlier, even 

if the sanctions continue, the government will not starve. Are 

you of the opinion that the sanctions should be continued in order 
to cause hardship. for the Polish people and, in turn, to destabilize 
the government? 


FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: We have always held the opinion that 
a positive move by those politically responsible in Poland should 
receive a positive reaction from the West. [In all our actions 
concerning the People's Republic of Poland, we have always valued 
highly what the Catholic Church has said regarding the interests 
of the Polish people -- and, of course, also what Polish labor 
lCader Walesa has said during the past few days will receive our 
due consideration. I presume that this will already come up for 
discussion among the foreign ministers within the next few days. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you think that an active U.S. Military 
presence in Latin America is necessary? How do you assess the last 
decisions in Managua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we don't have a military presence in Central 
America in the use of military forces. We have exercises that are 
taking place in that region, particularly with Hoduras. Those are 
things that have taken place in the past, and so we have put a 
presence down there, and it is designed for a training mission and 
also to give a message that we can muster forces in that area. But 
basically, the policies of the United States are first of all to 
seek economic development for the Central American people. They 
need it. Second, to sponsor political conditions that emphasize 
democratic procedures, freedom, justice, and things of that kind. 
Third, to help them provide a security shield against those who 
would support progress in economic development and social reform. 
And so we have provided assistance to the Salvadoran Armed Forces 
among others. And finally, to urge that there be negotiations. 

We believe that it is essentially a regional problem and, therefore, 
regional negotiations are appropriate. So we support the Contadora 
process and we support what's going on there. In so far as recent 
statements from Nicaragua are concerned, first of all we welcome 
the 21-point agreement worked out through the Contadora process 

and we welcome the fact that what Nicaragua says now is vastly 
different from what it said six or eight months ago. What we look 
for is a willingness to put a reality behind the rhetoric, and that 
remains to be seen. But we think there will be many opportunities 
to do that within the Contadora process. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since the Marshall Plan initiative, all 
United States governments have hoped for a strong and healthy 
Europe as a partner. Is a Europe whose leaders have just failed 
to reach an agreement on any item on their agenda the kind of 
strong and healthy partner the United States desires? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Europe is strong and healthy. Like the 
United States, like lots of other parts of the world, there are 
problems, I am sure. The fact that one meeting doesn't produce 
results that satisfy people is not an indication that all is lost 
by any means. We-continue to place great weight on our relation- 
ships with NATO, on our relationships with the Community. And I 
plan to meet not only with the NATO Ministers during this trip 

but also with the European Community. Insofar as relations between 
Europe and the Untied States are concerned on the economic side, 

of course, we have some important strains but I think it is also 
well to keep that in perspective. There is a two-way trade between 
Europe and the United States on the order of an annual rate of 

90 billion dollars. So we must be doing something right, and that's 
mutually beneficial. So, as we struggle with the problems, I 
think it is well to keep in mind the very beneficial results from 
this huge two-way flow of trade and also from our mutual security 
support system. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't think that it does have any bearing 
on the Atlantic Alliance at all, which is strong, and insofar as 
the accession of Spain is concerned, I'll let Hans-Dietrich address 
himself to that, but I don't consider that that question is over 
by any stretch of the imagination. 


FOREIGN MINISTER GENSCHER: There have not been any differences 

%f opinion at all concerning the continuation of negotiations over 
the accession of Spain and Portugal. To the extent that there was 
any agreement at all on this issue, it was that negotiations should 
be brought to a close during the first half year of 1984 so that, 
directly following, that ratification may begin in all countries 
concerned. That means: the member countries of the European 
Community continue to maintain what they have always said, namely, 
that they desire the early accession of Spain and Portugal. 


MODERATOR: Ladies and Gentlemen, this brings the Press Conference 
to a close. 


MUELLER-GERBES: Mr. Secretary of State, I thank you very much for 
having come here and I close today's conference. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. There 
have been two pre-brief sessions so far and distinguished colleagues 
of mine have given you a great deal of background information about 
the purpose of the visit and the scheduled events and so forth. 


I really don't think it's necessary for me to try to 
recapitulate that. What you're really interested now is -- and is, 
I suppose, the progress of the visit so far and the talks that have 
just taken place. 


Well, of course, I did not sit in on the private con- 
versation His Majesty King Birendra had with the President; but I 
have sat in on the fairly extensive discussions that took place 
after that and I can say that they were entirely consistent with 
the spirit of cordiality and problem-free bilateral relationship 
that we were talking about in the pre-brief session. Communication 
was very frank and very cordial and quite meaningful. 


We covered a number of subjects, talked about the Nepal 
zone of Peace Project, talked about economic development, talked 
about world issues, talked about water resource development and 
other matters related to these subjects. 

Q Does the U.S. endorse the Peace Zone? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There will be a public 
statement on that later today. 


Q From whom? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From the highest level. 
All right. I think it's permissable to say that there will be a 
statement of the U.S. position in the President's toast this evening 
at the State Dinner. 


Q Can you tell us now, forthose of us who are 
writing stories at this point, where we stand on it? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not if I want to go 
back to Nepal 


Q Does that mean you're against it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Against what? 


Q You're against peace? 
Q The Peace Zone. 

? 
Q He's just against being fired. (Laughter.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm trying to stick 
up for my -- trying to follow my orders and my -- and I -- trying 
not to anticipate a statement that's it been decided will be made 
later today. 


Q Did they discuss the situation in Lebanon? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Did they discuss the situation in Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't believe -- 
to the best of my knowledge, that did not come up at all. 


Q Since we won't -- 


Q Did they discuss missile talks and the breaking 
off of those talks between the U.S. and the Soviets -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did not come up to 
my knowledge. 


Q Since we won't have any explanation or anyone 
around after the President makes his statement, I just want to 
ask you, will it be unequivocal or will it hedge around like the 
other countries have on the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid I have to 
answer that the same way I answered the other one: I just have 
nothing to say further than that we will have a public statement 
this evening. 


Q What are the positions of the two countries 
on the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in the context of these 
talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the positions 
of the two countries are very similar. We're opposed to the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan and the Nepalese government is opposed to 
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 


Of course, we approached the issue from different 
perspectives; but we come to the same conclusion. 


Q What is happening in Afghanistan? Can you tell 
anything from -- 


‘TOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm afraid that's 
outside 7 of competence. You'll have to ask some other 
people ak Se 


Q For of us not that familiar with this Peace 
Zone proposal, what are the advantages of such a proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's really 
up to the Nepalese to explain it since it's a Nepalese proposal. 
And -- But, basically, it's a proposal that everybody recognize 
that Nepal is a zone of peace, which means that will not allow 
its territory to be used for disagreeable actions against neighbors 
and vice versa and that it will be allowed to devote its limited 
economic resources to economic development 
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rather than armaments. 
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Q How could the President oppose that, or have 
reservations about that? a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, why don't you 
wait and see what our position is and then ask that question. ™ 


Q Well, you won't be around. = 


Q Are the Nepalese afraid of any foreign intervention 
in their country, either from China or India? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that's 
really the issue, but if you want a definitive view on that you really 
have to ask the Nepalese. I hate to speak for other people; I usually 
get in trouble when I do. — 


Q Can you tell me: What has the Chinese and the Indian 
reaction been to this zone of peace proposal? It would seem to affect 
them most directly -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to the best of 
my knowledge, the Chinese have endorsed the proposal and the Indians 
are studying it. 


Q -- zone of war. (Laughter.) 


Q How much money, sir, would they need to get their 
economic situation going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that assumes that -- 
Q It's really a grant from us, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that assumes that 
you're talking about a process that can be resolved entirely by the 
application of money, and what is happening in Nepal is the moderniza- 
tion of everything -- the whole society, including the economy, and 
I suppose you could put a price tag on the construction their road 
network and the power network and so forth, but that isn't the whole 
name of the game. So, it's a total process and there's just no price 
tag available. . 


What would it cost to take the 13 colonies that became 
states back in 1787 or whenever it was and create a modern America 
out of it? It would cost money, but a lot of other things happened 
too. 


Q Well, what's the name of the game then? What do 
you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The name of the game 
for Nepal is to become a modern country and to eliminate the poverty 
and illiteracy and other attributes of an undeveloped country that 
afflict the people of Nepal, I think. 


Q How much more aid will they get? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of U.S. aid, 
we certainly have discussed the contribution America -- the United 
States government has made over the past 32 years to Nepalese economic * 
development, in terms of indicating a willingness to continue this : 
level of support and perhaps add a modest increment. t 


+ 
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Q Did the King ask for the increase in U.S. aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To my knowledge he * 
did not, and, as I understand it, the King has come here to ratify 
a bilateral relationship, rather than to request specific things. 
Yes? 


Q Could you tell us if the -- Nepal's Zone of Peace 
proposal was discussed within the context of hydroelectric power .. 
proposals, or Nepal's concerns about declining land for agriculturet 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To the best of my = 
knowledge, all of these subjects were discussed separately, not 
together. They were not related. 


Q Is Nepal under the threat of Indian aggression? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Indian policy toward 
Nepal has, as long as I can remember, been quite correct. India 
respects Nepal's independence and territorial integrity and sovereignty, 
just as we do, and as China does and other countries do. 


Q May I ask another question? How strategically 
important is Nepal in that game of Swviets and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAI.: We consider that it's 
important that Nepal continue to develop under conditions of political 
stability, because if it should turn out otherwise it would be a source 
of instability, not only in Nepal but in the region. I don't want to 
make too much of that, but we do see -=- we do attach importance to 
regional stability in South Asia and the region generally. 
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Q Yes. Yesterday, the briefer told us that 
this Zone of Peace idea was first put forth in 1975. Have we 
ever taken a position on it? And if not, what's taken so long? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have taken a 4 
position on it in the past, yes. a. 
Q And what has it been? = el 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position basically 
was that we're all for peace. We applaud the objectives of 
the Zone of Peace. We recognize that it's basically up to the i 
countries of the region to determine their position on it. “ 
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Q Why did we decide to go further today? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can say is 3 
you'll have to wait until the public statement to see -- = 

Q Well, we're not reiterating what we said, = 


that we're all for peace, are we? I'm not trying to find out -- 
I mean, I just wondered -- 


MR. SIMS: The President's statement will speak for 
itself eloquently. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm afraid that picking 
your way at me isn't going to do any good. I've just -- 


MR. SIMS: Bob -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- got to stand, hold 
the line here. 


MR. SIMS: -=- he'll have the last question. And 
if any of the Nepalese journalists have questions, we'll take 
those. Otherwise, Bob's the last question. 


Q Tell us what, in general terms, what was said 
in terms of land for agriculture or hydro-electric power? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think I can 
get into any specifics of what was actually discussed. I think 
that there was a considerable development of mutual understanding 
on all of these subjects. We kicked it around on both sides and 
we each got a better view of what the other was trying to say 
and where he was coming from. . 

MR. SIMS: Yes, sir? 

Q Sir, what was the outcome of the talk? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The outcome of the 
talks was that everybody went away smiling. (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: All right. Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:48 P.M. EST 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've been privileged to attend an outstanding 
meeting of the NATO Alliance. Outstanding in the sense of unity 
and cohesion that permeated the conversation, outstanding in the 
sense of determination to carry forward with our program, out- 
standing in the readiness which we all feel to engage in a con- 
structive dialogue with the Soviet Union and its allies. So 
taken all together, it's been an excellent meeting. I can't 
help but. feel that much of the credit for that goes to the very 
extensive consultative processes that have taken place and take 
place just normally in the course of our business, so that by 
the time we come to a meeting like this we're all informed and 
governments have kept each other apprised of their views, and it's 
a continuing process rather than an intermittent one that might 
be suggested by periodic meetings. Let me take the occasion, 
finally, to express my admiration for our retiring Mr. Luns. 
He's done an outstanding job and will continue to do so through 
the balance of his term. He has our respect and admiration and 
I salute him, and, of course, also welcome Lord Carrington who 
is well known and very much admired in the United States, and we 
look forward to working with Lord Carrington. Questions? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Secretary General Luns told us that the 
NATO Ministers have urged the Soviet Union to return to the INF 
negotiations and the START negotiations in Geneva. In your view, 
sir, what do you think the chances are that the Soviets will, 

in fact, return to negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that, of course, is up to the Soviet 
Union. What we can control is what we do, and what we do is take 
reasonable positions and we're ready to discuss them. So the 
content is there. Let me call your attention to the fact that 
there is a great difference, I think, between the INF and the 
START situations. In the case of the INF talks the Soviets have 
stated that they have left them. In the case of START they 

have simply not been willing to set a date for the resumption 

of talks, and whether or not there will be a date for the next 
round of talks remains to be seen, but we look for them to return 
for the next round which would normally take place beginning in 
the middle of February. 


For further inforrration contact: 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there's been some talk that the Soviets 
are preparing a new initiative to be made public at the Stockholm 
conference. _You're planning to attend along with other Foreign 
Ministers. Would you consider the CDE conference an appropriate 
forum for a new arms. control initiative on the part of the Soviets? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ; ~Well, we'll welcome any initiative that they 
choose to make, and the CDE conference will be an important opening 
on the subject that isset out for that conference, and so if they 
make a new initiative we'll certainly welcome that. I do plan to 


' attend that conference. 





QUESTION: In your talks with the British about lifting the arms 
embargo against Argentina, did you give any assurances to Sir 
Geoffrey Howe that certain classes of weapons, such as missiles 
or submarines, which could be used against the Falklands, would 
not be included in any future arms contracts? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, the action that was taken is not 
so much about arms sales as it is about human rights conditions. 
It is an aspect of our outlook in the United States and our sta- 
tutory requirements that arms sales be prohibited to countries 
where the human rights situation is judged to be unacceptable, 

and that was the case in Argentina. Argentina has seen a dramatic 
change in its posture, and so this action on the part of the United 
States is a reflection of that change. Arms sales as such are a 
different matter and they are looked upon case by case, and the 
Situation in the region is considered whenever we think about arms 
sales, and that will be the case with respect to Argentina, and 
certainly we will have told the British that we will consult with 


them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you expect the Soviets now, after 
Geneva, to walk. out also from the Vienna conference, MBFR, and 
about Stockholm, all the talks are now on this conference, but 
do you have any idea if Mr. Gromyko will be actually attending 
the Stockholm conference? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have no way to predict what the Soviet Union 
will do and can only describe what they have done and from the 
standpoint of the two arms control discussions that you mentioned, 
we will continue. Of course, at the MBFR talks, the current 
round is coming to an end. There will be another one and we'll 
be there, and we will be, of course, always examining our positions 
and wanting to see those talks go forward. Similarly, the CDE 
conference launches a new arms control initiative. It was agreed 
to by everybody, including the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact 
countries, as an outcome of the Madrid process. So we will be 
there on the basis of the agreement to it in Madrid. I should 
think they would be there but, of course, that is up to them and 

I don't have any way of knowing. 
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QUESTION: Do you and your colleagues think the basis now exists 
for a new decision with regard to sanctions against Poland, and 
are you moving toward some new posture with regard to Polish 
sanctions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The situation in Poland has been discussed and 
evaluated. ~~ -Of course, the whole discussion is highlighted some- 
what by Mr. Walesa's statement, and he's a person who we respect 
greatly. So, of course, we have to take his statements into 
account. What will emerge from the discussion remains to be seen. 
At the same time I think we do have to basically look for the 
Government of Poland to take steps that ease the situation there, 
including their dialogue with the church and their dialogue with 
representatives of the trade unions. So, we'll see if something 
like that can emerge from Mr. Walesa's initiative. 


QUESTION: For the record, sir, was there discussion....? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's all on the record. 


QUESTION: Was there discussion among the NATO Allies this week 
of any modifications in the deployment schedules for the INF 
missiles and will there be any modification in that deployment 
schedule? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't hear any discussion about it and just 
assume that we have set out a schedule and will keep the schedule. 


QUESTION: Given the declaration of Brussels and this new Tindemans 
initiative that the Secretary General spoke about, do you see the 
alliance now putting a new emphasis 
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Or a new overall initiative on detente and a new relationship 
with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the Alliance has always had, through 
its history, a kind of dual track approach -- a track of saying 

we must be strong and determined and capable of exercising a deter- 
rent capability in support of peace. And it's worked. The other 
track that's also been present has been one of saying that if it's 
possible to have a constructive and reasonable relationship we're 
ready to have it, and I think that it's always good to examine the 
tactical aspects of implenenting that general approach. I'm sure 
the general approach -- it's our strategy and we intent to stay 
with that strategy. It's a good strategy and at the same time . 
there may be some tactical ways of getting at it that will bear 

a systematic study. I think it's a fair statement that these 
matters are discussed whenever we have a meeting like this, and 
they're discussed a great deal in between meetings, and what is 

in mind as reflected in the Communique is kind of a systematic look 
at it that will be developed as a result of work done here;and the 
results of that work, to whatever extent they are fully developed, 
will be available to the Ministers when we meet in May. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us, sir, what is in the Brussels Declaration 
and how that fits into the scheme that you're talking about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that was issued, I think, as a state- 
ment, SO you can read it. They don't have it? Well, it's a 
statement that, I think I can fairly say, resulted from an initi- 
ative by Hans-Dietrich Genscher, who felt that, in addition to the 
Communique, which tends to be lengthy -- although I think Mr. Luns 
takes considerable pride that the Communique is about half its 
normal length, nevertheless it tends to be lengthy -- that there 
should be a relatively short declaration about the Alliance's 
stance and determination and readiness to talk. But I don't want 
to try to summarize it. It will be passed out very shortly. It's 
a written public document. 


QUESTION: I want to deal with the Lebanon crisis. Very recently -- 
for the first time, if I remember correctly -- Turkey agreed that 
U.S. forces in MNF use a base in southern Lebanon. What is the 
implication of this new Turkish approach? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that Turkey has any particular 
capability of disposing of a base in southern Lebanon. I don't 
follow -- Southern Turkey. Well, Turkey is an ally and we work 
with Turkey. I don't think it's especially related to Lebanon, 

so I wouldn't draw any special conclusions except that Turkey, I 
think, does support us, as does almost everybody. The idea that 

we want to see is a strong, unified sovereign Lebanon with a strong 
central government and with its foreign forces withdrawn. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, may I take you back to the Argentina 
question? Despite the fact that you have pledged to Sir Geoffrey 
Howe that you will fully consult, don't you think there's a dan- 
ger that if arms sales are resumed, this might be damaging for the 
relationship between Britain and the United States? 


? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that we will be consulting very 
carefully on this subject as we do in the normal course of events, 
and I don't think that we can expect, out of this, damage to our 
relationship. Actually, the United States has not sold arms to 
Argentina for a long while and many other countries have. And 
the British relationship with those other countries seems to be 
Still in existence, But, as far as any immediate plans for arms 
Sales to Argentina, there aren't any, and we will have a good 
consultative arrangement about it, I think. I think that the 
action taken yesterday has, as I've tried to point out in response 
to an earlier question, been overly interpreted as an arms sales 
decision. That's what it is about, not any particular arms sale, 
or any desire to see arms anywhere. It's a reflection of the U.S. 
appraisal of what the human rights situation has been and how is 
in Argentina, and to confirm our estimate and our expectations, our 
Vice President, George Bush, is going to lead the U.S. delegation 
at the inauguration of the new Argentine President. 


QUESTION: Yesterday, you spoke to the Dutch Minister about the 
Situation in Surinamein the Caribbean area. Does the United 
States especially worry about that situation there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we, of course, pay attention to our 
neighborhood, and Surinameis a country in our neighborhood, and 
we have been concerned about certain developments in Suriname 
We think that it's very constructive that the Surinamese have 
decided that the close relationship with Cuba that seemed to be 
developing doesn't seem to be too healthy from their standpoint. 
That's their decision and we welcome that. And so we'll follow 
developments there closely and hope that Surinamecan flourish. 


QUESTION: I understand that the Israelis today shelled near 
Tripoli this morning, and there are some reports also that they 
are putting up some kind of a blockade to keep the PLO ships from 
leaving Tripoli. What is the American position on that? Do you 
think that the PLO should be allowed to leave? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Insofar as the Israelis' action is concerned, 
that's their action and we didn't know anything about it in ad- 
vance at all, and I assume it is part of the Israeli tradition of 
retaliation against things that happen to them, and, as I under- 
stand it, the Palestinians of all factions claim the credit for 
what happened in Israel. As far as the PLO internal battles are 
concerned, I don't have any comment on that. We watch that. It's 
a matter of great concern that Lebanese soil and a Lebanese city and 
Lebanese citizens are once again being trampled on in a fight on 
their soil, and it's a continuing tragedy, and the sooner the 
source of that fighting, which is foreign forces on their soil, 
can be eliminated, the better for the Lebanese. And so evacuation 
and anything that will help cure that problem we favor, but I'm 
not going to take a position beyond that. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Italy apparently wants to cut by half 
the level of forces in Lebanon. Does that weaken the posture of 
the Multinational Force and its :policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I had a conversation with Mr. Andreotti individu- 
ally and also as part of our consultation of the Multinational 
Force group, and in both cases, he and I both reaffirmed our 
determination to continue on with our purposes in Lebanon. And 

the Italian approach seemed to be similar to the U.S. as far as 

-the actual level of forces is concerned I don't know that it is 
appreciated that it varies quite a lot, depending on the circun- 
stances in each one of the forces and essentially what happened; and 
in response to the request to each country by the Government of 
Lebanon was, you might say, an assigned sector or mission, and 

then the people who are in charge of the military forces involved -- 
that is each one separately -- have to make up their mind and they 
coordinate with the other military, of course=-- what it takes to 
accomplish their mission. Actually the numbers of Italians are 
considerably more right now than was imitially thought, so I 

take from our discussion that the Italian intention is to continue 
with the assigned mission and mandate, and to uphold it; and whether 
that means that some different numbers of forces at a moment of 
time are necessary is for them to decide. But the basic point is 
that they continue to cooperate with the other countries in car- 
rying out our mission and to seeking our objectives in Lebanon. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it was announced last night that Pierre 
Trudeau would be coming to Washington in the next days. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I think the fifteenth of December. 


QUESTION: Yes, to present his peace plan as such. What do you 
think will be the outcome of your discussions and will you en- 
courage him to go onward to Moscow, and, finally, what do you 
think what progress is going to be made, do you feel, in his 
attempt to get Washington and Moscow talking again? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he has a program of visitations which I 
assume he will carry on and that represents the decision that he's 
made to take this initiative. And we'll always -- as always -- 
be glad to talk with Prime Minister Trudeau. I'm sure the Presi- 
dent will, and I have no doubt but that the discussion will cover 
his initiative but also many other things in U.S.-Canadian re- 
lationships, as both countries have been placing a lot of emphasis 
on addressing the problems we have between the two countries and 
taking actions to do something about those problems, and I think 
over the last two or three years, it's been a very successful 
effort. I've met with Foreign Secretary MacEachen innumerable 
times. I think the President has met with Prime Minister Trudeau 
six or seven times, so basically the meeting will be continued and 
we'll certainly be interested in his initiative. There's lots of 
communication between Washington and Moscow. The state of our 
relationship is not because it's impossible to communicate. It's 
the substance that is giving the problem. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, given concern and speculation over the 
health of Russian leader Yuri Andropov, with whom are you 
communicating in the Kremlin? 


SHCRETARY SHULTZ: Well, people speculate about health, but as — 
far as we're concerned , obviously there is a Soviet Covernment | 
It is in operation. It makes decisions. It has a normal 
diplomatic flow; and our. capabity to talk with them is as it has 
been, and for what it's worth, what evidence I see is that Mr. 
Andropov is at work and, so far as we know, in charge. 


QUESTION: You've talked about unity and cohesion in this NATO 
meeting, but when you turn to commercial and international issues 
that unity and cohesion seems to be lacking. Do you see 

any big problem within the two sets of issues for the future? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's not correct to say that the unity 
and cohesion is lacking. There are problems and issues, and there 
are issues that people get very red in the face about in the 

field of trade and commerce. And I'm going to spend the after- 
noon, probably, talking about some of them. On the other hand, I 
think it is too easily forgotten that the volume of two-way 

trade between the United States and Europe runs at the annual 

rate of -- Can you fill in the blank? -- $90 billion. That's. 
huge. So I think the message is: we must be doing something rignt. 
And so we have problems and the task for the governmental people 
who are dealing with them is to figure out hwo to deal with these 
problems which, you might say, are around the periphery of 

this $90 billion bundle, without damaging the bundle, because that 
is a representation of the strength and the mutual advantage 

that comes out of this trade and commercial relationship. It's 
very, very large and very, very important. So I just say that to 
agree on the one hand that there are problems, but to put them in 
the persepctive of the huge flows of commerce that does take 

place in the normal course of events. Thank you. 


REAEKAKEKKEE . 
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MR. SCHAFFER: I am pleased to have the opportunity” 
to meet with you today to discuss Afghanistan. | 

It is a country in which I have a great professional 
interest and which falls within my purview as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary in the Near East and South Asia Bureau charged with 
South Asia. 

As you know, we are approaching the fourth anniversary 
of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, which occurred on 
December 27, 1979. 

To mark the occasion and focus attention on the tragic 
war which prevails there, we anticipate another Presidential 
statement. Also, the Department of State with the United States 
Information Agency is cosponsoring with the Center for 
Afghanistan Studies at the University of Nebraska at Omaha 
a forum on Afghanistan. 

This is a major conference which will take place at the 


Department next Monday and Tuesday, December 12 and 13. It is 


going to be a very good conference and we are very excited 











about it. 

I have with me Dean Tom Gouttierre, Director of 
Omaha's Center for Afghanistan Studies, who is the forum 
chairman. 

After I have made a few remarks on the situation tn 
Afghanistan, Dean Gouttierre will tell you about the conference 
and then we will both be happy to answer any questions you 
might have. 

You will find available today a new Department publica- 
tion called “Afghanistan: Four Years of Occupation", which 
has been prepared by the State Department's Bureau of Intelli- 
gence and Research, as has been done in previous years. 

I believe you will find it a useful and informative 
document, providing more detail on the Afghan political and 
military situation. 

I have with me here today the drafters of that document, 
along with people from the Pakistan, Afghanistan, Bangladesh 
Office, and they will help me with the details of the ques- 
tions which I expect you will be winging my way. 

Let me go on now to talk about the strategic setting. 

After four long years of Soviet occupation, Afghanistan 
remains an important issue in world affairs, unresolved and 


festering. It continues to be an item of high priority in 











3 
this Administration and one for which we would earnestly 


would like to find a solution. 
What makes Afghanistan a major problem in world 
4 
affairs is the presence on what had been a truly independen 


and non-aligned country of over 100,000Soviet troops thrust, 
beyond Soviet borders by ‘Moscow's willingness to use ity 
ever-growing military might in ways that not only threaten 
American interests but peace, stability and freedom in the 
Central South Asian region and throughout the world. = 

For this reason, we believe it is absolutely essential 
that Soviet aggression in Afghanistan be checked and not 
succeed. 

In spite of the presence of these Soviet soldiers and 
a large expenditure of materiel, the Soviet Union has not been 
able to accomplish what it set out to do -- strengthen the 
Marxist-Communist regime in Kabul: gain internation] acceptance 
of that regime; create an effective Afghan Army; and elimin- 
ate the resistance. 

In other words, Moscow has failed to create a docile 
Communist state in Afghanistan. This has been due to the 


indomitable will of the Afghan people to resist the Soviet 


invader. 


In the four years of Soviet occupation, an indigenous 
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resistance movement has spread throughout the entire country. 
Virtually every province is now caught up in the Afghan 
struggle, supported by the vast majority of Afghan people 
to rid their country of the Soviets. But in spite of _,, 
ever-increasing effectiveness and ability to inflict heavy 
losses on the Soviets in the Kabul regime, the resistance 
has not been able to oust the Soviets militarily. 

Therefore, in the absence of a negotiated political 
settlement, it appears that the struggle for Afghanistan 
will continue for the foreseeable future. = 

The Afghan refugee problem will also continue with the 
world's largest refugee population of close to 3 million people 
straining the limited resources of Pakistan. That country 
has done an admirable job of welcoming and caring for these 
people and the United States intends to continue its con- 
tribution to that effort. 

The U.S. strategy remains the same. We want to get 
the Soviet troops out of Afghanistan. We want to end the 
agony of the Afghan people and return the country to the 
ranks of independent nations. 

Let me talk briefly now about the military situation. 

There has been intense sporadic fighting all through 


Afghanistan in 1983. In the spring and early summer, there 














~ 


5 
was prolonged, major activity in the Herat and Kandahar areas, 
two large urban centers. “ ‘Throughout the summer, the Mujahidin- 
have made major, sometimes spectacular strikes within the 
capital city of Kabul itself. Fighting has been particularly 
heavy this fall, particularly in the eastern provinces of 
Paktia and Pattika, and in the southern Shomali area just, 
to the north of Kabul. 

In general the Mujahidin: have done very well. They 
have inflicted a number of serious defeats on the Afghan 
army during the past year and have inflicted substantial 
losses on the Soviets as well. 

The resistance has been particularly effective against 
Soviet DRA/Kabul regime supplied convoys this year, and despite 
signficant casualties, the Mujahidin® appears stronger, better 
armed and more effective with the weapons they have than 
ever before. 

Soviet aircraft and helicopter losses in 1983 have 
significantly increased over losses in '82. There has been 
more cooperation among the various resistance groups, and 
their morale remains high. 

One of the most interesting and signficant battles. 


involving the Mujahtdtn~. Soviet and regime forces has just 


occurred, the battle of Guldara, or F’ower Valley. This 
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fighting has already received some media coyerage, but let 
me go over what we know oak it. 

Soviet troops and armor converged on Guldara which is 
located between Istalef and Shakardara in the southern , 
Shomali about November 26th. It appears that 2,500 soviet 
troops were involved in the operation as well as a lesggr 
number of Kabul regime soldiers. Several hundred tanks and 
APC's were employed along with truck-mounted BM-21 multiple 
rocket launchers, and a great many MIGs and helicopters 
flew sorties from Kabul and Bagram Air Base. > 

Beginning in late November, there began very heavy 
bombing of Guldara and surrounding towns, but civilian casual- 


ties were not too high as most of the population had already 


fled from earlier shelling. 


In contrast to earlier operations in the Shomali when 
the Mujahidin had avoided direct, prolonged engagement, this 
time the majahidin, who were in the area in force and whose 
numbers included contingents which had come over from the 
Panjsher Valley, were willing to engage Soviet forces over a 
sustained period. A heavy battle ensued. Although the . 
Mujahidin too significant casualties, they assert that Soviet 
losses were heavier and that around two dozen Soviet soldiers 


were captured. 


The Mujahidin also spoke of at least three helicopters 
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being shot down. They are reportedly jubilant about the 
outcome, some going as far as to say that the Soviets have 

paid part of a blood debt for other destruction in the . 
Shomali. It appears the Soviets began to withdraw from a 
on December 2, with a large and dusty column of armor eal eppeoe 
returning to Kabul on December 4. Bombing and shelling = 
villages in the southern Shomali continues. 

Although we cannot comment on why the Soviets chose 
to engage at Gulbara at this time, with the winter setting 
in, it is obvious that they have been unable to eliminate 
Mujahidin activity in the Shomali area, which is close to 
Bagram Air Base and the road leading to the Soviet border. 

The foregoing description highlights some aspects 
of eyolying Soviet strategy in Afghanistan which are worth 
noting. 

Soviet military efforts in 1983 have been concen- 
trated on building up key logistical bases, on improving 
security for lines of communication, and interdicting 
Mujahidin infiltration from Pakistan and Iran. However, 
the road links remain insecure and efforts to choke off 
infiltration routes have not been successful. 


As a consequence of the continued serious losses 


inflicted on the Soviets and the DRA forces by the 
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resistance, the level of bombardment and violence against 
the civilian population by Soviet firepower appears to have 
reached new heights in 1983. 

Reprisals against villages located near the sites 
of Mujahidin activity has long been standard practice —s 
Soviet and Afghan regime military forces. Soviet frustration 
has, however, grown as they have proved unable to interdict 
resistance activity despite intense efforts, including 
bribes and truce offers, and direct military action. 4 

During recent months, we have seen the evolutton 
of an apparently deliberate policy of increased terror and 
brutality against civilians and their homes. Acts of extreme 
cruelty and destruction are obviously intended both as a vent 
for the fear and anger of Soviet troops and as an attempt to 
drive a wedge between the Afghan people and the resistance 
forces. Throughout the year, we have had many confirmed 
reports of brutal reprisal actions. 

One example is the late October Soviet operation 
against the historic village of Istalef in the Shomali region 
north of Kabul, as I mentioned. This was retaliation for 
resistance activity in the area. | 


Citizens of Istalef, a town known for the brilliant 


blues of its fine pottery, were murdered in a several-day orgy 
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of death as resistance forces sought to protect the village 
from overwhelming force. It is reliably reported that Soviet 
soldiers bayonetted and slit the throats of children found 
in the houses of suspected Mujahidin. We have no exact 
casualty figures, but losses were high on both sides, with 
perhaps as many af four to five hundred deaths. About farty 
percent of the village of Istalef has been leveled. 

Despite this increased savagery against civilians 
on the part of Soviet troops -- and we are confident there 
are many incidents which are not reported -- there is as 
indication that the people of Afghanistan have reduced their 
support for the resistance movement. Instead, they continue 
to provide the Mujahidin with food, information, shelter 
and recruits. 

Let me say something now about United States policy. 

As I implied at the outset, the United States does 
not accept Soviet control of Afghanistan. Our policy goal 
remains to get the Soviet troops out because we believe it 
suits the strategic interests of ourselves and our friends 
to have Soviet troops removed back within the Soviet Union's 
borders. Both our bilateral and multilateral diplomatic 


activity are designed to move the Soviets toward a 


negotiated settlement. 
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We have repeatedly told the Soviets in our bilateral 
contacts that their senility of Afghanistan remains a 
serious impediment to the improvement of relations with us, 
and with many other countries as well. > 

In the multilateral arena, we supported Pakisteni 
efforts at the United Nations General Assembly last month — 
to obtain the overwhelming passage of yet another (the Sth) 
resolution on Afghanistan. The vote was 116 to 20, with 
17 abstentions. This is equal to the highest vote ever, 
which was recorded in 1982. The resolution calls tor the 
withdrawal of Soviet troops, the independent and non-aligned 
status of Afghanistan, self-determination for the Afghan 
people, and the return of the refugees with safety and honor. 

As regards self-determination, we have not said 
how this must come about, but simply that the Afghan people 
must be allowed to determine the type of government they wish 
to have in Kabul. 

We are glad that consultations in the UN process 
of indirect talks on Afghanistan will continue. After pro- 
viding some hope that a political settlement might be 
possible following last April's session in Geneva, the 
indirect talks ran up against hard reality in the later 


June session in Geneva, when the Soviets were unwilling to 


give a definite timeframe for the withdrawal of their 











ll 


troops. 


At the end of the summer, the talks appeared 
stalled, but the UN announced last week that more active 
discussions will be resumed early next year. 

We support United Nations efforts to aeveten a: 
negotiated solution and hope they will prove successful,, 

However, Soviet willingness to withdraw from 
Afghanistan remains problematical. Current Soviet policy 
towards Afghanistan makes it appear that the Soviets intend 


to say for a long time. 


(MORE) 
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_ They're maintaining current troop levels, 
they're improving the military infrastructure, they're 
continuing the Sovietization of Afghan society, and they're . 
attempting to wear down civilian support for the resistance. 

Nonetheless, the tujahidin persevere. The 
struggle continues, and the United States maintains its 
stutpentee and moral support of the Afghan resistance. 

Their stand for freedom and independence is an inspiration 
to all of us. = 

Now, let me turn to Dean Gouttierre who will 
tell you something about the Conference. 

MR. GOUTTIERRE: I thought maybe before I mention 
the Conference, I might mention just a few brief words 
about our Center for Afghanistan Studies. I think most 
people are as surprised about the fact that there's a Center 
for Afghanistan Studies, the only one in the United States 
in the State of Nebraska in Omaha, as they are by the fact 
that the Afghan resistance is now moving into its fifth 
year against superior Soviet forces. 

I have working with me at the Center for Afghanistan 
Studies five research associates; one American and four 


Afghans, scholars all who have various areas of expertise, 


and we have over the past ten years, since the founding of 


our Center, been doing research and constructing projects 
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related to the teaching of‘history and culture about 
Afghanistan, the languages of Afghanistan and, of course, 
recently, research concerning the resistance in Afghanistan.” 

The individuals who are a part of our Center ~~ 
are supported by funds from the State of Nebraska and — 
funds that I'm able to obtain through activities that a” 7 
have in Afghanistan. I'm saying that we're not supported 
by the Government in these activities although we enjoyr_. 

I think a very close working relationship in terms of % 
consultation and keeping in touch with people throughout 
the United States Government. 

I think that -- and it's also important to add 
that within our list of research associates are some twenty 
other individuals throughout the world who are members of 
the Center for Afghanistan Studies as research associates, 
and we count on them for their information and the research 
that they can do to help us to keep up with what is going on 
in Afghanistan. 

Considering the Conference that will be held here 
on Monday and Tuesday, this is an idea that was borne 


several months back. In fact, nearly ten months ago. The 


purpose of this conference is to continue to bring attention 


to the kinds of things that Mr. Schaffer was referring to 
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in his presentation; and that is, of course, the continuing 
brutality and cruelty of the Soviet occupation armies 


against, particularly, the civilian population of 


et 


Afghanistan. 

In addition, of course, we hope to be able to 
explore various alternatives and options that are a part -+- 
of trying to seek resolution of this crises in a country 
that little could afford to have any type of sustained 


war, being one of the poorest of aIl the third world 


9 Wi 


~ = 


countries. We feel we have a very distinguished list of 

panelists who will be present at this Conference and who 

will be able to address topics that will cover items 

related to the military situation in Afghanistan today, the 

repatriation, hopefully, and the status of the refugees 

from Afghanistan; the impact on the land of Afghanistan, 

the development relating to the peace initiatives concerning 

this particular crises, the impact on the Soviet Union, 

regional considerations, and other strategic considerations. 
We hope that as a result of this particular 

conference, people around the United States will again be 

made aware of the war in Afghanistan, something we have 

calledat the Center for Afthanistan Studies "The forgotten 


war." The war that seéms to slip off the pages of the 
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newspapers and off of the television and radio programs 


throughout the country as we focus on cther international 


issues. | 
ex 
> Te. 

~~ 


o-- 


Considering the proportions of human suffering 
in Afghanistan, proportions which we liken to something i 
a holocaust kind of nature -- the more than hundred thousand 
Afghan civilian deaths, more than four million total Afghan 
refugees. We feel tat this is a war that should not bes: 
forgotten, and that sometimes in the cumpeseten-estentlt 
I think that we suffer in the United States and in the 
Western world due to the information that we often receive 
about other crisés around the world, we tend to forget 
the very severe suffering that the people of Afghanistan 
are facing as they continue to wage their resistance against 
this occupation of their country. 

That's all. 

MR. SCHAFFER: Now, we will be happy to take your 
questions. 

Q Besides you're saying that we want to get 
the Soviet troops out of Afghanistan, what are any of the 
substantial significant political, economic and diplomatic 
efforts you have been doing recently which could put forth 


the efforts that you are doing in the last three, four 


years to bring about the evacuation of the troops from 
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Afghanistan? 


MR. SCHAFFER: We have been moving on several 
> 
fronts. As you know, as I mentioned, we have been giving 
ei 
os 


strong support to the efforts being made by the U.N. as 
Secretary General's special representative, Diega + 
Cordovas, in trying to bring about a peaceful solution = 
to the Afghan problem through indirect talks between the 
Pakistanis and the Karmal regime in Kabul. 

We have also given strong support to the => 
United Nations General Assembly Resolution which, as I 
mentioned, was passed with an overwhelming vote. 

I think you can also look at the efforts we 
have made through our economic and military assitance 
programs to bolster Pakistan as it faces the challenge of 
the Soviets on its border. And as it leads the fight 
in the diplomatic effort in the U.N. General Assembly, in the 
Islamic forum and elsewhere to keep the Afghanistan issue 
before the world and to call through these diplomatic and 
public efforts on the Soviets to get out. 

So these are some of the efforts which are being 
made. And I must say, and one of the purposes in my talking 


to you today and our holding this Afghanistan Conference 


next week, is to do all that we can to keep the 
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Afghanistan issue in the international eye, and in the eye 
of our own public here. 

We don't want this to become a forgotten war. * 
That's what *he Soviets would like. They would like the. 
world to forget about Afghanistan so they can carry out : 
their programs and turn it into a docile communist 
country, something they clearly have not be able to do up 
until now. 

I must say also that we have had direct contacts 
with the Soviet Union. We have made it very clear to the 
Soviets that Afghanistan is an important issue in deterring 
an improvement in U.S.-Soviet relations. We have made it 
clear to them, most recently when the Secretary wrote to 
Foreign Minist Gromyko in May that we seek a peaceful 
settlement in Afghanistan, and that we support the U.N. 
diplomatic process which Mr. Cordovas, with considerable 
effort, has been pursuing. 

Regretably, the Soviet response has been uniformally 
unhelpful, unfavorable. 

Q What do you anticipate in 1984 -- a 


continuation of the present policies or will there be some 


new initiatives by the United States, by the Pakistanis or 


by the Afghan resistance? Is time on the side of the 
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resistance or is it not with the Soviets in the effort? 


A It's hard to say where time comes out on 


i 


this one. Quite clearly, the Soviets have long felt 
ee 
that time was on their side; that the world, as I said, ~-™ 


| 


would forget all about Afghanistan and that, over time, . 
they could Soviet-ties Afghan society while the world ~ 
forgot. 

I think the trend of the last’ year has been * 
at least slowly in the direction of the mujahidin. But = 
let's not kid ourselves; the mujahidin are not going to be 
able to drive the Soviets out of Afghanistan. That's 
quite clear. 

As far as other diplomatic efforts are concerned, 
the United Nations has announced that Cordovas will resume 
his shuttle diplomacy, probably in April. 

The key issue there, though, is whether the Soviets 
are prepared to show greater flexibility and a real 
interest in finding a negotiated solution than they have 
been up until now. The key point on that particular issue 
is this one already referred to about their willingness to. 
agree within this framework of a negotiated settlement, to 


a particular timeframe for the withdrawal of their troops; 


actual dates. That they will start on "X" day and they 
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‘ 


will be out by "X" plus "Y". They've not been willing to 


do that. ' 

I can't be optimistic that they're going to. : s 
I think that the U.N. effort, though, is the best thing ~*~: 
that is going now. And, as I've said, we strongly suppor® 
it because it is consistent with the UNGA resolutions ‘ 
that we and the vast majority of other countries, ? 
non-aligned, Western,have supported over the years. .’ 

Q Has there been an increase in cross-bordat 
pursuit of mujahidin; the bombing of their camps, and 
how serious do you view this. 

A There is no clearly discernable trend on 
that. These cross-border incidents will occur from time 
to time. 

One of the determining factors is the degree 
of fighting close to the border. For example, when there 
was an outbreak of serious fighting in Paktia and Paktika 
Provinces in Eastern Afghanistan some months ago, there was 


at that time an increase in air violations by the other side, 


including bombing of villages. But I don't see any clearly 


discernable trend over time. It comes and goes. 
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Q You mentioned that one of the purposes behind 
this forum was to bring it back in the international eye. 
Do you expect anything else to come out of this forum 


besides just reducing apathy? a 
__MR, SCHAFFER: I would hope that a lot of ideas es 
would be generated by this forum. Tom can speak more to ¥- 
the point than I, but when you consider that we're going 

to get together here in Washington a lot of people from 
various parts of the world as well as from this country 

who have done a lot of thinking about Afghanistan, I voulg 
expect -- I hope you would, too, Tom -- that ideas will be 
generated which could be useful. 

Q What's the latest on the use of chemical 
weapons in Afghanistan? 

MR. SCHAFFER: Let me give you a statement on that 
because I want to be sure that you have it right. 

In November of ‘82, Secretary Shultz sent an 
updated report to Congress on chemical warfar in Southeast 
Asia and Afghanistan. That report on Soviet use of 
chemical and toxin weapons worldwide contained new evidence 
of their use by the Soviets in Afghanistan. 

This evidence included a contaminated Soviet 
gas mask which came out of Afghanistan and which showed 


the presence of deadly trichothecene/mycotoxins, that 


yellow rain. 
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In other words, the suspicions that we had before 
that time had been confirmed. We had physical proof that 
toxin weapons, in addition to chemical weapons, had been 
used by Soviet forces in Afghanistan. = a 

In the most recent State Department report on caw, 
submitted to the Secretary General of the U.N. on August 4, 
lhe evidence dealt with blood samples from Laos and Kampudhea. 

We continue to receive reports of the use of agents 
in Afghanistan, and the examination of samples continues. 
Detailed analysis of all information gathered in Afghanistan 
in 1983 is not yet complete. = 

Q How much aid is the United States giving the 
rebels, and are you considering increasing it? | 

MR>.SGHAFFER: The rebels themselves, the mujahidin 
themselves, say that much of the arms that they acquire come 
from within the country. They're acquired in part from 
desertions, many desertions, from the Kabul-regime army. 

As before, I've got to follow the policy of not commenting 
On arms which might come in to Afghanistan from wherever. 

Q Any rough estimate of the Soviets expending 
dollars, roubles, on an annual basis by maintaining their 
forces, fighting this guerrilla war, in Afghanistan? - 

MR. SCHAFFER: The figure I have is that it has 


cost them in four years of war something on the order of 


$12 billion. And I think the trend is upward. Let me ask 
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the experts about that. (A staff aid nodded) Yes. The 
trend is upward, but that's the figure we've been using. 

Q What is the significance for the Soviet Union 
of holding onto Afghanistan? Is it to reach the ny 
of the Arabian Gulf, or what? Is it a way of seeping through 
that area, or what do you see their strategy of being thera? 

MR. SCHAFFER: I think there are various points 
of view on that, and a great deal has been written as to | 
whether they see Afghanistan as a stepping stone to broader 
conquests in the area, or whether their invasion and their 
remaining in the country is basically motivated by considera- 
tions having to do with Afghanistan itself. 

I think the important point, though, is that they 
are in Afghaistan; that as long as they remain there, it 
causes a major challenge to the stability of the whole area; 
that it has potential for Soviet use beyond the borders of 
Afghanistan. It puts pressure on Pakistan, it puts pressure 
on other parts of that area. 

I'll stop there. Whole books have been written 
about this subject, but I think that's basically the way 
we see it. 

MR. GOUTTIERRE: Excuse me. I might add on 
that. One of the things that we've been studying for some 


time at the Center for Afghanistan Studies related to this 


particular question is the Soviet interest in controlling the 
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headwaters of the Oxus River which has a watershed 

equivalent to that of the Nile, and we feel that they 
consider this perhaps the most valuable resource that 
Afghanistan offers to them apart from the «trategic con=" 
siderations. a 


People have commented often about the transporta- 
a 


= 


ih 


tion of Afghan hydrocarboiis -- the hydrocarbons in 
Afghanistan gas and potential oil -- but I think that the 


water and their development schemes for their own central~ 


= 


Asian republics are very much tied to what they think in= 
terms of long term. One could, as Mr. Schaffer ee 
bring into all kinds of -- bring all kinds of issues up, 
whether it relates to the Muslim population of central Asia, 
things relating to the Soviet extension of the Brezhnev 
Doctrine, opportunity as they saw it perhaps in 1979 when 
the world body politic was focused on Iran and other things 
of that nature. 

But I think that there are many things, and I 
think that the Soviets tend to -- from our analysis anyhow 
and the way we see them going about things in Afghanistan, 
at least trying to -- that there are many, many issues, you 
know, that link themselves together in this particular ques- 
tion, and that's why perhaps ner see it with the degree of 


importance, and while, as Mr. Schaffer mentioned, there 


@ppears to be no indication yet that they seem to be wanting 


to leave. 
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MR. SCHAFFER: Thank you. And that's another 
reason why I would hope a lot of you would get to that 


conference. I think questions like this are going to be 


4 

thrashed out, and there aze, as you can see, a lotof = ~ 
es 

different points of view. Again, I*d encourage you to -*s. 


show up. , 
Q To what extent are the other Moslem states, 
and particularly om, helping the mujahidin, and the 
refugees that are coming out? as 

MR. SCHAFFER: Pakistan, of course, is the major 
contributor to assistance to the refugees and has done = 
amazing work, I think, in running the camps in providing 
the variety of assistance, especially given the fact that 
it is, itself, such a poor country. 

The organization of the Islamic conference which 
has just been meeting in Dacca in Bangladesh, has once 
again passed a resolution calling for the departure of 
foreign troops from Afghanistan. 

The Muslim world has been very much interested in 
this matter. I think they regard Afghanistan as a Muslim 
country which has been attacked by an outsider, and they 
have been, led by Pakistan, in the forefront of those calling 
for the world not to forget it and to continue to demand 
the Soviet exit. 


Q Without getting involved in the specifics of 


where the resistance fighters' weapons are coming from, are 
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we at all concerned about their lack of adequate air defense, 


portable air defense weapons? 
MR. SCHAFFER: 1 think they're doing very well with 


the heavy machine guns that they've got. Obviously, all>... 4 
= eee 
resistance leaders are looking for the perfect weapon to" =” 


eat 


use. I think that's about all I can say on that subject. ~~ 


Q Because your own report last year indicated? ~ 
= 


“ 


that the government had pretty well closed off the source 
of supply from the Afghan side, Afghan Government side, by 
impounding those weapons. = 

MR. SCHAFFER: I can again call your attention fo 
the fact that in '83 the Soviet losses, both of fixed-wing 
aircraft and helicopters, has been significantly higher than 
in ‘82. 

Q Mr. Schaffer, I can't help but ask you this 
question: There were reports in the media in the last few 
months that the freedom fighters, the mujahidin, the resistance 
movement itself is almost in disarray because they cannot 
get their act together in trying to make a solidarity fight 
and strong unit or force to be worthwhile in their attempts 
to penetrate through the Russian encampment there. What do 
you comment on that? 

MR. SCHAFFER: Lack of unity has always been a 


problem for the Afghanistan resistance. It's been a problem 


both in Afghanistan in waging the war and outside the country 
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in presenting Afghanistan's’ position to the international 
community. 

Recently there have been indications of a qrenter 3 
desr2e of cooperation among different mujahidin groups withén 
Afghanistan, though turf battles continue, some of them we = ts 
suspect prompted by the regime. = 

Nonetheless, I think the trend is in the right - 
direction. Outside of the most recent efforts to bring about 
greater cohesion and hopefully unity have centered on the 
person of the former king of Afghanistan, Zahir Shah, whe 
reigned in Kabul until 1973. | 


We have certainly on our part done what we could 
to encourage efforts to build greater unity, greater cohesion, 
among the different forces. We hope these will continue. 
Clearly, it's not up to the United States or, for that matter, 
any other outside power to decide who should take the lead, 
but we have tried in a quiet way to encourage the Afghans 
in that direction. 

MR. GOUTTIERRE: I'd like to echo the statements 
that Mr. Schaffer made, but I think it's also important to 
take into its proper context the Afghan society itself, and 
also to understand where the resistance is coming from and 
who indeed are the resistance members, the freedom fighters, 
and to -- while recognizing the difficulties the lack of 


unit poses from the standpoint of the questions that were 
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suggested by Mr. Schaffer here, that there is also some 
military advantages at times when you're able to defend 
your own turf in a very emotional fashion, because Afghanistan 
is a country made up of many ethnic and other culiura!i>; ,. ~ 
religious groups and oftentimes, of course, people defend 
more steadfastly their own territory, their own land. Ande 
I'm not in any way contradicting, I think, the need for 
improved unity, but I think it needs to be understood, 
particularly in the way you mentioned the question that | 
there seems to be disarray, etc..-- I, like Mr. Schaffery: 
believe that there is a trend towards a diminishing of 

this disarray, that there is a trend towards some unity, 
both with inside the country where the fighting is taking 
place and outside where where spokespersons exist, and 

that militarily there are some advantanges as well as dis- 
advantages to the current organizational structure of the 


resistance. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:45 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd like first to express my appreciation to 
King Hassan for the graciousness of the hospitality here and for 
the opportunity to talk at length with him covering a very wide 
range of subjects, and having an opportunity to hear his analysis 
of important things going on around the world. So, it's been a 
very worthwhile visit from my standpoint, from the point of view 
of the content, and also it's been extremely pleasant and 
naturally we appreciate that as well. 


QUESTION: What about the discussions you had this afternoon with 
King Hassan II? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussions went on for around two and a 
half hours. We discussed matters of mutual interest having to do 
with the Middle East -- Lebanon, the peace process, the problems 
of the Palestinians. We discussed bilateral questions involving 
Morocco and the United States. We discussed His Majesty's ini- 
tiative in calling for a referendum, and of course the United 
States supports that. We discussed events in Europe, King Hassan 
was interested in the meetings I had just been in, NATO meetings. 
In other words, they were very wide ranging discussions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what's the American perception con- 
cerning the development of events in West Africa, if the African 
parties responsible for the preparation of the referendum refuse 
the suggestion which was proposed by His Majesty the King as the 
final solution to the problem of the Sahara? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think first of all we have to wait; there is 
an initiative that His Majesty has proposed, and I think that if 
people have an opportunity to express themselves, that's really 
the proper way to do it. I hope that people from around the 
world will support this initiative, and I hope that it does come 
to pass. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the King or any of the other 


Moroccan officials have anything to say about the new 
strengthened relationship between the United States and Israel? 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I described the intent of our recent visit 
from Prime Minister Shamir and also from President Gemayel, and I 
think His Majesty was weli posted among the subjects that we 
discussed. i 


QUESTION: Did he show any enthusiasm? 


Secretary Shultz: His Majesty is a very sophisticated man and I 
think I won't speak for him, he'll speak for himself, but from 
my standpoint we had a searching and satisfactory discussion. 


QUESTION: Is it possible that the United States of America will 
help assure the departure of the leader of the PLO, Mr. Arafat, 
and his soldiers from Tripoli, knowing that the United States of 
America helped the PLO departure from Beirut in the past? There 
is another question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wait a minute now. I can hardly remember the 
first one. Will you say that again? 


QUESTION: Will the United States of America help the PLO depar- 
ture from Beirut as in the past? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes we did. We arranged the departure of the 
PLO from Beirut, and Mr. Arafat's departure from Beirut over a 
year ago. We felt that there was an understanding that he 
wouldn't return to Lebanon, but of course he has been there. 

And we see again the tragedy of the Lebanese as one of their 
cities and their people are being trampled upon in somebody 
else's fight. So it's a continuing tragedy. That being the case, 
the United States has supported the resolution under which an 
evacuation can take place under the U.N. flag and we expect that 
evacuation to go forward. 


QUESTION: What is your position concerning the Israelis 
threatening the PLO and not letting them leave the country? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as I know, what has happened recently 

is that a bus was blown up in Jerusalem and the PLO and Mr. 

Arafat took credit for that act of terrorism, and there was an act 
of retaliation by the Israelis. That's my understanding of what 
took place, and that's the substance of that exchange -- something 
that happens all too often in the Middle East. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how do you judge the reaction of your 

Arab friends concerning the strategic cooperation treaty between 
the United States and Israel? This treaty which confirmed once 

more that the United States continues to see in Israel the only 

strong and stable ally in the region. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I wish some of those who are discussing 
it would come forward and show me a copy of this treaty. I 
have not seen it. I will say again -- the United States has 
had, does have now, and will continue to have a strong and 
supportive relationship with Israel. There wasn't any 
treaty signed during Prime Minister Shamir's recent visit to 
the United States. We discussed a great many things between 
the U.S. and the Israelis. We discussed military matters, 
economic matters, general observations about what is going’ 
on in the Middle East, and we discussed the buildup of Soviet 
arms in Syria and many other things. But we didn't sign a 
treaty, however. I certainly want to say, that we continue to 
have and expect to have a close relationship with Israel. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'd like to ask the following 
question on the meeting in Brussels. Have you had any 
response at all from Moscow to the Allies’ proposal for a 
comprehensive new dialogue with the Soviets? Also, what 
would be the next step in pursuing this dialogue with the 
Soviets? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have not heard of any response. I sup- 
pose one next step would be the attendance by Warsaw Pact 
Foreign Ministers at the Conference on Disarmament in Europe 
that will be convened on January 17 in Stockholm. As you 
know, in the Brussels meeting the NATO Foreign Ministers 
agreed that they would attend that meeting, and of course I 
am included in that group. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, it was announced today that 
Marshal Orgarkov of the Soviet Union has just spent four 
days in Algeria. Did you know about this trip, and do you 
have any feeling about Soviet relations with this part of 
the world as resulting from Orgarkov's visit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Soviet Union of course is as active 
around the world as we are. We believe that their influence 
in many cases is not helpful. However, as we agreed in the 
NATO statement, we are prepared to engage with the Soviet 
Union in a constructive dialogue, if they are ready to do so; 
but this has to be based on a realistic assessment of what 
is taking place as we see it and on the basis, of course, of 
the strength and determination which we and our allies have 
and have expressed. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you and the King discuss any 
ways Of putting momentum behind President Reagan's peace 
plan for the Middle East, and if so, what was said? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We did discuss that at great length and His 
Majesty had a-number of suggestions. Without feeling it proper 

to try to quote His Majesty, I believe, myself, that the problem of 
the Palestinians is at the center of the issue, and of course what 
we look for, and have wanted to see for a long time, is a 
legitimate group of Palestinians join with King Hussein and be 
ready to sit down at the peace table with Israel, and try to work 
out what sort of arrangements will bring about stability in that 
part of the world. We did discuss that and other issues of the. 
Middle East in great detail. 


QUESTION: Is the Orgarkov visit the reason you did not stop in 
Algeria this time? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 
QUESTION: Were you aware of it prior to today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I was aware of it, but it had no bearing on my 
own schedule. 


QUESTION: Can you tell us about the new American initiative in 
the area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are President Reagan's proposals of a 
year ago last September, which the President has reaffirmed and 
stated his intention to keep working to achieve those objectives. 
We have also had recent discussions not only with the Israelis 
but with the Lebanese, President Gemayel,and his Government, and 
as a result of those discussions we think we have some new 

ideas. Ambassador Rumsfeld, who is the President's special nego- 
tiator in the Middle East, has returned to the region and has 
been in various capitals already. It was announced in Washington 
that he will be going to Damascus. Perhaps that's what you are 
referring to. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you heard during your stop in Tunis 
considerable criticism of the recent U.S.-Israeli policy and I am 
wondering if you have heard similar criticism here during your 
stop in Morocco? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have certainly discussed the U.S.-Israeli 
relationship, and particularly the relation of some of our 
thinking, with the Israelis, when they visited us, to the Soviet 
buildup in Syria, but I found the discussion here was construc- 
tive and informative in tone, and I tried to respond and describe 
what we were doing and thinking. So far as I can see, it was 
received in that same spirit. But of course, I don't wish at all 
to speak for the Moroccans or King Hassan; they'll speak for 
themselves. 


QUESTION: How does the U.S. view Palestinian-Jordanian nego- 
tiations as well as their consequences, in case the negotiations 
succeed. What would be the effect on Mr. Reagan's plan? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We think that negotiations between 
Palestinians and the Jordanian King Hussein are a very positive 
thing to have happened, and we certainly would welcome very warmly 
a decision on the part of King Hussein and the Palestinians to be 
ready to enter the peace process with Israel. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought I might just say a word 
about impressions from around a week in Europe and North Africa, 
and then we could have a discussion. 


The principal reason for the trip, of course, was the 
NATO Foreign Minister's meeting. Coming as it has after the 
deployments have started in the basing countries, it was an especially 
interesting meeting and I think notable meeting. 


Because the Alliance in the face of very strong-armed 
and almost bullying tactics on the part of the Soviet Union has 
guietly kept its cool, gone ahead, shown its cohesion and determina- 
tion and having done so, and being determined to keep doing so, 
nevertheless does it in I think a mature way rather than kind of 
exultant, saying, "Well, what else did you expect," kind of attitude. 
I thought it was wonderful. 


And there was at the same time a total agreement that 
the right way for us to proceed as a group of free countries is to 
look to our strength and determination, but at the same time be 
sure that our positions are reasonable as they are, and to do 
everything we can to be sure the Soviet Union realizes that we are 
ready to have a constructive dialogue with them, a dialogue that 
can be to our mutual advantage, not a dialogue that is simply to 
the Soviet advantage and not to ours. And therefore the Alliance 
continued to reject the Soviet proposition that an equitable answer 
for instance on intermediate range missiles would be for them to 
have some large number and for us to have none. That didn't strike 
anybody any better then than it has over the past months of negotiation. 


But it was an excellent meeting, and it projected both 
the sense of strength and the sense of reasonableness and readiness 
to negotiate. 
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We had a meeting with the members of the European Commission to 

talk about economic relations between the United States and Europe. 
And, of course, there are a number of prickly issues, the most 
difficult, undoubtedly, having to do with agriculture. Nevertheless, 
I think it was also apparent to everyone that here we have a $90 
billion two-way flow of trade between the United States and Europe 
and that represents something that's of tremendous advantage to both. 
Otherwise, it wouldn't take place. 


And so as we work on these issues, and fight about them, 
and argue about them, we have to do so in a manner that recognizes 
the importance of this great, big $90 billion bundle of things that 
are good. And so, we had, I think, by and large, a constructive 
meeting. I think the Europeans that I talked to, on the whole, were 
more downcast about their meeting in Athens where almost in an unpre- 
cedented way of meeting of heads of state wound up without an agenda, 
without a communique, or any agreement on anything. 


I said, I thought, to some extent, it was refreshing that 
they agreed to disagree. They aired their differences, and they 
hadn't been able to resolve them, so they didn't try to make the 
world think that they had. That's, perhaps, a mark of a certain 
maturity, as long as it doesn't continue on too long. And at the 
same time, having been in lots of international meetings where all 
you do is argue about a communique, the lack of one was a fresh 
breeze. 


At any rate, I think that, as far as the United States 
is concerned, of course, their internal problems are their problems. 
And all we said was, you're going to have to solve them, but don't 
solve them at our expense. That's all we ask. But it was a construc- 
tive meeting. 


In Portugal, I signed a base agreement yesterday that 
gives us continuing access to that most significant base 
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in the Azores, and had a very fine discussion with Portuguese 
officials. And here we see something that, I think, is of great 
significance on a world scale. Namely: here is Portugal that 

has emerged from dictatorship into democracy -- strong democracy -- 
next door to Spain, which has done the same. 


Prime Minister Soares returned, and came directly to his 
meeting with me. He returned from Argentina where, again, he 
was very stimulated by the movement from military rule to 
democracy. And I think there is a very real sense that we 
may miss, as we are preoccupied with all of the problems that we 
see around us and the things that we're struggling with -- may 
miss the tremendous significance of the movement toward more 
democracy, more freedom, more openness, and an increasing feeling 
that that is the wave of the future. 


In Tunisia, I ran into alot of static about our 
relationship with Israel. And I listened, <*d made the point to 
them that, in our conversations here with Pr ne Minister Shamir 
and Defense Minister Arens and others, we -- of course -- talked 
to the Israelis about our relationships with the Arab countries 
and their importance, about the importance of the peace process 
and conditions on the West Bank. And we all recognize the 
Camp David Accords -- in their language -- recognize the importance 
of finding a reasonable solution to the Palestinian problems. 


At the same time, I felt it was important to 
emphasize there in an Arab capital that the same thing that we 
say here or in Israel -- namely, that we have had and do have and 
will have a strong and secure and very important relationship 
with Israel. And that's a fact of life. And they have to 
recognize that. 


I can't say that they were pleased with my 
message. But, at any rate, it was delivered. And I had, I think -- 
on the whole, a very interesting, different kind of conversation 
in tone with King Hassan of Moracco, where you have a ruler 
who's view is a sophisticated, world view -- and a very interesting 
man to converse with. 


Well, that's, kind of, a travelogue. I didn't mean 
to take quite so long, 
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but at any rate it is as all these trips are interesting, and I 

think this one was quite worthwhile from the standpoint of getting 

our country's interests represented and taking a measure of our allies 
and getting some very strong sense of assurance of their determination 
and underlying strengths despite the problems. 


Well, questions? I am told that you might give me a 
few lectures. So I would be glad to hear from you as well as try 
to cope with your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I am Paul Flynn of the Ft. Myers, 
Florida News Press. Two questions regarding Cuba's involvement in 
the Grenada situation. 


First, did the Cuban government or the armed forces 
at any time take any threatening action toward us during that period? 
And second, did the State Department formally inform either the Cubans 
or the Soviets of our actions before or in the early stages of the 
invasion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me take the last part first. 
After our rescue mission started and our people were on the ground, 
we made a notification to both the Soviets and the Cubans that this 
was underway, that its purpose was a rescue operation for our people 
on the island and in response to the urgent pleas of the democracies 
there. So we described the situation to them. And we felt it was 
important to do that so they would hear directly from us, but of course 
not to do it before the operation because we obviously were holding 
that as close as we could, and actually did succeed in holding it 
pretty close. So on the question of notification, that was the 
situation. 


On the question of actions by them, of course we were 
keeping a very close lookout as to anything that Cuba did as such 
and any action that they might take to try to intervene in that 
operation. We had lots of ships there. The Presiden*'s view was 
that if you are going to do this, do it in a way that is strong 
enough so there is absolutely no question in anybody's mind that 
you are going to prevail and prevail quickly. So I think the force- 
fulness of the situation was such that undoubtedly the Cubans saw 
that there wasn't any point in them trying to take it on. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you -- I am Ann Devroy. 
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Do you have any plans, at this point, to make any affirmative moves 
to resume arms control talks with the Soviets, to start this con- 
structive dialogue? Are we still waiting for them to do something 
first now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our position is that we have pro- 
posals on the table in all of the arms control talks. We believe 
our positions are reasonable. Our negotiators are there and our 
posture is one of give and take, ready to negotiate. And so, that 
is a reasonable posture and we feel that that's where we should be. 
And the fact that they have left the INF talks shouldn't cause us 
to change that posture. We shouldn't become unreasonable, nor should 
we say, "Well, now that you've left the talks, we'll give in to what 
you want.", because what they have wanted is not reasonable. 


So we remain in this posture. As far as the START talks 
are concerned and the MBFR talks, the statements they have made are 
different from those in INF. In the START talks, for example, what 
they did -- in MBFR, too -- was decline to set a date when the talks 
would be resumed, and it may be that they will say, there isn't any 
such date. But there’s a very careful distinction between saying, 
"These talks are ended ", and saying, “Well, we can't decide now 
whether a resumption date of whatever it might be is a good date for 
us.” 


Typically, in these talks, of course, when a round, so- 
called, ends, at the end of the round, the negotiators agree on when 
the next round will start and the date is set. So that's different. 
But in the START talks, for example, we have had a lot of very 
interesting proposals put on the table by the President's decisions 
a couple of months ago, and really, they haven't had any kind of a 
response to them. 


I think it’s fair to say that their attention has been 
concentrated on the intermediate range issues and the deployments in 
Europe. So we really haven't seen the kind of response you'd normally 
expect in a negotiation in START. Once again, I think our position 
is reasonable. We're ready to negotiate with them, and that is our 
position. 


There is a meeting on January 17th in Stockholm. so-called 
CDE talks. 
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And these are talks essentially on confidence-building measures and 
notifications of troop movements and things of that kind in Europe 
taking Europe in its whole. The agreement to hold this conference 

was joined in by the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact countries at 

the conclusion of the Madrid negotiations last September. In the 

case of our allies, we all decided that this was important enough 

so that we should in a sense send the political message to those 
negotiations of their importance and do so by agreeing as foreign 
ministers that we would all go to the opening session. So the opening 
session of these talks will be attended by all of the foreign ministers 
of the NATO allies, including me. And of course we don't know whether 
the Soviet Union will be represented by Mr. Gromyko or not. But at 
any rate, I have said that if he is there, I am prepared to meet 

with him. 


But what we can do is be reasonable, be there, be 
ready to talk, but talk sense. But what they do, of course, is 
for them to decide. We hope that they will be sensible in this 
time of tension and be ready to talk in reasonable terms now that 
they see that the tactic of trying to scare the daylights out of 
Europe just hasn't worked. 


Q I am John Curley with the newspaper Jroup in 
Rosslyn. What is the outlook in Iran after Ayatollah Khomeini? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Gosh, I think it is very difficult 
to say. My impression is that the, sort of the religious movement 
that he represents is very much in stride there. So there is no 
particular expectation that it might shift drastically. 


On the other hand, new people could make a substantial 
change, and I think we just have to wait and see about that. 


There used to be a statement -- do you remember Kenyatta 
in Kenya, and at first they were always wondering what would happen 
when he died? And then they started changing the question as he 
grew older and had more children and so on, they said, "Well, what 
will happen if he dies?" (Laughter.) And maybe we have the same 
issue here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I am Gary Watson from Rockford, 
Illinois. Can you give us some insight to the status of the Soviet 
leadership, particularly Mr. Andropov, 
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both short term, his health, and where this is going? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Clearly, he has suffered a health 
setback because he didn't attend important meetings and they have 
said that he has had some problems. They've also said that he is 
back at work and that he is making decisions. Of course, statements 
have been issued under his name throughout this period and so, I 
presume that that's probably the case. 


It does seem logical to speculate, anyway, that what- 
ever his current capacity is, I assume he is hard at it, that the 
fact that he has been that sick at his age must cause people to be 
thinking about what comes next as distinct from an atmosphere where 
you've said, “Here is a person. He's just taken over and where are 
we going to go in this new administration?” But I'm just speculating 
in saying that and we have to wait and see. In the meantime, I think 
it's very important for the United States to base our policies on 
what we believe is good for us and to transmit that to the Soviet 
Union, rather than somehow to speculate about what they may be doing 
and adjust our policies to that. That's a road to disaster because 
there's an awful lot we don't know about the insides of the Kremlin 
and just what Mr. Andropov's health is and what the state of play is 
between the military people and the communist party people within the 
Kremlin. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I'm Charles Overby from Jackson, 
Mississippi. The President's pledge to get tough has been well 
received in my hometown, but I wonder how it how it's been received 
by our allies. Do you think our allies are as tough-minded as we are, 
or are they a weak link in our defense chain? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there's always a little bit of 
let's you and him fight in lots of people, and at the same time, I 
think that, naturally, as firmness, I would rather say, and determi- 
nation to stand up for our interest is exhibited, it always causes 
a certain element of nervousness. But I think with respect to Grenada, 
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to which our allies reacted very negatively, that that had settled 
down. In fa:t, I told them that, on Grenada, there was a lot of 
fence-mending to do by them with us because, really, it seemed to 
me -- what would they be saying about a country that, you know, a 
thousand of our own citizens on an island that have no government, 
was in a state of chaos, a lot of people being killed, and a urgent, 
urgent plea from the surrounding, basically defenseless democracies, 
and the remaining remnant of governmental authority on Grenada, it- 
self, if we had said, “Sorry.", and walked away. What would they 
think of us? They wouldn't think much. 


And I believe, myself, that the President made absolutely 
the right decision, carried it througk brilliantly, and Grenada is 
a plus for us. 


And I have sat in on innumerable heads of state meetings 
with the President and a visiting head of state since the time, and 
it's been very interesting to me to hear, in the privacy of the Oval 
Office, how many of those heads of state from all over the world have 
said, "Mr. President, thank goodness for Grenada. And you have no 
idea of the impact that it's had on our part of the world." So I 
think it's been an unambiguous good. 





The situation in the Middle East is one in which we 
are experiencing great difficulty. But, again, I think determination 
and readiness to defend ourselves is very much called for while 
pursuing energetically the reasonable and negotiating track, which we 
are doing unstintingly. 


Of course, we have allies in:the multinational force. 
We've taken more casualties than any of the other members. The French 
have taken heavy casualties. The Italians, some. The British, none. 
But people are concerned about their own citizens in such an operation. 


But it's also been very remarkable and interesting to 
me that when we have met as foreign ministers, as we did last week, 
out of the meeting has come a joining in support of the mission that 
we're there for and, of course, a continuing desire to consult and 
push the negotiations. But nobody said, "I'm walking out." Quite the 
contrary. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I'm Bob Weil from the Independent 
Journal in Marin County, California. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Great. (Laughter.) How is it there 
in Marin County? 


Q Very nice, sir. 


If the President is reelected, do you intend to stay on 
with the administration, and if not, what effect will that have on 
foreign policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, our foreign policy 
is always the President's foreign policy. And I, or any Secretary 
of State's job, is to help him in formulating it and help him in 
carrying it out. But we work for the President and it's -- whatever 
happens, good and bad, basically -- it's very good, basically, but 
it is the President's foreign policy. So it will be 
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the President, whoever is his Secretary of State. As far as I am 
concerned, I came here to serve the President, and I intend to keep 
working with him as long as he wants me around. At the same time, 

I think it is a grave mistake for me to make any kind of statement 
that would prejudice his own complete freedom of decision as he starts 
a second term. (Laughter. ) 


And I was caught in a casual conversation the other 
day in one of these directional microphones you have, and I was 
standing chatting with King Hussein as we were breaking up, and, you 
know, and he is saying, “Well, how's the President?" I said, “The 
President is just fine. He is really vigorous and right in there 
and all set to go for the campaign,” or some such comment as that 
that you'd make. So that got, as though I had any ability to know 
what the President's decision was. He'll make his decision when he 
decides to make it, and in the meantime we can all scratch our heads, 
and at least from my point of view hope that he does make a positive 
decision. 


Q I am Gerry Bean, publisher of the sun in San 
Bernadino, California. Can you tell us anything about what the role 
appears to be of the increasing number of Soviet troops in Syria? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They are manning the new weapons 
that the Soviet Union has put into Syria. That appears to be their 
main role. There seem to be some 7,000 of them. Whether they. will 
continue to man those remains to be seen, and there is speculation 
that they will turn them over to the Syrians, but we don't see any 
evidence of that. 


And I might say when we have made demarches to the 
Soviet Union about the situation in Lebanon and the seriousness and 
the aggressive behavior of the Syrians, they have made a point of 
saying that they are manning those missiles and they will use them 
in defense of Syria, but that is their purpose. They would have us 
believe that it should be reassuring to us that they are there. 


It is I think something you can't help but notice, 
however, that there are 7,000 troops, and what all else they are 
doing beyond manning those missiles of course you can speculate about. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I am Lou Harris, a poll taker based 
in New York. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've heard of you. (Laughter.) 


Q I would like to ask you about Lebanon. I find 
now a rising caldron boiling on this whole issue of Marines in 
Lebanon. Our latest poll shows by 62 to 24 percent a majority say 
that they don't feel that the loss of lives of Marines in Lebanon 
has been justified or worth it. 


My question is, Mr. Secretary, what realistic options 
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do we have for removing the Marines from Lebanon as this tide of 
public opinion rises to demand that they get out? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, our job is to 
make it as clear as we can to the American people, to their repre- 
sentatives here in Washington, what the stakes are in the Middle 
East, why those stakes are important to the United States, and what 
the relationship of the situation of Lebanon is to that, and what 
the relationship of the multinational force is to that situation, 
and our role init. In other words, there is a whole series of 
questions and answers, so to speak, that start from a broad perspec- 
tive and move to the particular purposes of the Marine presence 
there. 


Obviously we have to work hard to convince people of the 
importance of that presence, and we have to show some results. I 
think that's what people want most of all. We have a picture of 
Lebanon in kind of chaos, and there we are. So what is happening? 


I think if we can see some things happen that are 
positive, then people's understanding will increase a great deal. 


Now there are some things happening. Personally I 
think that whatever the cause of it, the cause is rather odd, but 
nevertheless 4,000 Palestinian guerrillas are taken out of Lebanon, 
that's progress toward removal of all foreign forces. 


There is a beseiged town just south of Beirut in the 
mountains that has been in crying need, and we believe that through 
cooperative effort of the Lebanese effort and the local people, 
the Druze and the Israelis, that perhaps this seige is about to be 
lifted. 


I think there are a number of other steps that are 
at least possible to see happen as we move along here, that are, 
you might say, small down payments on the emergence of a Lebanon 
that has a broadly-based government and which is able to govern 
itself and live in peace with its neighbors. That is the objective 
we want. 
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If we're able to achieve that objective -- and it doesn't have to 

be at the expense of Syria -- but if we're able to achieve that 
objective, then I think it will be a very positive development for 
our Middle East policy generally. And perhaps then people will see 
the point of our efforts. But, it's a hard thing when you're 
struggling, as we are, to keep the perspective of what we're really 
there for. But, the objectives that we're there for, the Middle East 
picture generally, and the relationship of it is pretty clear, those 
objectives are extremely important to the United States. And if we 
just sort of pulled up and left, as some people -- even people who 
aspire to very high office on the other side of the fence -- as some 
of them seem to advocate, I think it would be a turning of our back 
on some very important objectives that we have there. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Meredith Brokaw from New York City. 
Could you speak to us, please, about terrorism and our defense of it, 
specifically the possibility -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Our defense against it. We do not 
defend it. 


Q Well, no. I think that's -- in our defense. Isn't 
there a possibility that by positioning missiles at the White House 
we are somehow inviting a disaster? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I hadn't heard about the 
positioning of missiles at the White House. But, at any rate, I 
think that terrorism is despicable and deplorable. It also seems 
to me that there is more and more evidence that what -- an act that 
we think of as an act of terror, and which somehow gets -- has been 
associated in the public mind with some screwball who gets ahold of 
something and -- for reasons that he or she may think are justified, 
but which have no place in a civilized society, some wanton act occurs 
-- that people have that in their minds. 


But it seems to me that what we're seeing is something 
more systematic and organized and more ominous than that. And that 
is the use of acts of terror as an instrument of a nation's policy. 
And I think perhaps the clearest illustration we've seen recently 
in terms of what is actually known was the Rangoon act of terror by 
the North Korean government against the South Korean government. 


But the degree of systematic use of this 
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weapon of terror by governments is something that we need to take 
very, very seriously, and do take seriously. And we must oppose, 
and oppose vigorously. And that includes protecting ourselves 
adequately against it. That includes taking steps to prevent a 
further use of this weapon. And, I'm afraid, it also, probably, 
includes the need to retaliate. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Sal DeVivo from Utica, New York. 


A question on Grenada and one that's pertinent 
to us. You said earlier that the President was absolutely 
right in going in there. Do you think the government was 
absolutely right in not allowing reporters to go in with the 
invasion forces? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: (Laughter.) Well, I think you 
have to put your first priority in getting the operation done, 
done well, and not blowing the operation by this tremendous 
sense that reporters seem to have these days that they have 
to know everything before you actually do it. 


And it‘s not compatible with conducting a military 
operation, and using the element of surprise, and so on. So 
I think that those must have been considerations which the 
Defense Department and military had in mind in the way they 
handled that. 


Whether it's possible, thinking back, to conceive 
of a way to have a few people knowledgeable, I don‘t know. I 
think that, when we take the analogy of what happened in 
World War II, well, there, reporters were involved all along. 
And on the whole, they were on our side. 


These days, in the adversary journalism tradition 
that's been developed, it seems as though the reporters are 
always against us. And so, they're always seeking to report 
something that's going to screw things up. (Laighter.) And 
when you are trying to conduct a military operation, you don't 
need that. 


But, obviously, it's very important for us as a free 
and open country to do everything that we do as free and open as 
possible. And the vigorous press is one of our greatest insurance 
policies for that. And so I've, kind of, gone around the barn 
a little bit on your question -- a little of this and a little of 
that. But I think that's about the way it is. 


Time for me to quit? 


MS. SMALL: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 
(Applause. ) 


END 1:05 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting went on for 
a little over an hour and I think, for my own part, that it was one 
of the most effective meetings that I've sat in on in the Oval Of- 
fice. 


There was a genuine discussion between the President and 
the Prime Minister and it was a -- I think -- best described as a 
broad, philosophical discussion, not just on the technical aspects 
of arms control, specific details about weapons systems and negotiating 
proposals, but really a broad canvassing of the current state of af- 
fairs in East-West relations. 


And I think the main thrust of the Prime Minister's re- 
marks were thét he thinks that he has substantially accomplished his 
objective in launching his initiative. He said that -- that a number 
of very positive things have developed in recent weeks on the Kestern 
Side, in terms of a readiness and a willingness to have a dialogue 
with the East. He didn't try to suggest that his own initiative was 
responsible for this but that he was -- he was very pleased that in 
several areas he saw a readiness on the part of the West and the 
Uniteé States in particular to talk, to try to solve problems dividing 
East anc West. 


He congratulated the President on following through on 
the December ‘79 decision on maintaining the strength and cohesion 
of the Alliance. And he then went on to congratulate the President 
for several srecific initiatives, several times referred to the 
President's speech to the Diet -- you heard him refer to it just now 
in the departure remarks -- and expressed some regret for the fact that 
the public in the West hadn't paid as much attention to that speech, 
in particular the President's commitment -- his long-range goal to 
eliminate nuclear weapons. 


He spent a good deal of time talking about the Brussels 
Communicue, which was agreed to last week by the Foreign Ministers 
of NATO, which expressed a strong willingness and readiness to en- 
cage the East in a dialogue and was particularly pleased that the 
President had authorized the Secretary of State to travel to Stock- 
holm in January. So the -- in the hopes.that that meeting, the 
meeting of the Conference on Disarmament in Europe, will be a venue 
for Foreign Ministers from both NATO and the Warsaw Pact to meet 
to discuss security problems. 

For his part, the President discussed what led to his ° 
speech to the Diet, his strong desire to not simply codify or in- 
stitutionalize the nuclear arms race through arms control agreements, 
but to seek reductions. He described his long-range goal of reducing 
and eliminating nuclear weapons. There was a discussion of the 
Vienna negotiations, the Mutual Balanced Force Reduction Negotiations 
with both sides agreeing on the need to look at our current negotiating 
approach, to make an effort to make progress in those negotiations. 

And I think there was an agreement that, as the Canadian Prime Min- 
ister put it, that we wanted a genuine discussion with the Soviets, 
we wanted to avoid Peter Carrington's phrase, “megaphone diplomacy.” 


So I micht just add that there was also a lengthy dis- 
cussion on the internal situation in the Soviet Union with both 
sides recognizing -- both the President and the Canadian Prime 
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Minister recognizing that -- we do face some genuine difficulties 
now in trying to communicate with the Soviet Union, given the un- 
certainty of the leadership position there. When I say that the 
discussion was philosophical, for example, there was some discussion 
over just sort of what makes the Soviets tick, you know, 
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the history of the Soviet Union, the ideological impulse of communism 
on the one hand, and on the other hand the historical experience that 
the Russians have felt, discussion of the role of insecurity in the 
Soviet Union, the role of communist ideology. 


‘ “37a @ , 


So it was -- as I say, it was not a negotiating session. 
There was very little discussion of concrete negotiating proposals. 
But generally speaking, I think an agreement on the need to explore 
new avenues in our dialogue with the East and to seek ways of making 
progress on a broad front on arms control. 


Q What did they about the summit, particularly either 
a five-power summit or a super-power summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of a five- 
power summit really didn't come up. There was some discussion of the 
utility of summit meetings, with the pros and cons of having a meeting 
when it didn't look like we would accomplish very much, the problems 
of building up expectations, with the President pointing out that he 
has always been open to a meeting with the Soviet leader, that our 
desire to have some progress made in the relationship so that a summit + 
would really accomplish something. | 


But again, there was -- there is no specific -- there's 
not a suggestion, "Gee, you should meet next week or next month.” It 
was more a broad discussion of when and how such a meeting might be 


useful. 

Q In this room yesterday the President sounded 
lukewarm about the idea of the summit. Was he expressing the same 
sort of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think his 
position on a summit has changed. I think, in principle, he is 
prenared to have such a meeting, but he has said all along that just 
a meeting for the sake of a meeting would disappoint people and that 
we want to accomplish something in a summit meeting. 


Q Did the President give the Prime Minister any 
encouragement to take his peace initiative to Moscow now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
President gave -- generally speaking -- gave the Prime Minister 
encouragement to continue -- seek ways of making progress in arms 
control and improving the East-West dialogue. I don't think the 
Prime Minister was looking for the President's approval. The Prime 
Minister has said he wants to go to Moscow, and we'll be interested 
in hearing what results are achieved by that visit. 


Q Did the Prime Minister indicate he expected to go 
to Moscow soon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't give us 
:-talls on when he might be going. 


a Q Did he say that he expected Gromyko to be at 
Stockholm? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did the subject of space-based weapons come up in 
the discussion? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were some brief 
discussions of that, with the President having an opportunity to 
describe what lay behind his desire to do research in this area; 
again, his fundamental desire to try to escape the terrible dangers 
of a nuclear war. 


Q Did the Prime Minister respond to that statement 

of policy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. ya 
Q Did unemployment in Canada come up at all? ye 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There was no -- 2 @ 
no U.S.-Canadian bilateral issues -- it really was a good give-and- ce 
take on East-West relations. ‘ 


Q If I understand you correctly -- + vay 
Q Did the sales of atomic weapons come up at all? 7 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? 2 
Q The sales of Canadian atomic weapons -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The last time I 
looked -- 


Q -- atomic material -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- the Canadians 
didn't have atomic weapons. ' 


Q Well, atomic materials. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q If I understood you correctly, you said that the 
President didn't formally give his blessing to the Prime Minister's 
trip to Moscow. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He wasn't asked. It 
wasn't even discussed. I mean, you're trying tc create a story where 
it wasn't. We knew that he was -- he's hoping to go to Moscow and 
the Prime Minister didn't ask for our approval. He's the Prime Min- 
ister of a sovereign country. 


Q The Prime Minister said the President agreed 
with -- or whatever his words were -- endorsed his peace initiative. 
Is that correct? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTOATION OPPICIAI: Yes. 
Q Iii all aspects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was no 
real discussion of the detailed parts of the intiative. And I think 
the initiative has evolved as events have evolved. And I don't think 
the Prime Minister was seeking to go through -- I mean, as he himself 
pointed out, he didn't want to go through all the technical details 
of a variety of proposals. Rut the broad thrust, the broad desire 
to engage the East in a dialogue, that's exactly what the President 
endorsed. 


MORE 











_* EST COPY AVAILABLE 


-5- 
Q Any discussion of the domestic controversy in Canada -- 
Q I understand. 
Q -- over testing cruise missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no discussion 
whatsover. 


Q You gave us all the positive features. 


“ 
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Q Be forceful. 
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Q Could you tell us some of the negative features 
that were -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't detect 
any negative features. It was a very warm meeting. 


to 
' 


Q Sir, a quick one -- 


MR. SIMS: All right. Thanks very -- that's the last 


a. ce 


question. 
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THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:32 P.M. EST 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
EMBASSY SECURITY 
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1983, 3:10 P.M. 


Q You lost the Beirut Embassy in mid 
April. That was lost in part because the Embassy was not 
prepared for a car bomb attack. You lost the Marine 
headquarters to a truck bomb attack on the 23rd of 
October. We are told today that in September of this year 
the Embassy in Kuwait sent a request to this building for 
changes in security. No decision was made on that until 
apparently the 24 hour period surrounding the actual 
bombing. And from what we have been able to determine, 
there was no vehicular block placed in front the vehicular 
entrances to the Kuwait Embassy. What's going on? 

SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: it's true that 
September 16 the Embassy in Kuwait came in with some 
proposals for improved security around the compound. These 
proposals were looked at back here and a package was 
developed back here within two months which was to go back 
to the post for implementation. Part of that delay was 


because we wanted the Administrative officer who was at 


the post to come in; we wanted to talk to him about then. 











The specific proposals that came in for the post 
needed some further work. They were the kinds of things 
that we had to get some additional expertise brought to 
bear in it, and the package that went out was one that was 
much stronger than the original proposal. 

Q When, exactly, was the approval given, 
sir? 

A Officially, the approval was never given 
because the message did not go out because it was waiting 
to go out when the event occurred. 

Q So it hadn't actually -- 

A It had not been transmitted to the post. 
In fact, we decided from the very beginning that we wanted 
to do something about the situation in Kuwait, and a number 
of other Embassies, too, by the way. 

Q What I was driving at, were you getting 
ready to send it out or had it not been approved for 
sending out? 

A It was ready to go out. It was vhysically 
ready to go out and it was pulled back because with the 
bombing it was irrelevant. 


Q Were you planning to send it that day? 


A Yes. 








Q The day of the bombing, you weren planning 


to send it out. 


A Yes. 
Q What interim measures we. “ken? 
A There were interim measures taken at the 


post to protect against precisely this. The access to 
the compound was closed. Vehicle traffic on the compound 
was restricted. 

There was a request going to the Kuwaiti 
Government to limit vehicle traffic on some of the roads 
in the area of the Embassy. There was more screening of 
all the vehicles going on to the Embassy compound. 

Incidentally, when you say there was barricade, 
that's not true. There was a gate there; the gate was 
locked. It just turned out the gate could not deal with 
a 10-ton Mercedes truck. 

Q There's a report that says in addition 
to your data on September 16, it says a senior official 
said a hundred thousand dollars wasrequested. Is that 
figure right? 

A There was a hundred thousand dollar estimate 
put on the one-time costs for this project. 


Q That's the hundred thousand that you did 


not have, that you had to scrounge around and pick up? 
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A That's not entirely true. It was not 
primarily a money question. It's being put in money 
terms. Our concern was about the effectiveness of 
the measures that were being proposed, and we wanted 
to make sure that we were spending this money wisely. 

Q Did you in fact at first turn it down 
or delay it because there were no funds available? 


A There was one office in this building 





that turned it down. That was transmitted to the post. 
What was not transmitted to the post, however, was that 
other offices, when that office turned it down, there were 
other offices looking at it and, in fact, the funds had 
been found for it. 

Q Can you tell us who turned it down 
and who was still looking? 


A The responsibility for this security 





program is divided, and we have funds for different kinds 

of purposes here. This was first being looked at against 

the funds that had been given to us by the Congress 
primarily for public access controls, and we had given a 
great of money to Kuwait already for public access questions, 
for public access control. We had a great deal of progress 


being made in that area. 

















This was an entirely new kind of threat, a 
new situation, and the money came out of the normal security 
program for this. 

Q When did the money get found after the 
September 16 request? 

A I can't get a precise date on that. I can 
say that this money was ready -- I really -- 

A During the briefing on the record before, 
there was a question of finding -- you had to free some 
money, and the impression was conveyed that money was the 
essential stumbling block. 

A Yes. There was money available by 
November 18. I don't want to say that was the day the 
money was found. We can't document it with that kind of 
precision, but the money was available. 

Q Are you say even if the money would have 
been available in September, it still would have taken this 
long to get this request put through; it seems that's what 
you're saying? 

A Yes. Put it in terms of your own home. 

If you were doing some renovations on your home, you've 
got to talk to contracts, you've got to get architects 


involved. To do something like this in that period of 
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time is really -- it seems to me that's not unreasonably 
slow. 

Q What urgency had the Embassy attached 
to that request and by taking the time, by your example, 
to go over their plans, as such; what urgency did the 
Department attach to that request? 

A We attached urgency to the request. 

We moved, I think, very quickly on it. I don't want to 

say that we couldn't have moved more quickly. I don't want 
to stand up here and tell you that we couldn't have chopped 
a day off here, a day off there. But I do not think it's 
fair to say that this sat in someone's in-box for a long 
period of time waiting for action. 

Q Can I get you to put this in a broader 
context. Because, obviously, this kind of thing, if it 
hadn't happened in Kuwait, it could have happened somewhere 
else. Let me get you to talk to the larger security program. 

A lot of things have been done. I've seen maybe 
a dozen Embassies in which heavy security measures have 
been taken in the last few years. 

Can you extrapolate what's been done over the last 
few years? I suppose in the context of the general rise 
of terrorism into what is being done now in the current 


reassessment which, I guess, is in the light of car bombings 














and the willingness of people to die for whatever their 
onesie happens to be. Is that fair, or would you just 
deal with that subject? 

aA Certainly. What we've seen is an 
evolution in our security program in “the nature of 
threats that we face overseas. 

We saw back in the Seventies a period in which 
we were having to deal with small terrorists groups, 
attempts to assassinate our Ambassadors, our senior people 
overseas. This evolved -- in '79, there was a dramatic 
change in November with the seizure of our Embassy in 
Teheran, the sacking of our Embassy in Islamabad, and 
the sacking of our Embassy in Tripoli. 

We took measures at that time. We went to the 
Congress and got special monies -- about a hundred million 
dollars to deal with this kind of a threat, and it was 
largely a threat that was focused on mob violence. I 
think that was a major threat that we had to deal with 
in many parts of the world during that period. 

We have seen, seatte, over the last year, and 


in fairness in hindsight, this evolution is clearer than 


it was at the time. But in April, with the bombing in 

















Beirut, with the October bombing of the Marines, again, 
in Lebanon, and finally in Kuwait, this trend was evident. 

We had already, after Beirut -- but especially 
after the Marine bombing -- had started to take steps 
specifically to address that kind of threat. This means 
shifting some emphasises in the program. 

Q It wouldn't have cost them one dime 
from a special budget to have parked a big truck in front 
of the vehicular entrance, the locked fence, as backup. 
We're talking about an event that happened in December; 
the Marines were killed on 23rd of October. Why wasn't that 
done at the Embassy? 

A The Embassy had taken -- I don't want to 
address that particular point. The Embassy had taken a 
number of steps to improve the security against precisely 
this kind of situation. They had limited access onto the 
compound. They had taken steps to screening buses and 
trucks that were coming onto the compound. They were 
taking steps to limit service vehicles around there. 

Q What happened in Kuwait is exactly what 
happened to the Marines: The vehicle drove through. It 
was thought to have been a secure gate. They drove right 


through it. Had you had a big truck parked out there, 











they couldn't have done that. They couldn't have gotten 
the velocity up. Why wasn't that done? 
A I really don't know the answer to your 


question. 


Q Are you asking the Embassy in Kuwait 
why it wasn't done? 

A We are looking at all of the measures 
that were taken in Kuwait. We're trying to see what kind 
of lessons we can learn from this event. 


Q Are you having it done in front of other 





Embassies in this area of the world, in this region? 

A We have talked to all the Embassies not 
only in that region but throughout the world. We have been 
in touch with them; we have given them very specific advice 
about relatively low-cost measures that they can take to 
protect against this kind of threat. 

Q Does that mean parking a truck or some other 
vehicle in front of the vehicular entrance? 

A There are a number of steps that they can 
take. That's one of them, but there are others, too; 
others, by the way, that are more effective. 


Q I ask you to go back. What prompted the 
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Embassy on September 16 to send in these proposals about 
requesting more money for increased security? 

A I really have trouble going back to what 
their motivations are, what precise events stimulated it. 
But it's my understanding that this case as a result of 
a periodic review of the security situation at that post 
by the Security Watch Committee, which is a senior 
committee constituted in the Embassy under the 
supervision of the Ambassador. In this case, the charge’ d 
affaire. 

Q In other words, though, they had some 
warning or some indication that somebody might try 
something like what happened? 

A There were some intelligence reports, 
but I think this was much more the consequence of a general 
review by the Embassy of what it thought the current 
situation, what it felt the threats against the Embassy 
happen to be. 

Q Therefore, there was not really an urgent 
request, that we must do this _ X, Y, Z -= now because 
of this type of threat we're meeting? 


A I don't think it's fair to say it was 


not treated as an urgent request either by the Embassy 





ll 
or by us. We both saw it as a very important request and 
one that we had to move on. There was certainly no 
intelligence that on December 12, or any other date, 


there was going to be a ramming through the gate. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q May I ask‘ you a few questions, please? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you have -- you had to come up with that 
$100,000.00 from somewhere. Is there or has there since been 
a development of a fund to take care of this? Or, for example, 
if just prior to the blast on Sunday night -- Monday, are you 
still scrounging for money? 

A The State Department's always scrounging for 
money, sir. I think -- the fund exists. This money was drawn 
out of the regular security program. The broader question 
that you're asking, "Do we have adequate funds, adequate 
resources, to deal with this new threat, this new kind of 
security situation that we're looking at all around the 
world?" and I don't know the answer to that right now. 

Q Let me ask you another question to follow 
up, please. 

A Sure. 

Q During that period between September 16 
and December, whatever, did the Department clear funds for 
any other Embassy that had requested a step up in its security 
Situation? 

A I think the answer's probably most certainly 
yes, but I'd have to check that because we have scores of 


requests in the security area for additional funds, but I 


can't give you a precise answer right now. 
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Q What is the size of that regular security 
program? You said that funds were drawn out of a regular 
security program. Does it have a number per year? 

A I would have trouble giving you a figure 
that would be relevant. Let me check that and get back to 
you, if I may. 

Q You mentioned close to $100 million, and 
I'm curious to know -- we were told that there were 200 
projects among 120 posts around the world underway right 
now. 

Are you drawing down out of that kind of fund, 
that $100 million you were talking about earlier, to pay 
for these? 

A In part. Yes, sir. 

Where's the rest of it coming from? 

A Out of the reaqular -- these are different 
kinds of programs drawn from different parts of the Depart- 
ment, and the monies for them come -- depending on the nature 
of the projects, are coming out of our regular foreign 
buildings program. Some of it comes out of the security 
program, some of it comes out of the money -- the operational 
funds that are available to the post, some from the regional | 
bureaus responsible for the post, some out of the special 


SPL money. So there are a number of different sources for 


these funds. 
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Q Aren't you going to have to go back in 
with a supplemental? 

A We're not sure yet. We really don't 
know. We're looking at that, and I think it's a little too 
early to tell. 

Q Could you address what's involved in these 
projects? I mean, are all these projects now dealing with 
the problem of truck bombs and the theory that you're always 
fighting the last war, or are you looking ahead -- or are 
these all related to specific weaknesses in specific buildings 
around the world. In one place you'd need glass walls, in 
another place you'd need restriction of access, and things of 
that sort. 

Can you talk about specific construction things 
that you're doing in specific places? 

A Let me bring that back and put it in a more 
general context. If that's not enough of an answer, let me 
know, and I'll try to be more specific. 

But out of the SPL, the security enhancement 
money, the $100 million, we put emphasis on several different 
kinds of projects, and these were all based on our experience 
in Tehran, Islamabad. We limited -- we were working on the 
public access controls. This means, for example, bullet proof 


glass in some areas, lower levels of the chancery. This 


means in some instances better protection for our people who 
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have to deal with the public, special offices to keep the 
public from actually getting inside of the Embassy. Some 

of these were in -- a second major area was in the communica- 
tions area, when we were trying to protect classified informa- 
tion, trying to reduce the kinds of information that we have 
at a post by making it easier for the post to retrieve this 
electroncially. 

All of these kinds of projects now are included 
in the $100 million. 

Q Could you say how many Embassies in the 
Middle East are now invulnerable to truck-bomb attacks? 

A I wish I could stand up here and tell you 
that every Embassy that we have every place in the world is 
invulnerable to all kinds of security threats, but I cannot. 
I really cannot. 

Q A two-part question in terms of communica- 
tion. When did you send out specific recommendations to 
Embassies as to how to reduce the risk of truck-bomb attack? 
Before Kuwait was hit, or after? 

A There was a message sent out after Beirut. 
There was a message sent out after the Marines, and there 
was a message sent out today. 

Q A message to what effect, sir? 


A The message today was telling all the posts 


to look at -- there was one message from security channels, 
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laying out some very specific steps that could be taken, 
and there was a message from me to the administrative 
officers in the field, telling them to look at their own 
situation and see if they needed additional funds, if these 
things could be done out of Post funds, they should try, 
but if they needed additional funds, to come back to the 
Department, and we would make it available to them. 

Q My question is, had they followed the 
recommendations that were sent from this building after the 
Marines were killed, could that truck bomber have gotten in 
the way he did? 

A I really don't want to speculate on something 
like that. I think that we -- all of these Embassies overseas 
are concerned about their own protection. We're concerned 
about their protection. We have sent proposals out to them 
as to how they can improve their security. I have no reason 
to believe there's not a single Embassy out there that's 
not moving as quickly as it can to make sure that it's protected 
as well as it can be against those kinds of threats. 

Q Specifically, it doesn't cost anything to 
put a big vehicle in front of an entrance. Did you tell them 
to do that after the Marines were hit? Did you tell them to 
do that? 


A We're trying to give them a whole range 


of cards to play. 

















Q The message sent today on security channels, 
will we see something visible at these various Embassies done, 
or can you be a little bit more specific what that message 
was about? 

A Yes. The reason I am hesitating, I don't 
mind telling you, I really have a bit of a problem telling 
you publicly the kind of measures that we're taking to pro- 
tect the Embassies. I mean, you can obviously see the 
reasons on this, and that's why I'm trying to be a little 
bit circumspect and at the same time answer your question. 

But we are -- yes, we've told them about the 
dimensions for the kind of pipes they should put in for their 
protection if they wanted to use pipes to protect a driveway, 
the kind of dimensions they would need for that. We've told 
them about, some instructions about relatively low-cost gates 
that could be put in. 

There are a lot of things. You know, we're 
dealing with 156 -- I guess 256 Posts out there, and 130-some 
odd Embassies, that all are in unique situations. I can't 
go out and say, "Here's some measure that would work at every 
Embassy around the world." Every one of them is different, 
and we really have to have a measure of local judgment in 
implementing each of these. 

Now, we've seen in Washington the introduction 


of these highway barricades around some of our public 
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buildings. Heaven knows, they're not very attractive, but 
I think they're effective in the short term against the 
threat. This is the kind of measure that could be done 
overseas in some places. Some places these are absolutely 
unknown. You have to use local resources and local materials 
to do the same thing. 

Q Can you straighten out the numbers for me? 
You said 130-plus Embassies, 256 Posts. I don't understand. 

A Okay. In addition to Embassies, we also 
have Consultates and subordinate Posts. 

Q So they come to about 400? 

A No, no. The 256 is Embassies and << 
Posts. | 

Q Now another question: Were you asked 
yet whether -- to the degree that one might be able to make 
a judgment -- had the package gone into effect in Kuwait, 
would it have stopped this terrorist attack? 

A I really don't want to speculate on that. 
I really don't know. If I could tell you that we've got a 
package that's going to protect Kuwait or any other Embassy 
against this attack, let me tell you, it would go out there 
very quickly, and I would be very proud of it. 

Q To clarify further on that, it's not the 
question -- you're saying it was not the question of money 


in putting up these barriers, protective measures, whatever; 
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it was going over the proposals, talking to the Embassy 
officers, streamlining them, getting them approved. Is 
that the point? Is that correct? 

Q Well, you had the monies for two months. 

A This is a question that's very difficult 
for me to answer, because I don't want to come across saying 
that money is no object for us. That's not true. We have a 
limited budget. When we take money for one of these projects, 
we're taking it from somewhere else. The State Department 
does not have, the Federal Government doesn't have, an unlimited 
reservoir of money, so I can't stand up and say money is no 
object. 

On the other hand, this is a very high priority 
for us. The protection of our people overseas, the protection 
of our physical plant overseas, is something that we are not 
going to skimp on resources for. We're going to take care 
of them, and it's a question of weighing the need against the 
resources and using them as effectively as possible. 

Q I believe you did say that one office did 
turn it down in the beginning on the -- that was on the 
basis of money, right? 

A That was on the basis of money. 

Q Unaware that the other offices were still 


exploring it and so forth? 


A Exactly. 
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Q Will we have to move some of these Embassies? 
For instance, the old Embassy -- the one in Beirut -- was 
right on the roadway, and it would be very difficult to protect 
that. Is consideration being given to moving some of these 
very vulnerable Embassies? 

A Yes. In fact, after the Beirut Embassy -- 
after Beirut, we started looking at a series of measures, 

One of the short-term things that we could do. Parking 
vehicles in front of the entrances, for example. In the 
longer term we're having to look at things that are going to 
take -- well, construction of new buildings, construction of 
or relocation of Embassies. And there are some places where 
we're considering that. That's takes a long time. That's 
very expensive, and it's not something that gives us a great 
deal of comfort in the present situation. 

Q Are you reviewing the quality of decision- 
making at the local level in Kuwait? 

A I'm not. 

Q Is the State Department? 

A I really don't -- I don't think a great deal 
is being -- is gained by trying to look at blame in these 
kinds of situations. I just don't see -- there are things 
that we could do -- there are things that we can do to help 


the Post, and we are going to do what we can to help them. 


Q General Kelley -- 
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Q Do you have any notion of how many 
Embassies might have to be relocated, because I think of 
others -- I think of Buenos Aires, I think of Tegucigalpa, 
of Embassies that are right on the street, all of which 
are vulnerable in different ways. 

A Yes. I don't know. I can't give you a 
number on that. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:36 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: The decision is being handed out -- 
Let me just mention the ground rules are: this 
is on backgrour.d, attributable to senior administration officials. 
No filing until the end of the briefing. We'll try to keep it short. 


Gentlemen? 
Q Is this all prospective or does -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's all retrospective 
in the sense that it will affect imports as we have now calculated 
them. 


Q Would you just give us an explanation of what it 
is you're doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to start -- 
hopefully start from step one. The administration has had under 
review for several months, since at least June, the textile 
and apparel industry's concerns with what they perceive to be 
limitations in the management of the textile and apparel program. 


A committee was formed under the direction of the 
White House. And a number of recommendations have been made. Some 
of those recommendations have been considered in a different forum. 
The President has reached conclusions today regarding. some additional 
means of dealing with the textile and apparel industry's concerns 
which we think represent a major improvement to fix a number of 
the problems which they've identified and which we have agreed with 
and that -- We think that the industry will recognize it when it's 
had a chance to evaluate it as something that they've long sought 
after and have not been able to obtain. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would add that 
what looks to be rather arcane language in here is designed for 
both the domestic producers as well as the importers and those 
other -- and those countries which export to the United States. 


It's designed to streamline and clarify the criteria 
under which the government's Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements would consider as possibly being worthy 
of action under our international agreement, which is the Multi- 
Fiber Agreement, most recently renegotiated in Geneva in 1981. 


It is our view that this arcane language is 
consistent with both our domestic obligations and our international 
obligations and presents no departure from those international 
obligations as represented by the MFA. 


Q Why don't you tell us specifically -- if 
I could ask this question and we've talked around this point 
quite a bit -- why don't you tell us what this agreement entails 
specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Specifically it entails 
the establishment of specific criteria for the 














determination or for the raising of a presumption of market 
disruption or the threat of market disruption. Heretofore, the 
committee in the administration which has met to consider surges 
in imports has not had a set of criteria from which to make 
their judgment. And this announcement by the administration 
presents criteria which will be used to make the determination 
of whether market disruption has occurred or is threatened. 


Q Before you get into what the criteria are, 
what happens when there is a presumption of -- or of market 
disruption or threat of market disruption? What happens 
then? What does that trigger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if a 
conclusion is reached that there is, in fact, market disruption 
or the threat of market disruption and that conclusion would 
flow from these criteria in sub-l and -2 and what follows in 
the paragraph beginning "With respect to countries ..." -- 


Q No. My question is: what happens when you 
get that conclusion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, you issue a 
call for consultations regarding that product or products to 
the country that has exported the quantities that have given 
rise to the presumption. 


Q And then what happens? 
Q And? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And, and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then you go 
into -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- there is a 
90-day period within which there is an opportunity given for 
consultations and, in that 90-day period, exports to the 
United States or imports into the United States are stopped. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not stopped; 
not stopped. They are stopped at the rate that they have been 
coming in heretofore. 


Q -- at the offending rate, or below the 
offending rate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At the -- the 
technical way it's written is as at the rate of the latest 12 of 
the last 14 months. But that's a statistical problem. 


Let's say the imports have been coming in at an 
annual rate, at the latest data, of a hundred. They would be, 
for that 90-day period -- would continue to be allowed at a 
formula which is, depending on the bilateral agreement we have, 
either on that annual rate, divided by 12 or 35 percent of the 
previous rate. 


Q What happens after this freezing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of the 
90-day period is to, under the international treaty under which -- or 
agreement under which we work, the other country is obligated to 
consult with the United States to reach a mutually satisfactory 
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solution. That's what the 90-day period is there for. 


Q What happens if you don't reach that mutually 
acceptabie -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then, the United 
States is free to do what it wants in terms -- 


Q Specfically, dealing with Chinese imports and 
textiles, which seems to be the problem for the industry right 
now, will there be notification to the Chinese and the 
90-day clock started? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure I 
follow the question. 


Q Has anybody at this point -- at this point, 
isn't there a threat of market disruption? 


Q Under this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Sure. 





Q And those countries, does that include 
China? 


Q Let me ask him the question. 


Is there a threat, right now, of market disruption? 
Or is there disruption in the market due to Chinese textile 


imports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's too early for 
us to have applied the criteria listed here to the present 
situation with respect to Chinese imports. 


Q You mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: However, I would say 
that it is a fair presumption that a number of market disruption, 
or threat of market disruption situations, will be determined to 
exist. And action will be taken accordingly. 





Q Including the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Perhaps, including 
the Chinese. 


Q And what is the timetable for starting to 
apply these -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll begin 
doing it immediately. 


Q When? 
Q Who else, apart from the Chinese, sir? 
Q This weekend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a question in 
the sense of this weekend. It's a question of taking data and 
working this process through. And we are talking here, as you 
will note, about uncontrolled categories. There are many categories 
in the textile system. We have what we believe is an effective 
program for the controlled categories. This addresses those 
categories or products, if you wish, which do not have what is called 
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a specific limit on them, and which have demonstrated over the 
course of the last year a substantial rise according to this 
formula in paragraph one. 


Q Do you have an agreement with the domestic 
industry not to reintroduce its cavaliering duty complaint 
against China? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. We do not. 

Q Have you talked to them? Havethey told you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As soon as I 
leave 
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this session will be discussing the statement by the Principal Deputy 


Press Secretary in an effort to have them reach a conclusion 
that this is a very substantial improvement in the management of the 


textile and apparel program. 


Q Do you expect them to hold off filing suit? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ido. Yes. 


Q How is this consistent with the international 
obligation that we have for an injury determination? Does this 
alter the framework of an injury -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No -- 

Q -- determination in controling imports? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a etatement -- 

Q If you have an automatic trigger, doesn't that affect -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not quite 
an automatic trigger inasmuch as what it says is there will be a 
presumption of market disruption or the threat thereof when these 
criteria arise. But that's a presumption which could be rebutted. 


Q Could this fairly be called a compromise in 
your view between what the industry wanted and what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- what some suppliers wanted? 


SENIOR ADMINISTR.:TION OFFICIAL: Yes. But I think 
it's giving the industry a great deal -- a very great deal of what 
it has felt necessary to control the 23 percent rise in imports 
over the last year as against a 6 percent growth, or roughly 6 per- 
cent growth, in domestic production. 


Q Has the Chinese government been informed of 
the decision already? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have not. 


This -- This I might say, this statement does not 
go to the Chinese case or the Chinese export program directly or 
exclusively. It affects, or will prospectively affect all or 
most exporters of textiles and apparel to the United States. And 
we will be explaining it in the next several days to the -- as you 
have pointed out, it isn't the easiest thing in the world to under- 
stand. We'll make an effort to make it more coherent. 


Q Would you say that this is probably the last 
adjustment either to trade policy or trade practices regarding 
textile imports that the administration might make, say, before 
the election? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) I'll 
leave that to my colleague to comment on. I really do think this 
is a tremendous arrangement for the industry and that they will 
see it as such. But -- 


Q Yes, but the industry has wanted some assurance 
that the consultation called would not drag out endlessly before 
any action was actually taken. They wanted an automatic trigger 


MORE 








for that reason. But now you're saying that it could drag out for 
some time, couldn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, we are not 
Saying that. What we are saying -- the fundamental concern of the 
industry has been with what they call -- or what is called surges, 
and, particularly in the uncontrolled categories because the con- 
trolled categories have mechanisms to preclude that. 


What this attempts to do -- and we think it should 
have -- will succeed -- is to give to the administrators of the 
textile program in the United States government, which is the CITA, 
criteria against which they can measure the inflow. 


At the same time, it gives to, in our view, both the 
domestic industry and to the importers criteria which heretofore 
has been, quite frankly, more hit-or-miss. This is more clarified, 
more precise. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wonder if my col- 
league's point on the diversion was clear, the distinction between 
controlled and uncontrolled. The major single cause of difficulty 
has been that roughly 60 percent of textile and apparel product 
categories have been under some form of control. And what that 
means is that major suppliers, as soon as they reach a certain 
quota level in the product which is controlled just shift. In- 
stead of providing a sweather with sleeves, take the sleeves off 
and it's a vest. And it's a moving 
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target that is impossible to cover completely. And this criteria 
with the presumption of the threat of market disruption is intended 


to get at that -- 


Q This plan that you have finally come up with 
varies almost not at all from the one that the industry was proposing. 
It is a plan which the retailers -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sorry to hear 
you say that. 


Q It doesn't seem very different, looking at it 
very guickly. It is a plan which the retail industry has said 
they will challenge in court. And I suspect that they will go ahead 
and do that. Does this alarm you at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is already 
in court a challenge to the existing procedures for the management of 
the textile program, in part on grounds that there have not been 
specific criteria. 


Q They claim that you are not clear on the question 
of market disruption. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't doubt that 
someone will -- 


Q This makes it even less clear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you can guess, I 
will differ a little bit from my colleague on that in the sense that 
you say it is almost identical. It is not in my view almost identical. 


Q I can see a few small things. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This sets criteria 
which CITA should use in determining whether it should exercise its 
right to call. If I understood it correctly, the industry's position 
was that the call should be made automatically. And what this says 
is that if there is -- the document assumes that there is a presumption 
of disruption, and as my colleague says, if it is rebutted, then the 
quotas will not be imposed. 


Q This additional protection for the textile 
industry, do you think it is going to be consistent, the Chinese 
will see it to be consistent with the textile agreement we just 
reached with them? And could you enumerate what the major product 
categories where there have been surges this past year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe we can provide 
that to you later, Barry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As regards the first 
question, it is doubtful that any exporting country of any product 
would consider any limitation in its favor. I mean, that just makes 
sense. So we would anticipate that a measure of reservations at 
the very least. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It must be remembered 
that the MFA is by definition, and so states in itself, in the 
document itself, that this is a derogation from the gap. The purpose 
of the MFA is to provide for the orderly expansion of international 
trade, not the unorderly expansion. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's have a final 
question. 


Q Does this apply to all groups of textile exporting 
countries that we know of, the OECD countries as well as the third 
world countries? Are any exempt? 


Also, there has been some talk that there would be a 
distinction made as to the wage level in countries. Is there any 
such distinction reflected in here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does not say 
anything in -- the document says nothing about low wage countries. 
It identifies those affected as just growing suppliers. 


Q No group of countries is exempt, like is the 
OECD countries to the extent that they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will abide by 
our MFA obligations. 


Q Is there any way to predict on the basis of 
this statement whether there will be more jobs or fewer jobs in 
the domestic textile industry or whether products will become more 
expensive or less expensive in the stores? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In our judgment it 
should help restore some jobs to the domestic industry. We do not 
believe it will have a significant inflationary impact at all. 


Q Will it have a significant impact on jobs? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it will have 
a significant impact on jobs. As measured as best we could, had 
it been in effect over the course of the last year, it would have 
had a significant effect on jobs, yes. 

Q Can you give us any kind of guestimate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will try to provide 
a fact sheet for you later. , 


Q You just said some jobs, then you said significant 
impact. Could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you don't have 
one, one is significant. 


Q Well, what are you predicting here, a little or 
a lot? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


END 5:46 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you heard 
from the Foreign Minister, Deputy Prime Minister, just outside the 
White House, he was very satisfied with his visit here, and we 
certainly have been ourselves. 


He was asked yesterday at the State Department as he 
was leaving a two-hour session with the Secretary why he had come, 
what was the point of coming at this point in time, and he said, 
and I think it's the best answer that you'll get, he wanted to hear 
directly, the Egyptians wanted to hear directly from our leadership 
our views on the peace process and the current situation in the 
area. 


We valued this visit, as we value the very close 
exchanges we have with the Egyptian leadership. 


Let me just give you a little background. He did 
bring a letter from President Mubarak for President Reagan. That 
letter covered a whole range of regional issues. While he was 
here, besides the meeting with the President, which the Vice President 
attended, he had a long session over lunch yesterday with Secretary 
Shultz, having had about an hour's session on Monday night just 
after he arrived. He had two hours yesterday at the lunch. That 
was attended by Secretary Weinberger, Under Secretary Eagleburger, 
Aide Administrator McPherson. He met later that evening with 
Senator Percy, just before the dinner that the Egyptian Ambassador 
gave. Later today he will have a meeting with Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick here in Washington. . 


On the subjects covered, let me start with the peace 
process. Foreign Minister Ali made clear that the Egyptians stayed 
committed to Camp David and to support of the Reagan initiative. 


They are concerned, and this figured in his talks, 
as well was a theme in the letter, about stalemate in the peace 
process, and they are concerned that recent developments in the 
region should be used to encourage all parties to look at ways to 
energize the peace process. 


The Egyptians believe that for negotiations to be 
effective they should include a Jordanian delegation. The Foreign 
Minister reviewed Egypt's efforts to encourage Arafat and King 
Hussein to work out an arrangement for Hussein to enter the peace 
process. 


As he said I believe just now outside, and he has 
certainly said it during his meetings, this is the time for a political 
approach, for more political action, for a dialogue with the 
Palestinians. And they are going to do everything they can as the 
government of Egypt to encourage that dialogue between the Palestinians 
and Hussein. 
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Q Did he mention Arafat specifically, or are you 
doing it?. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, Arafat came up. 
His name was mentioned as a -- he commented that he believed Arafat 
will continue to be the most popular Palestinian leader. 


From our side -- 


Q On this point, is it also the administration's 
view that the forced Arafat departure from Tripoli will encourage 
Arafat-Hussein dialogue? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we understand 
there have been several exchanges between Arafat and Hussein over 
the last several weeks -- or statements, I'm not sure I should say 
"statements," exchanges by Arafat that he wanted to get back into 
a political dialogue with Hussein. 


We're glad as far as the evacuation is concerned that 
it came off without incident. The Israelis, you recall, had said 
that they had never said they would interfere with the evacuation. 
They did not interfere. And -- 


Q Well, what do you mean they did not interfere? 
Didn't they shell the post for days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The evacuation pro- 
ceeded without incident. 


Q Finally. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Finally. (Laughter.) 


Q How did they get there anyway? Wasn't the Sixth 
Fleet there permitting them to shell? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Was the Sixth Fleet 
permitting them to shell? No, the Sixth Fleet wasn't involved in 
any way. 


Q But they could have -- They were around, weren't 
they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Sixth Fleet is in 
the eastern Mediterranean; but we were in no connection with the 
evacuation. 


The President and the Secretary both stressed our deter- 
mination to pursue a comprehensive and a just peace. 


Now, you asked him outside, and this question, of course, 
has been a very popular one in the last several weeks,: about con- 
cern -- what was Egypt's concern or was Egypt concerned about the 
visit of Prime Minister Shamir, Defense Minister Arens last month. 
And, as he said out there, Egypt was not concerned itself. It under- 
stands -- it understands our relationship with Israel. But it did 
-- it was concerned. Egypt was concerned that the visit had led 
some in the region, and he did not get specific, to believe that 
we had fundamentally changed our Middle East policy. He advised 
us that Egypt had made an effort to contact other Arab leaders to 
explain its understanding of our policy and to allay their concerns. 


We reassured him that our policy remains constant and 
that we want to work closely and have the same relationship with 
our Arab friends in the region as we pursue a comprehensive peace 
and regional stability. 


The President told the Foreign Minister that, as he 
had said to the Israelis, we intend to have the same SSLSRSERENES 
with our Arab friends. 


The Foreign Minister said he was reassured further by 
the President's press conference last night and his comments about 
the peace process, our constancy in Lebanon. 


On Lebanon, he discussed and stressed Egypt's support 
for the Gemayel government and the process of national reconciliation 
in Lebanon. He also underscored the importance of moving quickly to 
get the withdrawal of all external forces while continuing to sup- 
port -- while Egypt is continuing to support the May 17 agreement. 
Egypt does believe that a phased Israeli withdrawal coordinated 
with the buildup of the Lebanese Army would encourage and promote 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 
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From our side, we reviewed with Foreign Minister 
Ali the Gemayel visit to Washington, our efforts to help him promote 
national reconciliation and expand government authority, including 
the work we were doing to train and equip, expand the Lebanese Armed 
Forces. 


On Egyptian-Israeli relations, he reiterated the deter- 
mination of the Mubarak government to work for improved relations 
with Israel and he reviewed areas of ongoing cooperation, such as 
the continued smooth operation of petroleum sales, Israel tourism 
to Egypt, visits to Cairo of 
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senior Israeli officials. He also stressed Egypt remain convinced 
of the importance of Israel halting its settlement activity on the 


West Bank. 
Q Can I follow up on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's -- 
yes, I think that's about the extent of the comments I had, so 


please. 


Q Did he indicate when Egypt would send an Ambassador 
back, and did the President say anything about this -- situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not --- get 
into that -- Ali did not get into that, the question of timing. 
But I think the Egyptian conditions -- or, not conditions -- the 
Egyptian position about the return of the Ambassador, that appropriate 
changes need to be made in, in particularly in regard to Lebanon 
remain unchanged. He did not specifically mention that. 


Q Does the U.S. share Ali's view that the evacuation 


of Arafat's faction from Lebanon creates some new opportunities in 
terms of the peace process -- in terms of a new political dialogue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can only say we hope 
so. 


Q Do we have any new initiatives in which we're 
going to try to take advantage of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have the President's 
initiative there on the table, and we have yet to hear a better 
outline, a better framework, for a political solution. So, that is 
our position. 


Q Just let me follow up. What do we think of his 
suggestion that the -- one of the answers in Lebanon would be a 
phased Israeli withdrawal with a Lebanese buildup without taking into 
account a Syrian withdrawal at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the attitute -- 
and this is a view held not only by the Egyptians, it's been by other 
Arab governments -- that somehow if there is Israeli withdrawal first, 
then Arab pressures can be focused, mobilized to get the Syrians 
motivated to move out of Lebanon. This is speculation. We've not 
seen the evidence of that Arab pressure on Syria in previous occasions, 
so we've got an open mind about it. But we're not pursuaded that 
a unilateral total Israeli withdrawal, even if that were in the cards, 
is going to motivate Syria to get out. 


Q Did the Egyptians ask the Americans to urge the 
Israelis to accept the Reagan plan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not discuss the -- 
what the Egyptians have said to the Israelis on that question. 


Q Are you going to do it? No, I mean -- America 
asking. America asking the Israelis to accept the Reagan plan as 
condition -- precondition for the implementation of the Reagan plan? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have said -- 


Q What was the question again? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have said about the 
Reagan plan that each party -- the basic aim is to get the parties 
into negotiation, and that each party can enter on -- the negotiations 
on the basis of its own position. We have not insisted that any 
party accept the Reagan plan, but I repeat, we see no better plan. 
on the horizon for facilitating the negotiations. 


Q The Foreign Minister drew special attention to 
Ambassador Rumsfeld's visit to Iraq. Is there any special importance 
attached by the administration to that visit, and secondly, is there 
any move by the Iraqis to normalize relations or is it about where 
it stays? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, relations with 
Iraq -- start with the last part -- have not been static. There 
were absolutely no relations for several years after the June war in 
1967. A small interest section was established -- I don't recall the 
precise year -- but I would say five to six years after that. So, 
in the course of the last decade, or at least let's say from the 
establishment of the interest section, you have had a gradually expanding 
relationship with Iraq. Not diplomatic relations, but an interest 
section which had increasing access in Baghdad to the Iraqi leadership. 
I think this -- the relationship has warmed up. It is not normal, 
but it has been warming up steadily for the past -- I'd say four 
years, particularly. 


Q When do you expect -- 
Q -- satisfied? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he didn't begin 
to get satisfaction. The view of the visit, 


MORE 











the importance of the visit certainly against the background of our 
hopes expressed in '67. No new position there. We would like to 
have normal relations with Iraq. 


We are concerned. And we do not have reports about the 
visit out yet, so I don't have anything specific to discuss today 
about it. We are concerned, as you know, about the level of violence 
in the Iraq-Iran war and the danger of that spreading further in the 
gulf, and I'm sure that that was a topic very much on the minds of 
Ambassador Rumsfeld and the President of Iraq and the leadership of 
Irag when they talked. 


Whether there will be diplomatic relations, we just don’t 
know. Our position has been clear for a long time. 


Q Mr. Kamal didn't seem terribly upset about the 
new unsigned agreement between the United States and Israel for mili- 
tary grants. And it's reported that the United States planned to 
give Egypt military grants totaling $1.1 billion and that, indeed, 
Mr. Kamal was told this yesterday by Secretary Shultz. Egypt had 
wanted $1.4 billion. Are they now -- is that no longer an irritating 
issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He spoke about Egypt's 
needs on -- for grant assistance in both the military and the economic 
field. Egypt's problems are substantial. We're not in a position yet 
to discuss publicly what the administration will propose to Congress 
on this. I'm sure that whatever amounts we can arrange, the need will 
always be greater. That's just a given. 


Q What is -- do you have a reaction to The Wall Street 
Journal's item that states what I just stated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I'll wait until 
it's presented to the Congress. 


Q Well, Secretary Shultz -- did he promise it, or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He can't promise anything 
more than they will propose a certain level to the Congress. 


They've discussed figures. The figures are not in final. 


Q As you know, Egypt and the United States have an 
existing series of military cooperation agreements that have been made 
over the past several years. Joint exercises such as the Bright Star, 
and so forth, and cooperation in various ways. Is there any indica- 
tion, and did the Foreign Minister express any concern that the 
United States military cooperation with Israel might, in some way, 
complicate United States military cooperation with Egypt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, none, whatsoever. 


Q You indicated earlier that Hussein and Arafat have 
exchanged messages in recent weeks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: May I correct that, only 
because I'm not absolutely sure there was an exchange. I know there 
were a series of Arafat statements. 


Q Well, in any event, do you anticipate -- does the 
administration anticipate that Hussein may be prepared to enter the 
peace process with Arafat's blessing, and do we still consider Arafat 
the main Palestinian player in the area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Arafat's blessing last 
April was considered by King Hussein to be essential along with the 
support of the moderate Arabs. He always -- he's always asked for the 
two before he felt he could move into the peace process. 


Whether, in the wake of the evacuation and the wake of 
the internecine fighting of the -- within the Palestinian movement, 
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what shape the PLO is in, what sort of role it's going to play -- 
‘these are questions you just can't answer today. They made their 
position clear, they think Arafat will remain -- that's a prediction -- 
will remain the most popular Palestinian leader. 


Q Do you agree with that? 
Q But we don't know? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did the President or the Secretary of State raise 
the matter of Israeli-Egyptian relations with Minister Ali? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. 
Q And what was the thrust of the U.S. message? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That we want to see -- 
we know that there have been misunderstandings and we know there have 
been disagreements. We don't find those unusual. And we know there 
have been disagreements from both sides about the way the peace treaty 
has been implemented. But we encourage them to work out these mis- 
understandings and to move ahead. 
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We've encouraged them in every way to reconcile their differences. 
They both place enormous value on the peace treaty. There's no 
hesitation on either side to endorse the value that they as 
political leaders and that their people feel -- very attached to 
the peace treaty. 


We've never heard the least measure of doubt on 
that from either the Israeli side or the Egyptian side. And 
that is the cornerstone for us in making any further progress 
in the Middle East. 


Q One more follow-up on that point please. 
Regarding Lebanon, does Egypt want Israel to withdraw before 
they'll return their ambassador or just make a commitment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not 
specific. Not specific. 


Q Well, what are the terms then? 

MR. SIMS: A couple more questions. 

Q Can we go -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said simply that 
conditions -- some conditions in the whole Lebanese situation. 


You remember the reason the Ambassador was withdrawn. It was 
after the Sabra-Shatila massacres which -- 





Q -- situation in Libya -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, after the 
Sabra-Shatila massacres, if I'm not mistaken. 


Q Yes, it was after Sabra-Shatila. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wasn't it? It was 
September. 


Q Yes. 
Q -- do we know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or at least the 
statement that he would not return. He may have been on leave. 


MR. SIMS: Let's take these two. 

Q Do we know -- 

Q Has the question of Ras Banas -- has been discussed 
during these talks here either on the Presidential level or 
on the ministerial level? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- 

Q Ras Banas, the seaport of Egypt -- airport -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have had -- 


Q -- this time? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-=- some discussion. 
Yes? 


; Q Without getting into specific numbers, has 
the U.S. promised Israel more aid in '86 -- fiscal '86 than in '85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We know just from the 
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whole cycle of procurement that the needs are going to grow. 
0 That doesn't answer the question though. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. 
Q Has the U.S. promised more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- you've got to 
up to the U.S. Congress to get a better answer. 


Q Has the U.S. promised more though? In other 
words, if we would -- that the administration will propose more 
in the '86 budget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're going to 
look at it very sympathetically. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you. 


Q Will Rumsfeld stay in the Middle East during 
Christmas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:40 A.M. EST 
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| (FINAL) 
ars cory py NUBLE ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 


MR. CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is our 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on UNESCO. The briefer is Assistant 
Secretary for International Organization Affairs Gregory J. 
Newell. He has about, roughly half an hour that he can spend 
with you, and has a brief opening statement, and then will just 
take your questions. 

MR. NEWELL: UNESCO policies for several years have 
served anti-U.S. political ends. The Reagan Administration has 
frequently advised UNESCO of the limits of U.S. toleration: 

For its misguided policies, its tendentious programs, and its 
extravagant budgetary mismanagement. For nearly three years 
now, the Administration has applied to UNESCO the same goals 
and priorities that guies out selections to all multilateral 
institutions. But UNESCO ahene, among the major UN 
organizations, has not secpendes. 

Now, at the conclusion of a long effort to reason with 
UNESCO, and a careful reassessment of our relationship to it, 
the President has concluded that U.S. participation in UNESCO, 
as it is currently organized, directed, and focused, does not . 

_ serve the interests of the United States. Our conclusion is 


firm. The United States has accordingly given notice that it 
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will withdraw from UNESCO effective December 31, 1984. 

I will be pleased to take questions now. 

Q You say “our conclusion is firm.” What's the 
possibility that should there be changes during the next year 
in UNESCO that we would not leave the organization? 

A -—s' The ~work of UNESCO as it was originally organized 
in 1946, in education, culture, the social and natural 
sciences, and later communication, is very important to the 
United States, and we have contributed to and supported the 
legitimate programs that UNESCO has followed. 

We will continue to pursue those interests in other 
existing alternative mechanisms that are available to us. 

One question we did ask in this lengthy review was 
what can we do, if anything, within UNESCO, to cause change to } 
- Come about? We stated very clearly June 28 of last summer that 
we wauld icome ‘out of thie vevidw-witn one of two decisions: 
Bither: we would concludes -that by ‘staying im -we could see major 
changes(; ii'fwe conelinied that othere was:no conceivable means by 
which those changes could cozie about; that then we would 
withdraw. 

.i cor -Having stated that; our feelirig is that there is no 
conceivable: way ‘that UNESCO could change its policies, its 
direction; *its practices, ‘such that we would be enticed to 
resaitt ws part of tie organization. 


Having said that, and-stating that the elements of 


UNESCO are important to the United States in the development 
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area, should there be significant progress moving away from 
politicization, number one, statist approaches, number two, and 
ee ree its house managerially and fiscally, then we would 
be open perhaps at the end of the year to look again to make 
sure that the decision which the President has made remains. 

But for the time being, it is our conclusion that those changes 
are just not in the offing. 

Q When you speak of alternative mechanisms to 
pursue the purposes that you regard as being beneficial in 
UNESCO, are you talking about other mechanisms within the 
United Nations? 

A We are talking about mechanisms multilaterally, 
regionally, and bilaterally. I might add here, too, that there 
are elements of UNESCO that we expect to continue participating 
in, such as the Universal Copyright Convention. We would hopa 
to find a way to continue participating in and contributing to, 
the International Program for the Develapment of .Comaunicatians. 

Q You said that at the end of the year we'd he open. 
to reconsidering. Does that mean there would be another review 
prior to the end date? 

A There would have to be another decision taken if 
there was evidence that there was permanent change in these 
three areas in significant ways that did nat just affect the~ - 
behavior of member states in the next 12 months, but.-affectad - - 


the programmatic direction of UNESCO. -. ._ i ~a.. 
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Let me state again for the record that our conclusion 
is firm. The decision to withdraw is not a negotiating tactic 
or a ploy of any sort. We have taken this with full candor 
with the Director General and other member states of UNESCO. 

Q Mr. Newell, could you -- for those of us who 
don't live by UNESCO, could you give us a few examples of the 
politicization you're talking about, some concrete examples of 
what it is specifically the U.S. is objecting to? 

A From the political side, number one, we spend a 
great deal of time discussing Soviet-inspired disarmament and 
peace initiatives. In fact, in this last budget, appalling to 
us, was approved more -- in excess of three-quarters of a 
million dollars for peace and disarmament initiatives, again ; 
inspired from the Eastern bloc, while only $32,000 was approved 
for education of refugees. And I would note that we have over 


. 10 million refugees in the world: 


““Mhis ‘seems to us td be a misusé of funds and 
polseietastian of the educational sector of UNESCO. 

A second item would be in human rights, where by 
“UNESCO's own mandate they subscribe to the United Nations Human 
Rights Declaration, and yet they continually push for 
‘collective rights, people rights, cultural rights, etc., which 
are of the state and not of the individual. 
ee \ “thira area ‘would be in academic freedom, again under 


the same statist concept. 
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Q Mr. Newell, do you have any evidence that any of 
the UNESCO officials who were expelled earlier in the year from 
France are still drawing UNESCO salaries? 

A It is my understanding that of the KGB agents who 
were expelled in France, I believe the numbers were in the 20s; 
that three of those members were on UNESCO staff, and it's my 
understanding that they are still on leave without*® pay, which 
of course we find objectionable. 

Q To what extent is the U.S. decision a reflection 
on the personal management of the Director General of the 
agency, and would his departure be helpful to get the United 
States to reconsider? 

A In the past three years, and in particular in 
this six months, we have not criticized publicly in any way the 
Director General. When we have had concerns, we have gone to 
him directly. I have met with him on five separate occasions 
and taken with me concerns specific that we had in terns of 
management, budget, direction, etc. - | 

We have no complaint in this review with the Director 
General of UNESCO. As the letter reflects -- that is a sincere 
letter -- we have esteem and respect for the Director General. 

I might add that the problems which we have identified 
here in UNESCO are not new since the coming of Amadou~Mahtar 
M'Bow in 1974. Many of these directional activities were well 


in place long before he arrived. 


*should read “with” pay 
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Q Could you break down for us some of the budgetary 
commitments the United States has to UNESCO over the last 
couple of years, and what we were scheduled for during the next 
year? 

A Taking it backwards, we are scheduled at this 
point in time with the request to Congress several months ago 
of $50 million, which is 25 percent of their budget. They have 
the U.N. scale. 

Q Over the two-year budget period, is that correct? 

A No. That is an annual assessment. Last year, if 
I am not mistaken, I believe was 42 -- the last biennium was 
$42 or $44 million. The year before would have been around $40 
million. 

The quibble we've had with the budget is that the U.N. 
budgets throughout system-wide have increased the assessed 
budgets in the last ten years from $276 million to $756 
million. This Administration sought to put the brakes on a 
very fast moving train. Consequently, we adopted a system-wide 
policy of zero net program growth throughout the system. We 
were not alone in this. We had many other member states whose 
contributions total a minimum of 66 percent, and in some of our 
Organizations up to 89-90 percent of the contributions given, 
voting against or abstaining on budgets that were in excess of 
zero or around zero net program growth. 


While we worked with the World Health Organization, 


they being very displeased that they were compared to other 
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organizations inasmuch as the World Health Organization is well 
managed, they did come in with a budget proposal at their 
general conference of a negative growth of .31 percent. 

The ILO, still spending at 1978 levels, had an 
increase of 1.92 percent in program growth or budget growth in 
program side. 

The World Meteorological, the World Intellectual 
Property Organization, both coming in at or near zero. 

ICAO came in right at around zero or slightly above. 

Then at the executive board meeting several months 
ago, 26 of the 51 menbers voted against or abstained on the 
budget proposals of the Secretariat, which would have had an 
increase of 9.7 percent, which seemed to us absolutely 
unconscionable given economic reality and given the behavior 
throughout the rest of the system. 

In fact, even the United Nations budget comes in at 
about .7 percent in the biennium, which represents about a 
third of a percent, a half of a frercent, a year. 

UNESCO then coming to the general conference with that 
9.7 percent increase, then worked on a Nordic proposal as a 
compromise of a 2.5 increase which in real terms works out to 
3.8 to 5.5 percent increase. 

Q I have two questions: The first is, I saw one 
story that said that the budget for UNESCO was $374.4 million, 


A That's correct. 
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Q Where does the $50 million being 25 percent-- How 
does that -- 

A The $50 million was the original request that we 
sent forward to Congress. We are working now on the currency 
rate exchanges to deseo. with the strong dollar, there has 
been a significant reduction. We would quesstimate that our 
real contribution for FY-85, which is calendar ‘84, will be in 
the neighborhood of $25.8 million because of currency rate 
gains against the franc. 

C I'm sorry. I’m still a little confused. How is 
that 25% if it's $374 million? 

A I might need a Budget person. 

Q If you're giving 25% of a budget of $374 million, 
it turns out to be more than either $50 million or 25.8? 

STAFF PERSON: $374 is the bieniun. 

A $374 is the bienium, number one. 

Q I see. 

A So we would divide 8 into 37. 

Q The second point is, which countries have been 


lobbying the United States prior to this announcement not to 


make it? 

A Not to make the announcement or not to make the 
decision? 

C Both. 

A Number one, we have initiated on our own over the 


six months several meetings with friends and allies -- a total 











2Qe 
of probably 40-50 countries. There has been, first of all, in 
this country and other countries, unanimous agreement with the 
problems and the gravity of the problems that we have talked 
about here today. The question, then, becomes, “What do we do 
about those problems?" We have concluded that staying in will 
not change measurably the direction of the organization. 
Consequently, we can pursue our goals and objectives and 
development outside of UNESCO in other channels more 
effectively than in. 

Q Does any other government agree with that? 

A Other governments that we have heard from 
understand clearly our position, understand the rationale of 
the decision, as I have received messages from other 
governments. 

Obviously, no one wants the United States to leave. 
Obviously, the United States does not want to leave -- we would 
prefer to stay if we could; but there is general agreement or 
general understanding as to why we are leaving. 

Q But will any other governme:t do what the United 
States Government is doing if they share that general concern 
about UNESCO's activities? 

A It is virtually impossible to think that other 
governments are going to follow us, with one day's notice, if 
you will; it has taken us six months to come to this 


conclusion. It is likely that in the next year other 
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governments, too, will question their own participation in 
UNESCO. I would say, though, for the record that we are 
neither encouraging nor pushing other nation/states to conclude 
as we have concluded. 

Q So you have not asked other states to withdraw? 

A We have definitely not, and we have so indicated 
im the letter to the Director General. 

Q May I ask you another budget question? The $374 
million is for two years, ‘84-'85. I was told by UNESCO that 
the prior budget was for three years and totalled $625 
million. If you break those all down into annual figures, it 
looks like a decline in the budget. Can you explain that? 

A It is in dollar terms because the dollar is 
strong, and the expenses are made in francs. Consequently, we 
will have a dollar decline. And the Secretariat has argued 
that we should have no quibbles, then. Our argument is that if 
we build into the system those increases, in the outyears when 
the dollar is not as strong, we will be bitten with a whopping 
increase 2, 3, 5, 7 years from now. 

Q 2.5 percent, is that the final figure that has 
been settled upon, the increase -- 2.5 percent? 

A Yes, which is a real 3.8 to 5.5 percent -- 

Q -- when you convert the francs to dollars? 


A Meaning when you put all of the programs together 


and don't split them out and say, “This is a program growth.” 
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Q First of all, can:we have your opening statement, 
a copy of your opening statement, available to the press? 

A Sure. 

Q Second, can you address some of the objections 
the United States is against -- UNESCO's proposed restrictions 
on the press? 

A Well, this is clearly taken from, beginning as I 
recall in 1974, when there was movement in this direction to 
license journalists. I would recommend to all of you, if I can 
recommend The New York Times article on Suriname today, which 
lays out very clearly some of the concerns we have about a New 
World information and Communication Order. 

Our concern, of course, is with the licensing of 
journalists. That means that some journalists might not be 
licensed; with codes of conduct, we find that unacceptable. 

And I might add that just recently, the general 
conference provided a much different tone than has been in the 
past with regards not only the communications issues but to 
others. We note these behavorial changes. Of course, we would 
argue that if we are satisfied with the results of this general 
conference, then we can see that we are making progress. Our 
feeling is, that the general conference was merely a transitory 
change of behavior. Programmatically, nothing in communications 


that I have seen -- and I went to Paris during the 


communciations presentation -- has changed. In fact, just 
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recently, in New Delhi, the Director General stated that the 
New World Information and Communications Order was here and was 
with us. 

Gerard Bolla, the Assistant Director General for 
Communications, stated at his concluding press conference in 
Paris, that the NWICO was here to stay, and then on the 14th of 
December Leonard Marks stated in New York that, whether we like 
it or not, accept it or not, the NWICO was with us in one form 
or another. 

Q What's the evidence that it's here to stay, that 
it's practically speaking something that people are going to 
have to deal with? 

A Suriname is one example that I would point to. 

Q A couple of questions: The review that has been 
undertaken since June, are you going to make the text of that 
public? 

A We will make an executive summary of that 
available, I would guess within the next two weeks. 

Q Then that will be available to the press? 

A Yes, it will. 

Cc And if I could follow up with just a few short 
ones: How can the United States -- how well -- what are the 
mechanics of its continued participation in the copyright 
convention or the IPDC? How will that take place if it is no 


longer a member, number one? Number two, what formal proposals 


have been made in UNESCO to license the press? 
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A On the first question, with the copyright 
convention we are signatories to that convention. Consequently 
we operate outside of the full context of UNESCO, beings we 
have signed on to the convention. Hence, non-members of UNESCO 
can participate. | 

In the IPDC, as you may be aware, monies to projects 
approved by the Council are earmarked, meaning we can pick in 
Country X, program 21 that we would like to fund. And we hope 
that inasmuch as there is earmarking, inasmuch as there is 
consultation with countries as well as with UNESCO's IPDC, that 
we may very well be able to continue in some way participating 
in and contributing to the IPDC. 

And your second question? 

Q Yes. What specific formal proposals have there 
been brought before UNESCO and by the UNESCO Secretariat for 
the licensing of journalists? 

A There have, to my Knowledge, been no specific 
concrete proposals to begin that. Most of it is all under 
study, that goes from conference to conference. 

Q Do you believe that UNESCO, based on its trends, 
will enact such a provision despite the fact that it hasn't 
seen to act in any way on that before? 

A I couldn't speculate on that. 


Q Since the points you made against UNESCO, you 


said it’s the only agency this bad, paraphrasing your words, 
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but yet constantly, in the U.N. General Assembly there are all 
kinds of resolutions, etc., that the U.S. is very opposed to. 
Yet, the letter to the Secretary General says the United States 
will not withdraw from any other agency or the U.N. Is there 
any indication of why not? In other words, why shouldn't this 
be seen as a trend of U.S. feeling about the U.N. in general? 

A Eighteen months ago we commissioned reviews of 
all 90-some-odd multilateral organizations, which has taken now 
18 months to produce. We have involved 13 departments and 
agencies in the U.S. Government with these reviews. We have 
sat with other departments and agencies as we have charted our 
course for the next 12 months in each of these organizations. 
We established for ourselves last June of 1982 five policy 
priorities that guided our policy toward multilateral affairs: 
number one: a desire to reassert American leadership in 
international organizations; a desire to get away from damage 
limitation and to work toward real international development 
and cooperation. 

The second priority, increasing the private sector in 
multilateral affairs in each of these organizations. Three: 
increasing Americans hired in multilateral affairs. Our 
numbers have gone down annually for the last 20-25 years. 
Four: to increase the conferring mechanism, by doing a couple 


of things: number one, reducing the number of conferences we 


attend. In FPiscal ‘82, we attended some 914 international 
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conferences. The United States, has a very hard time servicing 
the magnitude of such conferences, and consequently, other 
nations are put at even a greater disadvantage, and we seek to 
limit that. 

The fifth priority deals with the budget, which we 
have already discussed. 

Having taken these five priorities, then we applied 
them to each of these 90-some-odd organizations, and asked 
ourselves where in the next months did we want to go in 
leadership in World Health Organizations? Where do we want to 
go in the ILO? Where do we want to go on the budget, the 
private sector? Which policy positions for Americans do we 
look for in the IAEA, etc.? 

At the conclusion of this review, there were three 
general problems that surfaced throughout the system: number 
one, politicization of the specialized agencies which, as you 
know, caused us to walk out of the IAEA September 24 of 1982. 

The second problem was the statist approach, the New 
International Economic Order, the New World Information and 
Communications Order, and other such world orders, which are 
proven simply not to work. 

The third problem being, again, budget and management. 

We then took these findings to the Directors General, 


the Secretaries General of these organizations, shared with 


them our concerns, going in companion many times with other 
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countries, and stated that we sought change. And over time we 
have seen significant directional change in the multilateral 
organizations, such that we have a comment of one Director 
General of a major organization who stated that while the 
relationship with the U.S. is very tough at this point in time, 
because we tend to be a bit demanding, that relations with the 
Secretariat and the Americans have never been better, because 
at least they know where the Administration stands. 

We had six organizations which caused us serious 
problems. UNESCO being one of them. The other five, we have 
seen significant, measurable improvement. 

The President stated on September 26, when he was in 
New York, that the United States not only remains committed but 
would redouble its efforts to securing real, effective, genuine 
development, and that is what we seek. 

Q Have you made an assessment of whether UNESCO can 
realistically survive as an international organization without 
the U,.S.? 

A “Realistic assessment,” I guess, is difficult to 
define, too. We have asked that question of ourselves. We 
have asked that of friends and allies. We have asked that of 
Secretariat officials during, if you will, this probationary 
period of six months. 


This is, again, why we argue that the probationary 


period has already been given, and the events of the past six 
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months in UNESCO tell us that even with this threat of the U.S. 
withdrawing, that that is the very best we can expect. 

Consequently, we have addressed the question of what 
happens to UNESCO when we leave. We would hope what would 
happen is with 25 percent less of resources available that 
UNESCO would be forced, as the zero-net program growth had its 
design to do, to force priority-setting. 

The budgetary matter is not purely financial. It's 
management-focused. We feel that if they have set resources 
that they will have to pick and choose, recognizing that all 
that needs to be done can't be done; that we can't take 
resources and spread them so thin that they have no effect. 

It is my understanding that there are certain poegeens 
in UNESCO whose budget is $5,000.00 and $10,000 for a country 
project. It‘*s inconceivable to think that any strong 
developments can come with such a small amount of money. Let 
me use another example here of a large organization -- ECOSOC 
-- who, since 1945, has added to its dossier 141 separate 
projects without ever taking one away. We think that after 37 
years -- 36 years in UNESCO -- that surely there are priorities 
we had then that are either satisfied or priorities that cannot 
be -- concerns that can't be met effectively and efficiently, 
and that we should reallocate our resources. 


Consequently, with 25 percent less, we would hope that 


UNESCO would look and ask what their real mandate is in 
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development for educational/social/natural sciences/ 
communications and culture. 

Q What are the other five real problem agencies, in 
addition to UNESCO, you said had made improvements? 

A Gunsemnantiy. we do not view them anymore as 
problem agencies. The concerns we had at the time were the 
IAEA; of course, because of the political questions there. The 
FAO, because of spending. Their last biennium was 8.6 percent, 
and concerns about some of their programs. The ILO concerns 
recurring, of course, programatically; United Nations 
Environmental Program; International Telecommunication Union. 
Those are the five that we were very concerned about. 

Q In the letter that you wrote to the Secretary 
General, you say the results of the recent general -- that many 
of our efforts have been productive, at least in relative 
terms. Can you go through those areas that have been 
productive, which is a lot milder word than you used to 
describe the latest behavior was transitory? 

A We are speaking there to the programs which 
UNESCO has done well, such as an attempt to eradicate 
illiteracy in the education sector. We would talk of their 
cultural work with effect, such as Abu Simbel, the City of 
Venice, etc. 


Q I'm sorry, I thought in reading this that you're 


referring to efforts by you to get UNESCO back on the path. 
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You were referring in the previous paragraph to that as having 
been productive, at least in relative terms. 

Q There, we're speaking of the general conference, 
and I guess that's where we talk about proving the point; that 
directions can be -- movement can be made forward. And the 
second paragraph says but it proves another point, and that is 
the one we've already talked about. 

Q Aside from the change in tone, what was the 
forward movement. Can you define that any better for us? 

A I'm afraid it’s limited to the behavioral change. 

Q Will the U.S. Mission remain full strength in 
Paris? 

A Yes. We will continue to participate this year 
fully. We will keep our Ambassador there. We will live up to 
our legitimate, financial obligations which will be paid on or 
about October 1. So we will continue participating. 

Q Can you say -- give us a rough estimation of what 
the Soviet contribution is, or the Soviet-bloc contribution is 
to UNESCO? 

A I believe it's about 11 percent. 

STAFF: 12.5. 

MR. NEWELL: 12.5. 

Q The Soviets or the Soviet~-bloc? 


A Thank you, Barbara. 


C I beg your pardon, sir? 
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A 12.5. 

Q The Soviets or the Soviet-bloc. 

A. Is that the Soviet-block or the U.S. -- 

STAFF: I believe it’s the Soviet Union alone. 

MR. NEWELL: The Soviet Union alone. I think that 
might be the Soviet-bloc; I think. 

Q Can you give an example of the kind of 
significant change? For example, you talk about 
politicization. What do you want -- how do they show the 
significant change; that it’s not just -- 

A How would they have shown; is that the question? 

Q Yes. In other words, you said that's one of the 
three criteria. What do you want them to do? 

A No. 1, in disarmament and peace, which is 
propagandistic, we would like to see them leave that alone. 
Disarmament issues are to be dealt with, in our judgment, at 
it's appropriate place in Geneva, the Committee on Disarmament 
or in the first committee in New York. We do not believe that 
UNESCO is the appropriate place to discuss disarmament. 

On human rights, we would like them -- UNESCO -- to 
live up to its own mandate as enunciated in the U.N. 
Declaration on Human Rights rather than getting off into 
collective rights which are not a part of that Declaration. 

In terms of communications, that they would back away 
from, cease support for mechanisms which would led us to a New 


World Information and Communications Order. 
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In terms of the statist approach, the second problen, 
they would move away from the New International Economic Order 
which they inject in virtually every resolution that comes 
forward. 

And, No. 3, in budget and management, that they would 
seek some type of a ceiling and then we would, of course, opt 
to slip over to the other track of our five priorities, and 
increase American personnel. 

We are not even in our minimum range there. We would 
seek further positions for Americans in UNESCO. We would seek 
greater enhancement of the private sector's involvement in 
UNESCO. 

Q How many UNESCO employees are there? 

A There are approved 2,603, I believe. But they 
normally run at a 20 percent vacancy factor, and they have for 
several years. That concerns us for two reasons. One is 
management. The second is those funds that are appropriated 
for personnel are changed -~- they're taken and used elsewhere. 

Q Can you tell me how many Americans there are that 
actually work for UNESCO? 

A Yes. There are 89. The range is from 92 to 
123. We have 8.1 percent of the professional posts. 

Q What impact, if any, did the recent Heritage 


Foundation study, which reached many of the same conclusions, 


have on the Administration decision? 
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A I think we had influence on the article because 
our review started five months before the article appeared. 

Q You didn't mention Israel in this list of 
problems. That has been a problem, has it not, in UNESCO? 

A It hasn't of recent months. UNESCO has behaved 
well on that question. 

Q What are the personnel goals for U.S. personnel 
in international organizations? 

A. The personnel goals in UNESCO? 

Q No, in international institutions? 

A In international institutions would be that the 
Americans find themselves within the agreed ranges which are 
established geographically. This is another eoneese with us 
with UNESCO. We should be, again, 92 to 123. We're at 89, 
below the low end. 

I was told a year ago that they were really looking 
for more women in UNESCO. I reminded the Director General that 
we had sent 128 women candidates to him and one was hired, and 
not for the same post, meaning that the 128 weren't for the 
same post. That's Number One. 

In all the time that I have been here -- eighteen 
months -- I know of one other hiring at a policy level which 
just occurred; which occurred during the period in preparation 


for this conference. 
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Our goal there would be at least to get to the mininuaz 
of 92 or 93 policy positions in UNESCO. Throughout the systen, 
it would be find ourselves within the range which has been 
agreed to geographically. 

Let me go back to UNESCO for just a moment. Another 
offensive thing that caused us concern in this last General 
Conference is that regional distribution was changed -- this 
Conference agreed; of course, by a majority vote -- to accord 
to the developing world 700 of the 900 policy posts which 
concerns us gravely. That means instead of increasing in 
positions, the Americans would actually decline. 

Q Thank you. 

(The briefing concluded at 3:40 p.m.) 


WANG 4583U 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 3, 1983, 12:11 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, has any decision been made about mili- 
tary spares for Guatemala? 


A No. That issue remains under review. 
There's no final decision taken on that, and I can't give 
you a timetable. 


Q Is the U.S. close to a decision? 
A I can't give you a timetable. 
0 Any comment on disagreements on the talks at 


Khaldah between the Israelis and the Lebanese? 


A No. I understand from the press, actually, 
that there's been an announcement that they will reconvene 
on Thursday, I think it was, but I refer you to the wires on 
that. 

Obviously, we believe it's important that the 
talks move forward as quickly as possible, and as active 
participants we will do our best to work with the Lebanese 
and the Israelis to complete an agenda for the talks and 
then to make rapid progress on the substantive issues. 


fe) Alan, what's President Nimeiri of Sudan doing 
in Washington? 


A He is here on a private visit for a medical 
checkup. | 

fe) Is he seeing Dr. Reagan? 

(Laughter) 

A No official meetings have been scheduled. 

Q Do you have any reading on the Pravda piece 





of yesterday on arms control? 








A Not particulary, Marvin. We had some reac- 
tion, as you know, to the interview or the exchange with 
Hearst, and I think Ambassador Rowney addressed himself to 
the Pravda piece yesterday. 


The only thing I would note is that while we 
welcome the positive tone of Mr. Andropov's statement, we 
also had some other comments to say about it substantively 
and would refer you to that. But we would hope that the 
contrasting negative tone in the Pravda editorial would not 
be reflected when the negotiations resume in February. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Chinese 
threat about textiles? 


A The U.S. textile negotiating team is 
currently on its way to Beijing and will hold negotiations 
January 6-13 concerning the renewal of the bilateral textile 
agreement. 


Because textiles are important to both our econo- 
mies, the negotiations have not been easy. It's the U.S. 
Government's sincere desire to continue addressing our tex- 
tile trade problems through a mutually acceptable agreement, 
as we've done during the past three years, and we're thus 
hopeful that the negotiations will be successful and a new 
agreement will be finalized. 


Q You don't have any reaction to the specific 
Chinese statement -- 

A The idea of a threat of some sort? 

0 Yes. 

A No. I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Alan, if we could go back a moment to your 


comment earlier on the Pravda piece, you said the 
contrasting negative tone in the Pravda article. 


What is your reading of the contrasting negative 
tone? 


A I don't have a reading to offer you, Marvin. 


Q Why did you say “contrasting negative tone"? 

















A Because there was a contrast in the tone, 
and what I said was that we hope that that would not be what 
would carry over to the talks in February. 


Q Do you see this as two sides of one policy or 
perhaps two policies? 


A I will let you make that analysis. 
Q Who is heading the U.S. team to China? 


A I do not have a name on that. I think it's 
being headed by USTR and would refer you to them on that. 


Q Sir, I have not been here for a number of 
weeks for a very good reason, but have there been any 
background briefings on Mr. Andropov or has State conferred 
with any of the Hungarians who knew him when he was 
Ambassador there? 


A I don't think there have been any background 
briefings specifically on the new Soviet leadership, and, 
without leading you one way or another, I don't think I 
would get into the question of whether we've been talking 
to people about -- 


re) There are people in this area who were there 
and who were in a position to at least have followed and who 
were Hungarian nationals in this area. 


A I understand that. Steve, did you have 
another question? 


e) Yes. Can you tell us if there's been any 
change in the multilateral negotiations toward nuclear 
export controls? 


A Any change? 
@) Yes. There was an article -- 


A Let me react to the article which appeared in 
The Washington Post this morning, simply to say that the 
article is essentially accurate; that the United States, 
over the past two years, has been engaged in bilateral and 
multilateral discussions with other nuclear supplier nations 
regarding ways to improve supplier controls and coordination 
to prevent the export of sensitive items to nations of pro- 
liferation concern. 














In connection with these efforts, we have fur- 
nished our control lists to other supplier nations and 
explained why we control certain items. 


, Can you answer two specifics on that? The 
article seems to indicate that there has been a major change 
in the nature of the list of multilaterally controlled 
items, but there seems to be some dispute about that, 
whether there's actually been a major expansion of the list 
or if the list has been clarified or whether that's just 
clarifications. 


Could you tell us the nature of the change of the 
listing? Can you also get into whether we're still working 
with the old London group or this new group that the Post 
mentions, or is it bilaterals? 


A I can't get further into the specifics of the 
confidential discussions that are taking place in terms of 
your specific question, but I would emphasize that the ini- 
tiative does not represent a change in the Administration's 
policy. 


The President in his statement of July 16, 1981, 
made very clear that the United States was vigorously 
seeking the cooperation of other supplier nations in 
improving nuclear export controls as one part of his overall 
non-proliferation policy. 


8) Does this have anything to do with the non- 
proliferation -- didn't we just have talks with the Soviet 
Union last week here in this building, bilaterals? 


A I don't know if it was last week. There were 
talks recently. 


fe) Were they connected with mutilateral nuclear 
export controls? 


A I don't recall the words we used at the time. 
I would have to -- 


fe) They were vague. 

A They were vague. 

8) Yeah. 

A I'm afraid I'm going to have to leave them 


vague. 











fe) Did we supply the Soviets with our list of 
people we have controls against? 


A I don't know the answer to that, Bob, and I 
think that I'm going to have to stick with what we did say 
which I think Steve accurately points out was somewhat vague 
at the time about the discussions we had here, and I'm not 
going to be able to go beyond that. 


Q Regarding the visit of the Israeli President, 
do you know if there are going to be any background 
briefings before the meeting of President Navon and 
President Reagan? 


A You ought to check at the White House, but my 
understanding is that there probably will not be a pre- 
brief, but there would likely be, I would guess, some sort 
of a readout afterward. But let me ask you to ask the White 
House about that. 


Q And a second question about it. I understand 
that Newsweek is carrying a story today, saying that 
Administration officials hope that Mr. Navon will run for 
Prime Minister in Israel. 





Do you have any comment on that report? 


A U.S. Administration officials? 
0 Yes. 
A We certainly would not get into the question 


of domestic politics in Israel. 

Q Getting back for just a second to the nuclear 
non-proliferation, in the vague statement that you made at 
the time of that meeting you did refer to non-proliferation. 

A Yes. 

Q Is it safe -- 

A That was the topic of the meeting. 

Q Right. But is it safe to assume that the 


topics -- that this topic was included in that discussion or 
is it -- i 














A As I just said, I am not going to go beyond 
the words we used at that time to describe those talks. I 
know that's not helpful, but that's where we are on those 


talks. 


fe) Initially the announcement made by this 
office about the visit of the Israeli President, Mr. Navon, was 
that it will be an official visit. I see the program now it 
says official working visit. 


What made the change come about? 


A I'm not familiar with how it was described. 
I don't recall that it was described in different terms in 
the past. I don't think the nature of the visit in essence 


has changed. 


0 Is it a matter of semantics? Because there 
was Official visit, like a head of state, now it's a working 


A No. But it's still an official -- you said 
it's an official working visit, right? 


0 Yes. 


A Both words are operative, but I don't think 
the nature of the visit in protocol terms has changed. 


-- MORE -- 

















0 In your answer earlier about the 
Israeli-Lebanese talks, you said something about the agenda. 
I was under the impression that the agenda was already set, 
and you said something now that they're still working on the 
agenda? Or did you mean the -- 


A That was my understanding. 
Q So the agenda is not yet -- 
A That's my understanding. 


0 So the agenda is not yet ready. I mean, is 
it -- what I'm trying to also understand is it the agenda or 
the priorities within the agenda, the list of priorities? 


A I refer you again to the statement that was 
made by a spokesman in the region, at the talk site today; 
and I believe he referred to the fact that there had not 
been agreement yet on the agenda, that they were going to move 
ahead. But let me refer you to his remarks as charac- 
terizing specifically what's going on because I don't have 
them here. And as I said last week, the timing is such 
that it's difficult for us to have as up-to-date a reading 
as you might be able to get directly from the site. 





Q There are reports in Lebanon that Habib will 
go out for the SOSSRVOR IAG of the talks. Can you tell us if 
that's true? 


A For the reconvening of the talks -- what, 
this week? 


0 Yes, this week. 


A I don't have specifics to give you. I would 
think that that's unlikely. I mean, we've indicated hefore 
that he would join in those talks from time to time with 
Ambassador Draper. My understanding is he may well come to 
Washington later this week for discussions here; and I would 
expect that he will go back to the region, as I've said. 

But I don't know of anything that's quite that imminent. 


Q Any information about another visit by King 
Hussein to Washington? 


A No. I have nothing new on that. 


0 Any reaction to the quotes from President Saddam 
Hussein of Iraq? 


A In this morning's story on that? 











It's long been our position that the acceptance of 
the right of Israel to exist as a nation is basic to moving 
the peace process forward, and we would, of course, welcome 
any moves by Israel's neighbors in this direction. But as 
for characterizing the conversation alleged to have taken 
place between Congressman Solarz and the Iragi President, I 
would have to refer you to the participants themselves or to 
their representatives. 


8) Do you have a more precise date now for when 
the Secretary is going to be in China? 


A We've announced the trip and it's posted. 


Q The reason I asked it is: Is it your expec- 
tation that this agreement on textiles will be -- is it 
expected to be -— completed when he's there? 


A We certainly would hope so. The Secretary 
isn't going to China until February; and the negotiations, 
as I said, are taking place, I think it was the 6th to the 
13th. And we would certainly hope that they would be suc- 
cessfully concluded; we would hope they'd be successfully 
concluded. 


Q I guess last week the White House released 
the text of a letter Ken Duberstein wrote to Congressman 
Sharp saying that this Administration had warned Canada to 
lower the price of exported natural gas to the U.S. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on this. 


0 Can you check into whether there have been 
any U.S. missions to Iraq in the last couple of months? 


A No. We have a dialogue on occasion; but, no, 
I don't think I would get into the question of missions. 


8) Where does the nomination of Richard Burt now 
stand with the new Congress? Does it have to be resub- 
mitted, and does he have to go through hearings again? 


A That's, if you will, a technical question. I 
don't know the answer. I mean, it has more than technical 
consequences. But I don't know the specific answer. Let me 
see if I can find out what the state of play on that is. 


Q Yes. And will you -- 
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A There are other nominations that are pending 
as well. 


0 Yes. Specifically, the Gray nomination -- 
does that have to go through the same -- 


A Let me see what I can find out. I'm not sure 
there's a clean-cut answer that applies to all cases, but 
let me check. 


Q Can you tell us when the Human Rights Report 
is going to be issued, and can you tell us when the 
Administration will make its announcement -- or whatever the 
term is -—- to Congress on recertification for Fl Salvador? 


A On the Human Rights Reports, they're due 
sometime during January. I'm not sure precisely when. And 
they will be -- 


8) I knew that much. 


A You knew that much. You know as much as I 
do. I don't have a specific time. And as you are well 
aware, it's a very thick volume with a lot of different 
reports in it and it's not an easy thing to put together and 
it's hard to predict exactly when it will be ready. 


As far as the certification is concerned, my 
understanding -- recollection -- is that it's due the 28th 
of January; and I would anticipate that the decision would 
be made on that and whatever necessary procedures to be 
followed at that time immediately before it. Rut I would 
think that that would be the target date and would not anti- 
cipate something two weeks ahead of time. 


2) But are the two things directly related? I 
mean, that this -- 


A No. I don't think the publication of the 
Human Rights Report is related to the certification proce- 
dure. Obviously, in terms of El Salvador's own human rights 
performance, the certification is related. But I don't 
think the publication is related to it, no. 


Q Can you tell us where the U.S. stands 
currently on the widespread Israeli use of M-16 rifles while 
at the same time Israel is marketing to some sixty countries 
throughout the world its own Galil soldiers’ rifle? 
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A I'm not a weapons expert and I aquess I would 
refer you to the Pentagon for a question such as that 
I'm not sure. They could tell vou and me both whether 
they're comparable systems. And I can't confirm what they're 
doing throughout the world. But, anyway, that's not a 
question that I would be prepared here to answer. 


0 Has Representative Solarz communicated -- did 
he communicate what he is supposed to have heard from 
President Saddam to any State Department officials here 
about his conversation there? 





A I don't know the answer to that and I really 
would have to refer you to him for any comment on what he may 
have said both to the President of Iraq and to the 
Administration. I think it's only fair that if he had a con- 
versation that he should have control over what he wants said 
about it. 


0 Is it customary that such members of Congress, 
when they have such conversations, to report to you? 


A He may well have, but I don't know. And, 
again, I don't think it's a question that I could follow up 
because it would, I think, be appropriate for him to 
address. 


0 What's the status of the 60 helicopters that 
one of the American companies would like to sell to Iraq? I 
think it was mentioned a few weeks ago. 





A It was more than a few weeks ago -- I mean, 
more recently than a few weeks ago. We addressed this last 
week. And I think that in terms of the status of the sales, 
you'd have to go to the company, because, as I understand it, 
the kinds of helicopters that were being talked about in the 
press were not of a type that would require licensing and 
there were no licenses issued. So I would have to refer you 
to the company on that. 


@) There was still an offer from Congress for the 
State Department to review the sale. Do you know if the State 
Department has made a decision? 


A No. I know that as of last week we had 
received a letter on that subject and that it was being 
reviewed, but I don't have an update to give you on a response 
for it and -- 


Q When you say it's being reviewed, you 
mean the letter was being reviewed, not the sale. 














A The letter was being reviewed. 


Q In Chris Dickey's piece this morning from 
Guatemala, there's reference to the Bell helicopters. 


A Yes. 


Q There's been a ban on those sales. Does the 
Department see any violation in what's reported in the Post? 


A I'm not sure, not having the details, that 
I would agree that there necessarily is a ban on the sales; 
but there's been a ban on the sales of military spare parts 
and equipment. 


My understanding is that the reference was perhaps 
to civilian helicopters, which would not have come under the 
licensing restrictions or regulations. 


Q Well, he referred explicitly to some armored 
equipment as aboard the -- 


A Yes. I mean, the fact is that there has 
been, to our knowledge, no sale during the period when there 
has been a prohibition or a restriction of military -- 


0 But you wouldn't rule out that Bell has sold 
_ them some other helicopters that could be converted to -- 


A I haven't talked to some experts on this. As 
I indicated, I think in discussing the possible sale to 
Iraq, there are differences between civilian and military 
helicopters -- including hard points, for example, to which 
one could attach armaments -- but I don't know the details 
of what the situation may be that Dickey was referring to 
and I'm not prepared to address it. 


Q This is related to all of these sales. The 
Administration is supposed to come out at some point fairly 
shortly with its foreign policy bans on exports to various 
places. Can you give us any indication of when that's going 
to be? 


A No. I don't have anything for you. 











Q O.K., thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:32 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announ- 
cements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Can you tell us what the situation is with 
the various nominations of Messrs. Grey, Burt and McCormack? 


A I don't think it's a secret because I think 
that Larry Speakes has addressed himself to it. I have to 
refer you to him instead of to me. They're Presidential 
appointments but I think that information -- he's made some 
statements today on this. 


0 And how about the situation of Director of 
ACDA Rostow; is there any change, perspective change in his 


A I don't have anything on Mr. Rostow's 
situation. I don't know whether Larry has anything or 
whether, indeed, the ACDA Public Affairs people have 
anything in particular. 

0 What happens to Mr. Grey now? 


A Again, it's not ours to address, and I'm 
going to have to beg off with that. 


0 Well, he works in this building. 


x He works for ACDA. Address your questions to 
ACDA to to the White House in terms of -- 


@) He's a Foreign Service officer. 


A Fine. At this point I don't have anything to 
give you. 


0 Do you have anything on new Syrian missiles? 


A Yes, I do. For those who might not have seen 
it, there was a wire item coming out of Israel talking about 
the development of bases for missiles in Syria. Specific 
reference was made, I think in those reports, to SA-5 
missiles. 











We have been aware of reports regarding these missi- 
les and we would obviously regret any measure from either 
side in the Arab-Israeli conflict that would heighten the 
risk of conflicts in the region. 


@) Are these reports press, or your own intelligence 
reports? 

A These are press reports that I'm referring 
to. 

0 So you have no independent confirmation? 

A I have nothing to give you beyond that. 

0 Have you been able to confirm that they are 


in fact preparing to put SA-5's on the border? 


A I don't have anything to offer you beyond 
what I just said in terms of that. 


O Has Israel asked the U.S. to do something 
about this, to talk to the Syrians, or anything else? 


A As usual, I can't get into the question of 
diplomatic conversations, so I'm afraid I can't address 
that question either. 


@) Why are you leaving open whether there's any 
U.S. confirmation or not? 


A I'm not addressing the issue. 
@) Do you have any judgment as to whether or not 


deployments, if they exist, would heighten the chances of 
conflict, reduce them or not affect them? 


A I think I'm going to stick with the statement 
that I gave rather than making that kind of a judgment. 

0 I thought I would ask. 

0 You were directing that to Israel or the 
Syrians? 

A I'm going to stick with the statement I just 
made. 

0 The information that you have is that missiles 


are inside Syria? 


A That's what the reports are talking about -- 
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construction cf missile bases inside Syria. As far as I 

read the reports, it didn't talk about deployment of missiles 
at this point. I'm reflecting my recollection of those 

wire reports. 


0 Is it that you don't have information to con- 
firm or you don't want to get involved in the question of 
confirming or not confirming? 


A I think it would be impossible for us to 
get into the question of confirming or not confirming. It 
would be based presumably on information that would come 
from intelligence, and therefore, it could not be addressed. 


0 Your regret would extend to the possibility of 
Syrians upgrading the level of their air defense inside Syria? 


A I'm going to have to stick with the words of 
what I said. We would obviously regret any measure 
from either side of the Arab-Israeli conflict that would 
heighten the risk of conflicts in the region. 


@) As far as you know, these missiles, they're 
used there for the first time outside the Soviet Union? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
) What about the Warsaw countries? 

A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 
@) I realize this may sound elementary, but you 


specifically said from either side. Does that not extend to 
the Soviet -- 


A That means from either side. 


9) Does that not extend to the Soviet Union? 
What does "side" mean? 


A In the Arab-Israeli conflict. 
0 The Arab-Israeli conflict? 
A That's what I said. 


@) So it doesn't extend to the Soviet Union? 


A Obviously, any exacerbation of tensions in 
the region from anybody would be something we would regret, 
but this is addressing itself in the context of this par- 
ticular statement. 
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QO ° Can we assume that -- this is a hypothetical 
statement -- that you don't have confirmed evidence from 
reliable sources of the presence of such missiles? Usually 
you don't comment on press statements. You say all the time 
that you saw the press reports. Do you think this focus 
means that you have good information that there are such 
missiles, or is it different from your understanding? 


A I'm also, in this case, going to stick to the 
statement and not go beyond it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the other report 
coming from Israel about an attempt to launch Katyusha 
rockets on Oiryat Shimona while the talks were held there or 
around it? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. I did see 
One report on that, but I simply don't have anything to 
offer you on that. 


Q Do you have reaction to reports from Israel 


that the Israeli Labor Party is encouraging the building of 
homes in the occupied West Bank? 


A No, I had not seen that report. Our position 
on settlments in the West. Bank is quite well known. I've not 
seen that particular report. 


0 In the statement now, you mentioned that the 
U.S. regrets any measures which would heighten the tension. 
Is the new purchase by Syria of these missiles, if they're 
true, is it a heightening of tension? 


A Again, I was essentially asked that question 
before, and I'm going to, reqrettably from your perspective, 
have to stick with the language in the statement and just 
let it speak for itself and not go beyond that at this 
point. 


0 Is there any readout of the meeting between 
Secretary Shultz and President Navon? 


A They met for about a half hour this morning, 
and had a discussion of issues of mutual interest. 
(Laughter) It was a good discussion, but nothing special to 
report to you. 





0 Did the Middle Fast come up? (Laughter) 

A Did the Middle East come up? I wouldn't rule 
that out. 

0 Is the welcome and the very high regard 


accorded Navon due to the fact that the Administration 
thinks that he is the possible rival or successor to 











Menachem Begin? 


A No. We discussed this a bit yesterday. The 
description and the treatment of President Navon is standard 
for this type of a visit. This is the sort of thing that 
happens when somebody such as President Navon, who is not on 
a state visit, comes here but is a guest of the United 
States while he is in Washington. But I don't think there 
is anything particularly unusual about it. I think there 
was a bit of a flurry here yesterday. I don't franklv quite 
understand it. 


0 What time did they decide to have Secretary 
Shultz meet with them? When was that decision made? 


A I don't know when the decision was made. As 





far as I know, 
something like 


0 
out a schedule 


it is not a surprise, last-minute decision or 
that. 


It wasn't listed on his schedule. Vou put 
for him, Mr. Navon, yesterday and said he was 








going to the hotel but it made no mention of the meeting 
with Shultz. And then today I'm told that the represen- 
tative of the Protocol Office, when he arrived, said he was 
going to the hotel but he had no meetinas there. It's my 
understanding that the State Devartment put out a schedule 
this morning showing that Mr. Shultz was indeed meeting with 
him. 


A I can't tell you specifically when it was 
laid out, but, as I say, I don't think there's 
anything of particular import here. I would steer you away 
entirely from any suggestion, as I think I did yesterday, 
too, that the U.S. either is or has any interest in getting 
involved in domestic Israeli nolitics. That simply would be 
a totally incorrect interpretation of any events. 


0 Picking up this point, I think one of the 
implications is that we would appreciate knowing in advance when 
the Secretary is meeting a guest when there clearly is no such 
reference to earlier schedules. 


A I take your point. 


0 Do you have a final decision to announce 
today on the Guatemala spare parts sale? 


A No, I don't have anything new for you on that 
today other than to indicate that the process is not yet 
completed. I would say that as soon as it is, we'll 
volunteer a statement without waiting for the question to be 


asked. Maybe that will spare us all some agonv. 
0 Will it be just a statement, or will you have 
details? Could there be a briefing on that? 

















A Let's see what the nature of what we have to 
say is and then determine what it is that we do with it. 


Q The language is different today. Has a final 
decision been reached? 


A I've given you wnoar f['ve got today. 


@) Alan, what is exactly the process to which 
you refer? 


A There are a variety of things that have to be 
gone into in terms of consideration within the 
Administration and with others outside the Administration in 
looking at this question. 


QO If you don't mind, back on the Middle Fast. 
I don't know if you made any comments, or you care to now, 
about a report that direct meetings between PLO and Israeli 
officials -- 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


fe) On the question related to the Guatemala 
chopper sale, will you similarly volunteer the answer on the 
Jordanian arms request if and when it comes? 


A It isn't a question of the request. I'm not 
sure we would volunteer necessarily a request that comes to us. 
Obviously, if we have a decision, that we were going forward 
with something, that, I think, would be a different matter. 


0 Has there been a request from Jordan for -- 
A No. There's been no change in that status. 
Q Has there been an official communique from 


the Israeli Government to the Wnited States in regard to the 
request? 


A I don't have anything on that. I've seen 
some press stories out of Israel indicating that there 
would be some objections to it. That would hardly be 
surprising, but I don't have anything and I don't think we 
would go into the question of our discussions in diplomatic 
channels on this. 


Q What about the use of -- supposedly they were 
threatening of using some public officials, or the Congress 
of the United States to stop such sales. 
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A I'm simply not aware of that story. 


QO I would like to go back to the missiles for a 
minute. I realize you hav a problem with your guidance 
there, but I think your guidance is defective. 


A Impossible! (Laughter) 


0 Can you explain to us how it is that defensive 
weapons such as surface-to-air, anti-aircraft missiles 
inside a sovereign state's terrority would risk raising ten- 
sions or raise the possibility of a conflict? 


A At the risk of sounding like a record that's 
stuck at one point, I am going to stick with the statement I 
made. I just have nothing to go beyond that. 


0 I can only think that you're maybe referring 
to something else. For example, are you referring to the 
possibility of Soviet technicians along with these missiles. 


A The only thing I can say about Soviet tech- 
nicians or missile crews, if there were missiles to be 
deployed and if there were Soviet missile crews to be 
deployed along with them, that that would not be helpful. 


0 Congressman George Crockett from Michigan 
sent a letter to Representative Clement Zablocki December 7 
asking for the Congress to conduct a hearing on the possibi- 
lity of United States complicity in the September '82 
massacre of Palestinians civilians in Sabra and Shatila, and 
he points a finger at the State Department's answers and com 
munication to this effect. 


Do you have any comment on this, or what's your 
position on this, if there will be such an inquiry by the 
Congress? 


A First of all, obviously it's a hypothetical 
question and I'm not prepared to address that. Our posi- 
tion, in terms of what we did, what we knew, when we knew it 
and so on, has been addressed in various ways, both on the 
record and on hackground from here. I don't have anything 
new to offer you on that. 


The Secretary, I think, on occasion, has addressed 
it. Senior officials have addressed it on background. 


9) But you cannot comment on the request -- 


x I'm not aware of the requests specifically, 
and I think we would want to see if there is a specific 
request, what it was and so on, examine it before we would 














comment. 

0 I have a follow-up question on the missiles, 
just because I didn't quite hear the answer to the question 
on Soviet technicians. Was that a hyvothetical? 

A I said if. 

0 Yes. 

0 Do you have any Namibian guidance? 


Apparently some South African generals are saying that 
they're prepared to stay in Namibia for another two years? 





A No. I think we're where we have been on 
that. I'd refer you back to what we have said about it as 
opposed to what some individual generals may have said. 


QO Do you have any status update on the talks? 

A No, I don't. 

0 On the question of Namibia, there was a 
report last week that a Cuban official had gone to the 


Soviet Union, apparently to dicuss the question of the Cuban 
troops in Angola. Do you have any readout on that? 


A No. 

fe) In what phase are we in in the talks right 
now? . 

A I refer you back to the last briefing on this 


subject. I don't want to try and get into it. 


te) Is texiles likely to be on the agenda of the 
Secretary's visit to China with or without an agreement? 


A I addressed this yesterday and said that we 
hoped that this question would have been resolved success- 
fully in the course of the forthcoming negotiations from 
January 6-13. I don't have anything beyond that to offer 
you at this particular point. 


9) On El Salvador, I believe there's a report 
that the trial of the five accused of the murders has been 
delayed again. Do you have any comment on the delay? Will 
it affect the Administration's recertification process? 


4 Let me simply say that we have not yet received 
any confirmation that the Appeals Court granted to the 
defense its motion to return the case to the investigative 
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stage. 


Our Embassy is looking into the report. As we 
understand it, the defense attorney who raised the motion is 
attempting to secure more time for his clients defense. But 
in the meantime the accused quardsmen remain in detention. 

I don't think I could ao beyond that to speculate about the 
effect on certification or anything of that sort at this 
particular time. 


0 You'll wait until vou get confirmation of 
that before you make a statement? 


A I don't think I would speculate in any case 
on the certification process which is several weeks away 
still. 


0 How about on the judicial process which this 
Department has commented on? 


A I don't have anvthing new to offer you ahout 
that. This is clearly part of their judicial process, that 
they give the attorneys sufficient time to study the record 
and develop the case. The guardsmen, as I say, remain in 
detention, and I just call your attention to that. 


0 Rack to the Middle Fast, is there a U.S. 
position on the current crises hetween the PLO and Saudi 
Arabia and Britain on major philosnhies? 


A No. 

0 Do you support Rritain's position? 

a I have no comment at all. 

0 Do you have anything on the abduction of 67 


Nicaraguans supposedly by a right wing extremist from out- 
side Nicaragua? 


A No. I think I had something yesterday which 
indicated that we didn't have any information on it. I 
couldn't comment. 


0 Let me just ago back to your starting point, 
which was ACDA. Do you have anything on our going to Geneva 
with complaints about encoding of telemetry being done by 
the Soviet Union now? 


A The answer, I quess, would he in two parts. 
One is, as far as what we would say in Geneva, in any case, 
we would not comment about the confidential discussions. 
Also I have no comment at this point on 
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the story that appeared in the paper this mornina. 


O What about plans to -- again, you might not 
comment -- to talk about on-site inspection? Do we have any 
ideas on that? 


A No, I think again, at least as far as START 
is concerned, Ambassador Rowney addressed that issue to a 
certain extent on television this weekend. I don't have 
anything to add to what he said at that point. 


‘@) Do you have anything on the purpose of 
Eagleburger's meeting the Romanian ambassador today? 


A No. As we've indicated, he is going to 
Romania. 


Q I've been out for a couple days, but has the 
schedule of that trip been announced? 


A No. I don't think we've announced a specific 
schedule. He will be going to Romania and Yugoslavia be- 
tween the 10th and the 13th of this month. But I don't have 
specifics beyond that. 


_=-MORE-- 
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0 As you know, last week Romania announced 
what's been described as a GATT moritoria. In light of this 
Department's publications on Soviet active measures 
involving manipulation of international currency prices, 
gold prices and so on, do you regard this announcement by 
Romania as a Soviet-inspired action? 


A Let me just respond in this way: We 
understand that the Government of Romaria has requested a 
rescheduling of its 1983 maturities due commercial banks, 
and that it intends to suspend principal repayments to the 
bank. Such a suspension of principal repayments in conjunc- 
tion with a request for debt rescheduling is not uncommon. 


0 Okay, can I ask you another follow-up on 
that? There have been widely publicized and, in my view, 
exaggerated stories regarding a Brazilian banking measure 
also taken last week, which involves a 2-month suspension of 
principal payments. 


Does the Department have any information that the 
exaggerated publicity around that announcement may be coor- 
dinated with the Romanian action in any way and maybe 
directed toward provoking a bank panic in the United States? 


A I have nothing to offer you on that. 


0 Do you have any comments on King Fahd's, of 
Saudi Arabia, visit to the United States here in Washington 
next February? 


on No. I don't have anything. 


0 Do you have any additional information on the 
problem of the $1 million house of the Libyans in New 
Jersey? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. The 
question was, anything on the purchase by the Libyan Mission 
at the U.N. of a $1 million house in New Jersey. Let me just 
give you what I have on that. 


In accordance with the general practice of member 
state missions to the United Nations, Libya did not consult 
with the United States Government concerning property 
purchased for use related to its mission functions. 


Moreover, at the time the property was purchased, 
and to date, the U.S. has not generally pursued a practice 
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of monitoring or restricting purchase of property intended 
to facilitate a member state's U.N. representation. 


There is a question regarding the Foreign Missins 
Act and how that might apply. The provisions of the Act 
regarding the right to purchase property did not originally 
apply to missions to the United Nations. The Secretary has 
taken action to make the Act so applicable, and all missions 
to the U.N. will be notified of this officially shortly. 


Precisely how that implementation will affect this 
particular property is yet to be determined. 


8) Can we get a copy? 


A I think you're going to have to wait until 
this afternoon to get it, but, yes, you can get it later on 
this afternoon. 


re) What's the sentence, the one before the last, 
about the new measure? 


A I don't know that I have it written out. 
That they're going to be notified, or after that? 


O ° Just before the end, how this new ruling will 
affect -- 


A Precisely how the implementation would affect 
this property, the Libyan property? 


0 The one before that -- the sentence before 
that. 

aA The sentence before that was that the 
Secretary has taken action to make the Act applicable in the 
question of holding property -- purchasing property -- and 


all missions to the United Nations will be officially 
notified of this shortly. 


0 How is the Secretary doing that? Is he 
asking Congress to amend the Act? 


A No. I, unfortunately, don't have it in front 
of me, but under the Act, I gather there is a provision in 
it which the Secretary could invoke to do this, and he has 
done that. 
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0 Just by fiat? 


A It's in accordance with the provisions of the 
Act. 


0 Why did he do it? 


A I don't have a specific explanation of why he 
did it. He did it because it was his judgment it was the 
appropriate thing to do. 


e) When did he do that? Was that quite 
recent? 


A I would guess -- I don't know. Why don't I 
not guess? But it -- quite recent -- I don't think it was 
in a matter of the last few days, no. 


0 Does this apply to consulates around the country? 


A I really would have to refer you to the Act 
itself. As I understand it, on its face, in addition to 
this provision which could apply to the United Nations, it 
applies to missions to the United States -- to different 
missions to the United States -- and I can't answer you 
technically how it applies to consultates, for example. My 
understanding is that it may, but I really would ask you to 
pursue that. 


© Is it a new law? 
A The Foreign Missions Act. ° 


0 Was this triggered, by any chance, by the 
Libyan purchase? 


a I don't have the specifics of the Act. 
0 Thank you. 


A Okay. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. It is nice to be 
back at the podium, I think. 


I don't have a great portfolio for you today, so I 
thought we'd just take a couple of questions and then run 
down to the Smithsonian to look at Bernie Kalb's typewriter. 


(Laughter) 


Be glad to attempt to answer any questions you 
might have. 


fe) What is the arrangement on the Navon meeting 
this morning? Will there be a readout here or at the White 


House? 


na I think that -- you want to check at the 
White House -- but I think that there may well be a readout 
after the lunch at the White House. 


fe) Do you have anything new on these Syrian 
missiles that we were kicking around yesterday? 


A Nothing more than what Alan told you 
yesterday. 


0 How do you comment on the Warsaw Pact proposal 
of the non-aggression treaty and the offer to dissolve the 
Warsaw Pact if the West would abolish NATO? 


A We don't. We're not going to have any com- 
ment on that. 


0 Why? 

A Simply we're not going to comment on that. 

0 Not commenting now or ever? 

A I doubt that we will have any comment later, 


but we're certainly not commenting today. 














fe) John, do you see any difference between what 
they proposed today and what Mr. Gromyko had proposed at the 
U.N. last year? 


A Just not going to get into that, Bob. 


0 Any comment, John, on the comments by Rostow 
that forces who don't want an agreement with the Soviet 
Union are complicating personnel, etc., in his office? 


A No, I don't think so. Our arms control 
policy is the President's policy. The President sets that 
policy, and I don't think we would want to get into a 
question of debate within the Administration. Insofar as 
Mr. Rostow's remarks yesterday, I think he was expressing 
his own viewpoint, and I think we'd simply refer you to ACDA 
on that. 


0 DO you have any comments on the decision in 
Englewood, New Jersey, on the Libyans? 


A I think we -- Englewood, New Jersey, the 
Libyan -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Nothing further. 


A Nothing beyond -- did you do something on it 
yesterday? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 

A Nothing beyond yesterday, I'm afraid. 

0 Yesterday the question came up, though, that 
the State Department was looking into how it -- what 
measures it could take under the Foreign Missions Act. 


Could you give us some timetable on that? 


a I don't think that has been taken any 
further. Still looking into it. 


0 Do you have anything on Mr. Draper's progress 
or lack of? ; 


2, Mr. Draper is in Jerusalem talking with -- I 
think he probably will talk with the Israeli Foreign 
Minister today and other Israeli officials. 











Beyond that, I don't have any readout for you, 
Bernie, on how that's proceeding. 


e) What can you tell us about Mr. Habib's 
movements? 


A Mr. Habib came in to town last night. I saw 
a story somewhere saying that he was summoned, and it 
Suggested there was a sense of crisis or urgency about that. 
That's not true. 


I, myself, talked to Mr. Habib in Florida -- he 
was in Florida last week, as I was -- and he told me at that 
‘time that he was planning to come to Washington this week, 
so he's right on schedule. 


He would be here this week. It has always been 
scheduled that he would come back and talk about Lebanon and 
the Middle East, and that's exactly what he's doing with a 
number of officials in this building today. 


fe) Will he be returning within the week to the 
Middle East? 


A I don't really have anything on travel plans 
for you. I think if he were going, it would be unlikely 
that he would go this week -- I would think he would be in 
Washington for some time -- but I don't really have anything 
for you on his travel plans. 


fe) John, can you give us any information about 
this Soviet satellite of some sort that apparently is in 
some trouble? 


A Not really, Bob. Not at the moment. Don't 
have anything for you at the present on that. 

fe) Might you later today? 

A Let's just wait and see how things develop. 

fe) How do you assess so far the 


Lebanese-Israeli-American talks between Khaldah and Qiryat 
Shemona so far in the last couple of weeks. Tomorrow will 
be another meeting, I believe. 


A Another meeting would be scheduled tomorrow, 
yes. I don't think we're characterizing them or getting 
into the detail. Obviously, we were pleased that the 

















meetings have begun, and, obviously, we hope that they will 
come to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion. But, beyond ~ 
that, I don't think we're going to get into the detail of 
where they stand from hour-to-hour and day-to-day. 


0 On the Rostow story again, do you want him to 
quit? 


A No, no. It's not a questidn of any plans or 
any suggestions that Mr. Rostow is going to quit. You have 
seen the developments in the past few days where a nomina- 
tion is not going forward, but that has left Mr. Rostow's 
Situation unchanged so far as I'm aware. 


fe) As far as you know, why has the nomination 
not gone forward? 


A I don't know. I think you'd have to ask the 
White House on that. 


QO Is there any confirmation of the reported 
Katyusha rockets in south Lebanon? Do you have anything 
about it at all? 


A No. Don't have anything for you on that. 

@) Can you confirm such reports yourself? 

A I can't, no. 

6) John, can you take the question as to whether 


consideration is being given to applying the provisions of 
the Foreign Missions Act retroactively to the Libyan case in 
Englewood? 


A Why don't we take a look into that for you. 
Sure. 


0 Could you tell me if the Secretary would 
favor a hyper-inflation of the U.S. economy to bail out the 
bankrupt international financial system? 


A I'm sorry? Would favor -- 


fe) Would favor a hyper-inflationary hailout. 
The use is very much on the agenda right now, and in 1971 he 
and Volcker had a lot to do with the U.S. taking certain 
measures that were in a similar direction. Have you any -- 











A I'm afraid you have gone beyond my depth both 
in terms of economics and -- 


fe) Well, let me make it very simple. As Time 
magazine and a lot of other people -- 





A Well, you'll have to make it awful simple for 
me. 


fe) Excuse me -- are laying out right now, the 
international financial system is in pretty critical 
situation, and the obvious solution that's on the agenda 
from a number of bankers and the Soviets and so forth is 
that the United States economy should essentially take the 
brunt of that collapse and bail out the financial 
superstructure. 


I'm just wondering what the Secretary thinks about 
that. 


A I really don't know how he feels about it. 
fe) Can you find out? 


A I think that if he has something to say about 
it, he will say it in due course. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Here you got anything on Nicaragua, any reply 
to the Nicaraguan note yesterday? 


A No, no reply. 


0 Is the U.S. considering a modification of 
its insistence on a Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola as part of 
the independent settlement in Namibia, given the African 
states rejection of that proposal? 


A No, I don't know of any change in the U.S. 
position on the overall southern African regional situation. 
I'm sure there's been no change in our position in recent 
days or weeks. 


O Back on Navon's visit here to the States, can 


you clarify what is the accurate status of this visit 
because it's changing frequently? 


A There was some confusion about that yester- 
day, and I think one distinguished newspaper continued to 
get it wrong today. It is an official visit, an official 
working visit. I think my colleague make that clear yester- 
day, but avparently in one of the papers this morning that 
continued to be incorrectly stated. 


@) What significance do you have to this visit, 
Or do you put on this visit of Mr. Navon? 


A I think that it has been adequately explained 
in recent days. I think that, as I say, you may get some 
statements at the end of the visit after lunch and a 
readout, and I would wait for any characterization of the 
visit to come then. 


- 


0 Anything on the fighting in Tripoli? 


A Not in the sense of being able to confirm 
exactly what is going on. We've seen the press reports and 
they're conflicting, but obviously this underlines, I think, 
our view hat it is urgent that the PLO and Syrian and 
Israeli _.rces leave Lebanon, and that would be conducive to 
peace and stability there. So I would say that what we are 
seeing seems to underline the validity of that policy. 


0 Do you have anything on Poland today. 
Despite the suspension of martial law, some fifteen hundred 
people are still in prison on various political charaes? 


A Yes, I do have something on Poland. The 
United States Government is very concerned over the fact 
that thousands of Poles remain behind bars despite the for- 








mal end of martial law. 


As we have stated in the past, the key to solving 
Poland's deep-seeded political and economic problems is 
reconciliation, a goal.which is not achievable so long as 
people remain in prison for their political beliefs. 


e) Back on Tripoli, is the United States at all 
in any position to see to it that the fighting stops, or is 
the United States doing anything, is what I'm trying to say? 


A If you mean in a physical sense, I would 
think -- 


0 Are you in contact with the parties -- 


A I don't want to get into the back-and-forth, 
as we never do, on diplomatic exchanges, but I think 
obviously our overall policy and our overall framework of 
negotiations would be intended and destined to halt such violence. 


0 To help it? 


A Did I say "help?" JI thought I said "halt." 
Halt - h-a-l-t. 


0 There are reports that the Village League 
heads in the West Bank that were reappointed by the Israeli 
occupying authorities are asking for arms from the Israeli 
Government in order to defend the West Rank and establish 
militias there. What are your comments on that. Can you 
give us some information on that -- 


A No, don't have any information to give you. 
Sorry. 


fe) Does the U. S. have any comment on the South 
African proposals of a constitutional reform where blacks, 
who are seventy percent of the population, will still be 
left out of the political -- 


A I do. The decision of the Colored Labor 
Party of South Africa to consider the South African 
Government's extension of a national political franchise to 
the so-called colored community is indicative of a larger 
process of change going on in South Africa. 


While we fully recognize that the current propo- 
sals for reform do not address the fundamental question of 
national political rights for the seventy-two percent of 
South Africans who are black, a process of change is under 
way and we support it. The United States has no political 
blueprint to prescribe for South Africa's unsettled politi- 




















cal agenda. 


Our position reflects our strongly-held belief 
that South Africa's future is for South Africans of all 
races to decide. In the context of our policy of construc- 
tive engagement, we have said simply that advocates of 
peaceful evolutionary change in South Africa, away from 
apartheid and toward a system of government by consent of 
the governed, can look to the United States for encourage- 
ment and support. 


We view developments in the so-called colored con- 
munity and the reform process generally in this context. 


0 Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


0 I have another technical question. The 
London International Press Institute at year's end always 
comes up with a rating of nations regardina freedom of the 
press. The United States has been on. the neaative side for 
quite a long time. They stated that freedom of the press in 
this country has further declined. 


I personally add here, I'm a foreign correspondent 


A Is this a question or a statement? 


0 It is a question. The Government press 
policy, accreditation process and so forth has been 
deteriorating also; I personally can say I have been 
attacked by a security guard. My leg has been broken. The 
FBI contacted my foreign and domestic clients. 


A So the question is -- 


0 My question is, what can or what will this 
Department do to stop this? The Secret Service has informed 
me that they were informed from the Security Office here in 
the State Department that I'm a criminal. What kind of 
thing this is -- 


A I'm not aware of all this, but I'll be aqlad 
to look into it. 


0 Could you please check in. My White House 
pass has been lifted, and the Secret Service has informed me 
that now the second time your Security Office here has been 
sheding a negative light on my activity. I don't see 





anything why I should stand for it. 


A I'm personally unaware of this. I'll be glad 
to take a look at it. 


8) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I just have a little housekeepina 
announcement, or piece of information really, for those who plan 
to cover the China portion of Secretary Shultz' Asian trip. 

They really should look at a fact sheet which is available in 
the Press Office and which is aqoing to ask those who expect to 
be in China, either on the plane or traveling commercially, to 
provide certain information about where you'll be applying for 
visas, dates of birth, and the kind of material that the 
Chinese authorities are going to need from anybody who wants 
to go to China. 


If you need any additional help or information, that 
can come either from ¥en Railes in the Fast Asian Press 
Office. He is in room 5319, and I quess he's on extension 
21928. He will be the princival contact regarding the 
requirements outlined in this Fact Sheet, or also from our own 
Carolyn Johnson in the Press Office. 





That's all I have on -- 


0 John, the President spoke rather briefly on the 
Warsaw Pact non-agqqression matter last niqht. Maybe he wasn't 
prepared. Are you prepared to amplify the response? 


A As the President said last night, we will con- 
sider this proposal in consultation with our Allies. Peace 
with justice must always be this nation's highest priority. 

We are, and will continue to be, recentive to ideas which 

would genuinely promote peace and peaceful settlements of 
disputes. In our discussions with our Allies, we will consider 
whether this is such a proposal. 





At their Summit in Bonn last year, the leaders of 
the NATO countries pledged that none of NATO's weapons would 
ever be used except in response to aggression. The President 
has underscored this on a number of occasions. Indeed, the 
principle of non-aggression is a key provision of the TIN 
Charter to which we and our NATO Allies have long subscribed. 
At first glance, this proposal does not seem to represent 
anything new. But as the President said, we will look at it. 
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We learned from bitter experience hetween the two 
World Wars that simple declarations of peaceful intent are not 
enough. What we need are concrete results, which not only 
reduce the danger of war, but which contribute to an 
atmosphere of increased trust. "o this end, the proposals 
that we have made in the Geneva and the Vienna negotiations on 
both nuclear and conventional forces are designed to achieve 
genuine, substantial cuts in the arsenals of hoth sides, as 
well as measures to enhance mutual confidence. 


8) What concrete examples or steps would you like 
to see the Fast Rloc take, so it would be more than a 
declaration? 

A I don't want to go beyond what President Reaaan 


said, but in addition to the arms proposals the President has 
on the table, the President has proposed a number of 
confidence-building measures, and it seems to me there are 
various areas in which they could react swiftly to the 
President's various initiatives. 


0 Could you make a copy of that statement 
available to us after the briefing? 

A Surely. 

0 So would you say that this appears more to be 


perhaps a political ploy for support in Western Furopve for 
their arms negotiating positions, or a serious -- 


A I don't think, Mike, we really want to charac- 
terize it beyond what we've said here. As the President 
said, we'll look at it. But at first blush, there does not seem 
to be anything new in it; but we're always ready to look at 


@) Do you have anything there on any of the other 
proposals in that lenathy document? 


A No. 


Q Herr Vogel, who is the Social Democratic Party 
candidate for Chancellor of Germanv, said this morning at a 
breakfast that he thought that the proposal was a step in the 
right direction. Do you know if that is on the agenda for 
his discussion with Secretary Shultz? 


A I don't know what they will discuss. 


0 Are you going to have a readout of those 
discussions? 




















A I doubt it. We would not ordinarily do so on 
that kind of a meeting, between the Secretarv and a visitina 
opposition leader. 


0 Ordinarily, would you discuss that sort of 
subject with an opposition leader? 


A I really wouldn't presume to indicate what 
might be on the agenda or not. 


@) John, on the subject of Nicaragua, there is a 
report that a general has met with the Vice-Minister of 
Defense of Nicaragua. 


A Right. 
‘@) What is your comment on that? 
A I'm, basically, going to have to refer you to 


the Pentagon on that for the specifics on the visit, but our 
understanding is that this is an orientation trip which 
includes visits to Panama, Fl Salvador, and Honduras. [ft is 
General Odom's first visit to Lati:: America, with the primary 
purpose being consultation with U.S. Government officials at 
the U.S. Southern Command in Panama and in U.S. Embassies 

of the region. 


It is not a new initiative in connection with Nicaraqua. 
The General is not carrying any special diplomatic messaaqe, 
and it is not a response to the Nicaraquan note, 


0 How has he been received? 

9 Is there any response to the Nicaraquan note? 
A No. 

0 Also, at the Pentaaon there was a report -- I 


think at the briefing at the Pentagon, the briefer said that 
the General was in Nicaragua in response to an invitation by 
a personal friend, Ambassador Negroponte; but Ambassador 
Negroponte is to Honduras, not Nicaragua. Could vou clear 
that up? 


A I don't know of which Ambassador he may be a 
personal friend. 


0 In Suriname, on the exchange of diplomats, do 
you see any Cuban role in the worsening of relations hetween 
the United States and Suriname? 











A No, I don't think we have any comment on that. 

0 No you have anything on the SA-5 missiles 
going into Syria? 

A No, nothing beyond what we qave you two davs 
aqo. 

0 Do you have anything on the reports of Israeli 


troops and artillery moving back into South Lebanon? 


aN Well, we have seen those revorts. We don't 
have any independent confirmation of them. We would note, 
however, that if there are such movements, they would 
underscore the urgency for securing a withdrawal of PLO, 
Syrian, and Israeli forces from Lebanon. When such armed 
units are juxtaposed in the way that they are in parts of 
Lebanon, there obviously is a continuing and serious risk of 
further violence and bloodshed. But we don't have any con- 
firmation on the accuracy of the reports. 


2) John, there is a report from The Hague that 
the Common Market will raise farm prices 4.4% next year. 
That's less than half of what they had planned. This is sun- 
posed to be an appeasement to United States criticisms. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A I really don't, Peter. I think probably 
Commerce might be a better place to look for an answer. 


‘o Can you tell us anything about the status of 
the talks between the FC and the Il!Inited States following 
the meetings in -- 


A No, not bevond -- I can't really qive much 
more light heyond the press conference at which the series of 
moves was outlined. 


0 John, to ao hack to the Warsaw Pact statement. 
If at first blush, this doesn't appear to be anything new, to 
what do you attribute the Warsaw Pact's desire to make such a 
statement at this point? 


A I don't think we should get into their motiva- 
tion. As you know, there have been some statements emanating 
from that side in recent days, and T think we simply want to 
look at them without getting into a sort of hour-to-hour, 
day-to-day dialoque. 
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The President's position is plain, that we will 
look at whatever serious suggestions are made by the other 
side, and certainly in the area of arms control, he has said 
that we will look seriously at any serious proposals. Having 
said that, we have what we think is a good proposal out 
there. We have taken the initiative -- we are not stallina. 
And I think we are just not aoing to respond hour by hour, 


day by day. 


a) John, given the statements on both sides in 
the last 48 hours, including Reaqan's comments last night, do 
you think we are any closer to a Summit meetina with the 


Soviets? 


A I think the President really addressed that 
last night -- his position. I think it has been fairly 
constant. The United States clearly has interest in a Summit 
meeting, but it has to be well prepared. There has to be 
something to discuss and talk about. I don't want to 
paraphrase the President, but I think that was the aist of 


what he said last night. 


-- MORF -- 

















0 The Supreme Commander of NATO, General 
Rogers, has qiven an interview and mentioned that he doubts 
the willingness of the Finnish army to protect and defend 
the neutralitv of the country in case the Soviet troops 
cross the country on their way to Norway, and the Finnish 
Government has strongly opposed that view. 


What is your comment on General Rogers' -- 


A I think we have some guidance that either was 
used or was available in the Press Office a day or two ago, 
and if you want to check with the Press Office, you can qet 
that from them. 


But, as General Rogers himself said -- of course, 
he was expressing a personal viewpoint, he was not purporting 
to be a spokesman for the United States Government -- but 


I'd refer you to the careful language of that guidance in 
the Press Office. 


0 John, do you have anything to say at this 
point on the satellite, Cosmos 1402? 


A Yes. On the basis of our present infor- 
mation, at the present orbital inclination of this satellite 
there is a 70 pnercent chance that it will fall into the 
ocean. 


If the present satellite behaves like the one that 
fell in 1978, nuclear fuel will burn up in the upper 
atmosvhere, and the only hazard wil! be from the few 
radioactive pieces that strike the ground. 


Nonetheless, the United States Government is 
placing its nuclear emeraency search team on standby. This 
team has the capability to fly anywhere in the United States 
with self-sufficient equipment to locate and clean up 
debris. 


The United States will offer help to foreign 
nations to locate and clean up debris, should that be 
necessary. 


0 Any chanae today, John, in the estimate by 
NORAD of when re-entry might take place? 


A No. There isn't. We have seen some 
suggestion out of Moscow that the satellite will not come 
down; and, of course, that would be a happy development if 














it does not. But our information is the same as yesterday, 
and we are talking to the Soviet authorities about this. 


‘@) Who initiated that exchange, John? Did the 
Soviet Union aive you a warnina, or whatever, that that 
thing was in a decaying orbit and would fall? 


A I think that our discussions with the Soviets 
are going forward today, but I don't want to get into where 
they're taking place or the exact timeframe. 


e) Is there any kind of an agreement that 
governs those talks, or -- 


A No. Don't misunderstand me. This is not a 
negotiation. They say it may not come down. Our infor- 
mation is different. We want to talk about that with then, 
and, of course, we want to make known our concerns in this 
area. 


‘2 Did you have to notify them that you wanted 
to talk about it, or you've received some kind of a -- 


A We are in the process of discussing this with 
them. 


0 Has there been any preliminary discussion 
with them on the circumstances, John? In other words, have 
they told you that they've had an engine failure in the 
booster stage? 


is Not to my knowledae. 

‘@) Do you know in what ocean of the world it miaht 
come down? 

A No. 

0 Are part of the discussions that you hope to 


get going today, or that are going forward today, going to 
deal with what happens to it if the U.S. does pick it up? 


I assume the U.S. would be very interested in 
cleaning up the debris, but is that an issue as to what hap- 
pens to the parts? 


A I think you're kind of jumping ahead of the 
game, Ralph. TI think that we're going to undertake those 











discussions and find out exactly what their thinking is 
about the trajectory and the ultimate outcome. 


I think that would be the area of discussion that 
would be undertaken -- 


@) Is there a treaty or something that deals 
with that kind of a question? 


A Now you're going beyond my institutional and 
international constitutional expertise, I'm afraid. 


0 Where are these discussions taking place? 


A Why don't we just confine my statement to the 
fact that we are in touch with them through regular dinloma- 
tic channels. 


@) Rack on Finland, please. Does the State 
Department consider Finland to be a neutral country, and do 
you consider it appropriate for an American NATO Commander to 
make such types of declarations about Finnish defense capa- 
bilities as he's done? 


A I think both those points are really covered 
in the guidance which we will be able to offer you from the 
Press Office. 


0 Can you just answer whether you consider 
Finland to be a neutral country? 


A IT think you'll find that is taken care of in 
that guidance, and I'd like to use the specific lanauaqe 
that we did rather than recast it. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the indictment of 
three businessmen, one Canadian and two Americans, for 
trying to send machine parts to the Soviet Union for their 
Kamal truck plant? 


A No. 


2) Do you have any comment on reports that the 
Syrian Chief of Staff is in the States and having meetinas 
with Americans and Israelis? 


A No. I don't. I don't know anything about 
it. 

















0 I may have missed something, but on Suriname, 
have you confirmed that Suriname has expelled a couple of 
American diplomats? 


A Yes. We certainly have that quidance 
aveilable in the Press Office. 


0 Anything today on Habib's plans more than 
what the President said yesterday? 


A Not really, beyond what the President said. 
As the President said, he will be going back to the area 
within the next several days. That's about it. He'll he 
having further discussions here in Washinaton and then 
heading out there. 


0 John, can you say whether he'll be back in 
time for the resumption of talks on Monday? I mean, is that 
in the next several days or -- 


A T can't pinpoint just when he will go, but I 
think it will probably be unlikely that Mr. Habib would he 
involved in those talks. Of course, Ambassador Draper is 
our representative, and I think he'd want -- 


0 Yes, but you've said that Habib would par- 
ticipate from time to time. 

A Well, particinate in the process, but I'm not 
sure -- in fact, I probably am sure that Ambassador Habib 


would not be involved in the svoecific discussions that are 
going on. 


9) Do you think he will not be involved in the 


A I would not expect him to he directly 
involved in those discussions that Ambassador Draper has 
been conducting with Lebanese and Israeli officials. 


0 Do you have any comment on the statement 
issued by Foreign Relations Chairman Percy concerning the 
talks between Lebanon and Israel? 


A No. I'm afraid I don't. 


0 When you say there's no response yet to the 
Nicaraguan protest note of a few days ago, is there such a 
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response being worked up, or is there something going to be 
drafted? 


A I'm sure the note is being considered and 
analyzed right now. 


0 But you won't say whether there will be a 
response. 

A No. I can't give you anything on that. 

0 John, Ambassador Habib will be back for the 
President's plan with -- you know, the peace proposal, the 


peace initiative -- 


A Don't let me -- I hope I haven't misled you. 
Ambassador Habib is the President's special representative 
and will go back and will be involved in the broad question 
of moving the President's Middle East peace initiative for- 
ward, and will also be involved on the Lebanon front. 


But what I was suggesting was that I thought it 
was probably unlikely that Ambassador Habib would enter the 
specific talks that have been going on between the Lebanese 
and the Israelis, at which Ambassador Draper has heen repre- 
senting the United States. 


0 Is Mr. Habib going to visit more than one 
capital in the Middle Fast? 


A I don't know. 

0 Another shuttle? I mean, another shuttle 
trip? 

A I don't know at this stage. As I say, he'll 
have further discussions -- I think he saw the Secretary of 
State today -- and will have further discussions in 


Washington, and I would think that when those discussions 
are complete, then we'd have a better idea cf his itinerary 
and departure date. 


0 Can you tell us if there is 2:y link between 
the Lebanese-Tsraeli talks and the broader peace process? 


A No. As we have said consistently, we expect 
those to go forward independently. We have always said that 
the one does not wait for the other, and that we continue to 
move and attempt to make progress on both questions 
Simultaneously. 
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Obviously, the problems that we have encountered 
in Lebanon -- that everybody has encountered in Lebanon -- 
have taken longer to resolve than everybody had hoped, and 
also just as obviously there is enthusiasm for getting a 
resolution as quickly as possible of the Lebanese problem. 
But that doesn't halt the Middle Fast initiative. 


8) Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHFS: Good afternoon. I do have an announce- 
ment on Guatemala. 


After extended consultations with the Congress and 
analysis of the situation in Guatemala, the Department has 
decided to permit the cash sale to the Government of 
Guatemala of previously requested spare parts and safety-of- 
flight items under the Foreign Military Sales Program. This 
decision has been communicated to the Government of 
Guatemala by our Ambassador to that country. 


This decision on specific FMS items is part of a 
broader relationship which includes the disbursement of some 
$10 million dollars in economic support funds already made 
available under that portion of the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative which passed Congress during the past session. 
This assistance addresses th pressing economic difficulties 
which the Government of Guatemala shares with its other 
regional neighbors. 


The potential sales which could result from this 
decision would constitute the first such FMS sales to the 
Government of Guatemala since the late 1970s, except for 
$15,000 in FMS training. The decision was made in light of 
human rights improvements which have taken place in 
Guatemala since the Rios Montt Government came to power in 
March of 1982. 


In this regard, while we want to see further 
progress in Guatemala in promoting respect for human rights, 
President Rios Montt has taken significant steps in this 
area. Progress has been made. 


Similarly, we look forward to the continuing de- 
velopment of the democratic process. Since General Rios Montt 
assumed power on March 23 of last year, political violence 
in the cities has declined dramatically; recently there are 
indications that the level of violence in the countryside 
has declined as well; villagers have been provided food and 
medical supplies along with the means to defend themselves; 
plans are underway for the election of a constituent 
assembly; the Indian population is increasingly par- 
ticipating in the country's political process; and President 
Rios Montt has been attacking corruption within the 
government. 

















The government has declared its desire to 
cooperate with independent human rights groups and United 
Nations agencies, and has permitted a number of private 
groups to visit the country. 


These are steps which we feel should be recognized 
and encouraged. 


QO Copies? 

A Surely. 

Q How much are the gales worth? 
A 


The total, and I could make this list 
available, is about $6,300,000. It's about larger-items in 
that list a million dollars for spare parts for UH-1H 
helicopters; about $1,350,000 for the inspection and repair 
of three helicopters; about $260,000 for the overhaul of 
three helicopter engines; about $2.9 million dollars for 
radio equipment; and after that the amounts get -- about 
half a million dollars for earth-moving equipment, and after 
that the items get progressively smaller. 


re) Could we get that list? 
A Sure, we'll make that list available. 


Q Why do you say the Department has decided? 
Is this not a decision that would have to be made by the 
President? 


A No, I think it is -- I can give you a little 
elaboration on that, I think. 


I may have to go back and do a little homework on 
that, but I think, basically, as you know, there's been con- 
sultation with Congress, but basically it is the Secretary's 
decision. 


0 These are all government-to-government sales; 
right? 

A Yes. 

e) Is this sale expected to have any impact on 


any restrictions on private sales? I don't know what the 
restrictions on private munitions sales to Guatemala are. 


A Neither do I. 


Q Does this mean that the Department has inde- 
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pendently investigated the reports of massacres by the 
Guatemalan military and found them blameless? 


A I think what it means is that the Department 
is satisfied that there is progress in the right direction. 
As I already said, we want to see more progress, but the 
Department thinks that the progress that has been made 
should be rewarded, remarked upon and that this is an incen- 
tive for further movement in the right direction. 


0 Has there been an Embassy investigation of 
these reports of military involvement in the massacres in 
some of the villages? 


A Can't answer that specific question, but, as 
I say, the Department is satisfied overall. 


On the response to Don's specific question, the appropriate 
legislation is the Arms Export Control Act, and the 
Secretary of State is assigned responsibility for decisions 
of this type. 


0 Does this decision, and what you've said 
about the broader relationship -- whatever the words were -- 
presage a much larger program of the United States military 
assistance to Guatemala in the future? Do you see it likely 
developing into something. a good deal bigger than this one 
sale? , 


A We are talking specifically about these items 
which I listed today. I think if there were to be further 
requests, they would be considered on a case-by-case basis. 


0 But as you pointed out, there has been no 
sale of this kind for a number of years. 


A That's right. 


¢) And you're saying you see progress in the 
right direction? 


A That's right. 


Q It seems to me it sort of suggests that this 
is the beginning of a new phase in the relationship. Is that 
the way you see it? 


A I think we're going to stand on the language 
we've offered you. We see progress. We look for more 
progress. We have before us at the moment this decision, 
and we've made this decision. It's kind of hypothetical to 


0 Do you have any other decisions under study 
about further aid to Guatemala? 











A To Guatemala? 

0 Yes. 

A Not to my knowledge. 

0 Other than that list, have you got something 


else that's been submitted by that government for military 
assistance? 


A Not to my knowledge. 

0 Arms, ammunition? 

A Not to my knowledge. " 

Q Any U.S. military advisors or technicians? 


Will they be sent down to help any? 
A I have no knowledge of any such -- 
Q There is an item for inspection of helicop- 


ters and maintenance. Since it's under the FMS list, does 
that mean it's Pentagon people? 


A I have no knowledge of any such plans. 

@) If it's an FMS sale, it presumes, as I 
understand it, that the Pentagon handles the whole -- they 
become the sales agent. 

A I guess you would have to ask the Pentagon. 

0 But that is normal on something like this, 


that they do have people to supervise the -- 


A I don't know whether it's normal. These are 
very small amounts. And whether personnel would necessarily 
be involved or where this is going to take place, I can't 
answer that. 


Q T « cales are needed by Guatemala for 
internal reasons —. 2x Outside tensions? 

A Internal reasons. 

e) What is your assessement of those reasons -- 


what is your explanation of why they need these spare parts. 


xy I guess they have helicopters that don't fly, 
and they need parts for them. 


Q Why do they need the helicopters? 





A I guess that's part of their -- 
O Can you tell us about the insurgency? Does 
the United States believe that it's Cuban supported? 


A No. I can't go beyond what I've given you 
today. 


e) Since the government in the past has been 
engaged in rather bloody scorched-earth policy, what the 
President himself called "the scorched-communist policy," is 
the Department concerned that this reward is kind of a seal 
of approval on those past actions by the government? 


A No. I think the Department has made its 
position plain in the language we've used, that the 
situation in Guatemala, as in a number of countries, is not 
ideal, but we see movement in the right direction; and having 
carefully considered what has taken place, the positive 
developments that have taken place, the decision has been 
made to go with these rather limited items at this time. 


0 Is there any word about those past actions? 
Is there any comment about what has taken place that may 
have improved but at one point was something the Department 
may not have liked? 


4 I'm sure the Department has commented over a 
period of time, but I don't have a collection of those 
comments here today. P 


0 Are there any conditions to any of this? Is 
there any date upon which they're going to look at the 
Situation again? 


A No. As I say, this is a one-time decision, 
and should further requests be made they will be looked at 
on a case-by-case basis. 


@) You said that this decision is made following 
consultation with Congress. Can we assume that since you're 
going ahead with it you don't expect any opposition 
from Congress? 


A I think we should let Congressmen speak for 
themselves, but we nave gone ahead with the decision. 


@) When did Guatemala request these spare parts? 


A I think there were differing dates for 
various items. I think some of them were requested back in 
1979, Some of them were requested in 1981. The dates are 








on this list that we'll make available to you. 


@) I think you omitted the word "helicopters" in 
your opening statement. Are all the spare parts for the 
helicopters? 


A Spare parts, but there are other items on 
this list. There are flight uniforms; there are tools and 
shop equipment. 


9) But nothing for their jet fighters? 


A There are ejection capsules for the A-37B 
aircraft. I don't know what the A-37B is. I don't know 
what kind of aircraft it is. 


MR. ROMBERG: Prop aircraft. 
@) Twin engine? 


A I think I know what an ejection capsule is, 
but I'm not sure. 


0 In your human rights report issued about ele- 
ven months go, it was said that the monthly death toll in 
Guatemala was about 300 politically-motivated killings 
mostly non-combatants. Do you have a comparable figure for 
1982 against which we could judge whether there has been an 
actual decline in the number of killinas? 


ras I don't today. But I think that in due 
course we would be once again having a human rights report 
which would include that material. 


0 On a possibly related matter, do you have 
anything more to tell us about the visit of General Odom to 
Nicaragua and the Central American area, and what that's all 
about? 


A No, not beyond what we gave you yesterday. 


@) You said it was a kind of routine, lona- 
planned and all that. It's such an extraordinary thing to 
have a Pentagon General visiting Nicaragua. It doesn't seem 
to be completely routine. 


x Well, don't have any comment beyond what we 
offered you yesterday. I guess the Pentagon would be the 
place to go for anything further. 


0 You're not suggesting that the State 
Department doesn't have a good deal to do with something like 
that? 


A No. I'm suggesting what we suggested yester- 
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day, that it was a previously planned trip; that we were 
aware of it but you should not read into it any new ini- 
tiative. Maybe I answered the question before somebody 
asked it yesterday: It wasn't a specific response to the 
Nicaraguan note, and the General was not carrying any diplo- 
matic message. That was the wise word we offered you 
yesterday. 


0 What will Mr. Eagleburger be discussing with 
the Soviet Ambassador today? 


A I'm not able to get into that. The Soviet 
Ambassador is coming in this afternoon at 5:30, and will 
meet Mr. Eagleburger, but in the way of things we won't get 
into the subject. 


0 Who asked for the meeting? 


A Mr. Eagleburger asked for the meeting. 

@) Is this not related to the satellite? 

A It's not related to the satellite. 

e) Is Mr. Bessmertnykh or someone at that level 


coming in? 

A I think that Rick Burt has asked to see today 
a representative of the Soviet Embassy on the satellite 
matter. 


O Is it set then? 


A I don't know that it is set. I know that we 
have made the request. I'm not sure if a time is firm. 


0 There was some some talk that he might come 
last night. 


A He did not come last night. 


--MORE-- 




















0 John, can we have a filing break on 
Guatemala? 

A Sure. Filing break. 

0 John, I wonder, could you clarify, what was 


the nature of the ban on military sales? Somebody on the 
Hill, Congressman Barnes' assistant, told me that there was 
some sort of gentlemen's agreement between people on the 
Hill and the State Department prohibiting spare parts sales 
and so forth. 


A You're going back a little before my time, 
and I can't answer that question out of my own knowledge, 
but I'll be glad to look into it and see what the reason 
was. 


0 Any comment on the apparent insurrection in 
Salvador? 


A No. We're looking at that, Bernie. We don't 
know a great deal about it. We've seen Colonel Ochoa's 
public statement in reaction to his scheduled reassignment 
and his call for Defense Minister Garcia's removal from 
office. 


Obviously, we're trying to learn more about these 
developments and are watching closely as events unfold in Fl 
Salvador. At this point, to our knowledge, there have been 
no preemptive acts other than Colonel Ochoa's statement and 
his placement of the troops under his command on alert. 


0 New subject? 

A Yes. 

fe) Anything on the fighting in Tripoli today? 

A No. Nothing beyond the same position we've 
taken over the past several days in that this simply 
underscores, we think, the significance of our consistent 
policy that there ought to be the speediest withdrawal of PLO, 


Syrian and Israeli forces. 


Q There are reportedly 25,090 refugees who've 
left Tripoli in the last few days. 


Are we helping Lebanon in funding any relief for 


them? 





A I don't know the answer to that question. Be 
glad to take a look at it. I mean, there is a general 
program, but I'm not sure whether there's been a specific 
response to these 25,000 you cite. Be glad to take a look 
at it. 


a On the matter of troop withdrawal, will you 
agree with the assessments coming from Lebanon that the 
Lebanon-Israeli talks are deadlocked? 


A No. I think we would stand by the communique 
that was issued by the three parties yesterday, Jim, and not 
go beyond that, and not beyond the expression of our hope 
that these negotiations, discussions, move forward. 


9) Could you tell us when Ambassador Habib is 
going to join the talks? 


A I can't. He is still in Washington, and we 
expect him to continue his discussions. I don't think his 
firm departure date has been set, but, as I said yesterday, 
we would expect within the next several days. 


0 Back on El Salvador. Did you say that the 
U.S. Embassy is involved in negotiations between General 
Garcia and the Commander in Cabanas, given the Embassy's 
close relationship with this Commander in the past? 


A I can't answer that question. I just don't 
know. 


0 Do you have any analysis or impressions to 
convey now that the trip of President Navon is over? 


By No. Not beyond what you've already had. 
0 There are reports from Lebanon somewhere that 
there has been an attack on a bus in Lebanon by unknown 


individuals. 


Can you confirm that to us, and if you have any 
comments about it? 


A No. Sorry, I can't. An attack on a bus? 
0 Yes. 
A I think we've seen some reports, but I can't 


confirm that, no. I'm sorry. 
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Q Do you have any comments on statements by 
Senator Tsongas that the Syrian occupation is an obstacle on 


A No. I mean, our position is clear that the 
presence of all foreign forces in an obstacle to peace, but 
we don't have any specific response on Senator Tsongas' 
comments. 


9) Is there anything new on the satellite, John? 


A Not really, Bob, not beyond what I told you 
yesterday. We have been in touch and are in touch with 
other foreign governments, telling them that we've learned 
that the satellite is expected to make an uncontrolled re- 
entry. 


As I told you yesterday, the United States will 
offer help to foreign nations to locate and clean up debris, 
should that be necessary. 


I mentioned that Rick Burt is going to see, we 
expect, a Soviet Embassy representative this afternoon. I 
think that's about all that's really new. 


@) Do you have any idea more or less now from 
the technical people as to whether in fact, as the Soviets 
claim, it's under control or whether it is not? As you said 
yesterday, you thought it was not. 


A Our information and assessment is as it was 
yesterday, and I assume the Soviet position is the same. We 
hope they're right, but that doesn't tally with the 
viewpoint of our experts. 


e) This contact with other governments, is this 
a general thing with all other governments in the world, or 
is it those in our vicinity or what? 


A I think that is to countries that might 
suffer damage and/or casualties from the impact of this 
errant satellite. 


9) How do you figure out which ones that might 
be? 


A That's a very good question. (Laughter) 
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@) I mean, is this a worldwide -- 


A I honestly don't know which governments we've 
talked to, Don. 


0 Could vou find -out, if not specifically which 
ones, if it's a general thing all over the world or limited 
to this hemisphere or something? 


A Let me look into it and see how widespread it 
might be. 


0 The other day you made that long South 
African statement. What prompted you to make it then? 
Isn't that internal politics? And do you have anything else 
to add on the Namibian negotiations? 


A No. I think we made clear at the time that 
we, indeed, were not in any way interfering:with South 
Africa's internal affairs, and I think we made it plain on 
that occasion that these kinds of developments were for 
South Africans of all races for themselves to decide. 


But, having said that, this Administration has on 
numerous occasions offered its opposition to the apartheid 
policies in South Africa, and insofar as that action was 
a movement away from apartheid, we welcomed it. 


fe) By making the statement did you hope to pro- 
mote more social change? Is that the idea? 


~A It's not a question of promoting social 
change. It was simply a response on the development that we 
thought moved in a certain direction. 


9) John, there was a piece yesterday in The New 
York Times, Ov Ed, by an Israeli peace activist. You're 
familiar with it. I mean, he was arguing there that Israel 
is doing the work of the United States in selling arms to 
some of those Latin American, which he thought were 
oppressive regimes, and etc., etc. 








Can you make any comments on that? I mean, is 
Israel playing that role with U.S. approval? I mean, can 
you tell us something about that subject? 


A No. I really can't. I mean, I think there 
have been reports about some Israeli visits to the area, but 
I can't offer anything on it, and I don't have any comment 
on it. 
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QO May I please? What is the United States' 
position toward what President Navon said concerning the 
Israeli-Egyptian relations impact on the peace process 
now, and concerning that all the Israelis refused to accept 
their 1967 borders as the borders for Israel despite the 
Resolution 242 call? 


A I think we have made some comments from time 
to time on the relationship between Israel and Eqypt and 
specifically to problem areas, and I guess I'd refer you to 
the Press Office to go back and get the specific language on 
those instances. 


I don't think we would have anything beyond the 
statements made by the President and President Navon, and 
the amplification that was offered by a senior spokesman. 


9) There is a report this morning that quotes 
U.S. intelligence officials as saying that the SA-5 bases 
being built in Syria may be manned by Soviet troops, and 
that there are two sites identified so far -- Mount du Meyer 
and Homs north of Lebanon -- and that the sites are 
expected to be completed in four to six weeks. 


And the report goes on to say that if they are 
manned by Soviet technicians or troops, that further 
increases the delicate nature of the problem. 


Do you have any more on that? 


AL Not beyond what Alan offered you on that 
earlier in the week. We don't have anything new on the U.S. 
position on those SA-5s. 


0 John, can you give us anything on the 
Secretary's schedule over the next several days? 
Specifically his meeting on China tomorrow and whatever else 
he might be doing? 


A Yes. He's in town this weekend. He'll be in 
the office, as usual, tomorrow morning. He is having 
another one of his seminars. The subject of this one is 
China. 


The guests will include such people as Winston 
Lord, Richard Solomon, Michael Oksenberg, Lucian Pye, Doak 
Barnett, Dwight Perkins, Harold Brown, William Hyland, 
Robert Scalapino, Henry Kissinger, Jeffrey Gayner. 
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On the official side it will include the 
Secretary. He may not be in the session for the entire 
period. He usually is in and out of those session. 

It will also include Secretary Weinberger, either 
Or perhaps both Judge Clark and Bud McFarlane, Deputy 
Secretary Dam, Under Secretary Eagleburger, Assistant 
Secretary Wolfowitz, Stephen Bosworth, Gaston Sigur from the 
NSC, Richard Armitage, David Gries and Donald Gregg. 

0 David who? 

Gries. G-r-i-e-s. 
Is he a desk officer? 
I think he's the NIO officer for China. 


And the last one? 


r Oo FF O PY 


Donald Gregg. The Vice President's office. 

Q Follow up on yesterday, the new representative 
of Taiwan got to the United States. Would he be received by 
anybody here? Would he be able to meet with Secretary 
Shultz or Secretary Wolfowitz? 


A Did we have some guidance on that that was 
unused? Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Could you take it? 

A Yes. Be glad to. 

QO John, when did you say that seminar was? 

A Tomorrow. 

Q What does the Secretary nese to get from it? 

A As you know, he's had a number of such semi- 
nars, Don, spaced out at intervals, and I suppose this one 


is particularly appropriate, given his upcoming visit to the 
Far East. 


He had planned to have one on China, and I'm sure 
plans to have others. 
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QO Is he doing anything else over the weekend in 
terms of appearances or anything of that sort? 


A No. I don't think so. 
@) Is he going to watch the football game? 


A I don't know whether he'll watch the football 
game. It depends on how full his briefcase is, I guess. 


fe) You said extensive consultations on the 
Hill on this resumption of sales to Guatemala. Are you 
suggesting that Congressmen Barnes and Zablocki and the 
others have approved this? 


A No. I didn't say that. I said I think that 
the Congressmen should speak for themselves, that we would 
leave that to them, but we're satisfied with the decision 
that we're making and satisfied with those consultations. 


Q John, Assistant Secretary Enders was in 
Mexico City yesterday. 


A Right. 


0 Did he discuss or consult about possible 
future arms sales in the region? 


A He made a trip that had been planned for some 
time. It was intended to provide an opportunity to share 
views with the new leadership of the Government of Mexico. 


He's going to be there until today, I guess. He 
comes back, and then he will head for Haiti on Monday, 
return to Washington on Tuesday. I can't really give you 
much more on what he did in Mexico. 


fe) Why is he going to Haiti? 


AA I can't answer that one for you. He's coming 
back to make a speech. Anybody know what Enders is doing in 
Haiti? Be glad to look into it for you. 


0 Do we have a situation in El Salvador now 
where you have two groups of military units, both equipped 
with U.S. arms, which are in some sort of a standoff? 


A I don't know that you call it a standoff. As 
I say, it's breaking on the ground, and we don't know very 
much about it. 
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Q But are they both equipped with U.S. arms? 
4A I can't answer that. I don't know. 
@) John, do you have any progress to report on 


the formation of the Foreign Policy Development Council, 
Steve Bosworth -- 


A Steve Bosworth's -- I don't today. I know 
that he's working on it. I don't have anything for you on 


it, though. 
0 Okay. Thank you, John. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #6 


MONDAY, JANUARY 10, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I just have an 
addition to Secretary Shultz' Far Eastern trip. Secretary 
Shultz will participate in a conference with American Chiefs 
of Mission in the East Asia and Pacific region February 8 
and 9 in Hong Kong at the conclusion of his East Asian trip. 
This conference will be an opportunity for the Secretary to 
exchange views with our Ambassadors on global and regional 
foreign policy issues facing the Administration. 


0 It will be held where? 

A Hong Kong. 

0 Is that after Korea? 

A It's after Korea. He'll go from Korea to 


Hong Kong. He will attend the eigth and ninth. I think that 
Heads of Mission Conference, in fact, will go on a little 

after he's left, but he will leave on the tenth. I'm not quite 
sure what time. 


0 Is he heading straight back to Washington or 
going the Polar route? 

A Straight back is technically correct, but I 
think there's a stop. 

0 I mean, he's not planning a layover? 

4 Not to my knowledge. I think he's coming 


Straight back. 


0 Where does it stand with Ambassador Habib? 
When is he going back and where? 


A I think Ambassador Habib will be talking 
with the President and Secretary of State later in the day. 
I think we might have something for you on his travel plans 
after that. I think that will be early afternoon he's 
meeting with the President at the White House. 


0 Is he going to be seeing any members of the 
press? Will he have -- 








A I'm not sure whether he will say anything. 
If he does say anything, it will be, as always, fairly 
brief. I do not think the President will probably say 
anything after that. It's a very short meeting. I'm not 
sure Ambassador Habib will saying anything else. 


0 You're saying the announcement of his travel 
plans will come from the White House? 


A I'm not really saying that. I'm saying that 
after he's talked with the President, if there's an announce- 
ment on his travel plans, it will be forthcoming. I'm not 
quite sure how that will be. 


e) What time is he scheduled for the meeting 
with the President? 


A I think he's going over there early after- 
noon about 1:45. 


0 Do you have any comment on the story 
published today in the Washington Times? 





4 There are many stories published in the 
Washington Times. Which one are you -- 





@) The Middle East; Habib's mission; the talks 
there in Lebanon, the failure of any progress towards the 
withdrawal of the Israelis? 


My I think it isn't any secret that the 
Administration would have wished that resolution of the 
Lebanese problem had moved considerably faster than it has. 
Insofar as mention of specific individuals is concerned, I 
understand that Mr. Speakes, at the White House early this 
morning, spoke very vigorously in support of Mr. Veliotes and 
Ambassador Draper. Both have been doing an excellent job in 
our opinion, and obviously the Department of State is just 
as enthusiastic about the job they have done. 


0 There was a report also in the Washington 
Post that the American Marines stationed in Beirut are not 
allowed to have any direct contacts with the Israeli 
soldiers. Do you know anything about such an order and the 
reasons behind it? 





Ry I don't know what you mean by "direct 
contacts." You want to expand a little on that for me? 


0 It evolved from that story that any contacts 
between israeli and American officials should be made, 
according to the Marine officer who was quoted there, only 
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through diplomatic channels and not in direct conversation 
between Israeli officers and Marine officers. 


a It is absolutely true that Israeli forces 
have approached Marine positions near the Beirut airport 
several times in the last few days. We have expressed our 
concern to the Israeli Government, and have made it clear 
that the zone of deployment of the MNF is closed to all 
military forces other than those of Lebanon and the MNF. 


Obviously, this development underscores the urgent 
necessity to get on with the effort to negotiate the prompt 
withdrawal from Lebanon of Israeli and the other forces that 


we have mentioned -- PLO and Syrian. 
0 Can we have copies? 
nN Yes, sure. 
0 Is there any agreement, or was it agreed 


when the MNF was deployed that no other forces would be in 
those areas? 


A I think this statement makes it clear that 
that's our understanding. 


8) Is there any written agreement or 
understanding? 

My I can't answer that. 

0 I don't understand what you're talking 


about. Could you explain it a little bit? Did the Israeli 
forces do something they weren't supposed to do? 


A They approached, I think, on several occa- 
sions, and I would guess I would have to say challenged the 
Marines. 


0 How? 

nN By attempting to pass through the Marine 
lines. 

0 Was that against some kind of understanding 


between the Israeli and American Governments? 


A It's against the understanding that I've 
just read here concerning the zone of deployment. This is 
at the airport. 


0 What kind of representations have we made to 
the Israeli Government? Have we called in the Ambassador 








here? 


A Don't want to get into how it's been done, 
but we certainly have expressed our concern. 


) In the Post story they mentioned two speci- 
fic incidents. One was a lost Israeli patrol; one was they 
informed the Marines that there were going to be sweeps in 
the area. Are you saying there were other obvious incidents 
other than that, and can you be a little more specific -- 


A There certainly were an initial two. Have 
we gone beyond that, Alan? There are more than two? Last 
week there were two and apparently there have been more, but 
I can't give you the exact number. 


0 What did the Israelis say they were about to 
do, John? Did they tell the Marines there or their leaders as 
to what they were doing? 


74 Can we be any clearer? No? I'm afraid we 
cannot give you anymore than we have given you. 


0 You say last week there were two and now you 
say they have been more than two; does that mean that there 
have been some yesterday and today? 


A I was aware Of two, I think, on Friday. My 
colleague tells me that there are now a total that is more 
than two. I'm not sure when the other incidents took place. 


0 Can we get that? 
aN Let me take a look at that for you. 
0 Have they actually been considered 


threatening in any way? 


A I'm not sure that I would say they're 
threatening. Clearly, it is something we consider not help- 
ful and we don't wish them to continue. 


0 Is it something more than just the Israelis 
Saying, hey, we want to drive down this road; can we go past 
your checkpoint, or can you describe -- 


A Whatever the substance of discussion, our 
position is that they should not proceed beyond that 
checkpoint, and that's where we're standing. 


0 Have you received assurances from the 
Israelis that it won't happen again? 
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A Do not know what the Israeli response has 
been. Why don't we take a look at that for you, too. 


0 Do you believe these were on high-level 
Israeli orders? 


A I can't go beyond what I'm offering you; 
don't know. 


0 Can you tell us, you say that they were 
challenged. Can you be more specific about what you mean by 
"challenged?" 


A I think it is clear that if certain forces 
are assigned to certain areas and there is a clearly 
understood agreement, and other forces seek to pass through 
those checkpoints or through those lines, that is in the 
nature of a challenge, if both sides understand the lines of 
demarcation. Clearly, one unit is challenging the right of 
another. 


0 Do you know whether these meetings were at 
the same place, at the same checkpoint. 


A They were all at the airport area, but I do 
not know whether they were at the same checkpoint. 


0 Do you see this challenge as a challenge of 
political significance? 


A Not able to give you an interpretation of 
why these incidents have taken place. 


0 Speaking of expressing concern, has this 
Administration also expressed concern to the Soviets about 
the SAM 5 installations in Syria? 


A I'm not able to get into any interchange we 
may Or may not have had on that subject. 


0 I don't know if you really can do that or 
not. Can you tell us exactly what happened; were the Marines 
trying to push through and the Israelis simply stopped them? 


A Let me try and get a little more background 
for you on it. Let me see what I can do for you. 


@) On the same area, please. I was this 
morning told through a phone call to Jerusalem that some 
American Quaker/teachers in the American Friends community 
in Jerusalem in Ramallah were called to the Israeli military 
governors to ask them, or to make them, or to force them to 
Sign the loyalty pledge or something like that. 








———————— anne 


Can you tell us if the American Consulate there is 
aware of this, did they send somebody there with them, and what 
is your position, what is the Administration's position on 
such loyalty oaths? 


fe) Are you sure it's a loyalty oath question? 


4 Yes, yes. I was told that they asked them 
to come in order to renew their licenses, which would 
take the signing of the loyalty oath? 


A It's not a work permit issue. 


--MORE-- 
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fe) It wasn't a loyalty oath. It was an oath 
saying that they did not support the PLO. 


A I think it is a work permit issue. Yes, we 
are aware of that, we're looking at it. The situation is a 
little confused, so I think until we know a little more 
about it -- but we are talking to the Israelis about it. 


0 Can you tell us if there is any difference? 
Previously, after the Secretary spoke about this subject, 
Israel changed. They moved that section of the loyalty 
Oath as such -- 


A That was an academic freedom issue, yes. 


0 Right, and injected in the word "permit". 
That is the way we understand it. Do you see it as such, 
or do you see it as a different thing by now, or there 
is no loyalty oath at all any more. 


A Until we know a little more, that is why 
I am being vague -- well, I am being as helpful as I can, 
but not as decisive as perhaps you would like, because 
this is something we have to take a look at and see what 
the issue is here. 


0 When do you think we can have something 
about it, in your opinion? 


A As soon as it takes to clarify the issue. 


0 Back to the Syrian SAMs for a moment, do 
you have any update on that situation? 


A No. 


0 Can I go to my original question about 
direct contact between Marines and Israeli soldiers? 
Is there an order to the Marines not to engage in any 
conversations or discussions directly with Israeli 
forces? 


Mh That is why I actually followed up to see 
whether you were talking about these specific instances, 
and I don't know the answer to that question that you 
pose. 


What you are basically asking is, is there an 
order against conversation. Is that what you are asking? 


0 Let's call it against discussions. 











@) Fraternizing. 


A Fraternizing. Let me take a look at that. 
I just can't answer that question. 


e) Last May, the so-called Ditchley Bankers 
were formed, and since that time they have been engaging in 
what is clearly a cartel to control world credit, and they 
have been doing that quite openly. Now that happens to 
be against U.S. law, against the anti-trust laws of this 
country. 


They are now actively seeking to change those 
anti-trust laws in order that their international activity 
would not be illegal. I am wondering if there is a 
Department position on that yet. Has the Under Secretary 
for Economic Affairs -- 


A Not to my knowledge. 


fe) Could you look into that for me, please? 
A Sure. I will find out for you. 
e) Do you have any comment on the meeting of 


the Secretary with the Japanese Ambassador this morning? 
Was it to set up the trip of Mr. Nakasone, or what? 


A I think it was trip-related, but I honestly 
don't know. 


0 Do you have any comment on a column by 
Evans and Novak this morning in which they quote from 
a memo which was reportedly sent by the Secretary to 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick instructing her on her behavior 
in a debate on biological warfare, and specifically 
forbidding her to raise the Sverdlovsk incident, for 
example? 


x Insofar as the column seems to suggest that 
the United States and/or the State Department has been 
soft on the question of chemical or biological warfare 
violations by the Soviet Union, I think that is clearly 
inaccurate. 


The United States Government has forcefully 
condemned the illegal Soviet use of chemical weapons in 
the United Nations and elsewhere, and has made a major 
effort to call world attention to these Soviet violations. 


Secretary Shultz presented a detailed update on 
this subject to Congress and the UN in November. 
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A resolution introduced by Sweden in the recent 
UN General Assembly, and opposed by the Soviets, set in 
motion provisions to attempt to put teeth in the 1972 
Biological Weapons Convention. 


The United States Government strongly supported 
this resolution and sought to maximize the vote for it, 
and Ambassador Kirkpatrick was deeply involved in the 
implementation and the approval of this strategy. 


That resolution was adopted 124 for and 15 
against, with one abstaining. 


We are continuing to pursue the objective of 
strengthening the Biological Weapons Convention by working 
with Sweden and other countries to convene a meeting of 
states parties to the Convention. 


There were several other resolutions concerning 
chemical and biological weapons on the General Assembly 
agenda. Two of them dealt specifically with the illegal 
use Of such weapons by the Soviets and were adopted over 
Soviet opposition by sizable majorities. 


Addressing these resolutions which dealt with 
the "yellow rain" issue, the United States Deputy Perma- 
nent Representative to the UN, Ambassador Adelman, made 
a very forceful statement on December 8 and specifically 
focused on that issue of Soviet illegal use of chemical 
weapons. 


e) The question that I asked, in this 
memo that appears to have been leaked to Evans and Novak, 
dealt with biological warfare. Did the Secretary 
specifically order the Ambassador not to bring up the 
Sverdlovsk incident, for example? 


A I think we are going to stand on the 
language we have used here, in response to your query. 


I would be glad to chat with you a little bit 
about it afterwards. 


0 Okay, but while we are on the record, I 
would like to ask, was the thrust of the -- restricting 
this to biological warfare -- was the thrust of this 


column -- does it correctly sum up the memo which was 
sent, which was that the United States did not want to 
have an East-West confrontation over this issue at this 
time? 


A It is very difficult for us to get into 
the question of internal documents which may or may not 
have been illegally distributed and released. 
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) Do you have anything new on the satellite? 


A No. There isn't anything new today. As you 
know, Assistant Secretary Burt talked with the Soviet 
DCM last week, but beyond that there is no new development. 


) Can you tell us anything of their position? 
Did they stick to their position that it is not falling? 


A No. The United States expressed its concern 
and asked a number of questions, but I can't go beyond 
that. 


0 Any answer? 
A We will have to wait and see. 
0 Do you have any thoughts about the impasse 


between Colonel Ochoa and Defense Minister Garcia? Is the 
United States involved diplomatically or in any way as an 
intermediary between these two gentlemen? 


4 I don't have a great deal on that for you. 
We continue to regard this as basically an internal situ- 
ation to be resolved by the authorities in El Salvador. 


In a general sense, we obviously hope that these 
apparent internal dissensions do not detract from the 
reality that the key threat to progress in building demo- 
cratic institutions in El Salvador comes from the Marxist 
insurgents. 


We hope for a peaceful outcome. 


0 Was any consensus reached on the China 
Seminar on Saturday? 


A You know, those seminars have traditionally 
been off the record. The Secretary has experts in from 
time to time on a variety of issues in a seminar-like 
atmosphere, and the rules of the game are that we don't 
discuss those seminars in order that they may be a very 
whole expression of opinion in the course of the dis- 
cussion, so I am afraid we don't have anything for you 
on that. 


0 If I can follow that up, there was a Washing- 
ton Post article which suggested that we are reassessing 
Our policy towards China. Can you say anything on that? 








A No, I can't. 


0 Do you have any comments on some remarks 
by Japan's Minister of Industry to the effect that he is 
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ll 
A No, I don't. 


e) Do you have any reaction to the Thatcher 
visit to the Falkland Islands? 


A Do we what? 


re) Any reaction to the Thatcher visit? 


A From the United States? No. On the visit 


by Mrs. Thatcher to the Falklands, no, we don't have any 
reaction. 


'@) You don't regard it as a provocation, or 
anything like that? 


A No, we have no comment on it. 


8) Do you have any more clarification on 
General Odom's visit to Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't, nothing beyond what we gave 
you last week. 


@) Has there been any new contacts with the 
Syrians concerning their SAMs? 


A Any U.S. contacts with the Syrians? 

0 Yes. 

A I am just not going to get any more into 
the question of that particular issue than Mr. Romberg 
did last week with you, I am afraid. 

@) Do you have anything on the China/Bank, 


China wanting to join the Asian Development Bank and 
supplant Taiwan? 


A Yes. China has expressed a desire to join 


the Bank. The United States and other Bank members are 
considering that request and hope to reach a position 
shortly. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 11, 1983, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon everybody. It's nice to 
see some familiar faces back that have been missing for a 
little while. 


Also, we have a group from Colgate University with 
us today. Glad to have you with us to initiate you into the 
mysteries of the State Department briefing procedures. 


Just an announcement up front. There will be a 
background briefing on the upcoming visit of Japanese Prime 
Minister Nakasone to be given by a senior Administration 
official, Friday, January 14, 10:30 a.m., in the White House 
Press Room. 


That's all I have for you, and a lean day. 


Q Can you explain to us what the situation is 
with Ambassador Starr, the negotiator in Vienna? Why has he 
been called back? 


A’ I really can't. That's an internal personnel 
matter. We're not going to have anything for you on that 
except to confirm that Ambassador Starr is in town. I think 
will be seeing Judge Clark on Wednesday. Beyond that -- 


¢) In other words, when you say it's 
"personnel," it's not for consultations on the negotiations; 
it is because of his career? 


A He is back for consultations, but it is also 
a personnel matter. 


fe) Does it have anything to do with his 
appropriation of money at the Embassy for personal use? 


4 I'm afraid we're going to stand on the state- 
ment we've made. 


0 Can you freelance a little bit on that? 
(Laughter. ) 











roy No. 


6) Is there consideration of replacing him as 
the Ambassador? 


A I'm going to stand on the language we've 
given you. I'm having a little difficulty making that 
clear, I know. 


8) The talks have been recessed for sometime. 
Has he been in Washington for sometime? 


A I can't answer that. I don't quite know when 
he came in. I don't know the answer to that. 


@) Will he be returning to his post? 


A I'm not going to go beyond what we've given 
you. 


@) Has Ambassador Okun been selected to replace 
him? 


A I'm not going to be able to get into any per- 
sonnel matters. 


) Would you be able to get into it within about 
three weeks? 


A Time will tell. 


8) Is Ambassador Okun's return here this week 
tied to this issue? 


A I'm not aware of what's happening to 
Ambassador Okun. 


e) He's returning here in a couple of days. 
A Is he? 
e) How about the lawsuit filed with respect to 


the picture "Missing?" 


A I don't really have anything for you on that. 
That's a civil action. I think the State Department has 
made rather exhaustive guidance available on that before, and 
the Press Office would be happy to make that available again 
today. It contains all the background, a rather exhaustive 
investigation that the State Department did make into this 
issue and refutes allegations that have been made over the 
months. So probably the simplest thing on that is to go 
back to that guidance. There's about three pages on it. 





0 Do you have anything in your book there about 
the flow of Soviet arms -- an increase in Soviet arms ship- 
ments into Cuba as reported by the AP? 


A Nothing for you right now on it. 
0 When might you have? 


A There might be something later, but there's 
nothing for you right now. 


e) Later today? 
A It's possible. 


0 Anything more on SA-5s that are reportedly 
being sent to Syria? 


A No. 


fe) Anything new on the challenge by the Israelis 
to the U.S. Marines in Lebanon? 


A Not beyond the later data we offered you 
yesterday. There have been no more incidents, to my 
knowledge. 


fe) Did you ever get a reply from the Israelis? 


A I'm not sure that we got a formal reply in 
the sense of a reply, but there certainly was diplomatic 
interchange. 


re) Do you have anything to say on the Time maga- 
zine story that if there is no progress in the talks on 
Lebanon you might call off Mr. Begin's visit here? 


A Nothing on that. As you know, Mr. Begin's 
visit here was brought to an abrupt halt because of the tra- 
gic circumstances in his family. I know of no date sche- 
duled for a returned visit. 


0 Could you confirm that there are discussions 
with the Israelis about having the visit sometime in the 
middle of February? 


A I don't know just what the state of nego- 
tiations is. As I say, I'm not aware of any date set. 


re) But you expect a visit to take place soon? 


My I don't know whether it'll take place soon. 





fe) Are you interested in having the visit soon? 


A It's not a question of being interested; it's 
a question of the parties involved rescheduling that date. 


0 So the problem is just a matter of schedule, 
not of interest? 


A I think the parties have to get together on 
it. 


0 Is the scheduling problem related at all to 
the developments on the Lebanon talks front? 


4 It's simply that no meeting is as yet sche- 
duled. I don't have anything beyond that for you. 


0 Is scheduling the substance, John? 


ay I don't know what the state of negotiation 
is, if any, between the parties. 


re) Is there a standing invitation? 


Ay I think at the time that Mr. Begin returned 
home, the President said that the visit would take place at 
a later time. I would like to go back to the language at 
that time. 


0 He's scheduled to be here later on in 
February or early February? Can you tell us -- 


A I don't know that we have ever talked about 
February, but I think there's been some speculation about 
February. 


0 Do you have anything on reports that the 
Saudis are not forthcoming in giving the green light to King 
Hussein? 


A No. 


Q Would you characterize the role of the 
Saudis? Can you say anything about their role? 


A I think that King Hussein, obviously, would 
be mindful of the views of other nations and other leaders 
in the Middle East. 


re) Is there anything specific you can say about 
the Saudi role itself? 








a No. 

0 Do you know whether Habib is going to Saudi 
Arabia? 

A I don't know of any plans for him to go to 


Saudi Arabia, but he is the President's special represen- 
tative in the Middle East. His principal assignment is 
Middle East peace and moving the President's initiative for- 
ward. I don't know of any plans that he has, but certainly 
I wouldn't rule out visits by him to any capital in the 
Middle East. 


@) Is it still the hope rather than the expec- 
tation that King Hussein might return to Washington sometime 
this month? 


A I don't know that anybody had talked specifi- 
cally about a visit to Washington this month by King 
Hussein. I think the visit that King Hussein had with the 
President was characterized by the President and by King 
Hussein as being one that moved the process forward. I 
think King Hussein has gone off to talk with various of his 
advisors and probably others involved in the overall Middle 
East process. We would wait to hear from him. 


8) There's no plan, there's nothing you know of 
for him to come back here before the end of this month? 


A There is nothing set for him to come back 
here before the end of this month. 


@) To follow that up, John, to what extent might 
that be conditional on the progress in the Lebanese 
discussions? 


a As you know, we have consistently said that 
the one does not depend on the other. The two processes are 
moving forward in a parallel manner. The movement on the 
Middle East does not have to wait for conclusion of the 
Situation in Lebanon. Having said that, obviously Lebanon 
is a complication, and the President has expressed his 
desire to get a resolution of the situation in Lebanon, and 
obviously a resolution would be helpful. That doesn't mean 
that it is holding up work on the overall Middle East peace 
initiative. That is going forward. 


e) On the subject of complications, do you have 
any reaction to the advertising campaign to attract people 
to the West Bank? 


A Yes, I think we do have something on that. 
The suggested action by the Israeli Government would be most 








unfortunate and counter-productive. The United States posi- 
tion is clear. Settlements are an obstacle to peace in the 


Middle East. 


We have previously noted our view that such 
settlement activity has a negative impact on hopes for early 
progress towards peace, stability and real security for 
Israel and its neighbors. 


--MORE-- 





e) Copy of that, John? 
A Surely. 
e) Are the settlements illegal? 


A I think the President has said, Jim, that 
they are not helpful. 


0 I know. Are they illegal? 


A I think we would stand on the President's 
language. 


0 John, the Israelis have advertised land on 
the West Bank in Israeli newspapers for some months now, 
trying to encourage people to buy land from private developers. 


Is this the first time you recall that you've 
addressed this particular issue? Not so much the issue of 
the settlements, but the private sale of land? 


A No. I think we've consistently said that 
anything that expands settlement activity on the West Bank 
is not helpful. 


0 John, on that subject, can you -- the 
President of Israel, when he was here last week at the 
National Press Club, answered a question in which he said 
the settlements were not an obstacle to Middle East peace. 
He used that language specifically. 


Was that question of what's an obstacle and what's 
not an obstacle discussed between the two presidents last 
week? 


A I don't know. 


0 John, on the previous question here, you're 
Saying that the Middle East broader peace does not have to 
wait for Lebanon. 


As far as we know, the Arabs are waiting for some 
progress in Lebanon and the settlements in order to really 
get involved in the broader peace. 


With this information, with information coming out 
of Jerusalem about the advertisement, and nothing is moving 
in Lebanon, I mean, can you tell us if the Arab point of 











view or the Arab's understanding, you're concerned because 
the Arab point of view is that -- 


A No. I don't believe there's really any 
contradiction in what I said, that Ambassador Habib and the 
Administration will pursue the overall Middle East peace 
initiative with vigor, and will continue to pursue that even 
though Lebanon is unresolved. Just as obviously it would be 
helpful to have a resolution of the Lebanese problem, and 
Ambassador Draper is pursuing that just as vigorcusly. But 
One is not going to wait for the one to take place before 
moving on the other. That action will continue. The one 
does not come to a halt because there has not been movement 
in Lebanon. 


0 Do you expect any progress with the peace? 


A Sure. We're working at it hour by hour, day 
by day. Of course. 


Q Isn't it more difficult, John, for King 
Hussein to come forward in the manner that the 
Administration would like him to, that there's no visible 
demonstration of troop withdrawals from Lebanon? 


oy I don't think we should speak for King 
Hussein. I think he has to speak for himself and say what 
makes it difficult for him to come forward and what makes it 
easy. 


As I said, obviously, resolution of the Lebanese 
problem would be helpful, but we're not at a standstill 
because that Lebanon situation has not been resolved. 


0 John, since the beginning of the war in 
Lebanon, how many times has there been contact between the 
Israeli forces and the Marines and the multinational forces 
in which you expressed your concern about these types of 
contacts which meets the point of challenge that you said 
yesterday? 


Can you brief us on this, or can you take the 
question and see how many times were there such violations 
Or attempts by Israelis to possibly undermine your efforts 
in bringing peace in Lebanon? 


a You're talking about the confrontations, or 
the challenges between the military? 





0 Yes. The confrontations. The confron- 
tation of the helicopters with the mission of the nego- 
tiations and other things? 


a I don't know. You'd have to go back and 
catalogue the various statements we've made. 


0 You? 


4 You would have to go back and catalogue the 
various statements we have made. (Laughter) 


Certainly there have been incidents and certainly 
we have comments on them. 


0 Besides your expressing this concern about 
this campaign of advertisement for the settlements in the 
West Bank, how much input from this office, the State 
Department, goes to the Congressional leadership who 
approved the increase in military aid and assistance, econo- 
mic assistance, to Israel in order to be able to have 
$150,000 extra for the campaign of advertisement to sell 
more settlements there? 


fy I don't think there's been any doubt about 
the State Department's position on aid to Israel. I think 
we've made that clear over the months, and I don't think 
there's been any question about this Administration's view 
of the settlements. 


I think there are many, many statements on record. 
The position hasn‘t changed. 


0 Do you have any comment on stories that the 
Administration is about to approve the licenses for the 
exportation of American technology, a composite technology 
for the Lavi fighter, the Israeli fighter? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 

0 Can you look into that? 

A Sure. 

0 Do you have anything about the personnel 


changes in the consultate in East Jerusalem? 


A No. 
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@) Anything at this point on whether the 
Administration sees any obstacles to recertification of aid 
to El Salvador? 


A No. I have nothing on Salvador recer- 
tification. 
0 Do you have any idea when the human rights 


report is to be issued? 
A It is due by the end of this month? 
e) But you don't know when it will be? 
A I don't know which date. 


2) John, do you have any comment at all on the 
non-aligned foreign ministers' meeting in Managua, or on the 
call by Mexico, Colombia, Panama and Venezuela for, I guess, 
bilateral negotiations between the United States and 
Nicaragua? 


A No. 


0 John, there are two South African stories in 
the Post today. 


Do you have any statements on a Mugabe criticism 
of our policy or on a Dirk Mudge decision to quit? 


a Not on Mr. Mugabe's remarks. I think 
Assistant Secretary Crocker is at that conference and 
responded yesterday. We will not go further than that. 


As to Mr. Mudge's situation, the United States, of 
course, does not recognize the political institutions 
established in Namibia after the unilateral elections held 
in December of 1978. 


We continue to regard Mr. Mudge as the leader of 
an internal political party, the Democratic Turnhalle 
Alliance. We do not believe that his resignation from the 
so-called internal government will affect the negotiations 
to achieve an internationally accepted independent Namibia. 
We remain committed to that process. 





il 


0 Any update on the status of the talks? 

A No. 

) There was a report this morning from the West 
Bank also of the closing of a school in Nablus by the 


Israeli authorities. Would you care to comment on that? 


A No. Don't have anything on that. 


0 You are aware of the report. 
A I've seen the report. 
0 John, in the past few days have you made any 


statement on the reconciliation between Iraq and Egypt? 


fy I haven't. There was a day when I skipped 
and Mr. Romberg may have made a statement. Did you do 
anything on that? 


0 Is there any statement? 
MR. ROMBERG: There may be something. 


A We'll have a look. I don't recall it, but 
we'll check for you. 


e) How about the Iragi statement on recognizing 
Israel, the one that Shamir said was only for propaganda? 
Do you have anything on that, too? 


A No. 

0 Do you want to? 

(Laughter) 

A Do I want to or -- 

re) Do you want to make a statement on it? 

A No. 

0 What about the Hussein-Arafat meeting? Do 


you have any response to -- 


A Nothing on it. Guess you'd have to ask them. 
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re) One last try. Have you heard from the Greek 
Government about the U.S. approval of the sale of the 
Phantoms from Egypt to Turkey? 


A No. 

@) Are you sure of that? 

A Yes. I'm sure. 

8) Because the U.S. Ambassador was called in to 


the Foreign Ministry yesterday. 


A Why don't we poke around and see what we can 
Find on that for you. Fair enough? 


0 Yes. 
fy One last question. 
@) Davar newspaper reported a couple of days ago 


that Israel is manufacturing and selling computers to the 
Soviet Union. Do you have any comment? 


A No. 

0 Anything on Cosmos? 

a No. No change. 

fe) Yesterday you said the Asian Development Bank 
is considering accepting China. Would that mean that Taiwan 


would automatically be expelled? 


A I think that we will meet that when we come 
to it. I'll just use the language we used yesterday. 


0 I didn't hear a word you said. Thanks a lot. 
(Laughter) 


) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry we're delayed 
a little bit this afternoon. I don't have any announce- 
ments, and I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, could you comment on some reports 
coming out of Jordan in which the Jordanian Government is 
reputed to have briefed a bunch of people on what the United 
States is prepared to do to make it easier for Jordan to 
enter the talks? 


A I can't comment in any detail, Jim. As you 
know, we don't discuss the substance of our diplomatic 
exchanges. I think you can take it as a given that the 
President told King Hussein of his commitment to pursue the 
positions that he set out in his September 1 initiative, and 
that he would support those positions energetically. 


0 And specifically on the settlements in which 
the President called for a freeze on September 1, how he is 
prepared to back that up? 


A I don't have any more detail on that question 
at this point. I think that the position on the settlements 
was laid out clearly by the President. We've articulated it 
from here and other forums in the government, and I don't 
have further detail at this point. 


re) Reports from Jordan said that the U.S. -=- or 
some American official said to King Hussein that the U.S. 
would be ready to act to shorten the transition period on 
the West Bank which, as we know, according to Camp David 
should be five years. 


A We're interested in beginning negotiations as 
soon as possible to establish a transitional regime which is 
called for in the Camp David framework. 


Once engaged, those negotiations should not take 
very long, given the previous three years of negotiations. 
Thereafter, the talks on final status and peace are to begin 
as soon as possible. In any event, no later than three 
years. The sooner the better in our view. 








The transitional period is set at five years in 
the Camp David framework. However, if a final peace 
agreement were achieved before that period expired, the par- 
ties might decide to implement it sooner. 


0 Would you recommend -- or has the U.S. said 
to Jordan that it's going to act in order to accelerate or 
to shorten the transitional period? 


A (a) In terms of what we've said or not said, 
I'm not going to go into the substance of our discussions. 
(b) In terms of what our position woul? be, I think I really 
would have to leave you with the thoug). I just gave you, 
that the parties might decide to implement it sooner, but I 
don't want to try and prescribe from this podium what our 
position might be in that circumstance. 


0 Is there a position? I mean, if they're 
ready to negotiate. 


A As I say, I don't want to try and prescribe 
from here what our position might be in that circumstance. 


@) Where's here? You keep saying “from here." 
From this podium. 


A From this podium. 


Q Well, is there a position not from this 
podium? 


A I don't intend to go into what we might do in 
a particular circumstance which might or might not occur in 
the future. 


0 Alan, among those reports coming from out 


there was one that the United States was going to impose an 
actual time limit on the talks themselves. 


A Again, I'm going to stick with what I've just 
said on this, Jim. I don't have anything to take us further 
on that. 


8) Do you have copies on that? 


A I think you're going to have to get it this 
afternoon. I don't think I can give you a copy of what I've 
just said. I'll have to get it once our transcript is done. 





Q Do you have any comment on the official state- 
ment attributed to Israeli Minister Sharon, saying that 
Israel is not ready to -- would reject any PLO participation 
whether covert or overt? 


A No. I think the issue of Palestinian repre- 
sentation is addressed in Camp David, and I don't have 
anything to take it beyond that at this point. 


Q Alan, do you have anything today on Prime 
Minister Begin's visit? There is some concern in Israel 
whether there is pressure being exerted. 


a No. I don't have anything to add to what 
John said yesterday on the subject. 


0 Still not scheduled? 

x I have nothing beyond what he said yesterday. 
Q Question on a different subject. 

A Well, let's stick with this subject. 


0 Just a clarification to what was said here 
yesteday. Could you just answer the clear question, is 
there any linkage between the timing of Mr. Begin's visit 
here and any progress on the Lebanese? 


A Again, I don't have John's words in front of 
me, but I'm going to have to stick with whatever he said on 
this yesterday. 


Q Any explanation for the quote attributed to 
Hussein that the Arab side has in effect seven weeks, and 
that there's something magical about the beginning of March 
and time runs out at that point? 


A I think you would have to ask King Hussein 
what he may have meant by that. 


0 No. But he put this within the context of 
American policy. 


A No. I'd stick with that. I think you'd have 
to ask him what he meant by that. 


Q Alan? 








A Still on the Middle East? 

Q Yeah. 

A Okay. Go ahead. 

Q I may have missed a transition here, but did 


the President state his position to Hussein in a new letter 
to the King? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into either the 
substance or to address the form of our diplomatic 
exchanges. I'm not going to get into the question of let- 
ters or non-letters or whatever. 


What I mentioned was that when -- particularly, of 
course, when they met, he reiterated his commitment. 


Q On Monday night a correspondent for our news 
service was arrested in Fl Salvador, detained, and then 
released and expelled from the country. His name is David 
Halgarve. 


I was wondering if the State PNepartment or the 
American Embassy in San Salvador registered any sentiments 
to the authorities there? 


A I think all I can give you is the following: 
I'm not aware of the exact circumstances, but two reporters 
-- David Halgarve, Pacifica Radio News, and a Swedish 
correspondent -- were briefly detained by Salvadoran army 
troops in San Vicente province on January 11 and were 
accused of maintaining contact with Salvadoran guerrillas. 


An American Consular Officer has since met with 
Halgarve, and we understand that both correspondents intend 
to leave El Salvador shortly, which I think you're con- 
firming here. 


But I don't have anything to take it beyond that. 


9) Another topic. You put out guidance last 
night on Tony Street's visit. But do you have any readout 
of his meeting with Secretary Shultz afterwards. And also, 
you mentioned the ANZUS partner. Will the other ANZUS 
partner now, New Zealand, be invited for unilateral talks? 


aN I don't have anything on a possible New 
Zealand visit, and I do not have a readout beyond what the 





guidance indicated. I mean, I think the guidance reflected 
indeed the general nature of the conversations and the 
topics that would have been covered in that, but I don't 
have a specific readout to give you on that. 


QO Could you take the first question, please? 
4 On New Zealand? 
@) Yeah. 


A I don't until we have something to announce. 
I would not intend to precipitately announce it. 


Q Alan, could you outline what was done 
regarding the UPI correspondent in Poland and what the sta- 
tus of that detention is at this point? 


A The status is, as I understand it, that Ms. 
Gruber has been released. The representations were made 
about getting access to her and seeking her early release, 
and so on and so forth -- explanation of what it was all 
about. 


I don't have a further update as to what the 
exchange may have been. I'm not sure that we could go into 
it in any case. But active efforts were made, but she's 
been released and we're very pleased with that. 


@) Is the U.S. going to pursue that at all at 
this point now that she has been released? 


A I can't tell you, Ralph. I don't know. 
Q These active efforts, who -- 
A Yes. The Embassy. Our Embassy in Warsaw. 


Q Do you see this as part of a campaign against 
foreign media here? 


A Do I see it as part of a campaign against 
foreign media there? Without knowing more facts, I don't 
think we're in a position to characterize it. 


Q In this thing about the talks of King Hussein 
here -- although you don't reveal any diplomatic correspondence 
or whatever it is -- is it fair to assume that you are -- 
the United States is waiting to hear or a move from the PLO 








on the PLO side in the way of recognizing 242 and 338 and 
Israel's right to exist in order to qualify to enter the 
peace negotiations? Is this the first thing that you are 
waiting for an answer from them? 


A I think those are separate issues. What we 
have talked about in terms of 242, 338, and recognizing 
Israel's right to exist is whether we would talk with the 
PLO. We have not addressed the question of PLO par- 
ticipation in the talks, particularly in those terms. 


As I say, I think that the accords provide for 
Palestinian representation. I would refer you to the 
accords. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on the meeting 


yesterday between the Secretary and the group of Jewish 
leaders, and why wasn't that meeting on his public schedule? 


A It was designed to be simply a continuation 
of an exchange that has gone on -- was, in fact, an exchange 
of views that has gone on before, and it wasn't on his sche- 
dule because it was in essence a private meeting. It was not 
a secret meeting, but it was a private meeting, and it would 
be up, in our judgment, to the private participants if they 
wanted it to be known that they were having such a meeting. 


The meeting was held at the Secretary's request to 
continue the dialogue that had been held before. 


e) Anything on the content of the discussion? 

A Excuse me? 

Q Anything on the subjects that were discussed? 
A No. I think you can assume that the various 


issues of interest in the Middle Fast were high on the 
agenda. 


QO (Inaudible) 


A Yeah. I know, John, sometimes they have and 
sometimes they haven't been -- 


0 (Inaudible) I mean, can we get a little 
clearer explanation of whether or not these things will be 
made public in the future? 
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A I suspect it will -- 
Q I mean, it is a matter of news interest. 
A I understand that. I also understand there 


was no lack of knowledge by the press that the meeting was 
taking place, so I don't think you were deprived. 


(Laughter) 


-- MORE -- 
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Q As a result of contacts yesterday in Moscow, 


~does the United States have any different view or any new 


information regarding the Soviet INF position, specifically 
the question of the dismantling of some SS-20s? 


A That, I think, came out of reports of a talk 
between the Soviet leadership and Congressman Lantos, or a 
Soviet representative. 


The issue of destroying missiles is an issue we 
will be pursuing with Soviet negotiators in Geneva. It 
appears that perhaps they may be recognizing the merit of 
our position that longer-range land-based INF missiles 
should be destroyed and not merely withdrawn. We, of 
course, have proposed to eliminate all U.S. and Soviet 
missiles of this class, but that's as far as I think I could 
take our appreciation of what their position is at this 
point. 


Q Do you have any reading on the Vogel meeting 
with Andropov? 


A We haven't seen details and can't offer spe- 
cific comment, but the U.S. remains ready to consider all 
serious Soviet proposals and looks forward to hearing any 
new elements of a Soviet position. We will, of course, be 
meeting directly with the Soviet negotiators in Geneva 
January 27 when the talks resume. 


As we have made, I think, very clear, the U.S. and 
our Allies remain convinced that the zero/zero proposal and 
the total elimination of this class of weapons offers the 
best and most equitable arms control solution. 


0 You said that 242 and 338, et cetera, are 
separate issues as you have -- 


A I said that we addressed that in the context 
of our dealings with talks with the PLO. 


Q What I'm actually asking, President Mubarak 
has been repeatedly calling on the PLO and Jordan to do 
that. Are you in touch with -- is the Administration 
bringing other Middle Eastern governments up to date 
on where things are right now, that maybe this is not 
exactly what is going on at this precise moment in the 
Middle East? 


A I'm not sure I follow the question. Let me 
just address it this way. We certainly have an on-going 
dialogue with a variety of different governments in the 
region about the important issues with which we are all con- 
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cerned. I don't want to get into specifics, but I think 
that you can assume that dialogue, as I say, is indeed an 
on-going one, but I don't have some sort of readout to give 
you on any specific conversations or where we might have 
discussed specific issues. 


Q I know what you're saying; it's fine. But 
President Mubarak this morning again called for Jordan and 
the PLO to recognize Israel, 242, and I'm trying to find out 


A Fine. 


@) That's fine, okay, but you said that these 
are separate issues, as you consider them now. 


A We have addressed -- I'm repeating myself -- 
we have addressed the question which was raised before about 
the PLO recognizing Israel's right to exist and accepting 
U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 in the context 
of our dealings with the PLO. 


The question was raised, what about their coming 
to the peace tables - our condition for their coming to the 
peace table. I've said that question is a separate question 
and is addressed by the Camp David framework, and I don't 
have a further view to offer you on that. 


0) Do you have any comment to make about Hans 
Jochen Voge!.'s meeting with the Soviet leaders in Moscow? 


A I just -- 
Q You were talking about Lantos. 
A No, the second part was on the Vogel meeting. 


Q A follow up on that. When Vogel was here, he 
said he would prefer that if at the end of this year, and there's 
no agreement, but there seems to be some promise left in the 
idea of negotiating, he would prefer to continue to nego- 
tiate and not deploy the U.S. missiles in Europe. What's 
the Administration's view toward this option? 


A I think we've indicated before that we -- if 
there was no agreement, we would move ahead with deployment, 
and this was the NATO decision. I refer you back to the 
words of the NATO decision, but there's no change in the 
position that we've had consistently. 


8) Back to the Soviet missiles again for a 
second. Are you saying, when you say we look forward to 
considering all serious proposals that are made when the 
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talks resume, are you saying there that the U.S. finds it 
strange or improper or inappropriate for this discussion to 
be going on publicly and that you would rather deal with 
this all in the talks? 


A No, I'm not addressing that particularly. 
What I'm saying is the place where the actual negotiations 
will go on is in Geneva and that's where we would address 
it, together, across the table, with the Soviets. That's all 
I'm saying. 


0 I guess what I'm getting at, does that mean 
that you don't view these kinds of discussions publicly as 
being serious, that they're not serious unless they take 
place at the -- 


A I think we've addressed this several times. 
I would refer you to what the President said on Saturday, 
what we've said before on this. Again, the negotiations 
will take place in Geneva. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the Soviets have 
begun resupplying the Iraqis with weaponry? This would be 
weaponry that has been ordered since the Iraq-Iran war 
started? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Does the State Department have any comment on 


the Dirk Mudge resignation in Namibia, and what affect it 
may have on their current negotiations? 


A .We had comment on this yesterday, and could I 
ask you to check back with the Press Office and get that 
guidance. 

10) Any comment on the PLO announcement that they 


are taking responsibility for the attack on the bus in Tel 
Aviv early this week? 





A I've seen conflicting reports. Obviously, 
that sort of terrorist act by whomever is to be condemned. 
But the reports I've seen have indicated a greater or lesser 
degree of responsibility by possibily parts of the PLO. I 
don't have any confirmation on that, and I don't have a par- 
ticular comment other than obviously it is a deplorable 
action that was taken. 


Q I read a report this morning that the Embassy 
in Warsaw may dismiss forty-nine Polish employees of the 
Embassy. Do you have anything on that? 


A I have nothing on that. Don't know anything 
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about it. 
8) Have you seen it? 
A No. 
Q It's in the Post. 
A Sorry, I missed it. 
Q Do you have anything on Garcia and Ochoa in 


El Salvador; Is Garcia about to quit? 
A No, nothing new on it. 


Q Do you have anything to say of what affect 
this would have on U.S. interests if he were to? What about 
the New York Times editorial, recommending that the 
Administration not certify El Salvador; do you have anything 
to say on that? 





A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Any new readout today on the Namibian talks? 
A No, nothing new in Namibia. 

0. About the new Central Command -- 

A Excuse me, what Central Command? 

0 About the new Central Command which is 


replacing rapid deployment forces. There were two briefings 
which were scheduled, or a briefing which was scheduled 
twice at the National Press Building for foreign correspon- 
dents at the Foreign Press Center. The last one was sche- 
duled for January 6 at 2:15 and sudden ly the briefing was 
called off; it was cancelled although my information says 
that the people at the Pentagon were willing and desirable 
of talking about the new Central Command to the foreign 
press, especially from Middle Eastern press. 


Could you give us some information about why this 
was called off, because I understand also that some people at 
the State Department, they don't want the Pentagon to talk 
about the new Central Command in the Middle East? 

A I don't know anything about it. 


Q Could you check on that? 


A No. I think if that briefing can be arranged 
and carried out, it will be, but I don't know anything about 











12 
it. 


Q Do you have anything to say on a report being 
circulated in Tokyo that Ambassador Mansfield will retire in 
March? 


A No, I haven't seen anything on it. I, myself, 
I've been aware of reports that Ambassador Mansfield would 
retire for several years now. I think we'll wait and see if 
Ambassador Mansfield decides to retire when he wishes to. 


Q One day it will be true. (Laughter) 


fe) Anything new on the Soviet missiles in Syria 
today? 


A No, nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the increasing 
interest in a way on the part of the Soviet Union in the 
Middle Fast, the reported Begin overture on normalizing 
relations? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Anything on Ambassador Starr's whereabouts, 
or his doings? 


A No, I think that the White House indicated 
that Ambassador Starr was to meet with Judge Clark today, 
but I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q .Was there any response to charges by Prime 
Minister Mugabe that the U.S. is attempting to blackmail the 
frontlines? 


‘A What we indicated was that Assistant 
Seccretary Crocker addressed this issue at the conference 
and we would stick with what he said on that. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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STATEMENT BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ, JR. 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, 1982, 12:26 P. M. 
IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT BRIEFING ROOM 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I thought I would preempt a moment or two 
of John Hughes' time and make a statement on behalf of the 
President. 


Consistent with the President's firm dedication to pursuing 
arms controls agreements, based on equality, stability and 
effective verification, the President is determined that there 
should be no gap, no matter how short, in the leadership of 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency pending the confir- 
mation of Dr. Adelman as its Director. 


The President has therefore selected Assistant Director James 
L. George to assume the position of Acting Director of ACDA. 


To assure the best coordination within the Executive Branch of 
arms control policy, the President has asked Deputy Secretary 
of State Kenneth W. Dam to provide day-to-day policy guidance 
to Mr. George, and to assist in assuring that ACDA's crucial 
responsibilities in implementing the President's arms control 
policy are fulfilled. 


I may say, beyond that, I had the opportunity two or three 
days ago with Ken Dam to visit over in ACDA and talk to some 
of the staff members there, and I know that it's extremely 
important and helpful for us to have their counsel, help and 
expertise as this subject goes forward. 


QUESTION: Could you tell why Mr. Rostow was fired? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the statements of Mr. Rostow 
and the President stand for themselves. There's no particular 
point in delving into them further. 





I might say that I read the statement that Mr. Rostow made 
this morning in his farewell statement, and I found it to be 
an inspiring and eloquent statement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you clarify for us the jurisdic- 
tional arrangement between the State Department and the Arms 
Control Agency, and, more particularly, your personal role? 

Is your authority or your control, or whatever word you choose 
to use, increasing now with the appointment of Mr. Adelman, or 

















is the division, so to speak, between ACDA and State about 
where it was under Mr. Rostow? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I knew I should have had that -- do you 
have that language? 





MR. HUGHES: I think we do. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: John really should have conducted this 
briefing. 





MR. HUGHES: Oh, I don't think so, Mr. Secretary. (Laughter. ) 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, I think it's important to 
recognize that the person in charge of our arms control policy 
is the President of the United States. He is very much 
involved, as I have seen, in this and in other areas. So he's 
the boss. 





According to the statute, Section 22 of the Arms Control and 
Disarmament Act, it indicates that "The Director of ACDA 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary of State, have 
primary responsibility within the government for arms control 
and disarmament matters." So that puts the Secretary of State 
into this picture. 


In Section 33 it states that the Director "is authorized and 
directed to prepare for the President, the Secretary of State, 
and the heads of other agencies, recommendations concerning 
United States' arms control and disarmament policy." 


Within the framework the President has-asked, both before and 
since Mr. Rostow's resignation, that I help to coordinate 
these matters. That is what I intend to do and am doing. So 
I don't think that the sort of formal structure of authority 
is so important as it is to recognize that the President is in 
charge. There's a very competent set of staff people around 
in the government working on this, and the senior people are 
personally heavily engaged in the effort. 


QUESTION: What I think we're trying to find out is, what will 
be different as a result of the changes that have taken place 
in the last 24 hours? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: First of all, the policy of the United 
States stands. It's a very strong and firm policy, calling 
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for dramatic reductions in armaments, for the removal of a 
whole class of weapons from European soil, and for the reduc- 
tions in many others, not only in the strategic and missiles 
area, but also in the conventional force area. 


That is the policy. That policy is being implemented by 
strong negotiators, and that policy stands. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, wouldn't you agree -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Maybe I can take two more, and then I'll 
hand it over to -- 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, wouldn't you agree that there is an 
appearance of disarray in the Administration, not just because 
of Mr. Rostow's resignation, but because of the nominees that 
were withdrawn recently? Isn't there an appearance of 
disarray? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's clear that we have had trouble getting 
the Deputy Director of ACDA confirmed. That's not the first 
time that's happened in this government. However, the policy 
of the government and the conduct of the negotiations is and 
has been going forward in a strong and purposeful way. That's 
the real point. I think in the new appointees the President 
has people who are very capable and will work effectively with 
him and others. 





So I think, quite to the contrary, we have this situation 
firmly in control. Of course, one of the purposes of the 
additional statement that I've made this morning is simply to 
clarify the fact that there will be an acting director, who 
that is, and that Ken Dam, who has been working on this 
subject very heavily with me and others -- not only in State 
but the other interested agencies -- will be over there and 
will be helping and be sure that the ACDA staff is tied in 
and its capabilities fully utilized in this period that we're 
now in. 


Maybe one more question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in a column by Joseph Kraft this 
morning, from apparently talking to you, he concluded or you 
told him -- it's not clear -- that after the German elections 
in March there will be a change in the American zero option 
position at Geneva. 





I just wondered whether in fact it is your view that you 
should change it or wait until the German elections? 




















SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would make two comments. First of all, 
Joe Kraft speaks for himself, and I speak for myself. 


Second, the recommendations, as I evolve them in this and other 


areas, I'll make to the President, and we'll conduct our nego- 
tiations in Geneva. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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A I realize that everybody now may leave and all 
else that follows may well be anti-climatic. 


Q That's true. 
A Thank you, Mr. Kalb. 


There are a couple of housekeeping announcements. 
There's been a change in the time of background briefing in 
the Nakasone visit to the White House tomorrow, January 14. 
The time is now 3:15 in the afternoon and not 10:30 in the 
morning as was previously announced. 


Secondly, U.N. Secretary General Javier Perez de 
Cuellar will make an official visit to meet with President 
Reagan at the White House on Friday, January 14, at 11:30 in 
the morning. Following the meeting, Vice President Bush 
will. host a luncheon in the Secretary General's honor at 
Blair House at 1:45. Also at Blair House, Secretary Shultz 
will meet with the Secetary General. 


The Secretary General will be available to the 
press at 3:00 p.m. at the Department of State diplomatic 
entrance. 


That's all I have in the way of any announcements. 
I'll be glad to take any question. 


0 What do you mean “available?" It's not a 
news conference, or just a stake out? 


A A stake out. 
0 I see. Thank you. 


0 The textile negotiations with China, do you 
have any comment on reports that those negotiations have 
ended without an agreement, and that -- 


A Yes. 

















@] I would like to follow that by asking what 
the Administration's policy will be following the end of 
those negotiations about imposing restrictions of the U.S.? 


A The fourth round of the U.S.-China textile 
negotiations have concluded without agreement. The nego- 
tiations were conducted in a businesslike fashion. We are 
naturally disappointed that it was not possible to conclude 
an agreement during this round, but we're willing to con- 
tinue negotiations at a mutually convenient date. 


As we did previously announce, absent an 
agreement, we will take actions to protect our market. 
However, it is the United States Government sincere desire 
to continue addressing our textile trade problems through a 
mutually acceptable agreement. 


As we've said, we're prepared to continue nego- 
tiations at a mutually acceptable date. 


e) Do you know whether that date would be likely 
to occur before Secretary Shultz’ visit or after or during? 


A I have nothing on it. I have nothing on a 
date for you. 


e) Is there any reason to believe that this 
failure at this time might threaten the visit itself? 


A I don't think there's any problem on the 
visit. The Secretary's trip to China is designed to allow 
him to review a broad range of international, regional and 
bilateral issues. We believe the Chinese might raise this 
issue with the Secretary. The Secretary, if that occurs, 
will explain the United States position, but we've no reason 
to believe that it will have any adverse affect on the 
visit. 


.@) What actions? You referred to some actions 
that will be taken to protect the market? 


A I think that those are going to be published. 
They are published in the Federal Register. 





0 There are reports from the Middle East that 
Lebanon and Israel agreed on an agenda. Do you have any 
comment or any information on that? 


A We are encouraged by reports that the negotiators’ 
efforts have been successful, and that an agenda has finally 
been agreed to by the negotiators. This is clearly a step 











forward. It is our conviction that the negotiations can and 
must now move quickly forward toward an agreement leading to 
the rapid withdrawal from Lebanon of all external forces. 


0 Can we have a copy? 

A Sure. 

@] Copy of the China readout? 
A Yes. 


@) In the Middle East, there's a story by Jack 
Anderson this morning about the Rapid Deployment Force plan 
for Jordan. What do you have to comment on that story? 


A Jordan is an important friend of the United 
States with which we have long-standing and well-known mili- 
tary supply relationships. 


As both countries have an interest in regional 
security that is equally well-known, it should surprise no 
one that questions of regional security are regularly 
discussed. 


That's the background of the relationship, and I'm 
not going to have any comment on this story or any other 
speculation along those lines. 


¢) On more follow-up on a CBS report that Jordan 
might get more arms above the F-20s and the Stinger 
missiles? 


A Nothing on it. 


0 Since you are on Jordan, do you expect any 
new visit by King Hussein shortly before the end of this 
month back to the States for consultations, or something; a 
new plan? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Do you have anything on the meeting of the 
Secretary today with the President of Sudan? 


A No, I really don't. As you know, President 
Nimeiri has been here, I think, for medical reasons. I 
think the Secretary took the opportunity to see him, but I 
don't have any read-out on the meeting. 


0 Anything on unveiling or detailing further of 
the Japanese relaxation of import restrictions today? 


A I think I might have something on that. We 
have been looking forward to the announcement of additional 























Japanese market-opening measures. We haven't had a chance 
to review them, and so we prefer to take that question. 


We do take particular note of and appreciate Prime 
Minister Nakasone's statement, as reported in the press, in 
which he asked the Japanese people to welcome "foreign manu- 
factured goods and investment without discrimination." 


@) Will the question of beef and citrus be 
raised by President Reagan or by other U.S. officials next 
week when the Prime Minister visits Washington? 

A I don't know. I can't answer that. 


fe) You said you would take the -- 


A I'll take the question, sure. 
e) John, has Ambassador Mansfield tendered his 
resignation? 


A I don't think so. I think Alan mentioned 
yesterday that there's been stories over several years that 
Ambassador Mansfield was planning to retire, but I know of 
no development or movement on that. 


fe) Back on the Middle East. There are a couple 
of stories regarding the relationship between Jordan and the 
Palestinians. One from Moscow, Yasser Arafat says that the 
Soviet Union would not object to some kind of 
Palestinian/Jordanian federation. One from Israel, Shamir 
Says that it's his view that King Hussein's only intention 
is to take away Judea, Samaria and the Gaza district from 
Israel. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Not really. It's simply a question of King 
Hussein having had his meeting with President Reagan; 
having, as I've said before, gone back to confer with other 
Arab leaders and other peoples and organizations and 
groupings in the area, and I think the next move would come 
from King Hussein. 


re) You wouldn't welcome Moscow's support for the 
Administration -- 
A We've seen the same kind of press reports, 


but I think the State Department doesn't traditionally leap 
to react to perfunctory wire service reports. 


fe) Do you have anything on Poland on the Gruber 














thing? 


A Yes. I think we can give you something from 
the Press Office on that. 


Q Do you have any readout on the visit this 
morning between Secretary Shultz and Nimeiri of Sudan? 


A No. I just answered that one. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have no state- 
ments. It's a lean book. 


Q In your statement yesterday you said that 
you're considering options on the situation with the Polish 
explusion of the American correspondent. What is happening 
on that? 


A Yes. That hasn't moved any further. We are 
examining various possible responses, and we'll let you know 
as soon as that review process is completed. 


Q Other things pertaining to looking through 
the papers. Two Israeli newspapers say that -- they quote 
the Israeli Minister of Tourism as saying that one of the 
reasons hitherto undisclosed for the Israeli invasion cf 
Lebanon was that the Israelis wanted to avoid a non- 
aggression agreement with the PLO which had been negotiated 
through U.S. means? 


A No knowledge of this whatsoever. It doesn't 
add up in any way as far as I'm concerned. 


Q There's something on the FBIS from Jerusalem, 
saying that Ambassador Habib has told the Israelis he would 
like to see the foreign forces begin to leave Lebanon by 
February 12th. Anything that specific? 


A I don't think we would get into the specifics 
of Ambassador Habib's discussions. It isn't any secret that 
we are eager for resolution on a plan for departure of 
foreign forces from Lebanon, and for the speediest possible 
implementation of that plan. But I don't think we would get 
into any of the specifics of the conversations that he is 
having. 


Q As I understand the agenda for talks that was 
announced yesterday, there are four points on it. The last 
point is the question of negotiating a withdrawal of foreign 
forces. Is the Administration satisfied with that order? 


A I don't think from here we can really specify 
what sequence the discussions are going to take. That's up 
to the parties on the ground. We're satisfied -- we're 
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pleased with the resolution of the agenda discussion, and 
we're pleased that it's moving forward, but I don't think we 
would go any further on the details of order or how they 
come at those various subjects. 


Q My previous impression is that this 
Administration placed a certain priority on the withdrawal 
of the foreign troops. That's no longer the case? 


A I just said we place a priority on that. We 
want to see that happens as soon as possible, but I don't 
want to get into specifics of how the negotiations go 
forward. 


0] John, Mr. Bahr, the Social Democractic arms 
expert who accompanied Mr. Vogel on his trips here and to Moscow 
is quoted today as saying that he picked up the impression 
here of serious differences within the Reagan Administration 
on what course to pursue in the arms talks. 


Do you think he's a good perceiver? 


A I don't think we would respond to that par- 
ticular comment, but, in general, I think that what has been 
said in the past several days and has been reiterated is that 
our arms control policy is the President's policy; that it's a 
good policy. There are specific proposals out there, and I 
think the Secretary of State made clear that that policy is 
going forward vigorously and with unity by the arms control team 
that the President has appointed. 


Q But that team is being quoted as saying that 
they want more flexibility in that the zero option thing may 
be -- and this is being heard in Europe, too -- may be good 
in theory but that in practice, at this immediate juncture, 
it won't work. 


A I'm not aware that the team is asking for 
anything different than what the President has directed. 


Q Well, that's come out in print, that Nitze 
wants a little more flexibility. 


A I'm not aware that the team is asking for 
anything other than the President has directed. I think the 
President is firm in those directions and will continue to be 
firm, and as I say I think the team is going forward with a 
sense of unity and purpose. 


e) Incidentally, John, that West German team 
came back reporting that the Soviets would be willing to 
discuss arms reductions in terms of warheads rather than 
launch vehicles, which they seem to think is a shift. Do 





you? 


A As you know, the United States seeks the elim- 
ination of the entire class of U.S. and Soviet longer- 
range, land-based INF missile systems, missiles, and 
warheads alike. 


Our Ambassador in Moscow sought at a high level to 
clarify certain elements of the Soviet position on INF. 
Nothing in that or subsequent contacts with responsible 
Soviet officials has given us reason to believe there have 
been any changes in the Soviet position as outlined by Mr. 
Andropov. 


Of course, we will be seeking clarification from 
the Soviet negotiators when talks resume on January 27th. 


Q In other words, you think the Soviets may be 
planting these various ideas as a means of dividing the 
Western Alliance? 


A I think Geneva is the place where the nego- 
tiations have been going on and are going on. That's the 
place for any clarification or amplification to take place. 


0 When did the Ambassador seek this clarifica- 
tion at a high level? 


A I don't have a date on that. 

.@) Can you get us -- 

A Yes, sure. 

Q Is that the one meeting that was announced? 
A I'm not sure what meeting that is, but I'll 


be glad to look into it for you. 


Q Can I just follow up your answer here. Are 
you saying that the American position on the INF talks, the 
zero/zero option, that it's been decided now that when the 
talks resume again that will be our position, or is there 
still a possibility of some change, because you keep hearing 
from some people that instructions haven't been formalized 
yet for Mr. Nitze to take back. Others seem to be as 
yourself, suggesting that in fact they have been and that's 
the position for the time being? 


A The negotiators are about to go back, and I'm 
sure they're in the process of being instructed in terms of 
the President's policy. But I don't think we can get into 
the character of those instructions. 











Q Getting back again to the statement made by 
Ambassador Habib, this date fixed by him, do you consider it 
part and parcel of the new U.S. move in the area or just his 
personal suggestion for the withdrawal of the Israelis? 


A I didn't refer to any date. I think that the 
date that you mentioned is something that is coming out of 
non U.S. government sources elsewhere, so we're not 
suggesting a date. What we're suggesting, as we have all 
along, is that really the question of drawing up a troop 
withdrawal plan is not a terribly complex business, once you 
get agreement to move forward, and we want to see that move- 
ment proceed as speedily as possible. 


Q Do you have anything to comment on the reac- 
tion taken by the Syrians and the Lebanese on this statement 
which was somehow skeptical? 


A No. 


Q Do you now have a date for Jordan to join in 
the peace talks with Israel? 


A No. 

Q Or join the peace process? 

A No. 

Q Do you have anything more on the SAM-5s? 
A No. 

Q John, can I make sure I understand your 


answer to Bernie's question. You're not addressing the 
question of whether the President's policy might be changed? 


A No. I wasn't sending any signals. I simply 
was saying I think it would be improper for us to discuss 
the instructions. 


Q So you're not saying specifically without -- 
you're just not saying that there will not necessarily be 
any change in the zero/zero option? 

A I'm just avoiding the suggestion of change. 


0 In other words, your statement on where we 
stand is only good for that moment? (Laughter) 


A This is a rough group. (Laughter) 
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Q I mean, because the rhetoric from the 
Secretary yesterday, yourself, Al, the other day, suggested 
that the American position on the INF talks was not going to 
change when the talks resumed again. That was simply to 
confirm that is -- that's the inference I draw just from the 
statement. 





A That's right. 
Q And you won't confirm that? 


A I'm certainly not departing from either sta- 
tements or inferences from those that have been made by the 
President or the Secretary of State over the past several 
days. When you say "language," there is no change in that position. 





Q If I could ask a supplementary question. I 
think what's throwing us off a little bit here is, you've 
said earlier you're not aware that the team is asking for 
anything different than what the President has directed, and 
he has a strong policy and he's going to stand by this 
strong policy. 





That seems to say that the policy, the instruc- 
tions, the direction as of now are not likely to be changed, 
at least in the next couple weeks which we're talking about 
between now and the time of the negotiations -- 


A That's correct. Sure. 


Q John, a slightly different tack. Foreign 
Minister Genscher who's certainly had a little experience 
in this area is urging an “interim solution," calling for 
reduced levels by 1984, while negotiations continue toward 
the goal of something more ambitious. Do you have anything 
to say about his interim solution? 


A No. As I say, we have the President's two 
good proposals out there. We think they're good proposals. 
We think they're serious proposals, both on START, for the 
reduction, and in the case of INF, for the elimination of an 
entire class of systems in the area. We think they're good 
proposals, and that's what the President has out there. 


--MORE-- 











Q John, on another topic, please. You had 
guidance yesterday about a butter barter between the U.S. 
and the Soviet Union. 


Is such a barter being seriously considered? Do 
you have anything to report on it today? 


A You catch me a little off foot. 
MR. ROMBERG: The guidance addresses that. 
A I'm told -- 


Q No. This is a follow-up to the guidance. 
Perhaps you could take it because the guidance is not that 
complete. 


Could you please let us know, is such a deal being 
considered and, you know, where are we on it and will any 
other countries be involved besides the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union? 


A Let me take a look at the guidance, and we'll 
get back to you on it. 


Q Has the time for a visit by Prime Minister 
Begin, discussed this week by Ambassador Habib in his talks 
in Israel or in any other -- 


A I don't know whether it was discussed. I 
know that no date has been set. We are just as we have been 
over the past several days when you've asked this question 
and when we've answered it. 


As you know, the visit was firm and, so far as I 
know, no new date has been set for a visit. 


Q Could you clarify -- since questions 
regarding the visit are coming up again and again, could you 
clarify if the timing of the visit is linked in any way to 
the progress in Lebanon? 


A No. I think that the timing of the visit is 
something that Mr. Begin and the President would work out 
between them. I think we'll leave it there. 


Q John, is there any question now of increased 
U.S. troop increments in Lebanon? 














A No. I think not until we see the dimensions 
of a plan for withdrawal. Our position has been clearly 
consistent on that. You have to look at the plan for the 
withdrawal of foreign troops before you can determine 
whether there is a new role for the MNF, and until you 
determine whether there's a new role for the MNF, you don't 
know how many, if any, additional troops would be needed. 

So it's a kind of progressive thing. You really have to see 
the plan first before you can make any commitments or deci- 
sions on enlargement of the MNF. 


Q John, a mechanical question. What is the 
arrangement going to be this afternoon with the U.N. 
Secretary General? 


A I think it's still set for 3:00 o'clock 
downstairs. 


0 And down in the lobby? 
A Yes. 


Q What is the purpose of his being here? 
What's going to be discussed? Is there some particular 
area, for example, the U.N. force in Lebanon, with the 
Secretary General? 


A I don't know what the subject of the 
discussions is. I do not think it is -- I mean, I think 
it's a -- I don't mean to suggest it's a routine visit, but 
it is not a visit, as I understand it, that was hastily 
arranged to consider a specific subject. 


Q You're suggesting this is a kind of a tour of 
the horizon? 


A Yes, I'm sure -- 


Q As Damon Runyon used to say, a medium hello 
to the -- 


A Yeah. But he's going to be in the building, 
and, as I understand it, is qoing to come downstairs at 3:00 
and give some remarks to the press. 


Q Is the U.S. Embassy in Tehran being used to 
hold prisoners? 











A I do have a little -- I thought I had 
something on that, but maybe I don't. I guess I do have 
some guidance on that, but I don't happen to have it with 
me. Why don't you check with the Press Office afterwards on 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on Secretary 
Eagleburger's recent trip to Romania? 


A Not a tremendous amount, but I'll be glad to 
give you what I have. 


Mr. Eagleburger was in Bucharest and Belgrade be- 
tween January 10 and 13. In Romania he met with President 
Ceausescu and Foreign Minister Andrei to discuss a broad 
range of international and bilateral issues. 


The talks were cordial, constructive, as befits 
the good bilateral relations we enjoy with Romania. Mr. 
Eagleburger visited Romania as special Presidential envoy 
and will be reporting to the President on his trip, and 
therefore we don't have any further comment at this time. 


In Yugoslavia he met with a number of senior offi- 
cials -- Yugoslav officials -- to discuss various inter- 
national and bilateral topics, including Yugoslavia's 
current economic problems. 


We view the talks in both countries as having been 
both useful and positive. 


Q Can you say when he will meet with the 
President? 


A I'm not sure it is a question of meeting with 
the President. It's a question of reporting. I don't quite 
know how he will report to the President, but, no, I don't 
have any details. 


Q Why was he a special President envoy? Is 
there some particular business with Romania that requires 
that? 


A It so happens that there are some subjects that 
we've been discussing with Romania. Whether that relates to the 
manner in which he went there, I don't know. 


Q Was he an envoy to both Romania and 
Yugoslavia? 








A I do not think so. 


Q Do you have anything on any discussion they 
may have had on the Romanian education tax? 


A Yes. They discussed it. 

Q Do you have any guidance? 

A No. 

Q John, George had a piece yesterday about Au 
Na. Do you have any guidance on her? Will she be granted 
asylum? 

A Yes I do have guidance. The Department of 
State has sent its advisory opinion on this case -- this is 
the Hua Na case --that's the Chinese tennis player -- to the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


Responsibility for a final decision in this case, 
as in all applications for asylum, rests with the INS. 


It's not our policy, as you know, to discuss the 
details or merits of individual asylum cases, and further 
questions should be directed to the INS, whose number, coin- 
cidentally, I happen to have -- (laughter) -- and it is 
633-2648. 

When did the Department do that? 
I don't know when that opinion was sent. 


Are you bouncing this back to them? 


rr OO FY ODO. 


No. I'm suggesting that for a full 
accounting of where we are, you probably just ought to call 
that number. 


Q John, the Brazilian Government changed parts 
of its nuclear agreements with Germany. Considering that 
this agreement was the center of a lot of attention here by 
this government some years ago, do you have any comment 
about that? 


A No. Don't have anything on that for you. 


Sorry. 
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OQ Do you have any reaction to the resolution of 
the Salvador situation, the General coming up here? 


A Not really. Obviously, we're pleased that it 
is resolved. We understand that Colonel Ochoa has been 
reported in the press as coming to an assignment in the 
United States, but we don't have any confirmation of that. 


And, if that were to be the question, we would 
have no -- it's not a question of the United States 
approving or having any input into assignments by other 
nations to the Inter-American Defense Board, which I 
understand is the organization that has been mentioned. 


Q Are you saying the Embassy wasn't involved in 
settling this? 


A I'm saying the Embassy wasn't involved in 
this. Right. 


Q How about any reaction to the non-aligned 
meeting in Nicaragua, some of the charges they have made 
about American involvement? 


A No. Don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the statements by 
the Chinese regarding how serious it's going to be for the 
relationship of the United States and China if the United 
States takes action to block some of the textile imports 
because of this breakdown in the negotiations? 


A Not really beyond where we were yesterday, 
Don, that even though the negotiations came to naught at 
this stage, some progress was made in them, and we stand 
ready to go back into those negotiations at a time as yet 
undetermined. 


Q It sounds as thought the United States is 
planning to just impose this restriction. Is that correct? 


A I think that's correct. I think we told you 
yesterday that the regulations have been promulgated. The 
controls will be implemented on January 15 retroactive to 
January 1. 


Q You don't see this as something that's going 
to cause a large-scale problem for Sino-American relations? 








ll 


A As I think I said yesterday, in the event 
that there's no further discussion between now and the time 
that Secretary Shultz is in China, it might well come up, 
but we see nothing that would jeopardize the trip. 


0 One other question. Do you have anything to 
tell us about the meeting yesterday of President Nimeiri of 
the Sudan with the Secretary? What did they do in that 
meeting? 


A Yes, I do. As you know, President Nimeiri 
has been in Washington for the past two weeks on a private 
visit for a medical checkup. He's made such visits several 
times in recent years. 


Secretary Shultz called on him at the Sudanese 
Ambassador's residence, both as a courtesy in view of our 
close relationship with Sudan, and in order to take advan- 
tage of President Nimeiri's visit for an exchange of views on 
matters of mutual concern. 


I understand Secretary Weinberger also called on 
Mr. Nimeiri. 


Q Was there any further resolution of the 
question of United States' aid to Sudan? 


A I don't know. I‘m sure they discussed mat- 
ters of mutual interest to the U.S. and the Sudan, but I 
don't know specifically what was on the agenda. 


Q John, do you have anything on talks with the 
Venezuelan Government in this building on Maritime problems? 


A No, I don't. 


Q John, does the Secretary of State support an 
enhancement of International Monetary Fund authority which 
would give it some kind of decision-making power over pri- 
vate bank loans, credit extensions, internationally? 





A I think you'd have to go back and look at the 
various statements that the Secretary has made. 


Q Well, there have been a lot of vague state- 
ments about strengthening authority and so on. I'm asking 
specifically whether that would involve giving power to 
either veto or direct private credit extensions. Terms 
that have been used to describe some of the enhancements 
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which have been attributed to the Secretary are to set up a 


global central bank, an international financial dictatorship, 
and so on? 


I mean, what is this Administration trying to do? 


A I really am just not able to go beyond the 
comments that we've made. 


QO Okay. Thank you, John. 


A Thank you, Jim. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: A slight delay this afternoon. (Laughter. ) 


One announcement on the U.S.-Venezuelan Maritime 
Agreement: 


The United States and Venezuelan Governments 
agreed January 14 on measures which will avoid possible 
disruption of their seaborne trade. 


The measures were agreed on shortly before the 
U.S. Federal Maritime Commission was to announce restraints 
on Venezuelan shipping lines in retaliation against 
apparent Veneuzuelan discrimination toward the American 
lines, Consolidated Caribbean Transport and Delta. 


The agreement reached with the visiting Venezuelan 
delegation, headed by the Director General for Maritime 
Transportation, Jose Jesus Villefana, provides that: 


Within 30 days the Venezuelans will grant the 
American carriers status to allow them to compete for 
Venezuelan reserved cargoes on the same basis as Venezuelan 
shipping lines. Earlier denial of this status triggered the 
dispute, and the proceedings before the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


The U.S. Administration has urged the Federal 
Maritime Commission to suspend all action in the discrimina- 
tion case. We understand that the Federal Maritime 
Commission, upon notification by the Administration and the 
American carriers, has suspended its proceedings. 


The U.S. and Venezuelan carriers will meet within 
30 days to consult with respect to details of their status. 
The two governments will also begin, by May 1, negotiations 
toward a longer-term agreement on maritime issues. 

O ~° Could you repeat that? 

(Laughter) 


A We'll have a repeat show at 3:30. 


0 Can you give, have you any explanation for the 
delay, please? 














A My time is not always mind to command. 


e) Do you have any comment on stories which 
appeared over the weekend that there had been an informal 
understanding of an agreement between the U.S. and Soviet 
negotiators in the INF talks last summer? 


A Yes. The negotiations in Geneva are con- 
fidential, and I wouldn't want to comment in detail on them 
for that reason. 


Let me say the following things about those 
stories, though. First of all, our negotiator, Ambassador 
Nitze, has always been authorized to explore any flexibility 
in the Soviet position. 


As you know, our position in the Geneva nego- 
tiations is that the entire class of long-range, land-based 
INF missiles should be eliminated on both sides as proposed 
by President Reagan. 





In Ambassador Nitze's informal explorations, the 
Soviet Government proved unwilling to accept any outcome 
other than one which would preserve its massive advantage 
and monopoly in INF systems. 


We are continuing our effort to seek the best 
solution, one which will provide for the complete elimina- 
tion of long-range, land-based INF missiles on both sides. 


We will continue to conduct these negotiations at 
the bargaining table in Geneva where the negotiations are 
scheduled to resume January 27. 





e) The other part of that story is that one of 
the reasons that Director Rostow was bounced was because he 
and his people had exceeded their instructions. 


What you're saying here is that they haven't, is 
that right? 


A I'm going to stick to the language of this, 
Jim. I think that to a certain extent Larry Speakes 
addressed the issue this morning about reprimands and so on. 
I don't have a transcript of what he said. I don't know 
precisely what he did say. I'm not prepared to go beyond 
what I just gave you, though, on that. 

















0 Was there a piece of paper worked out by Mr. 
Nitze and his Soviet counterpart listing numbers of missiles 
that both sides would deploy in Europe that were more than 
zero and less than the number the Soviets had proposed? 


A Again, I'm not prepared to go beyond what I 
just said. 


0 Is it correct to clarify what you said, Alan, 
that Paul Nitze had the authority to explore a backing off 
the Administration zero-level option? 


A I prefer to stick with the language that I 
used, which is to say Ambassador Nitze has always been. 
authorized to explore any flexibility in the Soviet posi- 
tion. Go back to what the President said when he introduced 
his position. It's also what he said when he talked about 
START, which is we're always willing to consider any serious 
proposals the Soviets may have to make. 


0 Did he have the authority to explore flexibi- 
lity in the American position? 


A I'm talking about flexibility in the Soviet 
position. Our position is to eliminate the entire class of 
missiles. I don't have anything to go beyond that. 


0 Alan, you say that the other side wouldn't go 
for anything that failed to preserve their massive advan- 
tage, but this article quotes one of Rostow's assistants as saying 
the numbers under this purported paper -- the numbers 
allowed both sides would have absolutely the same. 


A I've given you what I've got on the subject. 


0 Do you expect Mr. Nitze to remain as the U.S. 
negotiator when the next round of talks commences? 


A Yes. 


0 Has he told Secretary Shultz that he intends 
to go back to Geneva? 














A I don't know whether he's talked to Secretary 
Shultz about that specifically, but that is my understanding 
that he fully expects to go back, will be going back, will 
be the negotiator. 


0 One question which is not clear: You say 
Ambassasdor Nitze has always been authorized to explore 
negotiating positions and to deal with various options. 


Is that what he did? 


A Again, I‘d have to go back to the very first 
part of what I said to you, which is that the negotiations 
themselves are confidential, and therefore I can't go into 
the details of what was discussed. 


All I'm giving you is the sort of general 
operating instruction and guideline that he had in terms of 
procedure. 


@) In the context of your answer, let me phrase 
it this way: Was he operating within the context of those 
instructions that you have just mentioned? 


A That's my understanding, yes. 


0 Was Gene Rostow fired because he had given 
the leeway to Mr. Nitze to explore a backing off of the zero 
option in return for this presumed flexibility in the Soviet 
position? 


A I'm not going to get into the question 
of Mr. Rostow's resignation. I think the Secretary 
addressed this briefly the other day when he was here. It's 
been addressed in an exchange of letters with the President 
and Mr. Rostow. I'm not going to go beyond that. 


e) Let me just pursue that a minute. You're 
saying that Nitze had the authority to explore flexibility 
in the Soviet position, but you're leaving out that he had 
the authority to, in effect, negotiate with the Soviets by 
demonstrating similar flexibility in the American position. 
Is that correct? 


A I'm going to have to stick by the words I've 
used rather than try to answer your question in any other 
way. 














0 The report that Clark had offered criticism 
about Nitze through Shultz, are you going to take that 
question or duck that as well? 


A No. I think, again, Larry Speakes addressed 
himself to that this morning, and I'd refer you to the White 
House on that. 


0 Does the State Department feel, Alan, as Mr. 
Rostow does that the negotiations so far represent a 
"promising approach and well worth further study"? 


A I think we have said, and the President has 
said -- the Secretary perhaps as well -- I can't remember 
who said what when, but certainly senior Administration 
officials -- that we've had serious discussions, and that 
there's a basis for further talk, and we intend to pursue 
that. 


0 Is the exchange that took place with the 
Soviets and this piece of paper now a dead letter as far as 
the United States is concerned? 


A I'm not going to address myself to pieces of 
paper existing or non-existing. 


0 Mr. Nitze is authorized to stay attuned for 
possibilities of flexibility in the Soviet position. 


Is there a matching possibility of flexibility in 
the American position? 


A Again, I understand the thrust of all the 
questions, which is to find out where we're going in very 
specific terms, and are we doing this or are we doing that. 


Our position, as it has been articulated, is to 
eliminate the entire class of missiles. Beyond repeating 
that and giving you what I have earlier, I just don't have 
anything further on this subject. 


0 Are you expecting the Soviets to do all the 
negotiating without your moving at all? It doesn't sound 
like much of a negotiation. 


A I think that we'll leave the negotiating to 
the negotiators at the table. 











‘@) Without elaborating on it, can you confirm 
there will be a new American proposal when those talks 
resume on January 27? 


A No. I can't confirm that. 


@) Is Mr. Nitze authorized to explore Soviet 
flexibility outside the formal negotiations? 


A I just will repeat to you: He's always been 
authorized to explore any flexibility in the Soviet 
position. 


0 And the corollary to that question is, if 
you won't comment on whether there's going to be a new pro- 
posal, is the position that you repeated again today the 
position that Mr. Nitze will be taking back to the nego- 
tiating table on the 27th, or is there some decision to be 
made between now and then as to what he will take back on 
the 27th? 


A Again, you're getting back to questions you 
asked the other day of John. I think the only thing I can 
do is repeat, without getting in the details of negotiating 
instructions -- no matter what they are because it simply is 
inappropriate to do so -- that we are continuing to seek 
what is viewed by this Administration as the best arms 
control solution, which is the complete elimination of that 
class of weapons. 


0 Has Mr. Nitze spoken with the President 
recently? 





A I can't answer that question. You'd have to 
ask the White House or Ambassador Nitze. I simply don't 
know. 





0 I was just wondering if there was any idea 
here in the building of whether the President has had any 
part or has been briefed on any of this or knows anything 
about it? 


A I think the President is up to date on all of 
this. Whether he has specifically talked with Ambassador 
Nitze, I can't tell you. I don't know the answer to that 
question. 








—— ns 





@) Alan, I want to come back again just for a 
second. You said that in the informal exploration the 
Soviet Government proved unwilling to explore anything other 
than proposals that would preserve the Soviet monopoly. 


Does that imply that if the Soviets should recon- 
sider, there still is something to talk about in terms of 
the proposal? 


A I don't think I'd want to draw implications 
from it other than to leave you with the words I've given 
you on that. | 


0 Another subject. 
A Yes. Go ahead. 


@) The PLO Chairman, Yasser Araft, affirmed to a 
Cairo news weekly that the PLO is not asking Egypt to for- 
sake the Camp David Accords. 


Do you have anything to comment on that? 


A No. I‘m not familiar, frankly, with that 
particular statement, but our position on dealing with the 
PLO is well-known, our position on Camp David is well-known, 
and I just don't have any particular observation offhand to 
offer you on that report. 


0 Do you have anything to comment on the new 
contacts between Egypt and the Soviet Union just before the 
visit of President Mubarak to Washington? 


A No, I don't. 


e) Would the United States be willing or eager 
to see a partial withdrawal from Lebanon of external forces 
before the entire set of negotiations in Khaldeh and Qiryat 
Shemona are complete? 


A I don't think I would want to get into the 
question, of the issue of how there might be a 
withdrawal. What we want is a withdrawal to take place -- 
the complete withdrawal of Israeli, Syrian and PLO forces 
from Lebanon. We want that to happen as rapidly as 
possible. 


As to the specifics of it, I don't think I would 
address it from here. 


-- MORE -- 
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@) I was going to go back to the nuclear thing. 
There's an editorial in the Wall Street Journal today that 
says that the Moslem nation of Pakistan is on the verge of 
developing an atomic bomb. In the editorial, which is 
really a story, a news story, they speak about alarms coming 
up in India and Israel over this. 





The United States is mentioned about abdicating to 
France in the supply of elements for the construction of the 
atomic bomb in Pakistan, and so on. Do you have something on 
that? 


A No, I don't. Our concerns about the issue of 
non-proliferation, in general, are quite public and on the 
record. There has been discussion of the issue specifically 
with regard to Pakistan during the course of President Zia's 
visit here, and I would refer you back to the record on 
that. 


@) If I may come back to this. Has there ever 
been a statement as to why the United States abdicated the 
supply of equipment to Pakistan to France? 


A Why did the United States -- 


0 Abdicated the flow of atomic elements to 
Pakistan and let the French o- it now? 


A I think you may be mixing that up with the 
Indian agreement which is a whole other matter. 


0 Do you have anything on the cancellation of 
the Soviet official going up to the Baltimore area to talk 
about Soviet civics? 


A There are a number of things I could say 
about it, depending on what you want to know. The fact is 
the Department never received a request from the Soviet 
Embassy, and therefore, was never in a position to deny a per- 
mit to travel. 


0 Let's say if he had made such a request, 
would he have been allowed to travel? 


A That's hypothetical. 


0 Why? There must be a ruling. It's a yes or 
no answer. 


A No, it isn't a yes or no answer. We don't 
make decisions on Soviet travel requests in the abstract. 
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The circumstances surrounding travel, the treatment that's 
being accorded to our diplomats in the Soviet Union on simi- 
lar travel requests are carefully considered before a deci- 
sion would be reached on a request of that sort. Sol 
couldn't say definitely whether we would or wouldn't have 
granted a travel request had it been submitted. 


I might say two further things about that. 
One is that, in terms of the general procedure with which I 
think most of you are familiar, but in any case, Soviet 
diplomats like American diplomats in the Soviet Union must 
seek permission to travel more than twenty-five miles from 
their city of assignment. The U.S. imposed these require- 
ments only reluctantly and after years of futile attempts to 
get the Soviets to rescind their own controls. 


The U.S. has a standing offer to the Soviets to 
modify or eliminate travel controls, including closed areas, 
an offer to which the Soviets have not responded. 


I might say, despite many requests the Soviets 
have systematically denied all requests for American 
diplomats to visit closed areas for at least the last two 
years. That certainly would have been a factor had an 

application been made. 





0 Is Baltimore a closed city? 
A Baltimore City is open; Baltimore County is 
closed. I believe that the school which was referred to in 


the story is in Baltimore County. 


———_ = 


0 There were reports coming from Israel -- 
| A Let's stay on this subject. 


0 Does that answer the question that had there 
been a request, and this being a closed county, the answer 
would have been no? 


A No, I'd like to leave it with what I said. 
Until a specific request is made, I couldn't answer it; 
in a definitive way, I've given you a number of factors 
which would have gone into the consideration. 








0 But you said reciprocity was one of those 
things that would be taken into account? 





A That's right. 


0 Has there been any progess in reciprocity in 
appearances by American officials and Soviet officials on 
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electronic media in the United States and the Soviet Union? 


A I don't have a status report to give you on 
that. 

9) Can you try to find something -- 

A No, I don't see how we could -- 

0 Well, this all comes up in the same context. 


A You're able to monitor what Americans appear 
on Soviet T.V. just as we are. 


@) There was some reports coming from Israel and 
Lebanon. First, that Ambassador Habib suggested to move 
some of the talks on Lebanon to Washington. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No. I know of no such suggestion. 


0 There was also another report saying that it 
was decided that Ambassador Habib would devote his efforts 
now to a troop withdrawal from Lebanon while Ambassador 
Draper would be dealing with the question of relations be- 
tween Israel and Lebanon. Do you have anything on that? 


A Let me just say in terms of what their doing, 
without trying to get into the specifics of it. The efforts 
which they are undertaking are complimentary efforts. 


Ambassador Draper has been participating and is 
going to participate in the talks which have been rotating 
between Lebanon and Israel. He was, today, for example, at 
the talks at Khaldeh, but is returning in fact to Israel now. 
I don't know, he may have gotten there by this time. 


Ambassador Habib's efforts, as I say, are compli- 
mentary, and as was stated at the time that he returned to 
the region, his objective is to speed up the negotiating 
process. It's with that goal in mind that he is con- 
tinuing his mission. But I'm not going to try to draw lines 
of the sort that you're suggesting between what he is doing 
and Ambassador Draper's efforts at the formal talks. 


0 Is the negotiating process limited to the 
withdrawal question or the peace process? 


A I think that the agenda, at the talks for 
example, is certainly broader than the withdrawal. We are 
involved in that effort, and I think that is an agenda which 
both sides, plus the United States, agreed to. 
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@) Do you have anything on the Sinai injuries? 
For example, did an American get killed in that explosion? 


A I don't have detailed information. 
The latest information to us is that the answer is no. 
Nobody was killed. Really, you would have to refer to the 
Pentagon or to the MFO headquarters in Rome. 


I can, with a great deal of regret, confirm that 
one U.S. Army officer and one U.S. Army soldier, attached to 
the American battalion of the Multinational Force and 
Observers in the Sinai were seriously wounded today when a 
mine exploded in the Sharm al-Sheikh area. They have been 
taken to a hospital in Israel for treatment since then. But 
I really don't have any further information about it. 


0 You can't identify them? 
A No. Go to the Pentagon. I just don't know. 


0) Is there anything to suggest this incident 
was anything other than an accident? 


A I have no information about it beyond what 
I've given you. 


0 Did the United States ever say that the nego- 
tiations between Lebanon and Israel should not be held in 
Israel but only in Lebanon? 


A No. 
0 Was there any position taken at any time? 
A 


No. 


0 There was a question of whether it should be 
in Jerusalem or not, but otherwise? 


A For the third time, no. (Laughter.) 


0 Let me ask you to come back to the nuclear 
business. When are Adelman and Abramowitz going before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee? 


A I don't have information on that. I would 
assume as soon as their papers are processed the nominations 
would be sent up and hearing would be scheduled. 


0 Would you expect it to be before the end of 
the month? 
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A I just don't know. 


0 Is there an impression that can be drawn from 
all this that the Soviets are making some inroads in their 
propaganda push on the peace offensive? 


A I'm not in a position to judge that question. 
The point that we would want to make is what our position is 
and how we're addressing the issues. In terms of any 
flexibility or change in the Soviet position, Geneva is the 
place where we will be happy to explore that. 


0 You portray a picture where the United States 
is showing no flexibility and the Soviets are showing great 
flexibility. Doesn't that cause you some concern? 


A I'm not sure I would agree with you entirely 
about that characterization, but I really don't want to go 
beyond that. We said we would consider whatever the Soviets 
would put forth in the way of a serious proposal. 


0 Are you prepared today to qualify your state- 
ment of last week regarding the proposed five-year tran- 
sition period for Palestinian autonomy in the West Bank? 


A No. 


0 That the United States would be prepared to 
shorten that? 


A I think I would refer you to the exact words 
I used at that time rather than some characterization of 
those words. I would ask you to be very careful about 
looking at the record of that. 


0 Do you have any comment on any of the state- 
ments made yesterday on television by the Japanese Prime 
Minister, Mr. Nakasone, about U.S. relations? 


A Not really. The relationship between the 
U.S. and Japan is one of the most important we have with any 
other country in the world. We're looking forward very 
much to discussions with the Prime Minister. 


There was a briefing last week at the White House, 
a background briefing, and I would refer you to that 
briefing. I'm sure there will be a readout following his 
discussions at the White House. 


0 Was there any specific reaction to the 
Japanese Cabinet decision to lift restrictions on technology 
transfer? 





13 


A There was some guidance that I think existed 
on this at the end -- 


0 I think that was in reference to quotas, but 
then there was a subsequent decision on Friday regarding 
technology transfer. 


A No, I believe that there is guidance in the 
Press Office if you check on that. 


| 0 What was your answer when you were asked 
| whether Nitze had exceeded the designated assignment to 
explore the dimensions of flexibility in the Soviet 
position? 


A I'm not aware of that. But I'm just not pre- 
pared to go into the question of what is actually taking 
place in the negotiations. 


0 When you say you're not aware of exceeding 
instructions, is that what you want to say? 


A That's what I am saying. I'm not really going 
to answer your question directly. I'm just telling you what 
I personally do or don't know. But in terms of an official 
response, I'm going to have to stick with what I said, which 
is that we're not going to discuss the talks themselves. I 
think I'm going to have to leave it at that and refer you to 
what Larry Speakes said this morning with regard to the 
issue of some sort of a paper or reprimand or whatever was 
there. I think he did have something on this. You might 
want to refer to it. 


0 On that, Alan, usually when officials leave 
Our government, they're enjoined from discussing the con- 
fFidential nature of their immediate past assignment. Do you 
look askance at the way Professor Rostow has been rather 
forthcoming in discussing what you describe as confidential? 





A I don't have any comment on his remarks. 


0 There are reports coming from Jordan, saying 
that King Hussein was told while he was here that the U.S. 
is interested in giving Jordan the control of 98 or 97 -- I 
don't remember his exact number -- 97 or 98 percent of the 
West Bank. Can you confirm that language was used or that 
was the sense of what was conveyed to him? 





A No, I obviously could not get into the 
substance -- without leading you one way or another on that 
story -- couldn't get into the substance of the discussions. 
In terms of the general approach to the West Bank issue and 














14 


sovereignty and control and so on, I would refer you speci- 
fically to what the President said September 1, when he 
addressed the issue. 


0 Alan, now that Ruth Gruber is out of Poland, 
has the United States taken any steps to respond to the 
incident? 


A I don't have anything to announce to you 
today on that. 


0 Last week SWAPO announced the Namibia talks 
are deadlocked. Do we have any statement to counter that; 
what is the status of the Namibia -- 


A I think I would refer back to our most recent 
statements on this. I don't think we would view the 
situation as deadlocked, but in terms of a more forthcoming 
characterization I'd refer you back to our latest position 
on that. 


'@) Could we get a briefing on the subject? 


A I don't think at this stage we're prepared to 
have a briefing. 


0 Any further information on the confrontation 
between the Israelis and the Marines in Lebanon; any 
developments? 

A There's been nothing I think since we 
discussed this recently. I think that that's an issue of 
the past. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:55 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 18, 1983, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good dfternoon all. I have a couple 
of announcements. I would like to remind you that there 
will be a readout on the meeting between the President and 
Mr. Nakasone at the White House about 1:30-1:45, I 
understand, this afternoon. 


I have an announcement related to the expulsion of 
an American correspondent from Poland. In retaliation for 
the expulsion of UPI reporter Ruth Gruber, the United States 
Government is today asking the Polish Government to withdraw 
the Polish Press Agency's Washington correspondent Stanislaw 
Glabinski. Mr. Glabinski is being requested to leave the 
country by Thursday. 


.e) How many correspondents do they have in the 
country currently? 


A I don't know how many Polish correspondents 
are here. Probably find that out for you. 


e) Do you have a spelling on that? 


A Stanislaw, of course, you know. Glabinski is 
G-l-a-b-i-n-s-k-i. 


Q Will the United States Government permit a 
replacement for him to come in? 


A Yes, we will. 
0 Immediately? 


A We will permit a replacement, because we 
understand that is the position the Polish Government is 
taking in connection with a successor to the UPI correspon- 
dent. If that understanding is correct, in accordance with 
the principle of strict reciprocity, we will permit the 
Poles to send another correspondent to replace Mr. 
Glabinski. 


fe) Was he singled out for any particular egre- 
gious reporting, or did he just happen to draw the short 
straw? 




















A I don't know that I would characterize it 
quite that way. It is simply our decision that this is the 
appropriate correspondent. 


QO Will he be detained? 
A That's all I have for you. 


0 Do you have a response today to Mr. Gromyko's 
warning sounded in Bonn last night about the American 3 
deployment of missiles? 


A Yes. NATO's determination to achieve an arms 
control agreement adequately addressing Western security 
interests, and to proceed with deployment in the absence of 
such an agreement, will not be swayed by warnings of this 
nature. 


The Soviets ignore the fundamental fact that the 
Pershing II and ground-launched cruise missiles are NATO's 
response to the massive Soviet deployment of the SS=-20. 


If the Soviets wish to prevent NATO's moder- 
nization program, a solution is on the table in Geneva, that 
is agreement to the U.S. proposal for reciprocal elimination 
of this entire class of longer-range land-based INF 
missiles. 


fe) Any comment on the proposal dealing with 
shorter-range missiles that he seemed to float? 


A The Soviets have previously indicated a 
willingness to discuss limits on shorter-range INF missiles 
as we proposed. We will be pursuing the subject with the 
Soviets in Geneva when talks resume on January 27. 


Q How is “shorter-range" defined? 


A I would have to go back and give you a better 
definition on that. 


fe) Are they doing a particularly better job than 
we in keeping up a propaganda effort or a public relations 
effort? They keep coming up with these proposals and you 
keep shooting them down. What happens now? 


A It's not a question of shooting them down. 
It's a question of offering a factual assessment of what 
they're proposing, and that's what we will continue to do. 
We are unmoved by rhetoric. 


The President has a firm arms control policy. 








He took the initiative in proposing certain reductions. I 
think it was November 18, 1981. He has since made other 
proposals. We have those proposals on the table in Geneva. 
It seems to me that is a worthy objective -- the complete 
elimination of that class of weapons. We're going to stand 
on that proposal. , 


@) Is that zero/zero proposal immutable from the 
Administration's point of view? 


A It's what we're going back to Geneva with. 
It's a good proposal. It seems to me -- 


© Is it immutable? Can it be subsequently 
modified upwards? 


A As we have consistently said, the nego- 
tiations are being conducted in Geneva. But I know of no 
plans for modification. 


0) Give us that copy? 
A Sure. 


Q The West German opposition leader, Mr. Vogel, 
when he was here last week, said that he had the impression 
that the U.S. position was not final or firm, but was subject 
to possible change. Is he correct or incorrect? 


A I don't think I will comment on Mr. Vogel's 
impression. I think I will simply stand on what the 
President said, what the Secretary of State has said and what 
Our various negotiators have said, which I think is very 
clear. 


fe) The question seems to be whether the United 
States is negotiating at all or simply sitting there and 
saying this is our position, and we're not going to change 
from it. Can you offer us any assurance that there is 
indeed negotiation going on? 


A I think there has been negotiation. We have 
consistently said that we think what is going on in Geneva 
is serious; that we have sent serious negotiators to the 
table. I think we have said that we consider the kind of 
people the Soviets have sent to the table are also serious. 
But that doesn't mean that we're abandoning our proposal. 


fe) You have come back with the zero option as 
the only option which hardly sounds like a negotiation. 


A We think it's a good proposal. 











'e) The question came up yesterday. I'd just 
like to ask it again. In the statement Alan read, and in 
the White House, it was said that Ambassador Nitze had 
authority to explore Soviet flexibility. When he was asked, 
did he also have authority to introduce any flexibility in 
the American position, that was not answered here. At the 
White House there was a suggestion only if he had specific 
instructions from superiors. Do you have anything beyond 
that? 


A No. It seems to me what you're saying is that 
the White House has answered that question. 

8) Is there no amplification of that? 

A No. 


e) Will the President's negotiators, John, be 
meeting with the President before they return to Geneva? 


A I don't have anything on that, but I wouldn't 
rule it out. 


8) Well, the President said so Friday. 


A I don't know what specific arrangements may 
have been made, but I don't have a time or date on it. 


0 When you talk about the question raised about 
zero/zero, is it not, in the way you're offering it, a take- 
it-or-leave-it proposition, and you're helping yourself to 
the word “negotiation” when, in fact, the U.S. is not 
negotiating? 


A I think the elimination of a weapon system of 
that character is something that is very worthy. That's the 
President's position. 


8) I'm not getting involved in the elimination, 
or the worthiness. I don't think anybody would argue with 
that. 


~é 


4 Wouldn't one logically try to achieve that 
which is mo: yveneficial to all concerned? 


fe) You may not be able to get that, so that's 
why you use the word "negotiation." Can you show me where 
the U.S. is negotiating? 


A In Geneva. 


Q Yes. In other words, negotiating in its 
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legitimate sense rather than presenting and rearticulating 
and re-presenting the same thing in contrast to negotiation? 
Isn't there a take-it-or-leave-it packaging, at least up to 
this point, on zero/zero? 


A I think the President has said that we would 
seriously consider any serious Soviet proposal. He said 
that on a number of occasions. He's also said that we're 
standing on the zero option proposal. 


Q Have you got anything on that incident Monday 
night involving Israelis and Marines? 


A I don't have anything on it. We've heard a 
little about the incident. We might have a little something 
more on it during the course of the day, but I don't have 
anything on it right now. Why don't you keep in touch with 
us on that, though. 


Q Is that the one that was two weeks ago, or is 
this something new now? : 


| A These are reports of a new, possible incident 
involving Israelis and Marines. 


Q Getting back to this other question, are you 
by implication saying that nothing the Soviets have come up 
with so far is a serious proposal? 


A I think, as we have reacted where we have to 
in comments made in the public domain, I think we've made 
clear that we have not seen a seriousness on the Soviet side 
yet. 


8) It is not serious? 


A Yes, in what has been suggested in the public 
domain, the various -- 


Q How do you reconcile what you just said with 
the fact that the Administration, including the President 
and the Secretary of State have been saying for months, that 
we are involved in serious negotiations with the Soviet Union? 


A I think those statements stand. I don't see 
any contradiction in that. 


9) You said they never made a serious proposal; 
the two go together. 


A I'm talking about the public domain. I was 
asked about the propaganda type of statements that are being 
made and whether our position had been that we did not con- 
sider these serious proposals. I think we have responded in 
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various ways to those various statements. We have said on 
occasion that we certainly would take a look at them, and 
have also said that the experts did not see a great deal 
that is new. 


You would have to go back and look at the specific 
language we've used in connection with specific 
announcements. 


0 What you just said raises the question that 
perhaps the United States is saying something in the public 
domain which it is not saying in the negotiations. I feel 
certain that it is saying lots of things in the negotiations 
that is not saying in the public domain, but I'm not sure 
about the reverse of that. 


What you're saying in the public domain is that 
zero/zero is it? 


A Yes. 


e) But what you just said it leaves it pretty 
clear that you may be saying other things. 


A No, you're on a wrong tack. We're not going 
to talk about negotiations. If you talk about negotiations, 
you're not negotiating seriously -- anymore than a network 
Or a newspaper talks about its labor negotiations in pri- 
vate. They're not negotiations if they're not confidential. 
Those are going to remain confidential. But you would be 
misled if you draw the deduction that something different 
has been offered at those negotiations to what the President 
has consistently said is our arms control position. 


0 Let me be clear on this now, because you're 
saying "at the negotiations." The question is, how strong 
does the U.S. believe in that position if its own chief 
negotiator is willing to discuss something quite different 
outside the negotiations with his Soviet counterpart? 


A I think that was addressed by the White House 
yesterday, that the negotiator has flexibility, has 
authorized flexibility to pursue, but that doesn't alter the 
steadfastness of the President's position on his zero option 
proposal. 


re) John, yesterday, the official statement was 
that the Soviets, during the informal negotiations, were not 
interested in anything unless it gave them an overwhelming 
advantage. Can you give us anything on the record to back 
that up? 


A No, I think that statement came out of the 





White House, and I don't think we would have anything beyond 
that. 


O Did not Alan read it here, too? 


A I'm not sure whether that was -- yes, it was, 
in the statement that was read. It looked like Alan. (Laughter) 


e) Could you tell us the basis for that? 


A No. 

Q It is a rather broad statement, sweeping 
statement. 

A I'm afraid we're going to stand on that 
language. 

Q What is your comment on the statements of 


Presidents Carter and Ford about the Israeli settlements 
policy that it is an obstacle to peace in the Middle Fast, 
and how do you compare this position with the Reagan 
Administration's stand on the issue of Israeli settlements? 


A Former Presidents Carter and Ford have 
focused rightly on Israeli settlements: That's a problem 
President Reagan has identified as an obstacle to peace. 


President Reagan called for a freeze on such 
activity in his September 1 initiative. 


Israel's long-term security can only be assured 
through real peace, and real peace can only be achieved 
through a negotiated exchange for occupied Arab territory. 
Our government has said on a number of occasions that the 
settlement activity damages the chances for peace between 
Arabs and Israelis. 


Q Copy? 

A Surely. 

OQ A follow-up. According to the wire copy, at 
least, the two Presidénts are saying that the settlements 


are the major obstacle. Do you agree with that language? 


A I think "an obstacle" is the language I used. 


8) Not in the article, but in the past both of 
them have described the settlements as illegal. Does this 
Administration agree with that? 




















A No. I think the President has used the 
language on a number of occasions, that those settlements 
are unhelpful and an obstacle to the peace process. 


Q I want to follow this. If the Reagan 
Administration adopts the language and the provisions of the 
Camp David Agreement, since President Carter was the main 
force in bringing the Camp David framework out, why isn't 
that Administration also taking the same position that has 
been espoused by President Carter? 


A I'm sorry, on what issue? 


--MORE-- 








Q On the issue of settlements and other issues. 
You know, the statements which have been said all along 
during the Carter Administration term, that the settlements 
are illegal, an obstacle to peace, etc.? 


That was the whole thrust of the statement that 
was in the Reader's Digest. 








A As I say, I think we're not addressing that 
specific question of legality or illegality, which is pro- 
bably complex. 


I don't think there can be any doubt about this 
Administration's viewpoint on the settlements, and its view 
of the degree of unhelpfulness that they represent. 





They are an obstacle to the peace process. We 
have repeatedly affirmed that. The President has made his 
position clear September 1, and repeatedly since then. 

0 Also, I thought the article also mentioned 
that the two former Presidents zero on the idea that Israel 
has no intentions of withdrawing back from territories, and 
therefore it goes on with confiscation of territories, land 
and settlements. 


What would you say to that? 


A I haven't seen the full text of the article, 
so I can't give you anything on that, specifically on the 
settlements. 


Q Do you think -- in a direct question, do you 
think that the Israelis do intend to exchange territories 
for peace from what has developed since -- 


A I don't think we can speak for the Israelis. 
I think you have to ask the Israelis. I think the 
President's position is clear and has been amplified on many 
occasions, but I don't think we should attempt to interpret 
Israeli decisions, motivations, or intentions. 


0 On the Lebanon-Israel talks, there seems to 
be mixed signals coming out of these talks. This morning 
the Lebanese Government spokesman said that the Lebanese 
delegate to the talks yesterday made it clear that there will 
be no normalization of relations until Israel withdraws its 
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last soldier, and that's been officially announced by Beirut 
Radio. 


Does that sum up the U.S. position? 


A I don't think we're going to get into any 
more detail on the substance of those tripartite 
discussions. They are due to resume on Thursday. As you 
know, after each session, a full communique is issued on the 
substance of the discussions. I don't think we're going 
to pursue the question of the agenda, how they come at the 
various items, or what the ultimate resolution would be. 


As you know, Ambassador Habib is in Israel. I 
think Ambassador Draper is in Israel today. Ambassador 
Draper is representing the United States in those tripartite 
talks. Ambassador Habib is doing all that he can to accelerate 
the movement on Lebanon. I think we'll have to leave it 
at that. 


6) But, John, do you think thet the government 
spokesman today was correcting misunderstandings about 
yesterday's session? 


A I honestly don't know. I haven't seen what 
he said today. 


re) John, is the United States concerned about 
reports of the new SA-5 missiles in Syria, and what is the 
United States going to do about it? 


A I think we've previously indicated our con- 
cern, and we have expressed that concern to the governments 
involved. 


We have reason to believe that those missiles are 
being deployed in Syria. I can't go into details, but, as I 
say, we have raised our concerns with the various govern- 
ments involved. 


0 Are there Soviet technicians with those 
missiles? 


A Can't go beyond what we've offered you on 
that. 


re) Has the concern that you have with those 
countries involved -- is the Soviet Union one of those 
countries? 





ll 


A I'm sorry. What did you say at the 
beginning? 
0) The countries involved. 


A I think you can be assured that the Soviet 
Union is aware of our concern. 


e) On that same subject, do you have any sense 
of the number of missiles that are involved? 


A No. I don't. 
e) You say they are being deployed. 


A They are being deployed. That is our 
understanding. 


e) Does that mean operationally, John, or 
they're just building stuff? 


A I think I'm going to have to stay with the 
language I have offered you at the moment. 


e) What's the significance of the introduction 
of SA-5s into Syria? 


A I think Alan gave you some specific language 
on that at the time of the initial report. I would go back 
to “hat language. 


Obviously, it's not conducive to peace in the 
area. 


0 Does the U.S. see it as some Soviet 
challange? 





A Go back to the language we used before, which 
we would be glad to produce for you. 


0 Has the deployment taken place since the 
United States contacted the governments involved? 


A I can't give you the timetable of what is 
taking place, or when. 
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Q When did the deployment begin? 
A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q John, is the United States demanding that 
they be removed? 


A I think I'll just stay with the language that 
we've used, that we are making known our concern to the 
various governments. 


Q We didn't get very much at the initial time on 
this, John. All Alan said was that we would regret any 
measure from either side in the Arab-Israeli conflict that 
would heighten the risk of conflict, and that was it. 
Questions such as the one that was just asked have not been 
answered, the significance of it in terms of the power 


balance. 

A I think we're going to stand with that 
language. 

Q Will Mr. Habib go to Damascus to raise this 
issue? 

A No plans that I know of that he should do 
that. 


0 John, back on the Lebanese-Israeli-American 


talks. The United States concern was for the withdrawal of 
external or foreign troops from there. 


Information coming out of Lebanon and Israel 
says that the agenda or the talks now are not about 
withdrawal, but about normalization, open borders, etc. 


How does that differ from -—- I mean, how do you 
react to that? 


A I don't think there's any contradiction 
there. As I say, I'm not going to get into the agenda, 
how those talks are proceeding, or what the ultimate resolu- 
tion of various issues will be other than the communique 
that the three parties issue every day. 


I think you'd be on the wrong track if you thought 
that there was any less urgency about discussion of a troop 
withdrawal. 





13 


0 I, for one, would take it, John, as to what 
they're talking about first, let's say, and it looks like it 
is less urgent than normalization, because they're talking 
about normalization and not withdrawal. 


A I don't think there's any less urgency about 
the desire to get a troop withdrawal plan. 


e) John, there's a report out of Israel that the 
Israelis are insisting on a withdrawal of all PLO forces 
from all of Lebanon before they will then discuss a step-by- 
step withdrawal parallel with the Syrians. 


A As I say, I don't want to get into the hour- 
by-hour question of who goes when, where they pull back 
to, and that kind of thing. Certainly the withdrawal of all 
PLO forces is an objective that we share. 


6) John, why is it that you're so skimpy on 
information on the SA-5s? You have more to say about the 
settlements than you do about the SA-5s in the sense that 
you won't tell us whether you've asked for a withdrawal, you 
can't tell us when they were installed. [I think it was 
last week when Alan talked about reports of sites being 
prepared. 


A I didn't say -- 

0 Does that presuppose -- 

A I said they are being deployed. 
e) You said they are being deployed? 
A Right. 


0 Does that mean that this has taken place in 
the past few days, and it obviously would mean that this has 
taken place since the U.S. made its concerns known? 


A That's a reasonable deduction, I think. 


Q Well, then how do you then interpret that? 
You tell the Russians and the Syrians, “Bad idea, fellows," 
and they proceed, and you have nothing more to say beyond 
that? 


A Not at the moment. 
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0 Why not at the moment? 


A I think you're getting into two areas where 
we have traditionally been a little less forthcoming than 
you probably would prefer. One involves intelligence and 
the other involves diplomacy. 


(Laughter) 
Q That pretty well covers it, doesn't it? 


A You mean, I've caught you speechless? I don't 
believe it. (Laughter) 


Q Why don't you propose zero option with 
respect to the SA-5s? (Laughter) 


Q Do you have something on the reported appli- 
cation for a ground satellite tracking station in China? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We have 
previously indicated our willingness to sell China a ground 
station to receive signals from the Landsat D satellite 
which provides information that is useful for agriculture, 
natural resource exploration, and other scientific purposes. 


Since this sale involves proprietary information 
from the export licensing process, any questions regarding 
the equipment involved would be most appropriately addressed 
to the contracting firm. 


Q Is there any U.S. Government stamp of appro- 
val required on this transfer? 


A I personally wouldn't have any problem about 
answering that question, but the whole question of license 
applications is also covered by this export licensing pro- 
cess. It's a legal question. You're going to have to ask 
the company. 


0 What you're also saying here is that since 
the U.S. has previously indicated its willingness to do 
these limited kinds of things, that if there were any 
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problem with it, it would be in reviewing exactly what the 
ground station would be capable of receiving? '. 


A Yes, I think that's a fair deduction. 

Q Going back to the SA-5s -- 

A You're just tireless on this one. 

Q secause it's really your fault. (Laughter) 


What kind of advice is the United States giving 
Israel on the question of welcoming, living with, or taking out 
the SA-5s? 


A I'm just looking to make sure you have your 
tongue in your cheek when you ask that question. 

Q No, no. Seriously. 

A Well, I'm seriously not going to be able to 


answer that question. , 
Q You may have another upheaval in the works as 


a result of the introduction of SA-5s. What is the U.S. 
doing to keep the lid on there? 





A I told you that we've expressed our concern 
to the various governments, but I obviously am not going to 
get into any communication we may or may not have had with 
Israel or other specifics. 


@) What does that word "concern" mean? 
A We don't like them. 
@) There you go. (Laughter) Now you're warming 


up. (Laughter) 


A You knew you'd draw blood if you persisted 
long enough. 





9) Will you say why you don't? 
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A No, I wouldn't. 


Qo John, there was a report published yesterday 
in a newsletter here in Washington that the President 
ordered that any information regarding those missiles would 
be shared with Israel. 


Could you confirm that report? 


A No. I am afraid I can't. That's an intelli- 
gence area, obviously, into which we would not get. 


) On this very same concern or that you don't 
like it -- and I don't know if you're serious or not -=- but 
assuming that -- and it's a good assumption -- Syria is a 
sovereign country like any other country in the region 
there, and assuming that it has the right to purchase what- 
ever it deems necessary for its defense and security, why 
does the United States not like that? I mean, why do you 
not like it? 


A Again, I'd refer you to the specific language 
that Mr. Romberg offered first time around, but if I were to 
paraphrase it, I would say it is not conducive to peace in 
the area. 


The entry of a new type of weapon into that 
country is clearly not in the interests of peace in the 
region in our opinion. 


fe) Would you like Syria to withdraw them? Would 
you like the Soviet Union to take them back? 


A I think it's obvious we would prefer that 
they not be there. 


fe) John, do you have any information to confirm 
or to deny reports that were sort of proposals from the 
Israelis to share power with Jordan on the West Bank? 


A No. I don't. 


0 John, back to the SA=-5s. A key question, I 
think. Does the phrase “are being deployed" imply those 
missiles are operational? mh 


A I think the phrase "are being deployed" means 
they are being deployed. That's what it means. 
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Q All right, then, let's make it clear. Are 
. they operational? 


A I can't answer that. 


fe) Is the introduction of 75 F-16 jets to Israel 
helpful also to the peace process? 


A Is it what? 


6) Is it helpful to the peace process if you say 
that of the SA-5s in Syria? 


A That's a decision that will be made in due 
course. 


0 John, on this issue, there are people who 
subscribe to the idea that these missiles might be in Syria 
in preparation for the Syrian-Israeli forces withdrawal from 
Lebanon, and that the measure was intended to defend Syrian ae 
air space from possible incursions from hostile forces in 
the area. 





Do you believe such a thing? 


A I'm not going to offer any information on the 
motivation for them being there. 


re) Can you tell us anything about the meeting 
this afternoon between the French Minister of Defense and 
Secretary Shultz? What's the nature? 


A I can't, except that when the Secretary was 
in Paris, he called on the French Defense Minister. It's 
a reciprocal visit, I think. 


fe) Do you have any update today on the Namibia 
talks? 


A I have some earlier guidance we can give you 
in the Press Office. 


8) Don't you have anything new today? 





A No. I'd just refer to the earlier stuff. 





8) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 19, 1983, 12:25 P.M, 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISF NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I don't have anv 
statements or housekeeping announcements, so I will he alad 
to take your questions. 


'e) Do you have any reaction to the announcement 
by the Chinese that they are goina to heaqin restricting cer- 
tain American imports in retaliation for the American 
restrictions? 


A Yes, I do, Jim. On January 19, the New China 
News Agency carried an announcement that China, effective 
immediately, will stop approving new contracts for cotton, 
chemical fibers, and sov beans from the United States this 
year. The announcement also reported that China will reduce 
its planned imports of other U.S. agricultural products. 


We regret that the Chinese have announced this 
action. The United States reiterates its sincere desire to 
continue addressing our textile trade problems throuah a 
mutually acceptable aqreement. We have made clear to the 
Chinese that we're prepared to continue negotiations at a 
mutually convenient and early date, and we stronaly believe 
that retaliatory trade sanctions do not contribute to an 
atmosphere conducive to a mutually satisfactory settlement. 


We note that our textile proposals allow for 
continued arowth in Chinese exports to the United States. 
Furthermore, the unilateral controls recently imposed on 
Chinese textiles, absent a neqotiated aqreement, do not elimi- 
nate existing trade as Chinese actions would, as outlined in 
the New China News Aqency announcement. 


0 Do you believe that the Chinese actions are in 
retaliation to the ones you put into effect on the 15th? 


A On the basis of the first renorts, that would 
seem to be so. 


0 In light of that, then, would the lnited States 
be willing to lift its restrictions in expectation that the 
Chinese miaht lift their retaliatory restrictions? 


A I think our postion is that we are ready and 
eager to qo back into the neqotiations. 


























@) And what is the prospect for the resumption of 
negotiations? 
A We have expressed our readiness and 


willingness, and we'il have to see how that works out. 


‘@) Was this the first indication the government 
had of this, or had you been informed yesterday through diplo- 
matic channels? 


A I think -- I'm not sure, Bob -- I think this is 
the first announcement. I'd like to check that for you. 


@) John, do you have any figures there on the size 
of that market that is being cut back? 


A Yes. In the first 11 months of 1982, the 
United States exported $63 million worth of soy beans to 
China. Our total exports of soy beans in 1981 to China were 
$129 million. In the first 11 months of 1982, China bought 
$176 million worth of U.S. raw cotton. Cotton exports to 
China were worth $464 million in 1981. 


$464 million? 
$464 million in 198l. 


So it had already dropped considerably in '82? 


Yes. 


o Fr OD FY O 


Do you know why? 


A No. In the first ten months of 1982, the 
United States sold China $76 million worth of polyester 
fibers, compared to $265 million in the same period of 1981. 


0 May I follow up, please? Will this action 
affect the Secretary's trip to China? And do you have any 
assessment of how this action might affect trade relations 
between the United States and Taiwan? 


A No, on the latter point I don't. We see no 
reason why it would affect the Secretary's trip to China. It 
might arise in discussion; but we assume that both sides want 
to minimize the adverse effects of this temporary setback in 
one area Of our bilateral relations. 


0 John, could you tell us anything about 
Ambassador Nitze's trip to Bonn on Monday? 

















—, 


Ambassador Nitze's tirip to Bonn on Monday? 

That's right. 

Sorry, don't know anything about it. 

He is supposed to stop there on his way to Geneva. 
Don't know anything about it. 


Who is sending him? 


r oO Fr OD FY ODO YF 


I'm sure that he will be returning to Geneva, 
but I don't know anything about any other stops on the way. 


0 John, could you address the interview that 
Nitze gave yesterday in which he raises the possibility of a 


shift in the U.S. position where he says he is confident that 


if it became wise for the U.S. to change position in talks 
with the Soviets on reducing nuclear missiles, it will in fact 
do so? 


A I think Ambassador Nitze's remarks really speak 
for themselves, Bernie. We remain convinced that the elimina- 
tion of the class of longer-ranged, land-based INF missiles is 
the best outcome, and Ambassador Nitze has always been 
authorized to explore flexibility in the Soviet position. 


0 But here, he seems to be suggesting that there 
could be some flexibility in the U.S. zero/zero position. 


A I don't think so. I think Ambassador Nitze 
gave a number of interviews yesterday, and I think he made it 
clear that he is going back to Geneva standing on the 
President's zero option proposal. 


0 How do you interpret the remarks that I'm 
reading to you that are verbatim? 


A I think we're covering the same ground that we 
covered yesterday, in that you sense a contradiction between 
the President directing that we go back to Geneva with the 
zero-based option. It seems to me that while there may be dif- 
ferences in this country among some people, nevertheless the 
President has produced a policy which calls for the elimina- 
tion of an entire class of missiles. That's a pretty far- 
reaching proposal -- it seems to me, one that should garner 
widespread support. 

















The President is qoing hack, based on that one. The 
President has also said, as Mr. Nitze has said, we're willing 
to seriously consider serious Soviet proposals. Rut there is 
no contradiction hetween those two positions. Vou don't move 
away from the President's policy which offers wide hope for 
those involved. 


e) Rut you would be willing to consider any number 
of Soviet policies, and still not qive up around. These 
things are on two different tracks. Here we are aetting an 
indication of flexibility on zero-zero, to which you simply -- 
I'm talking on one channel, and you're over in "left field" 
not even answering my question. 


A It's a question of not abdicatina a aqood 
initiative which the President has launched and on which we're 
standing. 


9) Fine. 

A There is no reason for us to cave on that pro- 
posal. 

a) I'm not even aetting involved in that. I'm 


talking about your top negotiator holding out the possibility 
that maybe there will, in fact, be flexibility, which is to 
say a shift away from zero-zero. 


A As the President has said, that neaotiator has 
alwavs had authority to explore flexibility on the Soviet 
side. If that flexibility emerges at the resumed talks in 
Geneva, I'm sure it would be reported back to the President. 


@) Flexibility in the U.S. position is what T'm 
talking about, not the Soviet position. 


A Well, we're qoing hack to Geneva on the 
President's good, sound proposal, which surely should he 
the ideal for people of many diverse views. Vou may have 
differences about how to get there, but surely there could not 
be too much arqument that the elimination of that entire class 
of weaponry in Furope would be a very healthy development. 


0 John, on that voint, Time Maaazine this 





week, in its lead story, hardly a Kremlin outlet, says that 
this position is basically unreasonable in that it would call 
for the Soviets to dismantle existing weaponry while we would 
make only paper changes, and it would leave intact 162 missi- 
les in Western nations -- France and Britain. They come to 
the conclusion that this is an unreasonable position. 























A Well, that is a deduction that they may make. 
That is not the viewpoint of the United States Administration, 
and it's not the viewpoint of our Allies. 


@) It's a deduction they make, but the arguments 
they present are pretty strong, that it would lead -- 


A That may be vour deduction, but we are unmoved -- 
‘e) That is their deduction. 
A Well, we are unmoved by them. You know, it's 


not a question of the United States imposing a policy. Let's 
not forget that this a Furopean initiative. This is a NA™, 
dual-track decision to which the United States is subscribina. 
This is not a question of the United States imposing its 
policy on Western Furope. This is a NATO Alliance decision. 


ae) John, the President and other Administration 
spokesmen have repeatedly said that success at Geneva depends 
on demonstrating U.S. capacity and commitment to undertake a 
major strategic arms buildup. Now, according to James Raker 
III, the President is now in the process of adopting a series 
of proposals to convert the United States into a post- 
industrial society, and he is considering a number of 
austerity measures to go along that way. 


A Yes. 


@) Given that the Administration is now under- 
mining its capacity to enaage in the kind of industrial 
buildup necessarv for success at Ceneva, aren't you about to 
make some sort of deal or to back off from your positions? 


A T don't agree with vour thesis. The 
President's position has been consistent on the question of 
achieving peace through strenath, peace throuch leveraae, 
peace through deterrence. “hat has been a constant policy; 
there has been no change in it, despite attempts to discredit 
it or despite attempts to interpret it variously. 


0 Are you saving that James Raker III was not 
speakina for the Administration in this January 13 speech 
to the Commonwealth Club of San Francisco? 


A First of all, I think you are vorejudgqina 
budget decisions that might be made; but secondly, I'm saving 
that -- 




















0 All T saw was the speech whose text was put 
out on White House letterhead. That's all I'm referring to. 


A All I'm saying is that it seems to me that the 
President and Administration spokesmen have made it clear 
that we are certainly not dropping our military guard, and 
whatever steps that mav be taken in the budget are desianed 
to bolster, and not deteriorate, the .S. econony. 


) John, do you have any reports of the 
Araentines' building up or somehow preparing for military 
action against the Falklands? 


A I think, Jim, you are referring to what were 
described as intelligence reports, and as always, we're not 
going to be terribly communicative in that area. However, -- 


0 Intelligence and diplomacy, right? 


A Intelligence and diplomacy. (Laughter) So 
we're not aoina to comment on intelliaence matters; but T 
would remind you that the 1.S. position is clear. We support 
the peaceful settlement of disputes such as the Falklands/ 
Malvinas, and we are ovonosed to the use of force. 


This policy remains unchanaed, and was reflected in 
our support of the U.N. and OAS resolutions of last fall. 


0 Are you in touch with the Argentine Government 
about these reported preparations? 


A I'm really not able to get into that, Jim. 


0 When is the Administration planning to 
announce certification on Fl Salvador? And can you qive us 
any sense of what the current feeling is in terms of human 
rights and the military situation there? 


A On the certification, the Administration is 
required to certifv on El Salvador every 180 days. The next 
date would be January 23. The necessary staff work on this 
is continuing. January 23 falls on a Sunday, when Conaress is 
not in session, so our current intention is to try to convey 
both the decision and any paper work, any documentation, that 
might go with it on Fridav, January 21. 


We will try to see that copies are available in the 
Press Office after the appropriate distribution to Congress -- 
I would think that would be Friday afternoon. We are 
looking into arranaing a briefina for you, and we might have 
an announcement on that for you a little later. 














0 Has a final decision been made? 


A I think we're just going to rest on the 
language that we have here, and have you wait with 
anticipation for the -- 


0 Is it still “touch and qo?" 
A Beg vardon. 


0 Is it still “touch and go" on the 
certification? 


A Why don't I whet your appetite by refusina to 
be drawn into that -- 


'@) Do vou have any reaction to what Ambassador 
Hinton said that certification should and will he done? 


A No, I don't have any reaction to Ambassador 
Hinton's remarks. 


0 May I make just one more run on the Nitze 
thing on flexibility? 


A Sure. 


0 Are you saying that Ambassador Nitze's remar'’s 
should be interpreted that he was reassuring everyone that he 
is in line with the President's thinking on the U.S. neqgo- 
tiating stance, and that anything that anyone might read into 
it beyond that, on flexibility, is drawina the wrong 
conclusion? 


A As I say, I think Ambassador Nitze aave a 
number of interviews vesterday, and I don't think -- I thin* 
he speaks for himself. 


0 Yes. 


A And I shouldn't interpret the various state- 
ments he has made, but I wouldn't quarrel with vour 
deduction. 


0 John, on that same point, you have said 
earlier that Nitze has been authorized to explore Soviet 
flexibility. Can you explain what you mean by "explore?" 
Does that include the vossibility of offering his own thughts 
into the process? 














A We are not going to aet into the -- I know it 
is tempting and I know that others involved have been making 
a number of public pronouncements on this from the other side, 
for a variety of reasons; but we believe that we should ao 
back into Geneva -~- that's where serious negotiations should 
take place -- and I don't want to get into modalities of how 
those negotiations will go forth at Geneva. 


-- MORF -- 
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@) But, you know, the words you use sometimes 
raise questions themselves. 
A I can't believe that. (Laughter) 
@) You say "serious negotiations" should take 


place. Well, the definition of “serious negotiations" for 
most diplomats is give and take -- the reply is compromise or 
at least a search for compromise -- and yet you're saying 
that Ambassador Nitze's going back with the zero option. 


A Yes. That's what I am saying. 


6) And only the flexibility to explore the 
Soviet position. 


A That's right. 


0 That's not what one would call "serious 
negotiations” on the face of it. 


A I don't understand the problem in perceiving. 
The President has a good policy, and we're standing on that 
policy. That is a very desirable policy, it seems to me, 
that offers great hope to all concerned. 


What you're saying is, “Why shouldn't he back away 
from the policy?" He's not going to back away from that 
policy going back to Geneva because he believes it's a good 
policy. He believes it's what the people of Western Europe 
want. 


0 I'm a little bit puzzled, then, about what 
you're saying the people of Western Europe want, because 
certainly in West Germany there's a lot of people in the 
government who don't believe that zero option is achievable, 
and therefore that something else has to come about. 


So as to what they want, what they want is 
obviously an agreement. 


A I don't know who you're quoting, but, I mean, 
there's a great deal of declaration of support of the zero 
option proposal. 


0 John, do you have any response to Foreign 
Minister Gromyko's statements in Bonn? 


A Not beyond what we gave you yesterday. 
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@) Another subject. The Middle East? 


A Yes. 


0 On this subject, please. You repeatedly say 
that your proposal is the best compromise, the best solu- 
tion, which implies that there are some good solutions. 


Are you thinking on those good solutions or -- 
A I'm sorry. I didn't get the other -- 


@) You repeatedly say that U.S. proposals in 
Geneva provide the best solutions for Euro-rockets or Euro 
missiles. This implies to me that there are some still good 
solutions. Are you thinking on those good solutions, or you 
will just wait for the Soviets to propose something? 


A As the President has said, we are always 
ready to seriously consider a serious Soviet proposal. 


e) But what is the framework of a still good 
solution which is not the best to you? 


A I mean, we're not going to negotiate from 
this podium. We're going back to Geneva, and that's where 
the negotiations will take place. 


@) John, just to tidy one thing up that we all 
seem to be not having any luck with. 


Is there any flexibility whatsoever at the present 
time in the U.S. position on zero-zero? 


A We will go back to Geneva standing on the 
President's zero option proposal. Ambassador Nitze, as he 
and others have said, has always been authorized to explore 
flexibility on the Soviet side. 


0 I'm talking about U.S. flexibility. That's 
my question for today. 


A To the best of my knowledge, Bernie, we're 
going back to Geneva on the President's good, strong zero 
option proposal. 


0 If the Soviet negotiator explored American 
flexibility, would he find any? 











ll 


(Laughter) 


A Not a bad try, but I think we will continue 
to negotiate in Geneva. 


Q One more on this. We're told that the 
Soviets made certain concessions last year, but that they 
then backed off of these in July. 


Why do you think they backed off? 


A First of all, I've seen the same kind of 
reports that you have seen, and I'm not commenting on then. 
So in the absence of any comment, I certainly wouldn't 
attempt to ascribe motivation. 


@) Can you confirm reports that Ambassador 
Habib offered U.S. manning of early warning stations in 
Lebanon as part of the withdrawal arrangement. 


A No. As we've consistently said, we're not 
going to get into the detail of those negotiations that he 
is involved in, but I think you're dealing anyway in a 
hypothetical situation. As we have consistently said, until 
there is a plan for the withdrawal of PLO, Israeli and 
Syrian troops from Lebanon, the question of any changed role 
for the MNF or for U.S. forces is really academic and 
hypothetical. 


0 Do you envision any other -- any role to 
Americans besides the Multinational Force in Lebanon? 


A As I've just said, I think we'll have to wait 
and see what emerges from any plan for foreign troop 
withdrawal. I think that's the point at which we would be 
able to make judgment on U.S. troops. 


@) Does this correspond to the position that was 
taken this morning by Mr. Yitzhak Shamir, the Foreign 
Minister of Israel, who was insisting after five hours of 
Mr. Habib, meeting with him, and meeting with Mr. Begin, 
that the Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon will be the last 
item on the agenda, and all other matters have to be 
agreeable and done before the withdrawal? 


A Again -- and I realize this is frustrating to 
you -- we're just not able to get into the detailed nego- 
tiations that are going on at the moment. They will meet 
again. I think Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper are 
both in Israel today. 
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The tripartite session is scheduled to meet again 
tomorrow, and I presume they will. Ambassador Draper is 
leading our delegation there and will be there, and they'll 
go into the next phase of discussions. 


But what they will discuss is revealed in the con- 
munique to which all three parties agree at the end of each 
session on what they have discussed. 


re) Let me ask it in a different way. You still 
insist that withdrawal of all extraneous forces -- Israeli, 
Syrian and PLO, whatever remains -- is the first priority of 


the United States Administration is dealing with this 
matter. 


A Surely. 
0 Is it that way? 
A Of great urgency. Yes. 


‘@) John, on the same issue of the manning of the 
early warning systems in there, within a broader arrange- 
ment in which Israel would be asked to withdraw, would the 
United States accept the manning of those systems? 


A Accept the -- 


0 Manning of the early warning systems there in 
south Lebanon. 


¥, You're raising a hypothetical and academic 
situation. We're not there yet. We have to see that troop 
withdrawal plan. 


@) But, I mean, the Israelis can throw it back 
and say, "We will withdraw if we are assured of our security 
which would include the manning and the operating of those 
early warnings -- 


A Let's look at that when it's raised. 


re) Okay. One other thing. Yesterday there 
were -- I don't know if you released anything about it -- 
this confrontation with the Marines in Beirut or in Lebanon 
-- do you have anything more to tell us about it today? 


A Not a great deal. We have been in contact 
with the Israelis with a view to avoiding problems in the 
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area of operations of the U.S. Marines contingent of the 
MNF. 


We're confident that Israel wishes to avoid any 
difficulties just as we do. I don't have any further detail 
on the incident. 


0 Was there such an incident? 


A Apparently there was -- "incident" may be too 
strong a word, Jim, but there apparently was some meeting or 
the forces were juxtaposed, but I don't want to use -- when 
you say "incident," it give it a sense of drama that perhaps 
wasn't -- 


e) Was there some pointing of weapons? 


A There was point of contact. I don't know 
about weapons. 


0 Some cocking of weapons. 
A I honestly don't know, Bob. 


@) Let me follow up on this, please. These 
things are -- they've happened before. Now, do you think, 
in your estimation or the U.S. Government's estimation 
are these things done by Israeli troops on their own will, 
Or are these government -- 


A I'm not there. I don't know. It's hard to 
read certainly -- I think you probably shouldn't see 
these in the -- I think when we talked before there 
were a kind of series of incidents that came together. I 
have the impression this is more an isolated incident. 


'@) John, I don't understand this. I mean, these 
kinds of confrontations -- the troops come together all the 
time. They've been doing it since June. Why are there a 
spate of stories about them now? 


A I don't know that there are a spate of 
stories about them now. You asked whether we had anything 
more on what happened yesterday, and I think -- 


0] Are there new rules now that the Americans 
can't talk to the Israelis, and the Israelis can't talk to 
the Lebanese? 
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A It's simply a question of the Marines being 
in position and policing certain territory and are being 
approached, I gather, when they were approached by Israeli 
units. 


0 But when they were in position before during 
the first stages of the PLO evacuation, there was always 
contact between the Americans and the Marines and the French 
and the Italians. 


A I think that's a somewhat different 
situation. There you had a lot of movement in a limited 
area. I think the forces are deployed in a larger area 
now. 


0 John, yesterday I know you covered the Syrian 
SAMs at some length, but -- 

A I think very comprehensively and effectively. 

e) So I gather from the transcript, but today 


Tass is confirming that Syria is beefing up its air defense. 
Do you have any comment on that? 





A No. 


e) Also, you said you were in contact with a 
number of nations regarding it. 


A Yes. 


e) Would Jordan or Turkey be involved in that? 
Be among those nations? 


A I don't want to mislead you, but I think 
we're going to stand on the language that we used yesterday. 


.@) What is the purpose of meetings that 
Ambassador Draper is holding, according to some press 
reports, in Israel with members of the coalition in Israel 
from different parties. 


A I don't know. I'm not aware of them. 

e) There is quite a lengthy report on it in FBIS 
today. 

A I don't know. As I said, he's in Israel 


today, but I presume that is in pursuit of the same kind of 
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function as Ambassador Habib, and they're both working 
together. I don‘t know anything about these contacts. 


0 When do you expect Ambassador Habib to get to 
Damascus? I understand that he hasn't been in Damascus in 
his latest round of -- 


A He has not been in Damascus on this round, 
that's absolutely true. I don't think he has any immediate 
plans to go to Damascus. 


0 Why? 


A I assume what he is doing in Beirut and 
Jerusalem is fully occupying him. 


e) Do you know of any American effort besides 
Habib personally to talk to the Syrians about the part of -- 
the Syrian part of the withdrawal from Lebanon? 


A No. I don't think we would get into a 
question of how those views are being communicated. 


0 John, there are an increasing number of 
reports here in Washington and the Middle East in Israel 
that Hussein has agreed to come into the peace process, and 
that the United States has a date for it. 


Can you confirm that? 


A A date for King Hussein's entry into the 
peace process? 


0 Yes. 
A No. 
0 Can you confirm that he has agreed to come 


in? 


Ay No. We're still waiting. As you know, the 
President has made his position clear on that, and King 
Hussein has been consulting with a number of other leaders 
in the Middle East, and we await the outcome of those -- 


0 Do you have a date for a possible return 
visit, John? 
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A No. There's not a date for a possible return 
visit. 
@) Do you have any comment on the British report 


of events leading up to the war in the Falkland Islands, par- 
ticularly -- 


A No. 


0 -- the part that the U.S. was only informed by 
Mrs. Thatcher's call on April 1? 


A No. It's an internal British matter, and we 
wouldn't have any comment on that. 


0 On the Middle East. 
A You're all very active today. 


@) According to -- Foreign Minister Kamal Hassan 
Ali is asking the United States to play a more firm role, or 
taking a more firm attitude towards the West Bank settle- 
ments, and this comes just a few days before the visit of 
President Mubarak. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A No, other than I think the Administration's 
position on settlements in the West Bank have been con- 
Sistently clear. As we've said on a number of occasions, we 
see the increased activity there as not helpful, as an 
obstacle to peace, so I don't think we would go beyond that. 
I think that's fairly clear. 


0 Any date for the visit of Prime Minister Begin 
here yet? 


A No. 
0 Not yet. 


oy No, no. I've seen some Israeli reports 
talking about it, but I don't think any date has been set. 


0 John, do you have anything on South Africa's 
taking over of Southwest Africa or Namibia again? 


A A very brief statement. You're talking about 
the decision to dissolve the Namibian Council of Ministers? 
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We note only that we do not regard this decision as incon- 
sistent with an internationally acceptable settlement of the 
Namibian question or with the commitments made by the South 
African Government in the context of the current nego- 
tions. 


As you know, we weren't recognizing the structure 
there. 


0 What are your thoughts about the reports that 
Lebanese forces’ hesitancy in disbanding in order to assist 
President Gemayel to carry on his duties, since you are the 
guarantor for the Lebanese regaining a hold on its affairs, 
according to the story of David Ottaway this morning in The 
Washington Post? a Ne 





A I guess we might have something for you in 
the Press Office on that a little later on. 


0 John, can I just take you back to Nitze? Did 
Nitze recommend that the President abandon zero-zero? 


A Bernie, I don't know what those recommen- 
dations, if any, were, but I just don't think we're going to 
talk about the kind of discussions that might have gone on 
within the Administration. 


¢) So the usual “not confirm, not deny” that 
one. 


A That's right. 


0 John, one more question, please. On the Big 
Pine joint military exercise between the United States and 
Honduras, will Nicaragua be invited to send observers to 
that? 


A I think the answer to that is yes. I think 
all countries with military attaches in Honduras have been 
invited to observe. Yes. 


0 Do you know if Nicaragua has indicated it 
will attend? 


B I don't know what their response is. No. 
You'd have to ask them. 


0 Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 20, 1982, 12:22 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I don't have any 
announcements. Be glad to take a few questions before we 
all go to lunch. 


0 John, I know the President addressed it 
during his mini-news conference this morning, but can you 
tell us anything more about what he called "rumors" that the 
Soviets threatened to pull out of the START talks if the INF 
missiles begin to be deployed? 


A Jim, I don't think we really want to get into 
-- as we have persistently, consistently said -- into the 
details of those negotiations. 


I think you would be -=- there are a number of 
reports today, and some of them had different nuances. I 
think you would be misled if you were to believe reports 
that the Soviets had actually threatened to walk out of 
those negotiations. 


0 It has been suggested that what they have 
said, in fact, is that they will not consider reducing their 
strategic force if we deploy those INF weapons, which would 
have the effect of ending START. 


Is that in fact what happened? 


A You're pushing me to get into the area of the 
negotiations. You know, I wouldn't deter you from the direc- 
tion in which you're-going, but I don't want to get into the 
detail of the negotiations. 


We're negotiating seriously and earnestly in both 
START and INF, and we hope the Soviets will negotiate with 
the same seriousness of purpose. 


We do not believe that either negotiation should be 
held hostage to the other. We believe that both nego- 
tiations should move forward as rapidly as possible. 


Our proposals are based on achieving strict 
equality at sharply reduced levels of U.S. and Soviet forces 
and would enhance the security of both sides. 











Our position in START calls for deep reductions in 
strategic systems. Our position in INF is for complete 
elimination of U.S. and Soviet longer-range, land-based INF 
missiles, and we iook forward to returning to these two 
negotiations in the next few weeks. 


0 Copy of that, please? 
A Yes. Sure. 


0 Does that line about “hostage” mean in your 
own way to confirm that report? 


A I think I'll just let you digest that 
language, Bernie. 


0 John, on that point of holding hostage, 
Congressman Kemp wrote a letter to the President recently in 
which he said that unless the MX were approved and deployed, 
that we_should pull out of the START talks. 


And the President replied and seemed to accept 
this idea, in effect holding these talks hostage to a 
deployment of the MX. 


A I don't have the letter in front of me, and I 
don't have the President's words -- 


0 There are two letters. 


A -- and I don't want to attempt to go over 
them, but I think it has always been a given that our START 
proposals were predicated on the belief that there would be 
an effective MX. 


fe) John, have you got any additional detail you 
can give us about this public relations effort that the 
President mentioned to win over the people who are in doubt 
in Western Europe about the need for new U.S. missiles? 


A You want to be careful not to confuse two 
things here. There is Ambassador Dailey's appointment, and 
then there is the Interagency Committee on Public Diplomacy. 


At the suggestion of Secretary Shultz, the 
President has asked Ambassador Dailey to serve as his repre- 
sentative in reviewing and suggesting means to strengthen 
U.S. communications with Europe, and over the next several 
weeks he will chair an interagency working group on the com- 





munications issue. He will retain his position as 
Ambasssador to Ireland. 


In a separate development, the public diplomacy 
project has been underway for many months. The President 
has established an interagency committee structure to coor- 
dinate the U.S. Government's policies and activities in the 
area of public diplomacy. 


The structure will be chaired by the Assistant to 
the President for National Security Affairs. Members will 
include representatives of the White House, State, Defense, 
AID and USIA. Other agencies will attend by invitation of 
the Chairman. 


Under the new structure there will be four inter- 
agency committees concentrating on four areas: 
International politics, international information, broad- 
casting and public affairs. 


By insuring that all agencies are working closely 
together, we hope to strengthen the capability of the U.S. 
to explain to international audiences not only our policy 
but the values and principles which underpin our society. 
And this is in keeping, of course, with the ideas set forth 
by the President in his speech to Parliament in London last 
June. 


0 John, there was a dollar figure mentioned of 
$65 million in support of this campaign. Could you give us 
some idea of how that money is going to be earmarked, how 
it's going to be spent? 


A I don't have anything on that, but I would be 
glad to see whether we can provide something on that. 


0 John, can we have copies of that language you 
just used? 


A Yes. 


0 How does that work, that program you just 
talked about, if you translate some of what you're saying? 


A I think, Bernie, a lot of this really has 
been in train, and some of it has been in place for many 
months. For example, I've been involved in some of these 
activities, and we'll continue to be in this format. 











I think it's our desire to better coordinate our 
public affairs policy, our public diplomacy policy. 


Q Isn't it coordinated now? Hasn't it been for 
many years? We've had guidance from the State Department 
and the Government, so what -- 


A It's splendidly coordinated already, but one 
can always improve, one can always do better. 


Q What's wrong with it? 


A I think it's just a question of making it 
even more effective than the effectiveness it already 
expresses. 


Q John, doesn't the creut*on of this Dailey 
group suggest that the Administration's message has been 
getting across garbled in Western Europe? Where has been 
the shortcoming? 


A I think the appointment of Ambassador Dailey 
is to ensure that we get our message to Europe as effec~ 
tively as possible. 


Q John, has anybody thought about the 
revolutionary idea of having regular news conferences? 


4 Regular new conferences? By whom? By me? I 
come out here every -- 


fe) I was thinking of the Secretary of State. 


A He's always very interested in press 
conferences. 
8) Do you know about any similar and parallel 


effort to coordinate the Administration's efforts on Mx, 
both in public relations and in Congress? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


le Is there a coordinated view within the 
Administration about this Saturday's football game? 


A I'm sorry. About the what? 


fe) About this Saturday's football game with the 
Redskins? 





A I don't know. We haven't sent out for 
guidance on that particular issue, Bernie. ° 


0 John, the President said that in the areas of 
arms talks and Middle East peace efforts and the American 
economy that he also mentioned, he said they were all on the 
mend and that those efforts were all in full swing, and he 
predicted that 1983 would be a season of hope in those 
areas. 


Can you list some of the things that would lead 
the Administration to believe that, in Middle East peace 
efforts and that in arms talks, 1983 will be a season of 
hope? 


A I, obviously, am not going to address myself 
to the whole range because the President spoke, and he spoke 
well and forcefully himself; and he knows what he had in 
mind. 


Specifically on that question of arms control, I 
think the President said that he had hope because it was in 
the interests of both sides to come to the kind of agreement 
for which he has been working, and he thought there was a 
good prospect that reason would prevail and both sides would 
see the advantages in the kind of proposal that he has made. 


So I think that's where he was expressing hope on 
arms control. . 


0 So it's a matter of the U.S. side hoping for 
achievements in these areas as opposed to expecting achieve- 
ments in these areas. 


A I'm not quite sure that I want to draw fine 
lines between hope and expectation. The President, once 
again, today reiterated his position on arms control. I 
really think that he's carried it as far as we're able to 
carry it. 


We're going back to Geneva, that's where we're 
negotiating, and we're looking to see what develops there. 


0 Have the Soviets responded to your questions 
regarding Cosmos 1402? 


Ay There has been interchange and back and 
forth, yes. 














: 0 Can you tell us if at this point the United 
States Government is satisfied that no nuclear material will 
fall in such a manner as to be hazardous? 


A I think that I would do better to refer you 
to the Department of Energy on that. They're the experts. 


8) John, on the Middle East, do you have 
anything on -- 


0 Excuse me. One more on the satellite. In 
their public discussions, they say that whatever fallout may 
occur will be within the limits recommended by an inter- 
national commission on radiological protection. 


Is that the burden of their answer to the U.S. 
Government? 


A I don't want to get into the detail of the 
back and forth, Jim. There has been discussion of various 
points. 


e) But in effect -- 


A I don't think anybody can really effectively 
answer that particular question that you just posed. 


e) I mean,-the question is a factual one. Is 
that what they are saying, whether it's true or not? 


A I think they have consistently said that it 
does not pose a threat. We certainly hope that that is the 
case. 


8) Regarding the reports of Andropov's suspected 
involvement in the Papal assassination, two months ago the 
Department stated that it would cooperate with and in -- I 
think this is a fair paraphrase -- and in effect wait for 
the results of the Italian investigation which is underway 
then. 


There are three aspects of this that I'm curious 
about now. 


Is the U.S. content with Italian progress in that 
investigation, and what is that progress, if you can tell 
us? 





Secondly, has the United States initiated any 
investigation of its own? 


And, thirdly, has the United States considered 
raising the matter in the U.N. since assassination of heads 
of state may not be compatible with U.N. membership or sta- 
bility in general in the world? 


A I think the United States is waiting for the 
outcome of the Italian investigation, and, so far as I know, 
we're well satisfied with the way that is proceeding. But I 
think it would be improper of us to take any action or to 
suggest any action until the results of that judicial pro- 
ceeding are at hand. 


fe) Is that in response to the U.N. aspect of the 
question? 


A Yes. 


re) Well, then it seems to me we've not waited 
for other countries to complete investigations before in 
matters that we wanted to press before the U.N. 


Is there any valid evidence that you can cite to 
us here today that the Department of State or the U.S. 
Government is not involved in either covering up or inhi- 
biting a full investigation of the possibility that 
Andropov, when he was head of the KGB, conspired to assassi- 
nate the Pope? 


A The United States is not involved in any 
coverup. 


There's no evidence you can cite. 


A I don't quite know how you cite evidence to 
prove that you're not doing something. 


Q I should think that's easy, by showing some 
demonstration of more interest than just waiting for the 
Italians to complete an investigation, the conclusion of 
which is open-ended and may never be fully completed. 


4A I think that's the proper position for the 
United States to pursue, and that's going to be our polic 
It's an Italian investigation. It's something that they' 
pursuing, and to all account pursuing competently and 
vigorously, and we'll wait for the outcome of their 
investigation. 








0 By that answer are you suggesting that while 
this affects seriously Italian national interest, the 
substance of the charges don't (sic) affect seriously U.S. 


national interest? 


A I'm not suggesting that at all. I'm 
suggesting that we're going to wait for the outcome of a 
perfectly proper ongoing Italian investigation so that we 


know what the facts are. 


fe) Do you have anything on the incident in Taba 
this morning? 


A I don't. We've seen the initial reports, but 
don't have anything on it for you. 


-- MORE -- 











0 John, do you have anything on this, the Soviets 
threatening Japan with dire consequences if they, I think in 
their words, pointed more weapons in the direction of the 
Soviet Union? : 


a4 Sure. I certainly do. The TASS statement to 
which you refer belies the Soviet Union's professed desire 
for peace and arms control. The Governments of Japan and 
the United States want peace in the area. We are not 
threatening the Soviet Union. If the Soviet Government 
Shares this desire for peace, it should stop using alarmist 
language and should stop attempting to excite exaggerated 
fears. 


The TASS statement is the latest example of a 
clear Soviet campaign to employ such public statements in an 
attempt to intimidate our allies and friends and prevent 
them from pursuing their legitimate defense requirements. 

We have seen such tactics used recenty in Europe as well as 
Asia, and we can expect more of it. We and our allies 
recognize these tactics for what they are. 


e) Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


e) Did the Secretary talk about the TASS state- 
ment when he said goodbye to Mr. Nakasone? 


A I honestly don't know. 


fe) Do you know whether the United States has any 
assessment as to whether this will deter the Japanese from 
making a greater defense role? 


A I don't know. All we know is that the visit 
seemed to be successful and in addition to the various points 
that were covered, I think a good frame-work was laid for con- 
tinuing cooperation, particularly at the working level on 
various issues, various subjects. 


I think that those of you who went to Canada 
remember the Secretary's accord, or plan, or agreement with 
Foreign Minister MacEachen to meet four times a year in one 
setting or another, after that visit; and he came to the 
same agreement with Mr. Abe, the Japanese Foreign Minister. 
They have agreed that the Secretary and the Japanese Foreign 
Minister would meet at least four times a year from here on 
in. At least one of those would be a special, separate 
meeting; the other three might well be where they take the 
opportunity when they are at the same kind of international 
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gathering, and have a special bilatersl meeting. That kind 
of framework was established, will go forward, and will be 
built upon. 


e) Do you expect the meeting they are going to 
have in Tokyo in a couple of weeks -- is that the special one 
for the year? 


A I don't know. I don't know how that counts 
as one of the four. 


0 Is there anything else on the Japanese you 
have there? 


A Not really. I said I think there was a good 
framework built for continuing discussion. 


0 Going back to Taba, do you anticipate that 
the question of Taba will be discussed with President 
Mubarak, the Egyptian President, next week when he will be here? 


A E-don't know. It could well come up. 


0 John, how about the other incident which is 
outstanding, the Israeli defense force incident, has there 
been any complaint lodged because the soldier was hit by the 
jeep or anything of that nature? 


A We are. increasingly concerned by recurring 
attempts by the Israeli Defense Force to enter the area 
where the Marine contingent of the Multi-National Force is 
deployed. Continuing incidents of this kind incur unne- 
cessary risks for both the Marines and the Israeli soldiers 
involved and violate the spirit of cooperation required of 
all parties if the Multi-National Force is to carry out its 
peacekeeping role successfully. We have been in contact 
with the Israelis and are impressing on them that such 
irresponsible incidents cannot recur. 


As to details on the incident -- you talk about the 
jeep nudging the Marine -- I think the Pentagon now has a full 
readout. 


0 They did have to some extent a readout, but 
they were unable to say even if the Marine was hurt. 


A I'm afraid our information is no better, and 
probably not as good as the Pentagon's on that. 


0 John, can we have a copy of that? 





ll 


A Yes, sure. 


0 Can I follow this, John? You didn't say if 
the United States Government, either the Pentagon or the 
State Department, lodged a complaint against Israel for this 
accident. 


A I think we said we've been in touch with 
Israel. 


0 Do you mean, when you say, "in touch," you 
have filed a complaint or "in touch" in the diplomatic 
language? 


A We have been in touch with them, and I think 
the language we've offered here indicates our concern, and 
we've certainly expressed that concern to them. 


°) This is the latest and most werious in a 
series of incidents that have been similar involving the 
Marines and the Israeli Defense Forces. In the past you 
have said following these that the U.S. had expressed its 
concern. There seems to be some misunderstanding on the 
part of the Israelis and a justification for their 
presence in the area. Will the language of these 
expressions of concern change due to the misunderstanding of 
the Israeli presence there? 


A I think there was a little flurry of inci- 
dents -- I forget the time frame, maybe a week, two weeks 
ago; and I think there were about four grouped together. 
There were two, and then there was a second pair of inci- 
dents. We had some discussion with the Israelis at that 
time, and the incidents stopped, to my knowledge. 


This is one more recent incident. When I talked 
to you yesterday, we really didn't know too much about it. 
We have had something more of a readout on it that has led 
to the renewed talks on this subject with the Israelis, and 
we certainly hope this will be the last incident. 


0 John, are you aware of what the Israeli's 
interest in that village there is? Is that a Palestinian 
village? Is there some reason for them to want to get in 
there? 


A No, I don't have any idea of the motivation. 
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0 John, I asked you this before, and I will 
repeat my request, if you could maybe -- in a chronology, ; 
or possibly gather these incidents for us. I know that you . 
asked me to do my homework and go through this, but I don't 
have all your statements in front of me or I would have done ° 
this very properly. 


A I'm sure -- 


re) But if you could issue a statement on this -- 
how many accidents since the August confrontation with the 
helicopter, with the team of negotiatiors, if you could 
bring it out for us, please. 


A I'm sure that our Press Office, which is very 
efficient, could assist you to compile the various state- 
ments over the months, and you could do your research into 
those statements. 


0 Do you have anything about the level of 
discussions with the Israelis about these accidents, and 
where they are going? 

A No. 

0 Is Habib doing it? 
A 


No. We won't get into how we are doing it. 


0 John, do you have any information about some 
unusual Argentine activity in the Antarctic? 


A We've seen the same reports that you have and 
perhaps that your network originated, Bob. 


re) No, this is a different -- No, this is 
something different. I was told that there has been some 
unusual activity down, even beyond the Beagle Channel. 


aN Not aware of it. I'm not aware of it. 

0 Following that report, are you aware of the 
British putting their forces on Red Alert? 

A I've seen the same kind of report that you 
have. 

0 Is there any diplomatic activity here with 


regard to the Secretary involving the Ambassadors or representatives 
of either Argentina or Britain? 








13 


A Not beyond the reiteration of our hope for a 
peaceful settlement of the problem, which we gave you some 
language on yesterday. And obviously, that would be made 
known through normal diplomatic channels. 


) John, would you look into the Argentine 
reports or the Antarctic reports (inaudible). 


A I don't think we have anything further on it, 
but I'll see whether we do. I don't think we do. 


8) John, Libya is accusing the United States of 
conducting provocative maneuvers close to the Libyan coast. 
Do you have anything on that or on the maneuvers? 


A I don't, no. 


e) John, the Commerce Department is putting out 
-projections that the surplus of Japanese exports to the 
United States over imports will rise to as high as $22 
billion this year from an estimated $19 billion last year. 


My question is, in our relations with Japan, are 
we putting the military situation on a higher level than the 
economic? 


A I don't want to ascribe a nuance. It seems 
to me that there has been very considerable and comprehensive 
coverage of Mr. Nakasone's visit here this week. You've had 
a number of background briefings by spokesmen who are much 
more expert in this area than I am, and I don't think I have 
anything to add to what they have said. 


2) John, reports out of Quiryat Shemonah this 
morning suggest that a stalemate may be shaping up on the 
issue of a continued Israeli presence in Lebanon after 
everything has been worked out. 


What is the American position on a continued 
Israeli presence in southern Lebanon? And have we offered 
to provide U.S. troops there to fulfill a surveillance role? 


Ay I don't have really anything more on the 
U.S. troop aspect than I had yesterday, Barry, and that is 
that I think you would be misled if you thought the presence 
of U.S. troops really had been injected into negotiations 
yet. 
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Obviously, as we have said, we share the Israelis 
concern about security in the southern area of Lebanon. How 
that security can be guaranteed is, obviously, a matter for 
the Lebanese and the Israelis -- and, of course, our own 
involvement in the tripartite talks -- to discuss. But I'm 
afraid we're not going to be able to go much beyond the -- 
As a matter of fact, we'll not be able to go at all beyond 
the communique which they issued. 


8) For several months, the black South African, 
who is styled as the President of Venda, has been applying 
for a visa, and the Department of State has had it under 
consideration. Has the Department reached a conclusion on 
that? And if not, why is it so difficult? 


A I guess you are referring to Mr. Tambo's 
case, as well, are you, involving -- 


fe) Well, it is a curious fact that Tambo is a 
communist terrorist, or at least head of a communist 
terrorist organization, and is admitted beyond the limits of 
U.N. Protocol; whereas this anti-communist, black 
South African is not admitted. That is a curiosity that was 
brought out two months ago, at which time the Department 
said it was considering the other man's application. 


A Let me give you a few words on that. Mr. 
Tambo was invited to attend meetings of the U.N. Special 
Committee on Apartheid, November 3 to 7 at U.N. headquar- 
ters in New York. Consistent with our obligations under 
the U.N. Participation Act, and with our responsibilities as 
host of the United Nations, a visa was issued to Mr. Tambo 
for this purpose. 


As you know, the ANC, I guess that is the African 
National Congress, has been accorded observer status by the 
United Nations. The so-called "president" of Venda homeland 
and four other officials have applied for U.S. visas on 
South African passports, and have stated that their visit 
would be private. These applications are under 
consideration. 


Of course, the United States does not recognize 
the so-called independent “homelands" in South Africa. We 
regard the “homelands” as integral parts of the Republic of 
South Africa, and view their inhabitants as South African 
citizens. We are, therefore, only prepared to consider visa 
applications from individuals who characterize themselves as 
officials of the so-called independent homelands on the 
basis of their South African citizenship and documentation. 
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Oo . But you just said that's how they charac- 
terize themselves in their visa application. Therefore, why 
isn't the visa issued? 


A I said we have it under consideration. 


re) What, for two months? Why is it so 
difficult? 


A I don't know why it has taken so long, but 
that's where we are. 


0 Could you take the question and inquire as to 
what the problem is? 


A No. No, I don't think so. I think when the 
decision has been made, we'll be happy to let you know what 
it is. 


0 But on the surface, then, would you have any 
evidence to suggest that the Department isn't discriminating 
in issuing visas to people who are communist or linked to 
communist terrorist organizations as against those who are 
black, anti-communists? 


A I would say the Department offers its advice 
in accordance with the laws that govern entry into this 
country. 


re) Could you tell us, please, if the U.S. was 
approached during the day by Israel or Egypt regarding the 
incident in Taba? 


A I do not know the answer to that. I don't 
know whether there has been -- 


0 Is the United States in contact with the two 
sides in order to find out what happened there? 


Ay I can't answer that question either. 


e) Has the United States ever taken a position 
On who owns that disputed territory? 


Ay We've offered some language on the Taba 
dispute, Jim, which we could retrieve for you. 


Q John, what is the significance of the 
Lebanese-Israeli talks conducted in secret, in closed 
meetings today, I believe, a couple of times. It was, I 
believe, the first time. 
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A You mean the reports that the plenary session 
ended, and the principles then went into informal 
discussion? 


2) Yes. 


A I don't know. They set up a number of com- 
mittees, as you know. 


0 John, do you have any comment on reports 
about differences between Egypt and the United States con- 
cerning the U.S. aid to Egypt and how it is used? 


A No; sorry, I don't. 

0 Do you have any response to the conciliatory 
statements by Saddam Hussein on Israeli security -- number 
one -=- and the reported Israeli response that motives of the 
Iraqis were to be questioned on these -- 


A No, sorry, I don't. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I don't have a 
great deal for you today, but I do have a few announcements up 
front. There will be a briefing this afternoon in the press 
briefing room at 3:30, on the issue of El Salvador's cer- 
tification. This briefing will be ON THE RECORD, and the 
briefers will be the Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affairs, Thomas Enders, and Assistant Secretary for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams. Copies of the docu- 
mentation which accompany the certification itself will be 
available in the Press Office following distribution to the 
appropriate committees of the Congress. Distribution would be 
around 3:00 p.m., we think, and the documents will be embargoed 
for use until the 3:30 briefing. 


I have an announcement on the visit -- 
0 Embargoed. It will be for release at 3:30 p.m. 


A At 3:30, right. 


0 Why can't you release it now? 

A Because that would spoil all the suspense. 
(Laughter) 

fe) You are certifying -- that's the announcement? 


A No, I didn't say that. I said we'll give you 
the -- 


0 You talked about documents for use in conjunc- 
tion with the certification. 


A That's right. 


Q So, therefore, you're saying you're certifying. 
You're saying that right now. 


A I said we'll give you the documents this after- 
noon that will accompany the decision on certification. 


0) You didn't say "decision" on it. 




















Well,t should have said that. 
We'll have the documents -- 
You'll have the documents. 


-- before the briefing? 
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You'll have the documents. 


Foreign Minister Genscher, Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher, has accepted an invitation from Secretary of State 
George Shultz to visit Washington January 25-26. Mr. Genscher 
will also be acting in his function as Chairman of the Council 
of Ministers of the European Community. He will be received 
while he is here by President Reagan, Vice-President Bush, 
and he will also meet with other senior officials of the 
United States Government and members of the Congress. 


Q Is this intended as an opportunity to get a 
briefing on Gromyko's visit to Bonn? 


A I think that would come up, George. I think 
that is one of the things that might be discussed. 


0 Is he meeting with Reagan on both days, or 
which day? 


A I don't have a schedule for you, Mike, on 
that. I think there is not, in fact, a schedule yet as to. 
what hour and what day. 


And finally, we will have -- I guess we already have 
it -- a little fact sheet on the Public Diplomacy initiative 
available in the Press Office afterwards. I thought I had 
done pretty well towards clearing up confusion on that yester- 
day, but I qather there still lingers some. You really need to 
see Ambassador Dailey's project as separate from the Public 
Diplomacy project which has been many months in the making, 
and of course, is a major project. 


There is no proposal -- and there still lingers some 
confusion, I think, in some stories this morning -- about this 
figure of $65 million. There is no proposal for a $65 million 
program to promote U.S. arms control and foreign policies to 
Europeans. The bulk of that money, when it's approved, will 
be spent on the democracy project and the public diplomacy 
program. That is the program that is designed to begin the 
implementation of the ideas expressed by the President during 




















his speech to the British Parliament last year. It is to be a 
long-term program, global in scope, and will involve private 
sector organizations, with the working of Congress on that; 

and the objectives are to support the growth of democracy and 
to improve understanding by foreign publics and governments of 
U.S. policies as well as the princivles and values which 
underlie our society. In other words, that's been a long-term, 
Ongoing project, and that is where the bulk of that money is 
going, specifically into the democracy program. 


@) John, am I correct in presuming that Secretary 
Shultz is strongly behind the President's oft-repeated dedi- 
cation to achieving every possible economy in government? 


A I'm sure that's a given. 


Q All right. What is the State Department's 
reaction to the report this morning in The Washington Post 
that former Senator Ruckley, former State Department official 
Buckley, is getting paid a $95,000 salary, is provided a ser- 
vant, and a car with chauffeur, and that National Public 
Radio President Frank Mankewitz -- this is not a report but 
I've discovered it -- is paid almost $10,000 more than a 
United States Senator, or does Secretary Shultz think he is 
worth more than U.S. Senators? 





A I don't know that we have any detailed 
response -- I don't know that we have any response to that. 
But aren't you talking about a Radio Free Europe position? 


0) Correct -- which is subsidized by the 
federal government, as you know. 


A I'd like to do my home work on that, but I do 
not think that is a State Department authority. 


Q No. I understand. Since Secretary Shultz is 
certainly the ranking Cabinet member in the Reagan 
Administration, and Radio Free Europe deals with an area of 
foreign affairs, I. would think that Secretary Shultz would be 
absolutely appalled at this disclosure -- I mean, horrified 
at this. He's not getting paid that much, is he? 


| A I don't know that Secretary Shultz has seen 
that story, and I don't know what his thoughts might be on 
that particular incident. I can assure you that Secretary 
Shultz strongly supports the work of Radio Free Furope, which 
he happens to value very highly. 





Q But does he think that it is appropriate that 
the head of Radio Free Europe get $95,000, a car, a servant, 
and a chauffeur? 


A I don't know. 


Q That's what I'd like to know. And could you 
take that question, John? 


A No. 
OQ You won!' t? 
A No, because you're asking the Secretary to 


comment on specifics of employment of an agency that is not 
under his authority. 


0 But, sir, you said he was devoted to economy 
in government, in every possible economy. 


A In broad, philosophical terms. 

Q Do you think that's economy, John? 

Q You're a spokesman. You're certainly an 
intelligent man, sophisticated in the ways of the world. 
What do you think? Do you think that's economy? 


A Flattery will get you nowhere, Lester. 


Q Well, I just would like you to take the 
question. 


A No, I'm not going to take the question. 


Q Further on the public diplomacy, you used the 
word, necessarily of course, “democracy,” I think, a couple of 
times in your explanation here. 


A Right. 


Q A month or so ago, a question was asked from 
this group if the State Department had a rough-and-ready 
definition of democracy, and the response from the 
spokesman's podium was that "we weren't going to get into 
that trap." 











Does the State Department, after consideration, now 
have a rough-and-ready definition of what it is we are sup- 
porting when we are supporting democratic forums? 


A A feisty group today! I don't think we would 
ever offer a "rough-and-ready" definition of democracy. 


0 Well a highly tuned and honed definition 
then. 


A I think if we were to offer one, it would be a 
carefully-crafted definition; but I don't happen to have a 
carefully-crafted one with me. (Laughter) 


Q How can you implement a policy and use the 
word if you don't have something in your mind as to what you 
mean? 


A I think that those who are implementing the | 
policy understand well what democracy means, and I think most 
of the people in this room -- | 


0 Could you explain to us the basic components 
of U.S. policy? 


A No, because I'm not here to conduct a class in 
philosophy; I'm here to answer your specific auestions. 


0 John, is there going to he anything in connec- 
tion with the Human Rights Report related to the Salvador 
certification steps or -- 


A I'm not sure I understand your auestion, 
Ralph. 


9) Is the Human Rights Report being released at 
the same time? 


A You mean the annual report? 
0 That's right. 


A No. I do have a date on that, I think, but _ 
I'm sure it is not this afternoon. The Country Reports on 
Human Riaghts Practices for 1982 will be presented to Congress 
-- that's, of course, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and the House Foreiaqn Affairs Committee -- by January 31, 1983. 
The report is then published in a single volume by the 
Government Printing Office, which based on past experience, 
takes about a week. We can't give you an exact date on 
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publication, but we have assurance from the Hill that suf- 
ficient copies of the published reports will be made 
available to our Press Office simultaneously with their 
release in published form to correspondents on the Hill. So, 
the end of the month, give or take a week, I would say, 
Ralph, is what we are talking about. 


re) There is a report in one of the weeklies in 
Washington that Eugene Rostow was- fired because of his Middle 
East policy which did not correspond with the 
Administration's policy. What do you comment on such reports? 


A No comment. I think everything that has been 
said on that subject has been said. The President has said 
what he has to say, the Secretary has, and I think it's a 
closed chapter. 


9) John, the officials of the Nicaraguan 
Government said yesterday that they believe their former 
Ambassador may be in hiding in the United States. 


Are you aware that the gentleman is in the United 
States? If so, have you had any communication with him inso- 
far as an asylum request? 


A No, not on the question of his whereabouts. 
But in connection with a possible legal case involving 
alleged misappropriated funds, we understand that a 
request has been made to the U.S. Attorney's Office for the 
District of Columbia, which has the matter under review, and 
in light of that, it wouldn't be really appropriate for us to 
make any further comment. 


Q There will be no involvement by the Department 
in the matter of diplomatic immunity, I gather, since it is 
correct that that is extended by the Government of Nicaragua? 


A You just catch me unaware. I really don't 
have anything more for you on this case than that, that there 
is this pending legal case, criminal action, but -- 


0 But you have not, can you say, had any 
communication with him in regard to asylum? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


9) Is the sequence of events such that Fl 
Salvador could be certified before the Human Rights Country 
Report is made public? 











7 


A I'm giving a layman's answer: I don't see why 
not because the deadlines for the two are separate, and I see 
no problem about that. 


Q Isn't that a little bit like graduating before 
you get your final exam? 


A I think that any issues regarding human rights 
in El Salvador would be addressed in whatever documentation 
accompanies whatever decision is going to be handed down this 
afternoon. I think the Human Rights Report would be a 
larger, across-the-board document. 


Q John, the Middle East. There are reports that 
the SA-8 missiles that Jordan bought from the Soviet Union 
have been deployed already in Jordan. Can you confirm that? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any comment? 


A No, don't have anything on that for you. 


Q What is the U.S. position on the purchase of 
those missiles from the Soviet Union? 


A We've made our position clear on the existing 
class of missiles that we've talked about, but we don't have 
anything beyond that for you. 

You're talking about the SA-5s? 


@) No, no, I'm talking about -- 


A No, no, but I say, we've made our position 
clear. 

QO I'm talking about Jordan, not about Syria. 

A Oh, Jordan. Beg your pardon. No. 


0 Just to return to Central America briefly, do 
you have any statement with respect to the declarations of 
the Dominican Foreign Minister on the Venezuelan-Mexican 


initiative? 


A Yes. We don't have comment on that specific 
press report. That's all we know about the remarks the 
Foreign Minister is reported to have made; but our position 














remains unchanged. We continue to believe the regional 
democracies which met in San Jose provided the best approach 
for serious efforts to resolve regional tensions within a 


peaceful framework. 


-- MORE -- 














fe) But Panama, Colombia and the Dominican 
Republic, all of whom took part in the San Jose forum to 
which you refer indirectly, have now all endorsed the 
Mexican-Venezuelan initiative. That leaves a rather small 
group of people left who signed the San Jose forum and con- 
tinue in that position. 


Aren't we reconsidering in any respect whether we 
should pursue that avenue? 


A No. I think we feel that the San Jose 
Declaration and the principles enunciated were good ones, 
and we're standing by then. 


6) John, do you see any likelihood that the tex- 
tile talks with China will be resumed before Secretary 
Shultz visits? 


A I don't know of any plans. As you know, we 
said we would be ready for resumption of such negotiations, 
but I don't think anything has moved on it. 


Q John, on China, any reaction to The Washington 








Times' report this morning that the Secretary's preparing to 
back China's entry into the Asian Development Bank? 


A No. I think we offered you some words on that 
PRC possible request last week, and we stand on this. 


Q Prime Minister Nakasone said during an inter- 
view at the Post this week that he would like to see Japan 
as an “unsinkable aircraft carrier", able to block Soviet 
expansion in that region. 


Do you welcome that remark? What significance do 
you see in that remark? 


A I don't think that we responded to that speci- 
fic detail. As you know, the Secetary and the President and 
other U.S. officials discussed the question of an increased 
Japanese defense commitment during their visit here, which 
of course we have consistently welcomed, while at the same 
time understanding the realities of their situation. 


We offered you some words yesterday on the Soviet 
response to the Japanese statement, but beyond that we have 
nothing. 
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0 John, there are reports coming out of the 
Middle East that are starting to adopt a certain symmetry to 
the effect that the United States and King Hussein have 
developed a plan for the return of the West Bank. 


The figures that keep coming out are that 97% of 
the West Bank goes back to Jordan, and 3% to Israel for 
security adjustments. 

Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't, but frankly I would steer you away 
from stories which suggest such detail. 


Q The thing is, they're coming from very diverse 
sources. 

A No. I think that -- 

@) Back to Japan for a moment, a follow-up? 

A Yes. | 


Q Did the subject of the unsinkable Kuril 
Islands come up, or the unsinkable southern half of Sakhalin 
Island under Russian control? 


A I honestly don't know, but there were a number 
of briefings by Administration spokesmen. I just don't 
know whether they addressed those subjects. 


0 I see. 

Q John, back to these stories, do the reports 
Say that Mr. Rostow was fired because of his support to 
Israel? 


Was Mr. Rostow, in his capacity as director of ACDA, 
a member of the National Security Council? 


A You ask a question I can‘t answer. I don't 
think so. I'm told no. 


0 Does the United States have any comment on a 
recent poll in Britain that now shows that 60% of the people 
there, up from 50% a year ago, oppose the placement of the 
missiles in Europe, or comment on that type of poll showing 
that has also occurred recently in West Germany? 











A No. I don't. As you know, the Secretary met 
with a number of government officials on his trip to Europe, 
and there doesn't seem to be any change in the position of 
the Alliance on what we're working toward on arms control. 
But I don't have any comment on the public opinion polls. 


6) You're drawing a distinction between the 
governments and the people of the countries? 


A You know, we're not interviewing populations. 
We're talking to governments and we're talking to government 
leaders, and that's the tone we're getting from government 
leaders. 


0 Do you have any new information on the allega- 
tions of slave labor being used to build the gas pipeline? 


A No. I think those reports mainly originated 
in Europe. As I recall, a number of avenues of investiga- 
tion are open, and I think a number of organizations are in 
the process of investigating. 


We've seen the allegations, and of course, are 
interested in them, concerned by the allegations, and -- 


0 You addressed yourself to the subject of 
closed areas and open areas in the Soviet Union and the 
United States in a different context the other day. 


I have a Department document which shows the pipe- 
line, and near every major stop on the pipeline there's 
what's identified as a forced labor camp. 


If you look at the similar map of the closed areas, 
you'll see that most of the areas that this pipeline and 
those detention centers or forced labor camps are in are 
open areas. 


Have U.S. diplomats of any description traveled, as 
they are allowed to in theory under the regulations, to 
those areas to see for themselves whether or not the forced 
labor in those forced labor camps is being used to build the 
gas line? And, if not, why not? 


A I'm sure American diplomats have traveled to 
the extent that they are allowed in the Soviet Union. If 
you're asking me whether we in our hands today have 
hard evidence of the use of Soviet forced labor on the pipe- 
line, I'm saying no. 
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QO That's not my question. My question is, are 
we using the facilities that we have in Moscow, which is a 
very large Embassy, to go out on the scene and see with our 
own eyes, with our own personnel, which is apparently legal 
under this closed area agreement or mandate or ukase, I guess 
you'd have to call it in 1978, to see for ourselves? 


A I think you may rest assured that we are 
following up the reports that are available, and to the 
extent that we are able to check and verify, that process is 
going forward. 


But a lot of other people are also very interested 
in this particular issue. 


‘e) Would it be public information, the list of 
trips that U.S. diplomats have applied for, the ministerial 

A No. I don't think so. 

0 Why not? 

A I don't think that would be appropriate. 

fe) It's unclassified information. 


A Yes. But I don't think it would be 
appropriate to list travel -- 


0 But it would reassure Americans that their 
diplomats are at least attempting to go see these stations 
along the gas line. 


A I think you may be reassured that American 
diplomats are seeking to check and verify those reports, but 
I'm not getting into the specifics of how they're doing it. 


0 Wouldn't it be better for the State Department 
to reassure a person with evidence rather than reassurances? 


A When we get the evidence, we will make it 
available. 
fe) But the evidence is available with the notes 


that have to be passed prior to going on such travel. 


A I don't consider that evidence. 
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@) Do you have any words of wisdom to offer on 
the Cosmos? Do you think American officials should follow 
the examples of the Belguim officials and take to fallout 
shelters? 


A I think that we all should continue to talk to 
the Department of Defense and heed the advice and infor- 
mation that is coming out of that very expert organization 
about what may happen this weekend. 


Q You don't have any soothing words to prevent 
panic in this country? 


A I think that we should do just what I've said. 
They should keep in touch with the situation. We may all be 
in on Saturday afternoon. Perhaps none of us will be out 
taking a walk on Sunday afternoon. I don't know. 


e) On Saturday -- can you touch on what the 
Secretary's plans are tomorrow? 


A Yes. He'll be in the office in the morning. 
I think his departure time has nothing to do at all with the 
start of the Redskins’ game, but I think coincidentally it 
will take place about 15 minutes from the office before the 
game starts. I think he'll be -- 


Q Does he have a position on the Redskins game? 


A He may have a position, but he hasn't confided 
it to me. He's a super diplomat, you know. 


0 Do you have anything to say to explain the 
Presidential statement issued today that says that the 
arms negotiators will explore every possibility for 
equitable agreements with the Soviet Union as opposed to 
exploring agreements on the zero-zero option? 


A I don't have any explanation because the 
President made it very clear. The President's position has 
been constant, and he's standing by it. 


The negotiators, as they said today -- and I think 
they probably said all that needs to be said on it -- are 
going back to Geneva. 


The zero-zero option is a good option. We think 
it's the best one for all the parties involved. 
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0 But they will explore every -- 


A At the same time you heard what Mr. Nitze said 
and what we have said about his authority to probe the 
Soviet position. And the President has said on many occa- 
sions that we will seriously consider any serious proposal 
by the Soviets. Geneva is the place to get that serious 
proposal. 


Q There is a news report which attributes a state- 
ment to Secretary Shultz that he said at a meeting which 
took place with Jewish community leaders January 1l -- that 
Mr. Shultz has said, according to the report, that there is 
an agreement or tacit approval between Israel and Syria 
about the partition of Lebanon. 


What do you make of this report and -- 


A I think you should be very careful about that 
report. 


Firstly, I'm not going to be able to get into it 
because the Secretary has consistently, in that kind of 
meeting, held that those meetings are confidential and has 
made that clear to the participants. 


So I would be very, very cautious about that par- 
ticular -- you have me in a little box here in that I'm not 
going to get into what went on there and give you a 
background to the conversation or give you the exact dialo- 
gue, but I will just urge you to be very careful about that 
particular quotation. 


Q Besides being careful, you deny or you reject 
the total thrust of the statement? 


A I would be breaking the Secretary's rule, you 
see. That's the problem here. 


fe) It's in public. I mean, in the last issue of 
the Jewish Week. I mean, I'm just asking you because, you 
know, it's in the public -- it's made public, and, you know, 
you have to go to those people who made you swear or alle- 
gedly told to keep it confidential, and it's out in the 
open. So, I mean, what do you make of this statement? 





A Without going into the detail of that 
discussion, I would caution you against assuming that that 
is an accurate statement. 
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6) Has there been correspondence during the very 
few days -- the last few days with the Soviet Union con- 
cerning the Syrian missiles? 


A As we have indicated there has been com- 
munication over the past week, ten days, indicating our con- 
cern. There certainly has been communication. 


6) Does this mean that the United States has 
a reply from the Soviets to this representation? 


A As you know, we don't get into the question of 
how we conduct our diplomatic negotiations, but there has 
been communication, contact. We've made our position clear. 


@) I have one last question of the Department 
on the closeness of the Polish policy of repression. How 
closely is it linked to Soviet guidance or animus or 
direction? 


A I think we've had much to say on that over the 
months, and I'd refer you to various copies of the 
transcript that are available. 

0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 24, 1983, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I don't have 
any announcements. Be glad to take any questions you might 
have. 


0 John, do you have anything you can relate to 
us fresh regarding incidents between the Americans and 
Israelis in Beirut, or in Lebanon -- incidents at 
checkpoints? 


A We're talking about Marines, now? 
'@) Yes. 
A O.K. Although we're following these incidents 


closely and have expressed our concern here, in Beirut, and 
in Tel Aviv, we would prefer to have the Department of 
Defense provide any comment on details of the incident. 


As far as an incident involving newsmen is con- 
cerned, which apparently took place yesterday, it appears 
that an incident involving American journalists and the IDF 
did occur in Lebanon on Sunday. Without going into the 
details of that incident, we note that our position on 
freedom of the press is clear: any actions taken to inter- 
fere with legitimate news coverage would meet with our 
disapproval. 


Q Do you have any assurances from the Israelis 
on these checkpoint problems, that they will not recur? 


A There may be a little confusion about the date 
of these incidents. It is our understanding that the latest 
one was last Monday, so if that is the case, obviously, there 
has not been a recurrence since we've made our views known. 


8) The latest what, last Monday? 


A The latest involving the Marines, we 
understand, Bernie was a week ago. The incident involving 
the newsmen, as we understand it, was yesterday. 











9 Are you talking about the incident where the 
Israelis tried to go through the checkpoint, or are you 
talking about the incident in which the Marine allegedly had 
an IDF member in his sights, and was about to shoot? 


A There is a little confused reporting on that, 
but as we understand it, the latest incident was a week ago, 
and that does refer also to the Marine who allegedly had the 
Israeli soldier in his sights. I know that some reports this 
morning suggest that that was Friday, but we think that may 
not be true. There is a little confusion in the reporting on 
this by various sources. 


Q John, there have been a number of stories 
including a column today suggesting that the Administration 
was about to "lower the boom" on Israel, such as cutting aid 
and things like that, in the light of Habib's mission and 
Habib's coming home which has fueled additional speculation. 


I wonder if you could add any comments to the 
overall situation? 


A On the question of Ambassador Habib's coming 
back, Bernie, as- you know, that had been planned that he 
would come back, be here for the visit of President Mubarak, 
and he will be. I understand he is en route today, and will 
be back for that visit. 


The United States, nevertheless, remains extremely 
concerned over the slow pace of the negotiations aimed at 
achieving the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 
Of course, Ambassador Habib will be consulting with senior 
officials on the Lebanese situation. 


I guess you're referring to the Evans and Novak 
column? 


Q Right. 


A We really wouldn't have any comment on a spe- 
cific, although speculative, column; but on a number of occa- 
sions, the Secretary has made clear our position on the 
question of aid to Israel, and there is no change in the 
policy. 


) John, more specifically, does the 


Administration now regard the Israeli troops in Lebanon as 
occupying forces? 











A I think you may be referring to a phrase used 
by the President in an interview in December, and I think you 
ought to go back and look at the specific language he used in 
qualifying that. Our pcs ‘on has been constant, is 
constant, that we want 5° -peediest withdraw of the PLO, 
Syrian, and Israeli force... rom Lebanon. 


re) John, if there is no change in policy, why 
aren't you denying the Evans and Novak story? 


A It wasn't a question of denying it. It was a 
question of not -- I think I said we were not going to com- 
ment ‘on it, Bernie. 


0 My question, then -- I repeat it: If there is 
no change in policy and you refer us to the Secretary's known 
position on aid, why, then, are you not saving that this 
story has, from your point of view, nothing in it, if that is 
the case? 


A I think it's just a auestion of not referring 
to a specific newspaper article, as we have declined to do on 
various occasions. Of course, there are various parts to 
that story. 


But on the question of aid to Israel, what I'm saying 
is that the Secretary has made that plain, and there is no 
change in that policy. 


Q For the record, has anyone over here ever 
commented on U.S. willingness to participate in the security 
posts in southern Lebanon? 


A There was a report last week suggesting that 
the United States had raised this, and I steered you away 
from it last week. I think that steering was good and con- 
tinues to be good. Of course, there is discussion among the 
parties, and we've seen the same reports you have where the question 
of manning has been raised, and maybe even controversy over 
that. We've seen those same reports. 


But on the question -- I think last week, there was 
a report that the United States had raised or had initiated, 
and indeed was pressing for, American personnel to man those 
monitoring stations. As I say, the guidance I gave you last 
week steering you away from that was good, and remains good. 


Q But che other report we've seen is that Israel 
wants Israelis to man these stations, and the Lebanese have 
countered by saying, either multinational forces or American forces. 











A All right. I've got a problem here, in that, 
basically, we don't want to comment on the details of the 
negotiations that are going on at the tripartite talks; -- 


re) You don't -- 


A -- but having said that, I don't think that 
the guidance I just gave you is in conflict with the scenario 
you just offered. 


Q It isn't. I just wanted to make sure you 
aren't denying that somebody else may have raised the idea of 
American forces. 


A No. I'm not denying it. 


0 How about, then, narrowing it? You are 
talking about U.S. personnel. How about U.S. personnel in a 
mixed force, are you steering us away from that, too? 


A What I was steering you away from last week, 
and continue to steer you away from, is the suggestion that 
the United States volunteered or was pressing for the manning 
of monitoring stations by U.S. personnel. 


e) My question is now, forget who raised it, 
forget who is pressing, what is the 1.S. position on the 
basis of the reports of U.S. participation in a multi- 
national force on the manning? 


A Those talks are still going on at the tripar- 
tite meeting. I mean, all kinds of issues are being raised 
there, Bernie. 


QO What is the U.S. position on U.S. par- 
ticipation in a mixed force for manning those outposts in 
Lebanon? 


A I think we're going to wait and see how those 
discussions go forward, and rely on the communiques that come 
out of those meetings rather than attempting to amplify from 
here. 


0 Are you leaving us with the impression that 
all you're saying is that the U.S. did not propose the idea, 
didn't press for the idea, didn't volunteer the idea, but 
you're leaving us with the impression that the U.S. is not 
necessarily opposed to the idea. Is that what you're -- 








A I don't want to steer you one way or another 
on that. As I say, I was concerned with the suggestion that 
this was a U.S. initiative, and I think we're all clear about 
that now. Presumably, debate continues about those moni- 
toring stations. It is in, as I've said many times before, an 
hour-to-hour, day-to-day stage. 


0 Does the United States believe that a con- 
tinued presence of Israelis in a monitoring station would be 
inconsistent with the withdrawal of Israeli troops from 


Lebanon? 


A I don't want to get into the details of the 
negotiations that they are involved in, but certainly our 
position has been that all PLO, all Syrian, and all Israeli 
forces should leave Lebanon, and as speedily as possible. 


Q John, you have just expressed concern about 
the slow pace of the negotiations. It was clear to some of 
us at the point where the agenda was announced, with 
withdrawal of troops being the fourth point after resolving 
three rather complex issues, that the negotiations toward 
withdrawal would not move very quickly. At that point, a 
number of us tried to get you to make some comment in that 
regard. You refused to do it. What is the reason for your 
expressions of concern at this late date? 


A Well, because we haven't yet seen a plan for 
the withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q But unless your capabilities are far less than 
mine -- which with the resources you have, I hardly think 
they are -- 


A They probably are. 


QO -- you should have known this quite some time 
ago. 


A I don't think that's a fair comment. I 
remember skepticism that existed among some in this room 
when we were working on the question of the withdrawal of the 
PLO from Beirut. Some people thought that that would never 
happen. There certainly may have been skepticism about the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. That hasn't 
deterred us from working at it and continuing to work at it. 


Q Is there a concern in the Department right now 
to preempt some of what President Mubarak might have to say 
to the President if there are no expressions of this sort 
coming out of the Administration? 











A ‘I'm sure that the question of Lebanon could 
well come up during President Mubarak's visit here. But we 


have been pressing, as you know, for movement on Lebanon and 
for overall movement on the President's Middle Fast peace 
initiative, side by side, and with vigor for several months. 


O John, does the United States think that PLO 
guerrillas or fighters may be reinfiltrating through 
American-held positions in the MNF? 


A I don't have any knowledge of that. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 What about Sharon's contention that the U.S. 
is actually holding up the negotiations; do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No, I doubt we would respond to that. I 
think the record is clear, and we wouldn't have any comment 
on that. 


0 Just to clarify the Secretary's position on aid 
to Israel, is there a difference between cutting aid and 
halting aid, because maybe the suggestion is that there is 
consideration in the Administration to halt aid, not to cut 
it, but to halt it? 


A No. What I suggest you do is go back to the 
specific statements the Secretary has made on this question 
which the Press Office would be happy to dig out for you. 


0 There is a related question here, and it has 
to do with Prime Minister Begin coming to the U.S. Do you 
have anything today on whether he will or won't, or when? 


A No, that hasn't changed over the past couple 
weeks. As you know, the invitation was out there. I pre- 
sume the President and Prime Minister Begin will talk about 
that and set a date for that at a time that is congenial and 
appropriate for both of them. 


0 Specifically, there have been reports 
suggesting that a message has been relayed saying that he is 
not welcome until there is some progress in Lebanon. I'm just 
curious, as of today, if you can say anything more definitive 
about whether this is correct or not? 


A Wouldn't have anything on what messages 
may or may not have been passed, or communication. I've 
seen some reports out of Israel where I think Israeli offi- 
cials have said that probably the visit would occur most 
happily when there has been progress on Lebanon and the two 
can devote themselves to discussions on the broader Middle 
East situation. 


0 You said that you have not seen a plan for 
withdrawal. There have been reports that various sides in the 
talks have offered plans. Did you mean no agreed plan? 


A I mean no agreed plan. 

0 Could you just pick up my colleage's question 
SO we can get it from you on Shultz' position on aid. 
Shultz opposes both cutting and halting, just so we 
understand that? 


Ay I think it would not be intelligent of me to 
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paraphrase the Secretary. I think we probably ought to go 
back and look at exactly what he said. 


@) Any consideration being given by the 
Administration to cutting or halting? 


A As I said, there's no change in the policy. 
If you're asking, is there a review, obviously, we would never 
comment on a question like that. And I don't mean to lead 
you one way or another on that. 


re) Maybe I can put the question in a little dif- 
ferent way. The Secretary's position on aid, as he has said 
several times, he doesn't believe in using aid as a kind of 
weapon to bring about flexibility. There's some confusion 
because of the question of what is the aid level we're 
talking about. Since the Administration in the FY-83 budget 
came in with one figure, the Appropriations Committee ended 
up with a higher figure that the Administration opposed,I 
don't know what the FY-84 projection will be, and it may 
appear to be a cut from the figures in that continuing 
resolution. 


It would be helpful if we could have a benchmark. 


A That's a factual situation. What we're 
talking about is the aid to Israel. I think what you're 
talking about is the aid to Israel the Administration pro- 
posed versus the add-ons, and obviously the Administration 
made it's position clear on the add-on. It did not favor 
giving more aid to Israel than the Administration recom- 
mended and thought was neccessary. But I don't think you 

should confuse that particular factual situation. 


0 For instance, if the FY-84 request is the 
same as the FY-83 request, then it will be perceived in some 
quarters as a cut in Israel's aid since it will be lower 
than the real appropriated figures. 


A You're getting into the future, and I don't 
have a crystal ball. 


0 Back on the Secretary's statement. I 
remember the Secretary made his statements in reference to 
the broader peace and President Reagan's plan. The 
reference today, I think, is about the withdrawal from 
Lebanon. Is that inclusive? 


A The Secretary has talked in general terms 
about the question of aid to Israel, and I think you ought 
to go back and cite the specific language. But there isn't 
any question about what he said, that he did not view -- you 
have to go back to see how the question was phrased -- but 





3 


he considered that peace was the objective, and that you did 
not talk about cuts in aid as a goad. 


@) When you say the policy hasn't changed on 
that, are you saying the Secretary's policy, the Secretary's 
statements on it haven't changed? You keep referring to the 
Secretary as opposed to the Administration. 


A No, I was referring to the way the Secretary 
phrased it. But, no, the Administration's policy hasn't 
changed. 


0 So the Secretary's comments -- I mean, if we 
were to play the tape of the Secretary's comments at the 
last news conference, what you're saying is that that repre- 
sents the Administration's point of view today? 


A Sure. 


0 One more on Defense Minister Sharon's state- 
ment. He is quoted today as saying that Israel would con- 
sider other ways of obtaining its security agreement with 
Lebanon if the United States continues to be in the way, the 
way I understood it. Are you concerned that Mr. Sharon may 
actually get something through like he did with the nego- 
tiations that are taking place nowy where the United States 
found itself informed through the media about it? 


A No. I've seen the reports but don't have any 
comment on them. 


0 John, again, on the question of Begin's pro- 
jected visit, we've picked up a number of reports that offi- 
‘cials of the Israeli Government as well as a number of other 
governments have been told through people who have been in 
close association with the State Department that the Reagan 
Administration is in a state of serious flux, that the 
foreign policy-making apparatus is in a transition period, 
and that therefore it would be fruitless to undertake serious 
discussions with this government at this time. 
Specifically, it was Secretary Shultz" confident and 
advisor, Henry Kissinger, who is named as the source of this 
story. 


0 And the question is? 


A Do you know if the Secretary has discussed 
this question with Kissinger -- 


¢) With disarray in the Administration and the 
serious flux in our foreign policy -- (Laughter) 


0 We know about some aspects of this. For 
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instance, sometime ago it was announced that the policy- 
planning apparatus had been dissolved and was being replaced 
by a new committee. We don't have anything on the formation 
or composition of this committee yet; the White House has 
announced that the President is going -- 


A It sounds like a speech more than a question 
I'm hearing. What is the question? 


e) The question is the same. I'm just trying to 
motivate you to answer it. 

A I guess I will have to appear unforthcoming 
and say you failed to motivate me. I'm terribly sorry. 


(Laughter) 


.@) Let me try again, John. Can you tell us if 
an option is being drawn up for the President to consider 
reducing, cutting off military assistance to Israel in 
regard to the Lebanon negotiations? 


A You're rephrasing a question which I 
answered earlier, I think, and that is, to discuss options 
and reviews that might or might not be underway, and we just 
would never get into that; traditionally have not and would 
not and will not. 


0 Change the subject now? 
A On Poland. 


0 John, before we leave the Middle East. Do we 
have anything on backgrounders for the Mubarak visit at this point? 


A ON BACKGROUND, I think there will be a 
backgrounder at the White House probably early tomorrow 
afternoon. 


8) You don't have a time yet? 


A I don't. It probably will be in the after- 
noon. Some doubt as to whether it will be morning -- 
there's a lot going on tomorrow, as you know -- and I'm not 
quite sure what time, but I think early afternoon. END 
BACKG ROU ND 


0) What about the Secretary's testimony on the 
Hill? When is he going to be testifying? 


A I don't think he's up this week. Of course, 
he leaves for the Far East on Saturday, so I do not think he 








ll 
is testifying this week. 


Q In that connection, will there be a 
backgrounder before he leaves? 


A There is indeed a plan for a backgrounder, 
and I cannot remember what -- 


MR. ROMBERG: The 27th, I think. 
MR. HUGHES: There is a backgrounder. 


0 About the Secretary's testimony, the House 
Foreign Relations Committee, according to their schedule, 
the Secretary is supposed to testify on Wednesday morning. 


A Those things get set and then they get 
changed. Let me check that for you. The last information I 
had was that he probably was not testifying this week, but 
let me check that for you. 


0 One more on the Middle East, do you have any com- 
ment on the attack near Khaldeh? 


A No. 
0 Nothing at all? 
A No, I'm afraid I don't. 


0 On last thing, please. Anything on the 
review that has been taking place about the Israeli use of 
American arms in accordance with the -- 


A No, I'm afraid I don't. Not today. 


9 May I ask two South African questions? I've 
seen this guidance about the revision of South African trade 
controls. Do you think you could, without reading the four- 
page guidance, try to put it in English. Is the United 
States relaxing its restrictions on exports to the South 
African police and military? 


Also, is there anything new on that visa applica- 
tion from the President of Venda? 


A There's nothing new on the visa application. 
Do you have the language? 


0 Yes. You don't have to read all four pages, 
but I don't understand it frankly. It sounds like you pro- 
test too much here. 
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A Why don't I see if I can get someone to 
confer with you afterwards. 

0 Okay. 

fe) The question that you weren't motivated to 


answer, could you reveal to us how many contacts the 
Secretary's had with Mr. Kissinger in the last 30 to 60 days? 


A I can't. He sees -- 
Q Isn't it a matter of public record? 
A No, I guess it isn't. He sees a number of 


people. He doesn't feel obliged necessarily to tell every- 
body who he sees. 


) In view of the significance and the impor- 
tance in foreign policy matters with Mr. Kissinger, would he 
want to be, or would he be motivated to cover up his con- 
tacts with Mr. Kissinger? 


A No. (Laughter) Are there any serious 
questions? 


fe) Can you tell us a bit about the meeting 
Secretary Shultz is having this afternoon with fourteen 
American university presidents? 


A Yes. I think a number of them wrote to him 
around last September and asked for a meeting to which he 
agreed. I think the actual date for that meeting was set in 
December when we were in Europe, and it comes up this 
afternoon. 


We do have a list; there are 14 university presi- 
dents that are going to be present at that meeting, and I think 
we have that information in the Press Office for you. I can 
either read them off now or make it available afterwards. 


They're coming in for an off-the-record session. 
A number of others in the State Department will also 
talk to them, and the Secretary will see them later in the 
afternoon. 


0 Will he be reviewing our arms proposals in 
Geneva? 


A As I say, back in September I think they 
wrote the Secretary a letter about their concerns about 
nuclear war and asked whether they could come in and talk to 

















him and he said yes. 

@) On the trial underway in Poland today 
regarding illegal broadcasts of former Solidarity members, 
do you have any comments on that -- charged with subversion? 

A No. Sorry to disappoint you. 

@) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:42 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: The size of the audience today seems 
to be in direct response to the quantity of the information 
I'm about to impart. 


I think you had a briefing by a senior administra- 
tion official on President Mubarak's visit this morning, and 
I think some of you have lunch plans. We have the State 
of the Union address this evening. The White House is not 
briefing today, and the Pentagon is not briefing today, so 
I thought I would come out here in person to tell you I 
don't have very much for you. 


(Laughter) 
fe) It's a conspiracy of silence. 
A I do have a couple of announcements. There 


will be a background briefing on Secretary Shultz's visit to 
the Far East, to be given by a senior administration offi- 
Cial, Thursday, January 27, 2:30 p.m., in this room. 


There is a correction on an answer posted yester- 
day regarding the Secretary's appearances on the Hill this 
week. The answer gave the wrong day for his breakfast 
meeting with the House Foreign Affairs Committee. That's 
tomorrow, Wednesday, January 26, at 8:15 a.m., and not on 
Thursday. That's not testimony; that is a closed breakfast 
with the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 


That comes to the extent of my offerings for the 
day. I'll be glad to take any questions. 


0 John, where is Ambassador Habib today? Has 
he met with the Secretary? 


A Yes. He's in Washington. He met with the 
Secretary this morning, and conceivably might see him again 
later in the day. 








0 Is there a chance to see Habib here, to bring 
him out for a news conference or something? 


A I think it's unlikely. I'll be glad to 
make the request, but I think it's unlikely. 


0 Do you have any guesstimate when he might be 
returning after the Mubarak visit? When he might be 
returning to the Middle East? 


A I really don't know. I would think he would 
certainly be in Washington through Thursday. Just what his 
plans are after that, I think a senior official yesterday 
said that he would be returning to the Middle East, but I 
think he, himself, does not yet know what his dates and iti- 
nerary are. | 


0 Is he going to see the President? 


A I think he probably would later in the week, 
but I think you ought to ask the White House about that. 


fe) John, what is the point of Shultz's breakfast 
with the House Foreign Affairs Committee tomorrow? 


A I can't quite remember when this was sche- 
duled and at whose instance, but I think it's part of his 
Ongoing consultations. I think the Middle East would be a 
central theme. , 


0 John, do you have any reaction to the OPEC 
meeting and its breaking up by any chance? 


A No. I'm afraid we don't. 


fe) Do you have anything on Strauss's statements 
Over the weekend? 


A I think we offered you something yesterday 
and wouldn't go beyond that. 


fe) I didn't hear anything. I was at the Foreign 
Press Center. 


A I will be glad to dig it out for you. 


0 There's a story that Perez de Cuellar is 
talking about talks with the Soviet Union regarding 
Afghanistan and possible withdrawal. Have you seen those, 
and do you have any comment? 











A I've seen the reports, but I don't have 
anything for you on where that's going. 


0 Do you have anything on a ceasefire in 
Namibia, South Africa? 


A No. I've seen the reports that South 
Africans and the Angolans are meeting, but we've just seen 
the same reports you have. 


fe) Do you have anything on certification for 
Argentina, or the Fund loan to Argentina? 


A No. 

0 Certification for Chile? 
A No. 

(Laughter) 


0 Anything there on Lebanon and the Middle 
East? 





A What had you in mind? 


(Laughter) 

fe) Save me asking a lot of questions. 

A I imagine your inquiry revolves around the -- 
fe) Right. 

(Laughter) 

A And in response to your inquiry about Major 


neral Drori's suggestion that U.S. Marines constitute a 
buffer, there is of course no substance to suggestions that 
the U.S. Marines are offering sanctuary or support to the 
PLO. 


We have no information to suggest that members of 
the PLO are slipping through the Marine cordon. There cer- 
tainly is, should that be thought to be the case, adequate 
mechanism for these matters to be discussed and resolved. 











We are completely confident that the U.S. Marine 
contingent of the MNF continues to fully discharge its 
responsibilities to bolster the authority of the Government 
of Lebanon, particularly throughout its area of operations. 


0 May we have a copy? 
A Surely. 


e) This may be unexpected, and you may not have 
an answer, but by any chance do you have anything about the 
status of relations between U.S. and Suriname? 


A No. I don't. 


e) Are you at all concerned with approaches by 
the new government there with Cuba, the Soviet Union, 
Vietnam? 


A I don't have anything on that for you. I'm 
sorry. 


0 Do you think you could take something on it? 
A Let me look into it. 


e) You said yesterday that there hadn't been an 
incident since a week ago Monday. Have you changed that at 
all, or is that still the case? ° 


A No. That's still the case, other than the 
Sunday incident involving the newsmen, but as far as Marines 
and Israeli forces are concerned, it's our understanding 
that a week ago yesterday was the last incident. 


2) What about the General's statement that the 
United States commanders don't seem to understand the 
Situation very well because the Chief Commander didn't go to 
a meeting, and they don't really seem to know what's going 
on? 


A I think the language we gave you refutes that 
Suggestion, theory, allegation. 


0 What's behind these accusations against the 
Marines? Are they trying to get the Marines to ease off and 
get out of there and take charge of the situation themselves 
or what? 











A I really don't think we can ascribe motiva- 
tion. As you know, we've been concerned about them, we've 
made that concern known there and here. One hopes that the 
fact that there hasn't been a recurrence since a week ago 
yesterday indicates that that concern has been noted and 
steps are being taken to avoid repetition of such incidents. 
But as to why those encounters occurred, we really don't 
know. 


-- MORE -- 








0 There's some reports from Beirut, I think, 
that some Lebanese officials are saying that the talks, the 
Israeli-Lebanese talks, are in an impasse or in a deadlock. 
Would you share that characterization? 


A I don't know that we would talk about an 
impasse. .There certainly isn't any secret that we regret 
the slow pace at which those negotiations have been pro- 
ceeding. We are concerned about that slow pace, but we cer- 
tainly hope that can be changed in these discussions. 


fe) Will they continue to meet this week while 
Habib is back here, though? 


A I think there has been little confusion out 
of the area on the meetings of subcommittees, but so far as 
we know the next regular tripartite meeting is scheduled 
for, I think, Thursday. Yes, this Thursday. 


) Can you tell us anything about the 
Secretary's meeting today with the Korean Ambassador? 


A No. I think it's a prelude to his visit to 
Korea. They surely will be discussing a program, and some 
of the agenda items that would be up for discussion during 
his visit there. 


fe) Do you have anything in mind, or the 
Administration, that would accelerate this slow pace? Are 
you proposing anything? Do you have any more ideas, or will 
there be any new ideas taken back? 


A I think the Ambassador's return here -- of 
course, he was coming back for the visit of President 
Mubarak -=- but obviously he will be reporting, has reported 
to the Secretary and will continue to report to the 
Secretary this week, and, as I suggested, may see the 
President later in the week. He obviously will be reporting 
back to us, giving his views of where we stand and what 
might be done to move things forward. 


0 Are there any considerations to the Italian 
Or French Ambassadors or Foriegn Ministers to increase the 
MNF forces in there, or do you still stand by earlier 
statements? 


A No, I think that Italy and France have basi- 
cally agreed in principle to enlarge their forces should 
that need arise. I don't think anybody has moved beyond the 
position that we've all held over the weeks, namely, that 
when we see an agreed plan for troop withdrawal from Lebanon, 
we will have a better idea of whether more troops are needed 











for the MNF, what the different mission might be for the 
MNF and who might be called upon at that time to supply 
more troops, if needed. I think that's where we are. 


We understand their commitment in principle, but 
until we all see a plan for troop withdrawal, it's kind of 
hard to determine where those troops would be needed and how 
many. 


0 Do we have a similar agreement in principle? 


A I would like to go back to the exact words 
the President has used. I think he has said we would look 
at the idea of enlarging the MNF, but I would like to go 
back to his actual language. He has spoken to that. 


0 Two other parties to the MNF feel the same 
way about slow pace, and have they expressed it to officials 
here? 


A I'm sure there's discussion among the 
parties. 


re) Are events on the ground, after you deployed 
the Marines the second time, September 20, encouraging or 
discouraging to the Administration to increase the number of 
the MNF forces, especially from the United States? 


A I think our position is that there is no call 
to increase the size of the MNF given the present mission. 
Should the mission change, there might be. 


0 On this point, how does Israel see your par- 
ticipation in these tripartite talks going between Khaldeh 
and Qiryat Shimona? 


A I'm sorry? 


fe) How does Israel see your role in these talks 
which are going on -= as an arbitrator, a judge, or observer, 
Or what? A full partner? 


A I think Israel ought to answer that question 
itself. We see our role obviously as helpful, constructive 
and expediting, seeking to bridge differences that might 
exist. 


0 Regarding the question of the early-warning 
stations, who opposes the manning of those stations by 
Israelis? Is it the Lebanese opposition or American 
opposition? 
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A As you know, we've been reluctant to get into 
the kind of discussion that's going on behind closed doors 
between the three. But I think there's enough in the public 
domain to indicate that the manning of those proposed moni- 
toring stations is a source of discussion between Israel and 
Lebanon, and I think there's been enough indication that the 
Lebanese oppose the manning of those stations by Israeli 
forces. I think that's in the public domain. 


0 But on the other hand, in the famous 
Israeli-Lebanese document that was signed -- it wasn't 
Signed but it was discussed some months ago before the 
talks started and it was discussed later in the meetings. 
There was a mentioning of early-warning stations. 


A Obviously, we are aware of Israel's concern 
about security in southern Lebanon, but as to the detail of 
how that security might be safeguarded, I think the. three 
parties at the discussions have to work that out. 


) Do you also oppose Israeli manning of the 
stations? 


A We have said that we favor the total 
withdrawal of PLO, Syrian and Israeli forces from Lebanon. 


0 May I change the subject? Do you have any 
comment on the Soviet statement -- I think it is by Gromyko 
last week -- that they are re-deploying missiles to Asia and 
Siberia from targets on Western Europe? 


A I think we did have some language last week 
to which I can refer you. I think there isn't any question 
that various of the Allies have raised questions about the 
prospect of moving mobile SS-20s from one area to another, 
and the Soviet Union having the abilitv to move them back. 


0 Just briefly, there is an article in the 
Times today that the Soviet Union may seek observer status 
at GATT. Do you have any statement on that? 


A We understand that no formal application has 
yet been tendered. 


fe) Do we have a position with respect to that 
prospect? 


A We'll look at it should such an application 
be forthcoming. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. A couple of 
reminders: Firstly, tomorrow at 2:30 p.m., there will he a 
background briefing on the Secretary's trip to Asia in the 
press briefing room. 


A couple of announcements concerning events this 
afternoon taking place in this building: At 3:50 this 
afternoon, Secretary Shultz will receive delegations from 
the United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, France, 
Italy, Canada, Japan, and the United States who have just 
completed a conference on the International Youth Fxchange 
in Williamsburg. This will take place in the Renjamin 
Franklin Room, on the eighth floor. There will be a photo 
opportunity, and the Secretary probably will make a few 
remarks, but he will not take any questions from the press. 


After that, at 4:30*, Charles Wick, the Director of 
the 1.S. Information Agency and head of the 1.S. delegation 
to the Williamsburg mec’ ina, will hold an on-the-record 
press conference here in the press briefina room. He will 
be prepared to take questions on both the Williamsburg 
meetina and President Reagan's International Youth Exchange 
initiative which was the impetus for the Williamsbura 
gathering. 


That's it. I'll be glad to take anv questions you 
miaht have. 


2) Just to follow up, if I may, on that photo 
op. 

A Surely. 

@) We were told earlier there would be no 


coverage at all. Does that mean it is open now to the press 
-- cameras as well as -- 


A As I understand it, it is not open to -- It 
is open to still cameras, yes, just to reassure you, Bernie. 


9 Can you come up and tune in on the Secretary? 


A Can I come up and tune in? 


*Correction: The press conference was scheduled for 4:15, 
not 4:30. 








O No. Is it open for reporters to go up there, or 
is it just cameras? 


A Yes. But it is not a press conference -- no 
questions. The Secretary will make some remarks on the 
subject of the International Youth Exchanae. 


8) John, is there any link in the minds of the 
Administration between the forthcoming visit to the lnited 
States of Prime Minister Regin and the withdrawal of Israeli 
and other foreign troops from Lebanon? 


A I think we are aware -- and we have been for 
the past several weeks -- no date has been set. As the 
Secretary said this mornina on CRS, the Prime Minister is 
always welcome in the Tinited States. But I think, as ABC 
also said this morning, there are reports comina out of 
Israel which suggest that both sides feel that the most 
opportune moment would be when there is progress on lebanon, 
and the two can concentrate on the overall Middle Fastern 
peace initiative. 


9) In other words, paraphrasing what vou just 
said, the short answer to my question would be yes, there is 
a link? (Laughter) 


A I wouldn't have paraphrased what I've just 
said that way, Jim. As the Secretary said this mornina, the 
Prime Minister is always welcome. No date has been set. So 
apparently there is feeling on both sides that the meetina 
would be most fruitful and meaningful at a time when Lehanon 
would not dominate the discussions. 


0 And at what point would Lebanon no lonaer 
dominate the talks? 


A I don't know. I quess Prime Minister Beain 
and the President would agree upon that between them. 


0 John, could I follow up on that? The Post is 
putting it very clearly in more specific terms along the lines 
Jim is sugagestina, saying, by a U.S. official, Jerusalem, “Reagan 
is demanding Israeli agreement to withdraw from Lebanon 
before he would settle on a date for his invitation to visit 
Washington." 





Is that correct, the way it is put? 


4 I've seen the report; I don't know who the 
official is, and don't have any comment on it. I think the 
Secretary made the position clear this mornina. 





) Is that true? Is this report true? Do you 
deny this report? 


A I think, as we have said, the date is 
something that will be mutually agreed on by the two 
participants. 


0 John, yesterday, as recently as yesterday, 
it seems to me, if I remember correctly, you were referring 
reports of that kind to Israel and saying that it seemed as 
though the Israelis have been making that suqgestion. Today 
you're saying "reports from Israel," and it seems suddenly 
you're saying that apparently both sides feel that way. 


Maybe you choose not to admit that, but that's a 
change in position. 


A No, I don't think it's a change in position. 
I assume that what discussion there is, that is going on, if 
there is, ahout the date of that visit anvarentlv there must 
be a meeting of minds on both sides. The meeting has not 
been scheduled. 


0 Isn't that a matter of U.S. policy and not 
just something that might apparently be taking place amona 
some low-level people? 


A No, I don't think it's a question of policy; 
I think it is a question of the two participants deciding 
when is the right time to have that meeting. 


0 John, can I ask for a clarification? You 
said, "The ABC said --" Well, the ABC report said specifi- 
cally that the letter carried by Habib to Regin said that 
there was no point in Beain's coming here -- I mean that was 
the ARC report -- until the situation in Lebanon was 
resolved. 


Have you just confirmed that? 


A No. What I have just done is learned never 
to paraphrase anybody, either myself or ARC. 


0 Would you confirm that, though, that the U.S. 
said, in a message to -- 


A I wouldn't confirm anything in the way of 
diplomatic exchanges or correspondence. 











@) John, when you say, “Apparently both sides 
are in agreement, that there is feeling apparently on both 
sides --" and you say that what you mean by both sides is 
the two participants, is it accurate to say, then, that 
there is feeling on Begin's side and there is feeling on 
President Reagan's side, since he is the other participant, 
that it would be best to wait until Lebanon no longer 
dominates the discussions before Regqin comes to Washington? 


A I think what I am saving is that, as no date 
has yet been set, presumably, there is a meeting of minds 
that the time is not yet right to meet, for a variety of 
reasons. 


‘@) A meeting of whose minds, the two 
participants? 
A It has to be the two -- I mean the Prime 


Minister and the President are goina to aet together when 
they want to get to get together and when they are able to 
get toaether. 


0 May I ask it in a different way? You said 
both sides seem to want to wait until Lebanon is resolved. 
I don't see, since there is clearly an impasse in the 
negotiations on Lebanon, why doesn't the U.S. seek a meeting 
with Reaqin to try to resolve this? I don't -- I mean hell 
could freeze over if you're going to wait -- What is it -- 


There is a suvposition in the auestion that Begin 
has something to lose by not meeting with the President 
until the troops are out of Lebanon. 


A First of all, I'm not sure, Bernie, that T 
would agree that we are at an impasse. I think there isn't 
any question but that thinas are not movina alona at the kind 
of pace that we would like, but I think "impasse" is perhaps 
a harsh word. There are continued negotiations on the 
ground. Mr. Habib is back here, and as I have said hefore, 
undoubtedly is conferring with the Secretary and the 
President and considerina wavs to help move them alona. So T 
think the first part of your question may be going a little 
harder than the facts perhaps warrant. 


Obviously, there is a feeling that when that 
meeting takes place, it should not be dominated by Lebanon, 
that it should move on to a broader phase of the discussions. 


8) To follow that, do you think, then, it would 
be dominated by Lebanon so long as there is no agreement on 
the withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon? 


























A I presume that if Lebanon were still a major 
problem, then if the two met, they might well become 
diverted, and concentrate all their time on Lebanon. 


0 They don't have to. They can discuss other 
matters, can't they? 


A I'm not setting their agenda. I'm just 
telling you what the state of play is. 


0 John, the last time this issue came up, or 
maybe I should say the first time it came up almost a month 
ago, the reports then originating in Israel were that the 
United States was putting pressure on Begin by telling him 
he couldn't come until there was movement on Lebanon. 


Can you address the question of U.S. pressure on 
Israel through withholding the favor of the visit? 


A No. No, I wouldn't get into exchanges 
that might or might not have taken place. 


0 Could you say whether there is now a crisis 
in U.S.-Israeli relations? 


A Bernie, I think I would be ill-advised to 
respond to such a question. Clearly, there have been, as 
the Secretary of State has said, there have been problems in 
that relationship. Israel remains a strong ally, but 
obviously, there have been differences of ovinion between us 
in recent months. 


0 Could you address the editorial in The New 
York Times today? 








A Which one was that? 

‘@) -- that suggests that-- that's headlined, 
"Waiting for Henry" which suggests that, "If Mr. Reagan will 
not turn to the high-flyina Henry Kissinger ..... the 
President had better find a facsimile." 

Could you take that question? 


A No need to take it. Don't know of any such 
plans to do that. 


0 (Inaudible. ) 


A I have a feeling from the glint in your eye 
that that was not a serious question, Bob. Good I didn't 
hear it. 














@) Is the meeting this afternoon between the 
Secretary and Ambassador Arens related to the question we 
are just discussing? 


A I don't know that there is a meeting this 
afternoon between the Secretary and Ambassador Arens. 


Q I'm sorry. Eagleburger. 
A I don't know. I honestly don't know. 
0 Could we find out? 


A I would be glad to investigate that somewhat, 
because I didn't know there was such a meeting. We usually do 
not indicate what the subject matter of those meetings are. 


0 Would you let us know at whose request the 
meeting is? 


A Sure. Yes. 


8) Is it your intention to convey the impression 
that Begin agrees that the meeting should be delayed, 
because you keep saying "both sides think it best"? 


A As I said, I think last week, and again during 
the past couple of days, Bernie, we had seen reports from 
Israeli sources suggesting that Prime Minister Begin thought 
it would be a good idea to have movement on Lebanon hefore 
having his meeting with the President. 


0 John, there is a statement on FBIS this 
morning attributed to Mr. Begin, speaking to heads of the 
Jewish lobby in Washington saying that Israel is not 
interested in a confrontation with the United States, and 
wants to solve the differences of opinion between Jerusalem 
and Washington through dialogue. And he goes on to say, 

"It is only because Saudi Arabia is pressuring Lebanon not to 
reach an agreement with us that we find ourselves the focus 
of United States criticism." 


What do you comment on such statements which are 
not diplomatic correspondence, it's in the -- 


A Well, was the question that Israel doesn't 
want a confrontation with the United States? 


0 Yes. 











A I don't know what the question is. 


0 It has two parts. The first part, he is 
saying that he doesn't want confrontation. What do you see 
in this signal? And the second thing about is it true that 
Saudi Arabia is pressuring Lebanon not to come to an 
agreement, and this is why you are criticizing Israel, and 
you are not coming to an agreement with it. 


A I don't know what discussions Saudi Arabia 
and Lebanon might be engaged in, if any; but as far as we're 
concerned, and as far as our relationship with Israel and 
with Lehanon, we're on the ground working very hard to get a 
resolution of the Lebanese situation. We certainly are in a 
dialogue with all the parties involved in the Lebanese 
problem, and indeed in the Middle East. 


@) John, you may recall that only a few weeks 
ago, almost all hopes were hung on the meeting between 
President Reagan and Mr. Begin for the solution of the 
Lebanon crisis and the Middle East, the West Bank crisis. 
Now, it is almost out of hope for them to come to terms to 
find an agreement among them. What did happen to change the 
whole situation? 


A I guess I don't agree with your thesis that 
some weeks ago, Lebanon was to be the focus of any meeting 
between the Prime Minister and the President, and I auess I 
don't agree with your thesis that there would be no hope of 
any movement on the overall Middle Fast situation when such 
a meeting is rescheduled. So I guess I don't agree with the 
premise, and therefore, really cannot comment on it. 


0 On a related subject, have you heard anything 
new from King Hussein? 


A Related -- 


0 -- about his possible movements or a visit 
back to this country? 


A No, I haven't. 


8) John, regarding the incidents between the 
Marines and Israeli soldiers, you said yesterday here that 
the Marines are fulfilling their task. Today there is a 
quote, I think in The New York Times, saving that it is 





actually not the task of the Marines to look after PLO 
people around that area. 











The question is, what is the exact task of the 
Marines? And in case, that there is an attempt of infiltra- 
tion by terrorists through the Marines' lines, is it their 
task to stop them? 


A As to the exact rules of engagement for the 
Marines, I really think you need to go to the Pentaaon. 
Internal Security, clearly, is a function handled by 
Lebanon, by the Lebanese authorities; at the same time, we 
have no evidence that the PLO are using MNF areas of opera- 
tion as sanctuary. 


As we have said, if the Israelis have other infor- 
mation, there are adequate channels for reviewing that 
information in Reirut. Obviously, any infiltration by the 
PLO personnel would be a serious matter, and we're not aware 
of it. 


0 If there is such an attempt to infiltrate, 
what would the Marines do, in such case? 


A As I say, (a) we're not aware of it, sol 
think you are discussing a hypothetical situation. Rut 
insofar as the rules of engagement for the Marines, I really 
think you would do better to talk to the Pentaaqon. 


8) One more follow up on that? Aren't all the 
PLO supposed to be out, or the PLO forces out of the Beirut 
area? 


A Yes. 


@) So, if it can be proven that there are forces 
there, then that's a violation also? 


A That would be a violation. 


0 But on my question earlier about crisis, your 
reply was one you could give at any time, that there were 
problems that exist between the Unit*d States and Israel. 
Isn't the nature of the strain at th> present time quite 


different from the usual description relations? 


A I don't know that I would characterize it in 
that way, Bernie. I mean there are all kinds of other areas 
where cooperation continues and there is a good rela- 
tionship, but obviously, we have some areas in which we 
hold different views. 





0 John, in that same general area of the world, 
there is a report this morning by Jack Anderson about an 
American citizen, or several American citizens, whose : 
passports were allegedly held by some Saudis, and the 
failure of a U.S. Consul in Saudia Arabia to assist these 
people before they ended up, according to this story, paving a 
good deal of money to get their passports back. 


I'd like to ask you two things: First of all, can 
you shed any light on this incident? And secondly, what is 
the policy of the United States and the State Department if 
American citizens have their passports seized by other 
nationals? What do we do about it? 


A I saw the story. I don't have anything for 
you on it. Be glad to see whether we can get something 
later in the day on it. 


0 Would you look into it? 


A Yes. 


-- MORE -- 








10 


re) John, there's another report from the Middle 
East that Reagan has told Hussein that he needs to be ready 
to negotiate by March 1 or the U.S. will search for other 
ways to begin Mideast peace talks. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A No. No change in the President's position 
which he made clear in his September speech and has 
reiterated time and time again. Hasn't moved from our 
position. 


9) Is there a March 1 deadline of some sort for 
getting talks started? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 John, on the same area, considering the pace 
of the negotiations for a withdrawal from Lebanon of foreign 
forces and the report that you, like Jim said, in fact con- 
firmed by saying yes to the -- 


A What did I confirm? 


e) That the Israeli-U.S. relations, that there 
is something there, and that Begin will not he coming to 
this country unless something moves in Lebanon, and that the 
major topic should he the West Bank and peace in general. 


Because there is a time limitation that is 
allowed, March 1 or mid-March, and then American elections, 
etc. I mean, how do you see things going? 


A How we see them going in that is that we are 
moving to get a resolution of the situation just as speedily 
as possible, but if you want a timetable for how that -- you 


know, we couldn't give you a timetable for the breakthrough 
on the withdrawal of the PLO from Reirut until we got a 
plan. I can't qive you a timetable as to how this might 
evolve. 


I mean, we're working as hard as we can on Lebanon 
and working as hard as we can on the Middle Fast peace ini- 
tiative. It take a little time. 


@) John, are we still looking forward to. 
February 12 as a date for conclusion of the negotiations? 


A For the conclusion of negotiations? 








ll 


re) Well, the date that Habib had given regarding 


A I think we're looking for the earliest 
possible plan for troop withdrawal from Lebanon. I don't 
know what that date will be. 


0 On my question first -- when Mr. Begin says 
here in his statement, he is not interested in confrontation with 
the United States. 


Does this imply that he thinks that there is a 
confrontation and there are bad feelings and crisis in rela- 
tions or what? 


I mean, how do you define him saying that? 


A I mean, you're asking me what he thinks, but 
you'd have to ask him. 


0 But you say that you don't have a confron- 
tation statement feeling -- 


A We don't have a feeling of crisis or confron- 
tation. We feel that there have been some problems in the 
relationship -- no secret about that -- which we're trying 
to work out. 


0 So this is superfluous, what he is saying? 

A I didn't say "superfluous," but, I mean, 
you're asking me to interpret Mr. Begin, and I'm not going 
to be able to do that for you. 


0 Is it still the U.S. view not to use economic 
sanctions, cut off, reductions in economic aid to prod the 
Israelis to shift their position? 


A The Secretary of State has made clear his 
position in the past, and, as I think I made clear again on 
Monday, no change in that. 

0 Could I go to a different area of the world? 


A Not yet. 


0 Anything further you can tell us about 
Habib's plans? When will he return? 
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A No. He's been here, of course, today. He's 
had some talks with the Secretary this morning. He 
obviously will be here through President Mubarak's visit. I 
Still don't know what will happen at the end of the week. 


@) As a follow-up to this, there are some 
reports from Israel or from Lebanon, saying that as long as 
Habib is not in the area, there is little chance, if any, of 
any progress in the talks between Israel and Lebanon. Is 
there anything -- 


A I don't see why that should necessarily be 
the case. © Ambassador Draper is representing the U.S. at the 
tripartite talks. Those plenary sessions, presumably, are 
still on schedule, still going forward, so I don't see any 
reason why there shouldn't be any progress. 


Another area? 


0 

A Sure. 

0 I just want to follow up with this. 

A Excuse me. I have yet another follow-up on 
the Middle East. 


e) If I may, I want to get back to my question. 
We all remember that the visit by Mr. Begin was about to 
take place. He was really in this country at the time when his 
late wife passed away. 


By that time we all remember that the situation in 
Lebanon was even behind the point at which it is now. So 
how come that could have taken place by that time and 
Lebanon was still in the front, and now it doesn't take 
place because Lebanon is very much in the front of the -- 


A All I can tell you is that, clearly, the 
President of the United States and the Prime Minister of 
Israel will agree when their meeting -- which I'm sure will 
take place -- will be scheduled, and they have not decided 
to schedule at this time. So there are reasons on the part, 
presumably, of both of them -- of each of them -- why that 
meeting hasn't been set. 


@) John, there are reports that the Guatemalan 
Government is preparing to execute four suspected guerrillas 
without any public trial, either tomorrow or the next day. 
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Do you have any comment on these reports or on the 
reported execution, and how does this square with the State 
Department's decision earlier to resume some sort of mili- 
tary supply relationship with Guatemala on the grounds that 
there has been an improvement in the human rights situation 


there? 


A It's our understanding that three people 
accused of guerrilla activities have passed through the 
first phase of the judicial process in Guatemala, and they 
have been convicted. 


But the case is now in the appeals stage. I don't 
have any further details for you. I'm not able to get into 
the specifics of our exchanges with other governments, par- 
ticularly this one, but we have in the past expressed our 
strong view in favor of an open judicial system, and we con- 
tinue to believe in the necessity for due process in all 
judicial proceedings. 


'@) That suggests that you think maybe these guys 
didn't get the due process. 


A I think we're going to stand on the language 
I gave you. 


e) Would the U.S. be concerned if they're exe- 
cuted in the next couple days? 


A As I say, I think what we have said is 
they've gone through a phase, and there's an appeal process, 
and we're not able to expand on what kind of communications 


0 How does this square with the U.S. idea that 
this human rights situation has improved in Guatemala? 


A I'm going to have to go back to the language 
we offered you at the time we made the declaration on the 
human rights situation. 

0 That's before this came up. 


aN That's before this came up. 


0 Is that language still operative, as they 
used to say? 


A I think that language is still operative. 
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0 John, to follow-up on Guatemala, have the 
Guatemalans responded to the protest last week on this 
American who was being held there -- Ernest? 

A Mr. Ernest? Yes, we have. 


0 What did they say about it? 


A We have seen no evidence of Mr. Ernest's 
involvement in subversive activities. Our consular offi- 
cials have met with Mr. Ernest on several occasions. 
Embassy officials have made arrangements for Mr. Ernest's 
parents to visit their son. 


On Friday afternoon of January 21, Mr. Ryan, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
Affairs, called in the Guatemalan Ambassador to formally 
protest Mr. Ernest's continued detention in view of the 
absence of any convincing evidence of his involvement in 
terrorist acts, and asked the Guatemalan Government to 
insure that Mr. Ernest is accorded due process in this case. 


@) At the least based on that evidence that he had 
presented -- to follow up Don's question -- how does that 
square with your statement that human rights and the judi- 
cial system has improved there? 

A In both cases -- 

0 Will you follow up on the protest? 

A Will we follow up on the protest? 

e) Yes. 


I mean -- 


> Have you asked that he be released specifi- 
cally, or just be given due process? 


A The Guatemalan authorities have informed us 
that they're investigating Mr. Ernest's case to determine if 
there is sufficient evidence to hold him for trial, so we're 
still in that process. 


0 Can you clarify what Mr. Nitze meant when he 
said the U.S. is not locked into the zero-option? In other 
words, are we not standing on the zero-option as our 
position? 
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A Yes. We are standing. No change in the 
President's position. He's made it clear on a number of 
occasions that the zero-zero option is our position. I 
think it's a good one. I think it's the best one. That's 
what we're going to Geneva with. 


The President has made it pla‘. that we will 
seriously consider serious proposals from the Soviet Union 
in this area, and he reiterated that last night. 


He also said last night that there are two basic 
criteria for arms control, establishing equal balance of 
forces, and that they be verifiable. So all that is simply 
reaffirming a position that he has maintained with 
constancy. No change. 


re) Then did Mr. Nitze violate his instructions? 


Bs No. It's not a question of violating. He's 
going back, implementing the President's policy. 


0 What does he mean by it? Do you have any 
idea? 


a What's he mean by what? 


0 Saying we're not locked in. You've just said 
we're locked in. 


ry The President has said we will consider 
seriously any serious Soviet proposal. No contradiction 
between that statement and the one that we're going back to 
Geneva on the zero-zero option. 


0 Certainly there's a contradiction there. 
A Why is there a contradiction? 
0 Seriously considering another nation's propo- 


Sal can be done without in any way giving up your own 
position. 


A It can. 


0 So what problem do you have answering the 
question of when Nitze says we are not locked in? 


4 There never has been any contradiction 
between what the President has said. We think the best 
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proposal is the zero-zero option. As he's consistently 
said, whatever points of view one miaht have about how to 
get there, surely nobody can be opposed to the idea of elir- 
inating on both sides the dreadful nuclear weapons. 





That's been the position. That's been our posi- 
tion. That's the ideal. It's a good position, and that's 
what we're going back to Geneva with. 


0) So how do you explain not locked in? 
A Let us see what serious proposals emerae. 
2) John, there are rumors that after the German 


elections the United States will show a lot more flexibility 
on this issue. 


Do you see any reason for that? 


A I see no change in the President's position 
which he's made clear on numerous occasions and which 
stands. Geneva's the place to neaotiate. 


0 Is there any -- is it true -- I'm trying to 
ask you whether a report in The New York Times yesterday or 
the day before is true that the Secretary will not receive 
the Warsaw Pact nonagression proposal himself. 





aA It's not a question of the Secretary not 
receiving it. I think there is some guidance that we have 
available. I think Assistant Secretary Burt either is 
involved in that or is about to be involved in that. 


I'm not quite sure what the date is, but we've aot 
something on that for you we can give vou in the Press 
Office. 


no Can I take you back to the invitation for a 
final question, if I may? 


A Final question? 

0 Are you saying that Regin doesn't want to 
come now? 

A I'm saying that the two parties have 


apparently decided that it isn't the time at the moment, 
because they haven't set a date. I'm sure when they are of 
a mind that its right, then thev'll agree on a date. 
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re) But it is mutual. 

A I assume so. It takes two to agree on when 
to meet. 

0 How does this square with everybody's 


repeated statement that there's a need for some rapid move- 
ment in the Middle East? 


Have you considered the fact that maybe you're 
playing right into Begin's hands by delaying on his invita- 
tion to come to Washington? 


A You're going well beyond our discussion here 
today. What I've said is that the two parties apparently 
haven't found it appropriate to set a date. 

0 But you've now passed the halfway point in 
this Administration. Now comes the Israeli argument that 
you can't ask them to make any major steps when it's unclear 
who's going to be the President of the United States. 


I mean, it seems to me they've got the ballgame 
now. They're just playing out the clock. 


A I can't imagine that there's any confusion in 
the minds of any of the parties about our sense of urgency 
about a settlement. I think that has been very adequately 
conveyed. 


0 One thing about the Secretary also. There 
was a report yesterday, I think, that the leaders of major 
American Jewish Organizations are unhappy with his running 
the State Department and U.S. policy in the Middle East. 


A I'm sorry. American Jewish organizations? 
I'm have a little trouble -- 


0 Jewish-American leaders are not very happy 
with the Secretary's performance in the Middle East, or U.S. 
policy which they think is State Department-originated in 
the Middle East. 

Do you have any comment on that? 

A No. Not aware of it. 


fe) You have seen -- oh, you're not aware of this 


report? 
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A No. I know that the Secretary saw a number 
of leaders of the Jewish community -- it was in the past 
couple of weeks -- but I'm not -- 


0 Fither the Times or the Post yesterday or day 
before. 

A I have to admit that that one -- 

‘@) John, let me take a stab at it. For some 


time you and other spokesmen for this Administration have 
been saying that there's no linkage between Lebanon and the 
overall peace process. | 


A Right. 


0] That they can go forward in different direc- 
tions but at the same time. 


A Right. 

2) And yet by denying a visit here by Mr. RBeqin, 
you are missing an opportunity to go forward on that track. 

A It's not a question of denying a visit, as -- 

Q By agreeing not to visit. 

A As the President has consistently said, the 


two -- obviously, there's a relationship, but the two are 
not linked. The one doesn't have to wait for the other. 


Having said all that, there are obvious realities. 
We are concerned about the slowness of movement towards a 
solution in Lebanon -- no secret about that -- and, 
obviously, it's not helpful. 


Obviously, we'd like to get a resolution of the 
situation in Lebanon, but that doesn't mean that while vou're 
working for that you bring everything on the overall Middle 
Fast initiative to a halt and wait for Lehanon to resolve. 
We've always said that that's not acceptable. 


8) And yet you have told us earlier here that 
both sides aaree that this is not the proper moment. 


A But that doesn't preclude movement on 
Lebanon. 
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@) That isn't what I'm saying. I'm saying that 
it would seem to me that you would want to take every oppor- 
tunity to find progress on the overall track, even though 
Lebanon may be temporarily -- 


A We are taking every opportunity. 
0 Wouldn't a visit be helpful? 
A We are taking every opportunity to produce 


progress, but I think the key player in that is King 
Hussein. 


0 John, two other topics, please? 
A Sure. 
0 Do you have anything today on what's going on 


with the Angolan-South African negotiations? 


A No. We've seen the reports that they're 
meeting -- don't have anything on them -- but, as we've con- 
sistently said, a dialogue that would ease tension would be 
very desirable. 


0 Why is the U.S. Ambassador to Zambia 
participating? 


A I think you're talking about Mr. Platt's 
visit to Angola, and you should not see that in connection 
with the reports about the Angolan-South African dialogue. 


Our Ambassador to Zambia, Mr. Platt, is in Luanda-- 
I think today -- for meetings with Angolan Government offi- 
cials. These are part of a series of the meetings that 
we've been having with the Angolans over the past several 
months concerning regional security. 


You shouldn't link that with the reports of South 
African-Angolan talks. 


0 Does it look like there is some movement 
there now? 


A I think you've talked to the various offi- 
cials involved in this, in the negotiations on our side, and 
I don't want to paraphrase their thinking on this particular 
day. 
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Everybody's still working on it. The con- 
ditions that there have to be for a regional settlement are 
quite clear, and we're still looking for movement. 


0 Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I don't have any 
announcements, so I will be glad to take any questions you 
might have. 


Q John, do you have any comment on a statement 
which. appears in a New York Times story this morning quoting a 
nameless State Department official about the “wisdom and 
reality of the U.S. position on the INF talks"? 





A We don't usually respond to stories quoting 
nameless State Department officials, Jim, but the President's 
position on INF is plain; it's been constant. He remains com- 
mitted, as he has over the months, as a matter of fact since 
November of 1981, to the zero-option objective. 


As the President has said, the Administration is 
ready to seriously consider any serious Soviet proposals. 
As the President said in his State of the Union speech, we 
have two basic criteria for arms control -- that arms control 
agreements establish an equal balance of forces and that they 
be verifiable. 


As I said, we don't intend to get into specifics of 
stories like that, but I think I would steer you away from any 
suggestion that the State Depatment is not fully supportive of 
the President's position on arms control. 


0 So that you're locked into zero-zero? 
(Laughter) 


A It seems to me, Bernie, that we've heard this 
dialogue before. I don't understand why you continue to 
believe that there is a contradiction between having the zero- 
zero option objective, which surely must be the finest objec- 
tive to hold out for anybody in Western Europe; I don't 
understand why you continue to perceive a contradiction be 
tween that position and our willingness, oft-reiterated, to 
seriously consider any serious Soviet proposal. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the visit of 
Foreign Minister Genscher? 


A Well, what, had you in mind specifically, 


George? 











Q A little readout would be helpful. He did 
spend a couple of hours with the Secretary. Is there a 
meeting of the minds with respect to -- 


A I don't think there would be a readout from us 
on his talks with the Secretary. I think he had some remarks 
afterwards. 


0 I thought you might want to get your two cents’ 
worth in, as well. 


A No. We welcome a number of the points that he 
made. He said that the American proposal to eliminate all 
Soviet and American medium-range missiles would provide the 
best solution for Europe, for West Germany, and for the West 
as a whole. He said, "It must be clear that the date of the 
schedule for deployment would be unchanged, and no doubt 
should be raised as to the viability of that date." He said, 
"This makes it clear that everyone should know that the 
West is fully determined to negotiate seriously and work for 
results." We welcome those statements by Mr. Genscher. 


e) How about the meeting, John, with Moshe Arens 
yesterday, anything on that? 


A That was a meeting between Larry Eagleburger 
and Mr. Arens. I'm sure that Middle Eastern issues may have 
been touched on, but that was not the purpose of that meeting. 
That was not the main thrust of that meeting. You shouldn't 
see it in that context. 


Q Going back to the “journal of record," John, I 
notice on page one -- 


A ‘The “journal of record"? 


0 The New York Times, right? Talking about the 
Pope, Agca and the Bulgarians. They say here, "United States 
intelligence agencies are watching developments in the case 
closely, according to senior Reagan Administration officials, 
and are relying primarily on information provided by European 
governments rather than conducting a separate American 
investigation. It is an Italian matter, and it would be 
inappropriate for the United States to interfere." 





I wonder if we could get some guidance on that 
because it raises a whole series of, you know, great ways to 
cut the budget, such as perhaps demoting Casey to a sub- 
Cabinet position, or you might finally be able to do away with 
intelligence and research. 














A I think you ought to ask the CIA about that, 
but as far as our position is concerned, as far as it impinges 
on foreign policy, it is an Italian investigation, and they 
should pursue it. All our evidence is that they are pursuing 
it, effectively. 


0 So would you agree with that, that the United 
States is not pursuing it, that the lnited States is not con- 
ducting its own investigation of the affair? 


A I think we are certainly awaiting the results 
of the Italian investigation and heing helpful insofar as 
leqally and legitimately what might be asked and required of 
us. But, no, it's basically an Italian investigation. 


-- MORE -- 














Q So we are not looking into it on our own? 


A We're awaiting the results of the Italian 
investigation, and obviously watching it closely. 


Q So we are not looking into it on our own? 


A I think if you're asking about intelligence 
matters and the intelligence community looking into it, then 
you have to go ask them. 


Q Can I get to the Middle Fast. Do you have 
any comments about Defense Minister Sharon's statement 
yesterday? Some aspects of it, such as the Israeli 
insistence to keep Israeli troops to man those posts and 
the -- I mean, I'll follow up on that. Do you have a com 
ment on this one first? 


A Our position is clear. We want to see all 
PLO, Syrian and Israeli forces out of Lebanon. 


Q So you're not taking the statement that was 
released yesterday by Minister Sharon as negating your 
American policies? 


A I mean, I don't think we can interpret his 
statement. You have to ask him what he meant. All I can 
say is -- 


Q How do you see it? 


A Our position is that we want to see all PLO, 
Syrian and Israeli forces out of Lebanon. 


Q On the creation of new militias in south 
Lebanon, arming them with weapons some of which could also 
be American as far as we know? 


A I've seen the report. No specific comment, 
but, in general, we have consistently maintained the 
Lebanese Government's own position that all armed groups in 
Lebanon should come under the control of the Central 
Government, the authority of which should extend throughout 
the country. Only when this is accomplished will Lebanon 
enjoy lasting stability, and the Government of Israel is 
fully aware of our views on this matter. 


Q I don't know if that also includes the Saad 
Haddad troops that Sharon did mention in particular 
yesterday. 
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I think our statement speaks for itself. 


Is the Administration considering the demand 


of the New York Times that Henry Kissinger be appointed as 





special mid-East negotiator? 


A 


Q 


Not to my knowledge. 


Is he being brought into the mid-East nego- 


tiations in any capacity? 


A 


rr © ,- vO ,- oO 


thrust of 


Q 
A 


Not to my knowledge. As you know -- 
Would you know if he were? 

Beg your pardon? 

Would you know if he were? 

I think so. 


You said that the Middle East was not the 


he Arens-Eagleburger talk. 


Yes. 
What might it be? 


Not able to get into that, Bernie, but I just 


didn't want you to think that it was a call in connection 
with the Middle East. 


Q 
relations? 


Would it have to do with U.S.-Israel 


You're suggesting it could be out of that whole 


geographic scope. 


A 


Q 


Begin, John. 


A 


Q 


U.S.-Israel interests, yes. 


That could mean a visit by Prime Minister 


I think you would be misled if you -- 


Anything regarding the visit by Secretary 


Shultz to Israel? 


A 


Q 
A 
Q 


To Israel? No. 
As a result of that meeting? 


No. No plans. 


A housekeeping matter. When will the AID 











budget figures be available? 


A tI don't know about AID. I think there is a 
budget briefing on Monday in this building, 10:00-10:30. 


Q That's the general budget? 


A That's the general budget. I don't know 
about AID specifically. I guess you would have to ask them. 
They have their own press operation. 


0 How about the human rights reports. Do you 
know when they are -- 


A I think that is the end of this month. 


MR. ROMBERG: No. Sent up the end of the 
month and published about a week later. 


MR. HUGHES: Did you get that? 


'@) Any comment on reports coming out of Peking 
today that the Chinese are continuing -- have agreed to con- 
tinue to provide arms to SWAPO? 


A No. 
Q What can you tell us about the Mubarak visit? 


A I think there will be a backgrounder on that 
at the White House this afternoon. 


Q On this also, John. Yesterday, two or three 
networks mentioned that the United States will tell 
President Mubarak that the United States is doing all it 
could on Lebanon and the peace. Are we to understand, 
really, that the United States is doing all it could, and if 
"all" has produced what we see now, what do you see next? 


A As I think we said, Ambassador Habib was due 
to come back for President Mubarak's visit here and at the 
same time he would report on the negotiations to date in 
Lebanon and on the overall Middle East process. I'm sure 
that a review of the success of those various activi- 
ties and how best to speed the peace process, I'm sure 
that's the kind of discussion that he's engaged in here this 
week. 


Q Not the U.S.-Israeli relations, in view of 
the negotiations; is that what you're saying? 


A A review of the peace negotiations in 
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Lebanon, and, of course, he's charged with the overall 
Middle East peace initiative. 


8) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I've been handed a great amount of paper at various 
stages today by our Press Office, all of which seems to have 
to do with football helmets and Redskins and such related 
non-foreign policy issues, but I'll be glad to attempt to 
answer any questions you might have. 


0 In Israel, the Defense Minister has given a 
couple of interviews in which he has said a couple of 
things. I wonder if you have any comment on it. First, he 
seems to indicate that Israel is prepared to explore the 
idea of resuming relations with the Soviet Union. Secondly, 
he seems to say that if it's the only way, Israel would be 
willing to permit Syria to man earlv-warning stations in 
Lebanon if the Israelis were allowed to have such warning 
stations. Do you have any comment on either of those 
things? 


A On the second part of the question, we have 
made quite clear -- the United States' position -- that it 
is our firm belief, which we still stand by, that all foreign 
forces should leave Lebanon. So I think that takes care of 
that particular point. 


On the other earlier point you made, the 
suggestion that Israel might start talking with the Soviet 
Union, that's up to Israel and the Soviet Union. 


QO And when you say "all foreign forces to 
leave,” you mean that literally? You would not even permit 
skeleton forces to remain? 


A That's our position. We stand on that. 


0 What precisely is it that vou object to a 
small numerical group left behind as a sort of warning 
force? 


A That's the kind of detail that the three par- 
ties on the aground are discussing, and I don't want to get 
into their discussions. But our position remains unchanaed, 
that all PLO, Syrian and Israeli forces should leave 
Lebanon. Our position has been that all along, that the 
foreign troops should aet out, that Lebanon is best served, 











and indeed the whole area is best served, by a stable, 
central government in Lebénon which would extend its 
authority throughout the whole country. 


Of course, the third point, we have consistently 
stood by that question of adequate security arrangements in 
southern Lebanon. That's our position and we stand by those 
points. 


9) Yesterday, a senior official, briefing repor- 
ters at the White House, said that the U.S. believes that 
once there is a framework for an Israeli withdrawal from 
Lebanon that the Syrians and the Palestinians then will also 
agree to leave within the same timeframe as the Israelis do. 


Today, Prime Minister Reqin is quoted as saying he 
doesn't think Habib has made any progress in getting a 
Syrian and Palestinian withdrawal. There's obviously some 
disagreement here. Can you address that? 


A I can't. I haven't seen what Mr. Begin said. 


9) But do we have evidence, hard evidence that 
the Syrians and the Palestinians would agree to withdraw as 
part of an overall withdrawal? 


A I think the Secretary of State on a number 
of occasions has addressed himself to the question of Syrian 
withdrawal, and talked about statements that had been made 
by the Syrians. Certainly, everybody is working and has 
been working on the question of the withdrawal of all. That 
kind of negotiation and discussion goes on. 


0 Just to be clear, it is our position as 
outlined yesterday tiat the Syrians and Palestinians 
would withdraw once there is an agreement on Israeli withdrawal? 


A I don't think I'm going to qo beyond what was 
said to you yesterday. What I would say is that certainly 
there have been and are on-going negotiations on the 
question of all three. 


0 The Sharon statement about the Soviets seems 
to be an attempt on his part to scare the United States. 
Are you scared? (Laughter) 


A It's not a question of being scared. There 
are things that presumably Israel and the Soviet Union might 
discuss. The United States has been very concerned and 
very active on the question of Jewish immigration from the 
Soviet Union. It might be that Israel might want to get 
into them. There might be some purpose in that kind of 
discussion. 





0 Would you look then with some favor on an 
improved relationship with Moscow and the United States? 


A It's not a question of looking with favor 
upon it. What we're talking about is a bilateral, diploma 
tic negotiation or discussion between Israel and the 
Soviet Union. That's for the two parties to think about and 
decide, undertake. 


0 John, more on that. I think, again, Mr. 
Sharon is saying that Israel is not very happy with the U.S. 
"pressuring it," leaving the Syrians and the PLO there, and 


this is a warning, in a way, really. 


Do you see it as a warning, and is there any 
pressure on Israel so that Mr. Sharon is justified in saving 
what he said? 


A You have to bear in mind that all we're 
looking at are press reports, and the same kind of material 
that you're looking at. So we don't have a very specific 
readout on what Mr. Sharon said, but it seems to us he was 
talkina about a kind of bilateral discussion between Israel 
and the Soviet Union. 


As I say, that's a question for them. If it's a 
question of the Soviet Union being involved in discussions 
and negotiations on Lebanon, we don't think any purpose 
would be served by that on the basis of the Soviet record, 
or lack of a record, of achieving any constructive 
breakthrough in the Middle East. I think the record is per- 
fectly clear. We think the structure that exists is ade 
quate, and I think you just have to look at the record of 
who is for peace and who is against peace in the Middle 
East. I think the United States record on the vositive side 
of peace is rather clear. I leave you to make your own 
deductions as to how constructive the Soviet Union has been 
in the pursuit of peace. 


0 Assuming that those thoughts would apply to 
the reports that Lebanese officials were also either con- 
templating or had met with a Soviet mission in the last -- 


A I don't know anything about that. 


0 The readout from the announcement -- the item 
which was on T.V. this morning -- it interprets like it's a 
counter-pressure from Israel on the United States. This is 
the readout, that he wants to use the Soviet Union against 
the United States or he's using the United States against 
the Soviet Union, and this is the readout that was delivered 














in the message this morning. 
A That may be your readout. 


e) It's not my readout; it's just an interpreta- 
tion only of the item on 7.V. this morning. 


6) Do you have any comment on the report about 
China actively helping Pakistan build nuclear explosive 
potential? 


A Not too much. That story, of course, quoted 
intelligence sources and, as always, we're not going to com 
ment on stories allegedly based on intelliaence information. 


As far as the Secretary of State's own position 
during the visit to China, he'll be discussing a large 
number of issues of mutual concern to ourselves and the 
Peoples Republic of China. Undoubtedly, that would include 
issues relating to peaceful nuclear cooperation. Beyond 
that we wouldn't respond to it. 


0 Will you want to follow some of these reports 
up? It seems to me that it's an item of concern both in 
Congress and here as to whether they are working on -- 


A I think we'll simply stand where we are. I 
think our position on nuclear weapons is quite clear in rela- 
tion to the area. 


0 Could you answer or take the question 
directly? Is he going to tell the Chinese there will be no 
nuclear cooperation agreement unless the Chinese agree to 
stop helping the Pakistanis? 


A I think we'll just stand on the language we 
offered you here. 


8) Has a decision ever been reached on the 
amount of military sales to be made to Pakistan? It was 
clouded at the end of the last Congress by the upping of the 
allocation for Israel and left in doubt the amount that 
would be available for Pakistan? 


A I don't have that at my fingertips, and I 
don't have anything for you on it today. 


QO Have we inquired of the Pakistanis about 
these reports? 


A Don't have anything for you. You know that 
when President Zia was here, of course, this question came 
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up, but beyond that I wouldn't have anything for vou. 
0 This specific report, was it taken up? 

A Don't have anything for you on that. 


0 And you wouldn't take it, either? 


A No. 

0 Do you expect to have anything for us on 
this? 

A No. 

8) Back to Lebanon. Did you have anything on 


Sharon's trip to Beirut where he met with the Phalangists? 
A No. We saw the reports. 


0 Another question. There are reports coming 
out of the Middle East that the Soviets are shippina the 
Syrians SAM-1l missiles. It's a very new missile. It 
hasn't even been fully deployed in the Soviet Union. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A No, don't have anything on it. 


@) Do you have any response, remar).s or guidances 
on the Soviet-expressed interest in a nuclear free zone 
in Europe? 


A As you know, the United States is making 
vigorous efforts to reach balanced and veyifiable arms 
control agreements that reduce tensions, achieve substantial 
reductions in military forces, and enhance security and sta- 
bilitv. 


The United States believes that nuclear free zones 
may in some circumstances enhance security if they realisti- 
cally take account of the existing security situation and 
defensive arrangements of the region involved. A case in 
point is the Latin American nuclear free zone. 


The United States and the NATO Allies have care- 
fully and thoroughly studied proposals for nuclear free 
zones in Europe, which have been advanced in various forms 
in the past. We consistently have found that such proposals 
are not realistic or effective. We believe that they would 
not contribute to security and stability in Europe. 


Indeed, we are concerned that such proposals can 
only divert attention from the serious efforts we are making 
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in Geneva and Vienna to achieve dramatic reductions in 
nuclear and conventional forces in Europe. 


We have proposed in START that both sides agree to 
substantial reductions in strategic forces. In INF, we have 
proposed the elimination of an entire category of U.S. and 
Soviet land-based, longer-range INF missiles. In the Vienna 
MBFR negotiations, we and our Allies have proposed major 
reductions of military manpower in Europe. 


All these proposals would lead to greater security 
and stability in Europe. 


e) Was a similar response given to the Palme 
Commission when they first suggested this one that 
apparently tickled the Soviet interest? 


A Was a similar response given? 

0 Yes. 

A I'm afraid I can't answer that. 

fe) Can we have a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

0 In other words, you're saying that it is not 


realistic and therefore not acceptable? 


A I think that's what the language indicates. 


--MORE-- 





@) John, on another matter regarding nuclear 
issues, what is the Administration's intention toward the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the other treaty on Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosions that Senator Percy wants to have a 
decision on? 


A On the Threshold Test Ban Treaty, the 
President has decided that the United States should seek 
improvements to the verification measures contained in these 
treaties. The measurement of the yield of underground 
nuclear explosions is a very difficult and highly technical 
subject. Our study of possible improvements is now nearing 
completion, and we expect a Presidential decision on such 
improvements in the near future. 


0 Would that involve having to go back and open 
up the negotiation again to get these verification matters 
cleared up? 


A I'm afraid I can't answer that. I don't know 
the answer to that. 


0 What about the other one, the Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosion Treaty? It's a separate treaty. 


A I'm afraid I don't have anything on that.* 


8) Would you expect that this could be done 
expeditiously, because Senator Percy apparently is not going 
to have a vote on Mr. Adelman until he gets an answer. 


A I saw that report, but the President is going 
to make his decision. I don't know when he'll make it. 


0 Is it likely that Vice President Bush will 
announce that decision in speeches in Europe next week? 


A I do not know the answer to that question, 
but I don't think so. If you're asking me in terms of fact, 
I do not know the answer to that; but it's not my sense of 
what will happen. 


0 It will be announced by the President? 


A Yes. 


e) One more question about Lebanon, the senior 
Administration officials that briefed reporters yesterday 
mentioned the policy review which is underway regarding 


* See attached. 








Lebanon. Could you tell us if this policy review is still 
going on and if you expect it to be over before the 
Secretary leaves for the Far East? 


A I'm sure it's still going on. Ambassador 
Habib, as you know, is back here reporting and taking part 
in discussions on how best to move forward the process that 
we hope to see in Lebanon and in the Middle East in general. 
I'm sure he will be engaged in discussions which will 
continue today. 


fe) There is no date yet for Habib going back to 
the Middle East? | 


A No, not to my knowledge, unless this piece of 
paper gives a little more on that -- and it does not. 
(Laughter) 


e) John, on two of my far-flung parts of the 
world. Reuters had a story that the United States has 
rejected that butter barter with the Soviets. First of 
all, can you confirm or reject that? 


The reasoning, according to the story, seemed 
unusual to me. 


A I may have to stop you right there, and let 
you know I do not have anything for you on butter barter. 


re) Could you take it? Would you mind checking 
into it? 


A Let me look into it and see what we might 
have. 


0 Also, to try and explain, because the offi- 
cial quoted said we shouldn't trade with the Soviets because 
it helps them, which didn't make any sense since we're 
trading grain. So if you look into that reasoning, too, I'd 
be grateful. 


A Let me see what we've got on that. 


0 O.K. Secondly, there are some reports from 
Angola that no deal has been made, but progress has been 
made in the talks. Do you have anything on those talks 


today? 











A Not really. I think you would have to talk 
to the governments involved. We are, obviously, keeping a 
close watch on that situation as it develops. We are in 
favor of the dialogue -- have been consistently -- and hope 
that anything that is moving on the ground brings closer the 
day when peace will come to the region. Beyond that, I have 
nothing for you. 


0 Are we in favor of a ceasefire? 
A Of course. 
0 John, do you have any comment on the reports 


out of El Salvador that the Constituent Assembly there has 
stripped D'Aubuisson of some of his power, and that it could 
result in that unity government falling apart? 


A Yes. Yesterday, following several 
unexplained delays in the Constituent Assembly's proceedings 
and absences of Assembly President D'‘Aubuisson in the 
morning, 39 of the 60 members who make up the Assembly, held 
a plenary session in the afternoon. At that session, which 
was not attended by Mr. D‘Aubuisson or members of the ARENA 
party, the Assembly modified Article 44 of the Assembly 
regulations to require that only three -- instead of five -- 
of the nine directors of the Assembly sign Assembly resolu- 
tions. Following that modification, the 39 Assembly members 
confirmed the appointment of Mr. Cardenas as Minister of 
Health. This appointment had been rejected by Mr. 
D'Aubuisson, ARENA and another Party. 


We have never regarded the conservative parties in 
the Government of National Reconciliation as either mono- 
lithic or like-minded on all the issues facing that country. 
We view yesterday's Constituent Assembly action as an indi- 
cation of the flexibility of the political parties and the 
kind of peaceful an’ pluralistic resolution of differences 
which that system cin offer. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A You sure can. 
0 To stay on El Salvador, do you have any com- 


ment on the military situation since it has evolved from 
your last comment of a couple of weeks ago? 


A As you know, government troops in any 
strength, specifically U.S.-trained battalion troops have 
only recently been deployed to the areas where the conflict 
is going on, and it is premature to make any definitive 
judgments as to the type of encounters likely to result. 
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There are a couple of general points to keep in 
mind: We don't regard it as mere happenstance that the 
guerrillas have chosen to initiate stepped-up military acti- 
vity to coincide with the period of certification. 

Secondly, the information reaching the United States indi- 
cates that the guerrillas have been progressively resupplied 
over the past months in anticipation of this stepped-up 
activity, both in volume and type. This has been a 
resupplying effort unavailable through foraging in the 
field. 


0 Is the resupply coming from Nicaragua, or 
where do we think it is coming from? 


A I don't think I have anything fresh for you 
on the resupply route. 


@) Let me go on this resupply for a second. The 
Red Cross has reported that there have been over 200 prisoners 
taken by the guerrillas in just the last couple of weeks, 
and that that has been a substantial source of resupply in 
terms of weapons and ammunition. 


Are you including in your statement about resupply 
that kind of resupply, as well as foreign resupply? 


A No. I don't have anything on that and I'm 
not discounting it, but that's not the kind of resupply 
we're talking about. 


0 Why were the battalions engaged in these 
areas which you described only two weeks ago as inconsequen- 
tial, underpopulated, and of no economic or strategic value? 

A No answer to that. 


0 Can you take the question since you raised it 
by your characterization a couple of weeks ago? 


A Let me take a look at it. 
0) Thank you. 
re) Regarding that long question on the 


resupplying, who is doing the resupplying? Where are the arms 
coming from? 


A I don't have any specific language for you, 
but I think the same routes we have suggested in the past. 
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e) In other words, Nicaragua? 
A Yes. 


0 Is there any possibility that the U.S. 
Government may be concerned that the new guerrilla-like 
activity may lead to a retreat on the part of Salvadoran 
forces, Salvadoran Government troops, a collapse? 


A The United States Government? 


0 Is the U.S. Government is concerned that a 
collapse could come about? 


A We're not concerned about a collapse, but 
we're always concerned about conflict and how it turns out. 


0 John, you're not being very forthcoming on 
the resupplier. Are these coming from the Soviet Union, 
Cuba, Vietnam? I mean, you must have some idea. 


A I think that's where we have suggested. 
@) Where? Which? I named three countries. 


A I think we have suggested in the past the 
Soviet Union and Cuba. 


re) John, do you have any specifics on the nature 
of the equipment they're getting? 


A No. 


e) Can you quantify the resupply of arms in 
recent times? 


A No, I can't. 


@) There have been reports, all kinds of them 
recently, that land routes for resupply through Honduras 
have been effectively closed, and that sea routes -- through 
the Salvadoran patrol boats that we provided and our own 
presence there -- have also been curtailed, and all that 
remains are air routes across the Gulf of Fonseca. Can you 
confirm that that is the substantial or the largest way? 


A No, I cannot, no. I can't give you any more 
specifics on the routes. 


0 When will the Administration submit to the 
Congress the 1984 Foreign Assistance Program? 
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A I can't answer that. Can anyone do any 
better on this than me? No, I'm sorry. 


ie) Do you have any comment on the results of the 
Geneva meetings of the OPEC? 


A No. 

0 Or any expectations out of the collapse of 
the -- 

A No. 


8) Can I take you back to the Threshold Test 
Ban Treaty once again? 


A Yes, and I want to go back to that, too, 
because I made a mistake on that. (Laughter) 


The answer that I gave applies to both of the 
treaties involved. Of course, I should have known that, 
and probably did at the time. 


0 Does the Administration think the Soviets 
have been exceeding the testing limits? 


A I'm going to have to hold a little on that, 
and see if we can produce something a little later on that. 


fe) John, can you give us any information about 
when Mr. Adelman's confirmation is going to be brought to a 
vote in committee? 


A No. 

0 Has Senator Percy told the Administration 
yet? 

A No. 


8) Is he indeed saying that he is going to not 
bring that to a vote until he gets an answer on the 
Threshold Treaty? 


A I don't know. I think you'll have to ask 
Senator Percy. I think Mr. Adelman goes up again next week 
for more testimony. 
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re) Also, can you tell us, was Secretary Shultz 
the official who suggested Mr. Adelman for this post to the 
President? 


A It was certainly his recommendation to the 
President. 

0 It was his recommendation? 

A I'm certain it was his recommendation to the 


President for Mr. Adelman in this office. 
8) He recommended him to the President? 


A That would be the normal procedure in a case 
of this kind. 


8) Does he know him from somewhere in the past? 
A Yes. He knew him and had worked with hin. 

Q Where was that? 
A 


In Mr. Adelman's capacity as Deputy 
Ambassador of the U.N. 


8) John, does the Secretary think Mr. Adelman is 
the best-qualified man to be the Director of the Arms 
Control Agency? 


A Of course. Otherwise, he wouldn't have 
recommended him. : 


e) John, talks between Great Britain and 
Guatemala over Belize have broken down, and there are 
reports that the United States has been asked to take a 
stronger role in those negotiations. Do you have any com- 
ment on that? 


A No. 
Q Will you look into it? ‘4 


A. I'll take a look at it. I don't think we 
have anything on it, though. 


0 On that part of the world, you put out a 
statement on, I think, January 26, Wednesday, I guess it 
was, saying that you would view with concern any attempts by 
Suriname to move closer to either the Cubans or the Soviet 
Union. Since then, do you see any signs that this, in fact, 


has occurred? 
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A Not to my knowledge, but that doesn't mean -- 
I just don't have anything in my hand or on a piece of paper 
today. I don't have anything on any further development 
that might have taken place, but I'm not suggesting that 
there hasn't been anything that has taken place. 


0) John, what is the subject of the meeting 
today of the Secretary with the Foreign Relations Committee? 


A He is going down as one of a series of 
meetings he has had since he has been Secretary of State. I 
would think that the main purpose would be the Middle East. 


8) What time is that? 


A I think it's at 2:00. It's a closed session, 
of course, but I think it's 2:00. 


0 John, there have been two reports in the last 
couple days, in the Wall Street Journal and the Washington 
Post today, on U.S. contributions to the International 
Development Association, and that they're going to drop 
substantially, and also that you've given up hope for 
fulfilling the IDA-6 requirements. Do you have any state- 
ment on it? 








A I do. It is fairly technical and fairly 
long, so may I suggest that you pick it up in the Press Office 
afterwards. 

0 If the copies are made available. 

A Yes, sure. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:36 P.M.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, JANUARY 31, 1983 


I ND EX 





Subject Page 





LEBANON 
Amb. Habib's Schedule... ccc ccccesceesccsevescsesseel 
Pighting in Beirut.cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccch 
Remarks by Henry KiSSiINGeCr... cece eeeceeereessevesesl=2 
Sec. Shultz's Views of Negotiations.....ceeseeeseeed 


Advance Notice of Shatila/Sabra Massacre.......++++274,9-10 


EL SALVADOR 
Military DORs. ok 6060 60 6 66 688 466400666 0600060 4 


GUATEMALA 
Raid into TEMMs 06 66600606666 6 OOSSDOCCOCOECESCOBOCOSOE 


NIGERIA 
Foreigners NEPALtCULe. cccccccccsesscccescscessccsesseeO 


LAOS 
Reports Of MIA/POW Rescue MISSION. .csseeeeesseesees 18 


BOLIVIA 
Arrest and Proposed Extradition of Klaus Barbie....8 


POL AND 
POMC SMe 6 6 6 666666660666 OH 0060066 00000060666660 0 CRs 


MI DEAST 
Former President Carter'S Trip..rcccsccccccsssssseeed 


Tn 666666660666 600666 606606660 600066660606658006666668 


USSR 
Butter POR . 66 ©6666 00 66 66606006 6 0660 660600606080066 88 


x* e& kee 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DATLY PRESS BRIFFING 


DPC #21 


MONDAY, JANUARY 31, 1983, 12:10 P.M, 
(ON THE RECORD UNLFSS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. T don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, can you give us any idea when 
Ambassador Habib is due to go hack? 


A Not really, Jim. He is still here and he is 
continuing the consultations that he has been having recently. 
I would think that he would probably not return before the 
end of the week, at the earliest; but I think it also is 
fair to say that we would expect that he would return to the 
area. So it doesn't give you a specific date, but those are 
the parameters in which we're operating. 


@) The fact that he will be going eventually at 
some unspecified date, does that mean that there are any new 
ideas, any new American initiatives that he is qoing to put 
forward? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 No you have anv reaction to the incidents 
that were in Reirut during the weekend? 


A The shootings and so on? 
O Yes. 
A “hey are, obviously, regrettable incidents; 


but they also underscore yet again the urgent necessity of 
getting all] foreian forces out of Lebanon. 


‘2 In a Kissinaer interview on ABC this morning, 
he said that the United States should go a little slower on 
the negotiations in Lebanon. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A I don't think that's quite what he said, 
David. 

0 He said the U.S. should "cool it." 

A As I read it, basically what he was saying 


was that we should move along on each negotiation and each 
issue on its own, and TI think that's what we have been 











saying, too, that they are related issues, but that we're 
going to pursue both the overall Middle Fast peace process 
and the Tebanon negotiations independently. So I don't see 
a difference there. But in any case, our position on it is 
quite clear. 


2) Is the Secretary as pessimistic as some 
stories indicated? 


A Is he pessimistic? 

0 Yes. 

A I don't like to say he is pessimistic. I 
think we will have available for you, Marvin -- I don't 
quite know when, since it was a rather lengthy interview on 
the plane -- Dut we'll have the transcript of that available 


for vou. It's being worked on now, and I'll let you draw 
your own conclusions from his remarks. But I don't think he 
used the word pessimistic during the course of it. 


9) Will that be today or -- 


A I can't tell you. Yes, I think the hope is, 
certainly, to have it today. 


2) Were there any American officials, whether 
U.S. Senators or intelligence officials, aware 24 hours 
before the massacre Shatila and Sabra was over that it was 
going on? 


A No. There is no truth to those reports. Let 
me repeat our previously stated accounts of the sequence of 
events which still hold. On Friday, September 17, we 
started to receive fraqmentary information that something 
was amiss in the Shatila/Sabra refugee camp areas in Beirut. 
We did our best to find out what was happening. It was not 
until Saturday morning, September 18, that an Fmbassy officer 
was able to enter the Shatila Camp and observe directly the 
evidence of the massacre. 


A report of this eye-witness account was sent to 
the State Department and received there at about 5:00 a.m., 
Fastern Daylight Time, the same day. There simply is no 
truth to reports that intelligence officials or Senate staff- 
ers knew or had any information about a massacre before the 
17th. 


‘@) Nor anyone else in government? 














A Nor anyone else, no. 


0 Are you saying that you had that information 
at 5:00 a.m. Saturday morning? 


A In terms of the eye-witness account that came 
back. There is nothing new in any of this. 


@) Were the Israelis told at that point, or the 
Lebanese told at that soint? 





A I don't remember, frankly, what was said. I 
think we had had some conversations with them before that, 
indicating that we had reports and asking them to look into 
it. 


@) Could you find out what it was? 


A There is a lot on the record on this. I 
really would ask you to qo back and look at it, because T 
think we've gone into this in great detail. 


0 Should we take it as a precedent that you are 
ready to comment on things related to intelligence 
information? 


A No. But we flatly denied before that the 
U.S. Government had such information. I'm flatly denying to 
you now the same thing. 


@) Alan, when vou say you “did your best," -- I 
know we have gone through this, but reports keep coming out. 
When you say the American Government or American officials 
there did their best, what do you exactly mean by "doing 
their best?" 


A Again, I just don't propose to go back into 
this whole thing again. There was an extremely full record, 
description, of what we had, both ON THE RECORD and RACKGROUND 
briefings provided at the time; and I refer you back to that 
record. I'm not going to go back and reopen that all again. 


0 Why Senate staffers? 
A Recause there was a story that indicated that 
Senate staffers -- that was part of the question here. 


There was a story that was written, I believe, coming out of 
the London Sunday Times which indicated a Senate staffer 
said that they hac information beforehand. And having 
checked that out, we find that that was not correct -- it 
was not a correct account of what Senate staffers had said 
about information which they did not have before the 17th. 

















0 Before when? What was the before point? Can 
you straighten out the time? The story said -- 


A The story said they had it on the 16th, that 
Senate staffers had information on the 16th. Our checking 
on this indicates that that is not the case, that they did 
not have any information until the 17th. 


9) The 17th was Friday. 
A The 16th was "hursday; the 17th was Friday. 


9) Alan, do you have a comment on President 
Navon's decision not to seek election? 


A No, we have no comment on that. 


‘) Alan, a State Department senior official 
Friday, before the Saturday that everything came about, was 
talking to us from this podium, and he said that he was told 
of something maybe happening Friday, 7:30 -- I remember 
exactly. 


A No, I believe he was briefing you on 
Saturday, if you'll go back and check. 


@) That's right, but he said he knew about it 
even the day before Saturday. 


A I ask you to go back and look at the record. 
I think what you will see that he said there was information 
which came in on Friday, which is what we've said, 


0 That's right. 


A Friday. The report that we're talking about 
speaks of something perhaps coming in as early as Thursday, 
and that's what we're saying is not the case. 


@) On another subject, is there any reaction to 
the increased violence in Fl Salvador and the apparent -- 
well, the losses of government troops to the insurgents? 


A Rernie, we addressed this -- John did -- a 
little bit last week, and I really don't have an update on 
the military situation per se. As he indicated on Friday, 
government troops had been committed to various areas of 
traditional guerrilla strength, where the guerrillas had 
been active. But thus far there have been limited engagements 
between the guerrillas and the Salvadoran Army. 











As has been characteristic of guerrilla activity 
for some time, they continue to deal substantial damage to 
the country's economy through the destruction of cash crops, 
bridges, power lines, transportation, particularly buses, 
and so on; but in terms of a general description, no, I 
don't have anything new to offer you on that. 


0 There is no fear at this point that the 
military situation on the ground is deteriorating? 


A I have nothing to indicate that's the case, 
no. 


-- MORE -- 








0 Do you have any update on the question that 
John said he would look into as to why the military in Fl 
Salvador has changed -- it's posted, pardon me, I haven't 
been here. I mean, I just qot here. I withdraw the 
question. 


0 What about to the north of El Salvador? 
There are more reports of Guatemalan soldiers going into 
Mexico. The Guatemalans deny they go into Mexico. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a Simply that we've seen the reports. We 
understand the Mexican Government is checking into them, but 
I don't have anything independent on it. 


‘) Do you have anything on the movement of large 
numbers of Ghanians out of Nigeria toward Ghana through 
Benin? Any U.S. role in this; any request for help? 


A I think all I can give you on this is simply 
to say that we've seen numerous reports of the hardship 
being endured by those foreianers who have been compelled to 
leave Nigeria on very short notice, and we hope that 
Nigerian authorities will take the measures necessary to 
insure that those foreigners still subject to the departure 
notice are able to leave that country in a more humane and 
orderly set of conditions than apply at present. 


0 Has this been passed on to the Government of 
Nigeria? 


A I'd rather not get into diplomatic conver- 
sations, but T think you can assume our views are made known 
when we have views to pass on, 


0 What would you think the Nigerians could do? 
What would be more humane? 


A I don't have details. I think, again, 
orderly conditions would be a phrase I would turn to instead 
of perhaps a less orderly process that's now qoing on. 


0 But the disorderly process has to do with 
numbers. 

A I don't have more detail on this at this 
point. 

@) Have vou offered any help to the Nigerian 


Government? 





A On this issue? 
0 Yes. 
A I don't have any information about what may 


have been discussed on that. 


0 Do you have anything on a group of Americans 
and Laotians who went into Laos looking for some MIAs? 


a I do have a little bit on that. We are aware 
of the reports of the rescue operation. The U.S. Government 
was not involved in any way and neither supports nor con- 
dones such activity. 


We consider such activities unhelpful to our 
effort to make progress on POW/MIA matters. As William P. 
Clark, Assistant to the President for National Security 
Affairs told the National League of Families on January 27, 
"Well intentioned citizens have heretofore mounted pri- 
vate operations in the belief government inaction 
demanded such activity. We willingly receive information con- 
cerning POW/MIAs from any source, but are resolutely opposed 
to private cross-border forays. Such actions interfer with 
and damage legitimate efforts on a number of fronts. Our 
experience has been that such private initiatives operate 
with faulty or fabricated intelligence and lack even margi- 
nally adequate operational capabilities. 


Beyond that, I would simply say that I think you 
would have to direct questions about this effort to those 
who were involved. 


@) Is there anything illegal about what was done 
in this reported operation? 


A In terms of U.S. law? 
0 Yes. 
A I guess T would have to refer you to the 


Justice Department on that. Our concern here primarily is 
that it is not helpful to our efforts to obtain information 
on the POW/MIA issue. 


0 Is it now just a dead issue as far as the 
State Department is concerned? 


A We're not involved in it and we certainly 
don't support it. 


O You have nothing there on who and when was 
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involved in this operation? 
ist No. I've seen a lot of stories about it in 
the press, but no, 
8) How about American citizens who gave finan- 


cial backing to the operation, is there anything illegal 
about that? 


A Aqain, I'd have to refer you to the Justice 
Department about that. T don't know. 


0 I have a question that goes hack a little bit 
to last week. Did you have any comment on the arrest by 
Bolivian authorities of Klaus Barbie and his pending extradition 
to Germany for war crimes? 


a I don't believe so. 

0 Could you take the question? 

A I'm not sure what it has to do with us. 

@) In some respects it has to do with the con- 


ditions on future aid to Rolivians so far as Rarbie's been 
connected with the drug trade. But, also, I think it's the 
first arrest by a Latin American country of a Nazi since 
World War II to be extradited. 


A I don't think so. Our position on dealing 
with Nazi war criminals in this country is on the record and 
is, IT think, quite straightforward. I don't think I would 
go into the question of what other countries are doing. 


0 Do you have any confirmation on that report 
in Fvans and Novak this morning that the U.S. has decided to 
maintain its sanctions against Poland? 


A No. I have nothing for you on that. 


'e) No you have any comment at all on Foreiqn 
Minister Jaruzelski's speech this morning to the Polish 
parliament in which he called on the U.S. to end the sanc- 
tions and said if it didn't, all it was really trying to do 
was interfere with Poland's internal matters? 


A I haven't seen it. All I can do, really, is 
to point out our statements before which make clear that it 
is not our intention to do that. Our intention is to bring 
about a change in conditions of the sort that had been 
agreed on by a number of countries. 


I refer you back to what NATO had to say on 
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this, so on and so forth, in terms of internationally 
recognized human rights. The position has not changed 
essentially is what I'm saying. 


0 More than a month ago the Administration said 
you were looking at all the changes that have come about in 
Poland. Is that review still under -- 


A Yes. 


0 Do you have any further information on the 
trip to be taken by former President Carter to the Middle 
East? 


A No. I understand that there is a private trip 
that's contemplated, but I'd really would have to refer you 
to the former Presider:'s office for any information about 
that. 


@) Do you have anything on when you plan to 
introduce, or your recommendations for the Threshhold Test Ban 
Treaty? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Alan, you don't have anything on a Begin trip 
today, do you? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


0 I want to go back to the question of the 
massacre. Besides the statements that you just read, there 
are some grumblings on Capitol Hill and Congress, 
Congressman George Crockett and others, who believe that the 
State Department and the intelligence community, they might 
have more information or they could have prior knowledge up 
to maybe Friday that something is going on. 


A Refore Friday? 


0 Friday, or before Friday; something like 
that. There was a statement coming out from Crockett's 
office to this effect that he is going to ask for an 
investigation on this. 


Will senior State Department officials be able or 
available for questions and answers possibily on Capitol 
Hill because of this or for some reporters who would like to 
quiz them on this matter? 


A I'm sure there is not going to be, at this 
stage, any further press briefing on this subject. If the 
Hill requests some further information, I think we would have 
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to see what the nature of the request is and that would be 
worked out with the Hill. 


I think the statement I gave you today speaks 
rather directly to the question of whether we had infor- 
mation prior to what we said before, and the answer to that 
is, no, we did not have. 


0 Anything about King Hussein's visit to the 
United States? 


A No, I have nothing on King Hussein's visit to 
the United States. 


0 Last week I asked about rejection of a butter 
barter between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. I was told 
that that was done on commercial grounds, not on political or 
philosophical grounds. Is there anythina more on that 
today, Or can you look into it? 


A Is that a taken question that we have an 
answer to? It's posted already. Let me refer you back to 
what's been posted. 


0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #22 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1983, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Oo Does the State Department have any knowledge 
of anything unusual going on in Chile this morning? 


A I don't have anything on any unusual activi- 
ties in Chile. 


0 Why can't you say that with more authority? 
A I'll try. 


@) Do you have any reaction to the response from 
the Soviets which appears to reject the Reagan offer to meet 
with Andropov? 


A The Novosti Press Agency commentary, yes. 
We're disappointed by the initial Soviet response to the 
President's letter that was contained in the Novosti commen- 
tary. The President's offer to meet with General Secretary 
Andropov to sign an agreement banning intermediate-range 
nuclear missiles still stands, and we hope the Soviet Union 
will give it further consideration. 


The issues are now under discussion at the nego- 
tiating table in Geneva where we have proposed the elimina- 
tion of this entire class of weapons. We remain hopeful 
that concrete results can be achieved. 


0 In the rejection, there seems to be a hint 
that while the Soviets turn down the President's scenario, 
they hold open the prospect of a value insofar as a summit 
is concerned. 


A couple of questions. Is the President's offer 
intended to convey an invitation to a summit? 


A I think that in terms of the general issue of 
a summit, outside the context of a specific proposal, that's 
been addressed several times before. What would be impor- 
tant from our perspective in terms of arranging such a sum- 
mit, would be careful preparations, prospects for a fruitful 
Outcome, and so on and so forth. 








In terms of this proposal, this is a specific pro- 
posal by the President to meet with Mr. Andropov to sign 
what would be a major arms control agreement. The President 
thinks it's of sufficient importance that both he and Mr. 
Andropov should devote themselves personally to this 
endeavor. 





As far as a broader discussion on the occasion of 
such a signing, frankly, I think you're getting ahead of 
events a little bit. The proposal is for the signing. It 
is conceivable, certainly, that there would be an interest 
on both sides in a broader discussion. But, as we've said, 
that would require careful preparation. So I would focus, I 
think at this point, on specifically what the President has 
indeed proposed. 


fe) Making clear that this would be only for 
Signing and not for discussion about that particular 
subject; is that correct? 


A Yes. The fact is that the responsibility for 
negotiating the agreement rests with our negotiators in 
Geneva. Obviously, we have full confidence and the 
President has full confidence in Ambassador Nitze and his 
ability to reach a good agreement, assuming the Soviets are 
willing to do so. 


Q So this is not a summit proposal? 


A I prefer to stand on the words that I've just 
given you. 


°) You were addressing the Novosti response? 
a Yes. | 

fe) Andropov himself has rejected -- 

A 


I haven't seen that, so I don't know what the 
words are, and I don't know what the nature of that -- 


fe) Could you look into that and perhaps get some 


response? 

“ I can look into it. Where did you see that 
appear? 

0 On the wires. 

0 More specifically, AFP just ran an urgent 


about five minutes ago -- tomorrow's Izvestia, yes. Andropov 





Says it would be wonderful to have a summit, we want a sum- 
mit to discuss serious things and not this zero/zero propo- 
sal, not what he calls unilateral disarmament. 











A I think I'll stand on what I've said. 


fe) Doesn't this offer of the President for a 
Summit meeting to sign an agreement pre-empt the 
negotiations? He's assuming, or the only way the signing 
would take place would be if the Russians would accept our 
proposal. So aren't we getting ahead of things in offering 
an invitation before the negotiations have been concluded? 


A The President has made a proposal which we 
have discussed in this room at great length, which if you 
consider the statements of our various Allies is supported 
strongly in the Alliance, that the objective of eliminating 
this entire class of weapons is the best way to approach 
this problem. 


What the President is doing is making clear again 
the importance of this and attaching himself, personally, to 
a conclusion of an agreement. 


QO To what degree was the Reagan 
Administration's desire to launch this proposal triggered by 
the competition for public opinion in western Europe? 


A I think that the fact is that the President 
is, as I said before, trying to make very clear the 
seriousness of his proposal and the importance he attaches 
to it and the fact that he thinks that he and Mr. Andropov 
should devote themselves personally to what would be a 
historic arms control agreement. 


fe) Did the President make the same invitation to 
the Soviets directly? 


4 I'm sorry? In private channels? 
0) Yes. 


A No. I think the document itself indicated a 
letter directed that the Vice President made public in 
Europe, but it was not conveyed previously in private 
channels. 


fe) People standing at that podium, including 
yourself in the past, have equated seriousness of diplomatic 
exchanges with privacy. 


A That sometimes is the case and it sometimes 
isn't the case. (Laughter) I would note that the Soviets 
have not tabled in Geneva a number of the things that they 
have said publicly, and they wish to be taken seriously on 
those things, presumably. 











'e) Is the President's offer to meet with 
Andropov binding for any agreement that the U.S. and the 
Soviets reach at Geneva on medium-range missiles? 


A I can't speculate on that. I think that the 
President has made a very specific proposal in this case for 
a far-reaching agreement, and I can't speculate beyond that. 


0 Have the Japanese been given assurances that 
the SS-20s deployed in Asia would be part of the 
negotiation? 


A I prefer, I think, to refer you to what John 
Hughes has said in addressing this issue following the 
Secretary's conversations in Japan. 


The fact is, we approach this question from a glo- 
bal perspective, and so on. But I think that John did offer 
some words on that which are available to you, and I would 
like to stand on that. 


0 Would it also include China at the 
negotiations? 


A I think what I've just said would hold. 


0 What are some of the things that the Soviets 
have said publicly that you would like to be tabled in 
Geneva? . 


A I didn't say necessarily that I would like 
anything to be tadled. What I've said is that they have 
offered a number of things publicly which they presumably 
wish to be taken seriously which have not been tabled in 
Geneva. 


0 Can you enumerate them? 


A You get me into something of a box on this. 
I guess I got myself somewhat into a box by mentioning it. 
The whole recent series of so-called proposals that they 
have laid out, what have been referred to, for example, as 
the Andropov proposals, hae not been tabled. 


‘@) You mean, the destruction of the SS-20s as 
distinct from dismantling, stuff like that? 


A That range of things. 


@) Can you explain the reasoning that went into 
the decision not to convey, as Jim asked, not to convey the 
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invitation privately but rather to have written a letter a 
couple of days in advance and have the Vice President carry 
it and announce it at a dinner in Berlin? What kind of 
reasoning goes into that strategy? 


A I can't help you with that. 


0 They want to be an open Administration. 
fe) Have the Soviets tabled anything at Geneva? 
A I think, again -- you mean in this last 


session? I think I'm going to now sort of draw a curtain on 
what they have or haven't said, or what we have or haven't 
said. I think we have had a rule of confidentiality, and I 
think that probably I've gone beyond what I should have in 
any case on that. I don't propose to compound the problem 
by doing it more. 


0 Do you have anything additional on the 
Threshhold Test Ban Treaty and the Treaty on Peaceful 
Nuclear Explosions? 


A I have nothing beyond what John said on that 
the other day at this point. 


fe) The President, in his letter, says that he's 
ready to meet Mr. Andropov to sign an agreement banning U.S. 
and Soviet missiles all from the face of the earth. Does it 
mean that it excludes any kind of compromise? 


A I just said before, in terms of -- 
2) It excludes that one compromise -- 
A This is a proposal. This represents the pro- 


posal to eliminate the entire class of weapons, which is the 
U.S. proposal. We think this is the best arms control solu- 
tion. At the same time, the President made clear, other 
spokesmen have made clear since the President's initial 
statement, that we would listen and consider seriously any 
serious, Soviet proposal. I'm not prepared to go beyond 
that. 


Mr. Nitze went back with the proposal that we have 
laid on the table. 


0 But does it mean that the door is -- other 
solutions couldn't validate a summit? 


A I said before I just couldn't speculate on 
that. The President has made a specific proposal in this 








case. 


0 Another area. The White House has admitted 
that the proposal is no different to the zero option plan 
that was previously rejected, and this morning said that 
they expected the sort of response they got today. Isn't 
that putting in question the seriousness of the proposal? 


A I don't know what somebody might have said on 
this subject this morning. I haven't seen anything on that. 
No, I don't think there's a question about the seriousness 
of what the President said. As I said before, we hope that 
the Soviets would respond positively both to the proposal on 
the missiles in the first place and on the proposal to get 
together and sign the agreement in the second place. 


0 Is it expected that the Middle East affairs 
will be on the highlight of the agenda talks between 
President Reagan and Chancellor Kreisky? 


A I do not have an agenda to share with you. 
Ibviously, Chancellor Kreisky has a high interest in Middle 
Eastern affairs, and it wouldn't surprise me if that were on 
the agenda. But I don't have one to share with you. 


Le) You don't have any comment? 


A I don't have anything specific on that visit 
to give to you at this point. 


0 There are reports that Chancellor Kreisky 
may be carrying new ideas from the PLO Chairman to the White 
House, or to the U.S. Administration? 


A I don't know about that. 
0 Anything about Habib's planned trips? 


A No, nothing beyond what I said before, 
yesterday. 


Q Concerning Michael Ernest, the gentleman 
from Colorado who is being held in Guatemala, can you give 
me any update on that situation, the efforts that are being 
done to secure his release? 


A The most recent things I think we have are in 
the Press Office. I don't have anything new with me today 
on that. 


~ 


-~MORE-- 








0 Could you perhaps just for our purposes 
briefly explain what has been done? I've not seen that 
release. 


A I don't have the guidance with me, and I'm 
afraid I'm going to have to ask you to refer to what we have 
in the Press Office. 


@) Would you care to comment on the reported 
visit of Minister Sharon to Lebanon and his talks with 
Lebanese "Christian leaders"? He's reported to have warned 
them to conclude an agreement with Israel, etc., etc. 


Do you care to comment on those? 


A No. Obviously, we've seen the press 
reporting of this. It seems to be somewhat fragmentary and 
of a private conversation, but in any case I don't have a 
comment to offer you on that. 


fe) There is a report this morning put out by 
several former military and government officials as well as, 
I think, 43 Nobel laureates and members of the National 
Academy of Sciences, saying that the United States should 
disavow any first-use policy of nuclear weapons. 


I was wondering if you have a comment on that. 


A Yes. We, of course, have addressed this 
issue in policy terms before. We haven't seen this report 
specifically, so I can only respond in general terms, but I 
think it should be representative of what our thinking is on 
these issues. 


Our present policy involves non-first use of 
force, conventional or nuclear. NATO is a defensive 
alliance, and we will never use force, conventional or 
nuclear, unless attacked first. 


We doubt that a simple, declarative pledge 
regarding the non-first use of either nuclear or non-nuclear 
weapons would have any restraining effect on the Warsaw 
Pact's behavior in time of crisis. 


Indeed, we believe that a nuclear non-first use 
pledge would undermine deterrence and increase the risk of 
Soviet conventional agression against our European allies. 














As for the argument that I think is also made, 
according to reports, that current NATO deterrence policy is 
not credible, we would disagree and simply point to the fact 
that it has maintained peace in Europe for 35 years, and it 
continues to do so. 


As for strengthening conventional forces, which I 
believe was also suggested, this too is essential for a cre- 
dible deterrent, and we strongly support it. 


@) Copies? 
3A Yes. 


fe) Alan, this morning, speaking to the World 
Jewish Congress, Ambassador Moshe Arens of Israel said that 
the Israeli army would not leave Lebanon without a peace 
treaty -- that was just not negotiable. 


Any comment on that? > 
A Without a peace treaty? 


0 He used the words “peace treaty." "Those who 
say there should be no peace treaty while the Israeli army 
is in Lebanon are wrong. How else will we get a peace 
treaty without the Israeli army being there?" 


A I think our views on this are quite clear. 
We think that there is an urgent need to get all of the 
foreign forces -- that is, the Syrian, Israeli, PLO forces 
-- out of Lebanon as soon as possible, and that the issues 
relating to relations between Israel and Lebanon need to be 
worked out between the two parties in a manner that's accep- 
table and tolerable to both sides. 


fe) There are reports that the U.S. Ambassador 
in Jordan has informed the U.S. goverment of the King's 
willingness to join up. 


Is there any truth to these reports, can you tell 
us? 


a I think this was addressed the other day. 
One, I couldn't comment one way or another about the diplo- 
matic conversations or reporting, but, quite clearly, we 
think it is important that King Hussein join in this pro- 
cess. We're hoping that he will. We think he's serious 
about looking at the possibilities for this, but 

















it's up to him to announce what his intentions are and capa- 
bilities are. 


0 Do you think he will? 
A I say we hope he will. 


e) When is the State Department going to release 
the breakdown of the aid requests to different countries? 


A I think that will be later this week. We'll 
let you know when that -- 


@) Will there be a briefing on the aid request? 


A I think there might well be. You're talking 
about security assistance? 


16) Yes. 
A Yes. 
e) Do you have an expected release time on the 


human rights reports? 


A I don't have anything more precise than I've 
been saying, which is presumably sometime next week. 


e) Alan, do we have anything on reports from, I 
guess Simon Wiesenthal, that the location of Dr. Mengele is 
known? 


A I don't have anything on that at all. 


e) Alan, Prime Minister Begin issued another 
invitation to King Hussein to join the peace talks, and he 
also called on the Palestinians that they -- as for the 
Palestinians, he said that their self-determination would be 
recognized within the framework of the autonomy proposed to 
them, which is the greatest and broadest ever offered to any 
national camp whatsoever at any time. 


Does this, from your manager's position, and his 
stand on the autonomy for the Palestinians, does it corres- 
pond to the position that President Reagan had in his 
September 1 initiative? 


A I think you really would have to ask him. 
Our position, as articulated by the President, is out on the 
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table. The next step is to get the talks moving again. 
Obviously, we have looked to the participation by King 
Hussein and Palestinians in these talks, and then the talks 
should take place at the table. 


I can't speak for Prime Minister Begin and what he 
means and how it meshes with the President's proposal. 


0 On the same subject, he alluded in his talks 
with Canadian representatives, I think on January 29, he 
almost left the impression that Camp David has been tampered 
with or something like that to the effect that he will not 
let anybody deviate from it, contradict it, or detract from 
it. 


Does the position of the President in the 
September initiative -- does it correspond with Camp David, 
or is it -- 


A Yes. We've said many times it does. 
e) Excuse me? 
Ay We have many times said that it does 


correspond. It falls squarely within the framework of Camp 
David. 


0 I just wondered if it's your understanding 
that King Hussein's participation in the peace process is 
contingent upon a prior agreement on the withdrawal of 
forces from Lebanon? 


4 I think that he would have to address that 
himself. The withdrawal of forces from Lebanon is obviously 
an important factor in the Middle East, period. 


How conditional that is for him in terms of what 
he can or can't do, he would have to address for himself. 


fe) Has he given his point of view to you? 


4 Certainly the question of what's going on in 
the Middle East, including Lebanon, has been the subject of 
discussion with King Hussein, but I wouldn't want to charac- 
terize those discussions. 
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e) Ambassador Arens said that Washington does 
not have a full understanding of the difficulty and compli- 
cations involved in the Israeli-Lebanese peace talks, and 
that if the United States continued in its impatience to 
push for a quick settlement, that it threatened the very 
talks themselves and they could break up. 


Do you have any response to that? 


A I think that it is clear that they are 
complex and difficult. They are complex and difficult 
issues with which we are wrestling, and the process is 
likewise complex and difficult. But I think we've also made 
clear on several occasions that we think it is very impor- 
tant that we move ahead as quickly as possible, and that is 
important to a successful outcome of those talks. 


0 You don't agree, then, that that impatience 
could threaten the talks? 


A I'm not sure I would use the term 
"impatience," necessarily, but I think that our view on this 
and the importance of moving ahead quickly are well-known. 


0 Do you have a readout on El Salvador, confir- 
mation of the rebel claims, and any comment on what's going 
on? 


on Rebel claims in what respect? 
fe) Well, the taking of the city of Berlin? 


Ay Apparently guerrillas have taken Berlin 
following an effort that began this weekend to overrun a 
small national guard garrison there. 


Beyond that, the only thing I could say is that it 
is my understanding that Berlin has traditionally been a 
refugee center in the province, and it doesn't have any 
major military outposts. But I really don't have any com- 
ment on it beyond that. 


0 Do you see this as any kind of turning point 
in the war there? 


A No. Our assessment continues to be that 
while there's been heightened guerrilla and heightened army 
activity, in fact, there is no shift in the overall military 
picture. 
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0 Alan, forgive me for backtracking if you will. 
I have heard rumblings that Mr. Ernest's release from 
Guatemala was imminent. 


Have you heard anything to go along with that? Do 
you believe that that's the case? 


4 Again, I'm going to have to refer you, I'm 
afraid, to what we have in the Press Oftice. 


0 Alan, anything on the exodus from Nigeria? 

on We have some guidance on it. Not really 
anything new except to tell you a little bit about what our 
cooperation efforts are with the U.N. and other inter- 
national agencies. 


0 Do you have anything today new on Namibian 
talks or can we get a briefing on it? 


on No. Not at this point. I have nothing new, 
and I don't see a briefing. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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DPC #23 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1983, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the 
delay. 


I have a couple of announcements for you. First, 
some procedural things: Available in the Press Office are 
the testimonies before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee by Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Thomas Enders and Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams. The subject is: 

"El Salvador's Certification." 


Second, there will be a RACKGROUND briefing on the 
Administration's FY-84 Security Assistance Request, the 
FY-84 Allocations under the Continuing Resolution, and the 
Proposed FY-84 Supplemental. That briefing will be held in 
this room on Friday, February 4, at 2:39 p.m. 


0 Will there by a country by country breakdown, 
do you know? 


A George, I don't know what there will be. I 
would assume he would be prepared to address some country 
breakdowns. I don't know. 


0 Will there by anything in advance of that, 
any sheets that you're putting out? 


A I can't tell you. Just stay in touch with 
the Press Office. 

O When is the full AID briefing to take place? 

A I don't know. I'd ask you to check with AID. 

0 We have. 


A O.K. I don't know. 














Finally a statement regarding the Vietnamese 
attack on Nong Chan. Vietnamese forces attacked January 31 
the Khmer refugee encampments near the Thai border opposite 
the Tnoi village of Nong Chan. While details are not 
entirely clear, we are appalled that Vietnamese forces would 
attack indiscriminately a settlement containing thousands of 
civilian Khmer who fled to the border area from Vietnam's 
1978 invasion and continued occupation of Kampuchea. We 
understand that the Vietnamese destroyed the refugee camps, 
burned the huts and rudimentary medical facilities and 
schools of people who have suffered enormously and who have 
been living with only minimal essentials. We equally 
deplore that innocent Thai villagers have also been victims 
in the attack. 


We also note the statement by the Government of 
Thailand which describes accurately that the Vietnamese 
attack constitutes a flagrant violation of the principle of 
humanitarianism and the U.N. Charter. We join the Thai 
Government in calling for Hanoi to respect Thai territory 
and to cease its use of force. 


O.K. That's all on the announcements. 
9) May we have a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Do you have any idea how many people became 
casualties as a result of this? 


A I don't have figures at this point. As I 
say, the details are not entirely clear, but apvarently the 
attack was fairly severe. I just don't know. I don't have 
casualty figures for you. 


9) While we're in that part of the world, does 
the State Department have any comment on a commentary which 
appeared in Peoples Daily criticizing the U.S./South Korean 
maneuvers called "Team Spirit," as a show of force 
aggravating tensions and generally raising the level of ten- 
sions in the Korean Peninsula? 








4 Jim, obviously, we don't accept the charac- 
terization, but for an authoritative response, I believe 
the Secretary has already addressed that issue, and I would 
refer you to his words. 











0 Yes, I know he has addressed that issue. I 
was asking on this specific issue of this Chinese commen- 
tary. Does it mean anything, in that it comes out speci- 
fically now? 


A Again, I think I would refer you to what he 
said on the subject. 


0 Do you have anything on the Times piece this 
morning to the effect that the Administration does not 
believe that China is as strategically important as was once thought? 


A No. The importance of our relationship with 
China has been addressed and our view of that importance on 
several occasions, including by the Secretary, I think, 
in a briefing he gave to the press on his way to China, and 
I think he has also addressed it in public statements there, 
so I would refer you again to that. 


0 One thing you didn't mention that was available in 
the Press Office this morning -- I didn't know about it 
until I saw it there -- was the Eagleburger speech last 
night. I didn't know about the speech in fact, nor about 
the availability of the text. 


A I didn't know the text would be available 
either, so we were both -- 


O There appears to have been a hiccup in the 
system, because among other things he says in the speech 
that the United States simply doesn't believe the Soviet 
threat to cut off all arms negotiations if INF goes foward. 


A I'm going to let Larry's speech speak for 
itself. I don't have a comment to offer you to interpret 
it. 


0 This is not the same area, but the same sub- 
ject: there is also an article today that the United States 
does not view the Persian Gulf area also as signifi- 
cant as it used to be at some point. Would you care to com- 
ment on that? 


A Yes. I have something I can give you on 
that. Without commenting specifically on the article and 
the quotes and so on in that article, let me just say this: 
Our belief is that this region remains of great importance 
to the global strategic balance and to our national 
interest. There are various reasons for this view, only 
some of which are directly related to eneray. 














As Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South 
Asian Affairs Nicholas A. Veliotes said before Conaress on 
May 10, 1982, "Events in the Persian Gulf Region impact on 
Our ability and that of our allies to foster a world in 
which all peoples can pursue their national destinies free 
of external interference." 


Whatever conditions may be in the world oil market 
at a given time, the fact remains that nearly two-thirds 
of proved free world petroleum reserves are in the Persian 
Gulf Region, and we and our principal allies will continue 
to rely upon Gulf resources for the indefinite future. 


Also important from our point of view is the large 
market in this region for American products and technology 
and the constructive role played by Persian Gulf States in 
international finance and economic development. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
0 Don't you see a contradiction between what 


you have just told us and what came in the testimony of an 
Administration representative? 


A I'm not going to comment directly on the 
testimony except that I believe there were some questions 
which were asked which were perhaps put in a different con- 
text from this statement, so I don't -- 


0 But (inaudible) is in direct contradiction. 


A No, I don't see it that way; I think that 
they are consistent, primarily because the questions were 
put in one way, and the answers were in response to those 
questions. 


0 Have we in any way reduced our interest in 
having access to territory by the Rapid Deployment 
Force if something should come down there? 


A I haven't addressed, I don't think, in sveci- 
fic terms, Jim, the question of access; but there is no 
change in our view on the Ravid Deployment Force, the new 
structures, and so on. 


Q Alan, I heard yesterday two views of former 
Administration officials -- other Administration officials 
-- I mean the Carter Administration, in particular, saying 
something like the United States inadvertently, in a way, 








put the priority on Middle East progress first and Israel's 
withdrawal from Lebanon and then on the Reagan peace plan, 
and that now, because the Lebanon issue is becoming a little 
too sticky and Israel is standing fast on it, there may be 
an attempt to kind of by-pass it, or put less emphasis on 
it, while emphasizing the Reagan peace plan. 


Is there any truth to that, or can you comment on this? 


A I think I addressed it yesterday, that 
our position remains as it has been, that we are going to 
address both sets of questions, that is we're going to 
address in parallel, separately, the question of the Lebanon 
situation and the overall Middle East peace initiative and 
peace process. That isn't to say that they are not related, 
but they are being pursued independently. 


0 Alan, Tomorrow Kenneth Adelman goes back to 
finish off, one way or the other, his confirmation hearings. 
Chairman Percy said that unless he got a date certain from 
the Administration on the fate of these two treaties, the 
Threshold Test Ban and the Peaceful Nuclear Fxplosion 
Treaty, he would be inclined not to have a vote. 


Will Mr. Adelman be able to deliver any kind of 
date certain about when an announcement is going to be made 
on the fate of these treaties? 


A I don't want to anticipate, first of all, 
what Ambassador Adelman will or won't have to say on the 
subject. Second, I've seen various versions of what Senator 
Percy is hoping for, and I would really think that the 
Senator should speak for himself on that. But I don't have 
anything new for you from here today. 


) O.K. Second question on the Adelman nomina- 
tion: Is anything being done as far as telephone calls or 
any effort at all in order to persuade the "undecideds" on 
the Committee that Mr. Adelman really ought to be the Arms 


Control Director? 


A That is not the kind of question, in any cir- 
cumstance, that I would get into, so I don't think I can 
respond to it. Let me just say, obviously, the President 
and the Administration strongly support the nomination and 
hope that it moves forward quickly and successfully. But I 
can't get into the question of what conversations there 
might be. 




















9) Just one follow-up: Would a delay in his 
confirmation have any bearing on the ability of the United 
States to negotiate in Geneva on either one of the levels, 
START or INF? 


A I think both negotiators are back there, and 
they are pursuing their negotiations at this point. I think 
that process goes forward. Obviously, it would help to have 
him in place; but in the meantime, the process goes forward. 


0 On that subject, while his nomination stands 
in suspense, three of the four Assistant Directors' jobs are 
vacant; the Deputy Director's job is vacant, and the third 
set of negotiations’ job is vacant, the MBFR,. 


Does that strike you as worrisome at all? 


A I don't want to try to characterize it as 
worrisome or not worrisome. I think that Ambassador Adelman 
addressed the question in his testimony last week about 
appointina or nominating subordinates, and obviously, that 
is something which would have to await his confirmation. 

But I don't have a characterization in the terms that you 
pose it. 
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taken office, that many high-level jobs vacant in an agency 
such as that does not strike me, at least, as a sign of a 
vibrantly healthy agency. Does it you? 


0 But two years after the Administration has 


A I'm not familiar with the day-to-day workings 
of that agency, Jim, and I really am not in a position to 
comment on it. 


@) Do you have anything on the most recent 
confrontation between Marines and the Israelis today in 
Beirut? 

a Yes, I do. There was a further incident 


today. Briefly, our information is that U.S. Marines halted 
three Israeli tanks which had attempted to cross into terri- 
tory within the operational responsibility of the U.S. con- 
tingent of the MNF. We do not know why the tanks attempted 
to cross our lines, but the incident was resolved, and the 
tanks withdrew at the insistence of the Marine officer on 
the scene. 


The recurrence of challenges to the Marines by IDF 
forces is unacceptable. We view such incidents very 
seriously, both because they endanger the safety of the 
troops involved, and hamper the peacekeeping efforts of the MNF. 








ee eee ee 














The Acting Secretary will be calling in the 
Israeli Charge to discuss this incident and the gravity with 
which we view it. 


-- MORE -- 











0 What time was the call? 


A I don't have a time. When I came down, I 
don't think there was an appointment set. 


0 Is it today that you expect it? 


A I think that there was a hope and an inten- 
tion to do it today. Whether that's actually been able to 
be set up, I can't tell you. 


e) Do you have a copy? 
A Copy? Yes. 
@) Will that be a protest or what? 


A I prefer to use the terms that I've used 
here: Calling in to discuss the incident and the gravity 
with which we view it. 


0 Why the Charge? Arens is in town, isn't he? 


A I gather not. There wouldn't be a Charge if 
he were in town. 


0 I guess you have had time by now to review what 
Sharon told the founder of the Phalangist Party in Beirut, 
the head of the President of Lebanon? 


A I haven't seen any additional reports beyond 
what we saw in the press yesterday. 


0 Gemayel himself told the Assafir 
newspaper in Beirut that Sharon came to threaten him. He 
threated him, and he accused him of maneuvering to divide the 
country. Do you have any comment on this? 





A I haven't seen the report. I can't comment 
on it. 


0 Could you repeat that phrase that said about 
the confrontation with the tanks, a "recurrence endangers 
the . . ." What was the phrase? 





A "We view such incidents very seriously, both 
because they endanger the safety of the troops involved and 
hamper the peacekeeping efforts of the MNF." 


0 If these incidents are endangering the safety 
of the troops, why is it that the Administration views the 
peacekeeping force as being in a non hostile situation as 











defined by the War Powers Act? 


A I think that's a different kind of situation. 


We are talking about a number -- a small but unfor- 
tunately perhaps growing number -- of incidents where there 
have not -- it hasn't been a shooting situation but there 


have been some incidents. It's just a situation in which we 
think there is obviously a certain potential for some unfor- 
tunate circumstances to come about, and that it ought to be 

resolved. 3 


That is not the same thing as saying you're 
putting troops armed for combat into imminent hostilities. 
That's just a different kind of concept. 


0 Have you not been given reassurances in the 
past that these incidents would not continue? 


4A We certainly have discussed this with the 
Israelis in the past and have sought to work it out, and we 
thought we were well on the road to working this out. We 
regret that this has now happened again, and we view it very 
seriously and will be taking it up appropriately. 


fe) By your count, how many incidents have 
taken place so far? 


A I don't think I'm keeping count of this. You 
might want to refer to the Pentagon and see if they've kept 
count. This is, by the way, the first one since the last 
time we talked about one, which was the 17th, I believe, of 
January. 


0 Aren't there some British troops in the area? 
Are they supposed to be acting as any kind of buffer between 
the Israelis and the Americans? 


A I don't know about the deployment of 
British forces. I've seen some press reports that some 
British forces showed up quite recently, but I don't know 
what their responsibilities are. 

0 In this particular area? 

A Yes. I don't know anything about that. 


0 Alan, you say there was a discussion with the 
Israelis about this incident? 


A No. There have been discussions with the 
Israelis about "incidents." We've talked about it before. 
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re) I was just wondering what reason was provided 
for why the tanks were going to present this challenge 
to the Marines. 


A In this case? 


0 I'd have to ask you to refer to the Israelis. 
We don't understand the motivation for this action. As I 
said, we'll be taking it up with the Israelis. 


0 Are they American-made tanks, by any chance? 
a I haven't got the slightest idea. 


0 The last time the American media press wrote 
about it, there were meetings between American and Israeli 
military officials in Beirut, and they agreed on something 
but they were not able to agree on borders or something like 
that. Was there something really achieved that we can know 
about or can become available to us to know exactly what was 
achieved at the time? 


A First of all, I think the conversations 
you're talking about recently were between General Drori and 
Ambassador Draper, and accompanying Ambassador Draper on that 
occasion were some of the Marine officers. 


There is -- I would have to refer you to the Press 
Office. There is a statement that we have in guidance which 
defines the area of operation of the Marines. I can't go 
beyond that. I don't think I can go into the conversations 
that took place except, again, we hoped we were in the pro- 
cess of resolving this and avoiding such incidents. 
Obviously, we need to do a little more work on it. 


0 Can that statement that you mentioned, can it 
become available to us? 


A Yes. 


0 Can you say something more about the supple- 
mental aid to Lebanon? I understand Mr. Veliotes is going 
to talk about it this afternoon. 


A I don't haven't anything on it. I'd have to 
let you hear whatever it is that Nick has to say about it. 
I believe he's in open session this afternoon. 


0 The results of a shooting incident against 
some French troops, do you have anything on that? 


A No. Simply, that we understand that three 
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French soldiers were wounded in an attack in West Beirut, 
but don't have any details. Obviously, that sort of attack 
areatly concerns us and yet, again, underscores the impor- 
tance for the complete withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon as soon as possible. 


) Do you know if fire was returned by the 
French forces in that incident? 


4 I do not know. 
0 Fire? Nothing on fire on the French? 
A I don't have anything on it; I don't have any 


details on the incident. 


0 There's a report this morning that an 
American Jewish leader, head of the World Zionist 
Organization -- whatever it is -- is calling on the 
Government of Israel to compromise and be -- would you care 
to comment on that? How do you see such comments? 


A No. I don't think I would comment on that. 
Our positions are laid out, but I have no comment on Mr. 
Bronfman's comments. 


0 There was a report in the Beirut magazine 
Monday Morning recently about Saudi pressures against 
Lebanon, not to conclude any kind of normalization with 
Israel, specifically boycotting certain goods, this kind of 
thing. Do you have any comments on this? 





A No, I don't have anything on that. 
0 Can you take that? 


Ay No. I think that we have addressed before 
the question of how the negotiations between Israel and 
Lebanon are proceeding, and what issues are being discussed; 
they put forth an agenda. The kind of issues related to how 
these two countries will relate in the future are part of 
what's being discussed if you look at the agenda, and I 
don't think it would be appropriate for me to try to comment 
on that subject. 


0 To follow up, this is not about the nego- 
tiations going on around the table; this is about outside 
pressures. 


A What you're saying relates to what happens at 
the table, and I'm not going to comment on that. 
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@) Are you entertaining questions about Central 
America today? 


@) I have one more in that region. 


A Let's take the Middle East. We'll come back 
to you. 


0 Where are we in the question of sending addi- 
tional American troops to Lebanon? 


A Where we have been before on this. That is 
to say that when we have, in essence, a plan before us of 
how this process of withdrawal of foreign forces is to go 
forward, and we know therefore -- at least have a better 
idea therefore of what is going to be required or desired in 
terms of some further mission for an MNF, if there is such, 
or further numbers of people if there is such a requirement, 
we'll look at it. But we don't have that in hand. 


@) I would like to follow up a technical point. 
You referred to the Marines as troops armed for combat. 


a I talking about the War Powers Resolution. 
Yes, that is the language that applies under the War Powers 
Act. 


9) I understand that. It was my impression that 
the Pentagon has told us that they do not have bullets in 
their guns. 


4 I'm not trying to address that issue. I 
don't dispute that. This is a term of art that is within 
the language of the War Powers Resolution. 


@) I understand that. 
0 Do you have anything on Habib today? 
o No. I have nothing new on Habib. 


8) Do you have any statement with respect to the 
machine gun attack on the so-called moderate leaders yester- 
day evening meeting in San Salvador by the Martinez 
Hernandez Brigade? 


A No. I don't know anything about it. 
.@) Can you take the question? 


x I think that really falls under the heading 
of a news report, and I'm not a new. agency so, no, I don't 
have anything on that. 
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re) Let me just ask, though. D'‘Aubisson has been 
tied to that brigade in the past, and D‘Aubisson said today 
-- demanded that his powers be reinstated or he would resign 
from his position on the Constituent Assembly. 


M That's something that the El Salvador 
Government is obviously going to have to work out. I'm not 
going to comment on that. 


0 Do you have any comment with respect to the 
military situation in El Salvador? 


A No, I have nothing new today on that. 


) So you didn't want to entertain any questions 
on Central America? 


ay I am willing to entertain questions. It's 
just a question of whether I have answers for you. 


0 I was going to try to get you to -- you said 
yesterday that there was heightened activity by both army 
and the guerrillas but that there was no shift. 


A In the overall situation. 


0 Is there a shift in the region around Berlin? 
Do you perceive a shift there? 


A I don't have information to give you a tac- 
tical assessment of that. I gather from wire service 
reports that the government forces are mounting some sort of 
a counter-offensive. I haven't seen anything beyond that. 
I'm not going to try to give you a military sit rep in a 
local situation. 


What I was willing to do is to say -- is it our 
judgment that the whole situation has changed in some drama- 
tic way? -- and the answer is no. 


9 But you won't then assess if asked specifi- 
cally about the area whether the situation there has 
shifted? 


fy No. That also changes presumably in dif- 
ferent areas at different times, and I just am not going to 
get in, as I say, to a sit rep kind of situation. 


0 Most of the press reports made it seem like 
there was a pretty sound defeat to the army that took place 
there. 
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a To the seventy National Guardsmen who were 
there from the five hundred guerrillas who attacked? 


0 The fact that the whole town was -- 


on The town may not be in good shape following 
that fighting. That's possible. I just don't have infor- 
mation on that. 


0 Going back to your earlier statement, and 
just back to the Middle East for a second, would this be the 
first time an Israeli diplomat is called in by the State 
Department to discuss the incidents in Beirut? 


4 I can't tell you this is the first time some- 
body has been called in. It certainly is not the first time 
it's been discussed in diplomatic channels. 


0 Why is the Charge actually being called here? 
Somebody did ask and I didn't get it. 


A I have to assume then Ambassador Arens is not 
available. Otherwise, there would be no Charge. There 
would be a DCM, but not a Charge. 


¢) He's apparently in San Francisco. 


A One of your colleagues says he's in San 
Francisco. 


0 Do you have anything to say at all about’ the 
mass explusions from Nigeria that are going on? 


A I don't have anything new to say on that. I 
have information on what we're doing to try to assist which, 
if you want, I can give you. You could also get it later. 


Essentially, it's working with the U.N. agencies 
and the international agencies to try and help, but I don't 
have anything new today on the situation. 


0 But we haven't made any sort of statements to 
the Government of Nigeria as far as whether we think that's 
a good idea or not a good idea? 

4 That what is a good idea? 


0 The explusion, their decision to expel -- 


A I think I indicated the other day -- first of 
all, we don't comment on diplomatic exchanges, but we hope 
that all parties concerned are cooperating to insure that 
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the disruption and human hardships are help to a minimum. 
think I said that to you the other day. 


0 Thank you. 


A You're quite welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
announcement to remind you, or inform you if you didn't 
know, that there will be a press backgrounder on Austrian 
Chancellor Kreisky's visit which will be given in the White 
House press room at approximately 1:40 this afternoon. 


Happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, Go you have anything on a Green Beret 
being wounded in Salvador? 


A I guess primarily I would refer you to the 
Pentagon, but I do have some information about a trainer. 


Staff Sergeant Jay T. Stanley received -- 
fe) I'm sorry. What's the name? 


Ay Jay -- J-a-y -- middle initial T as in 
Thomas, Stanley -- S-t-a-n-l-e-y -- received a gunshot wound 
in the upper left leg while a passenger in a Salvadoran 
helicopter in the vicinity of San Vicente. 


Staff Sergeant Stanley is in satisfactory con- 
dition in a Salvadoran military hospital. We understand 
that Stanley was proceeding to a training area from San 
Salvador when the incident occurred. The pilot noticed traf- 
fic backed up on the Pan-American Highway and decided to 
check out the situation. At this point the helicopter was 
taken under fire, and Staff Sergeant Stanley was wounded. 


I don't have any details beyond that, as I say, 
and I would refer you to the Pentagon. 


0 Under your rules of engagement is he allowed 
to be armed? 

















A I think we -- allowed to be armed. We've 
addressed this question before in terms of ability to carry 
certain weapons, or a weapon, with him. 


e) So the answer is -- 

A The answer is that they are allowed to carry 
a weapon. I don't have a definition at this point of what 
that is. I can't remember what we've talked about. We've 
talked about this before. 


0 Was the Sergeant armed when he was wounded? 


A I have no idea, but this was not -- 
obviously, not a combat situation. 


0 Was it a gunship? 
A I don't have any details. I have no reason 


to believe it was a gunship, but let me refer you to the 
Pentagon. They've got the details, it's their man, it's -- 


e) Do you know if the helicopter returned fire? 
A I have no information to suggest that it did. 
0 Why would you say that this was not a combat 


Situation if you don't know whether the helicopter returned 
fire? 


A He was not participating in any combat 
Situation. That's why I say that. 


) Alan, the pilot knowing that Sergeant Stanley 
was aboard, did he violate any rules of the road, so to 
speak, by taking him to a place where gunfire might be 
exchanged? 


A Again, I think you'd have to check with the 
Pentagon, but, as I read the statement here, we're talking 
about a situation where he was going -- he was being 
transported, the pilot saw a situation on a highway, not a 
battle situation, and went down to check it out. So that's 
all I really have on it. 


0 Along the same lines, General Nutting told 
the Miami Herald yesterday that he wanted more trainers and 
more military aid to El Salvador. 





Do you have a comment on that? 

















a I don't. I don't have anything on that at 
all. 


0 Could you take that? 
oy No. I don't -- 


fe) Well, he's aU.S. official. It's the first 
time it's been said in a very long time. 


A I think that various people have addressed 
their views on this in the past. Some people have talked 
about maybe it being desirable. I think we've indicated 
here that we had no plans. 

0 So we have no plans. 


a I know of no plans. Why don't I check it 
Out, Jim, and see if I can come up with anything for you. 


fe) Do you have any update on either the military 
Or the political -- 


0 Can we stay on this one, please? Was that a 
combat zone that he was flying over in your view? 


A I don't have a view on it, Bernie. I'm not 
an expert. 


fe) Do you have a State Department view? 
A I don't think the State Department -- 


fe) I never talk to you personally anyway, so why 
do it this time? A State Department view. 


A I don't have a view on a combat zone, per se. 
He was going to -- as I say, a passenger in a helicopter 


being transported, and I would ask you to check with the 
Pentagon on details beyond that. 


@) What was the destination? 
A I don't have the destination. It was in the 
vicinity of San Vicente. Go to the Pentagon, period. End 


of subject. 


fe) Do you have a hometown for this chap? 











A No. I don't have his serial number either. 

fe) Do you have an update on either the political 
Or military situation in El Salvador that takes us up to 
events of today? 

PN I have nothing. 


fe) Nothing at all? 


a Yes. 
fe) What was the question? 
A Any update on the political situation or the 


military situation in El Salvador. 


0 Alan, have you anything to add or to clarify 
from yesterday's statement about the incident outside of 
Beirut between the Marine and the Israeli officer? 


A The IDF? No. As I indicated yesterday, 
obviously there was some need for clarification of the 
Situation so that we can avoid incidents in the future. I 
think that the Israeli Charge' indicated the same thing when 
he was here in the building yesterday evening. 


That process is going forward. There has been 
discussion on the ground in Lebanon by U.S. and Israeli 
officials, trying to work this problem out so we can avoid 
further incidents, but I don't have details to provide you 
at this particular point. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
explanation of the policy adopted by the U.S. trying to put 
the Israelis as hostile to the U.S. administration? 


A I have not seen any state..nts to that 
effect. So, I mean, obviously that's no- our purpose, but 
I'm not aware of any official statements to that effect. 


e) Do you generally hold by the statement you 
gave here yesterday? 


A Yes. 


0 Specifically the point that the area in which 
this episode occurred was under what was the American opera- 
tional jurisdiction or what ever? 











a Yes. I stand by what I said yesterday. 


) Can you tell us anything more about the talks 
with the Charge'? 


A No. I can't. 


0 Was there a formal protest or anything like 
that you can characterize? 


2 I think I gave you yesterday the general 
character that we anticipated the conversation would take 
from our point of view, the concerns we would raise. 


I think that he gave you some words when he came 
Out. I don't have anything further on it. 


0 Has the State Department checked what pre- 
vented the Marine -- 


ay I'm sorry. Start again. 


fe) Has the State Department checked why the 
Marine officer didn't use this direct line that was supposed 
to have been installed between the Israelis and the Marines 
in order to solve such misunderstandings, or whatever you 
defined them like yesterday? 


A My understanding is that some effort was made 
to use it, but it was an unsuccessful effort, but I can't 
tell you the precise details of why it was unsuccessful. 


0 Could you also confirm what the Israelis are 
Saying, that there was supposed to be a joint reconnaissance 
patrol by Israeli and Marine officers in order to decide 
exactly on the demarkation line, and this patrol was post- 
poned because the Marine officers didn't get clearance from 
their superiors? 





A No. I don't have anything on that. As I 
say, today there has been an effort on the ground by 
Americans and Israelis to go over this situation and clarify 
it, sO we can avoid further -- 


e) One more follow-up, please. Some Israeli 
officials are saying that the source of the problem is the 
directive from the Pentagon to the Marines in Beirut not to 
conduct any direct negotiations or contacts with Israeli 














forces, and had such a contact been allowed, such incident 
could have been prevented. 


Is there any reconsideration of this directive? 


4 I'm not familiar with the specifics of 
Pentagon directives on this. There clearly is a need, as 
I've been saying, for clarification of the situation to 
avoid future incidents, and we are working on it. 


2) Are we still standing by the guidance that 
was issued here yesterday dated January 26 on the perimeters 
of the Marine operation? 


a That is where we were as of that point. 
Whether as a result of the discussions there would be any 
change in that, I can't tell you, Jim. I think we have to 
wait until this process works itself out. 


fe) The point is that last Friday the Israeli 
General Drori, Ambassador Draper and the Commander of the 
Marines agreed that Israeli forces would patrol the area 
east of the Beirut railroad line, excluding the Rey Han 
College enclave. 

A According to whom? 

Q According to the Israelis. 


ay Yes. Okay -- 


fe) Now, just a minute. But there's a point 
here. 

A Is there a question? 

0 Yes, there is, and I think perhaps you went 


off base yesterday in making -- or not you, but the 
Administration -- in accordance with this agreement an IDF 
unit consisting of three tanks patrol the area approximately 
600 meters east of the railroad. 


A Joe, I think -- 


0 Well, now, -- 


A -- let's -= I'm familiar with this -- 

















e) You said that the Israelis were crossing the 
Marine line. Now there was disagreement. You agreed that 
there was disagreement. 


Was there disagreement last Friday? 

A Was there disagreement? 

0 Was there an agreement last Friday? 

4 We thought that the situation that came out 
of the discussions -- we thought the situation was clear. 


Obviously, it wasn't. 


0 Well, was there an agreement? I'm not asking 
about discussions. 


A An agreement? Big A. An Agreement? 
0 An Agreement. 
A I'm not sure whether there was an Agreement. 


I'm not sure -- 


0 You're not sure. Does the State Department 
Know there was agreement? 


Did you have a question? 
Well, you're not answering the question -- 


A 
e) 
4 No, I'm not. 
0 -- and this is very important. 
A 


I don't intend to be badgered, Joe. If you 
want to ask me a question -- 


e) Well, you're not answering the question. 
aN You're not asking a -- 
0 I'm asking a question. Was there an 


agreement last Friday between the Israelis and the U.S. 
officials in Beirut? 


on We thought that there was an understanding of 
how these incidents would be avoided in terms of where 
various -- 

















fe) I'm not asking about understandings or 
discussions. I'm -- 


a Well, I'm telling you -- 
0 Yes or no on an agreement. 


Q I'll answer -- you ask the question and I'll 
answer it. Okay? 


fe) All right. Well -- 


A Good. I'm answering it the way I'm going to 
answer it, and if you don't like it, you don't have to like 
it. 


fe) Well, you're making yourself suspect, and I'm 
trying to prevent you from being -- 


A Well, I'm not -- 
(Laughter) 


e) You talked about you need clarification of 
the situation and there has been discussion on the grounds, 
and I believe since August 20 has been this occurrence of 
events by the Israelis objecting to the presence of 
Americans all over in that area in the way of Marines. 


Besides the clarification did you get the iron 
clad commitment from the Israelis that they will not cross 
these lines that you set in the agreement to have your for- 
ces deployed with the multinational forces? 


fy I'm not going to try to address it in terms 
of iron clad agreements or that sort of thing. The point 
that we are trying to clarify yet again through, in this 
case, further discussions on the ground in Lebanon is some 
understanding of what the situation is so as to avoid 
further incidents. 


I just can't take it beyond that at this par- 
ticular point. Maybe we'll have some further clarification 
at some future point to offer you, but I can't right now. 


fe) Do the talks today involve Ambassador Draper 
and General Drori again? 








Oo No. I don't think they were -- they con- 
ceivably could have discussions either together or with 
others, but the discussions I'm talking about did not 
involve Ambassador Draper or General Drori. 


e) Alan, what has been our past policy on coor- 
dinating on the ground with the Israeli forces? 


a There are a number of different mechanisms 
that have existed for coordination, including through diplo- 
matic channels, through liaison mechanism, between Israelis 
and the MNF contingents, and so on and so forth. I don't 
have all the details of how that works out. 


0 Following on that, but is it true or not that 
in the past the U.S. Marine contingent, its officers, have 
been under instructions not to discuss deployment of forces 
and things directly with the Israeli forces? 


os You'd have to check with the Pentagon on 
that, John. I don't know what their instructions are, as I 
Said before. 


0 Alan, the last guidance we got on who was 
supposed to be where was dated 26 of January, and, of course, 
as you know, we had this meeting on 28 of January -- the 
U.S.-Israeli meeting -- to set up new guidelines about who 
was supposed to be where which seems to be one of the 
reasons for this latest incident. 


Are you going to issue any new guideline that -- 


Ay I don't know what's going to come. Again, it 
depends, I would think, what comes out of this set of 
discussions, if it turns out- to be a set of discussions that 
we'll be having. I would presume there would be some desire 
to get some understanding with a reasonable degree of preci- 
sion, so that we avoid the incidents in the future. 


I cannot tell you at this point -=- I can't specu- 
late -- as to whether we would have some other words to put 
down on a piece of paper for you. 


0 Let me be a little bit more precise, then, 
with that question. The Israelis say X, Y and Z was decided 
between them and the Americans on last Friday. 


What do we say happened, and what do we say was 
agreed upon? 
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A I'm not going to try to go back over that 
ground at this point. I think that the -- 


e) Have you ever gone over it? 

A -- the focus of our concern is to avoid 
future incidents, and that's what we are bending our efforts 
to do. 

0 24 hours later on the basis of all the evi- 
dence that you've reviewed since yesterday, did the Israeli 
tanks come into the operating area of the Marines? 

I mean, you still -- from all the evidence -- 


a I said to Hank before I stuck by what we said 
yesterday. 


0 There's no change, no modification. 


4 Stuck by what we said yesterday. 


0 Does that mean you reject the Israeli 
account? 

A I'm not going to try to address the Israeli 
account. 

) Well, I mean, the Israeli Government has put 


out a statement that directly contradicts in many respects 
what you're -- 


A That's fine. Our point -- 


0 There's a charge leveled at you personally as 
the Spokesmen of the Department. 


a Our point is that we are going to try to work 
out the problem so we don't have future incidents. 


e) In other words, can we quote you as saying 
you do not want to comment on what the Israelis said? 


oy I have no comment on what the Israelis said. 
Bernie, did you have a question? 


0 I'm just calling attention to the same thing 
they are. You statement yesterday talked about territory 
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within the operational responsibilties of the U.S. The 
Israeli statement talks about an area under complete Israeli 
control. 





Q Well, I can't -- you'd have to ask the 
Israelis what their position is. I've told you what our 
position is. There is not a lot of utility, from our point 
of view, of trying to go back over and review this as an 
historical event. What we're trying to do is avoid inci- 
dents in the future, and that's what we're spending our time 
on. 


0 Alan, one more attempt. Would you say now 
with the information you have right now, that the incident 
yesterday was a result of a misunderstanding recarding the 
exact lines, or was it a premeditated attempt by the Israeli 
forces to challenge the authority of the Marines thru? 


Q Again, as I said yesterday, I'm simply not in 
the position to read the mind of the Israeli forces. 


A If the Israelis have said, as I understand 
it, that there was no deliberate attempt to challenge the 
line, I have no particular basis for challenging that, but I 
can't read their minds and you'd have to ask them. 


e) But you said the challenge yesterday. 
0 Didn't Weinberger say that yesterday? 
fy I also said that I couldn't explain par- 


ticularly why they had -- 


0 But you're still sticking with yesterday's 
statement -- 


fy That's right. 
0 -- that this is a challenge. 


A That's how we perceived it. I'm not telling 
you what their motives are. 


0 Yeah. Well -- 


A You're talking about -- now you're getting 
into the question of motives, and I'm not going to try to 
get into other people's motives. 
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0 I'm not getting -- I'm reading you back what 
you said yesterday -- a challenge to the Marines by the IDF. 
That still stands. 


4 I stand on what I said yesterday. Let's 
leave it alone. Dick? 


0 Israeli Defense Minister Sharon is quoted as 
Saying that on September 25, 1982, in his home, a Saturday, 
he met with Habib, Morris Draper, Sam Lewis, and two or 
three senior Israeli officials -- the Director General of 
the Foreign Ministry, and so on -- and it was agreed at that 
meeting that the railroad would be the boundary. And he 
said that the Americans accepted this. 


Whatever happened to that? 


S I would have to say that that is one version 
of what went on in that conversation, but I also don't 
intend to go back over what another version might be of that 
conversation. That's not the point. 


The point is now to try to avoid incidents in the 
future. 


-- MORE -- 
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e) What gives you the problem of picking up an 
earlier question of saying that you reject what the Israelis 
said if you stand by yesterday's statement by rejecting it? 


4 You may draw whatever conclusions you want 
to. I'm not particularly inclined to address the Israeli 
Statement. I'm aqoinag to tell you what our view is of it and 
what we are trying to do. I'm not articulating Israeli 
policy. 


0 Does that mean that you didn't say what you 
Said vesterday? 


Q No. 

O What was the question? I didn't hear it. 

A I can't remember. 

0 One of the charges the Israelis made is that 


the State Nepartment issued vour statement without checkina 
with Israeli officials first or discussina the matter with 
them. Is there any truth to that? 


A I don't know whether they were told first 
specifically what we were going to say. Certainlv, before 
noon yesterday there was a clear understandina that we had a 
very serious problem with what had gone on. 


0 But isn't it usual procedure to check and try 
to find out what's going on? 


A We were in the process of doing that. But, 
in any case, that's my answer to your question. 


9) Can you explain why yesterday in this care- 
fully crafted statement there is no reference to wanting to 
get together with the Israelis, as you're talking about 
today, to work out a pattern to avoid future incidents? 


a Can I tell you why? 
0 Yes. In other words, yesterday you just laid 


down the charges without making the point that vou're making 
reveatedly today and ducking all the other questions. 


A I said that we were goina to call in the 
Charge and exvoress our views on this thina. It's also, it 
seems to me, inherent in the situation that vou don't simoly 
let a situation like that fester. You try and do something 
about it, and that's what we're doina. 
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I'm sorry if I didn't offer you those words 
yesterday. 


‘@) Is this consultation on the qround a one-time 
ad hoc thing or is a regular mechanism for consultation 
going to be set up? 





A I don't know. 


2) Yesterday, were also reports of a shell 
falling in the Marines' area. Do you know where the shell 
came from and what was the target of it? 


A I have no information of this. The aeneral 
view was that there was a stray shell that fell into the 
area, but I don't have details about where it might have 
come from or -- it was not viewed as a spvecific attack 
against the Marine area. 


0 Let's have a filing break. 
A Filing break. Any objection? No. 
0 Are these questions of boundary and territory 


legally negotiated between the two sides outside of the MNF 
committee? Can the Marines and Mr. Draper work directly 
with the Israelis on this? 


A I'm not sure that this gets into a legal 
question. I don't think that that's the context in which 
we're working. Clearly, there is good coordination, has 
been, is and will be within the MNF Coordinating Committee, 
and I'm sure that all of this is either undertaken or will 
be undertaken in the context of that committee, too; that 
they will certainly be involved in this. 


I can't tell you, though, in specifics on the 
ground when you're trying to deal with a situation that's 
there when you have people talking, whether you have repre- 
sentatives from everybody. That may not be the case, and 
I'm not sure that that's necessary. 


Aaain, as I said before, it's not a legal issue, 
per se. It's an issue of trying to prevent peovle from 
having incidents. 





@) I want to ask you to put things into perspec- 
tive. Don't you think we've talked everything now about 
the Israeli and the Marines and you didn't mention that it's 
about time, because of the incident, that the Israelis 
should get out of Lebanon. Would you say it now? 


A We have said many times we think it's time 
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for all the foreian forces to get out of Lebanon. Sure. 


0 Alan, I would like to read vou -- your state- 
ment yesterday issued the following things: you said the 
occurance of challenges to the Marines by the IDF forces 
is unacceptable. You're other line says this thing hampers 
the veacekeeping efforts of the Multinational Forces. 


Could I understand from this that the Israelis 
challenge to hamper, which is the motive behind the whole 
operation of the Israelis, to hamper the peace efforts, 
because it is in your statement? 


A As I said, I'm not going to get to the 
question of motives. 


@) I have a sort of academic question maybe. 
Was this kind of incident sort of calculated or anticipated 
by the U.S. Administration when it decided to send the 
Marines to Lebanon or it was taken by surprise? 


A I don't really have an intelligent way of 
addressing that question. I think it was pretty clear at 
the time the Marines went in there that there would not be 
an immediate withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon 
although we hoped it would be rapid. Rut auite clearly we 
would hope to avoid any such incidents and we have hoped to, 
and we have tried as they have occurred to make arrangements 
to avoid them in the future. We have not totally succeeded, 
and we're going to try again. We are trving again. 


9 At the current time, what are your estimates 
about how long the Marines will be in Lebanon, is there 
increasina pressure to get them out soon, is there any talk 
of expanding their mission there? 


A On the last point, as I said yesterday, we 
don't have a plan in hand to see what might be required for 
-- if there were a requirement for an expanded role or for 
the MNF or numbers. 


As far as duration of stay, we've always said that 
there's no easy way to set a specific limit, or to predict it. 
Go go back to what we said at the beginning on that, that it 
just is not possible given the nature of its mission. 


0 Perhans as long as another year there? 


A I know that this was addressed as a personal 
view yesterday in a hearing on the Hill, and that's exactlv 
what it was. There's no way that I can stand here and qive 
you some sort of official estimate of how lona it'll be. T 
don't know. 
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@) In light of what has been happening, the big 
hula-hula about this incident, I've got the impression from 
you that the withdrawal of the Israeli forces and the other 
forces from Lebanon is not in the offing. We're not going 
to see it soon, a little bit longer than soon. 


Would you be able to tell us what's happening in 
the negotiations, and do you share with me this assessment? 


A The question for those who might not have 
heard it because it wasn't on the microphone is, it seems as 
a result of all this, or at least an implication of all 
this, is that the foreign forces, all the foreign forces 
will not be withdrawing soon and what's happening in the 
negotiations, and do I share the assessment that, in fact, 
they will not be withdrawing soon. Fair? Okay. 


I don't think we can predict, except to say, that 
it remains very much our objective, and we are working 
toward the objective, that all the foreian forces, i.e., 
Svrian, Israeli, PLO forces, get out of Lebanon and get out 
soon. We've not withdrawn from that purvoose and, indeed, 
are continuing to work toward it. 


As far as the negotiations are concerned, I really 
would have to refer you to what's coming out dailv from 
those talks. I think there's been a lot of activity, a lot 
of meetings, indications in those statements of progress, 
but they've broken down into the subcommittees as well as 
having plenary sessions. 


As we've said before, however, we are not aoing to 
be commenting from here on the proaress of those talks. 


Q Anything on Ambassador Habib? 


a I have nothing new on Ambassador Habib today. 
9 Is he in Washington? 
A I think he is still in Washington, but 


frankly I did not see him this morning so I can't tell vou 
from personal knowledge. 


@) In the light of all the questioning here this 
morning about the incident vou reported yesterday, will you 
undertake a question to respond to the questions that have 
been asked as to whether (a) there was a snecified agreement 
between the Marines -- between our side and the Israelis 
last Friday; (2) that the Marine officer involved said that 
he was acting at the request of the Lebanese commander in 
the area, and things like that, so we get a clear picture? 
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A No, I think I'm going to stick where I am on 
this, and that is that we are working to assure that such 
incidents are not repeated in the future. 


0 The problem, if I may say so, and may ask 
you, isn't there a problem now that Israel is now being put 
into the dock, shall we say, in the Conaress and elsewhere 
by Mr. Weinberger whose motivations we don't really know 
about, and other things, that indicate that the two democra- 
cies are fighting each other with verhaps the provocation of 
the PLO? (Laughter) 


A Well, I think you're challenaing of Mr. 
Weinberaer's motivations -- I didn't hear the end of it but 
it didn't sound very appropriate. Your aquestionina the 
Secretary of Defense's motivations is totally out of place. 


0 To tidy something up, did you or did vou not 
say, so I understand this clearly, that vesterday's incident 
is a result of a misunderstanding? 


A I don't know whether I said that. I think 
that one could probably draw a conclusion of that effect if 
you take the Israeli statement and you accept the Israeli 
statement. You know what we said. If those are two dif- 
ferent interoretations and that's a misunderstandina, if 
that's the definition, there's a misunderstanding. 


I'm not going to get to the question of motiva- 
tions, however. I'm just going to say that we're going to 
be looking to working this out so it doesn't recur. 


0 Motivation is not a -- misunderstanding is 
not a motivation. I'm asking you -- 


A No. The opposite of "misunderstanding" would 
get to the question of motivation. 


0 One last thing. Prime Minister Beaqin is 
quoted today -- actually yesterdav -- today's media, -- the 
press -- that if freezing the settlements will be what is 


needed to induce King Hussein to come into the negotiations, 
he will not do that, he will not declare a freeze. 


Comming at the heels of President Reagan's vester- 
day, actually asking Israel to do something such as freezing 
the settlements, would you care to respond to that? 


A No, I don't think so. Again, the President 
reiterated his views on this yesterday. The U.S. 
Government's views, the President's views, are out on the 
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table and I'm not going to resvond to what the Prime 
Minister said. 


9) Do you say that the statement by Veliotes on 
the length, the possible length of stay of the Marines 
| is not the view of the U.S. Government but his own view. 


A He said at the time -- he was asked, in fact, 
at the time to give a personal view as onposed to an offi- 
cial view, because officially he was saving what I'm sayingq. 
But he was asked, come on, give us your personal view, at 
least, and he responded on that basis. 


9) What's vour versonal view. (Lauaqhter) 


O In today's Philadelphia Inquirer, there's an 
eyewitness account of the incident that took place outside 
of Reirut with the Marine. That reporter seems to suaaqest 
that the Israeli version is a lot closer to the truth as he 
witnessed it from 409 yards than the Pentagon's version of 
what hapoened. Are you familiar with that storv? 





A I'm not familiar with it, but I don't know 
that taking a 400 yard distant view of it is really qoina to 
be something we would respond to. 


0 What he says is that the incident took vdlace 
in a big, oven field, and that the Marine went running out 
to the tanks and that they left within a very few minutes. 
His suqgestion was that this was an area under the control 
of the Israelis. 


A I don't know what his suggestion is. I don't 
think that his suggestion has much to do with it. The point 
is that you got a detailed description of the incident from 
the Pentagon, and I have no reason to believe that the Pentaaon 
has changed its version of it. We haven't changed what I've 
Said yesterday. 


9) New subject, Alan. Do vou have any comment 
on the Washington Post story today that Brazil is taking a 
sianificant step toward developing a nuclear weapons 
potential, and does this concern the government? 








A I have a very long guidance which I will, I 
think, prefer to letting you get in the Press Office instead 
of doing it here. It's very complicated. It gets to very 
specific questions as opposed to a general reaction, and I 
really think -- 





9) Can it be made available now? 


A We can make it available after the briefina. 
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@) Another subject. There was a report in the 
New York Times this morning about a memorandum concerning 
the Namibian question and a parallel withdrawal of Cuban 
forces from Angola and South African forces in the area. Ts 
there a way to get that memorandum now that it's voublic 
information? 





a Good try. I wouldn't comment on an alleged 
leaked document, and I certainly wouldn't undertake to pro- 
vide classified information. Whether there is a memorandum 
is not, I don't know. 


2) Is there any new development in this 
Situation? Is the U.S. close to a breakthrouch? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer you 
on breakthroughs. We've indicated that we're hoveful. 
We continue to work on the problem. 


2) Hopeful of what? 


A Hoveful of a successful negotiation which 
would involve the Namibian independence and, as we've said 
before, it would involve a related issue of Cuban troops in 
Angola. 


9) What about a possibility of a ceasefire? Do 
you have any information on that? 


a What do you mean by a "possibility?" What is 
your question? 


2) I said, do you have anything on the possibil- 
ity of a ceasefire? 


A I don't know. There are -- 
0 Pardon me. 
A There are reports that South Africa and 


Angola are talking about that. I don't have an assessment 
as to whether they -- 


0 You have no assessment. Are we hoveful that 
one will be concluded? 


A That a ceasefire will be concluded? 


Q Yes. 





Or 
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A In terms of some sort of an agreement between 
them -- again, I don't want to comment in specific terms -- 
I could reiterate our belief that the talks that are going 
on have a potential for a positive contribution to the 
solution; the overall problems of regional security and 
progress toward Namibian independence. 


On the ceasefire, as to whether -- obviously, it 
would have to be one of the early steps in moving toward 
regional peace and security and is, indeed, one of the 
objectives of diplomatic efforts to arrange a reaqional 
settlement. But I don't have an estimate of how likely that 
is. 


0 There was a recent report on a South African 
newspaper which indicated that the hostages in Zimbabwe are 
dead. Do you have any new information on that or any reac- 
tion to that? 


A I have no new information; nothing that would 
confirm that. 


@) Is the State Department investigating that 
report? 


A There is a constant effort underway to stay 
in touch with the situation. The Government of Zimbabwe 
continues it's efforts to locate the hostages, following 
every lead, and we've been in constant and continuing con- 
tact with the Government of Zimbabwe and also the families 
of the people who were abducted -- the hostaaqes -- since the 
abduction occurred. 


Clearly, we are verv actively trving to stay with 
this and so on. But, again I would reiterate, we've nothing 
to confirm the report that thev're dead. 


0 Is the State Department involved with the 
fathers of the two American hostacdes. They are currently in 
Zimbabwe, and I'm wonderina if th: State Department is 
assisting them in whatever they're up to. 


A As I say, we have been in continuing and 
constant contact with them since the abduction took place. 
I think I would have to refer any questions about the trip, 
the trip of the two fathers who are there, to the families. 
I don't think it would be appropriate for us to comment on 
that. 


9) Any demands made on the kidnapping and, if 
so, have any of them been met? 
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A Other than what has apnpeared publicly, I 
don't think it's appropriate for me to comment on that. The 
Government of Zimbabwe has undertaken certain actions and 
efforts in this regard; intense search of the area of where 
they were seized, reward has deen offered for information. 
The government officials, including Prime Minister Mugabe, 
have appealed to the population for any information con- 
cerning the hostages. 


Zimbabwe radio and 7T.V. stations have hroadcast 
appeals by the families of the hostages for their safe return. 
Joshua Nkomo has also called for the release of the hostages 
and has urged the vovulation not to assist the abductors in 
any way. But I just think it would be inappropriate to go 
into any detail. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:09 P.M.) 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1983, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, available in the Press Office is the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Thomas Enders before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 
The subject is El Salvador certification. That was his 
appearance today. 


A reminder: There will be a BACKGROUND briefing 
on security assistance here in the briefing room today at 2:30. 


On Monday, February 7, at 3:00 P.M., there will be 
an ON THE RECORD briefing here in the briefing room on the 
President's Democracy Initiative. Under Secretary 
Eagleburger will be conducting that. 


One other announcement: On the release of the 
Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 1982, it is 
Our understanding that this time that the Country Reports on 
Human Rights Practices for 1982 which were presented by the 
Department of State to Congress on January 31 will be 
released to the press on Monday morning, February 7, 
embargoed for reporting until Tuesday, February 8, at 6:00 
P.M. So, Monday morning, but embargoed til 6:00 P.M. on 
Tuesday. Copies of those reports will be made available to 
State Department accredited correspondents from our Press 
Office after 11:00 A.M. on Monday. Keep in mind again the 
embargo. 


Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs and Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Charles Fairbanks, also of HA, will give an ON THE 
RECORD briefing here in the briefing room at 10:00 A.M. on 
Tuesday, February 8. That briefing will also be embargoed 
until 6 P.M. on Tuesday. 


Any questions on that rather complicated -- 
0 On the security assistance report, have you 
had a protest from the Greek Government about the projected 


increase in the Turkish military assistance program? 


A I don't have any information to give you 
about our discussions with the Greek Government. I would 
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Simply note that U.S. security assistance to Greece, as well 
as U.S. military facilities in Greece, are now under 
discussion in U.S.-Greek talks on a new Defense and Economic 
Cooperation Agreement, so-called DECA, which began in late 
October 1982 and are expected to reach a conclusion this 
year. 


The current proposed FY-84 security assistance 
program for Greece, therefore, carries over the FY-83 
levels. The U.S. Government has informed the Greek 
Government that in the context of an acceptable DECA, the 
United States Government will seek increased levels of 
defense support for Greece above the level in the current 
program. 


O And the next paragraph on your paper there, 
will that projected increase, assuming an acceptable 
agreement, keep the proportion which the Greeks insist is 
necessary to maintain a military balance in the Aegan and 
the Eastern Mediterranean -- a 7 to 10 ratio? 


4 U.S. defense support programs are guided by 
principles set forth in U.S. law, which include enabling 
Greece and other NATO allies to fulfill their respon- 
sibilities as members of NATO and preserving the balance of 
military strength in the region, not talking in terms of 
rigid formulas. 


0 In other words, you have abandoned the ratio 
that the Greeks believe the United States has committed 
itself to? 





A Our programs have been, and continue to be, 
guided by the principles set forth inU.S. law, as I say, 
which includes enabling Greece and other NATO allies to 
fulfill their responsibilities as members of NATO, and pre- 
serving the balance of military strength in the region. But 
I'm not going to define it more precisely than that, nor 
have we done so. 





0 When does Reg Bartholmew come bac. 
A I don't know when he is due back next. 
@) Alan, after the discussions that were held 


yesterday in Beirut, do you have now any new information 
about the circumstances of the famous incident? There are 
some major officials quoted by the news agencies saying that 
the Israelis deserve an apology for what was said by 
Secretary Weinberger and by some other officials. 





———— 








4 I think I would address this in terms of what 
has been agreed, as opposed to that particular thrust on the 
issue. Our Embassy has reported agreement on a "no go" line 
around a portion of the MNF position close to where the 
incident involving the Marines and the IDF took place on 
February 2. So we hope that this situation has been 
satisfactorily resolved, and there would not be a recurrence 
of incidents. 


@) Was that agreement made in concert with the 
other members of the MNF? 


A Again, I don't know what the specific steps 
taken were. I'm sure that the MNF as a whole is involved, 
but I think that it was probably taken on the spot with the 
Marines. It was a local situation around a Marine and an 
LAF position and was taken there. All of this, of course, 
falts, into the entire MNF process. This is not essentially 
a Marine/IDF question. The issue is an issue of the MNF, 
which is there, of course, at the invitation of the 
Lebanese. 


0 Besides the understanding about the future, 
there were some tough things said about the circumstances of 
the incident, and there are some press reports coming from 
Beirut that American officials in Beirut are admitting that 
the incident took place in an area which was outside the 
perimeters of the Marines' control. 


Could you tell us now if you still insist on the 
version that the incident took place in the area under the 
Marines’ control, and were the Israeli forces trying to 
challenge the authority of the Marines? 


A Basically, I've addressed this. I have no 
change in the statement that we made initially. I'm not 
aware that anybody -- and we've tried to check this -- on 


the American side has said something different about this. 


You had a third part to your question. I don't 
remember it. 


0 Maybe you could answer the third part of my 
previous question: What is your answer to the Israeli offi- 
cial who is quoted as saying that Israel deserves some apo- 
logy for the way it was treated? 


A I think that we think this incident is behind 
uS -- we certainly hope that it is -- and that the series of 
incidents is behind us, and that there will be no future 


recurrence, 

















Q 


0 Alan, in this “no go" area, is the point of 
the incident in that area, is it in the U.S. area, or is it 
in the Israeli area? 


A Of course, there was no “no go" line 
previously. As it was worked out on the ground, because of 
the physical features in the area, the actual point of the 
incident is outside of that area as that line is now 
constructed. Of course, as I say, that line did not exist 
at the time of the incident. 





0 I don't understand your answer. The specific 
question was, the point of contact -- 


fy Yes, I say that point of contact -- 
0 -- where is that now? It is in whose area? 
a It isn't a question of whose area. Let's be 


careful about that. It is outside of the "no go" line, as 
that line exists. That line did not exist prior to 
yesterday. 


0 If it is outside the "no go" line, then it 
falls into somebody's jurisdiction. Whose is it? 


aN It isn't a question of jurisdiction -- that's 
what I'm saying to you. The “no go" line represents an 
area, a line beyond which the IDF may not move and has 
agreed that it will not move. That is just the arrangement 
now, worked out on the ground yesterday in order to avoid 
future incidents. 


0 Why can't you answer my question? 

4 I did. 

0 You did not answer the question. 

4 I've answered the question. That position is 


outside of that line as it now exists; it didn't exist 
before. 


0 Where is the incident area now? Whose area 
is that now? 


A As we have stated earlier -- and in fact as we 
have informed the Israelis -- the Marine area of operation 
extends past the railroad to the old Sidon Road, so in those 
terms, it is within the Marine area of operations, in that sense. 














0 The incident took place within the Marine 
area of operations? 


A Yes. I said I'm staying with what I said 
before. I think you're getting away from the basic point, 
which is that an agreement has been reached so that future 
incidents are going to be avoided. 


(Laughter) 
0 We are not getting away from the basic 
point. 
as That is the basic point. You don't seem to agree 


with me. Try a different way. 


0 Alan, excuse me, were those three Israeli 
tanks to proceed in the exact same maneuver today as they 
did the other day, would the Marines challenge them? 


ay I think today, given the -- I can't say. 
You know, you're posing a hypothetical situation. That 
point today, given the agreement on a "no go" line, that 
point where they were met by the Marine is outside that 
line. 


0 So, whose area is it? 


A I'm not going to try and define whose area it 
is. It's Lebanese area. O.K.? 


0 Who is running around -- The tanks could go -- 


A It is the Marines' area of operation in the 
sense that we have defined it. The Israelis, however, have 
been operating in this area before. There has, obviously, 
been some disagreement on what has been said in the past 
about who should be operating where. No question about that. 
What has been tried now, again, is in a practical manner to 
work out a line around a position where there has been a 
problem so that that won't happen again. 


0 Are you suggesting that there wasn't any 
agreement prior to the incident about the line and where it 


A I said, clearly, there are different interpre- 
tations of what has been said about who would be operating 


where. 











0 So you would define it as a misunderstanding? 
A I'd say there are different interpretations. 
0 Yes. Now, the question is, if there are dif- 


ferent interpretations, why were you and why was the 
Pentagon so hasty in putting out this statement before you 
tried to find out what had happened? 


A No, I think the point also is that we had 
informed the Israelis of our view of this, and we felt that 
that had been clarified, including in the conversation on the 
28th of January. But again, you get to the day of the inci- 
dent and conversations after that, and there are still dif- 
ferent interpretations I would say probably if you want to 
address it in some narrow, legalistic sense there may still 
be. But we think that this arrangement, in fact, will avoid 
future incidents. 


0 What incident will they avoid, Alan, (inaudible) 
going to that spot or Marines challenging Israeli 
tanks that go to the spot? 


a I think they will avoid Marines and Israelis 
confronting one another, if you want to use that kind of a 
word, in this area. 


0 Is it O.K. for Israeli tanks to go to that 
area? 


A I'm not going to try and give an O.K. The 
point is that we understand the Israelis operate in the area 
between the Sidon Road and the railroad, despite the fact 
that we've had different interpretations about how that 
Should work. And although in fact, as I say, the area of 
Operation for the Marines extends to the road, we 
understand from the Embassy in Beirut that the Marines have 
not been patrolling in that area and don't have plans to do 
so, so that we don't anticipate that they would come up 
against one another. 


@) Can you take Greg's question again, please, 
and answer that question? If the Israeli tanks turned up in 
the same place today, would the Marines challenge them? 


A I can't tell you what all the circumstances 
would be. I would think that the answer depends on what it 
looks like is happening. I would suspect the answer, 
generally speaking, assuming that there were no suggestion 
that the Israeli tanks were heading for an area beyond the 
"no go" line, that there would probably not be a meeting of 
the IDF and the Marines. 











0 President Reagan this morning, in his news 
conference, was asked about whether the Marine officer acted 
properly, or something like that, and I think the President 
said that he had no other choice almost, or something like 


that. 
A Right. 


0 But my question here is, when you say a "no 
go" line, is this a demilitarizea zone, is this a (inaudible) 
Or what? 


rs No. It's what I described it. It's a line 
beyond which it has been agreed that the Israelis may not, 
and have agreed that they will not go. 


It's a practical line. 


0 Alan, on Wednesday, you gave us a description 
of the area, that the Marine control went beyond the railroad 
to just west of the Sidon Road, and then you said that 
because of these terrain features, that it might be as much 
as over 100 meters. 


Now, you have a new "no go" line that was not 
there before. Is the area on the Marine side of that line 
now smaller than it was Wednesday? 


Bh The Marine area of operations, as we said 
earlier, extends past the railroad to the old Sidon Road. 
As I also just said, we understand from our Embassy in 
Beirut that in fact the Marines have not been patrolling the 
area beyond this science faculty area and had no plans to 
do so. But now you're dealing in an area between what is 
the position and how it is viewed in a general sense, on the 
One hand, and what the practical operational facts have 
been, on the other. And the facts have been, except around 
the science faculty, that the Marines had not been patrolling 
that particular area. 


-- MORE -- 











‘@) Alan, would it be fair to say, then, that the 
area where the incident took place is now under the de facto 
operational control of the IDF? eat 


A T don't think I would care to characterize it 
that way. TI think that we know that the Israeli patrols 
enter this area from time to time. We have reached an 
agreement on a line past which they won't qo. We think that 
will solve the problem. 


O Ts the “no ao" line, so described, closer to 
the railroad than the point at which this incident occurred? 


A IT sav, at that noint, yes, because of 
topographical features, as it has heen drawn, the precise 
point where Captain Johnson met the tanks is outside the "no 
qo" line. 


a) Closer to the railroad? 
A Mo. I think it's -- the line is closer to 
the railroad, yes. I mean, the line -- T don't have a man 


to give you. Let me just describe the line, and if vou have 
a map, you can trace it. 


The line starts at the “halde triangle. It pro- 
ceeds north along the railroad tracks, forms a semicircle 
around the .S. Marine position at the Tebanon University 
Science Faculty RBuildina, and then meets the Italian area of 
operation to the north. 


But you're askina questions about jurisdiction 
versus practical onerations, and I think those are somewhat 
different concepts. 


2) Alan, besides the aqreement on the "no ao" 
line, was there any new agreement reqarding contacts hetween 
the IDF and the Marines in order to resolve any future 
misunderstandinas? 


A At the meeting that took place vesterday? 
I'm not aware of anv new qround rules that have heen laid 
down. But, aaqain, I would -- as T did vesterday, I really 


have to refer you to the Pentagon on the instructions that 
the Marines have on this. 


‘@) Can I ask three auestions? One is a follow- 
up to Rafi's. Could vou help us out with this matter? Can 
the ordinary Israeli soldier and American soldier talk to 
each other? 
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A Ask the Pentagon. I'll give you the same 
answer. 
0 The second point: President Reagan said 


today that the same soldier tried three times to challenge 
that line, and that soldier denied it. 


Who's right on that point? 





A The President has spoken to the subject. I 
don't have any different information. 


0 The third question -- and this is not face- 
tious -- does that "no go" line apply to PLO infiltrators? 
Who's going to patrol and keep them out? 





A I think that we have addressed before the 
question of PLO infiltrators. I don't think, to the extent 
that there might be any PLO infiltrators -- and, as we've 
said, we haven't found or been given any evidence that PLO 
are running in and out and using that area -- but, in any 
case, I don't think a "no go" line has much relevance to them. 
It has relevance to where we're operating. 


0 Have patrols been increased to try to prevent 
this infiltration? 


A I think you can draw your own conclusions 
from what I said. 


0 Did I understand you to say a moment ago -- 
perhaps even reading from a statement -- that the U.S. knew 
that the Israelis have entered the area of the incident from 
time to time? 

Ay That they have patrolled -- 


0 You said “have entered it from time to time." 


A They have patrolled the area between the 
Sidon Road and the old railroad tracks from time to time. 


0 And does that include the point of the inci- 
dent yesterday as well? 


A I don't know. 


0 Does the "time to time" include the incident 


urea? 
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A T don't know. T don't know where they have 
specificallv natrolled. I don't have anv snecific wav of 
doina that. 


a) No, no. It hecomes very pertinent. 


A Well, certainly there have been incidents -- 
look, there have been incidents at this same checkpoint 
that is related to this particular incident. So if vou want 
to talk about a general area, the answer is quite obviously 
yes. 


0 Alan, is there going to be any kind of a for- 
mal inquiry into this incident? 


A I know of no formal inquirv, but, again, T 
think that the Pentagon, if you're talkina about military 
operations, is the place to ask that. 


‘@) Alan, was there a checkpoint, a Marine check- 
point, at the point of the incident? 


A I think that the Pentagon has explained 
how that took place, and I refer vou to their account of 
that. 


0 Number two, vou said that accordina to 
the Fmbassy in Reirut the Marines had not heen patrolling 
that area west of the railroad track -- hetween the railroad 


track and the Sidon Road? 


A Had not been generally patrolling the area 
that is outside of what is now the “no qo" line. 


a) ™hev had not prior to the incident? 
A I think that that is generally correct. 
We're dealing with -- and T really would ask vou to qo hack 


to the Pentagon's description of the incident and how it 
relates to the checkpoint which is in that reqion and whv 
Captain Johnson went out to meet the tanks hefore they qot 
to the checkpoint. T think that that is explained. 


‘@) I just wanted to ask one more thina: Would 
it be a reasonable assumption that the Israeli tanks that 
were in that area were surprised to see Marines there at the 
time that they encountered the Marines? 
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A I don't know if it's a reasonable assumption 
Or not. I think the reason for having gone out there, in 
light of the previous history at that particular checkpoint, 
has been explained by the Pentagon. 


0 Alan, when the question of an apology came up 
before you seemed to be saying, "No, there wouldn't be an 
apology," but you didn't say that. 

Can you give us a "yes" or "no" answer? 

A I think that, as I said before, the issue is 
behind us, and we hope that there will not be a recurrence 
of future incidents. 


@) Alan, new subject? 





A No. Let's stay on this one and get it 
| through. Go ahead. 


0 The French today announced that they're 
increasing their participation in the MNF by 350. Are you 
intending to follow suit? 


| A No, I have nothing to announce to you about 
| an increase in the U.S. participation. I don't really have 
information on the French move of -- the reports -- but 
would refer you to the French and the Lebanese Governments 
on that. 








0 Alan, as I understand it, despite this "no go" 
line, there is still an area between there and the road 
where the Israeli patrols and the Marine patrols could 
overlap. 





Are there instructions to withdraw from any 
confrontation should they meet each other in that area? 
What guidelines are operating in this area? 


A You'd have to ask the Pentagon about guide- 
lines. But what I'm trying to indicate to you is that as a 
practical matter, the Israelis don't intend -- said they 


will not operate north of that line; and, although the 
Israeli -- excuse me, although the Marine area of operation 
in fact goes down to the road, they have not been and have 
no plans to operate south of that line or whatever the 
direction may be. 
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fe) So the Marines themselves will not go beyond 
the "no go" line now? 


4 I say that they have not been and they have 
no plans to do so, but, again, we're getting in the area of 
what you might see on a piece of paper versus what is being 
done at the moment, and I do not anticipate as a practical 
matter that if both the Marines and the IDF continue their 
Current practices and observe the "no go" line, that there 
would be a future incident. 


0 You consider that the Marines will not them- 
selves move beyond the "no go" line even though you still -- 


A I can only give you what I just gave you. 


0 But do you still consider the Marine respon- 
sibility up to just west of that road. 


a Yes. 

0 So in effect is that a DMZ? Is that an area 
where they're not going to -- 

A I'm not going to try to define it in those 
terms. 

0 Is that "no go" a line or a band? 

(Laughter) 

A Would you explain your question? 

0 In other words, do the two areas of operation 


come flush up against each other, or is there a band that is 
in effect, some sort of a -- 


A No, no. I think there is essentially viewed 
to be a line. There's not a gray area. 


0 Can you do any better today, Alan, on the 
question of motivations? 


A No. 
e) Israeli and American, in this whole affair? 


a No. I'm not going to discuss motives. 
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0 I just want to clarify one thing about the 
line. They said they were marking this thing off with 
colored barrels. 


Py Yes. Apparently. 


0 That is the "no go" line where those barrels are? 


Ps Yes. We understand from our Embassy that the 
Marines today marked the line with colored barrels. 


0 Did the Lebanese government have anything to 
say about that agreement between you and Israeli forces? 


A Again, I'm sure, as I said to Jim before, 
that all of this has been coordinated in terms of -- after 
all, we're talking about an MNF operation there at the invi- 
tation of the Lebanese Government, in support of the 
Lebanese Government, and I'm sure that appropriate coor- 
dination has taken place. 


0 Have you got anything today on Ambassador 
Habib's plans? 


A I think he will be returning to the region 
shortly, probably be traveling over the weekend, and in the 
area next week. 


0 Alan, I hate to belabor the point, but AP 
has a story out quoting an Israeli official as saying the 
Americans ought to apologize, and you're not saying whether 
Or not you will. You're saying you probably won't. 


But I hesitate to write at this point that you're 
saying there won't be an apology. 


A I've given you my words on that. 

0 New subject? 

A Sure. 

0 I'd like to have a clarification on the 


Brazilian nuclear question. According to yesterday's 
Washington Post the agreement between Brazil and the United 
States did not foresee the possibility of Brazil producing 
its own plutonium in the reactor and reprocessing it in its 
own safeguarded facility. 
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Therefore, according to State Department sources 
mentioned by the Post, Rrazil has not violated its aqreement 
technically. 


Is that your interpretation? 


A Yes. We have no reason to believe that any 
violation has occurred. 


‘@) Alan, did you see any effort by the Brazilian 
Government to conceal its plutonium producing activities or -- 


A I'm aoing to have to say, Roberto, beyond 
that and the fact that we don't believe Brazil is buildina a 
nuclear weapon, I'm going to rely on the quidance that was 
available in the Press Office yesterday. I don't have 
anything further for you. 


9) Just a follow-up on that. So one can assume 
that after your statement of yesterday, that there would be 
no formal request from the lnited States Government to the 
ATEFA (sic) on further inspection of Rrazilian facilities. 


A T can't tell you. I don't know. I mean, 
whatever -- I honestly did not master that rather lona 
complicated guidance yesterday, and whatever we said on that 
subject, go with that. But I stand hy the statements I made 
today about violation of intention to huild a weawnon, or 
building of a weapon, 


@) The statement yesterday said that this kind 
of thing has to be inspected, so what I would like to know 
is if there is any formal step from that point? Is the 
United States Government going to ask formally for 
inspection? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Jim, did you have a follow-up on that? 


0 I don't understand, because what you've just 
said seems to qo contrary to what was said in the quidance 
yesterday. 

A IT don't think so. I think the quidance 


yesterday was addressing itself to a number of technical, 
complicated questions such as irradiated rods, and so on and 
so forth. 
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This is designed to he a rather clearer statement, 
"vyes-no" kind of statement, because it didn't really answer 
the most pertinent questions that people were puttina 


anyway. 


‘) Can I stay in that area for a couple of 
questions? Are any State Department officials accompanyina 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick to Central America? 


A Of course, she has a role here in the State 
Department, but people from ARA you mean? 


0 Yes, that would be aood. 

os I do not know the answer to that. 

9) Can you take it? 

A No. I don't think we'll aet into the 


question of what staff miqht be accompanying her. If 
they were senior officials, that's one thing, but -- 


@) All right. Also the Foreian Minister of 
Suriname, is he seeing anvone in this building? 


a No. 

0 None? 

A No. 

0 And do you have any statement with respect to 


the alleged suicide of an army officer in Suriname? 


A Simply that our Fmbassy in Paramaribo has 
reported that the Surinamese National Radio announced that 
Major Horb was found hanged in his cell. We don't have any 
further details. 


As you know, we're concerned about a number of 
incidents that have occurred recently in Suriname, including 
the brutal killing of Surinamese citizens in December as 
well as the arrest of a number of people for allegedly 
plotting an assassination attempt and a series of house 
arrests. 


We continue to watch the situation in Suriname 
closely and with areat concern, and we hope that those per- 
sons currently in custody will receive the benefit of full 


due process. 
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) On the Middle East. Austrian Chancellor 
Bruno Kreisky, in his open conference, new conference, 
yesterday -- he gave the impression, he said that the United 
States Government has no longer a negative view of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization. 


Can you elaborate or maybe could give us some 
information about this feeling that is going on through the 
Administration? 


A No. I don't think there's anything different 
to say beyond what we've said before, which is that if the 
PLO accepts U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 
and recognizes Israel's right to exist, we will talk to 
them. 


e) Another area? 
A Yes. 
0 Do you have anything on who this Director of 


the American Department of the Polish Foreign Ministry has 
been meeting with here in the Department? Anything at all 
about the purpose of his visit here? 


ny Simply that Mr. Kinast came to Washington 
for consultations with the Polish Embassy, and that during 
his visit he has engaged in discussions with various offi- 
Cials of the Department of State concerning the current sta- 
tus of U.S.-Polish relations, but I do not have details for 
you. 


0 Do you know he met with? 
A I don't have details on that. 


0 What is the status of U.S.-Polish relations 
at the moment? 


a I don't think I have a general description to 
give you. They could stand some improvement, and we've 
indicated some of the things we think could help that, but 
I'm not going to give you a general characterization. 


0 Has there been some kind of attempt recently, 
particularly with him, to try to smooth over some of these 
bumps or reaction -- for example, the temporary closing 
of the UPI office was a rather moderate one compared to your 
reaction when Ruth Gruber was first -- 











TT. 
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A T think I would simply -- in terms of Mr. 
Kinast's visit -- stick with the lanauage I've qiven you. 
He's engaged in discussions here. I don't want to charac- 


terize those. 


0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:91 p.m.) 
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DPC #26 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1983, 12:23 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Afternoon. Two announcements 
for you. 


First, a reminder that there will be a briefing 
here today at 3:00 p.m. on the President's Democracy 
Initiative. The briefer will be Under Secretary Larry 
Eagleburger, and he will be ON THE RECORD. 


Secondly, a statement regarding the expulsion of 
aliens from Nigeria. On January 17, Nigeria announced that 
all undocumented aliens had to leave the country within two 
weeks. 


While the original expulsion order has sub- 
sequently been modified to extend the deadline for four 
weeks and for certain categories of aliens, several hundred 
thousand expellees have left Nigeria. 


It appears the numbers of expellees traveling home 
has peaked. We do not have exact numbers, but most of those 
affected apparently are Ghanaians. 


The Government of Ghana has estimated that over 
350,000 if its citizens returned home. 


We are particivating in an international relief 
effort in which the U.N's Office of the Disaster Relief 
Coordinator, UNDRO, is taking the lead in coordinating 
emergency humanitarian assistance. 


In Benin, where large numbers of expellees were 
initially concentrated, owing to closure of the Ghana-Togo 
land border by the Ghanaian Government, we authorized use of 
upd to 720 metric tons of food and donated $20,000 for 
purchase of emergency supplies such as drugs. 


In Togo we made available up to 30 tons of food 
and $25,000 for purchase of emergency supplies. 


In Niger we have Conated $25,000 to purchase fuel 
to transport the returnees from processing points to their 
home regions. 








In Ghana we made an initial allocation of 69 tons 
of food to feed returnees. 


We are coordinating with other donors under U.N. 
auspices on what additional aid might be needed in Ghana and 
elsewhere. 


Okay. Happy to take your questions. 


9) That's in print, isn't it, that statement? 
A Yes. You want a copy of that? 

‘@) Yes. 

A Yes, sure. 

0 Do you know if American citizens have been 


expelled from Nigeria? 


A I'm not aware of American citizens being 
expelled, but let me check that, and, if there's anything 
different, we'll let you know. 


0 Alan, does the State Department have any com- 
ment on the New China News Aqency report just after 
Secretary Shultz left China on the continuing difficulties 
caused by the Taiwan issue? 


A No. I don't think so, Jim. The Secretary's 
party, I think, has addressed the issue, and I don't have 
anything different for you. 


0 Did you have anything -- I wasn't here last 
week -- did you have anything after the reports about his 
Outburst at American businessmen in Peking? 


A His outburst? 
0 Yes. 
A I think, again, he addressed that in his 


press conference in Peking. 


@) Do you expect to have a backqrounder on that 
trip when he comes back? 


a Not anticipated having one. 





0 No. 

6) No. 

8) No. 

(Laughter) 

0 Have there been any requests from the 


French Government about any links between Barbie and U.S. 
Counterintelligence in 1948? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. 


0 Do you have any statement on the extradition 
yet? Still none? 


A No. I said, I think this is going to be 
between the governments concerned. Our attitude towards 
Nazi war criminals is quite clear and unambiguous. 


0 There was a charge that Barbie had been paid 
by U.S. Counterintelligence, I think in the year or two 
immediately after ‘45. 


Do you have anything on that area? 


A I don't have anything, and I don't know that 
-- again, the charge relates to intelligence activities, and 
I don't know how we could address that subject one way or 
another, Bernie. 


0 It's historical. 

A I understand, but it still gets us into that 
question. 

0 Do you have any comment on the reported 


agreement that Israel is said to have achieved between 
various warring factions in Lebanon? 


A We've seen reports that such an agreement has 
been announced, but we can't confirm them. While we feel 
that only the complete withdrawal of all foreign forces and 











the restoration of the authority of the Lebanese Government 
throughout Lebanon can lead to stability in the area, 
meanwhile we would welcome steps which ease tensions. 


To the extent that this reported agreement speeds 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the extension of 
Lebanese Government sovereignty throughout Lebanon, we would 
view it as a positive development. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Copy. Yes. 


0 Can you tell us what the agreement is? We 
couldn't hear the question? 


A There's a report in the press about an 
agreement that the Israelis have worked out between the 
Druze and Christians in areas of Lebanon. But, again, those 
are press reports, and we cannot confirm them. 


0 So, Alan, you're not saying that this 
agreement does anything toward hastening the exodus of 
foreign forces? You're just saying if it does, you endorse 
it? 


A I'll stick on what I said. There were a 
couple of different points including the welcoming of steps 
which ease tensions and to the extent that it leads or 
speeds the withdrawal of foreign forces. Then I go on with 
what I said. 


Q Alan, could you comment on a report that Mr. 
Enders has prepared a memorandum for the National Security 
Council, saying that the Government of Salvador should 
either form a coalition with the guerrillas or invite in the 
Marines? 


A We don't talk about internal documents, but 
I'd just have to say somebody would be using his imajination 
to come up with that sort of a policy as attached to 
Ambassador Fnders. 


Q Are you confident that the Lebanese Central 
Government would be able to control the Shouf area if the 
Israelis pulled from it, and this is the thrust of the report? 











A I understand the issue. I think that 
that's something that would have to be worked out by the 
parties concerned. I don't think that that's something for 
me to proclaim upon here. Obviously, that would be an issue 
of concern which the Lebanese Government would want to 
address directly. 


@) Alan, would the U.S. favor a unilateral 
Israeli withdrawal to that original 25-mile line that the 
Israelis initially at the outset of the invasion had 
mentioned? 


A Bernie, again, this is a subject for the 
discussions that are now going on, and I don't think it 
would be proper to address that. 


) Why not? I mean, you're pushing for a 
withdrawal. 

A We're pushing for a total withdrawal of all 
the foreign forces -- Syrian, Israeli, PLO -- from Lebanon. 


As to the specific interim steps that might be a part of 
that, again, I think that's part of what should be addressed 
by the negotiators. 


0 Where is Ambassador Habib now, and is he 
carrying any new ideas now with him? 


A Ambassador Habib is in Rome now enroute to 
the Middle East. I don't have anything for you on any 
instructions he might have. 


0 El Salvador? 
A Yes. Go ahead. 
0 Any definitive conclusion now on the incident 


involving the Marine and the Israeli soldier? 
A I have nothing more for you on that. 


Q Sort of on the same line. Did Ambassador 
Hinton approve the operation last week in which Staff 
Sergeant Stanley was wounded? 


A I think it's quite obviously from what 
Ambassador Hinton said this morning on television that he 
did not approve it. 











e) The Pentagon is saying that he normally would 
have -- 


A I'd have to refer you to the Embassay in Fl 
Salvador, but Ambassador Hinton addressed the issue on tele- 
vision. I think we ought to stick with what he said about his 
role and his attitude towards it. 


0 Could you tell us what he said? 


A I have a transcript. I can't tell you how 
exact it is, but I would refer you to the "Today Show" for 


QO The "Today Show." But, I mean, this explains 

a I'm sure they'll be delighted to have that 
reference. 

O I mean, is this a clarification of what 


actually d id happen? 


A No. A statement was issued by the Embassy, 
and I think also released -- made available here and at the 
Pentagon as far as we take it at this point. It is being 
investigated now by SOUTHCOM, and we're going to withhold 
any further comment in light of the fact that there is an 
investigation going on. 


0 But, in other words, the guidance you had 
initially is now regarded as not having been correct? 


A I can't tell you entirely on that. Again, 
Ambassador Hinton addressed it, and he indicated that he 
felt that elements of it in fact -- it was not an invented 
story, it was essentially right, but that there was more to 
it. 


We have made available the facts as they have been 
known to us, and we've done it as fast as we can, and 
there's nothing -- no effort here being made to hide 
anything. Quite to the contrary. So I think it's now a 
question of allowing the investigation to proceed, and not 
commenting while that's going on. 








0 You usually provide transcripts of T.V. 
interviews involving Administration personnel; why not this 
time? 


A We usually do it if it's being done from 
here. I can give you later an informal version, but I'm not 
going to let you quote it as coming from the State 
Department. If you want to quote it off the television, 
that's fine. 


@) Very frequently you put out transcripts when 
Secretary Shultz or somebody shows up in the studio for -- 


A That's right. We make an official transcript 
of that available. 


O I don't see what the difference is this time. 


A We have not made a practice of doing that 
with people overseas who are interviewed on television. I 
don't care if you want to make reference to what we can make 
available to you, you may. But I'm not presenting it to you 
as authorized because I don't know if it's exact. That's 
the only concern I have about it. 


0 How can you explain, in your initial report 
-- I think it was last Thursday -- that described the 
Stanley wounding as a result of a traffic jam, in effect, 
and the Embassy in Fl Salvador describing that flight as 
operational? 


A Again, I don't think that -- let me refer you 
to what Ambassador Hinton said. He indicated, as far as I 
know, that that sequence about dropping down on the road to 
see what was going on was as he still understands it, but I 
just think that -- 


@) Was what? 

A Initially as explained was, in fact, right. 
But I really think it is not profitable for us to be trying 
to prejudge what an investigation is going to be coming up 
with. I think this is silly. 

0 Wait a minute. 


A You want to find out what the facts are. So 
do we, and so we have an investigation going on. 


0 But you didn't hestitate to prejudge it 
Thursday. 








A Those were the reports we had initially. We 
try to give you what we have. 


Q Alan, whereas your intitial report on 
Thursday was in many ways -- I mean, it was arguably con- 
sistent, or it was understandably consistent with what later 
came out. Who said that they were on their way to a 
training area?. 


A I don't know who specifically made that 
point. The information we had came from the mission in El 
Salavador. I don't know -- 


0 So that came from the Embassy? 


A It came from the Embassy. I don't know who 
intially made that statement. 


0 And you now understand that to be wrong? 


A I think I'm going to stand on what was said 
in the statement that was issued by the Embassy and made 
available here, and I think it makes quite clear what the 
current role in this is. 


Q Under normal circumstances, is it correct 
that the Ambassador would have the final say-so over the use 
of those trainers in El Salvador as a Pentagon spokesman 
claimed this morning beyond the specific Stanley wounding incident? 


A In terms of approving each individual action 
that a trainer takes, I would doubt very much that he would 
approve each individual action. In terms of, is he the 
general authority -- 


@) General policy -- 


oe May I finish? In terms of the final 
authority within country about what is proper and what is 
not proper, clearly, the Ambassador is the final authority. 
But I can't tell you what is submitted to him in each case that 
a trainer is taking an action. I would doubt that he 
reviews the daily schedule of the trainers personally each 
day, but he has -- 


@) Might he begin that? 


A He has ground rules laid down. I'm sure 
they're going to be making efforts -- I think he explained 
that again this morning -- to be sure that there's no misun- 
derstanding and no violation of those ground rules. 











Q Do the same rules that govern the trainers 
and what they do govern also the MILGROUP itself? 


a They're part of the Embassy Mission. 


0 There was this report in the Post over the 
weekend -- Sunday, I guess -- that said that the head of the 
MILGROUP had been in the same area on a helicopter not less 
than twenty feet from the ground. Was there anything to 
that? 


A I have no idea. Again, I think the issue 
here is what is the mission of that particular individual, 
and the mission, as described in the statement that I hope 
you have read by now that was issued over the weekend, makes 
it clear that it was not entirely simply a trainina mission, but 
had an operational dimension to it. 


0 I understand, but I'm referring to the 
MILGROUP. 


an I don't know. 
0 Is that a subject of your investigation? 


A I can't tell you what they will want to look 
into when they get down there. But the investigation, I 
think, relates, at least in the first instance, to the 
things that went on with regard to these two flights. 


Q When these trainers were first shipped down 
there, Alan, it seems to me that the training was said to be 
promised to take place in garrison rather than in the field. 
Did Ambassador Hinton change those orders? 


A I'm not aware of that particular restriction. 
I think it's been quite clear that trainers have not totally 
been within a garrison environment, but I don't know what 
the rules are. Let me look and see if I can find something 
about what the parameters are in terms of Ambassador 
Hinton's role in that. 


Q Still on Salvador but not advisors or trainers. 
Any comment on the Archbishop's statement yesterday? 


A We don't have the complete text of the Acting 
Archbishop's Sunday homily, but obviously we would share his 
Gismay about any non-combantant civilian deaths that might 
have been the result of fighting around Berlin. 


Our own understanding, along with press reports, 
indicates that a large proportion of the civilian population 











10 


had been forced to abandon their homes in Berlin during the 
initial guerrilla attacks on the city before the Salvadoran 
Army had launched its own offensive. The facts surrounding 
any reported bombing of Berlin are still unclear, and we're 
simply in no position to make a definitive comments on the 
subject. 


0 On the 16th of January the Archbishop said 
that there should be negotiations between the FDR/FMLN, by 
name, and the government and the army. Does the State 
Department have a comment on his recommendation? 


A No. I think our position on the question of 
negotiations is quite clear. 


0 The Post says this morning that former 
Senator Stone of Florida is being appointed the 
Administration's public spokesman for Caribbean/Central 
American policy; is that true? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Enders is going to Madrid, I understand, this 
week. 


A I think he's there now. 
Q Can you tell me why he's doing that? 


A We consult from time to time with a number of 
governments outside of the region about questions in the 
region. We do this with a number of countries on a number 
of different regions. 


) Is it in connection with the Gonzalez peace 
plan that's been talked about in Central America? 


A I don't have details for you about what he's 
discussing, but I think that the general issue of our relations 
and policies and concerns about Latin American would clearly 
be the focus of what he's talking about. 


0 One other question, with respect to the nego- 
tiations. You said it was quite clear, but as much as the 
press commentary has indicated in testimony last week, 
Enders admitted that there was a certain lack of clarity. 
Could you spell it out? 


A I think what he said, and I think correspon- 
dents who wrote on that perhaps did not pay sufficient 
attention to what he said, was that as a result of the cer- 
tification proceedings and so on that there were confusing 
signals coming out of the United States. I don't think he 

















ll 


said that the Administration's policy was confused. He 
clearly did not say that and did not intend to say that. If 
you look at the quotations, I think you will find that is an 
accurate summary of what he said. This continues to be 
picked up as though he said that American policy was 
confused. 


As I say, the only reference to confusion was the 
fact that you have different voices coming out of the United 
States but the Administation's policy is not -- 


Q Can we change subjects? Any comment to the 
report in today's Washington Post regarding the speculation 
in Israel over the findings of the Commission of Inquiry? 





A No. 


0 Do you have any comment on the upset victory 
of General sStroessner in Paraguay? (Laughter) 


A No. 


8) The Lebanese Central Government has sent an 
envoy to this town and he met -- 


A To where? 


re) To Washington. He met officials in this 
building and in the Pentagon. The mere reason, as I 
understand, for his visit is to get you to send some more 
Marines to jointly enter the area where Israel is going to 
be pulling out of, mainly the Shouf area where the fighting 
had been taking place. 


A I'm not aware of it. Don't know anything 
about it. 


0 Do you have any response to the Greek 
Government's protest over the increasing aid for Turkey? 


A We addressed this last week, and I don't have 
anything new for you. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment regarding the African Development Rank. Todav at 1:45 
p.m., President Reagan will host a ceremony in the White 
House marking the entry of the United States as a new member 
of the African Development Bank. The President of the 
African Development Bank, Wila Mung'Omba, will join President 
Reagan on this occasion. Other guests will include 
Secretary of the Treasury Donald Regan, Acting Secretary of 
State Kenneth Dam, members of the African diplomatic corps 
and representatives of the U.S. private sector active in 
Africa. 


AFDB President Mung'Omba and Thomas Dawson, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary in the Treasury Department, will be pre- 
pared to answer questions immediately after the ceremony in 
the White House press room. 


For a more in-depth discussion of the African eco- 
nomic scene and the operations of the AFDB, Mr. Munaq'Omba 
has agreed to be available to the media, February 9, at 
19:00 a.m., in the Douglas Room of the Four Seasons Hotel. 


That's all in the way of announcements. I'll be 
happy to take your questions. 


9) Alan, reaqardina the Israeli Commission 
report -- I don't know how you care to address this -- one, 
will it have any effect at all on the matter of negotiations 
for the withdrawal of forces from Lebanon? Will it perhaps 
accelerate or slow that process because of political results 
in Israel? 


A First of all, as far as the report is con- 
cerned, in itself, we would not have any views to offer on 
it. With regard to your specific question, we don't see why 
the impact of this report, whatever that may be, should 
affect the Lebanese negotiations or the current Habib 
mission. 


Our view is clear. The issues being addressed are 
urgent, and they must be resolved as soon as possible in the 
interest of Lebanese stability and sovereignty as well as in 
the interests of Israeli security. 





0 Does it follow, then, that you make no 
distinction between the views held by Sharon and the views 
held by the Israeli Cabinet? 


a I don't know to what views specifically you're 
referring. 


2) You don't see why it should have an impact, 
you're saying, therefore -- 


a I will stick with the statement I just gave 
you. 


8) Alan, does the United States, which has had 
its own personnel in Beirut throughout this period, has 
it ever come to any conclusion of its own as to the 
responsibility for the massacre? Does the Commission report 
accord with those views, whatever they are? 


A We have not tried to draw those kinds of 

: conclusions. We have noted that both the Israeli and 
Lebanese Governments have had investigations under way, and 
have not tried to make judgments of our own on that. 


0 In the Commission report, at least accordina 
to wire service stories, there is some implicit, at least, 
criticism of the United States on two grounds: one is 
perhaps a premature withdrawal of the peacekeeping force 
initially before the massacre; and second, not enough 
pressure on the Lebanese Army to take over the policing 
duties. Do you have any comments on those? 


—— 


A No, not really. We've addressed those issues 
in general ways before, but in terms of the report itself, 
I'm not going to comment. 


0 Do you have any information today about the 
progress of the Lebanese investigation? 





4 I don't have anything for you on that. 


8) Alan, why do you say you don't see why the 
report should have any effect on the Lebanese negotiations? 


A I refer you back to what I said. Our view is 
clear that the issues being addressed are urgent, and that 
they must be resolved as soon as possible in the interest of 
Lebanese stability and sovereignty as well as in the 
interests of Israeli security. 








0 Do you have any characterization of the 
report itself? As reported, at least from what I've seen on 
the wires, one of the closing statements was that this was 
impartial and that the Board of Inquiry hoped that it would 
be seen as that. Does the State Department have any 
reaction? 


A I don't think it would be appropriate for us 
to comment on the report in any way. 


0 Just to clarify your statement, you say you 
don't see why the Commission's report should have an impact 
-- should affect the Lebanese negotiations -- but that 
doesn't mean to sav you don't believe that it might. 


A i'r, going to have to stand again on what I 
Said here. 


O Alan, the Habib mission, the President said 
that Mr. Habib was going back with some new plans and propo- 
Sals. Can you go into any of that? 


A No, I have nothing for you beyond what the 
President said. 


O Alan, there are reports, hypothetical, or 
scenarios which are circulating now that it mav be that Mr. 
Begin will call for an election, and this will put things 
behind. What is your position going to be - 


A This gets into not only the realm of specula- 
tion of the hypothetical, but aiso into what the Israelis 
might do internally, and I'm just not going to get into that. 


0 To go back to the Lebanese investigation, does 
the United States consider it important that the Lebanese 
investiaation come to some sort of conclusion? 


A I don't have a value judqment to offer you on 
that. 

@ So it has no bearing on our assessment -- 

A I didn't say that. I said I don't have a value 


judgment to offer you. 


0 This question also concerns the Middle Fast. 
Do you have anything about the visit of Mustafa Dudin from the 
West Bank? 





a No. 
@) He is in the United States. 
A Yes. I don't have anything on his visit. 


@) He is not going to meet any of the officials of 
the State Department? 


A I'm not aware that he is. He did not during his 
last visit, and I'm not aware of a change in that. 


0 Alan, is it implicit in your statement that 
perhaps one outgrowth of the report would be early elections 
in Israel? And is it not implicit in your statement that 
that should not have an impact in the negotiations in 
Lebanon? 


A What I said was that we don't see why the 
impact of the report, whatever that may be, should affect 
the Lebanese negotiations or the current Habib mission, and 
I will stand on that. 


0 This morning, Yassar Arafat from Amman was 
interviewed on ABC, I believe. He made the statement that 
although he was, I think, pleased with the results, he made 
an accusation against the United States and Israel, and said 
that the first criminal, Menachim Begin, was not taken to 
trial. He called for the establishment of tribunals like 
the Nuremburg Trials to take the United States and Israel to 
task because of the laxity in this massacre. What do you 
comment on this? 


A I don't have any comment. 


0 The PLO spokesman, the head of the information 
office, also made a statement this morning saying that Lebanon 
is not demanding that the PLO troops withdraw their forces, 
just that the Israelis withdraw. Is that Lebanese policy as 
we understand it? And do we concur? 


a I would have to let the Lebanese Government 
articulate its own policy. I would repeat what we've said 
before, which is that it is our understanding that the PIO and 
the Syrians both would be withdrawing, and would be willing to 
withdraw in the context of the withdrawal of all the foreign 
forces, including Syrian, PLO and Israeli forces from 
Lebanon. I have no reason to change that estimate, or to 











think that that is something different from the Lebanese 
Government's view as well. But I think that the Lebanese 
Government would have to articulate its own policy. 


0 One more follow-up: did President Reagan's 
statement yesterday, when he omitted PLO and Syrian troops, 
indicate any shift in policy or emphasis? 


A No. 


0 Alan, on the general subject of the Middle East, 
do you have anything on the new Iranian offensive? 


A I have a little bit for you. 

0 Can we stay on the same subject? 

A All right. Go ahead. We'll come back to that. 

0 There was a report in this morning's Christian 
Science Monitor that suggests that Israel is attempting to 


establish village leagues in southern Lebanon along the lines 
of the village leagues it has tried to establish on the West Bank. 








Is that in accordance with your knowledge of what is 
going on? And if it is true, how does it gibe with the plans 
to get a complete withdrawal of all foreign forces? 


A I don't have a comment for you on the specific 
report, but our position remains that we want all foreign 
forces, including those of Israel, as well, of course, as 
the forces of Syria and the PLO to withdraw from Lebanon as 
soon as possible. At the same time, we want to see the 
authority of the Central Government of Lebanon extended 
throughout the country, and we oppose any actions which 
retard the achievement of these fundamental goals. 


@) What does that last phrase mean? 


A It means we oppose any actions which retard the 
achievement of these fundamental goals. 


0 Would you oppose, as we've asked you, a unila- 
teral Israeli withdrawal? 


A I addressed that before. 


0 But I'm asking you about this new language 
you're using now. 











A If you want to apply -- 


@) Could you give us an example of something you 
would oppose under that heading? (Laughter) 


A I will stick with the statement I've just 
given you in the context of the question that was asked 
about the Christian Science Monitor story on the establish- 
ment of village leagues in southern Lebanon. 





0 Is the Department looking into the question of 
how the transcript of the meeting of Ambassador Arens, Deputy 
Secretary Dam, and Ambassador Habib reached Newsweek magazine? 





A I don't have anything for you on that. 


-- MORE -- 














0 Alan, would you refresh our memories on what 
you have said in the past concerning a partial withdrawal as 
a-e-- 


A Basically our approach is to get a total 
withdrawal. I am not going to comment on the question of 
how that might be achieved in terms of specifics within the 
context of a total withdrawal. That's something to be 
worked out on the ground by the various negotiators. 


Our objective, stated probably more often than 
you'd like to hear, is to get a total withdrawal of all 
those foreign forces. 


0 But you are not ruling out countenancing a 
partial withdrawal to achieve that end? 


A That's right. I'm not addressing the 
question of how that might be achieved, but total withdrawal 
is our objective. 


0 Can I follow this? If there is a simulta- 
neous withdrawal of the Syrian and Israeli forces to come to 
an agreement, you will object to this type of partial 
withdrawal or symbolic withdrawal from both sides, the 
Syrians and Israelis? 


A Again, I'm not addressing myself to that 
question. I think it depends on the context in which 
anything would take place. It depends on the agreement 
hetween various parties, and so on. I just can't address 
that. That's something for the negotiators to address. 


O You said before that it was our understanding 
that Syria and the PLO would be willing to withdraw in the 
context of a total withdrawal? 


A Yes. 

0 Do you have those assurances from -- 

A I don't want to characterize what we have or 
don't have. I think we've said before that the Syrian 
Government addressed this issue. The Secretary addressed 
this, I think, in his press conference, and so on. I would 
stick by what I've said in terms of what is on the public 
record already about the PLO attitude. But I don't have 
anything new to offer you in t sms of defining that. 








@) You're really talking on the basis of state- 
ments made by Syria and the PLO rather than our 
understanding, which would sugaest something beyond that, or 
you don't mean to? 


A I'm not sure I understand the distinction 
you're drawing. 


0 Well, there's quite a difference between a 
public announcement by a government, as you certainly should 
know, and our understanding of something. 


A I think that our understanding is consistent 
with what I've just said to you. 


0 Based on public statements by the two? 


x Again, I'm not going to go into the question 
of the entirety of what our understanding is based on. I'm 
giving you what our understanding is, and I stand by that. 


@) Alan, another subject? 


Oo Alan, before going to another subject, would 
you mind answering what I asked you about Iran and Iraa, 
the new Iranian offensive? 


A Right. We understand from various sources 
that on the evening of February 6, the Iranians attacked at 
several points along the front, mainly in the area near 
the Iranian city of Dezful, but I'm not able to comment on 
the course of the fighting. 


Our policy with regard to the Iran-Irag war has 
been clear and consistent since the outbreak of hostilities. 
The policy enunciated when Iragi forces entered Iran remains 
Our policy today. 


The U.S. supports the independence and territorial 
integrity of both Iran and Iraq, as well as that of the 
other states of the region. In keeping with our policy 
worldwide, we oppose the seizure of territory by force. 


We see the continuation of the war, as we have 
repeatedly said, as a danger to the peace and security of 
all states in the Gulf region, and we have therefore con- 
sistently supported an immediate cease-fire and a negotiated 
settlement. 





We have welcomed constructive international 
efforts to bring an end to the war on the basis of each 
state's respect for the territorial integrity of its neigh- 
bors, and each state's freedom from external coercion. 

We have maintained a firm policy of not approving 
the sale or transfer of U.S.-controlled military equipment 
and supplies to either belligerent. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Yes, fine. You had a question? 
0 Yes. Can you confirm yet whether Romania is 


imposing its education decree? 


A A number of cases have now been reported by 
the U.S. Embassy and other embassies in Sucharest, as well 
as by individuals abroad who have family members in Romania. 


We're concerned that the Romanian Government may 
have begun to imolement the tax, although we have no confir- 
mation from the Romanian Government to that effect. 


We're in continuing contact with the Romanian 
Government on this matter. 


0 Will the U.S. deny MFN as a result? 


A U.S. law on this is clear. Implementation of 
the Romanian education tax would mean loss of Romania's MFN 
tariff status. We've made that point explicitly to Romanian 
authorities. 


9) Alan, when you said -- to vome back to that 
question I asked you before about our understanding that 
Syria, PLO would be willing to withdraw in context of total 
withdrawal, if I quote you correctly on the basis of what 
you said, are you therefore by implication singling out 
Israel as being responsible singly for the stalemate in the 
negotiations in Lebanon? 


A First of all, I'm not sure I'd agree with the 
word “stalemate.” We have said that these negotiations are 
proceeding much more slowly than we would like to see them 
proceed. 
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Negotiations, of course -- there are different 
talks which need to proceed, but I think we need to see 
agreement on all fronts. I'm not going to try to single 
out, evaluate and weigh the various portions of this. 


Q But the thrust of your question would 
pointedly single out Israel. Is that what you -- 


A Israel has also expressed its intention and 
desire to withdraw all its forces, so I don't see a dif- 
ference in that. 


@) Where is Ambassador Habib now, and when do 
you expect him to go to Jerusalem? 


A He is in Jerusalem. 

Q He's in *-:usalem? 

A That's my understanding. 

Q Do you know with whom he's meeting? 

A I don't have any details. As usual, I don't. 
Q The Washington Post today made reference to a 





sale of surplus U.S. butter to Egypt. Have we announced 
that? Is there any -- 


a I'm not aware of any announcement, but I 
guess I would have to refer you to Agriculture. 


0 There won't be a statement from here on that? 
A I don't have anything on it. 
Q Could you look into it, please? 


NX No. I think I'd refer you to Agriculture in 
the first instance. 


Q Any more details about the anticipated visit 
of the Secretary to the Middle East -- 


A I have nothing. 
QO -- in the next month? 


A I have nothing new on this. The Secretary's 
indicated he would go when he thought it would be useful for 











ll 


him to go, but I don't have anything to announce on that. 


0 Robert Hunter, the former National Security 
Adviser of the Carter Administration, suqagested that -- 


a Who's this? 

0 Robert Hunter -- 

ray Hunter. Yes. 

0 -- suggested on, I believe, CBS this mornina 


that together with the efforts of Ambassador Habib that he 
sees that the Administration ought to appoint a special 
emissary Or a special negotiator for the West Bank and Gaza 
in addition to all of the efforts which are done by 
Ambassador Habib. Do you have any -- 


A We have Ambassador Fairbanks specifically 
working on that task. 


0 It looks like he has some idea to maybe 
increase the people in the area to have some -- 


A We don't have an idea to do that. 


@) Alan, why is Mr. Eagleburger meeting with Mr. 
Dobrynin this afternoon? 


A Ambassador Dobrynin requested the meetina. 
They do meet from time to time. I don't have specifics to 
offer you. 

2) What time is that? 

A It's on the public schedule. 

0 3:00 o'clock. 

A 3:00 o'clock? 


0 At 3:30 it's the Helsinki Watch Committee. 
Are the two things related? 


A I don't have any information, again, on the 
reason Ambassador Dobrynin is coming in, any specifics of 
his coming in, so I couldn't comment on that. 
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0 Excuse me if this has been asked recently, 
but there's been repeated recently from Israel a story to 
the effect that American negotiators in connection with the 
incident involving the Marine Captain and the Israeli tanks, 
American negotiators in Beirut agreed that the Marine 
Captain was wrong. These are stories out of Israel. Do 
vou have any comment on that? 


A Yes. That is not an accurate report. 
Somebody in Israel may be sayina that that's accurate, but 
that is not the case. 


6) In other words, no acceptance of some -- 


a I think we've addressed this at more than a 
necessary length, and I stand by what we've said before, and 
I'm not going to ao back over it. The answer to your 
question is that it is not accurate that the U.S. changed 
its position on this. 


8) Alan, the sunposed links at some point in the 
past between Klaus Barbie and U.S. Intelligence keep on 
cropping up in the press. 


Has the French Government asked the U.S. for any 
background information on any possible connection between 
Barbie and U.S. Intelligence? 


A The answer is I don't happen to know, but I 
also couldn't take it because we'd be getting into the 
question of diplomatic interchange, and I wouldn't get into 
it. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on Vaclav Havel, 
the Czech playwright who's supposedly very ill? 


A Yes. We're aware of reports that he has been 
ill. We have made our objections to the arrest, harrassment 
and intimidation of dissidents, and of Vaclav Havel in par- 
ticular, known to the Czechoslovak Government on numerous 
occasions, both through bilateral contacts and in inter- 
national fora such as the Helsinki Review Conference in 
Madrid. 


We deplore the fact that the conditions of Havel's 
confinement have contributed to the deterioration of his 
health. We understand that Havel has been moved to a medi- 
cal facility, that he is receiving inmecical attention, and 
that his condition is improving. 
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0 Do you have a spelling on that? 
2 Spelling: V-a-c-l-a-v H-a-v-e-l. 
0 And he's a playwright? 


A I'm coached from the back of the room that he 
is a playwright. I don't have that here. 


0 One more on Romania: Did Secretary 
Eagleburger meet yesterday with Mr. Malitza? 


A Yes, he did. He met with him at the 
Romanian's request. They have met on a number of occasions 
to discuss matters of mutual interest, including the educa- 
tion repayment decree. Yesterday's meeting which is, as I 
say, was at the Romanian's request was such a meeting. 


0 This is the Romanian Ambassador? 
A Yes. 
0 Alan, your earlier comment, you said, "May 


have begun with this tax." Why -- 

A We have reports, and we're concerned that 
they may have begun to implement it, but we have no confir- 
mation to this effect from the Romanian Government, and we 
are in touch with then. 

0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #28 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1983, 12:08 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcement. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


fe) F-104s, Alan? 

A Yes. F-104s. That's an airplane, I 
understand. 

0 Yes, it is. A very old one, apparently. 

A Do you have a specific question? 

fe) .es. Taiwan. 

A What about it? I'm serious. I want to know 


what your question is. 


0 You have been sending F-104s to Taiwan since 
December. How many? When was the decision taken? 


A I don't have specifics on "a decision." Let 
me refer you back to a few things. First of al], I would 
refer you back to our statement of last January; that is, a 
year ago, in which we indicated that in addition to 
extending the F-5E co-production program in Taiwan, that we 
would be replacing aging aircraft now in Taiwan's inventory 
with comparable aircraft. Start with that. 


Secondly, this, therefore, has been an on-going 
program underway for several months and is consistent with 
the joint communique of August 1982. 


In terms of numbers, there was a shipment of 
aircraft in December -- December 29th was the first sale. 
I can't tell you exactly when shipment took place. I don't 
have sort of detail -- of 23 aircraft, and that sale was 
valued at $11 million dollars. I understand there's going 
to be another sale of fourteen aircraft in the next week to 
two weeks. That is valued at $6-1/2 million dollars. 


0 The total figure that the Pentagon is giving 
Out is 66 aircraft. 


A I don't know. I don't have information on 
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any future sales beyond these that I've just given you, 
which I guess adds up to 37. I'm not denying it. I- don't 
know. 


0) Has the Chinese Government reacted to this? 


A I couldn't address whether the Chinese 
Government has reacted to it because we would be getting 
into diplomatic conversations. I would simply point out 
that, as I said before, it's within the terms of what we 
announced a year ago and is fully consistent with the com- 
munique of August. 


Q Was it raised during Secretary Shultz' visit 
to Peking? 

A Again, I think it would be inappropriate to 
discuss that. 

fe) Are these 14 and 23 all F-104s? 

A Yes. 

fe) You say that next shipment was $6.5 million? 

A Yes. 

0 In two weeks? 

A In the next week to two weeks; 7 to 14 days. 

0 You have no other information on future 
sales? 

A No, I don't. 

fe) Can you tell us anything more about that 


plane, Alan? Do you have any biographical sketch of that 
plane? 


A No. It's obviously not a new plane. As I 
understand, the design is some thirty years old and the pro- 
duction was in the Sixties. But I'm not an expert on this 
obviously, and I think you have extended the limit of my 
technical knowledge. 


) When you say “sale over the next week or 
two," do you mean delivery? 


A Again, I don't know what delivery dates, and 
so on and so forth, are. I can't tell you. 
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@) You don't know whether any have, in fact, 
arrived? | 

A I don't know. 

fe) On the same subject of aircraft, have the 


F-16s been delivered to Pakistan now? 


A I don't know about that. I think probably 
you ought to check with the Pentagon on the Pakistan deli- 
veries, or with the Pakistan Government. I just don't know. 


0 Why wasn't this announced rather than coming 
Out the other way? 


A Announced? 


9 In other words, why wasn't this announced 
that such a sale was being made when the sale was made, I 
think, you said December 29? 


A I don't think all sales are announced. It 
depends on the circumstances, what it is, that sort of 
thing. 


0 And why was this one not -- 


A This is a small sale. It's $11 million 
you are talking about. 


‘@) Does the timing seem appropriate or is that 
just not important; that is to say, the Secretary in China 
arranging summit meetings and trying to broaden contacts, 
and so on and so forth? 


A As I say, the first sale was in December, 
which was a couple months ago -—- certainly not in the context 
of the Secretary's visit. I think that the story came out 
shortly after the Secretary left China. That's quite 
separate and distinct from when the sale was made, so I 
don't see a relationship between the two at all. 


fe) Can you announce all future arms sales to 
Taiwan even though you may not consider them important? 


A No. I don't think I would commit us to 
announcing all future arms sales to anywhere. 


fe) You think this will have any impact on the 
Secretary's expression that renewed efforts have been made 
to freshen up the Chinese-American relationship? 


A I think the Secretary's remarks stand on 





their own. I've indicated how we view this in the context 
of the announcement we made a year ago and of the August 
communique. I don't think I need to take it beyond that. 


0 New subject. Do you have any comment today 
on the Israeli Commission of Inquiry or the possibile poli- 
tical changes in Israel? 


A No, not beyond what I said yesterday. 


) Do you have any comment on the column this 
morning of Evans and Novak in the Washington Post about the 





A Remind me. I read it but I don't remember 
the subject. 


Q The Jewish lobby is preparing a blitzkrieg 
against the Administration; something like that? 

A No, I don't have a comment. 

0 Does the State Department have any reason to 


disbelieve the figure in the report of 700 to 800 dead in 
the two camps? 


A We don't have an estimate, so I don't have 
reason to disbelieve it; no. But I don't have an indepen- 
dent estimate either. I can't really address myself to it. 


0 In the last issue of Newsweek there was a 
transcript of the conversation between Phil Habib and Dam 
and Israeli Ambassador Arens. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A No. 
0 Is it an accurate transcript, can you say? 
A I obviously would not comment about accuracy 


Or non-accuracy of a private conversation. I just don't have 
any comment on that. 


fe) Anything about Ambassador Habib's next step? 


A No. He remains in Jerusalem, but I don't 
have anything further. 


fe) I understand there is something in the 
Inquiry Commission report which suggests that Israel 
repeatedly asked the United States to try to persuade the 
Lebanese to conduct mop-up operations in the Palestinian 
areas Of Beirut and that the United States refused to do 


this. 











A I think we have addressed ourselves to the 
question of the role. You're talking about going back to 
the first introduction of the MNF, and we've addressed our- 
selves to that many, many times ON THE RECORD and I'm not 
going to go back over that, and I am not going to get into 
the question of what the Commission report said. 


OQ Also on Lebanon withdrawal, is the Uniteu 
States opposed to a partial withdrawal of -- 


A I've been asked this now two days. This is 
now the third day in a row. I really would go back and take 
a look at what I said. 


--MORE-- 











@) Alan, the Lebanese Prime Minister has said 
that he has written guarantees and assurances from both the 
Syrians and the PLO that “they will withdraw totally from 
Lebanon at the appropriate time." 


Do you have anything on that? 


A As I said yesterday, it's our understanding 
that they would be willing to withdraw totally. I don't 
intend to go into what constitutes the basis for that 
understanding, but I addressed this yesterday. I don't have 
a particular comment on the remarks that you're citing. Let 
me just leave it at that. 


6) There was this morning a meeting with Phil 
Habib in Israel. Is it your understanding that the pace of 
the talks is not influenced by the developments in Israel? 


A I said yesterday that we don't see why the 
impact of the Commission report, whatever that may be, 
should affect the Lebanese negotiations or the current Habib 


mission. 


I said that our view is clear, that the issues 
being addressed are urgent, and that they must be resolved 
as soon as possible, both in the interests of Lebanese sta- 
bility and sovereignty and in the interests of Israeli 
security. I don't have any reason to change that view. 


0 Alan, Peter Sherman last night and I think 
this morning on CBS, if I'm not wrong, indicated that there 
are fears in Lebanon, throughout West Beirut and other 
areas -- the occupied territories -- that future massacres 
might happen. 


Do your men on the ground, your sources on the 
ground, warn you or alert you that such a possibility might 
happen, and what guarantees do you have for the Palestinians 
now in the way of securing them so that they will not have 
to fear any more reprisals or any more massacres? 


A I'm sure that issue is one that would need to 
be addressed by the appropriate people in the various nego- 
tiations, and that would be certainly a matter of concern. 


I don't think I'm going to get into the question of 
what internal reporting we get on this, but I think that 
this is a matter we know to be of concern. We know what the 























history was, and, as I say, it's something to be addressed 
by the Lebanese with the various parties. 


0 You are part of the parties. 


A I think it can be addressed, but I don't 
intend to try to spell out arrangements here, when that is 
something which has to be worked out on the ground between 
various negotiators. 


Q Let me follow this, if you don't mind. The 
question that President Reagan said day before yesterday, on 
Monday, that the possibility of increasing the Multinational 
Forces and the possiblity of the Marine contingent being 
increased there -- is this one of the things that could be, 
you know, interposed into this situation? 


A I don't want to try to speculate how those 
concerns that you've raised might be addressed. The fact is 
that I'm sure they will be addressed by the people on the 
ground, but I don't want to try to make the connection that 
you're making. I just would like to leave that to the 
negotiators. 


0) Alan, in the report released yesterday the 
Commission seems to praise Israel for what it has done, and 
in a way criticizing other parties who stood by -- Lebanon, 
I guess, Arabs, and I understood also that maybe criticism 
of the Administration here for not at least having looked 
into it in any way. 


Do yOu understand it as the way I did, and, if you 
do, do you have any answer or reply to that? 


A Again, I'm afraid I'm just going to stick with 
our position of not commenting in any way on the Commission 
report. 


Our position on the role of the Multinational Force 
and the question of withdrawing that Multinational Force has 
been addressed several times in the past, and I don't have 
anything new to add to that. I'd refer you back to some 
comments that the Secretary made, I think, on this a long 
time ago. 


fe) New subject? 


A Please. 














6] Alan, do you have any comments on the Spanish 
Prime Minister's comments or statements on rapprochement 
between the United States and Havana? How it could be 
accomplished? 


A I guess what I really can do is reiterate what 
Ambassador Enders said in his press conference, which is 
that our previous attempts toward normalization with Cuba 
under Presidents Ford and Carter did not result in more 
moderate Cuban behavior. The prerequisite for peace in 
the Caribbean Basin is not restoration of full diplomatic 
relations with Cuba, but Cuban restraint from fomenting and 
exacerbating tensions in the region. 


We're interested in actions, not in words. Cuba's 
actual behavior continues to be characterized by flagrant 


intervention in the internal affairs of other states, and 
increasing closer military ties with the Soviet Union. 


There can be no significant progress in U.S.-Cuban 


relations until Cuba demonstrates it is prepared to play a 
more responsible international role. 


0 Copy? 

‘@) Are those all Enders' words? 

A Copy, yes. I can't tell you whether they're 
all Enders' words. In fact, I'm told that Tom conducted his 
press conference in Spanish. 

e) English copy, please. (Laughter) 

A That leaves me out of the parsing business. 

e) Did the Dutch Defense Minister bring any word 
on Dutch intentions toward deployment of missiles today in 


his discussions with the Acting Secretary? 


A I don't have any readout on the discussion. 


@) Do you have any reaction to the reported 
statements of the U.N. Secretary General in Dar es Salaam 
yesterday with regard to condemnation of the American 
linkage of troop withdrawal from Angola in exchange for 
independence for Namibia? 

















A I'm not aware, first of all, that he mentioned 
the United States. 


'@) Yes, he did. 


A Second of all, our position, not on linkage 
but on the relationship between these two events, is quite 
well-known. I don't have anything new to add to it. It 
remains our view. 


Q Housekeeping, Alan. When is the Secretary due 
back, please? 

A The Secretary is due back tomorrow evening at 
this point. 

0 Alan, do you have anything on Senator 


D'Amato's allegations in Rome that U.S. intelligence offi- 
cials at the Embassy in Rome are discouraging investigation 
into the papal case? 


A I wasn't aware that he had made that charge. 
I've heard that charge before. 


0 Yes. He did. 


A I thought he said that they weren't pursuing 
it. In any case, it is certainly not the position of 
this government to discourage the investigation of this case 
by the Italian authorities. 


We, as we've indicated before, we are not conducting 
an independent investigation, but it is certainly not our 
policy to discourage the Italians. 


0) Alan, do you have anything on the American who 
supposedly was set free by the Guatemalans? 


A Not really. I understand that Mr. Ernest and 
his Spanish companion, indeed, have left or are leaving -- 
let me see what the word here is -- were released yesterday, 
and they are both returning to the United States today. 

I don't have any specifics on their travel arrangements 
or, in fact, any other details at this point. 


) Alan, have you responded to the Soviet request 
for a resumption of the Aeroflot flights to the United 
States? 
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A In fact, there has not been a formal approach 
by the Soviets on this issue. As you know, Presidents 
Reagan and Carter placed restrictions upon, and later 
suspended Aeroflot flights to the U.S. in response to 
unacceptable Soviet actions in Afghanistan and Poland. 


Those sanctions, of course, remain in place. 
@) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:24 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #29 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1983, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements: first of all, for your information, we anti- 
cipate that Secretary Shultz may have a brief statement to 
make upon his arrival at Andrews Air Force Base this evening. 
He is due in at approximately 8:20 P.M. 


Second, on Laos and the POW/MIA issue, in 
response to the request of the United States Government, the 
Government of the Lao People's Democratic Republic has 
agreed to the visit of the Joint Casualty Resolution Center 
delegation to the Lao People’s Democratic Republic on 
February 12-14, 1983. That's all for announcements. Be 
happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any word on the fighting between 
Iran and Iraq? Is that -- 


A Jim, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Is there a reassessment of American policy 
toward El Salvador? 


A I'm not, obviously, going to get into the 
question, as you know, of whether there are papers or not 
papers, which was the subject that was discussed. I just 
want to make that clear, though. 


On the substantive issue -- 
Q What was the subject? 


A El Salvador. Our position is clear and 
will not change. We support the Government of El Salvador 
in its struggle against the armed guerrillas; we will go on 
supporting it with military and economic aid. At the same 
time, we support reconciliation in El Salvador, giving all 
who renounce violence the opportunity to participate in 
democratic institutions. 


We oppose negotiations over power-sharing, 
believing that only through elections can legitimate governments 
emerge. We continue to support reconciliation through the 














democratic principles and specific recommendations enun- 
ciated in the Declaration of San Jose, which was signed by a 
number of countries in the region. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Copy of that? Fine. 
Q What does that mean, San Jose? 


A I don't have the principles here. We've 
gone over this at some length before, Bernie. These were 
principles and recommendations as to how -- referred to out- 
side military presence in the region, armaments in the 
region, and so on and so forth, which one would hope that 
all the countries in the region would subscribe to and would 
lead to a reduction of tensions and the ending of hostili- 
ties in the area. 


Q Is there going to be a new effort made to 
try to bring about what you call this democratic 
reconciliation? 


A That, obviously, is up to the Salvadorans. 
Q No. I mean with U.S. encouragement. 


A As I say, the question of how they would 
proceed with the reconciliation really is up to them to find 
their political solution to their conflict. We support that 
Government's initiative of a peace commission to promote 
reconciliation, and we hope that it will be implemented soon. 


Q In other words, there is no new effort by 
the United States? 


A No new effort? We discuss the issue with 
lots of countries all the time, but I don't have anything to 
announce to you in terms of some new initiative on the part 
of the United States, and as I say -- 


Q I'm not talking -- 


A -- the policy is as I have articulated it, 
and it is up to the Salvadorans to find a political solution 
to their own conflict. 


Q I'm not talking about a new initiative; I'm 
talking about the U.S. reviving the effort to bring about 
what you call a democratic reconciliation. 























A I'm not sure I know what you mean by reviving 
the effort. I'm going to have to stand on what I've got, 
since I don't quite know where you're trying to go with 
this. 


Q One question that comes to my mind is, this 
is something that the U.S. has been saying for quite a 
while. The question here is whether now you're willing to 
ask a third country to help you in persuading the Salvadoran 
Government to speed that process. 


A Again, I go back to what I said. We think 
it is up to the Salvadorans to find the political solution to 
their conflict. I'll stick with what I've just said. 


Q Do you see any possible role for Spain in 
bringing the two sides together? 

A Again, I refer you back to what I just said. 
I can't speak for other countries. 

Q What was the purpose of Mr. Enders' visit to 
Madrid? 

A As I said the other day, he went to exchange 


views regarding the situation in the Latin American region, 
as we do with a number of countries on a number of different 
regions. 


Q Alan, don't you have a situation here with 
two prominent figures in this Administration pulling at two 
totally opposite directions, with Enders going to Spain -- 
and you outlined what he was discussing there; and 
Gonzalez is very out-in-front on this -- and then Mrs. 
Kirkpatrick going down there, and conferring with the 
Government and saying something quite the opposite. 


A I'm not aware what she said. I'm not aware 
she said anything that was the opposite. I'm also not aware 
that there is anybody in the government who has taken a 
position different from the one that I gave you in response 
to George's question. 


Q Is there, Alan, a two-track policy on El 
Salvador? 


A Again, I refer you to what I first said. 
As I said, I will make the language available to you. 


























Q With respect to the peace commission, origi- 
nally the Administration said they expected its formation in 
October or November, and then in January; now we are in 
February, and it is still not in sight. When does the 
Administration expect the formation of the peace commission? 


A I'm not sure that it's up to us to expect 


it. As I say, we support that initiative for the peace commission 


and we hope that it will be implemented soon, but I don't 
have a specific estimate -- 


Q Could I just ask one other -- 
A Yes. 


\ 


Q Ambassador Hinton, I assume, speaks for the 
Administration, is that correct? 


A What did he say? 
(Laughter) 


Q Just establish the foundation. He said, 
according to an unofficial transcript provided by this 
office, that -- 


A By what office? 
Q Your office. 

A The Press Office? 
Q Yes. 


A -- that the Pope's visit would create a 
wonderful opportunity to move ahead toward a political solu- 
tion, and that he will create a dialogue that should 
encourage a dialogue. A dialogue is something that the 
church and the opposition have been pressing for some time. 


Q Is that official U.S. policy? 


A I think we'll let Ambassador Hinton's 
remarks stand on their own. I don't have a problem with 
those remarks. 


Q I didn't understand your answer to me when I 
asked you about a two-track policy? 

















A Well, the answer is what I gave you, Bernie. 
I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q You referred me back to your opening 
statement. 


A That's right. 


Q But in your opening statement you could have 
a perpetuation of the present policy, with variations under 
that heading that could be two-track. 


A Well -- 
Q Is there a two-track policy, or not? 


A Again, all I would do is repeat the language 
for you, and I don't see the utility of that. That is the 
answer to the question. Our position is clear; it isn't 
going to change. We support the government; we're going to 
give aid to that government, and we support reconciliation 
in the course of the democratic process, so in that sense, I 
don't know whether you want to define that as two-track or 
not two-track. But that is our policy, and it is unchanging. 


Q There are no variations in our policy? 


A That's our policy. I mean, I don't know how 
to respond to "no variations." 


Q Is the Post story accurate, Alan? 


A We'll stick with what I said. I mean, this 
is a statement of what the policy is. I'm not going to try 
and speculate beyond that. 


Q I have some questions about human rights. 
In the Human Rights Report, which was put out by the 
Department a couple of days ago, on page 1157, paragraph 5, 
it says: 


"In June 1982, following a terrorist attack on 
Israel's Ambassador to Great Britain, retaliatory 
Israeli strikes inside Lebanon and subsequent artillery 
rocket attacks by PLO forces in Lebanon against 
northern Israel, Israeli forces invaded Lebanon and 
quickly occupied most of the country south of Beirut." 


Is this a fair statement, or is this the truth of the matter 
that the whole war in Lebanon started because of this or -- 














A The report is out; it's public; it stands on 
its own. I don't see why I have to comment further. 


Q Is this an accepted position by the 
Administration that because of the attack on Minister Argov, 
which was linked first:to the PLO and then it was made by 
the Interpol and the, I believe, the British -- 


A I think that the words in the report speak 
for themselves, and I don't have a further explanation to 
give you on it. 


Q Alan, back to Central America? Three 
Christian Democratic trade unionists were abducted and were 
found dead on Monday outside of San Salvador. They had been 
active in promoting the possibility of a dialogue recently, 
and apparently the trade unions with which they are affi- 
liated have accused d'Aubuisson of having something to do 
with this. Do you have any comment on the disappearance and 
killing of the three -~ 


A I don't have any information on it or any 
comment on it. 


Q Back to the Middle East: do you have 
anything on Israeli/American intelligence-sharing? 

A No, I really don't. I'm not going to get 
into that kind of issue in any detail. As a general matter, 
I'd note that we have longstanding relationships with 
Israel, cooperative relationships. In the area that was 
described in the paper this morning, on the intelligence- 
sharing and other areas, we expect those things to continue, 
but I'm not going to get into any details. 


Q You're not going to say anything about 
the utility of getting the Israeli information? The United 
States doesn't want it? 


A Again, as I say, we've had cooperative rela- 
tionships in a variety of areas, but I'm just not going to 
get into specific detail. 


Q Yesterday, and not for the first time, 
Defense Minister Sharon again accused the Administration of 
interfering in internal Israeli politics. 


Do you have any reaction to that? 




















A We're not interfering in internal Israeli 
affairs, and I'm not aware, frankly, of his specific remark. 
I didn't catch that in the reports; but in any case, it is 
certainly not our approach to interfere. 


Q Do you have any update on the withdrawal of 
Dobrynin as ambassador? 


A No. I saw that wire report, but I don't 
have anything for you on it. 


Q Withdrawal of what, Alan? 


A Ambassador Dobrynin. There is a report that 
he's going to be leaving. 


Q Couldn't you take that a different way? Has 
he told the Administration that he's planning to go back to 
Moscow? 


A Bernie, I couldn't get into the question of 
what we would or would not have had passed to us in a diplo- 
matic exchange. 


Q Ambassador Arens is quoted this morning 
saying that the Israeli Army will not withdraw from Lebanon 
very soon. Would you care to respond to that? Is that -- 


A Our position is quite clear. We are looking 
for withdrawal of all the foreign forces as soon as 
possible. 


QO Alan, a follow-up on that. When was the 
last time that Ambassador Habib was in Damascus talking with 
the Syrians? 


A I don't know, Joe. I'm sure that's a matter 
of public record, and you can find that out. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Do you recall more or less the 
three weeks ago? A month ago? 


A I don't recall, 
out in the library. 


Q 


time? Was it 


I'm sure you can find 


Are we doing anything in terms of putting 


what we call psychological warfare pressure on Damascus to 


do something about getting into the act of wi 
forces from Lebanon? 


A I don't think it's a question 
psychological warfare pressure on any of the 
trying to help bring about the withdrawal of 
forces and the other objectives we've talked 
of Lebanese sovereignty and the control over 


thdrawal of 


of putting 
parties. We're 
all the foreign 
about in terms 
its territory 


and Israeli security. 


We're moving ahead on a variety of fronts on this, 
and the Lebanese are actively involved, and I don't have 
anything further for you. 


Q But I'd like to have a specific fact as to 
when the United States officials concerned with the 
withdrawal of forces from Lebanon have actually said to the 
Syrians, "You've got to consider this, too, and we're asking 
you publicly to do this and often." 


Have you done this? Will you look into this and 
get that? 


A No, I won't. I'm not going to get into the 
question of what we say in our diplomatic conversations, 
Joe. 


Q All right. Would you agree that the public 
relations aspect of this business of dealing with Lebanon is 
focused on Israel and not on Syria? 


A No, I'm not going to try and draw charac- 
terizations. 
Q Alan, can you tell us, has the Government of 


| Nicaragua submitted a nominee for Ambassador? 


A I don't have information for you. I don't 
think we would normally comment on that until we had an 
Ambassador named and cominc. 

















Q Alan, do you have any comment on the reports 
coming out from Israel that the report made by the 
Commission of Inquiry put blame on the United States? 


A I was asked this yesterday. Again, I'm not 
going to comment on the Commission report in any way. We're 
just going to refrain from any comment on that. 


Q Even relating to the U.S. -- 


A I think in terms of the U.S. role and what we 
did and what the Multinational Force did, we're on the 
record in the past about this subject, and I don't have 
anything new to add to that. 


Q Alan, in connection with this -- 
A Excuse me. He's been trying to -- 


Q Back to Dobrynin, the Reuters report said 
that he is leaving because the Soviets don't feel this 
Administration is interested in talking seriously with the 
Soviet Union, so he's being wasted here. 


Could you comment in general on that? 


A Obviously, we have a variety of conversations 
going on. We have negotiations going on in Geneva, Vienna. 
We meet with the Soviet officials here. We meet with Soviet 
officials in Moscow. I don't know how that fits the 
description that you've just given me, but I don't see that 
problem in communicating or having conversation. 


Q Alan, if I could come back to the Commission 
report for a minute, there is a news report to the effect 
that the Secretary -- Secretary Shultz, that is -- said 
something about tipping the hat to the Commission's work of 
how democracy works or something in that order. 


Do you have the text of that statement and the 
context of how it came out and so on? 


A Apparently we don't, but I would anticipate 
that we will be getting this, and that as with the other on- 
the-record remarks that the Secretary has been making during 
his trip, it would be made available through the Press 
Office. But I don't happen to have that at this particular 
time. 
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Q On El Salvador, how much concern is there at 
this point about the military as well as the pol tical 
situation there now? 


A I don't have any new general description to 
give you on that, Bernie. I think I addressed that the 


other day in terms of -- we're going back now before Berlin was 


retaken by Government forces when it had been first entered 


by the guerrillas -- even at that point, from a military point 


of view, we did not see a major significance to this, and I 
have nothing new to offer you on this. 


I think Tom Enders may have addressed this to some 
extent in his testimony, so I would refer you to what he 
said. 


Q Alan, forgive me if you've taken this up 
before, but has the United States ever said anything to 
Israel about its reported practice of arming these village 
militias in the south of Lebanon? 


It runs athwart our policy of trying to build up 
the Lebanese Government army. 


A I don't have anything specific for you on 
that, Bill. I don't know. 


Q Would you 100k? 


A Again, I don't think we would look into the 
question of what we've said to the Israelis.. It's not nor- 
mally the way we operate. 


Q On another aspect of that, Alan, once before 
you were asked about the trial -- 


A Excuse me. Let me go back. I did address 
the other day -- there was a press report of creation of 
village leagues or something of that sort -- 


Q No, no. This is in Lebanon. 


A Okay. This is in Lebanon. 


Q I understand. This was militias. Village 
militias. 














1l 





A I just wanted to make sure you were aware of 
the other. 

Q Yes. 

A Okay. 

Q Once before you were asked about a court 


where Israeli soldiers are accused of beating and harassing 
Palestinians in the West Bank, and now the Rafael Eitan, the 
Chief of Staff, in a way, according to the Hebrew -- Israeli 
press has in a way confirmed that. 


Would you care to comment on that? 


A No. First of all, my reading of the press 
accounts didn't quite say that he confirmed that he had 
approved beatings. But, in any case, it is a proceeding in 
a judicial setting in Israel, and I don't think it would be 
appropriate for us to comment. 


Clearly, we do not approve of mistreatment of 
people, but in terms of the specific case, I don't have any 
comment. 


Q One more thing on the West Bank: Mustafa 
Dudeen, the head of the Village League, is in Washington. 
Can you tell us if he has or will be seeing anybody in the 
State Department, or will anybody in the State Department 
see him? 


A No. I think I indicated the other day he is 
not seeing anybody in the U.S. Goverrment. 


Q Alan, another question on human rights. The 
first week in January the American-Arab Anti-discrimination 
Committee submitted to the State Department a memo on 
Israel's failure to comply with international conventions 
and treaty obligations, an agreement concluded with the 
United States Government, and also submitted a report about 
harassment of Arab-Americans visiting their relatives in the 
West Bank and being intimidated and being harassed by the 
Israeli authorities. 


And I asked the authorities here in the Human 
Rights Department yesterday, and they said they have no 
knowledge, and I went and I asked the ADC, and they told me 
that they submitted this and nobody gave them any answer or 

















12 


any acknowledgement of this communication with the State 
Department. 


Can you check on that, please? 
A Do you know to whom they submitted it? 
Q The office of Mr. Elliott Abrams. 


A Let me look and see. If they say they didn't 
have it, I'm a little confused, but let me see what there is 
on this. 


Q Alan, will it be possible to get a transcript 
of Larry Eagleburger's speech this morning, and is there 
some way in the future of knowing when this is going to take 
place? 


A . Yes. Two things on that: One, there is not 
going to be a text of his speech. It is not very dif- 
ferent, I'm told, from the one you have from the other day. 


On the procedures, we will try, when there is an . 
early morning speech, to let you know in advance if we can. 
We should have done this, but it's a matter of trying to get 
the administrative things working out smoothly. 


Q Alan, did you say that nobody in the 
Administration is going to see this fellow Mustafa? 


A That's my understanding, yes. 

Q Have they ever talked with him? 

A I don't know "ever." 

Q. In Washington, I mean. 

A I'm not aware of it, Joe. 

Q Will you look into it and see whether -- 
A No. : 

Q Why don't they want to see him? 


A I think we said before what our concerns were 
on this score, and I refer you back to what we said the last 
time this issue came up in terms of the effect on the peace 
process: and so on. 
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Q Do you have any readout on the visit of the 
Lebanese official, the adviser of President Gemayel, here? 


A No. Not a readout. There was some guidance 
about whom he was seeing and so on. It's not here, so let 
me refer you back to the Press Office. It is not a substan- 
tive readout of the discussions he had, though, so if that's 
what you're looking for, it isn't there. 


Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Habib? 
How long is he going to stay in Israel? 


A No, I don't. He's still there, but I do not 
have an indication when he'll be leaving. 


Q Alan, is there any idea on when the presen- 
tations will be formally made to Congress of the Foreign Aid 
Program? 


A I don't know, Joe. 

Q Anything on the Brandt Commission report? 
A No. 

Q There are new hints that maybe Secretary 


Shultz is planning to go to the Middle East. 


A I indicated the other day that he has said 
for a long time that he would go when he thought it would be 
useful for him to do so. I don't know of any specific plans 
for him to go at this time. I'm not saying he isn't going 
to, but I don't think there is any specific plan at this 
point. 


Q Alan, is there any American position on the 
business of the Chinese railway bonds, the billions of 
dollars of -- 


A Yes. This is the statement that came out of 
Beijing the other day? 


A class action suit was filed in U.S. District 
Court in Alabama in November 1979 on behalf of certain indi- 
viduals who hold bonds issued by the Government of China in 
1911 for the construction of the Hu Gong Railway. 


The Chinese Government did not appear in court to 
present its views concerning its immunity from U.S. judicial 
processes. The judge subsequently issued a default 


judgment. 
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We have met with Chinese officials on several 
occasions to discuss the case. Although the Department has 
taken no position on the merits of this litigation, we have 
explained to the Chinese that our law recognizes the concept 
of sovereign immunity in cases arising from public, govern 
mental actions of a foreign state. 


We have further explained, however, that under 
international law, foreign states do not enjoy absolute 
immunity and may be sued for actions taken in a commercial 
capacity. 


Under our law decisions regarding whether the 
defense of immunity is available in a particular case are 
made by the courts. 


We have emphasized to the Chinese that U.S. law is 
in accordance with customary international law and practice 
in this area. 


Our judicial system is independent, and the 
Executive Branch has no direct involvement in cases such as 
this. We will continue to discuss differences of principle 
with the Government of China. 

We hope that the Chinese will make use of the 
opportunities available to represent their interests and to 
resolve this problem in accordance with the procedures of 
our judicial system. 

Q Can we get copies? 

A | Copy, yes. 

Q Does that coincide with extra-territoriality? 


A I think it's a different issue here. Let me 
just make this text available to you. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1983, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: First, the daily press briefing on Tuesday 
and Wednesday will be cancelled due to the Secretary's 
appearances on the Hill. He will be testifying before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow and the House 
Poreign Affairs Committee on Wednesday. Both appearances are 
scheduled for 10:00 a.m., and the subject will be foreign 
assistance. 


Second, the Secretary will address the Conservative 
Political Action Conference on Friday, February 18, at 9:30 
a.m. at the Sheraton Washington Hotel. If you wish to cover 
this event, please contact Tom Edmonds of the Conference, at 
683-6446 for information on credentials. The speech will be 
piped into this room at the time of delivery, barring any 
technical difficulties. 


Q What time was that? 

A That is at 9:30 a.m., Sheraton Washington 

Q Por those of us who couldn't sprint, what did 
you say before the -- 


A Sprint? You just doubted our punctuality. 





Q Is this a speech or Q & A? 


A He is going to address the Conference. 
Presumably, he will have remarks. I haven't seen -- 


Q Do you have copies yet? 


A I don't have them for you. But the briefings 
will be cancelled tomorrow and Wednesday because the 
Secretary is appearing on the Hill -- the Senate tomorrow, 
the House on Wednesday; foreign assistance is the subject -- 
10 a.m. both days. 


, 


Happy to take your questions. 


Q Why is the Secretary meeting the Iraqi 
Poreign Minister. 

















A Dr. Sa'dun Hammadi, a former Foreign 
Minister of Irag, who is now a Minister of State, has been in 
the United States on a private visit, and the Secretary will 
meet with him today. I don't have anything further for you 
at this point. 


Q He is not Foreign Minister? 


A He is not the Foreign Minister; former Foreign 
Minister. He is now Minister of State. 


Q Is he here on any sort of -- [In addition to 
being on a private visit, does he carry any official 
authority? 


A You will have to ask the Iraqis, I can't tell 
you. He is Minister of State, and he is going to be meeting 
with the Secretary, but I don't have a specific readout. 

Q Who asked for the meeting? 


A I don't have details on it. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What's the state of our relations with Iraq? 

A Don't have a general characterization to 
give you. 

Q On another subject -- Middle East. There 


were reports over the weekend that the Soviets have doubled 
the number of Soviet personnel manning the SAM-5 missile 
sites in Syria. Do you have anything on that? 


A Don't have anything for you. 
Q You can't confirm it? 
A No. We've not addressed that, and I don't 


think I'll be doing that. 


Q Does the previous language you've used on 
Soviet presence in connection with those SA-5s still stand? 
That is, if there are Soviets there, that you would consider 
that not helpful to the -- 


A Yes. 

Q Can you tell us anything about Habib's pre- 
sent activities and plans? 

A As I understand it, he's in Tel Aviv at the 
moment. I don't have anything further on him. 

Q Do you know anything about a report by 
Eagleburger on the use of slave labor on the pipeline? 

A Yes. I do have something fairly brief for 
you. Simply — 1 

Q The question? 

A The subject was a report signed off by Larry 


Eagleburger on the question of Soviet forced labor. 


The Department has prepared a study on Soviet 
forced labor in compliance with a Congressional request, but 
I can't comment on any aspect of the study at this time 
pending its release by the Hill. It's their property, in 
essence, and it's up -- 


Q I remember writing about this report. Is that 
the same thing? 


A There was an interim report which was issued 
in November. 

















Q With a huge CIA study in there? 


A It was a large package that was made 
available, and that was an interim report and we said we 
would make a more complete, final report which is now being 
forwarded to the Congress. But that, again, is up to them 
to release, and you would have to check with them on that 
release date. 


Q Do you have anything on the change of 
Sharon's position in Israel? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have any new language on zero option 


in view of the statements by the Vice President, perhaps 
others, over the weekend? 


A No, I think the Vice President addressed 
this yesterday. Larry Speakes had a few things to say about 
it this morning. I don't have anything to add to that. 


Q Do you have anything on southern Lebanon and 
reports coming out of there of increased terrorist attacks 
against Palestinians? 


A Yes. Though we cannot confirm or deny these 
reports, they do concern us greatly. For some days we have 
been in touch with both Israeli and Lebanese authorities and 
others and continue to urge all parties to fulfill their 
responsibilities for protecting the lives of inhabitants of 


Lebanon. 
Q That's it? 
A That's it. 
Q Can you tell us what the report was? We 


couldn't hear the question. 


A The report was that there had been some 
incidents, including some killings in southern Lebanon. 


Q Under the circumstances in southern Lebanon, 
is there any consideration being given to increasing foreign 
forces down there in the form of either the MNF or some 
other configuration? 


A I think we're going to have to stick with 
what I've said. In terms of the MNF we're where we have been on 
that issue. In terms of what others might do, I don't have 
anything new to announce to you about that today. 





Q Another kind of MNF, other countries -- 


A No, but you do have UNIFIL in the area; you 
have others. I would separate out the MNF from possibly 
anything else. I don't have anything specific. I'm not 
trying to lead you on this, but specifically with regard to 
the MNF, we have not gone beyond what we said before, which 
is that we would consider an expanded role for and expanded 
numbers in an MNF in the context of an overall withdrawal 
plan. 


Q On that subject, there was a late report 
that the Haddad militia was moving into the area, especially 
Sidon; do you have anything on that? 


A I think I would stick with what I've said on 
this, that we've been in touch with Lebanese and Israeli authori- 
ties regarding the situation there, and others, and urge 
that the situation be maintained calm. 


Q There was also a FBIS report that Egypt and 
the Soviet Union have been holding secret talks. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A Egypt and the Soviet Union? No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:10 P.M.) 
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DPC #31 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1983, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. Available in the 
Press Office is the testimony today of Under Secretary for 
Security Assistance, Science and Technology William Schneider 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The subject is 
security assistance. 


A couple of items on speeches to be made by 
Secretary Shultz: The Secretary will address the Southern 
Center for International Studies at the Hyatt Regency, in 
Atlanta, on Thursday, February 24. The speech will be piped 
live into the press room here starting at about 1:00 P.M. 
Anyone interested in actually covering this event should con- 
tact Hal Gulliver of the Center, at 404-261-5763. That's the 
Secretary's speech in Atlanta, Thursday, February 24, the 
telephone number is 404-261-5763. 





Q The name of that group again, please? 


A It is the Southern Center for International 
Studies..: 


QO The subject? 
A I don't have a subject for you yet. 


On the following day, Friday, February 25, the 
Secretary will meet OFF-THE-RECORD with the Executive Council 
of the AFL/CIO in Bal Harbour, Florida. He will hold a press 
conference following the meeting, at about 11:30 A.M. This 
will be piped into the press room on a delayed basis starting 
at 2:30 P.M. Anyone interested in attending the press 
conference ‘n Bal Harbour should contact Rex Hardesty of the 
AFL/CIO at '05-865-7511, Extension 1185. That's the Secretary 
of the AFL/CIO, Bal Harbour, Friday, February 25. If you'd 
like to talk to the AFL/CIO, 305-865-7511, Extension 1185. 


Q John, what time does the news conference 
actually begin? 


A It's going to be piped in here about 2:30. 


fe) No. When is it live? 








A Live? About 11:30 A.M. He is meeting with the 
AFL/CIO from about 10 to 11 A.M. He'll come right out and 
give a press conference in their -- 


Q It's not technically feasible to pipe it in 
here live? 


A I don't know what the answer is to that. 


MR. ROMBERG: It's too unpredictable on the timing. 


A Did you catch that? Too unpredictable on the 
timing. 


e) How close is that to where? 
A How close is that? That's Miami. 


I'll be glad to take another look at it, if you 
like; but as of the moment, it's 2:30. 


Q What kind of hook-up is it? 


A You've gone to the extent of my technical 
expertise. What kind of hook-up is that? Let's doa little 
work on that for you, see if we can bring it forward. 


In the Press Office there is a statement we're 
making available to you on the Caribbean Basin Initiative -- a 
fairly long one -- that concerns the reintroduction of 
legislation by the Administration on this topic. 





This afternoon, just to remind you, the Secretary of 
State and Under Secretary of State Wallis will hold a briefing 
on the Williamsburg Economic Summit. That's at 3 o'clock in 
the White House Briefing Room. It will be ON-THE-RECORD. It 
will be open to White House and Department of State accredited 


journalists. 


@) The White House said it's Shultz. Has there 
been a change in that? 


A Shultz and Wallis, right. 
Q Why is this briefing given so early? 


A It is in response to a groundswell of requests 
for the earliest possible information on this important subject. 


(Laughter) 





Lastly, an announcement that may tend to cut short 
this briefing: A senior Administration official will brief, ON 
BACKGROUND, at 1:00 P.M. at the White House today, on events in 
the Mediterranean. Entry to that will be on the basis of 
White House and State Department credentials. If anybody is 
in some doubt as to whether his credentials will get him in, 
he should talk to the White House Press Office, which is at 456-2947. 


Q Is that in the regular briefing room, John? 
A That is in the regular briefing room. 


Q For BACKGROUND purposes can you identify, 
please, the senior Administration official? 


A I can't. I would ask that you ask the White 
House. 


Q I thought the Secretary declared war yesterday 
on BACKGROUND briefings by unidentified officials who were 
putting out these things with no basis except to -- 


A I will be glad to convey your unenthusiasm for 
this to the White House, and perhaps they'll scratch it. I 
don't know. 


Q I was just wondering about the apparent incon- 
sistency, because he had -- 


A No, I don't think there is an inconsistency. I 
think the Secretary yesterday was talking about unsourced 
reports by unnamed officials, and quoted the President on that 
particular question. 


Q But didn't he say that he thought it was a good 
rule and that he agreed with it? 


A I think he quoted the President as saying, it's 
a good rule if an individual wants to leak a story, that he 
stand up and say, "I am Fred Bloggs," or whatever his name is, 
and, “I work at such-and-such a place, and this is what I have 
to say about that,” so that those using it may evaluate the 
significance of that -- 


Anyway, those are the announcements. I'm not going 
to be taking any questions on the Mediterranean subject in 
light of that briefing, but if you want me to -- 














Q One question on the CBI is, when is it actually 
going to be resubmitted? Do you know? 


A It's going up today. 


Q Today? 
A Yes. 
Q A general housekeeping question: Will there be 


a copy of the Secretary's comments to the Conservative Caucus 
tomorrow? 


A I don't see why there wouldn't be. 

Do you have a word on that speech? 

MR. ROMBERG: Hope to have. 

MR. HUGHES: Hope to have. I don't see why not. 


Q Just so we don't have to break up this, why 
don't we have a filing break for anybody who wants to go over 
to the White House? 


A Fine. Filing break. 


I may be getting a little more information here? 
Alan, is this an alternative phone number or -- 


MR. ROMBERG: It's the White House Press Office 
phone number. 


MR. HUGHES: O.K. 456-2100, White House Press 
Office. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What is Mr. Adelman's status now? Is he 
Acting Director and will he continue to be? 


A I do not know whether Adelman is Acting 
Director. That is not the case. As you know, the Secretary 
and the President are fully behind him and anxious that this 
should go to a vote... 


Q What did you say -- 
A No, he's not acting. 
Q Is anybody? 


A Yes. There is an Acting Director, and that 
is Mr. George. As you know, Deputy Secretary Dam is 
spending some time there each day. 


Q Anything, John, on the arrest and conviction 
of the Polish, the founder of Polish Solidarity radio sen- 
tenced to jail? 


A No. Don't have anything on that. 


Q Have officials of the Department, over 
approximately the last week to ten days, held any meetings 
with members of the Club of Life, either here or abroad, 
specifically in order to discuss participation in an on- 
going series of conferences that the Club of Life is holding 
this and next week? 


A Not to my knowledge. But I'm always a little 
leery when somebody says “has anybody in the Department." 
It's a large Department, but not to my~knowledge. 


Q Let me ask you a more specific question, 
which you might want to take. Has anyone in the Department 
offered money to individuals in order to ask them not to 
participate in a series of conferences now on-going? 


A I think that is extremely unlikely. 


Q Would you say that unlikely things have never 
occurred or you just have a policy against publicly 
divulging these things? 


A I wouldn't say that unlikely things have 
never occurred. I think that just speaking out of my own 
knowledge, without having done any research on it, I think 
that is a very unlikely development. 


Q The VOA correspondent who covers the war in 
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El Salvador says the Salvadoran army is running ‘out of ammu- 
nition and is going to need a transfusion of money within 
about three weeks. Is any thought being given to any kind 
of a supplemental provision of money for this? 


A Not to my knowledge, not beyond what we are 
arguing for in the case of El Salvador in general. But I do 
not know of any specific -- 


Q Can you take the question? 
A Okay, we'll take it. 


@) I think you proscribed this area, but is 
Vernon Walters in Khartoum? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
QO Was he en route or has he been there? 


A I honestly don't know where he is. As you 
know, he is a peripatetic traveler, and I honestly don't 
know where General Walters is today. He may well be in the 
building. I don't know. 


@) Could you tell us what the Department's view 
is of the role of Major Haddad, whether his forces could be 
incorporated in the Lebanese forces or just how we see it? 


A No. That is obviously a question for the 
Lebanese. If you're talking about reports that Major 
Haddad's forces have moved into Sidon, I do have something 
on that. 


We're aware of the reports. We cannot confirm or 
deny them. 


In general, our position remains that we support 
the restoration of the authority of the Lebanese C#ntral 
Government throughout Lebanon in conjunction with the 
earliest possible complete withdrawal of all foreign forces 
from that country. 


Of course, we are concerned for the safety of the 
civilian population and have urged Israeli and Lebanese 
authorities and others to insure that all parties fulfill 
their responsibilities for protecting the lives of the inha- 
bitants of Lebanon. 


As long as Israel is the occupying power, in 
southern Lebanon, it bears important responsibility under 
international law for maintenance of public order and protec- 
tion of the lives of the inhabitants of the area under 











occupation. 


The Government of Israel is fully aware of our 
views and concerns in this respect. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Can we read that to mean that since you put 
that comment on Israeli occupying power in the same bag with 
the question on Haddad's moving into Sidon, that the U.S. 
views Haddad‘'s role as being an arm of the Israeli respon- 
sibility as an occupying power? 


A No, I don't think we want to get into a 
characterization. As I say, the future of those forces is 
something that really the Lebanese have to consider. 


Q Do you have anything on peace treaties between 
Angola and South Africa, and the status of that? 


A Yes, I do. I guess you're referring to the 
reports that de facto ceasefire is in effect already between 
South Africa and Angola. 





Our understanding is that no formal ceasefire is 
yet in place but that, complementary to the negotiations 
underway between Angola and South Africa, all sides may have 
seen some advantage in showing a degree of military 
restraint in recent months. 


The objectives that Angola and South Africa are 
working toward in their direct negotiations are a matter 
between those two countries. No useful purpose could be 
served by our commenting on them in advance. However, it's 
difficult to imagine that even a limited ceasefire between 
some of the parties in the war-torn southern African region 
would not be, in fact, a constructive step toward a more 
comprehensive regional peace. 


Q Is this the kind of progress that Secretary 
Crocker had in mind when he said that there is real progress 
being made in the talks? 


A I think so. Yes, I think this would be 
within the framework of that. 


Q Are there any cther examples you can give us? 
A No. I think that's about it. We do 


understand that insofar as the next round of Angolan-South 
African talks is concerned that this is something that the 














two parties have to announce, but we understand that those 
talks might be held soon. 


Q Can we get a copy of your statement on that? 


A Sure. 


Q And also, do you have an opinion as to 
whether this will actually advance the process toward inde- 
pendence of Namibia because many people within this 
Department have said privately that they consider this might 
be a separate peace that will not advance it and will kill 
the chances for an accord? 


A No, we'll have to see. But we think this is 
a constructive step. 


Q Any comment on the Soviet formal proposal in 
Vienna, the MBFR discussions? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We and our 
allies will study this proposal as we study all Soviet pro- 
posals for their substantive content. 


The United States and its allies undertook a major 
initiative in tabling a draft treaty in which we sought to 
take legitimate Eastern security concerns into account. 


We hope the East will give that initiative the 
constructive response it deserves. 


Q On Australia, has the U.S. offered any fire- 
fighting equipment or expressed any concern about the 
Australian fires? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. Not 
to my knowledge. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements: 
There will be, due to Washington's birthday Monday, no 
press briefing and the Press Office will be closed. The 
Secretary will be testifying on Tuesday before the “enate 
Budget Committee -- that's at 10 o'clock in the morning, 608 
Dirksen Building. The subject will be International 
Economic Overview. That will be open to coverage. 


The Secretary is testifying on Wednesday before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. That's on the State 
Department's authorization for FY-84 and -85. That is at 
ten o'clock in the morning, Rooom 2172 Rayburn Building. 
That is in open session, and as is traditional, we will not 
have noon briefings on those days when the Secretary is 
testifying. 


Q What was the time of the Tuesday testimony? 
A Both ten o'clock. 


Q John, on the experience of last week, when 
the Secretary is testifying on international economics, it 
does leave a big hole on the other aspects of foreign 
affairs. I'm not saying you have to have a briefing, but -- 


A It is not as though the Press Office collap- 
ses, however. on a day when he testifies; we have a number of 
press officers who are available. And I've noticed that 
some of the gentlemen and ladies in this room are not 
deterred from calling me from time to time on a day when he 
testifies, so there are other avenues to pursue this. 


I've also noticed that even when the Secretary 
is testifying on a particular subject, the questions do seem 
to range all over the spectrum, so that sort of -- 


Q Could you tell the Senators and House Members 
to be sure and do that? (Laughter) 


A We have a statement on the death of 
Ambassador Watson. 











The Secretary, the Department of State, and the 
Foreign Service are deeply saddened by the news of 
Ambassador Barbara Watson's death. She was a public servant 
of unusual dedication and distinction. Her long service as 
Assistant Secretary of State for Consular Affairs and her 
more recent tour as U.S. Ambassador to Malaysia made impor- 
tant contributions to American foreign policy. 


Her many friends and colleagues in the Department 
will miss her and convey their sincere condolences to Miss 
Watson's family. 


I have something on the Australian forest fires 
that somebody asked me about yesterday: Widespread forest 
fires have ravaged the Australian states of Victoria and 
South Australia. Information received so far on the 
disaster indicates that at least 69 people have died, 2200 
homes have been destroyed, and whole towns have been wiped 
out. This is a disaster, and we're following it closely. 


Our Ambassador in Canberra, Robert Nesen, on 
behalf of the United States Government, has already made an 
immediate emergency relief donation to aid the victims of 
the fires. Also, our Embassy has notified the Australian 
National Disasters Organization that the Embassy's pilot and 
plane are prepared to assist in any manner required. 


President Reagan has sent Prime Minister Fraser a 
message expressing our sympathy and concern. 


I have a statement on the Palau plebiscite. Final 
official results of the February 10, 1983, plebiscite in 
Palau represent a strong victory for the Compact of Free 
Association. In the yes-or-no vote, Palauans awarded the 
Compact of Free Association a mandate of better than 62 
percent. The voter turnout was very heavy, substantiating 
the high degree of support for the Compact in Palau. 


Under the Compact, Palau will achieve its long- 
sought goal of full autonomy. The United States will assume 
the obligation and authority to defend the island nation. 
The Compact and its related agreements were negotiated over 
a fourteen-year period. Two other prospective freely asso- 
ciated states -- the Marshall Islands and the Federated 
States of Micronesia -- will vote on the Compact in coming 
months. 


And I think we may have a longer statement on that 
available in the Press Office later in the day. 
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Q Will that other statement involve the 
referendum with respect to their constitutional aspect per- 
mitting nuclear -- 


A I don't know. I haven't seen it yet. 


Q Could you take the question of what the 
Department -- if that doesn't cover it -- 


A Why don't you take a look at the statement 
first, and then let's talk about it. 


Q John, can I ask you about some related 
islands, because there has been a controversy again about 
Kiribati, Tuvalu, and so forth, and there is the conser- 
vative challenge to those islands. Does the State 
‘Department still support the Senate ratifying the treaties 
regarding those four Pacific islands? 


A I'm afraid I can't answer that just today. 
Q Could you take that, please? 
A All right. 


Q How about Libya? Have you sort of an update 
as to whether there is a -- 


A No. You have had a lengthy BACKGROUNDER by a 
senior Administration official yesterday, and we really 
don't have any comment beyond that today. 


Q Is there still anything you would describe as 
a Libyan threat to any of the surrounding countries? 


A I'm not going to have anything for you beyond 
what was offered yesterday. 


Q Are you going to keep monitoring the 
situation? 


A Of course, we're still monitoring the 
situation. 


Q What can you tell us about the situation with 
Sudan? Is there any threat? 


A No. We have seen something on FBIS today 
from Khartoum citing sources, but I'm not going to have 
any comment on that. 
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Q Can you give us any more on why General 
Walters is in Khartoum? 


A Yes, I can, and I'm happy to do so because 
when somebody asked me about it yesterday, I simply was 
personally unaware of what he is doing. 


As you know, severe Congressional cuts in global 
security assistance for Fiscal Year 83 reduced the amounts 
available for a number of our key friends and allies. 
General Walters is traveling to a number of these countries, 
including Tunisia, Sudan, Somolia, and Turkey, to reassure 
those governments that the Administration is committed to 
seeking adequate foreign assistance funds from Congress to 
support the vital security assistance programs worked out 
with them. 


The timing of General Walters' visit to these 
countries and recent reports about the area concerning Libya 
are purely coincidental. I just, frankly, was unaware 
yesterday, when somebody asked me about it, where he was. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, do you have any reports this morning at 
all about any skirmishes between Egyptian and Libyan troops 
on the border Mediterranean town of Soloum? 

A I don't. 

You have heard nothing about that whatsoever? 


Q 
A I haven't. 
Q 


John, when did General Walters arrive in 


Khartoum? 
A I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q Do you know when he is leaving? 
A I don't know the answer to that question, but 


I just want to assure you that his visit is not in con- 
nection with recent developments in the area. 


‘@) Since he has been in the area and the 
developments have come along as they have, has he had an 
enhanced role? 


A No. 


Q Apparently there was a wire story today 
that he was sent with a message, written or oral, that he 
was reassuring President Nimeiri of American support in 
light of the most recent events of the last few days. 


A No, I am sure -- First of all, as you well 
know, we don't get into the question of Presidential com- 
munications. It would not be unusual that he would be 
carrying messages to these various countries. But if he 
were to be carrying such messages, they would be in connec- 
tion with the mission that was routinely set and directed 
before any of this, and he would not be carrying any -- 


Q But there has been a long-time Libyan threat 
to destabilize the Sudan. Before the latest events, would 
it have been routine for him to have carried a message of 
support from the President to President Nimeiri, without 
regard to the -- 











A It would be routine for the United States to 
reiterate its support for the Sudan. But whether or not he 
was carrying any specific communication, I don't know. 


Q John, the briefer yesterday said that in some 
cases Of naval maneuvers there are happy coincidences; they 
coincide with events that turn out to -- Did the fact that 
General Walters was there, was he given any additional 
tasks? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Anything on West's trip to Cairo? 

A I think there is something on West's trip -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Refer to the Pentagon. 





A The Pentagon, yes. But that, too, is a long 
planned -- 


Q Happy coincidence? 
A Happy coincidence. 
(Laughter) 


Q You will have to get a paper to write all of 
these coincidences down to keep them clear. (Laughter) 


A Well, it is a large government, Bob, and it 
is doing a lot of things. 


Q Are you ready to announce the trip by the 
Secretary to the Middle East in March? 


A No. As you know, the Secretary has a con- 
tinuing interest in going to the Middle East at some 
appropriate time, but I am sure he has no specific plans. 
I mean, I am not suggesting he will not go, b.* he has no 
specific plans, no dates. 


Q John, can you shed any light on the alleged 
paper Jean Kirkpatrick is said to have written about 
Balkanizing India? 














A Yes, I can. I take it you are referring to 
the story in The Post concerning Soviet disinformation in 
India, that report? 





Q Yes. 


A Sure. A recent story in the pro-Soviet 
Indian newspaper, the Patriot, charged that U.S. Ambassador 
to the U.N. Jean Kirkpatrick, had outlined in a cable 
covert U.S. plans to “Balkanize" India, in addition to other 
U.S. covert actions elsewhere in the Third World. The 
Patriot has reprinted the text of this alleged cable, as has 
the pro-Soviet New Delhi weekly Link, which claimed that the 
cable was the text of a speech given by Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick February 27, 1982, to the Conservative Political 
Action Conference in Washington. 








Ambassador Kirkpatrick has denied authorizing a 
paper on Indian Balkanization, and has labeled the charges 
"a total fabrication." 


We have made a thorough check of Department, USIA, 
and USUN files, and have established that no document 
authored by Ambassador Kirkpatrick, as alleged by the 
Patriot, exists. We conclude that it is a Soviet-inspired 
disinformation effort. 





Ambassador Kirkpatrick also did not speak at the 
1982 Conservative Political Action Conference dinner, nor at 
the following day's public discussions at CPAC. 


Q Has this information been given officially to 
the Indian Government? 


: A I cannot answer that question, but I wouldn't 
doubt that it has. 


Q When was this supposed to have happened? 


A I don't know the date of the Patriot story. 
The Kirkpatrick speech was alleged to have been February 27, 


1982. 


Q John, do you have any observations of the 
uncovering of KGB nests in Italy, and now West Germany? 


A No. 


Q Another series of happy coincidences? 











Well, I just don't have any response to it. 


John, on the Middle East? 


r O PF 


Yes. 


Q There is a piece out of the Middle East that 
says Habib has set an April 3 target date for beginning 
troop withdrawals from Lebanon. 


A Not true. 
Q Not true? 


A We haven't set a deadline. We continue to 
pursue the goals we have set there as a matter of urgency, 
but we haven't set a deadline. Mr. Habib is in Israel, and will 
remain there for the time being. 


Any new developments regarding the possible 
visit of Prime Minister Begin here? 


‘ 


A Not to my knowledge; not to my knowledge. 
Q What is the status of the trip right now? 


A Well, the status -- I've been away, and maybe 
Alan had something that updated it, but apparently not. I 
gather from a shake of the head, it is about where it was 
when I left for the Far East. 


Q Has the United States been officially 
notified yet by Romania that they have imposed that educa- 
tion tax or -- 

A I don't know whether we've had official -- 

MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


A Yes, I do know that we have had official -- 
Apparently, Mr. Romberg handled that while I was away. 


Q We have been notified? 
A Why don't we get you to the guidance that we 


have. Apparently, there was something on it while I was 
away. 


MR. ROMBERG: There's a guidance in the 
Press Office. 














A Is there? O.K. 


Q Have you had a message from King Hussein in 
the last couple of weeks that he has put off his decision 
until the middle of March, his decision on joining the 
negotiations? 


A Well, obviously, there is continuing diplomatic 
interchange. 


When you say, “Have we had a message?" -- 
Q Yes. 
A No. 


Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I remember most of 
you. I have a couple of announcements. 


First, a reminder that, barring any technical dif- 
ficulties -- and maybe that will affect the speed with which 
we get through this briefing -- we'll be piping in the 
Secretary's address to the Southern Center for International 
Studies in Atlanta today starting at approximately 1:00. 


Second, the Secretary will address the World 
Affairs Council of Northern California at a black tie dinner 
in honor of Ambassador Philip Habib on Saturday, March 5, 
7:30 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. in the Grand Ballroom of the St. Francis 
Hotel in San Francisco, California. 


If you wish to cover this event, please contact 
Nina Robins or Judy Matthews of the Council at (415) 
982-2541 for information about credentials. 


Q You say an address. Will there be brief 
remarks, or will there be a text? 


A There may well be a text, but I don't think 
that there's going to be a text available here ahead of 
time, as far as I know, according to the latest thing I 
heard. 


Q You said March 5? 
A That's correct. Saturday, March 5. 


Regarding President Magana of El Salvador's 
announcement, we're pleased that the Government of El 
Salvador has moved forward with the establishment of the 
Peace Commission whose formation was envisioned in the 
August 1982 Pact of Apaneca. 


Of particular importance in our estimate is that 
the Peace Commission, along with the previously formed Poli- 
tical and Human Rights Commission, has the endorsement of the 
major political parties in the country and, thus, broad 
popular support. 











Both in spirit and substance, the announcement of 
the formation of the Peace Commission demonstrates the 
priority political reconciliation will receive in anticipa- 
tion of El Salvador's March 1984 Presidential election. 


As President Magana indicated in his announcement, 
this reaffirms the “unwavering decision to maintain peace 
and the firm determination to establish respect and 
tolerance for different ideologies in order to achieve a 
pluralistic, democratic and just society." 


The Government's proposal, President Magana 
stated, underlines the point that “the solution to the 
problem of violence must be essentially a political and 
democratic one.” The President noted that the Commission's 
success would depend upon an end to “the irrational strategy 
of violence, destruction and revenge" regardless of what 
ideology motivates it. 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, regarding the President's comments to 
newspaper reporters on the Middle East, could you 
distinguish what he means by “providing a homeland for the 
Palestinians" as opposed to the definition of a "nation"? 


A . The President's remarks are fully con- 
sistent with his previous statement regarding the legitimate 
rights of the Palestinian people. As we've indicated 
before, resolution of this matter can only emerge from 
direct negotiations between the parties concerned as called 
for‘in the Camp David Accords and also the President's 
September 1 initiative. 


Q Alan, could you answer the question about the 
distinction between "homeland" and “nation"? 


A I that the -— 
Q The President made the distinction. 


A Again, I think that's fully consistent with 
what he said before. I don't think there's something beyond 
that to say. 


Q Do you have anything regarding the guarantees 
for the security of Israel's northern borders? 











A I think Larry Speakes or others have 
addressed this question. The President was reaffirming 
his long stated concern, indeed, one of the three concerns 
that we've had in the Lebanon effort about security for 
northern Israel. But Larry's already gone over that. I 
don't have anything new for you on that. 


Q But what about the choice of the word 
"homeland"? The word itself doesn't appear in any of the 
previous statements by President Reagan. Shouldn't one read 
anything into the choice of this specific word? 


A I think that we've said before that in the 
context of Palestinian legitimate rights that this is 
something -- a concern for a place that the Palestinians 
could identify with. But, in terms of the legitimate rights 
and how those would be manifest, again, that's to be worked 
out in negotiation. 


Q The fact that the Secretary will be speaking 
at a dinner in honor of Mr. Habib suggests Mr. Habib will be 
back. 


A It might suggest that. (Laughter) -- on 
the other hand, it might not suggest that. That dinner has 
been laid on for some time, I think. I don't know, frankly, 
at this point whether he's going to be back, but I wouldn't 
suggest that you make an automatic assumption that he will 
be there. Obviously, it would be appropriate if he were. 


Q Could you at all sum up where we stand on the 
talks? 


A No. I really don't have any overall sum- 
mation to give you. The delegations have been issuing state 
ments daily as they have met and talked about progress that 
has been made on this or that front. Obviously, the 
discussions continue. Ambassador Habib's efforts continue. 

I don't have an announcement to give you. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Palestinian 
Congress’ statements? 


Q What was the question? 


A A reaction to the Palestinian National 
Council meeting in Algiers. 








I guess I could only say that we're less 
concerned with what's been said coming out of that meeting 
than with what happens next. We've seen nothing out of 
Algiers that would prevent the resumption of negotiations 
with broadened Arab participation. 


Obviously, this was a primary goal of the 
President's September 1 initiative, and we remain optimistic 
that that goal will be achieved in the not-too-distant future. 


Q Any sign of King Hussein making his speech in 
the imminent future? 


A I don't have any information about King 
Hussein. He obviously has to make his own decisions about 
what he would do. Obviously, he's consulting with Mr. 
Arafat and other Arab leaders, and I think that those con- 
sultations will continue and he'll decide what and when he 
will do something. 


Q Alan, Secretary Weinberger gave a news con- 
ference a little while ago at the Pentagon, and he said that 
in discussing the security arrangements for, or 

assurances of security for northern Israel in southern 
Lebanon, he said that interim steps could involve placing 
the Lebanese army or parts of it in southern Lebanon where 
they would be trained by advisers, as yet unnamed. 


Can you tell us anything about whether that is 
something that's under consideration, or what's your view of 
that possibility? 


a I'm not going to try and give you a judgment. 
We've talked for many, many months about various possibili- 
ties for those security arrangements in southern Lebanon 
which we agree are important for Israel's security. 


Certainly, Lebanese forces playing a role there is 
one of the very real possibilities, but I don't have a sta- 
tus report to give you on that. That's the kind of thing 
that's being talked about in the negotiations now. 


Q Do you have any indication that Israel is 
interested in any U.S. forces in southern Lebanon? 


A Again, I think that's the kind of thing, if I 
may go back to the statement I just made, that is to be 
discussed in the negotiations. I don't think it's 
appropriate to try to get public with what's going on in the 








private discussions. I don't want to lead you one way or 
another. I don't want to discuss the issue because of that 
factor. Did you have a follow-up question? 


Q I just was curious on the advisers, whether 
that would be a conceivable role in your mind for U.S. advi- 
sers since he didn't name any. 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Alan, the report from Cairo is that the exer- 
cises there have ended. Are the AWACS returned to the 
United States? 


A You'd have to ask the Pentagon. I don't know 
the answer to the question. 


Q Alan, there's a report that the United States 
may have increased aid to Sudan in the wake of the events of 
last week. Have you heard anything about that? 


A No. I don't know anything about increased 
aid to Sudan. 


Q The only increases you're aware of were those 
which were incorporated into the aid bill before what hap- 
pened, happened? 


A That's all I know about it. Let me look into 
it, and, if there's anything further, I'll try and let you 
know. © 


-- MORE -- 
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Q How about aid to Salvador, and is there a 
reprogramming or switch of aid for Salvador for this year? 
I've been confused by some stories that have appeared on 
that. 


A There are a variety of ways of dealing with 

aid questions. Let me just say as a general matter 

that there's general agreement within the Administration 
that the sharp reduction in the level of our military 
assistance from last year's $82 million in military 

aid to El Salvador to the current $26.3 million that's 
available in the FY ‘83 continuing resolution fails to 
address the pressing security needs in that country. 


As you know, the FY ‘84 request that's been put 
forward for such assistance totals something like $86.3 
million. 


I'm not prepared to address the time frame for 
provision of aid or the extent of the need at this particular 
point beyond these proposals, but the uncertainties in the 
availability of U.S. military assistance and its amount has 
an adverse impact on the Salvadoran army's ability to 
sustain any initiative. 


Of course, the guerrillas, following their late 
‘82 offensive, have not abated the intensity of their own 
effort and their outside support for munitions continues at 
a high level, and we will continue to monitor the situation 
closely. ' 


In terms of how one would provide more aid, there 
are a variety of mechanisms I suppose available. . There is 
the supplemental possibility. There is reprogramming in 
emergency situations. There is 506 discretionary authority. 
We're looking at various options, but I don't have any deci- 
sions to announce to you at this point on any of that. 


Q Are the guerrillas winning? 


A I wouldn't change the assessment that we've 
given you before on this, but I would say, as I said 
earlier, the amounts that have been provided are not seen by 
the Administration as meeting the needs. 


Q. What was your earlier assessment, to 
refresh my memory? 


A That the situation, essentially, has been 
unchanged. 




















Q Enders in testimony said, if I recall 
correctly, that the guerrillas have been able to score 
psychologically, not militarily — 


A Yes. 


Q -- and in addition, however, that they have not 
been able to sustain any drives over any period of time, and 
you just said the guerrilla offensive that started in October 
remains unabated. Continuing aid? 


A No. Continuing their drive and continuing 
their various hit-and-run kinds of efforts against par- 
ticularly the economic infrastructure, I think, may be 
somewhat different matters. 


Q On the amount that's coming in to El Salvador 
from outside, I know that the State Department said that 
it's primarily ammunition. Do you have any estimate, as you 
did in'198l, as to the tonnage per month that's coming 
across? 


A Yes. I haven't seen it. 
Q Can you take the question? 


A I can look into it. If I can get something 
I'll let you know, but I haven't seen a recent estimate that 
I could make available to you. 


Q One other question on Salvador, if I could. 
Both Secretary Enders and Secretary Shultz before Congress 
have been talking about possible negotiations, and each says 
that the record of negotiations as equals between govern- 
ments and guerrilla groups is not an encouraging one in 
Latin America. I think Enders said that there isn't one 
government that didn't collapse afer negotiations. 


Can you cite, or can you have somebody cite for 
us, an example of negotiations between governments and 
guerrillas as equals in Latin America, say, in the last 30 
years? Because I don't know. It seems to me you may be 
erecting a straw man because I don't know of a single instance. 


A Again, let me look into it. I'm not going to 
commit myself to coming back with a formal answer. They've 
testified and their statements are on the record, but I'll 
just take a look at the problem. 











Q In connection with the aid to El Salvador, 
Secretary Weinberger just yesterday or the day before I think 
said on the Hill that the Department Of Defense wants to 
increase the number of advisers, military trainers there by 
"tens" I think was his word. As recently as February 8, 
this Department issued a statement saying it foresees no 
need to increase the number of military trainers in 
Salvador. Do you have any change in the State Department's 
position on that? 

} 

A As you're aware, the number of trainers has 

varied from time to time. 


Q But the ceiling -—- he was talking about the 
ceiling. 


A Yes, I know. There, of course, is no fixed 
limit either from the Administration or from the Congress; 
and that number has never exceeded 55 as of this point at 
any one time. 


I'm not prepared to rule out the possibility that 
at some point the number might not go higher than that pre- 
vious high, but I don't have anything further to give you on 
that at this point. ' 


Q A question on this same area about Panama. 
Has there been any easing in the apparent crisis in 
relations between Panama and the United States to denouncing 
of the U.S. Ambassador down there? There was a report 
yesterday that the Panamanian National Guard may have asked 
the U.S. to recall the U.S. Ambassador there. 


A Let me just say briefly with respect to that 
that Mr. Briggs, as a newly arrived Ambassador, has made a 
number of visits around the country for the purpose of 
becoming acquainted with personalities and conditions. 
These are customary diplomatic activities of a courtesy 
nature. 


It's a longstanding procedure, it's entirely 
appropriate, and it's in keeping with diplomatic practice. 


Q What about the legislature, the Congress? 
the Panamanian Congress voted to ask him to be expelled. 
You don't have any response to that? 


A No. The question, as I understand it -- I've 
not seen the report on that, but I understand they made a 
recommendation to the government. However, I'm not going to 
comment on that. 


Q Is the Ambassador still in Panama? 











A Yes. 


Q Could you check with some pending issue? Is 
there anything new on the possibilities of a visit by Mr. 
Begin here? 


A No. I have nothing new for you on that. 


Q Anything new on the question of the notifica- 
tion to the Congress on the F-l6s to Israel? 


A No. Again that's where it was. It's a 
question that rests with the President. 


Q Secretary Weinberger in his remarks on the 
Hill the other day mentioned that the decision on the F-16 
is linked with a decision within the Administration on whether 
Israel has violated the law in Lebanon. 


A I don't have anything for you on this. It's, 
as I say, a decision that rests with the President. 


Q New subject? 
A O.K. 


Q Do you have any response to a report from 
Toronto of Air Canada saying that the United Staes has placed’ 
some restrictions on its efforts to reduce airline tickets up 
to 70 percent, that the State Department is blocking this 
action unless the concessions are granted to U.S. airlines? 


A Yes, I do have. 


The Civil Aeronautics Board undertook the action 
that you're talking about -- suspending the number of so- 
called seat sale fares -- with the concurrence of the 
Departments of State and Transportation. 


The action was taken to insure that U.S. airlines 
have the same fare-matching capability in Canada that 
Canadian airlines have in the United States. The action was 
taken only after a year and a half of unsuccessful efforts to 
obtain the right to match fares charged by Canadian 
airlines. 


The action taken is consistent with the U.S.-Canada 
Air Transport Agreement. If agreement can be reached with 
the Canadians on longstanding fare-matching issues, the “seat 
sale" will be approved. 
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Copies of that? 
Yes. 

Thank you. 
Thank you. 


Just one more question. 


r Oo FF O FP VO 


Go ahead. 


Q Just in an effort to identify the next crisis 
point, where is General Walters? (Laughter.) 


A I don't know where he will next show up, and 
I honestly don't know where he is. 


Q Do you have anything on OPEC at all -- on 


oil? 

A No, I have nothing on OPEC. 

Q Can you describe Senator Stone's position 
here? 

A No. I think there was some statement about 


that in -—— I don't know if it was the Secretary's testimony 
or somebody's testimony on the Hill recently, and I — 





Q Do you have anything more than that? 
A I have nothing beyond what was said. 
Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Couple of announce- 
ments. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of the Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations Affairs, Gregory J. Newell, before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. The subject is "U.N. Voluntary 
Programs to which the U.S. Contributes". 


A reminder that we will be piping in the 
Secretary's press conference following his meeting with the 
Executive Council of the AFL-CIO in Bal Harbour, Florida, 
coming in on a delayed basis at 2:30 here in the briefing 
room. 


An announcement regarding radio broadcasting to 
Cuba: I would like to announce that Senator Hawkins intro- 
duced the Administration's bill on radio broadcasting to 
Cuba in.the Senate yesterday. Copies of a longer statement 
will be available in the Press Office this afternoon. 


I would note here that following the bipartisan 
support given the bill's introduction last year in the 97th 
Congress, the reintroduction now has followed a period of 
close consultation with radio broadcasters, the National 
Association of Broadcasters, and key members of Congress. 


The bill introduced yesterday makes significant 
concessions to the concerns of American broadcasters, the 
most important of which is not to use any non-governmental 
frequency on the commercial portion of the AM band. 


As President Reagan stressed, on February 22 in a 
meeting with a bipartisan group of legislators, the 
Administration believes strongly that the Cuban people have 
the right to know what is going on in their country and 
about their government's activities around the world. 


The current bill will achieve this objective while 
also responding to the concerns voiced by the broadcasting 
industry. 








Happy to take your questions. 


] Is the Canadian Ambassador due in to protest 
the U.S. action on these films? 


A On films? 
8) Yes. That the United States has ordered -- 


A I have no information, Jim, regarding any 
activity by the Canadian Ambassador. The Department of 
Justice is responsible for administering the Foreign Agent's 
Registration Act under which the determination about the 
films to which you refer was made, and any questions about 
the Act's administration should be addressed to Justice. 


I understand that these films may be shown to any 
audience in the U.S., but, again, for details you're going 
to have to go to Justice, I'm afraid. 


@] Could you check to see whether the Ambassador 
is coming in and for what purpose? 


0] He is in. 


A Barrie says he's in. I don't think I'm goings 
to go into the question at all. If you want to ask the 
Canadian Embassy if they want to, but we don't necessarily 
comment on what each Ambassador who comes in is coming in 
for or -- 


@) How would you characterize the state of 
U.S.-Canadian relations? 


A I don't have a general characterization. 
It's one of the most important relationships we have, 
obviously. While we have our problems from time to time, I 
think that it's a terribly important relationship, it's a 
.good relationship, a strong relationship. 


e) Ottawa is requesting clarification from the 
State Department. Will the State Department take a inter- 
mediary role or will it just reflect -- or repeat the 
Justice Department's position on these films? 


A I wouldn't get into the question of what we 
might or might not do. Again, this is -- essentially, as I 
understand it, the judgments made here are Justice 
Department roles, but I don't have enough information to 
suggest what the Canadian Embassy might be doing or what we 
might be doing in response to that. I don't think that I 
would go into that as a matter of diplomatic discourse. 





Q Alan, at a news conference, Mrs. Ghandi 
blamed agitators encouraged from abroad for the troubles and 
the terrible massacre in Assam. Then someone asked, “Are you 
blaming American influence?" and she said, "Well, the United 
States has a reputation for that sort of thing." She was 
referring to destabilization of India. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A I'm not familiar with the statement. It is 
obviously not correct to infer that there is any U.S. role 
in the problems over there, but I can't respond specifically 
to her statement since I haven't gotten it. I don't know, 
in any case, that we would want to be that direct ina 
response. 


Q Any new development regarding a possible trip 
of the Secretary to the Middle East? 


A No. I have nothing new on that. 


Q Yesterday Senators Heinz and Kennedy, 
together with the other 49 cosponsors, introduced a 
resolution calling on the Administration not to sell any new 
weapons to Jordan unless Hussein joins the Camp David 
process. 


Do you have any comment on this? 


A I think we've addressed that sort of question 
before about resolutions of that sort, and I don't have 
anything to add to what we've said. 


Obviously, we also have made known and it still is 
the case that there is no formal request from Jordan for the 
kinds of advanced weaponry which I think they're addressing 
themselves to, so we would need to get that request before 
we would be able to respond. 


e) Anyone in the State Department tried to con- 
vince him to delay the introducing of that resolution? 


A Again, I don't normally get into the question 
of our contacts with the Hill, and I don't think I'm going 
to do that now. 


Q The Israeli Foreign Minister, Yitzhak 
Shamir, said that the President's use of the phrase -- I 
think it was something like a “homeland for the 


























Palestinians” -- is a violation of the spirit, at least, of 
Camp David. 


Is it? 


A We've addressed this. I addressed this 
yesterday, and Larry Speakes has addressed it. There is no 
change in the U.S. position, and the President, if you read 
the entirety of what he said, obviously wasn't suggesting 
any. I'm not going to try to get into a further discussion 
of it. I think that's sufficient for it. 


Q Alan, there is a report from Israel quoting 
Prime Minister Begin that Lebanon and Israel are close to 
signing a non-belligerency agreement. 


Are you aware of it? Have you a comment on this? 


A I've seen a press report on it. Again, I'm 
just in a position where I'm not going to be commenting on 
the talks that are going on out there, so I'm afraid I'm 
going to unhelpful to you on that. 


-- MORE -- 
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¢) Are there any plans for Phil Habib from the 
Middle East back here? 


A Travel plans? 
e) Yes. 


A I don't know of specific plans for him at 
this point. In any case, we don't generally give an advance 
schedule for him. He's in Beirut at this point and con- 
tinuing his efforts. 


Q There's a story from Beirut quoting the 
Jordanian Foreign Minister who's there as saying that Jordan 
will not enter into peace talks unless Israel pulls out of 
Lebanon and agrees to no further settlements on the West 
Bank. That would seem, on the face of it, to make it dif- 
ficult to envisage King Hussein's coming into the talks at 
any early point. Do you have any comment on this, or -- 


A We haven't seen the text of what the 
Jordanian Prime Minister is reported to have said. The only 
thing I could say, really, is that two matters he's 
reported to have mentioned -- as you say, the settlements 
freeze and Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon, of course, in 
the context of total foreign force withdrawal from Lebanon © 
-- are issues in which we are also very interested; and we 
have a clearly stated policy on that. 


8) O.K., but your view on this. 


A I don't want to try to make the sort of 
judgment you're asking me to make. 


Q Will American representatives participate 
next week in the talks between Israel and Egypt on the Taba 
issue? 


A I don't have anything for you on talks bet- 
ween Egypt and Israel next week, so I can‘t answer your 
question. 


Q Has the State Department disapproved applica- 
tion for the sale of some Boeing civilian jets to Libya? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q According to Boeing, you have. 








A O.K. I don't know. Let me see if I can get 
anything for you. I'm not sure again that we can get into 
the question of license applications. That gets, as you 
know, into all sorts of legal problems for us. 


0 All right. 
A But let me see if I can get anything for you. 
0 Since they‘re the ones who -- 


A If they want to address it, they can address 
it, presumably, but I'm not sure that we're in a position, 
from a governmental point of view, to address it. Let me 
look at it and see if I can get something for you. 


0 There was a small story from Cairo yesterday 
quoting an Egyptian Foreign Ministry official as saying that 
the U.S. had lifted its economic embargo, or what have you, 
on Libya. 


A There's been no change in the policy. 


0) On another subject, I think it was two or 
three days ago when the Congress -- Representative Solarz -- 
told Secretary of State Shultz that he apparently had 
received a new offer of peace negotiations between the U.S. 
and Nicaragua that would involve joint patrol and supervision 
of the Honduran border -- 


A Yes. 

0 -- and perhaps giving up support for the 
rebels in El Salvador in exchange for U.S. guarantees of 
nonsupport for Nicaraguan counter-revolutionaries. Has the 
State Department looked at this? 


A I presume the Secretary addressed himself to 
it at the time. Frankly, I haven't had time t 


0 He said that he would like to get a full 
report to the news -- 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 O.K. 


0 I don't know if you might have answered it 
earlier in the week, but there were some reports that the , 
U.S. is going to participate again in the activities of the 
International Atomic Energy. 





A Yes. 
@) Do you have anything? 


A I don't have it with me. There is guidance 
that exists on that in the Press Office. We had some from a 
couple of days ago, so you could get it from there. 


Q Before we leave this matter of these Canadian 
films and the U.S. ruling, at a time when the State 
Department is asking $65 million for a campaign for democracy 
and to support democratic institutions and the exchange of 
information around the world, do you find it inconsistent at 
all that the United States has ruled in a way that would in 
effect limit, or at least chill, the effect of these films 
being shown in the United States? 


A I don't have details on this, and I dont 
think that I'm going to be in a position to comment on a 
Justice Department ruling on this. I think that the 
Secretary has been asked today about this question and he 
pointed out that we stand always for the principles of 
freedom of expression. But I think he also noted that where 
takes us in regard to this particular case he wasn't pre- 
pared to say, and I'm not in a position to comment in speci- 
fic terms on your question. 


@) Do you have anything on the situation in 
Panama, the continued criticism of the Ambassador by the 
Panamanian Government? 


A No. I don't have anything beyond what I 
said yesterday. 


0 The Ambassador remains in Panama? 
A Yes. 
¢) Another area: Has there been any decision 


yet on how and when Romania's MFN will be discontinued? 


A I have nothing new for you beyond what we 
made available to you the other day. 


8) On the Canadian film-issue question, is 
there not a policy in this country that when some Department 
other than the State Department takes some action that 
impinges upon a foreign country that it at least seeks the 
advice of the State Department? 


that 








A I can*t tell you what the procedures are in 
this case. Again, I'm really going to refer you to Justice. 
They made this ruling, and I wouldn't get into the intera- 
gency dimensions anyway; but it's their decision and I would 
refer you to them. At this point I just don't have anything 
further for you. 

Did you have a question? 

0 No. 

A O.K. 

e) Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:39 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a 
couple of announcements. Available in the Press Office is 
the statement of William Schneider, Under Secretary of State 
for Security Assistance, Science, and Technology, before the 
Senate Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. This statement was presented at 10:00 this 
morning. It‘*s on the subject of U.S. foreign assistance 
programs. 


Also available at 1:30 today will be Mr. 
Schneider's testimony before the Subcommittee on 
International Economic Policy and Trade, the House Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. That's on the Export Administration Act. 


We expect to have available in the Press 
Office, embargoed for use until 2 o'clock this afternoon, the 
prepared statement of ARA Assistant Secretary Thomas Enders 
before the Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affairs of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is the proposed 
bilateral assistance for Latin America and the Caribbean. 


I have a statement on the Salvadoran Peace 
Commission. The United States is fully committed to the 
democratic process in El Salvador and to a political resolu- 
tion of the situation there. In that regard, we are pleased 
to note that yesterday, President Magana swore in the three 
members of the El Salvador Peace Commission. 


In his speech announcing the members, 
President Magana outlined the objectives of the Commission: 
(1) revision of the amnesty law and its efficient and just 
implementation; (2) the creation of adequate social con- 
ditions and improvement in mechanisms to ensure peace, i.e. 
elections, communications, and so forth; and (3) promoting 
the participation of all social and political sectors in the 
democratic process. 


We view the announcement as providing an 
institutional basis for national reconciliation in El 
Salvador within the electoral framework, and look forward to 
progress as the Commission pursues its objectives. 








Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Surely. 


Q John, I lost you on Enders. Is he 
testifying this afternoon? 


A Yes, at 2 o'clock this afternoon. We may even 
have that testimony now, but we will have it. 


Q John, one question on El Salvador I have 
is whether a decision is being made exactly on the amount of 
money that will be asked for additional aid to El Salvador? 


A No. I think that is one of the questions 
that is the subject of the bilateral consultation that is 
going on now. As you know, out of the Continuing Resolution, 
the amount available this year is in the nature of $20 
million. The amount last year, and the amount asked for in 
FY 84 was $80 million. That leaves a logical disparity, you 
might say, of about $60 million. But I think that is a pro- 
cess of deduction that is arrived at, that particular figure. 


I think the figure and the method by which it might 
be made available, and indeed other matters that are part of 
the review, are just the kind of issues that are being 
discussed with Congressmen and Senators of both parties 
. right now. 


Q John, when you used, “the U.S. committed 
to a political resolution,” just to get the paramaters of 
that phrase correctly, you're back to your original position; 
that is to say, not for power-sharing, but for the insurgents 
joining the political process and taking their chances -- 


A Democratic. Democratic reconciliatio“, 
yes, we are consistently in support of that. 


Q Is this Commission expected to carry on a 
dialogue about this implementation with the opposition? 


oA I don't know. 


Q What would the United States consider about 
such a -- Is that covered by Section 3? 


A I don't know. I think we would have to wait 
and see how that develops. 


Q Do we have any association or representation 
on this Commission, observer status, or whatever you want to 
call it? 

















The United States? 
Yes. 
No. 


Any role, in any fashion? 


r Oo Fr O PY 


Not to my knowledge. 


Besides supporting the Commission, what else 
is the United States doing to promote reconciliation? 


A I think we have been consistently in support 
of the movement what we have considered to be in the right 
direction in El Salvador. You are going to have Presidential 
elections; you do have the drafting of a Constitution that is 
going on; you do have the formulation of the Peace 
Commission. While certainly our statement on certification 
recognized that there is a great distance to go in El 
Salvador, we consider all of these to be movement in the 
right direction, and indeed, perhaps rather remarkably taking 
place, given the conditions that are on the ground in El 
Salvador. 


Q Is there a search for intermediaries to try to 
bring the government and the guerrillas together? 


A No, I think this is the Salvadoran 
Government's role. 


Q John, when you said a minute ago that you 
would have to wait and see. I'm not quite sure I heard the 
question, but I thought the question was, "Would members of 
the Peace Commission be expected to reconcile with the 
opposition?" 


You said we would have to wait and see. 


Is the United States taking a “hands off" attitude 
on negotiation? 


A I can't give you a blueprint. I think tenipers 
run high; wounds are deep. I think it is going to take some 
time before we see how the Commission operates. 


Q Who are the members of the Commission? 








A I can give you the members of those. Do you 
want to get them afterwards? 


Q Whom do they represent? For example, is their 
an army representative? 


A I have the names and the institutions they are 
drawn from, so why don't you get them from the Press Office 
afterwards. 


Q John, do you have any comment on this reported 
massacre of up to 74 peasants in the western part of the 
country, and how this fits in with this whole political 
climate? 


A Yes. Members of the Las Hojas Cooperative 
and other peasant leaders have met with Minister of Defense 
Garcia and President Magana concerning the killings. Both 
the President and the Defense Minister promised that justice 
would be done. The Government of El Salvador has dispatched 
a member of the newly-formed Human Rights Commission to the 
area to investigate and to report to the President. 


The United States welcomes these initial steps by 
the Government of El Salvador, which indicate that it is 
taking this matter seriously. We will continue to monitor 
the Salvadoran investigation and follow-up action closely, 
and we expect that the perpetrators will be brought to 
justice. 


Q Can I follow that up? 


In view of the certification and the plans to ask 
for supplemental military aid, do you expect that incidents 
like this will hurt your case in Congress? 


A I think you have to look at the overall 
situation. As I say, I think our certification statement was 
a very honest one, in which we drew attention not only to the 
distance that El Salvador had come, but to the distance it 
needs to go. But you have to look at the, I think, 
balance sheet in broad terms. 


Q Has anyone been taken into custody on this 
case? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Is Sonsonate, the province in which it took 
place, is that an area that has a lot of rebel action in it? 














A I can't answer that. 


Q Would the failure, if there were a failure, on 
the part of the U.S. to make the emergency aid of $60 million 
available, would that lead to an insurgent victory in El 
Salvador? 


A I don't think it is a question of leading to 
an insurgent victory. I think the President addressed that 
in his statement yesterday. Obviously, we're looking ahead; 
we're looking to the future. Substantially less funds have 
been made available this year than last year and than are 
sought for next year. So there is a shortfall; there is a 
deficiency. Funds are needed for ammunition, spare parts -- 
I think as the Secretary said in his testimony yesterday, 
spare parts, helicopter parts. It's a question of looking to 
the future to insure that the situation, which I think the 
President said yesterday gives some concern, nevertheless 
does not deteriorate. 


Q Why is it the Administration didn't include 
the $35 million supplemental request when it had that 
opportunity last month? 


A I can't answer that. 
e) You don't know? 
A I don't know. 


Q Will you take the question as to why, because 
it does take on an emergency kind of character? 


A All right. O.K. 


Q John, one question I have is, you say that 
the $60 million is a logical disparity. However, last year, 
the Administration requested $60-$61 million, it was my 
understanding. And then in the Continuing -- 


- 


A I think the total is $80 million. 


No. For FY 83 you only requested about $60 
million. 


Q And then in the Continuing Resolution, the 
Congress slashed that to $26.3? 


A Yes. 














Q If you're asking for $60 million again, it 
will shoot it up to $86.3, which is identical to '84. 


A I'm not accepting the $60 million figure. 
I'd like to go back and check that, because my understanding 
is that it is in the 80's. But even so, if you need $60-$80, 
and you don't get it -- 


Q Is the Administration requesting $60 million? 


A The Administration is going through a process 
of consultation, bipartisan consultation. I do not believe 
that a specific figure was mentioned at yesterday's meeting. 
As I say, there is a process of deduction between what you 
sought and what you got. But I don't think that the final 
figure is agreed on. 


Q What is the area of the figure, then? 


A I think that logic drives you toward the 
direction of that $60 million, but I think that's all -- 


Q Shultz used $60 million without any qualms 
yesterday. 


A That's the shortfall. 


Q What is the scope of the consultation with 
Congress; i.e., is it only with respect to the funding and how 
to provide it, or does it have larger aims, for example, to 
reexamine the policy thrust in the area? 


A I think it's primarily in the area of funding. 


Q John, so there is no interest, particularly, 
in people taking a different approach? If I can gather this 
correctly, it is primarily for seeking the best way of 
getting $60 million in military aid to El Salvador. 


A It hasn't been my impression that there has 
been any rgluctance to offer different ideas about the con- 
duct of our policy in El Salvador. 

Q Tell us about the question of the advisors. 

A O.K. Sorry, I cut you off, Bob. 

Q No, that's okay. You'll give the same answer, 


whatever the question is. (Laughter) What about the old 
number 55? Are you going beyond that? 

















A No. 
Q Will the advisors roles be changed, and so on? 


A First, you're talking about the U.S. trainers 
in El Salvador, and they will continue to be just that. They 
will not be combat advisers. Secondly, we'll make the maxi- 
mum use of what has been our current self-imposed ceiling of 
55. That's the highest it has ever been. That's the sort 
of ceiling that we have used. 


As a matter of fact, the average number of U.S. 
trainers in El Salvador last year was about 45. I think the 
current figure is a little lower than that. We're running 
below the 55. Obviously, we would run up to the 55 before we 
got to the point of considering anything above that. 


Q But you have no plan to go above 55? 


A There is no plan. We certainly don't rule it 
out. There isn't any reason why we could not go beyond the 
55 if it were determined that that were a good thing to do, 
but there is no plan and no decision. 


Q As recently as February 8, this Department 
issued a written statement saying "We envisage no need to 
increase the number of" -- I think the statement used the 
word “advisors,” but I don't have it in front of me. 


A That's what I'm saying today. What I'm saying 
is that there is no reason why you could not go beyond 55, 
and there wasn't any reason back in February 8 why you 
couldn't have gone beyond 55. There's no -- 


Q The statement on February 8 said, "We see no 
reason to go beyond 55.". 


A Well, at the moment we don't see a reason to 
go beyond the 55. 


Q Well, what happened between February 8 and 
March 1 that -- 


A Nothing in my book. 


Q In other words, you still don't see any 
reason, you don't envision any need to go beyond 55? 


A Not at the present time. As you know, there 
is a review going on, and what decision might be made at the 
end of that review period, I don't know; but certainly at the 
moment, there is no decision. 











Q Secretary Weinberger last week, John, said 
that that might be considered in terms of maybe 10s or 20s, 
but he didn't say anything about stopping at the cap of 55. 


A Yes. 


Q But you're saying today, that the cap of 55, 
we might go up to it, and stop there, go no further? 


A What I'm saying is that you have a kind of cap 
that we have had, in our thinking, of 55. That's the highest 
it's ever been. And currently, we're not there, so we have 
some latitude to go up to that figure of 55, in the first 
instance, before we need to talk about going beyond 55. 
Whether we would talk about 55-plus remains to be seen. 


Q If you're talking about expanding their role, 
how would you expand it beyond what it is and not thrust them 
into a combat situation? 


A I think that's one of the things that would 
have to be considered in terms of the review and the thinking 
that is going on now, but certainly there are no plans to put 
them into combat. 


Q John, I have two questions: First of all, who 
came up with the 55 limit? Is that Congress or was that the 
Executive? 


A No. It's the Executive. 

Q So it is not binding? 

A It is not binding. 

Q Second, at the same hearing last week, General 


Vessey -- is that how you pronounce it? 
A Vessey? 


2 Yes. He said that he would like to see the 
Milgroup, which is separate, increase from 7 to 20. And 
Weinberger said that he thought that the 55 limit was not 
desirable, or I mean, that it was desirable to increase it. 


There seems to be a conflict here between tiie State 
Department and what you're saying and what the Pentagon is 
saying. 


A No. I don't think there is a conflict. I 
mean, there could well be discussion, and who knows what may 
come down the road. At the moment, there is no suggestion of 
that number going beyond 55. 











Q Are they going to increase the Milgroup, too, 
from 7 to 20? 


A I don't know. You'll have to ask the Pentagon 
how they carve those up. 


Q How are their operations funded now? Is that 
through IMET, or is it: out of the general Defense Department 
budget? You've got 40 or so -- 


A You'll have to ask the Pentagon that. 


Q You've got 40 or so training units around the 
world right now, just like this one. 


A Yes. 

Q How is that being handled? 

A Why don't you ask the Pentagon? 

Q John, I'm still not clear on that subject. I 
think you just said at the moment there is no suggestion of 
that number going beyond 55. 

A That's right. 

Q Didn't a senior Administration official only 
as recently as yesterday suggest that the number would go 
beyond 55? 


A You need to go back and read very carefully 
what that senior official said. 


Q What did he say? 


A Why don't you go back and look at the 
transcript? 


Q John, on the question of the role, are you 
ruling oug any combat role? 


A Yes. 


Q You're ruling out a combat role. Therefore, 
what other variation could they have? 


A I don't know. 


Q When you say you're ruling it out, you said, 
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as I understood you a few minutes ago, U.S. trainers will 
continue to be just that. They will not be combat advisors. 


A Yes. 


Q Does that statement, like the other state- 
ments, refer to the present circumstances before a recommen- 
dation is made from this study that is going on, or are you 
saying that this is an immutable and fixed policy of the 
Administration? 


A I think, again, you should go back to the 
statement of the senior official yesterday who made it clear 
that he or she was not talking about a combat role. That 
was very clear. 


Q It has been reported that the United States has 
broached with the Salvadoran Government the possibility of 
these advisors being released from the restriction which for- 
bids them from going into combat areas. Will you comment on 
that? 


A I know of no such plan to change the role of 
the trainers. 


Q The question is whether this plan, has it been 
broached to the Salvadoran Government? 


A If it has, I'm not aware of it. 


Q There will be no expanded role for the 
trainers, are you saying? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


-- MORE -- 

















ll 


Q Is it another misreported statement from 
aboard the plane yesterday? 


A You need to go back and look at that state- 
ment and what was said in its entirety and the clarification 
of it. 


@] Can we get a copy of it? 
A I'm sure we can make it available. 


0 You said, “We will make maximum use of the 
self-imposed ceiling of 55." Does that mean a decision has 
been made to raise it to 55? 


A No, it does not. It means that we're not 
even using the maximum figure of 55 which we have set for 
ourselves. 


Q If you're making maximum use of it, it sounds 
like that's a decision to go up to 55. 


A No. What I'm saying is that they don't even 
need to approach the question of using more than 55 when we 
don't even have 55 there at the moment. 


Q As long as we're splitting hairs on this, when 
you talk about the cap of 55, you have been up till now been 
referring to an absolute limit of 55 at any one time, or are 
you moving to another definition which would have 55 as the 
average for a certain period of time? 


A Let me reassure you, nobody is playing games 
here. We're not seeking to change. However that 55 has 
been determined hitherto is what I'm talking about. There's 
no change in that formula, but just how it is being calcu- 
lated I'd have to go back and check. 


Q I'm a little puzzled on your answer to a pre- 
vious question. You're ruling out a combat role under the 
current setup. Could the review now underway introduce a 
combat role? 


A My reading of what the senior spokesman said 
yesterday precluded that. But, again, I refer you to what 
the spokesman said. 


Q Has the Government of El Salvador requested 
more advisors? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
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Q When was this review initiated? 


A I think in yesterday's statement it suggested 
it had been underway for about four weeks. 


Q Was this from the time where the advisor was 
injured in the helicopter; that was four weeks ago. Was 
that what triggered it? 


A No. I don't know what triggered it. 
Q But that wasn't what triggered it? 
A I don't know what triggered it. 


Q The Secretary made a reference yesterday to 
the possibility that this will come to a head next week. 
Are you working against a one-week deadline for making final 
decisions? 


A No. I think probably what he was talking 
about was the suggestion that came out of the meeting with 
the President yesterday that a period of consultation would 
go forward for about a week. I think that's what he had in 
mind. It would take about a week's consultation. I think 
that's his thought. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to the 
rebels saying that they would abide by a ceasefire for a day 
if everyone else did? 


A Yes. The insurgents have declared a unila- 
teral one day ceasefire in conjunction with the Pope's visit 
to El Salvador on Sunday. Since they're the ones who 
started the shooting, it's only right that they stop. 


The Salvadoran Government has announced that it 
will not take offensive actions during the Pope's visit but 
will defend against attacks. That seems to strikes us as 


reasonable. 
- 
Q Can we go to another area? 
Q Can we just stay a couple more on this? 


Yesterday, in the Secretary's testimony he made a reference 

to two churchmen in response to a question about Soviet 
(Inaudible) the churchmen who want to see Soviet influence in El 
Salvador improve. Can you say, was he referring to church- 

men in this country who support an aid cut-off or nego- 
tiations, or was he referring to the Catholic Church in El 
Salvador? 


A I don't know, but I think he felt that in his 
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exchange with Senator Leahy he had answered the Senator's 
question satisfactorily. 


Q But with all respect, I don't know if that 
answers mine satisfactorily. 


A That's another question. 


Q I'm trying to get an idea of what he was -- 
I'm not asking for names as did Senator Leahy. I just want 
to know whether he was referring to an earlier comment by 
Senator Inouye about religious leaders who do not support 
our role there or whether he was talking about Rivera y Damas 
in El Salvador? 


A I don't know. I would just refer you to his 
testimony. 


Q Could you take it; could you ask him? 


A I think he felt, as I recall the exchange, 
the Senator wanted some further information. I think the 
Secretary said and felt that he had answered the question 
satisfactorily, so I think we'll leave it at that. 


Q One other, which doesn't relate to his testi- 
mony. Yesterday, in a Mexico paper, President Monge of 
Costa Rica said that the San Jose forum for peace and 
democracy is now dead. Do you have any comment with respect 
to that? 


A No, I'm not aware of that; haven't seen the statement 


Q There is a recent criminal case in Texas 
involving someone named Ian Smalley who was arrested in con- 
junction with with attempts to transfer arms to Iran. The 
press has reported widely that he was released on the basis 
of some evidence provided by the State Department that they 
were aware of his activities and in some sense they were 
approved. Do you have any comment on that? 


_ 


A None at all. I'm not aware of it. 

Q Can you look into it? 

A I'll take & 160K and see what we have on it. 
Q There's a related, a possibly related case in 


Germany, a fellow named Sadegh Tabatabai who was arrested 
with a pound and a half of heroin. The German Foreign 
Ministry has attempted to have him released on the grounds 
that he is a diplomat with immunity from the Iranian 
Government, apparently also involved in some arms 
transactions. 
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A What's the State Department's involvement in 
that one? 


Q What's been reported is that the State 
Department has worked in conjunction with -- 


A Reported where? 


Q In many. German newspapers, that the State 
Department has attempted to use its influence to secure the 
release of Tabatabai. Will you look into that one? 


A Sure. 


Q Any comments on the remarks of Mr. Gritz in 
Bangkok that at least ten American POW's are alive in 
Indochina? 


A POW' s? 


Q Pardon me, former American servicemen; 
however you wish. 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q On that same subject, what is the position 
today as to whether any of the missing American MIA's are 
alive? 


A We did have some earlier guidance on that. 
There's no change. I think we do have some earlier 
guidance on that which we can pull out for you. 


Q Can you say anything about the state of the 
Habib/Draper talks? There was an optimistic piece from 
Lebanon today in the Washington Post. I gather Secretary 
Veliotes was quite optimistic on the Hill yesterday. 
There's a counter-report from Beirut today not so opti- 
mistic. 





A I think you're wise to treat those swings up 
and down with caution. We haven't talked about, as you well 
know to your frustration, about the negotiations as they go 
on from day to day. They are still going on. They're dif- 
ficult, as the Secretary has said. We're working at it. 

But I think I would tend to disregard the extreme swings of 
optimism and pessimism. 


Q Is he coming back here? 


A He's in Cairo today, and I guess, he'll go back 
to Israel probably tomorrow. The question of whether he 
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will be in San Franciso on Saturday night for his World 
Affairs Council honor session is unresolved. He does not 
yet know whether he can be there or not. 


Q Do you have anything on Jimmy Carter's visit? 
A Sorry. On who? 


Q Jimmy Carter's visit to the Middle Fast in 
his luncheon with the Secretary yesterday? 


A No. He had planned <he visit to the Middle 
East. I think he wanted to come in and talk to the 
Secretary and, of course, the Secretary responded to that 
very warmly. They lunched yesterday. No, I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q Did he convey any message from the Secretary? 
A No. 
Q Do you have a readout on the El Salvador 


Foreign Minister's meeting with the Secretary? 


A Yes. The Secretary met the Salvadoran 
Foreign Minister Chavez Mena for about forty-five minutes 
yesterday evening. They exchanged views on a wide-range of 
interest of mutual concern, including the political and 
military situations, the recently announced peace proposals 
and the Peace Commission. With respect to the latter two 
issues, the Secretary indicated his strong support for poli- 
tical reconciliation through the electoral process. 


He stressed that the guerrillas should not be 
allowed to shoot their way into a power-sharing arrangement, 
and I think that's about it. The meeting had been planned 
for some time. The primary objective is to explain and con- 
sult with members of Congress on the current situation in El 
Salvador from a domestic Salvadoran point of view. 


« Q "Shoot their way into a power," was that -- 
A "Shoot their way into a power-sharing 
arrangement." 


Q Did you discourage us from believing the 
reports on the Middle East; is that the way I understood it? 
Am I correct on that, of some optimism? 


A On Lebanon? The reports on Lebanon? 


Q Yes. 
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; A It's not a question of discouraging. It's a 
question of having been fairly consistent in our reluctance 
to characterize the discussions that are going on in the 
tripartite forum. We haven't done that, and I don't want to 
do that today. I would discourage you from picking up these 
day-to-day swings. I think that the discussions have been 
going along on a fairly constant level. 


Q What Ambassador Habib is reported, he was 
quoted saying that I have an agreement for you but will not 
tell you. 


A I haven't seen that quote, but I would look 
upon it with great skepticism. Ambassador Habib is very, 
very rarely quoted. 


Q One last thing, there are reports also from 
the Middle East -- I haven't been here. I don't know if you 
were asked about it -- a shooting of a 4 year-old child on 


the West Bank? 


A The general question of violence on the West 
Bank, surely. 


Q I would like to hear about the general 
violence, but I would like also if you have something in 
particular about the shooting of a 4 year-old girl? 


A I've been out of town for a few days. I think 
that happened last week. There was a shooting and a four 
year old child was involved. I have a reference to it in 
here. The United States, of course, deplores all violence 
in the West Bank and trusts that the Israeli authorities are 
doing their best to bring the perpetrators of the shooting 
incident to justice. 


We are concerned about the recent increase in ten- 
sion on the West Bank and hope both sides will take steps to 
exercise restraint. In our view, the recent recurrence of 
violence en the West Bank only underscores the need for 
prompt progress towards a negotiated solution of the 
Palestinian problem. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes, sure. 


But there are assorted incidents. It's not only 
the shooting of the child. I think there are other inci- 
dents involved her? as well. 


Q One last thing, if possible. There's also 








17 


a report that the United States has expressed its displeasure 
with the Soviet Union's supplying of SAM-5s. 


A Displeasure? 


Q Displeasure, yes, to the Soviet Union. Are 
you expecting a reply? Have you received anything from 
there? = 2 


A We don't, as you know, get into the exchange. 
I'm sure that the Soviet Union is well aware of our concern 
about them. 


Q On that subject, three Administration offi- 
cials came forward yesterday to discuss the SAM-5 situation, 
from Weinberger to Shultz to Veliotes. Is there some policy 
-- is there something that we should be seeing beyond -- I'm 
asking a simple question -- is there something we should be 
seeing beyond the mere statement that these are unwelcome 
and that the Soviets have told us that they intend to man 
the SAM-5s? Is the Administration going to do anything 
about the SAM-5s? 


A I think that we have made clear our regret 
and disapproval of this from the first reports, and have 
consistently made clear that it is destablizing in the area 
and have also consistently made that clear to the Soviet 
Union. 


0 What has the U.S. told Israel about the 
SAM-5s? 


A I just won't get into the substance of 
the diplomatic interchange. 


Q Are you, in a way, confirming the presence of 
Soviet advisors in Syria? 


A I think the Secretary did that yesterday. He 
said they're manned by Soviet crews. 


Q Two questions: First, do you have anything 
on the role of the U.N. observers in Beirut? There is some 
report there is some disagreement between the U.N. and 
Israel regarding the exact role that the observers should 
have in Beirut? 


A Of the present U.N. observers in Beirut? 


Q Yes. 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
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Q Another question. Today is March l, and 
there are widespread reports that by March 1 we'll have 
some announcement from King Hussein. Do you have any update 
information, or anything to say about it? 


A No, not really. I think those reports have 
come out of Amman. There's been some suggestion that the 
Jordanians had talked in terms of a timetable. But I think 
there's also been some suggestion that they extended that 
timetable to the end of March, but you really have to ask the 
Jordanians about that. 


Q Do you still believe that King Hussein is 
going to join the process? 


A We still certainly hope so, and are still 
working vigorously to bring that about. 


Q Where are we on the talks with the Canadians 
on the airfare dispute? 


A I don't have too much on that. Consultations 
beween the United States and Canadian civil aviation offi- 
cials began Monday in Washington, but it's still too early 
to say what the outcome will be. 


Both sides suggested detailed proposals for 
resolving the specific fare issues before them. The con- 
sultations are continuing today. 


Q Are they to run indefinitely, or do you have 
a comment on it? / 


A I don't know. I don't have a timetable. 


Q On a related subject, the Secretary was asked 
when he was down, I think, in Florida about the decision to 
label some Canadian films as propaganda, and he said he 
didn't have the -- he wasn't fully apprised of it. Has 
he come t@ some attitude or conclusion about it since then, 
or does the Department have any position on it? 


A No. I think his words at the time speak for 
themselves. It did happen while we were on the road. It is 
a Justice Department decision, and I think you have to see 
this within the overall framework of U.S./Canadian 
relations. 


Q Meaning what? 


A It's simply one incident in an otherwise good 
relationship with a much-valued neighbor. 
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Q Does the Secretary feel that this was a wise 
Sséisive on the part of the U.S. Government? 


A I think the Secretary is leaving it to the 
Justice Department. 


Q If there was a statement, you can refer me to 
it, or, if not, if you care to comment on how does the 
United States Government see the response from the Palestine 
‘National Council in Algiers, in particular, about President 
Reagan's plan? Do you see it as a rejection; do you see it 
as a -- 


I think we had something on that last week. 





A 
Q There is something? 
A Yes. 


Q Another area. Do you have anything at all on 
the visit to Washington by the Deputy Foreign Minister of 
Romania~-- and he's supposed to also meet with Eagleburger 
this afternoon? 


A Yes, he is coming in to meet with Mr. 
Eagleburger this afternoon. Mr. Dolgu is visiting 
Washington at our invitation to discuss matters of bilateral 
interests. 


In addition to Mr. Eagleburger, he'll be meeting 
with Assistant Secretaries Burt and Abrams in the 
Department, as well as having appointments in other agen- 
cies, including Commerce, USTR and ACDA. And, yes, among 
the topics to be discussed will be Romania's education 
repayment decree and MFN status. 


Q Has the Administration decided when to lift 
its MNF status? 


“A I'm not able to answer that. 


Q Do you have a comment on Argentina's setting 
a national date for elections, and could this lead to a 
decision on certification? 


A I don't know about the latter part of the 
question, but certainly we are in favor of the election 
decision. 


Do you have any comment on reports that China 
has lodged an official protest against the President's 
remarks regarding Taiwan arms? Does the United States have 
some position further to take about it? 
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A A Chinese Foreicn Ministry official has made 
a presentation on this subject to our Embassy in Beijing. 
It happened last week. I think from the Foreign Ministry 
comments reported in dispatch from Xinhua today that you can 
see the tenor of the remarks. 


Q What does the U.S. say? 

A The United States’ view is that the com- 
munique speaks for itself. It contains two important state- 
ments of policy which should be viewed together, and 
we expect both parties to the communique to carry out the 
policies articulated in that document. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a couple 
of housekeeping announcements. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: 


Testimony by Under Secretary for Security 
Assistance, Science and Technology Schneider before the Senate 
Banking Committee on security assistance appropriations. That's 
testimony he is giving today. 


Testimony by AID Administrator McPherson before the 
House Budget Committee Task Force on International Finance and 
Trade on foreign assistance proposals. That's testimony he is 
giving today. 


Also available on an embargoed hasis is the address 
by Assistant Secretary for African Affairs Crocker before a 
seminar on the African economic crisis at the Georgetown 
University Center for Strategic and International Studies. 
That's tomorrow -- it's embargoed until tomorrcew. 


Q Is it available now? 
A It either is or will be shortly available in 
the Press Office. The subject is development dialogue with 


Africa. 


a 


Available will be the following testimony: 


Again by Under Secretary Schneider before the House 
Budget Committee on security assistance appropriations; and by 
Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs 
Veliotes before the Senate Foreign Relations, Near East and 
South Asian Affairs Subcommittee on aid to the Middle East. 


That's it. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the possibili- 
ties of early elections in El Salvador? 


A The Salvadoran Government has pledged to hold 
free elections no later than March of 1984. The United 
States, of course, supports and endorses that process. The 
decision is up to the Salvadorans. We have consistently 
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voiced our support for the electoral process in El Salvador. 
We've discussed this issue with the Salvadoran Government many 
times, but as I said, it's up to that Government to determine 
and announce an exact date for the next elections. The impor- 
tant fact is that there are going to be such elections. 


We continue to support efforts at national recon- 
ciliation and the participation of all factions in El 
Salvador in that electoral process. 


Q When you're talking about elections, are you 
talking about just Presidential elections or are you talking 
about doing the whole thing all over again? 


A «Presidential and Congressional.* 
Q Both -- Parliament would be reelected? 

A Yes. 

Q Would this government like the process to be 


accelerated, to occur before March '84? 


A I think that's a decision that the Salvadoran 
Government has to make. That's an internal affair of Salvador, 
but obviously, we are enthusiastic about the development of 
the democratic process, democratic reconciliation. 


Q What do you know about the possibility that the 
Salvadoran Government will announce acceleration of these 
elections when the Pope is in El Salvador on Sunday? 


A I think you will have to ask them. 


Q You can't help at all on the question of 
whether we are encouraging them to accelerate the date? 

A We have been supporting the democratic process. 

Q How about dates? 

A If the Salvadoran Government thinks that an 


earlier election is possible and achievable, yes, we're in 
favor of that. That's their decision. 


Q Have you talked to the Salvadoran Government 
about the possibility of an earlier election, that is earlier 
than March 1984? 


A Sure. We talked to them several times about 


that. 

*CORRECTION: This is a presidential election which does not include 
voting for a Constituent Assembly. The terms of office for the 
Constituent Assembly will be determined by the new Constitution whic 
is now being drafted. 

















Q Why did that come up, the question of an early 
election, when you voiced satisfaction previously that the 
Presidential election had been set for March 1984? 


A No later than March '84. 


Q That's when it was set, March 30, I believe, 
1984. 

A Yes. 

Q But why did it come up in such conversations 


when a date had been set? 


A It's not my understanding that a date had been 
set. An outer limit had been set. It's up to the Salvadoran 
Government to set the date. 


Q Considering the difficulties that you have been 
having getting an increased aid program for El Salvador, isn't 
it in the interest of the United States Government that elec- 
tions be held earlier than the outermost date, March of '84? 


A I think it is certainly in line with what has 
been our consistent policy in El Salvador. Of course we have been 
interested in supporting and bolstering them militarily; but 
of course, we have been pushing and moving on the whole 
democratic process. As I think I said yesterday, we're 
appreciative of the fact that they are working on the 
Constitution, that they have announced their Peace Commission, 
and that they have been working on the electoral process. We 
want to move that process forward. 


Q On the election process, I thought the schedule 
of elections no later than March '84 were specifically talking 
about Presidential elections and not the whole Congressional 
election process. 


A As I say, that's for the Salvadoran Government 
to announce and to decide. 


Q You, the U.S. Government, would like to see the 
whole thing, the whole process renewed -- in other words, 
Congressional as well as Presidential elections? * 


A If the Salvadoran Government feels that it is 
practical' and realistic to advance that date nearer, rather 
than the outer limit of March, yes, of course. 


* See page 2 for correction 

















Q One more question: when one speaks of the 


elections in El Salvador, one can't talk only of people going 
to a voting booth; you have to talk about other things such as 


an amnesty. 
A Yes. 


QO Would the United States be in favor of an 
amnesty? 


A Well, you've just had a Peace Commission 
installed, and that's one of the things that they are going to 
be looking at. But its early days, I think that's one of 
the things that that Commission will, obviously, have to look 
at. 


QO Is there a military representative on that 
Peace Commission, as Mr. Enders said yesterday? 

A I have to check that, Jim. You got the names 
yesterday. 

Q Yes. 

A I'm not sure whether any of those are military 
people. 

Q The question is, why is the representation on 


the Peace Commission at apparently -- well, there is no army 
representation, as far as I can tell -- at a relatively low 
level, The only political representative is from a party that 
doesn't even have representation in the Constituent Assembly? 


A I don't know. It's a Salvadoran commission. 
You'd have to ask them. 


Q John, you're saying you would favor an earlier 
date for the election if Salvador so decides. 


A If Salvador decides. 
Q What would be the advantage of an earlier date? 


A Well, I suppose it moves the democratic process 
forward, Bernie. 


Q What about the problem of security that 
Secretary Shultz was asked about? He said that it was a very 
difficult situation. What arrangements could be made 
regarding security for those participating? 














A Again, I think that is something the Salvadoran 
Government will have to address itself to. 


Was Senator Stone in San Salvador the past week? 
‘Yes. 

Did he speak with President Magana? 

I think he did. 


What was the subject of his conversation? 
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The overall democratic process, including 
elections. 


Q Would there be any value to the elections if 
the guerrillas did not participate? 


A I don't know. That's a hypothetical question. 
Q What is the position of Senator Stone? 


A He has been appointed as the representative of 
the President to assist in public diplomacy initiatives in 
Central America. 


Q John, what are the deficiencies in the present 
government that early elections would correct? 


A Well, this is a provisional government; this is 
an interim government. It has always been envisaged that you 
would move to the electoral process that we're now talking 
about. 


Q So it's only the provisional aspects that 
you're concerned about? 


A I think the overall movement towards a more 
orthodox representational system. 


Q I'd like to ask you about the content of the 
word “reconciliation.” Are we talking about reconciliation 
with the guerrillas and with the guerrilla movement, or are we 
talking about direct reconciliation, or are we talking about 
reconciliation through the electoral process? 


A We're talking about reconciliation with all the 
people of El Salvador within a democratic framework, within an 
electoral process. 














Q That does not mean direct talks with the 
guerrillas? 


A Not to my understanding. 


Q This is a kind of chicken-and-egg question. 
Would the United States expect an announcement from the 
Salvadoran Government as to whether it feels it would be able 
to support earlier elections before a decision is taken by the 
Administration or Congress on the $60 million in aid, or would 
we expect the aid to be an inducement for such an 
announcement? . 


A I think the Salvadoran Government will make up 
its own mind on any question involving elections, irrespective 
of the aid debate. 


Q There is a charge that an election announcement 
may be made in order to deflect an expected call by the Pope 
for a dialogue between the forces. What do you have to say to 


that charge? 
A Nothing. 
Q Is there any basis to it?. 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Also, do you have any statement with respect to 
the elevation of Archbishop Rivera, or the Acting -- 


A No. 


Q John, could I just sum up the discussion we've 
had so far by asking you: if the Government of El Salvador were 
to announce earlier elections, it would have the enthusiastic 
support of this government? 


A Yes, of course. 


Q I wonder if you could address yourself to the 
subject of the informal ceiling of 55 American technical 
advisors. 


Yesterday, Assistant Secretary Enders said that 
there wasn't any thought being given to raising that ceiling. 
A few days ago, the Secretary of Defense appeared to be 
chafing at the ceiling of 55, and suggesting that indeed it 
was being reconsidered. 











What about the ceiling, is it firm? Or is it 
floating up? 


A I really don't think we can go any further than 
we went yesterday. We talked about it yesterday here and Tom 
Enders did talk about it, and to summarize, U.S. trainers in 
El Salvador will continue to be just that, trainers and not 
combat advisors; and we will continue to make maximum use of 
Our current self-imposed ceiling of 55. There has been no 
decision to increase the number of trainers. 


Q I'm really asking about reconsideration of the 
ceiling. Is this part of the general review of Central 
American policy that is going on right now? 


A I wouldn't rule out that it's being discussed, 
as I think a senior Administration official said. A decision 
might be that we have too many, too few. 


Q What circumstances have changed, in, your view, 
given the fact that the insurgents last time boycotted the 
elections, that would make the insurgents in any way entertain 
the idea of participating in this next round of elections? 
Why would they come in this time? 





A You're asking me to get into a hypothetical 
area, but I suppose that would depend on the conditions, or 
inducements, or however you might want to phrase them that the 
Salvadoran Government might offer, and the assessment of the 
guerrillas of their interest and situation. 





Q What do you mean by the word “inducements that 
Salvador might offer?" 


A We've talked here about -- Jim already asked me 
about the question of amnesty. I'm not suggesting what the 
Salvadoran Government might do, but I mean, obviously, there is 
the question of how the safety of those people might be 
insured, I would imagine in their eyes. 


Q Yesterday, an old-time death squad, named the 
"Secret Anti-Communist Army," of which, supposedly, one of the 
founders is president of the Constituent Assembly, Roberto 
D'Aubuisson, resurfaced again by carving its initials on three 
corpses. Do you have any comment on the reactivation? 

A No. Don't know anything about it. 

Q Do you think this is a bad sign? 


A Don't know anything about it. 











Could you take the question? 
I'll look into it for you. 


Can I have one other on the region as a whole? 
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Sure. 


Q The Secretary and Assistant Secretary Enders 
have both indicated support for a new call by the Foreign 
Ministers of the former Central American Democratic Community 
for a conference as soon as possible. Can you state what this 
conference is? 


A No. 


Q Then, why do we support it? 


A We will have to wait and see if there is any move- 


ment on this front, who is involved in it, and who the par- 
ticipants might be; but we are dealing in something that is 
hypothetical at this stage. 


Q On the same subject, up until what you're 
saying now in the stories about U.S. readiness to accept an 
earlier date, what has been the U.S. position? Has there 
been any other position taken? 


A Not to my knowledge, in that obviously, we 
welcome the fact that elections would have taken place no 
later than March of next year, and that we've talked to the 
Salvadoran Government a number of times about this. 


Q And just to recap, what would be the advantage 
of an earlier election than the outer limit of 3/84? 


A I suppose it moves the whole democratic process 
forward. 


Q Why should it be moved forward? 
A Why shouldn't it be moved forward? (Laughter) 


Q Isn't there a new rhetoric here? I mean, my 
memory of this is that we've always talked about the 
Presidential elections to be held in March '84. Was this just 
miss *atements by the Secretary and others? 


A I don't know that it's a misstatement. My 
understanding of the agreement is that elections would be held 
no later than March of '84, that that was an outer limit. 





\ 

Q Was this just discovered by some expert? I 
mean, I've gone to innumerable hearings, and we've always just 
referred to the March ‘84 elections as if this was stated in 
ice. 


A Obviously, it hasn't been cast in ice, if 
indeed the Salvadoran Government is considering an earlier 
date. 





Q John, could you take your reasoning behind the 
earlier elections one step further to say that it might have a 
salutory effect on your efforts to get the aid program through 
Congress? 


A I think the United States has clearly a dual 
policy in El Salvador. Obviously, we are supporting the mili- 
tary in their bid to put down the insurgents and the 
guerrillas; but on the other track, we have, as you well know 
from what we he e said in the certification statement, paid 
tribute to the progress that has been made, but very frankly 
admitted that much progress still has to be made. 


In that regard, we have had a healthy and vigorous 
interest in broadening the democratic process, and moving it 
forward. That's what we're doing. 


Q Just to clarify on what Bernie was asking, are 
you saying that no date has ever been, set, except to say that 
not after March 1984? 


A Now you're going back into an area in which I 
don't have personal expertise. But not to my knowledge. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Could you look into it and put down an answer 
as to what it was because there was continued -- 


A No. I think that's a question of factual and 
historical research that, really, you could undertake. 


QO. I have already, and I'm surprised by your 
statement with respect to that. Are you just uncertain as 
to the -- 


A I'm just giving you what my understanding of 
the situation is. 


Q But nobody prepared guidance that said that; 
is that correct? 


A In all the discussion I have heard about 
this, that has been the situation. 


Q Can you take another question? Just flatly, 
did the United States in the person of Ambassador Stone pro- 
pose this to the Salvadoran Government? 


A Certainly was discussed as it has been on a 
number of occasions. 


Q It's important whether this is an American 
idea or a Salvador Government idea. 


A It certainly has been discussed in the past 
and certainly was discussed during Senator Stone's visit. 


0 John, have you had a chance to ask the 
Secretary who he meant when he was referring to the church- 
men who want to foster communism in El Salvador? 

A No, I haven't. 

re) Has he volunteered it to anybody? 

A No, he hasn't. 
0 


’ Do you think he will specify the people he has 
in mind? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Why not? 


A I think he felt he answered the question 
during his testimony. 
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@) On the 3/84 date, was it your understanding 
that was limited only to the election of a president or a 
new congress as well? 


A I thought that involved both. *« 


Q Would you say something about what you 
think the impact on reconciliation might be of the Pope's 
visit? 


A I don't know. We all hope for a successful 
visit by the Pope, but I can't speak for him. I don't know 
what he's going to say, what he's going to do. 


6) You're talking about reconciliation in terms 
of the electoral process? 


A Yes. 


0 And, surely, that's not what the Pope is 
talking about. 


A I don't know. I haven't heard him talk about 
it. 


re) He is surely talking about direct 
reconciliation. 


A I haven't heard him speak on the subject. 
You have to wait and see. 


0 One more question on this. If there were to 
be an acceleration in the election process, as you 
understand it, would that only require an announcement by the 
Government of Salvador or would it also require some 
agreement by the various other parties concerned? 


A I suppose that would depend on how the 
announcement is made and what consultation there might have 
been. I don't know. But, again, you're asking me for 
something that the Salvadoran Government has to decide. 

e) It's a good question in terms of how that -- 
Whether it's a constitutional question? 
That's right. 

You've got me. I can't answer that. 


Can you take that question? 


r Oo FF OD PY 


We'll look into it for you. 


* See page 2. 
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Q When do you expect an announcement? 


A I don't know that there will be announcement. 
You're asking me about a newspaper story. 


Qo Any arrests on the Sonsonate case yet? 


A No arrests. But you probably are aware of 
Defense Minister Garcia's press conference yesterday. 


Q Why did he say they weren't going to observe 
a ceasefire? 


A There's a little confusion on that, I think. 
There were later statements, reiterating what we had said 
yesterday that the Government would not undertake offensive 
operations during the Pope's visit. 


¢) After his press conference? 
A As I understand it. 


0 Why? Because the reporters misunderstood -- 
like they did on Air Force One or someplace? 


A I don't know. 


6) Do you have any comment on the meeting be- 
tween Morocco and Algeria? 


A I think we had something on that yesterday. 
I think there was some guidance, and therefore it's in the 
Press Office. I don't have it with me right now, but we had 
something yesterday on that. 


a 





0 Do you have anything on the incidents between 
Israeli soldiers and U.N. observers in Beirut? 


A No. You really would have to go to the U.N. 
on that. I guess you're talking about the network report 
last night? You would have to go to the U.N. on that. 


0 Any comment on the visit by the Libyan offi- 
cial delegation to Chad? 


A Did we have some guidance on that earlier in 
the week -- again, in the Press Office. I don't have it 
with me today. 


0 The Syrians are saying that the U.S. is opening 
a propaganda offensive against it on the SAM-5 missiles; do 
you have any comment on that? 
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A No. I haven't seen what they have said on 
that, but our position on the SAM-5s is plain. We consider 
them a destabilizing influence in the region. 


@] John, anything on Habib's plans? Is he 
coming back this weekend? 


A Not quite sure. He is in Israel today. He 
was in Cairo yesterday, and hasn't yet made the decision, I 
think, on whether he will back for the World Affairs Council 
meeting. 


) What will determine whether he comes back or 
not? 


A I‘m sure he's involved in discussions in 
Israel today, and I suppose the overall course of his nego- 
tiations will decide whether he can come back or not. 


0 Is there a sense that a breakthrough might be 
imminent and would determine whether he stays or not? 


A As I said yesterday, I think I cautioned 
you against these reports of sharp swings up and down in 
those negotiations. 


> Can you provide us with some information 
about the Secretary's speech Saturday night? 


A I can't as yet. 

The subject? 

The subject, no, I can't. 

You have nothing on the subject? 


No, not yet. 


o r+ OD F D 


Is it going to go beyond the talents of 
Habib? 


A That is a dinner at which Ambassador Habib, if 
there, he would also speak, but I would not think that it 
will be confined to that subject alone. 


0) I hope he's not going to speak on foreign aid 
again. 


e) What time is that that he's gcing to speak? 








A I don't know. 
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@) Do you have a contact number and so forth? 
A We can get it for you. 
@) Do you have a readout on the Romanian Deputy 


Foreign Minister, and specifically education? 


A Yes, with Mr. Eagleburger. They met for 
about an hour. They discussed the kind of subjects you 
might expect. (Laughter) Bilateral and broad international 
issues and, yes, the Romanian education repayment decree and 
the question of Romania's most favored nation tariff status 
were among the topics covered. But I'm afraid I'm not going 
to be any more expansive than the expansiveness I've already 
been. 


0 A couple weeks ago, I think it was Alan said 
that implementation of the education tax will lead to a 
suspension of MFN. It's been confirmed officially by the 
Romanians that they have implemented the tax. Can you help 
us out when the MFN will be lifted, or whether it will be 
lifted? 


A I don't have anything more for you today. 


@) Do you have anything on these charges about 
the Russians mixing in the internal electoral affairs of the 
Federal Republic? 


A I do not today. I don't know whether we have 
earlier made any reference to that. Apparently not. Don't 
have anything for you on that. 


fe) Do you have a readout on the results of the 
Contact Group talks on Namibia? 


A No. 


0 Do you have any comment on China's proposal 
with respect to Cambodia that came out? 


A Yes. We welcome the Chinese proposal which 
is consistent with ASEAN's approach which we fully support. 
The announcement further undercuts Vietnam's claim that a 
threat from China justifies its aggression and occupation of 
Kampuchea. 


We call on Hanoi to negotiate a comprehensive 
political settlement based on the total withdrawal of its 
troops and the establishment of a neutral, independent 
Kampuchea which is no threat to any of its neighbors, 
including Vietnam. 
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@) Can I follow that up? 
A Sure. 


6) The Chinese, as I understand the kind of new 
approach was, they called for a partial withdrawal of . 
Vietnam at which time they would begin talks with Vietnam 
itself. Would we take a similar position? 


A Talks with Vietnam? 


0 Talks with Vietnam after a partial withdrawal 
of troops -- understood that there would be a complete 
withdrawal. 


A Can't answer that one for you. 
6) Would you look into that? 


A It's a hypothetical thing. I think we have 
to wait and see if there were movements. 


0 A follow-up question. Could this proposal 
coming from China, after the visit by Secretary Shultz, be 
considered as an outcome of the visit of the talks of the 
situation? 


A No, I don't think so. As you know, the 
Secretary discussed with a number of Chinese officials mat- 
ters of mutual interest, and Kampuchea certainly was one of 
them. And, I think, the Secretary, on a number of occa- 
sions, has said that if the Chinese could initiate some movement 
in Kampuchea, that would be welcome by us and we would sup- 
port it. But I think it would be an overstatement to say that 
it stems from the talks. 


@) What was the State Department involvement in 
arranging the visit by Mayor Koch in Israel and in Lebanon, and 
what advice did he get from the State Department regarding 
the visit in Lebanon? 


A Insofar as the details of the Koch visit, I 
think you really ought to ask him and the Government of 
Lebanon. But Mayor Koch did consult with the State 
Department about his method of entry into Lebanon before he 
left. The State Department did offer its counsel, and the 
United States did offer to assist the Mayor with an alter- 
native method of entry. 


QO Which means that you didn't like the idea of 
him entering with the Israeli forces? 
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A Yes. 
fe) Why? 


A The point is that the Government of Lebanon 
is a sovereign state and has the sole authority to determine 
the method of entry and it did. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the decision of 
the Lebanese Government not to grant him an official 
status? 


A No. They're within their rights and that's 
their decision. 


8) Until about two weeks ago, Shultz and 
President Reagan and others in the Administration have said 
repeatedly, with regard to the arms talks, that the U.S. 
hasn't seen a proposal from the Soviet Union. Has the U.S. 
now seen one? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


@) Do you have any reaction to the report today 
in which China says that the Taiwan issue of Taiwan's future 
is purely an internal Chinese affair and that there's no 
linkage between any Chinese agreement for a peaceful resolu- 
tion of this issue and our pledge to gradually end arms 
sales to Taiwan? 


A No reaction beyond what we gave you yester- 
day, and I think we would again, refer you to the communique 
on arms sales to Taiwan. I would have to go back and get 
the exact language in there, but there is language in there 
which talks about the fundamental position of the PRC on the 
question of peaceful relationship with Taiwan and I think 
that's an important phrase; but we're going to stand by and 
implement the communique, the terms of the communique. 


0 Back on El Salvador. Your military aid 
request has problems from Congressmen who want a negotiated 
political settlement. If you have the early elections and 
if the guerrillas do not take part, will you see that as 
evidence that this negotiated political settlement approach 
is invalid, and will that, in effect, help your case for the 
military aid? 


A I don't know. We're in a process of con- 
sultation with Congressmen of both parties -- Senators of 
both parties -- right now. That has been going on for 
several days; will go on for several more days, and I think 
that will have to run its course. 

















17 


We are seeking opinion from various groups 
inviting such opinion as rather frank, full discussion, and 
I think the various viewpoints will emerge during these 
several days of consultations. 


0 Will it be possible to get a backgrounder by 
the Assistant Secretary on this? 


A By which Assistant Secretary? 
O Enders. 

A It's possible. Let me ask. 

0) 


Will you look into it, or would you take that 
question? - 


A Sure. 
0 Before March ‘84? (Laughter) 


8) In this process of seeking opinion from 
various groups, has there been any contacts by this 
Administration of the Salvadoran Government with the politi- 
cal wings of the guerrillas? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0) Last week, both State and INS announced that 
asylum had been granted for that white South African draft 
dodge, Dominic Holzhaus. INS was very helpful, but there 
are a couple of things that are still not clear in their 
guidance. 


Holzhaus charges that he would have been jailed 
and tortured if he remained in South Africa. INS says that 
persecution doesn't have to go that far. They told me that 
it could just mean -- that the U.S. will give asylum if a 
person can prove that he'll be deprived of a job or that he 
will be deprived of educational opportunity in his country. 


Is that a new, liberalized definition of "asylum?" 

A I don't know. It seems to me you're really 
fishing in waters that are more properly INS. Did we do 
something on this? 

Q I'm looking at your guidance, but I would 
like to go beyond it because it's a very unusual case. 
Could you look into it further. 


A I'll look into it, but I think, really, 
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you're kind of stuck with INS on this one. But let me see. 


0 Pick up on an earlier question, please. You 
had Stone down there talking to the El Salvadorans. Has 
there been any direct or indirect soundings taken with the 
guerrillas as to their interest in earlier elections? 


By the United States? Not to my knowledge. 


By the United States or by El Salvador. 


A 

0) 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Could you do better than that? 
A 


Certainly, not as far as the United States is 


concerned. I'm not trying to mislead you. It's just I 
don't feel comfortable speaking for Salvadoran Government officials, 


but not to my knowledge. 


) There's a report from Bonn that says that 
European Community ministers sort of decided at some meeting 
yesterday that Polish official debt from the Western govern- 
ments, they ought to pursue that now, that the Polish 
Government has defaulted on that. Does the U.S. share that 
view? 


A I don't have anything for you at the moment. 
It's possible we might have something on that later in the 
day. 


Le) Thank you. 


(Press Briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a few 
housekeeping announcements. Available in the Press Office 
will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Human Rights and 
International Organizations. 


We've had indications from the Hill that the 
questions will focus on the Country Reports, on Central 
America, the Democracy Initiative, the dispute over Canadian 
films, and other subjects. 


0 What time is that? 

A I don't have a time for that. 
JOURNALISTS: 1:30 

A Is it 1:30? Thank you, gentlemen. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:30 will 
be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and 
South Asian Affairs, Nicholas Veliotes before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is "Security 
Assistance Proposals for Egypt." 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:00 
this afternoon will be the testimony of Under Secretary 
Schneider before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on International Security and Scientific 
Affairs. The subject is "Conventional Arms Transfer." 


I also want to apologize for giving you some inac- 
curate information on elections yesterday. I said that -- 
we were talking about earlier elections, both presidential 
and Constituent Assembly. That was on the basis of infor- 
mation supplied to me by a geographic area. That was 
incorrect, and I passed it on to you incorrectly, and I apo- 
logize for it. 


The terms of Constituent Assembly members will be 
specified in the new constitution. The constitution will 
also determine the timing and procedures for gubernatorial 
and municipal elections. So I think, as you pressed me 
yesterday -- one or two others -- it really was presidential 








elections. I apologize. 


0 On the subject of El Salvador, do you have 
anything about an American being arrested by the Salvadoran 
authorities? 


A No, I don't. 
8) Maybe you can look into it. He's identified 


as Jorge Enrique Zapporoli, and appears to be in custody in 
San Salvador. 


A Okay. Any idea for charges or whatever? 
) Apparently was associating or helping 
guerrillas. 


A Don't know anything about it. Will take a look 
at it. 


) There seems to be some confusion about 
reports coming out of the White House saying that the 
President is now determined to do all necessary -- whatever 
that means -- to bring off the Salvadoran situation. Can 
you put us right? 


A I don't think there's been any change in the 
situation. I think our position has been clear that we're 
working for democratization of that country, and we're going 
to do everything we are able to do that will permit them to 
run their own country in peace and with ultimate equity. 
That's what we're striving for, and we're pursuing both the 
military and the diplomatic tracks to try to help bring that 
about. 


fe) Would that extend to providing more U.S. 
military personnel to help on the military side? 


A No. We're exactly where we have been the 
past several days on the question of trainers. Our self- 
imposed ceiling is 55. We haven't been up to 55. 


¢) Wouldn't military personnel fall under the 
rubric of everything that we are able to do? 


A There certainly isn't any change in our posi- 
tion on the number of trainers that are there, or about to 
be there. As we've said, we've got that ceiling of 55. We 
haven't used it. We intend to use it to the maximum. That 
will be the time to look at the possibility of going beyond 
that. 


As we have said, we never ruled out the possibi- 
lity of going beyond that, but there's been no change and 














there's no decision before the President. 


0] Do you have anything more or anything to add 
to what might be done to broaden the scope of the trainers’ 
duties in El Salvador? 


A No, not really. Again, as we have con- 
sistently said in the past several days, they are not going 
to go into a combat situation. Theirs is a training role. 

I think there's some confusion in the minds of some about 
the distinction between combat advisors and trainers. These 
are not and will not be combat advisors. They are trainers, 
and that is their role. 


@) There's some suggestion now that they'll be 
moved down to battalion level. To what level will they 
move? 


A No decision, no plan. There's a story in one 
of the papers this morning talking about a move to brigade 
level. Don't rule that out; but, again, that would be in 
a purely training phase. 


0 But would that in a sense move them closer to 
combat areas? 


A I'm sure there are people in this room who 
know more about Salvador than I do. But I'm told that there 
hasn't been an attack on a brigade headquarters in two years 
in Salvador. 


0 There has not been an attack -- 
A That's what I'm told. 
re) -- in two years on a brigade headquarters. 


0 John, you said you're pursuing both a mili- 
tary and a diplomatic track. Could you describe for us what 
you mean by the "diplomatic track?" What does that entail? 


A I probably will disappoint you in that I 
don't really have anything beyond what’ we've already said. 
As we have said, we are working on the issue of elections. 
We are working in that area of the constitution which is 
being drafted. We have been enthusiastic about getting the 
Peace Commission going. It is going. It is talking about 
the kinds of things it will have to do to safeguard those 
elections when they take place. All this is very much in 
accord with our policy. 


e) In other words, what you mean, you're talking 
about internal, political matters within El Salvador when 

















you say "diplomatic?" 


A The continuing encouragement that we have 
offered that government to move into the area of 
democratization. 


0] Could you do a little more on the 
possibility of a move to brigade headquarters; is that out 
from a central area to different parts of the country? 


A The trainers have been in and out of these \ 
areas before and if that is thought -- certainly, we're 
interested in upgrading the training there. If it is 
thought to be a good idea that some should move into those 
areas, undoubtedly they would. 


Q Could I just get back -- I don't mean to 
belabor this -- but when you say "we will do everything 
we're able to do,” that really sounds like almost an open- 
ended commitment. Tell us what the limits are on everything 
we're able to do? 


A I can't give you a blueprint for the limits. 
The goals are quite clear: to provide the kind of security, 
the kind of secure situation in which the people of El 
Salvador will be able to live in peace and with justice, and 
we are doing what we can on both the military and the diplo- 
matic front to bring that about. 


Q Are you saying there are no limits? 


A No, I'm not saying there are no limits. I've 
told you we're not considering, for example, increasing the 
number of trainers at the moment. I told you they are not 
going into combat. That's where we are. 


Q But you say “at the moment." That's still 
does imply an open-ended possibility. 


A I don't think one ever rules anything in or 
anything out, but I don't want you to be misled by that. 
There are no plans to go beyond where we are at the moment. 


e) How do you describe conditions in El 
Salvador? How bad are they? How good is it? Where are we? 
Has the situation deteriorated? Are we winning? 


A I think the experts have really offered their 
characterization. Tom Enders has testified, and I guess 
a senior spokesman maybe did something on this at the 
Pentagon this morning. 
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I'm not quite sure what the rules were, so I'll 
just make it a senior syokesman. Others, I think, have 
offered characterizations of where we stand. I think the 
President has described the situation after his meeting last 
Monday as one of concern, and it's serious. Certainly. 


0 On that, I don't understand because the 
experts seem to not be consistent. When Enders testified 
earlier this week, he said that the Salvadoran forces face 
"a genuine emergency," and Sanchez said that they could run 
out of parts and ammunition in the next thirty days, or some 
categories of ammunition. However, in the guidance that you 
put out only last night you said that there's been no major 
change in the situation which seems to be contradictory with 
the notion of there being a "genuine emergency." 


Could you square that? 


A No major change in the situation. I don't 
understand what you're quoting from. 


re) I'm quoting. from the guidance that was posted 
yesterday as to why the Administration did not request 
supplemental funds under the overall supplemental bill and 
instead is seeking now $60 million in a different procedure. 


A The major change in the situation is that you 
have about 25% of the money you want for this year to 
operate. That's the major change in the situation. 


0 It's referring to the situation with respect -- 
on the ground. That is, it doesn't seem to reflect the 
notion that what Enders says is a genuine emergency. Are 
you backing away from what Enders said in characterizing the 
Situation as a genuine emergency? 


A Not at all. You're operating with 25% of the 
funds you think you need to keep the insurgents, to keep the 
guerrillas at bay. If you're operating with a quarter of 
the funds, I think you would look down the road and you 
would see a rather bleak future if you're going to run out 
of the things that you need to provide. 


6) How do you counter Colonel Flores Lima's state- 
ment of laughter when asked whether or not they were 
running so short on supplies? 


A I think you have to take a look at what he said 
in its entirety. He may have talked about specific items, 
but I think he, himself, said the situation is one of con- 
cern. I haven't read anything or seen anything by any 
Salvadoran officials which suggests they do not want that 
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extra assistance that we're trying to provide to them. Some 
selected items are in short supply. 


QO Within 30 days? 


A Again, I refer you to the various experts. 
Some items, I think people talked about thirty days; some 
items, experts have talked about ninety days. 


Q Can you tell us, did General Walters go to 
Rome and discuss this whole business of the elections with 
the Pope? 


A He has not discussed elections or, indeed, 
anything else with the Pope, but he has certainly been in Rome. 
From time to time we exchange views with the Vatican, and as 
the President's special emissary, Ambassador Walters has 
done so previously. 


In view of the Pope's scheduled visit to Central 
America, Ambassador Walters gave a general briefing to men- 
bers of the Vatican staff which covered those countries his 
Holiness was scheduled to visit. That took place on Monday, 
February 28. The last occasion he was in Rome and did such 
a simliar briefing was October 18, last year. 


e) Did he get a favorable reaction from those 
he visited with about the U.S. plan? 


A I don't think we get into the discussions 
that the Ambassador has with the various people he sees. 


e) Did the Pope attend that briefing? 


A I'm sure that General Walters did not see the 
Pope. 


e) The briefing was on what? Was it on the 
countries themselves or U.S. policy in those countries? 


A It was on the general Central American 
situation with specific reference to the countries the Pope 
was going to. 


Q With specific reference to U.S. policy there, 
Or not? It seems that the church would certainly have -- 


A I assume it would center on U.S. policy. It 
seems logical. 


Q Is it ordinary procedure for senior U.S. 
officials to brief Vatican officials in advance of visits to 
countries that he visits? 











A I don't think there's anything unusual in 
that. 


) They do it routinely? 


A I don't know that they do it routinely, but I 
don' t think there's anything unusual in it. 


0 John, to go back to my colleague's question, 
this gets very semantical, but I guess that's your business, 
in part. (Laughter) You talk about goals -- 

A I know this is going to be great. 

0 Well, follow me; please. 

A I‘m hanging on every word. 

0 You ‘talk about goals, but Lou Cannon is 
quoting somebody cut there in Santa Barbara, in the 


President's party, as saying, in pessess of those goals that 
"all necessary measures” -- 


A Who did you say he was quoting? 
He doesn't say. Are you denying it? 
No, I'm not denying it. 


Nobody else has either. 


r Oo FY DO 


It's kind of hard to respond to that. I 
don't know who he talked to. 


re) If Lou caught some guy out in the woods 
there and just quoted him, I'm sure they'd deny it. 


0 Is Mr. Romberg out there? 


A Mr. Romberg is out there. I don't think it 
was Alan Romberg. 


0 In effect, it is what my colleague said, an 
open-ended commitment. We're determined to achieve these 
goals there, and we're not ruling anything out in the pursuit 
of those goals; is that correct? 


A I don't want to mislead you. I think people 
in this spot tend never to rule anything out because that is 
a foolish thing to do. You never rule anything out; you 
never rule anything in because as soon as you go one way or 
the other, you're in trouble. So I never rule anything out, 




















but I don't want to mislead you into thinking that we're 
talking about an open-ended commitment. 


I think what we're talking about is full support 
for the stated gcals that we have been following in 
Salvador. 


--MORE-- 
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6) John, the President, I have the impression, 
last year or perhaps two years ago, definitely ruled out 
direct American participation, American forces, fighting in 
that war. Does that still stand? 


A I don't know what he did last year, but cer- 
tainly, that is the position at the moment. I don't recall 
his specific statement last year, but there is no talk of -- 


fe) So, when you say that you're not ruling out 
anything at this stage you're not ruling in this kind of 
thing that the President previously had ruled out? 


A I'm not leading you one way or the other. It's 
just when somebody says, "DO you rule out such-and-such?" I 
tend to shy away from that kind of question. 


0 But do you recognize that by now saying that 
we're not ruling out anything, you're opening up room for -- 


A I'm trying to guide you in the direction of not 
opening that door. I'm trying to lead you in the direction of 
understanding that when I say I'm not ruling anything out, I 
am not suggesting there is anything in the works, because 
there is not. 


¢) John, yesterday this Department issued a state- 
ment at the end of the day that concluded by saying that the 
guerrillas in El Salvador had seized the psychological ini- 
tiative. I'd be interested in having a face behind that state- 
ment, because as you just pointed out, it's very hard to 
quote people when you don't know who is saying it. 


A Yes. 


fe) What does the "psychological initiative" mean? 
Does it mean that the guerrillas in El Salvador have succeeded 
Or are succeeding in winning the hearts and minds of the 
people? 


A I think it means that they have been very 
active. I think it means that they have been attempting to 
destroy the infrastructure of the country. That is something 
that guerrillas in various countries, not El Salvador, 
have been able to do with some success. When you have 
guerrillas operating in the kind of milieu that they operate, 
it is fairly easy to blow up power stations and bridges. I 
think, as a matter of fact, the Secretary said that they had 
blown up 55 bridges -- I forget over what period. I imagine 
that is psychologically disturbing to the people of El 
Salvador who want to live in peace. 
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0 That is the psychological initiative that they 
have seized? 


A I would certainly think that is one psychological 
initiative, yes. 


0 The statement also said that the United States 
is trying to reinvigorate our friends to enable them, or to 
put the guerrillas back on the defensive. 


A That's right. 


0 So the guerrillas are now on the offensive? 
A Well, they have certainly been very active. 
0 Can you give us a time period? Do you include 


the last three or four weeks or so, as far as their being very 
active? 


A Yes, I would say so. 
0 I think today in The New York Times, military 


officials down in San Salvador were saying there has been a 
lull recently. 





A Well, there certainly hasn't been a lull in the 
attacks on the infrastructure of the country. 


0 Has the decision been made with respect to the 
route that the Administration wants to go to get more money 
that it thinks it needs? 


A No. That's just the kind of thing that is 
being discussed now with Congressmen and Senators of both 
parties -- what would be the best way to go about that. 


) How is it being discussed, that is, who is 
representing the Administration? Who are they talking to? 


A I think various officials from the State 
Department and probably elsewhere are conferring with both 
Senators end Congressmen. 


e) On that point, John, could you tell us why is 
this intensive consultation being done behind the scenes? Why 
don't you have some Committee meetings up there? How are you 
doing this, one-on-one? 


A A lot of people have been testifying in the 
past several days, as some of you here know all too well. 








ll 


) John, is the summary of what you've been saying 
for the last few minutes that there is nothing in the works, 
but we are going to do everything we are able to do? 


A What I'm saying is that, in light of some 
deterioration of the situation in Salvador, and especially in 
the light of the fact that the funds that we have sought are 
not available, the President has been reviewing the 
situation. Bipartisan consultations are going on -- that 
seems like the right and intelligent way to conduct that 
kind of consultation -- to decide what can be done and how 
best it can be done. 


But insofar as levels of American trainers there and 
that kind of thing, there is no dramatic change in prospect; 
no decisions have been taken. We're observing for the moment 
the same ceiling that we have been observing -- as a matter of 
fact, that we have not been observing because we haven't hit 
that ceiling. 


Again, as I've consistently said, no reason why we 
should not go above that ceiling modestly, if we decide that 
that is desirable; but that is not relevant at the moment 
because we're not at that ceiling. And the President is 
reviewing the situation. What he is reviewing is how best to 
achieve the United States' stated goals in El Salvador, which 
are very clear. 


fe) A neighboring country? 
A Yes. 


0 Do you have any statement on the executions in 
Guatemala this morning? 


A No. We've seen the reports, but that's all we 
have seen; haven't gotten any confirmation of them. 


0 The Embassy has been unable to confirm? 
A We have no confirmation as yet. 


0 Did we make any representations in the last few 
days about such executions? 


A I do not know whether we have made any repre- 
sentations. As you probably know, the court upheld the 
conviction in the case of these six who are alleged to be 
involved in this execution. 


0 You don't know whether we sought clemency? 
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I don't. 
Can you take the question? 
Sure. 


Can you tell us about Mr. Habib's plans? 


r OO FP OO PP 


Yes. He's still in Israel. I think he pro- 
bably will remain there through tomorrow morning, and there- 
fore, he has not been able to come to a decision as to whether 
he will in fact make it to San Francisco this weekend. 


e) On the Secretary's speech, is there a subject 
yet? 


A There isn‘t really, but why don't you have a 
word with me about that afterwards. 


6) Did you say that Habib is not coming to San 
Francisco, John? 


A I'm not sure. It depends on what his schedule 
is. He is in Israel, talking with Israeli officials, and I 
think those talks will probably continue tomorrow morning, so 
I don't think he will be able to make a decision until tomorrow. 


0 Is Secretary Shultz in San Francisco? 


A Secretary Shultz is in Palo Alto. He is going 
to have a session with Foreign Minister Pym -- in fact, he's 
probably already had it by now. This evening he is going to a 
state dinner at the DeYoung Museum for the Queen in San 
Francisco; is going to a state dinner on the Yacht 
"Britannia" tomorrow night. He will give his speech at the 
World Affairs Council, San Francisco, Saturday night. 


0 May I go back to Habib for a second? How do 
those conversations that are underway right now determine when 
he is going to come back? In other words, if something deve- 
lops from these that causes him to continue negotiating, he'll 
do that? Is that the idea? 


A He's in the midst of talks, obviously, with the 
Israelis; and I think it really is a question of whether he is 
able to break away from those discussions and get back for 
this weekend, and then get back to the Middle East or not. 


0 If he comes back this weekend, do you expect 
him to stay for a while? 
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A No. I would expect him to go back. But having 
said that, that's an expectation. But Ambassador Habib makes 
his travel plans from hour to hour. 


@) John, could we put that question a little bit 
differently? If he comes back, should we take that as a 
signal that the talks on the Lebanon withdrawal have reached a 
serious impasse, or a stopping point, and that you would then 
have to revise some of the optimistic noises coming out of 
this building the last couple of weeks? 


A I've cautioned you against extreme optimism and 
extreme pessimism in the past several days. 


0 Moderate optimism. 


A All right -- moderate optimism. I think I 
would still caution you against excess in either direction. 
He very much wants to be in San Francisco if he can be there. 
He would like to be there, obviously. It's a special occasion 
for him, and he would like to be there; but nevertheless, he's 
involved in an important negotiation, and it's simply a 
question of whether he feels he can break away. 


0 Should we take it as a signal that things are 
not going as well as they might if he comes back? 


A It's hard for me to answer that until he makes 
his decision after he has finished this present round of 
discussions with the Israelis. And we really don't know. 


QO What does the State Department think about the 
Pope's visit to Latin America? Do you think this could 
possibly help the conflicts in the region? 


A As you know, we have consistently said that we 
hope it will be a successful visit for the Pope, and we stand 
by that. 


fe) John, the Spanish Prime Minister, Felipe 
Gonzalez, has shown again his readiness to mediate in 
Salvador. First of all, have there been any contacts between 
this Administration and the Spanish Government? And second -- 


A Between this Administration and the Spanish 
Government? 
0 Yes. And second, what is the opinion of the 


United States of a possible mediation of Felipe Gonzalez in 
that conflict? 
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A I can't answer that question specifically about 
mediation, but, yes, of course, there are frequent contacts 
between the two governments. Of course, the Central American 
situation was discussed when the Secretary was there, and has 
continued to be discussed. But I can't answer the question 
about mediation. 


0 It is (inaudible) 


A I'm sure, one way or another -- I'm not leading 
you because I'm not aware of any initiative here, but I'm sure 
that there are frequent contacts. 


@) John, you talked about the decision being made. 
I wonder if you could give us any idea of when, on Salvador. 
Is there any kind of briefing tomorrow out in California? 


A I think you would have to ask the White House 
about any meetings involving the President and the Cabinet 
Secretaries out there. 

@) John, can I follow that up? If the supplies 
were running low that fast as the Pentagon said, you won't get 
an approval within 30 days, so why not use 506? 

A You're making an assumption. 


0 Well, O.K. Has 506 been contemplated, in 
shipping down the supplies? ' 


A That is one of the options, certainly. That is 
one of the options that has been mentioned. 


e) Is there a deadline within which you want to 
send down those supplies? 


A Want o move as speedily as possible. 

0] What are the other options? 

Q You say 506 is still an option, even despite 
the very clear warnings that have been given by people on the 
Hill this week? 

A It is an option. I mean I'm not weighting the 
options. I'm just saying -- Somebody asked me, "Is that 
still an option?" Yes, it's still an option. 


0 Could you weight it for us? 
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A No, I couldn't weight it for you. The reason I 
can't do that is a very honest one because that's exactly the 
kind of consultation that we're in the midst of. That's 
exactly what everybody's talking about. 


@) In fact, it seems you have a pretty clear indi- 
cation of what station that will get off already, from the 
consultations that have taken place. 


A There are a lot of people to talk to. 


0 John, I notice the Vice President picked up on 
the Secretary's theme about churchmen. You seem very lukewarm 
about the Pope's visit down there. 


A Not at all. 


0 I mean, you're giving us sort of just innocuous 
statements (laughter) about what he's going to do down there. 


A As distinct from what I do all the other days. 
(Laughter) 


) Are Bush and Shultz telling us that this 
Administration doesn't really welcome the Pope's intrusion? 


A Not at all; not at all. I think we have 
offered a number of comments on the Pope's visit before, and I 
refer you to that earlier language. Somebody asked me today 
how we felt about it. We, obviously, hope that it will be 
successful -- it apparently is; certainly up to now. 


0 Well, you haven't shown any real enthusiasm for 
this visit. 

(Laughter) 

A The State Department is always measured in its 


response. 
Q Not always. 


0 John, do you have anything on the Most Favored 
Nation status for Romania? 


A I think that on that particular question, the 
President would make any decision that is to be made. I think 
you might look for something from the White House soon on 
that. 
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‘@) John, there were some talks earlier this week 
at the State Department here with Canada about air fares. 
Those talks broke off last night. Do you have anything on 
those talks? 


A I have a little on that. 


The U.S.-Canada consultations on specific air fare 
issues recessed yesterday. We understand the Canadian nego- 
tiating team is still in Washington. Officials of both 
governments have had informal contacts after the recess on 
detailed proposals intended to resolve the issue. 


@) You have nothing further? 
A Don't. 


6) Do you have any comment on the new contacts 
between the Soviet Union and Egypt to resume diplomatic 
relations? 


A No, I don't. 


6) Do you have anything more on the Polish debt 
question today? 


A I do have something on that, but it's a longer 
piece. Why don't you get it from the Press Office. 


re) John, back on the Pope, is it still your 
understanding that the Government of Salvador may make an 
announcement on the elections while the Pope is there Sunday? 


A We'll have to wait and see what the Government 
of El Salvador does. 


Q Yes, but I mean you must have some kind of 
feeling. You're not exactly -- 


A That's a matter for the Salvadoran Government. 
We have to wait and see. 


Q In an interview with Hank Trewhitt, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick hinted at the possibility of providing guarantees 
of some kind by the United States for security of opposition 
figures. Do you have any comment on it? 


A No, I really don't. As I've said, the Peace 
Commission is -- I mean that, obviously, would be one of the 
questions the Peace Commission, I would think, would take up 
-- says it's going to take up. 
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0 She hinted at U.S. guarantees. 
A I don't know. 

0 Thank you. 

A O.K. 





(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DPC #38 


FRIDAY, MARCH 4, 1983, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a housekeeping announcement 
and then another announcement after that. 


The State Department is co-sponsoring a Regional 
Foreign Policy Conference Tuesday, March 8, with the 
Institute of International Education in Denver. Deputy 
Secretary Kenneth Dam will deliver a speech on arms control 
at the 12:00 noon luncheon. Concurrent morning workshops 
will discuss international trade and agriculture, U.S. rela- 
tions with the Soviet Union and the Western Alliance; 
Mexico, Central America and the Persian Gulf. 


A press release with a schedule is available in the 
Press Office. If you would like further information on that, you 
could contact either Barbara Butler who is with the Institute of 
International Education in Denver -- her number is 
(303)837-0788 -—- or Monica Janzer who is with our Bureau of 
Public Affairs. 


Is that our Bureau of Public Affairs? Yes, Monica 
Janzer, Bureau of Public Affairs, (303)825-1300. 


I have a statement on extension of land reform in 
El Salvador. We wish to note an event in El Salvador. The 
Constiuent Assembly in El Salvador yesterday evening voted 
to extend the land-to-the-tiller phase of land reform until 
the end of this year. The program was scheduled to expire 
yesterday. 


The United States has consistently supported the 
land reform effort in El Salvador, and is pleased at this 
action by the Constiutent Assembly. 


Thousands more peasants will be able to join the 
over 450,000 Salvadorans who have already been given land. 
By anyone's measure, land reform in El Salvador is working. 
The Salvadoran Assembly deserves special praise for its con- 
tinued commitment to reform in the midst of severe civil 
strife propagated by a guerrilla force wedded to the stra- 
tegy of “rule or ruin." 


That's all I have. I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 











oO Copy, please? 


A Yes. ; 
Q Would you expect an announcement scon about 
the elections in El Salvador? 


A That is going to be up to the Salvadoran 
Government. Insofar as we're concerned, we've supported 
their electoral efforts since last March's successful 
Constituent Assembly elections, and the subsequent efforts 
through the Political and Peace Commissions aimed at 
insuring that the upcoming elections appeal to as broad a 
constituency as possible. These electoral efforts continue 
to represent, in our estimate, the most legitimate and 
equitable means of achieving true political reconciliation 
in that country, and we would support that government in 
whatever decision they make as to a date. 


Q Can we get a copy of that also? 
A Sure. 


6) Is it possible to have really effective elec- 
tions, free elections when there's a shooting war going on? 


A We certainly hope so, and obviously the 
Salvadoran Government apparently expects that. They've had 
great success, I think, in the face of some skepticism 
in undertaking the elections they undertook last year. 
Obviously, thousands and thousands of Salvadorans went to 
the polls in some case at some risk. So we would hope that 
the process would be able to go forward. 


Q On the question of elections again in El 
Salvador, can you confirm or deny if the U.S. applied 
pressure in any way for the Salvadorans to hold advance 
elections? 


A Certainly, we have supported them. 
Certainly, we have talked with them about it, as I said 
before, on a number of occasions and there's certainly no 
secret that Senator Stone did talk with them about it 
recently. They have been discussing it with us; we've been 
discussing it with them. It's kind of hard to say where the 
initiative began. 


0 Whose idea was it originally to schedule the 
elections later this year instead of in March? Was it an 
American idea or was it a Salvadoran? 


A You can say it was arrived at by mutual 











consent. 

Q Will we be offering our good offices to talk 
with parties which are recognized in El Salvador but which 
are member of the FDR, as we did last time? 

I don't know. I can't answer that question. 
Will you look into it? 


Okay. 


o FF O PY 


What do you mean by “mutual consent" when you 
say -- 


A It's a bad phrase. I should not - 
Q You say it's their decision. 


A It's their decision; I meant by mutual 
discussion, obviously. It‘s not our business to consent to 
an internal election in Salvador. Bad phrase. I appreciate 
that. You want to take the rest of the briefing up here? 


0 Yes. (Laughter) 


@) Just as a question of ciwrification, if the 
Salvadorans decide to hold the elections after next March, 
your statement suggests that the U.S. fully would support 
that. 


A I think that's academic. I don't think their 
suggesting they would hold them after March. 


6) Early elections are academic, too, since no 
announcement has been made, aren't they? 


A I know, but I think it's been well understood 
by all concerned that March is the outer limit. I don't 
think anybody is suggesting going beyond March. 


Q But March would be okay, too; the U.S. would 
support March? 


A It's their decision. 
Q John, would that be presidential only? 


A That's presidential. The constitution, as 
you know, is being written and the -- 


Q This election would be presidential only? 




















A Yes. 


Q Would you expect the United States to par- 
ticipate to the point of once again furnishing an election 
commission to oversee or to watch? 


A I don't know. I think that's one of the 
questions that would have to be worked out at the time the 
Salvadoran Government, or after the Salvadoran Government 
makes any announcement it might have on timing of those 
elections. 


0] On a parallel course, would the United States 
also support, in the meantime, a dialogue, as it's been 
called, between the various factions in El Salvador? 


A We have supported reconciliation in Salvador, 
democratic reconciliation within the framework of elections. 
If you mean a dialogue within that context, yes, but I think 
the Secretary has made it perfectly clear that a direct dialo- 
gue with guerrillas who are attempting to shoot their way 
into the government is something that he does not favor. 


Q Let me ask you about the military supplies 
situation. Admittedly, a technicality, but I don't quite 
understand it. Last night, Assistant Secretary Enders on a 
television program said that all of the $25 million dollars 
Or so -- sometimes, it is said, it's $26 million -- of military 
assistance to El Salvador for Fiscal Year 1983 has been 
spent and that the material is on its way to El Salvador by 
the time this week is over. I believe he said, the material 
will be there and that they would then have 60 to 90 days, I 
believe he said, of supplies at the current level of combat. 


My question is, has there been some speed-up in 
the sending of military supplies down there, because the 
Administration has known for many months it's had only $26 
million dollars for this Fiscal Year and yet up until the 
last few days it had not decided whether or not to request 
additional funds. Suddenly, here we are, the beginning of 
March, with six months to go with the Fiscal ‘Year and they 
say everything is right on its way and after this there's 
nothing for the rest of the year. So, is there something 
that's happened about the way these supplies are being sent 
that doesn't meet the eye here? 


A I think it's a good question but I think 
you're going to have to ask the Pentagon for the answer 
because I honestly don't have knowledge of how those 
supplies are being funneled. 
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Q It's the State Department officials who are 
stating this as a fact. Secretary Enders, and yesterday 
Secretary Schneider. 


A Yes, but the question here relates to the 
flow of ammunition to Salvador this year, and I just don't 


Q But their willingness to speak to the issue 
indicates, or presumes that they have some knowledge as to 
the flow of ammunition if they can say with such confidence 
that they'll be no more weapons in 30 or 60 days. 


A I think Secretary Enders certainly is con- 
fident of the facts that he offered last night. I don't 
think there's any queston about that. 


0 Then, why is it different from what Secretary 
Schneider said yesterday? 


A I don't know that it is different. 


0 But now, also, they're saying supplies might 
last up to 90 days when before they were talking about 20 to 
30 days. 


re) I guess you have different estimates, 
depending on who is making the estimate and depending on 
what kind of supplies you're talking about. I've seen some 
estimates of 30 days, 60 days and 90 days. But I think it 
depends on who is speaking and what is their particular 
interest and what particular equipment are they talking 
about. 


Q On that, two or three days ago Lester Sanchez 
of the Pentagon said at public hearings that within 30 days 
they could run out of bullets unless they got an additional 
$60 million. Yesterday, Assistant Secretary of State 
Schneider said that this is hypothetical and it really 
depends on -- and he raised the case of Nicaragua's 
40-thousand man army invading -- in that case they would run 
out of bullets. 


Do you have any estimate on just how serious the 
military situation is there? What is the extent of their 
shortfall? On the other hand, you have the Salvadorans 
themselves saying the situation isn't really that serious in 
terms of shortages. 


A No. In terms of materiel, in terms of speci- 
fics, I think that you need to go to the Pentagon for that 
kind of definitive answer. 











e) Has the President decided yet how much aid 
he's going to request and what procedure he will follow with 
the Congress to get it? Will he divert emergency funds; 
will he ask for a supplemental and go through the budgetary 
process, or has a decision been made? 


A No. I think that consultative process is 
still going on. 


0 They had said earlier in the week they hope 
to reach some kind of agreement by the end of the week. 
Obviously, it's not been reached. 


A There are some meetings on the West Coast 
today, and you ought to ask the White House about the par- 
ticipants in those. It's my understanding that the process 
of consultation is still going. 


e) Will a decision be announced today? 
A I don't know. 


0 When might that come, John? The Secretary 
talked in terms of about a week, I think, on Monday or 
Tuesday on the Hill. 


A That's right. That's why I'm suggesting 
to you that today might not be the definitive day. 


0 Also, could you give us your views on the 
assertion made by a senior Pentagon official yesterday in an 
Organized background briefing that more American military 
advisors might have to be sent to El Salvador unless the 
Congress gives more aid? When did that become part of this? 


A I think that's a little hypothetical at this 
Stage. We are in the midst of a review. Obviously, we 
would want to improve the training to the Salvadoran army, 


and how that best may be done, I think, is one of the questions 


that's being discussed and aired during the review. 


0 The fact the Pentagon has taken that line is 
not hypothetical; that was the line that they advanced. 


A It's a line of discussion. But to my 
knowledge, no decisions have been taken about how best to 
improve training the Salvadoran army. 


0 So that view is not held throughout the 
government at this point. That is simply one idea that's 
being advanced. 














A I think it's being factored into the review. 


Q Do you see any signs in Salvador of military 
preparations by the guerrillas that would lead you to think 
that they will have another offensive or planning anything 
exceptional in the coming weeks that would justify additional 


A I think you would really have to talk to the 
Pentagon about that kind of assessment. 


Q The new Archbishop of San Salvador deplored 
the possibility of substantially more U.S. military 
assistance. Those are his words. Do you have any reply to 
that? 


A | No, I don't. 


Q Would you characterize the situation still as 
Enders did earlier this week as a "genuine emergency” in El 
Salvador? ' 


A Yes. 


Q Any reply to, or reaction to the actions 
taken by Senator Hatfield and Congressman Leach yesterday 
or Congressman Barnes? 


A No, no reaction. 


Q Do you see a genuine emergency in terms of 
what? In terms of the brunt of the shortage of ammunition 
Or in terms of the guerrillas about to overrun the country? 


A No, no. Genuine emergency in that you have 
about 25% of the funds and therefore the materiel that you 
think you need to assist the Salvadoran Government and army 
this year. It's a 75% shortfall. 


fe) Strictly in the shortage of ammunition? 


A It's a shortage of ammunition and quality of 
training, surely. I think that assistance involves -- again, 
you have to go to the Pentagon for the detail -- but I think 
assistance involves ammunition, supplies; I think it involves 
spare sparts, and I think it involves training. If you're 
going to do 75% less of all that than you think is necessary 
to bolster the Salvadoran army in its bid to put down the 
insurgency, I would think that gives rise to concern. 











Q When did the Administration conclude that 
available now were only 25% of the funds or material that 
was needed? 


A I should think that was probably very early 
on. 


0 About when? 


A If you get less money than you consider to be 
necessary, you probably know from the moment you receive it 
that's its -- 


Q Was it before the end of last year? 
4 I don't know. 


Q Again, the problem of both a supplemental 
appropriation that the Administration dropped is raised $35 
million dollars last fall, and the problem of why they 
didn't include it in the supplemental, which is only tangen- 
tially answered in the posted answer, and it's very con- 
fusing to determine when this “genuine emergency" began. 

The logic of your statement indicates that the genuine 
emergency began last fall when they realized they only had 
25% of -- 


A I guess I'll just have to leave you in your 
state of confusion on that. 


0 What are the numbers now of advisors to 
trainers? What are the latest numbers you have? 


A We had a March 1 figure which was 40 
something; it's in the guidance we gave you earlier. 


Q You're saying in answer to my colleague's 
question that one of the elements in the review is that 
unless the aid is forthcoming there will be an increase in 
the number of advisors. 


A Bob was airing a point of view, and I 
suggested in my view no decision had been made on that. If 
you're talking about training, it's a question of where you 
do the training. Do you do the training in Salvador; do you 
do it out of Salvador; where does that training take place. 


0 My colleague's question was more advisors -- on 
the basis of the Pentagon briefing -- more advisors would be 
sent unless the aid is forthcoming. 


A I think that's a very hard statement. What I 
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was trying to suggest was that we're in the midst of a 
review and such matters are under discussion, but no deci- 
sion that I know of has been taken to move that 55 ceiling. 


) Do you have anything on the arrest of the 
26-year old guy was that arrested yesterday? 


A Yes. Not very much, I'm afraid, because we're 
governed by some legal restraints on that. Mr. Jorge 
Enrique Zapporoli, an American citizen, was released March l 
in Salvador and charges against him were dropped, but I'm 
afraid due to the Privacy Act restrictions I cannot give you 
anything further on that. 


0 Do you have anything today to confirm the 
fact that six people were executed in Guatemala yesterday? 


A We've seen those reports. We're naturally 
disturbed by reports that those executions took place after a 
secret trial. We cannot render a judicial verdict. We've 
had discussions with the Guatemalan Government on a whole 
range of issues. We've consistently stressed our support 
for due process and an open judicial system, and we're looking 
into the question. 


9) Do you see it as a personal affront to the 
Pope? 


A No, I wouldn't have any comment on that. 


--MORE-- 











10 


0 How do you see it as conforming with the 
remarks that you made in announcing the decision to approve 
the sale of the helicopter spare parts to Guatemala about 
the progress of human rights? 


A I think you have to be careful here. As I 
Say, we cannot render a judicial verdict on this case. 
There are aspects about the secret trial that we question, 
but insofar as the charges are concerned and the verdict, 
it is very difficult for us to make a legal pronounce- 
ment. 


In the whole area of human rights, our views 
are well known to that government, and there isn't any 
question that the number of deaths in that country are 
substantially down, and continue to be substantially 
down. 


Q Could you balance it against -- maybe you 
can't do it right now, you say, looking into it -- but 
could you balance that against your own observation that 
day that while the record needs improvement, it is 
definitely improving both in terms of actual occurrences 
and the attitude of the approach of the government 
in a reconciliation manner -- 


A That certainly has been -- 

Q Also the President's remarks that Rios 
Montt has been getting a bum wrap. 

A In our view, it certainly has been im- 
proving over the recent months. 

Q Does this change your view at all? 

A As I say, this is something we want to 


look into. 
Q Would this occasion a review of that policy? 


A I wouldn't be able to answer that ques. ion 
until we have looked into this matter. 


Q Why was the Embassy unable to confirm the 
executions yesterday? 


A I don't know. 


Q These executions, do you know whether these 
are related at all to the four missing U.S. Embassy 
employees in Guatemala? 











1l 
A I don't think so. 


Q When were the consultations with the 
Guatemalan Government made by whom representing -- ? 


: A I said they have continued over an extensive 
period of time. 


Q The Guatemalan Government yesterday clamped 
a news ban on reports regarding the Pope's reaction to the 
executions. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't know. Didn't know anything about 
it. Didn't know they had done so. 


Q Could you look into that? 
A I don't think so. 


Q Let me tell you why I think it may be impor- 
tant. When the Nicaraguan Government prevented La Prensa 
from reporting on a letter from the Pope to the hierarchy 
in Nicaragua, the spokesman made a special announcement, 
and Secretary Abrams devoted a whole editorial to it, that 
this was evidence of persecution of the Church. 





Now, I wonder if the State Department considers 
this to be in the same category? 


A If we have a statement, we will have a state- 
ment. Obviously the United States is in favor of freedom 
of speech and a free press, but I don't have any special 
comment on this particular thing. 


Q Do you share the language used by the Pope, 
or used by the Vatican, calling the executions deplorable 
and incredible? 

A I'm sorry, what is the question? 


Q Does the U.S. share that language? 


A I don't think we would comment specifically 
on the Pope's view. 


Q Not on the Pope's views, on the executions. 
Do you consider the executions deplorable and incredible? 


A We are disturbed -- as I said, we are dis- 
turbed by the fact that the executions took place apparently 
after secret trials, and that is what we are looking into. | 


Q Speaking of free speech, could you explain 
the reasoning why the State Department refused a visa to 
Mrs. Allende? 
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A Yes, I do have have something on that. 
Q What is the question? 


A Why did the State Department refuse a visa 
to Mrs. Allende? 


She was denied a visa on March 3 under Section 
212(a)27 of the Immigration and Nationality Act because her 
entry at this time to make various public appearances and 
speeches has been determined to be prejudicial to U.S. 
interests. 


Q How prejudicial? I mean, in what way? 


A Prejudicial because she is a highly placed 
and active member of the World Peace Council and affiliated 
Organizations. As you know, the World Peace Council has 
long-standing direct political and financial affiliation 
with the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. 


The World Peace Council's activities, policy line 
and financing suggest that it is an instrument of Soviet 
policy. 


Q She has denied that she is a senior member 
of the World Peace Council. Have you made a different 
determination? 


A I understand that she is listed as a member 
of the organization and as a President of Honor. 


Q Other members of the Peace Council were in 
this country before. Is there any particular thing right 
now that is especially -- ? 


A These cases are determined on a case-by- 
case basis, and -- 


Q So it is not regarding the Peace Council, 
it is her, Mrs. Allende herself. 


A It is an enforcement of the law, and, of 
course, an individual has to apply for a waiver. In this 
case, the waiver was not approved. 


Q What damage can she inflict on the American 
interests? 


A I have to believe that those who made the 
decision decided that it was considerable. 
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° She has been in the country several times 
before. Why is it now? 


A She was here, I think, in 1981, in con- 
nection with testimony or an appearance at the UN, which 
is a different matter. Traditionally, the United States 


has tended to -- 


Q She has been here before that. 
A Maybe she has. I don't know. 


Q Why was she different this time than last 
time? 


A Simply an assessment internally by the 
State Department. 


8) I just want to go back, very briefly, on 
Guatemala. I have got reports that fifteen other people 
are scheduled to be executed between tomorrow and Tuesday. 


Do you have anything on that? 
A No, I don't. 


8) Is the U.S. Embassy looking into the possible 
executions? 


A I think, as I said, we are looking into this 
question of these particular individuals, and I think that 
would embrace others. 


fe) Can I go back to this Mrs. Allende thing? 


Do you find any contradiction in your government's 
announced intention to increase communications across 
national borders on this campaign for democracy, and that 
Same government refusing somebody to come in and speak 
freely? 


A I don't think so. I think if you look at 
the case on its merits and make a decision, I think the 
United States is perfectly within its rights, indeed it is 
acting within the law, to make that determination. 


. Q I am not denying that. What I am suggest- 
ing is that there seems to be a double standard by which 
you judge free exchange of information. 
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A The United States does permit many people to 
come to this country with whose views it disagrees, and they 
do speak freely, so it is not a question of stifling freedom 
of speech; it is a question of a judgment having been made 
specifically in this case. 


8) Yes. That gets to the point. If you do 
permit people to come to this country whose views are 
not tasteful to the U.S. Government, why not her? What is 
it about her? 


A Because, obviously, in her case what we 
thought she was going to do here we considered damaging 
to the interests of the United States. 


e) Can't you reveal any more to us? 
, A No. 
e) Is there any contradiction between the ban 


on Mrs. Allende and the criticism of Israel several months 
ago when the Israelis wanted to forbid agitation on the 
West Bank by foreigners? 


A No, not that I am aware of. 
@) You don't see any contradiction. 
A No. 


There was criticism of Israel then in the 
public forum by the Secretary, and here is another case 
just the other way around which might damage the interests 
of the United States and we put a ban on her. But you 
don't see any contradition. 


A No. 

e) Is there any relationship? 

A No. I think they are different issues. 

e) You think that in one case, when a democracy 
seeks to protect itself like Israel did on the West Bank, 
it is wrong, but when we do it, it is right. 

A That would open up a long philosophical 


discussion about the methods in which democracies seek to 
protect themselves. 


0 Can you draw the distinction that you see? 
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A No. I think it is a different issue. I 
think the early one is closed and we are dealing with this 
case on its merits. “ 


Q Can we go back to El Salvador for a minute? 
A Sure. 
@) Yesterday, Senator Durenberger sent a letter 


to the President in which he expressed what he called 
astonishment at Secretary of State Shultz's lack of under- 
standing of the role of the Catholic Church and its clergy 
in Latin America, and basically criticized the Secretary's 
remarks on Capitol Hill earlier this week, and sort of 
sought an explanation. 


Do you have any reaction to it? 


A No. I think the Secretary feels that he 
addressed that question during his hearings and answered 
the Senator's question, and it is a closed issue. 


Q Did the Secretary, when he talked about the 
churchmen wanting to increase Soviet influence in El 
Salvador, was he including the Pope? 


A Not as I understood at the time. 

0) Going back to the Allende case, was this a 
determination -- you mentioned it is under law, there is 
some law. 

A Right. 

a ; 
8) Was this a determination made by the State 


Department or by the Justice Department. 
A The State Department. 


fe) Does this represent some new trend? I 
can't recall a case recently where a person who was not 
a Communist, who is a well-known public figure, has been 
denied entry to the United States. Does this presage a 
toughening of U.S. policy about who is going to be allowed 
to come here? 


A I don't have the specifics at hand, but I 
don't think that statement is correct. I think that there 
are many such exclusions. I don't think this is a rarity. 


) Would the Secretary of State be informed of 
something like this, a person of Mrs. Allende's fame? 


j i ' 
whether neuee In this particular case, I don't know 
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Q Who makes the determination? 

8) Yes, where is that done, at what level? 

A I don't think we are going to -- 

Q I mean, is it the Consular Bureau, or the 


Bureau of Latin Affairs, if it is the case of a person 
from Latin America? 


A The decision was conveyed in Mexico City, 
but it was made here in Washington. 


0] Could you say who within the Department, what 
Bureau, does this? 


A No, I don't think I would. 


Q Two other topics? Are you going to say any- 
thing about Romania and MFN? I understand the announcement 
is going to be made now. 


A I think you should be in touch with the 
White House on that. 


Q Will you say anything about that here? 

A No. It will be at the White House. 

.@ ] Do you have any statements to make on the 
Trade Bill, the Agriculture Bill, decided yesterday in the 


Senate? The Europeans are very upset, and now it looks 
like -- 


A No. 


Q Are you concerned that this might be the 
start of a trade war? 


A I think we © Felt that we were making 
progress to avert a trade war 


Q But do you interpret the Bill as setting it 
back in any way? 


A I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Can you tell us whether Habib is going to come 
back? 
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A Yes, he is. May I answer this here before 
you interrupt? The question is whether Phil Habib is coming 
back to the United States. Yes, he is. He is going to 

make that -- by the skin of his teeth he will make that 
San Francisco meeting. I think he gets in there about 
four or five o'clock, and the dinner begins at seven. 


Q Does he plan to stay here for a while, or go 
back quickly? 


A I am sure he will stay through the weekend, 
and he will confer with the Secretary on the West Coast. 
I don't know when he will go back to the Middle East. 

Q When is he coming back, please? 

A I guess he is coming back today and 
arriving -- he leaves there sometime this afternoon and 
will arrive in San Francisco Saturday afternoon. 

Q Do you have anything more about the speech 
that is supposed to be given there? Is it of some 
important policy significance that we should --? 

A I think we might have, by dint of extra- 
ordinary effort, we might have an advanced copy of that 
speech for you sometime tomorrow morning. 

Do you know the topic? 

I think it will be an Asian speech. 
This is the Secretary. 

The Secretary. 

Asian? 

Yes, on the topic of Asia. 


In San Francisco. 


r Oo FF ODO Fe OO PF DO 


Yes. 


Q Is Habib's return to be seen only in the 
context of the dinner in his honor, or is it an indication 
that you are locked into a stalemate on the Lebanese 
withdrawal issue? 


A I think the dinner is the impetus, but ob- 
viously he will take the opportunity to confer with the 
Secretary and review where we are. 
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Q Also on the Middle East, the Israelis are 
considering sending a high level delegation to the United 
States to discuss the SAM-5 missiles in Syria. Do you 
have anything on that? 
A No, I don't. 
0 Would such a delegation be welcome? 


A I don't know anything about it. I am not 
able to give a comment because I am not aware of it. 


Q Do you have anything else on those SAM-5's? 

A No. 

Q Reports from the Middle East said that a 
senior State Department official is in Damascus now to 
discuss the SAM missiles. Can you confirm this report? 

A I can't. I don't know anything about it. 


A senior State Department official is in Damascus 
now? 


Yes. 
Not to my knowledge. 
Probably General Walters. (Laughter) 


I don't know where General Walters is today. 


ono rr OD FY DO 


He is in Guatemala. (Laughter. ) 


On air travel, in about seven hours there are 
a lot of ticket holders due to take off on international 
flights. 


A Are you talking about Canada? 
0 U.S. citizens and Canadian citizens. 


A Yes. Are you talking about the Canadian 
aviation talks. 


0 I am. It also has to do with the fact that 
there are six American carriers who are involved in this, 
and they are being in effect held hostage to this dispute. 


The recess that you declared yesterday seems to 
have been extended since the Canadian negotiators flew 
home. 
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A Maybe you have better information than I do, 
but I am told that there have been informal contacts subse- 
quent to the consultations, and that these were on detailed 
proposals intended to resolve the fare issues. 


The United States is hopeful that these contacts 
will permit the resolution. So I don't know just what the 
status is of the Canadian delegation, but there seems to be 
a more hopeful view on the part of the United States. 


Q Do you know where these are taking place, 
because they aren't taking place in Washington. 


A I am afraid I don't. 
Q And your own chief negotiator isn't there. 


A This was a very recent development, I gather. 
Just a few minutes before -- 


Q Like ten minutes? 
A Yes, literally before I came out here. 
Q First of all, has there ever been any figures 


given out, a dollar figure put on the supplies, military and 
otherwise, reaching the guerrillas in El Salvador from out- 
side of Salvador? 

A A dollar figure? 

Q Yes. 

A I doubt it. Maybe, but I doubt it. 

Q Do we have figures on quantities of supplies 
and equipment being shipped in, and from where, over, say, 
the past year or so? 


A Oh, yes. Administration officials, as a 
matter of fact one yesterday, shed some light on it. 


Q From that, could a dollar figure be drawn? 


A °I suppose it could be. 


Q Now, let me ask you something else. There 
was a statement made by a former retired Foreign Service 
Officer named Curtis Jones who argued that a Foreign 
Service Officer has the obligation to speak out against 
the Administration when he thinks that the Administration's 
policy is wrong. 
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You know about this? 
A No, I don't know about it. 


0 You don't. Well, it was in the Foreign 
Service Journal, and so on. 


A I have a feeling you are going to tell me. 


0 As a matter of principle, where does the 
State Department stand on the issue of a Foreign Service 
Officer -- not a retired one -- in this case he is retired, 
but he is advocating this. He has said in effect that 
it should have been done during the Vietnam War, and 
stuff like that. But he is an Arabist, and he thinks 
that the Arabists in the State Department are being 
suppressed and so on and so forth because they are not 
allowed to speak out. 


Well, that is another question. 
Q What is this question? 


A The point is, in the view of the State 
Department's policy as of now towards its personnel, does 
it support the thesis as given by Curtis Jones that a 
Foreign Service Officer can speak out against the policy 
of the Administration he is serving? 


A I am sure that deep in some manual or 
personnel handbook somewhere there is appropriate language 
which covers that topic. 


Q Can you find the language or have somebody 
find it and put it in big type somewhere? 


A I have a feeling that this is a rather 
narrow-gauge question. 


Q No, I don't think so, because this goes 
right to the heart of the point of whether or not the 
State Department personnel can come out and make speeches 
and statements against the policy of the government. 


A I am sure that somebody in the appropriate 
division of the Personnel Department could lead you to the 
language that would respond to your question. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, MARCH 7, 1983, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a brief 
housekeeping announcement. Available in the Press Office is 
the testimony of U.N. Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick before 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The subject is "Voluntary Contributions to the 
U.N." That is testimony she is giving today, I understand. 


Be happy to attempt to answer any questions you 
might have. | 


6) John, do you have any State Department reac- 
tion to the West German elections? 


A Yes. . The United States looks forward to con- 
tinued good relations with all major parties and to con- 
tinued close ties with Chancellor Kohl and his government. 


0 How about the election of the Greens to a few 
seats? 


A No. Wouldn't have anything on that, John. I 
think that's an internal German question. : 


Q Specifically, do you have any comment on the 
pre-election statements by the Soviets? 


A I don't think we really would-have any com- 
ment on that. I think, as a matter of fact, most leaders of 
the various German parties have had some remarks to make 
from time to time about German meddling, or what they have 
seen as German meddling in the elections -- 

0 Is that what you're talking about -- Soviet? 
A Yes. Soviet. Did I misspeak? Sorry. 
0 


Yes. 


A Soviet meddling. And I think we would leave 
that assessment to them. 











Q How about both candidates before the election 
-- on the eve of the election said that they expected the 
Reagan Administration to put forward a new compromise plan 
on intermediate-range nuclear missiles? 


Do you have anything that would indicate that's in 
the works? , 


A No. I think the President's position on the 
U.S. position in Geneva has been reiterated and made very 
clear, and we could go back to that language and produce it 
for you, but it would be what he has said on occasions 
before. No change in that of which I'm aware. 


@) There's no consideration of putting forward a 
new proposal in Geneva? 


A The President makes arms control policy of 
the United States, and he's made it. Should he want to 
change it, I'm sure that he would make a statement, but I'm 
not aware of any change. 


a!) Do you have any reaction to the Pope's state- 
ments in El Salvador? 


A Yes. We think that what he. said was very 
constructive. As you know, President Magana announced early 
elections, and said that the solution to the problem of 
violence should be essentially political and democratic. 
Pope John Paul responded to that, and we found his words, as 
I say, very constructive. 


0 Specifically, John, do you have any reaction © 
to his call for a dialogue? 


A It depends on what you mean by "dialogue." 
We have always supported, as you know, reconciliation through 
democratic elections. If you're talking about a dialogue 
within that framework that leads to those elections and the 
participation of all the parties and factions in those elec- 
tions, then of course we would support that. 


0 Could we get that last statement, please, in 
writing? 


A What I just said? 


e) Yes. 














A Sure. 3 

Q You don't see the Pope's call for a dialogue 
as in any way a call for a dialogue that would deal in power 
sharing? 


A I'll just refer you to what he said, Bernie. 
He said, "I pray that the measures announced by the 
President and all other adequate measures contribute to 
orderly and peaceful progress in the society, founded on the 
respect for the rights of all, and that all have the possi- 
bility to ccoperate in a climate of true democracy for the 
promotion of common good." 


@) To follow that up -a little bit. Dialogue has 
become a very key word in El Salvador for about a year now. 


A Yes. 


re) The Church first said it in July, or the Pope 
did, and now it's being used more and more by the Church. 
Whenever you're asked about dialogue, you always add, "So 
long as it's understood that dialogue takes place within the 
context of free and democratic or electoral process," and so 
on. 


They never put that addition on to it. Do you 
detect a slight difference of opinion with respect to a 
political settlement for that reason? 


A No. I think what we should do is continue to 
reiterate what we understand by dialogue, and what we mean 
by dialogue, and that's what we're doing. But we don't see 
any conflict between the words I've just offered you, 
uttered by the Pope, and what we're working for. 


e) John, do you have any word on plans to get 
back together with people from the Hill to talk about aid to 
El Salvador this week? 


A Yes. I think the President is going to meet 
with Congressional leaders tomorrow morning. 


0 Do you expect that will produce an announce- 
ment of specifically what you're going to request? 


A I don't know. I honestly don't know what 
will come out of that meeting, Jerry. 








0 John, in your definition of dialogue, you're 
not foreclosing negotiations to set the terms of elections 
with the other side, are you? 


A I think that's the kind of thing that the 
Salvadoran Peace Commission has to address itself to. 


0 What about the role of the United States in 
that regard? Last time we sent Ambassador Briggs down there 
to talk with some of the parties that ultimately decided to 
stay out regarding guarantees. 


Do you foresee a similar mission? 


A I wouldn't rule it out. I'm not referring to 
what we might do in detail, but I wouldn't rule out the 
prospect of the United States being helpful. There were 
certain measures we took before, and it seems to me logical 
we would consider them again. 


We're getting a little ahead of the scenario in 
that the elections were only announced yesterday. It's 
going to take a little time for everybody to consider what 
they might do. 


0 But they didn't surprise you, did they? 
A We were gratified by the announcement. 


) Was what the Pope said consistent with the 
deal that was cut in Rome with General Walters? (Laughter) 


A Barrie, I do remember saying that General 
Walters had been in Rome, and there were some discussions 
with Vatican officials, but I don't think -- in fact, I know 
the General did not talk with the Pope. 


0 That's not the answer. 


A It's probably about the best you're going to 
get. | ‘ : 


0 Do you know if the President or the 
Secretary have any plans to visit the two countries where 
the elections were held -- Australia or West Germany -- in 
the near future? 


- A Not to my knowledge. 














O° If you find out, will you let us know, 
please? 


A If I should find out, I'll let you know, 
sure. 


) Could you comment on what Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick said about matching arm for arm, or whatever it 
is, with the Soviets in Central America? 


A Yes, I can. We've made the point clear that 
while we support a democratic, political solution in El 
Salvador, it's essential to maintain a sustained level of 
assistance to that government which will allow it to 
defend itself against the outside-supplied guerrillas in 
order to allow both the ongoing reforms and steps towards 
full participation in the electoral process to go forward. 


Our support for the Salvadoran Government effort 
to contain the guerrillas who oppose democracy must be suf- 
ficient to upset the external support received by the 
guerrilla forces. 


0 Does the Administration have any objection to 
a formal link being established by the Congress that would 
tie the extension of new aid to this election -- electoral 
process? 


A I think you'd have to ask the White House 
about that. 


8) Could we get a copy of that statement, John? 
A Sure. | 


9 John, on the question of external support, 
Mr. Zamora, who's the spokesman for the Leftists, was in -- 
I guess he still is in town. 


He says that there is no more outside aid coming 
in, that the rebels now supply themselves by a process 
that they call- recuperation -- seizing arms from the army. 


Do you have evidence that there is still external 
sources? 


A Yes. I think that's been made clear by a 
number of experts in the Administration that the external 
flow continues. 








0 Where is it coming from? 


A Well, it doesn't come from a tooth fairy. 
(Laughter) It comes from -- 


0 Specifically, where did it come from? 


A I think various experts have suggested that 
the flow is from Nicaragua, Cuba and the Soviet Union. 


0 Any estimate on the tonnage? 


A I don't. I'm sure there have been estimates 
in the past. I don't have anything. 


re) Is it possible to look into it so we could 
deal with some figures on -- 


A As I recall, I think a Pentagon official gave 
some indication of flow last week. 


0 In terms of tonnage? Really? 
No. 
No? Okay. 


-Do you mean Sanchez? 


r Oo FY DOD 


I'm sorry. I don't have any estimates of 
tonnage. 


0 He did not say there was any Soviet equip- 
ment, though. 


A That would not -- if you mean, Lester -- 


0 A high-ranking senior official at the 
Pentagon -- 


A But you've got to be careful. Because 
someone supplies American arms or arms from some other 
countries to the Marxist insurgents, there's no reason why 
that shouldn't come from the Soviet Union. 


) I didn't say it did. I'm just saying this is 
what he said, and -- 














A But I mean this has been fairly traditional 


- policy not to supply Soviet-manufactured weapons. But that 
doesn't mean -- 


Q Go on to another? 


A Sure. 


Q Would it be possible to put to the Pentagon 
and the State Department, and to say about what the flow -- 
what the tonnage of the flow is? Because in Salvador itself 
people are saying it isn't that significant, and some people 
are quoting Western diplomatic and U.S. sources as saying 
it's not that important to the fight going on. 


A I think it's really more a Pentagon call than 
the State Department, and, obviously, it gets into that con- 
tinuing sensitive area involving intelligence. But I think 
I'd really have to -- 


Q What about Meese's indication that we may go 
up to 100 on advisers? Anything to that? 


A The President made his position clear in San 
Francisco on Friday, and I think that's where we are. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q New topic. There was a London Observer 
report claiming that the yellow rain samples from the U.S. 
are fakes. Do you have any response to that? 





A I haven't seen the report, but certainly the 
samples collectd by the United States are not fakes. 


Q Can you look into that further because 
there's talk -- 


A Don't need to look into it. I can give you 
an assurance they're not fakes. ~ 


Q It says the State Department will discuss the 
findings at a meeting in London. 


A I don't know what the State Department is 
doing about any talks that might be taking place on yellow 
rain in London. But there's no suggestion that what we have is 


fake. 


Q Another subject. A couple of preliminary 
questions, just to clarify policy if I could. Am I correct 
in presuming that the Secretary of State is deeply concerned 
about the safety or our Ambassadors everywhere in the world 
and is not hesitant to speak out whenever and wherever such 
safety is threatened? 


A There's no problem about the first part of 
your questions. Whether he would always speak out, I sup- 
pose -- I mean, I don't know what your next question is. 
But whether he would always -- 


Q The question will depend largely on your 
answer to the first. (Laughter) 


A That's my fear. 


Q You wouldn't hesitate if one our Ambassadors 
is threatened anywhere in the world, certainly he's not 
going to maintain a discreet silence; he will certainly 
speak out as the head of our foreign policy? 


A I wouldn't take that as a given. I think 
there have been instances where there have been threats to 
American diplomats, including Ambassadors, where that threat 
has not been publicized. 


Q Then, it's safe to presume the first part is 
that he's definitely concerned about the safety? 


A Sure. 
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Q Secondly., as preliminary, when a host 
country tells us they cannot be responsible for our 
Ambassador's safety, does Secretary Shultz believe we 
should continue sending money to support this Embassy or 
should we withdraw our Ambassador and all further financial 
support of that Embassy? 


A I don't know which Embassy you're talking 
about or which country. 


Q I just want to know what is the policy. If 
the host government says we cannot be responsible for the 
safety, then what do we do -- we just leave them there and 
continue to pour in support or what? 


A I'm leery of responding to a question which 
is sort of circulating in a vacuum. 


Q I just want to know what is policy. We 
expect the host country to guarantee safety; is that 
correct? 


A Yes. 


Q Okay, fine. In Secretary Shultz" own state 
of California at the University of California in Berkeley, 
our Ambassador to the United Nations was repeatedly 
disrupted with shouts of murderer by students and others who 
were neither restrained nor disciplined by this university, 
which I understand -- 


A We're going to get to the question? 


Q Right, you are. -- receives extensive Federal 
money, and the Cal police advised Mrs. Kirkpatrick that it 
would be worst the following day so she withdrew from her 
second lecture and subsequently Smith College announced they 
can't be responsible for her safety. 


Question: Does Secretary Shultz, as the ranking 
Cabinet member of President Reagan's Administration, believe 
any Federal funding should go to those institutions who can- 
not guarantee the safety of Federal officers, including 
Ambassadors? 


A °* I haven't heard him address himself to that 
question. 


Q Could you give us some inkling -- you're his 
spokesman -- as to policy? Do we feel that we should send 
monéy to a university which will not guarantee the safety of 
an Ambassador of the United States? 
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- A Can't answer that one for you. 
Q Could you take that question, John? 


A Let me look into it, but I doubt that we will 
have anything for you. 


Q I'd be very grateful. 
A It's a very sweeping question. 


Q It's kind of an important question. If we're 
concerned about the safety of our Ambassadors overseas, God knows, 
they should certainly be concerned about them in Berkeley, 
don't you think? 


Q John, do you have any comment on the allega- 
tion by Fidel Castro that the United States has renewed 
attempts to assassinate him? 


A Sure. That is obviously untrue. We don't 
disregard the laws and the executive orders under which we 
operate. Mr. Castro's allegation is absurd, and we absolute- 
ly deny it. 


Q Do you have anything on the plans of 
Ambassador Habib? Is he coming to Washington; is he going 
back to the Middle East and when? 


| A Yes. I think he's on the plane coming back 
with the Secretary today, and will be here this afternoon. 


Q How long will he spend here? 
A I don't know. That will depend, I think. 


Q Is there going to be any change in policy 
regarding Lebanon? 


A Any change in policy? No, our policy is 
constant. 


Q Obviously, up to now it hasn't given anything 
tangible. . 


A We're working at it. 


Q Do you have any detail as yet on the kid- 
napping of an American oil man in Bogota? 


A No. Seen the reports, but don't have — 
anything on it or can't confirm it. 
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Q Do you have any comment concerning President 
Mubarak' s meeting with King Hussein in New Delhi? 


A No, I don't. 


Q On Amin Gemayel meeting with the President of 
Syria? 


A Sorry, on who? 


Q Amin Gemayel, President of Lebanon, meeting 
with Assad. 


A No, I don't. 


Q Or him going to the Non-Aligned in New 
Delhi, bearing in mind that you don't fancy the Non-Aligned 


group? 


A I wouldn't make that sweeping statement. No, 
I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Australian 
elections? 


Q There is some reports from Cairo that 
President Carter met with two PLO members, one of them a 
member of the Executive Committee of the PLO. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A I've got two. I've got the Australian elec- 
tion down here. President Reagan either has sent or is 
sending a message of congratulations to Mr. Hawke, and we 
look forward to a close and effective relationship with the 
new government. 


On the PLO. I think President Carter probably did 
meet with those gentlemen. He's a private citizen, as you 
know, and that's his decision. 


Q I know he met with the Secretary before he 
left for the Middle East. Did he discuss with him the 
desirability of such a meeting? 


A I don't think so. 

Q Could you look into it? 
A I don't think he did. 
Q 


Do you have anymore specifics than that? 
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: A I can do no better than to give you the press 
reports, but it's Mr. Nabil Shath and Mr. Ahmad Dajani, 
according to press reports. We're not confirming it. 


Q To follow up that question, does the State 
Department, which maintains a policy we are not to meet with 
terrorists, approve or disapprove of the former President 
of the United States meeting with such terrorists? 


A It's not a question of approving or 
disapproving. Our policy remains constant, and we will not 
meet with the PLO until the two appropriate U.N. Resolutions 
242 and 338, I think they are, and the PLO's recognition of 
Israel has been effected. It has not, and therefore we're 
not meeting with the PLO. President Carter is a private 
citizen. 


Q An enormously, Federally-funded former 
President gets a huge pension, goes and does this and you 
are tongued-tied in withholding any sign of disapproval. It 
suggests to me that you're very enormously neutral on this. 


A I didn't think I was tongued-tied. I thought 
I did my best to try to help you perceive what had happened, 
Lester. 


Q What I want to know is what this gentleman 
over here wants to knoy: does the State Department 
approve or disapprove or are you just toungue-tied, as they 
say? 


A That particular question, we're not going to 
give you an answer. What I'm telling you is that President 
Carter is a private citizen. I've given you the U.S. 
Government's position on dealings with the PLO. 


Q So he's done something the government 
wouldn' t? 


A Private citizens do what they will do. 


Q Your answer on whether it was already 
discussed with the Secretary wasn't as clear as it can or 
should be. 


Let me put the question another way. Did the © 
possibility of this meeting, was it discussed before Mr. Carter 
left, with the Secretary or with any other official in the 
State Department? 


A I do not think it was discussed by the 
Secretary. I do not think it was discussed by anybody else 
in the State Department here. I think, as a courtesy, 
President Carter may have informed our Embassy in Cairo. 
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Q Before or after? 
A I think before. 


Q Would you expect President Carter to report, 
as is customary, upon return from his trip not only on other 
aspects of his trip but would you expect him to report on 
this particular aspect of his trip to the U.S. Government? 


A I don't know, because I don't know what plans 
there are for him to discuss his Middle Eastern travels with 


anybody here. 
Q Isn't it routine? 


A I wouldn't rule it out, but I don't know if 
there are such plans. 


Q If that occurred -- and I know this is 
hypothetical -- but if the routine occurred, which is that a 
dignitary, a foreign dignitary returns from a foreign visit 
were to brief the U.S. on this specific visit, wouldn't that 
in effect violate this government's policy? 


| A No. Because our policy is firm. We're not 
talking to the PLO. I think you asked, before President Carter 
left, whether he was carrying any messages from this 
4 Administration, and the answer to that was no, he's not. 


Q As I recall, he fired Ambassador Andrew Young 
because he lied about meeting with the PLO. Does this not 
suggest an abrupt change in Mr. Carter? 


A You know, Lester, I have really all I can do 
attempting to be a spokesman for the State Department in 
this Administration, and I really don't think I can -- 


Q I find that other spokesmen for this 
Administration certainly are not hestitant to deplore some 
of the things in the previous Administration. Are you hesi- 
tant to do this? 


A This one is hesitant to pursue this question 
of Mr. Carter. ' . 


Q You said that former President Carter 
informed the Embassy in Cairc. Has he been assisted in 
any way to this -- | 





A No. 


Q Thank you. 





(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #40 


TUESDAY, MARCH 8, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of housekeeping 
announcements. Available in the Press Office is the speech 
by Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before the Regional Foreign 
Policy Conference in Denver, Colorado. The title is: 
"Insuring Security in the Nuclear Age." Just to remind you, 
= speech is embargoed until 1:00 p.m. Mountain Standard 
Time. 


Available at 2:00 o'clock today in the Press 
Office will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for 
African Affairs, Chester Crocker, before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is foreign aid. That's 
testimony that he's giving today. 


Also, we'll hold a briefing at 2:30, here, by AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson, who will brief on land reform 
in El Salvador. That will be 2:30, here in the briefing 
room. That will be ON THE RECORD, for sound and camera. 


That's all I have for you. 


0 What can you tell us about the possibility of 
Foreign Minister Shamir coming to Washington? 


A We have been talking with the Israelis, and 
we would expect that Foreign Minister Shamir would be here 
later in the week for talks with the Secretary. 


© When will the talks be? 


A I don't have the days nailed down, but it 
would be the end of the week. 


e) Why? What's the purpose now? 
A I think this is an Israeli suggestion that 
there might be merit in Mr. Shamir coming, and, of course, 


we welcome that. The subject would be Lebanon and other 
matters of mutual interest. 


0 Is the SAM-5 the specific reason for it? 
A I suppose it might come up. 











Q And how about the broader peace process? ~ 


A I suppose that any matter affecting the 
Middle East could come up. 


Q How long will he be here? 


A That's hard to say. As I say, we haven't 
quite nailed down when he will arrive, but several days I 
would think. 


0 And is this a prelude to another visit by 
Begin, perhaps? 


A I don't know anything about that. I think 
what we're talking about at the moment is a meeting with the 
Foreign Minister. 


0 Will Habib take part? 


A Yes, he'll take part. Incidentally, I 
thought that Phil came back on the plane yesterday with the 
Secretary. He did not. He stayed in California for a 
couple of days and will be in Washington tomorrow afternoon. 


0 John, a follow-up. Do you see meetings over 
the weekend between the Secretary and Shamir? 


A It's possible. Saturday, I think would be 
unlikely, that being their Sabbath. 


0 Do you think it is likely that those meetings 
would bring -- in those meetings they will be able to 
resolve the still-unsolved problems that are discussed in 
the meetings between Israel and Lebanon? 


A I don't know. We'll have to see how the 
discussion develops. 


0 That raises the question to me, are you 
suggesting by saying “seeing how it develops," that it's 
possible that these meetings could resolve those questions? 


A Sure. It's possible that you could get a 
resolution of the whole Lebanese situation at any of the 
various meetings that are going on. 


0 The U.S. and Israel -- the whole Lebanese 
situation could be resolved? 


A Certainly, the points of contention would be 
discussed, and if there's resolution on them, that would 
move the ultimate solution forward. 





re) Is there a similiar invitation for the -- 
rather, suggestion that the Lebanese Foreign Minister and 
the team of experts come to Washington? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Any consideration of moving the site of the 
talks to Washington? 


A No, not to my knowledge. ~ 


6) Has the U.S. Government received any response 
on the Memorandum of Understanding regarding sharing of 
information that Israel derived from the Lebanon campaign? 
Any further development in that? 

A It's my impression that we had some guidance 
on that yesterday. No. I guess not. We haven't taken that 
any further. 


) What is the situation in terms of dialogue in 
El Salvador? It‘s confusing because today the President 
met Congressional leaders. When they came out, you have 
people like Senator Percy saying essentially that he was for 
some kind of dialogue as a prelude to the elections, in 
terms of giving assurances to the guerrillas that they would 
be safe and all of that. Is that the Administration's position? 


A I haven't seen what Senator Percy said. But, 
in essence, the way you describe it, I think that is in line 
with the Administration's thinking. We have shyed away from 
the term “dialogue” in terms of power-sharing. However, in 
terms of discussion to determine how the election might go 
forward, let me just say that President Magana and the Peace 
Commission in El Salvador have made clear their desire for 
full participation in democratic elections and their inten- 
tion to hold conversations to work out the terms and con- 
ditions of elections, including amnesty, security issues, 
campaigning, that would provide an opportunity for full and 
safe participation by all parties. 


The United States welcomes those assurances. We 
support a dialogue on how to participate in the elections 
and the evolving democratic institutions. That's our 
position. 

Q Can we get a copy? 

A Sure. 


Q Is this any kind of advance beyond previous 
Adminstration positions on this? 








A I don't think so. I think this has basically 
‘been our position, that you don't give to the insurgents 
what they haven't won in the ballot box. You don't give 
them a position in the government on the basis of violence. 
On that basis we would not be in favor of a dialogue. But 
if there have to be some kind of consultation on how they 
participate in elections -- 


6) Is it conceivable that there might be 
discussions between government officials of El Salvador now 
and, say, Guillermo Ungo of the FDR outside of the country 
to work out a mechanism for the election? 


A You have to ask the Salvadoran se orate 
but certainly it's conceivable. 


6) Is it your understanding that there would 
have to be a ceasefire before such discussions? 


A That's not my understanding. But, again, I 
think that's something the Salvadoran Government would have 
to respond to. 


0 Would this government be prepared to set up a 
preliminary dialogue with representatives of the guerrillas 
outside the country? 


= 


A With the Salvadoran Government? 


Q Of this govenment, be prepared to set up a 
dialogue with the guerrillas, representatives of the 
guerrillas, outside of El Salvador? 


A With the United States Government? 
0 Yes. 


A I think that's an academic point at this 
stage. As yc': know, the elections have only been announced 
on Sunday and that Peace Commission is going to get into 
this whole question of discussions on amnesty. 


0] It's not totally academic in the sense that 
representatives of the guerrilla movement have been in the 
United States; they have tried to see the State Department. 
The last time they did was December 1981, and they said the 
State Department told them it's not convenient anymore to 
talk to then. 


A I know of nothing that is proceeding but I 
think the Salvadoran Government will have to take the lead 
on that. 











Q In other words, you wouldn't? 


4 I know of nothing that is going forward at 
this stage. I don't think anything is going forward. 


Q To phrase that a little differently, my 
recollection was in December ‘81 the State Department sought 
such a meeting and one took place. 


Would the United States welcome a meeting with 
members of the FDR/FMLN as a way of going over the possible 
issues? 


A I can't answer that question for you. It's 
an academic one at this stage. I think we're going to have 
to wait and see how the Salvadoran Commission proceeds. 


Q What is the U.S. reading of the insurgent response 
to the Magana statement on Sunday? That is to say, on 
earlier presidential elections, and this general question of 
participation -- 


A Of the insurgent response? 


Q Yes. Of participation in discussions within 
the electoral objectives? 


A I don't think we have a reading on that yet. 
I don't think we've seen enough to have a reading on that. 


--MORE-- 

















Q John, can I just go back again to put a fine 
point on this if I can? 


Does the Salvadoran Government and its Peace ' 
Commission have a veto power over contacts that the United 
States might entertain with members of the opposition? 


A I don't think there's a veto power. But If 
think these are rather early days in the preparation for the 
election, and I don't think we want to project what might or 
might not take place in the way of discussions until we have 
seen more out of that Peace Commission. 


Q You just said before that a ceasefire would 
not be a precondition for a dialogue. 


A You ask me whether I understood that to be 
the case, and that is not my understanding. But, again, I 
think you have to talk to the Salvadorans about that. 


Q What do you base your understanding on about 
that? 


A Just on the basis of our policy up till now. 


Q You said, “that is not my understanding," 
that it would not be a precondition? 


A It is my understanding that it has not been a 
precondition. 


-Q John, Senator Percy, when he emerged this 
morning, said that such a dialogue prior to the elections 
would be a condition for Congress to extend more aid to El 


Salvador. 


Does the Administration object to that being a 
condition for additional aid? 


A I'm a little leery of responding to what 
Senator Percy may have said, because I haven't seen it. 


Q What did he mean by a “serious conversation 
would have to take place between -- 


A I think the White House will be having some 
kind of readout on that session this morning. 





Q John, to return to that earlier point about 
the ceasefire being or not being a precondition, I had 
understood that the stated position of this Administration 
had been that a dialogue could take place or an exchange 
could take place in the context of elections, and that it 
was up to the guerrillas to lay down their arms and join 
such a process. 


Now you say that the ceasefire is not a precon- 
dition. It seems to me that it changed. Could you clarify 
that, please? : 


A Perhaps I misunderstood you. Were you 
talking about a cease for elections or a ceasefire for 
the purpose of discussions? a: 


Q For purpose of discussions in the context of 
the democratic process, which I believe is the sort of 
boilerplate that the Administration has -- 


A As I say, I think that that's something that 
the Salvadoran Government is going to have to decide, 
whether you can have discussions about safeguards in elec- 
tion with or without a ceasefire. 


0 But the U.S. has taken a position in August 
of ‘81, I believe, with respect to that precise issue, indi- 
cating that there could be discussions without the 
guerrillas laying down their arms. 


A Let me do a little research on that. 


Q John, on the prior question of aid and advi- 
sers, as a result of this meeting today is there any sort of 
decision about where precisely the Administration is going 
to proceed? 


A No. On trainers, I think there was not a 
decision, and, indeed, I don't think there was mention of it 
in any discussion afterwards. But, again, I think there's 
going to be a White House readout on that meeting, so I 
guess I'd refer you to the White House. 


Q Let me get just something clear here on the 
dialogue or negotiations. Short of the two sides sitting 
down and dividing up the government, you wouldn't oppose any 
contact between the Salvadoran Government and the guerrilla 
or FDR? 


Is that the position? 








A I don't think that's quite what we said. I 
think what we said was if you're talking about discussions 
within the framework of democratic elections and how you 
move to those, but I don't think we said discussions on 


anything. 


What we're talking about is the movement towards 
democratization in El Salvador. 


Q What could be covered by discussions with 
respect to elections? One example, Percy said today that 
there had to be guarantees for the safety of opposition 
people, including guerrillas, before, during and after any 
elections might take place. 


: Is that a relevant subject for a dialogue of the 
kind that you have in mind? 


A I would think that that would be the kind of 
question that the Peace Commission would address itself to. 


Q Kirkpatrick said yesterday that -- I don't 
have the exact quote, but she said that the judicial system 
was working rather well in El Salvador, and that seemed to 
contradict what State Department senior officials have said 
in the past. 


I wondered if she spoke for the State Department 
on that when she said that? 


A I'm not aware of what she said. Where did 
she say it? 


Q She said it when she was on the Hill 
testifying on the United Nations yesterday, and she was 
asked about El Salvador and specifically the difficulty with 
the judicial system. She said that it works reasonably well 
in the view of most people who observe it very closely. 


Does that reflect the State Department's position? 


A I don't think there's been any doubt that we 
have sought to see improvement in the judicial system. I 
think Ambassador Hinton has made that clear, but I also 
think, on the other hand, that we have seen some improvement 
in the area of human rights and the area of investigation 
and the judicial process. So I don't think anybody would 
pretend that it's ideal, but I think there's been improve- 
ment. I suspect that's what she was referring to. 




















Q There have been a number of reports that the 
U.S. is very close to certification on Argentina, and that 
the British have objected very strongly. 


Would British ~bjections postpone any cer- 
tification -- 


A Consideration of that matter is going for- 
ward, and I don't have anything for you on it. 


Qo Do you expect it before the anniversary of 
the invasion of the Malvinas? 


. A I don't know. When the decision is made, it 
will be announced. 


e) It's only three weeks away. 


A When the decision is made, we will announce 
it like a flash. 


Q One more follow-up on that. It also was men- 
tioned that the U.S. was talking to Argentina about advisers 
for El Salvador. 


Do you have any comment on that? 
A No, I don't. 


0 John, over the weekend -- I think you 
addressed this yesterday -- there were published reports 
that British and Canadian scientists challenged the U.S. 
findings regarding mycotoxins in Southeast Asia. 


Is there any plan for the U.S. experts on this to 
get together with those people to try to reconcile this 
because -- 


A No specific meetings of which I'm aware. 


QO It's beginning to sound more like a political 
rather than a scientific issue. 


A No. Not aware of any. I mean, there are 
routine meetings from time to time for the exchange of 
information, but I'm not aware of anything specific. 


Q John, forgive me if you have already 
responded to this, but specifically on the outcome of the 
German elections, the Green Party which many people believe 
have contacts with the KGB is now in the German Parliament. 
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The leader of that party, Petra Kelly, has 
announced that she will make public information which par- 
ties have previously chosen to keep classified. 


Does the United States have any concern about this 
development? 


A No. I am not aware of what you're 
suggesting, but we have not had any comment on the party 
representation in the general election. 


Q One more, John. Do you have any comment -- I 
came in late so you might have spoken to this -- on the 
decision of the South Korean Supreme Court to uphold a death 
sentence for two men convicted in the burning of the 


cultural center? 


A Yes, just a brief reference. We are 
following developments in that case and will continue to do 


so carefully. 


Q You have nothing to say on the severity of 
the sentence? 


A We're talking with that government, but 
beyond that I don't have anything more for you. 


Q Beijing's Foreign Ministry spokesman 
Claimed that only the PRC can represent China in the Asian 
DeveLopment Bank, and Taiwan is not admissible for its mem- 
bership. He also urged the United States to support its 
position. | 


Do you have any response to that? 


A Yes. I think we've had some guidance earlier 
which you can retrieve from the Press Office on that 
question. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded -at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements on 
testimony that is available and the composition of the AID 
Commission and the Deputy Secretary's travel plans. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: 


- Statement of Assistant Secretary for 
International Organizational Affairs Gregory Newell before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The subject is 
"Contributions to International Organizations." 


- Secondly, statement by Under Secretary for 
Management Jerome van Gorkum before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee on “authorization of appropriations, 
Fiscal Years '84 and ‘'85." 


I guess that is it. That's all the testimony today. 


The Secretary of State today announced the mem- 
bership of the Commission on Foreign Security and Economic 
Assistance. That's the Commission that I think AID Director 
Mr. McPherson gave an on-the-record session on a little while 
ago. 


The formation of the Commission itself was 
announced by Mr. Shultz on February 22 during his appearance 
before the Senate Budget Committee. 


The purpose of the Commission is to review the 
purposes and the various programs of U.S. foreign 
assistance, and to make recommendations to the President, 
the Secretary of State and the Congress. 


The Commission was suggested to the Secretary by 
various members of Congress last year and will consult 
extensively with Congress. 


The Commission will operate outside of the 
Government but will draw on both public and private resources 
for its staff personnel and financial support. 








The Secretary has appointed distinguished experts 
from the private sector and from the Congress to the 
Commission under the Chairmanship of Frank Carlucci to study 
this complex and vital set of programs and issues, and a 
list of the Commission's membership is available in the 
Press Office. 


Deputy Secretary Dam, at the invitation of the 
Governments of Norway, Denmark and the Federal Republic of 
Germany will travel to Oslo, Copenhagen and Bonn during the 
period March 18-27 for consultations on issues of mutual 
interest. 


Mr. Dam will also visit Budapest as part of our 
continuing bilateral dialogue with the Hungarian Government. 
He'll also travel to Geneva where he'll meet with our nego- 
tiators in the START and INF talks, our Ambassador to the 
Committee on Disarmament, and the U.S. Commissioner to the 
U.S.-Soviet Standing Consultative Commission. 


In Berlin Mr. Dam will participate in a biennial 
German-American Conference organized by the American Council 
on Germany and the Atlantik Bruecke and will deliver a keynote 
address on trans-Atlantic relations. 


What are the dates on that again, John? 


A I don't think I have the Berlin date, but we 
can surely get it for you. I don't have that date with me. 


0 Copies of that? 

A Sure. 

0 Is that it? 

A That's it. 

0 John, we're hearing various figures on what 


the Administration would like to propose for aid for El 
Salvador. 


Can you nail that down for us? 


A Not really. The process of consultation and 
decision-making is still going forward. There are meetings 
taking place. There have been the consultations with 
Congress. There are meetings taking place with the 
President and his advisers, and at the appropriate time 
he'll come to a decision and -- 











0 Would you argue with the proposal about $110 
million is what the Administration wants? 


A I guess I will do what I have done consistently 
while you have asked me about these figures, and that's not 
get into them. We haven't gotten into these figures from 
the beginning from this podium, and wouldn't this time I 
think. 


0 Evidently Caspar Weinberger got into them at 
the meeting in the White House yesterday. 


A You're better off -- 


0 John, just last week you used the $60 million 
figure. ; 


A Not at all. No, I didn't. Somebody asked me 
how we arrived at that $60 million. 


0 A logical disparity -- 


A No. Somebody asked me how we arrived at that 
$60 million figure. I was very careful not to be drawn on 
that. I responded to reports that had appeared in newspa- 
pers, and said I could understand how logically some repor- 
ters might arrive at that figure. 


¢) How did you arrive at the $110 million 
figure? (Laughter) 





A I haven't said we've arrived at the 110 
figure. 


0 Is it your understanding that the military 
aid for El Salvador this year might involve as much as $110 
million extra beyond the amount in the continuing 
resolution? 


A I think we'd have to wait for any decision on 
both military aid to Salvador and economic aid to Salvador 
and Central America until the President has completed his 
review and his consultations and makes an announcement. 


0 When do you expect the President to complete 
that process and make an announcement? Can you give us some 
sort of an estimate? 


A I can't really except that, again, we fairly 
consistently said I would think that sometime this week. 








) Have you decided yet what the approach to get 
the money will be? Will it be a supplemental? Will it be 
diversion of emergency funds? 


A I think that is probably still the subject of 
discussion at the various meetings that are taking place. 


re) Or just to puruse that, I understood from 
some of the people who were at the meeting with the 
President yesterday that the President had given them a 
pledge that he would not dip into the emergency funds. 


Is that not accurate? 
A I wasn't there. I don't know. 
6) Can you take that question because it's -- 


A I think if anybody were going to respond to 
that question, it would be the White House. 


Q The question of how much you've indicated, or 
haven't indicated -- speaking algebraically, you said that 
it's been 25 percent -- 


A Algebraically. That's the first time I've 
been accused of that. Okay. 


fe) You said that the actual provision of mili- 
tary funds were 25 percent of what was needed, we could 
therefore extrapolate from that algebraically that that 
would be in the neighborhood of $100 million. So were you 
telling us all along it was about $100 million? 


A No, I wasn't. 
re) Why did you arrive at that 25 percent figure? 


A I think there was a lot of discussion here 
about $60 million and $80 million for last year and $80 
million for 1984, and so forth and so on, and I think pro- 
bably some conclusions were drawn, but I don't think we have 
ever -- 


fe) You said 25 percent from that podium. How 
did ou. arrive at that? 











A I said 25 percent of the level that was 
talked about for last year and has been talked about for 
next year, but I don't think I have ever suggested that we 
were locked into any figure, and I'm not suggesting it now. 


Q No. I'm not suggesting that you're locked 
into a figure. I was just wondering about how you derived 
at that quarter percentage that you cited. 


A Comparison with the 80. 

Q That's all? Not in relation to need? 

A Yes. 

Q Not in relation to need? Is that right? 


A If you used 80 last year and you're going to 
use 80 in the coming year, I suppose questions might be 
raised about using whatever the figure is -- 25 or whatever 
it is -- this year. 


Q John, Congressional sources: we've talked to 
had a fairly comprehensive breakdown of the $110 million 
that's being discussed last night. 


Do you think that this was discussed with him in 
the meeting yesterday and that the President is very near a 
decision? 


A I think he will make a decision this week -- 
that's my expectation -- but that's his process and his con- 
Sultation is going forward. 


Q John, would the Administration oppose efforts 
by Congress to attach any conditions to the appropriation of 
these funds as far as dialogue, negotiations, whatever you 
want to call it, with the left? 


nN I think somebody asked me that yesterday, I 
think, and in response to that I said I think you'd have to 
ask the White House. It's going to be the President's deci- 
Sion. I can't answer. 


Q This Department makes a recommendation. 


A It's going to be his decision. 








@) At the meeting yesterday Secretary Shultz was 
quoted as saying he favored a "sincere dialogue." Can you tell 
us what that means? 

A It means what we have consistently said. A 
dialogue that would produce reconciliation within the elec- 
toral process. 

e) How would -- 

A I'm not sure -- you're using the quote, and 
I'm not confirming or denying the quote, but if you're 
asking about dialogue, that's what we mean by dialogue. 

e) Do you have anything to elaborate on that on 
that which you had yesterday with respect to the conditions 
leading to such a serious dialogue? 

No, I don't. 
Nothing more? 
No. I thought I did beautifully yesterday. 


No. You said you'd take the question. 


> ©.) AF. 2 


Yes. But I don't have anything more for you 
on that. 


e) Also, Congressman Barnes said last night that 
he'd never been presented with any concrete evidence that 
there were four airplanes every week going across from 
Nicaragua to El Saivador, so we had to take it on faith. 


Is there any -- can we re-address the question of 
the tonnage of supplies that's coming in by air to you? 


A No. I think we suggested that the Pentagon 
was the place to go. 


-- MORE -- 








re) I tried. 
As What * did they say? 


fe) They said they would get back to me at some 
future time. (Laughter) 


A Then, all is not lost; there's still hope. 


fe) Do you have anything further on the visit of 
the Israeli Foreign Minister? 


A We expect that he'll be here at the end of 
the week and would expect that he would have discussions 
with the Secretary and other officials in the State 
Department Sunday, and probably Monday, too. 


0 Is there any plan or consideration of 
inviting the Lebanese Foreign Minister to arrive shortly 
thereafter? 

A . There are some discussions going on on that 
subject. 

0 Would that be simultaneous or shortly , 
thereafter? Would Shamir still be in town when the Lebanese 
arrive? 


4 Don't honestly know the details of -- if this 
comes to anything when they might come, but I think if this did move | 
in this direction, you should be clear that what we're 
talking about is bilateral talks with the Israelis. In the 
event that there are any Lebanese in town, it would be bila- 
teral talks with the Lebanese. 


re) So there is still no consideration of 
broadening. of moving the site of the talks to Washington? 


A That's right. Absolutely. 


2) Does the State Department have anything to 
add to Secretary Weinberger's report today on the Soviets' 
war-making potential, build-up? 


A No. 

fe) No comment or elaboration? 

Ay No. I think there's been fairly extensive 
backgrounders and briefings on that. No, we don't have 
anything else. 
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QO Back on this, did you have any comment on Mr. 
Shamir's proposal that perhaps the United States, Israeli 
and Lebanese have joint patrols in southern Lebanon? 


A Not really. The talks have been going on, 
are going forward. Undoubtedly, that will be one of the 
questions raised when he is here, but I don't think -- we 
haven't gotten into the detail and the substance of the 
discussions and I don't think we would at this stage. 


Obviously, security in the south of Lebanon is an 
issue, has been an issue. It's something we're concerned 
about; something the Israelis are concerned about, and that 
has to be satisfactorily resolved, but there are various 
ideas about how that might be effected. 


Q You don't reject this out of hand; it has 
merit and is worth discussion? 


A We don't reject it out of hand because we've 
discussed various possibilities over the months -- UNIFIL 
and some possibility of MNF. There are various options 
here. 


Q You see flexibility in the Israeli position 
on the observation posts? 


4 I've seen a lot of reports suggesting one 
thing and the other, and I think we would be cautious to 
respond to those. 


Q What are you being cautious to, John? 

A I've seen reports suggesting there's flexibi- 
lity and that there isn't flexibility, and that various officials 
have made certain statements and these have been denied and 
there's been back-and-forth. And I think until Mr. Shamir 
gets here, we would wait and see. 

Q So let me just ask you on this, John. By 
this word of caution now, you're going back to the statement 
from last week, cautioning us against such fluctuations -- 

A It was good guidance last week. 

Q And it still remains as is? 

A In my view. (Laughter) 


Q What are your plans on -- housekeeping for 
the Press Office operation on Sunday? 








A I think we will have somebody in. 


0 Do you have a tentative time when those talks 
will begin? 


A We don't know yet what time those talks will 
begin. My expections are that they will be on Sunday morning. 
They will not be all day with the Secretary. It's con- 
ceivable that Mr. Shamir or somebody with him might talk with 
other officials in the Department. 


0 Will you let us know ‘if there's going to be a 
luncheon and so forth so we can plan our time? 


A A lunch with Mr. Shamir on Sunday? No, I 
don't think so. 


0 Do you expect a follow-up meeting with the 
Secretary on Monday? 


M Monday, yes. 


0 If the Lebanese Foreign Minister does come, 
would he come while Shamir is here? I didn't get you answer 
on that. 


A It's possible. We don't know yet. 
0 It's possible? 


A Anything is possible. I really don't have 
too much for you on this. I'm just saying that there have 
some discussions about the possibility -- 


0 It's possible for consecutive bilaterals, 
then? 


A There could be. 


0 The Lebanese Embassy officials here are 
saying that he's arriving on Sunday night. 


ey Then, they have the advantage over us. 


0 Two questions, please. Will Mr. Shamir be 
seeing the President or is it outlawed? 





A I do not think that anything is set. It's 
possible, but I don't think anything is set. 


¢) And the other thing, on the reports of 
progress today, which you must have seen -- 


A On Lebanon? 
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A On Lebanon. 


0 Are you serious about your statement from 
last week? Does it really stand by; are you saying that 
there's no truth to that? Can you bring us up to date; 
where are things in Lebanon now? 


A You proably have seen the same kind that I 
have. Yes, there is movement, and, no, there isn't movement 
and there's back-and-forth on it. I think we would be 
unwise to characterize them until Mr. Shamir gets here. 


6) Is there a possibility of a breakthrough out 
of this cycle of meetings beginning Sunday on removal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon? 


A There's always a possibility of a 
breakthrough at any meeting. I think you would be misled if 
you approached this meeting in that context. 


0 Do you expect any discussion of when the 
Secretary might visit the Middle East in the near future? 


A It's always possible. I don't know. Nothing 
has changed on his plans. There may be discussion about it 
but nothing has changed on his plans. 


8) What are his plans? 


A His plans are are that at some appropriate 
time he will go to the Middle East. He wants to do that, 
but nothing is set. 


0 A minute ago you said you would be waiting 
and seeing about flexibility during this meeting. Is the 
purpose of this meeting to explore Israeli flexibility on 
the question of the outposts in southern Lebanon? 


A No. I think we're responding to a suggestion 
from the Israelis that this meeting might be worthwhile, and 
I think a central topic for discussion will Lebanon. But 
how that topic will be approached and what the outcome will 
be, it's premature to say. 


0 Another subject. Do you have any comment on 
a Washington Post report that the Administration is to claim 
minerals in the sea within 200 miles of shore? 





A No, I don't have anything for you. We may 
have a ‘ittle something on that later in the week, but don't 
have any*htng for you. 


re) Did you say later in the day or week? 
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A Later in the week, I think it's possible. I 
don't think there will be anything today. 


Q Do you also have any response to reports in 
the Netherlands that Ambassador Dyess is to be replaced? 


A I have a piece of paper on that, which says 
that comment on any Ambassadorial appointment is the prero- 
gative of the White House. We believe that U.S.-Netherlands 
relations are good and have been so during Ambassador Dyess' 
tenure in the Netherlands, and I'm afraid we have nothing 
more for you. 


Q What is the purpose of that second sentence? 
A What is the purpose of that second statement? 
Q Second sentence. 

A To be as forthcoming as we possibily can. 

Q Is there going to be a new Spokesman? 


a Not to my knowledge, but you never know. Is 
that $700 question? (Laughter) 


Q There are reports from Brussels that the 
Secretary has replied to a letter from Gaston Thorn on new 
talks on the farm problem with the EEC and the United 
States. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, don't have anything for you on that. I 
detect a certain restlessness in the group, and before you 
all escape I have been asked to tell you that in addition to 
all the other testimony available, there's also, at 2:30 
this afternoon will be available the testimony by the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, 
Thomas Shoesmith, on Security Assistance for Korea. That's 
before the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on East Asia. 


QO The Veliotes meeting with the United Jewish 
Appeal group, is that going to be here in the Department? 


A You catch me unaware. 
@) It's on the schedule. 
A I don't know; we'll check it for you. Find 


out for you. 


STAFF: It's on the Hill. 
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A Somebody knows. It's on the Hill. 


Q Will you comment on a story in the Press Trust 
of India that the United States has issued, or will issue a 
visa for Dr. J.S. Chauhan, who is a proponent of an indep- 
endent state for the Sikhs in India? 


A Don't know anything about it. 


0 Can I follow up on Bill's earlier question on 
Gaston Thorn's -- 

A I'll look into it for you; sure. 

Q Do you have any new guidance on this farm war 
situation? 

aA No. 

Q If you do, will you let us know? 


A At the moment we got it, we'll get it right 
out there. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 10, 1983, 2:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A few housekeeping announcements: 


~- A statement by Assistant Secretary for 
International Organization Affairs Gregory Newell before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International 
Operations. The subject is International Organizations and 
Conferences. That testimony is available in the Press Office. 


-- A statement by Assistant Secretary for Near East 
and South Asian Affairs Nicholas Veliotes before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. 
The subject is the Lebanon Supplemental. 


-- A statement by Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Near East and South Asian Affairs James Placke before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and 
the Middle East. The subject is Economic and Security 
Assistance to Jordan, Amman, and the Yemen Arab Republic. 


For your information, Richard Burt, Assistant 
Secretary for European Affairs, will brief ON BACKGROUND on the 
upcoming visit of Netherlands Prime Minister Lubbers. That 
will be Friday, tomorrow, at 4:00 p.m. here in the briefing 
room. 


There is a briefing this afternoon by the 
President's Special Representative for Law of the Sea and 
Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs James Malone who will 
hold an ON THE RECORD* briefing at 3:30 here this afternoon on 
the future U.S. oceans policy. The briefing will be open to 
all accredited White House and Department of State journalists. 


We also hope to have available in the Press Office 
later this afternoon testimony by Assistant Secretary for East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee on Separation of Powers. 

His subject is China. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. Be 
glad to take your questions. 


Q John, apart from the information you've already 
put out, which is not much, do you have anything to say to the 
Soviet charges that Richard Osborne was caught red-handed at 
spying in Moscow? 





* Correction: The ground rules for this briefing were later 
changed to BACKGROUND. 
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A I don't think we have. I think you've probably 
got about all that we have, Jim. We'll confirm that he has 
been declared persona non grata by the Soviets. He is a 
First Secretary in the Economic Section; he arrived in Moscow, 
August 1982. Obviously, his present plans are not exactly 
firm, but we anticipate that he will be departing in the near 
future. Beyond that, I don't have anything for you. 





Q Do you anticipate retaliating against any 
Soviet diplomats? 


A Don't have anything on that for you. 


Q How do you read this? Do you see it in any way 
retaliation for remarks that the President made -- 


A No. 


Q -- regarding the Soviet Union? Do you see this 
as an indication of deterioration of relations? 


A No. Just not going to have any comment on it. 


Q Did he have those things that the Soviets 
said he had -- radio and spy material? 


A Don't have anything more for you beyond what 
I've given you, I'm afraid. 


Q How old is he, John? 


A I don't have that with me. We could probably 
find that out for you. 


Q Can we get that? And where is he from? 

A Sure. We can find that out for you. 

Q Can you tell us when the last U.S. diplomat 
might have been expelled under PNG circumstances from the 


Soviet Union? 


A No, I'm afraid I can't; don't have anything for 
you on that. 


Q Can you find that out for us? 


A No, I don't think we're probably going to be 
able to respond to that. 


Q How about the last one publicly announced? 














A We might be able to respond to that. 


Q Do you make anything of the fact that they 
announced this one so quickly, and sometimes they've sat on 
that for years? 


A No, we don't make anything of it. Just 
going to rest on what we have. 


Q John, do you have any reaction to the Russian 
reaction to the President's speech of last Tuesday? 


A No. 


Q John, on the visit over this weekend by Foreign 
Minister Shamir, from the schedule being put out by the 
Israelis, it begins to sound that the focus of the Lebanon 
negotiations has moved here, that Shamir and Shultz will be 
meeting all day Sunday, I gather, and again on Monday. Then, 
the Lebanese Foreign Minister comes soon after that, I gather. 


A I haven't seen the schedule the Israelis have 
put out. The schedule that I understand we will follow is 
pretty much the same -- in fact, it is the same as I suggested 


yesterday, that I think Mr. Shamir will meet with the 
Secretary on Sunday morning. I do not think he will meet with 
the Secretary Sunday afternoon or Sunday evening. There may 
be other meetings or continuing sessions with other U.S. 
officials that would go on Sunday. It is our expectation that 
there would then be a continuation of those meetings on 
Monday. 


But I think you would be going down the wrong track, 
as I said yesterday, if you suggested that the tripartite 
discussions that are being held in Lebanon are being moved to 
Washington. That's not the case. 


Also, somebody said yesterday that the Lebanese 
Foreign Minister was arriving cn Sunday night. That may or 
may not be the case, but we have not been able to confirm 
that; and I understand it is not what the Lebanese Embassy is 
Saying. 


Q Do you have any confirmed time when he, 
in fact, will arrive? 


A No, we don't. 


Q That he will arrive? 











A He is coming and we expect it to be this 
weekend, but we don't have confirmation. As a matter of fact, 
I think he is still en route from New Delhi back to Beirut. 


Q You say you expect him this weekend? 
A We expect him this weekend sometime. 
Q 


John, is the purpose of the meetings with the 
Lebanese Foreign Minister to discuss things after the talks 
with Mr. Shamir would be concluded, or do you intend to have 
parallel, bilateral talks with Shamir and the Lebanese 
Prime Minister almost at the same time? 


A I'm not guite sure how that's going to work out 
until we know when the Lebanese Foreign Minister is going to 
be here. If he comes Sunday night, obviously, the first talks 
with the Israelis would already have taken place, so I don't 
quite know the schedule and really can't plan that until 
we know when he's actually getting here. 


0 But if you plan on having some kind of 
parallel, bilateral talks, which means instead of trilateral 
talks to talk almost at the same time -- kind of indirect 
talks? 

A If they are here together. I mean it seems 


entirely possible that we would be having talks with the 
Israelis, and we will be having talks with the Lebanese. But 
just what the sequence would be one doesn't know until we know 
when the Lebanese get here. 


Q Some sources in Jerusalem said today that Mr. 
Shamir was instructed not to conduct indirect talks with the 
Lebanese while he is here, that if there is an interest to 
conclude such talks, they should be trilateral, or the talks 
should be direct, not indirect. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't know what the Israelis are saying. 
What our thinking about these meetings is is quite plain, that 
we are going to have bilateral meetings with the Israelis; 
we're going to have bilateral meetings with the Lebanese. And 
I think yesterday we steered you away from the idea that there 
would be tripartite meetings. 


Now, anything is possible. [I'll not rule that out, 
but that is not the planning and the intent that is presently 
underway. 














Q Why won't you use that opportunity while both 
of them are here to have trilateral talks? What would be the 
reason not to do it? 


A Because, obviously, we think that business can 
be conducted effectively at the bilateral level. But don't 
rule out -- nobody is saying there could not be -- tripartite 


talks, but they are not planned, not scheduled. 


-- MORE -- 








0 . You want to take another crack at the 
question about whether this round of bilaterals or tripar- 
tites, however it emerges, will produce the solution to the 
guestion of withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon? 


A It's hard to say until those talks begin. 
As I think I said yesterday, I suppose that the kind of 
solution we're seeking, namely the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon, I suppose you could get an agreement on 
that at any meeting you have wherever it might be. In that 
rather broad sense, I suppose it is possible that there 
could be a resolution. But we really won't know until we 
see how these first round of talks go. 


'e) In other words, it is there as a possibility? 


A It is there as a possibility at every 
meeting in Lebanon, at every meeting here. At any meeting, 
presumably, remaining differences between the parties could 
be resolved, and you could get a plan that we've been 
working for. I caution you against any breakthrough of talk 
on this particular series of meetings. 


O At whose initiative is the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister coming? 


A I don't know at whose initiative on the 
Lebanese meeting. As far as the Israelis are concerned, 
that was an Israeli request, or suggestion to us. I don't 
exactly know how the Lebanese meetings came about. 





0 How long is Mr. Shamir going to stay in 
Washington? 
A I don't know. I think the thinking is that 


there will be meetings Sunday and Monday, and if the busi- 
ness to be discussed at those meetings is complete by Monday 
night, I suppose that will be the end of it. If there were 
merit in further discussion, I think probably the Israelis 
would be prepared to stay on. 


fe) Is there a set agenda that you think that it 
would take two days or more? What exactly is going to be 
scheduled, say either Sunday or Monday? Is there a set 
agenda or items that will be discussed which may not go 
beyond Monday? 





A I think it would be inaccurate to say there 
is a set agenda. I think that the feeling of the two sides 
is that it will take a couple days to talks through what 
they think has to be talked through. 











0 John, are you ready to take another crack at 
the question of why now and why here? 


A As you know, Ambassador Habib has been 
working hard at this, as is Ambassador Draper. It isn't any 
secret that the talks, negotiations, haven't moved as fast 
as we had hoped certainly, and others had hoped. I suppose 
it was thought that there would be some merit on the part of 
the Israelis in suggesting that Mr. Shamir come here, some 
merit in explaining further the various positions and seeing 
whether there could be a better understanding of those posi- 
tions, and whether some progress might emerge as a result of 
better understanding of those positions. 


fe) When the Israelis asked for this meeting, 
did they indicate that they had different positions on some 
of the key issues that they would like to present to the 
Secretary? 


A Forgive my traditional reticence on not 
getting into the substance of discussions, but I don't think 
there is any great secret about the fact that there are dif- 
ferent positions and reservations among the various parties. 


Q I mean, that they had a new position from 
the one that they had in the last coversation with Mr. 
Habib, is what I mean? 


A Again, I don't think I should get into the 
substance of negotiations or the exchanges, but I think I 
would just again reiterate what I had said in steering 
everybody away from speculation about breakthroughs. 


Q Did the meetings with the Lebanese come up 
after it was know that Shamir was coming here? 


A I think so. 


fe) Things that you're mentioning now, couldn't 
they have been worked out through a lower level? I mean, a 
Foreign Minister of a country coming here, and I guess 
everybody is speculating that there is something. It could 
have walked through the Embassy; it could have walked 
through Ambassador Habib who is still there, and there is a 
sense that maybe more than that is taking place. 


A I assume that as the Israelis took the ini- 
tiative on this, they thought that discussions at this level 
would be helpful. 








re) Are you saying the Lebanese visit was worked 
out after the Shamir visit was set? 

A I think that's true. 

0 And you don't have a clear answer on who 


initiated that? 
A No, I don't know how that came about. 


- @) Can we come back for just a second to the 
Osborne case again? I just have a couple of other questions. 
One, could you tell us whether you consider him a senior 
member of the American diplomatic corps in Moscow? 


A He's a First Secretary in the Economic 
Section. 

0 Could you give me some idea of the level of 
that? 

A He's a First Secretary. 

0 Is he a career FSO? 

A I think he is a career FSO. I don't know. 


My colleague here is unable to give supplementary infor- 
mation on that. 


e) Has he served in any other overseas post? 

A I can't answer that. 

0 Can you tell us what agency he works for in 
the U.S. Government? 

} A He's the First Secretary in the Economics 

Section. 

0 The Economics Section of the -- 

A Of the United States Embassy. 

0 Which is an employee of the State Department? 

A Yes. 

0 Can you find out where he had worked previously? 








Sure. I would think so. 


Can you tell us what Marisat satellites are? 





No, I can't. 


o0o - OF PF 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:45 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 11, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two brief 
announcements: 


First, a reminder that there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing this afternoon at 4 o'clock on the upcoming visit of 
The Netherlands Prime Minister Lubbers here in the State 
Department briefing room. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for East Asia and Pacific Affairs Paul 
Wolfowitz before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Subcommittee on East Asia and Pacific Affairs. The subject is 
the foreign assistance request. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q A housekeeping question, for a second? 
A Yes. 
0 Are there any backgrounders or anything planned 


for the Shamir and Salim visits? 

; A I don't think there is going to be any pre- 
backgrounder. Whether there will be something at the conclu- 
sion of those visits, I don't know yet. 

Q Can you put in a request for one? 

A Sure. 

Q You mean, on Sunday there is a possibility? 

A No, not on Sunday. I would not anticipate a 
briefing on Sunday, but talks will go, presumably, into 
Monday. Whether they will go beyond that, I don't know. 
But there would not be anything before that, as things now 
stand. 


Q Have you any new guidance on how long the 
Sunday talks will last? 


S747 














A No. 


Q What is your reading now, on how long the 
Sunday talks will last? 


A I don't know. I would expect they would go 
certainly from morning into the afternoon. How late in the 
afternoon, we don't know. 


Q Are they planning to have lunch here, in the 
building? 


A I think that they are likely to be here over 
lunch time, so I would guess that there might be some eating. 
I don't know. I mean I haven't seen something which says 
there is to be a lunch Sunday; but as the timing goes, it is 
anticipated into the afternoon, but it would certainly be over 
that period. 


Q Alan, you said there would be no contacts with 
any Administration officials before Sunday with the Israeli 
Foreign Minister? 


A No, I didn't say that. I wasn't addressing 
that question. 


Q Just no meeting with Shultz before Sunday? 


A No, there's no briefing for the press until 
after these visits are completed. That was the issue that was 
raised. 


Q What about meetings either today or tomorrow? 


A I'm not aware of any, John, but that doesn't 
mean that there won't be some. I think tomorrow is very 
unlikely. Whether somebody at a lower level might be meeting 
with either Foreign Minister Shamir or somebody in his party, 
I just don't know. But the Secretary's first meeting would be 
on Sunday. 


Q Is there a schedule already for the meetings 
with the Lebanese Foreign Minister? 


A His arrival and departure times are not yet 
firmly established, as far as I know; but I expect -- and I 
can't be held to this because this all may change, of course 
-- that he will probably meet with the Secretary tomorrow, or 
may meet with the Secretary tomorrow. Let me put it that way; 
I think that's probably more accurate. But that all depends 
on such things as arrival and so on. 











Q Now, are there any other meetings with him 
scheduled for Sunday and Monday? 


A I don*t have anything about a further schedule. 
I'm not ruling out further meetings, but I simply don't have 
any further scheduling on it. 

Q Do you have anything on the ouster of the U.S. 
diplomat in Moscow? 


A No. I think John addressed this yesterday, and 
I have nothing beyond what he said yesterday. 


Q What is the Secretary's view on the “hit list" 
that has been drawn up by General Rowny? 


A The only thing I can tell you about the 
Secretary and this question is simply that he became aware of 
the issue yesterday, but I'm not going to get into the 
question of the existence or nonexistence of "hit lists," or 
the Secretary's views, or anything of that sort. 


We haven't commented on Presidential nominees, and I 
don't intend to start that beyond, of course, the Secretary's 
expressions of support for the nominee and the nomination. 

But he became aware that there was an issue of this sort that 
was in the air yesterday. 


Q Well, once aware of it, what did he do then? 

A I don't know what he did. 

Q Was the list kept from him? 

A I said I'm not going to get into the question, 
Bernie, of whether there is or is not any sort of list or 
anything of that sort. 

Q What was the issue that he became aware of? 

A That there was an issue in the air of some sort 


of recommendations or list, or whatever there might be that 
you all read about in the papers this morning. 


Q Does the Secretary of State have confidence in 
the delegation that has been sent to Geneva to negotiate a 
START agreement, or does he agree with the head of the delega- 
tion who apparently feels that he's been stuck with a bunch of 
folks that are not quite on his team, and he'd like to get rid 
of them? 
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A Not having asked him that specific question, I 
can't give you an absolutely positive statement, but let me 
say this: I have absolutely no reason, based on his 
discussion of the delegations and the negotiations, to think 
that he has anything less than full confidence in those teams. 


Q In the team? 

A That's right. 

Q Does he know who is on it? 

A I think he knows a number of names of the 


people who are on -- I'm sure he doesn't know everybody who 
is on it, Don. 


Q The White House was described today as being 
guite upset about the existence of this list. A senior offi- 
cial over there said, "How could he do such a damned thing? 
It's a time bomb." Is the State Department equally upset 
about the existence of this list, or is it you just don't 
really care? 


A As I said, I'm not going to comment on the 
existence or nonexistence of any such list. 


QO The issue that he became aware of, does he find 
that helpful in the overall -- 


A I also said, Bob, I was not going to comment on 
his views. 


Q Alan, would you comment on the propriety of the 
head of a delegation writing a list like this, giving personal 
characterizations about people who were on his delegations? 


A No. I think not commenting at all on whether 
there is or is not such a list, or anything of that sort that 
puts me into talking about what I have, in a sense, put into 
the category of hypothetical, and therefore, I am not going -- 


QO Do you know of this ever happening before? 
A I have no idea. 
Q Alan, do you think it's unethical for agencies 


of the government to hire or fire people? 


A "Is it unethical for agencies to hire and fire?" 
I doubt that it's unethical to hire and fire people. 








Q I was just wondering what the issue is here, 
frankly. 


Q To follow up on the issue -- I'm not sure that's 


such a huge word there -- you mean became aware of the list or 
whatever you want to call it, the nonexistent or existent list 


A Became aware of the issue as I described it. 
I'm not going to try to characterize it beyond that. 


Q Did he become aware of it from official chan- 
nels or from the press? 


A I'm not going to go into details of how the 
Secretary gets his information. 


Q Alan, I have a couple of questions on Osborne 
again. I know what you said earlier, but I have to ask them: 
Yesterday afternoon, a State Department spokesman said that a 
photo which became available and then unavilable, was una- 
vailable because the State Department doesn't comment on 
intelligence matters. 


John did not call this an intelligence matter 
yesterday. Is this an intelligence matter? 


A Well, it certainly is an alleged intelligence 
matter by the Soviets. I'm not sure that those are par- 
ticularly the grounds for not making the photo available. I 
can think of a variety of reasons, including privacy; but in 
any case, we have not said anything about the substance of the 
Soviet charges. So to the extent that one wants to base any 
withholding of information on those grounds, it would relate 
to alleged intelligence activities. But in any case, privacy 
becomes involved. 


Q I have another one on that: The President and 
the Secretary have repeatedly said this year that following 
the advent to power of Mr. Andropov, that the U.S. is looking 
for not just words, but deeds to symbolize whether the Soviet 
Union is interested in improving relations with the U.S. 


Does the U.S. put this incident in the category of 
deeds, or is it not in the category of deeds? 


A I think this issue was raised yesterday, and 
I'd refer you to what John said on the subject. 











Q Is the Administration, or are we going to do 
anything further about Guatemala and the Government of 
Guatemala in connection with the killings of the aid workers? 


A Do you have the guidance that was used 
yesterday? 


Q No, I don't. 


A We're very concerned about this tragic case. 
We've been in constant contact with Guatemalan officials to 
ensure that they make a full investigation of the events 
surrounding the disappearances and the deaths of Patricio 
Ortiz, a Guatemalan contract employee of USAID in that 
country, and his three Guatemalan companions. 


The Guatemalan Government has told us that the 
officer in charge of the patrol that detained the four people 
is now under detention and being investigated to determine 
responsibility in this affair. 


We fully expect that the Guatemalan Government will 
see that justice is done in this case. We are also seeking 


assurances from the Guatemalans that anyone directly or indirectly 


in our employ can carry out his duties safely in Guatemala. 


Q Does the Government have any intention of 
withdrawing Ambassador Chapin? ; 


A I would simply say that Ambassador Chapin is 
conveying, has conveyed, our urgent concern that a full 
investigation into this case be promptly carried out, and that 
those responsible for the deaths be brought to justice. And 
if there is need to have consultations here, we will ask him 
to return. I have nothing further for you on that. 


Q . Is there anything possible on the cutoff in 
the proposed aid package for Guatemala? 


A I don't have details of that package. I don't 
think anything has been made available -- you mean a cutoff of 
what has already been proposed? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't have anything on that at this point for you. 


Q Alan, one of the people named on the list has 
already resigned; two others have said that because their 
names are on the list, they are considering resigning. 











Does the Secretary or the Department have any 
feeling about whether this list will be followed up? .In other 
words, whether any action is contemplated against any of these 
people, or does the Department or the Secretary want to take 
the oppertunity to say something that might discourage some of 
the people who are named on the list from leaving their positions? 


A Let me say this: First of all, I really have to 
refer you to ACDA in terms of a lot of this, and also to the 
White House regarding Ambassador Adelman and the nomination, 
and so on. So I'ma little bit hamstrung on this. 


_ My understanding -- and again, this is subject to 
confirmation from ACDA -- is that nobody has left other than 
under a rotational change. I read the papers and saw some 
discussion of one individual who talked about that, but also 
said that some of the reports were inaccurate about his 
rotation. 


As far as purges or things like that are concerned, 
again, this isn't really for me to comment. Ambassador 
Adelman talked in his testimony about his attitude and the 
fact that he, certainly, didn't intend to carry out purges -- 
totally unrelated to this story. I certainly have no reason 
to believe that the Secretary would have any intention of 
looking to that kind of housecleaning. 


Again, in light of the fact that this is (a) a 
Presidential nomination and we're not talking about the issue 
and (b) the nomination is pending, I don't really know -- 
(inaudible) 


Q I'm not talking so much about Adelman, but for 
example, three of the people on the list are accused of 
wanting progress in the talks at any cost; others are described 
as “dubious,” “a disaster," or “can't be trusted, should be fired," 
down the list. I'm wondering if the Department is concerned 
that those individuals who are Foreign Service Officers, by 
and large, having been described in those terms, might be con- 
sidering leaving. 


A Well, (a) I don't know. Again, I'm not com- 
menting on the existence or nonexistence of any list; (b) I 
can't tell you, regardless of the existence or nonexistence of 
the list, what individual Foreign Service Officers may be 
thinking. I've given you what I'm confident is the 
Secretary's general approach to this issue. 


Q Alan, did you say the Secretary has full 
confidence in the START team? 











A I said I had no reason to believe otherwise. I 
couldn't -- not having asked him specifically, "Do you want to 
express that?" because there were a number of other things we 


were discussing today. 


Q How would you reconcile that with Rowny's 
feelings? 


A I don't know what Rowny's feelings are. You'll 
have to ask Ambassador Rowny. 


Q You know, Alan, a cynical person might come 
away from this briefing with the impression that the 
Department of State and the people who run it think that this 
is really no one's business except the people who happen to be 
filling various offices of the U.S. Government at this time. 


Is that indeed the attitude of the people who run 
the State Department? 


A No. I think the problem, Bob, as I've 
explained it, is that this is connected with a Presidential 
nomination, and it is not up to us to comment on Presidential 
nominations other than, as I say, the Secretary's expression 
of strong support for Ambassador Adelman for the Director's 
position. That is why we are really in a mode of not com 
menting more specifically or more generally on it. 


-~- MORE -- 














0 Does the Secretary have full confidence in 
General Rowney? 


A I have no reason to believe otherwise, but, 
again, I haven't asked him. 


8) When you say that the Secret** has no inten- 
bien of looking to that kind of houseclea.. ~. are you -- 


A The kind that was referred to in the newspa- 
pers this morning. 


0 Usually what happens in this town when 
something like this comes up is either the memo is acted 
upon and you have a purge, or you fire the guy who wrote it. 


Are you saying -- 


A If you're correct, I guess we'll find out 
over time what happens. 


0 When you say that he's not looking to that 
kind of housecleaning, you're not ruling out the possibility 
that Rowney may be cleaned out? 


A John, I can't even address that issue. I 
mean, you're talking about somebody who doesn't come under 
Our purview, and I can't address the issue. 


0 Do you have any comment on the reported con- 
firmation on FBIS this morning of the Soviet cruise missile 
testing by the Soviet Union? 

A I don't have anything on it. 


0 What did you Say when you were asked whether 
the Secretary has full confidence in Rowney? 


A I have no reason to believe otherwise. 

0 Do you have any comment at all on events that 
have been happening in Poland the last couple of days? 
There's been a couple of trials, one involving a big 
Solidarity activist. Walesa has indicated -- started 
calling for more strikes. 

Do you have anything at all on this point? 


A I don't have anything. 
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0 No comment at all? 
A I don't have anything for you. 


0 What's the status of the U.S. review of U.S. 
policy? Back when martial law was lifted in December, you 
said there was a kind of a reassessment of the whole U.S. 


policy. 
A That continues. 


0 Follow up. Why won't there be any comment on 
Polish events? 


A I don't have any comment to make. 


0 Latin America. In his speech yesterday 
President Reagan, mentioning the various foreign presences 
in El Salvador, mentioned the PLO. 


Do you have any information on what that presence 
is? 


A Not specifics, but I think it's been said 
before there are indications that PLO personnel are in 
Nicaragua. 


0 Do you have anything beyond what was séid in 
the White Paper when that was issued some time ago? 


A I don't have any new specifics to give you on 
it. 


0 Can you look into -- can you take that 
question? 


A No. I don't think so. I think we'll stick 
-- I think that what we were referring to is -- to the 
extent that we'll address it publicly is already on the 
public record, and I would refer you to that. 


6) Also on Latin America, has the Argentine 
Government protested to the United States the publication of 
a document? 


A Jim, I don't have -- and I guess I wouldn't 
address the question of protests or not -- but the press 
reports on this have indicated that Ambassador Shlaudeman 
addressed the issue, carried his statements on it, and I 
really have very little to add. 








ll 


I guess I would only say that the document in 
question, which was a Spanish translation of a State 
Department report that was presented to the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, has been distributed throughout Latin 
America, and is in no way meant to address any current 
situation in Argentina. 


That report is, I guess, over a year old. 


‘e) Why was it distributed? 


A I don't know. You mean why was it 
distributed? 
0 Yes. 


A I haven't read the report. I don't know spe- 
cifically. But, obviously, it was decided it was useful 
information to make available. But, again, in terms of the 
timing and so on, I think Ambassador Shlaudeman -- in 
Argentina specifically, Ambassador Shlaudeman has addressed 
it. 


‘e) You're saying it was just a coincidence that 
that report was sent to newspaper offices the same day that 
the President of Argentina was talking with Castro in New 
Delhi? 


A Again, I understand the Ambassador addressed 
it and -- 


It's a lamentable error, in other words. 
Whatever he said about it. 

Do you have anything on Hu Na? 

No. 


The Chinese defector. 


r Oo FF OD FY ODO 


Yes. I know who she is. 


0 Have you all decided what you're going to do 
about this reprogramming of the funds? What countries are 
going to be cut in order to make room for the new military 
assistance to El Salvador? 
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A Don, I don't have any specifics on that at 
this point. Obviously, the specifics will have to be 
notified, and that will be made available at some point. I 
don't know when. I've asked about this, and I'm told that it 
is not yet ready to be made available. 


0 Alan, on that point, the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee wants to get into the act on this 
reprogramming. 


Do you have any plans to consult with them as well 
as the appropriations committees? 


A I do have something on that if I can find it. 
The Executive Branch, pursuant to Section 634a of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, provides 
the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations and the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee with a 15-day notice whenever we 
propose to obligate funds under the Foreign Assistance Act 
for a country in excess of the level we justified to 
Congress for that country. 


We fully intend to follow this procedure when it 
is required with respect to the President's recent decision 
to increase funding levels for Central America. 


We transmitted to Congress on Thursday, March 10, 
1983, a reprogramming notice concerning our previous deci- 
sion to provide additional economic support funds to El 
Salvador and other countries. 


; In addition, although we are not required by the 
terms of Section 634a to notify these two committees con- 
cerning funding changes for the foreign military sales 
financing program, we did on Thursday notify both committees 
of our decision to provide additional foreign military sales 
credits to El Salvador and other countries. 


0 Back to the Rowney story. When you say the 
Secretary has no reason for you to believe that he has any 
intention of carrying out a housecleaning on ACDA, isn't 
that an invitation by Shultz for Rowney to step down? 


A I'm not going to try and take this issue any 
further, Bernie. 


0 Alan, if John has responded in a general 
sense to the question of the Green entrance into the 
Bundestag, I'd like to ask you to look into something very 
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specific, which is that a number of people in the majority 
coalition, including a CDU member of the Bundestag -- 
Shaubelee von Baton Wurtemberg -- have expressed an 
intention to help the Greens get into sensitive committee 
positions having to do with NATO, national security issues, 
defense issues and so on. 


I mean, does the United States have any policy, 
feelings, statement of concern or anything about sensitive 
security information falling into the hands of the Green 
Party whom, as I understand the Administration, has pointed 
out has certain ties to the Soviet Union and so on? 


A Without accepting all of your charac- 
terizations -- and I don't believe John went into this issue 
-- let me make -- 


0 He said it was an internal German question. 
A That's right. 
0 But he didn't go into this specific issue? 


A That's right. Let me make two points. One, 
as far as parties in Germany are concerned, that clearly is 
an internal German matter, and I have no intention of com- 
menting on them in any way whatsoever. 


Secondly, in terms of concerns for security as a 
general matter, without specific reference to the German 
situation, obviously we want to see sensitive material pro- 
tected in this country and in other countries and other 
friendly countries. So there's nothing particularly 
surprising about that. 


But I have no intention of commenting on the 
German situation specifically. 


0 Alan, do you know when you'll be able to tell 
us when the meeting with the Lebanese Foreign Minister is 
going to take place? Would you know it later today? 


A I don't know specifically when we will know. 
I would ask you to keep in touch with the Press Office, and - 
we will try to keep as informed as possible. 


As I say, the indications are at this point that 
it would be Saturday. I would say likely Saturday 
afternoon. 
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0 Another question: Is Ambassador Draper back 
in Washington? 


A He may well be. He certainly is coming in 
for these talks, and I heard somebody say something about 
his arrival. I don't remember whether it was that it had 
actually taken place or it was about to take place. 


0 But he will participate -- 
A Yes. He's coming back. 

0 In time for the Lebanese -- 
A I expect so. 


0 Five Soviets who were supposed to be in the con- 
ference on U.S.-Soviet relations yesterday on Capitol Hill 
had to leave the country yesterday morning because they were 
denied an extension on their visas. Why? 


A I don't know. I suppose those were the terms 
of their visas. 


0 Do you have any comment on the establishment 
or creation of more militias in south Lebanon by Israelis 
as reported this morning? 


A Nothing on the specific report. But, in 
general, we have consistently taken the position that all 
foreign forces should withdraw from Lebanon, and that all 
remaining armed elements within the country must be subject 
to the control of Lebanon's Central Government. That 
remains our firm position. 


0 To follow up, you do not, therefore, confirm 
the report from this morning -- 


A I have nothing for you on that specifically. 

0 Can you please look? 

A No. Again, we're not a reporting agency, and 
I don't know where and when we would get that information. 


I think that that's the kind of thing if you want to have 
addressed in the region, you can have addressed. 


Our position on the issue of armed elements in the 
country is as I have just stated it. 
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a) Do you have anything to say about the 
India-Pakistan agreement to create a commission to examine 
difficulties between the two countries? 


A I don't have anything specific. Obviously, 
we welcome good relations between Pakistan and India, but I 
don't have anything specific on that. 


e) Lebanon -- there is a report this morning 
that the Syrian army stopped a Lebanese army patrol and 
disarmed it. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it at all. 


0 Do you know how long the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister will stay? 


A I don't know. On the details of both Foreign 
Ministers’ plans, I really would refer you to their respec- 
tive embassies. 


0 For a couple of days there was a lot of 
blurred talk from that podium about the Lebanese Foreign 
Minister coming at all. Now there is a meeting that is set 
in advance of the Shamir meeting. 


Is there any special reason for the lineup of 
meetings, Lebanese, Israelis and so on? 


A No, I don't think so. Obviously, Foreign 
Minister Shamir would not meet on Saturday, and the doubt 
that existed before regarding Foreign Minister Salim's 
trip was simply that -- a question of whether he would be 
coming and when he would be coming and so on. 


As I say, I don't have details even now as to his 
specific arrival time. 


0 At whose initiative is he coming? 


A We suggested that the Lebanese might have 
someone here and thought that it would be useful to have 
both of the other two parties here at the same time as we 
examined the issues that are before us. 


0 Have you in any way revised those estimates 
earlier this week, not to look for anything in the way of a 
possible breakthrough as a result of these talks? 


dj = 
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A No. I would stick with what John said. One 
could always, of course, happen in any given meeting, and, 
obviously, any breakthrough at any time would be welcome, 
but that is not the approach that I think the various par- 
ties are going into these meetings with. 


@] So, in other words, you're going in there 
hoping there will be no breakthrough? 


A Bernie, that's not quite what I said. 


8) How would you say it? 


A That is not the specific objective in terms 
of what would come out of these meetings. We're not saying 
this is a meeting where we expect and are pressing for that 
magical breakthrough. 


@] You're not going to press for a breakthrough. 


A We are looking for solutions to the problen. 
We are looking for the fastest possible withdrawal of all 
the foreign forces from Lebanon, for the re-establishment of 
the Central Lebanese Government's authority throughout 
Lebanon, and arrangements to assure Israel's security across 
its northern border. 


Obviously, we want to do it as fast as we can. 

You've asked and others have asked, do we expect to get some 
major breakthrough out of these meetings, but that is not -- 
I mean, we're not setting these meetings up in the expec- 
tation that these meetings -- the ones we will be having 
with the Foreign Ministers of Israel and Lebanon -- will 
necessarily at this time produce that breakthrough. Is that 
enough words for you. 


0 Assistant Secretary Veliotes said twice in 
the last three days in testimonies on the Hill that he 
believes that this summer is going to be a crucial time in 
Lebanon or a key period in Lebanon because then he believes 
the forces would start to withdraw. 


Does the Administration have any timetable or any 
scenario of the time from now until this summer to base this 
expectation? 


A No. Obviously, we want to get foreign forces 
out and the other objectives achieved as soon as we possibly 


can. 
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¢) Do you have anything on recent events in 


A No, I don‘t have anything for you on that. 
0 Okay. Thank you. 
A Excuse me. One more. 


0 There are reports coming from the Middle East 
that the real reason behind Mr. Shamir's visit to Washington 
is relating to the SAMs in Syria more than to Lebanon. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A I am sure that during the course of the talks 
that a variety of issues will be discussed. I think John 
indicated that expectation the other day as well. So would 
that issue come up? That issue might well come up, but I 
guess that's really all I could tell you about it. 


0 But you don't take it as the emphasis of the 
talks between - 

A The emphasis of the talks? No. I wouldn't 
think it would be the emphasis of the talks, but, as I say, 
I certainly wouldn't rule out the possibility that it could 
come up. 


0 Are you going to have any kind of readout on 
the Brazilian Foreign Minister's meeting? 


A No. I'm told no. 


0 Any guidance at all on the visit? I mean, 
why he’s here and so forth? 


A No. I had a little bit yesterday. Perhaps, 
Rush, you could help them in the Press Office afterwards with 
that. ; 

0 Okay. Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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DPC #44 


MONDAY, MARCH 14, 1983, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: A couple of announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is testimony by 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian Affairs Daniel 
O'Donohue before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject is 
Foreign Assistance for Thailand. 


Also available at 3:15 will be the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for International Organization Affairs 
Gregory Newell before the House Subcommittee on 
Appropriations for Commerce, Justice, State, the Judiciary, 
and Related Agencies. His subjects are Contributions to 
Internaional Organizations, International Peacekeeping Acti- 
vities, and International Conferences and Contingencies. 


Finally, available later this afternoon will be 
the testimony by Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
Thomas Enders before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
on the question of foreign aid. 


I might also note, I believe, that there will be a 
BACKGROUND readout at the White House this afternoon 
following Foreign Minister Shamir's visit over there, so 
I will have nothing to say on that subject here. 


Q What time is that? 

A You will have to check with the White House, 
Bill. My understanding is that the meeting is, I think, at 
2:30, but please check with them. I haven't -- 


Q Do you have any idea about what time that 
might be? 


A It depends on how long the meeting goes with 
the President. 

















Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you tell us anything about the 
situation with the Chinese tennis player, Hu Na? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that. 

Q You don't? You don't know if she is in 
Washington? 

A I have no information on her activities. 


Obviously, her activities are her private activities, and I 
don't try to keep up with them. 


Q Has the State Department gotten back in the 
act on this? I understand that INS has come back to the 
State Department with additional questions with respect to 
its recommendation. 


A I'm not sure what the exact facts on that 
are, Ozzie, but in any case, as I understand it, INS has not 
said anything or issued its final judgments on this. And I 
would not propose to get in their way on that. 


0 Alan, does the advisory opinion given by the 
State Department to INS several weeks ago still stand? 
Could we phrase it that way? 


A We've not address what was in the opinion -- 
0 Oh, I know. 


a -- but there is no change in what we have 
provided to them. 


Q Is Ambassador Hinton on his way back? 


A I am not aware that he is, Marvin. Is there 
a report that he is? 


Q Yes, that he is going to testify this 
afternoon. 


A Could we check that, Rush? 


We'll, see, that would be news to me, but that 
wouldn't be the first time. Tom Enders, of course, is 
testifying this afternoon. 


'@) How about the Ambassador to Guatemala? 














A The Ambassador to Guatemala. Yes, I have 
something on that: 


Ambassador Chapin is in Washington for 
consultations. 


Q He is already here? 

A He is here. 

Q When did he get here? 

A I don't have details on when he got here. 
Obviously, he got here sometime over the weekend or today. 
I just don't know. 


Q But not on Friday? 


A He wasn't here as of the time that we last 
discussed it. 


fe) What is the basis of the consultations? 

A He will cover a number of issues while he is 
here. 

0 You suggested last week that as a result of 


these killings of somebody who was an AID employee that he 
might be called back. Is that why he came? 


A That issue will be among the things that he 
will be discussing while he is here, Don. 


Q Is he going to have anything to say while he 
is here about Guatemala? 


A I'm not aware of any plan for him to say 
anything. 


Q What is the answer to Don's question, does 
his being recalled have any connection -- 


A I said that that incident will be among the 
issues he will be discussing while he is here. 


Q But is his recall intended to be any sort of 
Signal to the Guatemala Government? 


A I think I will leave what I've just said 
where it is. 




















Q 
A 
Q 


A 


Is his presence here routine? 
He's here for consultations. 
No, but is it time for consultations? 


I understand. That's my answer to you: he's 


here for consultation. 


Q 
Ambassadors in 


Is this in an effort to bring back the U.S. 
Central America to Washington for some kind 


of general discussions? 


A 
Ambassadors in 


Q 
wasn't he? 


A 
back. 


r OD PF WO 


I'm not aware of a general pull-back of 
the region. 


The Ambassador from Panama was called back, 


He was back here last week. He has gone 


Has gone back, did you say? 
Yes. 
Chapin will go back, as well? 


I don't know what his -- I have no reason to 


believe he isn't going to go back, but in any case, I have 
no information about his plans to return, when he might do 


that. 


0 


Do you have anything on President Monge's 


offer to mediate between the FDR/FMLN and the Government of 


El Salvador? 
A 


Q 


A 


No. 
Will you take the question? 


No, I don't think so. I think that we've 


looked at this before and have welcomed the prospect of a 
possible regional conference on issues relating to the 
region, but in terms of that specific proposal and report, I 
don't have anything on it. 











Q Do you see his offer as within the context of 
the regional solution that the President spoke of on 
Thursday? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer you, 
Jim. 


@) Why won't you take the question? 


A I think it's not for us to address, really, 
the proposals of other governments relating to, yet again, 
Other countries. 


‘ Q Do you have anything to say about the U.S. 
support for a reported plan in El Salvador to take a new 
method of action against the guerrillas in several 
provinces, that was reported over the weekend? 


A You're talking about the question of dealing 
with civilians and programs in that area? 

@) Yes. 

A Yes. This is something that the Government 


of El Salvador has been working on since the beginning of 
the year. It's a Salvadoran initiative, although obviously 
dependent on U.S. financial support, designed to restore 
Salvadoran security and public services to an area which has 
been badly affected by guerrilla initiatives. As you know, 
the Departments of San Vincente and Usulatan represent key 
highway, electric and communications links to the eastern 
portion of the country, as well as representing a heavy 
concentration of displaced persons. The area has been a 
major target of the guerrillas’ continuing economic sabotage 
campaign. 


The program in question would concentrate on 
creating conditions which would permit the reconstruction of 
the economic infrastyicture along with Government of El 
Salvador priorities ©: agrarian reform, increased 
employment, restoration of vital public services and humani- 
tarian assistance. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you answer two questions about that? 
First of all, you say there will be U.S. support. Is the 


U.S. support for this plan conditional in some way on 
Congress' approval of either the $60 million in additional 





gut 




















military aid or the $50 million from the Enhancement Fund 
or any of these other moneys that have been asked? And how 
much money is it expected to cost anyway? 


A Let me look into it, Don. I don't know 
whether I'll get anything. There will be, as I understand 
it, perhaps some testimony on this whole subject. In addi- 
tion, Tom Enders is going to be testifying this afternoon, 
and I think there will be other testimony later in the week. 
And I think we may want to leave discussion of that whole 
package that has been announced to testimony, as opposed to 
trying to handle it through Os and As here. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 One other question on it. It was somewhat 
confusing, I would say, statements over the weekend about 
whether or not the United States will send civilian U.S. 
officials to live in San Vicente and Usulatan as part of 
this program. Statements coming from San Salvador seem to 
suggest that this was the case; someone in Washington said 
that decision had not been made. What is the status of 
that? 


A Again, let me look into it to see if, away 
from the context of testimony, I can provide you an answer. 


0 Can I just take you back to my colleague's 
first question. You mean to suggest or not that the U.S. 
support for this new program, the CORDS program, so to 
speak, will be -- 


A I don't think I'd use that term. (Laughter) 


) -- will be in addition to the request for 
ecomonic aid. 


A No. The question was, how do these new 
financial proposals fit with this, how do they relate to it. 
I said I did not know the answer, I will try to find out, 
but I cautioned that maybe I can't come back with an answer 
because the whole question of what that financial aid is 
going to be used for, both the military and economic 
assistance, in testimony during the course of the week. So 
I will try to get you something but I'm just not sure 
whether I will be able to. 


0 Do you have any comment on the call by the 
German Government for a new position in the INF talks? 


A Just in a general way, to note that the 
President has stated we will consider possibile solutions 
that meet the criteria of equal limits, verifiability, no 
inclusion of third country systems and no transfer of the 
threat to Asia. 


The U.S. and our Allies firmly believe that the 
U.S. proposal to eliminate the entire category of land- 
based, longer-ranged INF missiles is the best and most 
equitable outcome and should be pursued. That would be my 
response. 


0 Is there any consideration, Alan, of putting 
forward some kind of a new proposal before March 28? 


A John addressed this the other day, and 
simply noted that if there's anything new that the President 
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might want to decide at any point, one presumes he would do 
that. 


Obviously, the whole issue of arms control is a 
continuing issue of concern within the government, and there 
are all sorts of discussions all the time. But I would not 
lead you to believe that that necessarily means that we 
would have something along those lines. The position is, as 
I've just stated it, in terms of what we would consider, and 
I don't have any new policy to announce nor do I think I 
would get into the question specifically of what kind of 
deliberations in very specific terms might be going on 
within the Administration. We don't usually do that. 


Q Is any consideration being given to deve- 
loping new proposals? 


A We don't normally do it, and I don't think 


I'm going to do it in this case. 


Q There was a reference in the Post this 
morning to a meeting of NATO disarmament experts -- Rick 
Burt will attend and it's going to be later this week -- 
could you tell us more about that? 





A Simply, that he will chair a regular meeting 
of the NATO Special Consultative Group, so-called SCG, on 
Friday in Brussels. This is Rick Burt, Assistant Secretary 
for European Affairs. 


The SCG last met on February 14. It met seven 
times in 1982. The SCG was established to follow-up the 
arms control aspects of the 1979 decision on INF moder- 
nization and arms control. I will not get into the content 
of what those discussions might be. 


@) I wouldn't dream of asking. 

A I know you wouldn't. 

Q Will it be here? 

A No. Brussels, I said. 

Q Why is he meeting with them? Can you give 


any reason as to why he's meeting? 


A It's a regular meeting. As I say, it met 
seven times in 1982. 


On the Hinton question -- you're such smart people 
-- Hinton is currently on his way to Washington. While 
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there is no testimony scheduled, he will be available to 
consult with members of Congress. 


Q Can he give a backgrounder here as he did 
last June? 

Q He never forgets anything. 

A I'm sure he's aware of your concern and 


interest in the subject. 


Q Why is he coming here at this time? 

A I don't have anything more than I just gave 
you. 

Q Middle East. There's a FBIS report of a 


broadcast by Major Saad Haddad today in which he said that 
Since the Lebanese Government is now in trustworthy hands, 
his forces are at the disposal of the government and he's 
ordering all the Sons of Free Lebanon to report to Sidon for 
conscription, or what he calls flag service. Do you have 
anything on that, and do you have any comment? 


A I wasn't aware of that particular report. 
Our position on the necessity from a Lebanese perspective of 
having all remaining armed forces in Lebanon once the 
Israeli, Syrian and PLO forces have gotten out, having those 
remaining armed forces come under the authority of the 
Central Government of Lebanon is quite well known. If this 
is a move which would be supportive of that and consistent 
with that, obviously it would be something that we think would 
be quite useful. 


I can't comment in specific terms since I don't 
know what the report is and I don't know what lies behind it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Non-aligned 
Conference? 
A Yes, I do. The New Delhi declaration of the 


Non-Aligned Movement is, in many respects, an unbalanced 

and polemical document which does not reflect the principles 
of non-alignment which the movement proclaims. The United 
States regrets this. 





The many negative elements in the political part 
of the final declaration overshadow some other positive 
elements of the document which are more serious and 
measured. 


The unfair attacks on the U.S. in the political 
part of the declaration and the absence of criticism of the 
Soviet Union detracts from the credibility of the declara- 
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tion and reflects the continuing ability of radical elements 
within the Non-Aligned Movement to manipulate it. 


I want to emphasize that the Non-Aligned Movement 
includes the majority of the world's nations. Their par- 
ticipation in resolving international problems in a 
realistic and constructive way is vital. The United States 
continues to respect the true principles of non-alignment on 
which the Non-Aligned Movement was founded. We will con- 
tinue to look for a more faithful application of those prin- 
ciples within the Non-Aligned Movement in the future. 





0 Can we get a copy, please? 
A Yes. 
Q Also, I didn't get one little nuance in 


there, and I wonder if you could enlighten us. You said there 
are many negative statements with respect to the political 
section and you indicated that was kind of the worst, but 

are you stating, in general, that dissatisfaction with the 
economics section; is that what you meant to be doing? 


A I'm going to leave you with the words I've 
got. I said some other positive elements which are more 
serious and measured. 


Q Outside the political section? 

A I will leave you with the full text of that 
guidance which you'll be happy to analyze to your heart's 
content -- 35 pages of declaration you can look at. 

Q What are the true principles of 
non-alignment? 

A Again, I'm not going to go beyond the 
statement. 

0 But you support it? 

A I'm not going to go beyond the statement. 

Q Can Tt follow up on that. Last week, Fred 


Wills, the former Foreign Minister of Guyana, and one of the 
founders of the Non-Aligned Movement, spoke here in town at 
George Washington University. He said, as a founder of the 
Movement, that the principle of non-alignment is simply 
that no nation is part of a military treaty with either one 
of the super powers which states that the super powers will 
go to war in the event that they go to war. 




















ll 


Do you find in any way that the New Delhi message 
contradicts that principle of non-alignment, as defined by 
the founders of the Movement? 


A Again, I don't think I'm going to comment on 
any one individual's point. I will leave you with the state- 
ment I've just given you. 


0 Do you have anything at all on the 
demonstrations and things in Poland this weekend? 


A Just very briefly. That we're aware of the 
reports which once again highlight the pressing need for the 
Warsaw Government to cease harrassment of Solidarity acti- 
vist and move toward a policy of reconciliation with the 
Polish people. 


8) Thank you. 


(Press Briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #45 


TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 1983, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of housekeeping announcements. 


The Secretary will be testifying tomorrow before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Central 
America. The subject is El Salvador. 


We have had an impassioned and eloquent plea from 
the State Department Correspondent's Association to conduct 
briefings on days when the Secretary is testifying, which 
hitherto has not been our policy. So in instant response to 
that request, we're going to give it a try tomorrow and see 
whether we can brief at 3:00 o'clock tomorrow afternoon 
instead of the usual noon briefing. 


Q How about that. 


A We'll give it a shot. See how nice you are 
to us. 


e) What time is the Secretary appearing? 


A I don't know what time he is testifying. 
Anybody got a time on the Secretary's beginning of his 
testimony? 


MR. ROMBERG: Tomorrow morning he testifies at 
9:30. 


MR. HUGHES: And I think he's going to have lunch 
down there, too. ! 


Also, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Assistant Secretary for International Organization 
Affairs Gregory Newell before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on International Operations. The 
subject is "Contributions to International Operations." 


Available in the Press Office at 1:30 this after- 
noon will be more testimony of Mr. Newell before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International 
Organizations. The subject is “International Organizations 


Programs." 














A senior official will give a briefing ON 
BACKGROUND on the visit of Netherlands Prime Minister 
Lubbers to the President this afternoon. . I think the 
backgrounder, which will be attributable to a senior offi- 
cial, will probably be about 1:20 in the White House 
briefing room. : 


Also ON BACKGROUND, we.will attempt to make a 
senior official available at 4:00 o'clock this afternoon for 
a readout on the visit to Washington of Mr. Shamir. So that 
will be this afternoon here at 4:00 p.m. on Shamir. White 
House briefing room about 1:20 on Lubbers. 


I have an announcement on a visitor from Nigeria. 
Alhaji Shehu Musa, Secretary to the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria has come to the United States 
for informal discussions with various U.S. Government offi- 
cials on matters of common interest to our two governments. 


He delivered a letter from the President of 
Nigeria, Mr. Shagari, to President Reagan. Alhaji Musa 
. will take advantage of this visit to meet with Vice 
President Bush who paid an official visit to Nigeria in 
November 1982. 


Alhaji Musa and Vice President Bush will be 
discussing a wide range of issues of interest to Nigeria and 
the United States, including bilateral economic talks to be 
held sometime later this year. 


That's all I have for you. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q The Bush meeting. When is that meeting? 


A I don't have a time on that. Be glad to 
check that for you, Mike. Anybody got any idea? 


He saw Mr. Dam this morning, and he saw Chet 
Crocker this morning. I'm not sure when he's seeing Bush, 
but we'll run that down for you. 


0 John, I'm aware that some of this may come up 
at the 4:00 p.m. briefing, but in the meantime, can you say 
why the Shamir meetings were scheduled today? Why he came 
back? 


A I think I really would prefer to leave that 
for a full readout this afternoon, but I think at the end of 











yesterday, Mr. Shamir decided that he and his party would 
stay another day. 


At the end of yesterday afternoon, I think no time 
had been set, but during the evening it was agreed that Mr. 
Shamir would come in and see the Secretary at 10:00 this 
morning, which he did. 


That was a one-on-one meeting. It lasted for 
about 40 minutes, and at the end of that meeting, I think 
the Secretary suggested that Mr. Shamir might want to come 
back at 2:00 o'clock this afternoon, and Mr. Shamir 
accepted. So there will be another meeting at 2:00. 


0 This also says something more than just 
routine. It suggests that some new element has entered the 
process. 


A I think you should continue to be as guarded 
as you have been in approaching this story. I don't think 
that you should approach it with a sense of euphoria or 
suggestion that a breakthrough is at hand. 


The Israeli Government in the person of Mr. Shamir 
has offered its views and explained its positions on a 
number of key factors in the Lebanese situation. 


The United States has listened and has similarly 
explained its views, and I think you should see today's 
meetings as a continuation of that exchange. 


0 Has there been any meeting of the minds? 
A I think I'll leave that until this afternoon. 


e) You still don't describe the sessions today 
as negotiations? 


A No. I don't. 


‘e) The one-on-one today, is that the first of 
the series? 


A The first of a series? 
re) Of this series of meetings. They've met 


about ten hours now. Is today's meeting the only 
one-on-one? 

















A It may well be that the Secretary and Mr. 
Shamir have met briefly before the large meetings, but I 
think this is the first one-on-one of this duration. 


0 John, today there is going to be a meeting 
between, again, Shamir and Shultz at 2:00 o'clock? 


A Yes. 
0 One-on-one again? 
A I'm not sure whether that will be one-on-one. 


This morning's was one-on-one. I don't know who will: be in 
this afternoon. 


0 Will the Foreign Minister leave today, or will 
he stay? 

A I don't know. You'll have to ask him. 

0 How about the Lebanese Foreign Minister? Is 


he meeting the Secretary now? 


A No. He saw the Secretary at dinner last 
night. He may well be seeing other State Department offi- 
cials, but I do not think he has seen the Secretary today. 


-- MORE -- 





Q The senior official is going to brief on both 
Foreign Ministers, right? You mentioned just Shamir. 


A The Lebanese Foreign Minister is still here 
and will be here tomorrow, so I would think that the briefing 
this afternoon would be mainly on Mr. Shamir's visit. 


Q Do you see a Shultz-Lebanese Foreign Minister 
meeting tomorrow possibly? 


A I wouldn't rule it out. 


QO I couldn't hear John's question earlier, but 
is the United States presenting new ideas? There was some 
report to that effect. 


A I think there's an attempt on both sides to 
clarify positions in the hope that this will move things 
forward. 


OQ On another related Middle East issue, there 
was a report over the weekend that Assistant Secretary 
Veliotes flew a few days ago to London -- a couple of weeks 
ago to London to see Hussein and he got from him some new 
information about his readiness to join the peace process. 
Do you have anything on that? 


A I'm not aware that Mr. Veliotes has seen King 
Hussein recently. I'm not aware of that. 





Q Are you aware of the report? 


No, I'm not. 


A 
% 
Q Could you take the question? 
A Yes. 

Q 


They were described as having breakfast at 
the Ritz. 





In London? 


In London. 


A 

Q 

A I'm not aware of it. 

Q Is Veliotes aware of the report? 
A 


I don't know. 








fe) Will you take that one? 
A Yes. 


0 Is Mr. Veliotes going to visit the Middle 
East? There were reports in Beirut that he will be taking a 
trip. 


A I wouldn't rule it out. He is obviously 
being the man in charge of that area. He's back and forth 
quite a bit. I wouldn't rule out a trip. 

0 How about the Secretary? 

A No, no plans. Same as we have been. 

¢) Any plans for King Hussein to come back -here? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Do you know when Ambassador Habib is going 
back to the Middle East? 


A Within a few days I would think, probably the 
end of this week, but don't have anything firm on that for 
you. 


0 And the first of these meetings will take 
place now, or are they also cancelled? 


A The meetings on the ground in Lebanon? 
0 Right. 


A I think they will not take place this week 
because a number of those involved in them are here and 
could not get back in time. 


0 A Foreign Minister said they would meet on 
Thursday. 


A He said there would be a meeting on Thursday? 
0 Thursday. 
A I don't mean to contradict any Foreign 


Minister, but I would just plant a question mark in your 
mind about that. 


0 Do you have any comment, again, On the spate 
of stories out of Europe in which now the British Government 
is reported to be joining the the German Government in 
urging the U.S. to go ahead with the new proposal at the 





Euro-missile talks? 


A No, I don't. I think Larry Speakes addressed 
that this morning. I noticed that there's a wide range of 
opinion on that in this morning's papers. One of our papers 
says the Administration considers a proposal to break the 
arms negotiation deadlocked, and another of our newspapers 
Says a new, U.S. initiative in arms is unlikely. That's a 
fairly broad spread of opinion. 


Q Were they both in the same paper? 
A They were not the same paper. (Laughter) 


The President has made his position plain 
and, as we've said before, if he had anything to announce 
I'm sure that you would be the first to hear about it. 


Q John, in the President's speech on the 10th 
of March to the National Association of Manufacturers, he 
said that the Soviet Union is trying to pin the U.S. down in 
this hemisphere in order to limit our capability to do 
anything in Europe or the Persian Gulf or Asia. He said 
that the Soviet strategy had been written about; they know 
it and they've written about it. Can you give me the 
reference that the President is referring to? 


A The Soviets have written about this? 


Q He says they have written about this 
strategy. 


A No. I think you ought to ask the White House 
for that. 


Q Is there a document or a Soviet strategy that 
the State Department is aware of in which they are deliberately 
trying to pin us down in this hemisphere to limit our capa- 
bility to act elsewhere in the world? 


A I haven't looked into it, but why don't you 
try the White House. 


Q Do you have any reaction to today's fresi: 
warning from the Soviet Bloc against deployment of the n~ 
American missiles? That was sort of a mini-summit in Ms 
the last two days. 


A No, don't have any comment on that. 


You may think that Alan is passing notes saying 
that my laundry is ready, or something or other. 








Is he? 
No. 
It's not ready? (Laugher) 


Pick up drycleaning and -- no. 


>» 0 » O 


Our Nigerian visitor is meeting Vice 
President Bush Wednesday at 5:00 p.m. 


‘And just a little correction: The Secretary is 
bétéos the House Appropriations Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. 





Do you have any more notes for me, Alan? 


0] Do you know when the President is going to 
receive the Lebanese delegation tomorrow? 


A I think I would keep in touch with the White 
House on that. 


Q Do you have anything about -- I think it was 
TASS saying that the Japanese were joining in these 
U.S./South Korean maneuvers and complaining about that? 


A No, I don't. I think that we have said what 
we've had to say on those -- you're talking about the exer- 
cise in South Korea? 


Q The exercise. 


A No. It was an exercise that was long- 
planned. The North Koreans were informed in advance. 
There shouldn't be any flurry about it. It's a very routine exercise. 


Q You said “will attempt." Is it not definite; 
should.we call before we come back at 4:00 o'clock? 


A I would just check. At the moment, we have 
it scheduled for 4:00, but in the event that there should be 
a slight change in that time, you might want to keep in 
touch with us. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #46 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 16, 1983, 3:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of announcements of testimony available in the Press Office. 
That includes the testimony of the Secretary this morning on 
El Salvador. 


Also testimony by Tom Enders before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Western 
Hemisphere Affairs. The subject was El Salvador 
Supplemental Aid. 


Also Rick Burt's testimony before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee this morning. The subject was 
Security Assistance for Fiscal Yeer ‘84. 


Also AID Administrator Peter McPherson's testimony 
before the House Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on 
Foreign Operations. The subject of his testimony was 
International Economic Policy and Trade. 


That's all I have for you. I'll be glad to take 
your questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the decision by a 
San Salvador court to rule against a trial for the people 
accused of killing the American churchwomen? 


A Seen the wire service reports, and we are in 
touch with our Embassy -- and the kind of information that 
we have at this stage is very provisional. 


Q Is what? 


A Provisional -- preliminary, what we have 
from our Embassy. I think the time on one of the wire ser- 
vice reports is 12:59. So, obviously, we are checking into 
it, and seeing where we stand. 


I have to say that our preliminary information 
from our Embassy is that the wire service story suggesting 
that a court threw out the indictment of five soldiers, that 
is not correct. I also have to point out that the wire ser- 
vice story is talking about sources, not an official court 
announcement, and to our Embassy's knowledge there is not 
yet a court announcement. 

















As we understand it -- I just want to stress again 
that we're talking about preliminary reports -- is that the 
judge presiding over the case has returned the case to an 
earlier stage of the trial process so that the evidence can 
be refined. The judge is apparently seeking clarification 
on three points of evidence dealing with the microbus 
involved, ballistics and the declaration of the microbus 
driver. 


It's our understanding -- and, again, this is pre- 
liminary information by phone from our Embassy -- is that 
the five national guardesmen remain in custody and it is 
expected that the trial will proceed on course. 


Q On what? 

A On course. 

Q And the trial, you say -- 

A The trial will proceed on course. The court 


case will proceed; the examination will proceed. 
Q What's the next step on course? 


A I don't want to mislead you. What I'm 
saying is that at this very early stage where we're trying 
to check on wire service reports, I would just urge you to 
be cautious on this story. 


Q Does refinement, can that be taken to mean 
that there may be new evidence available to enter into the 
case? 


A You've really got everything that I've got on 
the basis of a couple of late wire service reports; a call 
to the Embassy; caution from the Embassy that the wire ser- 
vice reports may not be correct; preliminary information 
from the Embassy which is still being checked and worked on, 
and we will try to get back to you with anything we have 
later. 


Q In addition, the Secretary didn't know 
anything about this when he -- 


A He did not know anything about it. As I 
say, I think 12:59 was the time on that. 


Q John, do you mind repeating the elements of 
evidence that they want refinement on? 
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A As we understand it -- we're talking about 
telephone conversation now with our Embassy -- our prelimi- 
nary information is that the judge presiding over the case 
has returned it to any earlier stage of the trial process so 
that the evidence could be refined. I put that into the 
present tense; "can be refined," I think is what I told you. 
But actually written here is “could be refined.' 


The judge is apparently seeking clarification on 
three points of evidence dealing with the microbus, 
ballistics and the declaration of the microbus driver. The 
five national guardsmen remain in custody and it is 
expected that the trial will proceed on a normal course. 


Q Doesn't this seem odd just on the face of it 
that all of this time has passed since the crime and the 
judge investigating is still looking into such obvious 
things as the ballistics, and interrogating the driver? 


A The Secretary talked this morning about 
reservations we have about the judicial process in El 
Salvador. He talked about his concerns. You were there; 
you heard him. I think he said it was deeply troubling, but 
I don't think that I'm in a position on the basis of a phone 
call, really, to pronounce on various aspects of what may or 
may not have taken place there. 


Q I don't understand why you say that this is 
still continuing on course. It appears that this has gone 
back to an earlier stage. How can the trial continue on 
course? 


A The initial, preliminary information we 
have from the Embassy is that this case has not been thrown out 
and that it will go forward. That's what I think they're 
saying. 


Q One question I have on El Salvador, also in 
referring to Secretary Shultz' testimony, is he mentioned 
proposals that were being formulated by the U.S. on how to 
proceed with the election; apparently, guarantees for the 
guerrillas to take part in the election. 


Can you give us more details on what these propo- 
sals might be? 


A Not at this stage. I can't guite remember 
his exact language, but I think what he is suggesting is 
that clearly the initiative has to be taken on this by the 
Government of El Salvador but that we are vitally interested 
in insuring that that election process is a fair one, that 
there is protection for all concerned, and that every oppor- 
tunity is given for everybody to participate. But as for 
specifics, no, I think it's a little ahead of the game. 




















Q Is there a possibility of maybe an inter- 
national peacekeeping force to separate the two sides? 


A I think that is one thing that might be 
discussed. I don't want to mislead you. As I say, I think 
we're at an early stage, but I think we are going to he very 
eager and anxious to see that appropriate steps are taken to 
guarantee the fairness of those elections. 


Q Back on the nuns case, the Secretary said that 
agonized over this when he signed the certification. Now, 
perceptions being what they are on Capitol Hill, do you 
think that a development like this, whatever it may be, is 
going to hurt your case for more aid or -- 


A A development like what? 


0 The fact that there seems to be a further 
delay in the case of these five people. 


A We're going to have to wait and see what has 
happened. It would be foolish, I think, to speculate on the 
basis of some reports that we have that we're in the process 
of checking. Let's find out; what is actually happening, 
and then we can judge. 


Q I got the impression in the Secretary's 
testimony today that he would be submitting a report of some 
kind to the Committee with respect to the kinds of guaran- 
tees that might be discussed. Is that correct? 


A To which Committee? 

Q To the Foreign Operations Subcommittee of 
the House Appropriations Committee. 

A I don't know what specifically he has in 
mind. I didn't get that -- I didn't pick that up. 

Q There are no plans . such a report with 
respect to guarantees or talks witu. i? 

A We are going to be very interested, and are 


going to be supporting the Government of El Salvador as it 
moves forward on such plans, but I don't know whether there 
is any specific plan to present anything to a Committee. 


Q Clarence Long last week said that he had 
asked for detailed clarification on five points, and that 
Secretary Shultz had promised to provide him with this. 


~~ 





he 
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A The Secretary consults a great deal with the 
Hill, and continues to keep them informed. I'm sure he 
would do that. But I'm not sure about a formal report in 
the sense that Jim -- 


Q It's my understanding, and I'm quoting, 
unfortunately, an unnamed source within the State Department 
that a “piece of paper" was being prepared for Represen- 
tative Barnes. 


A You'll have to go back to your unnamed 
source for further clarification on that. 


Q Long himself aftewards, today, said that he 
was seeking answers, the Committee was seeking answers to a 
number of questions on specifically how more aid would be 
applied to the success of land reform and the furtherance of 
that, in particular, to this business of how vou get 
guerrillas involved in the December elections, if it is 
December, and questions like that. Detailed answers, and 
that it would be based upon these answers, their decision ... 


A As I say, I'm sure they'll be no problem 
about consultation and communication with Congress on this, 
but I'm not quite sure in the sense of a formal report, 
which Jim seems to be suggesting, I'm not quite sure what 
the form will be. But consultation and communication, I'm sure. 


Q If there is a report that outlines the 
points that were just suggested, is it possible that we might 
receive a briefing on them? 


A If such a report is planned or is in 
existence and is in the public domain, sure, I wouldn't see 
any reason why not. 


Q I would just like to follow up on just two 
very quick ones. The Salvadoran Government has turned down 
an offer by the President of Costa Rica to mediate between 
the opposition and the government. Does the United States 
have a view on that? 


A I haven't seen what you're talking about. 
Q It's in the FRIS. 
A I haven't seen it. One of the problems, or 


perhaps one of the pluses of briefing in the afternoon after 
having been tied up all morning is that one might not have 
seen everything that has come across your desk. 


Q The second question I had is that the 
President of the Human Rights, the Independent Human Rights 
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Commission of El Salvador was killed and the army alleges 
that she was a "terrorist" who was killed during an ambush 
by terrorists against the army in Suchitoto. I was won- 
dering if you had a reaction to that and if you were urging 
an investigation by the Government Human Rights Commission, 
into this killing. 


A I don't know that we have very much beyond 
what you probably already know. Salvadoran officials said 
that the bodies -- I think the initial report was of two 
journalists were found by government troops among twenty dead 
after the battle; white woman, tall. black man. Salvadoran 
officials believe they've identified the woman as a 
Salvadoran national, formerly president of the private 
Salvadoran human rights commission. We don't know how that 
identification was made. 


The American Embassy in San Salvador is attempting 
to learn more about the case and the two persons to clarify 
this question of their citizenship and identity. 


No news organization insofar as the other indivi- 
dual is concerned, no news organization has informed the 
Embassy that anyone of its employees is missing. That's 
about all we have. 


Q You say the Embassy is trying to determine 
-- to clarify the situation with respect only to the iden- 
tity and nationality of those killed? Are they also looking 
into the circumstances under which they may have been 


killed? 
A I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Could you look into that question? 
A Sure. 
Q Another question on Salvador but somewhat 


unrelated to what we were just talking about. There was a 
report issued by the Fmbassy on loan guarantees, which I 
understand said that $25 million worth ought to be basically 
written off. 


Obviously, you wouldn't have anything critical to 
say about that. How does that -- 


A Wouldn't have anything critical to say about 
it? 


Q How is that going to help the 
Administration's campaign to get more economic aid and to 
convince people that the land reform program is working? 
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A First of all, I think the United States has 
a healthy interest in how funds are spent in Salvador. But 
I think we might have something for you on that in the way 
of guidance later in the afternoon. 


Q Also on El Salvador, if I may. There was a 
report earlier this week that the Foreign Minister of Costa 
Rica might have come to Washington to speak at the 
Organization of American States today, probably related to 
the possibility of an offer to the guerrillas or to the 
Salvadoran Government, but the trip apparently was can- 
celled. Do you have any information about that? 


A I don't. I don't know anything about it. 
Foreign Minister of Costa Rica? No. 


--MORE-- 











0 Can I just follow up one more on this Monge 
question. If the position of the Administration is that 
the countries of the region may be best suited to arrive at 
a settlement of the various conflicts that are going on, why 
is it that the United States doesn't have an opinion with 
respect to Monge's initiative to negotiate an end to the 
civil war in El Salvador? 


A It's not a question of not having an opinion. 
You're asking me about a piece of paper that you've seen and 
I haven't. How do you expect me to have a comment on it? 

Q I'm sorry. I apologize for that. But could 
you take the question as to Monge's offer because it has 
been widely reported and the rejection has also been widely 
reported. 

A Okay. 

0 On El Salvador, do you have any idea on the 
whereabouts of the driver of the microbus? The person you 
are talking that -- you say that the Embassy is -- if I 
understand well, you say that the Embassy said that there 
are questions on the driver? 

A Declaration of the microbus driver. 

0 Yes? 

A They need to further clarify his declaration. 


0 And do you have any idea on the whereabouts 
of this person? 


Q He's in jail. 
A If he's -- I guess -- yes -- 

fe) He's the one who turned state's evidence. 

A Is he? 

Q As far as I know, he's in jail. He's one of 
the five. 


A Okay. 














0 Another subject? 


A Sure. 


0 Okay. There's an L.A. Times story today con- 
cerning a national security directive on a shift in American 
strategy towards influencing internal Soviet policy and 
direction in order thereby to influence Soviet foreign 


policy. 


One, is that story correct as written? Does such a 
directive written? And is that the thrust of the 
Administration's thinking at this point? 


A I don't have anything for you on it, Marvin, 
and, as I understand it, the story suggested that this was a 
confidential document. 


0 It said still confidential. You can always 
unconfidential it. 


A If there is such a document, and if it were 
confidential, obviously we wouldn't have any comment on it. 


0 Confidential doesn't necessarily mean 
classified. 

A In my terms it does. 

0 Is the Administration considering through 


economic measures to influence the internal developments of 
the Soviet Union, in that way to influence the foreign 
policy of the Soviet Union? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, 
Marvin. I'm afraid that's a dry well. 


0 Could you check that? 


A I'll look at it, but if, indeed, a story's 
been written about a document that may or may not exist that 
is classified, I doubt that we'd have anything further on 
it. co 


fe) What do you mean by “may or may not exist"? 
Are you raising a question as to whether the document -- 


A No. But I mean you're asking me virtually to 
confirm the existence of a classified document or a policy, 
and we wouldn't do that. 
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0 Well, a policy line is certainly something 
you can talk about, whether you talk about a document as 
such existing or not. 


A Okay. All right. 


0 So I asked you a question not based upon the 
document. It was a more general -- 


A All right. I still don't have anything for 
you on it\< 
0 That's why I was asking. Could you look into 

that? 


A I said we'd look into it. 

0 New subject? 

A Yes. 

0 Middle East. Can you tell us when and where 
this meeting between the Lebanese and Draper-Habib took 
place today? A senior official speaking on background at 


the White House today said that there would be a meeting today 
between the Lebanese delegation and -- 


A You've got me. Again, I was on the Hill all 
morning. I don't know. There was a meeting scheduled 
today? 

fe) That is my understanding. I wasn't there. 

A There may well be. 

0 A senior official said, speaking on 
background. 

A Okay. I'm sure that he was a well informed 


senior official, and I'm sure his information was good. 
It doesn't surprise me, but I don't know anything about it. 


0 He didn't specify where or when. 


A I don't know. I think that the meetings that 
we have had with the Lebanese while they were here were 
mainly in the Department, but I don't know about this par- 
ticular one. 
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Q John, I have an "iffy" question, and I don't 
mind an "iffy" answer. 


A As distinct from all the other clearcut ones 
I've had today. 


Q What happens if on Sunday the Israeli Cabinet 
rejects all the proposals that were carried by Shamir from 
here? What happens next to the momentum that we witnessed 
over the last couple of days, and where do we go? Do you 
have anything up your sleeves? 


A Why don't we wait and see what happens. But 
you have better information than I do. Sunday they're going 
to look at all this, are they? 


Q I got the "iffy" answer. 

A No. I mean, we'll wait and see. I'd just 
refer you to Foreign Minister Shamir's comments that he 
thought things had moved forward and was going back to 
Israel to explain the position to the Cabinet. We'll wait 
and see what happens. 


Q John, anything on trips by Shultz or Veliotes 
Or anybody else to the area? 


A Veliotes could well be going out to Cairo on 
a quick trip. Not peace plan or anything like that. A 
straightforward trip. 

Q A holiday? 

A Not a holiday, Bernie. No. 

Q Then for what? I mean, you say -- 

A It's a regularly scheduled trip. I'm not 
quite sure of the subject matter to be discussed, but it 
could be within the next few days. It will be a quick trip 
out there. 

Is it Cairo only? 
I think it's Cairo only. 


And no Hussein in the scene? 


ry O YF DO 


No Hussein. 
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'@) When did he last make a regularly scheduled, 
few-day trip only to one country in the Middle East? 


A I don't know. 
0 To see whom in Cairo? 


A I think he's talking with our Ambassador. 
Let me give you a little bit about that afterwards. 


0 Any reaction to the attack on the Marines in 
Beirut today? 


A Not more than the factual account of what we 
really know. There were two incidents. The first involved 
the Italians. The second was against U.S. Marines. 


At 8:30 local, about one kilometer north of Beirut 
International Airport, an Italian motorized patrol was 
attacked by rocket-propelled grenades and automatic weapons 
fire. Five members of the Italian MNF were wounded. The 
area was cordoned off. Italian and Lebanese troops searched 
the area. Nothing further on that at the present time. 


At 8:50 a.m., local, March 16 -- that's today -- 
an MNF foot patrol, consisting of 11 Marines and 1 Navy 
corpsman, while transiting an urban area approximately 
one kilometer north of the Beirut International Airport had 
5 Marines sustain superficial wounds when a hand grenade was 
thrown at them. 


The grenade was thrown by a lone man from the 
second floor of a building in the vicinity of the patrol. 
In 30 minutes a Marine reaction force, assisted by the 
Lebanese armed forces, had the area cordoned off, and the 
subsequent search of the area by Lebanese authorities 
resulted in the arrest of one individual suspected of com- 
mitting the act. 


All the wounded Marines were evacuated by heli- 
copter to the hospital aboard the U.S.S. Guam standing at 
anchor off shore. Because of the proximity of innocent 
civilians, the Marine patrol did not return fire when 
attacked. 


This incident took place about 1500 meters west of 
where the Italian patrol was attacked. There's further 
investigation into both incidents, and that's all we have at 
this time. 
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0 Did the Marines carry .. . were their 
weapons loaded? 


A I don't know whether they were loaded at the 
time, Bernie, or not. I'd have to ask the Pentagon, but I 
think their standard operating rule has been to carry their 
weapons unloaded, hut in this instance I don't know. 


0 Who was the individual? 


I don't know. 


A 

@) You don't have a nationality? 

A I don't. No. That's all I have for you. 
0 


We don't know or you can't tell us? 


A I don't know. I don't have anything more for 
you than this at the moment. 


e) There were various reports in the press today 
about the new ideas allegedly presented by Secretary Shultz 
on the Middle East. 


Can you comment on them, and is the United States 
willing to increase aid to Israel and Lebanon, or to have 
anti-terrorist training in Lebanon? 


B I think that we're really not prepared -- or 
I'm not prepared to go any further than the background 
briefing you had yesterday by a senior Administration offi- 
cial who I think declined to get into the detail. 


e) John, in connection with that backgrounder, 
the question that I wanted to ask yesterday and didn't get a 
chance to because the senior official didn't look in our 
direction -- both the senior official and Mr. Shamir on the 
record said that the U.S. and Israel discussed bilateral 
issues in addition to the Lebanon situation. 


Could you tell us what those bilateral issues are? 
A No, I can't. 


0 You can't say anything about them? 


A No. I think you'd be right in assuming, 
though, that most of the discussion was about Lebanon. 
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0 But you know, for example, the memo of 
understanding, some of those things would be related to 
Lebanon in terms of progress on one and progress on the 


other. 

A I can't -- 

0 Two questions, please. First, have the same 
ideas that were presented to Israel been presented already to the 
Lebanese? 


A I think that we really are not going to be 
able to get into the kind of diplomatic back and forth 
that's going on. 


0 Another question: Do you have any more pre- 
cise details on the plans of Ambassador Habib? When is he 
going to the area? 


A I think this weekend. I think both Draper 
| and Habib will go back this weekend, and I think that the 
regular tripartite meeting on Monday will be held on Monday. 
I'm sure that is the plan, and I think that will go forward. 


0 And one more: Is the Secretary going to see 
the Lebanese Foreign Minister before he goes back tomorrow? 





A I don't know of any plans for him to see him. 
I'm sure he will not see him today. I don't know what time 
he's going back tomorrow. 


0 Any plans for a news conference with the 
Secretary? 


A We're thinking about it, Bernie, but 
nothing's scheduled. 


0 John, can we get a readout on these South 
African talks going on when they're over? They're going on 
in this building. 

A The South African talks going on? 

0 With Secretary Crocker. 


A Let me look into that for you. 


0 Wait a minute, please. New subject. Has the 
Secretary of State received a letter from Senator Syms 
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and/or Senator Helms regarding Soviet weapons in Cuba? And, 
if so -- 


A I don't know. 


e) -- do you have any comment on their -- you 
don't know anything about the letters? 


A No. I don't know whether he's received such 
a letter. 


0 Do you know anything about the subject? 
Whether or not he's received the letter, has the State 
Department any comment on the installation or the availabi- 
lity to Cuba of a slightly different version of Soviet bomb- 
ers that have capability of dropping nuclear weapons? 


A I don't. 


@) Does the State Department have any comment on 
a claim by Senator Helms that he intends to hold Salvador 
aid hostage for -- 


A I'm sorry. I was so busy reading this latest 
dispatch from the front that I'm sorry, I missed the 
guestion. I don't mean to be rude, but -- 


0 My question is, one of the Senators who says 
he's sending a letter is Senator Helms, and, although you 
know nothing about the letter, Helms says that he's going to 
hold his vote on Salvador aid hostage for release of infor- 
mation about Soviet weapons in Cuba and, more specifically, 
release of the 1962 and '70 and '7l agreements with the 
Soviet Union on the placement of weapons? 


A I don't know anything about it, Ralph. 
Sorry. 


0 Would it be possible for you to look into 
those questions? 


A Okay. 
0 Do you want to read that? 


A I'll read the dispatch from the front that I 
just got. 


Ambassasdor Habib and Mr. Salem did meet today. 
Veliotes, Habib, Draper and other Department officials met 
with Mr. Salem at 11:30 for an hour and fifteen minutes. 


6) Okay. Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 3:32 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. 


I have an announcement on the El Salvador 
churchwomen's case. Yesterday's reports from San Salvador of 
an appellate judicial decision in the case of the murders of 
the American churchwomen have raised questions about both the 
legal status of the case and about U.S. and Salvadoran 
policy. 


On the first, the accused national guardsmen remain 
in custody. It is our understanding that the judge has 
requested clarification and refinement of the evidence on 
three specific points: (1) the microbus; (2) the declaration 
of the microbus driver; and (3) ballistics. After these 
points have been resolved by the lower court, it is our 
understanding that the case will proceed on course. However, 
without an official announcement of the decision and authori- 
tative details on its implications, it is difficult to be any 
more specific. 


The official United States position on this case 
and other cases involving the murders of American citizens, 
and on the need to bring to justice those guilty of crimes 
against individuals of whatever nationality, is clear and 
emphatic. Democracy is impossible without justice. 


We do not ask that the Government of El Salvador 
violate its judicial process. We do expect justice. 


That's the end of the statement. 
Q May we have a copy? 


A Yes. I'll be glad to answer any questions you 
might have. 


0 So the U.S. Government has formally relayed 
this same statement to the Salvadoran authorities and in such 
terms, emphatic terms? 


A I don't know whether we have relayed this spe- 
cific statement word for word, but I think there is no 
question that the Government of El Salvador has long been 





familiar with our position on cases such as these, and is 
familiar with our position on this case. 


I do want to point out that we are still looking at 
this case. We've despatched an Embassy officer to the area, 
and he is going to be reviewing with court officials the 
legal documents, and try to determine the exact status of the 
case. So on the one hand, we have reports that are still 
preliminary -- there still hasn't been an official announ- 
cement, as we understand it, by the court. 


But on the other hand, our position, our sen- 
timents, our feelings on this case are very clear. Our aim 
is justice. What we want to see is justice done; we want 
justice done as rapidly as possible, consistent with the 
rights of the individuals and consistent with the judicial 
system operating in El Salvador. But our concern is justice. 


Q At whose request is the Embassy officer going 
to San Vincente? 


A At whose request? 


@) Yes. Was he invited to consult with the court 
officials, or is he inviting himself? 


A I don't know. I don't know whether he was 
invited. 


Q John, that Embassy official, you said he would 
review court documents. 


A Yes. 


-Q Will he do that in the same way that any 
member of the public would go to the court and look in the 
publicly-available file, or is the U.S. Government being 
given access to legal documents in the case? Is it inter- 
vening, in effect, in the -- 


A No, we're not intervening in the judicial pro- 
cess of El Salvador, but I'm not familiar with the system in 
operation there. I'm sure he is going to be operating in 
conformity with that system, and is going to be asking for 
whatever he asks to see, and sees whatever he sees in a 
perfectly proper and legal way. 


Q "In a proper and legal way” as a member of the 
public observing the legal system, or in a way that involves 
diplomatic contacts between the two governments? 











A I'm sure that he will have no special rights, 
but at the same time these are American citizens involved. 
There is, obviously, an acute interest in and sensitivity to 
this particular case. We don't expect that he would have any 
problem in determining on the ground what the situation is. 


Just remember that we're still dealing with those 
initial reports, which were confused when I spoke with you 
yesterday. We still don't have an official announcement from 
the court, so he is going to the scene on an information- 
gathering mission. 


Q Does that include speaking to the judge 
regarding threats against his welfare? 


A I don't know how the Embassy officer will 
operate. 


8) Are you satisfied that this jurist is 
operating of his own volition, that he is not being 
threatened in any form? 


A That our Embassy officer --? 
Q No; the ruling officer in this case -- the judge. 


A I'm sure that that's one of the things that 
would be taken into account in the Embassy officer's 
investigation. 


0 Is there any reason for the United States 
Government to rethink its package of aid to El Salvador 
because of these developments? 


A No. I think the testimony the Secretary 
offered yesterday has made our position clear. The Secretary 
made clear his concern, both personally and the concern of 
the United States Government, about the judicial system in 
El Salvador. I think the Secretary spoke very frankly about 
the concerns that he had when he signed the certification on 
El Salvador back in January. Those concerns are real and 
valid, but our position has been that there continues to be 
movement in the right direction. I see no change in our 
position on the aid package. 


Q Will whatever information that is obtained by 
your officers be communicated immediately to interested 
Members of Congress? 








A. I think we'd have to wait and see what report 
comes and when, and what the time frame will be. We're just 
in the process of despatching it. 


Q Do you have anything more today on either the 
death of the Human Rights Commission president or the Monge 
offer for mediation? 


A No. 


Q What kind of problems is this ruling going to 
create for you on the Hill with the El Salvador package? 


A I think we're in a process of investigation. 
As I say, we are interested in justice being done, and we 
expect that justice will be done. That's where our efforts 
are directed. But this is a very rapid development, a very 
early development. We're still investigating it, and we have 
to see what other facts come to light. 


Q Do you have any comment or reaction to the 
Pope's statement against more military aid to El Salvador? 


A No. 

Q I have a question related to El Salvador. In 
the meeting today between Secretary Shultz and the Dutch 
Foreign Minister, are the Dutch raising the subject of the 
Dutch reporters who were killed in Fl Salvador? 

A I don't know. 


Q Are they still asking the U.S. Government 
to help in that case? 


A I don't know. Sorry. I can't answer that, 
don't know. 


Q Is Ambassador Hinton still in Washington? 
A Yes, he is. 
Q Is Ambassador Chapin also still in Washington? 


A I don't know the answer to that -- Ambassador 
Chapin. Don't know the answer to that. 


Q America's Watch put out a report alleging that 
the human rights situation had not improved in Guatemala, 
that in some cases it had worsened, based on a recent visit 
there this month. Do you have any reaction? 

















A No. No. I think we have said what we had to 
Say on the human rights situation in Guatemala over an 
extended period of time, nothing new. 


@) John, could we ask you about the Russian state- 
ment, Arbatov saying that -- I suppose what he said, if I 
understood correctly -- if we deploy missiles in Europe, that 
they will deploy missiles close to our borders? 


A Yes, Bob, our position is that no NATO weapons 
will ever be used against the Soviet Union except in response 
to aggression. The United States has always regarded its 
security as inseparable from that of our allies. 


As the NATO Charter clearly states, an attack 
against one NATO member is an attack against all. Indeed, 
one reason the Alliance took the dual track decision in 1979 
in the face of the massive and unjustified Soviet SS-20 
build-up was to strengthen the linkage between Europe and the 
U.S. strategic deterrent, and thus preserve the ability of 
the Alliance to deter aggression. 


0 What would U.S. reaction be to the idea of the 
Soviets' stationing new missiles close to our borders, presu- 
mably Cuba, I take it? 


A I think we clearly would not be enthusiastic 
about that. (Laughter) 


Q Isn't there a specific agreement with the 
Soviet Union that would bar such a step -- 


A I'd have to do a little homework on that for 
you, Ozzie. 


Q -- having to do with defensive weapons 
deployed in Cuba? 


A I'll have to do a little homework on that for 
you. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the Fost 
story today on the preparation of the new bargaining position 
in Geneva? 





A Well, I'd have -- 


0 Build up, build down, stand pat, and so on? 








A Well, we, obviously, wouldn't have any comment 
on internal policy procedures, but the United States has pro- 
posed the elimination of the entire class of U.S. and Soviet 
longer range intermediate range nuclear missiles. We are 
convinced that that would be the best outcome for both sides 
in the Geneva talks. 


At the same time, this proposal is not being 
offered on a take-it-or-leave-it basis, as the President has 
said. Ambassador Nitze is empowered to explore any proposed 
solutions which would respect certain basic principles vital 
to U.S. interests. And as the President has also said, these 
are: equal rights and limits for the U.S. and Soviet Union; 
non-inclusion of the French and British systems; non- 
transferrence of the INF problem to Asia; and no adverse 
effect on NATO's conventional defense and deterrence 
capability; and effective verifiability. 


Q John, number one, a copy of that; and two, can 
you re-read the sentence in which you used Mr. Nitze's name? 


A Yes. “Ambassador Nitze is empowered to 
explore any proposed solutions which would respect certain 
basic principles." That's not new. 


Q Does use of the word “explore” represent a 
change in U.S. policy? 


A No. 


Q Does it represent a change in the instructions 
to Mr. Nitze? 


A No. 


Q Can we get a copy of the first part of 
your statement about NATO? 


A Sure. 
Q The answer begs the question -- when Nitze 


left here to go back to Geneva, he said that he had authority 
to explore Soviet proposals. I think he said it at his press 


conference, that if the Soviets would be forthcoming, there was 


some Soviet give, they would meet a good response here. 


Since then the discussion has been whether the U.S. 
should in fact wait for a Soviet proposal or bring one forth 
on its own without waiting for another proposal. I guess 











that's my question: Is there a debate going on about this | 
within the Administration, because your statement seemed to 
suggest you were waiting for a Soviet proposal by saying, 
"He's ready to explore any proposal," but it doesn't quite 
say it that way? 


A Well, Bernie, I suspect what I'm about to say 
won't be too helpful, namely, one, the negotiations are in 
Geneva, and that's where they'll take place; two, the 
President's position on arms control reduction is the zero 
option. Should he at any time have anything else to say 
about that, he will say it. 


Q John, can I get back to the Soviet statements 
for a minute? 


A Yes. 


Q Correct me if I'm wrong, but it sounded to me 
like the answer you gave to Bob's question was intended to be 
an answer to the question of any U.S. reaction to the Ogarkov 
statement, as opposed to the Arbatov statement. Please 
correct me if I'm wrong; but is there a separate reaction to 
those two? 


A No, that's all I have. 


Q That's what you have on both of them. So, is 
it accurate to say that in effect, you are answering the 
Ogarkov statement, but declining comment on the business 
about, the threat about posting U.S. missiles close to the 
borders? The Ogarkov statement that you read responds 
directly to the idea -- 


A -- an attack on one is an attack on the others. 
Q -- an attack on one is an attack on the others. 
A Yes. 


-- MORE -- 











0 Also on that subject that you thought you'd 
have to do a little homework on the question of what the 
American policy would be if the Russians were to put missiles 
into Cuba. 


Are you unfamiliar with the agreements reached in 
1962 after to the Cuban missile crisis? 


A I'm loathe, Jim, to give quick and uncrafted 
policy statements from this podium. 


Q I can understand where you might be unfami- 
liar with it, but you're speaking for the Department, and 
it suggests that the Department doesn't know anything about 
some rather important agreements signed or reached between 
the governments. 


A No. That suggests that you don't understand 
what I said when I said I'd do some homework on it. I'll be 
glad to do some homework and give you some words on it. 


Q You had a response prepared for the question. 
Didn't this question come up of the '62 agreements in pre- 
paring your statement? 


A I think you'd have to assume, Jim, that I 
don't have a piece of policy statement on every single issue 
confronting the United States in this book, and I'm not 
going to be drawn -- 


Q I think that when the spokesman for the 
Soviet Government talks about putting missiles somewhere 
near the United States after the crisis in 1962 that some- 
body in this department would have thought to prepare a 
response to the question. 


A I'll leave you with that thought. Are there 
any other questions? 


Q Can I follow up on something I asked about 
yesterday just to see whether you had any -- when you 
checked on it -- the alleged letters from a couple of 
Senators to the Secretary regarding placement of Soviet -- 
certain type of Soviet plane in Cuba. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A I haven't got anything. I don't know 
whether we have. Not yet, no. Still working on it for you. 











Q On another question regarding Soviet state- 
ments, do you have any comment on statements out of the 
Middle East which suggest that the Soviet Union would take 
some kind of action if there were further hostilities be- 
tween Israel and Syria? 


A No. Just seen the initial report on that, 
Don, but don't have anything on it, no. 


Q Speaking of hostilities, John, can you 
address the letter of General Barrow to Mr. Weinberger in 
which he says that it is time for firm and strong action by 
the United States that we do not have a continuation of 
these incidents with the Israeli forces. 


What is he suggesting and what are you preparing? 


A I think basically on that report I'd refer 
you to the Pentagon. It is a Pentagon matter, and the 
correspondence involves the Pentagon, but I think we 
obviously are concerned about both sets of incidents -- 
those involving the Marines, and those involving American 
personnel with the U.N. force. 


On the question of the U.N. forces, we have been 
in touch with the U.N. They are aware of our concern, and I 
guess I'd refer you to them for anything further on that. 


In the case of the Marines, we have raised this 
with the Israeli Government at high levels. We are concer- 
ned about the situation. The Israelis are concerned about 
the situation, and we understand that steps are being taken 
to resolve the situation. 


Q Such as? 
A I don't want to get into the details. 


0 Has the letter or the gist of the letter been 
relayed to the Israeli Government? Barrow made some 
very strong charges, including that U.S. officers have been in 
a life threatening situation, had been verbally abused by 
Israeli officers, that this was an orchestrated plan by the 
Israelis for political purposes, and so on and so forth. 


Do you have any more comment? 


A No. And I think you ought to talk to the 
Pentagon about that letter. 
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Q But this becomes a diplomatic type situation 
when he makes those charges. 


A All I will say is what I've just said, that 
we've taken it up at a high level with the Israeli Government. 
We're concerned. 


Q Do you know what those life threatening 
situations were that he talks about? 


A I assume that in an area like that, where you 
have forces side by side in any -- I'm talking in general 
terms now where you have armed forces side by side and you 
have misunderstandings and confrontations, I'm sure that 
leads to the possibility of a dangerous situation. 

Q I'd like to follow up. I mean, he doesn't 
talk about misunderstandings, he talks about provocatons by 
the IDF, and that's why -- 


A I think I'd have to ask you to go to the 
Pentagon for the detail on that. 


Q When, John, did you take it up with the 
Israelis last? 


A I don't think we're going to get into the 
details of how we did that. 


Has it been done recently? 
Yes. 

Was it in the last few days? 
Yes. 

By whom? 


I'm not going to tell you. 


on rr, OD FY OO FF DVD 


There is a story out of Israel saying that 
Ambassador Lewis raised it with Arens yesterday. Is that 
true. 


A I'm not going to get into how we -- but I 
think I told you, at high levels. 
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0) John, have you been informed by the Soviet 
Union of a similar position to that expressed by Ambassador 
Soldatov in Beirut? 


A No. I have nothing beyond that initial 
report. 


Q Would you look into it and tell us something 
about it later on? 


A Would we look into it? 

Q Yes. 

A Into a Soviet announcement -- 

Q It was a statement made by a Soviet official 


in the Middle East. 
A It was a radio report of a statement. 


6) I mean, there's a statement, John. I don't 
know how it came out. It was reported, I guess, through 
radio, but there's a statement obviously in the Middle East 
circulating that the Soviet Union is offering its potential 
involvement if there is an Israeli instigation in there or 


A I think we'd have to see more than the radio 
report. 


8) So you will not answer until you see? 
A That's right. 
Q John, do you have any comment on the police 


raid against the special correspondent of The Washington 
Post, Mr. Sparks, in South Africa? 





A Yes, I do. The State Department's 1982 Human 
Rights Report notes that there has been a progressive ero- 
sion of press freedom in South Africa over the last decade. 


Nonetheless, the press in South Africa, we noted, 
remains a vital channel of communication within South 
African society, and between South Africa and the rest of 
the world. 
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The State Department strongly condemns any effort 
to restrict, fetter or otherwise intimidate the press, 
actions which can only result in a diminution of information 
available to the public. 


Insofar as we're aware, no charges have yet been 
placed against Mr. Sparks in this case. We reaffirm our 
strong conviction that the processes of freedom and 
democracy can only be advanced in an atmosphere where the 
press has the ability to report news without harassment and 
censorship. 


We've raised this matter with the South African 
Government which is fully aware of our views on the matter. 


Q Has any U.S. official talked directly to any 
of the South African police officials about the question? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Did the United States have any advance 
knowledge that they were going to take such action against 
a correspondent for an American publication? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Do you have anything on the meetings here 
with the South Africans? 


A Not a great deal. I have something on that 
for you. We are holding discussions March 17 and 18 with 
representatives of the South African Government. Those 
talks will be part of our continuing consultations with the 
South African Government in the context of our efforts to 
achieve a Namibia settlement. 


Q Who is he holding talks with? 


A I don't have any names. We could probably 
get those for you, Don. I don't see why not. 


Q Is Secretary Crocker involved in these -- 

A I do not know that of my own knowledge, Jim, 
but I would think that Chet Crocker would be involved in it. 
Again, we could check that for you. 


Q Where are these discussions being held? 
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A I think they're in the building. 


@) John, could I return for just a moment to 
General Barrow's letter? After the February 2 incident in 
which the American Captain got involved with some Israeli 
tanks, this Department -- at least as I recall in general 
terms -- made a very strong protest to the Israeli 
Government. I think that Mr. Dam was involved and called in 
the Israeli Charge’, and there were some tough words from 
this podium. 


Today you seem to be referring questions about it 
to the Pentagon, and I wonder how you actually evaluate the 
current situation? Is it as serious as it was in early 
February, or is it generally improved? 


A That's a very hard question to answer, espe- 
cially from a long distance away. To my knowledge there 
were not a string of incidents between the one you mention 
and the latest series, so I suppose in that respect there 
was improvement in the situation, but we're dealing with 
these latest incidents which do concern us. 


Q The latest incident -- the General's letter 
apparently, from the way it was worded, was touched off by 
some incidents which he said had received a lot of publicity 
over the weekend, but I wasn't aware of anything more than a 
few graphs in the paper. 


Do you have any idea what the incidents were that 
touched off the General's concern? 


A They're Marines, and I think you ought to go 
to the Pentagon and have the Pentagon describe or give you 
whatever description they are willing to give of the 
incidents. 


) You don't have any more information here 
about any of the incidents themselves that the General 
discussed? 


A No. 


Q John, can I ask about Osborne again? There's 
a report that says he is now out of the Soviet Union. My 
questions are: Can you tell us anything more about him now 
that he's gone, and/or can you tell us anything more about 
whether the U.S. will retaliate or take any action? 








14 


A I really can't. I think an Embassy spokesman 
in Moscow had something on that today about his departure, 
but I don't have anything further. 


Q John, 17 members of Congress have made public 
a letter regarding human rights violations in Malaysia where 
a number of people have been executed by the Government. 
4 Does the Department have any comment on the 
situation in Malaysia, or the Congressmen's letter, or the 
fact that the United States is supplying a certain amount of 
assistance to Malaysia? 





A I think there is some -- I don't have it 
with me, Don, but I think there is some guidance from either 
the -- 

Q Can you make it available in some way? 

A Sure. 


Q Anything on the Thai parliament, in that part 
of the world? 


A No. 

Q Okay. Also, do you have any reaction to 
Senator Inouye’s suggestion yesterday that there be a cer- 
tification requirement connected to negotiations? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Adelman situation 
today? 


A No. That's a Presidential appointment, Bob, 
and I don't have anything further on it, no. 


Q The Secretary still supports Mr. Adelman? Is 
that the position? 


A Yes. Of course. 


Q Is the prohibition on Mrs. Allende still in 
effect? 


A Yes. 
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Q Do you have anything on Senator Percy's 
amendment to the IMF quota increase request which is his -- 


A No. 
Q Do you know what it is? 
A No. 
Q Can you look into it? It's an amendment 
requesting that the Administration study participation in 
the Bank for Internatiaqnal Settlements, or joining that. bank? 
A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Shultz trip to 
the Middle East? 


A No. Nothing. Exactly where we have been for 
some time on the Secretary's thinking. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #48 


FRIDAY, MARCH 18, 1983, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Couple of announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for International Narcotic Matters 
Nominic Dicarlo before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject: 
"Narcotics in East Asia." 


Available this afternoon in the Press Office at 
2: 00 o'clock will be testimony of Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Daniel O'Donahue before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject is 
"FY 84 Foreign Assistance Requests and FY 83 Supplemental 
Appropriation Requests for the Philippines and Indonesia." 


Q What about -- do you have anything on the 
Secretary going to the Middle East next week - 


A No, no. He's not going to the Middle East 
next week and hasn't any plans. Ambassador Habib will be 
leaving, I think, this afternoon; will be routing himself 
through London. 


King Hussein is in London. We think probably 
there will be a session between Ambassador Habib and King 
Hussein. 


Q That is certain? What day? Saturday, 
Sunday? 


A I think it will be tomorrow afternoon some- 
time. I do not think we have a firm time on it. 


Q How about the purpose of it, John? 














A I think updating on the talks that were being 
held here, and continuing consultation on both Lebanon and 
the overall Middle Eastern process. 


The Secretary of State was a guest last night of 
Prince Bandar of Saudi Arabia at a dinner in McLean, and 
some members of the Lebanese delegation were also at that 
dinner. 


Q Which members, for example? Salem? 


A I think so, Bernie. There was just one thing 
I saw about some travel arrangements that caused me to pause 
and not give you who I thought was at that dinner, but I 
think they really were all there. That, obviously, was a 
discussion about Lebanon and the overall Middle East pro- 
cess. I understand the Lebanese left after the dinner last 
night. 


Q Do we expect Hussein to declare himself in 
the near future on the Reagan proposal? 


A I think King Hussein will obviously speak for 
himself on that insofar as his plans are concerned. Again, 
the Jordanian Government ought to respond, but I think he is 
returning to Amman after his visit to London. I presume 
that he would then give consideration to the various 
discussions he's been having, and it will be up to him to 
make any announcements. 


I'm not leading you. I'm just saying I think 
that's what the mechanics of it would be if there is to be 
some announcement. 


Q John, will Habib go on to the Middle East or 
will he return for consultations? 


A Yes. He'll go on from London to Israel. 


Q Do you have any advance words from the 
Israelis on what the Israeli reaction to the talks of the 
past week have been? 


A I don't think, Bernie -- and I know this will 
depress you -- but I guess I just don't think we're going to 
be able to get into the back and forth of the diplomatic 


exchange. 


Q Do you have anything on the new row, 
U.S.-Israel, in connection with the Weinberger letter from 
the General and so forth? 











A Not really beyond where we were yesterday, 
Bernie. We have taken it up at high levels. We are 
concerned about it, the Israelis are concerned about it, and 
we expect it to be worked out -- expect the problem to be 
worked out. 


Q Do you have a reaction yet from Israel? 


A I guess I would say the same thing I just 
said on the Middle East, that we're in the midst of those 
discussions and probably wouldn't go very far down that road 
as to indicating where we are and what the back and forth 
is. 


Q John, regarding the Marines, from reading the 
letter that -- or parts of the letter that were published 
yesterday in the Philadelphia Inquirer and some other 
newspapers, it seems that most of the incidents that are 
mentioned there were between Israeli forces and U.S. offi- 
cers who were under the capacity of the U.N. observer force 
and not between the U.S. (sic) and the Marines who are part 
of the Multinational Force. 





A I think there are two situations. I think 
there are the U.S. Marine officers attached to the U.N. 
force, but there are also incidents involving the U.S. 
Marine component of the MNF and Israeli troops. 


Q . Do you know of any incidents regarding the 
Multinational Force, that Israeli forces were firing at 
American officers? 


A The Marines, you know, belong to the 
Pentagon, and I think you ought to, as I said yesterday, ask 
the Pentagon what they are able to say about the circumstan- 
ces surrounding those incidents. 


Q But it seems from reading those incidents 
that there's a totally different problem between the Marines 
who are members of the Multinational Force and those Marines 
who are moving under the flag of the U.N. 


a Yes. I think they are different. They are 
separate, and we understand that. But, nevertheless, there 
have been incidents involving both. 


Q Do you see a difference in the level of the 
severity, let's say -- 


A I think you'd have to ask the Pentagon. 
They've got the details. 

















Q Follow-up. Do you see any orchestrated pat- 
tern to undermine the effectiveness of the Multinational 
Force? 


A If you mean do we see it as a sort of syste- 
matic campaign -- are you talking about the Israeli inci- 
dents now or the general attacks on the MNF? 


Q If you had a response for both, go ahead with 
both. 


A I think I've probably said all I'm able to 
say on the incidents involving the Marines and the Israelis. 
As far as the general level of violence, our people in 
Beirut have increased their vigilance. There is insufficient 
information to label this part of a systematic campaign, but 
the Lebanese authorities are investigating all the 
possibilities. 


Q John, have you heard from -- I mean, there 
are confusing reports from Israel and the Israeli Embassy 
here. Some in fact are denying all of these reports. Have 
you -- 


A Denying all the what? Sorry. 


Q Denying some of these so-called harassments. 
Can you tell us -- I guess you will not -- but what--is your 
view of these denials? I mean, does the State Department 
stand by those accusations and allegations? 


A Again, I think you should go to the Pentagon 
for a factual description of what in fact took place; and, 
obviously, we would stand by that accounting. 


Q John, I wasn't very clear on mine. Can I try 
again? There was one news report that said senior Pentagon 
officials accuse Israel of trying to impinge the integrity 
of the Multinational Force, I guess allegedly so that they 
can say that the Force would not be effective to patrol the 
Lebanese border. 


Did you have any response to that? 
A I don't know that anybody is talking about 


the MNF patrolling the Lebanese border. I think that's an 
academic situation. 


Q What about the first part of the charges? 











A I think we would let the Pentagon respond to 
that, insofar as they're prepared to give a description 
of the incidents. I think that's really their story. The 
Marines belong to them. 


Q John, do you have anything on the meeting 
that's supposed to be held today between the President and 
his senior advisers on the Euromissile questions? 


A I think you should really go to the White 
House, but it may well be that the President would meet with 
his -- he does meet, obviously, with his foreign policy 
advisers reguarly, and it may well be that there is some 
meeting this afternoon. But I think you ought to go to the 
White House on that. 


Q John, back on Lebanon, please. We have read 
somewhere that it is being interpreted as not really for 
military but for political ends whereby the MNF is supposed 
to be perceived as not capable of controlling and therefore 
leaving the Israelis the only power there. 


Is this the view of the U.S. Government, or is 
this somebody's -- 


A That the MNF is not capable of controlling 
its area of operation? 


Q It is believed that this is the Israeli 
intention behind such acts. 


A You know, it's awfully hard for me to ascribe 
motivation. I think we have to deai with facts as they 
are on the ground. 


Q Why do you think these things are happening? 
I mean, yesterday I know you tried to answer some of these 
things, John. It's not the first time. It's the third or 
fourth time. 


A I know it's not the first time, and we're 
concerned about it. 


Q Can you tell us why does the State Department 
think these things are happening? 


A I think it would be awfully difficult for us 
to ascribe motivation. What we want is for them to stop, 
and that's what we're working to achieve. 











Q If you don't know what they are or what's 
causing them, it would be hard to know how to -- 7 


wre A I didn't say we didn't know what they are. I 
said you ought to go to the Pentagon and have the Pentagon 
tell you what it wants to tell you about what transpired. 


Q It's not really military, John. It's 
really diplomacy and political. It's not really military. 
It's not, you know, something -- 


A There may be other dimensions, but certainly 
these are troops involved in incidents with other troops. 
The troops belong to the Pentagon, and I think that's where 
you're going to have to get your story from. 


-- MORE -- 





Q John, do you have any comment today on the 
statement made by the Soviet Ambassador in Beirut yesterday? 


A No. Still don't. Sorry. 

Q Not even on the Israeli reaction to the 
statement? 

A No, don't hes sathiek for you on it. 

Q There have been reports in the Israeli 


press, criticism from Israeli Government people, on efforts 
by some of the Christian Fundamentalists in the United 
States; they name one person named Terry Reisenhover out on 
the West Coast, who are running a foundation to rebuild the 
temple on the Mount in Jerusalem. I think a few days ago 45 

. people were arrested under the Dome of the Rock tunneling; 
armed men were arrested that seemed to be connected to this 
Fundamentalists group in the U.S. 


Has the State Department looked into that at 
all, since there are Americans providing financing for this. 


A Don't know anything about it. 


Q Can you check on that and see if there's 
been any looking into it? 


A Let me see whether there is anything 
available on that, but I don't know anything about it. 


Q On the question of the Soviet statements 
regarding Syria. There was a report yesterday in the 
Christian Science Monitor coming from Moscow saying that a 
senior Soviet official said that they have submitted to the 
U.S., told the U.S. exactly what's going to happen if Israel 
starts an aggression act against Syria. This Soviet official 
also said that they assume that the U.S. passed it on to the 
Israelis. Do you have anything on that? 





A You well know that we have had extensive 
discussions with the Soviets on this question, but we 
haven't talked about the character of those discussions and 
we wouldn't do so now, nor would we talk about the exchanges 
with Israel. Sorry. 


Q One more question about the question of 
the Marines. In the reactions the Israeli Embassy here 
released yesterday, they are saying that the other 
countries that participate in the Multinational Force -- 
namely, France, Italy and Britain -- all of those countries 














have a direct liaison between their forces in the MNF and 
the Israeli army. The only country that doesn't have such a 
direct liaison is the U.S. 


I know that usually you refer us to the Pentagon 
but since the Pentagon is not so forthcoming on answers to 
these issues, I wonder if you have anything on it? 


A I think that our position on that would be 
that there certainly are adequate channels of communication 
to avoid the kind of incident that has taken place, but 
nevertheless in the exchanges that we have had with the 
Israeli Government, obviously, we would be looking at all 
kinds of solutions to insure this problem does not recur. 


Q And among them might be a direct liaison? 
A I'm not being that specific. 
Q Do you have any new developments on the 


Adelman situation today? 


A No. I don't have any new developments on 
it. It's a Presidential appointment. 


Q Has the State Department asked the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee to withhold the documents that 
were forwarded? 


A Not to my knowledge. I think that would 
be extremely unlikely. 


Q In the document that has General Rowny's 
name on it, the so-called talking points, there is reported 
to be a section in there in which he describes one of the 
members of the delegation as a CIA representative which, 
according to people critical of the document, violates the 
regulations against exposing CIA people in an unclassified 
document. 


The State Department have any feeling about that? 


bs I think that Ambassador Rowny has 

responded as to his view about those documents, and I think 
one really has to rest with his statement as to the extent 
to which such documents represent his viewpoint. I think 
you have to go back to his language and be clear about that. 
But, certainly, there are regulations in existence affecting 
security and they are adequate to the case should there have 
been a contravention. 


Q Is the Administration looking into a 
dismissal of Rowny? 








A No. The Secretary of State has full con- 
fidence in Ambassador Rowny, who is a capable and expert 
negotiator. 

Q In light of what you just said, though, 


maybe you can clarify something that is confusing. If 
General Rowny has said these documents do not represent his 
view, then or now, why was he delivering them to Mr. 
Adelman? For what purpose and in whose behalf? 


A I think that General Rowny has spoken, and 
I think you have to remain with his description of what 
occurred or did not occur. 


Q The Secretary has full confidence in 
General Rowny. What about the other people in that 
document; does he have full confidence in Ambassador Goodby? 


A I don't want to, by what I'm now about to 
say, mislead you, but I haven't talked to him about that and 
so I can't give you a specific answer. I have no reason to 
doubt that he would not have confidence. I don't want you 
to misinterpret what -- I'm just trying to give you a very 
honest answer here. 


Q You have not talked to the Secretary? 


A I have not talked to him about the entire 
delegation. It's a question I haven't put to him so I can't 
honestly answer your question, but I have no reason to suspect 
that he's not confident. 


Q You have talked to him about the situation 
in general? 


A I'm aware of his full confidence in 
General Rowny. 


Q I guess what I'm leading to here is that, 
has the Secretary looked into this himself? It would seem 
this would be a matter that would be of some concern to him 
since these people, in effect, work for him? 


A I don't think I'm really going to go any 
further. On the question of Mr. Adelman, that's a White 
House matter; on the question of General Rowny, the 
Secretary has confidence in him, and I guess I'm not going 
to be drawn any further. 


Q El Salvador? 


A Sure. 
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Q Is the Administration considering a cut in 
the $60 million request? 


A Absolutely not. 
Q What? 
A Absolutely not. Our request stands. We 


expect to pursuade the Congress of its merit. The current 
military and economic assistance program requested from the 
Congress represents the results of a lenghty review of the 
policy at the highest levels of the government and con- 
tinuing consultations with the Congress. The amount of 
assistance requested represents the assessment of what is 
required for this year. No one is thinking of reducing the 
requested level. 


Q That's the $110 now? 

A That's right. 

Q Repeat that last sentence again. 

A No one is thinking of reducing the 


requested level. 


Q Do you have any confirmation on the 
Washington Post article about the South African security 
chief being here and, if so, why? 





A Yes, I do. This relates to Don's question 
yesterday, and I didn't know this at the time. 


I think the question was whether Lieutenant 
General Johann Coetzee is in Washington. Yes. Following a 
meeting between the South African and U.S. delegations with 
Under Secretary Eagleburger, Assistant Secretary Crocker had 
a meeting in his own office with General Coetzee. 


Q Why would he be here? 

A He is part of the South African 
delegation. 

Q What are they discussing besides South 


West Africa and Namibia? 


Ss That is the topic of discussion, as far as 


I'm aware. 











ll 


; @) Yesterday, there was a report out of 
Zimbabwe that said that the Government of Zimbabwe recei‘#d 
a letter from some people who apparently were holding some 
Americans hostage. Could you comment on that letter, and if 
that is a new development? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 
Zimbabwe officials have informed us that a note was left by 
the kidnappers of a white farmer who was abducted on March 
16 near Bulawayo. The official said that the authors of the 
note claimed to be holding six tourists who were abducted 
last July and threatened to kill them if Dumiso Dabengwa and 
Lookout Masuku, two former military officers, were not 
released by the end of the month. But we're not able to 
confirm that the authors of the note are, in fact, those who 
abducted the tourists. 


Q Do you think the contents of that note are 
legitimate? 

A If you can't be sure who wrote it, it's 
difficult to know how legitimate it is. } 

Q How is it being followed up? 

A There's very close attention to this case. 

Q Is there any evidence the hostages are 
still alive? ' 

a I just really don't have anything for you 
on that. 

0 On El Salvador again, Senator Hatfield, 


talking about future aid being conditioned on unconditional 
negotiations and so forth, do you have any -- 


A No. 

Q You have no reaction to that? 

A No. I don't have any comment for you on 
that. I think we've referred you to the White House on that 
before. 

Q On unconditional negotiations? 

A Yes. Oh, I'm sorry. Conditions attached to 
the aid? 

Q No, that future aid; you know, a cut in 


the present package and future aid should be conditioned on 
the Administration accepting, calling for unconditional 
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negotiations to find a political solution. 


A Our position on negotiations or 
discussions remains unchanged. 

Q So the answer then is no? 

A The answer is that we would be happy to 


facilitate or support a dialogue which would involve 
bringing the insurgents into the democratic procedure. 


Q John, earlier today, in a briefing, a 
senior Administration official, speaking about El Salvador, 
described negotiations without preconditions -- as I recall 
his words, were “one of the silliest ideas I've ever heard." 
Is that a fair characterization of the Administration's 
position with this idea? 


A I think I'm really not going to respond so 
soon after that briefing by that senior Administration offi- 
cial, having not been here for part of it. I would like 
to wait and see what that senior Administration official 
said before I had any comment. 


Q Do you have today anything on the Arbatov 
remark? It was in Pravda yesterday -- two days ago. 
A Not really. As I said yesterday, he did 


not specify Cuba, I think, if that was your question. 


In the case of Cuba, those '62 agreements still 
hold. The essence of those agreements is in the public 
domain, and, as I said yesterday, either we or you can go 
back and get it. 


Some of the discussion revolving around those 
agreements is classified and we wouldn't get into that. It 
isn't a new suggestion. As a matter of fact, we've seen 
that from the Soviets before. Such threats deliberately 
obscure the fact that the Soviet Union has an overwhelming 
advantage in such missiles which threaten our allies and 
friends in both Europe and Asia. NATO will not permit this 
monoply to exist. 


Moreover, the USSR already deploys thousands of 
ICBMs, submarine-launched ballistic missiles and long-range 
bombers that can strike U.S. territory, so it's hard to see 
any military rationale for deploying additional missiles. 
The Soviets would be better advised to cease making such 
threats and begin to negotiate seriously on a mutually 
acceptable outcome in Geneva. 


Q Cony of that? 
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A Sure. 


Q Has the State Department been asked to go 
any further in its disclosure of the Cuba agreements? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:46 P.M.) 
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MONDAY, MARCH 21, 1983, 12:12 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I'm going to have to, I'm afraid, be 
rather brief so let me start and get it going as fast as I can. 


I do not yet know the answer to the question "will 
we have a briefing tomorrow?" in light of the Secretary's 
testimony which was previously announced. We'll let you know 
perhaps no earlier than tomorrow morning, so I would ask you 
to keep in touch with the Press Office on that. 


Second, in a BACKGROUND briefing last week, a 
senior Department official named Algeria as one country which 
Supplies arms to Central America. We'd like to clarify 
Algeria's role as follows: The senior official accurately 
noted that Algeria has supplied Soviet arms to Nicaragua. 
This occurred in 1981 and in early 1982. We are aware of no 
such shipments from Algeria to Nicaragua since that time. 


Further, it has not been established that any arms 
sent to Nicaragua were intended for or reached El Salvador. 


Q Any arms, with respect to Algeria? 
A With respect to Algeria. 


QO What about the other countries that he rattled 
off, and then he included Algeria? 





A I'm only prepared to give you that today. 
That is the one clarification. 


Q Let me make one clarification? Were the other 
arms of other countries' origin, is that also defined by the 
same statement, that is, they went to Nicaragua and no one 
knows whether they went on to El Salvador? 


A This statement specifically refers to Algeria. 
I have no information about -- 


Q Will you straighten that out because it's a 
very confusing statement in context? 


A I'll pass back that it is confusing, but this 
one refers to Algeria. 














Q Alan, "not established" means that it might 
have gone, but you're unaware of it? 


A It simply means what it says. That's right, 
that it has not been established that any arms sent to 
Nicaragua were intended for or reached El Salvador. 


Q In 1981 and ‘82, or just -- In '81 and '82? 
A Take the statement as it's given, Bob. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Finally, a statement on Afghanistan Day: 


I would like to note that today, March 21, the 

Afghan New Year, is being commemorated again this year as 
Afghanistan Day. Various private organizations, including 
many Afghan exile groups and some state governments and muni- 
cipalities, are planning events throughout the United States 
to show their continuing support for the struggle that the 
Afghan freedom fighters are waging against Soviet aggression 
in Afghanistan. 


In the three years since their invasion, the Soviet 
forces have been unable to subjugate Afghanistan. They are 
pitted against an extraordinary people who, in their deter- 
mination to resist, have organized an effective and still 
spreading country-wide resistance. The resistance of the 
mujahidin, or Afghan freedom fighters, is an example to all 
the world of the invincibility of the ideals we in this 
country hold most dear, the ideals of freedom and 
independence. 


The Secretary of State expresses his solidarity 
with the Afghan freedom fighters and sends his New Year's 
greeting to Afghans everywhere. He would like to recall for 
all the world America's unflagging sympathy for a determined 
people, its support for their refugees, and its commitment to 
achieve a political settlement for Afghanistan, based on the 
complete withdrawal of Soviet forces, which would also 
include self-determination for the Afghan people, indepen- 
dence and non-aligned status for Afghanistan and the return 
of the refugees with safety and honor. 











I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q On that statement, you mentioned support for 
the -- 


A Excuse me. This is just to let you know that 
Elliott Abrams, the Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, will be delivering the 
keynote address at the Afghanistan Day rally in Lafayette 
Park at noon. I guess he's been doing that. The text of his 
remarks are available in the Press Office. 


Q You mentioned American support for the Afghan 
freedom fighters. What does that consist of? 


A I think we've addressed the issue before, Jim, 
and I have nothing new to add to what was said on this. 


Q Alan, on Friday, you posted a response to a 
question I asked on the IMF quota increase bill. Your 
response states you have support for the bill. I think we 
all knew that. But the question was specifically on an 
amendment regarding the Bank for International Settlements. 
Do you have anything to say on that? 


A I wasn't here on Friday so I, frankly, don't 
know the answer to that. Let me look into it and see what I 


Q Going back to Nicaragua for a moment, the 
Nicaraguan Government says that it has been invaded by some 
place between 500 and 1500 exiles, they claim U.S.-supported. 
Do you have any confirmation or comment? 


A We were aware of the reports of heavy 
fighting, but we're not able to confirm them. Beyond that, I 
don't have anything for you. 


Q Alan, the reports being press reports? 
A Yes, press reports. 


Q On the subject of Latin American also, last 
week there was a report Out of Moscow that Arbatov had 
threatened to place missiles near U.S. borders, and there was 
a suggestion that maybe this was Cuba. 


At the time, John Hughes said that he had to do 
some homework on that. Do you have any guidance on that now? 


VV 














A Did we not get an answer? Has it been posted? 
Yes, I believe an answer has been posted. 


Q Has the United States received a formal pro- 
test from the People's Republic of China over the proposed 
levels of arms supplies to Taiwan? 


A Ralph, as you know, we don't get into the 
question of what we do and don't discuss in diplomatic chan- 
nels. The Chinese position, I think, has been expressed in 
public statements; and I don't think there would be any 
reason to assume that just as we say privately a lot of the 
things we say publicly, there is no reason to assume they 
don't do the same thing. But I'm not going to get into the 


Q Do you have any response to the reported posi- 
tion they have taken, presumably a position delivered formally 
last week here to the State Department? 


A We have addressed this issue. I think that 
there has been guidance which existed for some time on this 
issue. There is nothing new on that. 


Q Anything on textiles, if I may follow that? 
A Sorry? 

Q Anything on the textiles conclusion? 

A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Some stories coming out over weekend indi- 
cate the United States has now "announced," or made known in 
some way, what the level of arms to Taiwan is to be for this 
year. How was that done? 


A Don, there was a Congressional Presentation 
Document that was sent up to the Hill some time ago -- I would 
guess almost two weeks ago. It's an open, unclassified docu- 
ment that went up to the Hill. I think it is that document 
which makes these various estimates or projections public. 


Q Would you get those and make them available to 
us, because we've repeatedly asked the question in the past 
about these levels, and the answer was given that they had 
not been established? 











A Well, projections -- Again, there are projec- 
tions -- I will check and see whether the Congressional Pre- 
sentation Document is available. I'm not sure that we're the 
ones to do that. 


Q Is it a State Department document? 


A I don't know the answer to that. But again, 
let me say to you that, again, they are projections; chey may 
not be realized. I think that the thing to do perhaps is to 
look at that, and then come back with some specific 
questions. There is some guidance which I think could be 
useful. But I don't think addressing it in the abstract is 
going to be very productive. 


Q Could you get the guidance plus the document or 
‘ whatever it is, so we could find out what is being talked 
about when they, the Chinese are complaining about something 
that we've never heard of up to now? 


A The document, I will see where the document is 
available. If it's available here, we'll be happy to make it 
available. 


Q The Chinese say that the projected level is $1.6 
billion annually, something in that order -- 


A No, no, no. They didn't say annually; they 
said over a two-year period. 


Q All right, a two-year period. And they said 
that, in effect, is a renegging on the implied or explicit pro- 
mise by the United States to have a diminished supply of arms 
going to Taiwan. Would you comment on that? 


A Let me just say this on that: First, as I 
say, the figures are projections, and may not be realized in 
the course of the fiscal years which are cited. The figures 
which are cited in that document are $800 million for FY-83 
and $780 million for FY-84. 


-- MORE -- 














Q The second figure? 


A $780M. Should these levels be realized, they 
would be fully consistent with the August 17 communique. As 
the communique says, the reductions will be gradual, and, 
although there may be occasional fluctations, the trend will 
be apparent over time. As the Secretary has said, we intend 
to keep our commitments. 


There are various tables which explain how figures 
for past years might be adjusted to bring them up to '83 
levels in terms of this year's dollars to make comparisons 
and so on, and that's in that same document. 


Q You're saying that the figures are consistent 
with the Taiwan communique -- with the communique of August 
17, and the People's Republic says they're inconsistent, and 
that's the way you're going to leave it at this point? 


A I can't speak for the Chinese. They have to 
speak for themselves on this issue. 


Q They have spoken for themselves. 


A Fine. I am saying to you that, yes, we view 
these as consistent with the August 17 communique. 


Q It sounds like from what you're saying is you 
have adjusted the previous sales figures for Taiwan by an 
inflation factor. 


A That's right. We haven't adjusted it, but 
there is provided in the Congressional Presentation Document 
a table which would give you an inflation index. 


Q Why, then, did not the commitments say we will 
supply less arms adjusted for inflation? 


A Don, as you know, we haven't tried to get as 
specific as that. As John Holdridge said before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee in August, we had no figures in 
mind of any dollar limit. We haven't gotten to that sort of 
specificity. 


Q You've gotten to it now, right? That is what you're 


telling us. 


A Not in terms of a limit. I'm not trying to 
set limits. I'm just trying to explain to you what is in the 
document to the extent that I can without your having it in 











front of you, and why it is not inconsistent with the August 
17 communique. : 

Q This August 17 communique is all about limits. 
You're now citing some figure, but you're saying they're not 
limits? 


A For example, let me give you one example, if I 
have a figure. I'm not sure I do. 


The 1979 level, for example, was $598 million 
which, if adjusted for inflation, would be $830 million in 
1983 dollars. But I'm not again -- no, I'm not trying to set 
a benchmark or a specific limit. 


Q What's the point of producing the figures 
then? 


A Just because it is assumed that there would be 
questions about how this fits-with previous ycars' sales. 


Q Alan, a minute ago you said you were trying to 
explain why these levels are consistent with the communique, 
and maybe I'm being obtuse, but I didn't hear anything you 
said that explains why they are. I heard you say that they 
are. Why are they consistent? 


A As I said before, as the communique says, the 
reductions will be gradual and, although there may be occa- 
sional fluctations, the trend will be apparent over time. 
I've just given you a figure for example, 1979, which 
adjusted into 1983 dollars is $830 million as compared with 
the projections. 


Again, I've got to stress they're projections of 
$800 million for FY-83 and 780 for FY-84. 


Q Would it be fair for us to conclude, if we 
were to write our stories and say that if the figures go up 
in FY-83, then it would be reasonable over time to see them 
go down more sharply than gradually so that the trend would 
become apparent? ‘ 


A I think I'll stick with the words that I've 
used. 


Q Alan, could you give us the constant dollar 
figures for the intervening years as well? 




















A FY-80, 630, and FY-81 was 330. But, again, I 
would point out that -- 


Q These are in '83 dollars? 
A '83 dollars. 
Q Do you have ‘82, Alan? 


A I don't have it here. I think that the sta- 
tistic was 600. I don't know what the adjusted figure would 
be on that. 


Q You were going to point out something about 
"Sl. 


A The earlier ficures -- we told the Chinese in 
December 1981, and we announced publicly in April 1982 that 
we contemplated no new decisions on arms sales for those next 
few months when our talks were underway. Therefore, during 
most of FY-82, U.S. sales to Taiwan were held at extremely 
low levels. 


Q Why is '81 so low? You just said it covers 
"82, it doesn't cover ‘'8l. 


A I can't tell you how far back the policy goes. 
Also, there are, as I said before, fluctations from time to 
time. This is not something that you can take in the 
abstract. You have to take the point that we're making that 
it is gradual, that it will be apparent over time, and I'm 
not able to be pinned down more than that because we have not 
defined it in more precise terms. 


Q My recollection of the principle involved in 
the agreement was that the United States would agree to keep 
the dollar level fairly constant, and the effect of inflation 
would be to diminish the actual supply of arms. 


Is that not the principle as explained to the 
Chinese? 


A I will leave you with what was said at the 
time, both on the record and on background. I'm not going to 
try to go back and open that up again. 


I'm going to have to move very quickly here I'm 
afraid. I'm sorry. 








Q The Washington Post mentoned today that 
President Mubarak said that he thinks that Jordan's King 
Hussein might soon announce his readiness to join the peace 
talks, and that Egypt shares the United States' view con- 
cerning Jordan -- must joint the talks. 





Did you have a partial comment about that? 


A Not except in general that, obviusly, we con- 
tinue to hope that King Hussein will decide to participate in 
direct peace negotiations. 


Q Do you have anything on some report about 75 
U.S. Army trainers arriving in Beirut? 


A No. 


Q During the last few days we had a no con- 
ment on questions relating to the statement made by the 
Soviet Ambassador in Beirut, talking about intervention from 
the Soviets in case of renewed hostilities. 


At the same time, Ambassador Kirkpatrick on Israel 
Radio was very much outspoken about this question. 


Do you endorse the same things she said? 


A I don't know what she said. I can't comment 
on it. 


Q There was a report in a column over the 
weekend that quoted Israeli officials as saying that the pro- 
posals put forward by the United States when Shamir was here 
were unsatisfactory. It was in Tony Lewis' column. 


Can you tell us if that's true? 
A I think that really all I could say about 


that, we have not commented in detail. I believe that 
Israeli officials, whether on background or on the record -- 


I'm not sure -- are being quoted by the press as saying that the 


discussions here and various ideas presented are the basis 
for continuing discussion. 


We certainly think that the discussions are con- 
tinuing to move forward, and I think I'd have to leave it at 
that. 
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Q Do you have any information about new develop- 
ments regarding the question of sharing the information of 
the war in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything here to offer you. I 
don't know whether the Pentagon does or doesn't. 


Q Also, Alan, does the United States have any 
statement on the monetary situation in the Common Market 
today? 


A No. We're glad that they were able to work 
Out an arrangement that was satisfactory to them. 


Q Do you have anything on expulsion of the 
priest from Chile? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the renewed visit by 
special branch police to Allister Sparks in South Africa? 


A No. Didn't know about that. 


Q Could you look into that last question, 
please? 


A I think we've expressed ourselves on this sub- 
ject before. 


Q No. Because the visit is the second time, and 
Secretary Crocker in between the two incidents met with 
General Coetsee who's in charge of that branch. 


A I'll look into it. 


Q Anything new on the question of the Marines in 
Beirut? Any new discussions with Israel? Any new 
arrangements? 


A No. I think I'd go back to what we said 
before, which is that, obviously, the incidents that have 
occurred have been of concern. We've raised them at high 
levels with the Israelis who have also expressed concern 
about them and have told us that they are taking effective 
steps from their point of view to bring them to a halt. So lI 
think that that is moving forward. 


Q John said that in the contacts with Israel -- 
he said it on Friday, I think -- you are going to look into 
all kinds of possibilities. 
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Is there anything new on the question of "directly" 
as between Israel and the Marines? 


A Again, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Do you know whether Colonel Mead in the inter- 
view he gave the AP had to obtain advance clearance to give 
that interview? 


A You'd have to check with the Pentagon, Bernie. 


Q Two follow-ups on the Marines. Did the 
President make another commitment to increase the Marine 
force? Salem said that he did, but is that anything new? 


A I can't speak here. You'd have to check with 
the White House on anything the President might have said, 
but I think the President's position in this has been articu- 
lated publicly in the past. I don't think that's changed, to 
my knowledge. 


Q And on my colleague's question about 
Kirkpatrick's statement, you didn't answer the question, 
though. Do you have any new guidance or anything new to say 
on the Soviet threat regarding Lebanon, regardless of what 
Mrs. Kirkpatrick -- 


A I have nothing to say beyond what John said or 
was put out. I'm not aware of the details of it, but there's 
nothing new today. 


I'm afraid I'm going to have to break it off. I'm 
sorry. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few announce- 
ments. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: 


-- Statement by Secretary of State George P. Shultz 
before the Senate Appropriations Committee on El Salvador. 


-- Statement by Assistant Secretary for African 
Affairs Chester Crocker before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Africa. The subject is foreign 
assistance. 


-- Statement by Deputy Assistant Secretary for East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs Daniel O'Donohue before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs. The subject is Americans missing in 
Southeast Asia. 





-- Statement by Assistant Secretary for Inter- 
American Affairs Thomas Enders before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International Operations. 
The subject is radio broadcasting to Cuba; that is, Radio 
Marti. 


A reminder that there will not be a press briefing 
tomorrow due to the Secretary's appearance before the House 
Appropriations Committee on the State Department appropriations 
bill. 

What time is that? 


The testimony? 


o FF 


Yes. 


A Ten o'clock. I'd ask you to make sure there is 
no change on the Hill, on their scheduling, too. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Speaking of Congress, Alan, maybe you can clear 
up some confusion. Does the State Department object to Congress 
releasing the text of the so-called Rowny memo? 














A I don't have anything for you on that sub- 
ject. I think we're all aware of an expressed interest by 
Senator Percy in that subject. I've seen reports on that, but 
I don't have anything to give you on that here. 


0 Do you have anything on Senator Inouye indi- 
cating that the Administration might settle for less than the 
$60 million on the reprogramming aid for El Salvador? 


A I think the Secretary testified at considerable 
length this morning on El Salvador, and I really don't have 
anything to add. I think the clear answer to that question is 
that the Administration put forward its request, wants 
what it requested, and has justified it. The Secretary 
addressed it at great length, and I'm not going to go beyond 
what he said. 


Q So it's that you stand with the $60 million 
request? 


A We stand with what the Administration has put 
forward. The Secretary has addressed this question. I didn't 
listen to everything he said, and I really would refer you to 
his remarks. 


What's your problem? 


Q He was asked whether the $24 million that might 
be provided under Inouye would be adequate to their purpose, 
and he said it would relieve the necessity for out-of-country 
training, or in-country training. 


A I had heard part of the exchange. I'm 
going to leave that subject alone. The Secretary addressed 
it. I don't know precisely what he said, and I think his words 
are somewhat more authoritative than mine. 


Q Do you have anything on the taken questions on 
Monge's offer of mediation? 


A There are a number of taken question responses 
that are either posted or going to be posted, including that 
one. 


0 Today? 

A Yes. 

Q Alan, can you fill in on what the Secretary 
is doing today after his hearing on the Hill on El Salvador? 
Is he also meeting Hill committees, privately or whatever, on 
El Salvador? 








A I don't recall what his schedule is today. 


Q Do you have anything on Nicaragua, Alan, on the 
reports of fighting -- invasions and so forth? 


A In terms of invasion and a status report, no, I 
don't have anything beyond what I said yesterday, which is 
that we have seen reports. 


0] In other terms? 
A It depends on what you're interested in. 


QO Accusations. “Other terms" can be accusations 
of support, U.S. support. 


A All right. While it is the longstanding prac- 
tice of this and previous Administrations not to address 
questions of that sort, we have made it equally clear that we 
do not support any return to a Somocista government in 
Nicaragua. 


It is a fact that over preceeding months, there has 
been rising opposition to the Government of Nicaragua, 
including within Nicaragua itself. Nicaraguan opposition to 
the GRN ranges from disillusioned popular sectors to ethnic 
groups such as the Miskito Indians, former national guardsmen, 
former Sandinistas themselves such as Eden Pastora, as well as 
other anti-Somocista groups. Members of these groups, repre- 
sented by Eden Pastora and leaders of the FDN (the Democratic 
Nicaraguan Front) have recently been taking their case against 
the Sandinistas to Western Europe and hemispheric capitals. 
The opposition in Nicaragua is diverse, nationalist, and inde- 
pendent. 


Twice over the past two years, we have addressed 
concerns between our two countries bilaterally. In October 
of last year, along with the democratic countries of the 
region, we addressed the regional concerns in San Jose, Costa 
Rica. The San Jose Final Act, in fact, addressed many of the 
very concerns the Sandinistas have raised, including the pre- 
sence of foreign advisers or trainers in the region, arms 
flows, and non-intervention. 


e) Could we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


0] Can you answer the question that was raised, 


please? 








A I said that in terms of charges of that sort, 
it has been the longstanding practice of this and other Admin- 
istrations, previous administrations, not to address those 
questions. That's hardly a new or surprising position to you. 


Q O.K. So there's no change in that. You're 
just offering additional information in your longer statement? 


A There is no change in our position on that. 


Q Can we go back to square one a minute? I 
didn't quite hear the question. 


A The charge, as I understood the question, was 
there U.S. support for insurgents, or whatever you want to 
call them, anti-Sandinistas in Nicaragua whom the Nicaraguan 
Government has talked about in recent days as launching 
attacks. In response to the question about U.S. support, I 
said what I said, and went on to our policy -- 


Q May I, just for clarification purposes. When 
you say it's been a longstanding practice not to address such 
charges, do you mean in reference to Nicaragua or charges in 
general that -- 


A The charges would logically have to address a 
question of whether there would be covert support, which would 
get us into the area of intelligence activities; and by defi- 
nition, without leading you one way or another on the issue, 
we don't address any intelligence or alleged intelligence 
activities. 


0 I have over the years sat here and heard Spokes- 
men ringingly deny, on many occasion, charges by various 
countries that the United States was involved in some kind of 
activities against them. I mean, this is all on the record, 
so I just don't understand how you support your statement that 
this is a longstanding practice. 


A You haven't been listening to a lot of our 
briefings then. 


re) I mean on intelligence questions. 


A I understand. 


e) In your statement, you mentioned, if I got it 
correctly, that you do not support the return of any Somocista 
government in Nicaragua. And you also said that the opposi- 
tion is diverse, so that means that there are also non- 
Somocista elements in the opposition. 








A Including anti-Somocista elements. 


Q Do we imply from that, since you only specify 
the Somoza groups, or the pro-Somoza groups, that you do support 
the other ones who do not want the return of Somocism to 
Nicaragua? 


A No. I think you just have to take the state- 
ment as given, and you can draw whatever conclusions you want 
from it. 


Q I'll try one more thing. Would it be possible 
for you to, in addition to listing the Somoza supporters, whom 
the United States does not support, could you list the other 
elements whom the United States does not support? 


A I think I'll stick with the statement that I've 
just given you. 


0 Actually, are there elements -- 
A I'm going to stick with the statement. 


Q The Nicaraguans have called for an emergency 
meeting of the U.N. Security Council. What is the 
Administration's position on that? 


A I don't have a position to offer you on that. 
We have to wait and see what happens. 


0 Have we been in contact with the Honduran 
Government? 


A About -<-? 


fe) Well, Nicaragua said today that what they 
feared was not the success of the guerrillas, but the possibility 
of war with Honduras. 


A On the question of the war with Honduras, we 
really have not seen anything beyond the press reports. 
But implicit in at least some of those reports was 
a threat, and such threats are not helpful to the situation. 
Official public statements from Managua recently have made no 
mention of any internal dissent, and have attributed the 
current anti-Sandinista armed dissent in that country solely 
to alleged Honduran- or U.S.-supported-and-supplied forces 
from outside Nicaragua. 


These allegations have overshadowed a February 18 
invitation (made public in the OAS February 22 in a letter to 
the President of the Permanent Council of the OAS, Dr. Raul A. 











Quijano) in which Honduran Foreign Minister, Edgardo Paz 
Barnica, invited Nicaraguan Foreign Minister, Miguel D'Escoto 
to “visit in my company, the border zone between our two 
countries, in order that you may ascertain that there are no 
grounds for the slanted campaign that the illustrious 
Nicaraguan Government has raised at international level, 
intending to put in doubt the absolute neutrality of Honduras 
in the internal conflict that is taking place in your 
country." 


The Honduran Foreign Ministry announced that 
Nicaragua, on February 23, declined that invitation. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement also? 
A Yes. 


Q Is it, thus, our view that, in fact, these 
guerrillas or the disturbances that are going on have not, in 
fact, come from Honduras? 


A I'm not going to offer a view. I can't confirm 
what's going on in any case, so I can't -- 


| Q Have you asked your embassies in either of 
these two countries? 


A Asked them what? 
Q What's going on? 


A I don't know. I don't know what has gone back 
and forth. 


Why do we have embassies there, then? 


A Embassies do a lot of things. 


-- MORE -- 
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re) Are you leaving us with the impression that 
you have no information about what's going on in Nicaragua 
except for what you read on the wire service? 


A Net necessarily, aside from reading the 
wires. I don't «..."" confirmation of the kind of reports 
that are appear: a the press. I can't give you anything. 


Frankly, if we h.: wore specifics, I'm not sure it would be 
from the kind cz information that I could share with you. 
That's where we are in any case. 


0 Some of the earlier reports of this began 
with a purported large influx of refugees into Costa 
Rica last week. First, is that continuing? Second, has 
anything been done to find out from them what they were 
running away from and why? Have we been getting any further 
information on this from the Costa Rican Government? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Do you have confidence that the Honduran 
armed forces are protecting its border from the possibility 
of incursions from Honduras into Nicaragua? 


A I don't think that's a question for us to 
issue a judgment on. I think that's a question you might 
ask of the Honduran Government. 


0 It's a question of whether the United States 
has the confidence that the Hondurans are protecting the 
border. 


A The Honduran Government, and the statement 
among others I just quoted you, have offered to have that 
border inspected, and so and so forth. I have no reason to 
throw: into the question anything with regard to that. I am 
not speaking here for the Honduran Government, and you 
should ask them your question. 


0 Is this the same border over which alleged 
arms supply flow from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 


A There have been a variety of routes over 
which arms supply flow. 


e) Does the United States keep track of the 
alleged arms supply that goes from Nicaragua to El Salvador 
over that territory? 


A I am not going to get specific about what we 
do in terms of trying to keep track of the arms flow, but we 
certainly try to keep track of the arms flow to the extent 
that we can. 





QO But allegations have been made to that 
effect on the record, have they not? 


A I'm not totally familiar with the record. 
If you say yes, I'll accept your testimony. 


Q Accepting that argument, why is it that the 
United States then would not keep track of any flow in the 
opposite direction? 


A You get into the question of doing different 
things, and you don't always do it the same way. And besides 
which, as I understand what the Sandinistas are saying, 
they're talking about things that are happening well inside 
Nicaragua. 


Q When you used the word “threat" before, were 
you suggesting what -- a Nicaraguan invasion? 


A There was a suggestion in some of the 
reports that Nicaraguan officials were talking about a 
threat of war with Honduras. That is what I'm responding 
to. 


Q Still on this subject. Maybe I'm obtuse, 
but I seem to detect a very elliptical kind of formation of 
words in the way you keep answering all of these things. Is 
this intended to steer us in a certain direction? 


A No. It's to answer you to the extent that 
we can respond based on the information that we have, on 
the policy, and on the sources of information. 


6) Let me just get this straight. So the 
sources of information are based on press reports and offi- 
cial communiques by governments in the area, and not on 
anything else? 


A Sources of information about what? 
Q That you cited here for your remarks. 
A Whatever I indicated was from press and from 


public statements through the press was based on those 
sources. 


Q Is it fair to say that the State Department 
has other sources of information with respect to this? 


A Yes. With respect to this? I have not seen 
any Official reporting on the statements, for example, that 
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Nicaraguan officials are reported in the press to have made. 

That isn't to say there isn't official reporting. As a 
response was made -- after all, the wire services are just 
as fast as any embassy reporting would be, and they've come 

Beyese with specific reporting on statements that may have 
een made. 


8) We've gotten the story for at least 24 
hours. 


Q On the Middle East, there are reports today 
that there are 7-15 new settlements being planned, 
and some have already begun on the West Bank. Do you have any 
comments on those? 


A We, again, are aware of the radio report on 
that. Our position on the question of settlements activity 
is clear, long standing. We believe they're unhelpful to 
the peace process. 


As the President said in his September 1 speech, 
"the immediate adoption of a settlement freeze by Israel, more 
than any other action, could create confidence needed for 
wider participation in negotiations aimed at achieving a 
just and lasting Middle East peace." 


@] Does the timing of these statements, Alan -- 
A Does the what? 
Q The timing. Everybody is trying to see what 


King Hussein has to say, or wants to say about entering the 
talks, and suddenly Israel announces more settlements. 
Do you read anymore into it? 


A I don't think I can really get to the 
question of motivation. I would observe that there have 
been various statements about settlements over a period of 
time. But you would have to ask the Israelis the purposes 
of a particular announcement might have been. 


Q Do you have anything on the Israeli turning 
over of information to the United States? 


A Not really beyond what was said, I think, at 
the Pentagon on this subject. We welcome the announcement 
by the Government of Israel to proceed with the sharing of 
information on the lessons learned from the Lebanon conflict 
on the basis of previous exchange agreements. And I might 
Say we appreciate the efforts of the Israeli Government in 
this matter. 
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0 Can you tell us something about the nego- 
tiations there? After Foreign Minister Shamir returned, 
what signs or hints are you getting from the Israeli 
Government? 


A I don't think I can get into details of how 
the arrangement was worked out, but I believe that Defense 
Minister Arens had a press conference and announced what he 
announced. 


6) Do you have anything to say at this point on 
the case of Osborne's ejection from the USSR, or any reta- 
liation? 


A No, I have nothing new for you on it. 

0 Have you got any response to the election of 
the new Israeli President? 

A No, I don't at this point have any response 
to that. 

0 Any new information regarding the question 
of the liaison between the Marines and the IDF? 

A About arrangements between -- 

@) Arrangements -- 

A No, I have nothing new on the question of 


arrangements between Marines and IDF. I don't know if it 
was addressed at the Pentagon today or not. In any case, I 
don't have anything on that subject. 


0 Any response to Helms‘ letter been prepared 
yet? 


A I don't have anything new beyond what we've 
-- I mean, we've posted on that yesterday and I have nothing 
new on that. 


0 Do you have anything on the U.S. position on 
China and the Asian Development Bank? 


A Yes. I think that some of you are aware of 
the position on this. 


It is obviously a complex question which is being 
addressed by the Bank. 
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Let me comment on the general context. The United 
States recognizes the People's Republic of China as the sole 
legal government of China and as the representative of China 
in international organizations. The PRC qualifies for men- 
bership in the ADB. The U.S. has also reiterated, in the 
August 17, 1982 Joint Communique with China, that it does 
not support a two-Chinas or a one-China/one-Taiwan policy. 
Our approach to this issue will be consistent with the 
foregoing positions. 


At the same time, we understand the views Congress 
has stated regarding Taiwan, in particular the expression of 
Congressional intent contained in the 1980 ADB 
Appropriations Act and support the basic thrust of 
Congressional sentiment. 


The people of Taiwan play an important economic 
role in the region and this constructive role should con- 
tinue to be recognized. How this issue will be resolved is 
not clear, but we have made it clear that the expulsion of 
Taiwan would have serious implications for continued U.S. 
participation and funding for the Asian Development Bank. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 


A You can get a copy. It may take a few 
minutes afterwards. 


0 Is there any precedent for any member of the 
Asian Development Bank being expelled? 


A I don't know the answer to the question. 
I'm not aware of any, but I don't know, and I think you 
would have to -- 

Q Do you have anything on the executions in Guatemala? 

A There have been some guidance. Did you not 
get guidance? It's been around for a couple days on this, 
on executions in Guatemala. Maybe it was yesterday; maybe 
the guidance was available yesterday. 

Q I called but they didn't have anything. 
You probably called too early. 
Before it happened; right? 


You want an answer? 


o0o Fr Oo YF 


Yes, please. 
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A You withdraw the last comment? 
Q I will. 
A I knew you did. (Laughter) I don't have a 


lot for you. We understand there's five persons, including 
two members of the security forces were executed Monday 
morning in Guatemala for crimes including murder and rape. 


Q Is Chapin still here? 

A No. Ambassador Chapin is back in Guatemala. 

Q So everything's fine? 

A Ambassador Chapin is back in Guatamala. 
(Laughter) 

Q There's one other point, back on the 


Nicaraguan/Honduran business. No where in your statement do 
you suggest that this is a really serious situation. The 
reports, if you believe the press reports, talk about 
thousands of troops and hundreds of casualties. 


Does the Administration view this as a serious 
fighting situation? 


A Again, I don't have specifics on this 
fighting situation. I don't know how I can give you an eval- 
uation of something that I can't give you specifics on. 


0] Just going on the press reports, wouldn't it 
indicate that -- 


A I prefer not to make judgments on the basis 
of the press reports. 


Q This Administration has expressed long- 
standing concern about international drug trafficking. 
However, on Friday you posted a response to a question I asked 
about the case of Saddac Tabatabai who's an individual who's 
extended diplomatic immunity by the Iranian Government to 
carry out international opium smuggling. Your response to 
that was simply that the United States did not seek 
Tabatabai's release but you had no other -- 


A That was your question. 
Q I believe my question was a little bit 


broader than that, if you go back and look at what I 
actually asked as opposed to the version that was posted. 
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My question now is, do you have any other comment 
on the case? Are you satisfied with this kind of diplomatic 
activity? | 


A I'm not going to try and make judgments of 
that sort, but I think your question was narrow. 


(The press briefing concluded at 3:25 P.M. 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. I hope 
everybody is fit and well, and nobody is suffering from 
cicadian dysrhythmia. (Laughter) 


¢ ] Is that what you had once? 


A I find that cicadian dysrhythmia is the 
medical name for jet lag. I learned this from the latest 
issue of Signature magazine. This magazine has a piece 
entitled, aveling Super-class: A winged correspondent 
who journeys with Secretaries of State finds the high 
Giplomatic life is flying in a class by itself." 


I don’t want to embarrass the writer by -- 
0 Oh, yes, do. 


A No, I wouldn't dream of doing that. I just 
point out that in a photo display of various correspondents 
who travel with the Secretary, there is a picture of B. Kalb 
with Secretary Shultz, a picture of B. Kalb with Secretary 
Haig (laughter), a picture of B. Kalb with Secretary 
Kissinger, (laughter) and a picture of B. Kalb with Bob Pierpoint. 
I don't quite know what that is. (laughter) 


e) I guess Marvin wrote it. (Laughter) 


A Anyway, the paragraph I liked best was, “The 
very presence of honest-to-goodness news is an elixir. The 
back of the plane turns into a clattering newsroom, with 
reporters setting their portable typewriters on food trays 
and pecking away so that cn landing, the story can be quickly 
filed, and the pursuit of the Secretary can continue without 
delay. By contrast, the absence of news turns the back of 
the plane into a den of caged correspondents (laughter) suf- 
fering from acute journalistic undernourishment." (Laughter) 





0 It reminds me of the briefings. (Laughter) 


A I will adopt the traditional posture from this 
podium of not offering any comment on that kind of article. 
I would point out, I'd like to flatly deny that there is any 
cage at the back of the plane in which the correspondents are 
confined. They may be gagged and tied from time to time, but 
there is no cage. 














Q How about news? (Laughter) 


Q Is that a prelude to saying that you've got 
nothing to tell us today? (Laughter) 


A I think that's fine. See you tomorrow. 
(Laughter) 


I have no statements other than that to entertain 
you with. 


Q Filing break? 
(Laughter) 


A I'll be happy to attempt to answer your 
questions. 


Q John, has there been any contact with the 
Soviets on the President's speech last night, as well as 
anything from the Soviets indicating any change since Mr. 
Gromyko is now First Deputy Prime Minister? 


A Nothing on the reports on Mr. Gromyko. I 
think the Soviets were informed of the President's speech and 
the content. I don't know what official response there may 
have been. We've seen some unofficial response today. 


Q Has there been any informal discussions with 
the Soviets about a Shultz-Gromyko meeting sometime this 
Spring? 


A Not to my knowledge. I mean I don't want to 


Q The President mentioned the possibility in an 
interview last week. 


A Yes. That's always a possibility, but there 
is nothing in the works, to my knowledge. 


Q When does he go to Mexico, incidentally? 


A We will confirm the story in The New York 
Times this morning saying the Secretary has been talking 
about a visit to Mexico. I'll be glad to chat with you about 
it a bit afterwards. We expect to have a dual government 
announcement on that in the next day or two. 





Q What is the time frame, roughly? 











A Why don't we chat about it afterwards? 


Q Is this normal consultation, or is it for a 
specific purpose? 


A It is something that the Secretary has wanted 
to do for a considerable time, and the question has been 
getting his schedule and the appropriate officials in 
Mexico, getting their schedules to coincide. If your 
question is, is it a sudden, swift -- No, it is not; it is 
something that has been in the works. 


0] What I meant was, there had been a mechanism 
set up for an annual or semi-annual consultations. Is this 
part of it, or is he going down for a purpose that goes 
beyond normal consultations? 


A I'm not sure. I know that in the case of 
Canada and in the case of Japan, he set up a scenario in 
which he will have four meetings a year with the Foreign 
Ministers of each of those countries. I think Mr. MacEachen 
will shortly be in Washington to conduct another one of 
those, as far as the Canadians are concerned. 


I don't know that four-meeting-a-year formula has 
been set in the case of Mexico yet. It might well be. 


0 But there has been a joint -- it goes back 
several years -- exchange of visits each year. 


A Yes. I'm not sure. Obviously -- 
Q They come up here once and we go -- 


A I'm not sure whether this one is within that 
framework or not. 


Q Do you have anything on the Middle East 
situation about this Lebanese talk of a deadline for -- 


A No. I've seen the report, Bernie. We're just 
continuing with the kind of deliberations we've been 
involved in. Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper are in 
Israel today. The tripartite talks are going forward, and so 
far as we know, will continue on schedule. It is along those 
tracks that our negotiations will continue. 


@] Do you know anything besides the press reports 
on this reported deadline set by the Lebanese? 














A I wouldn't go into any diplomatic interchange 
that we've had, so let me just say we've seen the press 
reports. 


Q Do you think that setting such a deadline is 
helpful for the negotiations? 


A We've seen the press reports on the deadline. 
Don't have any comment. We're going to pursue it in the 
kinds of channels that we have. 


0 Is there a deadline? 


A Not in our sense of the word, Bernie. Our 
position has been that we want the speediest possible 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


6) Anything about new accusations coming out from 
the Israeli side regarding the Marines in Lebanon? 


A No. No. I think that discussions on that 
problem of incidents have been going on, are going on, and 
moving along well. I'm not aware of any new incident. 


Is that a “shot in the dark," or have you got 
something specific? 


@) Today, I mean, there are new accusations that 
the Palestinians are working from within the lines of the 
Marines in Beirut. 


A I haven't seen that. No, I haven't seen that one. 


Q John, do you have anything on the latest 
round of fighting in Nicaragua? 


A No, I really don't. It's difficult to make an 
appraisal. I think as we read in the press reports this 
morning, the Nicaraguan Government is barring correspondents 
from the area of the fighting, so it's kind of difficult to 
get a fix on what's going on. 


Q Do you have any fresh guidance today on that 
subject which we might elicit if we ask the right questions? 


A On Nicaragua? 


0 Yes. 


A No. You've got everything I've got on 
Nicaragua. 








re) Are you standing on the guidance that was 
issued last summer about the difficulty the Honduran Army has 
in patrolling the border area between Nicaragua and Honduras 
against anti-Sandinista guerrillas? 


A I'm not familiar with that guidance, Jin. 
I'll have to go back and take a look at it. 


Q Could you? 
A Sure. 


0 Where do we stand on the reprogramming request 
for El Salvador? The Long Committee is going to come back 
after Easter on this. 


A Yes. We are pleased by the endorsement of the 
House and Senate Appropriations Committees of the full amount 
of our economic assistance and by the Senate endorsement of 
the full $60 million in military assistance for El Salvador. 
We believe that these actions demonstrate a bipartisan con- 
sensus that the route to peace in Central America is through 
democracy and reforms behind a shield of military security. 


As you know, the House Appropriations Subcommittee 
has delayed a vote on the military assistance portion of the 
package until after the Congressional recess. We look for- 
ward to continuing our work with the Committee at that time. 


QO So you will not move ahead on any further 
action until the Long Committee acts? 


‘e) Do you have any problems, John, with the con- 
ditions that the Senate Subcommittee set? 


A The Senate attached four conditions. The 
first asks that we reaffirm the position we had expressed in 
1981 on the subject of trainers; that is, we could maintain 
them to roughly 55, and would consult in advance with the 
Congress if we intended to go significantly over that number. 


The President nas made clear that we will determine 
our need for trainers on the basis of the funds available for 
training out of El Salvador. We can do the training out-of- 
country if we have the resources. The Senate has approved 
the full amount of the funds requested in the reprogramming, 
and as I said, we are hopeful that this spirit of bipartisan 
cooperation can be maintained in the consideration of the 
supplemental. 











We are in full agreement with the second and third 
conditions relating to judicial reform. On the fourth con- 
dition, the President has made clear our position. We favor 
negotiations between the parties on elections. Either side 
may, Of course, raise whatever issues they may want to bring 
forward, but we do not believe the Salvadorans would be pre- 
pared to engage in negotiations on power-sharing. We cer- 
tainly would not advise them to take this course, and indeed, 
we found substantial Congressional opposition to this. 


Q Can we get a copy of those statements? 
A Sure. 


QO Could I follow up on those statements? They 
want an agreement in writing by the Administration to a 
ceiling of 55 military advisers, in their first condition; 
and in fact, on all their conditions, they require an 
agreement in writing. 


Is the Administration prepared to provide such an 
agreement in writing? 


A I don't know what the status is of the 
exchange of letters, but I assume the Secretary would respond 
to the Kasten Committee's -- 


8) Will your reply be made public? 
A I don't know. 


e) John, following that up, you say that they ask 
that you reaffirm the 55 on the trainers, and consult if the 
numbers go significantly higher. This is not my understanding 
of the language which they approved, and I don't think it is 
the understanding of Senator Kasten and the members of the 
committee. They said they want a commitment that you're not 
going beyond the 55, not consultations. 


A I guess we're going back to the basic commit- 
ment made by Secretary Stoessel. We can get that language 
out for you. But I think we'll have to wait and see the 
language of the Kasten letter and see how we respond to it. 


Q Another question: There is the possibility, 
since the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and as you 
know, the House Appropriations Subcommittee theoretically 
could vote. In the event of a different outcome, does the 
Department have a position on which committees' action would 
be operative or binding, in the sense that Senator Kasten, I 
know, said that he believes that which would be the most 
restrictive would be the one that would be operative. Does 
the Department have a position on that? 

















A No. I think we're faced by pending decisions 
by three committees, and I think we'll have to wait until we 
see the outcome of all of that consultation and negotiation. 
Our position is very clear: we've asked for what we think 
is needed. We certainly hope that our arguments have been 
persuasive and we will get all of what we've asked for. 


Q John, on point number four, does that represent 
any shift in your position, when we talk about either side may 
raise any issue it choses? 


A No. That is something that -- 


Q And if the other side raises power-sharing, how 
do you handle that? 


A I assume the Salvadorans would have a response 
on that. You can't talk about something unless both sides 
agree to talk about it. 


Q But heretofore, there were negotiations without 
power-sharing to look over the electoral process on how to 
vote, et cetera. This leaves open the possibility that the 
other side, if they chose to come in, could, in fact, put 
power-sharing on the table. 


My understanding was that up until now, that was not 
possible. 


A As we've said, we're not counseling the 
Salvadorans; we're not advising them so to do. But your 
question is a theoretical one: In a negotiation, could one 
side raise an issue the other side did not want to discuss? 
Yes, I guess that is theoretically possible; but it is also 
sort of logical that if both sides did not want to discuss it, 
you could not have a very meaningful discussion on that. 


Q But would you be willing, as this calls for, to 
ike a commitment to do everything possible within a multi- 
ational framework to bring about such negotiations without -- 


A Negotiations on elections? 

Q On elections, or as the language is, “or other 
subjects?" I mean it calls on you to do everything you can in 
concert with other countries -- 


A -- on other than power-sharing. Other than 
power-sharing. That's where -- 











Q But this says "anything," I mean, which -- 


A Then, we'd have to look at that language and 
get a little clarification. 


Q I take it, you have not read the letter itself? 


A No. 


'@) Is it possible, just to make a request, that 
you do issue a reply publicly to the letter so that we might 
see it, because that's the critical point that I'm raising. 


A Sure. All I'm saying is I don't know how a 
response will come, under what kind of circumstances, and who 
should release it. When you're back and forth with correspon- 
dence with Congress, matters of manners, and taste and so on 
about who releases that correspondence, but I would certainly 
be glad to look at it. 


Q So I understand your answer to Mike's question, 
you will not go ahead with shipping the reprogrammed aid, in 
any case, until the House Foreign Operations Committee gets a 
chance to meet after the Easter recess, is that correct? 

A With shipping, reprogramming? 

Q Well, with providing the money. 


A No, of course not. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Is the Administration waiving the 15-day 
reprogramming notice rule? 

A You've got me on a technical question. I'll 
have to pursue that other than here. 

Q Could I ask some questions about the Adelman 
situation? 

A Sure. 

Q Mr. Adelman, in one of his memos, makes 


reference to a meeting that he had with the Secretary of State 
and Mr. Dam about discussing personnel matters. 


Since that seems to be a question at issue before 
the committee, have you talked to the Secretary about what 
that discussion involved? 


A I know that in one of the early meetings that 
the Secretary had with Mr. Adelman, there was a reference to 
personnel matters, but a reference within the framework of not 
proceeding on them and not in detail. 


Q What I don't understand is, Mr. Adelman 
seemed to come away from that meeting and sent a follow-up 
memo saying that he would later present a package, a per- 
sonnel package; he and Robin and Kenneth Dam. 


A I don't want to get into Presidential nomi- 
nations, but in terms of the facts, as I understand then, 
what Mr. Adelman was doing was putting himself at arms 
length from personnel matters and not making decisions. 


As you all know, when anybody gets nominated to a 
high office in this town, there follows rather speedily an 
extraordinary amount of advice, suggestions, including 
suggestions from certain friends and certain experts, that 
qualified people be appointed to positions under that 
individual's control, and I'm sure that happened in 
Adelman's case. 


As we understand it, what he did was say, “Okay, 
I'm going to put that aside, I'm not going to get into that 
until after my confirmation." 


His memo suggests just the opposite. I 
think you could interpret them as suggesting just the oppo- 
site. But is the Secretary confortable with the testimony 
that Mr. Adelman gave to the Foreign Relations Committee? 
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A Yes. 


re) He doesn't find it at variance with anything 
in the memos? 


A No, he does not. He does not feel, if 
you're talking about the specific question of personnel mat- 
ters, he does not feel that Mr. Adelman got into or had 
detailed discussions with him on personnel matters. 


0 He is still satisfied with the answer that 
Mr. Rowny gave, that the paper that he passed onto Mr. 
Adelman did not represent his views? 


A Ambassador Rowny has disavowed those are his 
views. 


0 Did the Secretary or anyone ask Ambassador 
Rowny why he would pass onto Mr. Adelman the paper that 
didn't represent his views? 


A I don't know whether the Secretary has 
talked with Ambassador Rowny. I just don't know the answer 
to that question. 


) Anybody ascertain who specifically prepared 
that paper for Mr. Rowny? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

0 Why was the memo passed on by Adelman with 
the words, "These are Rowny's own views?" 

A I don't know; I can't answer that. 

¢) Are there any personnel changes being con- 
templated at this moment in the START or INF delegations? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q My understanding is that Ken Dam had fairly 


lengthy discussions over the weekend with some people in 
Geneva about making some changes. 


A I don't know. He certainly has been in 
Geneva. It's part of his European travels, but I'm not 
aware of those changes. 


) Are you aware of a report that the 
Administration is considering appointing Mr. Nitze as the 
Director of both the INF and the START negotiations? 
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A No. Report where? 

Q Can you take that? 

A No. It's a report where? 

Q It's a report in some papers. 

A Which papers? 

QO In our papers. (Laughter) 

A Now, I'm aware of that report. No, don't 


have anything for you on that. 


Q I'm told that the Secretary has been given 
that advice or counsel by some close advisors and is con- 
sidering that? 


A You're ahead of me. I don't know anything 
about it. 

0 Can you take the question? 

A Okay. We'll take a look at it. 

Q John, you say Shultz feels that Adelman -- 


does not feel that Adelman got into or had detailed 
discussions with him. Which is it? Did they get into it, 
Or were the discussions not detailed? 


A Of course, there was discussion, and I think 
that the discussion was in the broader sense in that 
detailed personnel matters, even moderately, detailed person- 
nel matters, would not be discussed until after Mr. Adelman's 
confirmation. 


Q So there were discussions on personnel? 


A I think that always when a new appointee 
assumes office, as I say, he is getting a lot of suggestions 
and certainly may have ideas about how he plans to run what- 
ever agency he is scheduled to head. But I think, in the 
sense that there was a discussion of personnel, it was 
agreed that this was a very preliminary stage, and there was 
no need to go further into this. 


Q And there is no discussion about people 
replacing other people? 


A No. 
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0 Or being let go? 

A No. 

e) Just a review of personnel -- 

A Not in the discussions between Mr. Adelman 


and the Secretary. 


e) John, isn't the issue the narrow one of his 
having had these discussions about rather large-scale 
changes in personnel prior to his -- a few days before he 
told the Senate Committee that he was planning no such 
changes? 


A I guess I'm doing what I said I wouldn't do, 
which is to get into the details of a Presidential nomina- 
tion. But I think, insofar as the Secrtary's discussion is 
concerned, what you're talking about is either a broad 
reference to the possibility of personnel changes in the 
future, or maybe not of personnel changes in the future, and 
a kind of detailed discussion. 


I assume that anyone in this room who becomes a 
bureau chief or an editor has certain ideas about how he 
might run that bureau or that newspaper, and just con- 
ceivably could have a few ideas about personnel changes that 
he might make. 


0 So they did discuss that -- personnel 
changes? 


A What they discussed was the postponement of 
that discussion. What they agreed was that there was 
no point in discussing the personnel question. 


0 They discussed the postponement of personnel 
changes, is that correct? 


A Let me try to put in the most accurate context 
that I can, not being there. I would say that the question of 
personnel changes was raised briefly, and that the Secretary 
and Mr. Adelman agreed that there was really no point in 
discussing them at this stage. If that's discussing personnel 
matters, so be it. I guess I would say that that is agreeing 
not to discuss personnel matters in detail, simply because it 
did not appear to be sensible or pragmatic at that stage. 


0 Did the Secretary know about his plan to 
have his friend, Mr. West, undertake this study? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 








Q Did it appear odd to him, when he found out 


about it, that -- 

A No, it did not appear odd. 

Q -- from the Interior Department to take on 
this? 

A No, I think it appears proper that Mr. 
Adelman was trying to put this personnel question at arms 
length. 

Q If they decided at the meeting with the 


Secrtary not to discuss personnel changes, what was the 
point of Adelman, in the memo, saying that he had discussed 
a package of personnel changes which would be implemented 
after he became ACDA Director at the meeting with the 
Secretary? In other words, why didn't he say, we've decided 
not to make personnel -- the Secretary has instructed me, or 
whatever, not to make personnel changes? He said the 
opposite. 


A I think that not a great deal of signifi- 
cance was attached to that conversation at the time because 
it was a fleeting conversation. I think perhaps you're 
going back to it and reading into it a directive not to 
discuss -- I mean, it wasn't in that context, as I understand 
it. It was simply a pragmatic agreement that there was no 
point in discussing this. 


Q Could you date that more or less? Would the 
Secretary have known about the Rowny memo at that time? 

A I don't know the answer to that question. I 
don't know what -- 

Q Was the Rowny memo in existence at that 
time? 

A I don't know. 

Q Do you have any comment on EEC communique in 
Brussels concerning the Middle East? 

A Concerning -- 

Q EEC communique concerning the Middle East in 


Brussels last Tuesday? 


A No, I'm afraid I don't. 
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@] John, can you take my question about whether 
the Secretary -- 

A The date of the meeting? 

.¢] The date, as well as whether the Secretary 


knew about the Rowny memo, or whether there was a Rowny memo? 


A Okay. Let me look into that for you. The 
Secretary's position on the Rowny memo is quite clear, 
though, that General Rowny has disavowed that memo. 


@ ] Is the State Department instituting any new 
investigation of yellow rain in the wake of those Australian 
charges last week? 


A No. 

@ ] You still stand by the American studies? 
A Absolutely. 

¢) There is an NBC report that some changes 


were made in the staff of the Embassy in Italy as a result 
of the investigation into the attempted assassination of the 


Pope. 
A I think that related to the CIA personnel. 
0 Is that -- 
A It*s not our call. 
e) John, now that the United States is resuming 


delivery of Sidewinders to Israel, does this mean that the 
F-l16s are in the pipeline to the Israelis? 


A No, no decision on the F-l6s. 

Q Any comment on the decision itself? 

A On the Sidewinders? 

@] Yes. 

A Sure. For specifics, obviously, you need to 


go to the Pentagon. But, in general, we would note that 
this is in keeping with our long-standing policy of support 
for Israel's security. 


e) There's a story by the Knight Newspapers 
that said that Soviet diplomats had explicitly told American 
diplomats that if the medium-range missiles were deployed in 
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Europe, SS-20s would go up in Cuba. Were there such 
conversations? 


A I've heard about that story. I understand 
it came from an unsourced source, and therefore I can't talk 


about that anymore authoritatively than the Signature Magazine 
story. 





0 My question is simply a follow-up of what 
we've asked earlier. Have the Soviets in any diplomatic chan- 
nel been more explicit than what Mr. Arbatov was in a general 
way? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
@ Could you take the question? 
A We obviously wouldn't disclose what had hap- 


pened in diplomatic back-and-forth, but let me just refer 
you to the guidance we did give you a few days ago. That we 
were not aware of any specific mention of Cuba in those 
threats. 


) Is the Secretary going to be with the 
President when he gives the foreign policy speech next 
Thursday? 


A Next week? No. 

0 He's not? 

A No plans at present. 

8) Is he involved in helping him prepare for 
that speech? 

A I think he obviously is, sure. 

6) What was the Secretary's role in the pre- 


paration of last night's speech? Specifically, is the 
Secretary -- does he have a view on ABM systems or laser- 
beam technology? 


A I think that obviously the President has 
been thinking about this for a long time. I think, 
obviously, insofar as specific movement on this particular 
proposal is concerned, the President would have talked to 
Pentagon officials and the Joint Chiefs and scientists. But 
insofar as it has foreign policy implications, naturally, 
that has involved the Secretary, and the Secretary has been 
involved in the evolution of that policy. 
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Q But the Secretary wouldn't have been 
involved in the proposal regarding ABM systems and laser- 
beam technology? 


A On the specifics, I don't know how expert 
the Secretary is in that area. 


Q It's become kind of a search here in 
Washington to find out just who the President did confer 
with on that particular part of the speech. 


A I guess he's talking about an up-coming and 
a long-range, on-going research and development program. 
That certainly would be a part of it, but I don't think any 
decisions are made yet. 


Q Do you have anything on military reorganiza- 
tion in El Salvador; a state of alert in Grenada, or the 
lifting of the state of siege in Guatemala? (Laughter) 


A I've got one out of three for you. The last 
one. 


We welcome that the new electoral decrees, the 
removal of the state of siege and the amnesty are indications 
that the Guatemalan Government is taking positive steps to 
return Guatemala to democratic government. Of course, we 
favor that. 


Q You don't have anything, by chance, on Rios 
Montt's declaration that the USAID worker who was killed 
should have been shot before a firing squad? 


A I am totally unaware of that statement. May 
I ask what the source is? 


Q No, he did it in a televised press conference. 
He was asked about it. 


A Do you have a transcript? 

Q I personally don't. I heard it. Maybe FBIS 
will provide one. I'll look at it. 

Q It was on National Public Radio. 

A Okay. 

Q You were asked about the story about the 


Soviet diplomats specifically telling you -- that was 
Bernie's question. How did you -- 


A I said we wouldn't get into any diplomatic 
interchange, but I guess I'd refer you back to the guidance 
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of a few days ago -- it's three or four days ago -- that we 
were unaware of any suggestion that the Soviets would put 
that weaponry into Cuba. 


Q If it should occur that that guidance is no 
longer operative, would you let us know? 

A Sure. 

Q John, just trying to mop up two things on 


the Middle East, do you have anything today on last week's 
Soviet statements threatening to -- 


A No. 

Q Anything on a Begin trip? 

A No. 

Q A news conference by the Secretary? 

A Nothing set. 

Q What's he doing this weekend? 

A I'll be glad to give you a rundown on that 


tomorrow. Don't have that today. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few announce- 
ments up front. 

Available in the Press Office are limited copies 
of Foreign Relations of the United States, 1951: Korea and 
China, in two parts. The embargoed date is April 2, 6:00 
pem. One copy per organization. Sorry, I have to be so 





parsimonious. 

Q What? 

A Parsimonious. It's like jet lag. 
(Laughter) 

Q The level of these briefings continues 


to soar. (Laughter) 


A There'll be a background briefing on the 
upcoming visit of President Kenneth Kaunda of Zambia. That 
will be on Tuesday, March 29, here in the Press Briefing 
Room, 10:00 in the morning. 


Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, Paul Wolfowitz, will depart Washington on 
Monday for a trip to the Asia/Pacific region. That will 
include visits to Japan, Hong Kong, Indonesia, Thailand, 
Malaysia, the Philippines and Singapore. He'll be back in 
Washington April 15. 


Q Is he taking press? 


A No. (Laughter) We don't want anymore 
articles written about travel with high officials. 


The trip will provide Mr. Wolfowitz with an oppor- 
tunity to exchange views with senior officials of host 
governments at each of his stops on matters of bilateral and 
regional concern, and other subjects of mutual interest. 


An announcement on Korea/U.S. economic con- 
sultations. These are a Subcabinet Economic Consultations 
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that will be held in Washington March 31 and April l. Vice 
Minister of Foreign Affairs Roh Jae Won will lead the Korean 
delegation, and Under Secretary of State Allen Wallis will 
lead the U.S. delegation. 


Periodic economic consultations of this type were 
agreed to by President Reagan and President Chun during 
their February 2, 1981, meeting in Washington, and this 
agreement was incorporated in the Joint Communique issued at 
the conclusion of President Chun's visit. 


This will be the second round of these Subcabinet 
Consultations. The first was held in Seoul in June 1981. 
The two delegations will review the full range of bilateral 
and multilateral economic issues of importance to both 
countries, prospects for global recovery, and the outlook for 
the respective national economies. These consultations 
reflect the importance both governments attach to the 
U.S./Korean economic relationship and our growing bilateral 
trade which exceeded $12 billion in 1982. 


That sort of exhausts me. 

The date, again? 

The date of the meetings? March 31 and April l. 
Copy? 

Sure. 


That's it? 


> OO YF OO YF *O 


That's it. 


Q Before we go into weightier matters, do you 
have an announcement about the State Department banning 
Cuban overflights of the United States? 


Q What did he say? 
A Cuban overflights of the United States. 


Effective March 25, Air Cubana will not be permitted 
to overfly the United States on its flights between Cuba and 
Canada for 14 days. This action is in response to two 
serious violations Cubana flights committed while 
overflying the United States on March 4 and 5. 


On March 4, a scheduled Cubana Flight 481, enroute 
from Montreal to Havana, deviated from its assigned air 
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traffic control routing by approximately 27 miles. 


On March 5, Cubana Flight 9086 from Cuba to 
Quebec City deviated from its assigned air traffic control 
routing by approximately 13 miles. 


Q Thirteen. 
A Thirteen. Both violations occurred near 
Syracuse. Both flights passed near Griffiss Air Force Base. 


We believe the deviation was intentional, but I'm not going 
to have any further comment on that. 


_ 


Q Were they equipped with any camera equipment, 
these planes? 


A Don't know. 

Copy? 

Sure. 

What was the answer to that camera question? 
Don't have any response on that. 


How long is it -- this is for 15 days? 


r oO FF O FP VO 


Fourteen days. 


Q What explanation, if any, did the pilots of 
those flights give to air traffic control on route control? 


A I don't have anything here on that. I don't 
know that there was any. 


Q What altitude? 


A Don't have an altitude. 

Q Did they give any reason? 

A I don't know -- 

Q Engine problems or -\. ° error? 

A I have nothing on the discussion. I do have a 


little statement suggesting that these overflights were not 
accidental. In both cases, weather conditions were good and 
the flights were operating under air traffic control. 
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The March 4 flight failed to observe its 
prescribed routing even when air traffic control called 
attention to its deviation and instructed it to correct its 


course. 


The March 5 flight failed to respond to inquiries 
by air traffic control as to why it was deviating from its 
approved route. But what discussion, if any, beyond that 
has taken place, I don't know. 


Q Do you know what contrel center that was? Was 
that Philadelphia? 


A I don't, but we could probably -- I guess FAA 
would probably be able to help you on that. 


Q Any further action contemplated or is this it? 
A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Why 14 days; is that standard? 


A You mean how does it compare to previous? I 
don't know; I can't answer that question. 


Q Why did it take us three weeks to penalize 
them? 


A Can't answer that question, either. You 
might want to talk to FAA again on that. 


QO I'm a little puzzled. You come out here and 
you have nothing to offer us in the way of a Cuban explana- 
tion. Was one sought? 


a I can't answer that question. Be glad to do 
a little research on it for you. 


Q I know what FAA is going to say already. 
They'll say the State Department ordered it and the State 
Department is going to tell you why, and we're going to come 
right back to you so if you can find answers to this, it 
would be helpful. 


A I'll see if we can go beyond anything that we 
have here. , 


Q John, is this the first time there's been 
such an incident with Cuba? 


A Let me see if we can answer that one for you, 


too. 





Q Does the State Department believe these 
aircrafts were engaged in spying over these air bases? 

A I think we'll let the facts sit out there and 
speak for themselves. 

Q Do you know how often they run that route? 

A I don't, no. 

Q Do you know whether there were passengers on 


the plane? Were they all Cubans or Canadians as well? 
I don't. 

How many overflights are there? ; 

How many Cuban flights? 


What they are, what frequency? 
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I don't know that either. 


Q The burden of your announcement is that the 
flights are not stopping; it's just that they have to make a 
detour out over the Atlantic before they go to Canada; 
right? 


A Not permitted to overfly. 


Q Does that include the 200-mile EEZ that was 
declared? Do they have to go beyond that also? 


A You've got a lot of good questions on this. 
I don't have an answer to that either. 


Q Do you anticipate you might have a longer 
statement yesterday (sic) or this afternoon? 


A No. As a matter of fact, this statement is 
not a new one today. It has been available for several days. 


Q Did the State Department deliver the viola- 
tion and the restrictions or was that handled by the FAA? I 
assume it came from here, didn't it, in dealing with the 
Cuban Government? 


A I'm afraid I don't have any background on how 
that was communicated. If we get anything else that we can 
give you, we'll be glad to develop it during the day. 


Q John, what sort of a base is Griffiss? Is it 
"Griffiss?" 














A G-r-i-f-f-i-s-s Air Force Base. 
QO What sort of a base is that? 
A I don't know. 


Q John, what would be the punishment involved 
here? Is it that by making them go around they would use 
more gasoline, fuel? 


A I assume gasoline, inconvenience; I don't 7 
know. I'm not expert in these areas. They're just not 
going to overfly our territory. 


Q Is this the first time this has happened? 


A I was already asked that, and I don't know. 
We'll try to find that out for you. 


Q On another subject. The Nicaraguans seem 
convinced that they have been invaded, and they are also 
convinced that there is some U.S. role in it. Would you 
care to comment again today? 


A No, I think Alan has addressed this over the 
past several days. We wouldn't really have anything beyond 
that. Ambassador Kirkpatrick responded to this question in 
the debate at the U.N. 


Q When? 


A The day before yesterday. I think the 
Honduran Government also responded in the U.N. debate. And, 
no, we have nothing beyond that. 


Q They said they were -- two days ago -- quite 
interested in participating in this five-plus-five meeting, 
but they had not received an invitation. Do you know when 
invitations are expected to go out? 


A No, I don't. That's a regional conference 
and we're supportive of it, but I don't know how the 
inviations will be extended. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to 
their willingness to participate? 


A No. We're supporting that conference, as you 
know. 


Q Is there any response to the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee's action yesterday in recommending 

















cutting aid to El Salvador in half? 


A We made an interim response yesterday, noting 
that we had a written statement of Congressional views from 
the Senate Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. We now have 
a letter from the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and, 
as you all know, we‘re expecting another communication or 
letter from the House Foreign Operations Subcommittee after 
the recess. 


There are differences in the two responses we've 
received thus far, and I think we'll wait to address speci- 
fic questions and to craft a reply when we get the full 
Congressional response. 


Q But yesterday you gave pretty detailed 
answers to the Senate Subcommittee's action. The Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee has also taken very specific 
action, cutting it to $30 million and then also outlining 
some recommendations, not conditions this time. 


You don't have any detailed response? 


A No, I don't. As I say, we'll wait and see 
what the three committees have suggested, and then we'll 
have a response. 


Q Two questions, please. You will not use any 
of that reprogrammed money until this is resolved; is that 
correct? 


A Military. Correct. 


Q And, secondly, how do you handle one subcom- 
mittee recommending $60M plus conditions and the full commit- 
tee going for $30M plus conditions? 


A I think that's why we'd like to wait and see 
what the third committee suggests and then we can formulate 
our response. 


Q Is there a feeling you can get by with $30 
million? 


A Our position is that we made a sound request 
for carefully calculated funds, and that's what we want. 


Q You said yesterday, though, that you were 
pleased by the action of the Senate Foreign Operations 
Subcommittee. Can you characterize your reply today with 
respect to the Foreign Relations Committee recommendation as 
one of pleasure? 














A What we said was that we were pleased with 
their response on the economic assistance. 


@) No. You said both the economic and the 
military. 


A Everybody's response. We're very pleased 
with the response from everybody on the economic part. 
Obviously, we have a little way to go on the military. 


Q Is it the Administration's view that they 
will respect the figure that is set by the committee if the 
committee stands firm on that? 


A Which committee? 
Q The full committee, the $30 million figure? 


A I think this is what the Department will wait 
and see until it has the requests -- you know, we've been 
consulting on the Hill, and I think we're still in that pro- 
cess of consultation. We have made our case; they're making 
suggestions. Obviously, we're considering very carefully 
and seriously the views that have been transmitted, but we 
have one more committee to go and when that's all in, then 
we'll take a look at it. 


Q And if it should stay at $30M, is there con- 
sideration for a meaningful jump in the 55 figure? 


A Let's wait and see when the response -- 


Q Do you have anything today on the demands by 
various military commanders that Garcia leave the Defense 
Ministry? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to the 
Air Force Commander's statement that in the last year and a 
half they have no evidence of any kind that arms are coming 
in by air from Nicaragua? 


A No, I don't. I haven't seen that particular 
statement, but it certainly would be at variance with our 
impression. 


Q That's why I asked it. Page P3 of FBIS, 23 
March, I wonder if you could look into that because it 
contradicts -- 








A Don't need to look into it. I think we have 
made clear insofar as we're going to make clear what our 
assessment of the arms flow is and where it comes from and 
how it comes. I think that's all out there. We're not 
changing that. We think it is an accurate statement of the 
situation, so there is no need to comment on that statement. 


Q Do you share information with respect to arms 
flows with the Air Force Commander of the El Salvadoran 
Armed Forces? 


A I think that is an area we obviously wouldn't 
get into. 


--MORE-- 
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@) Has the State Department received any reac- 
tion from the countries interested from the letter sent by 
54 Congressman to the President rejecting a political solu- 
tion in Central America? 


A Has the State Department received -- 


re) Received any reaction from the countries 
interested? I mean, Mexico and Venezuela. 


A Not to my knowledge. 
e) Can we go to the Middle East? 
A Sure. 


8) One more on Nicaragua. Last night the 
Nicaraguans said that Honduran troops had crossed their 
border. That's new since Alan made his other comments. 


Do you have any reaction to that or know of that? 


A No. I don't. I guess that would have to be 
something the Honduran Government would have to respond to. 


0 John, there are some press reports today in 
Israel that some Israeli Government officials are proposing 
a unilateral partial Israeli withdrawal to a few miles south 
of Beirut from the lines which are being held now. 


Do you have any reaction to this idea? 


A I don't. I haven't heard that one. The tri- 
partite talks went on today as scheduled at Netanya. I 
don't know what came out of them. Ambassador Habib is in 
Beirut today. 


I assume Ambassador Draper was at the talks. But, 
no, I haven't heard that one. 


0 What is the U.S. position on the question of 
unilateral partial withdrawal? 


A The U.S. position is for the speediest 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


0 John, there are also some reports of pessi- 
mism about those talks now. Do you have any comment about 
these reports, that there might be an April deadline that the 
Lebanese are setting because of no progress? 
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A No. We, as you know, traditionally haven't 
gotten into the back and forth on those negotiations, and I 
think would not even at this stage. 


@] Can I also ask something else? There is from 
Israeli -- some of the Israeli press is also reporting that 
the optimism which Foreign Minister Shamir expressed here 
was based on something that when he arrived in Tel Aviv 
or Jerusalem, and Ambassador Habib did, too, the actual 
details of the talks in writing were a bit different from 
what Foreign Minister Shamir had reported or thought were 
concluded. 


Do you have anything on that? I mean, first of 
all, did Ambassador Habib take anything in writing to 
Israel? 


A I know this is always frustrating, but, as you 
know, we will not get into what kind of interchanges are 
going on. I don't think there is any doubt that the Israeli 
Government and the Lebanese Government are fully aware -- were 
fully aware and are fully aware of the United States’ 
position on these matters. 


e) On the same general topic, yesterday when you 
were asked about a deadline you said that we didn't 
understand that in our sense of the word. 


Is that still the American understanding today? 


A I think you have to ask the Lebanese about a 
deadline. If the Lebanese Government is setting a deadline, 
you have to talk to them about that. 


In our minds we don't have a magic date in our 
heads. As you well know, we have been frustrated that it 
has taken so long to get a troop withdrawal plan, and we 
continue to work on it hour by hour, day by day. We want it 
done as soon as possible, so there's not a magic date in our 
thinking. 


.¢) John, a follow-up to this: I think the 
reports from Beirut mentioned that if there won't be 
progress til early April, the Lebanese Prime Minister would 
come to Washington to present the Lebanese ideas. 


Do you know anything about such an idea? 


A I don't. I think perhaps you or somebody 
asked me that yesterday. I'm sure that it's not couched in 
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guite those terms. I don't think that what the Lebanese 
Government has said publicly is quite as specific as that. 
But even if that were to be the case, no, we're not aware of 


that. 


0 Press reports from Israel that Israel 
rejected the American proposal -- do you have anything? 


A Again, we wouldn't get into the back and 
forth. Ambassador Habib has talked with the Israelis since 
Mr. Shamir was here, has talked with the Lebanese. That 
process is continuing. As you know, he travels from one 
country to the other, and that's going forward. 


The tripartite talks are going forward, and, 
obviously, there are ups and downs in these negotiations. 


0 Do you have anything on the record on the 
U.S. position regarding Major Haddad? 


A No. You mean a new position or some -- 


0 No. On record, what is the U.S. position 
regarding the status of Major Haddad? 


A I think you'd need to go back to the specific 
words we've offered before, but the intent and the objective 
is quite clear -- namely, that the Government of Lebanon 
should have authority over its territory and over all of the 
forces under its control. 


0 Prime Minister Shamir was here and so was the 
Lebanese Foreign Minister and the former Lebanese Prime 
Minister, and there were extensive talks, as you well know. 


Can't you tell us how things are going there about 
those reports? There are some proposals -- I think American 
new suggestions brought to both parties. 


Can you tell us exactly? And it's been a week or 
more since these parties have returned to their countries. 


A Yes. Obviously, it takes time. 
0 How have things gone so far? 
A There have been refinements and explanations 


Of positions that were taken back, were communicated while 
Mr. Shamir was here, and undoubtedly that process is still 
going on. We're working to achieve continuing movement on 
both sides. 











13 


e) John, when you say the process is still going 
on, Gwertzman has a story here quoting U.S. Administration 
officials: “Israel has refused to accept the ideas proposed 
by the U.S., causing irritation at the highest levels of the 
Administration." 


Is it a refusal, or is it back and forth, as you 
say? Could you sort that out? 


A Bernie, I know this continues to be 
frustrating, but I guess we are not going to get into the 
back and forth of where it stands and who said what on any 
particular day. 


e) You just talked about ups and downs in the 
negotiatons. Are we in a down phase now? 


A I really wouldn't want to be trapped into 
such a characterization. We're working hard to achieve the 
goal that is very clear -- 


@) How long is Ambassador Habib going to stay 
there now? 


A I have no idea of his travel plans. He moves 
between the two countries, but there's no suggestion that he 
would return to the United States in the next few days. 


0 Could we get an answer from you to Rafi's 
question on the U.S. position on the unilateral partial 
withdrawal? 


Are you opposed to that? 


A This is, I gather, a question relating to a 
veiwpoint expressed by some Israeli official, and I think it 
would be foolish to respond to that from here, Bernie. 


I think it would have to be seen -- if indeed there 
is such a proposal and if it indeed is an official proposal, I 
think it would have to be seen in the context of the talks 
that are going on. 


e) But if it were official, you would react, if 
I understand you; and, since it is not, you have no comment. 
Is that what you mean to say? 


A Clearly, Ambassador Habib and clearly the 
Secretary, when Mr. Shamir was here, one of the obvious 
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points they're discussing with Israel is the withdrawal of 
Israeli forces. That has to be a given before the Syrians 
and the PLO will leave. 


0 If there is talk of a partial unilateral 
withdrawal, why aren't you welcoming it? 


A Because (a) it's a report of which I'm not 
aware, and (b) I'm not sure of the source, and it seems to 
me I just would not want to comment on a partial withdrawal 
or characterize what kind of withdrawal or to what lines. 
It seems to me that that is something that would be 
accomplished in the talks on the scene. 


@) John, isn't it true that at an earlier stage 
in this negotiation, which now stretches out to almost six 
months, the United States firmly opposed any phased 
withdrawal that did not have a final date certain for total 
withdrawal? 


A That's why I don't want to get into what 
seems to me to be an interim suggestion and evaluate it or 
discuss it. What we're working for is an overall plan. 


e) Does that position then still stand, John, 
that what you answered earlier, that the United States is 
looking for a full, complete withdrawal of all foreign 

forces? 


A Absolutely. Never been any variance in that 
position. 


0 But in answer to Bernie, you kind of made it 
sound -- 


A No. I‘m not going to be drawn on a report 
that somebody in Israel is talking about a partial 
withdrawal. I think that's a very kind of vague report on 
which to comment, and I'm not going to be drawn on that. 


0) Can you describe the talks that are going on 
with King Hussein, or are we in contact -- the U.S. 
Government in contact? 


A We're certainly in contact with King Hussein. 


0 Is there any indication from him that any 
public statement he might make is conditional on the 
Lebanese withdrawal question being resolved or close to 
resolution? 
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A I think, Bernie, we're going to have to let 
the King make any announcement that he might make on joining 
the talks. We are very hopeful, are very eager that he 
should join those talks, as you know. He has been con- 
sidering it and discussing that with various parties 
involved, and we look forward to whatever announcement he 
may make, whenever he may make it. 


6) You say you're still hopeful after his 
somewhat negative statements in London? 


A We're still hopeful. 


0 John, do you have anything on the outcome of 
Nick Veliotes' trip to Egypt? 


A No, I don't. Mr. Veliotes is back, but I 
don't have anything on his trip. 


0 He saw Hussein, didn't he? 

A No, he did not see Hussein. 

@) Haddad. 

A Nice try. 

0 Do you have any reaction to the promotion of 


Andrey Gromyko in the Soviet Union? 
A No. I really don't. Not on the record. 


0 Do you have any reaction, John, to the Soviet 
characterization of the President's plans for new weapons as 
being contrary to the ABM Treaty? 


A I think the President made his position 
guite clear on that. It's a long-term research and develop- 
ment program, and that kind of research is not banned under 
the ABM Treaty. The President does not see it as a 
contravention. 


0 John, in The Wall Street Journal today there 
is a report coming from Amman that if the process does not 
move ahead the settlements in the West Bank and Gaza will be 
irreversible Israelis (sic). 





Do you agree with that? 
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A I think the President and the Secretary have 
made their position clear on a number of occasions on the 
settlements, and the unhelpfulness of the expansion of the 
settlements. I think that's where we stand. 


0 John, the Administration's considering an 
interim proposal in the INF talks -- that is, something bet- 
ween zero option and full deployment -- and the President 
today says that he was going to talk about that next week. 


But at the same time it's been widely reported the 
Administration is nonetheless sticking by the zero option as 
its ultimate goal. 


Could you explain how an interim proposal -- the 
relationship between an interim proposal and zero option, 
how you square the two, how the two are being connected? 
Can you shed some light on -- 


A No. I don't think I will. I think I'll 
leave it to the President to say whatever he might say on 
his arms control policy, but certainly in terms of the ideal 
goal, it's difficult to understand why there would be oppo- 
Sition to the zero option to knock out and eliminate an 
entire class of missiles. That seems to me would be a very 
desirable objective, so it's difficult to understand the 
objection to that. 


0 I'm not talking about the objection. I'm 
saying that it's everyone's understanding that there will be 
some sort of an interim proposal, yet the Administration 
will also maintain zero option as a goal or whatever. 


How are those two ideas being connected? 
A I don't know. I think we'll have to wait for 
the President to speak on that, but I think everything that 


he has said about the desirability of the zero option 
Clearly still stands and is obvious. 


6) Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


e) How does the State Department read the 
current situation with Hussein apparently delaying again any 
decision on getting into the peace process? Are you now 
less hopeful than you were? 


A I don't think we've offered a 
characterization or a qualitative judgment on hopeful or 
unhopeful except in broad terms that he has been supportive 
of the President's initiative in general terms, of looking 
for support to come in, and would make an announcement when 
he felt it was appropriate to do so. 


I don't think there's any change in that 
situation, and I'm not sure I would agree with the premise 
of the question that there necessarily has been any par- 
ticular development in that regard. 


0) In fact, John did say on Friday he was hope- 
ful and eager that King Hussein would join the peace 
process. 


A Okay. That he would? 


@) Yes. 


A There's no change in that. I think that's 
been our position for some time. 


0 And you feel that there's any time limit or 
any diminishing chances for success as time -- 


A No, I don't. Time limits, I don't think that 
we have tried to address these issues, either the Lebanon or 
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the overall peace process issue, in terms of time limits. 
In both cases, clearly, we would like to move forward as 
fast as possible. 


Q Is there a new document that the President 
has given the Saudis on this question of the West Bank 
following a meeting the President had a couple of weeks ago 
with Prince Bandar? 


A I'm not aware of it. But, in any case, I 
don't think we would get into the question of what diploma- 
tic exchanges might have taken place. 


@) I understand there's a letter that further 
spells out American views on the West Bank to the Saudis. 
Can you take the question? 


A No. I don't think we'd get into the question 
of official exchanges. Obviously we've had a fairly active 
give-and-take with a variety of parties, including the 
Saudis, on the issue, and I think that that's a very natural 
thing. But I'm not going to comment on specifics. 


@) I want to switch subjects. 
A We're going to stay on this subject. 


0 Is it true that American nationals are 
involved in the invasion of Nicaragua? (Laughter) 


A That's the same subject? I addressed this 
issue myself. I don't know what John did when I was away, 
but last week I addressed it. It's a long-standing practice 
of this and previous Administrations not to address allega- 
tions of this sort one way or another. But we've made it 
equally clear, as I said last week, that we don't support 
any return to a Somocista Government in Nicaragua. 


It's a fact that over preceding months there has 
been rising opposition to the Government in Nicaragua, 
including within Nicaragua itself. Clearly, these opposi- 
tion elements are now making their pressure felt both inside 
and outside Nicaragua and it is not surprising that the 
Sandinistas are trying to convice their public and the out- 
side world that there is not an internal problem in 
Nicaragua when there is. 


As we've mentioned before, Nicaraguan opposition 
to the government ranges from disillusioned popular sectors 
to ethnic groups such as Miskito Indians, and includes 
former national guardsmen, former Sandinistas themselves 
such as Eden Pastora, as well as other anti-Somocista 


groups. 





Members of those groups, represented by Eden 
Pastora and leaders of the FDN, the Democratic Nicaraguan 
Front, have recently been taking their case against the 
Sandinistas to Western European and hemispheric capitals. 
The opposition in Nicaragua is diverse, nationlist and 
independent. 


Twice over the past year we have addressed concerns 
between our two countries bilaterally, and in October of 
last year, along with the democratic countries of the 
region, we addressed the regional concerns in San Jose, 
Costa Rica. The San Jose Final Act, in fact, addressed many 
of the very concerns that the Sandinistas have raised, 
including the presence of foreign advisors or trainers in 
the region, arms flows, and non-intervention. 





0 If you don't fear the resurrection of the 
previous regime, what type of government would you like to 
see installed in Nicaragua? 


A We went back to this -- I think we had a long 
exchange on this last week -- and, yes -- 


@) On what? 


A On that question; specifically, on that 
question. I think that, again, I would refer you to state- 
ments we've made in the past about pluralism and also atti- 
tudes towards other countries in the region, armaments, 
advisors. I think the record is rather full on this, and 
beyond that I don't have any specifics to offer you. 


0 On this subject now, a reporter from my 
newspaper was in what he said was a camp inside Honduras of 
people who identified themselves as Nicaraguans. In the place, 
according to his description, was filled with crates of 
American-manufactured motar shells, grenades, other kinds of 
infantry equipment that, clearly, that you don't just buy at 
the corner hardware store. 


The question is, again, for the record, is the 
United States supplying these people with this equipment. 


A Again, for the record, we don't address -- 


@) We're getting -- 





A Without addressing that question, I would 
simply point out to you that there are a variety of ways of 
getting arms on the open market, but I'm not going to go 
beyond that to get to the specifics of this. 

















Q Let me just finish the questions here. It's 
been alleged -- I think it's in Time Magazine this week 
again that Ambassador Negroponte is directing this insurgent 
effort from Honduras into Nicaragua, and I'd like an answer 
on that question. You say you're not going to get into the 
question of whether we're helping these people in Honduras? 


A It's the same question -- it's the same 
answer in both cases to the question about Ambassador 
Negroponte or help. It involves an allegation regarding 
covert activities. We do not address questions relating to 
covert activities. 


Q It's not so much covert now, Alan, when 
they're out in the open; and, secondly, the stuff you're 
putting out is a kind of -- very reminiscent of past years. 
The impression you're trying to create is that this is 
really a legitimate sort of opposition within Nicaragua and 
the Nicaraguans have their own problems. It's a self- 
generating problem, and you won't answer the question 
whether, in fact, it's U.S.-instigated and supported. I 
just think in this day and age that really is very 
unacceptable. 


A That may be your judgment on it. It happens 
to be the approach that not only this Administration but 
previous Administrations have taken. And in terms of any 
operations or any kind of intelligence activity, obviously, 
there is appropriate oversight that is undertaken by the 
Congress, and that's the way the government functions. 


Q Alan, you're not shy about addressing where 
the guerrillas in El Salvador get their equipment. 


A We don't talk about what we do. We might be 
willing to talk about it to a certain extent, but -- 


Q I mean, without revealing -- I mean, can you 
give us any idea of what this equipment they have is and 
where it comes from? 


A I don't have any details on that at all. 


Q Wait. You just offered a minute ago, that 
you said, that you volunteered that there were a variety of 
ways of getting arms on the open market. 


A Yes. 


Q Okay. Now, you applied that in the case of 
people who may be fighting in and around Nicaragua. 








A I said as a general matter, but I was not 
going to address the issue specifically. 


¢) Have you ever noted that as a general matter 
with respect to arms coming into El Salvador? 


A I think we have noted that open markets are 
available. We've also noted that we have other evidence. 


0 And do you have any comment with respect to 
alleged prisoners that the Sandinistas took about their 
activities in Honduras and the relationship with U.S. 
organizations? 


A No. I saw a wire on that this morning, but 
beyond seeing it I don't have anything. 


0 On just a parenthetical question -- the same 
area of the world -- about an half hour ago, I think, the 
Foreign Minister of Grenada, in a news conference to the 
U.N., said that his country would be invaded by the U.S. -- 
they had information -- within the next few days. Any reac- 
tion to that allegation. 


A I guess we'll find out in the next few days. 
No. That's a ridiculous charge. 


Q Alan, he also said that his government had 
sent a bill of particulars to the State Department and in it 
asked for information, last Thursday. Have you received such 
a communication from Grenada? 


A I don't know. But, again, I would be reluc- 
tant to get into the question of an official exchange, but 
it's ridiculous to assert that the United States has any 
intention to invade Grenada. 


6) For the record, you're not denying that the 
United States is helping this opposition to the Sandinistas, 
are you? 


A I'm not addressing the issue at all. We 
don't, and I'm not leading you one way or another because 
of that. I'm simply not addressing the issue. We haven't; 
we're not going to. 


@) On Grenada, the Government of Grenada has 
also said that the airfields have been funded -- the airfield in 
question has actually been funded not just by the Cubans 
but also by the European Economic Community, Venezuela and 
Mexico. Do you know that to be true? 








A I don't know that to be true. I don't have 
details on the funding of their airfield re-enforcement and 
extension. 


Q Could you please take that. 


A Let me see if there's any detail I can pro- 
vide on that. 


Q As I recall, this has come up before, and I 
think from this platform, the spokesman acknowledged that we 
have sent a protest to some of the EEC governments about 
this assistance. 


A I said I would look into this and see if I 
have anything further. I don‘t recall that frankly, but I'll 
look into it. 

0 While we're on Venezuela -- 


A While we're on Venezuela? 


--MORE-- 














Q Well, they were providing money for the 


airfield. 
(Laughter) 
A I see. 
Q Since we are in the general region, Herrara 


Campins said that the Salvadoran civil war should be settled 
between Guillermo Ungo, a Social Democrat, and a prominent 
figure in the Christian Democratic Party. He also suggested 
that the Prime Minister of Spain take a mediation role over 
the whole region as well as with respect to El Salvador. 


Do you have any comment on this? 


A Not specifically on that, no. The Secretary 
has testified extensively on our approach to negotiations, or 
dialogue, or whatever you want to call it; and I refer you to 
the record. 


Q Have U.S. officials consulted with the Spanish 
Premier or his Foreign Minister with respect to a possible 
mediation role? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into specifics. 
you know, Assistant Secretary Enders was in Spain. We cer- 
tainly have a full dialogue with the Spanish on a variety of 
issues, but I'm not going to get into specifics about this 
particular issue. 


Q What you didn't have last week and you didn't 
even attempt to give was some sort of an appraisal, from our 
point of view, of what the situation on the ground is along 
the Honduran-Nicaraguan border. You said you just simply 
didn't have the information. 


Do you have anything like that now that might give 
us some idea of how serious, in your view, the fighting is? 


A I can't beyond noting that the Government of 
Honduras has stated that Honduran armed forces are not in an 
offensive posture in the border area and that reports that 
Honduran and Nicaraguan troops have clashed in Nicaraguan territory 
are false. Also, they have noted to us that their forces are 
not on alert -- this is the Honduran Government -- and that it 
has not reinforced its forces along any of its borders. 





Q I didn't understand the first part. Did you 
say that you were labeling as "false" reports that there were 
battles or that the Honduran Government is labeling it -- 


A I'm telling you what the Honduran Government 
has said. 


8) O.K. Finally, just one other on this. Do you 
have any guidance on the question I raised on Friday with 
respect to the Salvadoran Air Force commander's statements? 


A I wasn't here, as you know, and I don't know 
anything about -- Was that a taken question or a “look 
into" question or -- 


Q It's status was extremely unclear; but he 
contradicted everything that a senior State Department offi- 
cial said the week before about arms flow coming in by air 
into El Salvador. 


A Beyond what you were given last week, I can 
only say I don't have anything new on it. 


Q Do you have anything in the way of a private 
communication from Andropov to the President on arms control? 


A No, I don't have anything, and I don't think I 
would, in terms of private communications, by definition. 


Q On that subject, Alan, there is a Reuters story 
from Brussels that says, among other things, that Nitze was given 
a new proposal to bring in, I guess, on the final day of this 
session of the INF talks, and also to propose that the recess 
be shortened so that they resume again in May rather than in 
June, and that the general outlines of the proposal were in a 
message the President sent to the NATO chiefs. 


Anything there you care to talk to? 


A Only to a limited extent, Bernie. As you know, 
we don't talk about the details of our exchanges either with 
our Allies or with the Soviets, the private discussions. 
Obviously, we've been in constant consultation with our Allies 
on INF at all levels. 


The INF negotiations, as you know, resulted from the 
NATO decision of 1979, December, to deploy modernized U.S. 
longer-ranged INF missiles in Europe and to offer arms control 
negotiations with the Soviet Union on long-range INF. There 
has been full agreement in the Alliance -- most recently 
expressed by the NATO Defense Ministers at the meeting of the 














Nuclear Planning Group in Portugal, March 22-23 -- that the 
proposal we had presented for the total elimination of the 
entire category of longer-range, land-based INF missiles, 
represents the best arms control objective. 


Beyond that, I would not discuss instructions to 
negotiators. The issue of arms control will be, I think, 
addressed later this week by the President. But I don't -- 


Q I'm just trying to -- A lot of the guidance 
that is probably still on that sheet is that no final decision 
has been made, and that the President is going to make it in 
his speech Thursday. This story suggests that it has already 
been made and that, in fact, the proposal has been tabled. 


You can't answer that? 


A Again, I'm not going to address the specifics 
of the negotiations. 


Q Alan, I've been trying to get a question in. 
Before I do, can we have a copy of that and also the 
Nicaragua statement? I don't know if anybody asked for that 
one. 


A Yes. 


Q Also, on your statement about the variety of 
ways of getting arms on the open market. Could you take it? 
Is our government doing anything to try to tighten up those 
arms? Can you give us any more information on how those arms 
are getting around, are they private purchasers, or what? 


A That's a very broad subject. I don't think I'm 
prepared to try to address it in terms of a taken question. I 
would suggest that you might want to try to get in touch with 
officials who can discuss that. It's a longstanding, very 
wide open subject. 


Q Is there any heightened concern, or do we just 
accept this as a fact of life, something we have to live with? 


A I think, obviously, there is concern when arms 
are being, in an uncontrolled way, marketed around the world; 
but beyond that, I'm not prepared to try to address it. 


Q Was the announcement about delivering 200 
sidewinders and F-l6s to Israel helpful as you (inaudible) 
encourage King Hussein to come to the peace talks? 
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A I frankly am not aware of an announcement on 
this. Is this a DOD announcement? 


Q It was last week. I wasn't here last 
week. 

A I don't know what the specifics are. 

Q The sidewinders were announced last week. 

A The sidewinders were announced last week? 

Q Yes. 


A O.K. Any decision taken on the supply of 
weapons to any country represents the result of a considered 
process, and it includes all sorts of factors. I think you 
have to take it as a given that the various factors in the 
Middle East are taken into account when any decision on 
arms shipment to any country in the region is made. But I'm 
not going to address specifically these sales to Israel. I 
think you could put it in the context I just gave you. 


Q Alan, do you have anything there on the latest 
stories over the weekend on Klaus Barbie, our attempt to keep 
him out of the French intelligence hands, et cetera? 


A No. The Justice Department, I think, has noted 
that it is, at the President's request and with the coopera- 
tion of other agencies, looking into this matter very 
seriously. I think it would be inappropriate to do anything 
on this, or say anything about this, until the Justice 
Department was prepared to do so. But I would refer you to 
their statement about the seriousness with which the issue is 
viewed by the Administration and what specific measures they 
have said are being taken. 


Q How can you translate Secretary Weinberger's 
statement of yesterday about United States’ wish to have more 
friends in the Middle East besides Israel, and what are you 
going to do in order to encourage having such strategic 
friends and allies in the area? 


A I really think the best thing for you to do on 
that is to go back and look at a variety of policy statements 
that have been issued on the entire region, and there is 
nothing new or startling. Everything that we are doing in the 
Middle East peace process in terms of bilateral relations with 
the countries, the Lebanon effort, certainly is all related 
to that question. 
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Q Talking about Lebanon. Excuse me. Are you 
optimistic like the Lebanese Foreign Minister that by this 
weekend, an agreement on the withdrawal of foreign forces from 
Lebanon can be reached? 


A I wasn't aware that he had said that, but in 
any case I don't think that we have tried to set time limits. 
We would like to see the process move forward as quickly as 
possible. 


Q There is a story in, I think, The Post today 
saying that there are people within the Government of El 
Salvador who are saying that it would be absolutely impossible 
to offer any protection to insurgents should they choose to 
participate -- leftists, at any rate -- in the elections in 
December. 





If it is the Administration's point of view that 
there should be no negotiations with the left, but that 
on the contrary, they should take part in the elections, why 
is there the emphasis on moving the elections to December, as 
they are now scheduled, rather than allowing a bit more time 
so that perhaps the mechanism to protect those leftists could 
be put into place? 


A I've seen the reports that you're talking 
about, or at least some of the reports you may be referring 
to. First of all, the reports talked about individual sources 
without identifying who they were. I think it's very clear 
that the Government of El Salvador has undertaken to find 
ways to bring the left into the elections, and they are 
looking at a variety of possibilities. We have said we would 
have some suggestions to make along those lines. And I 
would take that as both the official Salvadoran position, as 
they've articulated it -- whatever it is they've said on it -- 
and our position is as we have articulated it. 


They made the decision to bring the elections up. I 
don't think we have opposed at all the idea of a dialogue or 
negotiation in the electoral context, so I don't accept what 
you said about that. If there were discussions about that, 
I'm sure that concerns about safety and so on would. be a very 
important part of that. 


Q Are those proposals that you are talking about 
that the U.S. will be making, are they ready? 


A I don't have any specifics on what the status 
of various proposals are. 
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Q In those talks, is either party able or 
encouraged to bring up any issue that it may want to discuss 
on the table? 


A I would think that would be up to them to set 
the terms and conditions for any agenda they would have. 


Q How soon will the Peace Commission be making 
its formal offer to the leftists to participate, because I 
note that the Costa Rican Government offered to mediate bet- 
ween the Salvadoran guerrillas and the government there, and 
that the Salvadoran Government seemingly rejected that -- 


A We had some guidance on that last week, which I 
don't have with me, on the specific point of the Costa Rican 
offer, and I would refer you to the Press Office for that. 


I don't want to try to speak for the Salvadoran 
Government in terms of when the Peace Commission might make 
its proposals formally known. I would suggest that you might 
address that to them. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one brief 
announcement relating to something I think John indicated to 
you last week. Secretary Shultz will be traveling to Mexico 
on April 18-19 for meetings with Mexican Government offi- 
cials. He will be joined by Secretary of the Treasury Donald 
Regan. While in Mexico City, Secretary Shultz and Secretary 
Regan are expected to meet with Foreign Secretary Sepulveda 
and Finance Secretary Silva Herzog and other senior Mexican 
officials. 


There will be a trip list posted after the briefing 
today and taken down at noon on Monday. However, I must 
caution you that it is not at all clear that there will be 
press on the aircraft, and it is not clear, if there are 
press on the aircraft, that there will be more than a small 
number. So this is a way of warning that this may be what 
the future holds on that score. 


Q It's a one-shot thing, I assume, just to 
Mexico and back? 


A As far as I know, that is correct. 
O.K. I will be happy to take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on what you think 
is happening in Nicaragua? Is there still no evidence of any 
foreign troops, as far as you can see, inside Nicaragua? 


A I have nothing by way of a status report to 
offer you. I have nothing beyond what we've said before on 
what is going on. 


Q On the guidance that you issued yesterday, 
with respect to the difficulty of covering the Honduran- 
Nicaraguan border, you say, “Neither Honduras nor Nicaragua 
would find it an easy task to control completely all 
crossings of the border." 


A Yes. 


Q Are you, therefore, saying that alleged 
supplies of arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador by way of 
Honduras may not be able to be controlled by the Government 
of Nicaragua or the Government of Honduras? 
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A I think the evidence that has been cited on 
that question goes well beyond the question of the physical 
movement that goes to the kind of support that we've seen in 
other ways, so, no, I'm not saying that. 


Q Is there a possibility that we might be able 
to resuscitate what you were talking about a year ago now, 
that is a BACKGROUND briefing on the covert arms supply, or 
even an ON THE RECORD -- 


A I think that to the extent we have been able 
to address the issue, we have done so in a variety of ways 
over the last year or more. I don't see the likelihood that 
there would be anything different done at this point. 


0 How about a White Paper? (Laughter.) 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, did the United States present a new pro- 
posal on intermediate nuclear missiles at the talks in Geneva 
today before the recess? 


A I don't have anything for you on the nego- 
tiating position or positions that might have been tabled. I 
understand the White House has made it known that the subject 
of arms control will be addressed tomorrow by the President, 
Also, of course, he is giving a major arms control speech in 
Los Angeles on Thursday. I think I would have to leave any 
discussion of that issue to the President. 


Q Is Mr. Nitze returning to Washington? 


A I believe he is returning to Washington. 
Precisely when and by what route, I don't know. He may be 
making some stops on the way. You might want to check with 
ACDA and see what they have on that subject. 


Q Is he going to Brussels before he returns? 


A I don't know. I have the impression that he 
may be doing some stopping on the way, but I don't know what, 
precisely. 


Q Do you have a firm recess? When do we resume 
the talks? Has that been set? 








A Again, I don't know. I saw a press report 
this morning that had been announced by the delegation in 
Geneva. I don't know that to be fact, but I have no reason 
particularly to question it, so I refer you to whatever the 
delegation has announced. 


Q Alan, can I just go back again to Central 
America for a second? 


A Yes, sure. 


QO Was Eden Pastora, whom you mentioned yesterday 
in guidance, was he supposed to have come to Washington two 
weeks ago to meet with U.S. officials? 


A I have no information. 
Q Could you take that question? 
A Sure, I can look into it. 


Q Alan, also on the subject, regarding 
Nicaragua, do you have any observations, or is the government 
or the Department in any way disturbed by reports out of the 
United Nations, both of the comments of delegates from other 
governments friendly to us, to the effect that they don't 
exactly believe the statements we've made about a lack of 
knowledge of the situation or a lack of involvement? 


A I don't think I am in a position, because of 
all that we've discussed the last several days in terms of 
addressing the issues of alleged intelligence activity, to 
get into that question or cut at it from quite that angle. I 
will say that we have won support from a number of countries 
speaking in the Security Council, especially in yesterday's 
session, from countries of Latin America including Brazil, 
Venezuela, and the Dominican Republic. Several speakers have 
yiven balanced statements, putting the issue in its proper 
regional context and endorsing the proposals made by the 
democratic governments of the region. 


It is true that we are disappointed in the position 
adopted by some speakers. Several countries have apparently 
been reluctant to accept the fact that the Nicaraguans inside 
their own country are turning against the excesses of the 
regime. Among those rejecting this fact were countries which 
routinely echo Nicaragua's anti-U.S. rhetoric. 


Q Like Colombia? 








A I said among those rejecting this fact were 
countries which routinely echo Nicaragua's anti-U.S. rhe- 
toric. Nevertheless, we remain hopeful that this fact will 
be increasingly self-evident as the Council debate continues, 
and that additional countries will join those who have spoken 
in a balanced way on this question. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. | 


Q Do we consider that the standard of balance 
here on their presentations would be equivalent to those 
speeches given by the representatives of the United States, 
Honduras, and El Salvador? 


A I'm not going to try and hold up a standard 
other than -- I think that the statement speaks for itself 
in addressing the -- and looking back at what we've said over 
the last several days, indeed going back quite some way about 
what is happening inside Nicaragua by the Nicaraguan regime, 
in its own country and what the reaction has been by the 
Nicaraguans in response to what the government has done. 


Q But does the U.S. Government find itself in 
agreement with the presentations made by Brazil, Venezuela, 
and the Dominican Republic? 


A I don't want to try to address all the 
details. I don't know what they are, and I don't think we 
would want to go through to try and identify ourselves with 
each particular. It may or may not be. I'm not trying to 
steer you in a particular direction. But in general, 
obviously, we felt that not only were those statements sup- 
portive, but generally speaking, were balanced and addressed 
the regional perspective. I can't speak to each one of 
those. I don't know what each one said, but -- 


Q But within the Security Council do we feel 
isolated? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q I had a question to echo another reporter's 
from last week. You say that it's traditional for the United 
States Government not to comment on allegations that might 
involve intelligence or covert activities. Yet, yesterday, 
you had no hesitation in charging as ridiculous or absurd the 
notion that the U.S. might be behind an alleged invasion of 
Grenada. 


A The question, I was later informed -- I 
haven't seen it, as you recall, when the question was raised. 
He, I guess it was the Foreign Minister, had said the U.S. 
was about to attack Grenada. The question was not put, and I 
had not seen the wire service report which put it in the con- 
text of some sort of intelligence-type activity, and I was 
not addressing it in terms of an intelligence-type activity. 


Q Then, let me ask you a question. (Laughter) 
Grenada has charged that the United States is supplying, sup- 
porting and financing groups that wish to overthrow that 
government there. Do you have any comment about those 
charges? 


A No, we don't address that sort of issue. 
(Laughter) 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome, I guess. 

Q Does the State Department have any infor- 
mation regarding the yellow dust found in West Bank schools? 

A About the -- 

Q Yellow dust that was found in West Bank 


schools where about 400 -- 


A I think that the question of what happened 
in the schools -- you're talking what appeared, at first 
anyway, to be poisionings. I think the Israeli authorities 
are looking into it, and I don't have anything to offer. 


Q No further information or -- 


A No, I think the Israelis are the ones who 
are looking into this question. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Israelis 
refusing to let the Red Cross to examine the poision? 











A I don't know what the specifics are of what 
is happening there, so I'm not prepared to addressed it. 


Q Mr. Saeb Salam, the former Prime Minister of 
Lebanon who was here in the States a few days ago, is now 
calling for Lebanon to withdraw from negotiations with 
Israel. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I'm not familiar with his particular 
remarks. I simply would say, in general, without addressing 
his statement, that obviously we think that the talks are 
important and that they should move forward, and we look for 
as fast a resolution and successful conclusion of the nego- 
tiations as possible. 


Q Do you have any comment on the very tense 
situation now in the Bekaa Valley with Israel and Syria? 


A I've seen press reports of that, but I'm not 
able to confirm that. I don't have any particular comment to 
offer on those reports. 


Q Anything about Habib? 


A No. I believe he's still in Beirut. Let me 
just double-check that. Yes, he and Ambassador Draper are 
both in Beirut. 


Q There are some reports that he's coming 
back. 


A Yes, I think it's possible that he may be 
coming back. He has some obligations here that he needs to 
fulfill, long-standing obligations here. 


Q If he comes back, it won't be as a result of 
problems in the negotiations? 


A His plan is to come back. Whether there 
would be consultations that would surround that coming back, 
I don't know. The plan is a long-standing plan for him to 
return. 


Q When is he expected here? 
A I don't have a specific for you on that. 
Q Could you tell us what are those commitments 


that he has here? 


A I can talk to you about it later. They're 
not official. 











Q On Nicaragua, the Nicaraguans were calling 
for talks between the United States and Nicaragua at the U.N. 
Do you have any reaction to that? 


| A No. We have addressed for sometime the way 
in which we think that a dialogue might move forward, which 
is essentially in a regional context, looking at the San 
Jose principles. Beyond that, I guess I really don't have a 
comment to offer. 


Q Alan, have you ever formally responded to 
the Nicaraguan statement -- I think it's just about a year 
ago -- to the effect that after then Secretary of State Haig 
authorized the Mexican Foreign Minister to consult the 
Nicaraguan Government on the possibility of some kind of 
dialogue or talks, they sent a message up here saying that 
they were ready to begin talks at any time on any subject of 
interest to the United States with no preconditions. 


The last time I looked we were still in the posture 
of seeking clarifications and studying a possible response to 
that. 


A I'll look into the question. 
Q Have you learned anything about this matter? 
A I will look into the question. I won't pro- 


mise you a specific response to it. Again, I think that the 
point is that events have moved on a lot since then, 
including the San Jose Conference. 


Q At the time that the story was written, 
saying that we were going to ignore this and do nothing 
about it, it was characterized by then Deputy Under 
Secretary of State Bosworth as ridiculous, and he told a 
Congressional Committee that this was a very serious matter, 
that would get our utmost priority and attention. That was 
a year ago. Could you get an official status report on 
this? 


A I will look into the matter. 

Q Alan, you just changed policy a minute ago, 
(Laughter) My understanding was that -- 

A I retract the statement. 

Q I should retract it? 


A No, I said I retract the statement. 











Q Didn't you make a list of proposals? I think 
there were 8-points. 

A Right. 

Q The first of which, “sine qua non," was the 


cessation by the Nicaraguans of supporting the Salvadorans, 
doesn't that remain on the table, or are we saying -- 


A Sure. 


Q -- San Jose is the only way we're going to come 
to the table with Nicaragua? 


A I'm not going to try to get into the 
question of how a dialogue might proceed, except that those 
principles are very much central to it. Clearly, continuing 
Nicaraguan support for subversion in El Salvador is of major 
concern, as are other questions that have been mentioned in 
that proposal, for example. 


What I was addressing was the context in which we 
might look at how we would proceed. There has been a 
regional context developed since that was all first talked 
about, which we think is very important. 


Q Do you have a date yet? 

A And I don't think that's contradictory. 

Q Okay, pardon me then. Do you have a date 
when the Santo Domingo Conference is going to take place? 

A I don't have a date on the Santo Domingo 
Conference. 

Q Is that what we understand is the regional con- 


text now, when you speak of a regional context? 


A I'm talking about the principles that were 
adopted at San Jose. The next meeting that has been talked 
about is the so-called five-plus-five meeting that might 
take place in Santo Domingo. I don't know, frankly, what 
the status of that is. The United States was not included 
among those to attend, and I would suggest that that would 
be a question to address to others. 


Q We support the initiative, do we not? 


A We don't have a problem with that at all. 








Q Do we support it with any urgency because of 
deteriorating -- 


A I think this is a Central American ini- 
tiative, and it is up to the countries who are participating 
and sponsoring it to speak for themselves on that. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the Post 
story quoting the views of Soviet and foreign political 
observers that the recent exchanges between the President and 
Yuri Andropov foreshadow the possible advent of a second cold 
War. Do you have any views on that? 


A Not specifically. The President, the 
Secretary and other officials have made clear that we would 
like to have a constructive relationship with the Soviet 
Union, but that there are a number of things that get in the 
way Of moving too far and too fast on that, including pri- 
marily Soviet behavior in various places in the world. It's 
not a secret in terms of our position. 


I don't think I want to address a characterization 
about new cold wars. Certainly, we're not looking for that 
sort of thing. What we are looking for is improvement, but 
that requires actions. 


Q Was that a prepared statement? 
A No. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 30, 1983, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


_ MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One reminder, that 
there will be a readout on President Kaunda's visit, his 
meetings at the White House. I would give you a range of 
between 1:15 and 1:45; I suppose the average would take that 
to about 1:30. But, anyway, just to remind you of that, in 
the White House Press Room. 


No other announcements. Be happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Anything on Habib's movements, can you tell 
us? 


A Not beyond, really, what I told you yester- 
day. He's in Israel. As I indicated, he will be scheduled 
to come back here shortly to fulfill a number of long- 
standing personal commitments, but I don't have details of 
those. 


Q How long will he be back, and is it antici- 
pated he will go swiftly back to the Middle East again? 


A I don't have his schedule beyond what I just 
gave you. 


Q Alan, who was the last American official who 
had communication with Hussein on the spot, and is anybody 
going over to see him? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I mean, 
the last American officials may well have been, since there 
is frequent contact, Ambassador Viets. 


Q Have we sent anybody else out quietly to see 
him in connection with the President's plan? 


A I don't know. If you're talking about 
senior officials, there are all sorts of officials who are 
travelling all the time. 


Q I'm talking for example, do you remember the 
Veliotes trip prior to September 1, was not announced until 
later. Has there been such a trip in recent weeks? 




















A By somebody of that level? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't know of a trip by anybody of that 
level. 


Q Do you have any comment on the story today 
in the Washington Post regarding some American promises to 
Hussein? 





A There were a2 couple of elements to that. 
Which specifically are you -- 


OQ We start with the first one about the 
settlements. 


A With the settlements? 
@) Yes. 


A The article this morning about supposed pro- 
mises. We have, on a number of occasions, stated publicly 
that the continuation of settlement activity is a major 
obstacle in the way of broadened negotiations. 


Without getting into the substance of our diplo- 
matic discussions with other governments, let me recall for 
you the President's own words of last September 1. He said 
"The immediate adoption of a settlement freeze by Israel 
more than any other action could create the confidence 
needed for a wider participation in these talks. Further 
settlement activity is in no way necessary for the security 
of Israel and only diminishes the confidence of the Arabs 
that a final outcome can be freely and fairly negotiated." 


That's really all I think I can respond to you. 


Q A follow-up to this. Was anything said to 
Hussein; in what ways do you plan to persuade Israel to 
agree to such a freeze? 


A Again, what you're asking me to do is to get 
into the details of the discussions, and I just am not able 
to talk about that. Our attitude toward the freeze is 
Clear. Obviously, I just articulated it for you, but I 


don't, I can't, go beyond that in. terms of what discussions took 


place with him or with anybody else. 














—s 


Q There was another part of the story, to the 
possibility that the expelled mayors from the West Bank 
would be representing the PLO in the negotiations. 


A Again, on that, I think what I can do really 
is to reiterate what we have said about Camp David. The 
President, of course, endorsed the Camp David negotiating 
process which provides for the participation of Palestinians 
who are either inhabitants of the West Bank and Gaza or 
Other Palestinians who are mutually agreeable to the 
negotiating parties. 


Within this context, it's up to the Palestinians 
themselves to decide in conjunction with Jordan or Egypt 
whose delegations they would join. 


Q Do you see those two mayors as possible 
candidates? 


A I don't think we've expressed a view on 
that. That, as I say, is up to the Palestinians to decide 
within the framework of those requirements. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports in the 
Arab press that King Hussein will be coming to the States by 
mid April? 


A No, I don't. 


Q I think your answers to Rafi are not a 
denial at all. 


A It's the same thing we've been saying. That 
anybody who fits into this context of the Camp David 
requirement, that either is a Palestinian from the West Bank 
and Gaza, or is a Palestinian otherwise mutually agreed 
could participate. 


Q But as well on the question of assurances to 
Hussein to persuade the Israelis on freezes. 


A I'm not addressing what we may or may not 
have said. I am not going to get into the question of our 
diplomatic discussions. 


Q What's the latest that you have on the 
possibilities that Hussein will have a positive 
announcement? 


A I don't have a reading to give you, and I 
don't think we're going to try to do that. I think we're 
really going to leave it to King Hussein himself to decide not only 
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what it is he says but when it is he says it and so on, and 
we're not going to try to anticipate that. 


Q One more thing about Habib. Do you have any 
readout on the status of the negotiations now that he's 
coming back? 


A No, I don't have a readout. As I say, his 
coming back is related to long-standing commitments here. I 
would expect that he would take the opportunity while he's 
here to consult. But in terms of the relationship to the 
status of the negotiations or what else he might be doing 
while back here, I just don't have anything further. 


Q There are some reports from the Middle East 
saying that he‘s coming back to the U.S. empty handed since 
the talks are again deadlocked. Do you have any comment? 


A Our view is that the talks continue, that 
they are important, and that we hope they will be swiftly, 
successfully concluded. 


Q Alan, the month of March has another day to 
go, and King Hussein still has not come forth. Is there any 
disappointment that he wasn't able to fulfill his promise or 
statement that he would do it? I guess he said, first, 
March 1, and that was interpreted here as meaning the month 
of March. Is there now a broader context on March 1 to the 
rest of the year or something? 


A First of all, I don't think I want to 
address our views in terms of disappointment or whatever. 
Obviously, we hope that this process, the overall peace pro- 
cess as well as the Lebanese process will move forward as 
quickly as possible. I think it's important that that hap- 
pen, and we hope that it will. 


As far as dates that he may have used, obviously 
there were dates mentioned in the Jordanian press and so on. 
I'm not aware of any formal announcements by King Hussein or 
anybody else. So I don't think I'm going to address that 
particular thing. 


Q He made a speech and he set it forth quite 
explicitly. 


A Okay. In any case, I don't think I would 
characterize our position on this except to say that we hope 
this process will move forward swiftly. We hope that he 
will find his way clear to join the process. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the British deci- 
sion not to expand their forces in the MNF? 


A I wasn't aware that was an issue. So, no, I 
don't have a comment. The British, of course, came in with a 
unit as a contribution more recently than the others, and I 
think it was originally for a limited period of time. But I 
was not aware that they were not going to expand it nor do I 
have a particular reaction to it. 


Q Are you discussing with the Saudis the 
question of Jordan joining the negotiations? 


A Of who joining the negotiations? 


Q Are you discussing with the Saudis the 
question of Jordan -- 


A Jordan joining the negotiations? I'm not 
going to get into details but we do have a full dialogue 
with the Saudis as with many other Middle Eastern govern- 
ments on the relevant questions. 


I think it's fair enough to assume that the 
guestion of the Middle East peace process is one of the sub- 
jects which is of great concern to both our governments. So 
it would be a natural topic for discussion. 


Q Are the two visits of the Saudi Crown Prince 
to Jordan related in any way to messages conveyed by the 
U.S. regarding the peace process? 


A I think I would stay away from any comment 
on discussions between other governments and also diplomatic 
discussions that we may be engaged in. I know that's not 
responsive, but I just think that's something I'm going to 
have to do. 


Q New subject. Do you have any comment on the 
Chinese statements that relations with the United States are 
unsatisfactory after the August 17 communique of last year, 
and Secretary Shultz’ visit? 


A Simply to note that both we and the Chinese 
are well aware of the issues on which we differ, and 
Secretary Shultz' visit to China in February was a part of 
an on-going effort to promote a more stable and enduring 
Chinese relationship, particularly by confirming common 
views and interests and by clarifying positions in instances 
where we differ. 
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Beyond that, no, I don't have a comment. 


Q Do you have anything on the story that we 
will not grant asylum to the Chinese tennis player? 


A No. I have, as you are well aware, not conm- 
mented on that subject and don't intend to. Let INS make 
whatever announcement they're going to make. I'll just 
leave it to them. 


Q What about what they said about the ADB, and 
what you had to say about the ADB? 


A I don't have a reaction to that. I said 
what our position was on the ADB the other day, and I have 
nothing to add to it. 


--MORE-- 














8) Did you say the INS, or who has made a 
decision? , 


A No. I say when they -- Connie indicated that 
there's a report that we are going to deny asylum. What I 
am saying is I have no comment on the issue on that report 
or any other aspect of the issue. It's going to be up to 
INS to make its announcement. 


@) There are some House members in El Salvador 
that are being quoted as saying they have evidence of a new 
massacre. 


Do you have anything on that? 

A I don't. I'm sure that they have taken it up 
with the Embassy, though, and I'm sure the Embassy will be 
looking into that question, but I don't have anything on it. 


0 Do you have anything on reports that a jour- 
nalist has been released in El Salvador? 


No. Which journalist are you talking about? 
T. J. Western. 

Is this a very recent report? 

Yes. 


Over the wires? 


o0o ry OO Fr OD PY 


I*m not sure about that. 

A What I have here I can give you, but it may 
be -- it really relates to the question of an FBI investiga- 
tion which was reported in the paper and is provided on the 
presumption that he was still under detention. So if he has 
been released, it's out of date. 

0 That's of interest anyway. 

A That's of interest anyway? 


Oo Sure. (Laughter) 


A I should have known. Okay. Let me just -- 
It's somewhat in the nature of a status report. 








First of all, on any questions regarding an FBI 
investigation, go ask the FBI. (Laughter) You like that. 


Okay. We understand, however, that the Commander 
of the Salvadoran Treasury Police, Colonel Francisco Moran, 
said yesterday that he had made a request about some sort of 
assistance from the FBI in connection with the detention on 
March 26 of Mr. T. J. Western on suspicion of contact with 
subversives. 


Mr. Western acknowledges that he spoke with a per- 
son who works for a Spanish ‘anguage radio program in San 
Diego, California, on March <i to file a report on economic 
effects of the war in El Salvador. 


Mr. Western denies, however, that he said anything 
about arms trafficking in that report or in other conver- 
sations with this person. 


My information, Larry, was that he is still being 
detained by the Treasury Police at their headquarters in San 
Salvador. A Consular Officer accompanied Mr. Western from 
his apartment, where he was detained, to the police head- 
quarters on March 26 and has visited him on three occasions 
since his arrest. 


8) What has the FBI got to do with it? 


os As I say, apparently, we understand that the 
Treasury Police Commander made some sort of request for FBI 
assistance, but you really would have to go to the FBI to 
get details about what was involved there. I'm telling you 
what was said apparently in El Salvador. 


As far as the U.S. side of it is concerned and 
what the FBI might be doing, I've got to refer you to them. 
That's what the FBI has to do with it. 


0 Alan, I understand that a member of the 
congressional delegation that Max mentioned -- the one from 
New Mexico, his name escapes me -- got into a shouting 
match, shoving match, or both with a Salvador Government 
official. 


Have you had any report from the Embassy on that? 


A I can't tell you whether there's been a 
report from the Embassy on that. I'm not aware of a report 
from the Embassy on that. 








0 Kenneth Kaunda in the last two days made some 
pretty starteling statements about South Africa claiming 
there'd soon be a revolution worse than the French 
revolution. 


Do we have any comment on that, or any assessment 


that -- 
A No. I don't have any comment on that. 
.@) Is there a statement today on Nicaragua? 
A I don't have a statement on Nicaragua. What 


do you -~- I mean, there are a lot of things on Nicaragua 
that are in the newspapers. What are you interested in? 
I'm not volunteering anything. I don't have anything I'm 
going to put out to you clearly. 


8) Do you know the population? (Laughter) 
A I'll have to take that question. 


@ Thank you. That's the first one you've 
taken. (Laughter) 


A Go to your public library. 


e) At the conclusion of the Security Council 
debate, are you satisfied with the results? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer on that, 
Jim -- I talked about it yesterday -- and I really am not 
going to go beyond that. 


@] Allegations of cross-border fighting. 
A With Honduras? 
Qo Honduras, Costa Rica, anybody. (Laughter) 


A You're not picky. On Honduras, the 
Nicaraguans apparently have claimed that the Hondurans 
crossed the border and fired on them. We don't have any 
knowledge of this incident, but we would call your attention 
to the Honduran Government's repeated denial that it has 
built up its forces along the border with Nicaragua, and we 
believe that all the fighting in that area that may be 
occurring is occurring within Nicaragua. 
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As far as Costa Rica is concerned, there have been 
reports that because of fighting in Nicaragua, Costa Rica is 
bolstering its border patrols, and that's the issue that I 
could address here. 


The Costa Rican Government has for some time been 
concerned about its capability to defend its northern 
border, both because of the tensions with Nicaragua and 
signs of military activity in the area by various groups. 


While one might expect that the border patrol 
might be at an increased state of alert, given the internal 
situation in Nicaragua, there has been no significant 
increase in the number of rural guards patrolling the border 
area. 


0 Copies? 
A Yes. 


0 Have they asked for any aid from the United 
States in recent weeks with respect to security assistance 
or anything like that? 


A I'm not aware of any increased requests. 
Obviously, we have our request before the Congress in a 
variety of fashions. 


re) Are there any U.S. Naval vessels in 
Nicaraguan waters? 


A You would have to address that question to 
the Pentagon, Mike. I don't know. In Nicaraguan terri- 
torial waters? 


0 Yes. 


A I would think that would be very doubtful, 
but I would ask you to refer to the Pentagon. 


0 New subject. Could you say what is the sta- 
tus of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty? The President men- 
tioned it yesterday and said that there have been numerous 
violations. 


A What he said was that we have reason to 
believe there have been numerous violations. In 1976 both 
the Soviet Union and the United States stated separately 
their intention to observe the 150-kiloton threshold. 





ll 


A number of Soviet nuclear tests in recent years 
have produced seismic signals of sufficient magnitude to 
raise concerns about Soviet observance of the 150-kiloton 
limit. However, because of the uncertainties in existing 
means of verification, we cannot conclude with certainty 
that the Soviets have exceeded the 150-kiloton limit. 


Even if we were to implement the provisions of the 
existing treaties, the improvement would be marginal. When 
we've raised these specific tests with the Soviets directly, 
they have told us, stated, that the test did not exceed the 
threshold. 


Similarly, the Soviets have raised questions about 
several U.S. tests, and this explains the importance that we 
place on improving the verification provisions of both the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the Peaceful Nuclear 
Explosions Treaty. 


8) Copy of that? 
A Yes. 


0 Have they turned down the suggestions for 
upgrading the verification? 


A They have. I think the President indicated 
yesterday that they indicated they would not go ahead with 
discussions on improving the verification provisions of 
those treaties as we had suggested. 


We're disappointed in the Soviet response, and we 
will be discussing it with them more in the future. If they 
continue to refuse to discuss our concerns, we would be 
forced to question how genuine their commitment is to 
effective limitations on nuclear testing. 


Q When did they say no to the improved verifi- 
cation procedure? 


A I believe it was at the beginning of this 
week, Hank. 


0 You questioned their what? That last -- 

A We would be forced to question how genuine 
their commitment is to effective limitations on nuclear 
testing. 


0) Copy of that, Alan? 
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A Yes. Sure. Which do you want a copy of so I 
make sure we get it. 


0 What you just read. 
A Okay. 


6) Angola. Can you tell us anything about the 
Czechoslovak Government asking the United States to assist 
in the release of 64 of its nationals captured by the UNITA 
groups in -- 


A No. I don't have anything on it, but I would 
suspect that if there were anything to that, that it would 
be something we would probably want to handle in diplomatic 
channels rather than through the press in any case. I will 
inquire, but I would be somewhat dubious, even if there were 
something, and I'm not saying there is because I don't know, 
but I would be dubious that we would want to talk about it. 


0 You have no report that the West German 
Government has asked the United States on behalf of 
Czechoslovakia? 


A I don't. I can't tell you that there hasn't 
been -- I'm not saying that -- but I don't know of any. I 
will look into it, but I am somewhat dubious on the nature 
of the subject that we would -- even if we had something, 
that we would respond to it. 


8) Do you have any comment on the Evans & Novak 
article this morning? 


A On the Brzezinski -- the forgery? 
Q Yes. 


| A Yes, I do. The memorandum in question is 
Clearly a forgery. It was never drafted by Dr. Brzezinski. 
In view of the KGB's well-known global disinformation cam- 
paign against the U.S. and its allies, we can only speculate 
as to the origins of this memorandun. 


Furthermore, suggestions that the U.S. Government 
in some way influenced the election of Carol Wotyla as Pope 
are absurd and an insult to the Roman Catholic Church. 


.¢) Can we get that? 


A Yes. 








re) Can you issue copies of that memo? 

A I understand that the memo was printed in an 
Italian paper*, and further that the Embassy has sent it back 
to the Department, but it hasn't arrived. I assume you 
have a Rome Bureau that can pick it out of the paper. 

6) Is it in Italian? 


A It was in El Tiempo, so I have to assume -- 





0 Alan, do you have any readout on the meeting 
between the Secretary and the Foreign Minister of Chile 
yesterday? 


A I think there is a readout, not extensive, 
but it's in the press office at this point. I don't have it 
with me, so why don't you check there later. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
*According to the Evans and Novak column the article was 


apparently first published in the Madrid, Spain weekly El 
Tiempo. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment for you concerning Vietnamese attacks on refugee 
settlements. 


We are appalled that Vietnamese forces March 3l 
attacked indiscriminately settlements containing thousands 
of civilian Khmer who fled to the border from Vietnam's 1978 
invasion and occupation of Kampuchea. 


We strongly condemn these attacks which are a con-_ 
sequence of Vietnam's actions in Kampuchea in violation of 
the U.N. charter and U.N. General Assembly resolutions. 


While details are not entirely ciear, thousands of 
Civilians have been forced to flee for survival from the 
March 31 attacks. 


Just two months ago the Vietnamese attacked a 
Khmer refugee camp near the Thai border village of Nong 
Chan, putting to flight some 40,000 civilians and destroying 
their settlement. 


We noted the Roya!’ Thai Government statement of 
March 31 about the attacks and join the Royal Thai 
Government in calling on Hanoi to respect Thai territory and 
in condemning the attack on peaceful civilian inhabitants of 
the border area. 


We applaud the prompt efforts of the Thai 
Government and international organizations to render humani- 
tarian assistance to the unfortunate victims who have fled 
into Thailand and will lend our own support to these 
efforts. 


Happy to take your questions. 
) Can we get that, please, Alan? 


A Sure. 


0 Following up on that, do you have any state- 
ment with respect to the visit of an IMF mission to Hanoi? 














A I have nothing on that. I don't know 
anything about it. 


0 Have you had time to look at the general 
response to the President's speech in Moscow? What do you 
think of it? 


A To which response? 


0 To how the Soviets have responded to the 
President's arms control speech. 


A I've seen a variety of statements from com- 
mentators of various sorts. I haven't seen, if you will, an 
authoritative response and statement, and I think we've 
indicated we hope that the Soviets indeed will study this 
carefully and go to the table in May prepared to negotiate 
seriously on the proposal. 


There was some suggestion in at least one of the 
commentaries that we saw that talked about this being no 
different From the zero option, but simply a new wrapping. 
That simply is not true. 


While the President has made clear that zero 
remains our goal, he has made a very significant new offer 
in stating U.S. willingness to negotiate an interim 
agreement that would substantially reduce the level of 
warheads on land-based, longer-ranged, INF missiles to equal 
levels on both sides. As I said, we will be negotiating in 
Geneva for such an agreement. As to Soviet agreement to 
zero, while that is a long-term objective, it's not a 
precondition. 


0 So what you have seen thus far, you do not 
take either way as a rejection, criticism or whatever you 
wish to refer to it? 


A I haven't seen an authoritative Soviet state- 
ment on that. 


0 As Paul Warnke says, could this latest propo- 
sal have the result of the deployment of all 572 new 
American systems? 


A Could it have that result? 


0 Yes. 

















A In the absence of an agreement, certainly it 
would have that result. 


0 With an agreement? 


A I think there are a lot of numbers between 
zero and 572. While not all of them would be acceptable 
because there would have to be a number of considerations 
looked into, nonetheless, what has happened is that the U.S. 
has put forward a proposal that there be an interim 
agreement. 


There might be any one of a number of levels 
that might be more satisfactory than others to the Soviets 
within that 572 ceiling. As the President said, he wants a 
number lower than our planned deployments. He wants to 
reduce below what we're even planning to do in the absence 
of agreement. 


I suppose theoretically it could be an agreement 
on 572. Clearly, he would like to see it lower than that. 
He would like to see it at zero, but in terms of this propo- 
sal he'd like to see it lower than that. 


0 Was the proposal, Alan, given in any form to 
the Soviets before the President made it public? 


A Yes. I think the President indicated that 
Ambassador Nitze had made that proposal. 


0 But apart from that, I mean did Shultz meet 
with Dobrynin here particularly? 


A They had been informed ahead of time that 
there would be this proposal. 


Q In the proposal given to the Soviets, 
were there as in the President's proposal no numbers 
specified? 


A That's correct. 


0 Alan, you mentioned several considerations 
would come into play about the levels that might be reached, 
and that kind of phraseology has been used several times in 
briefings. 


Can you tell us what some of those might be? 




















A I'm not an expert on what might be needed for 
various kinds of mixes. The fact is that from a military 
point of view, I am told that there are certain mixes which 
have -- you have to have a certain kind of mix. Obviously, 
this is a proposal which includes both Pershings and ground- 
launch cruise missiles. It is not to exclude Pershings, for 
example, which has been raised as one thought. It doesn't 
do that. 


The question is what kind of a mix you would have, 
and I think that that mix would depend on the number you 
would arrive at, among other things. I can't tell you all 
the technical considerations, but that certainly is one, 
that different levels might entail different mixes. 


0 We might be getting something here. You're 
Suggesting that whatever numbers might be reached could not 
include, as long as we're not at zero, elimination of the 
Pershings. 


A There's no intention here to eliminate the 
Pershing from the mix. 


0 It's been understood that the U.S. has asked 
the Soviets to suggest a number sometime between now and May 
17 when the talks resume. There was a report this morning 
that if by that time the Soviets have not suggested a 
number, the U.S. would. 


A To my knowledge that's not accurate. My 
understanding is that in fact what we intend to do is to go 
back to the table in May. While there may be some 
discussion some place -- that I don't know -- that's where 
the negotiation is going to take place. That is where 
Adbassador Nitze indicated to Mr. Kvitsinsky that he trusted 
they would come back and have a look at this, and that we 
would proceed with the discussion. 


I can't tell you how the negotiation will proceed 
in terms of who will say what next about specific numbers or 
anything of that sort. 


Q Did Ambassador Nitze specifically ask the 
Soviet representatives to suggest a certain number? 


A I don't know whether he did or didn't, but, 
again, I think that sort of negotiating detail I would not 
get into. 


0 Are we waiting now for: the Soviets to come up 
with a number before we do? 














A I don't want to try to characterize again how 
that negotiation would go forward. I think the point here 
is in general terms that we have put forward a proposal, and 
having put forward one before which we think is in fact the 
ideal and which the allies -- the "we" is an allied we -- 
think is the ideal. 


Obviously, the Soviets have real problems with 
that. In order to try and get something that's better 
than everything, get something lower than the levels which 
might otherwise obtain, the President has put forward this 
suggestion, the proposal, that there be an interim level. 


Again, I can't say how the numbers will eventually 
be entered in. But, as I said before, the Soviets may have 
a view that certain numbers within that 572, for example, 
would be better than others. I think that if they have views 
on that, that's the kind of thing we'd like to hear. 


@) Alan, understanding what you said about not 
being a technical expert in this field, could you give us 
some glimmer of why certain mixes are necessary? Is it a 
technical problem? 


A I can't really. I just don't have the 
knowledge to do that. 


0 Do you have any comment on the reported 
speech by Mr. Arafat in Damascus in which he said no to the 
Reagan plan? 


A Yes, but only to say that we've not seen the 
full text of what Arafat said. I think that the only thing 
I could do would be to restate our view that the prospects 
for peace would be best served through broadened Arab par- 
ticipation in direct negotiations based on U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 242. 


fe) Do you have any reaction to the Soviet state- 
ment and kind of warning to Israel regarding possible attack 
on Syria? 


A Yes. There are a couple of different things, 
I think, that were involved here. One was a charge, I 
guess, that Israel is adding to its forces in the Bekaa in 
preparation for a "piratic strike" against Syria. 


We don't have any information which would suggest 
that a buildup is underway or that Israel is contemplating 
military action in the Bekaa or against Syria. I think that 
the Israeli Government has already rejected that charge as 
well. 

















0 Are there some other problems? 


A No. The whole thing seems to be somewhat -- 
at least the one Tass piece, seemed rather exaggerated in 
tone and perhaps calculated to inflame emotions and increase 
tensions in the region. Such a statement we would view as 
irresponsible and could only serve to undermine the politi- 
cal efforts of all parties to achieve a "fair, comprerensive 
settlement" for which the statement itself called. 





re) What progress can you report on Mr. dabib's 
mission? 


A I'm not going to try to give a progress 
report on Mr. Habib's mission. We haven't done that. He is 
returning. I expect him in the U.S. later today, in fact. 


0 Where? When? 


A I don't have details on it for you. We have 
not tried to do that to spare the fellow. But, as I indi- 
cated, he's got personal commitments, and, of course, he 
will be also coming to Washington for consultations before 
returning to the area. 


0 How long do you think he will be around for 
these commitments and the consultations? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't hear that. 


fe) How long do you think !.e'll be in the United 
States? 


A I don't know precisely. I don't think it is 
knowable at this point. Clearly, he will be here through at 
least part of next week, perhaps beyond that, depending on 
what he and others seem to think fits appropriately. 


0 There are reports in Israel that Prime 
Minister Begin might come here, possibly to conclude an 
agreement, failing to do it in Israel. 


Do you think it's a good idea at this point? 


A I don't think I would express a view on good 
idea or not in that respect. There's nothing, as far as I 
know, that's planned at this point. 


fe) Is Morrie Draper coming back, too, or is he 
staying with the talks? 











A I don't know the answer to that. I believe 
that Morrie is staying, but let me check, and, if there's 
something difference from that, we'll post it. 


0 Alan, do you have any reaction to a report in 
The Washington Post this morning that the Administration 
here is sort of apprehensive, or they believe that Israel is 
aiming toward a de facto partition of Lebanon? 





Is there such a feeling going on through the 
Administration about this? 


A I think that we are bending all of our 
efforts, together with the officials of Lebanon and Israel, 
in those tripartite talks that are now going on to try to 
reach agreement there and to move ahead to the rapid 
withdrawal of all foreign forces, including, of course, the 
Syrian and PLO forces as well as Israeli forces from 
Lebanon. 


0 Do you consider, though, the talks now are at 
Square number one or even square zero going -- 


A I saw a quote somebody saying to that effect. 
I think that, as I say, our characterization would be 
something else which would be that we're working together 
with the others to move forward on this. 


0 Unless there are some more Middle East 
questions -- 


A Let's stay with the Middle East. I think we 
do have some more. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
Foreign Minister's remarks to Israeli TV in which he said 
that Egypt is not loyal to the peace agreement and there is 
no interconnection between the Egyptian issue and the events 
in Lebanon? 


A I was not aware, frankly, of the statement, 
but, no, I wouldn't have a comment on it. Obviously, we 
hope that relations between Egypt and Israel are as smooth 
as possible. 


0 Have you discussed with the Israeli 
Government those Soviet statements and accusations in the 
last few days? 


A I don't know the answer to that question, 
but, again, that would get us into diplomatic exchange. I 
just don't know. 


-- MORE -- 











0 In light of the release of the Aim 9-L 
Missiles to Israel, are there any plans for releasing the 
F-l16s that were held up? 


A Somebody the other day said Sidewinders. Is 
that an Aim 9-L? 


0 Yes. 


A I don't know of any change in the status of 
the F-l6s at this point. It is something that rests with 
the President. 


0 What is the status at this point? 
A It rests with the President. 
@) It's not under review? 


A It rests with the President. It's up to him 
to make a decision when they'll go. 


0 Anything on the Hassan initiative to convene 
a summit? 


A The reports that we've seen don't indicate 
that there's anything firmly scheduled. But, in any case, 
the important thing is a decision for King Hussein to enter 
the peace process. 


0 In that connection, and given that report 
about Arafat, has the U.S. been in any special communication 
with King Hussein with a view toward his participation in 
the peace process? 


A We have very frequent contact with King 
Hussein. 


@) I understand that, but since the report of 
Arafat's statement, has there been any new contact? 


A I don't think I'd want to go into the sche- 
dule of meetings that are held with King Hussein. But, as 
said, Ambassador Viets sees him quite frequently. That is a 
normal and frequent event, so it wouldn't surprise me if 
that had, indeed, happened. I'm not going to try to track 
down when they were last in contact. 


WH 


¢) Going back to this alleged preparation of a 
tyrannic raid into Syria, would the U.S. Government expect 
to know about Israel's advance preparations in this sort of 
matter? 














A Sometimes we get indications through one 
means or another what other countries are doing. But the 
point I made to you is that the Israeli Government has made 
a very strong statement about this, and we have no reason to 
think otherwise. 


0 You have no reason to think otherwise? 
A That's right. 

6) Have you any memory? 

A Yes. 

0 Alan, in light of Arafat's rejection of 


President Reagan's peace plan and the up-coming meeting be- 
tween Arafat and King Hussein, what do you anticipate, what 
do read out of this upcoming meeting? 


A I don't think I would care to -- 
they'll meet, and we'll get a result out of it. 


0 Let me follow this. What is your reaction 
to the violence and the shooting in the West Bank, and the 
conditions there? 


A I'm not aware of the details of what pre- 
cisely has gone on. I'm aware of a reported arrest, for 
example, of an editor of an East Jerusalem paper; I gather 
for alleged incitement. I don't know what the specifics 
are. But in any case, we've seen the report. We are 
looking into the matter, but don't have enough information 
to comment. 


Of course, we are very concerned about the wave 
of unexplained illnesses in the area, and we're not 
surprised it has led to an increase in political tension. 


e) What about the shooting in Hebron of one 
16/17-year-old boy, I believe. 


A I don't know the specifics of that. We 
have in the past expressed, and it would obviously apply in 
this case, great regret over injury and so on, but I don't 
have a specific comment on that case. 


0 Do you have any information about the 
poisoning cases which were in the schools there? 


A No. I say that we're very concerned about 
the wave of unexplained illnesses in that region. 
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@) Is the Consulate trying to look into it to 
find out what's going on there? 

A _ On the illnesses? 

0 Yes. 

A I don't know that they have the expertise 


to do that. I think the Israeli Government has been 
devoting a fair amount of attention and medical expertise to 


_that question. 


0) I just wonder if we've offered -- just 
following that up -- if we've offered our medical 
assistance? 

A I don't know that we have. I'm sure if it 


were requested that there are a variety of experts, not just 
in the United States but elsewhere. But I don't know what 
the Israelis judgment is on what's needed at this point to 
try and clear that up. That's their call. 


On Morrie Draper, he is in Jerusalem, and 
according to current plans, he is not going to be coming 
back. So I will not post an answer later. 


e) Give us some guidance as to how we should 
read Habib's coming back? 


A Yes. That he's had long-standing plans, as 
I've said for three days, to go and take care of some com- 
mitments that he's had out in another part of the country, 
and that he's fulfilling those commitments. 


e) Obviously, there had been a good deal of 
hope in the Administration that by the time Arafat and 
Hussein met there would be genuine progress if not a settle- 
ment itself in Lebanon. It obviously hasn't happened. 





A We have hoped all along that we would be 
getting rapid progress, and it hasn't happened. 

0 Are you disappointed? 

As We would always hope for more rapid 
progress. 

0 You're not describing things as a stalemate 


at this point? 


A No. 





ll 


@) Just a follow-up. Did you have a readout 
on today's meetings in the Middle East, because they came 
Out with more upbeat statements afterwards? 


A No, I haven't seen that. Again, I would 
not describe things as at a stalemate, so that would be 
consistent. 


0 Representatives of Grenada held a news con- 
ference here in Washington this morning to repeat some of 
their responses made last week by their U.N. representative 
and to assert again that they have evidence of a plan to 
attempt to topple the government there. Do you have any 
comment on those charges? 


A Again, as you well know, we simply do not 
comment, without leaving an impression one way or another, 
on allegations of covert activities. I'm not going to 
violate that stricture. 


e) Further, they indicate that their Foreign 
Minister will be in Washington, will be visiting very 
shortly. Are there plans for any U.S. officials to meet with 
him? 


A I don't know. Why don't I look into that 
and see if there's anything on that? 

@) Last week you said it was a ridiculous 
charge. 

A The question that was asked by Bill 


McLaughlin was about a half hour after the report came over 
that the U.S. was planning to invade Grenada. I said 

that was ridiculous, and it is. I was later told that it 
included both an overt and covert allegation. As far as the 
covert activity is concerned, we don't address those 
questions. 


As far as any suggestion that the U.S. is going 
to invade Grenada with military forces overtly, it's absurd. 


It puts us in a dilemna. You can ask the 
question each time -- 


0 (Inaudible) in the position of not saying 
that the charge that we are going to attempt somehow to 
overthrow the government of Grenada is a ridiculous charge. 


A We don't comment on alleged covert activi- 
ties. It makes a nice target each time to be able to get 
that statement out of us, but the fact is that we don't do 
it, and I'm not going to. 


ee ee ae 
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re) It's ridiculous if it's overt that they're 
going to invade it; but if you're going to covertly 
invade it, it's "no comment," right? (Laughter) 


) I want to get the answer to that one. 
a You had a question? 
@) Yes, I do. Yesterday, you posted an answer 


to a question about Nicaragua. You said that it's your 
understanding that Nicaragua does not want to go to the 
five-plus-five meeting. Can you tell us what the basis of 
that understanding is? 


a I don't have specific information. I don't 
know that -- well, I don't have specific information. Why 
don't you go ask the Nicaraguans if you think there's a dif- 
ferent answer. 


@) I honestly have. 
A What did they say? 


e) They said that in every statement we've made, 
we've indicated a willingness to take part. 


A Good. If they show up, that's fine. 


fe) Wait, Alan. Are you saying that there is no 
basis for this understanding, then? 


A No. That obviously is the basis of the 
information available to the folks who work on this problem. 
If they're going to show up, that's fine. 


We have expressed certainly that we think the 
five-plus-five might be a useful thing to do. I'm not going 
to try to speak to you on that if you think that the 
Nicaraguans are saying something else. Let them do 
something else; that's fine. 


0 Alan, would you comment on the Grenadan 
charge this morning that the United States interfered in the 
international financial community with that republic's abi- 
lity to get money for the airport, and at the World Bank 
also? 


a Let me look at that. "“Interfered," I'm not 
Sure what that means. You mean, we took a position in the 
Bank? 


0 Lobbied against them getting the money to 
build the airport or by other means discouraged the 
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international financial community from offering them funds 
or loans. 


A Let me look into it. I don't know what facts 
might be available on that. 


0 Do you have any comment on these various 
charges out of the People's Republic of China regarding 
U.S. policies toward China and Taiwan? 


Several of them oe some of them have come out of 
the Chinese media; others seem to come from Chinese offi- 
cials, and so forth, all within the last few days? 


A - I've already addressed this to some extent, 
which was not to say a great deal except to talk about our 
approach yesterday. You might want to look at what I said on 
this subject yesterday. 


As the Secretary made clear during his visit, 
we're abiding by the August 17 communique, and we will con- 
tinue to do so just as we expect the Chinese to abide by the 
communique. 


Regarding the charge in one Chinese newspaper of 
double-dealing and trying to dicate terms on settlement of 
the Taiwan question, that is simply not the fact. We have 
repeatedly made clear that the U.S. does not advocate any 
plan or formula for resolution of the Taiwan question. We 
believe this is an issue for the Chinese people on both 
sides of the Taiwan strait to resolve themselves, and our 
sole concern is that any resolution be by peaceful means. 


0 Copy of that? 


A No. I think I'm going to have to ask you to 
get it from the transcript. 


.@) Do you have any readout on that earthquake in 
Columbia -- readout from our Embassy on the extent of the 
damages? 


A I don't. I was told about it just before I 
came out here. I gather it was a rather severe quake. 
Somebody indicated to me that it registered something like 
seven on the Richter scale, but I don't have a readout on 
it. 


0 Do you have anything in response to the state- 
ments by President Kaunda of Zambia that the settlement in 
Namibia should not be tied to this Cuban patrol from Angola? 
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A Our position on Cuban withdrawal is oft- 
stated and on the record. You can get it from the record. 
I'm not going to try to draw the words out of my head at 
this point except to say that it is a clearly related, 
although not formally linked aspect, and it is also impor- 
tant. 


0 Would you see the fact that, coming from him 
-- a respected, senior African leader -- is this likely to 
Cause any re-evaluation of the U.S. position or is the U.S. 
to stick by its -- 


A I think that this issue was addressed, to a 
certain extent, in the readout following his meetings at the 
White House, and I would refer you to that. 


A Do you have anything on the murders going on 
in Zimbabwe, or the statement by the government today criti- 
cizing the Bishop's message regarding -- 


A No, I think we had some guidance on this 
general question of the Bishop's message and Zimbabwean 
Government reaction to it the other day. I'd ask you to 
check on that in the Press Office. 


@) Can we get a copy? 


A I don't know that we made copies of it, but I 
think you can get it there. 


0 Do you have anything new on El Salvador, specifically 
on this massacre, alleged massacre in Las Ojas? 





A No. 


e) Anything with respect to the military 
Situation today, the reports of a major battle? 


4 Where? Which one are you talking about? 
They are several battles that -- 


0 Involving the Bey Oso Brigade in San Isidro? 


A I don't have -- yes, I saw, I guess, a wire 
report on that. No, I really don't have -- 


0 What battle are you thinking of? 


a There are all sorts of battles that are being 
reported. 
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‘@) Defense Minister Garcia is going to sue UPI, 
he says, for defamation. Do you have anything on that? 


A No. Maybe Mike does. (Laughter) 
@) Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I appreciate your 
cooperation with the delay. With only one of me here, I can 
Only do so many things at one time. 


I have a couple of announcements. I'd like to 
note that we're losing another member of the Press Office 
staff today, Paula Lorfano, who is dressed pink, someplace. 
Is she not in here? She didn't come in. We delayed it too 
long for her. Anyway, she starts work Monday as an editor 
at the Foreign Affairs Information Management Center. Her 
work in the Press Office has been very much appreciated and 
she will be missed. 


Secondly, there will be a briefing at 3:00 p.m. 
today here in the Press Room by AID Administrator Peter 
McPherson and Columbian Ambassador Alvaro Gomez Hurtado on 
the relief efforts to Columbia. 


Finally, the Secretary will speak in Dallas at an 
April 15, noon lunch, jointly sponsored by the World Affairs 
Council and the Chamber of Commerce at the Annatole Hotel. 
The speech is scheduled for 1:00 P.M. Central Standard Time 
-- that is 2:00 P.M. here. Barring any technical dif- 
ficulties we would plan to pipe that speech live into the 
Press Room. 


Anyone interested in covering the event should 
contact Frank Chavez of the Chamber at (214)954-1478. 


0 Subject? 

A sorry? 

¢) Subject? 

A I don't have a subject for you at this point. 
0 Saturday? 

That is on the 15th; Friday, I think. 


A 
0 How does that fall in with his travel plans 
for Mexico? 

















A It comes before. (Laughter) 


0 Will he be returning to Washington after that 
speech? 


A I don't have details of a schedule to give 
you at this point. 


8) Is he taking the press to Mexico? 


A I don't know yet. I told you when I 
announced it that there was a question both about whether, 
and if so, how many. We'll have to see. 


That's all for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


@) Alan, there are reports that Israel and Lebanon 


have agreed in principle now for joint patrols in southern 
Lebanon after Israel withdraws. Do you have any comment on 
those reports? 


A No. I've seen the reports. I'm not going 
to, again, get into the substance of the negotiations. They 
do continue, of course. Obviously, if there is progress on 
whatever front, without confirming that particular point, it 
is very welcome, but I don't have a comment on that par- 
ticular report. 


0 What is very welcome? 


| A Any progress in any of the various areas that 
still are up for discussion, but I'm not confirming that 
this particular report is accurate or not. I'm just not 
going to comment on the substance of those talks. 


0 You would still be opposed to any military 
presence in southern Lebanon? 


A Our positions haven't changed. I'm not 
addressing the substance of the negotiation. 


Q Alan, yesterday, Reagan seemed to be issuing 
a decision under the Arms Export Control Act that Israel has 
violated U.S. law by using American weapons in the invasion 
of Lebanon. Is that what he meant to do? 


A As the President pointed out, under law, any 
weapons that are supplied must be used only for purposes of 
legitimate self-defense. 
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While Israeli forces remain in Lebanon, concerns 
arise as to whether it would be consistent with the spirit 
of the law to go ahead with Congressional notification 
regarding these aircraft, which have been held up since 
Israel went into Lebanon. 


However, the President was. .<' stating that he was 
making a determination of ineligibi.‘*°» under U.S. law. 
0 If the Administration suspects there is a 


violation under the law, isn't the Administration compelled 
under the law to so notify Congress, and why then didn't the 
Administration notify Congress that they think there may be 
a violation? 


A As required by the Act, the President did 
report to the Congress that a substaiitial violation may have 
occurred. 


0 When he made the statement yesterday? 


A No, no. This goes back, I think, sometime 
ago; last year sometime. 


No determination but -- let me finish -- no deter- 
mination has been made under the Act as to whether such a 
violation actually did occur nor is the President under any 
obligation to make such a determination. 


0 Alan, the jets -- the history of the jets 
begins approximately in May when the Administration notified 
Congress informally that it intends to supply Israel with 75 
jets. Israel moved into Lebanon in June, so logically it 
would seem that if there was any suspicion of a violation, 
there would have been notice to Congress since then. You're 
going back into previous incidents involving other weapons. 
We're talking about jets. 


A Let me just give you the background infor- 
mation I have on that sale. 


Israel already has 75 F-l6s. The proposed sale of 
75 more F-l6s, which we first discussed with Israel in 1978, 
follows on that earlier sale. On June 13, 1982, the 20-day 
informal Congressional notification period of this second 
sale of F-l6s ended. 


In light of the Israeli invasion of Lebanon a week 
earlier, the President decided not to proceed with formal 
Congressional notification at that time. Since then he has 
not felt the situation has chanyed appreciably enough to 
proceed with the notification. 




















@) But he's not notified -- the Administration 
has not notified Congress, has it, in that period, that they 
Suspect there may be a violation of the law? 


A There has been, since Israel went into 
Lebanon, a notification, as I said, that there may have 
occurred, as the law requires, there may have occurred a 
substantial violation. 


0 When was that? 


A I don't have the specifics. I don't have the 
date. 


0 The only one we know about was sent in June 
'8]1 after the Iraqi nuclear reactor. 


A Okay, maybe they can get some details on the 
date of this. I don't think you're right that this was -- 


fe) Are the Sidewinders a special category of 
weapons to which the law doesn't apply? 


A The question of whether -- you've got to 
listen to the words. 


0 I'll listen real hard. 


A The question of whether you would apply the 
same reasoning to other weapon systems is a question of 
judgment. It's the President's judgment that this should 
apply to the F-16s. He has not made such a judgment with 
regard to other weapon systems. 


0 You say it's a matter of judgment whether 
weapons are used for defensive purposes or not? 


A No. It's a matter of judgment as to whether 
this reasoning that I've given you, is in terms of the con- 
sistency, with the spirit of the law. 


Remember now, we're not talking about whether a 
determination should or shouldn't go forward. He has made a 
judgment with regard to the F-l6s. 


fe) Is that a legal judgment or a political 
judgment? 


A I can't -- 


0 I mean, is there anything in the law that 
differentiates between F-l6s and Sidewinder missiles? 











A He has not made a determination. 
0 But he's made a judgment. That's your word. 
A He's made a judgment. 


0 And is that based on a legal interpretation 
or a political decision? 


A It is a judgment, as I said. I think I can 
give you the language of what I said before -- that while 
the Israeli forces remain in Lebanon, concerns arise as to 
whether it would be consistent with the spirit of the law to 
go ahead with the Congressional notification. That's the 
judgment that he has made with regard to the F-l6s. 


0 I don't understand the distinction. 


Q Let me come back to something. There have 
been questions asked since last summer on whether the 
Administration believed Israel was in violation of its 
agreement with us in using arms in Lebanon, and your answer 
has always been that matter is still under review. 


A It is. 
0 But you're also saying that at sometime a 


confidential letter of some sort was sent to the Hill, 
saying a violation may have occurred? 


A I don't recall whether it was confidential or 
not. 

¢) It was certainly made public. 

A We've discussed this issue of notifications to 


the Hill before. 
0 When was this -- 
A Excuse me, others want to ask questions too. 
0 When was this judgment, which the President 
declared yesterday, when was it made? Was it made recently, 


Or was it made a long time ago and just made public 
yesterday? 


A His judgment about the F-l6s has been in 
effect since he first decided that he wouldn't go forward 
with the notification to the Congress. 

















@) It never was declared that it has any connec- 
tion to Israel's staying in Lebanon? 


A I can only tell you that the situation has 
not changed. 


@) How does this decision that the President has 
announced jive with the statement by Secretary Shultz and 
other high officials that he would not use pressure on 
Israel? 


A I don't think it's inconsistent. This 
guestion of holding off on the notification to Congress on 
the F-l16s has been in effect for many months now. 


e) Alan, what do the Israelis have to do to get 
the F-l16s now? Is it a pure and simple withdrawal by 
Israel from Lebanon? 


A I don't think I could try to give a judgment 
on that. It's the President's decision. 


re) Alan, if a decision hasn't been made, what's 
the exact status of the planes now? Are they under review? 
They're again under review? 


A What? The planes? 


6) Yes. 
A No, that's up to the President to decide. 


e) But your statement that the President made 
this judgment in June does not square with what I recall has 
been the basic standing guidance that you've using here and 
at the White House for several months, which has been that 
this is a matter for the President to decide and that in due 
course he will decide it. 


Now you're saying he decided it some months ago. 


A I can only leave you with the words I've 
given you. He made a judgment at the time to hold off. 
That is still his judgment. And if he wants to change that, 
and in his judgment circumstances warrant it, then he will 
make that decision. 

















'@) The notification of a possible violation went 
to the Hill by the President after the invasion -- the dates 
you don't have -- but that's after the invasion; correct? 

A I will be checking on the dates. 

But it has to be after the notification? 


Sure. 


Doesn't that related to cluster bombs? 


r Oo YF YO 


No, there was a separate item. 


0 Could you take another shot at what is 
clearly an unsatisfactory response? On reconciling what the 
Secretary has said, for example, "We don't have any plans to 
try to maneuver people in the peace negotiations by talking 
about withholding aid, or anything like that. I think the 
emphasis has to be on the positive side of this, and that's 
where it has to be." That's Secretary Shultz on September 
5. 


How do you reconcile the withholding of the F-l6s, 
or whatever justification you set forth, with what the 
Secretary has said here, as I've just read it? 


A You're going to have to make the charac- 
terizations of it. The decision to hold off on the notifi- 
cation to Congress -- what was the date of that thing you 


just read me, the statement? 
6) The date is September 5. 


A Okay. And the President's decision to hold 
off on notification to the Congress pre-dates that. So the 
point I'm trying to make is that that is a decision that was 
made. The attitude expressed by the Secretary still remains 
in effect. 


0 In other words, the President may have 
already reached this judgment and Shultz did not know what 
he was talking about? 


A No, not at all. I don't buy your charac- 
terization of the inconsistency. 


re) Did Shultz know at that point about that 
violation, the President had reached at a possible violation? 


A I don't know at that point. I would like to 
find out. I think Rush is checking to see what the day was 
it was sent up. 











I can't tell you that the decision may have inti- 


tially been reached in terms of looking at that precisely 
in the terms of the possibile violation; I can't tell you 
that. But in any case, that is certainly where we are as of 


today. 


e) Do we have anything on Habib's meetings this 
weekend; what's his schedule? 


A He was meeting extensively today with the 
Secretary and others. I don't know what meetings he may 
have over the weekend. I don't know that he has any long 


meetings scheduled. 


@) Any chance he'!1 speak to us or brief us? 


A I'm sure not. 


0 Alan, you indicated that you didn't feel this 
was pressuring the Israelis to withdraw from Lebanon. But 
if this, in fact, has been a long-standing decision, now the 
only change is that President has directly linked it to 
Lebanon. 


What other meaning car you attach to it if not to 
pressure the Israelis? 


A It is not a change in the situation. 


e) There is clearly a change in that it has been 
linked to Lebanon. 


re) If this is a legal or political decision -- 
is part of the effort to explain this, if it's a legal deci- 
sion we ought to be able to expect something fairly soon on 
a review that's been underway since last June or 
thereabouts. 


If it's a political decision, it explains why we 
haven't yet had a decision. Can you give us some indication 
where the review is and whether there might be some -- 


A No. 


fe) Is there eventually going to be a finding on 
it? 


A As I say, there's no obligation to make a 
determination, so I can't tell you. I can't get out a 
crystal ball and tell you that. 


8) If now F-l16s are being held up, some deter- 
mination is going to be required at some point? 

















‘A Not necessarily, with regard to the law. That 
may or may not follow. 


0 Can you teli us when, if you haven't already, 
when the Secretary of State became aware of the President's 
judgment which you say was communicated to Congress at some 
point? 


A The F-16 -- 
re) No, that there may be a violation. 


A It depends on when that notification was sent 
out. I don't have the date on that, but I'm sure he was 
aware Of it when it was sent. Again, I can't put it in 
terms Of his -- 


Q Reading the morning newspapers, I get the 
impression the Secretary heard about it when we did yester- 
day, about 4:00 o'clock in the afternoon. 


A I can't help what you're reading in the 
newspapers. 
0 Are the papers all wrong? Has the Secretary 


known this all along? 


A That the President notified the Congress that 
there may have been a serious violation? No, he didn't 
learn about that yesterday. 


0 When did he? Did he learn it when Congress 
was notified? 


A I'm not sure whether he was Secretary when 
the Conaress was notified. 


0 You see, we have all in our files, and you've 
read some and there were others that some of us have 
gathered today, statements by the Secretary saying that 
pressure cannot bring -- for instance, I have one in July 
where he said, “Pressures and threats are not in my mind the 
best way to bring about stable and lasting solutions in the 
Middle East." 


A There's no change in that. 


0 This isn't pressure, then, is it? 


A I have not characterized it as pressure. 
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¢) If you were an Israeli, would you feel 
pressure if 75 jets were being withheld from you? 


A I don't think I'd try to speculate on that. 


0 Alan, I'm confused. You said the President 
made -- 

A How can you be confused, John? 

re) You say the President made a -- I have two 


questions -- the President made a determination of this sort 
back in June. 


One, was there any public announcement at any 
point that he had so informed the Congress of his finding 
that this is a violation? 


A There may not have been -- 


0 You were asked several times about this. Do 
you recall -- 


A I recall discussing this issue here at some 





length. 


0 That there was such a notification. The 
second question is this: Why, if he made this determination 
at that time, have Spokesmen for the Department of State 
been saying, I would say on the average of at least once a 
week, that this is a matter that is under consideration by 
the President and he hasn't made a decision about it yet? 
Could you go back and read us the guidance? 


A Are you through with the question? 
) Yes. 


A Thank you. The thing that the President has 
had, that we said is up the President -- let's put it that 
way -- is a question of when the notification should go to 
the Congress. That hasn't changed. That is still up to 
him. He has laid, obviously, some points about how he will 
go about that decision, and what he feels applies here. 
There's nothing -- 


Q This is a change then? 


A Wait a minute. Back in July we confirmed -- 
and I think if you check, I recall that this was used -- 
that a report was sent to the Congress but it was 
Classified, and that we didn't discuss the specifics. 
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I don't have more specifics, in fact, to discuss with you 
about it at this point. If you go back into the record, I 
think you will find that -- 


‘@) Do you have a date? 


A The guidance is dated July 15. I don't 
recall whether it was used on that particular day, but I do 
recall using it at about that time. 


re) Was that report a Presidential report? 


A Whether it was sent specifically by the 
President or not, it comes under Presidential authority. I 
can't tell you; I don't recall. 


'@) You just said that the question is still when 
the notification will go to the Congress; is that correct? 
That's the President's decision? 


A That's the President's decision, and it relates 
to the statements I have given you here regarding to the law 
and his judgments under that law. 


e) The issue here is not whether Israel will 
receive those 75 F-l6s; the issue is simply when that formal 
notification of the sale will go to Congress? 


A I think that's a fair statement. 

0 So Israel will get the planes eventually? 

A As I said, I think your statement was a fair 
statement. 

e) Alan, do you know what context we were told 


of the report that had gone to Congress in July? Was it as 
a report on the invasion, or was it a report on the status of 
aid, or a report of what? 


A You're asking me to reconstruct something 
that you were also here for. I think, basically, it was in 
the context of Israeli actions in Lebanon which were 
obviously in July, the subject of considersable discussion 
in this room. That's as much as I have on that. 


0 Is the President's statement designed to get 
the Israelis out of Lebanon? 


A I don't think I could speak to the purposes. 
I wasn't sitting inside the President's head as to why he 
got a question yesterday. He answered the question. 
Obviously, it is his desire that all the foreign forces get 
out of Lebanon. 


--MORE-- 











12 


0 Most estimates are that delivery couldn't 
begin before early 1985 at the earliest. Do you happen to 
know if this delaying tactic that the Administration is now 
engaged in will necessarily delay delivery should the 
Administration decide -- within a few months, for instance, 
if Israel's nice about things in Lebanon -- to go ahead with 
the F-l6s? 


A I'm not a technical expert on that. 


QO Is it the President's intention, the 
Administration's intention -- I guess I include Mr. Shultz 
-- is the Secretary -- because you can't speak for the 
President, you're the State Department -- is it the State 
Department's intention to delay delivery of jets to Israel? 


A The decision, obviously, has the effect of 
delaying the notification to the Congress. I'm not enough 
of an expert to know what the consequences are for delivery 
dates. 


0 Alan, I want to ask something based on the 
wording the President used. He said while those Israeli 
forces are in the position of occupying another country, we 
are forbidden by law to release those planes. 


Is the Israeli violation occupation, or is it a 
specific action in July, or what was it? 


A I'm going to leave you with the President's 
statement on that. 


0 Is this finding, or this position taken by 
the President, one of the President complying with the law 
as he understands it, or is it a case of Presidential 
pressure on the Israelis to pull out of Lebanon? 


A I think, again, the President addressed this 
yesterday. I don't have anything beyond what he said on 
that. 


fe) Is there any relationship between the 
President's statement and the State Department's comments 
today that has anything to do with the difficulties that 
have arisen over the question of Soviet equipment, Soviet 
threats, and so on against Syria? 


A I would say that we've spelled out the con- 
text, and the President spelled out the context yesterday in 
which this issue is being addressed. 
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fe) Is this an oblique way of saying to Moscow, 
"Don't worry, the Israelis aren't going to attack Syria"? 


A We've expressed our views on that quite 
frequently. 
Q Can you give us any guidance as to why the 


President chose yesterday to declassify essentially this 
information? 


A Again, in a sense I would question the 
assumption of your question. That is to say, that while the 
letter was classified -- and we have not discussed the 
details of it -- the fact that a report regarding a possible 
violation went forward was made public at the time. That 
was on the record, so I don't accept the fact that that was 


a secret. 
‘@) But the information was classified -- 


A But I haven't given you, nor do lI have 
authority to give you, the text of that notification. 


0 Didn't the President do that yesterday when 
he asked for withdrawal of troops from Lebanon? 


A No. I wouldn't interpret it that way. 


0 Didn't you say, yourself, the gist of the 
contents, that the Israels may have violated -- 


A The law -- 
0 Is that the gist of the contents? 


A The law requires that if there may have 
occurred a substantial violation of the terms of sale, that 
has to be reported to the Congress. In that sense, yes, but 
beyond that, no. 


fe) If the question had not been put to the 
President yesterday in the O&A part of his appearance in 
L.A., would he have made this public? 


A I have no idea. 


0 Is, then, this disclosure the result of a 
random question? 


A Again, I don't have any idea. It's cutting 
the other way on the question. I don't know. 
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@) Has there been any feedback, officially or 
otherwise, from the Israeli Government to this Government 
that you can tell us about? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. 
If there were, it would be private, diplomatic exchange. 


@) I don't suppose it would be private if some- 
body requested a meeting and would like to come in and see 
somebody to talk about it. 


A I think we often don't talk about the sub- 
jects of meetings. 


@) I know you don't, but you often talk about 
whether there will be a meeting. 


A I don't have anything. 
e) Why don't I put my question? 
A I don't have anything for you on the subject. 


QO Let me try the question, and then you cannot 
answer it. Has the Israeli Government requested to see 
somebody in this Government about the President's disclosure 
yesterday? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Can you tell us specifically who on the Hill 
received this notification in July? Was it the Senate 
Foreign Relations, was it the entire Senate, was it the 
House Foreign Affairs? 


A We can check. There is a standard procedure 
as to how notifications of this sort are handled. We can 
check on that. Why don't you check with the Press Office 
later? We'll have that information. 


0 Without going into the specifics of what the 
letter contained, when Israel bombed the Osirak reactor in 
June, there was no attempt to keep that notification secret. 


Why in general terms was this one classified? 
A Sometimes things are handled one way; someti- 


mes another, depending on circumstances. I don't mean to be 
facetious. I'm serious. It depends on circumstances. 
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I have the briefing here from July 16 where Dean 
Fischer was asked about the letter having been sent up to the 
Hill about use of arms. He said, "I can only confirm that 
such a report was sent to the Congress today." Then there 
were questions about Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
people saying they received it last night. There was some 
confusion, I guess, about the exact timing of that, but, in 
any case, the point is it was made public, on the record, on 
the 16th. 


@) Can you do better? 


A That's exactly what I had. The guidance that 
Dean used is what I gave you. 


e) This is the letter that was sent under 
Presidential authority that said the Israelis may have 
violated? 

A It was in accordance with the law, and you 


can see what the wording of that law is. 
fe) On the day Shultz was sworn in. 


A Is it? 


0 Yes. 
A Okay. 
0 Alan, I don't understand your reluctance to 


characterize the nature of the decision if the President, 
himself, says, “We are forbidden by law." Isn't that a 
legal decision there? 


A Again, I would leave you with the words I've 
already given you on this in terms of the determination and 
the way in which this decision came about? 


6) Do you have anything further that you might 
say, getting back to another question about Begin's 
potential visit? 


A No. I said the other day there's no plan for 
such a visit, and I stand by that. 





Q Under the terms of the legislation, the 
President's explanation for his action, does that conform in 
fact with the stipulations under the law that while these 
forces are in a position of occupying another country we are 
forbidden by law to release those planes? 
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A Again, I think that the President addressed 
this question yesterday, and I'm not going to go further on 
this. 


‘@) Somewhat related, the President in that Q&A 
spoke in terms of being unable to move ahead with his ini- 
tiative until the Lebanon issue was resolved. 


There's always been some confusion, at least in my 
mind, if the Administration thought it could move on both 
fronts simultaneously, even though one effects the other. 


Is any effort to proceed on his initiative frozen 
now? Will there be no further effort by the Administration 
to bring about negotiations until the Lebanon issue is 
resolved, or, indeed, are they moving on both fronts? 


A No. I think that efforts are moving on both 
fronts. The question is that, indeed, as we have said many 
times, there certainly is an impact of development in one of 
the areas on the other. 


e) Alan, can we have a filing break, please? 


A Filing break? Anybody object? Okay. Filing 
break. 


fe) Is it fair to say on the basis of the 
President's explanation of this action that these are sanc- 
tions taken by the U.S. to prod Israel to leave Lebanon? 


A I am not going to try to characterize them in 
that way. I would leave you with the words that I've 
already given you and what the President said yesterday. 


0) I have another question. A month ago March 1 
in testimony on the Hill by Pentagon Assistant Secretary 
Sanchez and Mr. Enders it was said that the Salvadoran for- 
ces were in a state of crisis and they could possibly run 
out of ammunition if additional military aid wasn't forth- 
coming in 30 days. 


Can you give us some reading on if they have 
enough ammunition there or what? 


A I don't have that kind of information. I 
believe if you go back, you would see that -- I think it was 
Mr. Sanchez who talked about it, and would refer you basi- 
cally, therefore, to the Pentagon. But, as I recall it, he 
talked about under certain scenarios and levels of fighting 
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that that could be a problem, and I think probably in cer- 
tain categories. Beyond that, I can't go. 


0 Back to the Mideast -- and this may be a 
broadening of another question from earlier -- is there any 
concern in the Administration that there is some potential, 
Or was as Of yesterday, some potential for heightened ten- 
sion or conflict in the region between Israel and Syria or 
involving the situation in the West Bank or elsewhere? 


A I think we're always concerned about the 
possibility of heightened tension. After all we're spending 
considerable effort to helping obtain a broad Middle East 
peace, and in order to deal precisely with that concern and 
allow the various countries and peoples in the region to 
live in peace and security. 


@) Can I ask something related to the same 
region? Some weeks ago you posted a response saying the 
Department knew nothing about a situation which certain 
Americans, as well as others, were involved in an attempt to 
rebuild the Temple of Solomon in Jerusalem on or near the 
site of the Dome of the Rock. 


Has that situation changed at all? 
A No. 


re) Can I ask you whether Michael Ledeen still 
has any relationship to the Department? 


A I don't know. 


0 On Poland, does or will the U.S. Government 
oppose the visit to Poland of American Jews on the 
anniversary of the Waraw ghetto uprising? Would you like 
to take the c..stion? 


A I'm not aware of their being an issue 
particularly. 

0 Is there any problem with Jews traveling to 
Poland for that anniversary that you know of, American Jews? 

A I'm not aware from our point of view of any 
problem. 

fe) David Ensor wanted me to ask you. 


A Give my best to David. 
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0 On Cuba, Senator Wiecker on his return from a 
meeting with Castro said today that three American prisoners 
are going to be released, and also said that Castro 
expressed a willingness and a desire to sit down with the 
United States and talk over some of the problems. 


; He says he's communicated with the State 
Department. Does this Department have a response? 


A I'm not aware of that report, so I can't say. 
I think I'd have to pass on that. 


0 You're also unaware of the three prisoners 
being released? 


A I'm unaware of it, but there have been 
various prisoners released. I think there were a couple 
released not very long ago also, so there have been some 
prisoners released. There are also a number who are still 
held, and I think if you checked in the Press Office you 
could probably get some numbers on that. 


re) Do you have any comments on the anti-Semitic, 
anti-Zionist statements made yesterday in Moscow? 


A Yes, I do. The so-called appeal against 
Zionism is part of a continuing Soviet propaganda campaign 
aimed at both the State of Israel and Jewish activists 
within the Soviet Union. 


While this particular statement also purports to 
reject anti-Semitism, in fact the basic thrust of this and 
Other anti-Zionist propaganda is anti-Semitic. 


Code words such as "chauvinism," “racial into- 
lerance," “ideological sabotage," and "perfidy," which are 
words used in the statement, all evoke old ethnic stereo- 
types and are clearly aimed at Judaism, Jewish cultural tra- 
ditions and those Soviet Jews who have sought to practice 
their religion and culture or who have attempted to emigrate 
to Israel. 


It is particularly deplorable that the Soviet 
regime should now enlist some people with Jewish ancestry to 
participate in their anti-Semitic diatribe. 


Whatever the source, anti-Semitic propaganda under 
the guise of anti-Zionism or any other cover, is absolutely 
unacceptable. 








The United States Government calls upon the Soviet 
Government to cease its so-called anti-Zionist propaganda 
campaign since such a campaign will only inflame 
anti-Semitic prejudices. 


We also call upon the Soviet Government to end 
those discriminatory practices in education, employment and 
elsewhere that deprive Soviet Jews of their just and equal 
rights in Soviet society. 


e) May we have that? 
A Copy available. Sure. 


0 On that, are you saying there -- which it 
sounds like you may be saying -- that any anti-Zionism is 
anti-Semitic, or that some anti-Zionist statements are a 
cover for anti-Semitism? 


A I think that this speaks for itself. 
Whatever the source, anti-Semitic propaganda under the guise 
of anti-Zionism or any other cover is absolutely 
unacceptable. 


Q Back up a couple of sentences, and there's 
something there which may not be quite so clear. 


A I'll leave you with the statement. You can 
use it. 


Q Could I change the subject? Mr. Moynihan and 
several other members on the Hill are questioning the lega- 
lity of some of our government's activities in Central 
America, particularly Nicaragua and particularly in 
reference to the CIA. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. As to the alleged activities, as I've 
said frequently, we don't address those from here. He 
talked about the Senate Intelligence Committee and 
appropriate Committees on the Hill looking at the question. 
I think that that's something that's obviously perfectly 
within their writ to do. 


e) So my question won't seem self-serving, CBS 
News has film of American equipment and weapons sold, so say 
the American companies, directly to the Pentagon, which is 
now in Honduras and Nicaragua and being used by the rebels. 


Do you have any comment on that? 
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A I have a number of things I guess I could 
say, but I think that given the subject, which is again sup- 
posedly covert activity, I think I'd have to stay away from 


it. 


I would ask you to think to yourself, though, how 
that fits into the question of covert activities. It sounds 
rather strange to me. 


e) Back to the Middle East, do you have anything 
regarding the Arafat-Hussein meeting that's supposed to take 
place tomorrow? Anything you hope to see come out of it? 
Any comments on it at all? 


A What we hope comes out of the whole process, 
obviously, is King Hussein coming to the table together with 
Palestinian representatives, and we get moving in discussing 
the peace process. 


Specifically what might come out of the meeting 
between King Hussein and Mr. Arafat, I don't propose to try 
to give you any speculation on that. 


0 Alan, Moynihan raised the legality question, 
and I've heard at least one senior Administration official 
insist that this Administration is following the law. 


A I have no quarrel with that. This 
Administration is following the law. But if he wants to 
have Congressional oversight function operate and look at 
that question, that's obviously his right. 


0 If the Administration is following the law, 
how does the Administration interpret the law? 


A I'm not going to try to get into the question 
of what might or might not constitute appropriate intelli- 
gence activities. That's for this whole process with the 
Congress to sort out. 


0 Just one other -- I hope it's not interpretted 
as a silly question -- but does the Administration take a 
view as to whether the United States participated in the Bay 
of Pigs invasion 20 years ago? 


A I don't have something to offer you on that. 
No. I'm not going to go into it. 


Q Can I explain the relevance? 




















25 


A Afterwards you can explain the relevance. 
(Laughter) 


8) DO you have any reports that counter- 
insurgents may be making more progress in Nicaragua than the 
Nicaraguans have so far admitted? 


A I don't have a progress report to give you. 


e) Alan, back to your statement on 
anti-Semitism. Until you define what it means, I can't 
determine whether it's an anti-Semitic 
statement. 


Is it your belief -- and I ask this because there 
is a distinction -- 


A Then you didn't listen very carefully. 


8) There is a distinction in the United States 
Constitution between religious beliefs and political beliefs 
and the rights according thereto. 


Is it your belief that Zionism is a political 
movement or a religious movement? 


A I don't intend to try to define Zionism, but 
I think that what we've made very clear -- and I think I'll 
stick to this instance of what the Soviets have done -- is 
that their anti-Zionist propaganda equates to anti-Semitism. 
I don't intend to -- 


0 Do you intend to have any broader application 
except in the specific case of the Soviets? 


A I am not going to take it beyond that in 
terms of this statement. 


) Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded 1:57 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
and one statement. 


The announcement is that on Monday, April ll, 
Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam will speak at a luncheon sponsored 
by the World Affairs Council of St. Louis. The topic of his 
address is "New Realities in the Middle East." The luncheon 
will be held at 12:00 noon at Stouffers Riverfront Towers 
in St. Louis. For further information you should contact 
Helen Morrin with the St. Louis World Affairs Council at 
Area Code (314) 361-7333. 


Statement on Vietnamese attacks on refugee settle- 
ments. Since our statement of March 31 condemning attacks 
by Vietnamese forces on Khmer civilian refugee settlements, 
we have seen reports that indiscriminate attacks on refugee 
camps have continued along the Thai-Kampuchean border. 


We condemn Vietnamese actions which defy humani- 
tarian principles and which have increased still further the 
suffering of Khmer who fled to the border to escape 
Vietnam's occupation of their country. 


We note the joint ASEAN statement of April 1 about 
the attacks and join ASEAN in condemning unprovoked and 
indiscriminate attacks by Vietnamese armed forces against 
Khmer civilians and threats to Thai territory. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 

0 Copy of that, please? 

A Yes. 

0 Can I just follow that up? Do you have any 
comment on a report that Thai aircraft attacked Vietnamese 
positions inside Cambodia? 

A I don't have confirmation of that. I've also 


seen reports that I can't confirm that Vietnamese forces made 
some incursions across the border, too. 








All I could say is that we are concerned about the 
escalating level of violence which has been instigated by 
Vietnam. 


0 In light of that, have the Thais asked for 
any additional military assistance or is such a thing under 
consideration? 


A The Thai Government has not asked for further 
U. S. assistance, but we will consult closely with the Thai 
Government on how we can be of assistance. 


0 So we might initiate a proposal? 


A I think we're in consultations with them on 
this issue in general, and as a general matter of how we can 
be of assistance. I'm not sure that we're going to propose 
something specifically in terms of further assistance -- 
that is, military aid -- but it's a question of talking with 
them to see how we could be of help in general. 


0 Is our military assistance agreement with 
Thailand invoked in this in any way? 


A I don't think there's been any formal 
invoking of any agreements here, but, obviously, we're con- 
cerned with what's going on, and we're following it very 
closely. 


0 Alan, what can you tell us about asylum 
granted to the Chinese tennis player? 


A Nothing, really. I understand an announce- 
ment was made this morning at the Justice Department about 
an INS determination, and I have to refer you to Justice 
for any further questions. 


We have not gone into the substance of what our 
views were as transmitted to INS. I'm not going to do that 
now. 


8) What do you mean? I don't understand. 

A This is up to INS to comment on is what I 
answered. 

0 Does the State Department play a role in 


this, or does it make a recommendation, or -- 








0 Do you expect any clear announcement from the 
King today, tomorrow -- 


A I don't want to try to speculate on that. 
0 But you expect -- 


A I don't want to try to speculate what he 
might do and when he might do it. I think we'll leave that 
to King Hussein. 


@) There are reports that they're going to issue 
a joint communique later today. Do you expect you might 
have a comment later on today? 


A I frankly hadn't seen that, but, in any case, 
I guess we would have to see what the nature of any state- 
ment was before we knew whether we would have anything to 
Say about it. 


As I indicated, it may well be that until there is 
a final announcement by His Majesty, that we would not have 
a specific reaction to offer, but I can't say in the 
hypothetical. 


'@) Again, there are reports in the Jordanian 
press about a phone call from President Reagan to King 
Hussein in which the President is purported to have pledged 
to bring about a freeze on Israeli settlements in the West 
Bank if Hussein comes in to the talks. I know we've had 
this theme now for many weeks. 


Can you say anything more about what the extent of 
the American commitment is on this? 


A No. I can't, except to point to what the 
President said in his speech on September 1 about the impor- 
tance of a freeze on settlements and to underscore that, but 
beyond that I don't think I could properly get into the 
question of conversations that might have taken place. 


0 How many calls took place between Reagan and -- 


A I don't know. I've seen reports the White 
House apparently has confirmed a call at the end of the 
week, I think on Friday. I saw a report this morning in the 
press suggesting there had been a second call on Saturday. 
I simply don't know, and I would have to refer you to the 
White House on that. 











A Yes. In the past we've indicated that we 
sent our views over to INS as is standard procedure, but 
we're not commenting on what those views were. 

0 Why is that? 


A It's an internal intra-governmental matter, 
and we don't comment on those sorts of things. 


0 Is that a normal procedure in these matters? 
A Yes. Very much so. 

Q Did you hear from the Chinese? 

A The Chinese Government has been officially 


informed, I understand, following the Justice Department's 
announcement this morning. 





Q Do you have any views on how this decision 
might affect U.S.-Chinese relations? 


A I wouldn't speculate on that, and I also 
wouldn't try to speak for the Chinese Government on what 
their reaction might be. 


e) Have they responded to the notification? 


A I don't know what transpired when we notified 
them, and, in any case, again we would be getting into 
diplomatic conversations, and I don't propose to do that. 


fe) How were they notified? 


A I don't know specifically how that was done. 
It was to be handled here, though. 


Q Any comment on the talks between Hussein and 
Arafat? 


A No. Not really. We understand that the con- 
Sultations are continuing, and it would be premature to try 
to offer any statements before there was some sort of final 
result. I'm not sure, in any case, short of King Hussein 
making an announcement on whatever decisions he might make 
that we would have any comment. 


Obviously, we remain hopeful that King Hussein 
will soon be able to make an affirmative decision to join 
broadened negotiations to achieve a just and lasting peace 
in the Middle East. 








0 What is the basis of your hope that there 
will be a positive outcome in this? How are you keeping in 
touch with what is going on in Amman? 


A We have an Embassy there that remains in 
touch. The basis of our hope is unchanged. That is, that 
the President has put forward a very serious and well- 
thought-out proposal. King Hussein has indicated that he 
would hope to be able to come into the negotiations, but 
that he needs to have appropriate consultations and support, 
and it is our hope that he will be able to reach an affir- 
mative decision on this. 


0 Any comment on what Arafat said in Amman to 
the fact that nothing short of the Fez plan is acceptable? 


A The President continues to believe strongly 
that the best and only viable way to achieve peace in the 
area is through the process of broadened negotiations which 
he described in his September 1 speech. 


0 Alan, do we think that Hussein should step 
forward and participate in broad negotiations even if Arafat 
doesn't give him a green or yellow light? 


A I don't think it's for me standing here to 
make that kind of a judgment or express that kind of a 
judgment. 


0 Have you been getting any signals, Alan, that 
the King will not come in before something is done by the 
Israelis, such as the settlements and the withdrawal from 
Lebanon? 


A Again, in terms of any private conversations, 
I'm not going to get into that. You have what has been said 
on the record by the King and by other Jordanians. I leave 
it to you to look at that. 


0 Do you see any positive things coming out 
from calling an Executive Committee of the PLO for a meeting 
in Jordan and the call for an Arab Summit to discuss the 
the next step in the peace process? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Do you have any comment on the story today in 
The New York Times about the possible sale of 1200 M-1 tanks 





to Saudi Arabia? 








A Yes, I do. The story covers a number of 
points, and it contains many inaccuracies. We've had a long 
history of security cooperation with Saudi Arabia based on 
mutual intersts. We have sought to assist the Saudis in 
enhancing their defense capabilities with a view to 
improving their own and regional security. 


As one aspect of this cooperative relationship, we 
have agreed to provide a demonstration of the M-1 tank and 
the M-2, M-3 APC's in Saudi Arabia this summer at Saudi 
expense. This demonstration is at Saudi request following a 
Similar demonstration in the U.S. last year. 


There are a number Of Saudis in training at Fort 
Knox on the M-l in connection with this demonstration. We 
have no formal request for the M-1 tank from Saudi Arabia. 
The Saudis have asked only for a demonstration. 


Should we receive a request for the M-l from Saudi 
Arabia, this will be considered in accordance with 
established procedures, including consultation with the 
Congress. In the absence of a request, it would be in- 
appropriate to speculate on any numbers. 


We have no plans for stockpiling M-l's in Saudi 
Arabia, nor have we ever discussed the-matter with the Saudi 
Government. This assertion is unwarranted speculation. 


With respect to Mr. Halloran's quotation of the 1 
March Defense guidance, that is a classified DOD document, 
and any question about it should be addressed to the 
Pentagon. 


0 Can we have a copy? 
A Yes. 


0 Alan, while they haven't asked to be sold the 
tanks, have they asked for specifications on the tanks? 


A I don't know about specifications. They have 
already, as I said, had one demonstration in the U.S., and 
they've asked for a demonstration there. I think one would 
have to draw from that that there is some interest in the 
tank, but I can't take it beyond that. 


0 It's hard to say, and you partly answered the 
question. I would say that the fact that there's been one 
demonstration and another planned shows an active interest. 





Have they indicated informally that they 
might want to buy the tank? 


A I don't know. 


0 Any comment on Israeli reaction to the so- 
called poisonings on the West Bank? 


A - No. As we have indicated before, we have 
been asked by Israeli medical authorities to send a team of 
doctors to identify the nature of the illness which has 
struck several hundred Palestinian school children on the 
West Bank. 


In view of our real humanitarian concern for those 
afflicted, we have sent a team from the Centers for Disease 
Control, the CDC, to Israel this last weekend to investigate 
the nature of the illness. Requests for this type of ser- 
vice by CDC are not unusual. There are standard procedures 
for study of outbreaks whose causes have not been deter- 
mined, and CDC has vast experience and substantial inter- 
national reputation in this field. 


0 What's CDC? 


A The Centers for Disease Control in Atlanta. 
0 Is this a government agency? 

A I think it is a government agency. Yes. 

0 Will these reports be made available to 


Arab Governments and our representatives on the West Bank? 


A I can't get ahead of the game in terms of 
what would be done with the reports. I have no sense that 
we're talking about something which is being done secretively. 
After all, we're talking about it, the Israelis have been 
talking about it, so I don't have any reason to think that 
there would be something -- 


0 The Arabs are apparently this morning talking 
about asking for U.N. involvement, and would we support 
that? 


A We're aware that there have been various calls 
for international involvement, investigation. As for our own 
involvement, though, the pressing humanitarian aspects of 

















this problem dictate that speed and scientific quality of 
the work to be undertaken are of the utmost concern. 


We are, Of course, advising the relevant inter- 
national organizations of our actions. While there are 
these calls, our response is entirely appropriate in view of 
Our legitimate humanitarian concern for the peoples 
affected by the phenomenon. 


I can't speak beyond that to what might happen in 
terms of one international organization or another getting 
involved. We're doing what we can at this point. 


Q You say it's standard for the CDC to send a 
team. Can you give an instance in the past where they have? 


A Why don't you call CDC and ask them? This is 
my understanding of what the situation is. 


0 You say this was an Israeli initiative that 
the team is sent? 


A They have requested it. 


0 Did anybody else request it? The Arab 
Governments? 


A I'm not aware of any other requests. 
0 Alan, copy of that? 


A Yes. 


0 Did you have any initiative maybe last week 
Or early over the weekend possibly that you offered any 
assistance besides that Israeli Government requested the CDC 
to go there? The United States Government has technical 
knowledge and know-how about going and investigating there 
what's happening. 


A I'm not sure I understand your question. 


0 Did the United States offer anything by its 
own volition without being asked? 


A I don't know what the specifics of the back 
- and forth were. In any case, at this point there is an 
Israeli request. 








‘@) Let me ask you another question. It's almost 
relevant to this. Is the United States offering any tech- 
nical assistance to assist the Gulf States in clearing and 
getting rid of the oil spillage in the Gulf waters? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. In 
response to an urgent request from the Government of the 
United Arab Emirates, the two Co-chairmen of the U.S. 
National Response Team, which is the permament interagency 
organization responsible for responding to marine spills of 
oil or hazardous substances, departed for Abu Dhabi on April 
2. Two other members of the response team will be joining 
them today. 


The purpose of their going to the UAE is to advise 
that government on the best means of mitigating the worst 
effects of the oil spill should it threaten the UAE's Gulf 
coast. 


While in the Gulf area, members of the team would 
be available to consult with other governments that might 
seek their advice and with the regional organization for 
the protection of the marine environment which is based in 
Kuwait. 


In response to requests received from several Gulf 
states, we're working on arrangements to provide them with 
whatever LANDSAT satellite photography may be available that 
shows the extent and direction of the oil slick. 


fe) Copy? 

A Yes. We can make copies. 

0 Alan, are there any Americans on that team? 
A This is a U.S. National Response Team. 

0 Do you have anything on Habib's consultation 


here? 


A No. He's still here, or was as of ths 
morning. Still carrying on his consultations here b tore he 
proceeds to his other business. 





fe) Could you possibly just define what is our 
policy at this point toward the Nicaraguan Government and 
the extent of our support for it as well as our support or lack 
of support for the various covert activities that are going 
On -- or not so covert activities going on against it? 
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A Our concerns about activities of the 
Nicaraguan Government are well documented and on the record, 
and I don't think we need to go through all of those. It 
includes, obviously, their support for subversion outside of 
Nicaragua, their military buildup, the quashing of pluralism 
at home and religious freedom and so on. 


I might note, for example, that the Easter Sunday 
broadcasts were forbidden unless they had been precensored. 
As I understand it, the Church authorities in Nicaragua 
refused to go along with that. 


But this is all well documented, on the record. We 
have sought, particularly through the medium of the San Jose 
principles, to get a regional approach to the problems. As 
I think I've indicated before, the most recent initiative on 
this was the so-called five-plus-five proposal which I 
understand thus far has not yet been fully booked, and some 
indications that the Nicaraguans in fact have not indicated 
a willingness to participate in that. We'll see. It was 
indicated the other day that perhaps that wasn't the case. 
If it isn't the case, the Nicaraguans can always let the 
proposers of the five-plus-five conference know. 


As far as alleged covert activities are concerned, 
as I said last week, I sort of stand up here as a punching 
bag on that issue. It is our standing, and has been for 
many, Many years, the standing position of the U.S. 
Government not to comment on alleged intelligence activi- 
ties, and I am not at liberty to vary from that policy. 


0 Do you have any response to allegations 
that the Administration is in violation of the Boland 
Amendment? 


A I think I indicated last week that the 
Administration is not in violation of the law, and, 
obviously, the various Congressional committees which have 
jurisdiction and oversight responsibilities are free to look 
into this question. I expect from what I've seen in the 
press that they will be doing that. 


-- MORE -- 
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e) How does the State Department interpret the 
intent of the Boland Amendment? 

A I don't think I'd try to go to intent on 
that. This is a matter -- the Boland Amendment is on the 


record. It's an open amendment. It talks about what is 
restricted, what's prohibited. Any discussion about what 
might or might not be prohibited, I think, really, should 
remain at this point for discussion between the 
Administration and the appropriate committees because it 
requires getting into rather specific topics, and I don't 
think I will start down that particular road. 


‘@) I'm not asking you to detail what's prohi- 
bited and not prohibited. I'm asking you what the 
Administration's interpretation of the intent of that amend- 
ment is. 


A I refer you to the wording. I think the 
intent is expressed in the wording of the amendment. 


0 There are reports that Vernon Walters is in 
Nicaragua, or has been there this weekend. 


A If he's in Nicaragua, he's in two places at 
One time. I saw him this morning. 


0 Was he there? 


A I don't know the answer to the question of 
whether he was in Nicaragua. I saw him late last week, but 
I don't know whether he was there. I'll try and look into 
that and see if I can get anything on that for you. 


0 Can you say whether the United States is 
going to give a visa to Tomas Borge? 


A The short answer to that question is that no 
decision has been taken on that yet. He has applied for a 
visa. The issue is under review, but I can't give a 
timeframe for a final decision. 


Since Mr. Borge is a Minister of the Government of 
Nicaragua, a member of the Sandinista Directorate and head 
of that country's internal security, his application is more 
than a routine visa request. So we would be reviewing that. 


0 When did you get the application? 


A I don't have -- 
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Could you find out? 


I can look into that. 


I don't know whether it's a first applica- 


Q 

A 

QO Is this the first application? 
A 

t. You might ask the Nicaraguans. 


tion or not. 


Q Do you normally question visa applications 
from countries we have normal diplomatic relations with? 


A As I say, he's a Minister of the Government 
of Nicaragua, a member of the Sandinista Directorate, and 
head of his country's internal security. His application is 
more than a routine visa request, and we will be reviewing 
it. 


0 On a related subject, is the State 
Department making any recommendation about the Nicaraguan 
share of the sugar quota? 


A I don't have anything. I've seen the press 
reports. I don't have anything on that subject today for 
you. 

0 Because he is those three things that you 


listed, does that mean it's more likely that he would get a 
visa approved or that he would not? 


A I wouldn't try to speculate. What it means 
is that it's more than a routine request. It requires a 
review. It is being reviewed. There will presumably be a 
decision forthcoming. 


0 Can you at least comment on whether you're 
considering the Nicaraguan sugar export quota? 

A I don't have anything on that today. 

0 Let's go back for a second. Last July, the 


State Department said that with respect to the formation of 
Honduran Fifth Battalion near Fort Mocoron, where many 
Miskito refugees are, the State Department said that the 
Hondurans were creating a Fifth Battalion in order to limit 
somewhat the impunity with which Nicaraguan security forces 
had carried on kidnappings and harassment of the Honduran 
population in this area. 


Does the State Department stand on that guidance? 
Is that still applicable today? 
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A Is it still applicable today? 

fe) Yes, is that why the Fifth Battalion is 
there? 

A I have no reason to change what was said at 
that point. 

0 I wanted to follow up on this question which 


was asked by Bernie Weinraub a minute ago in a different context. 


Quite apart from your normal reticence, what com- 
ment do you have to make on statements by the people waging 
the war in Nicaragua that they are getting their supplies 
from the United States and their advice from the United 
States? 


A For the same reasons for which I‘haven't 
commented before, I don't have any comment on anything 
having to do with allegations of U.S. covert action. 


0 This is't an allegation; this is what 
they say. 


0 Also on the question of Nicaragua, the 
Nicaraguans have nominated a person to be their ambassador 
in the United States, and they sort of indicate that the 
State Department is deliberately delaying the acceptance of 
its ambassador. Has there been an acceptance of the 
ambassador? 


A I have no idea. Again, even with our own 
requests for agrement, we don't get into the question of 
what happens in the process of seeking to appoint ambassa- 
dors before they're announced. 


0 Just a procedural question, again, aside 
from all the questions that are directed to you by this 
situation. 


Sometimes you offer comments or reaffirm previous 
comments with respect to the situation along the 
Honduran/Nicaraguan border. Sometimes you say you won't 
answer on the basis that it involves, perhaps, an intelli- 
gence question. Is there any way for you to delineate what 
kinds of questions we can ask and what kinds we can't? 


A I think the general parameters of what we do 
and don't comment on are reasonably well known. It involves 
intelligence activities, diplomatic activities, governmental 
consultations. 
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@) What is your understanding, then, today of 
recent fighting along the Nicaraguan/Honduran border? 


A I don't have a readout to give you on recent 
fighting along the Honduran/Nicaraguan border. 


‘e) Alan, this may seem a little bit naive. But 
in response to Don's queston, how do you automatically 
determine that a question about whether -- that people down 


there say they're getting arms from the United States; how 
do you automatically determine that's an intelligence 
question you can't answer? It seems to be -- 


A If it were happening, it would presumably be 
a covert operation which, by definition, is an intelligence 
activity. 

0 In other words, they didn't get these arms 


on the open market? 


A If it involved the United States, which is 
what Don says that they say it involved, then it would 
involve a covert action program. 


0 When does a covert action become so overt 
that it's no longer covert? (Laughter) 





A You'll have to answer that yourself. 


0 The Ghanaian Government has alleged that some 
American diplomats there have engaged in improper activi- 
ties. Do you have any comment? 


A Yes, I do. I might note as a preface that I 
understand that the charges relate to both alleged CIA 
activities and alleged activities by our diplomats, including 
the Ambassador. 


In line with our usual practice, I'm not going to 
comment about the alleged intelligence activities. 
(Laughter) But, regarding our diplomats, over the course 
of recent months the United States Government and its repre- 
sentatives in Accra have been subjected to a barrage of 
unjustified charges of anti-regime activity. First, at 
official inspiration in the Ghanaian press and now by a 
senior government official. We have called to the attention 
of the appropriate Ghanaian authorities the inaccuracy of 
these charges, the dangers that they constitute to the weli- 
being of our diplomatic personnel, and the damage that they 
risk doing to our bilateral relations. 
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Mr. Tsikata's charges are patently absurd. They are 
based in large measure on what we have reason to beleive is a 
fraudulent document, and otherwise are without foundation. They 
appear to reflect a deliberate effort to disturb relations bet- 
ween the United States and Ghana. 


0 Can we get a copy please? 

A Yes. 

0 Where might this fraudulent document have 
emanated? 

B I don't know where it might have emanated. I 


understand that the Ghanaian Embassy here has indicated it is 
fraudulent as well recently, in the last day or so. So you 
might ask them about that.* 


0 My colleague here asked a question and I guess 
you did not hear it, but who does the U.S. medical team report 
to and how long do you think its duration will last? 





A The team that's gone to the West Bank? 

0 Right. 

A From CDC? 

0 Right. 

A It comes from the Centers in Atlanta. I guess 


it would probably come under Health and Human Services. I don't 
know more specifically who it reports to. Obviously, it is a 
U.S. Government organization or agency, and I think the purpose 
there is to cooperate with the Israeli authorities to do an 
independent investigation. I don't know what would happen with 
their report specifically. Let's give it a little time and see 
what happens. I'm sure that this is not going to be a great 
secret operation, as I say. 


You might check with the Centers and see what their 
normal procedures ar | omething like this. I simply don't 
know. I think as ti. «© °-Ss On, we can probably help more, but I 
don't have more at this point. 


0 Could you clarify -- in other words, you don't 
comment on intelligence or covert operations unless you think 
they can be denied flatly as in the case of Ghana; is that it? 


A As I said, I do not comment on the alleged 
intelligence activities. I hope you listened to the first part 
Of what I said. 


* Correction - It was the German Embassy in Accra which issued a 
statement on April 2 saying that the document in question - 
which had purportedly originated at that Embassy - was in fact 
fraudulent. 
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@) Alan, you know, that raises an interesting 
question. I've lived in Washington a long time. What are 
your guidelines? Are you allowed to answer questions here 
or is your job description such that you're allowed to bring 
down a list of prepared handouts, and if someone asks the 
correct question, then you can read that? 


Are you ever allowed to answer questions from the 
news media? 


A Yes. 

0 On your own? 

re) Do you enjoy this job, Alan? (Laughter) 

0 I raise that as a kind of serious question. 

A I answered. The answer is yes. 

0 We might save a lot of time here if we just 
came down and said, what is the answer on Page l, and what 
is the answer -- of course, I never know -- we never get any 


hint as to what you're prepared to answer. We go through 
these long rigmaroles, like playing "Clue" or something and 
try to find out what answer you -- are you ever allowed to 
truly answer a question? 


My I think we answer quite a number of questions. 

fe) Can I second what he is saying. Is it 
possible to second -- all right, the President. Go ahead. 

0 No, go ahead. 

fe) We realize the system is that you have to 


push the right buttons to get the right answers, but isn't 
there some way you could give us better guidelines, or couldn't 
you supply us with more answers rather than having us to try 
to second-guess and read your mind as to what buttons to 

push? 


A If we have news or information that we want 
to put out, we put it out. Otherwise, we try to be respon- 
Sive to your questions. Sometimes you're not satisfied. 
It's an occasional event that you're not satisfied with what 
we have to say. 


I do not limit myself only to what is on the writ- 
ten paper, and if we don't -- if I don't have a satisfactory 
respose, or there isn't in the guidances, to the extent that 
we can help in terms of getting an answer for you, we'll do 
that. 
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@) Can we get an answer to the question that 
Don raised and Greg raised about why you cannot answer the 
charge or the assertion, say, by the Honduran who is quoted 
in the New York Times about receiving a variety of forms of 
aid from the United States? That's a flat assertion; why 
can't you answer that? 





A Because it involves an allegation or a 
matter which, by it's very nature, would have to be in the 
realm of covert action. We do not address questions one way 
Or another. It puts us in a very difficult spot. As I 
said, it makes a very nice punching bag technique for you 
all but it nonetheless puts us in a position where we're 
simply not able to comment. 


0 And you can not deny that this is not true? 

A No. That's the whole point, we don't. 
That's exactly the point. 

0 As you deny the Ghanaian story. 

A I made very clear that the charges involved 


both diplomatic and alleged intelligence activites, and that 
I was not going to comment on the alleged intelligence acti- 
vities. 


0 In which sense, keeping this -- 

0 You did comment on it? 

A No, I did not. 

0 You called the document not being accurate. 
ay You've got to listen to the whole -- go look 


at the transcript of what I've said. I preceded it by making 
clear that I was not commenting on the allegations of 
intelligence activites. But the document also referred to 
alleged activities by our diplomatic personnel, and that was 
the basis on which I responded. 


0 So a lot of the stories from Honduras have 
to do with charges that Ambassador Negroponte has been 
directly involved in planning this operation? 


A It's still talking about an operation which 
is allegedly a covert action operation. 


0 It still involves a diplomat. You origi- 
nally split the hair, I didn't. 
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@) Alan, aside from splitting hairs, we have an 
enormous, potential big story here. There's a government 
down there -- a lot of charges being made by a lot of 


people, many of them publicly, with a fair amount of evi- 
dence to back it up that the U.S. is involved up to its neck 
what is going on. I think the American people have a right 
to know what the Government's position is on this. And 
hiding behind the rubric of something that is intelligence 
or not intelligence, to me, is just phony, Alan. 


A That may be your view on it. I think we've 
expressed it before. I've said what our view is in terms of 
the kinds of people, the broad range of Nicaraguans who are 
opposing the government. But in terms of any alleged acti- 
vity, I'm simply not in a position to go beyond what we 
have. 


Again, I would say to you, in terms of the 
American people, that there is certainly an established pro- 
cedure of oversight by the Congress, representatives of both 
sides, Senate and House, who not only have that writ but, 
according to what they're saying publicly, intend to exer- 
cise oversight and look into this question. 


0 But they're not supposed to comment publicly 
On this either; right? Members of the committees? 


A I can't tell you what the rules are. 
Obviously, they are not -- yes, I think basically except 
whether they could reach conclusions and talk about those 
conclusions, I don't know. I can't parse it that finely. 


0 This is probably futile. Isn't it true that 
you could invent the cover of intelligence versus anything 
you didn't want to talk about? 


A That would imply bad faith, and I would 
reject that. 


0 On the point of consulting with Congress, 
you said before that this Administration is not in violation 
of the Boland Amendment. 


os That's right. 


0 Then you said that when you get into it with 
them, the appropriate committees, that that would require 
getting into specifics. It seems to me the essential thing 
about the Boland Amendment is that this activity shall not 
be to overthrow that government. 


in 
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Are you suggesting by that that this is simply an 
effort, sort of, to destablize them, to rattle their cage? 


A I'm not suggesting anything other than that 
it is appropriate for the Congress through those committees 
to look into those matters if they want to look into then, 
and they evidently do. 


0 Alan, the Administration characterized the 
Opposition in Afghanistan to the Soviet operation there as 
freedom fighters. Do you apply the same characterization to 
those staging operations against the Nicaraguan Government? 


A ‘I don't have a title. I just don't have an 
appellation to give you for that. 


0 Has there been any characterization made of 
those people within the government circles here? 


A I don't know. 


fe) Also on the question of covert actions, just 
by you saying that the Administration is not in violation of 
the Boland Amendment, isn't that an acknowledgment that 
there is covert action or not -- 


A No. 


fe) -- because the Boland Amendment is specifi- 
cally language lifted out of classified documents. 


A It is specific language, and I'm referring 
specifically to it in saying the Administration is not 
violating the law. Beyond that, I'm not commenting, and I 
wouldn't make any assumptions about it. 


0 Alan, you're saying that when you get into it 
with the people on the Hill, that you're going to get into 
specifics. Are we going to dot "i's" and cross "t's?" 

You're suggesting -- 


A To the extent that there are any "i's" to dot 
and "t's" to cross, that would be up to those committees in 
their discussion with the Administration. I'm not suggesting 
there are or are not "i's" and "t's" that need to be dotted 


and crossed. 


0 The facts are known now. The question is, 
what's the motive? 


A I see. (Laughter) Any other questions? 
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0 I'd like to go back to the CDC for just a 
moment. 

A To what? 

@) CDC. Does the fact that this, at least, 


guasi-government team is going over there imply that the 
United States Government believes that the problems there 
are real medical ones rather than some kind of mass hysteria 
Or propaganda move on the part of the Arab community? 


ay I don't think I would make any -- I'm not in 
a position to make any assumptions other than obviously 
there is a problem. There are illnesses. CDC has vast 
experience and a substantial international reputation in 
looking at illnesses. If they can be of assistance, that's 
what they're trying to do. I'm not trying to make any 
judgments at all as to what the nature of the illnesses may be. 


0 One more subject, if I may. The leader of 
the West Germany anti-nuclear weapons movement told repor- 
ters this morning that public opinion in West Germany will 
soon make it impossible for the government to deploy 
American missiles. How does the U.S. regard the threat, and 
what confidence-building measures, if any, are planned by 
the President beyond his speech of last week? 


A I don't think I would address that par- 
ticular statement. As was indicated in statements by the 
North Atlantic Council and the Chairman of the NATO Special 
Consultative Group last week, as well as those by individual 
Allied Governments, the Allies fully support the President's 
latest initiative in the negotiations which is the product 
of close Allied consultations. 


They are also determined, if there is not an arms 
control agreement in the meantime, to keep the modernization 
part of the 1979 NATO decision on its schedule. 


0 Since there are reports, Alan, of the 
illnesses in the West Bank which indicate or say that this 
could be chemical warfare that Israel is trying to experiment 
in the Middle East, in the West Bank and Lebanon, and 
possibly the next war will be chemical warfare war, are you 
concerned that you'll have sort of an investigation into 
these allegations or these stories which are spread out -- 


A We've got some medical professionals who have 
gone over there to help, investigate, and see what's going 
on. Let's let them do their job and see what they come up 
with. 

0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements for you. I'll be happy to try to answer any 
questions you might have. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the talks in 
Amman between Arafat and Hussein that seemed to end without 
any results? 


A The process of consultation between Jordanian 
and PLO officials is continuing. What is needed is a prompt 
move to the negotiating table. It is only there that a 
solution to the Palestinian problem in all its aspects can 
be found. e 


In our view, the President's September 1 ini- 
tiative, based on U.N. Security Council Resolution 242, pro- 
vides the best means for accomplishing that goal. 


King Hussein has taken the lead in recognizing the 
opportunity currently available for revitalizing the peace 
process. We hope that others as well will recognize that 
this is a unique moment which must be seized before it is 
lost, and that they will support the King in his desire to 
move forward toward peace. 


QO Copies? 
A Sure. 


2) John, would you care to be any more specific 
about who you mean by "others?" 


A As you know, we've all seen reports that Mr. 
Arafat has left Amman, and is in the process of continuing 
his consultations. We await the outcome of those 
consultations. 


Q Does that "others" mean that this then is 
essentially a U.S. appeal to Arafat? 


4X I think we're just stating what we have con- 
sistently stated. I don't think there's anything new in 
what I've just said. 





QO What makes this moment unique? 

0 It must be seized before it's lost -- over 
here. 

A We've been moving along, and everybody has 


been talking about deadlines. We have tended to discount 
deadlines but, nevertheless, they have circulated and they 
have been discussed. It seems to me that there is a good 
deal of discussion that's taken place. King Hussein has 
been talking to people; Mr. Arafat has been talking to 
people. I think there's been a sense that those talks are 
coming to a conclusion. 


8) What would you foresee as a consequence if 
this unique moment is not seized? 


A We would continue. We believe that the 
President's September 1 platform is a good platform, offers 
real hope for the Middle East, and we would continue pushing 
to bring that about. 

Q Could you be any more specific when the 
"prompt" runs out? 


A No. I think you've all seen reports about 
Mr. Arafat's travels. There's been some suggestion that he 
might return to Amman later in the week. 


Q So you would anticipate a move following the 
end of this week's consultations? 


A As I understand it, Mr. Arafat and King 
Hussein will have further contact. 


Q John, how do you read what came out of Amman? 
Is it something that the United States was expecting or 
less than it was expecting? Do you see it as a step forward 
Or a step backward? How do you characterize the talks? 


A I think it is too early to read. On the one 
hand -- I mean, you've seen the same kind of reports that we 
have seen on the one hand. There were reports this morning 
that Mr. Arafat left Amman abruptly. On the other hand, 
there were very upbeat reports about what he said in arrival 
at his next port of call. So I think it is too early to 
determine what mood -- 


Q So this is not, therefore, the end of what 
you're expecting. What you're saying is that he may come 
back to Amman and -- 





A The process of consultation, as we understand 
it, is continuing. 


Q John, two questions. First, aren't you 
disappointed that this round of negotations that were 
described before as crucial didn't achieve an announcement 
on joining the negotiations? 


A One is always hopeful that King Hussein will 
make his announcement to come to the table as early as 
possible. But I'm not sure that I accept the premise of 
your question that this round is over. 


It seems to me, if you mean Arafat being in Amman 
this time around, I suppose in that sense you can say that 
that series of meetings is over. But in the sense of this 
round of discussions between Mr. Arafat and King Hussein, we 
think that is continuing. 


0 What is the U.S. position regarding the 
possibilities that they'll decide to move everything to a 
discussion in a new Arab summit today? 


-_ 


A I think we'll have to wait and see. We'll 
wait and see what the outcome is at this round of 
discussions between King Hussein and Mr. Arafat. 


0 Do you think another Arab summit to discuss a 
Reagan plan would be a helpful one? 


A I think we'll have to wait and see. I think 
it would be unwise to comment on a decision that hasn't yet 
been made. 


fe) When you say that a prompt move would be a 
right move at this time, would a prompt move encompass the 
idea of waiting until mid-April? , 


A I think we would have to wait and see what it 
is they will announce when they announce it. 


fe) Who's "they?" 

A I don't know how that announcement will be 
made, but obviously the talks that have been going have been 
going on between King Hussein and Mr. Arafat. 


0 Did we get a fill-in from the Jordanians 
about those talks? 


A I don't think we'd go into that. That would 
be a communication between government-to-government. 








0 There are reports from Amman, from Mr. Arafat 
himself, as a matter of fact, saying that the United States 
is expected to do a little more, I guess in terms of its 
contact with the Israelis, to be more forthcoming in order 
for the PLO to enter. Do you understand it to be that, and 
is there anything the United States can do more to help the 
process? 


A I think the President is very clear about 
what he announced on September 1; and I think his strict 
adherence to that position has not changed. 


Q If you're sticking by the September 1 peace 
initiative of President Reagan and his statement about the 
settlements, freezing the settlements, have you seen any 
development which indicates that there is a response or 
there is lack of response from the Israelis? Do you have a 
call for freezing the settlements, or what is the situation? 


A Have we seen any evidence that there's been 
any freeze on settlements? . 


A Yes, please, or reduction or stopping what- 
ever it is? 


A No. 


Q So, actually, the intiative which is based on 
asking for the freezing of the settlements didn't move any 
further in -- 


A If you mean, are we aware of any freeze in 
settlement activity that has taken place up until today, the 
answer is no. 


QO Since some of us have to go, could we ask 
your indulgence so we can move to another subject. Do you 
have anything to say about reports the Administration may 
take away Nicaragua's sugar quota to this country? 


A That's under consideration. The question of 
Nicaragua's sugar quota is under review. 


Q I was trying to get one more out of Hussein. 
Do you know if President Reagan spoke with King Hussein 
within the last twenty-four hours, and how many times did 
they speak in the last week? 


A I don't. I know there was -- did Mr. Romberg 
clear up one or two calls over the weekend; he didn't. 
There was at least one call over the weekend, but I do not 
know whether there have been any further calls. 





0 Is there any way to find out whether they've 
spoken since Arafat left? 

A I guess you'll have to ask the White House. 

fe) From the President to King Hussein? 

A That was the question. 


Q Any information about the part played by 
Egypt in the contacts between Hussein and Arafat? 


A No. 


@) Do you have any comment, John, on Joe Kraft's 
column headlined "Where's George?" (Laughter) 


A No. 


Q Anything on the Soviet diplomats and other 
citizens being expelled from France? 


A No, I think that's a matter between France 
and the Soviet Union. 


@) Anything on U.S. explusion of any Soviet 
officials from here? 


A No. 

0 Anything further on the Osborne case? 

A No. 

Q Anything on Nicaragua's letter yesterday to 


the President of the Security Council on negotiations? 


A You're talking about the -- I've seen a FBIS 
report of a Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry -- 

Q It was submitted to Kirkpatrick yesterday. 

A I just want to be sure we're talking about 
the same -- 

) It was from the Foreign Ministry. 


A No. We're aware of the FBIS report, but 
don't have anything for you on it. As you know, we support 
the question of a regional conference. 

















e) Anything on talks between Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica yesterday? 


A No. 

Q Do you have anything on the visa for the 
President of Venda? You remember, that came up about three 
™onths ago -- South Africa, yes. 


A No, I don't. 


0 In that context, you remember, there was men- 
tion that Tambo, the President-General of a terrorist orga- 
nization, was admitted at about that time. Now, according 
to the UPI, Moses Mabhida, General Secretary of the South 
African Communist Party, was given a visa by the Department 
of State to attend a meeting in New York on March 14, 
celebrating the 100th Anniversary of the death of Karl Marx 
sponsored by the U.S. Communist Party which was addressed by 
Gus Hall. 


9 And the question is? 

A The question is, why is it taking so long to 
come to a decision on the admission of a black anti- 
Communist from South Africa when a black Communist from South 
Africa is admitted apparently -- 

A I don't know the answer to that question. 


0 Will you take that question and find out? 


A I'll look into it and see if we have 
anything. Sure. 


--MORE-- 











Q Do you have anything on the Chinese reaction 
with respect to the Hu Na case? 


a Yes, I do. We're not going to get into the 
government conversations, but I think in public statements 
in the past 24 hours the Chinese have made their position 
clear. We really don't have anything to add to that. 


QO You have no reaction? 

A No reaction. 

0 To their charge that she was coerced? 

A We're not going to get into the government- 


to-government consultations or discussions that have taken 
place. 


Q Can you get into the public reaction to their 
statement that she was coerced by the United States 
Government to remain in the United States? 


A Obviously, we don't agree with that 
statement. 


0 Does the Chinese Ambassador have any appoint- 
ment in the building today? 


A Not that I know of. 
0 Could you take that, please? 


A Okay, sure. That's whether the Chinese 
Ambassador is coming in? 


0 Yes. Whether he is coming to see the 
Secretary. 

A Okay. 

Q What harm do you see in this action on cultural 


exchanges with China? 


A We certainly hope that it will not have any 
harm and will not adversely affect the relationship between 
the United States and China. This was a matter handled in 
accordance with our own laws and procedures, dealing with a 
person who was in our country. 


Good relations between the United States and China 
are of benefit to both sides, and the United States believes 








it's important that we view our differences when they occur 
in the perspective of the broader bilateral relationship. 


Q Could you explain why at the outset you said 
you have nothing to say, and you've just come up with that 
statement? 


A What I said was that we're not going to get 
into -- you asked me would the Chinese have been in or what 
official -- 


Q No, no. We asked you, do you have any reac- 
tion to what the Chinese had to say about the Hu Na case? 
That was my question. 


ay Yes. No, I don't. We would not have any 
public reaction at this stage other than to say that the 
Suggestion that the United States was guilty of coercion is 
obviously incorrect. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment on 
the revelations -- if they are revelations -- being made by 
Michael Straight in connection with pushing his new book? 


A No. 


Q Does the U.S. have any -- is the 
Administration considering at this time charging the Soviet 
Union with violations of the unratified SALT II treaty? 


A I think the White House has really responded 
to that. That is a complicated matter. It is under con- 
sideration and review, and I think that in due course we 
will get some indication of what that review has turned up. 
However, I don't have anything today. 


Q John, can we have a filing break for those 
wishing to attend the luncheon? 





A Filing break. Sure. 


Q Do we have any reaction to the latest murders 
in Zimbabwe? 











A Yes. You're talking about Senator Savage and 
a member of his party? 


Q Yes. 


pot We've seen the reports, and we are very sorry 
about the Senator's death and the continuing tragic loss of 
innocent life in Zimbabwe. 


These acts highlight the need for the killing and 
the brutality to stop and for restoration of peace and a 
beginning to the process of healing to begin. 


0 Can I ask another part of the world? 


@) On the same part of the world, on the South 
African community leader who was shot -- 


A Mr. Mkhize? 
0 Yes. 


A The Department of State deplores the shooting 
death on April 2 at Driefontein in South Africa of black 
community leader Saul Mkhize. The Department anticipates 
that a full investigation will be carried out by the 
appropriate authorities to determine the circumstances 
Surrounding Mr. Mkhize's death. 


It appears that Mr. Mkhize was shot while orga- 
nizing a peaceful protest against Government plans to remove 
a community from its present location to one of South 
Africa's ethnic "homelands." 


The United States has consistently made clear its 
view that South Africa's problems are not constructively 
addressed by the arbitrary relocation of peoples on an eth- 
nic basis within South Africa, or by any effort to divide 
the country into pieces by creating "homelands" or by 
depriving the displaced peoples of their South African 
citizenship. 


Q Copies of those two statements? 
A Sure. 
Q John, comments on the situation on the 


Thai-Cambodian border? 


A Yes. What did you have in -- 
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@) Specifically, do you regard it as a dangerous 
escalation in the use by Thai aircraft of napalm against 
Vietnamese troops? 


A I'm not going to be able to confirm the use 
of aircraft and the use of napalm, but I think Alan indi- 
cated yesterday our concern about the situation on the 
border. 


re) Follow-up on that. Are American arms perhaps 
supplied to Thailand being used in any way in this situation? 


a I can't answer that question. I don't know 
the answer to that question. 


0 Could you let us know? Could you look into 
it? 


A I'll look into it. 


0 John, was the United States able to do 
anything about the 20,000 or 30,000 refugees who were 
reported coming into Thailand? Are we taking a hand in 
that? 


Ay I think there was some guidance yesterday. I 
think the United States recently made available about $10 
million, and I think we have some guidance from yesterday to 
give you the detail on that. But I think the United States 
recently made available somewhere in the region of $10 
million for refugee work. 


e) I understand you may have something on the 
visit of the Angola petroleum minister? 


A Yes. 
re) Did he meet with Department officials? 


nN Yes, he did. They did, I guess. The Angolan 
Minister of Petroleum and Energy, Pedro Van Dunem, and the 
Director of the Angolan state oil company, Sonangol, Herminio 
Escorcio, visited Washington April 4, and they had 
discussions with U.S. officials. Minister Van Dunem was in 
the United States for discussions with various American oil 
companies which are working in Angola. 


Mr. Van Dunem and Mr. Escorcio took the oppor- 
tunity of their visit here to meet with Assistant Secretary 
for African Affairs Chester Crocker and Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Frank Wisner for discussions on matters of mutual 
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interest. They also met officials of the Department of 
Energy. 


0 That should have been on Crocker's schedule. 
I don't think it was. 


A I don't know whether it was or not. 
@) Could I have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


0 Do you have any other guidance on southern 
Africa in there? You've pulled up with some good ones. 


A No. You've got the whole wad now. 

fe) Alan, do you have anything on Soviet -- 
A John. 

0 Pardon? 

a This is John. He's Alan. (Laughter) 


0 Yes. Could you respond to the Soviet charge 
in Pravda that the United States may station Pershing 
missiles in Alaska capable of -- 





f, That report is not true. 


0 Back to the Straight matter. Would, under present 
State Department regulations, a man be violating State 
Department regulations if he had uncleared conversations 
with Soviet agents and ventured his personal opinion on to 
those agents after he had, of course, full access to 
Classified documents? That's what Michael Straight said he 
did in the 30's. 


A Uncleared conversations? 


‘@) Without access to the classified documents, in 
Straight's opinion. 


A If he had uncleared conversations? 
0 Uncleared conversations, yes. 


A With a Soviet official? 
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@) With Soviet officials. 


A What do you mean by “uncleared"? 
Q And offered the Soviet officials his personal 
opinion on matters over which he had been -- with which he'd 


been dealing after having viewed classified materials? 

A I'd have to look into that. 

Q Would you look into that? 

A Sure. 

Q Because essentially that's what Michael 
Straight's story is that he did, with the exception that 
Michael Straight denies he had access to classified 
materials, which is a little -- 

A That would change things considerably. 

e) That would change things considerably, but 
every FSO, as I understand it, is cleared for very high 
classifications. 


A Let me see what regulations might apply. 


Q Do you have anything on the granting or 
denying of a visa to the Nicaraguan Interior Minister? 


A It's still under review. 


Q Do you have anything on the Palestinian 
school girl sickness situation? Has the CDC in Atlanta been 
allowed to -- 


A No. From that particular source, no, we 
don't have anything further. You're aware of the develop- 
ments at the Security Council last night, of course. 


Q If you have anything there that does relate 
to that question, we'd like to have it, too. 


A Relating to that question? Sure. That's 
what I meant by the Security Council statement last night. 
We believe the Security Council statement was a constructive 
action which should reinforce the international effort 
already underway to determine the nature of these reported 
poisoning cases. 
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As you know, at Israeli request the Centers for 
Disease Control in Atlanta sent a team to investigate this 
mysterious phenomenon. The International Committee of the 
Red Cross and the World Health Organization are also looking 
into the problem, and Israeli medical authorities have con- 
ducted their own investigation. 


Thus, the Secretary General is in a position to 
build upon a series of careful inquiries done by competent 
specialists and to carry on in the same spirit, and, of 
course, we support this investigation. 


0 Will the team from the Centers for Disease 
Control report to the Secretary General? 


A I think that Mr. Romberg was asked that 
question yesterday, and I cannot improve on his answer of 
yesterday which is that he didn't know, and I'm afraid I 
don't know today either. 


¢) Can we~have a copy of that? 
A Sure. All done? 
0 No. 
‘ A I'm having signs made across the neck up 
ere. 


0 Very briefly, in The New York Times today 
they had a senior member of ARDE, the anti-Sandinista 
coalition in Costa Rica, denounce another group as having an 
open contradiction to certain ideals held by ARDE? Do you 
have any comment with respect to that? 





A No. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements. The 
Arms Control and Disarmanent Agency has delivered to members 
of Congress copies of World Military Expenditures and Arms 
Transfers, 1971-1980. This edition, the 14th in a con- 
tinuing series, contains the most reliable information 
available for each of 145 countries on their military expen- 
ditures and arms transfers. Copies are available in the 
press room. Anybody who would like further information or 
briefings on this document should be in touch with Matt 
Murphy at 632-5970. 


I thought you might be interested in something 
that didn't appear in the Secretary's public schedule and 
should have this morning. He met with three young American 
Russian-speaking students who recently were part of a 
debating team in the Soviet Union. The Secretary caught a 
glimpse of them on a PBS program one night -- one of the 
Jessica Savitch programs, I understand -- and expressed an 
interest in meeting them if they would be so kind as to come 
and chat with him. So we found them, and they came in and 
met with the Secretary for about 30 minutes this morning. 





They are John Tokolish who is presently on 
Senator Moynihan's staff. He is from Audubon, New Jersey. 
They happen to be visiting with us today. Margaret Niles, 
who is a student at Stanford and had nothing to do with the 
Secretary's particular interest in this group. She's from 
Portland, Oregon. And Bill Skundrich, who is from 
Pittsburgh. 


As I say, they met with the Secretary for about 30 
minutes this morning, told him their impressions and of 
their activities in the Soviet Union, and he was fascinated 
by their views and their comments. 


0 What's the university on the last gentlemen? 


A On Mr. Skundrich. I think that is University 
of Pittsburgh. 


@) And the first one? 





A The first one was -- Mr. Tokolish, you were 
at <-- 


MR. TOKOLISH: Middlebury. 


‘@) Hometown is the same on Mr. Skundrich? It's 
Pittsburgh as well? 


- A Yes. I think that's right. 
0 Both school and hometown? 
A Yes. 
e) Can you address the complaint you have from 


the Chinese today regarding the Hu Na decision? 


aa Not really, Mike. You've seen the press 
reports. We know that a statement has been made -- a pro- 
test has been made to our Embassy in Beijing. That is still 
being transmitted to us. We hadn't received it by the time 
I came out here, so we'll examine it when it comes. Beyond 
that, we wouldn't get into diplomatic interchanges. 


6) On another aspect of this, there's some con- 
fusion -- at least in my mind -- about the number of Chinese 
students or other Chinese who have applied for political 
asylum. Various reports say a thousand out of maybe ten 
thousand have applied. 


Can you clarify that in some way? 





A Yes. Glad you brought that up. Various 
press reports have erroneously stated that there are 1,000 
pending cases, all from the People's Republic of China. 


While it's true that there are currently about 
1,000 Chinese asylum applications on file, that figure 
includes persons from Taiwan, Hong Kong, and the PRC. It's 
my understanding that the PRC figure alone is much smaller, 
but I don't have exact statistics. The distinction, I 
think, is important to keep in mind when discussing the asy- 
lum issue; and each one of those cases, along with more than 
140,000 other asylum cases currently pending worldwide from 
more than 140 countries will be decided individually on their 
Own merits. 


@) When you say the number from the PRC is much 
smaller, much smaller than what? Much smaller than the 
Other two, much smaller than a thousand, or what? 








A I can't give you an exact breakdown, Don, but 
it's much smaller than a thousand. 


@) Do you have anything on this scientist in San 
Francisco, a top Chinese scientist who defected about six 


months ago? 


4 I think we may have had some guidance on that 
earlier in the week, John, and it's available in the Press 


Office. 


0 John, on the basis of your opening comments 
about the Secretary seeing the "Group of Three," how are you 
characterizing U.S.-Soviet relations right now? (Laughter) 


4 I don't think I'm prepared to ad lib a 
characterization for you, Bernie, from here today. I think 
the Secretary has addressed that, the President has 
addressed it. There are, obviously, some problems. 


fe) Would the Secretary be interested in a debate 
with Mr. Gromyko? 


A A debate with Mr. Gromyko? 


0 Since debate is very much on his mind this 
morning, I wondered if he'd like to challenge Mr. Gromyko to 
a public debate? 


Ay No. The Secretary has met, as you well know, 
with Mr. Gromyko on a couple of occasions and had a lengthy 
discussion -- I don't know whether I'd call it a debate -- 


and I'm sure that there's always the possibility of another 
one. 


0 What sort of impact do you think the 
expulsion by the French will have on Soviet-West relations? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, 
Bernie. As we said yesterday, that particular incident 
is between the French Government and the Soviet Government. 
We'll have to leave it there. 


0 How possible is a Gromyko-Shultz meeting? 
You say there's always a possibility. Is there something 
that's being discussed? 


A Nothing set. Nothing planned. But it's 
always possible. 





fe) John, can I follow up Bernie's question? 
Has the Department received a formal or informal complaint 
by the French Embassy regarding a Departmental leak to 
Safire on the French expulsion? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
0 Can you take that? 


A Sure. I'll take it, but let me caution you 
that we probably will once again invoke that marvelous 
phrase that we do not discuss our diplomatic exchanges in 
detail. I'm personally unaware of anything along those 
lines, but let me take a look. 


e) The lady who was in our basement in the 
Embassy in the Soviet Union has been allowed to leave the 
country. 

A Yes. And we're pleased by that. 

0 Do you have any other comment other than 
you're -- 

A No. 

@) What role did the Embassy, if any, have in 
this? 


A I think we're just going to stand with the 
language that we're happy. 


0 But, John, you don't have any more infor- 
mation about the rest of the family, what status their visas 
are, if anything has moved forward on that? 

A No. Not at the moment. 

e) The President sent a personal message some 
months ago regarding those Pentecostals to the Soviet 
leadership. Can you take a question -- 


A No. I don't think we'd get into Presidential 
correspondence. 


0 Did she go to Israel, John? 


A I think you ought to ask the Israelis about 


that. 








0 John, apropos of Bill's question, if I may, 
on the Safire leak, there are reports today which suggest 
that the United States leaked the information about the 
Soviet spies in France as a way of forcing the French into 
taking the action which they took. 


Could you address that analysis? 


A No. The answer to that is no, I couldn't, 
but it seems a rather fanciful scenario, Barrie. 


@) Another area. Has any decision been made 
about Nicaraguan sugar quotas? 


A No. Still under review, consideration. 
0 What about Borge's visa? 
A Still under review. 


0 On the same area of Central America and the 
Caribbean, the Grenadan Foreign Minister addressed the 
Organization of American States today just a few minutes ago 
and again repeated his charge that the U.S. is mounting a 
CIA mercenary invasion of his country and that there's 
training going on in Miami. Do you have any comment? 


A No. I had heard that he was going to speak 
this morning, but we haven't seen -- I know you're giving us 
a preview, but we haven't see what he said, so wouldn't have 
anything on it until we have seen what he said, if we have 
anything on what he said. 


0 Do you have any reply to the letter sent to 
the Security Council President two days ago? 


A Yes. That's the -- 
) Nicaragua. 


A To Ambassador Kirkpatrick. We've repeatedly 
made the point, highlighted by our participation in last 
October's San Jose Conference, that a comprehensive regional 
approach to the tensions in Central America appears to offer 
the most promising results. 


Our concerns about the Government of Nicaragua are 
well known, and our previous efforts at resolving these 
issues through bilateral discussions have not been 
productive. 











Our support for a regional discussion of these 
issues was reiterated yesterday in the Permanent Council of 
the Organization of American States in support of a Honduran 
resolution calling for a regional agreement on a stable and 
lasting peace in Central America. 


Q Does that mean that the United States' pre- 
vious offer to have meetings with the Nicaraguans on a bila- 
teral basis is no longer valid? 


A I would simply say that our experience has 
not been a happy one, and insofar as this latest overture is 
concerned, what we're saying is that we would place the 
emphasis on a regional conference. 


Q So in other words, this is kind of closing 
the door on that initiative that was made by Secretary Haig 
during his period. 


A I think we would just stand on the language 
that we've offered, that it hasn't been a happy experience. 


0 You're saying you prefer now to do it ona 
multilateral basis, not a bilateral basis? 


on That has been our position for some time. 


0 If the United States does not take part in 
these talks that were proposed by the Hondurans, how is it 
that there will be any settlement reached between the United 
States and Nicaragua? 


A Why don't we wait and see how such plans for 
a conference mature, but we have not pressed for inclusion 
of the United States. The United States has accepted that 
it might well not be at a regional conference. 


-- MORE -- 











Q I want to get some precision on that for just 
a second. Does the United States support the five-plus-five 
formula, or does it support the Honduran resolution solution 


yesterday. 


A We supported the five-by-five, but we support 
what was proposed yesterday. 


Q If that proposal is taken up that was pro- 
posed yesterday, would the United States support it if Cuba 
were to be invited to serve as a witness? 


an Why don't we wait and see how that 
transpires. 


@) Do you have any problems with the wording of 
the Honduran resolution which makes that a possibility? 


A No, we don't have any problems with the 
wording. 


9) No problems with it. 


@) John, for about the past year the Reagan 
Administration has consistently refused to grant an entry 
visa to Roberto D'Aubuisson, the head of the ARENA party. 
That was until last week when the Reagan Administration 
changed its mind and issued a visa to D'Aubuisson. He's now 
in Miami raising money among the exiles for his party, and 
whatever other activities, I don't know, in El Salvador. 


Could you comment on that switch, and comment on 
D'Aubuisson's activities in this country? 


A I'm not able to because I guess that all took 
place while I was away. 


There is guidance in the Press Office. 


Q There is guidance about D'Aubuisson being here 
in the Press Office? 


A He's not in the Press Office. (Laughter) 
Q We can all be thankful for that, I guess. 


A At least he wasn't when we came out. 


@) Do you have anything on the sale of a number 
of howitzers to India? 





A No. 
Q Did the United States sanction that sale? 
A No, I don't -- 


Q Have there been any fresh communications bet- 
ween the President and Xing Hussein? 


A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Do you have some reading now about what the 
resolution is after the meetings between the King and Mr. 
Arafat seem to have recessed, at least, for a while? 

A No. We think that the process of con- 
sultation is continuing. Just how the King and Mr. Arafat 
will communicate and when, we are not sure, but we think 
that the process is continuing. 


0 Do you think this unique moment is being 
seized? 


a We certainly hope so. 


0 Has the Secretary had any communication with 
King Hussein in the last couple days? 


Ay Not to my knowledge. 


Q Is Secretary Veliotes planning a trip out 
there? 


A Not to my knowledge. When you say has the 
Secretary had any communication, you mean -- 


Q Telephone or a letter? 
A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Anything on the schedule of Ambassador Habib; 
when is he going back? 


A He is involved in personal affairs this week. 
I don't quite know when he would go back. I would think 
several days time probably from now when he'll begin to firm 
up his plans. 

Q Has he left Washington? 


A He's left Washington; yes. 











Q Do you have anything on the Catholic Bishops' 
statement? 
Q Yes. It's a lengthy document, as you know -- 
150 pages -- so we haven't had an opportunity to study the 


draft in depth but we are pleased that the letter explicitly 
endorses many of the far-reaching objectives which the 
Administration seeks, notably negotiated agreements for 
substantial, equitable and verifiable reductions in nuclear 
arsenals. 


In our opinion, this third draft has been substan- 
tially improved over the previous versions. It 
distinguishes more clearly than before between universally 
binding moral principles and their practical application in 
the world. 


It notes the Soviet Union's global ambitions, its 
human rights record and its military programs as important 
factors also to be considered on this issue. 


It no longer advocates a nuclear freeze which we 
believe would codify high current levels and imbalances and 
which would pull the rug out from under our arms control 
negotiators. Instead, it calls for efforts to curb and 
reduce nuclear arsenals. That's an objective fully shared 
by the President and his Administration, and reflected in 
our reductions proposals at the START and INF negotiations 
in Geneva. 


It takes a more nuanced view of the dilemmas of 
deterrence in the nuclear age and clearly notes the impor- 
tance of the Papal teaching that nuclear deterrence is 
morally acceptable as long as serious efforts toward disar- 
mament continue. 


It reflects a far better understanding of actual 
U.S. strategic policy as this is authoritatively described 
by senior U.S. officials. 


While we do not necessarily share all of the 
Bishops' judgments, we believe this document marks an impor- 
tant and serious contribution to the public discussion of what 
is surely one of the most vital issues of our time. 


We may have some more to say on that whole 
question of the letter when we've had a little more oppor- 
tunity to study it. 


0 Copy of that? 


A Sure. 
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Q What aren't you sharing in their letter? 

a That might be something that would emerge in 
due course. 

9) In your interpretation, does the letter call 
for a no first-use doctrine of -- for a no first-use nuclear 
doctrine? 

A You may be referring to a wire service report 


that moved last evening. Is that what you had in mind? 


A No, I'm referring to what Mr. Burt said 
yesterday. 


8) I don't think there's any divergence between 
Mr. Burt's views and what we've offered you here today. 
think at the time that wire service story moved, Mr. Burt 
hadn't seen the entire document. 


0 John, what do you think persuaded the Bishops 
to change? 

4 I don't know. I think you'd have to ask 
them. 

2) On that particular subject, John, about a 


month or so ago General Walters was in Rome and met with 
Vatican officials, and we were told at that time that he did 
discuss the situation in El Salvador and the Pope's visit 
and American policy in Central America. 


Did he by any chance also discuss the question of 
our nuclear philosophy and the Bishops" position and the 
relationship between -- 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Has any other American officials discussed 
this issue with the Vatican? 


A A number of American officials have talked 
with the Vatican. I cannot be sure what might have been on 
the agenda. 


Q Bush said he discussed it. 


a Bush said he discussed it, I am told by a 
correspondent. 
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QO Did you have anything on my question yester- 
day about any American military assistance in Thailand which 
might be used in this current conflict? 


A Yes, I think we gave you an answer and 
posted that yesterday afternoon. 


0 I didn't see it. Can you tell us what kind 
of guidance you have there? Is there any American military 
assistance being used in the current fighting in 
Cambodia/Thailand? 


A I don't like to paraphrase guidance, but I 
think the guidance basically was that the United States has 
a program of military assistance to Thailand, and we assume 
that American-supplied weapons may well have been used 
internally for defensive purposes. 


QO Does the United States sanction the use of 
napalm by the Thai air force against the Vietnamese? 


A The U.S. hasn't supplied napalm to the Thai 
Government. 


9) Do we have any policy? Do we approve or 
disapprove of that use? 


A I'm not getting into the use of napalm. 
What we're saying is, we haven't supplied napalm to the Thai 
Government. 


0 The Thais have appealed to the international 
community at large, and I guess the United States and other 
countries, for additional help. Is the U.S. doing anything 
about it? 


A Yes. We have -- if I can put my hand on it 
-- we have some figures on that. I took a crack at some 
figures yesterday and there are some more up-to-date ones 
today. We do have some guidance. Let me see if I can get 
that for you afterwards -- on figures, on refugees, mainly, 
on refugee aid. 


0 As I understand the story this morning, what 
they're asking for is help regarding not refugees but in 
this military problem they have with Vietnam. 


A We are talking with them about that. 
Assistance Secretary Wolfowitz is in Thailand. He's on the 
scene, and I think that we will perhaps know more when he 
has finished his discussions with the various Thai 


officials. 
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Q Do you have anything to say about the 
Secretary's meeting with Clarence Long this afternoon, what 
it's about? 





A Obviously, the Long Committee is considering 
the aid request for Salvador, and I would think that will be 
a logical area of discussion. 


Q Is Congressman Long going to present his 
decision, then, to the Secretary? 


» 


A I don't know. 


fe) Is it true that Secretary Shultz will be 
briefing reporters tomorrow from this podium on the Middle 
East subject? 


A There's nothing planned at this stage, 
nothing set at this stage. 


0 Would it suprise you if he did? 


a I think the Secretary would be interested in 
having a press conference sometime in the next several days, 
but let's see how it develops. It's possible. 


0 In case the guidance with respect to 
D'Aubuisson doesn't address the question, will he be meetina 
with any U.S. -- 


A An unworthy thought. (Laughter) 


Q Will he be meeting with any U.S. Government 
officials while he's here? 


ry Not to my knowledge, but you really have me 
cold on this because apparently this took place last week 
and I'm just getting caught up. 


0 And, also, is it possible to get a copy of 
the statement you read with respect to the U.S. response to 
the Nicaraguan letter? 

A Sure. 


Q Have you gotten any response from the South 
African Government on your criticism of yesterday, or do you 
expect any? 


a I'm not aware of any response. 


) Do you expect to get one? 
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A I think that would be up to the South Africans. 


@) Do you have anything to offer on the up- 
coming visit of Sultan Oaboos next Tuesday to the United 
States? 


A No. Nothing on it. He is here next week. I 
think he'll be seeing the Secretary on Tuesday. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Thursday, April 7, 1983 





Index 


Subject Page 





DEPARTMENT 
Eagleburger trip to Algeria and Tunisia .......... l 
General Walters’ travelS ..ccccccccecccsesvessecses Ll 
Crocker address in HOUStON ..cccesecccseseseccesee 2 
WOLEGWSES CEIp CO ABLE ccococcccceccccccccccccccccse 
Leak of alleged document in New York Times ....... 2 





MIDDLE EAST 
Dr. Kissinger's travels in Middle East; meetings 
with PLO OfFicialS ccccccccccccccccccccccccccce 2 
U.S. policy toward PLO wwceececcecccccssesseeeeses 3” 
AmbaSSadOr RECd .nccccccccccccccsscsccccseseseseee 3D 


PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
Chinese cancellation of cultural and sports 
exchanges in response to Hu Na decision ....... 8=15 
Chinese political asylum requeStS ...eeeeeeeeeeeee 10 
Date for re-negotiation of exchange agreements ... 14-15 


THAILAND 
U.S. assistance eeeeenerteneteeseeepeeeeneeneneeneeeeeeeeeneeeeeee 16 


U.S.S.R. 
New Soviet CruiSe MISSILE cesceccccccsesecsesessess 16—17 


EL SALVADOR 
Status of aid request eeeeeeteeseesteensre#e#weenree*eeeeeesees#seeee 17-18, 20-21 


NI CARAGUA 
U.S. policy; alleged violation of U.S. law ....... 18,19 


CUBA 
American tourists held eeeeeseteesteeneeeeeeeseeeeneeeeeeees 18-19 


POLAND 
Reported U.S. visit by Lech Walesa ..weseeeeeeeeee 19-20 


“ASTERN EUROPE 
Espionage activities by diplomats in U.S. wesseeee 21 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #61 


THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 1983, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a number of announcements for 
you. 


Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs 
Lawrence Eagleburger will visit Algeria and Tunisia for a 
general discussion of our bilateral relations and matters of 
mutual interest. He will leave Washington on April 9 and 
return on April 15. Just to respond before you ask the 
question, the trip has been planned for some time, and, while 
current events in the Middle East will no doubt come up, his 
trip is not directly related to any new development. 


0 Just those two countries? 
A Just those two countries. 


0 Will he be meeting any third-country offi- 
cials on that trip while he is in Algeria or Tunisia? 


A Mike, I don't want to mislead you. I assume 
it's possible that while he's in those two countries he 
could well meet diplomats from other countries, but I don't 
want to suggest that there is anything special or anything 
Significant about that. There is not. This is a trip that 
has been planned for some time, and it is Algeria and 
Tunisia, so you'd be drawing an incorrect conclusion if you 
thought others -- I wouldn't say other diplomats of signifi- 
cance -- that would be unfair -- but if you inferred that 
Other diplomats related to other developments in the Middle 
East were to be there to meet him. 


0 Can I ask one? Do you expect Western Sahara 
to come up? 


ay I don't know. 
0 I know this is going to sound silly, but is 


there a chance that General Walters is going to be traveling 
with him? (Laughter) 


A General Walters is certainly not traveling 
with Mr. Eagleburger, and I have no knowledge of General 





Walters’ being there at the same time. But I don't keep in 
my pocket General Walters' itinerary. 


0 Maybe you should. (Laughter) 


A Maybe I shouldn't. The second one: On April 
14, the Department of State, the Department of Commerce, and 
the Houston Institute of International Education are cospon- 
soring a conference on U.S. Trade and Investment in Africa. 


The day-long conference will be held at the 
Shamrock Hilton in Houston. Assistant Secretary of State 
for African Affairs Chester Crocker will deliver the opening 
address at 9:00 a.m. U.S. Trade Representative William 
Brock will be the luncheon keynote speaker. 


If you want any more on that, you should be in 
touch with Mrs. Alice Pratt. She's at the Houston Institute 
of International Education, (713) 223-5454, and a complete 
conference schedule is available in the Press Office. 


I have one further announcement on the story 
appearing in The Washington Post today concerning Secretary 
Kissinger. With respect to a story in this morning's 
Washington Post about a meeting former Secretary Kissinger 
had with an aide to Mr. Arafat, we would like to state the 
Following: 








Dr. Kissinger has been scrupulous in keeping the 
Department and the Administration as a whole fully informed 
regarding his conversations in the Middle East, although 
those conversations have, in fact, been undertaken by him as 
A private citizen and have not been on behalf of the United 
States Government. 


Neither that conversation nor any of Dr. 
Kissinger's private activities have been a "complicating fac- 
tor" in our diplomacy or have delayed the process. Dr. 
Kissinger has not established any "back channels" or done 
anything which was improper. 


We regret that Dr. Kissinger's activities have 
been mischaracterized. The Secretary of State highly values 
Dr. Kissinger's counsel and support and will continue to 
welcome it. 


0 Can we get copies of that? 


A Yes. 








'@) At the time that he called in, he must have 
been purple. (Laughter) 


fy That's all I have in the way of 
announcements or comments. 


0 Tell us who wrote that statement, can you? 


A No. I wouldn't dream of doing that, Bernie. 
I know you have an acute interest in the literary 
craftsmanship, but I think I'll not reveal the author. 


‘@) John, if those conversations, such conver- 
Sations the former Secretary has had -- are those continuing 
with the approval of the Department? 


Ay Are the conversations between Dr. Kissinger 
and Secretary Shultz continuing? 


0 Are the conversations between Dr. Kissinger 
and representatives of the PLO still continuing with the 
approval or encouragement of the Department? 


A I think, as I say, Dr. Kissinger -- his 
travels and the travels he's about to undertake in the 
Middle East are as a private citizen, and I think you would 
have to ask him. But to my knowledge, he is not meeting 
with any PLO representatives. 


0 And carrying nothing -- no mission on behalf 
of the Administration? 


A No mission on behaif of the Administration. 


0 Answer the rest of Mike's question, if you 
would. 


A I'll try to. What was the rest of his 
question? 


0 He asked about approval or encouragement 
which -- and your statement didn't say anything about what 
the U.S. view is of Kissinger's meetings beyond the fact 
that they are private meetings. 


A Any meetings that Dr. Kissinger has in the 
course of his many travels are in his private capacity. As 
far as the U.S. position on the PLO is concerned, that, of 
course, remains unchanged. We will not recognize nor nego- 
tiate with that organization until it accepts U.N. Security 





Council Resolution 242 and recognizes Israel's right to 
exist. 


Actions of private citizens, including former 
officials, do not change or alter this policy. As Dr. 
Kissinger himself was quoted as saying in the same article, 
his meeting with the person in question had absolutely no 
political significance. 


0 Has the Government spoken to Dr. Kissinger 
about what Middle East negotiation participants might think 
of such meetings and, regardless of the fact that they are 
private meetings, that participants in the negotiations in 
the Middle East in Amman or perhaps in Jerusalem might view 
them in some way, and has the Government suggested to Dr. 
Kissinger that that is not -- that even though they're not 
approved by the Government, it might not be helpful for them 
to continue? 


fy I don't think it's a question for us to 
direct Dr. Kissinger as a private citizen in what he does and 
what he does not do. We have made our position plain inso- 
far as the PLO and insofar as the distinction between Dr. 
Kissinger's private travels and Administration policy. 


0 John, what's the Department reaction on 
China? 


A China? 
0 No. Hold it just a minute. 
A Want to keep going? 


0 John, try that slightly differently. Has 
there been any feedback through indirect channels that the 
PLO putting their own interpretation on that meeting with 
Kissinger last November is in fact hoping that there could 
be a shift in Administration policy? Is there any feedback 
to the Administration along those lines? 


A I don't know what feedback there has been, 
Bernie, but if there were to be any feedback like that or 
there were to be any thought like that on the part of the 
PLO, they would be making a grievous error in interpreting 
U.S. position. 


Our position is firm. It has been constant. 
There is no change in it, and there will be no change in it, 








and they would be deluding themselves were they to think 
that. 


Q And you don't have any feeling that that 
intrepretation, if that should have been reached by PLO 
officials, has in any way contributed to the long protracted 
negotiation under way? 


A As our words earlier said, we do not consider 
that, should there have been such a misunderstanding or 
misinterpretation, we do not feel that that has contributed 
to -- it's not been an impediment. 


Q John, you just quoted Dr. Kissinger saying 
the meetings had no political significance. Does the 
Department accept that characterization? 


A Yes, of course. 


) Do you know what the significance of the 
meetings were? Was it purely social, business? 


A I think you'd have to ask Dr. Kissinger. 


0 Does the Department know what the substance 
of the meetings were? 


A, I think there have been indications that at 
time Dr. Kissinger has shared some of his views with us on 
the Middle East, as he has shared his views with us on a 
number of topics, but I just want to reiterate that he is 
not representing the Administration. 


@) John, that article said that the meeting was 
set up with the help of our Ambassador Reed out there. You 
didn't address yourself to that. 


A Bernie, I wouldn't want to get into the acti- 
vities of Ambassadors in the field, so I am not going to 
comment on that. But I wouldn't want what I just said to 
delude you or lead you in any way. 


e) You accept Dr. Kissinger's explanation that 
he was at this meeting and that some Moroccan said, “Here's 
a Palestinian I want you to meet." 


A Yes. Surely. 


Q John, as I recall, General Walters was in 
Morocco at the same time as Henry Kissinger was. Did he by 
any chance run into that same PLO fellow? (Laughter) 








A You, Barrie, are becoming the all-time 
leading expert on the travels of General Walters, and I'm 
afraid you have the advantage of me. I cannot remember his 
being there at the time. 


'@) John, is it true that Ambassador Habib had to 
explain the Kissinger meeting to King Hussein in London? To 
that extent has the meeting played a role in formal U.S. -- 


A I‘m sure that Ambassador Habib has had many 
conversations with King Hussein, and I wouldn't get into 
them. But I think you have to accept our statement that 
whatever misinterpretation there may have been of such a 
meeting, it has not been an impediment to the consultations 
and negotiations that we are having. 


0 As I recall, this was a cultural conference 
in Morocco that Dr. Kissinger and General Walters were at. 
Do you know what their cultural contributions were there? 


A No. I don't. 
0 I didn't think so. 
A Why don't you ask them? 


@) In the story there is a paragraph about an 
interview that King Hassan of Morocco gave to a French 
newspaper, and he says that, "I have in my possession cer- 
tain elements that I am sorry I cannot give you here, but 
(inaudible) my optimism about the possible shift in the 
policy of the United States direct PLO-U.S. negotiations." 


What do you comment on this? 


a I don't want to comment directly on -- that's 
by the King, you say? 


@) King Hassan, yes. 


A -- on a statement by a monarch. I would just 
reiterate what I said earlier, that there is no change in 
the United States' position towards the PLO. That policy 
remains constant. 


0 So that this statement that the King said -- 
A I don't want to go the extra step and contra- 
dict a monarch, but I will just tell you what our position 


is an’ let you make the deduction. 








0 John, does Mr. Kissinger have the encourage- 
ment and approval of the Secretary to engage in further con- 
versations as this? 


A It's not a question of the Secretary. I 
mean, Dr. Kissinger's a free agent and is representing 
himself. 


e) I know, but I'm asking you to speak for the 
Secretary. 


A I think it would be improper of the Secretary 
to advise Dr. Kissinger of his itinerary. Dr. Kissinger's a 
free agent, but the Secretary certainly has confidence in 
Dr. Kissinger, has talked with him about a variety of issues 
and continues to, and will in the future. 


But I don't think it's a question for the 
Secretary to advise Dr. Kissinger where he should or should 
not travel. 


) John, on what basis do you say he's a free 
agent? Have you ever tried to hire him? 


0 You said that whatever misinterpretation 
there may have been, it has not been an impediment to the 
negotiations. 


A Yes. 
0 Have there been misinterpretations? 


A I think you would have to leave that to the 
Other parties. I don't think we can speak for them, Bernie. 


@) If Ambassador Habib did, in fact, have to 
give King Hussein an explanation, to that extent you can 
speak for Habib's role, for the U.S. Government's role, in 
having to correct any misinterpretations. 


A But I'm not going to get into specifics. 
Obviously, I don't think we ever have, and I think it's very 
unlikely that we ever would get into specifics or the kind 
of diplomatic discussions that are going on. 


Obviously, in those discussions there are frequent 
Clarifications of position, frequent corrections of 
misapprehensions, especially in an area like the Middle 
East, and I'm just making that a broad statement and not 
relating it to this instance specifically. 





@) You say that Mr. Kissinger did nothing wrong 
Or improper. Has the Department considered the fact that he 
might have violated the Logan Act, since his conversations 
weren't authorized by the U.S. Government. You say he was 
not representing the U.S. Government? 


A He was not representing the U.S. Government. 

0 Then has the Department considered his having 
violated the Logan Act? 

ran I do not know. 

re) Since your clearance of what Department -- 


that excellent statement posted on the board yesterday -- 
what Foreign Service Officers may say and may not say and 
what must be cleared and what must not be cleared, clarifies 
the situation for Foreign Service Officers -- 


A That's right. 


@) -- do any of these regulations apply to 
ex-Secretaries of State who are having current conversations 
from time to time which are highly valued by the incumbent 
Secretary of State? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
0 Have you cleared that -- have you asked -- 


rey You asked me a question. I gave you an 
answer. 


0 Yes. I understand that. But have you asked 
the Legal Office whether or not it shares your horseback 
Opinion on this? 


A No. I haven't. 
@) Could you give us your reaction to the 


Chinese action taken today of stopping sports and cultural 
exchanges with the United States? 


A Yes, I can, Don. Just the factual situation. 
We understand that two separate actions have been announced 
today by the Chinese Minister of Culture and the All-China 
Sports Federation, and these have been fully reported in the 
Chinese press which is available to you. 











But to summarize, the Chinese have (1) cancelled 
all planned remaining activities under the 1982-83 
U.S.-China Implementing Accord for Cultural Exchange, and 
(2) cancelled all remaining U.S.-China sports exchanges 
scheduled for 1983. 


The United States Government regrets this unila- 
teral decision by the Chinese side, considers it to be an 
overreaction and inappropriate. These exchanges are 
valuable for the people of both countries, and we regret any 
action to curtail them. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Yes. 


0 Does the United States plan some retaliatory 
action of its own to cancel something that is going on with 
China? 


A No. Not to my knowledge. 


0 Do you anticipate that Secretary Baldridge 
and the Science Adviser Keyworth who are supposed to go to 
China within the next couple of months will be going, or 
will they not? 


A We haven't had any suggestion that either of 
those visits are to be cancelled yet, Don, as of the present 
time. 


0 Is there any indication whether the Chinese 
now intend to have their Premier come over here some time 
later this year as previously anticipated? 


ry No. There has been no further development on 
that since the Secretary's visit to China, and that 
Situation is left just exactly where it was. I think we 
proferred the invitation, they accepted the invitation and 
Said that the exact timing would be a matter for further 
consultation through diplomatic channels. But no time has 
been set, no date has been set. 


0 John, how would you characterize the current 
state of U.S.-Chinese relations? 


A I think I will do the same as I did yester- 
day, and that is steer away from what one gentlemen over 
here called “horseback” characterizations from this podium 
of the state of China-U.S. relations. 
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Obviously, we think that the case that has led to 
this action by the Chinese is a specific case, and it ought 
to be seen within the framework of overall U.S.-China 
relations. 


e) John, could you round up for us again the 
Overall situation regarding numbers of Chinese in this 
country and the number that have asked for political asylum? 


A Number of Chinese within this country -- I 
think I'd have to do a littie research on that, but the 
Figure 10,000 students is in my head, and I think that is 
approximately right. 


e) Talking about Mainland China. 


A Talking about Mainland China. The number of 
applications for asylum of Chinese origin is just over a 
thousand. We gave you that figure earlier in the week, and 
that is made up of PRC, Hong Kong and Taiwan. Don't have 
the exact figure for the PRC. 


But the point we were trying to make earlier on, I 
think there had been a kind of deduction that there were 
10,000 Chinese students in the United States, and if the 
United States has 1,000 applications for asylum, one in 
every ten of those students is seeking asylum. That's a 
totally erroneous impression. 


0 Of the 1,000, could you take some sort of 
estimate what is Mainland China, and do you characterize 
these applications for asylum as defections from China? 


A We did have some guidance which I think was 
available earlier in the week on this, Bernie, and I think 
I'd prefer to go back to that specific language. I think we 
weren't able to break out the figures in those three cate- 
gories, though. 


0 But are they defections? 


By I think we'd have to go back and look at the 
legal definition of "asylum." 


-- MORE -- 
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0 John, have you had any indication that this 
rupture would extend also to the student exchanges? 


A No indication so far. 


0 Have you had any indication that they will 
not? 


A No. 

0 No indication either way? 
A Either way. 

0 I see. 


0 Do you expect the matter in effect now is 
closed in regard to retaliatory action by the Chinese, or do 
you expect it to spill over to trade or other matters? 


A I don't think that we can project. I think 
we would have to wait and see whether the Chinese take any 
further action. 


0 John, do you have any idea what the numbers 
are? The ten thousand students, on the surface of it, are 
not affected by this decision. 


A On the surface are not affected, that's 
right. 

0 Do you have any idea of the numbers of people 
who are affected -- cultural exchanges, art exhibits? 


A I think USIA, which is the signatory to that 
cultural agreement, probably is the right place to go for 
some further detail. I can give you a line on the projects. 


The projects are an exchange of film festivals, an 
exchange of small-scale, high-quality -- 


0 Do you have dates when these were planned for? 
A Sorry? 


0 Do you have dates when these were planned 
for? 


A I don't, but I'm sure, insofar as dates are 
set for these, USIA would have them. 
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Small performing arts groups. The Julliard String 
Quartet was to have gone there. The Chinese Traditional 
Music Group was to have come here. Small-scale art exhibi- 
tions. We were to have received a show entitled, "Five 
Chinese Painters." A Brooklyn Museum exhibition was to have 
gone there. The VOA, Voice of America, and Radio Beijing 
were to have exchanged Directors. The Director of VOA was 
to have gone there, and the Beijing Radio Director was to 
have come here. Four delegations, including a Chinese 
cultural delegation, and Voice of America Chinese language 
broadcasters were to have gone there. And an American 
journalists’ delegation and foreign-language publishing 
delegation was to have come from there here. But I think 
USIA could probably give you a better rundown and give you 
an indication. I haven't the numbers. 


0 Are any of thcse situations in progress now 
that will be terminated immediately? 


A No. The only one of which I'm aware, a 
Chinese Foreign-Language Publishers Group, began a tour of 
the United States on April 5th; and so far as we know, the 
Chinese announcement does not affect that group. Nothing 
has happened that we know to that group. 


I do not know whether we have anybody in China, but 
I think VOA may be on the brink of sending someone, so you 
Ought to check with USIA. 


e) John, you recall the Fort Worth Chamber 
Orchestra was in Tokyo ready to go into China. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A O.K. It may be. I don't have it listed 
here, but again USIA could give you some detail on that. 


0 John, two questions, please. Was the 
granting of political asylum of Hu Na the first such 
granting by the United States to a defector from the 
Mainland? 


A I'd have to do a little research on that, but 
I do not think so, Bernie. 


The first, you say? 


O.K. My excellent colleague here recommends INS 
as the -- 


@) You have no answer on that? 
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A I'm not ducking it. It's just a question that 
factually, I don't know. 


Q And the other question is: The suspension 
for 1983 of various cultural and sports exchanges -- is it 
true as well that private exchanges are noc affected? 


A That's correct. Well, the sports exchanges 
that they have cancelled -- that's a private exchange, and 
that is so far the only private one we know that is 
cancelled. 


Q What other private exchanges are there? 


A There are other private cultural exchanges, 
and we just don't know what -- 


Q Can you give us an example of those? 


A USIA could. 


Q John, will you address the point that the 
interests of Taiwan meddled in this affair regarding Hu Na 
to encourage her to seek asylum in this country? 


A I think we've been over that ground many 
times before. The United States took its decision based on 
the laws of this country. This is a law-abiding country, 
and the decision was weighed and taken and implemented in 
accord with U.S. law. 


Q Then you exclude any influence by Taiwan 
addressing this? 


A Sure, yes. 

Q What? 

A Yes. No meddling with that process. 

Q Beijing said that the Chinese were upset 


because the U.S. had not gone along with an arrangement that 
they thought had been worked out in which Hu Na could stay 
here and go back and forth and travel -- in other words, 
just become an international tennis player. Had the U.S. 
ever given serious thought to having her stay here in ways 
other than as finally announced? 


A To my knowledge, no such undertaking had been 
given; and it seems to me, in light of the legal process, 
that that would have been improper. The process followed 
the legal procedure. 
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0 Well, there was reported to be a recommen- 
dation by some elements of the State Department that instead 
of being granted political asylum, she should be granted 
some kind of -- I can't remember the name of a status where 
you can stay as long as you want in the United States but 
it's not a formal political asylum. 


A Yes. 

0 Are you meaning to argue with that 
possibility? 

A No. But the question that was put to me was 


whether the Chinese were disturbed because some kind of 
agreement that the State Department had made with the 
Chinese authorities had been violated. But that is not the 
case. 


What the internal deliberations were as the various 
appropriate bodies sought to properly implement the laws, I 
do not know. 


‘e) John, one immediate bilateral issue is this 
question of the textile trade agreement. Any signal that 
the negotiations on that are going to be affected? And, in 
any case, do you know what the next step is supposed to do? 


A No, I don't. I have no sign or no indication 
that they are affected, and I don't know what the next step 
is. 


‘@) New subject? 


e) No, wait a minute. Is there a date for rene- 
gotiation of either the cultural exchange or the sports 
agreements? 


A Yes, there is, Barrie, and that date is -- 
there would have been a negotiation on a new implementing 
accord that would be for 1984-1985 probably this fall. 
But, obviously, at the moment it's impossible to say when 
such a negotiation would take place or when exchanges would resume. 


0 Will the United States make overtures to seek 
out the possibility of doing this, or are you going to just 
sit? Do you have any sense of that? 
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A I think it's a little premature to respond to 
that. I just don't know what the response would be on that, 
Barrie. 


@) John, another question -- 


@) Is there any message, for example, from the 
Chinese about Americans who would like to go to China as 
tourists -- 


A No. 
re) -- as to visas being affected? 
A No. 
0 John, another question was asked yesterday, 
but it takes new significance today. Has the Chinese 


Ambassador either asked to come in to explain, or has the 
U.S. asked him? 


A No. He certainly did not yesterday, and I do 
not think he has today. 


@) How about the other way around? Has -- 
0 He's presenting his credentials -- 
A No, no, no. That's White House; it's this 


afternoon. But I think you're asking specifically about, 
yes -- 


0 About State, yes. 
A Yes. 


0 And how about the other way? Has State asked 
him to? 


A No. 


fe) John, could we ask you that if in fact the 
Chinese Ambassador is coming, that the Press Office tells us 
that? 


A The Press Office has told you that -- or 
tells you that -- 


'@) No. If he does come, so we don't have to 
make a thousand calls. 


A Sure. We'll make a thousand calls. 
(Laughter. ) 
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Q Do you have any other details you can give us 
on Secretary Wolfowitz" announcement that the U.S. would 
speed up deliveries to Thailand, and does this mean there 
will be greater American involvement in that situation? 


A I think what.is happening at the moment is -- 
the speedup is of military equipment already in the pipe- 
line, already earmarked and destained for Thailand. So at 
the moment there is no additional effort. 


Mr. Wolfowitz just completed a brief working visit 
to Thailand. He had extensive discussions there with both 
the Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister. He visited the 
Thai-Kampuchean border. Discussions with the Thai leaders 
focused on the serious situation caused by Vietnamese 
attacks on refugee encampments and penetrations into Thai 
territory. aa 


The talks went well. The Thais were pleased with 
Mr. Wolfowitz’ visit. They did ask us to speed deliveries 
of military equipment already procured, and we're doing 
that. 


On the border, Mr. Wolfowitz went to a refugee 
hospital. He got a first-hand impression of the seriousness 
of the situation. He's now left Thailand, and he is in Kuala 


Lumpur. 


Q Two follow-ups about the second part, about 
greater American involvement -- did you answer that? And 
can you give us any idea of the nature -- 

J i 


+ 





A I'm sorry. About greater American 
involvement? 
Q Yes. Does this signal any sort of greater 


American involvement? 


A As I say, what we're doing is speeding up 
what is already in the pipeline. At this stage, nothing 
beyond that. 


Q And can you give us an idea of what's in the 
pipeline? ; | 


A I think you'd have to talk to DOD about that. 


Q Do you have anything on this new Soviet cruise 
missile and how might it affect the INF talks? 

















17 


A I think not beyond saying we're aware of what 
the Soviets have been doing in development in that area. I 
think it was in the Pentagon's recent publication, "Soviet 
Military Power," and it's just one aspect of the massive | 
ongoing Soviet military buildup. 


Q John, can you skip on, please, to Central 
America? Can you address: what is the status now of the 
request for additional aid for El Salvador as a result of 
the Secretary's meeting with Representative Long? 


A As you know, we have suggestions from three 
committees, and we're looking at them and listening to and 
examining the various points that have been made by those 
committees; and that's an ongoing process of consultation. 


Q Well, how does this ongoing process of con- 
sultation affect the aid situation for El Salvador -- the 
need for ammunition, et cetera? 





A Yes, sure. Nothing has diminished the need or 
urgency of our request. But, as we've said before, we've 
acceded to the request of the Chairman of the House 
Appropriations Subcommittee to delay the obligation of the 
funds until the Subcommittee could meet after the Easter 
recess. os 


So we consider the request to be urgent. We con- 
sider the need to be urgent. But we're talking to those 
committees. 


Q How do you define “urgent" on the ground? 

A Sorry? 

Q How do you define "urgent"? 

A I think we've done that on a number of occa- 
sions before. We've said that in some cases material was in 


30-days supplies; in other cases 60 days, 90 days. We've 
talked about that on previous occasions. 


Q When do you think they're going to vote? 
A I don't know. 


Q The Secretary got no indication yesterday 
from Mr. Long. 


A No. I think you'd have to ask Congressman 


Long. 
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‘@) You said you received suggestions from three 
committees. Do you consider yesterday's meeting to have 
been a formal suggestion by the House Foreign Operations 
Subcommittee? 


A Yes. I think that in the discussion yester- 
day, Congressman Long offered views, and ideas and the 
Secretary will consider those. 

@) John, are there officials in high places at 
the State Department who are questioning whether the United 
States is complying by the law in continuing to support cer- 
tain elements in Nicaragua? 


A I think I -- tell me which story you're 
referring to. | 


'@) Leslie Gelb, right? (Laughter. ) 

@) Do I have to give the man's name? (Laughter. ) 
A It might be a good idea to get it. 
0 


Mr. Gelb's story in The New York Times. 





A O.K. As you well know, we don't respond to 
stories of that character about alleged internal meetings. 
But, as we've many times said before, senior officials of 
the State Department -- including the Secretary of State -- 
do not believe that we are violating the law. 


@) Well, are some of those senior officials 
questioning whether we are complying with the law? 


A I would give you the language I've just 
offered, but it would seem to me that that language indicates 
that there was not questioning. 


0 On the matter of Cuban-American citizens 
who've -- I guess the Department's already addressed this a 
few months back -- they're being held when they visit Cuba 
on valid visas increasingly by the Cuban Government on what 
are characterized as trumped-up charges. Does the 
Department have anything to state today on that? 


A Nothing new, if you said we've responded to 
that before. 


@) What are we doing about it? It might be an 
important question. 
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A I have nothing for you on that. 


@) John, is any news conference in the works? 


A No. I think it would be unlikely there 
would be one this week. 


@) John, back to the law business, you've stated 
this several times. Ambassador Kirkpatrick, and I guess 
Secretary Shultz, have stated that the United States 
Administration is not violating the law -- 


A Yes. 


@) -- yet a number of members of Congress have 
gotten up publicly and said that there is great question in 
their mind about whether the law is being followed or 
violated. 


Now that Congress is coming back to town, does the 
Department -- or some other part of the Administration, for 
that matter -- plan to do anything to clear the doubts which 
have been publicly expressed on Capitol Hill that the law is 
being followed? 


A When you say “plan,” that suggests an 
initiative; and I'm not aware of any initiative. Certainly 
the institutions do exist for oversight and the 
Administration and the Department would cooperate in the 
event that there is a request for testimony. Of course, I 
can't give you a schedule of just how that would be done. 


But of course we would cooperate. 


0) John, Mr. Walesa will be coming to the 
United States. 


A Sorry? 


.@) Lech Walesa will be coming to the United 
States to address a Harvard commencement. Are there any 
thoughts being given to inviting him to Washington to see 
the Secretary or any officials in this Government? 


A Are you talking to some kind of report that I 
haven't seen, Mike? 


e) Well, the report is out today. You may not 
have seen it. Are you aware of the reports that he is 
coming to the United States? 
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A Well -- 

Q Would you like to take that question? 

ra No, I don't need to take it. I am in a dif- 
ficult position in that I thought that the inviting institu- 
tion had embargoed that information (laughter). If you have 
seen it in a published form, then that is -- 

@) Yes. 


A You have seen it in a published form. Tell 
me what the published report said. (Laughter.) 


'@) The UPI Wire Service -- 
A Aha.! (Laughter. ) 


0) -- reports Mr. Walesa will be speaking as 
the commencement speaker at Harvard. 


A I wouldn't steer the UPI away from that 





story. 
0 Well -- 


A I wouldn't predict the reaction of Harvard 
University to the news that that was carried on the UPI 
wire, but that's up to Harvard University. 


Q Will he be coming to Washington, or is there an 
invitation out? Has he requested to come to Washington to 
see anyone in this Government? 


A I am really only aware of the embargoed 
Harvard University invitation, I'm afraid. 





Q Formally requesting that, all right. 


0 Except that Mr. Walesa has to get a visa to 
come here. 


A Yes, yes. We're unaware of it, but of course 
we would look at that; but we're unaware of that. There's no 
such request from him at the moment. 


Q Back on Long, he indicated that there would 
be three conditions which he felt the State Department 
should satisfy -- 
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A Yes. 


Q -- and that should report on in the next 
several weeks before there's any hope of getting the 
appropriation through his committee -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- reprogramming request. Do you have any 
reaction. Do you have any reaction to those, to what he 
said? 


A No. As I say, we've had suggestions and 
recommendations from three committees now, and I'm sure the 
Secretary and the Administration is looking at all of them. 
But, no, I don't have any response. 


Q And, also, do you have a comment on the other 
New York Times article with respect to an alleged national 
security leak? 





A We don't, as you well know, talk about leaks 
of alleged documents, so on the specifics I'm not going 
to have any comment. If you want to talk about 
Administration policy in general, I'd just point out that 
that has been stated publicly a number of times in the past 
few weeks, and I'd recommmend you to the Secretary's testi- 
mony on March 16th before the House Committee on Foreign 
Operations as a clear statement of our policy in Central 
America. 


QO I don't understand. You don't comment on 
leaked documents? And then the other comment was you don't 
comment on internal -- 


A Yes. 

Q So you can't confirm that that -- 

A No, that's right. 

Q In view of the Administration's new policy 
regarding leaks and possible use of lie detectors, do you 


have any estimate of the number of people who have to take a 
lie detector test because of that particular leak? 


A Haven't a clue, Barrie. Nobody has asked me. 
(Laughter. ) 
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0 In that connection, the Director of the FBI 
last night said one out of three accredited diplomats is 
involved in espionage activities. 

A From which country? 


0 Eastern European countries. And this was in 
connection with all kinds of espionage. 


Has the Department taken cognizance of that 
statement? Does it agree that that figure is about right? 


A I don't think we'd get into specific figures. 
I think we're aware of certain trends in the representation 
of diplomats from Eastern Europe. 

0 You wouldn't disavow that figure. 


A I'm not going to disavow or confirm it. I 
just don't know. I'm sure the FBI has a good reason. 


0 Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1:04 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DPC #62 


FRIDAY, APRIL 8, 1983, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: It's rather a lean day, I'm afraid, 
but I do have a couple of announcements. Available in the 
Press Office is a press release on the April 6-7 United 
States-Japan Working Group meeting held in the Department on 
energy cooperation between United States and Japan in the 


energy sector. 


I think you are all aware that there will be a 
BACKGROUND readout on the Ecuador meeting with the 
President. That will be around 1:15 at the White House this 


afternoon. 





I have a statement on U.S. military assistance to 
Thailand: Over the next ten days three shipments of 
American-built military equipment are due to arrive in 
Thailand in response to Thai requests for speeded up deli- 
very. The initial delivery will take place this weekend, 
when a U.S. military plane is due to unload a number of 
Redeye ground-to-air missiles at Don Muang Royal Thai Air 
Force Base. That will be midday Saturday, April 9. 


On Monday, April ll, a special airlift of two 
American C-5 transports will deliver 155mm extended-range 
howitzers, along with ammunition. These new model-198 
howitzers were made available from America's inventory for 
its own forces to underline U.S. support for Thailand. On 
April 19, additionai extended-range howitzers will arive in 
Thailand aboard the merchant ship SS Benjamin Harrison. The 
procurement of these weapons for delivery to Thailand was 
also accelerated as a result of a Thai request. 


These weapons have been purchased by Thailand 
under the U.S. Foreign Military Sales Program. Thailand 
annually purchases military equipment averaging between $150 
and $200 million in value. In addition, last year (Fiscal 
Year 1982) the United States allocated to Thailand $80 
million in credits and grants for this purpose. So far this 
year, $66 million has been made available, and the Admi- 
nistration is requesting a supplemental appropriation of an 
additional $25 million. 











In addition to speeding delivery of military 
supplies, the United States has responded to the situation 
created by Vietnamese attacks along the Thai-Kampuchean 
border by an immediate grant of $1.5 million to the 
International Committee of the Red Cross for emergency medi- 
cal care and other humanitarian assistance to victims of the 
fighting. Our Ambassador there, John Gunther Dean, also 
recently presented $3 million to aid Thai villagers 
affected by the continuing conflict in Kampuchea and the 
influx of refugees. 


“That's all I have. 


Q Is this the announcement made by Wolfowitz 
out there this morning? 


A I don't know whether it is the identical 
announcement made by Wolfowitz, Jim; but in substance, it is 
the same. 


fe) Can we get copies of that, John? 
A Sure. 
Q To follow up, John, will there be more per- 


sonnel needed to go along to deliver this equipment or -- 
A Not to my Knowledge, at this stage. 


Q Did you say the first shipment would have 
surface-to-air? 


A Yes. Ground-air. 


Q Why is that being sent, given the nature of 
the conflict? 


I presume the Thais feel that there is a need for 
that kind of equipment? 


Q What is your reading of the military 
situation in the area? 


A On the border? I don't have anything up-to- 
date for you on that. 


Q What are the Secretary's plans for this 
weekend? 


A Why don't I chat with you about that after 
this session. 

















Q Let's stay on Thailand a minute more. 
A Sure. 


Q In addition to this speeded up stuff that 
you're sending them in the next few days, is there any con- 
sideration being given to additional assistance of any kind 
to Thailand, beyond giving more of what they have already 
ordered? 


A No decision has been taken, and nothing has 
been sent. What is being sent is materiel that was ear- 
marked for them, that was in the pipeline, is going faster 
at this stage. Obviously, should events change or should 
there be a need for more, I'm sure we would consider that. 


Q These are all things they have already paid 
for or ordered, and it is just the question of making delivery 
faster? 


A Yes. 
Q If events change, the U.S. will send more? 


A No, I didn't say that. I was asked whether 
there was any consideration of additional aid. As you know, 
the Thais have asked for assistance in various spheres. I 
wouldn't rule out consideration of other measures if such 
requests were made. But I'm not misleading you: what we 
have done up to now is send materiel that they would other- 
wise have had. And that's where we stand. But I don't want 
to draw the line there, and say the United States would 
never do anything else. 


Q The “other issues" is military equipment. Period. 
A Yes. 
Q How serious is the situation? Is Thailand 


in danger in some way? 


A I think I would let our friends at the 
Pentagon give you a characterization of the military 
situation. 


Q Mr. Wolfowitz, in some of his remarks quoted 
from Thailand, was quoted as saying, "The Vietnamese are 
responsible and that the Soviets are, to some degree, 
responsible for this situation." 
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A I think we're all aware of Soviet involvement 
in Kampuchea. 


Q I guess the question I was getting to is, has 
the United States done anything, or is it doing anything 
diplomatically in addition to sending these missiles and 
howitzers over there, regarding the Soviet Union or the 


Vietnamese? 


A Yes, I think we have made clear our views to 
the Vietnamese, and I think a number of other countries have 
made very clear their views about this, too. 


Q How about with the Soviets? 


A I'm sure that the Soviets are well aware of 
our viewpoint. 


Q Are we doing anything now, or is this just 
something we did some time ago, before all this latest round 
began. 


A Well, you know, we continue not to get into 
diplomatic exchanges-- 


Q Except when you want to. (Laughter) 


A But I'm sure that the Soviets are aware of 
Our strong feeling about what is going on along the border. 


Q Has there been any contact with the Chinese 
Over this? The Chinese, in the past, have played a very 
direct role in helping, sometimes, to thwart -- 


A Again, I don't think we'd get into a diploma- 
tic exchange with other governments about this. 


Q When you say, "The Soviets to some degree 
are responsible," could you amplify that, please? 


A I think I would go back to -- I'm not 
suggesting -- I don't know what Mr. Wolfowitz was pin- 
pointing, in specific instances; I would have to go back and 
see what he said. But I think the question of Soviet 
involvement in Kampuchea is well known. 


Q In what sense? 
A In terms of aid and support. 
Q -- to the Vietnamese? 














A Yes. 


Q Whose helping the Vietnamese? Are the 
Chinese backing them? (Laughter) 


A I think my reference to Bernie's question on 
Soviet support really answers that. 


Q Wait a minute. You said Soviet support for 
Kampuchea. 

A For the Vietnamese in Kampuchea. 

Q I'm sorry. I missed the point of Kampuchea. 


(Inaudible)...get in there. 
A I got Hank back here. 


@) Really, who is giving Kampuchea their aid, 
then, if the Soviets were supporting -- 


A I think that ASEAN has made clear its 
position in terms of support for the coalition forces. 


Q Can we get a briefing from Secretary 
Wolfowitz, when he comes back? 


A I think that's entirely possible. Sure. 


Q John, do you have anything there on strategic 
guidance about what the Vietnamese purpose is, whether this is 
all locally-oriented or whether there is an element of 
Vietnamese pressure on Thailand beyond the local situation 
or what-have-you? 


A No, I really don't. 


Q I was just going to ask you on this Soviet 
angle, if you could take a question as to whether there is 
new evidence of Soviet involvement, or are you just talking 
generically that the Soviets have long supported the 
Vietnamese, and therefore are -- 


A I was talking generically. It may well be 
that Mr. Wolfowitz, on the scene, has something more 
specific; but I was talking generically. 











Q I wonder if you could take the question as to 
if there are new specifics about any kind of a Soviet 
step-up? 


A I won't take the question, but let me see if 
there is anything that we would volunteer. 


Q John, on the Secretary's plans -- and I know 
you're concerned about leaking classified information -- but 
the answer to that question about his plans are posted in 
all the elevators in this building. 


A Ah-hah! Well, I'll still be glad to talk to 
you about it after this session. 


(Laughter) 

Q Why is it in the elevators? 

Q Why is it a secret? 

A I don't know that it is in the elevators. 
e) Yes. 


A You don't think I'm going to respond to a 
question that it's in the elevators until I'm sure it's in 
the elevators, do you? That's an old dodge. 

(Laughter) 

Q Why don't we call a recess? 

What does the notice in the elevators say? 


Q 
Q I can't tell. 
A 


That is an issue to which Jim cannot address 


himself. 

Q An embargo. He embargoed it to the fourth 
floor. 

(Laughter) 

Q I was sworn to secrecy when I got on the 
elevator. 

Q Are we going to continue going up and down on 


this thing? (Laughter) 























A One last serious question. 

Q John, do you have anything to tell us about 
the start of new trade jortiations on Monday with the 
Japanese on agricultur:: «©: .ducts? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Anything on the Middle East situation? There 
-are reports now that the PLO has sent emissaries to Amman 
informing King Hussein that they will not support the Reagan 
initiative? 


A No. Somebody mentioned to me that there had 
been that late report, but I think that we will just wait 
and see how things transpire. As far as we're concerned, 
we are awaiting some kind of announcement from King Hussein 
and Mr. Arafat at the conclusion of their negotiations. 


Q You're waiting for that rather than an 
announcement following the summit next week? 


A I think that is up to the parties involved to 
determine how they will announce progress or lack of 
progress in the negotiations they have been having; but I 
think it's been clear that there will be some kind of 
announcement at some appropriate time. 


Q Would you care to comment on the column of 
Evans and Novak today? 


A On what aspect? 


Q Well, the Israeli officials soliciting and 
trying to sell land on the West Bank to American Jews, in 
direct opposition to President Reagan's proposals. 


A Our position is that, who is buying the land 
on the West Bank is not the primary issue. We have, on a 
number of occasions, stated publicly that the continuation 
of settlement activity is a major obstacle in the way of 
broadened negotiations. Let me recall for you the 
President's own words in his September 1 speech when he 
said, "The immediate adoption of a settlement freeze by 
Israel more than any other action, could create the con- 
fidence needed for wider participation in these talks. 
Further settlement activity is in no way necessary for the 
security of Israe1, and only diminishes the confidence of 
the Arabs that a final outcome can be freely and fairly 
negotiated." That's the end of the President's quotation. 

















Our feeling is that direct negotiations, based on 
U.N. Security Council Resolution 242, which is the basis of 
the Camp David Accords, have been the goal to which all of 
our efforts have been addressed since the President 
announced his Fresh Start on September l. 


If Jordan publicly announces its willingness to 
enter such negotiations, we are determined to do our best to 
assure that the results of those negotiations are not. 
prejudiced from the outset by activities of any party which 
reduce the prospects of a negotiated peace. 


Q Including settlements? Activities including 
settlements? 


A Yes. 
Q What would you contemplate doing? 


A I don't think we're going to spell it out; I 
think we're going to leave you with these words and our 
intention. I think it would not be appropriate at this time 
to indicate how we will go about that. 


Q But you are prepared to say that you are 
willing, if Jordan enters, to do something about the 
settlements? 


A We will do our best to assure that the 
results of those negotiations are not prejudiced. 


Q -- by things such as the settlements? 
A -- such as the expansion of settlements. 


Q This is something new. We have never heard 
this before. 


A I think the President's position on the 
settlements has been clear since September 1. He has con- 
Ssistently said that expansion is not helpful. 


Q Would he be encouraging King Hussein that he 
would be, in a way, “rewarded” or that he will do something 
if he enters? That is new, isn't it? 


A I think that is a clear and continuing 
expression of the President's feeling on this. 


Q Are you making public now for the first time 
what you have been telling the King in various messages? 











Q We can't hear the question. 
A Do you want to repeat that a little louder? 


Q Are you now making public what you have been 
telling the King in various messages since December? 


A No. I think we are simply reinforcing and 
clarifying what the President's position has been constantly. 


Q That has not been your public position, 
however. You've been urging Israel to have a freeze on 
settlements, but you've never suggested the U.S. would do 
anything to bring it about. 


A I think we're making it clear that that is a 
position we would pursue. 


Q Is this public statement in any way linked to 
the situation the King finds himself in today? 


A I was asked to respond to this question of 
land sales, and I think the language I have offered is in 
response to that. That is a continuing indication of 
apparently of settlement expansion, and we are reiterating 
our unhappiness with that expansion and our opposition to 
it. 


Q But we've been manifestly unsuccessful in the 
past years in getting the Israelis to stop settlement acti- 
vity. Why does the Administration believe now that it might 
be more successful? 


A I don't think the Administration has ever 
believed that the art of diplomacy could not bring good 
results when such a fine, ultimate goal, namely peace, is 
the attraction. 


Q John, when you were asked about what the 
United States might do to bring about this objective of a 
freeze on settlements, you're not going to spell anything 
Out? 


A No. 


Q Does that include the cut-off of military and 
economic aid to Israel? 


A No, you should not imply or read into that 
statement a threat, or any indication along those lines. 
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Q Well, what then? 


A I think that our position on urging the 
various parties to participate in those negotiations and to 
bring them to a successful conclusion has really been 
constant, that the end result -- peace -- is such an 
overwhelming attraction, and should be so widely desired by 
the parties, of course including Israel, that discussion and 
diplomacy can remove the obstacles, and clearly settlements 
are an obstacle. 


Q Let me just follow up: If you're saying it 
is not a threat, can we paraphrase it the other way? Are 
you ruling out a cut-off of military and economic aid to 
Israel? 


A I think I would, Bernie, refer you to the 
statements which are on record by the President and the 
Secretary, and have been since September 1, and very clearly 
spelled out -- 


Q Weli, the President has already gotten 
involved in that with the F-l6s. Secretary Shultz has said 
other things that are at odds with that. You're not 
answering the question. If it is not a threat, which is 
what you're saying -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- are you, then, to take it at the other 
extreme, ruling out a cut-off of military and economic aid 
to Israel? 


A What I'm saying is that I'm not going to 
spell out the diplomatic tactic at such time as the parties 
sit down -- 


Q -- until? 


A -- but what we do, I'm sure, would be con- 
sistent with our policy as we have expressed it. 


Q In the answer that you read, you used the 
plural of the word “activities." You said settlements was 
One such activity. What would be other examples? 


A I'm just going to stand on the language we 
used. We will be interested in removing any impediments, 
anything that prevents peace in the area. 
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Q John, what about the narrow issue of the 
Original question which was the legality of Israeli offi- 
cials participating in the sale of land on the West Bank to 
Americans? Is there anything questionable about that? 


A I think that is a question for legal analy- 
“sis, and we would be undertaking that. It's not clear at 
this stage whether the Department of State would be 
involved, but we certainly are still looking into this. 


QO But when, as you said a moment ago, the 
President held out the prospect of a settlement freeze on 
September lst as one incentive to King Hussein to join the 
negotiations; now the Administration is saying, “Forget 
about that as an incentive to join the negotiations. Go 
ahead and join them, and we'll promise to try to do 
something after you join them." Is that an accurate -- 


A I don't want to paraphrase our position. 
I think that there are adequate words on record which 
express our position, and I don't think I'm going to 
go beyond that, especially at this particular juncture. 


Q But you say it's consistent. It's not 
consistent to say, on the one hand as you did a few minutes 
ago, that a settlement freeze would do more than anything 
else to bring about the negotiations, and then on the other 
hand say, “Bring about the negotiations, and then we'll 
work to get a settlement freeze." 


A I think the President was speaking of a goal 
and what was desirable. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What would happen if -- I know you don't like 
to handle "if" questions, but things may happen this 
weekend, and I'd like to get some feeling on how you stand 


on this. 


If King Hussein makes some statement which falls 
short of his agreeing to enter the negotiations, what would 
that do for the Reagan initiative? So much has been placed 
from this podium and elsewhere on the initiative hinging on 
King Hussein coming into the talks. Would that amount to 
the obituary for the Reagan plan, or what? 


A I think you kind of set me up for the answer 
by saying I don't like to answer "if" questions, and that 
is a very iffy question at a very significant stage, I 
think, of the discussions that the King and Mr. Arafat have 


been having. 


I think we really would have to wait and see what 
kind of statement and what kind of readiness or lack of 
readiness is expressed. 


It's hard to suggest a diplomatic scenario when 
you don't really know what you're responding to. 


6) Does the Administration, as far as you know, 
have any reason to believe that the Israeli Government is 
considering such a freeze in the event that King Hussein 
joins the negotiation, or would consider such a freeze? 
Has there been correspondence along this line? 


A I think we have seen no evidence to date of a 
freeze. What might transpire in the future, I think we'll 
have to wait and see. 


0 John, to follow up on another question, you 
said "the activities." Can the other activity, or if there 
is another activity, could it be the withdrawal from Lebanon 
also? I mean, is the withdrawal from Lebanon, also, being 
used within this -- 


A I think you would be on the wrong track if 
you were looking for specific elements. I think that is a 
general statement, and I was asked, "Does it include settle- 
ments?" and it certainly does. But I think we're talking of 
impediments in general. 
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Q John, to put it in another way, what's your 
understanding of what King Hussein wants to see from the 
United States before he will enter the talks? 


A I think you'd have to ask King Hussein that. 
I don't think -- 


Q I want to know what your understanding of 
what he wants -- _ 


A But then you'd be getting into government-to- 
government exchanges, and we wouldn't get into that. 


QO John, the question has come up here several 
times in past months about U.S. aid to Israel and what pro- 
portion of it has been spent on settlements, and the answer 
has always been that it's impossible to figure out. 


Has any study ever been commenced to try to deter- 
mine -- 


A I don't know. Not to my knowledge, but I 
just don't know what may be going on in -- 


@) Can you take the question to find out if 
there is any effort being made by the State Department to 
determine -- 


A I don't think so, because even if there were 
such a study, it would be an internal study and an internal 
document. 


Q Coming back to my first question, would the 
State Department Legal Office be able to provide us with 
some answers to this, to the legality of a foreign govern- 
ment -- Israel is a foreign government -- trying to solicit 
things in direct, as we see it -- 


A I don't think they'd be able to offer 
anything today because it's something that obviously we're 
going to have to take a look at and are taking a look at, 
but in due course we might or might not. 


6) On what basis would you look at such a thing? 
In other words -- 


A The legality. 


Q What legality would be involved? Is it 
because it represents what you would interpret as opposition 
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to the President's plan, or is it a different basis of 
legality? Is it a political or a legal -- 


A No. I think it's a legal question whether 
American citizens can be solicited and should buy land on 
the West Bank. That is the issue. 


e) John, this news story was first covered in 
Executive Intelligence Review over six months ago. In that 
time period you haven't examined the legality of it? 





A I guess we probably missed it the first time 
around. (Laughter) 


Q Maybe you should be more attentive. 
Q There is a legal matter involved. 


Q It's a political question in away. The 
article said that some Israeli officials were here involved 
in this meeting -- that is to say, Evans & Novak's article. 
Has the State Department or somebody else talked to the 
Embassy about it? 


A To the Israeli Embassy? 
'@) To the Israeli Government about it? 


A No. I think that would be premature until we 
look at the legality and the correctness or otherwise -- 


re) Was the article this morning the first time 
the Department knew about it? 


A That I don't know. I can't answer that. 


Q You sound as though your looking into it is 
rather recent. 


A I think you're on the right track, but, I 
mean, I wouldn't want to get caught out by finding that 
somebody has been doing something on this prior to that. 
However, I think it is. 


@) John, has Helmut Schmidt recently been a 
houseguest of Secretary Shultz in his California home in 
the last two or three weeks or so? 


A I don't know whether he's been a houseguest 
of the Secretary in his California home. I know he has 
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visited the Secretary here in Washington. I don't know 
whether he was a houseguest, but they are old friends. 


re) (Inaudible) 


A He may have been. I don't know. I don't 
know the answer to that. I mean, it wouldn't surprise me. 


Q Can I go to a new subject? 


Q No. Middle East, please, again. Earlier 
this week you were suggesting that the talks between Arafat 
and Hussein would continue, and you said we have been 
waiting -- 


A No. I said -- 
@) -- will resume. 


A -- I thought they would communicate. I mean, 
how they communicate is up to them. 


0 Is that still the State Department's view 
that that communication will continue? 


A Yes. 


re) Or that anything has -- that the com- 
munication has concluded? 


A No. So far as we are aware, it is to 
continue. 


Q John, is the requirement to stop activities 
which you describe will prejudge the outcome of the talks a 
precondition to King Hussein to join the peace process or 
just a requirement after King Hussein joins? 


4A I don't want to get into the timeframe and 
what is a precondition and what isn't a precondition. I 
think that at this current stage I'm going to leave you with 
the language that we've offered here. 


Q On another issue related to the Middle East, 
is there anything established for Phil Habib to go back, a 
date, or -- 


A I have lost track of Mr. Habib's movements. 
He is on private business in California, I think, this 
weekend, and may be going back at the end of the weekend, or 
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perhaps even Sunday. I don't know. He's due to go back 
when he gets through -- 


0 Can I ask the obverse of the quesion that was 
just asked by the Israeli correspondent? The implication of 
your statement earlier is that if King Hussein comes into 
the peace talks, then the United States would do what it 
could to bring about a moratorium on settlements. 


If King Hussein does not come into the peace 
talks, can we assume that the U.S. will not be active on the 
settlements question, or as active as it would be if he 
comes into the talks? 


A I don't want to interpret the President of 
the United States, but he said what he did, and his view 
seemed to be strongly held and constant. I think he uttered 
it as a matter of principle. We're going to stand on that 
principle. 


9) The reason I ask is it's been six months or 
seven months since he uttered it, and no actions have been 
taken in Washington in any kind of way to penalize or other- 
wise do anything against the Israelis for continuing the 
settlements. 


Your statement today, as well as statements that 
have come out of Amman, here and there over the last couple 
of months, have suggested the U.S. was urging Hussein ta 
come in to the talks, with holding out the promise that if he 
did the U.S. would be more active in trying to bring about a 
freeze. : 


So my question really was, would it be the same 
Situation as it is now if Hussein doesn't come in the talks? 


A I don't think it's really fair to say that 
nothing has happened in the seven months. Diplomacy is a 
long, and to a former journalist, sometimes tedious affair, 
but a lot has moved in these months. 


We do have movement and activity on Lebanon. We 
have had movement -- 


0 I just meant on the settlements. 


A What you're saying is should something have 
been done of a dramatic character within that period, but I 
think if you'd look up what had happened, the parties are 
being nudged closer. 
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Everybody's waiting to see what will transpire in 
the next few days, and most people are hopeful. I think you 
have to give a little credit to the way diplomacy has been 
handled on the part of the United States, including its 
treatment of the settlement question. 


@) What is it that prompts you to make that 
statement at this time? 


A I think there is an alleged new development 
on the West Bank, on the settlements. There is a report 
that there is a further extension of land transfer or land 
sales. I think at any time you see a new and complicating 
factor on the settlements issue, one's concern mounts. 


6) So you're linking it to the Left Bank, but 
your statement talks about -- 


A West Bank. 


@) West Bank. Your statement talks about 
Hussein. My question is addressed to that area, and 
although you won't answer "iffy" questions, you did set up 
an “iffy" condition in your policy statement. 


A That's because it's my briefing. (Laughter) 


0 But there are questions. Why now on this 
Statement? Why now are you going public with a statement 
addressed directly to Hussein, with a threat to the 
Israelis, and so forth? 


A That's your interpretation of it being a 
threat. That's not my interpretation. My interpretation of 
it is as a projection of what has been the President's 
policy consistently. 


Q John, is this intended in any way, this 
statement coming at this time, to offer clarification or 
guidance to the talks that have been taking -- or to the 
participants of the talks in Amman? 


A It's a very straightforward and easily 
understood explanation of the American position. 


Q John, setting aside the legality of the idea 
that Americans would buy land on the West Bank, do you think 
that just the idea of it, of Americans buying quantities of 
land in the West Bank, would further complicate the problem 
and may be detrimental to America's role as a mediator? 
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A We think that the extension of settlement 
activity, irrespective of nationality and irrespective of 
the legality, is not helpful to the process that we're 
embarked on. 


0 But would American ownership even further 
complicate it?. 


A It would not be helpful. Certainly it's a 
complication. 


0 Something is still a little bit unclear to 
me. President Reagan came up with his plan on September 1 
calling for certain things, including the freeze on 
settlements. 


Just picking up on this question again, now 
you're saying that if the King enters, we will do more to 
bring about a freeze of settlements. 


A No. I didn't say that. Go back to my 
language. That's not what we said. 


8) Would you reread it, please, John? 


A I said if Jordan publicly announces its 
willingness to enter such negotiations, we are determined to 
do our best to assure that the results of those negotiations 
are not prejudiced from the outset by activities of any 
party which reduced the prospects of a negotiated peace. 
Somebody asked me, "Does that include settlements?" and I 
said yes. 


6) My question was actually -- I don't know -- 
about the President who said that the plan called for a 
freeze on settlements. Isn't that by itself enough actually 
for the United States to pursue that policy of reaching a 
freeze on settlements without the King's entrance of lack of 
it? 


A We've been pursuing a policy of trying to 
bring the parties together which I think has been moving 
along. Should that transpire, then we would pursue a 
policy of working as hard as we can to remove obstacles and 
remove that which is prejudicial to a settlement, to allow 
an agreement. 


e) John, how do you evaluate reports that 
Hussein says that he will conduct a national referendum or 
national plebiscite on the issue? 
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A We'll have to wait and see. 


Q New subject. Any comment on the information 
which supposedly reached the State Department about the 
Salvadoran Government investigating Congressman Miller? 


A Yes. I do have something on that. The 
Congressman, I think, has presented the Department with 
several dozen detailed questions. We've been gathering 
information since we got his letter. We expect to respond 
shortly. We've been in communication with him, obviously, 
and I think that's really about it. 


0 Have you been in communication with Mr. 
D'Aubuisson about the matter? 


A I'm unaware of any communication. 

0 Since he's the guy who's supposedly involved 
in it, why don't you talk to him? 

A I don't know, but at the moment we're talking 
with the Congressman. 

re) Was this information available to you at the 
time that Mr. D'Aubuisson applied for and was granted a 
visa? 

A I don't know the answer to that. 

0 I understand it was your information that he 


was being investigated. 
A That who was being investigated? 


re) That the Salvadorans were investigating Mr. 
Miller. According to the Time's story, you were the ones 
who learned about it. 


A The nature of the material that we are 
discussing with the Congressman is classified, and I'm not 
going to be able to go beyond what I've given you. 


Q I'm very puzzled by this. Has the FBI ever 
sought to speak with D'Aubuisson about alleged activities, 
either relating to inside U.S. borders or Salvadoran bor- 
ders, Of investigations with which the FBI has been 
concerned? 
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A I don't know. You'd have to ask the FBI. 


8) Has the State Department ever requested that 
the FBI do that? 


A I don't know. 


Q Has D'Aubuisson ever approached aU.S. 
Government official, indicating his willingness to talk 
about such activities? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


re) Lopez Sibrian who was released and has been a 
prime suspect in the killings of the agrarian reform 
workers, he's also described or acknowledged by the State 
Department to be rather close to D'Aubuisson. 


Has there ever been any attempt to talk to 
D'Aubuisson about that by U.S. officials? 


A I don't know, but the Administration clearly 
is interested in the Lopez Sibrian case. I think the 
Secretary made some comments about that in his testimony, 
and made clear our unhappiness with the slow pace of the 
judicial procedures in a number of cases, particularly that 
one. But I don't know the specific answer to your question 
about who was talked to and when. 

Q Would you think that Mr. D'Aubuisson's 
apparent unwillingness to come forward and talk about what 
he knows about these cases is evidence of his democratic 
vocation that you spoke of? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


fe) A couple of straight forward questions on 
Nicaragua -- 


Q That's perfectly straightforward. 
Q I didn't say it wasn't. 


Q I have have another one, if I can interpose a 
second. It flows from this one. Congressman Long has said 
that before Congress went into recess that he was expecting 
certain information and answers to your policy questions 
from Secretary Shultz, and the Secretary had promised to 
provide this material. As of yesterday he says he still 
hasn't heard from the Secretary. 











— 








A He had a meeting. Congressman Long? Of 
course, they had a meeting earlier this week. They met. 


6) What day was this? 
@) Monday. 
A Monday. 
8) 


He still doesn't have the material according 
to him. 


A I don't know. They met. 

0 Oh, yeah. That's what he said. He said the 
ereere is still working. Do you have any idea of when it 
No, I don't. 

Anything on Tomas Borge's visa application? 
No. 


What about the Nicaraguan sugar quota? 


Still under consideration. 


o0 Fr OO FY ODO PY 


That's what I meant by straightforward. 


¢) Anything on the article about General Garcia 
and U.S. pressure? , 


A No. 
0 You have nothing to say about that? 
A No. 


0 And anything on Congressman Fowler's state- 
ment yesterday to the press? 


A Our position is the same as I indicated 
yesterday that senior State Department officials, including 
the Secretary, are perfectly satisfied that we're not 
breaking the law. Insofar as oversight committees are con- 
cerned, they are there. There is the mechanism for con- 
sideration and discussion of these matters, and we would 
cooperate fully with any such request. 
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Q Is he suggesting that he's -- well, he's 
going to propose legislation with respect to the operation 
of the Intelligence Committee, and was proposing a veto 
power in certain policy standards which they should follow. 


Does the State Department have any opinion on what 
he said about that? 


A No. Not at this stage. 


0 John, briefly back to the West Bank, that 
article you discussed also alleged that these Israeli sales 
were Only to American Jews, not to Americans who were not 
Jewish. 


Could you take this question? Because if that is 
the fact, that would seem to violate U.S. law. 


A I think that would be part of the investiga- 
tion that we have underway. I think that would be an aspect 
of it. 


Q Is it your understanding that the sale of 
land on an ethnic or religious basis would violate U.S. law? 


A I think that is something -- I'm not saying 
it would violate U.S. law. I'm saying that we would be 
looking into the question of whether it violates U.S. law. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, APRIL 11, 1983, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


We hope that we will be able to have a briefing 
for you this afternoon sometime on Canadian Foreign Minister 
MacEachen's visit. We recommend you stay in touch with the 
Press Office on that one. 


6) Do you know if he's having a new conference 
at 4:00? 


A I think the Canadians’ at 5:00, as I 
understand it. 


0 It's at 4:30, to be precise. 
A We'll split the difference and call it 4:30. 
0 I heard 5:15. 


A Any advance on 4:30? We will take that into 
consideration when we schedule ours. 


Second announcement: The U.S. Food & Drug 
Administration of the Health and Human Services Department 
and the Japanese Pharmaceutical Affairs Bureau of the 
Ministry of Health and Welfare will exchange notes regarding 
good laboratory practices for pharmaceutical products in a 
brief ceremony Tuesday, April 12, 10:00 a.m., Room 6210. 

Any interested member of the press is welcome to attend. 


@) How brief will it be? 


A I don't know. I haven't seen them. That's 
about all I have. I'll be happy to take any questions. 


0 On the Middle East, in light of the develop- 
ments over the weekend, where does the United States plan to 
go next to keep the peace process alive? 


A As the President said yesterday, and the 
Secretary reiterated today, we are determined to go forward 
with the September 1 initiative. 





King Hussein and King Fahd share our resolve. 
While it is unfortunate that a formula has not yet been 
arrived at to bring a Jordanian delegation to the nego- 
tiating table, we do not accept the view of some that this 
marks the end of the process. On the contrary, we are as 
determined as ever to exert our efforts for peace. 


Our friends in the Middle East support this 
effort, and we have a good deal of support around the world. 


0 Could you tell us, John, about some of the 
telephone calls that the President made yesterday, and has 
the Secretary made any phone calls today on this subject? 


A I don't think the Secretary's has made any 
phone calls today. I think the President spoke by phone 
with King Hussein yesterday from Camp David, and I think 
with King Fahd. I think the Secretary was present when 
those calls were made. I think that the -- 


0 And Hassan; right? 


A I think that when they got back to the White 
House there may have been a further telephone conversation 
between King Hussein and the President and possibly one with 
King Hassan. There may have been others but those -- 


0 Practically, where does the process remain? 
As long as the Jordanians and the Palestinians can't come to 
some kind of understanding about how they'll be represented, 
doesn't that practically kill the President's initiative? 


A No. The President doesn't think so, and 
especially in the light of the phone calls that he has had 
with other Arab leaders. 


0 Does that suggest, John, that some of these 
leaders may be willing to go forward to some extent on their 
own, Or to continue the process? 


A I think that's an assertion for them. The 
President has said, I think, and the Secretary has said that 
if you can talk about the future of the Palestinians, you 
have to have Palestinian representation. That's what King 
Hussein has been trying to work out. Just what that repre- 
sentation is, of course, is a matter for the Palestinians 
and for King Hussein. 


0 But if they were willing to come forward, 
they could invite whatever Palestinians would be willing to 
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join them to come foward without a particular green light 
from the PLO. Is that what the President hopes will now 


happen? 


A No. I'm not going to say what the President 
hopes. The President is continuing vigorously in pursuing 
his policy which he set up last September 1. He never 
suggested that it would be a quick or an instantaneous reso- 
lution of the problem. This is a problem that has long been 
going on. I think he warned at the time of his September 1 
speech that we would have to endure and that he would have 
to have patience and the American peope would have to have 
patience as we worked our way through this. 


8) In light of what King Hussein said yester- 
day, however, somebody has to do something to start this 
process again, if you're still sticking with the original 
process and the original objectives. How does that come 
about? 


A As you know, the President talked with King 
Hussein yesterday; he talked with King Fahd. As a result of 
those conversations he is confident that they have certainly 
not given up, and that the process is going forward. 


8) Is there some reason to believe that there 
will be an Arab summit in the near future at which there may 
be some movement? 


A I don't know. From time to time, we've seen 
these reports about a summit conference in April. I haven't 
seen any reference to that summit within the past day or 
two. | 


) In the conversations that the President is 
having with these Arab leaders, have they signaled that they 
are contemplating such a move? 


A Not that I'm aware o€. 


0 Have those Arab leaders asked anything new for 
the President to do in order to continue the momentum or the 
process going forward? 


A No. I think what has happened has been an 
agreement that the process which is under way, which is 
based on his September 1 initiative, should go forward. I 
think there is agreement on the part of those he has spoken 
to that that is a good initiative. It's an initiative that 
has offered more hope than anything we have seen in a long 
while for peace in the Middle East, and it's on that basis 
we are proceeding. 














@] Can you address the question of what should 
go forward? That is to say, how? Hank's question? What 
elements? So far you're tossing off generalities about the 
need to go foward. 


Can you provide any specifics that would, in fact, 
keep the process alive? 


A I would think here would be continuing 
discussions between the President and various other Arab 
leaders, presumably, to keep the process moving forward and 
not let it become derailed. 


e) Does the Administration have new ideas on 
how this might be accomplished? 


A The President has a good September 1 ini- 
‘tiative out there. The question is how do you move that 
initiative forward. 


If you're talking about a new plan, then, it seems 
to me, you're conceding that the September 1 approach is 
invalid. We're not conceding that and neither are other 
Arab leaders. 


e) But the alleged (inaudible) of the 
September 1 plan was King Hussein. He's dropped out out it. 
Where do you go now? 


A You're saying he's dropped out of it. There 
was a Cabinet communique that spoke of the decision by radi- 
cal elements of the PLO. 


e) But the King essentially has washed his 
hands, hasn't he? 

A You're making that interpretation. 

0 How would you characterize it? 

A I wouldn't make that characterization. 

0 Can you say whether Arafat, in fact, is 


responsible for the decision of the radical elements of the 
PLO or shares that decision? 


A No, I do not, and we have not seen any 
declaration by Mr. Arafat. 


0 Are you holding out then the hope that 
Arafat might come through with something different from 
what has been presented to Hussein? 











A I guess that would be something for Mr. 
Arafat to decide. I haven't seen any declaration by Mr. 
Arafat. We've seen the report of the mission from some PLO 
members to Amman. We've seen the Cabinet communique from 
Jordan which speaks of that decision by radical elements in 
the PLO which seems to cut across an agreement, or a near 
agreement that had been reached between King Hussein and Mr. 
Arafat, and that's where we are. 


@) You don't see Hussein as out of it? 


A I haven't seen it. Maybe King Hussein has 
made a statement that I haven't seen, but I haven't seen 
such a statement. 


0 On the basis of the Cabinet's statement, you 
do not regard Hussein as out of the President's peace 
process? 


A I think that on the basis of the President's 
talks with King Hussein, they are agreed that the process 
continues to go forward, and there is support by both of 
them, including King Hussein, for that process to go 
forward. 


0 In the proposal, the Reagan proposal, it 
includes a reaffirmation of 242. Were Arafat to give 
Hussein his approval to speak for the Palestinians, would 
that constitute an acceptance of 242, and would we then talk 
to Arafat? 


A Our position on the PLO has been unchanged, 
is unchanged and will not change. There's no question of 
any change. We have made our position quite clear on the 
basis of how we would talk with the PLO. 


In terms of the amendments, or the changes that 
the radical elements apparently are seeking to make, those 
bear no reference to the President's initiative. They talk, 
as we understand it, of direct PLO presence at those talks. 


In other words, what the PLO is talking about is 
direct representation at those talks without endorsing Camp 
David, without endorsing 242, without recognizing Israel. 
Those are unacceptable. 


@) But, John, we closed last week, or they were 
close to some sort of a communique that would have made it 
possible for Hussein to step forward. As I understand it, 
some acceptance of 242 was a part of that, to some degree. 














On the basis of what we know about that com- 
munique, would that have been enough for us, then, to talk 
with Arafat and the PLO, or the part of the PLO he 
represents? 


A I think that it really would not be wise to 
talk about an agreement that was not made public. 


0 I have a question just on what you said just a 
minute ago. You started by saying, "Radical elements have 
suggested changes that bear no relevance to the President's 
initiative." Then, you went back and you said the PLO, 
and you didn't qualify it by saying radical elements. 





Is PLO and radical elements at this point 
interchangeable, or can you distinguish them? 


A I think that the President was speaking of 
radical elements in a broad term. But, certainly, those who 
took the amendments to Amman, I think, would be in that 
category. 


0 Also, do you have a formal reaction or 
interpretation of the Jordanian Cabinet statement yesterday? 


A Simply, what I gave you at the beginning of 
this session. 


0 Is there any possibility that the Secretary 
will be making a trip out to that area? 


A On the Trip, we stand where we have all 
along, that the Secretary wants to go at the appropriate 
time. The President want him to go at the appropriate time. 
But certainly, as of today, no plan has been made, no dates 
have been set. 


8) How do you define appropriate time? Can 
you help us with that at all? 


A I assume when the President and the 
Secretary decide that the time is ripe for him to go. 


0 John, that does raise a question. Let me 
just ask. Is the Secretary ruling out going out there to 
negotiate anything? I understand what he said this morning, 
that he would go when conditions are right to go. But does 
that mean that he does not want to have a negotiation? That 
he will go only after something has been agreed to there, 
then he would go? I don't understand. 
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A It's hard for me to specify what role he 
would fulfill. Also, given certain changeability in the 
situation, fluidity at the moment, he's going to make that 
decision, as he's consistently said, when he thinks such a 
trip would be useful. How you interpret the usefulness of 
the trip is something that I think that he and the President 
will have to make, to decide. 


re) Do you see a way of proceeding with this 
Middle East peace process by somehow or another going around 
the PLO, or must, in your mind, the PLO stand as a central 
element without which you cannot proceed? 


A I think the President and the Secretary have 
said that you can't talk about the future of the 
Palestinians without involving the Palestinians. Who those 
Palestinians are, I think, is not for us to say. I think we 
can urge that they have credibility, but I think that the 
character of the Palestinians, who would come with King 
Hussein to the negotiating table, is something the 
Palestinians and the Jordanians have to decide. 


Q Is that, then, a way of getting around the 
PLO in order to continue the process, or do you find that 
wherever you turn you come to the PLO as a central element; 
and at this particular point, they're not permitting Hussein 
to continue? 


A That's, I'm sure, one of the things that 
will be debated in the next days. 

fe) Debated by whom? 

A By the Palestinians themselves, and by King 
Hussein. 

0 What I'm asking you is, can you see a way of 


doing it; is there a policy option that you are examining? 


A I think the United States' position is that 
you can't talk about the Palestinian's future without 
Palestinians being involved. 


fe) I asked you about the PLO. 


A I'm not being drawn on the makeup. It seems 
to me that is something that the Palestinians have to 
decide, which Palestinians speak for them. 


fe) Is it the U.S. view that the PLO is the spokes- 
man for the Palestinians? 
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A I think that we're aqoing to have to let that 
be the -- what we're talking about -- 
0 What about the U. S. view? 
A What we're talking about is the composition 


of that delegation that would go to the peace table, and you 
have to bear certain realities in mind. It would be unlikely, 
it seems to me, that Israel would sit down at the peace 

table with PLO members present. 


0 I'm not asking you that question. I'm 
asking you, does the U.S. see the PLO as the spokesman for 
the Palestinians? 


A We're not going to specify who speaks for 
the Palestinians. 


‘@) Would you encourage a plebiscite, a vote 
among the Palestinians to determine that issue? 


A That's up to King Hussein to decide. 


0 On a narrower question, can you sav whether 
the Arab leaders that the President spoke to qave him any 
reason for encouragement that they were going to pursue this 
further, his peace plan? 


A Yes, they did. 

0 Did they say in what manner; at a summit or 
in what -- 

A No, I'm not aware of what was spelled out. 

0 But they said that they still consider the 
plan valid and that they would try to act on it? 

A Correct. 

0 Can you just clear one thing which, of 


course, we have to deal with the black and white statements. 
The statement by the Jordanian Cabinet said that Jordan 
would not negotiate either by itself or in lieu of anybody 
else for the Palestinians. 


It would seem to everybody out there to mean that 
Jordan was not interested in coming into negotiations under 
present circumtances, at least. Was this amended in 
anyway? Was the U.S. Government told, or the President told 
not to take this to heart? Because it's difficult for us 
reconcile that statement with your -- 




















A I understand what you're saying. All I can 
say is that the President, after his telephone discussions 
with King Hussein and with King Fahd, came away convinced 
that those two Arab monarchs, those two leaders, were deter- 
mined to pursue the process. 


O On what basis? How? 


A I wasn't a party to the phone call, so I 
don't know. 


0 When the process is pursued, does the pro- 
cess, as you define it, must the process include King 
Hussein coming to the table or can King Hussein and King 
Fahd pursue the process without the end result that King 
Hussein ends up at the table as part of the delegation 
representing the Palestinians? 


A You're asking me to speculate. I think King 
Hussein -- 


0 I'm asking you what the process is that is 
going to continue. 


A I'm not able to respond to that. But it 
seems to me that King Hussein does plan a key role in this. 


8) What is the murder of this moderate 
Palestinian auger for the future of this process of sorting 
out who would come to the table? 


A I think it's not a very encouraging commen- 
tary on the kind of violence and turmoil that would exist 
unless there is some movement towards peace in the Middle 
East. It's a very tragic event. I think as the Secretary 
said this morning in his interview, that seems to be the 
kind of alternative to the peace plan that we are 
furthering. 


0 In what sense does this statement change the 
process? Are you -- 


A Which statement? 
0 The statement by the Jordanian Cabinet. 
A I think, clearly, emissaries from the PLO 


have changed the agreement, or near agreement, that King 
Hussein felt he had, and clearly that is a setback. But 
neither King Hussein nor we are going going to be deterred. 
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The President is a very determined man. He made 
it clear. This turmoil in the Middle Fast qoes back to the 
dawn of history. It's a long, long and tired kind of hosti- 
lity that we have seen there. It may be that you cannot, 
over night, bring that to an end. The President has made 
that clear, that he's going to hang in there, he's qoing to 
work at it, and he's not going to give it up because he 
thinks the goal of peace is a very desirable one. 


Q If for whatever reason Hussein is not going 
to play an active, dynamic role, is there anyone else the 
Administration is planning to turn to? 


A I think you're jumping ahead of the game. 
We are talking with King Hussein and with others, and we'll 
have to wait and see how those talks go forward. 


0 John, let me take another try at the 
question. You call it the Jordanian (inaudible) setback, 
but you're saying that the King and the U.S. are not going 
to be deterred. That raises the question of how you are 
able to vault the obstacle that is before us. Can you be of 
any help on that? 


A I really can't, to the specifics, but I 
think the determination is important. 


0 May I ask you this please? What is the U.S. 
reading on the sentiments of the Palestinians on the West 
Bank as to whether they themselves are in favor or not in 
favor of the President's plan? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Did you find any substance or truth in 
Israeli reaction to the position of King Hussein that from 
the beginning they said to you that we told you so, that 
Hussein will not come forward to the peace talks? Is this 
true? 


A There are ups and downs, and there are doubters 
and those who are confident. We have never thought that 
this was going to be a simple, easy, or swift process, 
and we are going to continue working at it. 


--MORE-- 
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Q But for these talks, there were all indica- 
tions that King Hussein wants to enter these talks. And the 
second point, do you blame the whole thing of this on radi- 
cal elements of the PLO on Arafat personally or his 
leadership or what? 


A It's very hard. You are as aware as we are 
of Mr. Arafat's travels, of what it was thought he had 
agreed to do in Amman, what it is now thought some elements 
of the PLO have not agreed to do, and I think your interpre- 
tation of those is as good as mine. It's very hard for us 
to offer their motivation or an analysis of why various people 
did various things. 


Q John, what do you expect the PLO to do? 


A I think that what we had expected them to do 
and what King Hussein had expected them to do was to follow 
through on what had been agreed to last week. 


Q I have two questions, please. Do you know 
anything about a possible visit of King Hussein here to 
Washington? 


A No, I don't. 


@) And the second question, pursuing what was 
asked before, the language of the Jordanian statements seem 
to be quite clear, “We in Jordan having refused from the 
beginning, will neither act separately nor in lieu of any- 
body in the Middle East peace neogtiations." 


I know that your reluctant to talk about the con- 
versations between the President and King Hussein, but this 
is a very clear statement. Is there any evidence to the 
contrary that would say something differently than what this 
very clear -- 


A Yes. I think the evidence to the contrary is 
in the conversation that the President had with King 
Hussein. 


Q Did he tell him to just disregard this public 
statement? 


A I'm not saying that. What I'm saying is that 
as a result of at least two phone calls, the President is 
assured that the King is determined to forge ahead with the 
process of consultation. 
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I know I'm not giving you specificly who's going 
to do what next, but -- 


Q -- to continue the process of consultations with 
the aim of joining the peace process? 


A I'm sure that is the intent, on the basis of 
the President's peace initiative of September l. 


Q John, in your last briefing Friday you 
focused on the settlement activity by Israel in the West 
Bank as a major impediment to progress. 


A Yes. 
Q Would you focus on this today, too? 
A No more than I focused on it on Friday. What 


we said Friday still prevails. 


Q You still think that this is an obstacle to 
progress in the peace talks? 


| A I'd refer you to the language we used on 
Friday. 


Q John, do I take it on the basis of what you 
just said that the Jordanian statement is now out. of date on 
the basis of at least two phone calls to Hussein, since 
Hussein is now determined to forge ahead with the process? 


A I don't think we can say. I don't think we 
can make that characterization. I think you have to talk to 
the Jordanians. 


I think what we can say is that the President is 
talking with Arab leaders. Those Arab leaders to whom he 
has talked have assured him that the process is going 
forward. It has not, in their view, come to an end; they 
are still working on it. 


Q Don't you feel any obii:;;cion -- or maybe 
this is asking too much -- but don't you feel any obliga- 
tion, perhaps, to explain what you mean by all of the rhe- 
toric that you put forward in the last half hour? 


I mean, the words are all there, it's all very 
nice, and we're continuing the process and this, that and 
the other. But there's the statement of the Jordanian 
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Government, there's a certain reality about the position of 
the PLO, and then you're telling us that Hussein told the 
President he's assured he's going to continue with a view 
towards joining the peace process, and then you get to the 
PLO. Now where are you? 


A I could tell you that the President has 
thought this whole thing over and thrown up his hands in 
despair, as has Hussein, as has everybody, and the whole 
thing's off. Unfortunately, that would not be accurate. I 
think you'd prefer me to be truthful and accurate insofar as 
I~-< 


Q And a little more complete. 


A You know, developments took place yesterday. 
People are contemplating them and thinking about them today. 
I cannot tell you -- I cannot give you factual information 
about events that have not yet happened. I know that's very 
disappointing, and I spent many years trying to write 
instant stories myself -- 


Q John, you said earlier that the President is 
a very determined man. The two things that this 
Administration has shied away from in the past few months 
are (1) calling some of the leaders here at the same time; 
(2) sending the Secretary of State out to the Middle East. 


Is there any new consideration of either of those 
options today? 


A Insofar as the Secretary's visit is con- 
cerned, as I have said, certainly week by week and perhaps 
almost day by day, that is something that is under con- 
sideration, but as of today no decision has been made about 
dates or -- 


Q But can you help us? Does the development 
yesterday make it more likely or less likely that he will 
go? 


A I really can't give you -- 


Q There's a general impression that it is 
somewhat less likely because of the previous impression that 
he would only go out there once something had been achieved, 
and he didn't want to go out there on either a fact-finding 
Or a negotiating mission. 
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A I'd steer you away from the deduction that it 
is less likely. But, in steering you away, I wouldn't want 
to steer you in the direction that it is more likely, if you 
get my drift. (Laughter) 


Q John, have either the President or the 
Secretary received a call today from President Mubarak? 


A I do not know whether that has happened, 
I wouldn't rule it out, but I don't know whether such a call 
has been made. 


Q Can you say anything about the role of Egypt 
in these negotiations? 


A No. I really cannot, other than that the 
role of Egypt has been helpful. 


Q Can you tell us, John, if you know, that Mr. 
Arafat will be coming back to Jordan from the conversations 
he had? 


A I don't know. 
6) To Amman. You cannot -- 
A I don't know. 


Q One other thing, please. The issue, I think 
that's been also brought out here is that the PLO, really, 
since Camp David or before Camp David -- I mean, we have 
learned that this party has to be dealt with. I know you 
set conditions. But can you tell us how are you going to 
bypass them? Is there anything being planned that will 
leave the PLO aside and you will have its approval of 
putting forward Palestinians, non-PLO. We know that. 


A You're kind of asking me to go over the same 
ground we've already gone over, and I'm afraid the answer is 
the same, that the President has a good initiative out 
there, is continuing to talk to the parties involved, and I 
think it's just not intelligent to speculate about shifts 
and changes. 


Q John, could you tell us what you alluded to 
before more specifically when you talked in terms of a new 
agreement having been reached between the King and Arafat in 
their last round of talks? 
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A I don't think I can, because it isn't 
anything that has been made public. I think one would 
have to wait. It would be improper to make public any 
agreement that the two parties had come to and had not them- 
selves made public. 


Q John, why do you make the distinction between 
specific elements within the PLO and the PLO itself, since 
it seems to be a PLO decision to stay away, which Hussein 
refers to? 


A I don't think you should attach great weight 
to that, but I think you have to look at the facts. I think 
given a situation as fluid and as delicate as it is, I think 
it really is important to be sure about the facts. The 
facts are, as I understand them, that emissaries from the 
PLO went to Amman. But I haven't seen a statement from Mr. 
Arafat. 


0 In the conversation between King Hussein and 
the President yesterday, did King Hussein make reference to 
the Cabinet statement? 


A I don't know that specifically, but I 
wouldn't see why he wouldn't have done that. 


Q Did he say they changed his mind or anything? 
A Oh, no. Obviously, I can't -- 


Q John, you said before that the Palestinians 
must choose their representative in the peace talks. But 
Secretary Shultz this morning said that it's necessary to 
have Palestinian representation in the peace talks, but not 
official members of the PLO. 


A Yes. 


Q Who are the representatives of the 
Palestinian people? 


A I think that's what we've been saying, that 
that's what the Palestinians and King Hussein have, them- 
selves, to decide. But we have never thought that the PLO 
should adopt the various points that we have suggested they 
adopt -- of course, that might be another thing -- but we 
have never suggested that the PLO be present at the nego- 
tiating table. 
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Q John, I'm just curious if you have any fuller 
response of Roberto's question and what we expected from the 
PLO. 


A What we did expect? 
Q What we expected them to do. 


A That causes a problem because it seems to me 
I then would be discussing an agreement between Mr. Arafat 
and King Hussein which is not in the public domain. 


Q Could you clarify one thing? The Secretary 
this morning said that what happened was Mr. Arafat took 
what he and King Hussein had agreed to and changed it. You 
seem to be suggesting here that it was certain other ele- 
ments within the PLO that were responsible for the changes, 
and that we haven't heard the last word from Mr. Arafat yet. 


Did King Hussein lead the Secretary or the 
President along those lines to believe that, or is what the 
Secretary said this morning operative, that Mr. Arafat was 
indeed resonsible for the harder line taken by the PLO? 


A I think the Secretary was trying to be 
strictly factual in what transpired in response to a 
question from Bob. What he was saying was that apparently 
Mr. Arafat and King Hussein had come to an agreement, or 
certainly a near agreement, last week, and that as the 
Jordanian Cabinet communique indicates, Mr. Arafat left 
to confer with others in his organization, having undertaken 
to return in two days. 


He did not return in two days, and at the end of 
five days others returned with new suggestions which, as 
soon as they were seen by King Hussein, were perceived to be 
unacceptable, and they are unacceptable to King Fahd, and 
they are unacceptable to President Reagan. 


Q But are those Mr. Arafat's suggestions, or 
are you suggesting here that perhaps those are -- 


A I'm not suggesting anything. I think what 
the Secretary was trying to do and what I'm trying to do -- 
and I realize your frustrations -- is to be strictly factual 
about what has happened and not to make interpretations of 
certain events of which we're not, obviously, fully 
cognizant. 
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Q You seemed to be suggesting at the beginning 
of this briefing that we hadn't heard the final word from 
the PLO or Mr. Arafat. 


A All I'm doing is making a factual statement 
that Mr. Arafat, to my knowledge, has not pronounced on 
this. 


Q John, on the basis of the talks that the 
President had with the Arab leaders, you said that they all 
indicated the process must go forward. 


A Yes. 


Q Who will help the process go forward? Was a 
decision reached, or was the discussion centered on the 
question that the United States might come up with some ini- 
tiatives to push the process forward and the Arab leaders 
would wait, or would the Arab leaders, themselves, come up 
with some ideas? 


A I think that would be getting, probably, into 
too much detail -- more detail really than I should on those 
conversations. Obviously, the Saudis have been very helpful 
in this process. Other Arab leaders have been very helpful. 


They convey -- it's not a conveying impression -- 
they are emphatic that the President's initiative is a 
worthy one, that the initiative should not be lost. I think 
you need have no doubt that they are determined to do what 
they can to keep it on track. 


Q John, may I ask you a question? Why are 
these demands unacceptable to Fahd? Does he care if the PLO 
is at the table or not? 


A I guess you have to ask the Saudis for a 
specific interpretation, but some of the things are unaccep- 
table to them for the same reasons as ourselves, namely 
direct PLO representation at the peace talks. There's been a 
suggestion of an international conference involving the 
Soviet Union, and the rewarding of the PLO, the PLO not 
having accepted Resolution 242, not having accepted Camp 
David, their not having recognized the independence and 
sovereignty of Israel. 


Q Does the United States still consider Yassir 
Arafat to really have the power to head the PLO? 
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A You're asking me to go into interpretation 
that I'm unable to go into. I can't answer that. 


Q John, you just went through a litany of 
things that you said the Saudis found unacceptable. Are you 
saying they find each part unacceptable? 


A No. What I'm saying is that the Saudis have 
made clear that the amendments or changes that the PLO 
emissaries took back to Amman were unacceptable. 


Q Does that include -- you included in that the 
direct presence of the PLO at the peace table? 


A I said you had to go ask the Saudis for spe- 
cific reasoning. 


Q You're not saying that the Saudis disagree -- 


A No. But I'm telling you of some of the 
things in there that are unacceptable for a variety of reasons. 


Q John, the agreement, if we may call it as 
such, between King Hussein and Arafat, was it really a full 
agreement, or wasn't it the understanding that Arafat would 
have to present it to his people and to come back? I'm 
asking this just in order to try to find out if some people 
in the Administration here believe or think that King 
Hussein or Jordan jumped the gun and spoke too fast, that 
they should have probably given the process a few more days. 
I mean, Arafat cannot, it seems, as far as we know, decide 
like some heads of state there decide. Their words are the 
final -- Arafat -- 


A You know, it's hard for me -- I mean, you'd 
have to ask them, but I think King Hussein clearly felt that 
they had moved quite close together. 


Q Was there any time or date set by which the 


United St-' -- expected King Hussein to respond? 

és No. But I think the Jordanian Cabinet com- 
munique said that they expected Mr. Arafat to return in two 
days. 


Q John, I think a few months ago or with every 
time that you repeated your position about the PLO to 
accept 242 and 338 and Israel's right to exist, when you 
were asked about who are the Palestinian representatives, and 
if the PLO is one of the Palestinian representatives, or 
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representing the Palestinian people -- you said it's among 
other people that represent the Palestinians, there is also 
the -- if I'm not wrong, that the PLO, also, among other 
people, is not the only representative of the Palestinian 
people, not the sole representative of the Palestinian 
people. You still stick with this point that the PLO, among 
other people -- 


A There are others besides the PLO who can 
speak for the Palestinians? 


Q Yes? 
A Yes, of course. 
Q John, this persistent optimism of President 


Reagan, coming after the phone calls with King Fahd and King 
Hussein could be explained as based on some sort of promise 
from President Reagan to both Kings of steps to be taken by 
the United States -- 


A I didn't hear the phone calls. All I can 
tell you is that the various parties came away from those 
calls determined to go forward and assured that they were 
still going forward. But as to the details of the exchanges, 
I really can't help you. 


Q How about the impact of the Lebanese 
situation after the -- 


A Mr. Habib went back to the area yesterday. 
He is in Israel. I think there was a tripartite meeting 
today. I don't have a readout for you on that. 


Q Is there going to be a press conference this 
week by the Secretary? 


A Possibly. 

Q John, do you have any reaction to the Chinese 
accusation that President Reagan seized away the Chinese 
tennis player? 

A Yes. 


Q John, can we have a filing break? 


A Filing break? Sure. 


We made our position clear on this case last 
week, including our view of the 
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various comments made and actions taken in Beijing. Miss 
Hu's decision to seek asylum in the United States was hers 
alone to make, and the decision of the United States 
Government on her application was ours along to make in 
accordance with our laws and procedures. 


Q Would you have any reaction to the accusation 
of the Chinese, the specific accusation that implies bad 
faith on the part of the United States? 


A You mean in attempting to lure her -- 
Q Influence, lure her, whatever. 


A We've denied that and would deny it again. 
There was absolutely no enticement by the United States. 
She was a free agent, she was here, she made her decision, 
and we made our decision in terms of our laws. 


Q The Chinese quoted Mr. Viguerie as saying 
that the President said he would adopt her before sending 
her back. Did the President make the decision ultimately to 
grant her asylum? 


A No. I think this decision was made by INS in 
terms of internal regulations and in accord with our laws. 


Q Without any hints or suggestions or guidance 
from above, INS did this out of the -- 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Wasn't it reported that the Attorney General 
overruled the initial preliminary determination -- 


A The Attorney General, of course, is in charge 
of the Justice Department of which INS is a part, but I 
don't know what, if any, his involvement was. 


Q He has oversight. 


A You have to go to Justice and INS and have 
them explain their operating procedures. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 
the United States is establishing a training base in 
Honduras for Salvadoran soldiers? 


A No, I don't. 
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Q You have nothing at all on that? 

A No. 

Q Could you look into it? 

A Let me look into it, but I wouldn't be too 
optimistic. 


- 


Q Do you have anything on the Colombian 
President's running around, so to speak? (Laughter) Not in 
any derogatory sense. 


A The Colombian President's running around? 
(Laughter) 

Q Running around the region. 

A Would you like to be a little more specific? 

Q Yes. He went to many places. 

A No. I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the Contadora Group 
or on the reported collapse of the five-plus-five? 


A Not really, Jim. We have, as you know, con- 
sistently supported the regional approach. I've seen those 
reports, but there are other moves afoot for a regional 
conference. : 


Q Am I not asking the right question? I saw 
you make a move for your glasses there. (Laughter) That's 
a question, and I'd like an answer on it. 


A There may be that there is a lot of written 
guidance which I'm not about to read. Maybe we can pull it 
out for you. I'm getting tired of this briefing. 

Q We all are! 

Q You're not alone! 

Q The question of the five-plus-five is impor- 
tant because the report this morning suggested that it's 
about to collapse. The question here is, is it viable? Do 
you think it's still alive, like the peace plan? 


A Why don't I refer you to some lucid, compre- 
hensive, written guidance that we may have available here? 


Crhe BREE Ei XS" soncluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I don't know 
whether Bill Beecher is here. I don't actually see him, but 
I guess we all ought to tip our hats to him for winning the 
Weintal Prize for diplomatic reporting yesterday. Shall we 
all tip our hats to him? 


A couple of housekeeping announcements. Available 
in the Press Office is the following testimony: a statement 
by Deputy Secretary Ken Dam before the Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs, Subcommittee on 
International Finance and Monetary Policy. The subject was 
the reauthorization of the Export Administration Act. I 
guess that testimony was this mornng. 


Also a statement of Assistant Secretary Enders 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject was 
Nicaragua. 


A statement by Assistant Secretary for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Human Rights and 
International Organizations. 


Also a reminder that Secretary Shultz will speak 
in Dallas tomorrow before the World Affairs Council and the 
Chamber of Commerce. The speech is scheduled for 2:00 in 
the afternoon Eastern Standard Time. Barring any technical 
difficulties, we will pipe that speech live into the 
Briefing Room. If anybody is interested in covering the 
event in Dallas, they should be in touch with Frank Chavez 
of the Chamber of Commerce. He's at (214)954-1478. 


QO What about the text? 





A I think there's a good chance that we will 
have a text for you early tomorrow morning. 


Q Subject? 
A Central America. 


OQ Will there be Q&A? 
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A There will be O&A. Also, there will be a post 
visit background briefing on Chancellor Kohl's visit in the 
White House Press Room tomorrow, 1:30 p.m. 


Q On that same thing -- excuse me, Jim -- 
anything on the Secretary in the Middle East? 


A On a trip? No. No decision on that. 


Q John, the other day the Lee Hamilton Sub- 
committee effectively decided to increase aid to Israel by 
$365 million and at the same time reduced PL480 aid to Egypt 
by 10 percent, I think it was, to $25 million. The State 
Department had nothing to contribute at that hearing. Have 
you anything to say about it now? 


A No. We remain committed to the President's 
budget request, what we went in with. 


0) Also on Congress, there seems to be a 
growing feeling on the part of some Congressmen that the 
Administration is breaking the law, and there are even 
attempts to strengthen the law. Do you have any response to 
those? 


A On that question, I think the Secretary made 
Clear his position earlier in the week at his press con- 
ference, and a number of officials have consistently said 
that, to the best of their knowledge, we are not breaking 
the law. 


As far as specific reaction, I take it you're 
referring to the Barnes Committee -- various actions. As 
far as that committee's actions, it slashed the budgetary 
portions of the Administration's requests for Central 
America, thereby weakening the capacity of friendly democra- 
tic countries in the region to defend themselves. Then, the 
other action it took was to adopt a rigid, complex and 
highly ambitious certification requirement for El Salvador. 


Beyond that, its actions, regarding Nicaragua, 
would signal to the Sandinistas that they could act with 
impunity regardless of how egregious their actions might 
become. 


Decisions of this type destroy the capacity and 
continuity of our efforts. They also destroy confidence in 
our ability to pursue an effective foreign policy. On the 
basis of consultations we've had with a wide range of mem- 
bers of the Congress, we believe that there's a broader 
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understanding of the need for increased assistance to 
Central America as being in the U.S. national interest. 


We look forward to further consideration being 
given to the important issues of our Central American policy 
as the legislative process continues. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q John, is that to say that you feel that at 


this point, with this broader understanding that you're 
talking about, that you have the votes to get the request 
that you ask for? 


A The consultation is certainly going forward, 
and we certainly are hopeful that the validity of our argu- 
ment will be clearly seen. I'm not going to predict on the 
Outcome of the vote. 


Q What do you mean, when you said before, that 
the Sandinistas will now get the message that they can act 
with impunity? What is it that you're specifically 
referring to there? 


A I think some of the proposals that are being 
suggested, I don't want to get into, as we have tradi- 
tionally not commented on covert activity, but if you were 
to take certain restricted measures, it seems to me that 
that would hobble the conduct of foreign policy under any 
circumstances. 


Q John, on that point, the Post this morning 
quotes our Ambassador to Honduras as saying the Boland 
Amendment is simply a "legal triviality." 


I'm wondering if the Department backs him up on 
that? Is that you're position, too, or do you disown it, or 
are you going to bring him to task for that? How do you 
feel about that? 


A We have been in touch with our Embassy, and 
the Ambassador flatly denies having made such a statement. 

0) So you say the Congressman isn't telling the 
truth? 

A No, didn't say that. I said the Ambassador 


flatly denies having made such a statement. 


@) Is that his view? 











A Is that who's view? 


Regardless of whether he made that state- 
ment -- 


A That is not his view. 
Q That is not his view? 
A That is correct. 


Q Can I go back to the statement that -- on 
this question of Nicaragua, that we would signal to the 
Sandinistas they could act with impunity. Are there not 
weapons that can be used of an economic or a constitutional 
nature that the United States could still resort under the 
language that was passed by the Barnes Committee? Why do 
you say “with impunity?" 


A I'm really not going to proceed any further 
on this one. I'm going to leave you with the language that 
we have offered and not get into more specific -- 


Q Picking up that same question, there's 
almost a suggestion in what you're saying, that you're 
setting up a series of scapegoats in Congress should there 
be a collapse or should there be increasing failures on the 
part of the Administration's policy on Nicaragua. Is that 
the intention? 


A No, I don't think that's the intention. I 
think events will have to take their course and historians 
will have to make their judgments as to how events have 
turned out and who's responsible, but we're not setting up 
scapegoats. 


Q Also on Central America, has the Department 
heard any rumblings of a possible coup, or at least an 
upheaval within the Salvadoran Government? 


A No. 


Q John, on Nicaragua again. With respect to 
the U.S. view of the OAS charter, the relevant provision, 
Title 18, can you put forward this Administration's view of 
its adherence to that charter and what its responsibilities 
are in that respect? 


A I'm not going to be able to give you a 
detailed reply, but we are very aware of our international 
legal obligations, and we are fully in compliance with the 
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applicable Congressional restraints. But, as we've also 
said, any further detailed explanation of that is reserved 
for our testimony before the Congressional oversight 
committee. 


Q Secretary Enders said that the OAS Charter 
was one thing that had to be considered by a president. 
Among others, he said, would be the constitution which pro- 
vides that the president must do everything he can with 
respect to protecting national security. Is that a correct 
statement? 


A I don't know. Is that this morning; is this 
testimony this morning? 

Q Yesterday. 

A No, sorry, I don't know. 

Q You don't know? 

A I don't know. 

Q Does the Administration have any evidence to 


support the placing of missiles by the Soviets or requested 
by the Nicaraguans in Nicaragua? 


A No. 

Q There's been talk about it. 

A There's been talk about it? 

Q Apparently, from some Administration offi- 
cials. Do you have anything on that line at all? 

A Evidence that missiles are placed in 
Nicaragua? 

Q Are being requested, are being sought? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Did you hear Enders testimony this morning, 
John? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Mr. Enders, after being asked the question, 


suggested, yes, that the Administration thought Nicaragua 
was searching for Soviet missiles, and Mr. Torricelli 
referred to the letter that he sent to Secretary Shultz? 
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A Still not to my knowledge, but Mr. Enders is 
Obviously taking a -- 


6) Has the Secretary responded to Mr. 
Torricelli's letter? 


A I do not think so. 

@) Do you know if he will, John? 

A I don't know. 

8) Ambassador Kirkpatrick said yesterday 
morning on television that the Soviets and the Cubans are 
toting around and planting -- 

A Toting around? 

e) Toting around and planting in Central 


America missiles aimed at the United States. Are you saying 
that she's incorrect? 


A No, I'm not. I'm just saying, I don't have 
anything for you on that. 

re) Before you said you had no evidence on this. 

A That I didn't. 

e) Could you take the question? 

A Okay. 

@) John, another part of that. Is there any 


information you have on Soviet military advisers in Central 
America anyplace? 


A There's a lot of information, I think, on 
advisors of various countries, Marvin, that has come up in 
the past. 


Cuban? 
Yes. 


And Soviet advisers? 


r Oo YF DO 


Let me go back and see what we have -- I 
don't have anything new for you, if that's the question. 
But let me go back and see what we have said on Soviet 

advisers. 
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@) The American Ambassador to Nicaragua has 
been quoted by Robert White and by others as saying that the 
flow of arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador is a trickle, and 
has been vastly exaggerated by the State Department. 


Is that, in fact, the case? Is our Ambassador to 
Nicaragua making that -- 


A No, he's not, and he is denying that state- 
ment, too. He is well aware of the trickle and he is -- 
(Laughter) He is well aware of the flow, and his own 
thinking is in full accord with recent Administration public 
testimony on this point. I'm sure the Ambassador, like all 
of you, is also very aware of recent broadcasts by the 
Salvadoran guerrillas, who have made clear their dependance 
on their support from Nicaragua. 


Q The question is, I suppose, is the flow a 
trickle? 

A The trickle is a flow. I think that's the 
answer. 

Q Seriously, can you get us any kind of detail 


on what you think -- 


A No, I think you've asked us, in the past, 
and we have said the problem there is that that relates to 
intelligence gathering. 


Q Let me just follow that up. It seems to me 
there's a legitimate credibility problem here, because for 
more than two years now we've been told about the Nicaraguan 
flow to El Sayador of arms, and only on one occasion we've 
been given rather scanty evidence of the actual flow. 


A I don't think that's true, John. I think 
that various Pentagon people have offered some background on 
that. I'm not sure how detailed we have been in the State 
Department; but insofar as the restraints, I'm talking about 
information that is gathered through intelligence channels 
is concerned, I think we have made available what is 
available, what we can talk about. 


Q There was some detail at a background 
briefing by a senior official about three weeks ago. He 
works in El Salvador. 














A Yes, that's right. 


Q Can I follow up on that last one? You said 
that the broadcast by Radio Venceremos indicated they 
depended on a source of supply from Nicaragua. Did they 
mention Nicaragua in that broadcast? 


A I can't recall the exact words, but there 
wasn't any question, but in their terms they did not seem to 
be restricted by borders or by ethical problems about ille- 
gal traffic across their borders. 


Q Across the Nicaraguan border? 
A Let me go back and look at the exact words. 
Q John, Enders, you said, is being quoted, or 


as someone here said, suggesting that Nicaragua is searching 
for Soviet missiles, and Kirkpatrick was quoted about toting 
and planting missiles. Can you take that and tell me what 
there is? 


A Yes, I said I would take that question. 
Q John, further on the Nicaraguan trickle, or 
flow, Congressman Torricelli this morning -- and I realize 


you haven't heard it, so I'll probably ask you to take the 
question if you think it's worth taking -- told Secretary 
Enders that he was told during his visit by five American 
Embassy officials, including the U.S. military attache in 
Managua, that there has been no arms flow in the past 30 
days, little arms flow in the past 60 days, and insignificant 
arms flow in the past six months. He attributed it directly 
to the military attache the statement that there are 
currently no flows of arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador. 


A Did Mr. Enders answer the question? 
Q Mr. Enders said that he could not answer 
that because -- all he said in answer was that he would 


offer the Congressman a briefing, a secret briefing with 
information that obviously was not able to be made public. 


There was some question in both of their minds as 
to the fact that the Ambassador is here, and his top staff, 
if the Congressman is telling the truth, saying something 
different in Nicaragua. Would you at least look into that 
question? 


A I'll look into it. If Enders replied, I 
doubt that we would be able to go much beyond what he said. 








Sure, I'll take a look and see what he said. 


'@) Do you have anything on (inaudible) plans for 
training Salvadoran soldiers in Honduras? 


A No. 

0 Or (inaudible). 

A No. 

e) Also, do you have an update on the five- 
plus-five and the Contadora groups running around, so to 
speak? 

A As you well know, Jim, there are a number of 


groups. I think, basically, we would really like to wait 
until we get a fix on their various proposals. As you know, 
we have favored the regional approach. 


We hope that the activities of the four in recent 
days will be helpful in that they have been talking to 
people and soliciting opinion. But, I think, beyond saying 
that we are committed to the regional approach, I really 
can't go into much more detail until we see the various pro- 
posals, how they shake out. 


@) Did the four members of the Contadora group 
speak with Shultz at the end of their deliberations at 
Contadora? They say that they had, and they also talked 
with Castro. 


A Talked to Shultz where? 

@) By telephone. , 

A I'm not aware of that. Be glad to look at 
it. 

@) Another part of the world. On the Middle 


East, you were asked before about a Shultz trip and you said 
no decision. 


A Yes. 
0 Is there planning for such a trip now? 
A It's not a question, I think, of planning. 


The Secretary, as you know, has said and did, I think, again 
at his press conference on Tuesday, that he obviously will go 
to the Middle East at an appropriate time. So I think the 
question is, what is the appropriate time? I think that is 
the question that he and the President must be revolving in 
their thinking at the moment. 


-~-MORE-- 
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0 Do you feel that there has been sufficient 
progress on the Lebanon withdrawal negotiation to warrant 
his going there within the next several weeks in an effort 
to finalize the deal? 


A On Lebanon, I guess I would continue to 
caution against zigs and zags, or reports of zigs and zags, 
in those negotiations. I think they did meet again today. 
They probably will not meet again until next week. That's 
right, I think there is the national holiday of Israel, 
and the weekend intervenes. 


There are various reports about what various 
people think of the progress of those talks, but I think we 
will just hew to our position, which is not to talk about 
them, to urge the speediest possible conclusion of a plan 
for troop withdrawal. We are not there yet. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the Foreign 
Affairs Subcommittee regarding the need for certification 
from the President before any arms can be sold to Jordan? 


A Yes, I do. Our position is that Jordan 
accepts Israel's right to exist. It is obvious that 
Jordan has been doing everything it can to move the peace 
process forward. King Hussein continues to support the 
President's peace proposals and remains interested in 
finding a way to enter the peace process. 


There is in fact no formal arms request pending 
from Jordan. In the meantime, it is important for the 
United States, including the Congress, to encourage the 
King in his efforts to move the area towards peace. 


Above all, we must avoid giving the impression 
that we do not understand the real risks he is running 
or that we might not support him in facing these risks. 
Such a posture is common sense, as well as good policy. 


0 Can we get that, please? 
A Sure. 
0 John, Israel has just inaugurated an 


airfield in the Lebanese town of Damour, which is quite -- 


A I'm sorry, I didn't get the first part 
of the question. 


0 Israel has just inaugurated an airfield 
in the Lebanese town of Damour, which is far beyond the 
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40 or 45 kilometers from the frontier. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No, I don't. I never heard of it. 


Q Do you consider this to be positive to 
the talks in Lebanon? 


A I don't know anything about it, so I 
think I would be unwise to offer an opinion until we can 
find out a little bit more about what you are suggesting 
is taking place. 


Q While you are talking about the Congress, 
is the Administration happy with the House Appropriations 
Committee add-on of $365 million to Israel over and above 
what the President and the Secretary of State had requested? 


A No. I think, as I said earlier, we stand 
by the President's budget request. : 


Q Besides your saying that you will stend 
by, what will you do about the $365 million, and before 
there was half a billion dollars which were -- 


A Our position with regard to add-ons has 
been consistent. The President went in there with what 
we felt was appropriate and what was needed, and we stand 
by those figures. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Arafat 
statement yesterday in Stockholm that he is ready to 
resume with King Hussein? 


A Yes, Bernie. There have been various 
statements, and we have to wait and see. We are not con- 
firming the validity of whatever is being suggested is 
about to take place, but, in our view, the issues have 
been discussed sufficiently. What is needed are decisions 
from the Arabs which clearly support the entry of King 
Hussein into peace negotiations with representative 
Palestinians. Only in this way, through direct nego- 
tiations with Israel, will the Palestinian people 
realize their legitimate rights. As the Secretary said 
on Tuesday, now is the time for decision. 


Q Where is, from the U.S. point of 
view, the Arab support for Hussein coming from? 


A I think, as you know, the President has 
had private calls with a number of Arab leaders, and you 
may be sure he is in continuing touch with them, and I 
think we have gone over the various -- 
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Q Can you tell us the countries that are 
supporting Hussein? 


A As you know, the President had a phone 
call with King Fahd over the weekend. He has talked with 
King Hassan. He has talked with President Mubarak, and I 
think that the various Arab personalities are being helpful. 


Q Has the President made any effort to deal 
with the Syrians, President Assad? 


A I am not aware of any interchange there, 
Bernie. There may be, but I am not aware of it. 


Q To follow that up, has the President or 
the Secretary had messages from these Arab leaders -- 

A Yes, of course. 

Q Let me finish -- that King Hussein's 


action of a couple of days ago is in no way final, that in 
fact the process is continuing, and that there may still 
be a positive outcome? 


A That is absolutely the case. That was the 
case on Monday, which you have treated with some skepticism, 
and it remains so today. 


Q John, have you addressed the question 
earlier this week of some reports that I have seen about 
Soviet military advisers with Syrian forces in Lebanon, 
eastern Lebanon? 


A There may have been some guidance on that 
area. Yes, there is. 


Q Do you have -- 

A I don't have it with me, but you can pick 
it up from the Press Office. 

Q On that point, the guidance was somewhat 
inconclusive, to put it mildly. 

A What an unworthy thought! 

Q Do you have any more information? Can 
you confirm that there now are Soviet advisers in the 
Bekka? 

A It is where it was. 

Q Apparently there is nothing more. 


A Nothing beyond that early guidance. 
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Q John, your position is that there is no 
need for more consultations and it is time for decisions. 
Is it also your reaction to the possibility of another 
Arab summit to discuss this question? 


A I think, as the Secretary has said, the 

time is here for decision. We can't outline how the Arabs 
will go about whatever deliberations they may have, but we 
think that there has been enough talk. We have staked out 
Our position. The President stands by his position. 
Other Arab leaders, apparently, are convinced that that is 
a good platform. It is up to others now who have rejected 
and who have placed an impediment in the forward motion of 
that initiative to take some action. 


Q On that specific point, the dialogue 
between the PLO and the Jordanians is not the only thing 
which has resulted in the rejection of the Reagan plan. 
The Israeli cabinet has already rejected it. What makes 
the Administration think that the Israelis would show up? 


A You mean when King Hussein enters the -- 
well, the same kind of rather dynamic motivation that the 
Secretary has consistently suggested, namely, the rather 
worthy goal of peace and the prospect of yet another 
Arab country making peace with Israel. 


) Can I just follow up on that question? 


Do you have anything more on that -- in other 
words, is it the U.S. expectation -- has the U.S. been 
told that if King Hussein accepts, under a formula that 
he feels comfortable with, that Israel would or would 
not turn up, notwithstanding the rejection of the Reagan 
plan, but arguing instead that Israel perhaps might be 
coming on the basis of Camp David? 


A I think we have always said, Bernie, you 
will have to see what kind of announcement is made, and 
what reservations, or whatever, might be attached to any 
announcement by King Hussein and the PLO, and I think 
we would have to wait and see at that time. It is a 
little hypothetical to ask whether thus and thus will 
happen on the basis of such and such a decision, when 
you haven't had or been able to read such and such a 
decision. SolI think it is premature. 


8) But do you have a reading, for example, 
of King Hussein saying he accepts the Reagan plan, and 
he is prepared to have negotiations without conditions? 
Is it your expectation, is it your certain knowledge, 
that Israel, notwithstanding rejection of the Reagan 
Plan, would appear on the basis of Camp David? 
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A I don't think we can speak for Israel. 
We certainly have a hope for that. 


@) I am not asking you to speak for Israel, 
I am asking you if you know -- 


A No, no. I am not going to -- 

0 Israel has not told you it will be there? 

A I am obviously not going to go into that 
kind of back and forth. 

0 Why not? 

A Because it is a government-to-government 
exchange. 

0 John, if I could perhaps put it a different 


way: what earthly sense does it make to pursue the Reagen 
initiative if both Israel and the PLO say no, and have said 
no, and are on the record? 


A What do you suggest is the alterna- 
tive? 
QO Well, maybe doing nothing, for a change. 
A I think we are waiting to see who moves here. 
0 I believe Israel has said it would talk if 


Hussein did. 


A I think so, too, but I don't think we can 
speak for Israel. 


@) I just want to try to understand some of 
your logic expressed a moment ago. You were asked who was 
Supporting King Hussein among the Arabs, and you said that 
the President talked with Fahd, Hassan, and Mubarak. 


So, question one, talking with, is that the 
same as support? 


A I think that the President made it clear 
that after his discussions, his telephone discussions, with 
them, there was a belief on the part of those Arab leaders 
that the process was still alive and that there was enthu- 
siasm for it going forward. 


Q Okay. Now the three leaders you have men- 
tioned supported the effort of King Hussein to join in the 
peace talks, supported his plan. 
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A Yes. 


Q So you had their support before and you 
have it now, but before you thought you were getting Hussein 
and now you have a question about that. 


Who else in the Arab world supports the idea of 
Hussein joining the process? 


A I think King Hassan has made some positive 
statements. 


8) But you dealt with Hassan, Fahd and 
Mubarak. I am asking who else in the Arab world -- to whom 
are you reaching? 


A It was just pointed out to me that there 
is the Sultan of Oman 

Q Oman. 

A Has anybody got any more ideas? 
(Laughter. ) 

Q Sudan. 

A Sudan. Any other spokesman? 

Q Lebanon. 

A Lebanon. 

Q Lebanon supports it? 

A My assistant says that. 


Q John, why does the Administration think 
that it will be better for the negotiations with Hussein 
joining the negotiations? Would it be better than having 
private conversations between those Arab leaders that this 
Administration thinks are supporting Hussein, that it would 
be better than a summit of Arab leaders? 


A I'm sorry, I lost the trend of your 
question. 


Q I mean, what does the Administration 
consider better for the process, private conversations 
between the Arab leaders, the moderates, or a summit of 
the Arab League? 


A I think that is up to the participants 
to discuss. Somebody asked me about a summit, and I 
quoted the Secretary, earlier this week, who said that 


thestimgqforndecasigneigokekerembeinants erehestrate it. 
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We have made our position clear and are look- 
ing for movement among others now. So, if they decide 
that they want a summit and go forward, that is not a 
question for the United States to have a position on. 


We do not see the need for a delay, however. 
We see a need for action. It is very simple what has 
to be done. 


0 John, did the United States distinguish 
between PLO and PNC? 


A What we have said is that if you are going 
to talk about the future of the Palestinians -- 


Q We want to know if the officials of the 
United States are ready, or they have met with PNC people? 


A Have they met with PNC people? 

Q Or are they ready to meet with them? 
A Not to my knowledge. 

8) Could you tell us, in that connection, 


about the trip of Mr. Eagleburger? 


A Yes. He has left Algiers, and he is in 
Tunis, as he was scheduled. 


Q Has he had any discussions with any non- 
PLO Palestinians in those places? 


A There are none that have taken place, 
to my knowledge. 


0 Any plans? 


A He had a schedule to be in Tunis. He is 
keeping to that schedule. I don't know who else he might 
see. 


Q Has he also added Rabat to his schedule? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

fe) Do you have any reaction to that African 
Subcommittee's work on Tunis and Morocco yesterday? 

A No, I don't. 

0 Can I folow up in that same general area -- 


can we change topics? 
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Do you have anything on the report that General 
Rodriguez met with Secretary Shultz? 


A Yes, he did. 


.) Is the U.S. closer to establishing diplo- 
matic relations with Angola? 


A They discussed a number of matters of 
bilateral and regional interest, as you may imagine, but 
we wouldn't go into any detail as to that discussion 


@) Just back on the Eagleburger trip, Tunis 
is the headquarters of the Arab League. Is he having 
any Arab League discussions there? 


A I know of nothing that is so far planned. 


0 John, what do you comment on the reported 
statement by the Israeli Chief of State wherein he said 
that Israel should plan more settlement around Arab towns and 
villages so that the Palestinians would go around like 
cockroaches and have no place to move in. 


A We haven't changed our position on settle- 
ments since yesterday and the day before and the day before 
and the day before. 


0 I mean, the Israeli Government stated that 
they would be building 64 more settlements in the area. 


What do you comment on that? 
A Our position is as it has been, namely that 


the expansion of settlement activity in the West Bank is 
not helpful. 


0 John, one more on Angola? 
A Yes. 
0 Are there any other meetings now scheduled 


between U.S. officials in Angola as a result of this visit? 


A I think that the Interior Minister may be 
seeing the Vice President. 


@) But in the future, I mean, the next few 
weeks or months, nothing has been decided? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 
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@) Can you look into it? 

A I don't think we would announce such a 
meeting. As you know, there are meetings that have been 
going on, and it wouldn't surprise me if some are 
scheduled. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements: 
One, a reminder that the Secretary's speech in Dallas before 
the World Affairs Council and the Chamber of Commerce will 
be piped here into the briefing room at approximately 2:00 
p.m. barring any technical problems. An advance embargoed 
copy of the speech is available in the Press Office. 


Second, Commerce Secretary Malcolm Baldrige will 
be accompanying Secretary Shultz and Secretary Regan to 
Mexico next Monday and Tuesday. Secretary Baldrige's pre- 
sence will help ensure that all aspects of our relationship, 
including our commercial relationship, will be addressed 
during the visit. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, could you kind of bring us up to date? 
Where are we now on an agreement for troop withdrawals from 
Lebanon? 


A Without really trying to be facetious, we're 
in the middle of negotiations. I'm not going to try to 
characterize it, Mike. We haven't; I'm not going to. 


Q There are reports that they are near to 
agreement. 


A I would reiterate John's continual cautioning 
to you about reports of breakthroughs, impasses, and so on. 
I think the negotiation proceeds, and we hope that it will 
conclude soon successfully. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the L.A. Times 
story today on the U.S. State Department receiving highly 
reliable information two years ago on D'Aubuisson and about a 
dozen active-duty security officers drawing lots for the right 
to plan the assassination of Archbishop Romero? 





A Bernie, the only thing I really have on that 
-- I don't have a specific comment on that report. As 
we've said before, we're well aware of allegations that 
link D'Aubuisson to the death of Archbishop Romero, but from 
the facts available to us, we have not been able to reach 
any conclusions. 








Q Are you denying the existence of the cable? 


A I'm not commenting specifically on that 
report; I'm simply talking about -- We don't comment on the 
existence or nonexistence of documents of that sort, but I'm 
simply commenting on the facts in terms of our understanding 
of what happened, the allegations, and our conclusions, 
which are that we don't have information on which to draw 


conclusions. 


Q I see. There was a -- how shall I put it? -- 
a Congressional inquiry by Representative Stark into 
D'Aubuisson, in which he requested all relevant State 
Department and other material on D'‘Aubuisson's background 
last year. 


Were all relevant cables and so on provided to 
him? 


A I can't answer that question, but that's an 
issue between the Congressman and the Administration. 


Q One other question on D'‘Aubuisson, please: 
When he was here, why wasn't he questioned by the FBI, espe- 
cially with respect to allegations by the State Department 
in the Spring of 1981 that groups or individuals associated 
with him were supplying weapons in violation of the Neutra- 
lity Act? 


A I'd refer you back to the guidance we had at 
the time of his recent visit, and that's all I really have 
on it, Jim. 


Q I yesterday asked John, but I think I 
wasn't clear, my question. I wanted to know if there is any 
holdback from the Administration -- 


A Any what from the Administration? 


Q I mean, not to meet with PLO people and PNC 
people? 


A You were trying to draw a distinction between 
them, or see whether we drew a distinction between then. 


Q No, I'm not. I'm asking if you draw any 
distinction between them. 














A I can't answer the question specifically. 
Our policy applies to the PLO. Whether there are PNC people 
who would not be considered members of the PLO in our 
judgment, I can't -- 


Q Could you look into that question? 


A I can look into it, but I'm not sure I can 
come up with that fine of a definition of it. 


Q Alan, yesterday on the briefing, the guidance 
that we got late in the afternoon seemed not to answer the 
guestion that was put to John yesterday going beyond the 


expressions of American concern about the implanting of 
Soviet missiles in Central America, Cuba, et cetera. 


The question that was left with you was the more 
general one, are there any Soviet missiles now implanted in 
Nicaragua, Cuba, and elsewhere? 

A Bernie, to the best of our knowledge, the 
only Soviet missiles in Central America at the moment are 
the SA-7 crew-served anti-aircraft missiles in Nicaragua.* 
And I might note that they have been there for more than a 
year. 

Soviet crew? 

Are they crewed by Soviets? 

Yes. 

I don't have information about that. 
Are they aimed at the United States? 
They are anti-aircraft missiles, Jim. 


Are they aimed northwards, then? 


r Oo Fr? DO FF OO PF DO 


Why don't you go investigate? 
(Laughter) 
Q I wish I could. 


Q Alan, do you have anything more on the kind 
of missile it is, please? 


* CORRECTION: SA-7 missiles are not crew-served; rather 
they are hand-held anti-aircraft missiles. 











A SA-7? No, I don't. You might check with the 
Pentagon as to what they might have. I don't think, 
frankly, they are going to have a lot more, but maybe on the 
details of what an SA-7 is. 


And that is it for the area? 
Yes, for Central America. 


Q When did the United States cut off aid to 
Nicaragua? 


A When did the United States cut off aid to 
Nicaragua? I don't know specifically when the United States 
cut off aid to Nicaragua. 


Q Was it under this Administration? 


A I can't -- Your question obviously gets to 
the question of what this Administration has done, and I can 
tell you what this Administration has done. I can't tell 
you -- I can't go back and give you an historical record I 
don't know. 


What we have done is that on April 1, 1981, the 
Department announced the Administration's decision to invoke 
the provisions of Section 533-F of the Foreign Assistance 
Act terminating ESF assistance to Nicaragua -- that's 
Economic Support Fund assistance -- based upon the 
Government of Nicaragua's involvement in activities sup- 
porting violence in El Salvador. The determination was made 
based upon the accumulated intelligence which had been begun 
by the previous Administration and continued by the present 
one. 


Q So it was this Administration that cut off 
aid? 


A I'm telling you what this Administration has 
done. 


Q All right. So did the President make a 
mistake when he said it was the previous Administration 
yesterday? 


A I don't know about what the previous 
Administration has done. I can't answer the question. 


Q O.K. With respect to that, at that time when 
the decision was made, did the United States have evidence 
that there was a particularly great flow of arms from 
Nicaragua to El Salvador at that time? 








A I think the best I can do probably on that, 
Jim, is to refer you to a report that appeared in The 
Washington Post in January of 1981 by former Secretary 
Muskie, who said that there was no question that arms were 
flowing from Nicaragua to leftist guerrillas in El Salvador 
“with the knowledge and to some extent, the help" of 
Nicaraguan authorities. 


Q Is it not true that in March and April of 
1981, State Department spokesmen speaking from that 
podium were saying that the alleged armed shipments had 
drastically fallen off after February? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. You've got 
the record. You can check it. 


Q Do you have anything in a general way, to 
begin with, about Karen House's pieces in The Wall Street 
Journal about the quotations attributed to the President? 





A No. You'd have to get into the whole issue 
of communications between governments and so on, and I'm 
just not going to do that. 


-- MORE -- 











Q A follow-up on this. Any comment on the 


remarks attributed to the King that he reached the 
end of the peace effort and that he tried every possible ave- 
nue and he decided that there are no more avenues to check 


for peace? 


A Again, the only thing I can really do is to 
refer you back to what the President said following his 
telephone conversation with the King, which was that the 
process continues. 


0 So how should we read those remarks? 


A I don't know. I'm telling you what the 
President -- I'm referring to what the President said 
following his conversation with the King. I don't think I 
can give you more authoritative statement than that. 


Q Could you confirm this story or the 
part of the story today about a message from Hussein that 
had the list of points after his decision not to join the 


peace process? 


A No. We wouldn't get into the question of 
communications back and forth specifically between the 
governments on that. 


8) Do you have any comment on the impression 
that the U.S. gave a different answer or assurances to the 
Jordanians and to the Saudis? 


A I think the only thing I can say on that, 
without commenting specifically on Jordanians, Saudis or 
others, is that the Administration has been consistent in 
what it has said to everybody on this. 


Q Do you have any further information on a 
planned trip by Secretary Shultz to the Middle East? 


A No. We're still where we were on that. 
It's always possible. No decision has been made that he 
should take a trip. 


0 Any comment on the situation now in the 
Bekaa Valley? 


A In the Bekaa Valley? No, I don't have any. 


Alan, anything on yesterday's Wall Street 





Journal article on allegations that Kissinger was sending 








some messages to King Hussein on behalf of this 
Administration, or someone else, regarding discussion with 
the PLO? 


A No, I think we addressed before the question 
of his encounter with a PLO member, and included in that 
statement at the time that he was not acting on behalf of 
this Administration. 


8) Do you have any idea who he was working for? 

A Who he was working for? 

@] That's one of the questions that Hussein is 
reported to have asked about. 

A You can ask Dr. Kissinger. 

@) The impression that certain Arab leaders, 


who have been here with week, from Secretary Shultz and 
President Reagan is that the agreement on Lebanon is very 
soon. Can you elaborate on that? 


A No. As I said in answer to Mike's question 
earlier, we are not accustomed to and I'm not going into the 
business of characterizing the the deliberations, but I 
would -- 


8) The President said “very soon." 
A We hope so. 
@) I would like to ask you about, now after the 


visit of the Sultan of Oman, are there any other movements 
from the Arab League toward the U.S. Government so they can 
associate with the Reagan initiative -- I mean, to encourage 
it, and other Arab leaders were going to visit the U.S. in 
the near future? 


A I frankly don't know what scheduled visits 
might be. The basic point I would make is that our 
position on this question is well known. It's stated in the 
President's initiative of September 1, and it really is up 
to those whose support King Hussein's seeks, to make the 
necessary decisions to allow him to come to the negotiating 
table. 


@) King Hussein's what? 
Q Anything about King Fahd's visit? 
A About -- 





King Fahd. 
No, nothing about the visit of King Fahd. 


Bernie, you had a question. I'll come back to 
you. 


Q I lost a word or two. On King Hussein's 
what? 


A To those whose support King Hussein's seeks -- 
it's up to those people to make the decisions to allow him 
to come to the negotiating table. 


Q There is a high official Jordanian visiting in 
Washington these days? 

A I'm sorry, any -- 

@) A high official Jordanian visiting 
Washington these days? 

A I‘m not aware of any. 

0 Do you have a -- I know it's not yesterday's 


news -- a comment about Moshe Arens, Israel's Secretary of 
Defense, reassessing Israel's defense policies regarding the 
F-16s? 


A Not really. I guess I would simply say that 
there's no question about our commitment to Israel's 
security. Beyond that, I guess I would refer you back on 
the specific issue to what we've said before. But I don't 
have a specific comment on his remarks. 


0 About the Atlanta CDC, do you have anything 
to tell us about it? 


A Yes, I can give you something of an update 
on that. The CDC communicable diseases, or Centers for 
Disease Control, I guess it is. 


The team has continued its work and is expected to 
return to the United States over the weekend to complete its 
analysis and write a report of its findings. We would 
expect to make that report available when it is concluded. 


We understand that the team has enjoyed excellent 
cooperation from all relevant medical authorities and has been 
able to visit all the necessary sites and interview patients 
as required. 











With respect to the illnesses themselves, we're 
not aware of any further outbreaks over the past two weeks, 
and we understand that all, or almost all, of the patients 
have been released from the hospital. 


QO Alan, they will report on their own; they'll 
report to some government agency where we can seek that 
information? 


a As I say, we would expect to make the report 
available when it is concluded. 
Q Can we have a copy of it? 
A A copy of the statement? Yes. 
@) Alan, let me run through just a couple of 


things in case you might have a response. 


One, do you have anything on an agreement with 
Japan on citrus and beef imports? 


A The wire service report this morning about 
citrus and beef? No, I don't have anything on that. 


6) Do you have anything regarding the hijacking 
from Turkey to Athens, if any Americans are involved? 


A I don't. Why don't we see what information 
can be developed later, and ask that you stay in touch with 
the Press Office to get whatever there is. 


6) Any indications of terrorists activities, 
whatever, in the explosions at the U.N. Plaza Hotel in New 
York? 


A Don't have anything on that at all. 
e) Anything on the continued -- 
A And I think that you really ought to go to 


the police and other law enforcement type authorities. 


6) Anything on the continued interrogation of 
Mrs. Walesa in Warsaw, a follow-up to her husband's? 


A No. I think we've expressed our concerns 
over this continuing approach and harassment of Mr. Walesa, 
but I don't have anything specific today. 


6) Anything new on Borges' visa? 
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A Nothing new on Borges' visa. 


‘e) Going back to this Wall Street Journal thing 
on Kissinger, what John said about that was not only that 
Kissinger wasn't working as a representative of the U.S. 
Government but also that the State Department concurred with 
Kissinger's characterization of the meeting as having no 
political significance. The Wall Street Journal obviously 


alleges that -- 








A I think you really ought to look at the 
words instead of characterizing because I think you've 
already mischaracterized what was in that statement. 


Q I will look at it, but I don't think so. I 
asked John specifically if the Department concurred with 
Kissinger's characterization. He said yes. 


A I don't have a problem with it, but that 
isn't what the statement issued was. Go ahead. 


@) Just to make it clear, it seems to me that 
the Wall Street Journal is saying that the State Department 
is wrong on that. You have nothing to say about that? 





A If I read the Journal -- I'm not going to 
get into a discussion of that article, but I don't read it 
the same way as you're reading it. I think you're reading 
too fast, frankly. 





0 Alan, another one on that one. Does Shultz 
continue the consultative relationship that he has said in 
the past that he has with Dr. Kissinger? 


A He continues to call upon Dr. Kissinger for 
his views and advice, and that was stated also in that sta- 
tement that we issued at the time. 


0 But you're not concerned about who it is 
that Dr. Kissinger is working for, whether it's another 
government or another sort of political association of a 
non-governmental character? 


A I think the Secretary is quite confident 
that when Dr. Kissinger speaks with him, he's giving him his 
personal judgments and it doesn't reflect a conflict of interest. 


0 Can I ask one more thing about the -- there 
were reports yesterday from Israel in the Israeli press that 
Israeli air force fighters are overflying the Bekaa area. 











ll 


Can you tell us something about how does the U.S. see 
these things now days in light of the Habib agreement and 
the talks for peace and Israeli/Lebanese negotiations? How 
do you see such overflights? 


A I don't really have a reaction to that. 
This is the kind of issue which -- I mean, I can't confirm 
it's happening for one thing. I'm not saying it isn't hap- 
pening, but I just can't confirm it. 


It's the kind of issue, if it is happening, if 
it's of concern to the Government of Lebanon, which would be an 
issue to be discussed between the Lebanese and the Israelis. 
I'm not going to try to address it from here. I don't think 
this is the appropriate forum from which to address it. 


0 Any comment on the report that the Polish 
Government is going to allow the PLO to participate in the 
ceremonies for the commemoration of the Warsaw Ghetto? 


A No, I hadn't heard that particular report. 
No, I don't have anything for you. 


e) Alan, does Ambassador Negroponte still 
flatly deny calling the Boland Amendment a “legal 
triviality?” I ask that because a second Congressman who 
was present now has come forward and said that he did say it. 


A John, I've heard that but I don't have 
anything beyond what we said yesterday, which was a flat 
denial and was based on a conversation with the Ambassador. 
So I wouldn't expect to take it beyond that. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Let me just say on 
the situation in Beirut, the President, as you know, has 
issued a statement. I anticipate that within the next hour, 
perhaps less, the Secretary will be issuing a statement, and 
I therefore do not have a particular statement to give you 
from here. 


Before we go onto questions, let me, however, make 
an announcement on a different subject, and then we can turn 
it over to what you're interested in. 


An announcement regarding Nicaraguan seizure of 
American citizens. On April 15, Nicaraguan patrol boats 
intercepted and seized two Costa Rican sport fishing boats 
off Barra de Colorado in Costa Rican waters. Three American 
citizens, one of them over 70 years old, and their two Costa 
Rican guides, were forceably taken to Bluefields, Nicaragua. 


The Nicaraguan Government denied permission to 
Costa Rica to send a plane to Bluefields to transport the 
five persons back to Costa Rica on April 15. On April 16, 
they were flown to Managua, and then driven to the Costa 
Rican border. Costa Rican authorities arranged for their 
return to San Jose later that day. 


We are protesting to the Nicaraguan Government 
this irresponsible act carried out against American and 
Costa Rican citizens well within Costa Rican waters, and the 
abduction of American citizens to Nicaragua. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
0 We can have copies? 
A Yes. 


8) What form of protest? Was this a verbal pro- 
test, a diplomatic protest? 


A I don't have specifics on the protest. 
8) Alan, can we go back to Beirut. What do you 


know in terms of casualties, and also do you have any indi- 
cation who did it? 








A On the second, in terms of who did it, no. I 
understand there have been press accounts of three different 
groups who claimed responsibility. 


In terms of casualties, I don't have anything I 
can give to you at this point. The situation is confused. 
Obviously, there are a number of injured as well as dead, 
and we want to be very careful to put out accurate infor- 
mation. We recognize that speed is important, but we think 
that accuracy is also very important in this situation. 


Q There are several reports from the hospital 
that at least six American Marines are verified to be dead. 


A I can't confirm that. I'm aware of those 
reports. We do not have reports which confirm that infor- 
mation. I think we have to be very careful, as I said, ina 
situation, where there's obviously tremendous turmoil and 
confusion, to be very careful about what we're saying, and 
that does not accord with our information as of this point. 


8 Can you give us what you do know? Can you go 
through the chronology of what happened? 


A I don't have much beyond what we said this 
morning. I think we presented some guidance on this. I 
guess, going by press accounts, it was approximately 6:05 
this morning our time that a massive explosion took place at 
the Embassy; that. there were obviously a number of injuries, 
as well as deaths; that Ambassador Dillon was in touch by 
telephone with the State Department from his residence after 
that. Apparently, he had pulled himself out, or had been 
helped out of rubble in his own office, got to his resi- 
dence, made the call and began giving situation reports at 
that point. 


Ambassador Habib was not at the Embassy. He 
and Ambassador Draper and others were at a meeting away from 
the Embassy. Ambassador Habib also called in. Fire and 
rescue/police were all at the Embassy fairly quickly. 
That's about where we are. 


Q Alan, how many people are assigned to the 
Embassy, diplomats -- 


A I don't have a specific number. I asked 
about this. Part of the problem is we don't know how many 
were there among the permanent staff, how many TDY people 
were there. Normally, I'm told that it is roughly a 30 to 35 
figure. 











Q That includes everybody? 


A Includes everybody. But, again, we don't 
know how many people were actually there, and how many TDY 
personnel were there so I don't know that you can use that 
figure as any guide, really. 


e) But, basically, there are about 30 to 35 
diplomats and American support staff? 


A That's my understanding. I will try to check 
this out further as we go through the day, but that's what 
I've got at this point. 


Q Including the Marines? 
A Including the Marine guards. 
Q That includes the Marine guards? 


A That's what I was told. But I think if we 
can check this out and give you more precise information 
later, we'll do that. 


Q Is there a Lebanese civilian staff you can 
add to that or is that part of that figure? 


A No, it's certainly not part of the figure. I 
don't know what the size of the Lebanese civilian staff is. 


0 Could you be anymore specific or go into any- 
more detail about Ambassador Dillon's telephone call? I 
know that normally you don't deal with diplomatic exchanges, 
but in this case could you tell us anymore about how he 
described his own involvement and how he had described the 
situation there? 


A Pretty much the way I've described it to you. 
He indicated that it was a massive explosion. He indicated 
that there was serious damage to the building. That there 
was fire; that there were injuries at that particular time. 
He had no information on any deaths whatsoever. But 
obviously that was the very first report he could get out 
and get back to us. So lI think that in terms of what was 
going on at that time, it probably is not fair to go back 
and look at that as a representative account. 


Q No, but you said that he himself was in the 
building, trapped in the building for sometime. 


A I don't know how long he was there. He cer- 
tainly called within an hour of the time the explosion took 











4 


place. I might say that his report was crisp and factual, 
and he obviously was very much in charge of his operation 
there. He then went back, came back, and reported later. I 
think subsequently there were other communications 
established. 


Q Can you tell us about the status of his wife? 
Was she in the building, and what about other -- 


A I don't have specific inforiation on other 
people. 


Q How would we characterize the security at the 
Embassy, particularly our ability to thwart this sort of an 
attack? 


A I don't have a characterization to give you 
of that. I don't even know specifically what happened in 
terms of where the bomb was when it went off. That's the 
kind of thing we just don't have details on. There are a 
number of reports about this, some of them are conflicting. 
I think it would be inappropriate to try to comment until we 
really have more detail. 


0 A follow-up. I understand the Embassy was 
included in the security enhancement program that was put 
into effect in the wake of the hostage-taking in Teheran. 
Was that completed, and was that partly directed at pre- 
venting bombing attacks? 


A I don't know, and I'm not sure we could get 
into that specific question for obvious reasons. 


0 Have there been any military moves to either 
re-enforce -- excuse me, to supplement or to somehow further 
protect the Marine contingent in Lebanon because some of the 
reports indicated that some of the Marines moved up from 
south of Beirut to around the Embassy? 


A I think that they did move up to form, in the 
immediate aftermath of the bombing, to form some sort of a 
perimeter. But I think I would really have to refer you to 
the Pentagon with regard to that. 


Again, this was an attack against the Embassy, not 
against the IDF -- not the IDF, the MNF. 


0 There seems to be some fear that there may be 
a trend at work here, and that there could be attacks 
against the IDF, and I'm just wondering -- 


A The MNF. You're picking up my mistake. 








Q The MNF, and I'm wondering if there is con- 
cern about that and if there's anything being done to sort 
of ward off that? 


A I don't know. In response, or regard to this 
specific incident, I'm sure that would heighten concerns, 
but there has been concern with incidents over the past 
several weeks. As you know, there was some change in the 
Marines’ pattern of whether their weapons were loaded or 
not. But, again, this is something I really would have to 
refer you to the Pentagon to address. 


6) There are reports that Lebanese security has 
warned, or informed the commanders of the French, Italian, 
English and American Marine contingents there to be on guard 
against possible attacks later today. Have you heard 
anything about that? 


A I don't have anything. But, again, for security 
reasons, I don't think I would be able to dig into that for 
you either. 


6) To follow that up, if I may, from what you 
know, Alan, of the politics of the area, can you speculate 
as to who -- what group might wish to single out the U.S. 
Embassy? 


A No, I don't think I would want to do that. 


e) Had there been any advance warning, any 
calls that a bomb might -- a bomb threat, or a bomb might go 
off? 


A I'm not aware of any specific warning that 
would have been related to this incident. 


Q The explosion that was described now, do you 
know if it's a car bomb; if it's a time bomb that was placed 
in the Embassy or what is it? 


A Don't. There were some initial indications 
that it was a car bomb. I can't confirm that. Again, I 
think that this is the kind thing that during subsequent 
investigation we will find out about. 


0 Does this have any effect, one way or the 
other, on the Secretary's contemplating a visit to the 
Middle East? 








A I have no information on that. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the reports 
that the car that was involved had phony diplomatic plates 
on it? 


A Again, that's assuming there was a car. I've 
seen a report which talked about a car with diplomatic plates 
crashing the gate, and so on. I don't know whether 
that's an accurate report or not. 


Q Ambassador Dillon didn't report any of that? 
A Not in the coversations I'm aware of, no. 


Q You said that there are three groups that 
claim they did the -- 


A That's right. That's what I've been told. 
Q Do you have the names of these groups? 


A No, I don't. They've been on the wires; it's 
things that are in the wires that I've seen. 


6) I know this is early at this stage of 
investigation, but will the United States Government publish 
the results of the investigation when you finish into the 
bombing of the Embassy; no matter whom was responsible for 
the bombing, and this will make it public and not part of 
Classified documents or whatever it is? 


A I can't comment because part of an assessment 
of this obviously would have to do with security, and I 
don't think we would intend to publish information which 
would degrade security or measures that might be taken to 
enhance security in the future. So I can't say that for 
sure. 


Obviously, in terms of deaths, casualties, that 
kind of thing, and anything we can know about what really 
happened, I think that we would make that information 
available. But I think we're really, as you suggested in 
your question, in much too early a stage to talk about the 
findings. 


0) Can you describe in any detail the rescue 
operations at this point? Are Marine divers, for example, 
looking for people who might be found in the water? 
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A Can't tell you. I've nothing on that. I 
suspect that the press is more up to'date on that than any- 
body else. 


8) Alan, did you say that Ambassador Habib 
called in here? 


A Yes, he did. He just wanted to be sure -- he 
did not know what the situation was at the Embassy in terms 
of Ambassador Dillon or anybody else being able to get to 
the Department so he called in and said, "I just want to let 
you know what's going on here." He was told Ambassador 
Dillon had already, shortly before that, called in, and that 
was that. 


0 He wasn't there at the time, was he? 


A That's what I said. He was not there, 
Ambassador Draper was not there; their party was all at 
meetings away from the Embassy. 


0 When did the Embassy reopen for business? 
A I don't have -- 


) It was closed all during the fighting between 
the Israelis -- 


A Most of the people were operating out of the 
residence. 


0 Are the American naval units there ships or 
hospitals or something, are they helping in the -- 


A I simply don't know. I think probably the 
Pentagon could help you with that kind of information. 


0 Alan, when you do get some more information 
like this afternoon, can I suggest that you have a briefing? 


A We can look at it. I'm not sure that we're 
going to have information which is going to be any better 
than what you're going to have from your colleagues on the 
scene. We can look at it and see what's feasible. 
Certainly. 


e) What kinds of communications were there with 
the Embassy? Were they radio or telephone, and were they 
all cut? 


om The initial communication was by telephone. 
I can't tell you what the subsequent communications -- 











0 From the residence, not from the Embassy? 


A Yes. That's my understanding. He said he 
was calling from the residence. 


@] I'm asking you what do you know about the 
communications within the Embassy? 


A No, I don't. 

0 Can we change the subject? 

A Yes, let's go ahead with something else. 

0 I was going to ask you if you have any updates 


on three things on Nicaragua. One is the visa for Mr. 
Borges. 





A No, no update. 


--MORE-- 








~ CONT 








@) What about the sugar quotas? 


A Nothing new. 


0 Is there any agreement yet on the Nicaraguan 
envoy, the one they proposed? Has the U.S. accepted him? 

A I have nothing to announce on that. 

Q What comment do you have on Mr. Begin's state- 


ment yesterday that he will not freeze settlements on the West 
Bank even if this will improve relations with Egypt? 


A We have said many times that we regard settle- 
ment activity as an obstacle to peace, and our position in 
this regard has not changed. 


Q May we have a filing break? 
A O.K. Filing break. 


0 I wanted to ask you about a reported 
Presidential letter to President Assad of Syria concerning 
the Golan Heights? Could you -- 


A Well, as is the custom on a country's National 
Day, a congratulatory message was sent from President Reagan 
to President Assad prior to Syria's National Day which was 
April 17. But as is our custom also, Marvin, we informed the 
Syrian Government when delivering the message that we did not 
plan to release the text, but we had no objection if the 
Syrian Government wished to do so. Therefore, we are going to 
leave it to the Syrian Government to decide whether it 
releases -- 


Q In a congratulatory message on a national day, 
do you get into issues of negotiating strategy toward the Golan 
Heights? 


A I'm not going to comment on the substance 
again. If they release it, you'll see what. it says. I will 
reiterate what I said last week, which is that we're not 
telling other people what to do; it's up to others to give 
King Hussein the support that he needs to come to the nego- 
tiating table. 


0 Well, maybe you're jumping ahead of the 
question I haven't asked. I was just wondering if, ina 
congratulatory message, that is the form in which you passed 
On negotiating strategy about the Golan Heights. 
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A Again, Marvin, I just said I'm not going to 
comment on the substance because -- 


Q Is that the regular -- 


A -- because it's up to the Syrian Government to 
release the text. 


On the Golan let me say simply that the fundamental 
basis for resolving the Arab-Israeli conflict is the U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 242, upon which the Camp David 
framework and the President's initiative are firmly founded, 
and that this has application to the Golan as well. 


.O Why did the Secretary decide to let the 
Israelis buy components for the LAVI fighter while the 
Administration is still holding back on the F-1l6s? 


A On the F-l16s, the President made a statement 
and we indicated further the position early in April -- I 
think it was on the first -- and I don't have anything further 
to say about that. As far as the LAVI is concerned, the 
Government of Israel had recently indicated that the LAVI's 
overall schedule required U.S. approval of the systems that 
were addressed this weekend urgently in order to avoid disrup- 
tion of the program. We wanted to be as forthcoming as 
possible in view of the long-term U.S. commitment to Israel's 
security. 


Q Can I please follow up on this? 
A Yes. 


Q The decision to not send the F-l6s at this 
time, I understand it to be for political reasons to accelerate 
the possible withdrawal out of Lebanon. 


A I would refer you to what the President said 
rather than accepting that characterization. 


0 O.K. Let me put it another way: Does the sale 
of American components for the LAVI aircraft, would it help 
what the United States policy is trying to achieve in the 
Middle East right now -- for Israel, I mean? 


A Well, as I think I indicated in my earlier 
answer, the decision on the LAVI is based on broader concerns 
than the immediate situation in Lebanon. Our cooperation on 
military systems is an important aspect of our long-term 
bilateral relationship; the decision on the LAVI should be 


taken from that perspective. 
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Q Different subject do you have anything on 
the appointment of a special envoy to El Salvador? 


A Not a great deal, actually. Let me address in 
general the question of the reports about some sort of agreement 
in principle in which this was included in reports over the 
weekend. 


While we are not prepared to offer any comment on 
specific agreements reached to date with the Subcommittee -- 
that is the House Foreign Operations Subcommittee -- it is 
fair to say that we have been engaged in sustained conver- 
sations on the subject of the Administration's proposed 
reprogramming of $60 million in additional military aid for 
El Salvador. In the course of those conversations, we have 
discussed ways of advancing the process of negotiations 
leading to elections. We are aware of Chairman Long's and the 
Subcommittee's concerns and are actively engaged in arriving 
at a common understanding. Beyond that, we have no time frame 
to offer you. 


0 May we have a copy of that, please, Alan? 
A Yes. 


fe) Will you send some kind of a letter to the 
Chairman when these decisions are made? 


A I don't have anything to offer you in terms of 
the -- 


re) Also, the Chairman of the other subcommittee in 
the Senate had asked for something in writing three or four 
weeks ago. Has that letter been sent to him? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


6) Back to the LAVI thing. This morning, in one of 
the reports that the consideration was mostly commerce and 
financial that the American companies will be losing possibly 
$1 to $1.5 billion, and this is why possibly this was put 
into the consideration that you are talking about a broader 
concern and the security of Israel, that you are afraid that 
Israel was asking Germany and other European countries to buy 
the components or the system. Would this be a fair state- 
ment that the economic consideration was taken into 
consideration? 


A I would give you the rationale which I did 


before. 
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@) Regarding the message to Syria, since there 
are some reports coming from Damascus about the contents of 
that message, would you consider releasing the text here to 
clarify exactly what is in it? 


A No. As I said, we informed the Government of 
Syria that we would not release the text, but if they wished 
to do so, they were free to do that, so I will stick by that. 


0 Would you say that the press reports coming 
from the official Syrian news agency describe the contents of 
that message accurately? 


A I don't recall specifically what was in those 
reports as opposed to other reports. 


@) In connection with this, is it still the U.S. 
understanding -- and this flows from the report out of 
Damascus over the weekend -- that the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon would take place on some kind of 
simultaneous basis, there was an indication from Damascus that 
the Syrians would not leave unless the Israelis had left 
first. 


A Right. The Government of Syria has expressed 
its willingness to withdraw its forces from Lebanon in the 
context of the agreed complete departure of all foreign for- 
ces from the country. As to interpretations of statements 
made this weekend or press articles, editorials, or what- 
have-you coming out of Syria, I really have to refer you to 
the Government of Syria. Our understanding of their 
position remains as it was. 


0) On the LAVI, there were actually two issues to 
be decided. One had to do with the release of the technology, 
and the other had to do with the Israeli desire to use 
American military aid to help pay for the development of the 
plane. 


It wasn't clear yesterday, but my impression is that 
the aid decision was not made over the weekend, that that is still 
pending. Is that right? 


A You're talking about yesterday and FMS 
credits? 


0 Yes. 


A To date, the U.S. has approved the use of FMS 
credits only for the purpose of purchasing engine components 
manufactured in the United States; no other use of FMS has 


been approved. 


0 Does that mean that it is not going to be 
approved in this case? 
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A I can only give you what I've just given 
you. 


‘@) Do you have anything on the China-Vietnam 
fighting? Do we think this is serious? 


A Bernie, I don't have a lot for you on that. We 
are aware of the reports. As you know, there have been inci- 
dents along the Sino-Vietnamese border for a number of years. 
We don't want to speculate on the reasons for the reports of 
increased firings recently, nor on their possibly linkage with 
the situation along the Thai-Kampuchean border. 


e) Alan, can I ask you, last Friday you told 
us that you may have something about the CDC. Do you have 
anything today or can you refer us to something? 


A I don't have anything in terms of a report or 
anything. I don't have anything new beyond what I gave you 
on Friday. 


e) Do you have anything at all on the latest 
arrest of Lech Walesa, in Poland? 


A Well, very briefly, we are aware of the 
reports. We call on the Polish Government to release Mr. 
Walesa and to end this harrassment of him, his family, and his 
close associates. 


.@) I just wanted to ask you, there seems to be a 
pattern. Have you taken this up directly with the Polish 
Government? 


A I don't think I would get into the question of 
diplomatic exchanges on this. Our attitude, approach to this 
is quite clear, however, from a variety of public statements 
we have made. 


'e) Can I ask, would it be possible later in the 
day for you to try to reconstruct for us some of the detail 
that came back from Beirut in these phone conversations? 


A No, I don't think I would do it that way. If 
we have something further, as Jim requested before that we can 
give you that will be useful, we'll do that. But I'm not 
going to try to go through phone conversations. 


0 Do you have anything on General Garcia 
resigning this afternoon? 


A No. 
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0 Again, concerning the explosion in the American 
Embassy in Beirut, the Israeli officials were quick to say 
that that's why we are cautious not to get out of Lebanon. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A No. I would refer you , in terms of our 
approach, to the departure of all the foreign forces, to what 
we have traditionally said and to what the President said this 
morning in the Rose Garden. 


0 In his speech made last Friday and I believe 
also in testimony during the week by Enders, there 
was reference made to some messages to Soviets and Cubans 
regarding the escalation of their military presence in 
Nicaragua (inaudible) Central America. 


Can you flesh out further what this is referring to? 


A I can't answer that. I don't have -- 
0 -- the situation that's been going on. 
A I don't have details. As you note, they were 


in, I think, testimony twice; as well as in the speech as it 
was prepared. 


0 Do you have anything on The New York Times 
article yesterday on the human rights situation in Latin 
America vis-a-vis U.S. Embassies? 





A No. 


0 Do you have any update on the arms flow from 
Nicaragua to El Salvador? Has it increased in the last week? 


A I don't have anything new to give you on that. 


0 Is there anything beyond what you posted on 
April 14? 


A I don't remember what we posted on the 14th, 
but I don't have anything new. 


0 Ambassador Kirkpatrick claims that there has 
been an upswing just in the last week. 


A This past week? 


0 I note guidance to the effect that there 
has been a lull, and I wondered if you could square the two? 
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A I'm not aware of specifics that I can give you 
at this point. 


e) Are any State Department people going up to 
the Hill-- I'm told for a meeting at 4:30 on the House side 
-- to brief them on the Beirut bombing at the Embassy? 


A There may well be something on that, Marvin. I 
don't know of anything that was fixed, but I do know there 
was interest expressed by the Hill, and the House specifically. 





0 Do you know who is going up? 

A There was some talk of Larry Eagleburger 
going up, but again I don't know if that had been firmly 
fixed. 7 

0 In that connection, does this have an effect or 


an impact on the Congressional appropriation funds for the 
rehabilitation of Beirut? 





A I'm not sure why it would, Spence. It's an 
urgent requirement. 


0 In light of the 21) Sidewinders to Israel and 
now «::2 LAVI components to be sold to Israel, do you see any 
revival or putting into force the Memorandum of 
Understanding in a new strategic cooperation between the 
United States and Israel to force some kind of -- 


A I don't have anything new for you on that today. 
0 Do you have anything on the U.S. access 


agreements to Colombian airfields, as indicated in The Post 
article yesterday? 





A Also, one of the FDN leaders, Chamarro 
Rappaccioli, was interviewed by NPR yesterday, and he 
acknowledged receiving funding from the United States, but 
said that they have never tried to interdict arms supplies between 
Nicaragua and El Salvador because they didn't have the means 
to do so and weren't fighting in the area. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No. 


0 Anything on the U.S.-Chinese textile nego- 
tiations to be resumed this week? 
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I don't have a current reading as to when they 


are likely to pick up again. 


0) 
A 


Thank you. 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 19, 1983, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony Of Under Secretary for Security Assistance, Science and 
Technology William Schneider before the House Appropriations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The subject 
is security assistance. 


Also available in the Press Office is a speech by 
Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs Elliott Abrams before the East-West Round Table in 
New York. The subject is human rights. Please note that 
the speech is embargoed until delivery. 


Also, there will be no noon press briefing 
tomorrow here. The Secretary will be appearing before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee at 10:00 a.m. 


Q What's the subject? 
A MX. 
Q Is that appealable, that decision? 


A No. There's no appeal. We've gone through 
this. We will perhaps be briefing during other appearances, 
but in this particular one we won't be. 


I have another announcement regarding deaths in 
Beirut. We regret to announce the death of Mr. Frank John 
Johnston, 47, of New York. Mr. Johnston was serving as 
First Secretary in our Embassy's Economic and Commercial 
Section where he had been assigned since January of this 
year. He had previously served in Singapore, Tehran and 
Bonn. He is survived by his wife Arlette. 


Also, at the request of the Central Intelligence 
Agency we regret to announce the death of Mr. Robert Clayton 
Ames, 49, of Philadelphia. Mr. Ames was Director of the 
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CIA's Office of Analysis for the Near East and South Asia. 
He was in Beirut on consultations at the time of his death. 


2] Spell the last name, please? 


0] Can we have a copy of that announcement? 
A Sure. 


Finally, regarding expulsion of two Cuban U.N. 
Mission Diplomats. On April 18, the U.S. Mission to the 
United Nations requested the Cuban Mission to the U.N. to 
arrange for the departure from this country of two officers 
of the Cuban Mission, Ramon Salup Canto and Joaquin 
Rodobaldo Penton Cejas. 


Although accredited to the United Nations for the 
purpose of engaging in diplomatic activities there, Salup 
and Penton have engaged in hostile intelligence activities 
aimed at the United States in blatant violation of their 
privileges of residence within the meaning of Section 13(b) 
of the headquarters agreement between the United States and 
the United Nations. 


¢) Copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


0 Can you elaborate at all on the type of 
hostile activities, and for what period this was conducted? 


A. It's not our policy to discuss intelligence 
matters. Suffice it to say that both officials engaged in 
hostile intelligence against this country. 

Oo You say it was "blatant," though. 


A Right. 


‘e) You're using the characterization. Why can't 


you tell us what was so blatant? 


A I'll have to stick with that 
characterization. 


2) Could you tell us what “hostil_" is versus 


"non-hostile" intelligence activities? I mean, that's not a 
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A I'll stick by the statement. Let me say that 
the illegal activities of these Cubans have been blatant and 
directed against this country, and they're a serious matter. 
The activities are an abuse of the privileges of residence 
granted to Cuban diplomats at the U.N. and inconsistent with 
their proclaimed diplomatic status and alleged duties at the 
United Nations. 


Diplomats at Cuba's Mission to the United Nations, 
which is the fourth largest mission at the U.N., and larger 
than those of most major world powers, have a record of con- 
tinuing abuse of their privileges of residence. I don't 
have specifics that I can give you about their particular 
activities. 


@) Copy of that, please, Alan? 
A Yes. 


e) What period and how soon must they be 
expelled? 





A I‘m sorry? 


e) When will they leave the country? How much 
time do they have? 


A We have asked that the Cuban Mission assure 
their expeditious departure and assume that this request 
will be promptly honored. 


0 Do you have a figure on how large that 
mission is? 


A I don't. 


0 What's the previous record of misbehavior by 
the Cubans at the United Nations that you alluded to? 


A I don't have a complete record. I can give 
you a little bit, however. 


0 Can you get into the previous expulsions a 
few months ago? 


A These are the fourth and fifth Cuban U.N. 
Mission officers expelled within one year. Two others, 
Mario Monzon Barata and Jose Rodriguez Rodriguez, were 
expelled in July 1982 for deliberate violations of the 
Trading with the Enemy Act. A third, Juan Bandera Perez, 
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was expelled in August of last year on the same grounds. In 
1981, Ricardo Escartin of the Cuban Interests Section in 
Washington was expelled for violating the Trading with the 
Enemy Act. He was also identified as involved in intelli- 
gence gathering activities while in the United States. 


0 These aren't being expelled for trading with 
the enemy, right? This is different. This is a different 
ground. 


A I've given you that it was hostile intelli- 
gence activities aimed at the United States. 


0 Has the Cuban Government had any official 
reaction to this? 


A I can't tell you what they have said in 
response to this. ' 


0 Is this appealable by the Cubans or -- 

A I should think not. 

0 Were these gentlemen in any way arrested, 
picked up at the scene, or whatever you want to call it, 
wherever their activity occurred? 


A I don't have details, but, obviously, action 
of this sort is not taken without proper consideration of 
what is involved. 


e) Could we ask for the guidance for the 
spellings of all these names you've mentioned today? 


A Yes. 
¢] I don't remember an announcement -- 
A There was an announcement. 


0 Was there any involvement in this case by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know. 
Alan, can you at least say if hostile 


0 
intelligence involves any overt actions rather than 
gathering intelligence? 
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A I don't have details, but again I would refer 
you to the language of the announcement. It talked about 
hostile intelligence activities aimed at the United States 
in blatant violation of their privileges of residence. 
That's as far as I can take it. 


e) Can you give us some idea of who these people 
are in the Cuban Mission? 


A No. Why don't you go to the Cuban Mission 
and ask them. 


0 What about the visa denial of the Cuban? Do 
you have anything on that while we're on Cuba? 


A Yes. 
8) Question, please? 


A The question is regarding a visa denial to 
the Vice Minister of Culture. I assume that's whom you're 
talking about. 


Vice Minister Julio Pedro Garcia-Espinosa was 
denied a visa because the United States Government has a 
long-standing policy of denying visas to Cuban State and 
Party officials seeking to enter the United States for pur- 
poses other than conducting bilateral relations or attending 
meetings of international organizations such as the United 
Nations. 


Vice Minister Garcia-Espinosa's visit did not meet 
these criteria. The visa was therefore denied under Section 
212(a)(27) of the U.S. Immigration and Nationality Act which 
excludes those aliens whose activity could be prejudicial to 
the U.S. public interest. 

¢) Do you have anything on Borge? 

No. I don't have anything on Borge. 
Can we get a copy of that? 


Yes. 


o r+ OF PF 


When was the visa denied? Do you have a date 
for that? 


A No. I don't have a date on that. 
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0 Is there any indication. when you might come 
up with a date or -- 


A I would guess it was about two weeks ago. 
0 What did he want to do here? 


A I gather he was going to a film festival or 
film festivals. I'm not sure. I might mention that there 
were five other Cubans connected with the Cuban film 
industry who also applied to come to the U.S. for that same 
purpose who received visas. 


0 Is there any indication when you might decide 
what to do with the visa for Borge? 


A I don't have any time to give you on that 
one. 


0 I would like to go to Beirut now, please. Do 
you have anything now you can say with a little more cer- 
tainty on who's responsible for the Embassy bombing and the 
manner in which it was conducted? 


A No. On the manner in which it was conducted, 
I don't really have anything new. The Lebanese Government 
has undertaken a full and vigorous investigation to bring 
those responsible to justice. While the investigation con- 
tinues, I think I would withhold comment on questions such 
as that, or even who might be responsible. Obviously, as 
you know from the press, a number of dissident groups have 
claimed responsibility. So I'm going to hold off on that. 


0 Do you have an update on the casualty list? 


A I believe that Ambassador Dillon talked about 
this subject this morning. I think he said that there were 
seven confirmed American deaths and eight missing and pre- 
sumed dead. I think those columns have now switched, 
according to my information, that there are eight confirmed 
deaths and seven missing. They have found, obviously, 
another body. 


0 The Pentagon announced yesterday the names of 
the soldiers that were dead. You've announced a Foreign 
Service Officer and a CIA official who was, I guess, on TDY 
there. 


Mr. Eagleburger yesterday said there were two 
Foreign Service Officers and two AID. Is Mr. Ames the other 
Foreign Service Officer? 

















A I don't know what Larry was talking about. 


0 Do you have any other names from other 
agencies? 


A No. I think that AID did make an announce- 
ment of some sort. 


@) We haven't seen it. 


A They, I think, were preparing to do that. 
However, I don't have more than I've given you in terms of 
names. 


0] Do you have any idea where these people were 
when they were killed? 


A No, I don't. 


e) Mr. Ames, can you tell us a little more 
about him? Was he working with the Embassy or -- 


A He was there on consultations. I would 
really refer you to the agency. I don't know how much 
they're prepared to say. In any case, he was who he was, 
and he was out there for consultation. 


2) Can you tell us something about the sequence 
exactly? Was it a pickup truck, was it a car, was it -- 


A No. As I said in answer to another question, 
I don't have details. There are all sorts of accounts of 
what might have happened. I think Ambassador Dillon talked 
about an eyewitness account, but he again was relying on 
what somebody who was there saw. I think what we're going 
to wait to do before commenting officially is for investiga- 
tions to proceed and see what comes out of that. 


‘@] Any travel plans for the Secretary? 


A No. I have nothing new on travel plans for 
the Secretary. 


e) Peter Jennings last night on "Nightline" said 
that the PLO was in charge of protection of the Embassy when 
they were in Lebanon. What do you comment on this 
statement? 


A I think that the fact is that the host 
government under the Geneva Convention is responsible for 
protecting diplomatic personnel and installations. In 
Lebanon as elsewhere around the world we have worked and 











will continue to work closely with the government to assist 
it in performing that role. We're assured that the 
Government of Lebanon is indeed pursuing -- first of ali, 
has carried out its responsibilities, discharged its protec- 
tive responsibilities. 


I would note that in the final analysis there are 
unavoidable risks associated with serving with the U.S. 
Government abroad. Our Foreign Service, military, and other 
public servants, are aware of this and will continue in 
Beirut and elsewhere -- everywhere that men and women are 
serving the U.S. abroad -- to make all possible efforts to 
minimize these risks. 


As far as the PLO is concerned, I don't have spe- 
cific knowledge. I understand that in a time of particular 
tension there had been some cooperation on that particular 
front of a very special and limited nature. I think we've 
talked about that before. But I don't have details on that. 


Q I want to follow this, please, because there 
was a charge this morning by the Israeli Charge’ at the 
Embassy here that the PLO might be involved in the bombing. 
I believe that Mr. Eagleburger said this morning or yester- 
day that there is no evidence that the PLO is involved in 
this bombing. So could you make the position clear about 
the PLO involvement or non-involvement in this matter? 


A I can't make anything clear in the sense that 
there has not yet been an investigation, but I'm not aware of 
any evidence at this point that would suggest PLO 
involvement. 


Q Considering the Lebanese have yet to finish 
their investigation of Sabra and Shatila, do you have any 
confidence that they're going to be able to handle this | 
investigation with any speed? 


A It's evident from what we know about what 
they've done at this point in terms of investigation on the 
scene and so on -- which I don't want to go into more detail 
about at this -- maybe they're talking about it out there, 
but I'm not prepared to here -- that they are pursuing this 
vigorously. 


Q With any kind of a deadline in mind as to 
when they are going to have any kind of results? 


A I don't know about deadlines. 
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Q I wonder how we're involved in the 
investigation? To what degree are we getting into this? 


A Our security people out there are 
cooperating. The investigation essentially is a respon- 
sibility of the Lebanese Government, but we are fully 
cooperating with them. d 


Q Are we sending people from here to help? 


A I'm not aware at this point of our doing 
that. I would think that if they requested it, we will 


certainly consider that most sympathetically, but I don't 


have any information that they have asked for that. 


Q I want to ask you if Eagleburger and/or 
Veliotes are going out there? 


A I don't have anything to give you at this 


point on that. I wouldn't rule that out, but I don't have 


anything on that at this point. 


Q I thought you said that you were satisfied 
that Lebanon carried out its protective responsibilities. 


A ¥es. 


Q What makes you conclude that? 


A It's a judgment about how things functioned 


and what could be done and so on. I think, as I said 
earlier, and as I think Larry Eagleburger pointed out on 
"Nightline," there's only so much you can do if you're 


trying to function effectively. You can't seal yourself off 
from the world. You do what you can, but there are compro- 
mises between being a fortress and being an Embassy, and you 


have to function. 


-~- MORE -- 
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e) Let me follow this. Are you saying that your 
satisfied that the Lebanese perimeter guards performed their 
job properly in this case? 


A I‘ve said that we're sure that they 
discharged their protective responsibility. I really can't 
talk to the specifics of this case beyond that since we 
don't know what the facts are. We have various, so-called 
eyewitness reports, some of them -- I think it simply 
remains to be seen and for the investigators to work that 
out. 


e) What about the GAO report that points out 
that three or four years ago, after what happened in 
Islamabad and at Tehran, it was decided that security had 
to be upgraded in at least 25 embassies which were on a 
classified list, in dangerous parts of the world, and so far 
that work has been disorganized and has lagged. Only about 
four of the 25 embassies have had a security upgrading. 

Have you anything on that? 


A I don't. I really don't know what the speci- 
fics would be. 


0 What is the problem? Is it money? 
A As I say, I don't have specifics. 


0 Do you have anything to say about the -- 
there have been some suggestions on the FBIS from Beirut of 
warnings of additional attacks on other U.S. targets 
following yesterday's attack. Do you have any comment on 
that? Is there any stepped-up security being taken outside 
the Embassy compound? 


A I think that it is fair to assume that in the 
wake of an incident of this sort people are heightened in 
their vigilence against possible attack or incidents, and 
that, indeed, would be the case here. 


I don't have specifics to give you as to what 
measures might be taken. But, obviously the Marines were 
deployed in the perimeter around the Embassy building itself 
yesterday together with others providing protection there. 

I think that it's a fair assumption that there's been some 
beefed-up protection, generally speaking, there, but I don't 
have specifics to share with you. 


ane 
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Q Anything on any other additional threats? 
Has the U.S. received them or -- 


A I'm frankly not aware of additional threats. 
I don't want to try and rule out that somebody someplace 
hasn't said something. 


Q Yesterday, Barry Go'dwater called for the 
removal of Marines from Lebanon. .<«c" your reading of 
Congress, do you think this senti«.. is growing, or do you 
think it's waning? Is it still a ..use for concern for you? 


A I think that the President addressed yester- 
day, Or approached the issue, and said we will do what is 
necessary. That's a paraphrase. I refer you to his full 
statement on that. 


I didn't get the sense, and I think if you look at 
what Nick Veliotes said this morning, for example on televi- 
sion, I think he also reflected that we didn't have the 
sense that there was a ground-swell of opinion. This was 
not an attack on the Multinational Force. It was a cowardly 
attack against an Embassy. We are certainly not -- to not 
coin a phrase, we're not going to cut and run. 


Q Alan, just before I came in, I was informed 
that both the appropriate House and Senate Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittees are in the course of considering the '84 
foreign aid authorization legislation. They may have even 
passed it by now. 


We're dealing with language that would place 
restrictions on the President's ability to send more Marines 
to Beirut by requiring them either to consult with or get 
the permission of Congress before he can do that. Do we 
have a position on that? 


A We do. I think that Larry Eagleburger 
addressed it this morning when he came out from a briefing 
he gave up on the dill. I guess I would really prefer that 
you use the words that he used this morning. 


Q I haven't seen it. 


A I'm sure they've been reported. The basic 
thrust is simply that we think we need the flexibility in 
negotiating with the various parties on numbers and 
deployment pattern, and so on, to be able to make that 
effective. Then, we would of course be going to the 
Congress for authorization for that. 


G1? ss 











12 


¢] Yinere are some people who are saying the fact 
that the Lebanese security forces weren't able to prevent 
this attack indicated the Lebanese are incapable of taking 
upon themselves the responsibility for security all around 
Lebanon. 


A I think I addressed that yesterday, and our 
position on the overall effort to move towards a settlement 
in Lebanon, to get all the foreign forces out and allow the 
Lebanese to exercise sovereignty throughout their own 
terrority while at the same time paying appropriate atten- 
tion and serious attention to Israeli security concerns is 
unchanged. That is with specific regard to your question. 


0 The question is a question of judging their 
capabilities. 


A That's right, and that answer takes into 
account that question. We obviously think that adequate 
measures can be taken by the Lebanese. 


We're talking here about a terrorist incident. 
Terrorists’ incidents, unfortunately, happen lots of places. 
As I said before, in terms of an embassy, you don't have a 
fortress; you have an establishment t!iat's doing business 
with people. You cannot simply create an impregnable 
fortress and pretend to carry out the proper functions of an 
embassy. 


6) How soon do you expect to be sending new 
diplomats to those posts in Beirut to replace the diplomats 
who were -- 


A I can't answer that question. I will say, 
though, that at this point in Beirut, the Embassy there is, 
despite this tragic loss and trauma, moving ahead in a pro- 
fessional, methodical way, setting up offices in nearby 
buildings. They're moving to resume normal -- to the 
extent that “normal” is an applicable word here -- but nor- 
mal embassy functions. 


I don't think at this point they had actually 
resumed consular functions but I understand that, in fact, 
that, too, is to be resumed soon. 


) But it was suggested that one of the loca- 
tions to be used for consular offices was a hotel just down 
the street from the Embassy, or not far from there, but 
that's a rather vunerable position. 
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A I can't comment on specific locations. I 
don't know. 


Q The Italian Government has called for a 
reunion or meeting between the commanders of the MNF for -- 


A Excuse me, who called? 


Q The Italian Government. Do you know anything 
about that, if the meeting is going on? 


A I don't know. 
Q Can we have a filing break? 
A Any objection? Okay, filing break. 


Q The Chinese Premier in Canberra said today, 
at a news conference, that he wants to have talks with 
President Reagan. Is that, in your view, a change of the 
Chinese position? Does that advance the possibility of a 
visit here at all, or is that a restatement of desire on 
both parties for a conference? 


A I've seen only one press account which 
suggested that. I saw another which talked about other 
aspects of US-PRC relations without mentioning that speci- 
fic point. I don't think that I can comment. 


First of all, I'm not sure how accurate that 
report is. Second of all, I would simply point out to you 
that there have been on-going consultations, that an invita- 
tion is out there, has been accepted in principle by Premier 
Zhao, but there's nothing new in terms of a visit. 


Q Can you give us any insight on the border 
warfare that's going on between China and Vietname at this 
time? 


A No, nothing beyond what I offered, I think, 
yesterday. 


Q Any comment on the departure of General 
Garcia? 


A Yes, I have something on that. As announced 
yesterday, President Alvaro Magana has accepted the resigna- 
tion of Minister of Defense Garcia which was submitted on 
March 18. 


Through his steady 3-1/2 year leadership, Defense 
Minister Garcia helped guide El Salvador through a turbulent 
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period that led to a democratically-elected Assembly in 
March 1982. Under his stewardship, the armed forces of El 
Salvador have been firmly committed to social and economic 
reforms. 


This reform process will be continued when presi- 
dential elections are held later this year. He has sup- 
ported the Government of El Salvador's efforts to create 
democratic institutions, and we wish him well in his civi- 
lian endeavors. 

0] Can we get a copy? 

A Copy. 

0 I thought I heard you say March 18. 


A That's correct. I understand his resignation 
was actually submitted on March 18. 


Q Do you know when -- 
A I don't, no. 


Q Do you have any comment on the assumption to 
the same post of the head of the National Guard? 


A About -- 
His replacement. 


His replacement -- General Vides Casanova? 


o Fr DO 


That's the one. 


A At this point, General Vides Casanova's 
appointment to serve as Defense Minister has been announced, 
but not yet confirmed by the Constituent Assembly. 


Our only comment at this juncture would be that 
our human rights concerns are fully understood, in terms of 
those issues that I've just been addressing, by the 
Government of El Salvador. We fully expect that if his 
appointment is confirmed, General Vides Casanova would bring 
a commitment to the full range of democratic reforms and the 
war effort to his new position. 


Q Can this be interpreted as a slight concern 
that this man was chosen? 


A No, I don't think I would interpret it that 


: way. 
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Q Just one second. What about his being the 
head of the National Guard? The National Guard has one of 
the worst records, and that's been admitted on the record by 
U.S. officials. They are alleged to be responsible for the 
deaths of nuns, for a massacre in Soyo Pango, for many 
things. Do you have any concern about that? 


A I think I'll stick with what I've just given 
you. 


Q Has the United States ever worked with 
General Casanova in terms of providing military aid to the 
National Guard? 

A I don't know. 

Q Could you take that question? 


A I think I'd ask you to address that to the 
Pentagon which would have been the liaison for that. 


Q Is there now an agreement in principle between 
the Department and Congressman Long? 


A I don't have anything to advance what I gave 
you yesterday on that. 


Q You didn't advance anything yesterday. 
A I gave you something on that, but I don't 


have anything to advance beyond that. I just said we were 
in discussions with them, and I didn't have anything -- 


Q So you don't have any agreement, as yet? 
A No. 
Q Alan, do you have anything on the -- can you 


give us anything on the Polish Charge's appearance here at 
the State Department today? Is it related to events now 
going on? 

A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything on Walesa's trials and 
tribulations? 


A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 
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° Back on Central America, I wanted to ask you 
if there was any decision yet on the sugar quotas? 


A No. 
8] The Nicaraguan envoy who was proposed? 
A No, nothing new on that. 


'@) Anything on the visit-of King Hussein back to 
the States? Any date, any approximate date or anything? 


A No. I've heard nothing to suggest that's 
planned or imminent. 


e) He is expected, though, isn't he? 


A No. I'm not aware that he's expected. 
Obviously, he's welcome whenever he wants to come, but I'm 
not aware that there's any planning for such a visit. 


Q I'm referring to when he was here last, we 
were told by a senior official that the King will be back 
following his consultations -- 


A As I say, I'm not aware of any planning, or 
expectation of a specific visit at this point. 


@) Alan, can you confirm that Dr. Henry 
Kissinger is staying in the residence of Maxwell Rabb in 
Rome? 


A No. 

0 Can you comment on this article -- 

A Sorry, Bill Colby's article? 

@) Yes, do you have anything on that? 

A I don't. 

6) Do you have any reaction to reports from 


Buenos Aires that an Argentine judge is seeking extradition 
of Michael Townley from the United States? 


A Very little. We've read the press report. 
As you're aware, Michael V. Townley is currently serving a 
sentence for crimes committed in connection with the murder 
of Orlando Letelier and Ronnie Moffit in 1976. 


Neither the Department of Justice nor the 
Department of State has received a request for the extradi- 
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tion of Mr. Townley, and any comment on possible legal 
action at this time would be inappropriate. 


Q Do you have anything on the meetings in 
Panama City that have begun today? 


A I didn't have a specific report this morning 
that they've begun. I'll take your word for it that they -- 


Q They're beginning today. 


A I don't have detailed information on the 
agenda and the format. But, in general, let me say that we 
look to a regional meeting as a potentially important step 
by providing an opportunity for the countries of the area to 
discuss the regional issues of concern to all the countries 
of Central America, such as peace and the development of 
democratic institutions. 


Q Does the State Department consider what's 
going on in Panama City to be such a meeting? 


A I think that we would look to such a regional 
meeting as a potentially important step. I can't take it 
beyond that. I don't know what's going to happen specifi- 
cally there. 


Q Yesterday you said, about the Government of 
Syria, that I agreed to complete its withdrawal from 
Lebanon upon completion of foreign forces withdrawal, espe- 
cially the Israelis. 


A No, I did not say that. 


Q Something about that we'll withdrawal when 
the Israelis will begin to withdraw; something like that. 


A Why don't you look at the specific words I 
used? I think it said that they had agreed to withdraw in 
the context of an agreement for the total withdrawal of all 
the foreign forces. 


What's your question? 


Q Was this position delegated by you to the 
Israeli Government, or does the Israeli Government know 
about this, because Mr. Arens, when he was on ABC Sunday, he 
almost said that we are sort of preparing ourselves, if I 
could understand him right, to a possible confrontion or 
military situation with Syria? 





A I've given you our position. I think the 
Israelis are aware of our views on this, and I don't have 
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any particular comment on Mr. Arens' statement. 


0 Alan, on the Mexico visit, is there any for- 
mal readout, and can we expect any briefing when they come 
back? 


A I don‘t have a readout. I‘m leaving that to 
the party. We can look into the question, if there is suf- 
ficient interest, of a briefing here. d 


Is there a lot of interest here? I see about 
three hands. All right. I'll pass it on. 


0 Did any U.S. official meet with the Spanish 
Foreign Minister when he was in Mexico City this week? 


A I don‘t know. 
0 Can you take it? 


A No. I think if you have somebody down there 
who could ask the party, why don't you do that? 


0 Alan, do you have any comments on reports 
that Dr. Henry Kissinger was questioned by magistrates in 
Rome yesterday on the subject of the death of Aldo Moro? 

A No. I don't have any information at all. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
e 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. Available in the Press Office are the testimonies 
of Secretary Shultz and Assistant Secretary for 
International Organization Affairs, Gregory Newell, before 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on 
Justice, State and the Judiciary. The subject is the 
Department's appropriations. 


There will be a background briefing on EC 
President Gaston Thorn's visit today at 2:00 p.m. in Room 
2207. 


Q Was it 2207? 


A 2207. The Secretary will deliver a keynote 
address at the Save the Children Distinguished Service 
Awards Luncheon honoring Mr. Rafiq B. Hariri, Chairman 
and General Manager of OGER International, and Saudi OGER 
and Mr. Ralph P. Davidson, Chairman of the Board of the 
Time, Inc. The event will take place from 12:00 to 2:00 
p.m., Wednesday, April 27 at the Washington Marriott Hotel, 
the Western Ballroom. The Secretary is scheduled to make 
his remarks at 1:37 p.m. 





fe) Subject? 


A I don't have a specific subject. Obviously, 
it is children. If you plan to cover the event, please 
inform Jonathan Deull or Betty Woodward at 822-8426 of Save 
the Children. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
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0 Does that mean the Secretary is not going 
anywhere before Wednesday? | 

A I don't have anything new for you. The 
situation remains as it was. 

0 Do you have the phone number? 

A The phone number again? Sure. 822-8426. 

¢) Can you make available that statement for 
the spellings of the various names? 

A Sure. 

0 Do you have anything for us regarding Syrian 


troop movements in Lebanon? There are reports from Israel 
today of warnings that Israel said Syria is preparing for 
war? 


A Don't have anything on that. 
6) Apparently at the Appropriations Committee, in 


a response from a question from Senator Specter, or a state- 
ment by Senator Specter, the Secretary -- 


A Which committee? 

0 Appropriations. 

A This morning? 

Q This morning, yes. The Secretary suggested 


that the Administration might be thinking in terms of 
sending more Marines or other troops to Lebanon. Is that 
the Administration's intention? 


A I didn't hear what the Secretary said. We 
have said all along that at an appropriate time when there 
is agreement, we can look at what's necessary. As we're 
working that out, we'll see what might be appropriate. But 
that's the context in which one would address that issue. 


Q Is it being actively addressed right now in 
terms of a specific number of troops to go in the immediate 
future? 


A Without leading one way or another, I don't 
think I would get into the question of what considerations 
maght be going on in that regard or any other with respect 
to any agreements. 

















@) Has there been any request from the 
Government of Lebanon to send further troops? 


A I think that we've talked about Lebanese 
requests and so on in the past. I don't have anything new 
to add to what we've said about that. 


re) Alan, just to be clear, were you saying that 
no troops -- no Marines would be sent to Lebanon; no addi- 
tional Marines sent to Lebanon unless there is an agreement? 


A What I said is we would consider -- again, I 
don't know what specifically the discussion was this 
morning, but we would consider what contributions might be 
necessary. To go back to what we said here before, whether 
an expansion of the Multinational Force would be 
appropriate, whether an expansion of its role; if so, or 
even if not, whether an expansion of its personnel would be 
appropriate. If so, whether we would contribute more .forces 
to that. All that would be considered in the context of an 
agreement and what the provisions of that agreement would 
be. 


9 I didn't understand it before it was to be 
that there would be no consideration of an increase unless 
there were an agreement. In other words, everything now is 
within the context of an agreement? 


A I think we have said that we would have to 
see what would be required. I don't think that's new. Go 
back and check what we've said; that's not new. 


0 It's always been in the context of an 
agreement on the withdrawal of foreign forces? 

A That's what I'm talking about. 

0 And without an agreement, no additional 
Marines? 

A I don't want to rule absolutely anything 


ever out, but I think that we have always made it clear that 
the consideration would be in the context of the overall 
withdrawal of foreign forces and a settlement there. 


0 On the Syrian front also -- not military 
front -- you may not want to comment about the message to 
President Hafiz al-Assad from President Reagan. But in a way, 
Prime Minister Begin is replying to what he believes what 
the message was as to the annexation of the Golan Heights 
being forever and permanent and unchanged. 

















Do you have any comments about that? 


A We have addressed the issue before of the 
action that Israel took with respect to the Golan. This is 
a subject for international settlement, for negotiations, and 
so on. It's part of ali of this. I don't have anything new 
-- no new position to add to this. There's nothing new on 
that from our part. 


@) You're not confirming that the message did 
touch upon the -- 


A No, I'm not addressing the question of the 
message. As far as the message to Syria on National Day is 
concerned, as I said, that is up to the Syrians to release 
it if they wish to. We said that we would have no objection 
but that we would not be releasing it. 


Q Also on Lebanon, do you know anything about 
the Peace Corps starting a program in Lebanon? 

A I don't. 

0) Could you take that? 

A No. Why don't you ask the Peace Corps. 

@) In a speech he made in Khartoum, President 


Mubarak did confirm that there are contacts between Syria 
and the United States. What can you tell us about that? 


A About -- 

0 Contacts between the United States and 
Syria? 

A We have contacts all the time. We have 


diplomatic -- 
re) Pertaining the Golan Heights or -- 


A No, I don't have anything in particular to 
offer you on that. 


e) A follow-up to this. Minister Arens said 
yesterday that Israel passed a message to the Syrians that 
Israel did not have any offensive plans regarding the 
Syrians in the Bekka Valley. Was the U. S. involved in any 
way in passing this message? 
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A Again, you're asking me to get into diploma- 
tic exchanges, and I just can't do that. 


e) Is the U.S. involved in any way in the issue 
of alleged troop movement in the Bekka Valley? 


, A I don't know how to address that issue. I 
said I had nothing on the alleged movement, Number 1; and 
you're asking me about what we're doing diplomatically, 
Number 2, which I won't get into. 


I wouldn't lead you one way or another with that, 
but just as a matter of principle I wouldn't get into that. 


@) Does Shultz have plans to go to the Middle 
East? 


A As I said before to Bernie, we're no dif- 
ferent from where we were. It's still under consideration. 


@) Who are the Lebanese officials that the 
delegation that went to Beirut are supposed to meet? Are they 
going to be meeting with Foreign Minister Salem or President 
Gemayel? 


A I honestly don't know what the plans are at 
that end. I think that probably our Embassy in Beirut will 
be providing media with the plans at that end. 


fe) Do you have any response to Karen Elliott 
House's piece in the Wall Street Journal yesterday? 





A No. 

om None at all? 

A No. 

8) Do you have anything on the PLO meeting in 
Tunis, anything new that has come out of that? 

A No. 

Q Any comments on it at all? 

@) Anything you'd like to see come out of that? 

A What we want to come out of this whole busi- 


ness is to get the negotiations going, have King Hussein 
come to the table with representatives of the Palestinians. 
But in terms of any specific meetings, or whatever, that's 
not for us to determine. 














re) Have you heard Arafat's statements 
in Eastern Europe about the desirability of an inter- 
national conference, including the PLO; I mean, rejection of 
the Reagan plan? He said it over and over again. 


A He said a lot of different things. I don't 
think I'll address specific reports of remarks of his. . 


Our position on that is quite clear, what we 
think needs to happen. What needs to happen is a decision 
by those to whom King Hussein has been turning for support 
in order to allow him to come to the table. 


0 Anything on El Salvador and Ambassador 
Hinton? Specifically, a request -- 

) Can we stay on the Mideast? 

A No, let's finish the question while we've 


got it. Go ahead. 


0 Specifically a request that he be replaced? 

A A request that he be replaced? 

0 Yes. 

A I know of no such request. 

0 Do you have any comment on the death of Mr. 
Carpio, the guerrilla leader? 

A Yes, I can give you something on that. 

0 What was the question? 

A The question had to do with the death of Mr. 


Carpio, the Salvadoran guerrilla leader. 


It's pretty clear that gang warfare has broken out 
among the insurgents. (Laughter) Both Carpio and Ana Maria 
belong to the "PL, and one could even speculate on the 
internecine <ights which might have led to this. The fact 
remains, however, that all this seems to be going on in 
Nicaragua. 


Our Embassy in Managua has confirmed that the 
Nicaraguan Interior Ministry communique reported in today's 
press was issued yesterday. The Nicaraguan communique states 
that guerrilla leader Salvador Cayetano Carpio committed 
suicide April 12 "disheartened and shocked by the irrefu- 
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table evidence" that "one of his most trusted men," a 
Salvadoran and member of the Central Command of the Peoples' 
Liberation Forces, the FPL, masterminded the assassination 
of his second-in-command, Commandante Ana Maria in Managua 


on April 6. 


Q Gee, Alan, I thought you were going to 
express sorrow at his untimely death. (Laughter) 

0 Can we get a copy? 

A Copy? Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment on this piece of 


news coming from Algiers, saying that the Polisario Front 
has declared itself ready for talks with the U.S. 
Government? 


A The Polisario Front -- no, I don't have a 
comment on it. 


Q Alan, the other day I asked if you had any 
comment on Bill Colby's article, and my impression was that 
you didn't because it had just happened that day. 

A No, I don't. Period. 

Q There won't be any? 

Q Could you tell us -- back on Carpio -- do 


you have any reason to believe that he did not commit 
Suicide? Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on that beyond what 
has been stated. 

0 But your "gang warfare," that doesn't 
necessarily apply to his taking his own life? 

A I think that if you look at what the state- 
ment said about who was involved in the murder and so on -- 

0 Okay. Do you have -- 

A I don't have any information one way or 


another on that. I'm not trying to make a judgment. 


te) I understand. Do you have anything on the 
state of negotiations in Panama City today? 


A No, I do not. 


--MORE-- 








Q Do you have anything on the Spanish Prime 
Minister saying he supports Contadora? 


A No. 


@) And, finally, is Ambassador Briggs in Panama 
holding talks with Central American Foreign Ministers during 
these Contadora meetings in Panama City? 


A I'm not aware that he is. Why don't I check 
and see if I have anything on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything regarding renewed 
Fighting, intensified fighting, in Cambodia, the Vietnamese? 


A No. I have nothing new today on that. We've 
talked about that before, about cross-border shooting and 
incidents and so on. I don't have anything beyond what I 
said. 


e) On Latin America still. Any comment on the 
Libyan planes in Brazil? 


A Yes. I can give you some more on that. Why 
don't you specifically -- I mean, it's a little hard. I 
don't have anything that's sort of a general statement. 


0 There are reports that it was U.S. intelli- 
gence that sort of clued the Brazilians into looking at 
these planes. 


A Let me say two things, then. One is that -- 
well, they're related. We were not asked for nor 
did we offer advice or suggestions as to the detention of 
the aircraft or the disposition of its cargo, and prior to 
the official Brazilian decision to seize the aircraft, the 
Brazilians did not communicate their intentions to us. 


0 But before the planes landed, was the U.S. in 
touch with the Brazilian Government about the fact that 
Libyan planes were on their way? 


A I can't say. I don't know. I think that the 
Brazilians were certainly aware that the planes were coming. 
They had obviously gotten landing rights. I think you 
Ought to turn to them in terms of what their feelings were 
and why they made their decision to search them. 


0 But you're saying sort of after the fact the 
U.S. hasn't said anything about what should be done once the 











planes got there. But before the planes got there, was the 
U.S. advising what might be on the plane? 


A I say, we were not asked for nor did we offer 
any advice or suggestions as to the detention of the 
aircraft or the disposition of the cargo. 


e) Do we know the origin of the arms? There are 
reports they were actually made in Brazil, and the 
Brazilians sold them to Libya? 


A I saw that. The basic answer to your 
question is no, but I must say in reading that report it 
sounded to me somewhat like surmise, because Brazil has sold 
arms to Libya in the past rather than some sort of factual 
report. 


Q Did the United States in any form or fashion 
offer any advice, suggestion, whatever, to the Brazilians 
regarding the ultimate destination of those aircraft? 


A Again, I say we were not asked for nor did we 
offer advice or suggestions as to the detention of the 
aircraft or the disposition of the cargo. I'm not sure what 
more I can -- 


0 Was the United States aware in advance of the 
plane's actual landing or flight over Brazilian airspace, 
that there were such planes coming in, that they held simi- 
lar cargo to what may be on board? 


A You're asking me to get into an issue that 
touches on intelligence, and I wouldn't do that. But, as I 
said, the Brazilians did not communicate their intentions to 
us prior to taking their decision. 


0) Two questions. Was this, so far as you know, 
a usual route for the transport of military supplies into 
Nicaragua? Is this the first time you know that Libya has 
been transporting -- 


A I don't know, Marvin. I can't comment. I 
would certainly say it was not a usual route in the sense 
that -- I'm not aware that this is a common event. Whether 
it's been done before or not, I guess you'd have to ask the 
Brazilians and the Libyans and the Nicaraguans. 


@) One of the planes, I understand was a 
Hercules. Do you know whether it was one of the Hercules 
sold by the U.S. to Libya during the Carter Administration? 
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A I don't know. 
0] Could you check that, please? 


A I don't know how we would check that. I 
think if you could get information from Brazil on what 
aircraft it was and go to the Pentagon with a tail number or 
something, maybe they could tell you. 


0 Do we know what was on board? 


A My understanding is that they have not 
unloaded those planes, based on press reports. I saw 
something this morning in the paper which suggested they 
were going to unload them in the presence of a lot of obser- 
vers, sO I think we can wait. 


@] Let me try to get this: Did the United 
States at any time prior to the flight over Brazilian 
airspace communicate in any way with respect to those planes 
with Brazilian Government officials? 


A Again, I think I've given you a statement on 
this in general. I'm not going to try to go -- 


@ But that doesn't answer that question. 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
diplomatic correspondence beyond -- or communication, rather 
beyond what was said. I think that I have substantively 
addressed that issue. 


0 Alan, back on the route, do you have how they 
got to Brazil? I mean, did they stop in West Africa to 
refuel, which they presumably must have done, because this 
C-130 couldn't have gone that far. 


A I don't have any information I can give you 
on that. 


0 You don't know where they stopped before they 
landed at Recife? 


A I don't have information I can give you on 
that. 


0 Alan, there was a report that there were some 
Russians in the planes. To your knowledge, is this correct? 


A I don't have any information on that. I've 
seen those reports, but I can't confirm that. 
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@) Do you have any observation on what this 
means in terms of the political or military situation? If, 
in fact, this is where they're getting their arms? 


A No. I think that the question of this ship- 
ment was addressed yesterday, and I would refer you back to 
what was said. I think Larry Speakes addressed it. I think 
we addressed it through guidance available here, and I don't 
have anything beyond that to say. 


e) Alan, with all respect, your initial state- 
ment was so specific that it really doesn't respond to the 
general question as to the proposition of whether the United 
States was in contact with Brazil over this flight prior to 
its appearance over Brazilian airspace. 


A With all respect, you've got my answer. 


@) The American Ambassador was invited to talk 
with the Foreicn Minister and to some high advisers of the 
Brazilian President the night before yesterday, before the 
Brazilian Government issued statements in public about it. 


Do you know what was the nature of the 
conversation? 


A No, I don't. 


@) Has there been any communication with the 
Libyans in any fashion? 


A We don't usually have direct communications 
with the Libyans. 


0 I know, but through our Interests Section or 
anything? 


A I'm not aware that we have been in com- 
munication with them. I think that our attitude toward this 
is rather clear through the public statements, though. 


0 Any comment, Alan, to Qaddafi's explanation 
of the cargo? 


A Again, keep in mind that this is basically a 
Brazilian-Libyan matter. Libya has clearly violated inter- 
national aviation practice, and, as such, they've made thenm- 
selves subject to whatever action Brazil decides to take, 
but it is between them. 
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@) Can't you say anything about the implications 
of this incident? 


A Again, we addressed it yesterday. I refer 
you to what we had then. 


@) Is the Department at all concerned about the 
relationships between the Islamic Jihad organization and the 
militias of Camille Chamoun or Major Haddad? 


A I can't say whether we have information spe- 
cifically that would make that linkage, so I can't say that 
we're concerned. Obviously, we're concerned about anybody 
who might have been involved in the bombing of the Embassy, 
but I would not have information to confirm that kind of a 
linkage. 


@) Anything on that investigation? 


No. I don't have anything new on that, 
Marvin. 


@) One more on Latin America, Alan. Has any 
request been made for the extradition of Michael Townley? 


A I have no update on that to suggest that 
there has been a request. I will check and see if there is 
something on that. 


‘@] Alan, there was last night, I think, a report 
that some of the officials that were killed in Beirut were 
CIA officials besides Mr. Ames. Since you confirmed the 
fact that Mr. Ames was a CIA employee, could you confirm the 
fact that there were other employees of the CIA that were 
killed? 


A I think we put out information on the people 
who were killed -- put out biographic information on them I 
guess yesterday afternoon -- and I stand by what was there. 


¢) About the movements of troops on the Syrian 
border, you said you're not aware. If there were, will you 
be aware, and would you tell us? Or you're saying that 
you're not aware of the reports, or you're not aware of 
movements? 


A I can't tell you for sure whether I would be 
aware. I would hope I would be aware of it. I think you 
have to take my answers in the context of the questions as 
they're asked and put them together, and I'm not suggesting 

















13 


to you that there's something going on that I'm trying to 
hide from you. 


@) Alan, the Secretary this morning said that 
the explosion at the Embassy was caused by a vehicle being 
parked in front of the Embassy and blowing up, but his 
answer seemed a bit tentative. Does he have a definitive 
report that he was referring to or -- 


A I don't know, Bernie. I have not seen a 
definitive report or a summary of the report on that, so I 
guess you'd really have to ask out there. 


6) Alan, do you have any information on the 
deaths -- the killings of the three CIA agents, all the CIA 
agents in Beirut? 


A No. I think I answered the question before 
about that. 


6) This is a question which I would ask you to 
take: Does the Secretary think that communication will be 
enhanced or foreign policy will be better understood as a 
result of the proposed statute which would make the disclo- 
sure of classified information a crimine: offense punishable 
by up to three years in jail? 


A Again, I think that this issue -- rether than 
trying to get the Secretary's personal view, we're talking 
about what would or would not, depending on what the facts 
are here, be an Administration position. I believe the 
White House and Justice either have addressed or are pre- 
pared to address this from an Administration point of view, 
and I would propose to leave it to them to do that. 


0 He wouldn't have an opinion which would -- 


A He might well have an opinion, but I don't 
think that we generally get into the business of providing 
individual opinions or recommendations or anything else in 
the course of what eventually becomes an Administration 
position. I would refer you to the White House and the 
Justice Department. 


0 In view of the fact that this particular sta- 
tute, if indeed it were passed, would have an extraordinary 
impact on the relationship between those of us who cover 
this building and people who work in it, I thought perhaps 
that it would be interesting to know what his thoughts were. 
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A I guess it would be interesting to know. I'm 
not aware, Barrie, that in fact there is such legislation 
being proposed, but, again, I refer you to the agencies 
which would be speaking for the Administration on it rather 
than trying to give you an individual opinion of the 
Secretary's. 


@) An Op Ed piece today by Philip Geyelin in The 
Washington Post touches on two issues: One, that a State 
Department official was present when a House Subcommittee 
added $365 million to Israel, and that official did not 
present any opposition. 





Do you care to comment on that? I mean, is this 
story true, first of all, and, if this is an Administration 
policy, why did not the Administration representative from the 
State Department pursue the President's policy, if that's 
what it is? 


A The session that's under discussion was a 
mark-up, not a hearing, and in such sessions there is no 
presentation of Administration positions as a customary 
matter. 


The Administation witness is present at a mark-up 
session such as that as a resource for the Committee while 
they're conducting their mark-up if they want to call on hin. 
In this case, in fact, the Committee did not request a com- 
ment on this particular proposal. 


0 When it comes to the eventual, final voting, 
would you do something to block this $365 million? 


A I don't know in terms of that. I'd simply 
Say that our position on the President's budget is that the 
President's budget as submitted is what we want. 

0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


FRIDAY, APRIL 22, 1983 


I ND EX 





Subject Page 





THE SECRETARY | 
Travel PLANSc cccccccccccccecccecssceeccessccsecsccscccceeh 


SOVIET UNION 
Expulsion of GiploMatsS..ccccccccccccccscscsessessscess I lO 
Diplomat accused of shoplifting... cccccccccccceccveeelD 


LEBANON 
Tensions increasing in Bekaa Valley?....cccccccccseee2=3 
Return OF bodies tO ANdrewS..ccccccccccccescesescsssesesd 
Numbers and identities of casualties... .ccccccceseeedl 


TERRORI SM | 
Enhancing embaSsy SCCUFIty..ccccccccccesccessecccssssars 


SYRIA 
SOViet AAGVISELS..c.ccrcccevccccesevcccessessesccsssesesel 
U.S. position on the Golan Heights... .cccccccescveseesOm7 
Contact with the Syrian Government....cecccccccccceeeesd 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #68 


FRIDAY, APRIL 22, 1983, 12:22 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have no 
announcements. I'll be happy to take any questions. 


@) Could you tell us what the travel plans are 
for the Secretary? 


A The Secretary met with the President this 
morning and a number of the President's other foreign policy 
advisers. I think the White House may have something for 
you a little later in the day. I'd be glad to chat with you 
a little bit at the podium afterwards, but on any announ- 
cement, I think you'll have to look to the White House. 


e) When is it coming? 


A Why don't you check with the White House 
right after this session? 


0 Has the Secretary completed his meetings at 
the White House? 


A He has completed his meetings, but he has not 
actually returned to the building. 


@) What have I missed? (Laughter) 


@) He's giving a speech in Dallas on Sunday. 
(Laughter) 


A A number of people rushed out to file ona 
very important story that I just revealed. No. I was 
asked, what are the Secretary's travel plans, and I said 
the Secretary had met with the President this morning, and I 
think the White House might have something in about an hour. 


0 John, do you have anything to say in response 
to the Trilateral Commission report on strategic policy? 

















A No. 


0 Do you have anything to say about the praise 
from Moscow for the Trilateral Commission report on 
strategic policy? 


A No. Next question. 


e) Any comment on the status of Soviet-American 
relations following yesterday's announcement of the 
expulsion of three Soviet diplomats? 


A On the state of the relations? 
0 Yes. 


A No, not beyond what we gave you on the 
specifics of those expulsions and the factual information. 


0 I've asked this question before, but on the 
words and deeds question, is there anything you can say 
about the status of U.S. deeds and Soviet deeds, vis-a-vis 
the expectations that deeds will reveal -- 


A No. I don't think I would give you some 
hasty language from the podium. I think the Secretary has 
characterized the relationship, and there are a variety of 
aspects to that relationship to which he's spoken. 


0 Back to the Middle East. Tensions seem to be 
increasing in the Bekaa Valley. Do you have anything on 
that? 


A I don't have any confirmation of any troop 
buildup on either the Syrian or the Israeli side. 
Naturally, such reports concern us. If there were to be 
such a buildup, we would be very concerned by that. However 
we have no evidence of such troop movements. 


0) Do you have anything beyond troop movements? 
Any other type military activities? 


A No, not on the Bekaa. 


0 John, a follow-up to this? Part of the ten- 
sion is not so much the actual troop movements, if there are, 
but statements that are coming from both sides. Do you have 
anything to say about this? 








A No, I don't. I'll leave you to evaluate 
them. 


6) John, on the Middle East, your Office for 
Combatting Terrorism said this morning that we lead all 
other nations in the world in the number of times in the 
last decade that our diplomats have been kidnapped and 
murdered and our Embassies invaded, occupied, burned and 
blown up. 


A two-part question: Since host governments have 
apprehended an apparently very small percentage of those 
responsible for these murders and kidnappings, does 
Secretary Shultz believe it is now time to combat such 
terrorism with something more than an office or not? 


A I don't know of any plans to change the 
internal State Department structure for dealing with this 
reprehensible problem, but I think the Secretary had some 
remarks yesterday in his testimony. 


6) I didn't mean the State Department should -- 
I mean, is he planning to ask the President for some 
involvement by those more specialized in action against 
terrorism rather than just confining our government's reac- 
tion to an office? 


A I think you ought to go back. One dimension 
of this, I think, was covered in the Secretary's testimony 
on the Hill yesterday. I would go back and look at that 
testimony in which a number of Senators referred to the need 
for increased security and the Secretary responded to that. 
I think you will get the feeling from that exchange. 

Perhaps more might be done in terms of expenditure and 
security measures. 


0 Right. A couple of follow-ups. When Israeli 
diplomats are attacked, the attackers are usually and 
relentlessly pursued by the Mossad. 


Does Secretary Shultz believe it would be wrong 
for the CIA or other Government personnel to take similar 
action against those who murder our diplomats or not? 


A There are, obviously, rules, regulations and 
laws as to the CIA's practices. I think our position is 
clear that we rely on the modest security provided by our- 
selves plus the protection afforded by the host governments. 














0 Last one: As Spokesman for the State 
Department you've undoubtedly familiarized yourself with the 
problem of terrorism against Embassies. Have you found that 
the Soviets have experienced anywhere near the number of 
such attacks on their Embassies as we have, and when such 
attacks have taken place, have the Soviets confined their 
reactions to deploring, handwringing, flag-lowering, and 
mourning our dead? 


A I'm going to disappoint you. I just don't 
happen to have familiarized myself with that and have it in 
my head. 


0 John, this is a really tragic situation where 
it doesn't seem that anything is going to be done except the 
memorials. No reaction is taking place to try to chase down 
these people. 


A I think Under Secretary Eagleburger has made 
very clear our feelings about this terrible tragedy, and 
that is that Embassies cannot be fortresses in compounds. 

An Embassy is intended to do business with the people of a 
country in which it is located, and the United States cannot 
withdraw within inaccessible fortresses, and all the 
countries must live with this. 


0) I understand that, but the thing is that we 
are the number one target in the world because we don't 
retaliate. 


A Well -- 
0 Like the Israelis or the Soviets, John. Is 
that wrong? 


A I'm simply not going to respond to that 
question. 


6) Can you comment or give me the rationale of 
the State Department decision to revise the map of Jordan, 
Israel and the occupied territories as it appeared in the 
last few days? 


A Unless Mr. Romberg has dealt with that 
earlier this week, I'm afraid you have me at a total disad- 
vantage. I'd be glad to look at -- where did this map 
appear? 








'@) This map was the -- I think this week's 
Jewish Week newspaper about the -- 





A The State Department revised the map? 


6) Yes. It is that Dr. Lewis Alexander on 
December 10, 1982, signed a document considering the West 
Bank no longer appear as part of.Jordan, and it is -- 


A Why don't you let me have a copy of that 
after the briefing, and I'll be glad to take a look at it. 


0 John, anything on the Lebanese -- on the 
Embassy that we haven't -- that you haven't told us about 
yet? 


A Simply an update on the casualty situation. 
The remains of the final two Americans who had been counted 
as missing had been recovered, bringing the total count of 
Americans confirmed dead to 17. 


The remains of all Americans believed to be at the 
Embassy at the time of the explosion have now been recovered. 
A high-level delegation now in Beirut -- that's the one 
headed by Under Secretary Eagleburger -- will bring the 


bodies of the victims back to Washington tomorrow -- that's 
Saturday. 

0] Do you know what time? 

A We have detail on that which you can get from 


the Press Office, but I think it's 6:30. The President will 
be on hand at Andrews when the airplane carrying the 
American victims returns. There will be a memorial service 
for the dead Americans and the Lebanese. That will be at 
the National Cathedral on Tuesday, April 26, 12:00 noon. 


The families of the victims will make final 
arrangements for the deceased. I think that's about all I 
have on that. 


As of this time 18 foreign service nationals are 
confirmed dead; 15 are counted as missing and presumed dead. 


0 I lost those numbers, John. 

A Lebanese foreign service nationals -- 
@) Lebanese? 

A Lebanese. Eighteen confirmed dead; 15 


missing and presumed dead. Americans were 17 confirmed. 


(0d/ 














0 How many injured? Do you have a number on 
that? 


A I don't have a figure here, but I think we 
could probably do the best we can for you. 


0 I hate to raise this, but our count, with 
two more, the count I would have had was 18. Are you 
counting that soldier who's a British national as an 
American? 


A Yes. 

0 You are? 

A Yes. 

0 Was there one subtracted? I remember 
somewhere that somebody was -- 

A There may be a little confusion about some- 
body who was thought to be out of the country. 

) Can we get his name if he was put out 
earlier as presumed dead? 

A Let me see what we can do. 

fe) You're counting the wife, Mrs. Lewis, as one 
of the dead, too? The total seems to be off by one. 

A I think this is the very latest we have, but 
why don't we give you -- can we give a list of names of all 
17? 

MR. ROMBERG: We'll have to check. 

A Let me see what we can do for you 
afterwards. ' 

0) Are you commenting on whether any of them 


were CIA employees, any of the others? 


A I think Mr. Romberg covered that earlier in 
the week, and I think that one of the officers involved was 
a CIA analyst. 


0 John, how many were apprehended? According 
to your lastest reports of this, I understand there were 
four -- there was one report that four were arrested. 


A And released, I think. 


00] 

















0 And released. So did we in any way assist 
with this arrest? 


3 A I wouldn't think we would assist with an 
arrest on Lebanese terrority. 


0 On informing, and that sort of thing? 


- A I'm sure there's excellent liaison between 
Our security people and the Lebanese. 


0 And these people were released because they 
were not -- — 

A Presumably because they were not involved. 

0 Anybody being held, John? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

0 Can you please tell us why you would 


announce one CIA dead and not the other? 


A I didn't say anything about any others. I 
said that the CIA had announced the death of one of 
their analysts who happened to visiting Beirut at the time. 


0 You won't comment on the stories that there 
were more? 


A I think Mr. Romberg -- 
fe) He didn't comment. 
A -- addressed that earlier and gave you the 


employers of the various people who were killed. 


0 Do you have anything there on the reports 
that there are now between 4,000 and 5,000 Soviet military 
advisors in Syria manning very advanced electronic equipment 
systems? 


A I don't have any problem with that figure. 
I think we may have addressed ourselves to that earlier. 


0 What about the -- I may have missed this, 
but did you ever make public the text of the President's 
letter to President Assad? 


A No. We said that if the Syrians wished to 
make it public, that would be their choice; we have not. 


0 Did it go further, in your view, in com- 
miting the United States to the return of the Golan Heights 


to Syria? 


(OC 





\s 








Se I think our position on the Golan has been 
consistent and there's been no change in that. It is my 
impression that the text has been published by Syrians. You 
might want to check that out. 





'@) Has there been a response from Assad, do you 
know? 

A I don't. know. 

Q John, do you have any comment on Evans & 
Novak column this morning in the Washington Post about -- 

A . Failure to talk with the Syrians? 

0 Yes. 

A The United States Government has been in 


regular contact with the Syrian Government over the past 
year. Our two governments periodically exchange views on 
the Middle East peace process. 


Foreign Minister Saddam visited the United States 
on several occasins, participating in meetings with the 
President and the Secretary of State. You remember, he had 
a long session with the Secretary at the U.N. last year. 
Ambassador Habib, the President's Middle East envoy, has 
discussed issues related to the peace process with top 
Syrian officials during his visits to Damascus. We will 
continue to be in regular touch with the Syrian Government 
on the range of bilateral and regional issues that conern us 


both. 


0 Can we get a copy of this? 
A Yes, sure. 
0 Can I follow this, please. Yesterday, 


Mr. Geyelin in the Washington Post, and today Evans & Novak 
in the Washington Post mentioned something about Mr. Robert 
Pelletreau's position in the way of increasing aid or 
cutting aid? What's the status and what is the source 

of these stories, and what do you comment on it? 








A The President proposed to the Congress a 
fair and well-balanced foreign assistance program. Because 
of budget stringencies and concern that increases for one 
country will require decreases for others, the 
Administration has not supported increases for any single 
country. 
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As far as Egypt is concerned, the United States 
has a special relationship with Egypt, and we believe that 
special relationship is fully reflected in our $2.3 billion 
aid program. 


Over $1 billion of this aid is in the form of eco- 
nomic assistance, making Egypt the largest recipient of 
U.S. economic aid. 


I would note that the Administration strongly 
defended its request for aid to Egypt against Congressional 
efforts to cut the PL-480 food program. 


@) What kind of program does the State 
Department provide for our diplomats overseas in embassies 
by way of life insurance? 


A I can't answer that question. 


.@) There is? We do have some kind of life 
insurance program? Has it been increased at all, do you 
know? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


'@] John, over the last several weeks there have 
been significant’ number of Soviet agents and diplomats who 
have been expelled from several Western countries. Do you 
have any proof that there is stepped-up Soviet espionage 
going on, or is this a coordinated effort by Western 
countries to get tough with the Soviets, or is this just a 
coincidence? 


A I don't really have any comment on the coor- 
dination aspect. Insofar as the recent explusion or PNG in 
the United States, I think the facts speak for themselves. 
Clearly, the individuals were engaged in activity which we 
considered hostile to our national interest, and we took 
appropriate action against them. 


0 But why are we seeing so much of it in so 
many places now? Is there increased activity? 


: A I'm not able to comment on how active the 
Soviets are at a given moment. I think all those of us who 
have traveled around the world are well aware of their 
activities over a period of time, but I'm not going to be 
able to give you an indication as to whether there's a step- 
up or whether simply there are more specific incidents that 
have triggered these responses. 


6) To follow that one up, does this -- 


A You're about running out of your share of 
questions. 
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@] Yes. Just one last one. Does that apply to 
the Soviet diplomat who apparently, according to the 
Washington Post, the State Department refuses to identify, 
and the police in suburban Maryland refused to identify, but 
was apprehended as shoplifting and he had a vase and a 
woman's bathing suit under his clothes? 





A Does what apply? 
@) Are you going to have him declared PNG? 
A I don't have an answer for you on that 


question, but it seems to me that is an entirely different 
kind of activity to -- (Laughter) 


Q I couldn't agree with you more. I don't 
think there's any -- but I'm just wondering, why are you 
concealing the identity of this bathing suit -- woman's 
bathing suit, by the way, why are you concealing his iden- 
tity, John? Why? Is this classified? 





A I didn't know we were concealing his 
identity. 

0 That's what the Washington Post said, John. 

A Ah, well. (Laughter) 

0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. Available in the Press Office is the Centers 
for Disease Control report on the West Bank illnesses. I 
will give you a brief statement on that in a moment. 


Also, to note that tomorrow we will delay the 
briefing by one hour until 1:00 due to the memorial service 
for the Americans who lost their lives in the Beirut 
bombing; and also to inform you, finally, that there will be 
a BACKGROUND briefing at the White House tomorrow at 3:30 on 
the Trudeau visit. 


Regarding the report -- 


0 The White House? 
A The White House. 
0 What time? 

A 3:30. 

0 Tomorrow? 

A 


Tomorrow, Tuesday. I believe Mr. Trudeau 
arrives on Wednesday and has meetings on Thursday, so 
tomorrow is the day for the briefing. 


Regarding the report from the Centers for Disease 
Control, you will recall that three weeks ago, in response 
to an outbreak of unexplained illnesses on the West Bank, we 
dispatched a team from the Centers for Disease Control in 
Atlanta to study the cause of the outbreak. 


During their time in the area, they enjoyed the 
full cooperation of appropriate Israeli and Palestinian 
medical officials and were in contact with counterparts from 
the ICRC and the World Health Organization. 


They have now completed a report on the visit. 
Copies are available in the Press Office. We are also 
making copies of this report available to the Secretary 
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General of the United Nations, to other organizations such 
WHO, ICRC, and UNRWA, and to other governments. 


The report itself is a technical, medical 
discussion of the team's methodologies and findings, and it 
is better left to the medical experts for discussion. 


That's what I have on that. 
0 That's it? 
A That's it. 


e) Do you have your own conclusions from the 
findings of the committee? 


A We don't. I can give you a paragraph 
which I have here from the summary of the report to give you 
a flavor of it, but, obviously, the thing I would ask you 
to do is to go to the whole report and look at it. 


That paragraph reads as follows, again, from their 
report: "We conclude that this epidemic of acute illness was 
induced by anxiety. It may have been triggered initially 
either by psychological factors or by subtoxic exposure to 
hydrogen sulfide. Its subsequent spread was mediated by 
psychogenic factors. Newspaper and radio reports may have 
contributed to this spread. 


"The epidemic ended after West Bank schools were 
closed. We observed no evidence of malingering or of deli- 
berate fabrication of symptoms.” 


That's the end of the quote. Again, I refer you 
either to the report or, beyond that even, to the Centers 
for Disease Control. 


Now, I'll be happy to take your questions. 


6) Alan, do you have any comment on what the 
Brazilians found aboard the four, or three Libyan planes 
which supposedly had weapons aboard? 


A Today, we have not received a report from the 
Government of Brazil on a detailed list or description of 
the materiel that was found on those planes. 


We've seen press reports to the effect that some 
of the materiel is of Soviet manufacture and reportedly out- 
of-date U.S. materiel which came via Vietnam. But official 
announcements from the Government of Brazil have not been 
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specific, and if they were to provide us with a detailed 
list of what was found on the Libyan planes, we would ana- 
lyze it prior to making any judgment on next steps. But 
that's about where we are at this point on that. 


0 Do you expect to be getting any reports, 
detailed reports from there? Have you been asking for any? 


A I don't know whether we'll get that. I think 
you ought to ask the Brazilians about that. Again, we con- 
sider this essentially a matter between Brazil and Libya. 


0 You have not made any formal request for any 
such information? 


A I think this is something you would have to 
address to the Brazilians as to their intentions. 


0 I'm asking you. 

A As to their intentions, I would ask you to 
ask them. 

0 Would the Secretary conduct what we are 


hearing now, what is called shuttle diplomacy; would he 
be traveling from one capital to the other if the need 
arises? 


A I think that the Secretary addressed this 
question on the plane, and that was reported back from 
correspondents in Cairo. 


I would refer you to those reports. My 
understanding is essentially what he said is he'll do what's 
appropriate, what can be productive; if it turns out to be 
some sort of shuttle, that was a possibility. But I think 
that at this stage of the game his plan is to go to Cairo 
where he is now, then on to Israel and to Lebanon, and we'll 
see after that. 


0 Do you have any comment on President 
Mubarak's statement that the PLO is the sole representative 
of the Palestinian people? 


A No. Our position on that is quite clear. 


0 Do you have any comment on the status of 
troop movements and/or activities in the Bekaa area by the 
Syrians, by the Israelis, by the Lebanese? 
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A Nothing to change what we've said about that 
before. 


Q I was going to be more specific. The U.S. 
and NATO intelligence reports increased state of alert by 
the Israeli military. 


A According to a press report this morning. I 
can only tell you what I know, and that is, in terms of 
troop movements, preparations for war, that sort of thing, 
we've addressed the issue; there's no change in the status 
beyond that. 


0 This morning Moshe Arens said that -- he was 
asked on the “Today” show if Secretary Shultz would be pro- 
posing, would be taking proposals such as increasing U.S. 
troops in Lebanon to patrol the areas that the Israelis 
would presumably pull out of, and he said it wasn't a very 
good idea should a proposal be made. Do you have any conm- 
ment on that? 


A No. I think beyond saying that we have said 
all along that we would address the question of perhaps an 
expanded role, or perhaps expanded numbers for the 
Multinational Force in the context of an agreement. That 
is how we would address it, in the context of discussing a 
possible agreement. But I don't have specifics to offer you. 
He was talking about a specific deployment in southern 
Lebanon, and I don't think I want to go into that sort of 
detail or go beyond what I've just said. 


Q Any comment on the discussions in the Israeli 
Cabinet on the possibility of a unilateral Israeli 
withdrawal? 


A No. We've said before, I think, that 
anything which would inhibit a total withdrawal would not be 
welcomed but if there's something that would not be in that 
light, I suppose we would look at it. I don't have a real 
reaction to give to you, but our objective remains a total 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces, and, again, the 
effective spread of Lebanese sovereignty throughout the 
terriority and security for northern Israel across the 
border. That hasn't changed. 


Q The Secretary said in his interview in the 
Post yesterday that in the last week or so he had been 
getting different signals from Syria in relation to the 
whole concept of a phased withdrawal from Lebanon. But it 
was just a sentence in the interview and it was not 
elaborated. 











Are you in a position to elaborate? 


A I think what he was referring to, as I 
understood it, was the various press reports coming out of 
Syria. I think there was a public statement by one party 
official there. I think that's really what we're talking 


about. 


Q Do you dismiss all of that as meaningless? 


A I think what we have said before, and stand 
by, is that the Syrian Government has indicated its 
willingness to withdraw from Lebanon in the context of total 
withdrawal of all forces. We don't have any change in our 
assessment of that. 


0 Was that within the timeframe of these recent 
changes that the Secretary noted? 


A I think their statements initially dated from 
before that. But, as I say, the Secretary addressed this. 
He indicated that that's where our assessment remained, I 
think. I'll leave you with the words that he used, in that 
area. 


8) Do you have anything on the Soviet military 
presence in Syria? 


A No, John addressed this last week. He said 
he didn't quarrel with the reports that there were perhaps 
5,000 Soviets. Beyond that, no. 


e) Do you have anything on the sightings of Soviet 
advisors with Syrian forces in Lebanon? 


A No, nothing beyond what we've offered before. 
0 What have you said before? 


A I'd have to go back and check the record, 
frankly. 


Q Did you say anything before? 


A I think we said something that was not defi- 
nitive. I know that would surprise you; that would surprise 
you, I know. (Laughter) 


‘@) Latin America for such a second. Has the 
State Department -- has the Administration made a decision 
on Congressman Long's request for a special envoy? 











A We continue consultations with the Congress 
on the whole question of El Salavador. Congressman Long is 
in El Salvador now, as you know. He's meeting with both 
Embassy and government officials -- Salvadoran Government 
officials down there. I don't have details on his schedule. 


Obviously, we're extending every possible 
assistance to him. I'm not prepared to offer a comment on 
specific discussions with the subcommittee. As we've said 
before, we're actively engaged in arriving at a common 
understanding through sustained conversations with the 
Congress on the subject of the proposed reprogramming of $60 
million in additional military aid and the various other 
sums that have been discussed, but I don't have anything 
specific to offer to offer to you today. 


0 You can't say whether a decision has been 
made even if you won't tell us what the decision is? - 


A I don't have any comment on the discussions. 


--MORE-- 














@) What sense does it make for the President 
to speak 24 hours after the House Committee is supposed to 
vote? 


A You're talking about one House subcommit- 
tee, a very important one, but nevertheless one House sub- 
committee. There is a lot of action that is going to be 
taken on the Hill. I think the purposes of the 
President's speaking have been addressed by Larry Speakes 
this morning, and I refer you to what he said. But it cer- 
tainly is a longer-range concern than simply the vote of any 
one subcommittee, no matter how important that subcommittee is. 


0 If that subcommittee says no, that means 
the $60 million is dead, right? 


A There's a rather long process that is 
involved on the Hill, as I'm sure you know. But the 
point is -- let's not try to get a head of the President on 
this again. I think Larry addressed this morning, in 
general terms, the purposes of the President's speech, and I 
think we should wait for the President to make his remarks. 


e) We have reports of U.S. officials saying 
this morning that there is steady military progress by the 
guerrillas in El Salvador. Would you confirm that? 


A No. I really don't have an update to give 
you on the military situation. 


2) Or on Ambassador Hinton's comments about 
the military needing to be more aggressive? 


A No. I don't have anything beyond what we 
may have said before or what he said on it. 


.e) On espionage, last week John was 
asked about whether the expulsion of the three Soviets last 
week was part of a coordinated effort with the Western 
allies, and the State Department said it wouldn't comment on 
coordination. 


Can you comment at all on the newspaper articles 
that have appeared since that have suggested that even 
though there may not be coordination, that there is a common 
allied policy that deals with expulsions in connection with 
curtailment of trade technology flows to the Soviets? 

















A I can't really. There is a common Allied 
concern about technology flows. This is one of the subjects 
that has been under discussion for some time among the 
Allies. What has been happening is a response to specific 
acts of espionage. And when they are found, they will be 
dealt with. 


.9 There are reports, Alan, that the 
Secretary of State in his visit now to the Middle East, this 
trip, that he might go to Syria and propose a new plan for 
Syrian participation in the peace talks based on 242 and 
338, which Syria accepts as a matter of fact, and possibly 
handing back of the Golan Heights to the Syrians if they 
will participate in the talks. 





What do you make of these reports? 


A I'm not even aware of the specifics of 
that. I think that the possibility of travel beyond the 
three countries which have been named thus far has been left 
open. We've said that that is something that would be 
looked at during the course of the trip. 


As far as the Golan is concerned, we have 
reiterated in recent days our standard position -- our 
longstanding position indeed -- on the Golan whose final 
status to be something to be negotiated. I don't have 
anything really for you beyond that. 





@) Do you have anything on the Les Gelb piece 
in The Times the other day about El Salvador? 

A You'll have to be a little more specific 
than that. 

0 I think the general thrust of the piece 


was that unless there is a sustained American effort in both 
economic and military terms, the guerrillas would win. 


A Again, I think that in light of the fact 
the President is going to speak tomorrow, I don't want to 
get into a great deal of detail. We have made clear, in the 
various presentations made to the Hill, the importance of 
the assistance. If it weren't important, it wouldn't be 
requested. I don't have a characterization of the sort 
that you're asking about to offer you. 


0 Could you explain, then, what does it say 
to you that the Administration has to expend so much effort 
over so much time to get what might be regarded as a limited 
sum of money from the Hill for aid to El Salvador? 











A I don't have a judgment to offer you on 
that. The Administration's purposes and aims have been laid 
out and are going to be laid out again in the most authorita- 
tive form in the President's speech. I really would leave 
you to that. 


QO . Alan, do you have anything on the story in The 
Times yesterday tying continued U.S. military support for 
Europe to Europeans stemming the flow of technology to the 
Soviet Union? 


A First of all, as I understand it, it was a 
story about a private conversation that took place supposedly 
between aU.S. Government official and some European offi- 
cials. I don't have access to the record of that talk; I 
can't comment on it. I understand that Mr. Brady, who was 
supposed to be the American involved in that conversation, 
said he didn't make any such linkage. I think there was a 
quote from me to the effect that we do not indeed link our 
security forces or our NATO commitments to that issue, and I 
certainly stand by that. 


0 You don't have anything more? 
A I don't have anything more. 


0 Again on the interview yesterday with 
Secretary Shultz, at some point the Secretary made it clear 
but then I thought he shifted away a little bit from it -- 
what I'm talking about is he answered a question there saying 
that if, in principle, King Hussein showed willingness to 
join the talks, the United States may have found itself in a 
position where it can do a little more to bring about a 
freeze of settlement activities. 





Is my understanding correct? 


A I'm not going to try to interpret the 
Secretary's remarks. It's a full transcript of what he said, 
and I would leave you with his remarks on that. I don't 
think I'm going to go beyond what he said on that. 


fe) But what I'm saying, I mean, "O.K. this was," 
and then later on he said it would be helpful if the king 
comes in. Can someone clear that up with us as to where 
does the U.S. policy stand now in terms of the King's 
willingness to join the talks or not? And what will the 
United States do if he accepted or agreed to come, without 
pressuring him to come, but his willingness to come in order 
to bring about U.S. more -- I don't want to use the term 
"pressure," but to bring about a freeze on the settlements? 
(sic) 





ji’ 
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A Our position on the settlements was laid out 
by the Secretary in that interview, and I don't have anything 
to take you beyond that. I assume that's the issue you're 
focusing on, the settlements and what would happen with 
regard to the settlements. I really have to leave you with 
his remarks on that. 


e) With all due respect, the reports, at least as 
they were in the press, seem to be somewhat garbled -- the 
language seems somewhat garbled. You're not suggesting that 
that was actually the words used by this Secretary, are you? 


A I didn't find the words garbled. Maybe it's 
a little difficult for you to comprehend it, but I didn't 
find it garbled. ; 

Q Could you tell us anything about Secretary 
Burt's trip to Athens? 


A My understanding is that under current cir- 
cumstances -- and I haven't seen it -- but I'm told that the 
Greek Government has decided that the Prime Minister and the 
Deputy Foreign Minister would not meet with him. Mr. Burt is 
not going to be traveling to Greece. 


8) Why did they decide not to see him? 
A You'd have to ask then. 
0 Had he planned to go there? 


A I. understand that he was planning to go there, 
yes. And I must say we regret the decision by the Greek 
Government not to proceed with Mr. Burt's schedule as planned. 


0 Was he going in connection with the talks over 
bases? 


A I don't have an agenda as to why he would 
have been going. Maybe that would have come up. I couldn't 
rule that out, but I don't know that that would have been 
specifically why. We have a negotiator there. I would have 
thought that it might have been a broader agenda than simply 
that. 


6) Had he planned to visit Turkey, as well? 


A X believe he's been in Turkey. He had been in 
Turkey and was planning to go to Greece. 


0) When was he supposed to go to Greece? 














il 


A I’ don't have that. 


0 Alan, do you have anything new on our position 
regarding the Asia Development Bank and Taiwanese 
participation? 


A No. I think I'll stand on what we've said 
about that before -- nothing new. 


re) There are reports coming out of Cairo and 
Tunisia that the United States will be looking into the 
possibility of having a new peace plan for the Middle East, 
possibly based on 242 and 338. What do you make of these 
things, and possibily Mr. Shultz will be exploring these 
possibilities with the people in the area? 


A I think that the position of the United States 
is well laid out in the President's initiative of September l 
which is based squarely on the Camp David Accords, which in 
turn is based on 242. I have no reason to suggest a change 
in that at all. 


‘e) Can I ask you a couple of questions about 
Grenada? 


A You can ask. I don't have any answers for 
you, but go ahead. 


0 With regard to the airport the President 
showed photographs of in his last televised address, we 
understand that apart from the Cubans, at least 16 other 
countries are helping to equip this airport, including 
Britain. 


Can you confirm that? 


A I can't confirm what countries are 
participating. I know that there are others beyond Cuba. 


0 Finally, why was it considered necessary for 
the President to show an aerial photograph, when in fact 
anybody, including television press teams, can go to the run- 
way, can go to the airport without visas or any restrictions? 


A I don't know. I would refer you to what the 
President said at that time. 


0 Back on Greece, is Burt the highest ranking 
U.S. official to have wanted to go to Greece recently, in the 
last six months or so? 
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A I can't answer that. Why don't I check and 
see if I can get an answer for you? 


QO Can you say anything about the scheduling of 
the talks in the Middle East? I understand that the troop 
withdrawal negotiations have in effect been suspended during 
the Secretary's trip there. So he's not going to be partici- 
pating in those talks? 


A I don't know what the schedule is, frankly, of 
t= se talks except that Ambassadors Habib and Draper have 
joined him and other Chiefs of Mission in Cairo at this par- 
ticular point. Whether over the course of the next couple of 
days they would stay with him or go back and continue the 
discussions, I simply don't know. I guess I'd have to rely 
on reports coming out of the region. 


0 I was wondering if you could characterize the 
state of relations between the United States and Greece? 


A I don't have a general characterization to 
offer. I think that we have had good discussions with then. 
We've been negotiating on the bases and expect that to move 
forward. 


I don't have an overall characterization to offer 
you. We regret this particular problen. 


8) Those negotiations have been going on for a 
long time? 


A I think that those negotiations have been 
going forward. I don't have anything more to offer you on 
that today. 


6) The Australian Labor Party has a platform 
calling for the resumption of economic aid to Vietnam. This 
has been opposed by the Chinese Prime Minister during his 
visit there. What is the position of the U.S. on that? 


A I don't have a position to offer you on that 
issue right now. 


Q Alan, a couple of weeks ago you posted a state- 
ment on some terrorist activity around the site of the Dome 
of the Rock in Israeli-occupied territory saying you weren't 
particularly interested in the question. 
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A I. don't think that's quite what it said, but 
go ahead. { 


0 That's what it sounded like to me, but I some- 
times misunderstand these things. 


A Yes, I guess so. 


Q Now that Meir Kahane, who is the leader of 
those terrorists, has issued a statement of endorsement of 
the bombing of the Embassy in Beirut, are you again looking 
at perhaps that activity and some of Kahane's other connec- 
tions, such as his connections to Yuval Neeman and Ariel 
Sharon, or to Dr. Henry Kissinger? (Laughter) 


A I knew that had to come in some place here. 


The issue of terrorism is, obviously, one that con- 
cerns us. When it takes place in a particular country where 
it involves criminal activity, as it obviously does, it's up 
to the country concerned to do the investigation. To the 
extent that we can cooperate and are asked to cooperate, we 
clearly do so, but I don't have anything specific on it. 


re) Alan, do you see a particular significance to 
the fact that Secretary Shultz started his Middle East trip 
with Egypt? 


A Any significance? 
2) Yes. 


A I think, beyond saying two things, not really. 
One is that Egypt is a key player in the region and has been; 
it is, obviously, one of the countries which has been 
involved most intimately in the peace process. 


Beyond that, there is the meeting that is taking 
place among the Chiefs of Mission, and that worked out as a 
good place to hold that meeting. So for those two reasons, 
I think it is a perfectly appropriate place to go. 


0 Why was it selected as the site for the 
meeting at this time 


A It worked out as a good place to hold it. 
0) But why? 


A A variety of reasons. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don*t have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q There is something in this week's U.S. News 
and World Report I quote: “White House aides are filling 
the skies with planes and helicopters flying back and forth 
to Williamsburg, Virginia, site of the May 28-30 Economic 
Summit. Won't it break the White House budget?" 

"No problem," officials insist, “because the 
thousands of dollars involved will all be charged to the 
State Department." 

(Laughter) 

Comments, please? 


A I wasn't focused on that particular 
question. Let me look and see if there is anything on that 
issue at all. 


Q Alan, anything on a special envoy? 
A No, I have nothing on that. 
Q Another question: Will the Secretary attend 


a meeting of the ten in Paris? They have called for a 
meeting following or within the framework of OECD to 
discuss Common Market problems with the United States? 


A I can't answer that. 
Q They have invited the Secretary, apparently. 
A Frankly, I am not specifically aware of that 


invitation. As you know, he is planning to go to the OECD 
meeting May 9-10, I believe it is. I just don't have any 
specific response to that, though. I don't know. 


Q Alan, on Salvador aid or whatever, what is 
the recommendation or agreement the Department has with 
Chairman Long? 











A As you know, we've been discussing the 
Committee's concerns and Chairman Long's concerns. He 
visited El Salvador the last couple of days. The subcommit- 
tee is scheduled, as I understand it, to vote this afternoon 
on the Administration's request for additional military 
assistance, and we've been in continuous consultation with 
them. I don't have anything further, though, on those con- 
sultations at this particular point. 


e) Once the vote occurs, are you going to be 
able to speak with regard to your side of the agreement or 
understanding, or however you wish to phrase it? 


A Let's see what happens this afternoon. 


Q Will there be a briefing before the speech 
tomorrow? 


A Will there be a briefing before the speech 
tomorrow? I don't know. I would ask you to check with the 
White House. 


Excuse me. They said there is going to be? 


0 Yes. 6:30 

A O.K. 

0 Is there anything new on the plane in 
Brazil, any evidence of where those arms are going? 

A Where the arms are going? You mean what the 
disposition by the Government of Brazil would be? 

0 That's right. 

A I don't have anything -- 

Q No, where the arms were going once they got 
to Nicaragua. Do we have any proof? 

A I don't have anything further on that. No. 

Q Alan, do you have anything now, just so we 


know on the eve of the President's address, about the U.S. 
view of the Contadora group's work? 


A I don't have a specific response to give you 
on the Contadora group, no. They've issued, I think, a 
couple of different statements coming out of that set of 
meetings, and as I understood it, talked about a possible 
meeting in May. But I don't have an evaluation to give you. 








Q Have they talked to the State Department or 
any U.S. official about what their plans are now, since last 
week? 


A I think we have had discussions with indivi- 
dual representatives, or representatives of countries that 
were there, about that prospect for a meeting in May. But I 
don't have anything -- 


Q Are you referring to the Briggs talks or 
something more formal? 


A I'm not going to be more specific than that. 
We have not, to my knowledge, met with the Contadora group 


per se. 


Q No, I know. But there has been no specific 
demarche to your knowledge by the Contadora group to the 
United States about what their intentions are, about what 
they would like to see the United States do in the interim? 


A I'm not aware of any such demarche. 

Q Can you look into it? 

A I think I probably wouldn't. In any case, 
we would be getting into the realm of -- 

Q To look into? I didn't say -- 

A Well, if I look into it, I can't come back 


to you. I will look into it, but don't hold your breath on 
my coming back. 


Q Following the report that you released 
yesterday on the poisoning on the West Bank, doesn't the 
Department -- I asked it yesterday; maybe today you have -- 
any conclusions cf your own as to the people who may be 
responsible for it, or to anything behind just the pure 
medical findings? 


A No, we don't. We don't have information on 
which to make any such judgment. 


Q Alan, any reaction -- back in Central America 
again -- on the apparent threats from a Nicaraguan Government 
official to Costa Rica? 


x I wasn't aware, frankly, that there were new 
threats. Obviously, we have expressed concerns in the past 
about the possibility, when there was the suggestion of a 
threat at one point. We would view that as troubling. 








I‘m not aware of the specific report you're talking about, so 
we clearly would like to see the tensions in that region 
resolved through the regional approach that we have talked of 
before. But I can't address the specifics, because I don't 
know then. 


oO Do you have anything about the visit of the 
Secretary? Is he going to meet with any Palestinians on the 
West Bank or in Jordan? 


A I don't know. Again, I'm going to leave com- 
ment throughout this trip on the Secretary's meetings and the 
results of his meetings to the party. I'm just not going to be 
able to try to keep up with that. There is a rather large 
press contingent. 


2) There is another question I had about a group 
of Palestinians coming to Washington from the West Bank. 


A I don't know anything about that. 

@] Do you know anything about that? 

A I don't know anything about it. 

0 A follow-up to the previous question, can you 


confirm that the Secretary will be meeting with King Fahd 
during this trip? 


A I'll break my own rule to a certain extent to 
comment that what we have said before that the concentration at 
this point is going to be on his visits to Egypt, Israel, and 
Lebanon, focusing primarily on the Lebanon question. Whether 
he will go elsewhere would remain to be seen, depending on what 
happens between now and any such consideration and decision. 


.) You wouldn't be surprised if he went, though? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer. As I say, 
it's open as to what he might do beyond this, but his focus at 
the moment is on Lebanon. 


@ ] To follow up on the last question, has there 
been any contact then with any members of the Saudi royal 
family -- the king or any other officials in Saudi Arabia? 


A There is frequent contact between our govern- 
ment and their government. 











¢) Yes, but the Secretary, from Cairo to Saudi 
Arabia, has he been in touch with -- 


A I don't know whether he's been in touch from 
Cairo to Saudi Arabia. 


0 Do you have any reaction on the Greek 
Premier Papandreou's statements on television last night? 


A Do you want to be more specific as to which -- 


0 More specifically, he's saying that he is 
threatening to cancel the talks on the bases. 


A As previously scheduled, the negotiations 
recessed on April 25. They will resume in mid-May following the 
pattern that was established last October. There are still 
differences between the two sides on some issues, and it would be 
inappropriate to comment on the substance of the negotiations, 
obviously, while they are in progress. 


For our part, the United States will continue to work 
to reach a satisfactory agreement with the Government of 
Greece. 


0 He has been quite specific in two of the 
problem areas. Can you not respond to those? 


A As I say, I don't think I would get into the 
specifics of the negotiations. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Where is Rick Burt today, Alan? 
Q Where is Vernon Walters? 
A Where is Rick Burt? Are we going to collect 


a list of people, and ask where they are? I don't know 
where Rick is. I haven't kept up with him. He is not, to 
my knowledge, in Greece, however. 


Q He's not making any speeches today, is he? 

A He is not making any speeches today. I 
don't know what his schedule is for the day. 

Q Do you have anything on David Dodge, 
speaking of where are our people? 

A I have nothing to announce on David Dodge. 

Q Do you have anything more than you had 


yesterday, 24 hours ago, concerning the circumstances under 
which the trip to Greece was cancelled, the meetings with 
the Greek officials were cancelled? 


“A  [ don't really ‘in substantive terms. I 
think essentially what we were able to offer yesterday which 
is that we understood there was some Greek Government dissa- 
tisfaction with some remarks that were reported in the 
Turkish press which were — made by Assistant 
Secretary Burt in Ankara. 


But since his statements in no way departed from 
well-known U.S. positions, the reason for that action is not 
really clear to us. So you would have to depend on what has 
been said in Greece for that. I don't have a more detailed 
readout. 


As I said yesterday, we regret the decision by the 
Greek Government not to have Mr. Burt's visit proceed as 
planned. 


0 On the Burt visit, Alan, do you know whether 
Richard Burt discussed with the Turkish authorities Turkey's 
voluntary inclusion in the MNF in Lebanon? 


A I don't know. 

Q Did any State Department personnel accompany 
the trip that went down to Honduras and Nicaragua with the 
Intelligence Committee? 


A I do not know the answer to that. 














Q I wonder if you could look into it? 


A No, I think I probably wouldn't because 
we're talking about a trip which (inaudible) was a trip, 
according to press reports, was sponsored by the CIA. I 
think we would be getting into a somewhat dicey area to 
start getting into who accompanied, and all of that. 


Q You're not thinking of maybe, in view of all 
the publicity surrounding all of this, of modifying your 
policy to some extent, with respect to not commenting on 
anything that would have remotely to do with intelligence 
activity? 


A I don't think I suggested that I was. 
Q Apparently not. 
Q Do you have any comment on Sweden's recall 


of its ambassador to the Soviet Union on charges of viola- 
tion of international law by the submarine activity in its 
waters? 


A I don't really have a comment on the recall 
of the ambassador. I could comment very briefly on the 
Commission's conclusions which, I believe, were connected 
with that action, which is simply to say that we have not 
had an opportunity to study the report in detail, but that 
the Commission has rendered a valuable service in high- 
lighting concerns about Soviet conduct which we all must 
share. 


Q Are the Saudis continuing to, in any way, 
aid the President's peace initiative in the Middle East, or 
has there been a falling off since Hussein has dropped out, 
more or less? 


A I don't intend to get into a question of 
what individual countries may be doing. I would say that we 
have said before, the Saudis were playing a constructive 
role in this process. I would repeat that that is our 
judgment but I'm not going to go into any detail. 


Q They're continuing to play it? 


| A I think I would continue to say that they 
are playing a constructive role. 


Q Is there anything, Alan, on the textile 
talks with the Chinese? 








A No. We had something earlier on that, and we 
thought they were resuming, I believe. Beyond that, in 
terms of a readout, I do not have anything. 


Q A fill-in process or recess or what? 

A . Why don't you let me check on that? I don't 
know. I'll check. 

Q Any comment on the Portguese elections? 

A No. 

Q Anything you want to volunteer? 

A No. I really don't have anything to 
volunteer. 

Q Do you have anything on the possible kid- 


napping of Americans in Ethiopia by guerrilla forces? 


A Yes, I have a little something on that. 
Apparently there were wire reports about an American and 
several other foreign nationals who were doing relief work 
in Ethiopia having been captured by guerrillas. 


One American citizen was known to be working in 
the Ethiopian town of Koren which was reportedly attacked by 
guerrillas last week. We don't know what that American's 
status is. 


We have expressed our concern about the welfare of 
this American citizen to the Government of Ethiopia and 
expect to take appropriate measures to insure his safety. 


Q I just want to ask you about the letter on 
El Salvador to the Long subcommittee. Has it been completed as 
yet? 


A I haven't addressed the question of a letter 
or communications, in specific terms, with the subcommittee. 
I think since I don't have anything to volunteer or announce 
on it, I prefer to let any details go at this point. 


As I said, the subcommittee is, as I understand 
it, due to take a vote this afternoon. In fact, I was told, 
probably around 2:00 p.m. I think I would leave anything, 
at least, until that time. 


Q Would you be able to tell us whether a 
letter is to be delivered -- 














A No. Again, I think at this point I don't 
have anything to give you on that. 


Q Three questions. Two are housekeeping 
questions. There's a sign about an Abrams briefing outside. 
Is he going to brief, or has he briefed? It's on the door. 
It says it's been moved to another room. 


A Apparently he's at the Foreign Press Center. 
You'll have to check in terms of what the ground rules are. 


Q Last week I requested a Wolfowitz briefing. 
Can we get one before he goes cn his next trip, or has he 
left already? 


A I'll check on that. 


Q Okay, third: There have been several 
charges from the French and others, and there were several 
requests that the U.S. change it's policy again on iinkage 
between Angola, South Africa, and so forth. Do we have any 
comments, especially to the French criticism the other day? 


A I think we had some guidance which was pro- 
bably available yesterday. I'll give it to you, if you 
want. 


Q Okay. 


A The agenda of the Contact Group, as defined 
by U.N. Security Council Resolution 435, is substantially 
complete, as Minister Cheysson said in Paris. 


Through the cooperative efforts of all parties, we 
have reached the point where, with the exception of the 
electoral system for the Constituent Assembly and final 
agreement on the composition of UNTAG, we are close to being 
able to implement the U.N. plan for Namibian independence. 


In his speech, the Foreign Minister called atten- 
tion to the fact that very little remains on the formal U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 435 agenda. Meanwhile, we are 
working very hard to achieve success in our separate 
discussions with Angola, and we have had the full support of 
all our Contact Group partners to that end. 


We have sought and will continue to seek an 
understanding that meets the basic concerns of all parties 
and that opens the way to a stable and peaceful regional 
context in which Namibia can achieve its independence under 
the free and fair process envisaged in the U.N. plan. 
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0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
@) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one announce- 
ment. Available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, Paul 
Wolfowitz, before the House Appropriations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The subject is foreign 
aid for East Asia. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything for us regarding 
troop build-ups, military activities, et cetera, in the 
Bekaa Valley, Syrian troops? 


A I don't. We're aware of reports of some 
clashes or firing on a bulldozer and so on, but we don't 
have information of our own to confirm even that. 


In general, we are always concerned by such inci- 
dents and view them as underscoring the urgency of the most 
rapid possible, total withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon. But I don't have anything new on the subject of 
build-up to offer you beyond what I've said the last several 
days. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the number of 
Libyan service people in Syria? 


A Libyan? 

Q Libyan, yes. 

A No. 

Q There are reports, again, that Libyan troops 
are manning various types of weapons. 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q On the same question about Soviet presence 
with Syrian forces in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've said 
on it before. 


\> 








Q I know, but what you said before was really, | 
=~ with all due respect -- you could do better. 


A I can do better? 


Q I know you can do better than that. It's kind 
of curious as to why you don't choose to do better, in fact, 
on that issue. 


A Let me look at it and see if there's 
anything more we can say. 


Q What estimate are we giving -- 5,000 or 
6, 000 pees 


A No, we're talking about -- Marvin's question 
was Lebanon. You're talking about Syria. 


Q What estimates are we giving? 


A The other day the figure of 5,000 was used 
in a question which John said he wouldn't quarrel with. 


Q And what about Soviets in the Bekaa; do we 
have a figure on that? 


A That's what Marvin is asking about. 
Q That's in the Bekaa; that's not Syria? 
A That's right. 


Q And do we have another number for Soviets in 
Syria in addition to the Bekaa? 


A We'll go through this again afterwards. 
I've just gone through it. I think you better get it 
straight though before you report it. 


Q In the Bekaa, Alan, the Soviet -- I mean, 
troop movements in the Bekaa area, 


A Soviet troop movements? 


Q No, no, Israeli/Syrian troop movements, you 
have been really not talking about this at all, and there 
are repeated reports. We see everywhere that there is 
something. 


Are you aware of the reports, and you think 
they're incorrect, or what are you telling us? 


au 











A I stand on what I've said before. That 
we're aware of the reports, but I can't confirm those to 
you. I would refer you back to what I've said on the subject 
before. 


I'm aware that there are a lot of press reports 
out about it. 


Q If there were, Alan, would you be aware of 
them? 


A I.think I would be aware of it, yes. 


Q Have you anything on this $30 million 
aid for El Salvador you got, half of what you asked for? 


A A reaction to that? 
Q Yes. 


A We welcome the responsiveness of Chairman 
Long and the House Foreign Operations Subcommittee in 
working out a way to address our mutual concerns in El 
Salvador. 


The result required concerted efforts by all par- 
ties to meet halfway in a spirit of bipartisanship. 


As the Secretary's letter to Chairman Long indi- 
cates, there has been significant progress on the issues of 
prison conditions and unannounced visits, a stepped-up 
program of political prisoner release, a review of all evi- 
dence available to us on the U. S. churchwomen's case, and a 
mutual commitment to advance the objective of a political 
solution through the process of free and fair elections. 


As the Secretary's letter indicated, the 
President will designate a special envoy. We consider the 
Subcommittee's action to be part of an on-going process 
which will involve future discussions regarding the 
remaining $30 million reprogramming which the Administration 
proposed and will continue to seek. 


Q Copy? 


A You can get a copy of that. It may take a 
little bit. 


Q Do you have any kind of timetable on when 
another submission for the extra $30 million -- 








A I don't. 

Q What about a timetable for the special 
envoy? 

A Timetable for a special envoy? Your voice 
is gone. 

Q No, I'm preparing for the speech tonight. 
(Laughter) 


A I see. I don't have a timetable -- 


Q And for the U.S. attorney who will indepen- 
dently investigate the investigation? 


A The U.S. attorney who will -- 


Q Well, aU.S. national attorney that was 
requested to look into the matter? 


A I have nothing on any of these subjects 
beyond what was in the Secretary's letter. 


Q Do you have anything on the massacre that 
was reported in Newsweek at Guazapa Volcano last month? 





A No, I don't. 
Q Could you look into the question? 


A Last month, this was? 





Q Apparently -- it was by the correspondent 
who was in Guazapa for two weeks for Newsweek and submitted 
the report. He reported that 70 civilians had been killed. 


A I thought I had some guidance on that 
before, but let me look at it. 


Q In connection with the Secretary's letter, 
the letter, as I read the transcript of it in the Times, 
said that the Secretary agreed to the provision that the 
parties could raise whatever issues they want to raise in 
their discussions but that the U.S. would not support power- 
sharing negotiations. That seemed to me to be a slight 
shift of position. 


A I would't lead you in that direction. 

















Q Do you have anything to offer on Mr. 
Boucetta's visit to the State Department today? 


A Simply, that King Hassan has sent his 
Minister of State for Foreign Affairs, M'hamed Boucetta, to 
Washington to exchange views on developments in the region 
of mutual interest. 


Q Back in Central America, have you got 
anything on the Panamanian flagship that was stopped in 
Costa Rica, apparently with arms? 


A Yes. Costan Rican authorities have con- 
firmed that a Panamanian-registered ship which put into the 
Pacific port of Puntarenas yesterday with mechanical trouble 
has been found to be carrying a large quantity of explo- 
sives. 


While they have not yet completed their examina- 
tion, the authorities report that the cargo, manifested as 
"agro-chemicals," includes dynamite and detonators. The 
cargo was destined for Nicaragua. 

The captain and multinational crew have been 
detained while the Costa Rican authorities continue their 
inspection of the vessel and its cargoes. 

Q But no arms beyond TNT and dynamite? 


A Dynamite and detonators is what I've got on 
it. 


Q But you wouldn't descibe those arms then, 
would you? 


A I can't go beyond essentially what I've got 
here. I would not describe them as “agro-chemicals." 
(Laughter) 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Yes. 


Q Do you have any idea where the ship sailed 
from? 


A I don't have any further information on it. 


Q Where was the ship? It was on the Atlantic 
coast or the Pacific coast? 











A Pacific port, I said. 
Q Anything on the quantity, Alan? 


A It says “large quantity." I will make this 
available to you and let you just look at it. 


Q It has been reported in the New York Times, 
among other places, that the United States and Argentine 
advisors have trained certain -- what are called “Contras" 
in underwater demolition. Would you comment on whether or 
not the U.S. may have played any indirect role in disabling 
that ship? 





A Again, you're getting into the question of 
covert activities, alleged covert activities, and I could not 
address it one way or another. 


Q Any news about plans for Secretary Shultz 
making a visit to Syria anytime soon, possibly after he ends 
his talks in Israel? 


A I have nothing beyond what I've said before, 
that discussions of how the trip will proceed will come from 
the party. 


Q Who did Boucetta meet at the State 
Department? How long? Can you tell us something about this 
discussion? 


A He's going to be meeting, I believe, at 
noontime, or a little after, with the Acting Secretary, Mr. 
Dam. I think it's on the public schedule so let me refer to 
that, and I believe there is a luncheon that is involved 
with that as well. 


Q The topic would be the -- 


A Again, issues of mutual interest. 

Q Not bilateral -- 

A I'm not going to go into specifics on it. 
Q Middle East, not bilateral things? 

A Issues of mutual interest. I'm sure the 


Middle East will be a topic of -- it would be of some con- 
cern to both parties, but I just am not going to go into an 
agenda. 


--MORE-- 
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Q The Cuban Government says it has delivered a 
formal protest over an overflight of that island by an 
American spy plane. Have you received such a protest? 


A The Cubans did present a protest note, 
diplomatic note of protest, on April 26, but I don't have any 
comment on it or on the substance of the charge. 


Q You don't have any comment. Can you tell 
why you don't have any comment on the substance of the 
charge? 

A I don't think we normally comment on charges 
regarding SR-71 flights, for example. 

Q An intelligence matter, in other words. 

A I think it would come under 


reconnaissance/intelligence, military operations, or not 
operations, but the kind of thing we wouldn't talk about, 
Ralph. You could put it under one of a number of cate- 
gories. 


0 Are you prepared to concede or deny their 
accusation that it was a deliberate provocation? 


A We're just not in a position, Dick, to com- 
ment in any way other than to say we have received a -- 


Q While we're on Cuba, have you had any 
reaction from the Cuban Government to your action in 
restricting travel by their UN Mission? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 
In any case, the restriction is being put into effect. 


Q How do you enforce that? 


A This is a requirement that is imposed upon 
them, and I think it doesn't behoove us to try to talk about 
enforcement per se. We expect them to observe the rules 
when they are in this country under that status -- in this 
case, under the UN. 


Q Well, suppose that one or more of them would 
just decide to violate the restriction. What penalty is 
available to you? 


A I don't think I would want to prejudge that. 
I'll just let it go and not speculate. 


Q Is there some sort of procedure? 














A I'm sorry. Is there a procedure for what? 
Q For dealing with the violation. 
A I think there must in the past have been 


cases. Where there are travel restrictions on others, there 
have been violations, and I think what we would do would 
depend upon the circumstances of the case. 


Q Do you recall what you have done in the past 
in any particular case? 

A I don't have specifics to offer you on that. 

Q In the intelligence activities which they 


were allegea to have carried out, was that outside of a 
distance of 25 miles from New York City? 


A I think that the guidance that we have on 
that, Jim, which is reasonably extensive and is available in 
the Press Office, indicates that that is the case; but I'd 
refer you to the guidance. 


Q O.K. And do you have any comment or further 
comment on how the Brazilians are wrapping up this plane 
matter? 


A O.K. For those who can't hear our laryngi- 
tis friend, anything further on the Brazilian wrap-up? 


No, I don't have anything further on the Brazilian 
wrap-up. (Laughter. ) 


Q Well, I just thought I'd clarify the 
question. (Laughter.) 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the renewed 
call for a ban on weapons in space? 


A I think I can repeat for you what we 
have said in the past about our position on outer space arms 
control; that is, the Soviets possess the world's only opera- 
tional ASAT interceptor, which they continue to test. That, 
plus the wide scope of their other military activities in 
space, belies their pose as champions of peace in outer 
space. 


U.S. use of space has been non-aggressive. Other 
than a commitment to develop an ASAT capability to match the 
Soviets, we are not planning any space weapons systems. 











The U.S. has supported responsible efforts to 
control arms in space -- in the the Outer Space Treaty, the 
ABM Treaty, the Limited Test Ban Treaty, and so forth. Our 
national space policy commits the United States to consider 
further space arms control measures that would ban or other- 
wise limit specific weapons systems if those measures are 
shown to be verifiable, equitable, and in U.S. national 
security interest. 


The question of space arms control is complex, 
with daunting problems -- for example, verification -- and 
until these problems are resolved, we will not be able to 
address questions of future negotiations. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A We can provide a copy. 
Q How are you working to resolve those 


problems? Are you talking about it to the media in a sense 
or what working groups are there? 


A I'm not aware of what specific discussions 
might be under way. 


Q Alan, I recall you said talks were broken off 
because of Afghanistan. Are you changing the ground rules 
now in saying that you won't resume those talks until 
there's some assurance that you can verify whatever treaties 
you agreed to? 


A I said there are a lot of complex issues and 
until they're verified we would not be able to proceed. 
That is, I'll leave you with the words and I'll make that 
available to you. 


Q Alan, anything else on the current state of 
French-American relations -- specifically, given charges 
made by Mitterand and Delors and the French position (that) 
they will not attend any meetings of the seven in Paris when 
Shultz is there? 


A I'm not aware that that's been a specific 
position that they had taken on that, Bill. I saw a report 
which indicated they might not attend a meeting of Finance 
Ministers and so on. 


Q They're working on it. 


A I don't know whether that's -- 
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Q And a dinner to be hosted by Shultz, too, 
(there was) another report yesterday on that. 

A TI can't verify any of that. I don't know. 

Q How about the charges of monetary 
imperialism by them? 

A I don't think I'm going to respond to that. 

Q Anything on the Norway claim of another 
Soviet sub and/or on the Swedish Soviet sub? 

A No, not beyond what I offered you yesterday. 

Q Anything on the Palestinian press services? 

A On the Palestine press services? Yes, 


very briefly -- that we're aware of the press report, 
according to which the Israelis have said that publication 
of a newsletter in question was halted because it lacked a 
license. We really don't have any information of our own on 
that reported incident at this point, but our position on 
freedom of the press is well known. 


Q Was there a Consul there receiving the 
newsletter? 

A I don't know the answer to that. 

Q On the same area, Alan, anything on reports 


coming out of Israel yesterday that the government may 
resettle Palestinian refugees out of UNRWA camps and in fact 
try and do away with UNRWA on the West Bank? 


A We're opposed to any involuntary resettle- 
ment of refugees from the Palestinian camps in the West Bank 
and Gaza. These camps are connected to facilities run by 
UNRWA, which we support and help to fund. That is not to 
say, however, that we are opposed to refugees leaving the 
camps voluntarily to seek better living conditions outside. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Yes, I'll make a copy. 
Q What is the American contribution to UNRWA? 


Do you have a figure there? 


A I don't have a figure here on UNRWA. 


0 j 
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Q Do you have any comment, either for now or 
could you refer me to a comment you may or may not have made 
in the past, on the use of napalm by Salvadoran Government 
forces in the Salvador civil war? 


A I don't know how I can refer you to a comment 
I may not have made. ; 

Q Well, I think -- no, I think you made a con- 
ment -- : 

A By a comment, I don't have anything here. 

Q Do you have any resource? 

A I'm not sure that we would -- well, we did 


have a comment, it seems to me, going back on -- 0.K.; I'm 
told I'm wrong. That's another issue, another issue. 
(Laughter. ) 


I'll check and see if there's anything to say. 
I'm not aware of the reports which you may be referring to, 
however, regarding use of napalm, so I'm not sure that I will 
come up with anything on it. . 


Q Did you have a comment on it? 
A I don't have anything on that, again. 
Q Any news about the possibility of King 


Hussein visiting next month here to attend a conference, 
International Association of Arab-Americans, and possibly he 
might be meeting with officials here? 


A No. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Americas 
Watch Report that came out this morning on Central America? 

A The Americas Watch Report on Central America 
that came out this morning? 

Q Yes. 

A No, I don't. 

Q Alan, a technical point. Are the various 


Space treaties on a schedule of modification talks or where 
they would be renegotiated on a periodic basis? 
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A I‘1l have to check that for you. I don't 


know, Dan. 
Q Would you, please? 
A I don't know the answer to that. Yes, 


right; sure. 


Q Alan, did officials of the U.S. Embassy in 
Rome tell Italian law enforcement officials that they 
thought it would not be advisable for them to interview Dr. 
Henry Kissinger on the subject of the Moro murder? 


A I don't know what Embassy officials in Rome 
ad normally say, but I would be doubtful that we would advise 
law enforcement officials in other countries on matters of 
that sort. 


Q It didn't seem proper to me. That's why I 
wonder if you could look into that. Since that's the 
information we have from the Italian officials involved. 


A Yes. Again you're asking us -- I've given 
you my general judgment on it, but you're asking me to get 
into the conversations between our Government and another 
government. I don't think I'd do that, but I would leave 
you with the thought I did. 


Q Can I go back to my first question? And 
bear in mind we can't hear very well back here. The Bekaa 
Valley is Lebanon and Syria. Now, you're saying there are 
five thousand Syrians in the Bekaa Valley in Syria. 


A No, I didn't say anything about five 
thousand. 
Q Excuse me. I mean Soviets. a” 
A I'll repeat it one time and I'm not going to 
go over it again -- 
Q O.K. 
A -- that is to say, a question was asked the 


Other day about reports of five thousand Soviets, military, 
in Syria. 
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John indicated he had no quarrel with that 
figure. Marvin has raised the question about reports of 
Soviets in Lebanon in the Bekaa, and we addressed this the 
other day -- apparently not quite to Marvin's or others' satis- 
faction because of the impreciseness of our answer. I said I 
would look into it and see if we had anything further on 
that. 


That is Lebanon, not Syria. 


Q We can expect more then on this? 
A I didn't say that. I said I would look. (Laughter.) 
Q Alan, is there any direct connection via 


satellite between those SAM-5 sites and Moscow? 


A I don't know the answer to that nor, if I 
did, would I provide it to you. (Laughter.) 


Q I remember a few weeks ago you said following the 
request of the United Arab Emirates that a team of tech- 
nicians went to offer any technical assistance in the removal 
of the oil slick or to overcome the oil slick in the Gulf. Do you 
have any information about possibly the latest information or 
what we have accomplished or what? 


A The only thing I really have on that is that 
regional states are continuing their diplomatic efforts to 
permit technical experts to undertake activities necessary 
to cap the Norwuz wells, and we support those efforts. 


I think that the press has been rather complete in 
its reporting about what has been said in the region about 
those efforts. 


Q Is the team back from there or it's 
still there? 

A I don't know about what technical personnel 
might still be out there. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


( The briefing was concluded at 12:40 pm.) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 28, 1983, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Available in the 
Press Office are copies of the testimony of Assistant 
Secretary of State Chester Crocker this morning before the 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of the House 
Appropriations Committee. The subject of the testimony is 
the FY-83 Supplemental and the FY-84 Foreign Assistance 
Requests for Sub-Saharan Africa. 


I have a statement regarding the death of Lincoln 
White. The Department of State is deep"y saddened to learn 
of the death on Wednesday of Paul Lincoln White who served 
as Press Spokesman from 1955 to 1963 under Secretaries John 
Foster Dulles, Christian Herter and Dean Rusk. Throughout his 
tenure as Spokesman, Linc upheld the standard for honesty 
and integrity in dealing with the press. He knew the impor- 
tance of the Spokesman's role in enriching public under-—-— 
standing of foreign policy, and he was admired for both his 
professionalism and his good humor. 


We extend our sincere condolences to his wife and 
his family. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have anything for us regarding the 
special envoy the President appointed for Central America? 

A I don't. 

Q When do you expect, or do you -- today, 


this week? 


A I don't know. I would stay in touch with 
the White House. We're talking about a Presidential 
appointment. I just don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you clarify his role? There seems to 
be some difference between the role as outlined by Shultz 
and the role as outlined by the President, particularly with 
respect to the negotiations or discussions in El Salvador. 


A I don't agree that there is an incon- 
sistency in those roles. 

















@) The President didn't address any role with 
respect to talks between opposing sides in El Salvador, 
whereas Secretary Shultz addressed that primarily in his 
letter to Congressman Long. 


A I don't have the text. Again, there is no 
inconsistency. I don't have the text of the President's 
remarks nor of the Secretary's letter in front of me. But I 
think if you look at the President's remarks, he talks about 
assisting the governments of the region in their efforts in 
this respect, and I don't find an inconsistency. 


Q The inconsistency, if there is any, Alan, 
is the obvious one. The Secretary seemed to be addressing 
the various political factions within El Salvador. The 
President's directive seems to be that the envoy deals with 
governments. 


A I think that if you look at the 
Secretary's letter, it also talked about governments. 

6) It did? What about that other point? 

A I think to the extent an envoy -- I don't 


think I can get into a great deal of detail about what that 
envoy might do. That's something that would have to be 
worked out in certain cases in terms of what the governments 
down there might find it useful, helpful for him or her to 
do. The emphasis in both the Secretary's letter and in the 
President's speech, beyond the Congressional role in the 
President's speech, was working with the governments. 


@) Is Stone out of the picture so far? 

A I don't have anything on the question at 
all. 

6) Do you have any reaction to the Brazilian 


President's speech last night? 
A No. 


0) Was any request made by the Israeli 
Government for a meeting between Ariel Sharon and anyone at 
the State Department when he comes to Washington? 


A No, I'm not aware of his plans, in terms 
of coming to Washington. I'm certainly not aware of any 
request on his part, or on the Israeli Government's part, 
that he's seeing anybody. 











Q Any reaction to Israeli reports that the 
Soviet Union is establishing a submarine base in Syria? 

A I don't have anything on that. I can't 
confirm that to you. 

Q I want to go back to Central America. 
Should I? 

A Sure. 

Q Can you comment on whether the United 


States is preparing sites in Honduras to train Salvadorans 
there? 


A I cannot comment on that. I don't know. 
I think that the general issue of training, outside of El 
Salvador, was raised in the context of the reprogramming and 
the supplemental reprogramming, and the supplemental request 
as whole. I'm not aware of decisions and so forth on this at 
this point. 


Q Are there discussions between the 
Government of the United States and the Government of 
Honduras about this? 


A I don't know. Again, I don't think I 
could get into that. I'm sure when we have a training 
program in place, there likely will be. 


Q I would also like to ask, the Deputy 
Foreign Minister of Nicaragua today went through a whole 
number of times where he claims Nicaragua requested nego- 
tiations, unconditional negotiations, with the United States 
over the past two years. He has a list here. It would bore 
everybody to go through it. Maybe I'll just give this to 
you later. 


One of the things he said was that they haven't 
received a single piece of paper with respect to substantive 
proposals for negotiations since April 1982; and also that 
last August, a member of the -- that is, from the United 
States -- last August, at the inauguration of President Retancur 
a member of the Directorate asked Vice President Bush for 
negotiations, or for talks, and has received no reply of any 
kind from that de marche. Can you address that? 


A Simply to point to what we said before on 
the issue of talks with Nicaragua. I don't have the text of 
what we've said here, but I'm sure you have it, and it's also 
readily available. 




















Without getting into the specifics of that list 
that you have, the point that we have made is that we have 
not found our efforts at meaningful bilateral dialogue to be 
fruitful, and our approach, of course, has been focused 
recently on regional approaches. Principally, in the con- 
text of the San Jose principles, but a variety of different 
things have gone on. The recent meetings with the Contadora 
Group plus the Central American countries. 





We think that this entire issue needs essentially 
to be addressed in a regional focus. 


Q How will the differences between the 
United States and Nicaragua be addressed when the United 
States isn't participating? 


A As I say, I'm not going to address the 
specifics of what he's got there. I can't get into the spe- 
cifics of what exchanges have taken place between ourselves 
and Nicaragua. But our general approach is quite clear and 
on the record, and I would have to leave you with that. 





Q Let me ask one other question. It seems 
to me that what you're saying is that there is no place for 
bilateral negotiations but -- 


A I didn't say that. 


Q I just don't understand because they say 
they want unconditional talks; they say it's been consistent 
Since April of 1982; they say the United States has never 
responded in any substantive fashion. 





A Again, I don't think I can get into 
the question of what the back-and-forth might have been. 
Our position, though, has been on the record, articulated, 
and I'm not going to be able to go beyond what we said about it. 


Q Under what circumstances could bilateral 
talks be initiated between the United States and Nicaragua? 


A I think that's something that we would 
have to work out with the Nicaraguans rather than trying to 
articulate it from here. 


Q Would you welcome, in principle, holding 
bilateral talks with Nicaragua? 
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A Again, I don't have an "in principle" 
answer to give you. What we want are solutions to the 
problems. We think that the most fruitful approach would be 
a regional approach. 


0 That doesn't involve the United States -- 


I mean -- 

A It could or it couldn't, under certain 
circumstances. 

8) Can I submit this and ask you to take what 
responses -- 

A No, I'm not going to address the question 
of our discussions with Nicaragua. 

0 You have in the past. 

A Not in substantive terms. 


Q Yes, you have. You've gone through eights 
points in April of 1982. 


'@) ) Sometimes we do these things, as I 
remember. I knew you were going to do that. (Laughter. ) 


Q Alan, anything on human rights in El 
Salvador, generally or specifically in response to Tony 
Lewis's piece? 


A No, not in response to Tony Lewis's piece. 
The Americas Watch, I can give you a response on. It may 
apply to the same issues in any case. 


We addressed our specific assessment of the human 
rights situation and the judicial system in El Salvador was 
included in our January certification submission to the 
Congress. The statistical basis used by our Embassy to 
measure progress has been consistent since the certification 
process began, and we continue to feel it represents an 
accurate indicator. 


On the Americas Watch's general indictment of the 
system of justice in El Salvador, the expectation of an 
almost overnight reform is unrealistic. 


In order for the criminal justice system to func- 
tion effectively, we feel the following serious problems 
must be addressed: the disruptions caused by severe 
guerrilla warfare; acts of terrorism against judcial offi- 
cials, especially at lower levels; inadequate police 
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investigations; illegal use of public law enforcement agents 
for private interests; and rules of evidence and procedural 
abuses which tend to discourage successful prosecutions. 


Progress in legal reform will not come quickly, 
but the largest obstacle to judicial effectiveness is the 
pervasive terrorism and intimidation of judges, attorneys 
and jurists which can only be alleviated as the security 
situation improves from both ends of the political spectrum. 


We will continue to offer the Government of Fl 
Salvador our assistance in addressing these priority issues. 
The recent visit by an interagency team, led by Attorney General 
William French Smith to El Salvador, is one illustration. 
His visit revealed that the desire to reform the system is 
genuine. As the Salvadorans move toward a reform effort and 
identify specific needs for external assistance, we will be 


ready to help. 
Q Copy, please? 


A You can get a copy. 


--MORE-~- 











e) Do you have any other general statement 
with respect to the report on Nicaragua and Guatemala or the 
general thrust of the report, which was that the Reagan 
Administration is using two standards of human rights and 
that Nicaragua bears no relation to what's happening in 
Guatemala and El Salvador in terms of the magnitude of human 
rights abuses? 


A I don't have a general response. 


Q Will you take that question? That was the 
primary reason for the report being issued. 


A I don't think that they've been able to go 
through the entire thing at this point, but let me look into 
it. 


0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 
0 Do you agree with the judgment of 


Ambassador Hinton that it may require a generational change 
in the Officer Corps before you could have a substantial 
improvement in human rights? 


A I think that, first of all, he appeared on 
television this morning on a network that may be familiar to 
you, and there appeared to be some question as to how accura- 
tely he was reported in that newspaper account, based on 
what he said during the interview this morning. In any 
case, it would be, as I indicated in the previous answer, 
unrealistic to expect quick reforms in basic social pat- 
terns. The Administration's policy recognizes the problem 
and has been attempting to address it. 


As the President indicated last night, however, 
that assistance must be sustained and at a level which can 
seriously support any change. To date, for example, we've 
been able to train only one out of ten in the Salvadoran 
military. 


fe) Can we get a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

@) He said -- or he's purported to have said, 
anyway -- and I didn't see the television show -- that with 
respect to President Magana' s coming to power, “One had to 
resort to the military" to put him there. Do you have a 
comment on that? 























A No, I don't. 

@) Could you look into that? 

A No. 

Q It's a very provocative question. 

@) It can enrich public understanding. 
(Laughter. ) 

A I can enrich public understanding? 


No. I think you may be drawing conclusions from 
the way you're reading that text -- 


@) Could you tell me if I am? 

A I would just suggest that you might want to 
look at it carefully. 

0 I am. 

'e) Can you affirm to us, either by checking 


with the Embassy like you did with Ambassador Negraponte on 
the two Congressmen's charges, that Hinton did in fact say 
that? It's an extraordinary thing to say after what the 
President said last night. 


A No. I don't think I'm going to. I think 
that he's addressing a process within El Salvador. He used 
the term "one," as I heard you talk about it. 


e) That's correct. It appears in the context 
that he was speaking of himself. 

A I'm not going to try and parse it that finely. 

0 Do you have anything on the missing 


American among other relief workers in Ethiopia as to their 
condition or to their possible release? 


A No, I don't. I can say that his name is 
Brother Gregory Flynn. He was working for Catholic Relief 
Services. 


We can't comment on his status. We haven't had 
any contact with him, obviously. 











Since the abduction occurred, we've been in con- 
tinuous contact with Ethiopian officials about our concerns 
For the safety of this American as well as the others who have 
been abducted. We've been in contact with the embassies 
of the other nations whose citizens are thought to be among 
the several foreigners abducted. We don't see how the 
abduction or holding of Brother Flynn and the other relief 
workers can serve the interest of any organization, and we 
appeal for their prompt release. 


fe) The same part of the world, Alan. Anything 
on the strafing reports -- strafing of Berbera by Ethiopian 
jets, and were there any U.S. naval vessels in the area? 


A I think I'd have to refer you to Defense on that 
question. I don't have anything on it. 


0 Do you have a home town for Brother Flynn? 
A I do not. 

0 Age? 

A I don't have any other detail on it. 

te) Alan, did you see the story in Post today 


about the students in the U.S. hunted by the Iranian Government, 
and do you have anything on that. Since the Algerians are 
acting to serve the interests of the Iranians in this 

country, have you approached the Algerians at all? 


A The fact is that the American Council of 
Education was in touch with the State Department on the 
matter and was advised, first, to consult with legal counsel 
as to the applicability of the Buckley Amendment, which 
regards privacy of school records of students. Counsel 
apparently concluded that the Buckley Amendment precluded 
the provision of the release of that information, so they 
have closed the matter there. We are not further involved 
in it, or our views never arose. 


0 So you don't see where you would be 
involved in any way? 


A Not at this point. This is how they have 
handled it. 
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Q Do you have anything further, Alan, today 
on the ship that was detained in Costa Rica with dynamite 
and detonators? 


A No, I don't. 


@) Well, I think there's to be a further 
investigation in the cargo. 


A I think they are continuing their investi- 
gation of the incident, but it's up to them to both further 
deal with the matter, and also I think to comment on it. We 
simply provided you what we had yesterday in terms of what 
they had confirmed at that point. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the 
Secretary's plan, now that he visited the three capitals 
intended? What is next? 


A I'm going to have to stick to my rule about 
not getting into his schedule. I think he has addressed it 
to a certain extent, or somebody in the party has 
anyway, in the briefings he's given. This has been reported 
in the wires I've seen coming from the area. But it's a 
little hard to try to keep up since there is a fairly con- 
tinuing process of briefing going on after each meeting, and 
we're several hours behind, and so on. Sol really prefer 
that those kinds of points come out of the party. 


0 In a column today and in a number of recent 
stories, there is a suggestion that Soviet Embassy personnel 
are involved in a much more active way recently in trying to 
acquire high-tech information, and according to these stories, 
getting caught at it; and that explains why there's a lot of 
expulsions, an unusual number of expulsions of Soviet diplo- 
matic personnel from different countries. Has the 
Department looked into that? Is that a conclusion that it 
shares? Do you want to talk about that in any way? 


A I think the only thing I could say about it 
is that it is obvious that high technology is an area of 
considerable interest to the Soviets. It's obvious from the 
incidents that have taken place that various means are being 
tried in an effort to get technology. I don't have a 
reading to give you on the relative level of such attempts 
today versus sometime in the past. 
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0 I'd like to make a stab at that and see 
whether you want to say something. 


A I can try, but I'm not sure that given the 
nature of the activity involved we would be able to do 
anything; but I'll try. 


0 On the subject of espionage, Alan, 
anything today on today's indictment of Waldo Duberstein and 
is the Department in touch with the Governments of Israel and 
Egypt regarding the methane passing of secrets of those two 
countries? 


A I‘m not familiar with the -- 

0 DIA. 

0 Retired DIA -- Waldo Duberstein. 
A Oh, I see. O.K. 


I don't know, but I doubt very much that I could 
get you anything on it. First of all, it's a case that's 
under adjudication at this point -- or he's been arrested, I 
guess, at this point -- or indicted -- and I don't think we 
would get into that. I will take a stab at looking at that 
too, but I'm very doubtful that we could provide anything on 
that. 


0 Alan, now that you've had time to find out 
what Assistant Secretary Burt did say in Ankara -- 

A As I presume you have. (Laughter. ) 

0 Yes. Do you have any comment on either the 


reporting, the Turkish reporting of that press conference or 
Mr. Papandreau's reaction to it? 


A No. I think I've addressed the issue a 
couple of times here, and I don't have anything new to say 
about it. 


0 But at the time you did not know what 
exactly Mr. Burt had said. 


A No. I did say that what he said was con- 
sistent with U.S. policy. There was no diversion from U.S. 
policy in his remarks. 
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0) Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:52 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 


I have one announcement to make regarding parliamen- 
tary elections in Turkey. We have learned that President 
Evren has just formally announced that parliamentary elections 
will be held in Turkey on November 6, 1983. Taken together 
with the just-issued law authorizing organization of political 
parties, lifting of the ban on political discussion and debate 
and submission of the election law to full debate in the con- 
sultative assembly, formal setting of a date for election 
marks substantial progress on the road to establishment of 
full democratic government in Turkey. We welcome this deve- 
lopment and applaud the steadfastness shown by the Turkish 
Government in carrying Out the return to democracy. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 
0 Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, could you go into detail of why did 
Secretary Enders meet with Mr. Robelo? At whose request? And 
isn't it rather exceptional to find a high-ranking member of 
the State Department meeting with a rebel leader committed to 
the overthrow of a government with which we still have diplo- 
matic relations? 


A I leave to Mr. Robelo to explain the aims and 
goals of his group. I'm not sure he has articulated it quite 
in those terms. But in any case, the meeting was requested by 
Mr. Robelo. He gave Assistant Secretary Enders a full review 
of what is happening in Nicaragua with respect to the deve- 
loping opposition to the government there, stressing the warm 
response that the two groups, the ARDE and the FDN, are 
receiving from the population as they expand their operations 
in Nicaragua. 


Mr. Enders discussed U.S. policy toward Nicaragua as 
discussed in the President's speech to the Congress on the 
27th. 




















0 But going hack to the other question, Alan, 
is it or isn't it exceptional for a high-ranking State 
Department official to meet? I mean, Mr. Robelo, without 
Mincing words, is committed to a drastic change of government 
in Nicaragua. Isn't it unusual for a high-ranking diplomat 
to spend more than an hour with a rebel leader? 


A I don't have a judgment to give you on that. 
He requested the meeting, as I say; Mr. Enders met with hin, 
and the conversation went along the lines I've just given to 


you. 


0 Did Mr. Enders offer any moral suvport or other 
kind of support to -- 


A The only thing I have for you is, as I say, 
that he expressed our policy toward Nicaragua as articulated 
in the President's speech. 


9) Alan, at any other time can you remember an 
Assistant Secretary of State meeting with a rebel leader of a 
country with whom we have diplomatic relations? 


a I personally can't draw that out. I'm not sure 
that -- 


@) Cyrus Vance met with Clodomiro Almeida in 
1977. He was Allende's foreign minister (Chile). So this was not 





only an Assistant Secretary; this was the Secretary of State level so 


it is not unprecedented, by a long shot. 


A Thank you, George. I appreciate the 
institutional memory. 


Q Yesterday after a television appearance by Mr. 
Enders, Tinoco, the Deputy Foreign Minister of Nicaragua, said 
that he had a private conversation with Enders after the 
broadcast, and Enders said that he would respond to the 
Nicaraguan Government's request for high-level talks. 


Did you have the same information? 
A I don't have anything on that. 


0 When was the last time that Mr. Enders saw a 
representative of the Nicaraguan Government? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q George? (Laughter) 

Q Is this a new subject? 

0 Touche. 

















(Laughter) 

e) One short question about the -- 

A I will see if I can give you a short answer, too. 
O O.K. The Americans who are in Beirut who have 


not been receiving Danger Pay and there is a little piece in 
today's Times. Why have they been removed from that list? 


A O.K. I will provide this to you afterwards 
too, but let me read it to you. 


9 Can we have the question, please? 


A The question is regarding Danger Pay. It was 
reported in, I think, The New York Times this morning that 
the people there were not receiving "danger pay." 





The Standardized Regulations for government civi- 
lians in foreign areas, which implemented Danger Pay, as pro- 
vided by the Foreign Service Act of 1980, link the granting 
of that benefit to the evacuation or authorized departure of 
dependents and non-essential personnel. This linkage comes 
directly from House and Senate Committee Reports. 


Beirut was designated a Danger Pay post for the 
period June 7 - November 1, 1982, a period during which depen- 
dents and non-essertial personnel were not authorized at post. 
When the Department approved the Ambassador's recommendation 
that it was safe for certain dependents to return to post, the 
Danger Pay was terminated for Beirut, but was maintained for 
the rest of Lebanon. At the same time, the post differential 
for Beirut, which measures a wide range of environmental 
hardships, was raised from 15 percent to the maximum 25 per- 
cent permitted by law. 


The question of when Danger Pay should be awarded 
has been a difficult issue. The Danger Pay policy was most 
recently raised by the Senate during the mark-up of the 
Department's FY 1984 authorization bill. The Foreign 
Relations Committee was divided as to whether to maintain the 
nexus between dependents and non-essential personnel not being 
at post and the granting of Danger Pay. 
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0 So you think that now in light of the Embassy 
tragedy that it would be reinstated? 
A I think I would refer you to what I've 


just said and that is, that there is a linkage through the 
legislative history and the law between Danger Pay and the 
presence, or evacuation of dependents and non-essential per- 
sonnel. I don't know whether there would be a change in the 
attitude of the Congress toward this, but this is imple- 
menting what has been done in devising this up on the Hill. 


re) What about (inaudible) 
A I don't have anything for you on that. 
9) A follow-up on that. Don't the House and 


Senate Committee Reports allow the Secretary to make an 
exception and have both dependents and Danger Pay? 





A This is what I've given you, the interpre- 
tation of the Nepartment at this point. 


9) So you saying there can't be an exception? 
A I've given you what I've got on it. 
0 Yesterday, during the mark-up of the 


foreign aid bill in the Foreign Relations Committee, Senator 
Percy indicated that the Administration won't object to add- 
ons to Israel if the Congress approves all the bills to 
Other countries -- in other words, if the add-on is not at 
the expense of aid to to other countries. What's your com- 
ment on this? 


A First of all, as I understand it, it was 
not a formal mark-up yesterday. It was establishing the 
mark from which they will then mark up next week. 





I think the only thing I can say at this point is 
what I've said before, that we stand by the President's 
request, and I don't have anything further at this par- 
ticular point for you. 








Q Do you have any comment on the Argentine 
Government's document on terrorism and "disappeared"? 


A Yes. We've only seen press reports and 
don't yet have a copy of the actual report. As we've said 
before, the question of accounting for the thousands of 
people who disappeared in Argentina in the middle and late 
1970's is a very important one in Argentina and one which 
the Argentines themselves must resolve. 




















We have consistently encouraged Argentine 
authorities to make available whatever information they may 
have to the families of the missing. 


We have not seen what is reported to be a lengthy 
document yet, as I said, and it would be premature to make a 
substantive judgment. It refers to a complex, controversial and 
very tragic period in Argentine history, and we recognize 
the importance of trying to resolve this issue as that 
country proceeds to the election of a civilian government. 


Based on the press reports, however, we note that 
human rights groups and others in Argentina have apparently 
found it inadequate. We would hope that through these 
groups' communications with the Government of Argentina 
at least some of these misgivings could be resolved. 


9) Copy of that? 
A Copy? Sure. 
9) A follow-up. Another question on 


Argentina. How does the U.S. view the British threat to use 
military force to stop the visit of relatives to the graves 
of the soldiers that are buried in the Falkland Islands? 


A I don't have any information on that. T 
don't have a comment on it. 


O Would the U.S. feel the same about visits 
of relatives to Viet Nam to the Americans buried there? 


A You're raising a hypothetical situation. 


9) I would like to get back to this Danger 
Pay question for just a minute. What was the basis on which 
the Ambassador made the judgment that it was safe for depen- 
dents to come back to Beirut? 


A I don't have information on the basis for 
that recommendation. 


8) Would that be available? 


A I'm not sure that that kind of internal 
back-and-forth would be available. As I say, I leave you 
with the language. It's obvious there was a recommendation 
made for some dependents. I don't think it was a total 
recall. 
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0 On that, Alan, are there American offi- 
cials anywhere else in Lebanon besides Beirut? I 
understood that you said it was lifted on November 3 for 
Beirut. Are there Americans somewhere else in Lebanon outside of 


Beirut? 


A I don't Know what the situation on that 
is. tet me check. Is. the point of your question. Let 
me check. 

9) Do you have any comment on the statement 


of Shafik El Hout, the PLO representative in Lebanon, who 
said that the PLO is ready to withdraw from the Bekaa, all 
of Lebanon, whenever an agreement would be reached between 
the Government of Lebanon and the Government of Israel? 


A We have said before that our information 
indicated that the PLO would withdraw. As we have said, we 
have information that Syria would withdraw in the context of 
a total withdraw of all foreign forces from Lebanon. So 
this is consistent with what we have said our understandina 


is before. 


‘@) Alan, is it possible to restrict payments 
from El Salvador by Fl Salvadoran citizens to the United 
States? Has there been any consideration, any study of this 
as a possible means of controlling what is alleged to be the 
return of a lot of U.S. aid money to the United States? 


4 It sounds like measure that would presu- 
mably come under either (a) the Salvadoran Government's 
authority, or (b) some sort of currency control, and I think 
in that case it really sounds like a technical question 
which you ought to put the Treasury Department. TI don't 
know what can be done or would have been considered in that 


respect. 


0 The Baltimore Sun carried a piece about 
a bill that would offer the PRC long-term Most Favored Nation sta- 
tus. Has the State Department or the Administration taken any 


position on this? 





A We haven't yet seen the text of 
Representative Gibbons' bill and therefore couldn't comment 
directly on it until we have had time to review the specific 
provisions. 


I would note, though, that since our nor- 
malization of relations with China in 1979, the 
Administration has recommended waiver of the provisions of 
the Jackson-Vanik Amendment to the Trade Act of 1974, in 
order to grant China Most-Favored-Nation tariff treatment. 
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This recommendation has been based on China's steadily improving 


and now excellent record on emigration. 


We support the basic concept of multi-year 
treatment for those countries with which the U.S. has 
trade agreement and that have satisfactory procedures 
record of performance on emigration matters under the 
sions of Section 402 of the Trade Act. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. Happy to take your questions. 


QO Alan, how about this new -- described as fury 
and anger in Israel over Secretary Weinberger apparently 
torpedoing the agreement that Secretary of State Shultz had 
made with Israel, the LAVI fighter? 


A Bill, as we announced on April 18, the U.S. 
has approved seven export licenses dealing with three of the 
LAVI systems: Five licenses for the wing and tail composite 
design, one for the fly-by wire computer control system, one 
for the servo-actuator system that controls the flight 
control surfaces. 


The licenses implementing this decision were 
issued early last week. These are highly technical matters, 
obviously, and we've had subsequent discussions with the 
companies and with the Israelis further on defining and 
Clarifying the items that would be included. 


Subsequently the licenses were amended to reflect 
a greater specificity and to define more accurately what was 
contained in the license applications. We believe we have 
now met the requests put to us by the Israeli Government, 
and at the same time we have safeguarded critical U.S. 
technology. 


2) Alan, isn't it true that the original licen- 
ses that came from the Pentagon to State -- they were only 
for engineering and not for production, and that's specifi- 
cally what got the Israelis furious. 


a I can't get into the question of what went 
on. I don't know, frankly, but I don't think I could get 
into it in any case of what might have gone on between 
Departments. But, as I say, we believe that we have now met 
the request put to us by the Israelis as well as safe- 
guarding critical U.S. technology. 


Q Have the Israelis complained about this in 
private? 

















A John, I wouldn't get into the question of 
diplomatic interchange, as you know. 


Q What about the question of the public diplo- 
Matic interchanges going on now? Would you comment on that? 


A No. I've seen sourced stories and so on out 
of Israel. This is ovr explanation of what has in fact hap- 
pened, and I think that's what we'll stay with. 


@) Alan, is the amendment of the licenses a 
result of further consultations between Secretary Weinberger 
and Secretary Shultz on the promise Secretary Shultz made, 
Or was the amendment the result of conversations between the 
U.S. and Israel? 


A You're asking me to get into two areas that 
I've just said I'm not going to get into. One is inter- 
agency discussion and the other is intergovermmental 
discussion. The fact is that the licenses were issued, that 
these are highly technical matters, that we've had further 
discussion, the licenses were amended to reflect greater 
specificity and define more accurately what was actually in 
the license applications, and we believe we have met the 
Israeli request. 





Q You say, "We had more discussions." Who is 
the "we" involved in that? Has the U.S. had more 
discussions -- 

A We had discussions, as I understand it, with 


some of the companies involved and also with the Israelis. 
Q What do you mean by "greater specificity"? 


A I really can't go beyond this. It's a very 
technical kind of question, and you're beyond my competence 
on it. 


Q How would you describe the impact of the 
controversy last week regarding this matter and the 
Secretary's mission in the Middle East? 


A I don't know that I would think that there's 
an impact. First of all, I'm not sure what the controversy 
-- I wouldn't address the reports of controversy, so I'll 
set that aside. 





But in terms of the -- I don't see any impact of 
any discussions that have been held on the Secretary's 
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mission at this point. As I say, logic dictates if we've 
met the Israeli request on this that it shouldn't have any 
impact, of course, and the reports coming out of the region, 
I think, coming from the press and otherwise are -- while 
they are long, detailed, difficult discussions -- nonethe- 
less they're good discussions and moving ahead. 


Q Alan, the Israelis also said they're angry 
because they claim that the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, General Vessey, has been told -- he's now on a 
Middle East tour and he's been told not to go to Israel, and 


to go only to Arab countries. Now I know you could say that's 


a Pentagon matter, but, if true, it does affect our foreign 
policies, specifically Shultz's negotiations. 


A Bill, I don't know anything about it, and I 
really am going to have to refer you to the Pentagon because 
that's were the facts presumably rest on that issue. I just 
don't know. 

Q Aren't you curious about it? 


A I'm curious about all sorts of things. 


Q Alan, the decription that Bill just used that 


Israel is angry, do you take it -- is that your 
understanding -- 
A I'm not going to try to characterize the 


Israeli position on this, 
Q How have they reacted to this -- to the -- 


a4 Again, I'm not going to get into our 
discussions with them, I'm not going to try and characterize 
the reaction. This is a statement of the facts as they 
exist, and I'm -- 


Q What do you mean when you say “subsequently"? 
When was it that the thing was amended? 


A Subsequently after the initial issuance. 

Q When was subsequent? Can you get that, 
please? 

A I don't think I can get that. 

Q You just said you were getting the facts. I 


don't see why you're so leery about it when this thing was 
amended. 








A I will try and get it, Don. I don't know. 
We're getting into -- 


Q You said when the thing was issued, now 
you've said subsequently -- 


A I said early last week. I didn't say speci- 
fically when beyond that. Between early last week and 
early this week. 


Q Would you get the dates, please, when those 
things were done? 


A I will try to see what I can get for you on 
that. 


°) In this regard, there were press reports that 
the licensing or this permit that you just mentioned, the 
three components for the LAVI planes, were given to the 
Israelis, or that Secretary Shultz played a major role in 
getting this agreement to be implemented or to come to this 
net result of the negotiations about it contrary to what the 
White House or the Pentagon were not in favor of giving this 
at this time to Israel. 


Can you confirm, deny, or do you stand by what you 
just said before about that? 


ny No. I'm not going to comment on it. I 
addressed this, essentially not commenting on this sort of 
thing when we first made it known that the approvals had 
been given, and I don't have anything beyond what I said at 
that point. 


QO Alan, I maybe lost you somewhere. Why were 
the licenses amended? 


A I can only offer you the words I've got here, 
that these are highly technical matters, and we wanted to 
define and clarify what should be included and the amend- 
ments provided greater specificity and clarity, define more 
accurately what was contained in the Israeli applications in 
the first place. 


Q Are you saying that you have met Israeli 
demands? You also said that, didn't you, somewhere? 


A I think we have met their requests. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 











A Yes. Sure. 


Q Alan, is it possible to get someone who can 
go into some of the specificity you're speaking about from 
that podium? 


A I can ask, Bob. I'm not sure that we 
really could, but let me ask. 


Q Alan, what does it say about the lack of 
cohesion or lack of coordination within the Administration? 
At a time when the Secretary of State is trying to get an 
agreement, apparently Secretary Weinberger is doing his best 
to interfere with the process. 


A I haven't accepted that contention, and I'm 
not going to comment again on allegations that that's the 
case. 


Q Alan, why the timing at this juncture? 
A Timing of? 
QO Of the approval this last week -- 


A I refer you back to what I said about the 
LAVI. I would refer you back to what I said on this when we 
Originally made it known last week. I don‘t have those 
words, and I'd rather be precise about it than trying to 
paraphrase it. 


@) On the Middle East subject, what do you com- 
ment on President Mubarak's statement about the need to 
involve the PLO in the peace talks as reported this morning? 


A I don't have any comment to offer you on 
that. The Secretary had discussions with President Mubarak. 
I think they both spoke after that. Our position on the PLO 
is well known. I don't have anything beyond that. 


0 Do you have anything to say about the rocket 
attack near the U.S. Ambassador's residence? 


A No. I think that whatever has had to be 
said, or whatever there is to be said about the rockets, has 
been said out there. I gather they're still looking into 
the matter. It's quite up in the air as to what the cir- 
cumstances were. 


























Q Does the U.S. Government view it as an attack 
on the Ambassador's residence, does it? 


A Not to my knowledge. No. I think that 
everybody's said that they don't really know what the facts 
are and have not characterized it that way. 


-- MORE -- 














0 Another area? 
A Go ahead. 


fe) Do you have any reaction at all to the 
demonstrations in Poland yesterday? 


A No, I don't. 
0 Nothing at all? 


A No. The President, of course, issued a state- 
ment on May l. 


0 That was before the demonstrations and the -- 


A I think I'd refer you to what he said in terms 
of the U.S. Government's sentiments and so on. 


@) Does the Administration agree with 
Kirkpatrick's assessment about Dodd's speech, that it was 
demagogic and irresponsible? 


A I'm not going to offer you a value on that. The 
President spoke; his speech was clear on the U.S. policy. 


QO Let me ask it in a different way: Does 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick speak for the United States Government 
on Central American policies and -- 


A Jim, I'm not going to -- You are asking it 
another way. I'm not going to get into the question. The 
policy is what I'm talking about here -- the policies articu- 


lated by the President in his speech. 


fe) Mrs. Kirkpatrick apparently told the Times 
that the ratio of military-to-economic aid was 3 to l in 
El Salvador -- or 1 to 3. The President said it was 1 to 2. 
In January, we had State Department officials say here, ON 
BACKGROUND, that it was 5 to l. 


Is there some consensus in the Administration as to 
what the ratio is, and can we get it? 


A Let me see. I think maybe the points are being 
addressed somewhat differently in terms of time period and so 
On, but let me see what I can get you on that. I'd like to 
think that's a serious question, as opposed to simply a 
needle. But I will go on and take the next question. 





Q The Nicaraguan Government responded to 
President Reagan's speech with a lengthy and rather detailed 
list of alleged U.S. violations of Nicaraguan air space, in 
some cases specifying numbers on planes, dates, and so on. 


Do you have any response to that? Have you seen it? 
And if not, would you take the question? 


A No. I've seen wire reports of it. It would 
involve allegations of intelligence activities and so on. I 
don't think I would be prepared to get into that. 


0 The intelligence response you use in connection 
with the alleged air space violations? 


A I think that is what was being referred to by 
the Nicaraguan Government. 


Q On Jim's questions, would you like the state- 
ment of the Ambassador to stay as is that the Senator is 
whatever she said about him? Don't you care to add something, 
to clarify, to -- (Laughter) I mean, she said something -- 


A As I say, the President stated our policy, 
and that's where we'll leave it. 


QO Do you have anything on the attack on Nicaragua 
by the contras in which the death of one West German doctor 
was one result? 


A I don't have anything on that, Jim. 


8) Back to Beirut, yesterday, Mr. Fagleburger said 
that he felt pretty sure that the Embassy would be rebuilt -- 
of course, not at the same site. Are there any plans underway 
now for reconstruction, the site being selected? What's hap- 
pening as far as getting a new Embassy going? 


4 I can't give you details on that at this point. 
I can say the matter is under active consideration, but I 
really can't go beyond that at this particular point. 


0 When would we know, or would you know, or when 
can you tell us? 


A I don't know at this particular moment. When I 
have something, I'll be happy to share it with you. But as I 
say, it definitely is being given urgent consideration. 





Q And as he said, they will go ahead to rebuild? 
A Oh, yes. 


Q Does the Administration have any comment on the 
extension for 30 days of the El Salvadoran Government's state 
of seige? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


e) Alan, in light of the Administration's concern 
for a free press as an important element of human rights, do 
you have any comment on the beating of a French journalist, 
Madame Claude Albert, outside a Paris press conference, which 
was carried out by the personal bodyguards of Dr. Henry 
Kissinger? 


A Don't know anything about the case; don't have 
any comment on it. 


Q Do you plan briefings on the Williamsburg 
Summit, or are there already plans in the works? 


A I'm sure there will be a fair amount of 
briefing on that, Spence. I don't know of specific -- 


Q There is one this afternoon at the Foreign 
Press Center. 


A Is it at the Foreign Press Center? 

re) At 2 o'clock, yes. 

A O.K. But I don't know, in terms generally, for 
the American press, for example. There have already been 
some, and I'm sure there will be more. We will let you know 
when those are held. 


Q Do you have anything about the visit of King 
Hussein? 


A King Hussein? No, I have nothing on the visit 
of King Hussein. 


Q Alan, back on Williamsburg, have any of those 
studies been completed? 


A The studies? 


@) Yes, the multilateral studies. 
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A I understand. I'm not aware that any studies 
have been completed. They are certainly going forward, but 
I'm not aware at this point that any have actually been 
finished. 

















Q Do you expect some will be before the Summit? 





A I can't say for sure. Let me see if I can get 
anything on it. I don't know that we would want to try 
necessarily to predict without the studies in hand. 
Certainly, it is the intention of the various people concerned 
to make headway, as they are doing in these various areas in 
the context of not only the meetings of the experts and so on 
that are going on, but the various meetings that will take 
place before the Summit -- OECD and so on. I'll see if I can 
get any further definition, but I'm not sure I can. 


Q Alan, the Vietnamese news agency has announced 
that a group of its troops have begun today withdrawing from 
Kampuchea. What is your reaction? 


A Don, it's unclear precisely what is involved. 
I've seen the announcements regarding this.. If they are 
pulling out some forces, I suppose that's all to the good. I 
Saw one report that they are pulling out 15,000. If that's 
true, I suppose it would be nice if they pulled out 165,000 
more. Last year there was an announcement that they were 
doing this, and it apparently was not much more than a troop 
rotation, so I think we have to wait to see what this really 
means. 


Q But suppose they are pulling out 15,000 troops? 
A Suppose they are? 


Q Yes. You say it would be nice if they pulled 
out 160,000 or whatever number. 


A I'm assuming 180,000 and just adding -- 


Q What would be the significance of any substan- 
tial withdrawal of Vietnamese forces, or do you think it would 
have any? 


A I'm not sure in the context of 180,000 total 
forces what the significance of the withdrawal of 15,000 would 
be. 


Q Does the U.S. have any attitude about it, a 
partial withdrawal of Vietnamese forces? 
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A I don't have anything to add beyond what I've 
said. I think, Don, there were some words the other day. 
There is some guidance you might want to get from the press 
office that perhaps is more formal. 


fe) Was there any response to the suggestion by 
Ambassador Dean that they open it to the press? And do you 
know whether the press have been permitted to watch the 
withdrawal? 


A I'm not aware of Ambassador Dean's suggestion. 
I'm aware of reports that the Vietnamese offered to make 
this action a press event. But I don't know what the extent 
of coverage beyond particular actions where they took press, 
if they did indeed do that, or if they are doing that, what 
the extent of free press coverage is in terms of verifying 
what it is and so on? 


Q Can you tell us whether Secretary Shultz in his 
travels in the Middle East is discussing with Israel at all 
the Memo of Understanding from 1981, or is that not a subject 
of these discussions? 


A I couldn't get into that. 


Q Secretary Shultz said this morning, I believe I 
heard on that, that he is going to stay in the Middle East as 
long as it takes till he gets an agreement before he comes 
back to the United States. Is there a time limit, or is it 
going to be weeks or months or what? 


With the pace of talks which is going on between Tel 


Aviv and Beirut, what do you estimate as the length of time that 


he will be spending there? 


A I really can't. I just don't know. I think 
the party has addressed this. They don't know at this point, 
and I have no way of knowing. I don't think at this par- 
ticular juncture it's knowable. But we'll see. 


@) But it's do-able? 
A It is do-able. (Laughter) 


Q Over the weekend Under Secretary Egleburger and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Michel talked about Cuba and drug 
smuggling. 


A Right. 
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Q Is it your understanding that they are saying 
that it is Cuban Government policy to smuggle drugs, or that 
it merely went on and the Cuban Government knew about it and 
didn't stop it? 


And a second question: Is it still going on or not? 


A All I can do is really offer you reference back 
to Mr. Michel's testimony which stated that the U.S. has 
developed new evidence confirming that Cuban Government offi- 
Ccials have facilitated narcotics smuggling through the 
Caribbean, and that the evidence gives strong indication of 
official Cuban approval. 


The U.S. has made clear on numerous occasions, 
including in Assistant Secretary Enders' testimony before the 
Denton Subcommittee last March that there is evidence impli- 
cating Cuba in narcotics trafficking. Additional evidence has 
come to light since then with the indictment of four Cuban 
officials in Florida and with convictions of other traffickers 
related to that. 


As Mr. Eagleburger said yesterday, the evidence is 
such that it's hard to believe that the Cuban Government, in 
fact, did not approve. 

Q Thank you 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, Acting Secretary Kenneth Dam will 
testify tomorrow at 9:30 before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee. The subject is MX. 


Second, in line with my promise to keep you up to 
date on what's going on in Beirut in terms of the Embassy, 
I would just simply note that a Department survey team, 
which included a structural engineer and an architect, has 
completed its preliminary survey of our damaged Embassy in 
Beirut. The team concluded that the building which was 
leased by the U.S. Government is unfit for further use. 


The city of Beirut engineers have reached the same 
conclusion and will determine whether the building should be 
demolished for public safety reasons. 


The Department's Office of Foreign Buildings is 
considering various options for our temporary and permanent 
building requirements in Beirut. 


That's all I have on that, and that's all I have 
On announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, further on that, do you have any esti- 
mates, in terms of cost damage, and how much it would cost 
° to start up a new Embassy? 


AA I don't have anything further on that. 


0 Or how much the Department will be asking 
Congress -- 


A That's what I'm saying. I don't have 
anything further for you on it at this point. As we have 
something, I'll be happy to provide it. 


As far as the building is concerned, I guess, 
since it's a building that has been leased, I think you 
would probably have to go to the owners to find out what 
their costs are, in terms of replacement or whether they're 
covered by insurance, or whatever. I don't know about that. 














I can only give you what we have from our side of it. But 
at this point, this is all I've got. 


0 I would like to know what the costs are to 
the Department as well as within the building. 


A When we have some cost figures, I'll be happy 
to provide it. 


e) Who is responsible in such a case of 
terrorism? Is the owner, as you say, and his insurance, if 
any? Is it possible to get -- I presume it's possible to 
get insurance against terrorism. 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Does the United States have responsibility, 
because it wouldn't have happened unless the Embassy was 
situated there. 


A Why don't I see if I can find out anything 
about that? I don't happen to know the answer. 


e) Same subject, for just one second. Do you 
happen to have the lease amount? 


A No. 


0 Is there an agreement between the U.S. 
Government and the Government of Poland to provide asylum in 
this country for jailed Solidarity leaders? 


A I know of no such agreement. I'm aware that 
that question was of some interest and that there had been 
some sort of report about it. We checked it, and we know 
nothing about such a report. 


@) If there is no agreement, Alan, how do we 
explain 34 Solidarity types arriving in New York right about 
now, and more than a thousand so far have come in since May? 


A Why don't you ask the Polish Government what 
their policies are in releasing people? 


@) Don't we know who comes into this country? 


A You're asking me whether or why they are being 
released and why they are travelling, and I would suggest 
you ask the Government of Poland. 








Q But if they're coming into this country, they 
have visas; Alan. 


A We have visa people. But you're asking me 
about motivations, and I'm telling you that I can't answer 
your question about motiviations. 


Q Not motivation, but policy; do we have a new 
policy towards -- 


A. No. 

8) Do you have any comment on Poland's denial of 
-- the Pope requested amnesty for political prisoners prior 
to his June visit, and that was denied. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A I don't. 
Q Any comment on the unrest in Poland today? 


A No, not particularly. I would note that the 
Polish police have resumed a blockade of our Embassy at 
approximately 11:00 today Warsaw time. The apparent aim is 
to prevent Polish citizens from using the Embassy library. 
The Poles who convince the police they're not planning to 
use the library are allowed to enter the Embassy. 


The Department will protest this unwarranted 
interference with access to our Embassy. 


Q Is there any reaction to the speech by the 
Chinese Ambassador in New York? 


A No. 


e) Can we get back to the Middle East for a few 
minutes, Or a minute or two? There was a shooting yesterday 
on the West Bank of a Palestinian West Banker who was sup- 
posedly protesting the confiscation of land or new settle- 
ments on the West Bank. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't. 


e) Do you have any comment on the shooting of 
the Palestinian on the West Bank? 


A I don't have any reaction to that particular 
incident. We have time and again stated our concern about 
incidents, but in terms of that specific one I don't know 
anything about it. I can't comment on it. 




















e) Senator D‘Amato has protested the non- 
appearance of Mr. McPherson of AID to the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, Foreign Operations Subcommittee, 
saying at the last minute -- it dealt with Syria, U.S. aid 
to Syria. It was a fairly strong protest. Is there any 
reaction at all to this? 


A It's the first I've heard of it, so I don't 
know what the facts are. Let me see if I can find something 
out. In the meantime, I would also suggest that you might 
want to check directly with AID, but I'll see if we can find 


something on it. 


0 President Mubarak, in his speech on May Day, 
indicated that King Hussein sent to him a message in which he 
continued the Jordan commitment for maintaining dialogue with 
the PLO; do you have a comment on that? 


A Maintaining -- 
0 Dialogue with the PLO. 


A Dialogue with the PLO? Between whom and the 
PLO? Between -- 


0 Jordan and the PLO. 


A Jordan and the PLO? No, I think that our 
attitude on that remains as it has been. The action on the 
peace process rests with those whose support King Hussein 
seeks so that they can take the necessary action to allow 
him to come to the peace table. 


0 Has Secretary Shultz any pleas to meet with 
Major Haddad during his trip? 

A I know of no such plans. 

0 Do you have any comment on Herblock's cartoon 


about Hussein? 
A No. 


e) Any confirmation of reports that feelers were 
going to Damascas to find out, or to prelude the visit of -- 


A Who is going to Damascas? 








Q U.S. feelers to prelude or to pave the way 
for Secretary Shultz to visit Damascas? 


A I think that the Secretary has indicated to 
the press travelling with him that he does hope to be able 
to go to Damascus at some point. Specifically, when that 
would be, I can't tell you. To my knowledge, there was no 
firm decision about that, but I think that that kind of 
announcement would have to come -from the party. 


My last understanding was that there was no firm 
decision, but, yes, indeed, he did hope to be able to do 
that. There have been discussions about this. 


Q Is there anything further on the LAVI 
aircraft? 


A On the LAVI, no. 


'@) Anything new, Alan, on the Soviet military 
buildup in Syria? 


A No, not beyond what we've said before. 


0 This morning, Ariel Sharon said that he was 
sure from intelligence reports that Syria and the PLO were 
behind the bombing at the Embassy in Beirut, and ultimately 
the Soviet Union. Does your information jibe with that? 


A I'd stick with what we've said before on 
this. First of all, we don't know. Second, I guess, it 
was Larry Eagleburger who addressed the subject to a cer- 
tain extent, basically saying that, but perhaps in more 
words, on Sunday on television. I would refer you to what 
he said about it, but I think that really does represent the 
extent of what we know at this point. 


--MORE-- 














0 About Sharon, Alan, he also said that he had 
informed or told the U.S. officials of such acts, that they 
may happen. If true, did the American officials take 
serious precautions to prevent these things? 


A I can't confirm to you that he made any 
specific warnings. It is, at the same time, clear that 
everybody is aware of the possibility of such terrorism vir- 
tually anywhere, and certainly in a situation which perhaps 
is more inflamed than most places. You do what you can. 

I'd refer back to what we've said before on this about the 
business of an embassy and how you have to deal with the 
country and the people where you are, and you can't make 
yourself a fortress. You do what you can within that 
framework. 


0 One more on Sharon, please. Will he be 
seeing any American officials while in the United States? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for him to see any 
American officials. I'm not aware that issue has arisen. 


0 Any comment on Mr. Eagleburger's meeting with 
the Afghan group today -- the purpose of the meeting, and the 
outcome? 


ay Very briefly, Under Secretary Eagleburger met 
with three Afghan resistance figures this morning. They 
will also meet with representatives of the Bureaus of 
Humanitarian Affairs and Refugee Programs. 


These Afghans testified at the International 
Afghanistan hearings in Oslo on Soviet atrocities in 
mid-March and are visiting the United States privately under 
the joint auspices of the Afghanistan Relief Committee and 
Freedom House. 


Washington is their second stop after New York, and 
a series of meetings, interviews and TV appearances have 
been arranged for them so that they may explain the horrors 
of what is happening in Afghanistan under the Soviet 
occupation. 


0 Alan, is the U.S. providing any arms to 
Afghanistan? 
A We have indicated before that's a question we 


couldn't address one way or another. 











0 Alan, there seem to be growing differences 
on the interpretation of that August 17 Communique between 
the United States and China on the flow of arms to Taiwan. 


Can anything be said at this side here about 
getting some clarifications on this -- 


A I have nothing new to say on that subject. 
We've addressed it at some length, and I have nothing new on 
it. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the 
China-AMC deal on the cars? 


A The jeeps? 
) The jeeps. 
A No. I don't. 


re) Do you have anything on the disappearance in 
Honduras of a prominent left-wing academic? 


A I don't know anything about it. I don't have 
any comment on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the alleged invasion 
of alleged Somocistas from Honduras into Nicaragua? 


A No. I saw a wire on that, but I don't have 
any comment. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report in The 
Washington Post this morning by Edward Walsh, I believe, _ 
about some reports that Israel might be getting out of 
flexibility in Lebanon and possibly coming to an agreement 
soon, and possibly the Memorandum of Understanding will be 
put back into operation or the 75 F-l6s will be released 
or something -- 





A I don't have any comment on any of that. The 
Secretary is engaged in very intensive discussions, and we 
hope that there will be agreement soon on the Lebanon 
question. I guess I'd leave it there. 


re) I want to follow up on a question with my 
colleague about the West Bank. Since according to a story 
this morning that one was killed during this protest against 
the expansion of the settlements, or the protest of the new 
settlements, in light of your repeated position currently 
about not to allow any more settlements or to call for a 


freeze on settlements, why don't you make a case about this 














issue of people protesting? The land is their land; it's 
not proper land or common land as the Israelis claim. 


Can you take a new position, or can you take a 
question about that? 


A No. Our position on the freeze of settle- 
ments is quite clear. I don't have anything to add to it. 


0 Does anyone in this Department plan to meet 
with Guillermo Ungo while he's here? 


A I don't know of any plans to meet with Mr. 
Ungo at this point. 


0 Do you think Senator Stone will meet with him 
at some future date? 


A That's very hard to say. The efforts of the 
new envoy will be to encourage all governments and opposi- 
tion groups in Central America to talk with each other. 
However, ways to advance these talks are still under con- 
sideration. 


0 You're not ruling out such a meeting then; 
you just don't know any specifics about it? 


A I think the only thing I could say is, again, 
ways to advance the talks that the envoy will be encouraging 
are still under consideration. There's nothing further I 
could really say on that. 


¢) Yesterday you said that you'd look into pro- 
viding a ratio of military to economic aid with respect to 
El Salvador. I guess that's still -- 


A No. We have an answer. It will be posted. 


0 Can I add just a couple of basics to clear up 
a couple of things? 


A Why don't you look at what we've posted 
before you add. 


0 Can't I? I'd be saving time, I'm sure. 


A I'm not sure you would. You don't know what 
Our answer is. 














e) Could I ask a question -- I'm sure there's 
an answer -- which is how many guerrillas does the United 
States believe are fighting in El Salvador? 


A How many guerrillas do we believe are 
fighting there? 


0 Yes. What do we base -- what is the number? 
A What's our -- 
fe) There have been varying -- 


A I've seen it. I don't think we've done a 
roll call recently. 


@) I'm sure you haven't done a role call, but 
I'd like to know just so we can get it on the record as to 
how many we think there are. 


A Let me see if I can get you a figure on that. 


0 Alan, several Congressmen have written let- 
ters, signed letters, linking arms control and their support 
on the MX. Does the State Department have any comment on 
that movement, if you will, or on those letters? 


A I believe that Larry Speakes addressed this 
question this morning. You're talking about the letter from 
Senators Nunn, Percy, Cohen. I think that he indicated that 
letter had been received at the White House over the 
weekend, that we've been studying it, that there's a similar 
letter we understand that's coming from the House -- 
although I believe he said it hadn't been received yet -- 
and that we would respond to those letters once they had 
been reviewed. 


The letter that has been received, as I understand 
it, calls for the President to endorse the full recommen- 
dations of the Scowcroft report which indeed he has done. 
Again, I think Larry referred to a statement on April 19 
when he said, “After reviewing the report, I met with the 
National Security Council. They endorsed the Commission's 
recommendation as do all members of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, and so do I." So in effect we certainly endorsed the 
report. 


I can't comment further on the letters, though, at 
this point. 
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@) Alan, on the Scowcroft report, White House 
officials have said that the President said he endorses the 
recommendations in the report. What he means by that is 
that he endorses the recommendations regarding the MX and 
the Midgetman if it proves to be feasible, that he's 
studying the arms control recommendations, and that he 
doesn't necessarily agree with the "narrative" of the 


report. 


Are you now saying that you dismiss what these 
White House officials have said, and you're saying that he 
endorses the full recommendations of the report? 


A Again, I would refer you to what Larry 
Speakes has said on this, but I believe that there were 
three basic recommendations in, as you're suggesting, the 
arms control, single-warhead missile, and MX areas. It's 
those recommendations which the President has said that he 
endorses. 


I would refer you to what the White House is 
Saying on it, but I don't think there's anything incon- 
sistent here. 


‘e) Has the Administration achieved a compromise 
with the Senate and House Intelligence Committees on the 
question of U.S. Government activities in Nicaragua? 


A I don't have anything for you on those 
discussions. I gathered that the House Committee might have 
taken a vote today. I haven't heard whether they did or 
didn't yet, but, in any case, I don't have anything on that. 

re) Thank you. 


“A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no 
announcements. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, have you had a chance to study Mr. 
Andropov's statement on missiles and do you have anything 
further to say or elaborate on our statement of last night? 


A No. I think we're going to stand on what we 
said last night on that. 


QO Is it your reading of the statement that it 
again expressly excludes the deployment of the Pershing and 
Tomahawk Missiles? 


A Again, I think at this point we will simply stand 
on what we've said. Obviously, this is a subject we would 
look to discussing when the talks resume. 


fe) Is there any reaction to the vote yesterday on 
Nicaragua? 

A On the Boland committee? 

@) Yes. 

A The Committee reported out favorably a bill 


which, if enacted, would authorize in fiscal years 1983 and 
1984 assistance to governments of countries in Central 
America willing to accept it, amounts as much as $80 million 
for the specific and limited purpose of interdicting the 
supply of military equipment from Nicaragua to Cuba, to indi- 
viduals, groups, organizations, Or movements seeking to 
overthrow governments of countries in Central America. 


The Committee action is most unwise. It is true 
that the committee by its action recognizes the importance of 
maintaining, even enhancing, one aspect of the 
Administration's efforts to interrupt the export of revolu- 
tion and to deny to the Salvadoran insurgents arms and 
materiel now being provided them by Sandinista Nicaragua and 
Cuba. 








———— ——aes = 








But the Committee action imposes rigid restrictions 
and limitations on the United States and any friendly country 
Or countries which might choose to accept the proffered 
assistance. Nothing in the legislation is designed to 
influence Sandinista behavior. On the contrary, the legisla- 
tion gives-carte blanche to the continued use of Nicaraguan 
territory as a sanctuary for insurgents, and as a hbase for 
their command and control apparatus, as well as their 
terrorist activities in the region. Thus, taken as a whole, 
the Committee action encourages continued Sandinista 
aggression against Nicaragua's neighbors. 


e) May we have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
0 


_I was just wondering what with respect to all 
the appeals for bipartisan support for the President's 
Central American policy, this is a rather harsh statement. 
And coupled with Ambassador Kirkpatrick's statement about 
Dodd's reply, how is this going to aid the Administration's 
search for bipartisan policy on Central America, especially 
given the partisan nature of the vote yesterday? 


A Jim, I think that the President's appeal for 
bipartisan support on this remains. What I've given you is a 
response to the action that was taken, and I don't intend to 
address it in partisan terms. It's a matter of what the 
substance of the decision was. 


0 Alan, the statement refers to one aspect of 
the Administration's policy on Nicaragua and says something 
about "the Committee's action leaves unanswered the 
Administration's effort to influence Sandinista behavior." 


Can you tell us what the other aspects of the 
Administration's policy are other than arms interdiction 
which the Committee did address? 


A No. I'm not going to get into specifics. 
The program's concern expressed in general policy terms 
before has been not only for the specif?«:+ of the flow of 
arms, but also for the use of Nicaragua <-s sanctuary, for 
command and control basing, and so on. T'.at has all been 
part of our expressed concern about the Salvadoran 
guerrillas' use of Nicaragua as well as other uses of 
Nicaraguan territory. 














0 If I can follow that up, don't those words 
leave the strong impression in your mind as well as in our 
minds that the Administration has been engaged in activities 
designed to deal with those other aspects, the sanctuary 
aspects? 


a Clearly, the Administration's policy has been 
to try to aporoach those issues. If you're asking me, does 
it leave in mind the question of covert actions -- 


@) -- which is what the Committee was addressing. 


A -- that I'm not going to address, and I 
wouldn't try to lead you one way or another. But what you've 
got here is a restriction which limits, if you address it 
strictly in terms of covert action, for example, without 
addressing what may be going on or may not be going on at the 
moment, it imposes a restriction on a tool that the 
Administration might or might not want to use at some point. 


0 In the future. 


ay And together, obviously in consultation with 
the Congress. In general. 


Again, I'm not going to try to address it in a time 
frame, and get into the question of whether we are or are not 
doing anything now. But as a matter of principle, it 
restricts use of a tool which administrations have tradi- 
tionally liked to have as an option, and you, obviously, 
under the procedures have ways of dealing with this with the 
Congress with appropriate oversight. 


8) Instead of saying restricting the use of a 
tool, would you go so far as to say that the Committee action 
would tie the hands of this Administration? 


A I don't think I'd want to try to think that 
one through all the way, Ralph. 


e) Talking about this matter at a reception 
yesterday, the President is reported to have said that,"We'll 
keep right on fighting." Do you know precisely what he 
meant? 


a I don't. I gather, though, that the White 
House addressed this this morning in terms of continuing 
efforts on the Hill with those who share our concerns about 
the legislation, to get the kind of legislation that we want 
or to eliminate the kind of legislation that we don't want. 














I think that's what the President -- as I understood that 
remark as quoted what it meant. I don't know precisely what 
he said myself beyond what I saw in the newspaper, but that's 
the thought that we're talking about. 


@) Doesn't it mean that the President is going 
to try to use other countries to do the same thing that the 
U.S. was doing in this case? 


A I didn't take that comment to mean that. 


Q So where do you go from here, Alan? 

re Where do we go from here? 

Q Yes. 

A As I said, we would expect to continue to work 


with members of Congress who share our concerns about the 
impact of this action, but I can't really take it beyond 
that. 


0 Did the White House read the same statement 
you read? 

aN I don't know if they've got exactly the same 
statement. 

0 They said something which reflected more or 


less what you just read to us. 


A I think more or less. I'm not sure it's 
exactly the same. 


Q For whatever it is worth, it did use the words 
"tie the hands." 


A Fine. 


8) I just wanted to go back to Andropov for a 
second. Would you characterize his offer as progress? 


A Bob, I'm going to stick with what we issued 
last night. You have that, I assume? 


Q I'll get it later. 


0 Back on this question again on Central 
America, in The New York Times, Wyche Fowler is quoted as 





saying, "The impact of the Committee's action, the strength 





of that action, and the reasons for that action indicate that 
the Committee will be listened to." I presume he means the 
Administration. 


Can you say whether this will have any impact upon ° 
ongoing efforts by the Administration in the region? 


A Again, I can't address that. If you're asking 
will it restrict things that are now going on, you're asking 
me to comment on allegations of covert activity or 
discussions of covert activity, and I'm not going to do that. 
If you're asking will it, in its overall impact, in some 
Other, broader way affect what is going on, I'm not prepared 
at this point to address that from here. 


O Also, one of the Committee members said that 
Enders, in his appearance up there, was questioned closely 
about any policy for negotiations, and was found to have "no 
discernible policy for negotiations." 


A We've address the issue before, Jim. I don't 
have anything new. 


8) Are there any pending -- I think there are. 

A I've addressed the question of discussions 
with Nicaragua before, and I don't have anything new to add 
to that. 

@) Enders said on television last week that he 


a 


would reply very soon to an offer that was made on "Good 
Morning, America" by the Deputy Foreign Minister. 


A I'm not aware that he said that on television. 
I'm aware that somebody said to me -- one of your colleagues 
said to me -- that after the broadcast was over that he had, 


presumably, made some sort Of remark to that effect. I'm not 
aware of what the remark was, and I don't intend to address 


it. 
9) Can I go to the Middle East? 
A Sure. 
8) Can you tell us something about the new 


shooting by the Israeli IDF on the American Marines? 


A On the American Marines? 














@) In the direction of the American Marines? 


A No. I don't have a status report. I gather 
there was some firing. I don't know by whom and in what 
direction in the Beirut area this morning, but I don't have 
details on that. 


0 Any further information on the -- 


A Excuse me. I think, though,I would dismiss 
the idea that there was firing by Israelis against Marines. 
I would dismiss that; that is not correct. I don't have 
details about what specifically the firing was. There was an 
incident, I gather, in Beirut where there was a mine or 
something that -- 


Q No. It's a report in FBIS. 


A O.K. Anyway, I don't have it, but I would 
again dismiss the idea. I have nothing to suggest that 
Israelis were engaged in action against the U.S. Marines. 


0 The report states that the IDF spokesperson 
there refused to deny or confirm that there was a shooting 
in the direction of the U.S. Marines so how can you dismiss 
it? There is almost a -- 


A I'm telling you I have no information to sup- 
port such an allegation. 


Q O.K. 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
mission of Secretary Shultz in the area? 


A No, I don't think beyond what we've had in 
the past, which I think is being addressed pretty fully by 
people with the Secretary. He still would like to go to 
Syria; still nothing absolutely laid on there; still planning 
to go to Paris this weekend. 


QO How do you read the new developments between 
the PLO and the Syrian Government? 


A Well, we've seen reports of the meeting that 
took place in Damascus between Mr. Arafat and President 
Assad. While it's true they haven't met for some time, we 
Cannot comment except to state that we would hope that such 
discussion would help lead to the speedy withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon, and move forward the overall 
peace process. 











Q Does the Government have any reason to believe 
that that would be the direction of those talks as opposed to 
hoping that it would be? 


A I think I'll stick with what I just said. 


Q Did you say that the Secretary would be going 
to Europe on -- 


A I said that as of now, my understanding is 
that what the party is saying is that he does intend to go on 
to the OECD meetings, but I don't think that I can really 
give you a minute-by-minute, blow-by-blow determination of 
what that schedule is likely to be. That is where they are 
at this moment. I think the Secretary himself may even have 
addressed this in talking with correspondents. 


0 Does the U.S. have any evidence that PLO 


elements are making their way back into southern Lebanon at 
this time? 


A I don't have anything to offer you in terms of 
evidence. Obviously, if the PLO were reinfiltrating back 
into Lebanon, that would.be a violation of the agreement that 
was worked out last year, and would be a matter of con- 
siderable concern. 


0 Has Israel brought that to the U.S. attention? 


aN I don't think I could go into the question 
again without leading you one way or another of what we might 
have discussed. 


QO What status does the United States Government 
give to Saad Haddad in his present position in Lebanon? 


A I don't think it is up to us to define a sta- 
tus for Saad Haddad. His future role is quite clearly one of 
the central issues being discussed in the region by the 
Secretary and the other parties at the moment, and I don't 
think it would be particularly fruitful for me to try to go 
into that issue. 


0 I want to follow this: do you see any signifi- 
cance in FBIS of yesterday carrying a speech delivered by 
Saad Haddad through the "Voice of Hope" Radio in Lebanon 
which has been branded as -- what do you call it? -- 
scuttling any peaceful efforts in the area due to the fact 
that the radio station "Voice of Hope" is sponsored by some 
American missionaries in Van Nuys, California. It was 
carried on three pages, and I thought that there was a signi- 
ficance that in FBIS of today - 














A Because FBIS carried it? 
0 Yes. 
pot FBIS picks up all sorts of broadcasts. I . 


would not assign value to it because FBIS picked it up. They 
pick up what is on the air waves. 


Q On a new subject -- on Afghanistan: Do you 
have any comment on the reports that the Administration is 
now publicly admitting aid to the Afghan rebels, and can you 
be any more specific about the extent of that aid? 


ran I do have a response. I don't think you're 
quite right in saying the Administration has addressed itself 
to that subject. We've seen the report in today's paper, 
and as you know, we don't comment on intelligence matters or 
allegations of intelligence matters so I don't have anything 
specific to offer. But I would reiterate for you our views 
regarding Afghanistan. 


The United States strongly opposes the Soviet occu- 
pation of Afghanistan and seeks an early end to the agony it 
has brought to the Afghan people by means of a negotiated 
political settlement. The Soviets have been responsible 
there for the death of many thousands of Afghans, the flight 
of a fifth of the population to Pakistan and Iran, massive 
violations of virtually the entire spectrum of human rights, 
and gross violations of the rules of warfare, including the 
use of chemical and biological weapons. 


A negotiated political settlement must be based 
upon the principles outlined in the United Nations General 
Assembly resolutions on Afghanistan which call for: the 
complete withdrawal of Soviet forces; self-determination for 
the Afghan people; an independent and non-aligned 
Afghanistan; - ' '>2 return of the refugees with safety and 
honor. 


Believing that every avenue leading toward a peace- 
ful settlement must be explored, we support the efforts of 
the United Nations to determine the possibilities for a 
settlement consistent with the UNGA resolutions. 


Q Does the supply of weapons to the Afghan 
rebels promote a negotiated political settlement? 











oy Don, you're asking me to comment on allega- 
tions of covert activities and I can't do that. 


re) You brought it up. I mean, you brought up the 
negotiated political settlement. 


A I'll stick with what I've just said. 
2) Can we have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 Can I ask you another question on a different 
subject? Do you have any information you can give us, or 
any comment on a report that the United States had made some 
kind of an arrangement to bring out Solidarity people from 
Poland and give them a special status in immigration? 


fet Yes, I can give you something on it. The 
United States has made no agreement with the Polish authori- 
ties on a program for accepting former internees as refu- 
gees. Those former internees who decide that they cannot 
continue to live in their own country because of political 
persecution by the regime there are being assisted in 
applying for refugee status at the U.S. refugee processing 
facility in Frankfurt. This obviously requires the coopera- 
tion of the Federal Republic of Germany, and an arrangement 
has been agreed upon to this end between the U.S. and the 
FRG. 


0 Do you have anything more about this? I 
mean, you say -- 


A No, I can give you some numbers, I guess. 
e) Okay. 
A Approximate numbers; okay. It is not 


possible to say how many former internees may ultimately 
elect to leave Poland and seek resettlement in the U.S. or 
elsewhere. So far, approximately 300 to 400 former inter- 
nees have been resettled in the U.S. Together with their 
families this amounts to approximately 1,100 people. 


There have been other countries that have accepted 
Polish expelees for resettlement. Western countries have 
cooperated in assisting former internees. More than a 
thousand people, former internees and their families, have 
been resettled in western Europe, Canada and Australia. 


0 How are these people handled in terms of 
their immigration into the United States? Is there some 
special arrangement that has been made so that they go 
without the normal formalities to come here? 


vy I think what I have to do -- I think I can 
get you some answers, but let me ask you to put your 
question specifically in trying to get you specific answers. 
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You want to know whether there are some special 
formalities? 


@) Basically, what I want to know is, what is 
the U.S. Government doing, or has it been doing, to facili- 
tate the departure from Poland and the arrival in this 
country of people who were Solidarity people or former 
detainees, whatever you call them, and their families? 


fe) Could I add to that, if I may, a specific 
aspect of that question, is the United States spending any 
money? Is there any government money being used to assist 
their relocation to the United States? I don't mean money 
in terms of U.S. bureaucrats stamping papers and so, but I 
mean transportation, perhaps, housing assistance, medical 
supplies, that kind of thing? 


A Let me add that to it. 


0 Alan, what role is the Polish Government 
playing in this? 


XK As I say, we have no agreement with the 
Polish Government, as I answered Bill's question the other 
day. 


Q What actions are they doing to facilitate or 
after the fact, however you want to characterize it, to see 
that these people do get out, knowing they're in this 
pipeline? 


A I think you would have to ask the Polish 
Government what their approach to this question is. I can't 
speak for them on this. 


0 These are Poles that have fled to West 
Germany, is that it? 


A These are Poles who have been interned in 
camps or in prison for political activities or beliefs. 


@) And how did they get out of Poland? They 


a= 


just immigrate? 


A I don't know in terms of the Polish side of 
it. I think this comes under the heading of Don's question, 
and let me see what I can get for you. 


Q On that, are they coming directly from these 
camps, prisons, what-have-you, into Germany? 
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A Directly? 
Q Are they coming from -- 


A I see. Are they coming out of camps and 
being put on trains or something? 


0 Whatever you want to characterize it, yes. 


Ay I think the answer to that is no. I'm very 
Sure the answer to that is no. We're talking about former 
internees. Let me, again, refer you to the language. 


0 Can we get copies of that language? 


ay Yes. "Former internees", so I think you can take 
the answer to that as no. 


e) If you would add one more, Alan, is it the 
understanding of the U.S. Government that these people are 
being allowed out of the camps, or out of the prisons, with 
the understanding that to get out they must leave Poland for 
the United States or some other destination? 


A I'll see if we have anything to provide you 
on that. Again, that would suggest that we know something 
about what the Poles are doing internally. Maybe we have 
something on that, but -- 


fe) God forbid, we should know what they're 
doing. 


A Let me check. 


0 Can I follow up a little bit on a question 
asked by Mike about your statement that the United States 
has no agreement with the Polish authorities about this. 


Has the United States, quite short of an 
agreement, discussed this whole program with the Polish 
governmental authorities? 


A I'll look into that. But as a matter of 
principle, I'm not sure what we're going to get into in 
terms of discussion, but let me look into that. 


0 Really, the whole question here is, is there 
some kind of understanding between the two governments short 
of an agreement, something you could call an agreement, 
that's signed on a paper? 
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A Let me check. I would not take the word 
"agreement" here to mean some sort of document with a seal at 
the bottom of it. 


QO Put it this way: Could you find out whether 
there's some kind of understanding, informal or whatever bet- 
ween the two governments on this matter? 


A Okay. 


e) What if Senator D'Amato reschedules an 
appearance for Peter McPherson on the Hill before the 
Secretary returns from his trip; do you plan to stop that, 
I mean the State Department? 


A Do we plan to stop it? MThat's a very 
hypothetical question. I don't intend -- 


0 Are there any objections to his appearances? 
pet Are there any what? 
@) Objections to his appearance since the 


hearing yesterday was stopped at practically the last minute 
for the aid to Syria? 


A As I understand it, there was a misun- 
derstanding in terms of Mr. McPherson's testimony and that he 
does intend to testify before the subcommittee on this issue 
at a mutually agreeable time. I don't have details, and I 
don't intend to speculate about what-if-this or 
what-if-that. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Bishops'’ 
letter now that it's been finally voted upon? 


A Yes. The Bishops undertook a difficult task 
in seeking to develop a comprehensive moral framework for 
nuclear deterrence. While we do not share all of their spe- 
cific judgments, we nevertheless believe that the document 
marks an important effort to contribute to the discussion of 
complex issues with which we, as people and as a govern- 
ment, must deal. 


In particular, the Bishops recognize the necessity 
and morality of nuclear deterrence while genuine arms 
control efforts continue, and they support the U.S. efforts 
to achieve deep reductions in nuclear weapons and to do 
everything we can to reduce the risks of nuclear war. 


0 The last time out, you had a statement about 
how you were gratified that they didn't support the nuclear 
freeze. Now that they do, do you have any comment on it? 
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A I don't know that I could comment on all the 
specifics until we see specifically what the words are. 


Let me just say -- I can give you some response to 
the specifics of it. Based on what we have heard and read at 
this point, we would disagree with the priority that the 
document appears to give to seeking a halt to the production 
or deployment of new nuclear weapons, rather than to directly 
seeking deep reductions and to promoting a stable military 
balance at a lower level of arms as a first priority. 


While we share the Bishops' goals of reducing the 
risks of war and of achieving the eventual elimination of 
nuclear weapons, we believe the most promising step in that 
direction is to negotiate for deep reductions as a first 
priority. A call for a halt on production and deployment at 
current high and unstable levels, as a priority, would have 
the practical effect of diminishing the prospects for 
achieving the deep reductions that we are seeking at the 
START and INF negotiations in Geneva. 


Further, while the Bishops recognize the necessity 
of deterrence while genuine arms control efforts continue, 
their broad condemnation of nuclear weapons does not resolve 
the dilemma of maintaining a deterrent that is credible and 
effective in preventing war. Particularly in light of the 
Soviet preponderance in conventional military forces, the 
U.S. nuclear deterrent has helped to assure the prevention 
of war between the superpowers for almost four decades. 


@) Copies of both those statements? 
A Yes. 
0 Do you have any comment on this news report 


coming from an Israeli official, saying that the U.S. is 
going to give Israel aid in the field of the space program 
for the Israelis? 


A Don't have anything on it. 


@) Now that you've gotten a report on Argentina, 
or the full text of their decree on the disappeared, do you 
have any reaction? 


A I think I gave you a reaction the other day. 
Q No, you only -- 


A I've given you the reaction that we have at 
this point. 








15 


@) Did you have any reaction to the article in 
the Times today about the elections in El Salvador and/or 
the prosecution of the alleged killers of the two U.S. 
agararian reform killers -- murderers? 


A On the elections, President Magana has 
assured us that the elections in El Salvador will take place 
as scheduled later this year. Obviously, funding a major 
project such as an election is difficult for a country whose 
economy has been battered as much as that of El Salvador 
over the past three years. 


We are studying options of ways in which we might 
be able to assist. In this regard, two U.S. elections 
experts who advised the Salvadoran Government on the elec- 
tions in March 1982 -- Howard Penniman and Richard Scammon 
-- are now in El Salvador to discuss technical aspects of 
the election with the Commission. 


As far as the -- what was the second question? 


0 With respect to the dismissal or the striking 
out of -- dropping charges against three of the defendants 
in the agrarian reform -- 


A The AIFLD case? 
0 Yes. 


Q We are disappointed at the appeals court 
decision which upheld a lower court decision dismissing 
charges against three persons implicated in the January 1981 
murders of two American labor consultants and a Salvadoran 
land reform official. 


We want effective justice in the cases of those 
murdered in El Salvador, especially U.S. citizens. We 
believe there has been a less than exhaustive investigation 
into the involvement of other individuals in this case. 


The appeals court upheld the decision, dismissing 
charges against two alleged civilian accomplices in the mur- 
ders as well as charges against National Guard Lt. Lopez 
Sibrian, who, according to the testimony of the two con- 
fessed gunmen, ordered the murders. In the case of Lopez 
Sibrian, however, charges can be reinstated against him 
within a period of one year from the date of the appeals 
court decision, April 29. 


The Salvadoran Attorney General's Office is con- 
Sidering taking the case to the Supreme Court. We 
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understand that in order to elevate the case to that court, 
the Attorney General must demonstrate that there was an error 
in procedure or a mistake in applying the law by the appeals 
court. 


Barring any further appeals by the Attorney 
General, the case against the two former National Guardsmen 
will go to trial. You can rest assured that the Government 
of El Salvador is in no doubt as to our views on this matter. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Also, with respect to that, Lopez Sibrian, is 
he still on active duty in the National Guard? 


A I don't know. 
Q Can you look into that? 


A No, I think I'd ask you to ask the 
Salvadorans about that. 


Q Can we have copies of the election statements 
also? 


A Yes, sure. 


Q On this question that my colleague asked 
about the U.S. Space Agency providing Israel with a system 
to build Israeli communication satellite, could you take the 
question and give us some information on this matter? 


A I can look into it. I'm not sure what we 
would have here. Sure, I can look into it. 


@) Excuse me, if you can also look into possi- 
bily giving us a status report on the Arab's request 
for buying a telecommunication satellite from the United 
States, INTELLSAT, I believe it was -- 

A The ARABSAT, the so-called ARABSAT? 


Q ARABSAT, yes. 


A Yes, I can look into that. That, I think, 
was reported up to the Hill sometime ago. I don't know, 
beyond what we've done on that, what we can tell you. I'll 
look into it. 
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Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1983, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the delay 
this afternoon. I have a couple of announcements. 


First, this afternoon at 3:00 p.m. in this room 
William Schneider, Jr., Under Secretary of State for 
Security Assistance, Science and Technology, will hold an 
on-the-record briefing on the topic of U.S. visa policy in 
technology transfer cases. 


Second, available in the Press Office is a limited 
number of copies of Foreign Relations of the United States, 
1952-1954, Volume XI, Africa and South Asia. Please note on 
the press release the embargo until 6:00 p.m., Wednesday, 

May 11, 1983. One copy per organization, and please sign 
your name on the sheet next to the books before you take one. 
A summary of the volume prepared by the Office of the 
Historian is attached to the press release included with 
each volume. 








°) What's the area? 

A That's Africa and South Asia. 
0 What is Schneider's topic? 
A 


U. S. visa policy in technology transfer 
cases. 


0 "In," not “and.” 
A In. Happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, do you have any reaction to the House 
vote on the nuclear freeze resolution? 





A I don't, Mike. I understand that the 
President has issued a statement, and I'll refer you to 
that. 


0 What do you make of the American Indian Move- 
ment members who've met with Qaddafi in Libya, and is the : 
State Department doing anything or does it know about any of 
those meetings? 














A I don't personally happen to know about it, 
and I don't have a comment to offer you on it. Our regula- 
tions which were issued, as you know, affected use of U.S. 
passports -- not travel per se -- and I don't know what the 
situation is with respect to those individuals, so I can't 
comment. 


e) Anything on the Soviet expulsions in Iran? 
A No, I don't. 


@) There are reports from Beirut that the heli- 
copter of General Mead was hit today. Do you have any 
reaction to the bombing of Beirut area today? 


A Colonel Mead. I don't. I would have to 
refer you to the Pentagon for anything on that. 


0 On the bombing? 


A No. I don't have anything on it. I 
understand that there was some explosion or were explosions. 
I don't know what it consisted of. I believe it's been 
addressed to a certain extent by John Hughes in Jerusalem 
with the Secretary's party, but they're in a better posi- 
tion, as are your colleagues, to look into that than I am at 
this particular point. 


0 Do you have anything on either Shultz's tra- 
vel plans or the Syrian movements in the Bekaa? 


A No. I have nothing new on the latter 
question. On the Secretary's travel plans, again I'd have 
to depend on what he has been saying. I gather he has said 
that he intends to go to Syria on Saturday, but I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


e) Do you have anything, Alan, on the criteria 
that the United States uses in determining whether or not a 
foreign government is legitimate? 

A No. I don't have. 


'@) You have no elaboration on the President's 
remarks yesterday? 


A No. I have no elaboration on the President's 


remarks. 














0 Does the State Department consider that the 
present government in Managua is the legitimate government 
of Nicaragua? 


A The present government in Managua is the 
government that we deal with as the Government of Nicaragua. 


¢) Why do you then not consider it to be the 
legitimate government of Nicaragua? 


A I believe that, as Larry Speakes indicated 
this morning, the President addressed this issue yesterday. 
I don't have anything to add to what he said. 


e) But, I mean, this is a very fundamental point 
of policy -- 


A I don't have anything to add, Jim. 


0 I guess what you're telling me is that you 
don't have anything to add to the President's speech. 
(Laughter) 


A I think that's -- yes, that's consistent with 
what I just said. 


0 Alan, on Nicaragua also, there's a reported 
statement by Daniel Ortega that Nicaragua requested bila- 
teral meetings with the U.S. in May, August, September 
and October of 1982 and again in March and April of 1983, 
and that the United States declined to engage in bilateral 
discussions with Nicaragua. 


Did the U.S. receive such invitations, and what 
was the U.S. response? 


A Ralph, this goes back to the question I 
answered the other day when Jim raised it with regard to Mr. 
Timnoko's list. I'm not going to get into the question of 
back and forth between ourselves and the Nicaraguans. Our 
attitude towards dialogue has been stated many times. I 
don't think I need to repeat it on this occasion, but 
there's no change in what we've said about that. 


0 But Secretary Enders has several times gotten 
into the question of back and forth on the Hill. In two or 
three testimonies he outlined the instances in which the 
U.S. proposed discussions with Nicaragua and said what the 
Nicaraguan Government responded to those. 








How is that different from outlining what the 
Nicaraguans asked for and what the U.S. response was? 


A I'd refer you to what his testimony said on 
that subject. 

0 For some clarifications -- there are 
only a few -- on the President's speech, where do we go? 

A Where do we go on what? If you want clarifi- 


cation, where do you go? 


.¢) Yes. 

A I think that the President's remarks yesterday 
-- rather than his speech -- I assume that's what you're 
referring to. 


0 I'm sorry. I got mixed up. 
A I'm surprised you got mixed up. (Laughter) 


I don't expect that you will find clarifications. I think 
the President expressed himself, and those remarks -- 


@) Speak for themselves. 

A -- speak for themselves. 

0 Where do we get in terms of like legal 
interpretations by the Reagan Administration on pending 
legislation? 


ry Legal interpretations? 


0 I mean, On what pending legislation means. 
How the Reagan Administration interprets -- 


A That's a very broad question. At times we 
will address that publicly. At times we will address that 
to the Congress. It depends on the specifics of the 
legislation. At times we would wait until we're asked to 
testify. It just depends, Jim. There's no -- 


@) Shall I make a stab? 





A Make a stab, sure. 


0 Does the Reagan Administration believe that 
the legislation passed by the House Intelligence Committee 
earlier this week permits the United States to funnel 











supplies or money or arms to anti-Sandinista freedom 
fighters in Nicaragua through other countries? 


A I don't think I am prepared to address that 
for a number of reasons. First of all, to a certain extent 
that was addressed by the President. Secondly, that was a 
committee action, and I think we would want to look at what 
emerges from the Congress rather than trying to comment on 
what has come out, at least in terms of that particular 
piece of legislation, what's come out of the one committee. 


¢) But you did comment on its effect yesterday, 
did you not? 


A I commented to a certain extent about the 
principle of restrictive legislation and the effect that 
that might have on attitudes in the region. I didn't com- 
ment on what effect it might have on anything specific or in 
that specific regard. 


0 Yesterday you said that President Magana had 
informed the United States that elections will be held later 
this year. Later in the day a member of the Electoral 
Council in El Salvador said that the electoral law would 
not be ready until June of next year. 


Does that affect the assurances that you have 
received from President Magana? 


7 I'm not familiar with that statement. I can 
Only tell you that we have been in touch with the Salvadoran 
Government certainly very closely on this subject, and we 
have no reason to believe that those elections would not 
take place this year. But I don't know what the specific 
comment you're referring to is, and I can't address it in 
specific terms. 


-- MORE -- 














@) Also, on Central America, the Costa Rican 
Government apparently is ready to request the formation of 
a peace force from the OAS. Do you have any views on that? 


Pan I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Can you look into that, because we know 
that you had reports yesterday on it? It seems significant 
in terms of a regional agreement. 


A I can look into it. I'm not sure, as a 
matter that would be pending, that we would express a 
public view, but I'll look into it, sure. 


0 Alan, who was Ambassador Dobrynin meeting 
with today? And were any Middle East topics discussed 
during those meetings such as Soviet troops in the Bekaa 
Valley? 


A Ambassador Dobrynin did come in today at his 
request. He met with the Acting Secretary. I would not go 
into the question of what was discussed. 


0 Alan, what do you have on the Chinese plane 
that ianded at an American base in Korea? 





A I don't have a lot. I can give you the spe- 
cifics that we do have, which is that at about 2:15 a.m., 
Eastern Standard Time -- except we're now on Daylight Time 
so I'm not sure what that means, but Eastern Standard Time 
-- a CAAC Airliner enroute from Mukden to Shanghai entered 
Republic of Korea air space. It was intercepted and 
escorted by ROK Air Force planes and landed at a military 
air field at Camp Page, near Chunchon, about 40 miles 
northeast of Seoul. 


Two injured crew members were removed from the 
plane and are undergoing treatment at the U.S. Army 12l1st 
Hospital. At 8:36 a.m., 99 passengers and crew were 
released and six hijackers, five men and one woman, were taken 
into custody by Republic of Korea authorities. 


Basically, I should note this is an incident that 
is being handled by the Republic of Korea with USG coopera- 
tion, aS appropriate, in accordance with the 1971 Hague 
Convention for the Suppression of Hijacking, to which the 
ROK is a party. 


Q Do you know whether the hijackers are 
Chinese military personnel? 











A I don't have information about that, and I 
guess I would really, since the hijackers are in Korean 
custody, I think the questions about them would have to be 
addressed to the Korean authorities. 





0 Alan, in that connection, the Republic of 
Korea indicated that for a brief time -- and I think it was 
quite brief -- there was a feeling in Seoul that this was 


an invasion from the north. Air raid sirens went off and 
all kinds of preparations began to be placed underway for 
the response to the invasion. 


I would be interested to know whether the U.S. 
was involved, for however brief a time, in the feeling that 
this was an invasion from North Korea? 


A I can't answer that, Ralph, and I don't know 
that I would be able to get into that. You could ask the 
Pentagon whether there was any military alert status called 
into effect, but I just don't know. 


0 Alan, could you just explain this briefing 
this afternoon? What is that about? 


a No. I think I'd rather leave that for Mr. 
Schneider to address rather than try and anticipate it. 


0 Do you have anything on Kirkpatrick's 
reported comments on Congressmen and Congress? 


A I have very little. I would have to refer 
you, basically, to her office in New York. As I understand 
it -- and again, this is all sort of ad referendum, that is, 
I would really ask you to get the authoritative version 
from her office -- she was interviewed on a shuttle airplane 
between Washington and New York in less than ideal con- 
ditions, and in fact, I gather had to repeat some answers a 
couple of times. She did not, according to a brief conver- 
sation I had with her office, say what she was quoted in 
the paper as having said. 





I don't know what the Buenos Aires paper actually 
wrote. AllI know is what is in the U.S. account of it, so 
I can't comment on that. I think last night, at the World 
Affairs Council in Los Angeles, she addressed this and 
there were media present, so you ought to be able to get a 
quote some place there. 


But I don't think it is accurate. As I 
understand it, she did not say that there were members of 
Congress who were in favor of Marxists taking over. I think 





she attributed that to what some others had said to her 
about what they thought. 


So anyway, go to her office and get an authorita- 
tive version of it. 


0 Alan, on arms control, when Nitze goes back, 
does he go back with new instructions or does he go back 
with instructions to explore? Precisely what conditions is 
he going back with, what directions? 


A I can't tell you specifically. I can look 
into it, Bob, but I also suspect that there may be an occa- 
sion before he goes back to at least talk to this a little 
bit. And let me see if we don't do it here, whether it 
will be done in some other way. But I will look into that 
question. 


0 Something else, in the current U.S. News, 
Clark has an on-the-record interview in which he talks 
about the traffic between Dobrynin and Shultz having kept 
Dobrynin busier than he has ever been since he's been in 
this country -- which is a long time -- and talks about five 
Or six issues under active discussion. Can you shed any 
light on that? 





A Not really. There have been a series of 
conversations; I expect there will be more. As I say, he 
was in today talking with the Acting Secretary. I'm not 
personally able to make a comparison. I don't question 
Judge Clark's characterization. I don't know how one would 
-- how I -- could do that, but I don't think I could get 
into the subjects that have been discussed, except I think 
we have talked before about the range of issues we've 
discussed with the Soviets. I would refer you, I guess, to 
what we have said on that before. But I really don't want 
to try to give you a rundown on what is being discussed in 
these various meetings. 


fe) Is there any chance you can take the 
question and come back? 


fy I don't think so. I've looked into this 
before in terms of when he's been in and what can we say 
about it. There is a very decided feeling that these 
should remain private conversations. 


Q Alan, can you refresh my memory? Has the 
Department received official warning or notification from 
the Soviet Union that it would deploy missiles aimed at the 
United States if we deploy Cruise and Pershing in Europe? 











A I don't think I've addressed that issue. I 
don't know anybody else who has addressed it. I think that 
the Soviets have addressed themselves to that general topic 
on the record, and I suppose I would refer you to what they 
have had to say about that. I'm not going to try to 
characterize it for you. But I'm not going to get into the 
subject of what may have gone on between us privately. 


re) Alan, does anybody in the building find a 
dichotomy between what was said here yesterday about the 
bishops' letter and what the President said in his inter- 
view yesterday where he said the bishops’ letter is basi- 
cally doing the same thing. 


You cited major differences yesterday. Do you 
have a problem with that? 


A I don't see a difference. If you look at 
the full portion of what the President said about it -- he 
was talking about ways to promote peace. Nothing that I 
Said or any other spokesman said that I'm aware of 
Suggested that that was not an objective that we shared 


with the bishops. 


fe) Does the U.S. have any comment on Egypt's 
apparent willingness to resume diplomatic relations with 
the Soviet Union? 


A No. 
0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MAY 6, 1983, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 


I have no announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


OQ Wires pass. 


A Wires pass? 0O.k. (Laughter) 


Q Have you any comment on the news coming from 
Jerusalem about the agreement in principle for the withdrawal 
of the Israelis from Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything independent that I could 
-- Has there been reporting of what the Secretary said so 
you are all aware of that? I can give you an account of what 
that was, but ask you to rely on reporting coming out. 


Why don't I just read what I've got as an account 
of what he said as he was leaving the hotel on his way to the 
airport. He said, "We're really pleased that the Prime 
Minister and the Cabinet of Israel have decided to accept 
this agreement. We recognize there is a tremendous amount of 
work to be done, but this is a milestone; and we. are deter- 
mined to keep on and do the additional things that are 
necessary to see that it works. But at this moment, I just 
want to say how grateful I am for the hard work and efforts, 
constructive atmosphere, earnest intentions throughout that 
the negotiators both here and in Lebanon have displayed 
throughout this period. 


"I would point out that this agreement was very 
close to completed when I arrived due to the good work of the 
negotiating teams who had been here, with the help of Phil 
Habib ard Morrie Draper, and I had the pleasure of helping to 
put a little of the ‘icing on the cake,' but at any rate 
we hope it is going to be a real good cake. Now we are going 
on to Jordan to talk with King Hussein.” 











That was the Secretary's -- the account I've got, 
again, that came over the phone -- remarks as he was leaving 
the hotel. He is now -- I don't know how long the flight is, 
but he was on his way to Jordan where he will overnight before 
going on to Syria, Saudi Arabia, and on Sunday on to Paris. 


0 May we have a copy? 

A Of his remarks? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes, but I would say that you are going to have 


to get the authoritative version from the reporting from the 
field. I'm not sure if this was absolutely verbatim. I 
wanted to give you a sense of what he said. 


Q Home from Paris, as far as you know? 


A As far as I know, he will be coming home from 
Paris, yes. 


Q Do you have copies of the actual agreement? 


A I don't have anything on when the text might be 
made available, or indeed when it might be signed, or any of 
the details of that sort of thing. 


Q To follow up, do you have any reading or explana- 
tion to the words "in principle" and the Israelis asking for 
explanations from the United States? 


A For clarification? I really can't specify. My 
understanding is that, in terms of the clarifications, there is 
no question here of principle or fundamental commitment, but 
beyond that, I cannot specify. 


Q Are there any preconditions before the 
agreement itself takes effect? 


A Jim, I'm simply not in a position to get into 
the sort of detail as to even what the mechanics are here, 
much less the implementation. 


Q Alan, do you have anything more to add beyond 
the guidance given the other day on Polish refugees, former 
Solidarity members, being given preferential treatment coming 
either into this country, into the West, or any informal or 
background understanding that this government has with the 
Polish Government to facilitate their exit from Poland? 











A I think we addressed this and indicated there 
are no agreements and there are no understandings. 


re) Alan, double-checking, did you say the 
Secretary will not be going to Bonn? 


A My underestanding is, he is going to Paris. 


QO But wasn't he originally tentatively scheduled 
to go to Bonn? 


A I think at some point way back before he 
started his Middle East trip there was some talk about that. 
But my understanding is he will go on Sunday from Saudi 
Arabia. I think he is going to make a brief stop in Jerusalem 
on the way back, and then go on to Paris. Then, I understand 
the plan was to come home. 


QO Another subject? 
A Yes. 


Q Two House committees yesterday and the day 
before took action to influence U.S. policy towards South 
Africa, and I wonder if you have any comment on that? I think 
it was the House Foreign Affairs and a Banking subcommittee. 


A Yes. I think that the only thing I could say 
about that -- this regards the IMF lending? 


e) There was one on IMF; there is an earlier one 
in today's paper, the House Foreign Affairs. 


A But it was also on IMF, on international 
institutions. 


Q That was the action yesterday, and the day 
before yesterday there was a House subcommittee action on 
general economic relations between South Africa and -- 


A I don't have anything on -- On the general 
economic relations, I think Frank Wisner testified recently 
on that issue, and the testimony is available. I would refer 
you to that. I think it's available in the Press Office. 


0 And on the IMF? 














A On the IMF, I simply would note that if 
legislation requires that we abandon our longstanding policy 
of judging IMF drawing requests on their economic merit, we 
would strongly oppose the legislation. 


Q The legislation was grounded in a finding in 
the technical and economic sense, that iS, the system in which 
the labor force worked unduly constrained that labor force, so 
what does that have to do with politics? 


A I have to stand on the statement I just gave 
you. But if the judgments are not to be made on economic 
merit, we would oppose it. I'll stand on that. 


Q Alan, Costa Rica asked yesterday for a 
peacekeeping force along the Nicaraguan border. What is the 
feeling of the U.S. on this? Do we Support it? Are we going 
to help them out with money or -- ? 


A I can't give you details. I think we posted 
something on this, did we not? 


STAFF: Yes. 


A Let me refer you to that. We may have more to 
say beyond that posting, which was based on a very preliminary 
indication, I think, yesterday. If we have more, we'll make 
it available. Let me just refer you to that. 


Q Do you expect something this afternoon? 

A Anything more this afternoon? 

QO Yes. 

A I don't know. 

Q What about Nicaragua going to the Security 


Council? 


a Nicaragua's request for action by the Security 
Council was clearly an effort to undermine regional efforts 
now underway to achieve peace in Central America. The OAS 
is presently seized of the problem in Central America, and 
Costa Rica has requested that a peacekeeping force be placed 
to guarantee the sanctity of its border with Nicaragua. Our 
support for these ongoing regional efforts to resolve the 
Central American crisis is well known. In light of these con- 
tinuing efforts to promote a resolution of these problems, we 
trust that others will join us in discouraging efforts to 
upset this process in the Security Council or elsewhere. 





Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Can you shed any additional light if we ask 
questions about that? Is that all you have? 


A That's all I have. 


Q You don't have any "if asked," or anything like 
that? (Laughter) 


A I don't tell you what I carry around in this 
little book, Jim. I don't have anything more. 


-- MORE -- 





6 





@) What I'm confused about is that Costa Rica is 
seeking, apparently, OAS endorsement for a Contadora Group 
force; that's what's coming out. Do you consider that -- do 
you think that Nicaragua's going to the Security Council 
over problems between it and Honduras is undermining that 
particular regional initiative between Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica and the Contadora countries? I don't see the 
relevance. 4 
A There are a number of regional efforts under 
way, and I would stand on what I just said in terms of how 
we view action in the Security Council in relation to those 
efforts. I'll leave you with that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything else on the 
hijacking in South Korea? 


A No. I'm going to have to refer you to 
Korean authorities on that. This really is their business. | 


Q Do you have anything on the detention on 
charges of subversion of the head of the Catholic Relief 
agency in El Salvador? 


A I don't. I don't think so. 
QO Can you look into it? 
Q Alan, you responded yesterday that "This is 


an incident that is being handled by the Republic of Korea 
with U.S. cooperation, as appropriate, in accordance with 
the 1971 Hague Convention." 


What kinds of cooperation do you give to the 
Korean authorities? 


A I don't think that is something I really 
would go into here. The point is, of course, that the plane 
landed at a U.S. military facility in Korea, and the two 
injured people were taken to a U.S. hospital, and in others 
ways we would try to cooperate as we could. I really would 
leave comments on this to the Korean Government. It's their 
business. 


Q Do you have anything on the Socialist 
International support for Puerto Rican independence? 


A Yes, I do. Our position on the subject of 
independence for Puerto Rico is a matter of public record. 
We have fully and consistently supported the right of the 
people of Puerto Rico to self-determination. We note, 
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however, that this issue has been put to the Puerto Rican 
electorate numerous times; the vast majority have repeatedly 
and consistently rejected independence. 


We are disappointed that the Socialist International 
chose to ignore the evidence on record on this matter. We 
join.with the people of Puerto Rico in rejecting any kind 
of international interference in their affairs. 


Q Can we get a copy? 

A Yes. 

Q Can I just go back. Can you look into the 
question of this man's detention? 

A Whose again? The Catholic Relief Services? 

Q Yes, the guy who has like a Japanese name. 

A Yes. 

Qo Also, there's an allegation now that the two 


Lutheran officials who were picked up last week, disappeared 
for a day and then turned up at National Police 
Headquarters, were tortured by National Police units. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


AA I don't have any information on it. 

Q Can you look into it? 

A I'll try to look into it. 

Q And just so that everybody knows that I'm 


balanced, do you have any statement on the Amnesty Decree 
the day before yesterday? 


Q On the Amnesty Decree? We did have 
something on it. I don't know if I still have it with me. 
Yes, I think I do, just to show that you're balanced. (Laughter) 


This is the Amnesty Decree approved by the 
Constitutent Assembly in El Salvador. 


We are pleased with the unanimous approval by the 
Salvadoran Constituent Assembly of the new amnesty law, and 
would echo those reported statements by deputies in the 
Assembly which see the action as a serious step toward 


peace. 
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We have noted the country's stepped-up prisoner 
release program which is already underway. The current 
amnesty law has some significant improvements over previous 
efforts such as providing those beneficiaries of the amnesty 
who wish to leave the country with special free passports, 
and those remaining being protected by a new Commission for 
Rehabilitation of the Amnestied. 


The current amnesty law, unlike its predecessors, 
is fully civilian in character. Of particular note, in our 
judgment, is the fact that the law could lead to freedom for 
political prisoners, as well as offering an alternative for 
the guerrillas. 


That's it. 
Q Copy? 
A Yes. It may take a few minutes afterwards. 
Q You didn't reformulate the Amnesty Decree 
just while you're reading it? 
A I do all sorts of things up here. 
Q Do you have an actual copy of the Amnesty 


Decree that we might be able to see? 


A I don't have one. I think I'd really have 
to refer you to the Salvadoran Embassy. They may well have 
a text of it. 


Q What is happening with Ambassador Stone? 
A What is happening with him? 

Q Does he have to be confirmed? 

A Yes, he does. He will be confirmed. I 


don't know that there's a schedule at this point for confir- 
mation. I don't work -- 


Q What ever happened to the idea that somebody 
might be named as an assistant? 


A We saw that discussed in the press. That 
really is a premature issue before he's even been confirmed. 
I think we have to go one step at a time on this. 





Q Does one presume that until he's confirmed, 
he won't be travelling down to the area? 




















A I think that is correct. I don't know of 
any plans of his to travel to the area. 

e) Does he work in the State Department, or 
will he? 

A Will he have his office here? 

0 Yes. 

A I don't know. He's in the building, but in 
terms of once he's confirmed and so on -- I don't know what 


his permanent facilities will be. 


@) He would be reporting to the Secretary of 
State like any other Ambassador? 


A I think the President indicated he would be 
reporting to the President through the Secretary. 


Q Also on the legislation that was yesterday 
at the Banking Committee, they revised human rights language 
with respect to the Multilateral Development Banks by 
- Gropping the word "consistent" from the phrase “with respect 
to gross violations." Do you have any reaction to that? 


A I don't; I don't havé anything on it. 


Q And also on Argentina again, has there been 
an opportunity, or will there be an opportunity for the 
State Department to take some position with respect to the 
disappearances report if -- that's my first question. 


y I will see if there's anything further we 
want to say. Despite the fact that what we said the other day 
was based on preliminary information, there was an attitude 
expressed in that which, I think, probably will hold, and 
I'm not sure we will go beyond that. 


2) Can I follow that up? That attitude seemed 
to say that they hoped that the government and 
the human rights organizations in Argentina can work it out, 
which seemed to be like an internal matter, but other govern- 
ments in Europe are taking the position that it may, in fact, 
be an international matter because they may have involved 
crimes against humanity. 


Does the United have a view as to whether the 
disappearances in Argentina may have been a crime against 
humanity and, hence, a subject for international comment? 
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A At this point I'll stick with what I've 
given you. If I have anything further, I'll let you know. 


Q Alan, as a matter of housekeeping, to whom 
does election expert Scammon report? Does he report through 
the Secretary of State? 


A I don't recall what the situation was the 
last time. I'm not sure it's so much a matter of reporting. 
I don't know what the administrative arrangements were -- 


Q Where his home base is; is it here? 

A Let me check and get some information. 

Q I appreciate it. 

QO Alan, anything new on Soviet advisors in 
Lebanon? 

A No. Nothing new on that. 

@) Thank you. 

A Your welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:36 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Have you decided on retaliatory measures vis- 
a-vis the expulsion of an American diplomat from 
Afghanistan? 


A The Department of State has informed Mr. 
Salem M. Spartak, the Charge’ d'Affaires of the Afghan 
Embassy in Washington that the presence in the United States 
of his second secretary, Mr. Masjaedi Hewadmal, is no longer 
acceptable to the U.S. Government. 


0 When does he have to get out, Alan? 


“4 We ask that he leave within 48 hours which is 
the same amount of time accorded our second secretary in 
Kabul. 


0 Any comment on the charges against the second 
seceretary in Kabul? 


B Only what we said yesterday, which is -- why 
don't I go through the guidance we had on this, which is 
that the Afghan Government unexpectedly informed us Saturday 
of the PNG order against Mr. Peter Graham. 


Graham, who had planned to leave Kabul anyway at 
the end of May on reassignment, will depart Afghanistan 
within a few days. I can't give you an exact update as of 
this moment. I don't know. 


The DRA's explanation for Graham's ouster that he 
was using pornographic literature to purchase rugs is 
ludicrous and wholly without foundation. 


0 You got any of the pictures with you? 
(Laughter) 


A Talk to you in the Press Office. (Laughter) 
As we said on Saturday, we don't know what 


their motivation might be. We pointed out that there is no 
substance to the explanation 











given to us and have asked if they could provide another 
one. 


We are also puzzled and concerned about recent 
arrests by the Afghan secret police of most of our Embassy's 
white collar Afghan emmployees who were performing routine 
administrative duties in the Embassy. 


0 Alan, the explanation that the United States 
is giving for the expulsion today is that the seccond secre- 
tary is not acceptable. 


ot His presence is no longer acceptable to the 
U.S. Government. 


8) What is the substance -- what were the words 
you just used to describe the lack of substance for the 
Kabul Government? What is the comparable explanation to 
justify this Government's -- 


A I think you can draw your own conclusions 
about our action against the second secretary in the Embassy 
here. I will stand on what we said about the fact that the 
charges against Mr. Graham are ludicrous and wholly without 
foundation. 


0 Are there any charges against the second 
secretary? 


fy I'm not aware of any particular charges 
against him, no. 


0 Do you have anything on the reported depar- 
ture of Soviet dependents from Beirut? 


A I don't. We're seen the reports. We don't 
know any more about it than you do. It's what's been on the 
wire. 


8) Follow up on that. The Phalangist Radio says 
that the dependents of Soviet Embassies in Amman and 
Damascus have also been given similar instructions. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A No. I haven't even seen that one. 
°) That was in the same report. 
a It wasn't in the same report of the one I 


Saw. In any case, I don't have anything on it. 














e) When is the Secretary due back in the Middle 
East? 


A Back in the Middle East? 
0 Yes. (Laughter) 


A I'm not aware that he has any specific plans 
to go back to the Middle East. 





8) On the Afghan expulsions, what does it say 
about U.S. relations with Afghanistan and, by extension, 
U.S. relations with the Soviet Union? 


A I don't think, number one -- to take number 
two first -- I would try to extrapolate on relations with 
the Soviet Union. 


As far as Afghanistan is concerned, I can't offer 
you a general statement either, but we find the explanation 
given in terms of Mr. Graham's expulsion not satisfactory 
and inexplicable. I'm not in a position to try to explain 
the Afghan Government's motives. 


@) I'm sorry. Could you spell the Charge's 
name, please? 


ay Sure. First name is S-a-l-e-m. Middle ini- 
tial M. Last name, S-p-a-r-t-a-k. 
e) Who suggested that this was an unexpected or 


Surprise move by the Afghans? Was there any incident or any 
circumstance involving Mr. Graham which was unusual and 
might have led to this, or was it really a total surprise? 


A My understanding is that it was a total 
Surprise. It was unexpected, as I said. 


@) Was he buying rugs? 


A That I can only refer to what I've actually 
seen in the paper coming out the Embassy, and I think that 
the answer is no. 


‘e) Alan, could this possibly be a ploy by the 
Soviets to divert attention from the fact that a lot of 
their people were expelled from Iran a few days ago? Has 
that thought occurred to you? 


A It hadn't occurred to me. I don't want to 
try to get into the thinking behind it. 








@) Do you have any numbers of personnel in 
Kabul -- U.S. personnel? 


A I don't have. 


8) You have said, sir, that you do not want to 
get into their thinking, but some Americans feel that 
possibly Mr. Graham was expelled because some Afghani 
freedom fighters or refugees were received here, and that it 
was in retaliation for that. 


A I can't answer. I don't know. AlltI know is 
that the charges against Mr. Graham are unfounded. 


0 New area. Middle East. Can I ask, the 
Secretary and other American officials have said repeatedly 
over the past few months that they believe that they had a 
Syrian commitment to go along with the withdrawal if an 
agreement were reached between Lebanon and Israel. 


Do U.S. officials still believe they have such a 
commitment? 


AA Again, I think the Secretary addressed this 
in the region. I think he's been reported on this, and I 
don't see the wisdom of trying to paraphrase his remarks. 
So I'd refer you to what he said. 


O - Alan, can we expect in the near future noti- 
fication to the Congress on sale of 75 F-l6s to Israel? 


aN I don't have anything on that. As we've 
indicated before, that's something that the President would 
decide. I don't have anything specific to offer you on 
that today. 


0 The President linked it with an agreement on 
Lebanon. 


A I understand. I don't have anything to offer 
you on that today. 


re) Anything on the Begin visit in that same 
line? 


A No. I don't have anything -- 
0 Also a Presidential -- 


A I think the Secretary, though, did talk about 
the fact that Prime Minister Begin is always welcome in 











Washington. He may have had some other words, too, and I 
again would refer you to those remarks. 


0 Do you have any comment on the reactions made 
by different Arab capitals aside from Damascus -- 


A No. 
e) -- opposing the new agreement? 
A No. I don't have a general reaction or even 


a specific reaction to others on this. 


0 Do you have any comment on the recent 
fighting in Lebanon? 


A Yes. The fighting, as you know, is con- 
tinuing. We are currently engaged in asking those with 
influence on the parties to urge maximum restraint by all 
sides in the Fighting. 


Such fighting underscores the need for the re- 
establishment of Lebanese sovereignty throughout Lebanon as 
quickly as possible. 


0 Copy? 

A Sure. 

0 Who are these people you are talking to, 
Alan? 

A I'm not really in a position to go into spe- 


cifics of whom we're talking to, but we are talking with 
people with influence on the parties concerned. 


re) Are you getting any positive response, you 
feel, from the people with whom you're talking, whom 
you would like to identify? 


Ay I don't think I'd want to characterize it. 
We obviously hope that there will be a cessation of the 
Fighting, and certainly the Lebanese Government hopes there 
will be a cessation of the fighting. 


0 Let me follow up on that. In your dealings 
with them in the past -- I assume you have dealt with them 
in the past -- have you felt that they were forthcoming 
enough, and would that give you reason to believe that they 
will be, or have they been negative in the past and -- 








A Again, I don't really want to try to charac- 
terize. Let's just see how things develop. 


0 What do you comment on that fact of Mr. Arens 
yesterday, the Defense Minister, on Egypt that the agreement 
with Egypt is not working, and he was very critical on the 
relations between Egypt and Israel. 


A I don't have a general comment to offer you 
on that. We've indicated we think that relationship is an 
important one. We hope that any problems they have might be 
worked out, but I don't have a comment on his specific 
remarks yesterday. 


0 Alan, there are some contradictory reports. 
Can you straighten this one out? What is the impression 
here, that the Syrians will leave, will not leave? What 
does the Secretary -- some places he said that the Syrians 
will be, without stating any times. Others who have heard 
that they've told him, no, we will not leave, and that 
they've told the Saudis they will not. 


Can you clear that one up? 


aN Again, I'd have to refer you to what the 
Secretary said on that. I think he indicated that no doors 
were slammed. On the other hand, that there was a certain 
lack of total enthusiasm for the agreement which had been 
signed, but I would again refer you for an authoritative 
statement on that to what the Secretary himself has said 
about that. 


0 How does the United States regard the 
reported building of new Soviet missile sites in Asia? 


Q We continue to monitor very closely the 
Soviet military buildup, including the SS-20 program. The 
continuing buildup of SS-20s, which has been underway since 
1977, is a matter of serious concern to the United States, 
our NATO allies, and allies and friends of ours in Asia. 


This buildup long ago exceeded anything required 
for legitimate defensive purposes. It was precisely to 
address imbalances caused by deployment of the SS-20 that 
NATO made the two-track 1979 decision on INF modernization 
and arms control. 


Continuing Soviet SS-20 deployments can only 
further aggravate the existing dangerous and destabilizing 
imbalance in longer-range, land-based INF missiles. 














In Geneva the United States has proposed total 
elimination of the entire category of Soviet andU. S. 
longer-ranged, land-based INF missiles which includes the 
SS-20 e 


We and our allies are convinced that this remains 
the best and most equitable outcome in Geneva. 


Moreover, as President Reagan announced March 30, 
we are also prepared to negotiate an interim agreement for 
equal U.S.-Soviet levels of warheads on longer-range INF 
missiles to an equal level on a global basis. 


We have repeatedly made clear that we will not 
accept any shifting of the threat from Europe to Asia. We 
continue to be in close touch with the Government of Japan 
on all aspects of the INF question as well as with other 
Asian allies and friends. 


The most recent figure for operation of SS-20 
missiles is 351. No new figure is now available, although 
we do expect the number of deployed SS-20s to increase in 
the future. We continue to monitor closely developments 
regarding Soviet SS-20 deployments. 


We will neither confirm nor deny allegations 
relating to intelligence information. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Sure. 


0 Alan, a story from the Times of London saying 
that the United States fears Argentina may explode a nuclear 
device before October to warn the British over the Falkland 
Islands and to demonstrate its military potential. It 
quotes American officials, diplomats and analysts who are 
almost unanimous in their belief that Argentina has a tech- 
nological ability to produce such a device and will explode 
one shortly. 


A I don't have anything beyond what we have 
said before on the case of concerns about proliferation, and 
what we may have said about Argentina specifically. I have 
nothing new today to offer you. 


0 To go back to the SS-20s, when you say you 
expect an increase in the future, you mean both in Europe 
and Asia? 


A - I said in the number of SS-20s deployed. 

















8) Right. Are you saying -- 


A I don't have a more specific focus to offer 
you at this point. 


'@) Alan, how long has that number, 351, stood in 
your guidance? That's some weeks old now, isn't it? 


A It is some weeks old. 


0 Isn't it due for an update, or have they 
stopped deployment? 


A We have not, I «rink, given you a week by 
week number. We have indicated, though, that the deployment 
activity continues, but we are not able in all cases 
necessarily to give you an updated number. But, as I said, 
we expect that that number will increase. 


e) Do you mean to say that the deployment con- 
tinues as well in the European part of the Soviet Union? 


aN I don't have anything new to offer you on 
that today. We have said before what we felt was happening 
in the European part of the Soviet Union. 


I don't have anything specific to divide all this 
continuing activity down as between Europe and Asia at this 
time, but I think if you go back -- not too far back -- 
we've addressed this question of deployments which we have 
stated have continued since the statements initially made 
about not deploying either in European U.S.S.R. or -- 


¢) They have continued. 


y They continued after they made their initial 
Statements. I cannot give you an update today as to whether 
they've got bulldozers and construction workers and soldiers 
out there putting stuff up. I don't have a readout to give 
you. 


But certainly since the statements about a mora- 
torium they did continue, and I will stand on what we have 
said on that in the past. 


0 Could you check on whether there's any 
grounds for believing that there are no SS-20s being built 
now in the European part? 





A Let me see if I can get anything on that, 
responding to both yours and Bob's interest in it. 


@) Secondly, that last sentence of yours about 
the intelligence things that you can't confirm, what did 
that make reference to? 

A I think the press reports about it -- 

0 About the 10. 


Ay -- mentioned specifically that there were 
intelligence reports -- 


0 About 10 bases and all. 


A I don't remember the figure "10," but, yes -- 

e) In the Siberian part. 

A Yes. 

e) And that's what you can't specifically con- 
firm -- 

A And I cannot specifically confirm it. That's 
right. 


0 Back on Argentina for a second. Do you have 
anything on the rumored amnesty? 


vy No. I don't have anything at this point on 
that. 


0 Anything on the disappearances' report yet? 
A No. 


Q On the SS-20s, what is the significance of 
this? How do we see it? 


A I guess I'd ask you to stick with the state- 
ment that I gave you. We see no military justification for 
it, and we think it's inconsistent as a general matter with 
the hope of bringing to control the longer-range, land- 
based INF missiles. 


As I say, we've got proposals out on the table, 
and we would hope that those proposals will be acted upon. 
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@) Alan, on Central America, do you have any 
reaction to the reports of the Post about the size of the 
force that we seem to be backing in Nicaragua? 


A No. I wouldn't have any comment on that. 
0 Can you tell us something more about the 
extent of Saudi support to the agreement and what things 


really -- 
A Support to the -- 


e) To the agreement concluded between Lebanon 
and Israel. 


A No. I'm sorry. I'm going to be, I'm afraid, 
unhelpful to you on this, because again these are issues 
which have been addressed. The Secretary addressed himself 
to this, for example, when he was leaving Saudi Arabia, and 
I don't want to take it beyond what he said at that point, 
Or what he might have addressed himself to then. 


-- MORE -- 











ll 





) You're impression is they are supportive 
from what the Secretary has stated? 


A Again, let me refer you to what the 
Secretary has said; let me refer you to his words. 


0 Does the Secretary plan to meet with or 
consult with Secretary Weinberger while they're both in 
Paris, do you know? 


A I think it's quite possible that they 
might meet. I don't know of specific plans, but I think 
it's quite possible they would meet since they will both be 
there. 


0 Alan, just to be clear. On the Post story 
about the 7000, you have no comment on that? Is the reason 
because the figure comes out of briefings provided by 
intelligence officials? 


4 The reason, basically, is that at this 
point it all revolves around allegations of U.S. -- the 
question was, the U.S.-supported forces in Nicaragua. It 
gets to the question of allegations of U.S. covert action, 
and I have not been and don't propose to address -- 


0 That certainly is true, and you've been 
consistent on that point. But I want to understand why you 
can't address the figure of 7000, and that story which was 
rather detailed and went through the whole litany of the -- 


A Let me see if I can get you an estimate of 
the number of anti-Sandinista forces without addressing the 
assumption that was in the initial question as asked as to 
whether or not the U.S. is specifically supporting them. 


°) But you're not denying that you're sup- 
porting those people? 


A I'm not addressing the question. I 
haven't addressed the question, and I don't intend to. 


0 That wasn't the original assumption. It 
was just fishing for any kind of reaction from the State 
Department to the story itself -- about the size. 


A That is the way you phrased your question, 
though. Anyway, I'll look and see if there's a number that 
One could provide you with. 


0 In that connection, if we phrase the 
question to say, what about the report, do you have any com- 
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ment on the report that the number of freedom fighters has 
reached 7000; would that enable you to comment on it? 
(Laughter) 


A I said I would look into the question. 


.@) Is it the U.S. analysis that those groups 
that are now armed and fighting the Sandinista regime 
constitute a threat to the survival of that regime? 


A I don't think that I would be in a position 
to comment on whether they constitute a threat to the sur- 
vival of the regime. 


We have addressed our policy, which is not to 
overthrow the government. I can't tell you what the policy 
-- I think that they have made policy statements actually, a 
number of the organizations that are involved. I would 
refer you to what those statements have said. 


My recollection is that a number of them have 
talked about changing the policies of that government, and 
I refer you to them. 


0 Has there been any contact between U.S. 
officials and leaders of these groups? 

A I don't know what there has been -- 

re) Robelo. 

a Robelo, I was going to say. Beyond Mr. 


Robelo's being here, I'm not aware of specific contact. 


e) Do you have any comment on the opening 
today of the meeting of the U.N. Security Council in which 
the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister called for unconditional 
negotiations or talks with the U.S. to settle differences? 


a No. I've addressed the issue before of our 
approach to talks. I might say, in general, that 
Nicaragua's efforts, again, to bring to the Security 
Council Central American problems is a diversion to avoid 
coming to grips with the efforts of its neighbors in seeking 
to achieve a regional solution. 








CONT 
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We have addressed that before, and I don't have 
anything new on a negotiating front. 


Q The American proposal that was accepted by 
Israel and Lebanon, it was published or it's public already, 
or -- 

A No. As far as I understand the text of the 


agreement between Israel and Lebanon has not been published. 
It also hasn't been signed. I think they're going through 
-- I may be behind events in the region, but it had yet to 
be signed. It has to be ratified by whatever processes 
those governments need to go through. 


fe) Anything more on a couple of churchmen said 
to be held in El Salvador? You had some briefing papers put 
Out this morning. Do you have anything more? 


A The churchmen held in El Salvador? 
0 The Lutherans. 
A I don't have anything beyond what we've put 


Out on that. 


0 There was an article that appeared yesterday 
in the Times by Lydia Chavez about finding a dead body out- 
side the Camino Real with a message threatening a prominent 
Christian Democratic member of the Constituent Assembly. Do 
you have any statement about that? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


0 Do you have any comment on the timing of 
the fighting in Lebanon; if it has anything to do with the 
visit of Secretary Shultz and the agreement? 


A I can't really comment on the motives of 
those who have started the shooting in Lebanon. 


Clearly, we are dedicated, together with the 
governments we're working with, to moving ahead to finishing 
off that agreement, implementing it, getting all the foreign 
forces out of Lebanon. However, I can't address the motives 





of those who may have -- whether they're seeking to disrupt 
that or not. But in any case, we're determined to move ahead 
with that. 

0 Do you have anything on this Office of 


Technology Assessment Report on the efficacy of embargoes? 
Do you agree with the conclusions? 





—_ 
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A Not on the specifics. We haven't had an 
Opportunity to study it and its conclusions. It did talk 
about the question of who got hurt more. No one disputes 
there are costs involved for the imposing nation in the use 
Of trade sanctions. Nevertheless, our commercial relations 
with the Soviet Union cannot and should not be divorced 
from our overall national security and foreign policy 
objectives. 


The United States must make clear our strong 
Opposition to unacceptable Soviet international behavior 
and to the extent that sanctions demonstrate our refusal to 
engage in business as usual in the face of such actions, 
they serve this purpose. 


0 Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 
A Yes, I think we can do that. 
0) I want to follow this. Last week I asked a 


question about if the Israelis were going to be getting an 
Israeli communication satellite, and you posted an answer 
for me that the private companies can do the actual nego- 
tiation for a sale, whatever it is. 


My question here is, if the American companies 
will transfer such *echnology to Israel, will the United 
State Government be interfering or questioning the 
feasibility, or will be consulted -- the government will be 
consulted by these companies on such a thing? 


A I don't know. That's a technical question 
as to what the requirements are, and I simply don't know 
what those requirements are. Obviously, we would follow 
whatever procedures are required by law and regulation. 


0 On technical assistance, I know there as 
a team of American experts who went to the Gulf to check on 
the oil spill. My information is that some companies are 
ready to clean the oil spill, but it's going to be costing 
billions of dollars. They're asking billions of dollars 
from the Gulf States. Can you check possibly for us on 
this, what is the amount that these companies are asking for 
Since you sent technical teams to inquire about this? 


A I'll inguire but I'm not very optimistic 
that we would be in the middle of those particular nego- 
tiations. I think what we offered to do was provide tech- 
nical assistance as to how you did it as opposed to getting 
into the middle of the cost factor. I'll look into the 
question and see what we've got. 
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@) Can you confirm, or comment on whether a 
large-scale new arms sale for Taiwan is now under prepara- 
tion, in it's final stages as reported? 


A I really couldn't get into the question of 
what might be or not be being prepared. I think that we 
have a regular procedure, that you're aware of, for 
notifying the Congress when there are proposed sales. I'm 
sure we would follow those procedures when we had such sales 
prepared, but I'm just not ready to talk about the 
preparedness. 


8) You're not denying that something is in the 
works here? 


A I'm not either confirming or denying it. 
I'm not addressing the question because we do not address 
our internal deliberations. 


Q On Nicaragua and El Salvador, since the 
Administration is now apparently ree ily to accept the 
anti-Sandinista actions are directed to stop the flow of 
arms to El Salvador, do we have a status report on that flow 
of arms and the extent -- it's quite a while since that 
covert actions has been conducted? 


A Without addressing the question of covert 
action, I think that we gave you not too long ago a posted 
answer, I believe, on the issue of arms flow. I would 
refer you to what we said then. I don't have anything new. 
It wasn't all that long ago, but it wasn't within the last 
week and a half or so, but that's the latest thing I have on 


that. 


0 So there's no change in that? 
A I don't have anything to update that. 
fe) As distinct from the question of fighting 


in Lebanon, do you have any comment on reports of again 
increased PLO and Syrian military activity in the Bekaa 
Valley over the weekend particularly? 


A I don't. Obviously, we're talking about 
the -- we talked about the fighting, as you say. In terms of 
preparations or things of that sort by Syria or others, I 
don't have any update to give you on that. 


0 We all remember that just after the 18th of 
April a statement coming out of Amman, President Reagan was 
quite sure that -- he was positively sure of the Arab posi- 
tion with him, again, as to the so-called “extremists 
Palestinians." It seems now the impression from this 
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Administration after the agreement of Israel, in principle, 
to withdraw from Lebanon is not quite the same. 


A I'm not sure why you draw that conclusion. 
I think that the difficulties in the situation have been 
talked about and certainly acknowledged. But I think if you 
will look again at what Secretary Shultz said, following his 
meetings in Amman and elsewhere, we remain dedicated to, and 
think there is reason to continue to work on the proposals 
made by the President in September. 


@) On the agreement itself, does the Secretary 
believe that Ambassadors Habib and Draper can hammer out 
their differences that seem to revolve around the Syrian 
intractability at this time without necessitating his return 
to the area in the foreseeable future? 


A He's talked about this a little bit, and I 
refer you to his remarks. He indicated that he was asking 
Ambassadors Habib and Draper to stay in the region, to work 
on the agreement and on the Lebanon problem. 


I don't think he has or will rule out going back, 
but I don't think he's indicated that he has any specific plans 
to go back. I think that at this -- 


re) They're confident that they can work out 
those remaining differences? 


A I think he's indicated it's a very dif- 
ficult issue in some respects and there is work to be done, 
but that certainly it is his hope that they will be able to 
do that. 


0 Do you have any response to the Senate 
Intelligence Committee's action on Friday? 

A Yes, I think I do. 

8) It's under “covert.” (Laughter) 

A We are pleased by the strong bipartisan 


support indicated by the Senate Select Committee on 
Intelligence's decision which, subject to the Committee's 
review and oversight, would allow the Administration to pur- 


sue our foreign policy objectives in the region. 


6) So the Administration accepts the notion 


that an Intelligence Committee can veto by vote, a majority 
vote, a decision taken by the Executive Branch; is that 


correct? 
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A I didn't put it in those terms, and I think 
you're getting to a much broader question which I think I 
would prefer not to address from here. It's a rather 
complicated issue, as I'm sure you're well aware. 


0 Is the United States providing 
"subsistence? to people who are fighting against the regime 
in Nicaragua? 


A I think we'll leave the record where it is. 


‘e) That statement you just made is to suggest 
that the Administration accepts the Senatorial resolution of 
this by your being pleased that it allows you to continue 
foreign policy objectives. But, explicitly, is this an 
acceptable resolution as far as this Administration is 
concerned? 


A The Senate Committee's action supports the 
President's program now, and has included program funds to 
continue in FY 84, subject, again, to the Committee's review 
and oversight. 


0 Which says it continues. 


A We are certain that the objective review of 
Administration goals in Central America will win the 
necessary votes. 


0 So you do accept it? 


A I'm going to leave you with the words. 
Again, we are pleased by the strong bipartisan support which 
would allow us to continue the policy objectives in the 
region. 


0 You see, the problem here is that it was 
stated by the Chairman of the Committee, Senator Goldwater, 
that the President had agreed to this. But we've heard 
nothing from the Administration directly to say whether the 
President or the Administration, as a whole, had in fact 
accepted the idea that you must submit a new program by June 
30, and any further spending after that will be subject to a 
majority vote of the Committee. 


A I think that the basic attitude of the 
Administration is laid out in what I've given you. I can't 
address the specifics of any issue relating to covert action 
for obvious reason, so I'm somewhat hamstrung on that. I 
think you can look at the words and draw fairly clearly 
the Administraton's attitude towards -- 























18 


0 I wonder if you could ask the question, or 
take the question, as to whether or not the Administration 
accepts this Congressional -- this Senate Committee's reso- 
lution of the issue, because it is rather important and 
you're addressing the question but you're not really taking 
that final step to say whether you accept it. 


A Again, I can look at it but I would refer 
you to what I've said about the Adminstration being con- 
vinced that an objective review of the Administration's 
goals in Central America will win necessary votes, for what- 
ever is being requested. 


0 Suppose it doesn't? 


A That's a suppose. That's a what-if 
question, and I don't propose to speculate on it. I think I 
probably will leave you with that, but I will look into and 
see what I have -- 


0 Because Congress is asserting, the Senate 
Committee is asserting the right by majority vote to stop 
you from spending further money. 


A I understand. That gets back to the 
question Jim was asking before, and I'm not sure we're pre- 
pared to address it in that particular way. 


0 What does the Administration mean by 
"subject to review?" What does "review" mean? 


A I'm going to leave you with the words. I'm 
not going to try to give you a legal argument about the 
separation of powers all the rest of that. 


0 ‘But don't you hate being imprecise like 
that? (Laughter) 

A I sometimes am imprecise, and I'm sometimes 
not. 

0 Can we get a copy of that -- of those words? 

A Yes, I can do that. 

0 What's the significance of President 


Assad's trip to Saudi Arabia immediately after Mr. Shultz 
not getting any agreement -- 


A You would have to ask the Syrian Government 
and Saudi Government about that. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment regarding the TASS attack this morning on the Lebanon 
agreement. 





It ill behooves the Soviet Union, which has 
100,000 occupation forces in Afghanistan and is supporting 
180,000 Vietnamese troops in Kampuchea, to criticize an 
agreement between two sovereign states -- Lebanon and 
Israel -- providing for the withdrawal of forces, the 
establishment of mutually agreed security arrangements, 
and improved relations. 


In an area plagued by tension and fighting, when 
dedicated efforts are underway to create conditions to pre- 
vent the recurrence of war, the people of the area had a 
right to expect a constructive Soviet role. Instead, while 
others search for peace, for which the peoples of the region 
yearn and which they so richly deserve, Moscow has irrespon- 
sibly chosen to play to historical fears and animosities. 


That's it. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


QO Can we have a copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Alan, how was this conveyed to the Soviet 


Government other than your announcement today? 


A I think that in terms of the specifics, what 
I've just said is obviously on the record and they can read 
it for themselves. In terms of concerns for maintenance of 
stability and avoidance of tensions in the region, this is 
certainly a subject which is discussed between our govern- 
ments On appropriate occasions. 


Q Do you think the Soviet evacuation of fami- 
lies in Beirut was a way of playing on Lebanese fears? 


A I'm not really prepared or equipped to 
address their motivations in doing that. You might ask the 
Soviets what their purposes were. 
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¢) The question of tension in the region, do you 
have any information about reported influxes of Palestinians 
and Syrians into Lebanon as well as Soviet advisors? 


A I have nothing on the question of Soviet 
advisors beyond what we have said before. 


As to the rest of your question, there has been 
‘some movement of Syrian forces and materiel into Lebanon but 
no sign that Syria is preparing to attack. There's also 
clearly been some reintroduction of PLO forces into Syrian- 
controlled areas of Lebanon. 


We have noted repeatedly that with Israeli and 
Syrian forces juxtaposed in a tense situation, such as 
exists and has existed since last summer in the Bekaa, 
there is a persistent threat of renewed hostilities. To 
that end we have been working with the parties involved to 
bring about complete foreign troop withdrawal and a 
lessening of tension in Lebanon. That remains our paramount 
objective and is the publicly stated objective of Syria. 


We continue to urge restraint on all the parties 
involved in Lebanon so that negotiations and troop 
withdrawal can proceed apace. 


0) Copy, please? 


A Yes. It may take a little while, but you can 
get a copy. 


0 Alan, do you view this as a rotation, or does 
it increase the basic strength in that area? What figures 
do you have, or can you make available on Syrian troop 
strength? 


A I don't have figures to offer you, and I 
can't really comment. I think I will stick with what I've 
just given you. There has been some movement of forces and 
materiel into Lebanon. 


fe) You can't say if it's rotation or in any way 
an increase or diminishing of strength? 


A I think the suggestion here is that there is 
something beyond simply a rotation at this particular 
moment. 


0 Alan, would you quarrel with the figures that 
have been circulated in the last two days that there has 
been a 10,000-man increase in the Syrian side and a somewhat 
smaller increase on the PLO? 

















A I don't have figures I can share. I can't 
quarrel or not quarrel with it. _I can't guide you on that, 
basically. 


0 Do you know of any plans of any American 
official to return to Syria? 


A I know of no specific plans at this moment 
for an American official to return to Syria. I think it's 
been indicated that as the discussions proceed, it may well 
be that there would be Americans who might join in that, 
although, in fact, the basic discussions would be taking 
place between Lebanon and Syria on the question of Syrian 
troop withdrawal. 


0 Alan, can you help me on one point? You said 
earlier that it's the publicly stated objective of Syria to 
withdraw forces? 


A Right. 
8) When did they say that last? 


A I'm not sure. I don't have with me when 
their last statement -- 


0 Because you say it's regularly stated. I'm 
wondering when they publicly stated they wanted to get out? 


A There have been a number of occasions. Let 
me see if I can get you an example later of when a recent 
statement was -- 


0 Could you see if anything has been said 
publicly or even conveyed privately since the Secretary 
began his effort in the Middle East? 


A Since he went out there, I'm not aware of a 
public statement, and I couldn't get into the question of 
private statements. However, I would refer you to what the 
Secretary said about this question. 


0 He put it negatively, as I remember it. He 
closed the door. 


A He said they had not slammed the door. He 
said they were hardly enthusiastic about the agreement 
between Lebanon and Israel, but he did say while he expected 
there would be some tough negotiations going on, that they 
had not slammed the door. That's, I think, where we are at 
this point. 














Q But that preceded the Syrian statement by the 
Foreign Minister; it preceded the communique in Jidda. 


A I don't have any statement to take you beyond 
what the Secretary said, and I would leave that as a state- 
ment that we continue to believe has validity. 


Q You'll try to find something that says that 
Syria wants to get out? 


A There are things on the record I will help 
you find. 


Q Within recent weeks that makes it germane to 
our current discussion? 


A I think it is germane. I think if you go 
back, too, you might find -- one thing I can simply refer 
you to is the statement by the Saudi Foreign Minister at the 
airport with the Secretary, in terms of Saudi Arabia's 
understanding as well. I think there are a number of state- 
ments by people on the record about this issue. 


0 Your remark, “there is a persistent threat of 
renewed hostilities" -- the context wasn't clear to me. Is 
that in terms of the chronic situation there, or is that in 
terms of the most recent buildup of Syrian troops? 


A No, I think that that is a statement of a 
situation which has continued to exist for sometime. It is 
relevant as well, clearly, to the current situation, but 
it's an on-going situation. 


Q Do you have any updated figures on the num 
bers of Soviets who possibily would be in the Bekaa Valley? 


A No. I said I don't have any guidance to take 
you beyond what we've said on that before. We have not con- 
firmed those reports and don't have any figures to attach to 
those reports. 


Q Would you be willing to discuss a little bit 
more, though, whether the tensions are greater now? What 
exactly in the State Department's view is going on; why 
there are more Syrians in the Bekaa? 


A I don't think I can do that. As to motiva- 
tions, you really would have to ask the parties directly 
involved. Obviously -- 











0 Or what is being done? 


A Obviously, we're concerned. However, I can- 
not ascribe motives or try and give you a thermometer 
reading on the level of tension particularly. 


0 Are there any discussions going on for the 
expansion of the Multinational Force? 


A To my knowledge there is no specific 
discussion going on about that at this point. I think we 
would address that again in the context of how this entire 
withdrawal would be effected. 


re) How about in the context of not an entire 
withdrawal, but simply a unilateral Israeli withdrawal? 


A No, I have nothing to suggest there's a 
discussion going on about that at all. 


.@) The new movement into Lebanon, the military 
movements into Lebanon, did it start before, during, or 
after the visit of the Secretary? 


A I can't give you precise dates as to when 
this movement has taken place. It's recent, but I can't 
give you precise dates on it. 


¢) You said that there is no sign that Syria 
wants to attack. Do you have any indication that Israel 
doesn't want to attack either? 


A No. We have no sign that Israel wants to 
attack. 


8) I asked you yesterday about the Saudi posi- 
tion. Since yesterday, we've heard some things on the 
media. Can you update us on where the Saudis stand now? 

A No. 


@) What they told the Secretary and what they 
told the Syrian President? 


A No, I think I'd have to refer you to the 
Saudi Government to speak for themselves on that. 


--MORE-- 























@) One more thing, please. The American objec- 
tive, as long as since the Israelis invasion of Lebanon, was 
to bring about sovereignty and the central Lebanese 
Government's control of all of its territory. The agreement 
that the Secretary just produced will provide for that, 
according to American estimation right now? 


A Yes. 


2) In connection with your comment on the TASS 
statement, was your response, the business about playing on 
tensions, specifically directed to the TASS statement, or 
can we take it that your response is directed to the TASS 
Statement in combination with other things, for example, the 
increase in Syrian movement and the movement of Soviet 
dependents out of the area? 


A I'm responding to the TASS statement. 


0 Is there anything on increased Soviet arms in 
the past week or two? 


A To Syria? 
0 To Syria and also to the Bekaa? 


A I guess the basic answer to your question is 
that I don't have anything on Soviet arms, period. 


0 Changing the subject slightly, on 
Afghanistan, have you seen reports of widespread of bombing 
of civilian areas at Herat, I believe, a reported 3,000 
Civilian casualties? 


A I don't have anything specific on the 
reports. We've some indications that major Soviet/DRA 
bombing and air operations are underway in several locales. 


Our position on Afghanistan and the Soviet pre- 
sence and actions remains as we described it. I think May 
4, I gave you a statement on that. We would like to see 
Afghanistan's agony brought to an end through Soviet troop 
withdrawal. 


0 Could we go back to Lebanon for a second? 
Any reaction to -- 


0 Can I just go back? What kind of bombings? 
I didn't hear that. 














A Major Soviet/DRA bombings and air operations 
in several locales. 


Q Any reaction to today's report in The 
Washington Post that Iran was behind the Beirut Embassy 
bombing? 





A No. I don't have anything on who might have 
been responsible for that bombing. 


Q Can I try a different subject? Do you have 
anything on sugar quotas in Nicaragua? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. We might 
talk about that a little bit at the podium afterwards, but 
I don't have anything on that. 


0 To go to the Middle East for once, there 
were reported two explosions in Amman today of American 
offices or interests. Any comment on that? 


A We strongly condemn deplorable acts of 
violence such as these bombings. Our Embassy in Amman is in 
close contact with Jordanian authorities investigating these 
incidents. We understand that there were no casualties or 
injuries. 


I might add that we've seen the press report of 
One group claiming responsibility, but we are not in a posi- 
tion to confirm that. 


Q So there were no casualties? 

A No casualties, 

Q Any report of the material damage that you're 
aware of? | 

ay I don't have a report of that. As you may be 


aware, they were private -- 


Q These are private organizations, or is it -- 
because one of the papers today mentioned, touched on 
government connections or government -- 


A I don't know what precisely -- where it gets 
all its money. I don't think it's a government organiza- 


tion, per se. 

















Q Can you tell us anything about Secretary 
Weinberger's meeting with the Saudi Defense Minister 
regarding Syria and the Middle East? 


A No. I don't have anything on it. I know 
that Secretary Weinberger met with Secretary Shultz earlier 
today, and whether this came up in their discussion, I don't 
know. But I don't have anything on Secretary Weinberger's 
meetings. 


8) On Paris, is there any reaction to President 
Mitterrand's call for a new Bretton Woods meeting? 


A No. I understand that the party, perhaps 
even Secretaries Shultz and Regan, have addressed the issue. 
Whatever has come out of our delegation in Paris, in any 
case, is what I would refer you to. They have addressed 
that issue. 


Q Anything on the meeting between the Mexican 
Foreign Minister and the Costa Rican Vice President on a 
U.N. role in Central America? 


A We haven't really seen the statement that was 
issued afterwards, or I understand was issued afterwards, so 
I'm not in a position to comment on it. We're not aware 
that Costa Rica has changed its plans to ask for or seek OAS 
consideration of its request that the Contadora Four provide 
a peacekeeping or observer force along the border with. 
Nicaragua. Beyond that I really am not able to comment spe- 
cifically on the document since we haven't seen it. 


8) The Ambassador there is reported to have said 
yesterday that the United States would be willing to contri- 
bute whatever aid Costa Rica deemed necessary to patrol the 
border. 


Do you have any elaboration on those remarks? 


A No. I wasn't familiar with the remarks. MI 
can't comment on them. 


Q On the same general area. An unusually large 
number of bodies have been found around San Saivador that 
have been multilated, and one human rights organization 
apparently said that some of these people are being taken 
out of prison in anticipation of the amnesty and put to 
death. 


Do you have any comment? 














A Our Embassy in San Salvador is checking with 
Salvadoran authorities at this point to verify the cir- 
cumstances of the incident. 


We can confirm that some eight bodies and one 
injured individual were found near Mariona Prison. At this 
point the bodies have not been identified, but there is 
nothing to indicate that the bodies were of individuals 
taken from the prison itself. 


'@) But do you have anything on the Lutherans or 
the Caritos head? 


A I don't think we have anything beyond what we 
provided the other day. 


0 You say the bodies were found outside the 
prison or -- 

A They were found near the prison. 

@) There was a report in FBIS that Israel says 


that if Syria will not withdraw, they will be asking to put 
the Multinational Force as a buffer zone between the Syrians 
and Israelis. What do you have to comment on that? 


A I'm not aware of that particular report. As 
I say, I don't think that there's any discussion going on at 
this point of the Multinational Force playing that role. 
However, I'm not aware of the specific report you're talking 
about. 


@) It was in FBIS today. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on a report 
that's in a West German newspaper about a high-ranking East 
German security officer that has defected to the United 
States and is in the United States? 


A No, I don't. 


fe) The Egyptian Foreign Minister issued an offi- 
cial statement three days ago in which he announced Egypt's 
support for the Israeli-Lebanese agreement as a first step 
toward comprehensive peace in the Middle East. Do you have 
a comment on that? 


A I think that we would hope that indeed that 
proved to be the case as well. 
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fe) Do you have anything to offer us on the pur- 
pose of the meeting between the Chinese Ambassador and 
Secretary Dam today? 


A Nothing beyond the fact that they are going 
to discuss a broad range of issues. Mr. Dam invited the 
Chinese Ambassador to come to lunch so that they could have 
a general conversation. 


0 When you said that we have nothing to indi- 
cate that Costa Rica has changed its position, has the 
United States yet formulated a position on the request? 


= 


A I can't take you beyond what we posted the 
Other day. 


0 Do you have any reaction at all to the 
Banking Committee's action yesterday with respect to loans 
and the IMF? 


A No. I don't. 
¢) Do you have a comment on that story in The 


Washington Post that says that the CIA had seven agents or 
seven people in the Embassy which were killed? 





A No. As you know, I have not commented on 
those kinds of stories. 


0 Alan, just to clear one thing up. Do you 
have anything in your guidance at all about Syrian military 
movements in and around the Bekaa Valley, PLO movements in 
and around the Bekaa Valley, or Syrian -- 


A This is a vacuum cleaner type -- go ahead. 

0 -- or Syrian Foreign Minister Khaddam's 
rather lengthy explanation of the Syrian position which 
appears in just about every newspaper today. 


Do you have anything on any of those three? 


A I've given you what I have to give you on 
that. 


0 But those were forced out of you. Not that 
much either. Do you have anything at all on what Khaddam 
said? Nothing? 





ll 


A I did address that briefly in response to 
your question. 


‘e) You did? 


A I did. You'll have to go back and carefully 
examine the -- 


¢) Okay. I'll take another look. 
0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 11, 1983, 12:18 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternor: 4 couple of 
announcements: 


Regarding the Secretary's arrival back this after- 
noon, as most of you probably know, he is due in at 2:30 at 
Andrews. I do not know at this point whether he will have an 
arrival statement, so I think you're just going to have to -- 
We'll try to inform you if we know ahead of time, but you'll 
have to stand by and see what happens on that. 


He will then be proceeding, as I understand it, 
directly to the White House where he has got some meetings 
including specifically with the President. I can't tell you 
what the activity there will be. I again ask you to stay 
tuned at the White House regarding that. 


Q What time is he due at the White House? 
A I think he's going directly from Andrews. 
Q By helicopter? 

A I think by car. 


At 2:00 P.M. today, AID Administrator M. Peter 
McPherson and the Deputy for Middle East negotiations, Wat T. 
Cluverius, will testify before the Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations on Syrian assistance pipe- 
line. The opening statement by Mr. McPherson will be 
available in the Press Office at 2:00 P.M. Mr. Cluverius has 
no prepared statement. 


Also, just to give you a "heads up, Deputy 
Secretary Dam is scheduled to appear before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee in closed session tomorrow at 9:30 A.M. 


Q The subject? 


A It's on the HR-2760 which I gather is sort of 
the Boland-Zablocki bills. You'Ill have to check with the 
Committee. They have, I think, announced what the subject of 
the hearing is in perhaps more specific terms. 
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Q Alan, is there any further testimony planned 
for the rest of the week on Central America on Capitol Hill? 

A This is the only testimony I'm aware of at 
this point. Do you have some sense that there is something 
else? 

@) No, just a fishing expedition. 

A As far as I know, that's what there is. 


O.K. Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee vote on military aid to Turkey tied 
to the Cyprus question? 


A Yes. The Administration is strongly opposed 
to the House -- This is a House committee, right? 


Q Yes. 


A The Administration is strongly opposed to the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee vote to embargo assistance to 
either Turkey or Greece in FY-1987 if either country has more 
troops in Cyprus than allowed by the 1959 treaty. Security 
Assistance funding is provided to help these allies meet 
their NATO commitments and should not be ysed as leverage in 
other situations. We understand that the Commitee voted this 
morning for a revised amendment that would permit continued 
Security Assistance to Turkey for NATO-related purposes. We 
find this a helpful development. 


We also oppose the $715 million limit that the 
Committee approved on a subcommittee's recommendation. We 
had requested $525 million in guaranteed loan financing and 
$230 million of grant military funds for Turkey for FY-1984, 
a total of $755 million, and hope to see the original level 
restored. 


We note that both actions were taken in a very 
close -- 14 to 13 -- vote. 











Q May we have copies? 
A Yes, we can do that. 
Q Alan, yesterday one of the committees voted 


for $300 million more to Israel, and the State Department 
representative there said that the State Department stands 
for the President's proposal, but will not oppose the $300 million. 











What can you tell us about this? Is there a 
contradiction here or what exactly has happened? 


A No. I could give you some more words, which I 
would be happy to do, but basically, I'd stand by what the 
State Department official said yesterday. 


As you know, the Administration's FY-84 budget propo- 
sal for Israel calls for $550 million of the $1.7 billion in 
foreign military sales funding to be provided on a grant basis. 
We have continued to support our proposal, pointing out that we 
believe it is sufficient to meet Israel's security require- 
ments, and that increases for Israel in the confines of the 
budget ceilings run the risk of crowding out assistance to 
other countries of strategic importance to the United States. 


The House Foreign Affairs Committee action is but 
one of several actions in the Congressional budget process. 
The budget committees, the appropriations committees, and 
authorization committees have yet to complete action. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Yes, we can provide a copy of that. 


Q Alan, can I follow up on this? Why, then, did 
not the Administration lobby for it? Why didn't the repre- 
sentative of the State Department oppose it in order to have 
some members vote on the Administration's side. 


A We expressed our views on this. I 
don't think that I'm going to go into the rationale of how we 
do or don't decide on each particular statement we may make 
and how we make it, but the position is clear on that. 


Q How do you account for the mixed signals that 
were sent out yesterday by the three different spokesmen from 
State, DOD, and the White House about the increased troop 
movement, Syrian troop movement in Lebanon? 


A I'm not sure that there were mixed signals. I 
Saw one account of a broadcast which suggested that there 
were some inconsistencies. I think if you look at the speci- 
fics, however, it wasn't a question of whether there were 
movements. It was a question of degree and how one described 
it. So I don't see that. 


Q The question of foreign aid and your reference 
that it squeezes out others, to refresh my memory, does the 
Secretary believe that the state of human rights in Zimbabwe 
today justifies our sending $75 million a year to Mr. 
Mugabe's government? 














A Lester, I refer you to both what we said in 
the Human Rights Report and what we may have said in -- 


Q That was quite a few months before; and I'm 
just wondering today, in view of the latest Catholic bishops' 
report and and the fleeing of Mr. Nkomo. Do you think, as 
the Spokesman for the State Department, that human rights are 
being protected in Zimbabwe enough to justify $75 million -- 
just a straight question? Now, if I could get a straight answer. 


A A straight answer is I refer you to testimony 
that's been given on this subject. 


Q But couldn't you tell me what it is? 
A No. I don't have it in front of me. 


Q Is there any comment on the further withdrawal 
of Soviet dependents from Beirut? 


A I don't have anything further today on that. 


Q Is there anything further on Syrian-PLO move- 
ments in the area? 


A No, nothing further on that. 


Q Alan, who did Ambassador Dobrynin see in the 
State Department today? 





A Ambassador Dobrynin came in this morning at 
his request and met with the Acting Secretary. 


Q What general subject was discussed? 
A Subjects of mutual interest. (Laughter) 
Q A large range of topics. 


Q Did he say anything further about the apparent 
sequence of meetings at the Soviet request in the last, I'd 
say, probably week or so? 


A No. There have been several meetings, as I 
said earlier. I expect there will be more. It's a perfectly 
natural thing to happen. 


Q This was at Ambassador Dobrynin's request? 


A This was at his request, this morning. 














Q Also, on the PLO-Syrian, yesterday, Mr. Catto 
of the Pentagon said -- and I'm almost quoting him -- "cannot 
confirm PLO buildup in Syria." You told us yesterday that 
there are signs of, or actually told us that there were PLO 
movements in - 


A I said there had been some. This gets back to 
the question I was asked before. There is clearly some 
infiltration. How one characterizes that -- I didn't give you 
a number or anything of that sort, and I don't know. I suspect 
that that's the quality of the question that was being asked at 
the Pentagon, "Is this a sizeable buildup" or something, and I 
can't give you a measure of that sort. 


Q So you stand by your statement yesterday, and 
you do not see any contradiction between what you said and what 
Mr. Cato said? 


A That's right. 

Q You do not see any contradiction? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any word of PLO fighters still in 
the Beirut area? 


A I don't have anything on that, Bill. 


Q Alan, what does the Department feel about the 
Soviet responsibility in this Syrian buildup? 


A I think we addressed ourselves yesterday -- I 
did here; the Secretary did in Paris -- to the question of 
Soviet attitudes and Soviet statements, and I refer you to what 
was said at that point. 


Q I have one more question before I flee. 
A We'll be sorry to see you leave, Lester. 


Q I know you will, Alan. But cheer up; I'll be 
back. (Laughter) 


Frequently, Alan, we've heard that one of the most 
cherished aspects of American freedom is freedom from fear of a 
knock on the door at midnight by the police. My question: In 
the light of this, how is the State Department explaining to 
nations of the world last week's use of the Chicago police for 
this purpose? 

















(Laughter ) 


A I must say, Lester, I'm not aware that we have 
been explaining to the world the actions of the Chicago police 
or the San Francisco police or the -- 


Q No, no. But that has been kind of in the news. 
It isn't a question -- Do you hope that the other countries 
haven't heard about this, or is it just that the State 
Department doesn't care? 


A Lester, I think this is beyond the province of 
what I might address in this briefing. 


-- MORE -- 

















Q One follow up. There was a report on one 
network, and I can't remember which it was, that reported a 
rumor that Secretary Shultz and the President will ask Mr. 
Habib, when he leaves Beirut, to go to Chicago; is there any 
truth to that? 


Surely, you must be concerned with what is going 
on in Chicago, aren't you? There's no truth to that rumor, 
is that -- 


A I'm unaware of any truth to that particular 
rumor. 


0 Do you have any comment on additional 
reports of the severity of the Soviet bombing in 
Afghanistan. I had a question on this yesterday. 


A Yes, I can give you some more on that today, 
I think. 


0 (Inaudible) general subject discussed with 
the Ambassador today? 


A I wouldn't go into what subjects were 
discussed with Ambassador Dobrynin today. 


On your basic question, though, reports from refu- 
gees and others tend to confirm extremely heavy, brutal and 
prolonged Soviet bombing in the Shomali area north Kabul. 
Heavy bombing also reportedly occurred in Herat and Paktia 
in the west and southeast, respectively, although the 
Mujahedeen do not appear quite so hard-pressed in the latter 
two areas. 


Our position on Afghanistan and the Soviet pre- 
sence and actions there remain as described here on May 4th 
and I can refer you to the words that we used at that point. 
We'd like to see Afghanistan's agony brought to an end 
through Soviet troop withdrawal as part of a negotiated 
settlement. 


0 Copy of that? 
A Yes. 
0 Do you have anything on greater numbers of 


Afghan refugees fleeing into Kabul or out of the country? 


A I don't have anything on that. 











Q Can we get a copy? 

A Sure. 

Q Is the United States helping the rebels who 
are fighting the government in Afghanistan? 

A We have never addressed that question. Don't pro- 
pose to now. 

e) Anything on the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee action with respect to El Salvador? 

A Yes. (Laughter) I was even going to 
volunteer. 


The compromise that was reached yesterday repre- 
sents a substantial improvement over the original 
Kassebaum-Dodd proposal, and we appreciate the spirit of 
compromise that resulted in this improvement. Nonetheless, we 
continue to support the President's budget request. 


0 Can I ask you again on El Salvador, related 
please, on that. Do you have any comment on the renewed, 
intense fighting in El Salvador that is reported today in -- 


A No, don't have anything on it. Go ahead. 


8) Yesterday, you said there is no sign that 
Syria is preparing to attack. Syrian and the PLO represen- 
tatives in New York said that they are on the defensive, and 
they are trying’ to protect themselves from possible attack 
by the Israelis; also, some Israeli journalists on NPR 
yesterday said that there is also a buildup from the Israeli 
side. 


Do you consider an act of trying to protect your- 
self, for instance, in the case of the Syrians and the PLO 
in the Bekaa Valley as necessitates this alarm that you put 
out through the whole entire week? 


A I addressed the issue yesterday of what we saw 
happening. I also indicated yesterday, we saw no indication 
of any Israeli intent to attack, and I think I indicated 
afterwards to some people that we are aware of a limited 
degree of Israeli re-enforcement as well which appears to be 
in reaction to what the Syrians have done in re-enforcing 
their forces. 








re) Alan, do you have any comment on reports 
that the Soviets have tested a new ICBM within the last two 
weeks? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


@) Do you have any comment on the change in 
U.S. arms strategy to accommodate the build-down idea? 


A Not really. I think, to the extent that 
issue is going to be addressed, I would refer you to the White 
House. In general, I could point out that the significant 
reductions in ballistic missile warheads have been a promi- 
nent feature of the U.S. START position since it was 
announced by the President in his speech at Eureka a year 
ago. 


At that time, the U.S. proposed reducing ballistic 
missile warheads by about one-third from current levels to 
an equal ceiling of 5,000. 


The Administration is currently reviewing the U.S. 
START proposal in the context of the Scowcroft Commission 
report and recent Congressional initiatives. A number of 
alternative modifications are under consideration. 


Any changes in our proposal will be consistent 
with our objectives of seeking enhanced strategic stability 
at the lowest possible levels of forces. 


As I say, anything specific that might come out 
though, I think would probably come to you from the White 
House. 


8) Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
0 May I also ask whether the State Department 


has seen the report and how it regards the report of a so- 
called Soviet SS-40 missile under development? Do you 
regard that as a serious -- 


A I don't know anything about it. I would 
think it would come under the heading of intelligence infor- 
mation which I couldn't comment on from here in any case. 


0 There are reports from Beirut that the 
Administration is considering appointing another special 
envoy to deal specifically with Syria. Do you have any com- 
ment on those reports? 
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A I have nothing on that. I think that the 
Secretary indicated last week that -- or maybe it was 
earlier this week; I can't recall -- but anyway, sometime 
during his trip that it was conceivable that there might be 
some American officials travelling to Syria in connection 
with that, but that basically, as I think I indicated 
yesterday, this is a matter between Lebanon and Syria. 


As far as your question about a special envoy to 
do this and somebody being named in this function, I have 
nothing on that at all. 


QO Will Ambassador Habib be going to Damascas? 


A I have nothing on that. I wouldn't rule it 
Out, but at this point he's been moving between Beirut and 
Jerusalem, working on finishing up that agreement. 


8) Prince Hassan of Jordan will be in town this 
weekend. Is there any schedule for him to meet with 
officials? 


A Let me check on that. I don't know what 
might be on his schedule. 


fe) What's the next step to be anticipated now 
from the U.S. side towards the situation in Lebanon? 


A There's an on-going effort right now with 
Ambassador Habib, Ambassador Draper, others out there who 
are working on bringing to conclusion the agreement, working 
on the clarifications, and so on. We would hope that that 
process would be concluded in the not too distant future, 
and that the agreement would go ahead and be signed. 


Obviously the two governments concerned have to go 
through whatever ratification procedures are appropriate for 
them. But beyond that, I'm not quite sure how to respond to 


you. 


) Anything new about the clarification asked 
by the Israeli side on the agreement? 

A No. The work on that continues to move 
ahead. 

0 Just a quick one on El Salvador, Alan. 


Anything new about D'Aubuisson? There are rumors concerning 
his possible travel plans to the U.S. 














ll 


A I don't have any confirmation. I'm aware of 
the rumors. I don't have any confirmation at this point 
that he's either coming to the U.S. or there was a 
suggestion he might be coming to Washington; nothing speci- 
fically that would suggest he's coming to Washington. 


I'm not denying he might be intending to do this 
but -- 


0 Do you know what kind of visa he used the 
last time? Was it a multiple-entry or a one-time only that the 
Embassy gave him? 


A I do not know. 


fe) Yesterday, on Nightline, Ariel Sharon 
suggested that there be worked out some sort of a coor- 
dinated effort between U.S. forces, Israeli forces and the 
Lebanese Army to stem the, or to stop the fighting in the 
Shouf area outside of Beirut and then to try to coordinate 
some security efforts in Beirut itself. Is that being con- 
sidered at all? 





A Use of U.S. forces for that purpose? 


Q As part of the Multinational Force or as 
part of the Marine contingent. 


A I'm not aware of any consideration of using 
U.S. forces in that particular role. 


0 Anything more on any of the prisoners -- 
Lutherans, Catholics in El Salvador? 

A No, nothing. 

0 Do you have anything on the by-elections in 
South Africa? 

A No, I do not. 

0 Do you have anything on Secretary Shultz' 


plans for the rest of this week? Is he planning to take 
some time off after this trip, or does he -- 


A I don't know for the rest of week. I think, 
in terms of going beyond the week into the weekend and so forth, 
we can talk about that later. 


) Back on South Africa. Do you have any reac- 
tion to the statements made by Mr. Botha, the Foreign Minister 
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yesterday, that seem to further solidify South African oppo- 
sition to Cuban troops in Angola; and also say that the 
United States'-- that that is their position, too? 


A I think our position on Cuban troops and the 
importance of those troops departing has been frequently 
stated and nothing is changed on that. I don't have a par- 
ticular comment on the remarks you're asking about, though. 


0 He said more specifically that there will be 
-- the United States now says that the withdrawal of Cuban 
troops is definitely linked to independence for Namibia, 
which was -- 


A I'll refer you back to what we've said 
before. The position on that hasn't changed. They're not 
linked in some formal sense, but there is a practical rela- 
tionship which we have talked about before. 


Q How do you see the continuous interest in 
Israeli circles, offical circles and criticism of the media, 
U.S. media coverage of the war in Lebanon, taking into con- 
sideration that this has been discussed and now there has been 
a seminar which was held for the last three days criticizing 
the U.S. media coverage of the war in Lebanon? 


A I don't have any comment on it. 
0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 12, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announ- 
cements. Available in the Press Office is the opening state- 
ment of Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the House Committee on 
Agriculture, the Subcommittee on Cotton, Rice and Sugar. The 
subject of his testimony is South Korean rice purchases. 


Second, I'd like to introduce a new member of the 
Press Office staff. She's Jacqueline Straub, in the 
turquoise dress over there. She begins work today as a 
Public Information Assistant. Jacqueline has worked in 
government for three years, most recently in the Personnel 
Office of the Bureau of Administration. We're pleased to 
have her with us, and I'm sure you will make her feel welcome 
as well. 


That's it on announcements. Be happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Alan, can you address the question of Soviet 
test-firing of a new missile, apparently and possibly in 
violation of unratified SALT II? 


A I can confirm that on May 5 the Soviets con- 
ducted a test launch of the missile which they first tested 
On February 8. We are still analyzing the results of the 
latest test. As we have indicated before, the February 8 
test did raise concerns about the consistency of this missile 
with SALT II Treaty provisions. 


Q Was the information on this encrypted or could 
not be detected? 


A I couldn't get into the question of encryption. 


Q But Alan, by saying that you are analyzing the 
latest results suggests that there are results, meaning that 
it was not totally encrypted. 


A I'm going to leave you with the words I've got 
here. You can draw your own conclusions. 


Q What do you know now that you didn't know in 


Februar It seems. like an awfully long time to be waitin 
for ver’ T at it Y g g 


est results. 








A I say we're still analyzing results of the 
latest test. These are not easy matters. 


Q Alan, just to be clear, it is the test of the 
same type of missile that was test-fired on the February 8th? 


A Correct. 


Q So far as you know, these are the only two 
times it's been test-fired? 


A I don't have numbers of tests and so on to 
give you. 


QO Just for the record -- You may have been 
answering this over the last couple of weeks -- but since the 
United States has stoutly said it will not sign the 
agreement -- we've said that we would live up to certain provi- 
, sions of it -- how can the U.S. question the Soviets about 
living up to provisions of an agreement that the U.S. says it 
doesn't accept? 


A We've gone into this extensively in the past. 
Let me say this: We hawe indicated, as a matter of policy, 
that we would not undercut the provisions of the agreement so 
long as the Soviets did likewise; and it is on that basis 
that we certainly will continue to raise questions when we 
have them, as the Soviets indeed have raised questions when 
they have them. It's a perfectly appropriate thing to do. 


Q Was this matter in connection with Ambassador 
Dobrynin's visit yesterday? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of 
Ambassador Dobrynin's visit yesterday. 


Q Have the Soviets raised recent questions 
about American compliance with the unratified SALT II Treaty? 


A . don't have any information to give you about 
any -- 


Q Could you take that -- in terms of the SCC, 
whether or not they have come to us with questions? 


A I can't get into SCC deliberations on that. 
Those conversations, as you are aware, are confidential. We 
would not get into breaches of that confidentiality. In any 
case, if the Soviets want to address those sorts of 
questions, they are free to do that. 








Q New subject? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, where are we now with regard to the 


Lebanese signing, initialing of the agreement arranged by 
Secretary Shultz? 


A I cannot give you a specific prognosis other 
than to say good progress has been made. We would hope to 
have some information on this in the next couple of days -- 
be able to say something about that, but I really cannot give 
you anything today on it. 


Q Alan, is the United States going to sign the 
agreement, together with the other two parties? 


A I think I prefer not to get into the specifics 
of how the signing and so on will take place. We certainly 
have been involved, and will continue to be involved. As to 
the specifics of the signing, let me leave that until we are 
at the point of signing. But there is no question the U.S. 
has played a role and will continue to play a role in this 
process. 


Q In what connection with that is Mr. Habib's 
mission today? He's in Jerusalem, correct? 


. ] 
A What is his -- _Sorry, I don't know where he 
is today. He's still in the egion. He still some place 
either in Lebanon or in Israel. 


Q Everybody has to be somewhere. (Laughter) 
A He's not in Chicago today, no. (Laughter) 
Q Can you confirm that there are substantially 


more than 35,000 officially-reported Syrians in Lebanon? 
A Can't give you any numbers on that. 


Q Alan, there is an AFP report, reported on 
FBIS, based on an apparent news conference that the Saudi 
prince had after his meeting with Secretary Weinberger in 
which the Sultan reportedly said there should be no linkage 
between Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon and Syrian withdrawal 
from Lebanon, that the Israeli withdrawal would be, in his 
words, inevitable, but that there should be no linkage to a 
Syrian withdrawal. 























What is the U.S. view of the two withdrawals? 


A I don't know that we've addressed it in quite 
those terms. I think the Secretary made clear that we 
understand that the Syrians view their presence there as 
based on a different set of circumstances from the Israelis, 
so we understand that, and that the Syrian withdrawal, PLO 
withdrawal, is not addressed in the agreement, per se, between 
Israel and Lebanon. Sp 


But it is also very clear that if there is not 
withdrawal of Syrian and PLO forces in the same context, that 
you're not going to get an Israeli withdrawal. I don't know 
whether you call that a formal linkage or a practical 
relationship, but it is a fact. 


Q Alan, along the same line, can you describe 
Saudi Arabia as being helpful in the current peace process? 


A We have indicated several times that we think 
that Saudi Arabia has played a very constructive role. 


Q How are they doing that? 


A I don't intend to get into the details of 

{ | 
@) Defense Minister Arens said that the Soviets 
are placing increasing pressure on Syria not to withdraw from 


Lebanon. Do you agree with that statement? Do you have a 
view towards that? 


that. 


A Again, the Secretary addressed this the other 
day. I don't have anything new for you on that. 


Q The new Lebanese Ambassador to the United 
States arrived a few days ago. This morning on ABC, he 
sounded optimistic and possibly was not very alarmed as much 
as the statements which have been emanating from this office 
in the last few days about the situation in Lebanon. 


Do you share his optimism and his statements? 


A I'm not sure that we have sounded alarmed. I 
question that characterization. We, obviously, hope that the 
plans for withdrawal of all the foreign forces will move for- 
ward quickly, and I think that is what he was expressing -- 
his hope and indeed his expectation, as I read an account of 
it. 











Q Yesterday and today, the Lebanese Ambassador 
expressed the view that eventually Lebanon would not be 
needing too much U.S. aid, both economic and military, but 
for the foreseeable future there needs to be some infusion of 
funds. 


Have any figures been given since his arrival, for 
new projects, in other words for beefing up forces in the 
Lebanese army for training and for new economic projects? 


A I think that there have been various instances 
of testimony on the Hill on aid to Lebanon, and I really 
would have to refer you to what has been there. There is a 
fair amount of detail in the various -- 


Q Are there any new figures? 


A I'm not aware of --= In the last week or two 
weeks, Or something of that sort? 


0 Yes. 


A No, I'm not aware of anything at this point; 
but clearly, anything would have to go before the Congress, 
and there is not going to be any secret if there is anything 
new.. But I'm not aware of anything at this point. 


QO There seems to be some confusion as to whether 
Or not the Lebanese have actually requested that the Syrians 
leave. They have not done that publicly. Do you predict or 
expect that the Lebanese will publicly ask that all foreign 
forces leave their country? 


aA I can't make a prediction like that. It's 
quite clear that the Lebanese want all the foreign forces to 
leave Lebanon. How they go about that, either privately or 
publicly, is not a matter for me to address. But the objec- 
tive is quite clear. 


Q Haven't they already actually done that since 
the mandate to the Syrians has run out and -- 


A They have made various statements. I don't 
want to try to speak for the Lebanese Government, but I don't 
think that there is any question about their desire that all 
the foreign forces leave. 


Q Can you tell me what the current U.S. position 
is on the resumption of the Geneva Conference on the Middle 


East? 











A The current position on the Geneva Conference? 
I think that, again, our focus is on the efforts that we have 
been engaged in. We think that the President's initiative of 
last September is the most fruitful approach, based as it is 
on Camp David, based in terms of 242; and there is no change 


in that. 


QO Alan, do you have any comments on the accusa- 
tion by King Hussein in one of the Lebanese weeklies that 
Dr. Kissinger was responsible for the failure of his efforts 


with the PLO? 


A We addressed the question of Dr. Kissinger's 
role in a statement on, I think it was the 7th of April, and 
I refer you back to what was said at that particular point. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Can I bring up two other topics, or are we 
still on the Middle East? 


re) Middle East, please. 
A Go ahead. 


Q There are reports circulating in Arab 
media, the Arab press, that there are some additions or 
changes which will not change the basics of the Reagan plan -- 
that will be added the word "self-determination," and nego- 
tiation about the word “self-determination" with the 
Adininistration for the Palestinians, after which the PLO will 
accept the plan and will send their key delegates to the 
peace talks. What do you comment on that? 


A The President's statement in September on his 
approach is on the record. It is the position that the 
United States is taking. There were briefings that went 
along with that, and I'd refer you to what was said in those 
briefings. I have nothing to suggest any change. 


Q If not the change, it will be addition 
possibly and will not be a part of the document outside of 
the context of the talks between Jordan and the PLO -- 


A . I think I just answered that position as it 
has been laid out. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the F-l6és for 
Israel, by any chance? 


A No, I don't. As the Secretary indicated 
yesterday, that's someting that rests with the President. 


Q On Begin's trip -- 
A Don't know anything about Begin's trip. 


Q Alan, could we ask something about Central 
America? 


0 I've got first for switching -- 


A That's right. I guess that's right. I'll 
come back to you. 


e) I've got two questions you won't answer, so, 
first on South Africa. (Laughter) 


























a No. 


e) (Laughter) No. It's -=- do we have any 
assessment on whether it will slow up the process of reform 
or affect U.S.-South Africa relations in any way? 


A As I said, no. 


Q Australia. This recent spy scandal or 
something. No comment on intelligence, I know. Do we have 
any comment on possible U.S. involvement in bugging inci- 
dents or in passing information, clandestine information, to 
Australia and New Zealand? 


a Why do you ask? I'm not going to comment on 
that whole area, as a matter of fact. 


Q Alan, this measure reported out by the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee on aid to El Salvador places 
rather tight constraints on the conduct of foreign policy. 


Do you have any -- you do. 


A It depends on what your question is. I can 
give you a general reaction -- 


@) What's the answer, and then we'll find a 
question. (Laughter) 


a In general -- okay? Obviously, this is a step 
along the way, but in general we regard the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee action ‘yesterday as a significant improve- 
ment over the subcommittee action. While we still have a 
distance to go, we've been working closely with the members 
of Congress from both parties, and the Committee's action 
yesterday reflects an important spirit of bipartanship which 
is essential for effective foreign policy. 


Q Okay. The question was, how do you regard 
the action taken yesterday? 


A That's the answer I gave you. 


Q Okay. We thought you ought to have a question. 
(Laughter) 


A That's very good. Thank you. 











Q Can we get a copy of that, Alan? 


A You don't really -- 


QO How do you regard the stipulation on uncon- 
ditional talks with the leftists? 


A We're not going to get into a semantic analy- 
sis of the language while the issue still is before the Congress, 
but we do endorse the Committee's expressed intent to make 
the electoral emphasis of any dialogue clear. 


QO Wait, wait. 


A You go back to the language that the 
Committee adopted, and there's emphasis on election context. 
As I say, I'm not going to get into parsing the language in 
great detail while the matter is still before the Congress, 
but that expressed intent to put emphasis on the election 
process is something that we endorse. 


Q Alan, do you see it as consistent with pre- 
sent policy with respect to -- 


A You're asking me to try to get into an analy- 
sis of the language, and I'm not going to do that. 


Q I'm just asking a very simple question, 
whether or not you consijer it consistent with the present 
Administration policy on negotiations. 


A Again, I'm not going to get into that 
detailed analysis. It called for free and fair elections 
which we certainly are for. It called for providing physi- 
cal security which is something we've indicated was impor- 
tant. Beyond that, I'm not going to try to draw out the 
implications of it as written and compare it with anything 
else. 


Q But it said that the talks should be one part 
-- I'm sorry -- that elections should be one part of the 
context of those talks rather than the main thrust of the 
whole -- 


A I've given you my response to it. 


Q Do you have anything new on letters from 
Senator Levin to Secretary Eagleburger on PLO? I think they 
were on the PLO in Lebanon. They were in the Congressional 
Record yesterday. 
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A I don't know anything about it. 
Q Could you look into it? 


A I don't think so. I think that if there's 
correspondence with the Hill, it would be a matter of 
correspondence between us and the Hill. 


@) Can I try one more, then, on Wolfowitz and 
your first announcement? Can we repeat our request, please, 
for a briefing from him now that he's stopped his travels 
for awhile? 


A Yes. I'll put it in again. 


Q Do you have anything on a reported expulsion 
by Saudi Arabia of five persons, including a Christian 
minister? I gather Senator Hatfield is interested in the 
case. 


A Yes. I can give you something on that. 
Q Can you repeat the question? 
A The question again related to reports that 


five -- describe again -- the Christian leaders, was it? 


Q Well, one minister and four others, he says 


A, Expelled from Saudi Arabia. 

Q From Saudi Arabia. 

Q Any Americans there? 

A Let me cover that in my answer. Five per- 
sons, including two U.S. citizens, were ordered by Saudi 


authorities on May 9 to depart Saudi Arabia. 


We understand that these persons have departed or 
are about to do so. We have not yet been informed of any 
reason for the expulsions. 


The apparent connection among the five persons was 
their prominence in a private, informal Christian fellowship 
group in Riyadh. The U.S. Mission in Saudi Arabia has 
expressed our concern to Saudi Arabia authorities and is 
looking into the situation. 
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Q Could we have copies? 

A Sure. 

Q Can you identify the Americans? 

A I do not have names to give you. 

Q On the Afghanistan situation, do you have any 
further comments to make about additional bombing raids, 
and, if so or if not, can you suggest any -- what the U.S. 


views as the meaning of the severe and heavy raids that the 
State Department has reported over the past few days? 


A I don't have anything new to add in terms of 
a Situation report. Obviously, it represents a stepped-up 
effort to the extent that it is more intense than before to 
try to squelch the efforts of the Mujahadeen against the 


Soviet and Afghan repression. 


Q Do you view it as kind of a final drive of 
some sort? 


A I can't give you that kind of analysis. I 
don't know. 


Q Would you support negotiations aimed at power 
sharing in Afghanistan? 


A Our position on Afghanistan is on the record. 
I'll give you the four points if you would like them. 


fe) Alan, there are reports that civilian 
employees at the American bases in Greece are starting a 
three-week strike in opposition to American policies. 


Are you aware of that? Are you concerned about a 
civilian strike at those bases? 


AA I've seen reports alluding to that subject, 
but I don't have anything on it for you. 


Q Can you take that, please -- 


A I'll look into it and see if there's anything 
on this. 


Q -- and see how the bases will function or 
what preparations are made -- 
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A That strikes me as a DOD questions, and I 
think that you probably ought to go over there. I am not 
going to get into anything regarding the base negotiations. 


I guess I will not look into it. I think that in 
terms of the effect -- if this is happening, and I can't 
confirm that -- but effect of any action of that sort on the 
bases, I would refer you to DOD. 


Q Anything new on a new embassy site in Beirut, 
and if any construction is going to be underway soon, any 
figures -- 


A I don't have anything for you today on that. 
I will continue to inquire, though. That is a standing 
inguiry, and I will look at it. 


Q Alan, the other three, do you know what 
nationality are they? 


A I do not have information to give you on 
that. 


Q To follow up on this question about Saudi 
Arabia, how do you characterize the relations now between 
Saudi Arabia and the United States? , 


A I think the relationship between Saudi Arabia 
and the United States is quite good. Obviously, this is a 
matter which we're looking into, and we don't have an expla- 
nation regarding it. But in general that's what -- 


Q As good as ever. 


A As good as ever? I have no reason to quarrel 
with that characterization, but I mean it's very hard to 
make -- I can't go back through history and -- 


Q Saudi Arabia -- there have been reports 
coming out of the instability of various factional goings 
back and forth. Do you have any report on that? 


A I don't either have any report nor would I 
have any comment. 


Q Is Colonel Garcia, the former Defense 
Minister of El Salvador, in the Embassy in Managua? 


A I'm sorry. I have no information on that 
whatsoever. 
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Q Alan, has the State Department or the United 
States Government received any complaint or any expression 
of concern from the Government of Pakistan relating to the 
reported leaks of. information about giving arms to the 
rebels in Afghanistan? It was a front-page story, and I 
would be glad to have your comment on that. 


A Were there any such communications or conver- 
sations, they would be privileged as diplomatic conver- 
sations, and I would not address them. 


Q Does the Department have any approval or state- 
ment on these talks that are going on between the Iranians 
and these American companies about rebuilding their 
devastated facilities? 


A I don't have any information on that. 


Q The recent bombings in Amman of AMIDEAST. Is 
that an American agency? Is that in any way -- 


A It's not a government organization. 

Q It's a private organization. 

A It's a private organization. 

Q Can you tell us if there are any, more 
meetings scheduled between Secretary Dam and ambassador 
Dobrynin, and, if so, at whose request? 

A I cannot tell you of any more meetings that 


are scheduled. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MAY 13, 1983, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Let me make a few 
announcements. 


First, available this afternoon in the Press 
Office will be the text of the Secretary's remarks before 
the Business Council in Hot Springs. I do not know, however, 
what time precisely those remarks will be available, and I 
would also call your attention to the fact that it would be 
embargoed and ask you to look at that embargo time. 

fe) Will you tell us what the subject is? 

A The subject is Middle East. 

fe) When will the embargo be for? 


A It's for delivery time, I believe, which -- 
do you know what time that is? 


STAFF: No. 


MR. ROMBERG: Don't have an exact time. 


0 Tonight? : 

A Tonight. 

fe) We'll read it in tomorrow's papers? 

A It's tonight. Yes. 

0 Do you have a text in hand? 

4 I do not have a text in hand. 

0 But you did say "this afternoon” as opposed 
to “this evening." 

A It will be available this afternoon, but it 
will be embargoed until this evening. But you'll have it to 


write. 


Second, Secretary Shultz will make brief 
Opening remarks at a conference on international monetary 














issues on Tuesday, May 17, in the Jefferson Room at the 
Washington Hilton. 


The conference has been organized by Congressman 
Jack Kemp and Columbia University Professor Robert Mundel. 
The Secretary's remarks will be piped into the briefing room 
starting at 9:15 and concluding at about 9:30. 


Anyone interested in covering the event should 
contact Ron Pearson at 547-4177. 


In addition, the Secretary will receive the 
Brazilian-American Chamber of Commerce Man of the Year Award 
at a black tie reception and dinner in the New York Plaza 
Hotel May 19. Also receiving the award is Brazilian Finance 
Minister Ermane Galveas. 


The Secretary's acceptance remarks should come at 
about 9:45 P. M. Do not anticipate those being piped in. 


Because Of an overflow audience, camera coverage 
in the ballroom will be extremely limited. There will, 
however, be a photo opportunity for still cameras and mini- 
cams without mikes immediately prior to the dinner. 


For further information about coverage please 
contact Bradley Coley, at area code (212) 575-9030. 


re) I missed that date. 
A That is on the 19th, Thursday. 


On Romania, Foreign Minister Stefan Andrei of 
Romania will be in Washington for a working visit May 16-18 
at the invitation of Secretary Shultz. 


The Foreign Minister will have meetings at the 
State and Commerce Departments to discuss bilateral and 
international questions of mutual interest. 


Finally, I promised I would volunteer information 
about what's going on as far as our facilities in Beirut are 
concerned, so let me just give you a progress report on 
that. 


As far as the operation now is concerned, it's 
very difficult to find a suitable office building in Beirut 
that meets our security requirements. Embassy personnel and 
a survey team have investigated a number of buildings, but 
most were judged to be inadequate. 








Several which appear to meet our needs are being 
reviewed in depth, and one is expected to be selected soon 
that can be used on an interim basis. 


As to the longer term, the Department intends to 
complete the Chancery building that was under construction 
when the civil war in early 1976 caused us to terminate 


construction. 


An architectural engineering team will visit 
Beirut in the next ten days to inspect the partially 
completed building and determine its condition. 


@) Question? 


Please. 


A 

¢) Can I have a copy of this? 

4 It may take a little while to get you copies. 
0 


Do you still consider the war in Lebanon as a 
civil war? 


A I'm not going to try to get into definitions 
at this point. I was referring back to 1976. I'm not going 
to try to go back and give you legal definitions of recent 
events. 


0 Alan, on the Andrei visit, has there been any 
change in the U.S. decision to withdraw Romania's MFN at the 


end of June? 


A There has been no change in the decision. 
We've seen reports that there may be some change in the 
application of the education decree, and we're looking into 
that. 


9) Is that why Andrei is coming at this time? 

a I think I'd leave the reasons why he's coming 
at this time as I stated them. He's coming to discuss bila- 
teral international issues of mutual interest. He'll be 
having, as I say, meetings not only here but at Commerce. 

9) Who will he be meeting with here? 


A I don't have details at this point. 


0 The Secretary, do you know? 





A I don't know. We can provide you next week, 
I'm sure, a fuller readout on the meetings scheduled. 


@) Alan, do you have anything on the reported 
reaction of the Syrians today? 


A There's an agreement between Lebanon and 
Israel which will bring about the complete withdrawal of 
Israeli forces. As we've stated previously, our basic 
objective and that of the Government of Lebanon is to bring 
about complete foreign troop withdrawal from Lebanon. 


As I say, we have an agreement to get the Israeli 
forces out. The issue now rests with Syria and the PLO to 
reach agreement with Lebanon to get their forces out. 


0 So there's no comment on the alleged rejec- 
tion of the Syrians? 


A That's my comment. 

0 Copy, please, Alan? 

A That may take a while. Later this afternoon. 

0 Alan, would you comment on the Syrian claim 
that the accord between Israel and Lebanon threatens 


Lebanese security? 


A The Syrian claim that it threatens Lebanese 
security? No. 


-- MORE -- 

















fe) Sovereignty. I'm sorry. Sovereignty. 


a No. I don't have a comment on that. I think 
we've addressed -- I've just given you our reaction to recent 
statements and so on. The Secretary has addressed this exten- 
sively in various comments. I'm not going to go beyond that, 


0 Anything on the report for a push toward direct 
talks with Syria -- renewed direct talks with Syria? 


A Direct talks between Lebanon and Syria? 
Q Between the U.S. and Syria. 


A As I say, the issue essentially at this point 
is for Syria and the PLO to reach agreement with Lebanon about 
the withdrawal of their forces from Lebanon. We've mentioned 
before Ambassador Habib will be in the region -- the Secretary 
has talked about that -- and possibly could go to Damascus, 
but I would emphasize that the issue now is for Syria and the 
PLO to reach agreement with Lebanon. 


9) Nothing has happened which would supersede the 
Secretary's remarks on Wednesday that he is confident that the 
Syrians will withdraw their forces? 


A I think that that remark stands. 


fe) Alan, do you accept Syria's claim that she has 
sort of security interests in Lebanon and that there must be 
sort of differentiation between their military existence 
in Lebanon from that of the Israelis? 


A In a sense, this is the same question Bill was 
just asking. We have addressed before the fact that we 
recognize that Syria looks at its presence in Lebanon, its 
military presence in Lebanon, as being on a different basis 
from Israel's. I addressed this yesterday, pointed out as 
the Secretary had that Syrian forces, for example, PLO forces, 
are not mentioned in the agreement between Lebanon and Israel. 
At the same time, the withdrawal of all those forces, 
obviously in a practical sense, in terms of timing and so on, 
is related. 


0 Another area? 

A Sure. Go ahead. 

fe) TASS carries an article today which predicts a 
gloomy future for the reconvennng of the INF talks. Do you 
have any comment on it? 























A No, I really don't. Our proposals are out 
there. We will be, as you mentioned, meeting again very 
shortly; and our negotiators will carry on those talks and see 
where we go from there. We obviously have very serious intent 
in going back there. We hope that they will be fruitful. 


0 Will Dobrynin be here today? 


A I have no information about Ambassador Dobrynin 
coming in today. 


0 Alan, leaders of the PAN Party in Mexico said 
that on April 22 they had a clandestine meeting with Antonio 
Arredondo, who is the U.S. Consul in Hermosillo, and with 
other U.S. Embassy officials and other officials in Mexico. 


Can you look into whether that meeting actually 
took place? 


A Who had that meeting? 


@) Leaders of the Pan Party, including Rosas 
Lopez. It's a right-wing terrorist party in Mexico. 


A Let me look and see if we have anything on 
that. It would be helpful if you provided perhaps some of 
those details to us so we can pursue it a little bit. 


0 I'll do what I can. The other specific thing 
to look into is did you discuss at that meeting the campaign 
which the PAN has now launched against the Mexican 
Government's anti-drug program. 


7 Let's see if we know anything about a meeting 
before we start wondering about what might or might not have 
been talked about. I can't confirm, obviously, that such a 
meeting took place. 


0 Contadora Group -- anything today? 

A Not really. 

0 Give me a hint! 

A All I've seen really -- the only thing anybody 
has seen at this point -- are some wire reports coming out of 
those meetings. I don't think we really are in a position to 


comment on the basis of those preliminary reports about what 
really might happen, what our attitude might be, and so on. 








e) O.K. I thought you were hinting that you had 
some guidance that might vaguely relate to it. 


A No. 


e) Do you have any guidance relating to Central 
America today? (Laughter) 


A Ask a question, Mr. Lobe. 


Q More specifically, is there anything in the 
works within the Department, within the Administration, to 
help the Salvadorans out with this little funding problem 
they have with their elections? 


A We have some guidance, Fred, from before on 
that subject. I don't have it with me today. Let me just 
refer you to it. I think we're looking at it. I don't think 
there is anything that is very specific. 


@) I know that it's been under study, but -- 


A I don't think there is anything specific to 
give you at this particular point, so if that's the thrust of 
your question, I can't really take you beyond where we've been 
on that. 


0 On El Salvador, do you happen to have anything 
now on that Lutheran leader, Ibarro, who I guess continues in 
detention. There have been reports, I think on National 
Public Radio, which said that doctors who were able to examine 
him said that he had been tortured and that he also related 
that when he was kept in a "safe" house, apparently by the 
national police, he saw a number of torture implements. 


A I think our guidance, which was provided to you 
some days ago, refers to the question of torture, but I don't 
have anything on the specific follow-on that you've just cited 
today. 


0 Are we investigating -- 


A I don't have anything beyond what I gave you 
the other day on that. 


0 I came in late. Do you have anything fresh 
regarding the reported massacre, execution, of about 18 
Salvadoran soldiers, para-military members as well? 
I know you issued a statement earlier. 














A Did you get -- 


0 Yes. 


» 


There was guidance yesterday. Did you get 
that? 


0 Yes. 

A All right. I don't have anything new. 
fe) Thank you. 
A 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:26 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, MAY 16, 1983, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement, on 
the death of the former Mexican President. 


The Department was saddened to learn of Miguel 
Aleman's death on May 14th. He served as the first civilian 
president of Mexico from 1946 to 1950, was a friend of the 
United States, and the first Mexican president to visit this 
country in 1947. Later, as president of the Mexican 
National Tourist Council, he did much to promote U.S. tourisin 
in Mexico. He recognized the importance of the close rela- 
tionship between our two countries, and his administration 
fostered those close relations, a trend that has continued to 
the present. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, the Secretary said Friday night that 
"only through a negotiating process can the Palestinian 
people hope to achieve their legitimate rights and their just 
requirements." Now comes Arafat with more talk of war. Do 
you have anything for us on that? 


A As the Secretary has indicated before, we're 
on the side of peace and negotiation, the resolution of conflict 
through negotiation. One must ask how war or guerrilla 
actions help the Palestinian people or the people of Lebanon. 
This has been Arafat's policy for 10 years, and look what 
it's brought. Now there is a chance for peace, and he should 
get on board. 


Q Copies of that? 
A I think you're going to have to get it later. 
@) Alan, do you have any comment on the approval, 


the ratification of the agreement in the Middle East? 


A I don't have a specific comment to offer you 
since that was just reported this morning, but obviously, it 
is a very welcome development. We look forward to the con- 
tinuation of the final elements of this process and the 
signing of that agreement in the near future. 








Q Do you anticipate that following the ratifica- 
tion on Lebanon's part that now would come a formal request 
to Syria for Syrian forces to leave? 


A I think I would have to leave that to the 
Lebanese to address. 

Q Alan, what was a very welcome development! 

A To the parliamentary action. 


Q In the Middle Fast? 
A Yes, in Lebanon. Yes. 


QO Do you think the Secretary is still 
optimistic regarding the Syrian attitude toward the 
agreement? 


A I think what we've said on this before essen- 
tially remains. Obviously, we regret Syria's initial objec- 
tion to the Lebanese-Israeli agreement, which was approved by 
the Lebanese parliament today. However, discussions between 
Lebanon and Syria on the issue of withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon are just beginning. We recognize 
that there are risks in any action or inaction, and 
in this case the risks of withdrawing are outweighed 
by the risks of not withdrawing. 


We hope that in the final analysis the 
Syrians will act in ways that make possible an early 
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon. 


Q How about Syrian-U.S. contacts in this 
regard? 


4 I don't have anything new for you 
today on Syrian-U.S. contacts regarding this. 


0 What are the state of those contacts, 
Alan? 

A As I say, I have nothing new for you. 

Q What, just over the course of the last 
few days? 


A The last few days? I'm not going to try to 
give you a play-by-play. The Secretary, obviously, was 
there, and I don't have anything new to offer you on that. 











0 Has there been a visit by Mr. Habib or 
Mr. Draper or any -- 


A No. 

0 Will you have comments on reports that 
there might be direct involvement of the Soviet Union 
to get out of this stalemate -- that the U.S. will 


approach the Soviet Union to get them involved in the 
peace process? 


A We don't see a particular role in that 
regard; we don't agree with that thought. The issue 
now that we have an agreement between Israel and 
Lebanon is for Syria and the PLO to reach agreement 
with Lebanon on the withdrawal of all the forces from 


- Lebanon. 


0 Based on the assumptions that you have 
been saying before that the Soviet Union might be 
hardening in the position of Syria and to get them 
to come to agree to the withdrawal, do these reports 
have any substance that you are possibly entertaining 
this idea to get in touch with the Soviet Union to 
possibly water down the Syrian objection or the 
Syrian disapproval of the contract? 


A Two things: (1) Clearly, the Middle 
East is a subject which has been and will be 
discussed between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, but in the context of negotiations and a role 
in that negotiation, as I just said, the answer is, 
we don't see that. 


0 Has the Middle East been discussed 
with Soviet Ambassador Nobrynin in the last few days? 


4 I can't tell you whether it's been 
discussed with Soviet Ambassador NDobrynin within the 
last few days. The issue certainly has been 
discussed between our two governments. 


fe) Has there been any discyssion with 
the Soviet Ambassador about the possibility of a 
meeting between the Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko? 


A John, I'm simply not going to get into 
the question of what has been discussed or not 
discussed between the Secretary and the Ambassador. 











fe) When you're saying you don't see a 
Soviet role, you mean within this narrow context of 
the withdrawal agreement? 


A That was the question that was asked. 
I'm not trying to suggest that there is a role ina 
broader context in some negotiation either. 


For example, a question was asked last 
week, what about a broader conference of some sort, 
and I think I pointed out at that time that we 
believed that the President's initiative of September 
l provides the framework for moving ahead. The 
obvious next step in that is for King Hussein to 
obtain the backing that he feels necessary from other 
Arabs and for the Palestinians to come to the table. 


I think that's quite a different proposition 
from looking to a conference of the sort that I think 
you were asking about. 


9) Alan, Secretary Weinberger this 
morning on ABC, played down the tone of saber-rattling 
and preparation for war and attack, or whatever it 
is. He said Syria did not say that they reject the 
withdrawal themselves, but that they are against the 
Israeli-Lebanese accord. But from that point, it is 
still the understanding of the Administration that 
Syria will withdraw under the circumstances which 
will be feasible. 


What are your thoughts on that? 


A Our understanding is that the Syrians 
have not indicated a backing away from their position 
On withdrawal. They have questions; the Secretary 
addressed these and noted that there were some things 
that obviously were of concern to the Syrians that 
needed to be worked out. The Syrians have expressed 
themselves in a variety of forums on this in the last 
several days, but I don't have anything to suggest a 
change or reversal, or "We are not going to pull out 
of Lebanon, period" kind of position. 


0 How do you think leaders in the Middle 
East will read into the "Dear Misha" telegram that 
was printed in today's Washington Post under the 
Evans and Novak column? And does that not undermine 
the Secretary's efforts at this time in trying to 
secure agreements? 





“a ee er 














A I'm not going to comment, obviously, 
on the issue of alleged leaked documents. 


QO You say it's not true, then? 


A I'm not going to comment on the issue 
of alleged leaked documents, one way or the other. I 
would note that it is completely untrue to suggest 
that there is some linkage between the decisions on 
the LAVI, and the licensing for it, on the one hand, 
and Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon, on the other. 


QO On the issue of the LAVI, could you 
tell us if all the licenses were issued? 


A If all the licenses were issued? To 
my understanding -- First of all, I understand that 
25 licenses for U.S. export of aircraft parts and 
technical data have now been approved. I am not 
aware of any pending applications that have not been 
acted upon, or parts and data and so on for which licenses 
have been requested, which have been turned aside. 


I can't talk to the future. Obviously, 
every future application would be looked at case-by- 
case. 


Q I'm not talking about the future. 
My question is whether those licenses that were 
approved were issued to the relevant companies that 
are involved in this? Is it still within the 
Administration? 


A You're talking about between approval 
and actual issuance? 


6) Yes. 


A I don't know what the technical 
aspects of that are. 


Q Could you take the question? Can you 
look into that? “ 


A Yes, I can look into that. I'm not 
sure whether we are the people to look at it, but I 
will see what I can find out about that. 
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0 Another question regarding the I ebanese 
agreement. There was a report, I think, yesterday quoting 
an official in Beirut, saying that if the Syrians won't 
agree to withdraw soon, the Israeli-Lebanese agreement might 
be nullified. 


Do you have any reaction to this, and how long do 
you think Israel and Lebanon should wait for Syria to join? 


A I can't give you an estimate on dates or 
anything of that sort. As we've said from here before -- 
I've said it, John said it, I think -- Israel has made clear 


for sometime it will withdraw its forces from Lebanon only 
in the context of Syrian and PLO withdrawal as well. 


With the conclusion of the Lebanon-Israeli 
agreement, a mechanism exists for Israeli withdrawal. As I 
said before, it's now incumbent on Syria to do its part so 
that the Government of Lebanon can get on with the urgent 
task of rebuilding its country. 


0 Can we have a copy? 


A No. I'm going to ask you to get that from 
the transcript. 


0 On Friday, the Secretary referred to a side 
letter accompaying the agreement which addressed the issue 
that you just discussed, namely, the order of withdrawal. 
Are there any other side letters, side agreements or accom- 
panying agreements beyond this main agreement? 


A I don't have an answer really for you on that. 
I think the Secretary indicated, obviously, there were a lot 
of conversations that went on and statements made in meetings 
which constitute part of the record but which will probably 
not be all made public, part of a negotiation. But the 
agreement itself, I would anticipate, indeed, would be made 
public, and I think that the Secretary will be consulting, 
briefing the Congress, the Senate this afternoon, and if I 
recall he briefs the House Foreign Affairs Committee on 
Wednesday morning. I'm sure he will be discussing precisely 
what's involved with them. 


0 In the same context, the Secretary said that 
there were no secret commitments that he made on behalf of 
the United States. He was fairly careful in his choice of 
language. There may not be any secret commitments made 
directly on behalf of the United States; are there any 
secret aspects of the agreement between the other parties? 














A Again, I think that that is -- if there are 
secret aspects between the others parties, I guess it would 
be not up to us to talk about that particularly. But I 
think that the basic agreements -- I'm not confirming that 
there are. I'm just not in a position to address that 
question. 


Again, I think that the Secretary will be dealing 
with the Congress, talking with them, explaining precisely 
what's involved here and I think that, from our point of 
view, is the appropriate forum for that to be discussed. 


fe) Has the Secretary informed the President of 
all aspects of the agreements? 


A The President is fully informed of all aspects. 


0 So he's broken with Kissinger's tradition in 
this particular matter? 


0 There are reports in the New York Times that 
the goal of this agreement between Israel and Lebanon is to 
get an Ecyptian-Israeli-Lebanese partnership assisted by the 
United States and Saudi Arabia. What do you comment on 
that? 





A I think that the objectives of the agreement 
have been laid out many times before. Our objectives in 
Lebanon, in terms of reassertion of Lebanese sovereignty 
throughout the country, withdrawal of all the foreign forces, 
and assurance of security across Israel's northern border, 
have been stated many, many times, and there's no change in 
that. 


0 Do you have any elaboration on Secretary 
Weinberger's statement on Friday night in which he said 
"It is the basic policy of the United States to retaliate in 
the event of Soviet-sponsored military action in the Middle 
East?" 


A I don't think that's what the Secretary 
said. I really would refer you to his words on that, but I 
would not accept that characterization of it. But I refer 
you to the words. 


0 However characterized, he talked about reta- 
liatory measures. Could you develop that, please? 


A No, I have nothing to add on the question of 
what he said on that. 
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@) We've been under the impression for months 
that the United States is supporting an effort to try to 
encourage other Arab countries to back King Hussein on 
moving into the talks. Is there a separate but similar cam- 
paign underway now to encourage other Arab countries to back 
Syrian support of the withdrawal agreement? 


A I'm not sure that I would accept your 
characterization of a "campaign" on the peace process, and 
I'm not going to get into the diplomacy on that peace pro- 
cess in specific terms, nor am I going to get into it in the 
case Of Lebanon. 


Obviously, this subject, the peace process as 
well, are topics of conversations that go on regularly bet- 
ween ourselves and various governments, including 
governments in the region. But we don't take decisions for 
other governments, and I don't pretend to speak for other 
governments on this. 


Just to go back, one thing I might note, not spe- 
cifically with regard to retaliation. But I think the con- 
cern here is that whenever there are opposing forces in 
close proximity, such as in the Bekaa Valley of Lebanon, 
there is the possibility of incident and escalation, and 
it's thus essential that the parties act with caution and 
restraint. 


0 What about his use of the term 
"retaliation?" 


A Again, I would refer you -- I don't have 
anything to add to what he said, but I would refer you to 
his specific words and caution you against characterizing 
those words. 


0 In rhetoric, to take that -- 

A I'm sorry? 

‘@) The escalation, that's in rhetoric, to take 
that point a bit further, there is a statement, quoted, 


Stated by a Syrian foreign ministry official in today's New 
York Times, the gentleman says "With these new weapons" -- 





meaning the SAM 5's -- “things will be different next time," 
meaning the Syrian air force will not be humilitated by the 
Israelis as it was last year." That seems to imply that the 
Soviets are certainly willing to go for broke there, or to 
try something or that they will be willing to back the 
Syrians in any military action. 











4 I can't speak to that specifically. I don't 
know what Soviet intentions may or may not be. We have 
indicated on a number of occasions we though that the intro- 
duction of the SA-5's and other weapon systems into Syria 
and their manning by Soviet personnel was a destablizing and 
unwelcomed development. 


0 I just wanted -- two things. Have you, in 
fact, delivered the essence of that message to the Soviets, 
the concern about the escalation intention in the Bekaa 
Valley? 


A I think the Soviets are well aware of our 
position on that. 


0 The other thing I want to ask you is, do you 
have any figures there that are more accurate than -- 
there seems to be a range of figures about the numbers of 
Syrians and PLO in the Bekaa Valley? 


A I don't have figures to give you. 
0 Forty to 50,000 Syrians and eight to 12,000 on 


PLO; do you have anything that pinpoints it a little more 
accurately? 


A I don't have figures to give you. 
0 On your concern, is that statement about 
guarding -- cautioning against escalation predicated on a 


real fear of an outbreak of hostilities between Israel and 
Syria, or do you think both sides are posturing? 


A I would put it on what I said, which is, 
that whenever you have opposing forces in close proximity as 
they are in the Bekaa, there is a possibility of an incident 
and escalation. I'm not speaking to some intent on the part 
of any party to try to do that. 


e) In another part of that region. There were 
reports that the United States has sold cluster bombs to 
Morocco. Can you confirm that, or tell us something about 
it? 


4 I don't have any information on that. 
9) Can you look into that, please? 
A I can look into it. Again, I'm not sure 


what is available, but I can look into the question. 








10 


) Do you accept the Soviet claim that they 
have also interests in the Middle East? 


A Sure. 


0 A point of clarification on the licenses 
around the LAVI, you said there are 25 that have now been 
agreed -- 


A Approved. 


0 -- or okayed. How many are pending in that 
particular -- 


A Let me check on it. Again, to my knowledge, 
we have met the Israeli requests -- 


0 Entirely? 


A -- that have been made, but let me check on 
that in looking at Rafi's earlier question about if there's 
any space between approval and issuance. I said I would 
look into that. 


0 Do you have anything today on the visit by 
the Romanian Foreign Minister? 


A I can give you something on that, yes. 
Foreign Minister Andrei met with Under Secretary Eagleburger 
this morning and will pay a courtesy call on the Vice 
President this afternoon. Tomorrow, May 17, he will meet 
with the Secretary who will host a luncheon for him. 


The Foreign Minister has a meeting at the 
Commerce Department today with senior officials there, and 
we also understand he may have appointments on the Hill. 


0 Any kind of readout on the Eagleburger -- 


A I don't have a readout. As I indicated at 
the time we announced the visit, they'll be discussing 
various bilateral and international questions of mutual 
interest; certainly, the education repayment decree and the 
future Of Romanian's MFN would be among the issues 
discussed. 


0 Does that decision still stand today? 


A I have nothing new to announce on that. 

















at 


ll 


0 Can you give me a status report on the 
Carlucci Commission which is the Presidential Commission on 


Foreign Aid? 


A No, I think there was a briefing on this the 
Other day on the Hill, and I would refer you to that. The 
Secretary was up there. 


re) Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 17, 1983, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


Secretary Shultz will address an ON THE RECORD 
luncheon meeting of the Foreign Policy Association Thursday, 
May 26, at the New York Hilton at 12:00 noon. The speech 
will be piped into the Briefing Room starting at about 1:00. 
The topic will be North-South relations. Anybody who wants 
to cover that should be in touch with Mr. Reavis of the 
Foreign Policy Association. He is at (212) 481-8465. 
That's New York; Reavis; Foreign Policy Association; 

(212) 481-8465. 


I also have an announcement on the U.N. Secretary 
General coming in this afternoon, Secretary General Javier 
Perez de Cuellar will call on the Secretary of State at the 
State Department today at 5:00. The Secretary General is 
also visiting the House Foreign Affairs and Senate Foreign 
Relations Committees. The Secretary and the Secretary 
General will be discussing topics of mutual concern growing 
out of their recent travels. 


If you need anything on the Secretary General's 
visit, you can get that from the U.N. Information Office 
here in Washington. Their number is 296-5370. That's the 
U.N. Office in Washington, 296-5370. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the Syrians cutting 
the Beirut to Damascus highway? 


A No. As you heard from Secretary Veliotes, 
we are not able to confirm that. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that links 
Iran to the bombing of the U.S. Embassy in Beirut? 


A We traditionally have not gotten into 
intelligence matters and that does derive, if I understand 
the report, from intelligence sources, and so we wouldn't 
have anything on that. 


Q Anything on the reports that the Soviets are 
ready to sit down and talk about grain purchases? 








A Yes, I think there was an announcement at 
Agriculture this morning on that, and the U.S. Trade 
Representative. 


Q John, President Gemayel, in an interview 
with the Times urged Shultz to get back to the area as soon 
as possible. Does the Secretary have any response to that? 





A He doesn't have any plans to go back to the 
area. As you know, he has full confidence in Ambassador 
Habib and Ambassador Draper. 


Ambassador Draper is in the area; I think Phil 
Habib will be back in the area later this week. 


Q Is he back yet? We're confused. 


A No, I think he was briefly in Europe. I 
think he was in Rome, actually. Then he is going back to 
the area. So the Secretary has no plans; nothing set. 


Q Where will Ambassador Habib go first? Do 
you think he will go back to Beirut or - A I'm 
not sure; I'm not sure. He very often doesn't indicate his 
plans until quite soon before he arrives. 


Q And what about the chances of his going to 
Damascus? 


A I wouldn't rule it out. There are no plans 
for him to go to Damascus, but I wouldn't rule it out. 


Q On the basis of what Veliotes was telling us 
before, I got the impression that Habib might, in fact, 
undertake some form of shuttle diplomacy between Beirut and 
Damascus. Was that the intent? 


A I don't think that that was the intent. I 
think where we are at the moment is that we've just seen the 
ratification of the agreement by the Israelis and the 
Lebanese. That has gone forward in a very satisfactory way. 
I'm sure at an appropriate time, we would be prepared to be 
involved in whatever discussions are appropriate with the 
Syrians. 


I don't think anything is in hand at the moment, 
but I think it's a little premature to talk about shuttle 
diplomacy or specific visits, but I wouldn't rule anything 
out that could be helpful. 











Q What will he be doing when he goes back to 
-- Veliotes said he was going back to Beirut, did he not? 

Q Wednesday, he thought. 

@) The other agreements are already done; what 


he came to do. 


A Then, I think that obviously he would -- 
he's involved in the overall Middle East process, and 
obviously I would think he has an interest in the Syrians, 
now moving on their withdrawal. 


Q So that the focus of Habib's efforts for the 
moment will be on trying to achieve a Syrian withdrawal 
rather than on the President's peace plan? 


A I'm not sure I can weight it like that, 
because I honestly don't know how he's going to direct -- 


@) Then, the first emphasis, that's the empha- 
sis of whatever he's doing now, just to tidy that up. 


A I'm sure there is some tidying up, probably 
still to be done on the Israeli-Lebanese agreement. 


Q But how does he get the Syrian withdrawal 
unless, in fact, he -- you're just simply ruling it out ina 
customary fashion, but doesn't he have to engage -- 


A I'm trying to be as straight with you as I 
can, and that is, I know of no plans for Habib to go to 
Damascus. That doesn't mean that he won't; that doesn't 
mean that we're reluctant that he should do that, but I just 
don't believe that any plan is in hand for him to do that. 


These things move fast and maybe he will. I'm 
just really trying to give you a factual -- 


Q The Foreign Minister of Israel is quoted in 
an interview on Israel radio this morning as saying he is 
going to sign a Memorandum of Agreement this afternoon with 
Ambassador Lewis. Is a similar agreement being signed here, 
and can you at all give us some inkling of what is in this? 


A No, I think I'm really going to have to rest 
on Secretary Veliotes' explanation and remarks earlier this 
morning. 


Q John, could we try to get a bit beyond that, 
because, indeed, Secretary Shultz went considerably beyond 














that at several points on the trip, saying (a) that there 
are no secret commitments by the United States; (b) that 
there were, however, separate documents between the United 
States and Lebanon and the United States and Israel that had 
bearing on the agreement, and that probably it would be 
signed. 


A Yes. 

Q Can we go beyond this? Is there going to be 
a similar signing in Beirut between Dillon and Salem? 

A I don't know. I don't know the answer to 
that. 

Q Could you find that sort of thing out? 

A I think there's no contradition between what 


Secretary Veliotes said and what the Secretary of State 
said. The Secretary of State said that there are no secret 
commitments, but at the same time I think he made clear what 
is obvious, that traditionally in this kind of negotiation 
there usually have been. Historically, I think in previous 
negotiations -- and probably there are in this particular 
negotiation -- there are aspects, and perhaps a negotiating 
record, or aspects of the agreement which for a variety of 
reasons various of the parties have asked to be held con- 
fidential, and I'm sure that would be the case. I think 
that's what Secretary Veliotes was suggesting. 


Q Now, since the two governments concerned 
have signed the agreements, will you release it here in full 
as was, for example, Camp David and other Middle East 
agreements? 


A I'm not sure what we will release, but I'm 
Sure we will release some aspect of the agreement. There's 
a small technical problem in that I think it's obviously 
incumbent upon us to make it available to Congress first 
before we make it public. 


Q Why do you say some, for example, in rela- 
tion to the same question that you've been receiving now? 
All, at least as far as we know, all aspects of the letters 
between the United States and Cairo and Jerusalem were 
released eventually. Would you do a similar thing with this 
agreement? 


A I can't tell you. At some point somebody is 
going to make a decision about the degree of confidentiality 
of certain of the documents of which there are many, 
obviously, in a negotiation like this. 




















I think Secretary Veliotes made the point this 
morning that the package in its entirety would go to 
Congress, and I don't know what parts of that might be 
classified at this stage. 


Q One more thing on Veliotes, John. It's pro- 
bably not really a logistic problem. Many of us Middle 
Eastern correspondents were not aware at all of Veliotes, 
the Under Secretary's briefings at all. 


A You mean the briefing he gave this morning? 
Q Yes. I don't know what you can do. 
A My apologies. Two points: One, he made the 


decision, or we made the decision only this morning that he 
would brief at 11:00. Two, I don't know what time the 
transcript would be available, but if that would be a help 
you will be able to see that fairly soon, I would think. 


Q Shultz, just to get this straight, he said 
no secret commitments and no new commitments to either 
Israel or Lebanon? 


A If that was the language the Secretary used 
Q I want to run it past you. 
A I think what he said was there are no secret 


commitments. 


Q To either party? 
A Yes. 
Q What do you mean by "secret" and what do you 


mean by “commitments?" Obviously, there's some piece of 
paper that we don't know what's in it. Now, Congress will 
at some point, so it's not secret to Congress so, therefore, 
it's not secret to the representative of the American 
people, but it's secret to us. 


A They are the representatives of the American 
people. 


Q Yes, but it's secret to us; right? 


A If the package that goes up contains some of 











those documents that are classified, they would be made 
available initially to Congress and not to the press. 


-~-MORE-- 








Q You are not saying there are no commitments 
Or undertakings by the United States in this document. 


A I think that "commitment" is the word to keep 
your eye on. Clarifications and understandings, of course 
-- I think what you are groping for is, are there some 
major commitments in terms of aid, in terms of troops -- no. 


Q No. I am assuming there isn't. I am assum- 
ing, however, there are some undertakings in connection 
with the agreement. 


A As I say, I think I am really going to have 
to stand on what Secretary Veliotes said this morning, but 
it doesn't seem unreasonable to me that certain points might 
be made in documents which are not part of the agreement, 
and I would think some of the reasons for that are obvious. 


Q What kinds of things would that be? Just 
give an example. (Laughter.) 


A I think I will not rise to your bait, Bob, 
but it gave me pause for a moment. 


Q No commitments, but you introduced the idea 
that whatever may be classified, not made public, may deal, 
rather, under the headings of clarifications and under- 
standings. 


A I think that is a fair summation. 

Q Is it fair to say that? 

A Yes. 

Q Which committees then in Congress will the 


package be given to -- Foreign Relations and Intelligence? 


A I don't know, but I think that would be 
logical. I think the Secretary briefed members of the 
Senate last night, and I think he is going to be briefing 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee tomorrow morninc. 

I think it is at breakfast tomorrow morning. But I don't 
know which committees, specifically, the documents will 
go to, but I think that is logical. 


Q John, when you say there are no secret agree- 
ments, and you say that they will be releasing some of the 
points of the agreements or commitments, or whatever. You 
know, this comes into the whole thrust of, possibly, the 
Syrian and the PLO and others' objections to this type of 














agreement, which is going to carry with it a lot of 
classified documents and other things that possibly Lebanon 
and Israel, with the help of the United States, are planning 
something, or working out some agreements behind the back 
of the Arabs in the area. 





So, let me ask you this. Did you release everything 
which is related to the document of Camp David, or are there 
secret agreements of Camp David that are still withheld? 


A I don't know. You will have to go back and 
talk to people who are more familiar with that process than 
I am. I can't say. 


Q This agreement is put in the perspective like 
it is another peace treaty between Israel and Lebanon, and 


this is peace number two, et cetera. So, it has a value. 
If it is not a treaty, it is an agreement. 


A It is an agreement. 
Sorry? 

It is an agreement. 

Yes, an agreement, but -- 
It is not a treaty. 


But even after six months with normalization, 
are there things to have a peace treaty between Lebanon and 
Israel? 


ono Fr O FY WO 


A You are making that interpretation. 
Q But by holding some documents -- 
A No. When the text of the agreement is made 


available, you should focus on the text of the agreement. 
That is the operative part of the negotiation. 


Q You just said whatever may be classified. 
This is the thing, if it is classified, that is going to 
hold the Arabs from coming forward to agree on the contents 
of the agreement. 


A I don't agree with your thesis. I think that 
the Arab countries have a good understanding of what 
transpired. 


Q What are the Arab reactions, in general, to 
the agreement? 











A I think we have had -- from Iraq we have had 
favorable reaction. I think we have had from Jordan a 
favorable reaction. I think we have had from Egypt a very 
strong, supportive reaction. You saw what the Saudi Foreign 
Minister said at a press conference at Jiddah Airport after 
his meeting with the Secretary. Those words speak for 
themselves. 


So I think there are four governments right there 
that leap immediately to mind who have spoken out, and I 
am sure others are doing and will do. 


Q John, there is some confusion in my mind that 
you may be able to help clear up that is a fall-out of 
what Secretary Veliotes said this morning about when the 
agreement takes effect, and what you are saying now about 
what Habib is doing in the region. 


The agreement as published, and as he quoted, is 
very specific that the agreement will take effect when the 
documents of ratification are exchanged. 


A That is right, legally. 
Q When the instruments are legally exchanged. 
A Legally effective, yes. 


Q Is it correct to assume that what Habib will 
be doing now in the region will be negotiating a new set of 
negotiations that will deal with when those instruments 
will be exchanged, and that in effect the signing today 
and the ratification last week, or earlier this week, is not 
the conclusion of the agreement, but that the conclusion of 
the agreement will be when those instruments are exchanged, 
and that that is now the subject of additional negotiation? 


A No. I think you are wrong in thinking there 
is additional negotiation on that, no. I think Secretary 
Veliotes was quite clear. 


Q Wel. he said that he hoped that would happen 
in the near future. 


A There is no problem. To my knowledge, there 
is not a necessity for further negotiations on that point. 
It is simply a technical point. 


Q It doesn't have to wait for some agreement 
with Syria on Syrian withdrawal before Israel agrees to 
exchange instruments of ratification with Lebanon? 
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A Not to my knowledge, but obviously it is 
an agreement between two governments, and obviously there 
are certain realities, and that is that the Israelis have 
made it clear that they will not withdraw until other 
foreign forces withdraw. That is a reality. It has 
nothing to do with the legal standing of the agreement. 


Q Of the rest of the agreement. They have said 
that about the withdrawal, but my concern is the rest of 
the agreement. You are saying that that concern on Israel's 
part does not relate, or does not apply, to the exchange of 
instruments of the agreement. 


A I don't think there is a problem about the 
legal effectiveness of the agreement in terms of when you 
see Israeli troops leaving Lebanon. Clearly the reality 
of that situation is that that will not take place, the 
Israelis have indicated, until other foreign forces leave 
Lebanon. 


Q John, to follow up, what about the other 
essential points of the agreement? During that time period, 
between this day and whenever in the future the Syrians and 
the PLO finally do leave, if they do, will any of those 
other aspects of this bilateral agreement come into effect? 


A I think that is what the two governments are 
going to have to negotiate. A lot of the agreement is 
something that will be implemented in the future, and you 
have a joint liaison committee which will make 
determinations by unanimous decision on the implementation. 


I think that is the kind of thing that the two 
governments, plus the United States, which would be a member 
of that committee, will do. 


Q So, just to clarify it, except for the joint 
liaison committees, which include military and political, 
nothing else is firm that it will actually take place until 
such time as withdrawal is effectuated. 


A You are pressing me really beyond my knowledge 
on that. I really can't answer that question. 


Q Well, there is a broad -- I mean, the one 
thing that leaps to mind is the state of war, and that is, 
you know, in the first article of the agreement. It is 
not a technical matter that deals with the joint 
commissions. 


x As Secretary Veliotes said this morning, when 
the agreement is legal, it is legal, and what is in it pre- 


sumably is in effect. 
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But there are realities about the implementation 
of it. If you have a large number of Israeli troops still 
on Lebanese soil, that is not in accord with the agreement. 
The agreement hasn't been implemented. You have to be 
realistic about the pace at which it can be implemented. 


Q John, just a follow-up again on one of the 
questions earlier, do you have under the law to send this 
agreement to Congress, or are you doing it because some 
members of the Congress have asked for a copy of it? 


A I am sure there are legal obligations, and 
you can get an expert to spell them out for you, but there 
isn't any question of total consultation and submission 
of the documents to Congress on this. 


QO Okay, and when that is done, the Congress 
cannot release some aspects which may be sent to them as 
classified? 


A Congress cannot release classified documents, 
that is correct. 


Q John, do you have anything on the reported 
crackdown of dissidents in Cuba? A round-up? 


A No. 
Q One thing more -- 
A One final one. 

Q There are reports today out of the West Bank 
of closing universities, such as the Women's Teacher's 
College in Ramallah, and some placing more people under 
arrest in the town of Essert. Are you aware of these 
things, and do you have any comment on them? 

A No. 

Q Is it something that you can look into? 


Pas If we get anything on it during the day, 
and if we have anything to say, we will say it, sure. 


One last question over here. 


Q Just two weeks ago, the Argentines put out a 
final document on their war against subversion, and you said 
at the time it was premature to comment on it because you 
only had press reports. 


Do you now have a comment? 
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A Yes. We share the sense of disappointment 
others have expressed that an occasion has been lost to 
begin the resolution of this question. It is an issue 
which the Argentines themselves must resolve. We have con- 
sistently encouraged the authorities to provide as complete 
a report as is possible on the fate of the disappeared. 


Q Why did it take so long for the United States 
to react to this? 


A I can't answer that question, I'm afraid. 


Q Another one. In Paraguay there has been re- 
strictions placed on the press and a number of arrests of 
people involved. Can you comment on that repression in 


Paraguay? 


A No. I am not familiar with that specific 
incident. Our stand on freedom of the press is obviously 
well known, but I don't have anything specifically on 
that. 


Q On Chile, the demonstrations on the weekend -- 
A Keep going. 


Q -- two people were killed. Do you have no 
comment on that? 


A No, I'm sorry, I don't. 
QO Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 18, 1983 





INDEX 





SU BJ ECT PAGE 





SECRETARY SHULTZ 
Testimony before House Appropriations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, 10:00, 5/19......1 


SYRIA 
Refusal to see BODIDs cocccccccccccccesccccec cues Oe lO, hk 


Possibility of Secretary going tO Aarea?..ccccceseeeseeed 
Closing Of roads in LEDANON...cccecececcceseeesseeeseesd 
Dialogue with Lebanese on withdrawal... .cecescsceceeeee 
Statements of their willingness to withdraw........17-18 


I SRAEL 


oot, PPPrrrrrre rer rea Se ee ee ee ee ee ee a a ee ee ed) a? 
Partial withdrawal from Lebanon... ceccccceccsesseeses il 
Memorandum Of AgGreeMeNt..ccccsccceccseecesesseseeeelOml7 


ROMANIA 
Talks with Foreign Minister Andrei...cccccsceesseeveseel2 


SOVIET UNION 
Negotiations for a long-range grain agreement.........13 
Soviet response to Israeli-Lebanese agreement..........8 


POL AND 
View of BACMACTORc ccc occeseseceecesseceseceecececeeeoseead 


NI CARAGUA 
Three American pleasure boatS SC1ZEd.. cesses eseeeeeel3 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #86 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 18, 1983, 12:14 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have just one 
housekeeping announcement. 


The Secretary will be testifying before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations, chaired by Congressman Clarence Long tomorrow, 
10:00 a.m. The subject is foreign assistance 
appropriations. The hearing will be held in 2359-A of the 
Rayburn Building. 


Even though the Secretary will be testifying, we 
will have a press briefing tomorrow on the usual time 
schedule. That's all I have for you. 


re) As a point of information, Mr. Hughes, may I 
inform you that the word hardly got into the press room that 
the briefing had started, so people are just beginning to 
stream in. 


What time was that? 


A Ah-hah. We'll probably all survive that. 

0 John, is that about Central America primarily? 
A His testimony tomorrow? 

@) Yes. 

A I think so. 

0) 

A 


Ten o'clock. I'll be glad to attempt to 
answer any questions you might have. 


0 John, do you have anything to say about 
Syria's apparent refusal to allow Philip Habib to return to 
Damascus to deal with Syria's participation in the 
withdrawal from Lebanon? 


A It is true that the Syrian Government has 
said that it does not want to receive Ambassador Habib at 
this particular time. We continue to believe that dialogue 
is the way to advance the cause of peace. The Syrian atti- 








tude regarding Ambassador Habib's visit is certainly not in 
the spirit we hoped to have. We remain ready to engage in 
the dialogue. 


Q Can you explain how you would engage in such 
a dialogue if -- do you know, for example, whether they are 
refusing to receive anyone from the United States? 


A I don't know that. I think they have speci- 
fically refused to receive Ambassador Habib. That's where 
we are. 


Q John, had there been a request by the Embassy 
to receive him, and they told us diplomatically as well as 
publicly? 


A Yes, I think that is correct, that we had 
hoped that Ambassador Habib would go to Damascus. 


Q Does this raise the possibility, then, that 
the Secretary of State might personally participate? 


ay No. There is no change in the Secretary's 
plans at the moment. You know what his travel plans are, 
and he has no plan to return to the Middle East at the 
moment. 


Q Would he be willing to? 


A I don't think you should make that transition 
from this story to that story. He has consistently said 
that he is not averse to returning to the area at some 
appropriate time. 


Q John, can you tell us what the Syrians said 
in turning down the request for a visa for Habib? 


fy I can't really. As you know, we don't publi- 
cize the diplomatic correspondence that goes back and forth. 
But I think basically what they said was that they would not 
be able to receive him at this time. 


Q Did they link it with the agreement in what 
they talked to you about? 


A I'm not going to go beyond that, but I think 
the reasons for their refusal to receive the Ambassador at 
this time are probably obvious, but I think you'd have to 
ask then. 














Q Might it not be possible that the nego- 
tiations or the dialogue -- whatever you are calling it 
these days -- could take place some place else? For 
example, could the Syrians perhaps come to Lebanon or here? 


A I'm sure anything is possible, but I don't 
want to lead you in the direction that something else is 
afoot. I mean the fact is that Ambassador Habib, for the 
moment, is not going to Damascus. He is returning to the 
area -- I think is in the area today -- and undoubtedly will 
be conferring with Lebanese and Israeli leaders on how best 
to move the process forward that we want to see for a troop 


with cawal. 


Q Could you tell us when the request for Habib 
into Damascus was made, please? 


4 I can't. I don't know the answer to that. 
Q You got the turn-down when? 

A I don't know the answer to that either. 

Q John, I recall that when we were leaving 


Damascus, the Secretary said that President Assad, I think, 
had told him he, or that rather U.S. representatives would 
be welcome to come back at any time. 


A That is correct. 


Q In turning down Habib now, did they say at 
this particular time? I mean, was this part of the message? 


A I think their position is that they are not 
able to receive Ambassador Habib at this time. But you're 
absolutely correct in your understanding of what the 
Secretary said and what he was told when he was in Damascus. 


Q John, if adding that at this time constantly, 
can't you formally and officially link the refusal to the 
Syrian feelings about the agreement, because they had the 
same feelings when the Secretary saw Assad? What's the 
change? 


A They have said that they -- 


Q You're not suggesting that it is a question 
of inconvenience rather than -- 


A I'm not suggesting it's a question of incon- 
venience. 














Q John, this may seem like an obvious question, 
but in addition to a possible change of venue, is there any 
change in the personality involved at this point? 


A Not at the moment, not to my knowledge. 


e) The U.S. is not making a request that 
Ambassador Draper go there? 


A Not that I am aware of. 


0 John, now that the Syrians said what they 
said, how do you plan to pursue the efforts? 


A I think we will await Ambassador Habib's 
thinking. As I say, I'm sure he would be in touch with 
Lebanese and Israeli officials to consider what next steps 
we all might take. 


0 John, do you consider this a setback in any 
way for the prospects of getting the withdrawal of foreign 
forces from Lebanon? 


an I think the advantages of dialogue are clear. 
We are ready to engage in that dialogue. That is the way to 
achieve the objective, but clearly the dialogue cannot go 
forward for the moment if nobody is talking. 


0 John, is there any concern that there may be 
third party interference in this, perhaps from the Andropov 
regime? 


ay I think the Secretary has said on a number of 
occasion that we don't know what the Soviet Government is 
saying to the Syrian Government and President Assad. Syria 
is an independent nation, a proud nation, and we assume that 
Syria will make its own decisions about troop withdrawal 
from Lebanon, and all other matters affecting its interests. 


0 John, have you actually received a reply from 
the Syrians? I mean received a communique, official, or 
something from the Syrians? Or are you just picking it up 
from the news media that the Syrians will not see you? 


ny No. We understand from the Syrian Government 
that they are not able to receive Ambassador Habib at this 
time. 














Q Would you say that you underestimated the 
Syrians' opposition to this whole thing, because as recent 
as yesterday, or the day before, you were telling us that 
that was not the end it. Some officials were saying that 
there are still prospects, that they have not turned it 
down, et cetera. 


Do you now believe you underestimated the Syrians' 
reaction to this? 


A I don't think it is a question of underesti- 
mating or overestimating. I think the Syrian Government has 
made plain its attitudes towards the agreement between 
Lebanon and Israel. We continue to believe that the argu- 
ment in favor of foreign troop withdrawal from Lebanon is an 
overpowering one, and we will have to see how that dialogue 
takes place and continues. There are a number of Arab states 
who are of that view and who are making that view known, and 
we will have to see whether that argument is persuasive. 


Q On that issue also, are there any more Arab 
states than the ones you mentioned to us yesterday that have 
expressed approval? 


A I think the ones I listed yesterday are the 
ones of which I'm aware. 


Q One other thing: Yesterday you weren't able 
to tell us about the reports of Syria's closing of roads and 
communications. 

A Yes. 

Q Can you tell us something about it? 

A I think the road is open today. 

Q The roads are open today? 

A I think the roads are open today. 

Q And communications -=- telephones and 
telegraph? 

A I cannot answer the question about com- 


munication, but I think the roads are open today, as we 
understand it. 


Q Can you take a crack at explaining if Assad, 
ten days ago on a Saturday when the Secretary saw him, said 
he or any other American is welcome to Damascus -=- and the 


rejection? How do you explain that? 











A I don't explain it. I guess you'd have to 
ask the Syrians to explain it. 


re) During the whole period of negotiations with 
Israel and Lebanon, this Administration kept saying that it 
is against any pressure against Israel because of fear of a 
sort of backfire. Does this apply to Syria now? 


A I think what the Administration said was that 
peace was the objective and peace was the lure. That was more 
effective, rather than pressure. I think that was the argu- 
ment and the position that was used. 


0 Do you think this applies to Syria now, 
taking into consideration the differences? 


A It seems to us that there are overwhelming 
arguments for the rationale underlying Syrian withdrawal, 
and we hope that those will be evident to the Syrians. 
Certainly, it is evident to us; certainly, it is evident to 
the Lebanese; certainly, it is evident to a number of Arab 
Governments. 


As the Secretary has said, it is important that 
the Syrians not let this moment pass. They have the oppor- 
tunity to remove Israeli troops from southern Lebanon. They 
have to make a decision about that. 


fe) A couple of questions, please? What can you 
tell us about the status of the Lebanese-Syrian dialogue on 
the issue of troop withdrawal? 


A I can't give you anything on that. 
0 Has it started? 
A I don't know. 


0 Another question: Could you clarify the 
President's remarks yesterday regarding the F-l6s? He said 
that there is need for some consultations between the State 
Department and Congress. Nick Veliotes said here yesterday 
that it is a matter for a Presidential decision. What is 
there to be consulting about, and where does it stand now? 


4 I think the State Department obviously will, 
and is consulting with Congressmen and Senators. The 
Secretary was on the Hill this morning, and that process is 
going forward. 











QO What are you consulting about? 


A I think it is a matter of conferring and 
exchanging views. I think the Secretary did this morning. 
When we've got something to move forward on -- 


re) Is it a view on the legality of the Israeli 
use Of the F-16s? 


A No. 

Q Is it a view on the sense of sending forward 
F-16s? 

A No. I think it is just a process of con- 


sulting and the need for that equipment. 


fe) Do you have a time frame on that? 

A I don't have a time frame on it. 

te) Is the Secretary going up today or tomorrow -- 
A Let's wait and see how that transpires. 


I'm just not quite sure how the decision will be announced. 


0 John, is there any doubt that the F-16s won't 
go forward? 


ay Why don't we wait and see what the outcome 
is? 


0 Isn't the procedure, in fact the Letter of 
Offer, would come from the Department of Defense? 


aN That might be the vehicle. 

Q Are they involved in these consultations? 
A I'm sure they would be. 
Q 


John, if they were released, would they go 
forward on the original delivery schedule, which I believe 
is 1985? 


I would think so. 


A 


fe) There would be no interruption? 





3° 
A I wouldn't see any reason for any 
interruption. 
Q John, just a second to get back to Syria and 


Habib, did the tenor of the Syrian statement to the United 
States suggest to the U.S. that that is Syria's final word 
on the subject of negotiations on a withdrawl, or does the 
phrase that you used earlier, "at this time," mean that this 
is some kind of temporary glitch or temporary stop in this? 


A I don't think that we have accepted the 
suggestion that this is a final closing of the door. 


Q John, last week the Secretary, in Paris, 
called on the Soviets to start playing a constructive role 
in this whole process. First, has there been any response, 
Or is perhaps the Syrian statement an indirect response, do 
you think? 


A Obviously, there is the opportunity for a 
continuing dialogue with the Soviets on a number of issues, 
and that does take place; but I'm not aware of any specific 
response on this particular question. 


e) You don't take this Syrian refusal to receive 
Habib at this time to be that answer? 


A An answer from the Soviets? 


0) An answer to the Secretary's call for the 
Soviets to start playing a constructive role? 


A I think we have to wait and see. The Syrians 
are doing what they are doing, saying what they are doing, but 
there are many more steps to be taken down this road. 


e) Talking about the F-l6s for a minute, I don't 
understand, while you're talking to Congress, is this 
something that you feel is legally required, or is this 
something that is simply a matter of bipartisan foreign 
policy, trying to create a consensus, that sort of thing? 
What justifies -- 


A I think this Secretary of State certainly has 
sought, and this President has sought that consensus, and I 
would think it is within that spirit that those con- 
Sultations are going forward. 


Q So you're not maintaining there is any legal 
need to do that? 














A I don't want to get into that question, but 
certainly, the exchange that took place this morning seemed 
to be within the bipartisan framework. 


0 And you're saying that the Administration has 
not yet made a determination in its own mind whether 
or not it should go forward, and that this will only grow 
out of a consultation, or you're not going to try to get -- 


A I'm saying what the President said, what he said 
last night at his press conference, that the Secretary was 
on the Hill this morning, and that when something is to be 
announced, it will be announced. 


-- MORE -- 
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@) John, what can Ambassador Habib achieve in 
the area if he is unable to go to Damascus? 


A I think that's what he's going to start 
talking with his colleagues about. A visit at this time by 
Ambassador Habib apparently has been ruled out. I think we 
have to wait for him to get back to the area to discuss the 
Situation with his own colleagues in the United States and 
also with his colleagues in the Lebanese and Israeli 
Governments and come at the problem in a different way. 


@) Don't you think that it's a fair assumption 
that if he was unable to go to Damascus to hold any talks 
that he would have no useful purpose to serve being there? 


A No. I don't think that's a fair assumption. 


Q Sir, has Mr. Assad been invited to Washington 
recently? 


A I cannot answer that question specifically. 
I do not know the answer to that question. 


Q Except for when he was there, I believe on 
the 7th of May with Secretary Shultz, can you tell us 
roughtly the last time that Habib was in Damascus? 


A Prior to that? 
@) Yes. 


A I can't. It's a matter of record. I don't 
know when it was. 


Q Do you expect him back in the United States 
-- back in Washington any time? 


A No. I know of no plans for him to be back 
here. He might visit other countries in the area. 


0 Is this whole complex operating under any 
kind of deadline? Have you been given any date by the 
Israelis suggesting a time at which they will take unila- 
teral action if the Syrians don't go along? 


A No. But I think everybody's operating on the 
basis that the withdrawal of foreign troops from Lebanon 
should take place as soon as possible. That's the framework 
-- as speedily as can be achieved. 








ll 


re) Now we're talking days or weeks or what? 
aon As soon as possible. 
0 Follow-up to this, please? Do you have any 


comment on Mr. Arens' remark that if the Syrians won't come 
along, Israel should consider some unilateral partial 
withdrawal? 


A Not a great deal. With yesterday's signing 
of the agreemert, a formula for Israeli withdrawal now 
exists, and the burden is therefore upon Syria to make the 
kind of decision that will restore Lebanon's sovereignty. 
So I think the kind of thing Mr. Arens was talking about is 
hypothetical. 


We have an agreement. We have the framework in 
which the withdrawal can take place, and that's where I 
think our focus of attention should be for the moment. 


0 Would you answer that particular point, John, 
that he did say yesterday that -- he didn't set the time 
limits within which Israel would go back to the unilateral -- 


A No. He did not set time limits, no. 


@) Not the way you understand it. But do you 
know when the time -- 


A No. 


re) How long would you give the Israelis before 
you would go along with such a move, or would you at all go 
with such a move? 


4 (A) That's not only a hypothetical question, 
but (B) it's not a question of setting timetables. We have 
only just recently concluded an agreement. It's just been 
ratified by the Lebanese Parliament; it's just been ratified 
by the Israelis. We have to move along down that path. 


I know two or three days have gone by since we 
signed that, but it does take a little time. 


°) It's not the time, therefore, you're saying 
now. I mean, it's not -=— 


A I'm not aware of any deadlines. 
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@) Do you have any readout there on the talks 
that were held here this week with the Romanian Foreign 
Minister? 


A Yes, I do. Foreign Minister Andrei's visit 
was useful and constructive. He met with the Vice 
President, the Secretary of State, Under Secretary 
Eagleburger, as well as senior officials at the Commerce 
Department and Congressional leaders. 

His presence here gave us the opportunity to hold 
extensive discussions on a wide range of bilateral and 
international questions, and the discussions on the question 
of the education repayment decree were positive, but it 
would be premature to go beyond that at the moment. 


Q When you say “positive,” does that suggest -- 
I mean, you Only had one meeting that -- 


A I think that the conversation was positive, 
but let us wait and see what happens. 


re) Is there a commitment to do anything about 
the tax? 


my No. 

@) Where does it stand now? Is it correct that 
where it stands now the United States announced that it cuts 
off MFN as of some time in June? 

A I think June is the date. Yes, that's right. 


Has there been any change in the U.S. 
position? 


Not to my knowledge. 

Is there any change anticipated? 
I think we have to wait and see. 
Is there any reconsideration? 


I think we have to wait and see. 


mo Ff Oo FP OO PY 


Could I ask you a related -- possibly related 


matter? 
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rN Sure. 


0 Yesterday after the announcement of the nego- 
tiations for long-term grain agreement with the Soviet 
Union, Senator Baker, the Majority Leader, was quoted as 
saying in explanation of it that things were a lot better in 
Poland than they were one year ago or two years ago, 
suggesting that some change in the situation in Poland is at 
least in part the justification for the United States 
returning to a long-term grain agreement negotiations with 
the Soviet Union. 


Could you clarify, first, what is your estimate of 
the situation in Poland? How do you view the situation 
there in its perspective as compared to a previous period, 
and, secondly, is this part of the decision to go to the 
long-range grain agreement ney«tiation? 


A I don't want to attempt to interpret Senator 
Baker's -- 


0 No. I wouldn't ask you to do that. 


Ay The President has said what he has on this 
issue, and I guess I'd refer you to his remarks. I don't 
have a kind of impromptu assessment of the situation in 
Poland, but I think it would be a mistake to see the grain 
agreement or the willingness to engage in negotiations about 
a long-term agreement -- I think it would be a mistake to 
see that as a political signal. 


0 Could you see if you could get some statement 
-- or maybe there is one that's recently made, I'm just not 
aware of it -- of the U.S. view of the situation in Poland? 


My Sure. Be glad to. 


0 Do you have anything on those ships in 
Nicaragua? 


A Yes. The three American pleasure boats with 
seven American citizens aboard were reportedly seized off 
the Pacific coast of Nicaragua yesterday while enroute to 
Costa Rica. They were seized by an armed Nicaraguan patrol 
boat. 


The captain of one of the American boats reported 
the seizure by radio and stated that the three boats were 
well outside the 12-mile territorial limit which is 
generally observed under customary international practice. 
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The captain said that the three boats were being 
taken to the Nicaraguan port of San Juan del Sur. The 
United States has requested information about the seizure 
from the Nicaraguan Government on an urgent basis, and we 
are seeking consular access to the detained American 
citizens. 


The Nicaraguans have not yet given us an 
explanation. 


@) One of the captains of the boats gave -- 


A The captain of one of the three boats 
radioed. Yes. 


Q Do you have the identities of any of those 
boats? 


A The identity of the people? 
re) Yes. 


A We do have names of some of those people as 
reported by radio, but we have a problem in giving it in 
terms of the Privacy Act. 


8) John, are you aware of the latest report out 
of Nicaragua quoting someone from one of the boats, 
apparently a captain, who says that they were nearly on the 
beach when they were picked up, that everything has been 
very cordial, and that they're free to go? 


A I'm not aware of that. No. 
QO What about the port of departure? 


A I don't have their port of departure. I 
understand one of the boats was out of San Diego, and one 
was Out of San Francisco. 


0 You say these are private Americans. Can 
you, without impinging on your rule about intelligence mat- 
ters, say whether these people had any relationship with any 
activities of the United States Government in this area? 


A I'm really not knowledgeable on that. I'm 
not sending any signals. You're absolutely right. If there 
were to be a question of intelligence involved here, we 
wouldn't comment, but I just have no more information than 


that. 
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Q Do you know what kind of boats they were? 
Were they fishing -- 


A I don't know what kind of boats. They're 
described as pleasure boats. 


0 Do you know anything at all of what their 
purpose there was? What they were doing? 


A No, I don't. 


re) John, since this seems to have become a popu- 
lar vacation area recently, do you have any advice for 
Americans who might want to take their vacations and 
pleasure trips in these particular waters? 


A In Nicaragua? These were not in Nicaraguan 
waters as we understand Nicaraguan waters. 


0 In the vicinity. 


A There may be some special advice about travel 
in Nicaragua, but maybe the Press Office can dig that out 
for you. These were not in Nicaragua. 


0 Back to the Middle East, if I may, how far do 
you share the idea that all moves towards the West Bank 
problem have been shelved? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get the beginning of the 
question. 


0 How far do you share the idea that all moves 
by the U.S. Administration towards the solution of the 
problem of the West Bank have been shelved for the time 
being? 


A I think the President's initiative of 
September 1 is seen by many Arab nations as the best that 
they have seen for some time. 


I think it has support, and support has been 
expressed for it by a number of Arab leaders in recent days. 
I think that the agreement between Israel and Lebanon proves 
that there is movement, obviously. If there were to be a 
total troop withdrawal from Lebanon, I'm sure that would be 
also helpful. But I think that this agreement that has just 
been signed indicates that there is movement, and there is 
progress. As the Secretary of State has said on a number of 
occasions, that negotiations really work, that there is a 
payoft. 
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They have worked in the case of Egypt and Israel, 
and now they've worked in the case of Lebanon and Israel. 
That is the alternative to the kind of bloodshed and 
terrorism that has bedeviled the Palestinian people for many 
years. That's the alternative that we're working on. 
Nobody's suggesting it's easy. Nobody's suggesting it's 
just around che corner. It takes time. But there's no lack 
of continued commitment to it on the part of the 
Administration. 


Q John, how much has that progress, do you 
think, been hampered by the fact that Ambassador Habib can- 
not go back to Damascus right now and in that framework of 
implementing the agreement of the total troop withdrawal? 


A As I think I said earlier, clearly the refu- 
sal of the Syrians to receive Ambassador Habib at this time 
is not the kind of spirit that we had hoped for, and there- 
fore that is disappointing, but that doesn't mean that we 
have given up. 


0 John, one more on the Middle East. Now that 
more and more details about the Memorandum of Agreement that 
was signed yesterday between the U.S. and Israel are out in 
the press, could you tell us if you are going to release a 
text of this Memorandum? 


A I cannot. There is really no change in the 
position since yesterday in that we are continuing to coor- 
dinate that package, which is a fairly complex package of 
documents in its final form. When we have completed that, 
we'll decide what will be made public, what will remain 
confidential and what will go to the Hill. 


) Did you confirm yesterday that this was 
signed, that something was signed? 


A I didn't confirm yesterday that something was 
signed. 


0 Could you confirm this today? 
B No. I couldn't. 


Q Are you then confirming what the press is 
saying about it at this moment? 


A No, I am not. 
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e) You are not now telling us that the press has 
what you -- what you -- 
A It's very difficult to confirm contents of 


classified documents. As a matter of fact, not only dif- 
ficult, it's illegal for me. 


0 How can you have a signing of something and 
not admit it, with another nation? 


A I haven't really thought that there's been a 
problem over the years in the government's signing confiden- 
tial documents. 


@) They usually get reported, if you sign an 
agreement with another country. 


Q It was reported in Israel that it was signed 
over there. 


Ay If that's what Israel says, fine. 


0 John, over the last several months, whenever 
the Secretary was asked about what Syria would do, or was 
Syria willing to withdraw its troops, he always said that he 
had asked the Syrian Foreign Minister and he had been 
assured that -- 


A That's right. 


0 And President Assad recently saying that he 
would welcome American representatives and now Syria is 
saying they won't accept Ambassador Habib. 


Do you think that Syria is acting out of bad 
faith? Have they gone back on their word or broken any pro- 
mises to the United States? 


A I'm not sure that I have seen an official 
statement, saying that Syria would not withdraw its troops 
from Lebanon. It has said all kinds of things about the 
agreement, it has said it would not receive Ambassador 
Habib, but I'm not sure that I have seen a statement saying 
they will not withdraw their troops. 


re) But, clearly, the Secretary seemed to think 
that based on his conversations with his counterpart in 
Syria that something would happen if there was an agreement 
with the Israelis to withdraw. Otherwise, what is this 
whole exercise about? 











18 


A There are a number of statements on record by 
Syrian Government officials, not only with the Secretary of 
State, but with journalists and with others and in various 
Arab forums to the effect that Syria would withdraw its 
troops when asked by Lebanon. Those statement are all on 
record. 


The Secretary took them and continues to take them 
at face value. He was given those statements, and those sta- 
tements still stand there. We have to wait and see. 


0 Okay. Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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| MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q On Syria, the latest statements from Damascus 
appear to be even more adamant than the one yesterday. Do 
you still hope that the dialogue will take place? 


A Jim, I'm not going to get into the question of 
commenting on every report which supposedly reflects the 
Syrian position regarding the withdrawal of foreign forces 
from Lebanon. The President said on Tuesday that the Syrians 
are on record as saying that they will leave Lebanon when the 
other forces leave. 


We believe that a withdrawal of all foreign forces 
from Lebanon -- Syrian, PLO, Israeli -- would help bring 
peace, stability, and security to all nations of the region. 


Q And do you still think they are goinc to keep 
their word? 


A As I say, I'm not going to try to comment on 
every report. We have addressed this in recent days. I'm 
not going to try to do this on a daily basis. 


Q But they are now on record both ways. I mean, 
they're not only on record now as saying they'll leave; 
they're now on record as saying they won't leave. 


A I'll stand on what I just gave you. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a report from 
the Voice of Lebanon that apparently says that Syrian forces 
in the Bekaa have asked doctors to evacuate patients from 
hospitals between Shtauraw and (inaudible). Do you have anything 
to that effect? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Alan, back on the Syria question for a moment, 
the Secretary said on the Hill this morning, in response to a 
question -- he was asked whether the United States proposed 














to Syria any financial aid, economic aid, military aid as an 
inducement to help them decide to withdraw from Lebanon -- 
the Secretary said he and President Assad did not discuss any 
specific program of aid, and he underlined the word 
"specific," but that he felt the door should be kept very 


wide open to a good relationship. 


Can you be any more specific about what kind of aid 
program the Secretary did discuss with President Assad? 


A I can't help you on that. 


Q Did I just hear you in your first answer say 
that the Syrians said they would withdraw when all other for- 
ces have left? Is that what you said? 


A I said they have indicated they would withdraw 
when other forces left, when other forces leave. 


Q So you're saying it's still up to the Israelis to 
leave, and therefore, then the Syrians would follow? 


A No, no, no. No, no, no. I'm not saying 
that at all. 


(Laughter) 


The context of the departure of all foreign 
forces, I think, is what we're looking at, for the withdrawal 
of everybody. We've indicated before that however various 
people have expressed themselves, the realistic prospect 
would have to be one in which everybody was withdrawing in 
the context of total withdrawal by everybody. 


Q The way I understood it is that you were 
saying -- 


A O.K. Well, if you take it the other way. 


Q Another subject? El Salvador. The Secretary 
said on the Hill that he agrees with Dean Hinton's interpre- 
tation that it will be a long-term effort of funding. Can 
you be any more specific about how long-term the State 
Department sees that? 


A No. 


Q Alan, back to the Middle East. There is 
something in this week's Jewish Week that mentions a report 





put out by the Heritage Foundation which claims that State 




















Department officials have been providing funding for United 
Nations projects which directly and indirectly aid the PLO, 
and they were referring particularly to UNESCO, the U.N. 
Special Unit on Palestinian Rights, and some of the other 
suborganizations. 


A That sounds to me like an interpretation of 
what some of the recipients of U.S. aid are doing with their 
money, and I'm not prepared to go into the question of what 
various agencies might be doing. Our relations, or non- 
relations with the PLO are quite well known. 


Q Yes, but the report is critical of how the 
money is allocated which ultimately ends up in "PLO hands." 


A I don't have anything to offer. That's an 
interpretation, I think, by that paper. 


Q Could you look into it? 


A No, I don't think I'm going to respond to 
individual press interpretations. 


Q What can you tell us about our talks with the 
Romanians and their emigration policies? Are we on the way 
to a compromise with them? 


A I addressed this before. I don't have 
anything new. The emigration issue and the education tax, if 
you will, were among the topics discussed when Foreign 
Minister Andrei was here. Our position on that is well 
known, but I don't have anything new today to offer you on 
that subject. 


-- MORE -- 














Q But have we made any progress? 


A I think that John Hughes indicated in answer 
to a question about this that we viewed those talks as posi- 
tive, but I don't believe he went beyond that. 


Q Do you have an update on the Nicaraguan boat 
incident? Anything further to say, to change about where the 
boats were or what they were doing? 


A No. 
Q Were they outside the 12-mile limit? 


A First of all, our Embassy in Managua has 
confirmed that all three boats left port last night, and as 
of this morning were off the Costa Rican coast. 


The information that we have sort of is in two 
parts. One, as I think we indicated before, the Nicaraguans 
denied consular access to the Americans, so it hasn't been 
possible to determine what happened. 


I think that we did indicate that on May 17, as 
the boats were being detained by the Nicaraguan patrol 
craft, one of the American captains reported by ham radio he 
believed the three boats were well outside a 12-mile zone. 
That's the information that we have at this point. Not 
having had access to the people, it's a little difficult to 
be more specific than that. 


Q So at this point you know only what the cap- 
tain -- the person or ‘the radio told you he thought. You 
don't know really wr e they were? 


A The information we have has come through 
those broadcasts, indicating that they were outside of 12 
miles. I think from those broadcasts they also indicated 
who they were, and there has been -- I guess that the one 
captain had a meeting with the press in Managua, but we were 
not present at that. 


Q I was going to ask if the State Department 
is doing anything about the request for extradition of Mr. 
Townley? 


A I think we had something on this previously. 
I guess I don't have anything new. If you haven't got that, 
let me ask you to check in the Press Office because there 
was some guidance on this. 























Q Yesterday Senator Tower at the National 
Press Club said that if the need arose, he would be willing 
to endorse sending more U.S. troops to Lebanon to beef up 
Multinational Forces or the Marines over there. 


Do you have anything new on that? Anything to 
add to it? 


A No. There's nothing new on that subject. I 
think that subject also came up during Nick Veliotes' 
briefing here the other day, and I think he told you where 
we were on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports that 
Captain Avilla, the Salvadoran army captain, that there was 
State Department traffic and Embassy traffic about Avilla 
being responsible for the death of Archbishop Romero. 


A I'm stuck on that because, obviously, we 
don't comment on any alleged leaked documents, so I can't 
really respond to that. 


Q Is the Department in any way urging the 
Government of El Salvador to pursue any reports on Captain 
Avilla's alleged responsibility for -- 


A My understanding is that he left El Salvador 
while the investigation -- 


Q Yes. That's true. 


A -- into the AIFLD murders was under way, and 
I understand he's being sought on charges of desertion by 
the Salvadoran Government. I don't think it's a question of 
our urging them to do something at this point. They're 
already trying to find him and get hin. 


Q No. That's with reference to the other 
murder. I'm talking about Archbishop Romero's -- 


A Again, I can't get into the question of 
discussion between us, but I think that the fact is, they 
apparently are seeking him in any case, and what they might 
want to question him about when they got him would be 
something they'd have to look at. 


Q Any new readout on alleged police brutality 


in Poland? 














A No. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting today 
between Mr. Veliotes and the Ambassadors of Egypt and 
Lebanon? 


A Ambassador Bouhabib came in, I believe, as a 
courtesy call. He's recently arrived, as you know, and 
that's the purpose of that meeting. 


Ambassador Ghorbal, I understand, has been out of 
town for awhile, and, again, this was a routine meeting. 
Obviously, such meetings take place periodically. There was 
nothing terribly special about it. 


Q Anything on the itinerary of Ambassador 
Habib? 


A No. As you may know, he's in Saudi Arabia, 
but I don't have anything -- 


Q Is he going to Cairo? 


A I don't know. I saw one account, a wire 


story, that he had stopped briefly in Egypt on his way to 
Saudi Arabia. Whether he plans to go back there or not, I 


simply don't know. 
Ralph? 
Q That was my question. 


A All right. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:14 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good morning all. I have three 
announcements up front. The first is on F-l6s. 


The Department of Defense has transmitted to the 
Congress today formal notification of our intention to sell 
75 F-16 aircraft to Israel. While the timing of this noti- 
fication is related to the Israeli agreement with Lebanon, 
the decision on the sale itself, which was approved over a 
year ago, reflects our long-term commitment to maintain 
Israeli's qualitative military edge in the region. Our 
heightened concerns about the Soviet challenge in the 
region, particularly the Soviet supply of the SA-5 
integrated air-defense system to Syria, makes it timely for 
us to send this notification to the Congress now. 


Q Do you have a copy? 
Q A copy? 
A Sure can. 


I have a statement on Afghanistan, recent Soviet 
actions in Afghanistan. 


Numerous reliable reports continue to reach us 
from refugee and other sources of extremely heavy, brutal 
and prolonged Soviet and Soviet-mandated bombing of civilian 
areas within Afghanistan in recent weeks, especially of 
areas around Herat, the country's third largest city, and 
north and west of Kabul. These reports leave no room for 
doubt that casualties among the civilian population have 
been extremely heavy. It's not possible to measure preci- 
sely the extent of those casualties, but they certainly 
number many hundreds and are probably in the thousands. 

Such a massive and ruthless assault on people who are, for 
the most part, without any means of defending themselves is 
intolerable by any standard of civilized behavior. It would 
appear that the Soviet Union believes that the world is 
either unaware of or no longer cares about what it is doing 
in Afghanistan and that in its desperation to subdue the 
Spirit of the vast majority of Afghans who yearn for their 
nation's freedom the Soviet Union is willing to employ any 
means, no matter how brutal. 














The United States cannot stand silently by and 
witness this slaughter. The Soviet Union is aware of our 
strong concern. We call on it once more to desist from its 
heartless assault on a courageous and independent people and 
to urgently seek a solution to the crisis in Afghanistan 
which preserves human life and responds to the principles 
outlined in four successive resolutions by the United 
Nations General Assembly. 


These call for the complete withdrawal of Soviet 
forces, self-determination for the Afghan people, an independent 
and nonaligned Afghanistan, and the return of the refugees 
in safety and with honor. 


Q Copies, please? 
A Sure. 


Finally, a little update that you have asked for 
from time to time on the Embassy in Beirut and the work that 
is going on there. 


As you know, the President on May 17 forwarded to 
the Congress the Beirut emergency supplemental request. 
This request includes funds to obtain an interim office 
building and to complete the office building that was under 
construction when the civil war in early 1976 caused us to 
terminate construction. 





This weekend, two engineering survey teams are 
leaving for Beirut. One team will survey an office building 
for an interim Chancery that is very promising. We're opti- 
mistic that arrangements will be completed in the next week 
for obtaining this site. 





The team will determine whether it meets our needs 
and what should be done to make it ready for use as an 
interim Chancery building. 


The second engineering team will survey the par- 
tially completed Chancery building and determine the addi- 
tional design and engineering required before construction 
can be restarted. The building is about 16 percent 
completed. That's the new building that was to have 
replaced the existing Chancery. 


That's it. 


Q John, can we go back here to your Afghanistan 
statement there? 


A Sure. 

















Q Can you explain what you mean by "the United 
States cannot stand silently by"? 


A We're not going to be silent in the face of 
this action. That's why we are making this statement. 


Q You're talking only about verbal action. 
A Verbal action. 


Q You're not implying the possibility of the 
United States -- 








A Verbal and diplomatic action. 
Q Diplomatic through what channels? 
A A variety of channels. I think the Soviets 


are well aware of our views, both privately and publicly. 


Q John, has the U.S. taken any action other 
than verbal or diplomatic on Afghanistan in the last few 
days, months, weeks? 


A No; no new action. 
@) No new action since what time? 
A Other than the continuing action we've been 


taking over the months and years. 


e) John, are these air strikes halted or are 
they still continuing? 


A I can't answer that, Larry; I can't answer 
it. 

Q What do you say to the Soviet allegation that 
part of the problem stems from outside support for the rebels? 


A I think that senior Administration officials 
have addressed that question before and I think given a 
fairly thorough estimate of where the arms are coming from. 





Q John, does the release of the F-l6s mean that 
the United States is convinced that Israel did not violate 
the agreement -- the arms agreeement that they have with the 





United States? 








A I think we can stand on the words that the 
President used at the times he has made his various announ- 
cements on the F-16 before. 


Q John, previously those words have included 
his linking the transfer, or the release of the sale, to the 
withdrawal of Israel forces. Obviously, this is a change in 
that policy, since the forces have not withdrawn. Could you 
explain why that change was made? 


A I think the situation has changed in that you 
have an agreewent between Israel and Lebanon for the 
withdrawal of those forces. You have an Israeli willingness 
to withdraw those forces. 


@) Any count on the SAM-5s in Syria? 


A I don't know what we have done on SAM-5s 
while I have been otherwise engaged. 


I guess not, Jim. 


Q Do you have any comment on the ending of 
talks between Egypt and the U.S. concerning the Ras Banas 
facilities? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 


As part of U.S. and Egyptian cooperation to pre- 
serve security in the Middle East and Southwest Asia, the 
Egyptian Government has offered temporary military facili- 
ties at Ras Banas for use by U.S. forces should they be 
needed to assist any Arab or Muslim country requesting 
assistance to repel an armed attack. 


We have been discussing with the Egyptians 
U.S.-funded improvements at their base in Ras Banas. But as 
a result of these discussions, the Egyptian Government is 
itself considering funding and construction of the improve- 
ments at Ras Banas. Egypt remains firmly committed to the 
offer it has made concerning the use of those facilities, as 
it remains firmly committed to other aspects of our strate- 
gic cooperation -- for example, the upcoming Bright Star 
exercise this summer. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


Q John, are you denying that these talks have 
broken off? 




















A No. What we're saying is that the Egyptians 
have decided to do that work themselves. There's no chance. 


Q So the talks on U.S. funding are over? 
A On funding of construction, that's right. 


Q But the offer to make those facilities 
available under certain circumstances stands? 


A Stands. Correct. 
Q John, the upgrading of the base funded by 


the Egyptians would be according to the American specifica- 
tion of what the U.S. Navy needs? 





A I think you have to go to DOD on that. 
You're going beyond my expertise. 


Q One more question about the F-l6s. Do you 
have any more precise information about the delivery time of 
the planes? Would there be a delay because of delays in 
notification of Congress? 


A No. I think you'd have to ask DOD. I think 
they were originally scheduled for '85. I suppose it is 
conceivable there could be some slippage, but I think you'd 
have to ask Department of Defense on that. 


| Q John, when is Bright Star '83 scheduled for in 
summer? 


A I do not no what month. MTry DOD. 


0 John, what's the status of arms sales to 
India? : 


A I've got something on that for you. That's 
the story in this morning's Times you're asking about? 


Q Yes. 


A Insofar as the Times article implies that 
there's a major government-to-government sale in the offing, 
that's not correct; and there have been no secret talks 
towards such an arms sale. 


Over the past several years, the Government of 
India has discussed various types of U.S. military equipment 
with U.S. manufacturers. The United States Government has 

















issued advisory opinions approving the marketing of C-130 
aircraft and 155-millimeter howitzers to India, and we 
recently issued a license for export of machine guns to 
India. 


We anticipate that should India decide to purchase 
U.S. equipment, the purchases would be made on a direct com- 
mercial basis and actual sales would have to be approved and 
export licenses issued. 


We want to help India meet its legitimate security 
requirements and believe military sales would make a positve 
contribution to U.S.-Indian relations. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q John, I want to go back to the Ras Banas state- 
ment. What is the significance so that the Egyptians are 
funding the improvement in the bases instead of the United 
States? Because I remember last year there were extensive 
talks about giving about $250 million or more to increase the 
capability of the base to welcome big jets or whatever it 
is. 


I mean, what significance is this to you? 


A As I say, I think you'd have to go to DOD for 
details, but the facts are that the Egyptians have concluded 
as a result of those discussions that it would be more 
appropriate for them to consider the funding and the 
construction in this case. They have expressed an interest 
in U.S. technical assistance. 


It's possible that the U.S. would contribute some 
U.S. funds for the construction, but the Egyptians are going 
to carry out the construction. 


Q John, was there opposition in the Arab world 
to more direct U.S. involvement in it? 


A I understand that the discussions revolve 
around legal questions -- legal and constitutional questions 
that Egypt faces concerning foreign involvement in military 
installations on its soil. 


Q On another subject, sir, yesterday, in a 
strong statement, Greek Premier Papandreou protested the 
infringement by American aircraft and Turkish aircraft of 
the Athens FIR in the exercises during the Eastern 
Mediterranean -- the 








NATO exercises. Will that have an impact or do you antici- 
pate any difficulties in the negotiations concerning the 
bases and will Mr. Bartholomew return to Athens as 
scheduled tomorrow? 


A We noted the statement and we're looking into 
it. 


When are you going to look into it? 
It takes time. 
How long? 


I cannot tell you. 


oO Fr OO YP WO 


John, let me get back to the F-l6s, please. 
Let me put the question in a different way. 


re) Excuse me. Before we finish on that subject, 
how soon can we have the answer? 


A When it is available. (Laughter.) 


Q During the war last summer, there were 
repeated questions from us here about Israel possibly, 
likely, may be in violation of the Arms Export Control Act; 
and at the time we continued hearing that it was, or it's 
continued to be, under investigation. And what is the sta- 
tus of that investigation now, if there is one at all? 


A I think there is no change in the status of 
that investigation, but why don't you go back and look at 
the language that we used at that time? There's no change 
in that language. 


6) John, what we know we were told -- and I have 
some mild recollection -- 


A Various legal questions were raised, and I 
think we provided rather careful language to respond to them 
and I think I'd refer you to that language. 


Q So is there an inquiry going on to find out 
if Israel violated the Arms Export Control Act or is there 
not one now? 


nN Let me take a look at that for you and see 
where it's at. 
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Q Would you, please? Let me ask you something 
else, about the so-called secret agreement. There was an 
item this morning -- 


A Sorry, so-called -- ? 

Q A secret agreement. 

A Secret agreement. 

Q -- by an unnamed official that Israel -- 


I mean, it is going to the article in The New York Times 
of last week -- that Israel is authorized or entitled or 
has the authority to retaliate on Lebanese territory, if 
it perceives its interests or its border accesses tc it 
are threatened or in danger. 





Can you tell us any more about it now, or is it 
still the same? 


A No. It is still a classified document. 
I think what you are referring to is a newspaper report 
Suggesting that Israel had the right of self-defense in 
accordance with international law. I think that was the 
newspaper story. 


Q It was within the land of Lebanon. 


A I don't recall the territory being specified 
in the newspaper report, but, anyway, it is a confidential 
document, and we won't get into it. 


Q Just one more on this, John. If it is 
recognized as self-defense, why does the United States, why 
there should have been something in exchange between the 
United States and Israel or Lebanon and Israel about it? I 
mean, who does not have the right to self-defense? 


A You are raising a general question, and 
you are free to raise a general question, but I am not 
going to talk about any documents that might be confidential 
that are involved in that agreement. 


Q John, is the United States aware of any 
conditions that Syria has made known to it on its with- 
drawal from Lebanon? 


A No. I think the Syrian position on the 
agreement that Israel and Lebanon have signed is clear, 
and as tq the question of a pull-out of Syrian troops, 
I think that those statements are in the public domain, 
too, such as they are. 
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Q From the standpoint of the United States, 
do we see any problem with allowing Syria parallel 
privileges in Lebanese territory to those afforded 
Israel in the agreements? 


A I think that any agreement that might be 
reached between Syria and Israel is a matter for those 
two countries. I think the Secretary of State has said 
that he is aware of legitimate concerns that Syria might 
have, but I presume that these would be a matter for 
discussion between the two countries. 


Q Between Syria and Israel or between Syria 
and Lebanon? 

A I'm sorry. Between Syria and Lebanon. Thank 
you. 

Q John, on the point of the secret agreement, 


CBS had the item that a U.S. official, unnamed, said some- 
thing to the effect of what my colleague was asking. 


Isn't this an infringement on the territorial 
integrity of Lebanon to allow hot pursuit? I can't under- 
stand it is hot pursuit for the supposedly terrorist 
authorities to go inside Lebanon. 


A I realize you are trying to sweeten the 
pill here by injecting an unnamed official beyond a con- 
fidential document, but I am still not going to respond 
to the question. 


Q It was a briefing. In other words, the 
report on CBS was true, I mean, at noon? 


A I am not familiar with it. 


Q John, a follow-up on Hassin's question 
on the legality of the F-16's. If there is an on-going 
investigation on the legality, or lack thereof, or, rather, 
on violation of the export act, then how would that jive 
with the President's decision to release the F-16's under 
the circumstances if the investigation is on-going, 
and could you check on the legality of it? 


A I am sure there is no question of the 
legality of the President's decision, but on the other 
question of an on-going investigation, let me take a 
look and see what we might or might not have on that. 


Q Alan, do you -- 


A I'm John. He's Alan. (Laughter) 
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I know we look alike. (Laughter) 
Q I'm sorry. Call me Sam. 
Q He's got more hair. 
Q Could we have Alan? (Laughter) 


Q John, do you have anything to say about 
whether the United States has renewed its invitation to 
Prime Minister Begin, and whether any date or even 
general time-frame has been set for a visit by Prime 
Minister Begin? 


A No, nothing really beyond what we have said 
before, namely that Prime Minister Begin is always welcome. 
I don't have anything for you on that, but should there be 
something maturing, I think that that would be coming out 
of the White House. 


QO How about something coming on an invitation 
to President Assad, for example? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q John, on a different area, in connection with 
the meeting between the Secretary and Belgian Foreign Minis- 
ter Tindemans, did they discuss the proposed Belgian 
sale of some $200 million of computer software to PRC, or 
could you give us the United States' position on the 
possible transfer of the Bier Company's products to China? 


A I can't tell you what they discussed because 
they went into the meeting just a short while ago, and I 
haven't heard any outcome. But I doubt that we would be 
very specific about the subject matter that they discussed, 
anyway. 


Q Can we get a read-out on that, John? 
A I doubt that we will have a read-out on that. 
Q John, parallel to what was said a couple of 


days ago about what Ambassador Lewis signed with Mr. Shamir 
a letter of understanding, or whatever it is, as part of 
the agreement, can you confirm or deny that such an agree- 
ment or a letter was signed by Mr. Shultz and the Israeli 
Charge d ‘Affaires, when he came here a couple of days ago? 


A No, I can't. 


Q John, do you have anything on Ambassador 
Habib today? Where is he? 
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A He is due to leave Saudi Arabia and should be 
arriving in Cairo about this time, I think, or very shortly. 


Q Has Argentina asked for the extradition of 
Michael Townley? 


A I know that Alan did something on that 


yesterday. 
MR. ROMBERG: Nothing new. 
MR. HUGHES: Nothing new. Go ahead, Peter. 
Q Do you have any reaction to the Post story 


on the subject this morning? 
A To the Townley story? 
fe) Yes. 
A No, nothing beyond what Alan said. 


Q What about the other Post story on Argentina 
with respect to the disappeared Americans? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. fThat is 
the reports that there were three Americans? 


Q I guess there were. 


A The three subjects are Billy Lee Hunt, Jon 
Pirmin Arozarema, and Toni Mota. In the third case, 
although inquiries have been made by U.S. officials to 
the Argentine Government about reports of her disappear- 
ance, Our Embassy has been unable to confirm Miss Mota's 
presence in Argentina, or, indeed, in any of the other 
Latin countries that were listed on her itinerary. 


Our interest in and concern for American citi- 
zens listed among the disappeared is well known to the 
Argentine authorities, to the few families concerned and 
human rights organizations in both countries. 


Our Embassy has consistently pursued all leads 
of new information as they became known. This effort has 
been sustained since the mid-1970's when our Embassy in 
Buenos Aires became actively involved in such efforts on 
behalf of families and relatives about people with 
both a claimed and a substantiated basis of citizenship. 


To the best of our knowledge, the three 
individuals listed in the story represent the total number 
of American citizens listed among the disappeared. 
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Q A couple of follow-ups, then. 


One, does this change our attitude about the 
decree late last month by the Argentine Government that 
the matter of the disappeared is a question solely be- 
tween -- for the people of Argentina to decide with its 
government and the people, or does it raise an inter- 
national issue such as those reflected in the state- 
ments by Italy, France, Spain and the Vatican? 


A I can't answer that as “© ‘:’ cernational 
law. All I can do is indicate our cont -ng interest. 


Q Also, it suggests in this article that 
records with respect to these disappearances, or alleged 
disappearances, were destroyed during the Falklands 
crisis, as part of a general operation with respect 
to our Embassy in Buenos Aires. 


Can you explain what happened? 


A No. I don't have anything beyond what 
I have given you. 


Q Can you look into the question as to why 
numerous Embassy documents bearing on the fates of citizens 
in Argentina would be destroyed? 

A Let me take a look and see what we have got. 

Hold on a minute, I think we have got a little 
amplification on the Townley case. Well, it is that there 
is no new guidance. There is some previous guidance in the 
Press Office. Further questions to Justice. 

Q A related question on Argentina. There has 
been discussion in the House Foreign Affairs Committee that 
the Soviet Union might sell attack aircraft to Argentina 
to offset the trade bill it has for grain. 

Do you have anything on that? 

A No, I don't. 

Could you take the question? 
Whether we would be aware of it? 


Q 
A 
Q Yes. 
A 


Let me see whether we know anything. I 
doubt that we really would have much on that. 
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Q John, do you have anything on the Washington 
Times report suggesting that Libya is meddling in twenty 
Latin American countries? 





A No. 


Q I have a question on the human rights. The 
National Academy of Sciences two days ago called upon 
the Government of Morocco to release a Moroccan scientist 
who is in prison since 1972. 


Do you have any comment, or do you know of any 
parts played by this Department concerning this, please? 


A No, I am afraid I don't. Not a word of it. 


e) John, there are a couple of reports on the 
FBIS today, one from Saudi Arabia and one from Lebanon, 
that suggest that Saudi Arabia has told Lebanon that Syria 
has told Saudi Arabia that it is interested in negotiations 
with Beirut on the subject of troop withdrawals, and that 
there are certain conditions under which Syria will with- 
draw its troops following those negotiations. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. Our position has remained constant. 
We are aware of Syria's position on the agreement, but we 
remain open to the question of a dialogue on that question 
of withdrawal of Syrian forces. 


Q Can I follow that up, on the question of 
Syria, John? 


A Yes. 


Q Since the President said at his news confer- 
ence that Syria would be able to have the same kind of 
relationship with the United States that other Arab states 
have, pursuing that, is Syria able to qualify for American 
economic aid under current regulations? 


A I don't Know about the question of qualifi- 
cation, but I don't think the Administration was speaking 
in terms of an aid program. I think what was in mind was 
the kind of normal social and cultural relationship. I 
think it would be ill-advised if you were thinking of an 
aid program. 
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Q There is no consideration, despite the 
stipulations, I guess, which would preclude that for the 
moment of reconsidering aid to Syria. 


A Not that I am aware of. I think the last 
aid appropriation for Syria was in '79. Now there, I think, 
may still be some aid in the pipeline as a result of that, 
but there has been no new aid voted since '79, and I know 
of no intention that there should be. 


Q There is a bill on the Hill to provide some 
money for building a road that the Syrians want. Do you 
know anything about that? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Can I follow up on that? Could you explain 
the thinking behind what you just said, there being a very 
large aid program to Israel, another one to Egypt, another 
One to Lebanon, and it seems like practically every country 
in the Middle East has some kind of U.S. aid program, if 
they don't have oil. 


Why is the Administration not thinking of an aid 
program to Syria? 


A I would have to do a little more research 
for you and provide some specific language, Don, but I 
don't think there is any question of any aid program under 
consideration at the moment. But as for the rationaliza- 
tion, I would have to get some language for you. I don't 
have it in my head. 


Q I would appreciate it if you could get 
some language. 


A Okay. 

Q John, in that connection, just yesterday 
Secretary Shultz was asked that question on the Hill, and 
his answer -- he seemed to take his time answering it, 


choosing his words -- and said that when he talked with 
President Assad, they did not discuss any specific aid 
program -- and he underlined the word "specific", and 
then went on to say that he and Assad had talked about 
keeping the door very wide open. 


A I think you would be reading too much 
into what you perceive to be his underlining of the word 
"specific". I don't think he intended to accent "specific". 
There is no consideration of an aid program. 
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Q John, going back to the Afghanistan state- 
ment, you just made very strong charges against the 
Soviet Union on whatever the action is involved there. 


Now, this is a parallel to negotiations for the 
grain exchange, or whatever they sell to the Soviet Union. 


A No, there is no parallel. 


Q You are not making the grain sale as an 
element to be used in trying to the -- 


A No connection. Just we have strong feelings 
about Afghanistan. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing was concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, MAY 23, 1983, 1:01 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Secretaries Shultz and Regan will 
hold an on-the-record briefing in Room 450 of the Old 
Executive Office Building tomorrow at 11:30. Williamsburg 
Summit will be the topic. As a result of the timing of that 
briefing, our own State Department briefing will be at 1:00 
o'clock tomorrow. 


Just a little note, on Thursday, as you know, the 
Secretary is addressing the Foreign Policy Association in 
New York at 1:00 o'clock. We will have that speech piped 
into the briefing room live that day, and there will not be 
a daily State Department briefing on Thursday as a result of 
that. 
What is the subject? 
That is North-South. 
And what time will that be? 
New York? 1:00 o'clock. 


O&A? 


-~ oO »-> Oo ,- oO 


I'm not sure whether he's giving O&A on that 
occasion. I'll have to check that one out for you, too. 


0 Is there any briefing scheduled in connection 
with the speech? 


A With the North-South speech? 
Yes. 
No. 


e) 

A 

0 Will there be an advance text? 
A As always, we will do our best. 
0 


In New York as well? 














A Sure. We will have it just as soon as it's 
ready. 


@) Do you have anything to report on what's 
going on in Mozambique and the border area there with South 
Africa? 


A Not a situation report, but I can tell you 
what our feeling is about that. The United States deplores 
the tragic events in southern Africa over the past several 
days with the attendant loss of life. 


These acts underscore the urgent need to reduce 
tensions gripping the region and bring a halt to the esca- 
lating cycle of violence which serves no useful purpose and 
can only lead to continuing loss of life, damage and 
destruction. 


We have been encouraged by the growing dialogue 
between South Africa and Mozambique of late, exemplified by 
two ministerial-level meetings within the past five months. 


We believe that only through discussions among the 
states of the region can a serious effort be made to address 
and reduce the underlying causes of tensions. 


The United States is working to help find peaceful 
ways to address and resolve the problems of southern Africa. 
We've made known to both South Africa and Mozambique and, 
indeed, to all of the countries of the region our 
willingness to help. 


We are in urgent contact with the governments con- 
cerned to review what further role the United States can 
play to renew progress toward the vital goals of peace and 
Stability in the region. 


0 Specifically, do you have any reaction to the 
reported bombing raid into Mozambique by South Africa? 


A We feel that neither side -- as you know, 
there was the bombing of the Air Force headquarters in 
Pretoria last week, and now there are reports of the action 
today. We feel that neither side was justified in taking 
the action they did, and neither action was justified. 








The United States' policy is to identify and sup- 
port alternatives to cross-border violence, because such 
violence cannot solve the problems of the region. 











0 By saying that, are you indicating that the 
United States believes that Mozambique was responsible for 
this bombing? 


A No. I think there has been an indication on 
the wire today of an admission of involvement in the 
Pretoria bombing by the African National Congress. 


0 But do you equate that with Mozambique in 
some way? 


A I think that the raids were against ANC 
positions -- the South African raids were against ANC 
positions. 


0 Were there any Mozambiquan casualties, to 
your knowledge? 


A I don't know. 


0 But going in the other direction, do you 
think that the Mozambiquans were in any way responsible for 
what happened in South Africa? 


A We're talking about the violence. I think 
the African National Congress today claimed that it was 
responsible for the violence in Pretoria. We're deploring 
the violence on both sides. We're saying neither was 
justified. 


0 Can we first get a copy of the statement that 
you originally read? 


Ay Sure. 


0 And also, then, as a follow-up, are you 
Saying that the explosion on Friday came as a result of a 
cross-border action? 


A No, no. I'm saying that today's raids were 
clearly a cross-border action, and we deplore this the same 
as we did the -- 


0 Do you have information that suggests that 
the perpetrators -- the ANC, if they did it -- of the act on 
Friday resulted from specific cross-border activity? 


A No. 


0 You don't have information like that? 








A No. I'm not saying that. 
0 So South Africa could -- 


A I'm talking about the explosion at the Air 
Force headquarters in Pretoria on Friday, and I'm talking 
about the reports of today's cross-border action by South 
Africa into Mozambique.. 


0 You're condemning cross-border violence here 
A Yes. 
0 But what I want to know is what is cross- 


border about that explosion on Friday? 


A The planes presumably flew across -- I'm not 
talking about Friday. I'm talking about the planes that 
flew cross the border today. 


0 I'm sorry. No. Maybe I'm -- am I just 
obtuse, or does somebody else want to pick this up? 


0 I think there is a question that -- maybe 
we're just not reaching you with the question. The state- 
ment you read appears to attempt to be evenhanded in its 
criticism. 


A Correct. 


0 But it does so by referring to dialogue bet- 
ween states and by referring to cross-border violence. 


A That's right. 


0 I think Jim's question was we all understand 
that today's air raid was a cross-border action -- 


A Right. 


0 -- which you say -- you know, you condemn 
because it was from one state to another. What his question 
is, was Friday's action also a cross-border action which the 
State Department condemns? 


fy We're not making an analysis of whether it 
was cross-border, although the ANC positions attacked today 
clearly were in Mozambique. We're not saying whence the 
attackers came; we're deploring the bombing of Air Force 














headquarters in Pretoria, but we're not making a judgment as 
to where the people who blew that building up came from. 


0 Can I follow that up? 


A Sure. 

0 The statement refers to supporting dialogue 
among states. Does the State Department -- does the U.S. 
Support dialogue among anything other than states? 

fy I don't know quite what you mean by -- 

0 Considering the ANC involvement -- 


A I think we support dialogue with those who 
can eliminate such violence. 


fe) How would a forum among the states take care 
of the question of ANC violence within South Africa? 


4 I think there's a question of sanctuary 
involved. There has been a question of sanctuary. 
Certainly the South Africans see a question of sanctuary 
here. 


0 But do we accept that? Then you're kind of 
indicating that there may have been a cross-border element 
to this raid on Friday. 


4 There may have been. We're not making a 
judgment. 

0 But there may not have been also. Is that 
correct? 

A There may not have been. I mean, I don't 
know whence -- the ANC has claimed responsibility for this, 


but I don't know where the people who are presumed to have 
undertaken the action, where they came from. 


0 Your statement might be less ambiguous if you 
would just strike the word “cross-border" from the state- 
ment. Is that fair? 


A You do have a cross-border situation today. 
We are deploring it. 


0 Yes, but violence applies to both cross- 
border and non-cross-border. 











A It may. You have sanctuaries, and presumably 
people in those sanctuaries may cross borders. We would 
deplore that, too. 


0 What is the assessment by the State 
Department of what this series of events has done to the 
dialogue between Mozambique and South Africa to which you 
referred? 


A I don't know. I think our words today were 
couched in hopeful terms trying to underline to the parties 
the desirability of continuing those negotiations, but I 
can't speculate on what this will do to them. 


e) Do we support talks between the ANC and the 
South African Government leading to elections? 


A I'd have to do a little research for you on 
that. 


0 Could you? 
A Yes. 


0 Another topic: Today the Al Baath, which is 
the daily of the Baath Party in Syria, denounced the 
Lebanon-Israel agreement. They said they have no hidden 
agenda. It's a final rejection. There's nothing more to 
it. 





Do you have any comment on that? 





A No. 

0 Are you still optimistic? 

A Our position is the same as it has been. 

0 Which is? 

A That we hope to engage in the -- to be help- 


ful in the kind of dialogue that would effect the withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


0 Do you have any comment on the violence in 
Lebanon over the weekend? 


A Which -- what are you -- 


0 The kidnappings and the assault on the U.S. 
positions. 





A The grenade attack? You're talking about 
this morning's -- 


0 But also the kidnappings between the 
Maronites and the Druze. 


A We have just a little factual statement on 
this morning's incident which took place about 7:30, I 
think. 


At 7:30 this morning four hand grenades were 
thrown in the vicinity of a joint U.S./MNF/LAF checkpoint. 
One of the grenades exploded. There were no casulaties. 


The LAF responded by deploying a reinforced pla- 
toon into the area, and at about 8:20 the LAF arrested some 
18 suspects and they are presently being held for 
questioning. 


I don't have anything on the weekend bombings. 


0 Today the Maronite Bishop of Sidon and one of 
his priests have been kidnapped allegedly by the Druze mili- 
tiamen. 


The area is controlled by Israeli forces. The two 
factions were fighting for the last three days. They've 
been fighting in an area controlled by the Israeli 
occupiers. 


What do you have to say about this? 


as I don't have anything specifically on that. 
That does seem, however, to underline President Gemayel's 
argument that the sooner foreign forces withdraw from 
Lebanon, the sooner Lebanon can start putting its house in 
Order. 


0 This is philosophy. Can you get down to a 
little bit -- 


A I'm sorry. What are you talking about? 

0 You're giving me a philosophical answer, I 
guess. 

A Was it a philosophical question? 


fe) Would you put the responsibility on the 
Israelis since they are the occupiers under the inter- 
national law? 


























A As I said, I don't have anything specifically 
relating to that subject, and, indeed, I did give you a phi- 
losophical answer. 


0 The Bishop's been released. 
A Okay. 
0 In regard also to the Marines, there's a 


report that some Christian workers fled from some Druze 
Moslems who were attempting to kidnap them and took refuge 
with U.S. Marines. 


Do you have anything on that? 
A No. Don't have anything on that. 


0 Have you got anything today on Prime Minister 
Begin's visit here? 


A No. As I think I said last week, should 
there be anything on that, I think it would come from the 
White House. 


-- MORE -- 




















Q Do you know whether Assistant Secretary 
Enders told some Congressional Committees in the last two or 
three weeks that the freedom fighters will be in control in 
Managua by the end of the year? 


A I think I can give you something on that. 
As you know, it's our usual practice not to respond to 
guestions on intelligence. This, however -- I take it you 
are referring to the Times story this morning -- represents 
an exceptional case. 


On behalf of the Department and the Administration 
as a whole we wish to say the Times' article is an inac- 
curate and misleading account of testimony given by 
Administration witnesses to the relevant committees on the 
implications that it presents of Administration policy 
toward Nicaragua. This Administration respects and will 
respect the Boland Amendment which prohibits actions under- 
taken with the purpose of overthrowing the Nicaraguan 
Government. 


Q Copy, John? 

A Yes. 

Q Are you speaking for Mr. Casey, as well? 

A Yes. 

Q I'm still left up in the air by that state- 
ment. The question was whether or not -- I think the 


question was whether or not U.S. officials believe the 
freedom fighters in Nicaragua will be able to topple the 
Sandinista Government by the end of this year, not whether 
the U.S. is doing anything that has anything to do with 
(inaudible) matters. 


A Now, there are two questions. Now, you're 
talking about the second question, which is an analytical 
and a hypothetical question. 


Q It's the substance of the story; it's the 
gist of the story. 


a I'm not going to have anything for you on 
that as it was in closed testimony. But insofar as any 
Suggestion that we are not observing the law, that is not 
correct. Our policy is to observe the law. None of the 
testimony that was offered was inconsistent with that position. 
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Q So the thrust of your statement today is, if 
a reader got the inference from that Times article that the 
United States was supporting forces for the purposes of 
overthrowing the Government of Nicaragua, they would be 
incorrect? 


A That is correct. 

Q But you're not saying -- you're not specifi- 
cally denying either Enders or Casey having indicated to 
people on the Hill that anti-Sandinista forces could win by 
the end of the year? 

A Not denying; just not commenting. 

Q You're no commenting on that part? 

A That's right. You got it. 

Q The words “misleading” and “inaccurate" do 
not apply to that aspect of the story; it only applies to 
the aspect that deals with the legality of what the U.S. is 
doing? 


A Correct. 


Q Why aren't you commenting on the first part 
-- that is to say, the lead of the Times story? 





A Because that's an analytical question. What 
we're refuting here, which is somewhat contrary to the posi- 
tion we usually take on closed testimony, is a misleading 
impression that Administration officials suggested that this 
Administration was involved in activities to overthrow that 
government. 





0 If you put Enders aside for a moment, is it 
the Administration's view that there's a good chance that 
the anti-Sandinistas could be in power in Managua by the end 
of the year? 


A That's what I told you we weren't commenting 
on. 


Q That's the main thrust of the story which 
you just said is in accurate and misleading. 


A No. What we are talking about is U.S. 
involvement in the overthrow of that government. 


Q The story didn't say that they said that the 
U.S. was planning the overthrow or anything. 
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A You have-‘a good clarification of our 
position. eee 

Q So long as you're commenting on one part of 
closed testimony, why don't you just shoot the works? 
(Laughter) 

A It's very tempting, but I think I will -- 

@) What it quotes is, it said these two gentle- 


men made predictions. That's not hypothetical. Did they 
make such a prediction? 


A That's closed testimony, and I'm not going 
to get into that. We are simply correcting what we consider 
to be a misunderstanding, misleading -- 


Q Can we have a sitrep on the situation in 


Nicaragua, sort of like the one we had on Afghanistan the 
other day? 

A I will certainly convey that request. 

Q On the same area, there's a report in the 


Evans & Novak column that General Alvarez of Honduras was 
here last week. Did he speak with anybody in this building? 


A Yes. I think he svoke with Enders. 
Q Is there any readout on that? 
A No. He was here on an unofficial visit, but 


I think he saw -- he certainly saw Assistant Secretary Enders 
in this building. I think he may have seen people at DOD. 


Q Last week we asked a question about the on- 
going investigation into the legality or the lack thereof of 
the use of Israeli weapons, and you said you would look into 
that. 


A Yes, I think we do have something posted on 
that for you. Why don't you check with the Press Office. 





Q Okay. Another thing, where is Habib now? 
q Habib is in Beirut today. 
Q You don't know how long he'll be staving 


there? 


fy Don't know how long he'll be there. 























Q I have a question on Lebanon, John. Does 
the United States take a position on Israel and Lebanon 
Signing a formal peace treaty? 


A That's an academic situation. What they 
have signed is an agreement. 


Q What's the question? 


A Do we have a position on the signing of a 
peace treaty. 


QO Well, on that academic question, does the 
United States take a position? 


A I think we would take the position we have 
taken in the past, that should the parties, at an 
appropriate time, decide to engage in discussions for a real 
peace treaty with which both were happy, comfortable, that 
would be up to them. 


Q Back on Central America. Do you have any 
comment on suggestions from several quarters that the number 
of U.S. advisors in El Salvador is insufficient and will 
have to be raised? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the suggestions 
either from General Nutting or from Senator Goldwater about 
sending troops to El Salvador? 


Ay I think the White House really responded to 
that this morning, but there's no thought of sending 
American combat troops to Central America. They haven't 
been asked for, they're not needed, and the President has 
made that point on a number of occasions. All our neighbors 
are asking of us is assistance in training and arms to pro- 
tect themselves while they build a better and freer life, so 
nothing to that. 


Q Further south, John, do you have anything on 
the apparent expulsion of some U.S. diplomats from Guyana? 


Ay I think I might have something on that. No, 
I don't. I misread something here. I don't have 
anything on that. Sorry. 


Q Anything new with our relations with Poland? 
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A I think the White House pretty much applied 
itself to that this morning. The United States is certainly 
discussing and reviewing with its Allies the current 
situation in Poland. If there are changes and recon- 
ciliation in that country, we're certainly prepared to take 
actions that would further economic development and other 
progress in Poland, but there's no change in U.S. policy. 
We're where we have been all along: discussing it and 
reviewing it with the Allies. 


0 You say there are changes or if there are 
changes? 

A If they are changes. 

0 Can I follow up on that? Can you explain 


why Mr. Burt suggested to a meeting of NATO political direc- 
tors that they ought to consider ways to change the sanc- 
tions levied against Poland? 


4 I'm not confirming or denying what Rick Burt 
may have done, but it seems to me that if there had been 
such discussions they would be in line with the kind of con- 
sultation that I've suggested might be taking place. 


0 But this goes a little bit beyond con- 
Sultation when you suggest that you work out a plan for 
taking a certain action. 


Let me put it this way: Was anything that he 
might have done along those lines something that the 
Department and the Administration, as a whole, had decided 
to do or is the European Affairs Bureau capable of taking 
such an initiative on its own hook? 


A I think that you're suggesting that we are 
in a decision-taking mode rather than a mode of discussion 
and consultation. The Polish situation has been going a 
long time. There have been all kinds of developments, some 
positive and some negative. You have the Pope's visit 
coming up. It seems to me not unreasonable that the 
Administration might look at the situation and consider 
possibilities, dependent on actions. 


0 What kind of possibilities? The gradual 
lifting of sanctions, which is the issue? 


sy Well, I assume that that is something. If 
you look over the long haul, if you do contingency planning 
over the long haul, I suppose you would look at the possibi- 
lity of changes in Poland and decide how you would respond 
to them. 
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Q John, before you said that there's been no 
change and whatever discussions have been taking place have 
been the same kind of discussions taking place since 
December of ‘8l. 





A That's right. 

Q Is that what you're saying? 

A Yes, I'm saying -- 

Q You mean, since December of '81, when the 


sanctions were imposed, there have been discussions with the 
Allies about lifting them? 


A No, I'm not saying that. But I would think 
that there is thinking about how you respond to various 
developments in Poland, and that thinking has been going on 
Over a substantial period of time. 


Q Does that thinking now include the gradual 
lifting of sanctions, depending on what happens when the 
Pope travels there? 


A I said I wasn't going to get into the detail 
of any discussions that Mr. Burt might have had. But if he 
had had such discussions, they would be within the framework 
of the language I just used. 


Q And that the discussions of the last two or 
three weeks, you are saying, are the same kinds of 
discussions on the same options that have been taking place 
since December of '81? 


A If I get into that, then I'd be telling you 
what he talked about, if he did talk about anything. 


Q That's what you said before. Just on the 
surface, it makes utterly no sense so I was just wondering 
if you wanted to stick with that. 


A I think I'll stick with it. 


Q Is there some anticipation that at the 
forthcoming meeting of the NATO Foreign Ministers a new 
position will be taken with regard to Poland? 


Ay I don't know about a new position, but it 
seems to me that it would not be unreasonable that the kind of 
consultation and discussion that has been going on might go 
on in that forum. 
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@) I wanted to get back to Jim's question about 
an Israeli-Lebanese peace treaty. At the Secretary's first 
press conference he was asked if he favored it and he said 
he did; and he was asked if the United States would actively 
work towards one, and he said it would. I was wondering if 
‘that was still operative policy? — 


A I think you have to see that statement 
within the framework of this feeling that that would take 
place at a time the governments of both countries were eager 
to pursue it, and that it would be a real and meaningful 
peace treaty. I think that's been our position. 

~, 


8) A clarification: I don't know if you mean 
to call it a “peace treaty." Is that really what it is? Is 
it a peace treaty? 


A Is the agreement that Lebanon and Israel 


signed a peace treaty? 

6) Is what Lebanon and Israel signed a peace 
treaty? | ‘ 

A It's an agreement. 

0) But you keep calling it a peace treaty and I 
was -- 

A No, I don't keep calling it a peace treaty. 


People keep asking me whether, succeeding that, there is 
likely to be a peace treaty. | 


0) Oh. But actually you answered the question 
of Jim earlier -- peace treaty -- 


A No, no. I'm not confusing the agreement 
that is signed between Israel and Lebanon with a peace 
treaty, and neither should you. 


0 Do you have a statement on Pinochet's 
declaration that there would be no elections in Chile until 
1989? 


A No. 

8) Could you look into whether we have a posi- 
tion on that? 

A Okay. 

0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:25 P.M.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #90 


TUESDAY, MAY 24, 1983, 1:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A housekeeping 
announcement. Available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian 
Affairs, Nicholas Veliotes, before the House Appropriations 
Committee. That's testimony he's giving at 1:30 today. The 
Subject is FY-84 Foreign Assistance. I'm afraid that's all 
I have for you. 


0 Do you have anything on frictions between the 
United States and Panama as reported in the Times this 
morning? 


A No, I really don't, but I think DOD had a 
Statement to make which they did make earlier today. I 
guess I'd refer you to the Department of Defense on that. 


0 On all that was in the article, on every 
little item? You don't want to comment on anything? 


A I don't know how full their statement was. 
0 It was three sentences. 
a It was three sentences? Certainly, the use 


of Howard Air Force Base and other military facilities in 
Panama is in full accordance with agreements we have with 
the Government of Panama, but as for details of the story 
mentioned this morning, I guess I'd still refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


0 Could you address the issue of whether or 
not there are any strains in the U.S.-Panamanian relationship 
because of the use of Howard Air Force Base? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
fe) You have not had any indications from the 


Panamanian Government that they are concerned to the extent 
to which that base is being used? 


A No. 
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@) Can you give us a situation report on Colonel 
Quaddafi's tongue? 


A. Colonel Quaddafi's tongue? (Laughter) Do 
you want to be a little more specific? 


@) No, I don't have any more specific question. 
A Then I don't have any specific comment. 


0 Do you have anything there on this PLO mutiny 
in the Bekaa? 


A No, I don't. 


e) What about the request, the seeming request 
by President Gemayel for increased Multinational Forces in 
the area where kidnappings have been taking place in Lebanon? 


pat All I saw was a wire service report this 
morning, and I certainly don't wish to denigrate a wire ser- 
vice report, but that's all we have seen. I have seen 
nothing beyond that. There certainly is no official request 
that I'm aware of. 


@) And no intention, as yet, for the U.S. 
Government to beef up its own troops in the area that you 
know of? 


A No. On the MNF we stand where we have been 
all along, namely, when we see a plan for a troop pullout 
from Lebanon, we would examine at that time whether a dif- 
ferent deployment of the MNF is called for, a different 
deployment of the American contingent in the MNF, and 
whether more American troops are needed. It's a hypotheti- 
cal situation. 


0 A few days ago you said that the matter of 
Saad Haddad will be decided by the Lebanese Government, or 
it was left up to the Lebanese Government. Do you consider 
that this matter has been settled or what is the status of 
Saad Haddad after -- 


A I don't know. You'll have to ask the 
Lebanese Government. 


0 It was left up to them only. I mean, you 
have no side in deciding what will happen with him or the 
Israelis? 


A That's a Lebanese Government decision, and 
they will make whatever decisions they -- they will imple- 
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ment whatever decisions they may make at whatever time they 
see fit. 


@) Do you have anything at all, John? 


A No. 


0 Do you have anything on the reported Chinese 
protest against Pan Am flying to Taipei? 


A Only a very brief comment, namely, that 
Ambassador Hummel met with the Chinese last Friday to 
discuss civil aviation matters, but I'm not able to get into 
the substance of his exchange. You see, we did have something 
after all. 





fe) John, I haven't been here for a few days. 
You don't have anything substantive on MFN for Romania? 


A No. 


0 Do you know when that decision is to be made? 
There's a deadline. 


A We have some guidance from about three days 
ago, and there's nothing beyond that. 





fe) Do you know when a decision on MFN -- it's 
next month sometime, right? 


A I think June is the actual cutoff point, yes. 


0 Do you have any plans to hire Vladimir 
Danchev of Radio Moscow? 


A No, I haven't heard his name bruited about 
as a candidate for anything. 


0 Any reaction to those Moscow radio reports on 
Afghanistan? 
A No. 


-~-MORE-- 














0 Do you have anything on the reported truce in 
Afghanistan? 
A Yes, I do have something on that. Basically, 


that's a fairly old story. We've been aware for some time of 
reports From many sources that Panjsher Valley resistance leader, 
Masud, may have worked out some sort of ceasefire with the 
Soviets. It's difficult to know what the terms are or what it 
may mean in this struggle against the Soviet invaders, but it 
seems clear from all reports that there is no current Fighting 
in the Panjsher. This valley, about 80 kilometers to the 
northeast of Kabul, was the scene of the heaviest and most 
publicized fighting between the Soviet and Democratic 
Republic of Afghanistan Armed Forces and the Afghanistan muja- 
hidin last year during the spring and summer campaigns. 


As we stated last Friday, reports continue to reach 
us Of extremely heavy and brutal Soviet bombing and fighting 
in various areas of Afghanistan, especially around Herat. In 
Spite of this, the Soviets appear unsuccessful in their 
attempts to break the back of the mujahidin. 


Our outrage at the loss of civilian life grows, and 
the Soviets are aware of our continuing concern. Surely, all 
the world must demand an end through a negotiated political 
settlement of the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, the sole 
cause of the destruction and suffering of the Afghan people. 


0 I didn't understand. Are you confirming 
something? 


A What we're saying is that the activity by the 
Soviets continues despite this ceasefire. 


fe) Are you confirming that such an agreement was 
reached, or are you only saying that you imply an agreement 
from the reports that there hasn't been any fighting? 


A That's what I'm saying. We've been aware for 
some time of reports from many sources that they may have 
worked out a ceasefire. 


Do you know when it took effect? 


Q 

4 I do not, no. 

Q Could you look into it? 
A 


We may be able to pin it down a little -- sure. 














QO John, is it the first sort of ceasefire there? 
A I don't know, Bernie. 

0 Can we have a copy of your statement? 

A Sure. 

fe) Can you be any more specific about the U.S. 


claims of intense bombing, about either the sources of the 
reports or the sorties, or anything like that? 


A No, I can't really. I thought we were fairly 
specific last Friday. 


@) You said that perhaps hundreds may have been 
killed, probably thousands. That's a pretty big range. 


A If we can produce anything more specific, we'll 
be glad to. We'll take a look at it. 


0 I don't suppose you respect this very much -- 
and perhaps neither do I -- but the Afghan Government, of 
course, came out with a routine denial yesterday. That's why 
I was asking you, is there any way you could suggest to us 
that one statement would be any more reliable than the other? 


A I would think that there wouldn't be much -- 
Well, I shouldn't say that. 


(Laughter) 
fe) Good question. 
A We're confident of the veracity of our state- 


ment and our assessment; but let me see if there isn't anything 
more specific we can give you. 


0 Do you have anything on the statement of the 
Government of Mozambique that they will continue to provide 
facilites to the ANC, or anything after the raid since 
yesterday? 


A No, not really beyond what we did yesterday. 


e) Or anything more on the reported expulsion by 
the Guyana Government of two U.S. officials? 








A Yes, we do have something on that. We're not 
going to get into the diplomatic exchanges that might be going 
on between our two governments on that question, but allega- 
tions were made that two U.S. Embassy officers were engaged in 
improper political activities in the town of Linden. The fact 
is, those allegations are without foundation. 


In keeping with the normal practice of visits on a 
periodic basis, two of our diplomats visited Linden on May 16. 
They met with bauxite mining officials and also attempted, 
without success, to call on the regional chairman of the 
Ruling People's National Congress Party. A protest by bauxite 
workers over food shortages began more than a week before that 
visit by U.S. diplomats. 


0 This is what you had on Sunday. You don't know 
whether anyone is coming home? 


A No. I don't have anything for you on that. 

0 A few days ago officials met with the leaders 
of the American Jewish Committee here in the State 
Department -- 

A I'm sorry. I didn't get the beginning. 

0 Officials, State Department officials, met a 
few days ago with leaders of the American Jewish Committee. 
Are there any plans of meeting with the Arab-American 
Committee? 

A Yes, there sure are. And indeed, such meetings 
may have taken place. I'm not quite sure. But certainly 
corresponding groups are coming in from the Arab community. 

0 Can we get more information on that? 

A Yes. We'll dig out the details for you. 

0 On Guyana, has the Department decided not to 
address the question of whether they are being expelled, or is 
it you just don't know? 


A It's just a question that we're not going to 
get into the situation where it stands at the moment. 


9) Normally, you do in such cases. 


A O.K. normally, we might do. But at the moment, 
we're not going to get into it. 














Q Does that mean at the moment nobody has been 
recalled or transferred or come out? 


A Why don't we just leave it that we are in 
diplomatic consultations with that government, and I don't have 
anything for you at the moment. 


0 John, Habib? 


A Habib is in Beirut and has no plans, that I 
know of, to leave there in the next day or so. 


Q Any change in the Syria non-invitation? 
A No. 
6) Do you have any statement with respect to Karen 


de Young's article in The Post today? 





A No. 


Q The Israelis are saying that Prime Minister 
Begin will definitely be here the middle of June. Are we 
confirming it or -- 


A No. We're not confirming it, but as I said, 
there has been discussion about the Prime Minister coming 
here; he's welcome. But there is no specific date set that 
I'm aware of. 


fe) Anything new on that cross-border warfare 
Situation in southern Africa? 


A No. 
Q Or anything on southern Africa? 
A No. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:13 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 25, 1983, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
housekeeping announcements. Just a reminder that there will 
be no daily press briefing tomorrow, Thursday. The briefing 
also will not take place on Friday due to the Economic 
Summit in Williamsburg. And, as Monday is a Federal holiday, 
there will be no briefing on Monday either, a long weekend. 


The Press Office will be closed on Monday, but 
will operate on the Sunday schedule. 


: Although the usual briefing will not be held at 
noon, there will be a background briefing on the Secretary's 
North-South speech before the Foreign Policy Association. 
We do expect to have that speech available on an embargoed 
basis tomorrow morning in the Press Office. 


For foreign correspondents there will also be a 
background briefing at the Foreign Press Center at 10:30. 
That's the Foreign Press Center at 10:30; here at noon, 
there's the North-South speech. 


0 How about in New York? 

A No plans to. 

0 Those of us who go to New York to cover the 
speech will be unbriefed? 

A You'll probably know more about it than the 
briefer. 

0 What time will he give the speech, John? 

A About 1:00 p.m. I think it's piped in here 
at 1:00. 


8) Is there a Q&A? 








— 


A There is a O&A for members of the Foreign 
Policy Association. They get to ask questions. 


The Secretary will be traveling to Paris, June 7 
to 10, to attend the NATO Ministerial meeting. There's a 
Sign-up sheet in the Press Office for those of you who are 
interested in applying for a seat on the plane. The sign-up 
sheet will be taken down, applications closed promptly at 
noon on Tuesday, May 3l. 


fe) It's just Paris, no place else? 


A It's just Paris. He's not going anywhere 
else. He'll leave on Tuesday, come back on Friday night. 


Also, tomorrow, 2:30 in this Briefing Room, there 
will be a background briefing on Premier Nakasone's visit. 


0 What time is it? 
A That is 2:30 tomorrow, here. 


While Secretary Shultz is in New York 
tomorrow, he will meet with the Foreign Ministers of the 
Front Line States. That's Angola, Botswana, Mozambique, 
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe. 


In addition, he'll meet with Mr. Sam Nujoma, 
President of the South West Africa People's Organization. 
Finally, he will be talking with Zairian Foreign Minister 
Kamada wa Kamanda, who is serving this month as President of 
the U.N. Secretary Council. 


The Secretary will be discussing with the Front 
Line States' foreign ministers the state of play in the 
negotiations to secure independence for Namibia. His 
meeting with Mr. Nujoma is in the same context. Those 
meetings will be held at the United Nations Plaza Hotel. 


The Press Office for the Secretary will be in Room 
3528 of the U.N. Plaza, and you can reach Darlene Kirk, who 
will cover the office at 355-3400, Extension 3528. That's 
the U.N. Plaza Hotel, Extension 3528. 


fe) Will you be briefing after these meetings? 











A Yes, I think I'll do something after the 
meetings. 

0 It will be late afternoon? 

Ay It'll be late afternoon, early evening. 


We are also making available in the Press Office, 
right after this briefing, a statement concerning a request 
by the United States that Cuba take back certain Cuban 
nationals who came to the United States during the Mariel 
boatlift of 1980. If you have any questions or queries 
about this statement, you should be in touch with ARA Press 
Office at 632-2391. That's the ARA Press Office, 632-2391. 


That's about it. I'll be glad to take to take 
your questions. 


fe) Do you have the statement itself; can you 
read it? 


A It's a long statement. I'm not going to 
read it. You can pick it up in the Press Office afterwards. 


0 But it's a request as opposed to -- 


A It tells of a meeting between Secretary 
Enders, I think, yesterday and the head of the Cuban 
Interests Section, making our request and telling what 
action we will then take. 


0 Was that a cordial meeting? 


A It was a businesslike meeting; businesslike 
and brief, I think. 


0 John, do you have anything on a reported 
encounter over Lebanon between Syrian and Israeli jets? 


Ay A little. The situation is not really 

Clear. As you know, there are conflicting reports. We've 
seen those reports. We cannot confirm them. If they are 
true, they point up the continued danger and tension brought 
about by the presence in Lebanon of external forces. Such 
incidents are counterproductive to the efforts undertaken 
the United States and countries in the region and elsewhere 
interested in achieving the expeditious withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon and restoring stability to that 
country. We urge all parties to exercise full restraint. 
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@) What can you not confirm -- that there was a 
clash or that the -- 


A Obviously, there were aircraft in the sky. 
We cannot confirm the firing of the missiles. 


@) And you do confirm that they were Syrians 
and Israelis? 


A We can confirm that there were Syrian and 
Israeli aircraft in the air, yes. There's no question about 
that. 


e) In light of the treaty or agreement that was 
signed, how do these Israeli overflights fit within that? 
I mean, are they legitimate and legal by the United States? 


A There's no relationship to the agreement 
because the agreement is not in force yet. 


e) Regardless, how do you view those 
overflights by the Israeli Air Force over Syrian-controlled 
Lebanese area? 


A You have certain realities. You have 
Israeli forces occupying southern Lebanon; you have Syrian 
forces in Lebanon. While that continues you have the danger 
of confrontation on the ground or in the air. 


@) Israel states, John, that it is necessary 
for its security. Do you agree with that? Do you see that 
as -- 


A I'm not getting into what they're doing now 
or what the difference that there might be when the 
agreement is in force. I think the facts speak for them- 


selves. 


You have a situation where you have forces almost 
nose-to-nose, and you have aircraft in the area, and that is 
not a good situation. 


@) Are you saying that it is because the 
agreement is not in force? I mean, the agreement was 
signed by both parties. 


A Yes, but I think the instruments of ratifi- 
cation have not yet be exchanged. 


@) And once it is, will such flights be -- 




















A I'll let the two parties explain what that 
means. 

0 So it's up to the two parties, then? 

A Yes. 

e) The Pakistani Foreign Minister is meeting 


with the Secretary this afternoon. 


A Yes. 
e) Do you know what the talks are focused on? 
A I think he actually was in this morning. 


The Foreign Minister is visiting the capitals of the 
Security Council's permanent members to brief them on the 


results of the latest round of U.N.-sponsored indirect talks 


on the Afghanistan crisis, and his visit to Washington at 
this time is part of that mission. 


In his meeting with the Foreign Minister, 
Secretary Shultz reiterated U.S. support of the U.N. nego- 
tiations and U.S. support for the applicable U.N. resolu- 
tions, which call for total Soviet troop withdrawal, an 
independent non-aligned Afghanistan, free of outside inter- 
ference, Afghan self-determination and return of the refu- 
gees with safety and honor. 


This has been the consistent U.S. position. 


0 John, any bilateral questions brought up? 

A I'm sure there were. 

0 Can you give any indication -- 

A I don't have a readout on them. 

0 Is Ambassador Draper coming home tomorrow 
and, if so, why? 

A Yes, I think he'll be home tomorrow, more or 


less on schedule. I think he'll probably take a few days 
off, and then be in the Department for consultations. 


@) And Ambassador Habib? 


A No. Habib is in Beirut, and for the moment 
will stay there. 


--MORE-- 











@) John, can you tell us whether in connection 
with the Syrian-Israeli confrontation today, even though the 
agreement is not in effect -- is not technically in effect 
yet -- can you tell us whether Israeli complied with the 
| terms of what will be the agreement; that is to say, notify 
| Lebanon in advance? Have they scheduled the points? 





A I don't know; I have no idea. 


@) There have been reports that Secretary Shultz 
extended an invitation to Syrian Foreign Minister Khaddan. 
Is this true; and, if so, when? 


A I think certainly not in the sense of a for- 
mal invitation. If you mean when he was in Syria did he 
Suggest that Foreign Minister Khaddam was always welcome in 
the United States; yes, but I do not have anything beyond that. 





0) John, can you say what developments there 
may be in the provision of high technology to China? 


A Yes, I can. I think you have most of this 
guidance, but let me just repeat it. 


Over the past two years, this Administration has 
taken numerous steps to expedite and to raise the level of 
U.S. dual-use exports to China in order to respond to the 
needs of U.S. business and to support Chinese economic 
modernization. 


For the past several months, the Administration 
has been further reviewing its policy. This review has led 
to a decision in principle to improve administrative and 
procedural aspects of our export controls in order to make 
those controls reflect more accurately our relationship with 
China. When details of these improvements have been finally 
worked out, an appropriate announcement will be made. 


0) Can I have a copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 

@) John, on the Damascus visit, it's my 
understanding that the Secretary said something along the 
lines of Khaddam having . in the United States on two 
Arab League missions, bu_ ~ er having been here as a Syrian 


Foreign Minister and that he was always welcome to come in 
his own right. 


A Yes, sure. 











0 Is it now in his own ballpark to explore the 
possibility of arranging dates or is it up to the Secretary 
to suggest -- 


A You know how those meetings get scheduled, 
I don't know. It's kind of hard to say in whose ballpark it 
is, but you're absolutely correct in your recollection. The 
Secretary did say the Foreign Minister of Syria was always 
welcome, and he'd be happy to see him in Washington, but I 
don't think it's gone beyond that on either side. 


@) There's been no -- 
A No. 
) -- feeling now with the prospect on the 


Syrians coming? 
A No, not to my knowledge. 


0 John, there is a report that I just heard 
that Prime Minister Begin sent a letter to President Reagan 
articulating, complaining, bringing to the President's 
attention, the increased armaments, as he calls them, in the 
Bekaa by Syria, that he believes, would increase the ten- 
sion. Can you confirm the receipt of such a letter? 


ry As you know, we don't get into Presidential 
letters back and forth. I mean, it would be logical that 
there would have been correspondence, I suppose, between the 
President and Prime Minister following the agreement between 
Lebanon and Israel. 


Obviously, Israel is concerned about developments 
in Syria and involving Syrians in Lebanon, but I'm not going 
to get into any of the details of any correspondence that 
might or might not have taken place. 


0 Not details, just the receipt of a recent 
letter. 


A I wouldn't steal you away from the idea that 
there has been an exchange of correspondence; it would be 
logical. 


0 John, you said earlier when you answered the 
question about the overflights or the dogfight, that you 
urge all parties to exercise restraint. Can you also apply 
this asking of both parties or all parties to exercise 





restraint in the matter of the overflight and recon- 
naissance flight, because this heightened the tension and 
increased the instability in the area. Why aren't you 
addressing this question because you refuse to get into the 
agreement or disagreement about Israel's overflights? 


A I'm not sure I get the drift of your 
question. 


0 You said that -- 
A We're always for restraint. 


0 Including the overflights, including the 
reconnaissance flights? Can you answer this? 


A I'm not talking about the agreement which is 
not in effect. I'm talking about the situation as it exists 
today. 


fe) My colleague asked you whether if -- Israel 
is saying this morning that they would continue their recon- 
naissance flights over Lebanon or in that area, or in the 
Bekaa; so by insisting and continuing these overflights and 
reconnaissance flights, this is heightening the tension in 
the area instead of -- you are asking them to exercise 
restraint in Fighting each other, it looks like, but you 
are not asking them to stop overflights. 


A What we're asking is for a withdrawal of all 
foreign troops. You have certain realities while you have 
troops there. You're probably going to have aircraft move- 
ments. If troops were up there, then you maybe have a dif- 
ferent situation. 


0 If there are forces which are occupying a 
part of Lebanon -- which are -- and they have the normal 
routine of flying, it's different from intentionally 
overflying other people's area and trying to reconnaissance. 


So routinely it is acceptable, but it is not a 
new situation -- even with the presence of occupying forces 
there. 














A No, but you have certain realities. You have 
troops on both sides, and you have air cover or air patrols 
taking place. 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
differences between the U.S. Government and Egypt concerning 
the Ras Banas base? 


A No, nothing beyond what I gave you earlier in 
the week, or whenever it was -- a few days ago. 
fe) John, can you tell us anything about whether 


the Administration is in fact negotiating with Congress over 
some plan to deal with the vote on Nicaragua aid? 


A No. Consultations have been taking place 
with a number of Congressional committees, but I don't think 
it would be appropriate for us to get into the details until 
there's some conclusion to those negotiations, discussions, 
consultations. 


0 Can you confirm that Mr. Enders has sent to 
the Hill a draft of a proposal calling for Congress to be 
able to exercise a veto over the Nicaraguan operation by a 
joint resolution adopted by Congress? 


A I can't confirm that he's sent a draft, but 
it would be logical that Mr. Enders would have been involved 
in these consultations. 


0 John, let me just -- 


0 Wait a minute. Are you confirming the con- 
tent of the draft as spelled out anyway? 


A No. I'm confirming that there have been con- 
Sultations and that Mr. Enders would logically have been 
involved in them. 


0 Is there anything either misleading or inac- 
Curate about the account by Phillip Taubman in the New York 





Times today about what the Administration is saying to 


Congress? 


A I must confess I would have to go back and 
read it more carefully, but I think we have said rather spe- 
cifically what we have felt about the issue covered in that 
story. 


0 John, did you make public the Dobrynin 
meeting with the Secretary last week? 
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A I honestly don't know whether we did make 
public the Dobrynin meeting, but there's no problem about -- 
I can't remember what day such a meeting took place. 


0 Do you know whether at the meeting a Gromyko 
meeting was discussed between the Secretary and -- 


7 A I do not know whether such a meeting was 
discussed. I'm not aware of it. 


0 Could you take the question of whether there are 
any discussions about it? 


A I would doubt that we would confirm what the 
Secretary and Ambassador Dobrynin had discussed. 


0 John, I want to go back to the "certain 
realities" that you mentioned earlier of occupying forces. 
Would you consider the "certain realities" applicable to the 
Syrian overflights over that area of the Bekaa Valley while 
trying to protect their government? 


A We think Lebanon is a sovereign, independent 
country; we think it ought to be able to operate as a 
sovereign, independent country, being in control of its own 
territory and its own borders. That's what we're working 
towards. 


That involves the speediest possible withdrawal of 
all foreign forces. We have an agreement between Israel and 
Lebanon. We're looking for a similar kind of understanding 
Or agreement between Lebanon and Syria which would permit 
Syrian forces and the PLO to withdraw. We believe that when 
the withdrawal of those forces has taken place, the danger 
of such confrontations as may have taken place today in the 
air, or on the ground, would be substantially lessened -- i 
not removed. 


0 John, would you call Syrian surveillance of 
South Lebanon normal, as you did now -- just for the heck of 
it? 


A I really don't think that there's any purpose 
in that. You have certain realities when troops are on the 
ground, when airplanes are flying, and we would prefer that 
they all not be there. 


I'm sure Lebanon would prefer that they all not 
be there. 























ll 


You have certain realities with working to get 
that situation regressed. 


0 John, can we have a copy of that statement? 
A Sure. 
) I have one more. When the Secretary meets 


with the Front Line States, are there any other bilaterals 
scheduled, specifically with the Angolans? 


A No; not to my knowledge. 
0 O.K., thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any response to what appeared, I 
believe, in some Damascus radio broadcast or a Syrian 
newspaper today that indirectly suggested that in a new 
round of fighting, the United States would be targeted as 
well, and there was a suggestion of the Marines. 


A I don't. I might note that as far as the 
area itself is concerned, as I think the Secretary indicated 
over the weekend, we are encouraged that the tensions in the 
area seemed to have eased somewhat over the weekend. 


We, once again, urge the parties to exercise the 
utmost restraint in order to reduce the risk of conflict. 
As we've noted several times during the past week, renewed 
violence serves no ones interest and further complicates 
diplomatic efforts and the achieving of the withdrawal of 
all external forces from Lebanon and the restoration of 
Lebanon's sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


Q In that connection, the same announcement 
from Damascus made reference to rapid deployment force 
maneuvers off the California coast. Do you have any comment 


on that? 


A I'm not aware of the report; I'm not aware of 
what connection was being drawn. In any case, I think I'd 
have to refer you to the Pentagon in terms of maneuvers. 
fe) Is Habib back? 
No. He is in Beirut. 


A 
fe) Is he coming back soon? 
A 


I don't have anything in terms of onward 
plans. As you know, we have not tended to give his schedule 
Out in advance. 


Q Do you have anything on the mutiny in the PLO 
in the Bekaa valley? 











A I don't. 


a Anything about the reports in Damascus about 
seizures of depots, that sort of thing? 


A No, I don't have anything on that at all. 


QO On the Lebanese radio, it says Lebanon made 
approaches to France to mediate in the troop withdrawal 
question. What would be the U.S. attitude to a French 
_mediation? 


A I don't have a ready response to give to you. 
I'm not aware of that particular report. My understanding 
is that there have been some discussions between the 
Lebanese and the Syrians, and that the Lebanese are looking 
forward to perhaps having some further discussions, but I 
don't have any indication to back up the troop withdrawal -- 


Q Would there be any objection to the French 
trying to play a role? 


A I don't see a particular objection to the 
French playing a role, but I'm also not aware that that's 
happening. Obviously, we have remained in very close touch 
with all of our Allies, including particularly the MNF 
contributing nations. 


A French role is not surprising, it seems to me, 
but I don't know of a particular role that I can turn to. 


Q Then a French role wouldn't necessarily 
undercut the U.S. effort, you don't think, at this point? 


A You're asking me to comment on something 
that's quite speculative, and I really am not prepared to go 
into it. I think we're all working towards the same objec- 
tive which is to get all the foreign forces out and help 
Lebanon re-establish it sovereign authority throughout the 
territory of Lebanon. 


As to what particular steps might be the most 
effective, I really am not in a position to say. 


Q A few days ago there was a speech by 
President Mubarak of Egypt in the Sudan where he was 
reported to have criticized for the first time the agreement 
and drawing a difference between Israel's presence in 
Lebanon and that of Syria's. Do you have any comment on 
that? 





A I saw a report. I don't have an official 
response, but I must say I saw a report which indicated that 
that initial report was not accurate, so I would ask you to 
check that out. 


Q Can I ask one other thing? There are reports 
today that Israel is opening new roads in the Bekaa area and 
the mountain areas of Lebanon where they are present to 
minimize the so-called casualties. Do you have any comment 
on this? 


A I'm not aware of the report, so I can't com- 
ment on it. 


Q The Kuawaiti parliament denounced the Lebanese- 
Israeli agreement. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't. 
Q No comment. 


Q Over the last several days, Moshe Arens and 
some other Israeli officials have made public pronouncements 
regarding a possible pre-emptive attack against Syria. Does 
the United States have any position on that? 


A I'm not aware of discussions of pre-emptive 
attack by the Israelis, so I think that would be quite 
speculative. 


Q Just as the Lebanese attack was last summer? 


Can I ask one more on that question? Does Shultz 
expect to last in office any longer than Haig did after he 
helped arrange the attack in Lebanon last year? 


A I think that that's a quite tendentious and 
inappropriate question to be asking. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports from 
Manila that the United States and the Philippines have 
reached a bases agreement? 


A Simply that our discussions with the 
Philippines Government on military bases have gone well, and 
we're hopeful the conclusion of the military base review 
will take place tomorrow. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the funding 
involved in the base agreement? 











A We would be prepared to address future 
security assistance programs with the Philippines when we 
announce the conclusion of the bases review. 


Q Anything on the postponed visit by the 
Israeli Prime Minister to the States? 


A I don't have anything new on that. I think 
it has been addressed here before last week. John talked 
about it a bit; he indicated that the Prime Minister would 
be welcomed at any point but that at that point, and to my 
knowledge, as of this point, there has been nothing specific 
set. 


I'm not steering you away from the likelihood that 
there might be a visit, but I don't have anything specific 
to offer you in terms of how that would be evolving. 


Q Do you have an explanation to three letters 
which were sent last week to the Secretary, Mr. Dam and Mr. 
Veliotes and, I believe the third one, Mr. Richard 
Fairbanks, about the meeting of Arab-American organizations? 
Three organizations refused to attend the meeting due 
to the invitation of the American-Lebanese League, and 
they sent a letter to the Secretary, to the State 
Department. 


Do you have any response, or do you want to check 
on that for me? 


A I don't think I would respond publicly. I'm 
not aware of it, first of all. But if there was a concern, 
I'm sure that there would be a response to whoever wrote -- 


Q I understand that five organizations -- at 
least four organizations broke up the meeting which was 
called by the State Department due to the invitation of the 
American- Lebanese League which is supposed to be outside 
the area of these organizations, if you'll check on that for 
me. 


A I'll look into it. I can't promise you an 
answer because it may come down to a matter of our wanting 
to communicate privately. But in any case, I'll look into 
it. 


Q What is your analysis of the outcome of the 
Hartman-Gromyko meeting? 


4 I don't have an analysis. I understand that 
they did meet for about an hour at Ambassador Hartman's 
request and covered issues of mutual concern. I understand the 
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Ambassador gave to Foreign Minister Gromyko a copy of the 
statement issued in Williamsburg on arms control, but I 


don't have -- 


Q Gromyko repeated the statement that the 
Soviets had issued on the eve of a summit, too, I 
understand. 


A That, I don't know. In any case, I don't 
have a readout, and I don't have an assessment. 


Q On the bilateral issues, was there anything 
on the Middle East at all? 


A I think that we have tended not to try to 
list agenda items when we've had bilateral discussions, for 
the most part, with the Soviets, and I'm going to have to 
leave it at that. 


0 Anything on the travel plans of Ambassador 
Motley or the reassignment of Ambassador Hinton? 


A No. My understanding is that Ambassador 
Motley is still in Brazil. I don't know of immediate travel 
plans for him. 





I have nothing on Ambassador Hinton. I do know 
he's due for home leave sometime soon, but I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q In the letter last week, about the meeting 
with the Arab groups, you also said that American-Jewish 
groups would be meeting. Have they met somebody at the 
State Department, and who did they meet? 


A There was a session that I think John talked 
about -- 


Q With American-Jewish groups? 
A With American-Jewish groups. 
Q Who did they meet? 


A In about the same timeframe. Perhaps a day 
or so before the Arab-American -- 


Q Can you tell us who they met? 











A Let me see what we had on that. I don't have 
it in my head specifically who was involved. You might 
check at the Press Office, and we'll see what we can produce 
for you on that. | 


Q Getting back to Latin America again for a 
moment. First of all, any comment on the offensive by the 
guerrillas in El Salvador that was begun on Friday and 
reported victories today? 


A I don't have anything for you. 
@) Can I follow also, do you have any comment on 


the New York Times editorial on safehaven for Salvadoran 
refugees in the U.S.? 





A I do. We've addressed this issue before, but 
I will give you something on that again. 


Granting of extended voluntary departure requires 
the most careful assessment of the situation of the 
countries concerned. Extended voluntary departure is granted 
by the Attorney General, usually upon the recommendation of 
the Department of State, to aliens in the United States 
based upon an overall assessment of our national interest, 
including foreign policy, immigration policy and humani- 
tarian issues. 


It means that those who would otherwise be 
deported from the United States are permitted to remain 
here. Extended voluntary departure is not appropriate for 
Salvadorans at the present time because it would encourage 
further illegal immigration to the United States from El 
Salvador, a country from which there has long been substan- 
tial illegal immigration. Moreover, Salvadorans in the 
United States passed through other countries before they 
arrived here in which they could have obtained refuge. 


--MORE-- 
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re) Can you tell us whether you have any comment on 
the Contadora conclusion? 
A The Contadora conclusion? In what sense? 
Q The communique that was issued by the Contadora 


Group, I believe today or late yesterday, at the conclusion of 
their meetings in Panama City -- the establishment of a 


commission? 


A I don't have anything for you. 


Q One of the groups belonging to the FDR/FMLN has 
ciaimed responsibility for the death of Commander 
Schaufelberger. One of their spokesmen, Ruben Zamora, is a 
frequent visitor to this city. Will this affect the 
issuance of visas in the future to Zamora, the death of 


Schaufelberger? 


A Let me just comment on the claim. I don't have 
anything to give you on Zamora. Regarding the claimed 
responsibility, we've seen reports to the effect that you 
cite, but at this point, we don't have anything to confirm the 
clain. 


Related to this, we have had reports of an apparent 
change recently in guerrilla tactics, which have been charac- 
terized by executions and assassinations. As an illustration, 
on the evening of May 24, after a lengthy firefight, a com- 
pany of Salvadoran Army personnel surrendered to a signifi- 
cantly larger guerrilla force after the Army unit had run out 
of ammunition. 


Available in the Press Office is a report which has 
been declassified that describes the execution of these 
soldiers by the guerrillas following the army unit's 
Surrender. Many of those executed had been shot in the head 
and their bodies mutiliated. This incident follows closely on 
the heels of a similar execution of soldiers and civil defense 
forces in Cinquera, Cabanas Department, two weeks ago, as 
reported in the press. 


Q Copy of that Alan? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you know or have an analysis of why there is 
this change in tactics? 


A I don't. 

















@) May we have a copy of that Salvador refugee 
statement also? 


A Sure. 


Q Can I ask a question on the Middle East, 
please? There is an article today in The New York Times 
about collective punishment, locking up people on the West 
Bank at 1:00, and children and women are asked to do certain 
things. Do you have any comment on these reports? 





A Without addressing the specific allegations 
contained in the article, I would simply point out that, as is 
well known, we are opposed to collective punishment wherever 
it occurs. For a further readout on our assessment of the 
situation in the occupied territories, I would refer you to 
the 1982 Human Rights Report. 


Q You have no specifics on this particular 
report? 


A I don't have a specific -- 


@) Will somebody be able to look, to verify these 
things in the -- 


A I think I'm going to stand on this. I think 
that what I gave you at the beginning of that -- 


Q I have a point here. The point is that Israel 
is the recipient of about $3 billion a year. I, as an 
American, a reporter, would like to know what this government 
views about these things are -- 


A I gave you a view. 

Q -- instead of citing something from 
1980-something. 

A As I said, as is well known, we are opposed to 


collective punishment wherever it occurs, but I'm not com- 
menting specifically on the allegations in that report. 


Q Do you have anything on the suspension of the 
civil rights in Peru? 


A Yes, I do. The measures taken by the Peruvian 
Government in response to the recent terrorist attacks are 
internal matters of Peru. I would note that the State of 
Emergency declared Monday is within the terms of their 
constitution. 





We, of course, strongly condemn these violent terrorist 
attacks against a friendly democratically-elected govern- 


ment. 


0 Do you have any comment on who is funding the 
guerrillas in Peru? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


QO Alan, earlier on you said that you were 
encouraged that tensions had been somewhat eased, or whatever 
you said, over the weekend, in the Middle East. Can you 
ascribe a reason to it? Why has that happened? 


A I can't ascribe a specific reason other than 
some of the activities that were going on, such as the exer- 
cises the Syrians were conducting have apparently come to a 
halt. 


While we are encouraged by this reduction, I would 
not want to lead you to believe that we are still not 
concerned about the situation. 


0 Has there been any withdrawal of the forces 
from Syria and Israel that were brought in last week? 


A I'm not in a position to confirm that for 
you. I've seen some reports indicating that there ma‘ have 
been some withdrawal of some of the Syrian forces that were 
introduced, but perhaps not all of them. But I can't con- 
firm that. 


fe) What is your estimate on the number of Syrians 
in Lebanon? 


My We haven't been giving an estimate. I don't 
have one at this point. 


Q Aside from the public inability of diplomacy 
so far to get the Syrian forces to agree to pull out, can 
you tell us whether you are equally encouraged on whatever 
we can't see diplomatically leading toward the withdrawal of 
foreign forces. 


A I would say that we are continuing to work the 
problem quite assiduously; others are trying to work the 
problem. We still think that it is an important objective, 
One that is achievable. 
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To go back to what was said at the time that the 
Israeli-Lebanese Agreement was reached, there is obviously a 
lot of hard work to be done. But as we also indicated at 
the time, the risks which are attendant to any action and 
the risks of not withdrawing are higher for all the parties, 
we believe, than the risks of withdrawing. 


6) Have the U.S.-Soviet contacts contributed 
to the lessening of tensions? 


A I don't want to try to make an assessment of 
that sort. We have made clear before that we have indicated 
Our views on the situation to the Soviets and the 
seriousness with which we take the situation there in the 
hope that they would make a positive contribution to the 
reduction of tensions. But I don't think I could take it 
beyond that or try to give you some assessment of whether 
those conversations have been a particular factor here. 


0 Alan, you said others are working on the 
Syrian withdrawal. Were you referring to the Saudis, or did 
you have other people in mind? 


A I don't think I really am in a position to 
try to specify. 


Q Would the Saudis be among them? 


A Why don't you ask the Saudis what they are 
doing? 


Q Can you comment on the story which appeared 
by the Jewish Telegraph Agency that 60 Congressmen signed a 
letter sent to the Ambassador of Syria here in Washington, 
and copies were sent to you? It was a campaign by 
Congressman Gary Ackerman about an Israeli-American soldier 
from Brooklyn who was missing since June of last year. You 
have copies of the letter. 





My second point in this question: Would you show 
the same concern to the fate of these people on the West 
Bank as much as the State Department and the Congress will 
show to the fate of a 20-year-old American-Israeli soldier 
who has been missing since last year? 


A I think the concern about the missing has 
been addressed before. It's one that has been addressed as 
an important issue in the overall resolution of tensions and 
conflict in the region. I think it has been addressed 
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largely in the context of the entire group of people who 
might be concerned on all sides, and I don't think that I 
would care to comment on an individual case. 


e) Without taking me back to the 1982 Report 
of Human Rights which we saw last year, would you read a 
phrase or reiterate your position about this collective 
punishment and this persecution of Palestinians who are 
living on the West Bank and all of this maltreatment that 
they are exposed to daily? 


A I gave you a statement on that. 


fe) Have you determined if there are any Soviet 
advisers with the Syrians in Lebanon? 


A I have nothing really to give you beyond the 
precise statements we've given you on this before. 


re) No change on that at all? 

A I don't have any change. 

Q You're still that precise? 
A That precise. (Laughter) 


8) Just back on El Salvador briefly, this execu- 
tion incident, was that the first -- 


A Which incident? 


fe) I think you said the May 24 incident, exe- 
cution of soldiers. 


A Yes. 


fe) Was that the first evidence that you have of 
this change in tactics? 


A I don't have a history to give you on that. 
I would take from what I have given you that there is per- 
ceived to be a change. Whether that is absolutely the first 
instance of that sort, I can't really say. But I would 
stick with what I've just given you about the indications 
that there seems to be something worth looking at there. 


0 Alan, on the INF statement issued by the 
Department on Saturday, in that statement it made reference 
to the fact that the Soviet alleged moratorium on the 
deployment was not followed. The statement said that we 
note that the deployment has continued last year. 











My question is, does the deployment continue this 
year? 


A In terms of SS-20 deployments? 
Q Right. 


A Yes. I think the Secretary indicated in 
Williamsburg that there is continuing deployment of SS-20s. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


I'm not going to read to you, but I have a rather 
lengthy announcement which is available in the Press Office, 
together with accompanying guidance, on the Philippine base 
agreement. I would simply note that in Manila today, June 
1, the United States and Philippine Government represen- 
tatives signed a Memorandum of Agreement concluding our 
review of the U.S.-Philippine Military Bases Agreement. 
Copies of the Memorandum of Agreement, the joint 
U.S.-Philippine statement, Ambassador Armacost's statement, 
and the text of the letter by President Reagan to President 
Marcos are available in the Press Office, together with a 
more expanded version of this announcement. Let me ask you 
to get that later. 


Second, a statement about yellow rain and the 
articles and stories which appeared about the great bee 
caper. 


0 The what? 


A You haven't been following the news. The 
bees. 


0 Is that a State Department appellation? The 
"great bee caper"? 


A No. That's my appellation. 
0 A bee caper is called a sting. (Laughter) 
A, Thank you. That's very good. 


We've seen the press reports on the hypothesis 
advanced at the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, AAAS, in Detroit that the source of yellow rain 
may be bee excrement. (Laughter) 


The hypothesis that yellow rain, trichothecene 
mycotoxin, may be a natural phenomenon has in fact been 
exhaustively studied and subsequently rejected by respon- 
sible and qualified scientists in and out of government. 











Samples of trichothecene mycotoxin taken from 
actual attack sites comprise only a portion of the total 
body of evidence that toxins are being used as weapons. The 
full range of evidence includes eye-witness accounts of 
attacks by victims, and further testimony by medical and 
relief workers, journalists, defectors, private U.S. and 
foreign citizens, and government officials. 


Data from other samples, human blood and urine and 
tissues analyzed following the autopsy of victims have con- 
firmed the presence of trichothecene mycotoxins. Direct 
interviews with attack victims by medical personnel, infor- 
mation from sensitive intelligence sources, and analysis of 
toxin residues actually found in the area of attack corro- 
borate our conclusions. 


Taken as a whole, this evidence contradicts the 
natural phenomenon hypothesis. It is incorrect to speculate 
and draw conclusions on the basis of a narrow analysis, 
admittedly incomplete, of one limited aspect of a portion of 
the evidence in isolation from the full range of available 
data. 


Specifically, the notion that trichothecene myco- 
toxins originate in bee droppings is proven false by the 
following: One sample residue, droplet, in which toxin was 
present was removed from a rock at an attack site and 
weighed 300 milligrams, certainly more than a bee could 
drop. (Laughter) 


The toxic effects of falling yellow rain have been 
reported to be immediate. The level of toxin causing imme- 
diate debilitating and often fatal effects in humans is cer- 
tainly sufficient to kill a bee. Trichothecene mycotoxin 
affects all living systems. In short, a bee could not sur- 
vive to excrete the toxin. 


The bee speculation ignores the fact that pollen 
was not found to be present in all samples analyzed, 
including three that were found to contain the toxins. 


Yellow rain attacks have been limited in both 
geographical location and to groups resisting the regimes in 
Laos, Kampuchea and Afghanistan. If the occurrence of 
trichothecene mycotoxin were of natural origin, such as from 
bee droppings, toxic effects would surely be more widespread 
in the region, afflicting other areas and groups of people. 
Nothing of the kind has been reported in any of the three 
countries, nor has such a phenomenon been observed in neigh- 
boring countries. 








Our evidence continues to mount that trichothecene 
mycotoxins are being used. We believe that in drawing inde- 
pendent conclusions, people should focus on the entire body 
of evidence. In the face of this persuasive and incrimi- 
nating data drawn from multiple sources, speculation which 
serves to divert attention from the continuing human tragedy 
in Asia does little to contribute to a solution of the 
problem. 


Is that all? 
That is all. 
Could you give me a buzz if you get any more? 


Copies, copies. 


- @& a FF = 


Copies, copies. Yes. 


0 Alan, the study did admit that this was only 
an element of the problem, but your statement doesn't seem 
to indicate that. 


A I think, again, the point of the statement is 
to say that you have to take all of this evidence together, 
and that in fact when you take it -- including this part 


about levels and sites and all the other evidence taken 
together -- it just doesn't hold together that this would be 
the cause. That is the whole point, that you've got to take 
it across -- it isn't to deny that there may be some pollen 
Or not. That is not addressing the specific. It's a 
question of whether this can, in fact, be taken as a refuta- 
tion of the point that's been made now several times about 
yellow rain, and the conclusion is quite clearly that that 
previous evidence stands. 


Q Putting aside for a moment the scientific 
debate over whether or not the conclusion is valid, aren't 
you afraid that the conclusion reached and announced at the 
scientific convention will have the effect worldwide of 
bolstering the skepticism about U.S. evidence on chemical 
weapons? 


A I can't say. It might, in the sense that if 
people do not take into account the full body of evidence 
that is available and the various factors cited in this 
statement, for example, they might be led to that kind of a 
conclusion, that indeed there is nothing here. But I 








think that indeed one of the points of this statement is to 
make sure that people don't lose sight of this entire body 
of evidence which does exist. 


Q Has this ample body of evidence, of which you 
speak, ever been made available to independent scientists? 


A .Yes. I'd refer you back, Roberto, to the 
transcripts of on-the-record briefings which have been held 
here about how these samples have been analyzed and so on. 
I think you will find that independent analysis is a very 
important part of that. 


0 Another question, a follow-up. When you say 
that this may be a diversion of -- an effort to divert the 
discussions -- 


A I don't think that's quite what it said. I 
think what the statement said was “speculation which serves 
to divert attention" whether it has that intention or not, 
I'm not trying to ascribe motives. 


The statement is simply saying, in the face of this 
persuasive and incriminating data drawn from multiple sour- 
ces, speculation which serves to divert attention from the 
continuing human tragedy in Asia does little to contribute 
to the solution of the problem 


Q Is this a product of the East Asia Bureau, 
this statement you read? 


A I don't think I would get into the question 
of where it came from. It is the -- 


re) What is the impulse in the building for 
putting this long statement out? 


A I think it comes from those who have, over a 
long period of time, worked on this problem and are con- 
cerned that information be kept straight on the issue. But 
I don't think I'm going to get into the question of who's 
drafting what. 


0 I understand that Ambassador Stone is leaving 
for El Salvador tomorrow morning. Could you tell us 
something about his trip -- who he'll see, how long will he 
Stay, and will he be taking any press? 


4 I can give you a little bit about this. 
Ambassador Stone, as I'm sure you're aware, will be sworn in 
today in the Department this afternoon at 3:30. 








As to his travel plans, he will be traveling to 
the region June 2-14. The purpose of the trip is to allow 
him to meet those senior officials in Central American 
countries, Colombia, Venezuela and Mexico whom he has not 
previously met and to renew his acquaintance with those whom 
he already knows. 


e) You've said Colombia, Venezuela and Mexico. 
You didn't say El Salvador. 


A I said Central American countries, which 
incorporates -- 


9 Oh. Well, then could you tell which 
countries is he going to, Alan? 


A Yes. He's going to El Salvador, Costa Rica, 
Panama -- I mentioned Colombia and Venezuela -- Honduras, 
Nicaragua, Guatemala, Belize, Mexico, and then back to 
Washington. 


0 Who's he going to see in Nicaragua? 


A I don't have details of individuals he might 
be seeing in any of these stops. 


¢) But he will be seeing Nicaraguan officials? 

rN I do not have details. I presume that in 
fact he will be seeing officials in each of these stops, but 
I don't have at this point -- and I'm not sure that in each 


of these stops in fact the names of the people he will be 
seeing have been set. 


0 Given the extended itinerary and the relati- 
vely brief time that he'll be gone, can this be seen 
anything more than a get-acquainted trip? 


A One objective is to get the views of the 
regional officials on the issues facing Central America and 
the U.S. aspect of those issues. This is intended as a 
fact-finding trip, one designed to enable him to take the 
measure of the leaders and their concerns. 


The trip is in the context of his new mission, to 
Support discussions and conferences among the countries of 
the region and within each country. 


0 I had asked, Alan, in that long question of 
mine, if he was taking any press. 


4 I'm not aware, Bill, that he's planning to 
take any press with him. 











e) Is he meeting with any leaders of guerrilla 
movements or opposition movements in any of these countries? 


A Again, I don't have details on any people 
that he will be meeting. 


‘@) Could you take the question so we can be 
informed on that? 

A I can certainly look into it. 

@) Does he leave today or does he leave 


tomorrow? 
A Tomorrow. 
0 Who will swear him in? Secretary Shultz? 


A Secretary Shultz, I'm sure, will -- or I 
understand; I shouldn't say I'm sure -- but I understand 
will be at that swearing in ceremony. Whether he actually 
does the swearing in or whether it's done by a Protocol offi- 
cial or something of that sort, I don't know. 


0 That ceremony is closed? 
fy That's correct. It's not a press event. 


@) Is the first stop El Salvador, or is it -- 
what is the first stop? 


A The first stop is El Salvador. I think I 
could probably give you the list with the -- 


0 Itinerary? 


Ay Yes. It's sort of "if it's Monday, it must be 
Colombia" kind of thing. 


0 Do you have dates for each country? 
rN Yes. It's basically a day in each country. 
e) Also on Latin America, the appearance that 


the Secretary is making this afternoon, is that going to be 
available? 


vy It's not a press event either. If there's 
any change on that, I will -- you're talking about in the -- 





@) Council on the Americas. 


A If there's any change, I will be sure that 
you know, but we'll also see if we cannot make available the 
text of remarks he might have. But I don't have that for 
you yet. 


-- MORE -- 








@) Alan, why is that not a press event, because 
in past years all of those sessions with senior officials 
who have addressed this organization have been open to the 
press? Last year and the year before. 


A Okay, maybe last year and the year before. 
We have a lot of conferences and events in this building 
which are not- press events, per se. They're not run as 
press events. 





0 Yes, but I'm asking why this one is changed 
from previous years. Stoessel and Enders, for example, 
spoke both last year and the year before where press 
coverage was invited. 


A I don't think it's always true that that has 
been the case. In any case, at the moment, that is where we 
are. If there's a change, I'll be happy to let you know. 


0 Why is the swearing-in ceremony closed to 
the press? 


M4 Again, we have not had swearing-in ceremo- 
nies in -- maybe at some distant time in the past but 
recently they certainly have not been press events, per se. 





0 I think it was just a photo opportunity; 
that's all. 
A I understood there was a photo which was 


taken of Senator Stone this morning over at the White House, 
so there's certainly a photo of him today. Again, we can 
look into that sort of thing, but as of the moment I'm 
telling you where it stands. 


0 Could you characterize this as a news 
blackout? (Laughter) 


A No, I would not characterize it as a news 
blackout at all. Happy to let it be known he's beinc sworn 
in today. 


0 Another on Latin America: Can you comment on 
a report that American military trainers in El Salvador were 
personally present and perhaps involved in directing a 
Salvadoran Government defense of a communication center in 
the Morozan Province on last Tuesday; yesterday, I guess it 
was? 


ce I guess I would refer you to the Pentagon. 
I have no information that would support that. 














0 That they were there? 


A That there were any Americans involved in 
any combat operation, which would obviously be a violation 
of the guidelines. 


O - But if they were there at the communications 
center -- 

A When it was attacked? 

0 -- when it was attacked, you might not con- 


sider that a combat operation and thereby be saying -- 


pet Again, I refer you to the Pentagon. I have 
not seen any information that suggests that, however. 


@) Any statement on the reshuffle in El 
Salvador of military -- of Colonel Carranza? 


on Very briefly, that we've noted the changes 
and would regard this as an internal Salvadoran issue. We 
would note, however, that our views on human rights issues 
in that country, including the issue of discipline within 
the military and security forces, are well known to the 
leadership in El Salvador, including the designees to these 
new positions. 


0 Has his behavior changed in any way as a 
result of that information in the last four years? Do you 
know of any allegations with respect to death-squad activity 
on the part of Colonel Carranza? 


A I don't intend to address allegations 
regarding any specific individual. 


0 Do you have anything on the denial by the 
guerrillas of the declassified cable that you made public 
yesterday? 


A No. 
e) With respect to that, can you go -- 
x One more and then I'll go to somebody else. 


You're on a roll here. Go ahead. 


8) I'm on a roll? 


A Yes. You're about to end it. Go ahead. 
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@) Apparently, on the original on this cable it 
says that this was just raw intelligence data and had not 
been gone over by regular intelligence personnel. The 
source that's quoted in here is very uncertain. 


Can you shed any light on what this source might 
be, whether he was with the garrison when it surrendered; 
anything like that? 


A I don't have information. 

0 Is this considered a final intelligence 
product? 

A I think it's considered whatever it's 


described at the top of page as, and I would leave you with 
that. 


0 On the Middle East, do you have any comments 
on President Assad's statement, according to Radio Damascus, 
that the Lebanese-Israeli agreement is in it's death stage? 
And did Ambassador Habib go to Israel today? 


A I don't have any comment on the first part 
of your question. As far as Ambassador Habib, he is in 
Israel today. 


0 Just for the record, what can you tell us 
about attempts to destablize the Government of Suriname? 


A There were articles and reports of various 
sorts relating to alleged intelligence plans and activities. 
As you know, it is our standing policy not to comment on 
allegations of intelligence activities. 


I would say, though, as a matter of policy, it is 
not the policy of the United States Government to overthrow 
the Government of Suriname. 


0 On the Middle East, if you don't mind. 
aN Go ahead. 
e) One of the networks last night broadcast a 


report claiming, alleging that the U-2 spy planes overflying 
the area of Lebanon, Syria and Israel had been passing 
information to Syria as well as to Israel. Is this true, 
and why? 


4 Again, it gets us into an area of intelli- 
gence matters, and I'm afraid I'm hamstrung in terms of abi- 
lity to respond to it. I can't do it. 
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0 You deviated last week. 


Q Was the U.S. Ambassador to Syria rushed back 
from Washington to Damascus with a message for President 
Assad, and could that be a precursor for a vist for 
Secretary Shultz to the area? 


A -—S-« Ambassador Paganelli was here. He has gone 
back to post. I don't think I want to get into the question 
of dialogue on that. Obviously, we have made clear from the 
podium as well in other ways the concerns we have about the 
situation in Lebanon and the dangers we see there, but I 
don't intend to get into what he might be doing specifically 
in his diplomatic work. 


8) Did he carry a message, specifically to -- 


A Again, I don't want to get into the question 
of diplomatic exchanges. As far as a visit by the 
Secretary, we're where we have been. There's no plan for a 
visit. 


fe) Going back to the matter of the U-2 spy 
satellite pictures, it's believed that this was an 
agreement in the disengagement agreement that was agreed be- 
tween Egypt, Syria and Israel since in the ‘70s to do 
this exchange of pictures and data. 


Without going into the intelligence, can you deny 
Or recall or accept that? 


4 No, I can't address the question of intelli- 
gence activities one way or another. 


¢) Do U.S. officials have any plan to meet with 
the Grenadan Prime Minister? 


A My understanding is that consideration of 
what U.S. officials he might meet is still on-going. 
There's no determination on that, as far as I know. 


0 So you're just trying to decide at what 
level to meet with him? 


4 I think I'd have to stick with what I just 
said. I can't refine it for you. I understand your 
question but I can't refine it for you. 


0 You can't tell us whether you're at least 
interested in meeting with him? 
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A I said that the issue is under consideration. 
I think you can draw a certain inference. 


@) Will there be a decision before he leaves? 
(Laughter) 
O ~- Alan, in another area, on Saturday a Polish 


military court sentenced the head of the Polish Service of 
Radio Free Europe to death in abstentia, and they said he 
was some kind of a CIA agent. Can you say anything at all 
about it? Was he, indeed, working for the CIA, and has the 
U.S. had any response or reaction to that? 


A Obviously, I can't address the specific of 
your point about any relationship with CIA, without leaving 
any implication one way or another. It's just is not 
something I would do. 


I can say that we are deeply shocked at this 
action by the Polish Government. The sentencing of this 
distinguished Polish literary figure and journalist to death 
For expressing his political views illustrates just how 
insecure Warsaw's leaders are and the lengths to which 
they're prepared to go to discourage the free flow of infor- 
mation guaranteed by the Helsinki Final Act. 


0 Do you have anything more on the assassina- 
tion of Schaufelberger today? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. 


0 Alan, on the sharing of intelligence, unless 
my memory is bad on this, I think that you have addressed ° 
the question of sharing intelligence data with Israel from 
this podium on the record. Specifically, in ‘recent months 
-- recent weeks when it was announced, virtually announced, 
that the agreement had been resumed, the sharing had been 
resumed; namely, that Israel was sharing with the U.S. 


I'm not quite sure I understand that distinction. 
rN I think you're talking about a question of 
not so much intelligence in that case as an agreement, or an 


arrangement that was made. You're talking about the lessons- 
learned question? 


0 Right. 


A And I think that comes under a different 
category from the kind of thing that was reported. 
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0 Can we talk about an agreement that may or 
may not exist in this case? 


A No, I don't have anything to give you on it. 


0 Governor Harriman was in Moscow last week, I 
guess. Was he there on any quasi-official mission for the 
U.S. Government? 


A In the Press Office, I think, there is 
guidance on Governor Harriman's trip. It was a private 
trip. As far as I know, he was not taking any messages. He 
did talk with the Secretary before he left. I think we 
would be interested in his views. He's a very knowledgeable 
figure, and so on. But it is a private trip. 


@) On that, are there plans for him to meet 
with the Secretary on his return? 


A I don't know of specific plans, but I cer- 
tainly wouldn't rule it out. 


0 There was a report in Eastern Europe, Alan, 
that as a condition for acceptance of the Reagan statement 
on nuclear weapons at Williamsburg, it was agreed that 
Secretary Shultz would be sent soon to meet with Gromyko in 
Moscow. Do you have anything on that at all that you can 
share with us? 


A No. I know of nothing to support that. 


0 Alan, back on the Middle East. The 
President said yesterday in an interview with the seven or 
eight journalists that you have achieved progress in con- 
vincing Assad and the Syrians to pull out from Lebanon. And 
here is President's Assad's statement today that the whole 
thing is dead, or it's dying, in the process of dying. 


What's the rationale behind this upbeat, this 
positive attitude towards the Syrians pullout? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
what kind of dialogue there has been either with us or with 
others. I go back to what I said yesterday, despite a cer- 
tain skepticism in the way it was reported, that we do feel 
that the pullout, the goal of withdrawal of the foreign for- 
ces -- Syrian, PLO and Israeli forces -- and the re- 
establishment of Lebanese sovereignty throughout the 
terrority of Lebanon is an achieveable and important goal. 
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fe) Alan, Brzezinski is in the Mideast going 
around from one place to another. Is he doing that for you? 
Is it a private trip? What can you tell us about it? 


A I don't know anything about that trip. I 
Saw a report in the paper this morning that he was there. 
I'm not aware. that he's undertaking any official mission. 
0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 2, 1983, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few announcements. 


First of all, available in the Press Office at 
1:30 this afternoon will be the testimony of Assistant 
Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs Nicholas 
Veliotes before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The subject is 
"A Mideast Update." 


Second, Deputy Secretary Kenneth W. Dam will lead 
the U.S. delegation to the 6th United Nations Conference on 
Trade and Development, UNCTAD, to be held in Belgrade, 
Yugoslavia, June 6-30. UNCTAD, which meets every three to 
four years, is one of the major U.N. forums for discussion 
of trade and development matters, especially as they impact 
On economic relations between developed and developing 
nations. The designation of Deputy Secretary Dam reflects 
the importance which the United States Government attaches 
to the conference. 


0 Will he stay there the whole time? 


4 He will not stay there the whole time. He 
will be there from the 10th through the 14th. 


0 Regarding the importance you attach to it, 
are you going to have a briefing in advance? 


nN I'm not sure there is a briefing scheduled. 
Is there a great outcry? 


re) It's just a test of the importance. 
fe) It seems like an important thing. 
BN It's partially a -- I'm sure that if you want 


to talk to somebody, we can easily provide somebody to talk 
to you. 


Regarding AID Administrator McPherson's recent 
trip to South America, AID Administrator M. Peter McPherson, 
who is also the President's Coordinator for International 











Disaster Assistance, visited Peru, Bolivia and Ecuador over 
the Memorial Day weekend to conduct a firsthand assessment 
of the damage caused by the prolonged drought in the high- 
land areas and the persistent rains and flooding in the 
lowlands of those countries. 


Total damage and economic loss in the three 
countries are now estimated at more than $1.2 billion. Mr. 
McPherson will be submitting his findings and recommen- 
dations on possible additional U.S. assistance to the White 
House in the near future. 


Finally, on the El Salvador Peace Commission: In 
a declaration to all Salvadorans, widely publicized over the 
past two days by the Salvadoran media, the Salvadoran Peace 
Commission has reaffirmed that “the solution to the problems 
of violence should be essentially political and democratic,” 
and appeal to all armed groups to participate peacefully in 
democratic elections scheduled for later this year. 


In its declaration the Peace Commission called on 
the Leftist Revolutionary Democratic Front to begin a 
constructive dialogue for their peaceful incorporation into 
the Salvadoran family. The Commission also appealed to the 
armed guerrilla groups to participate in the democratic pro- 
cess which allows the Salvadoran people themselves to choose 
the officials who will govern them, noting that the 
government's amnesty is an important step in the process of 
political reconciliation. 


We welcome this initiative, and it has our full 
Support. As President Reagan indicated in his address 
before a joint session of the Congress on April 27, we will 
support dialogue and negotiations within each country, with 
the terms and conditions of participation in election being 
negotiable. 


The United States, the President stated, will work 
toward a political solution in Central America which will 
serve the interests of the democratic process. This recent 
initiative by the Government of El Salvador is very much in 
support of this objective. 


Q Copy? 


4 Copy. Yes. That's it for announcements. 
I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Also on Latin America but not El Salvador, 
are there any plans to see the Prime Minister of Grenada? 














A I don't have anything new for you today on 
that. 


0 In other words, it is as it was? There is 
nobody who will see him now? 


a It is as it was yesterday that the issue 
remains under consideration. 


@) Is it under active consideration? 


4 I'm not going to try to go beyond what I said 
yesterday on it. 


9) On the statement you made on negotiations 
just now, perhaps because of the stumble there I wasn't sure 
I understood exactly what was paired with what. As I 
understood it, you said that you supported fully two things: 
(1) constructive dialogue, and (2) invitation and nego- 
tiations ©n joining the democratic process. 


A Let me read you that sentence again. We 
welcome this initiative, and it has our full support. As 
President Reagan indicated in his address before a joint 
session of Congress on April 27, we will support dialogue 
and negotiations within each country, with the terms and con- 
ditions of participation in election being negotiable. 


0 Where is the Secretary of State? 


A The Secretary of State? The last I knew he 
was in the building. 


0 He's not flying now to Westover Air Force 
Base? ; 

A Westover Air Force Base? 

@) Massachusetts. 


A No. I will be happy to talk to you later 
about his plans for the weekend, but he's in the building, I 
believe, at the moment. That was my last -- 


¢) What was the purpose of his visit to the 
White House this morning? 


4 Don't have anything for you. 





0 Going back to Central America for a minute, 
on Richard Stone, how will he actually operate? Will he 
have an office here, an office somewhere else in Central 
America? Will he have a staf£ down there working with him 
Or some people or what? 


A He will have an office here in the building 
and a staff. I don't know personally what the size of the 
staff is. I refer you to what we said yesterday about his 
travels. We had a couple of different things we put out on 
this yesterday at noon and later on. He's traveling in the 
region, but he is certainly based in this building. 


0 Right. And he'll work out of the Embassies in 
the different countries? This is the idea? 


a Sure. 


Q Has the Secretary accepted the invitation to 
attend the ASEAN annual conference in Manila this month? 


A I don't have a -- in Manila or Bangkok? 


0 I beg your pardon. Bangkok. Right. June 


24. 

as I do not have anything to announce to you at 
this point. 

0 Do you have any comment on reports that the 


United States is preparing to send some more medical person- 
nel down to El Salvador? Could you explain what it's all 
about? 


4 I can give you something on that. I would 
also refer you, however, to what I believe was a briefing to 
be held a little less than an hour ago over at the Pentagon 
by some experts on this subject, so -- 


0 Do you have something that goes beyond what 
they have? 


fy I don't have anything which I think goes 
beyond what they had. I can give you what I've got. I also 
think the President addressed this very briefly this morning 
on the lawn as he was leaving the White House. 


The military and public health care systems in El 
Salvador provide little else but rudimentary care to most 
military and civilian victims of the war. Much more is 
needed. 








Full consultations with the Congress are now 
underway on how we can help alleviate a devastating 
situation. It is our intention to provide basic humani- 
tarian medical relief through training medics, helping to 
establish a medical supply system, and repairing medical 
equipment. 


We're also developing through AID a medical health 
service emergency package to address the severe shortfalls 
in medical assistance available to the civilian population 


at large. 


Initially a 20-25 person military personnel medical 
team composed of medical specialists, technicians and physi- 
cians would undertake an extensive survey of the military 
hospital medical system and begin repair »f equipment and 
establishment of a medical logistics system, and would 
instruct El Salvadoran armed forces medical personnel in field 
medic techniques. 


The same rules on travel which apply to all other 
U.S. military personnel in El Salvador would apply to the 
medical team. This is an humanitarian project to help 
correct a bad situation which is getting worse. The medical 
team would not come within the 55-man training complement. 


0 Get a copy of what you just read? 
A Yes. We can provide a copy. 


0 Also, there are reports now that U.S. military 
trainers or advisers may now be based in provincial capitals 
as opposed to before when that was not the case. 


Can you address that question? 


4 Let me look into it. I would also suggest 
you might want to check with the Pentagon to see what the 
rules are there. 


0 Do you have any comment on the meeting in 
Cartagena, Colombia -- the agreement or the announcement 
that was signed, and the fact that Cuba and Nicaragua 
participated? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


0 You have nothing on that at all? 


A No. 











0 Did you have a readout on Contadora? 
4 No. I don't have anything on that. 


0 The other day you were unable to give us an 
explanation of why you thought that the guerrillas had a 
change of tactics and were involved in assassinations now 
and mutilations. 


Given these attacks and apparently increasing state- 
ments by Radio Venceremos which seemed to be directed to 
the people of the United States, can you now change your 
view on that? Do you offer an explanation for the change in 
tactics? 


f I cannot offer an explanation. I would note 
that we've seen some reporting about apparent threats to 
kill American trainers. I can't offer you anything specific 
on that again, other than to note the marked contrast be- 
tween recent indications of a guerrilla commitment to stepped 
up violence, with the Peace Commission's call on the Revolu- 
tonary Democratic Front, the FDR, and the guerrilla groups 
to begin a constructive dialogue. 


As we've indicated, we welcome to the Peace 
Commission's initiative and lend it our full support, but I 
cannot offer you any explanation as to why there may have 
been this change. I just don't know. 


9 Alan, with the full support lending, will 
Ambassador Stone himself be participating in this dialogue 
with the armed representatives of the left that you referred 
to earlier? 


4 We're posting something this afternoon in 
response to the question yesterday, but the basic answer to 
your question is I can't tell you precisely whom he will see 
during this trip. I don't have an answer to that, and I'm 
not going to be able to provide one to you. 


As I said yesterday, not all the people he's 
seeing have been detailed at this point, and I don't know 
where that might go. 


0 Aside from his participation which obviously 
you're pursuing, the negotiations and the dialogue that you 
mentioned, does U.S. support for that include U.S. 
participation? 


vy Participation -- 





Q In the same way, for example, that the U.S. 
participated in the negotiations on Lebanon. Will the U.S. 
be part of the negotiations or will the U.S. basically say 
to the Government of El Salvador, "We think you ought to sit 
down and talk with these people?" 


A I think that our attitude towards negotiation 
and dialogue is contained in various statements that have 
been made from the President on down. I don't intend to go 
over that again. 


As far as what specific role might be played 
again, I think at this point I would refer you to what we 
said yesterday about Ambassador Stone's mission and how he's 
going to conduct this mission and the purposes of it and 
leave it at that at this particular time. 


Q On your statement by the Peace Commission, 
was there any clarification as to whether they were imposing 
any conditions to the dialogue that they're calling for? 
It's not clear by what you said. Are there any conditions 
to a dialogue? 


A I think the only thing I could do for you on 
that is to tell you there is a Spanish language version 
which is being translated into English and perhaps we will 
have that tomorrow. 


0 Alan, you're not excluding the likelihood 
that Ambassador Stone will be meeting with "leftist 
Organizations." 


A Don't misread me. I'm not excluding it in 
the sense that I'm not saying it's not going to happen, but 
I'm also not suggesting to you that it is going to happen. 

I don't have a reading on how that issue might be addressed. 
I'm not trying to lead you one way or another at this point. 


0 Do you attach any significance to the fact 
that the Nicaraguans apparently have agreed to receive 
Ambassador Stone? I believe this will be the first high- 
level contact between the two governments in at least 18 
months. 


A I'm not sure, again, precisely what his 
appointments in Nicaragua will be, so I think we'd have to 
withhold any evaluation. Whether or not we made one 
publicly, I think we'd have to withhold evaluation until we 
see what actually happens on the ground. 











Q Is he going into Managua, as opposed to going 
via Honduras? (Laughter) That's a serious question. 


A Into Nicaragua directly from where? From his 
previous stop? 


e) No. Is he going into Managua, as opposed to 
going via Honduras and the jungle? I was wondering whom he 
might be seeing, that's all. 


A Barrie! Shame! 


QO Do we dare infer that the schedule is still 
being arranged as he goes along? 


A I said yesterday that it was not clear pre- 
cisely whom he would see at each stop. I don't know if that's 
true of every stop. I don't have anything to say to you 
about whom he might see at this point in Nicaragua. 


0 Are you suggesting that he might go to 
Nicaragua and not see the governmental officials there? 


Ay I'm not suggesting anything to you, Don, 
except that I don't have names of anybody he might see, and 
I don't think that the name is available of anybody he might 
see in the Nicaraguan Government at this point. 


8) No. The question back here was the question 
of, are they willing to receive him, and it would be a high- 
level contact. And then you said -- 


A That was an assumption I think George was 
making. I'm not aware of anything specific that the 
Nicaraguan Government has said about this. 


0 Alan, one more question on this whole 
complex: I find it strange -- maybe the others do as well 
-- that the Ambassador-at-Large goes off to see, among 
Others, a regime which this government considers to be a 
surrogate of the Soviets, while a Prime Minister of a 
Caribbean country is in Washington and can't even get to see 
a doorman at the State Department. 


an I think you're making a caricature out of the 
situation. I believe I'm going to have to stick, Jim, with 
what I've said before which is that the matter remains under 
consideration and I just don't have anything further for 
you. But I don't accept your characterization of it. 





re) Will Yehudi Ben Meir meet with the Secretary 
Or with Dam tomorrow? Will he be coming back to the 
Department tomorrow? 


A I can't tell you what his specific timing is. 
I guess I would ask you to check with the Israeli Embassy. 
He is going to be meeting with Mr. Dam. He is meeting with 
Mr. Eagleburger; he will be meeting with Veliotes and others. 
But I don't have-a schedule for hin. 


0 He will be meeting Dam? 
A Yes, he will be seeing Mr. Dam. 
Q Do you have a readout? 


A Don't have a readout. In fact, I think as we 
came in here, the meeting with Mr. Eagleburger may still 
have been going on. 


0 Alan, on the Middle East also, there are 
reports today of the likelihood of an Israeli unilateral 
pullback. First of all, what is the U.S. position on this? 
And two, if they do pull back, the information is that they 
would like either Lebanese troops or multinationals to fill 
"the vacuum." 


Is the United States considering more seriously 
now sending more troops into Lebanon if Israel does that? 


% I don't have anything for you on that speci- 
fic question. As far as our general attitude towards 
pullback, we have addressed it several times in the past, 
and I would refer you to what was said on that before. 


0 I'd like to go back to South America for just 
a minute. Has Peru asked for, or the U.S. offerred, any 
help in the current battling the insurgents? 


Ay The insurgent question -- the emergency 
question? 

Q Yes, on the insurgent question? 

aN I'm not aware of that. I will check, and if 


there is anything further to give you, I'll put something 
out. 
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| @) Back to Salvador again for a second. The 
Other day -- I think yesterday or the day before -- we 
discussed the question of the Communication Center and whether 
the U.S. trainers were present when that attack took place. 
Do you have anything further on that? 


| A What happened when you asked the Pentagon? 
Did they give you an answer? 


) They gave me an answer, but I want to know 
whether you have -- 


A I don't know what they said. They are the 
Ones that have -- 


@) Do you happen to know? 
A I don't know. 


0 Also, on Central America, can I also ask 
whether you have any comment on the report about the Costa 
Rican Ambassador or the Guatemalan Ambassador being 
replaced? 


A You mean our Ambassadors to Costa Rica and 
Guatemala? 


0 That's right, U.S. Ambassadors. 


A I may be mistaken, but I thought that there 
was an announcement about Costa Rica sometime in April. I 
will refer you to the White House on that. 


QO And Guatemala? 


r And Guatemala -- I don't know of any plans 
for a change there, but again, I would check with the White 
House. 


9) Are there any meetings scheduled for Phil 
Habib yet? 


A He is enroute to California where he will be 
giving some speeches and have some time with his family. He 
will then be coming here some time next week and will be 
consulting «sere. 


) When is he scheduled to go back? 
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A I don't have anything specific on that. I 
imagine that would be one of the things that would be 
discussed when he comes here. 


9) Alan, a couple of days ago, the State 
Department Counselor, Derwinski, said something about 
Romania and he was castigated in The Washington Post. 

Did the State Department ever respond to that castigation of 
the former Congressman? 





Ay I'm not aware that we made any public 
comment. 


Q There is a report that between May 13-15, 
there was a meeting held in London with the participation 
of Philip Habib and representatives of the European 
Community about the Middle East, especially the withdrawal 
of Lebanese and Syrian forces from Lebanon. 


Do you have anything to offer on this or to com- 
ment on that? 


A I don't. I think that John indicated in one 
of his briefings that at some time during that period -- I 
don't know if it was exactly then -- that Ambassador Habib 


was in Europe. I know he was in Rome; I think he was pro- 
bably in London as well. But what consultations he might 
have had, I don't know. 


0 Was this European initiative to consult with 
the United States to get them out of them stalemate in the 
Middle East? Who was the initiator of the meeting? 


A I don't know what the specifics were. 
) Can you get us some information on this? 
A No, I don't think I'll go into the specifics 


at this time. 


0 Can we go back on Derwinski a minute? He 
said that the U.S. was just waiting for some notification 
from Romania or official word that they were going to stop 
imposing that education tax. Has the U.S. received any 
notification or heard from the Romanians officially or 
otherwise on the lifting of the education tax? 
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A All I really can say about this is on the 
question of continuing Most Favored Nation treatment for 
Romania, the President will be sending a letter with his 
recommendations to Congress on June 3. But I don't have 
anything about what that letter -- 


fe) The Romanian Ambassador was here yesterday 
and saw Eagleburger and was back in the building today. Is 
there some kind of a dialogue going on now to try to get MFN 
back for Romania? 


A I think it was indicated at the time that the 
Foreign Minister was here that we had discussions including 
this specific topic, that the talks had been positive, but 
we had nothing further to announce at that time. I still 
don't have anything further to announce to you at this time. 


9) Alan, June 3 is tomorrow. Will that letter 
be available here? 


A I can't tell you. As I say, it's a 
Presidential letter, to my understanding, so I would, I 
guess, ask you to be in touch with the White House. If we 
have it available, we'll be happy to make it available to 
you. 


fe) Derwinski said that today was the last prac- 
tical day that the U.S. could get something in writing and 
still renew the MFN. Have you gotten anything in writing? 


A I have nothing further to give you on this. 
0 What time tomorrow? 

A I don't know. I honestly don't. 

0 Do you have any response to former President 


Nixon's suggestion that the United States should have a 
Summit Meeting with China, something before the Summit bet- 
ween the United States and the Soviet Union, or do you have 
any new development on possible visits to the United States 
by Premier Zhao Ziyang? 


A I don't have any comment on the suggestion of 
the relative timing of any meetings. As far as the possibi- 
lity of a meeting with Premier Zhao Ziyang, I do not have 
anything further than we've had before, which is that an 
invitation had been proffered and has been accepted, but there 
is no specific date set at this time. 
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0 Will the Lebanese Foreign Minister meet with 
anyone in the Department next week? 


A I understand that Foreign Minister Salem is 
coming here on a combination of private -- part private 
business and also will be consulting. I don't have the 
specifics of whom he will see; I'm sure he will see offi- 
Cials while he is here next week. 


Q Do you have anything on the report that the 
U.S. Government has asked its civilian personnel in Beirut, 
and possibly elsewhere in the Middle East, to take new and 
more stringent security precautions such as, for instance, 
varying the route between home and work? 


A I don't think I can get into the specifics of 
what advice might be given on security issues. Obviously, 
we have had a rather tragic reminder of the difficult security 
environment in Lebanon, and clearly there are other places 
as well that one has to be particularly careful. So I think 
you can take it as a given that various precautions are 
taken and people are certainly advised as to how they can 
best protect themselves. But I don't really think I can get 
into the specific measures tnat might be recommended. 


@) If I may follow that, do you have any update 
For us on the search for new quarters in Beirut? 


A No. Were you here when I gave out the state- 
ment about the -- 


ek Yes. 


A O.K. That was, I guess, meus 2 weeks ago or 
so. I have nothing new on that. 


0 Do you have anything new on the status of the 
investigation into the Embassy bombing? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report from El 
Salvador that up to as many as 40 Salvadoran doctors may 
have disappeared? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything officially on a suc- 
cessor to Hinton? 
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A No, I don't think anything has been announced 
one way or another on those reports that appeared in the 
paper. I might note that last evening, I think, when Larry 
Eagleburger spoke to the Council of the Americas he made some 
remarks about both Deane Hinton and Tom Enders, whose names 
have figured rather prominently in the news recently in a 
somewhat different context, perhaps. 


Let me just read to you what he had -- I don't 
know if he actually said all of these words, but they were 
in his prepared remarks, and I know they are what Larry and 
the Secretary and others feel. He said: 


"Let me close with a few words about two men whose 
service to their country has earned each of them the deepest 
gratitude of their President and Secretary of State, and 
should command the respect of every American. 


"Ambassadors Deane Hinton and Tom Enders have 
served magnificently and with great professionalism in two 
of the most difficult, often frustrating, always-challenging 
positions in American diplomacy, positions I should add that 
neither sought. In the best traditions of the Foreign 
Service, they have gone where needed and given their very best. 
Deane Hinton has played a central role in formulating and 
carrying out our basic policy objectives in Central America 
for more than two years now. In San Salvador, he has been 
literally on the front lines of our country's efforts to be 
loyal to and supportive of our friends, and true to our peace- 
ful democratic principles. Deane's personal commitment to 
the nurturing of democratic institutions in El Salvador has 
been more than matched by his personal and intellectual 
courage. 





"Tom Enders' job, Assistant Secretary for the 
American Republics, is as tough as any in this Department. 
Yet, that did not inhibit Tom from giving the task all the 
courageous leadership and bold initiative it demands. He 
has done the job as well as anyone in memory. The tough, fair- 
minded professional Tom Enders' exceptional quality will be 
called on by Presidents and Secretaries again and again. 
I know Tom will bring to his new assignment the same per- 
sonal and intellectual gifts and the same deep commitment to 
fundamental American values that have served us so well over 


these past two years. 


"Deane Hinton and Tom Enders are the best the 
Foreign Service produces and have earned the utmost admira- 
tion and gratitude of their colleagues. They have served 
their country with courage and wisdom. We are all in their debt." 
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) Why were they relieved of their jobs? 


A I think the President has talked about the 
question of the Assistant Secretary -- I think the Secretary 
has addressed this -- about the change there. There has 
been no announcement, I think, on the Ambassador in El 
Salvador, so I don't have anything to -- 


e) Alan, do you really feel that the question of 
why Enders was relieved has been addressed? 


A I think the question has been addressed. The 
Secretary addressed it. 


QO Does the President share -- Was Secretary 
Eagleburger speaking for the President as well? 


A I will leave you with his remarks. 

0 You made reference to the Secretary and to 
Eagleburger. 

A No, and I think that -- I'll give you the 


text that also refers to the President. But in any case, 
you have to, I suppose, to get a personal view from the 
President, ask the President. But I've got the statement 
and I'm going to leave you with that. 


@) In another pest of the world? Do you have 
anything on Selig Harrison's article that appeared today in 
the Foreign Policy Magazine on Afghanistan? 


A There is some guidance on that article. I 
don't happen to have it with me, so let me refer you to the 
Press Office. 


0 Will it come out after the briefing, then? 


A We can make it available to you in the Press Office 
after the -- 


fe) Anything new on the situation in Chad that 
you talked about yesterday? — 


4 No, I don't have any update on Chad. 


0 Do you have an update as to the Lebanese 
Government's investigation of the Shatilla and Sabra 
Camps massacre? 














A 
C 
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e) 


16 


I don't have anything on that. 
Can you get something for us? 
Why don't you ask the Lebanese Government? 


Do you have any comment on the meeting of 


Qadhafi, what took place in Tripoli and the statements which 


came out? 


A 


0 


I don't have anything on that. 


Do you have anything on a report quoting 


Richard Perle as saying that the Pershing and Cruise 
deployments had divided the allies beyond the value of the 


missiles? 


I'm not aware of any such statement. 
Thank you. 


O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:44 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 3, 1983, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. 


We will hold a background briefing at 3:00 p.m. on 
Monday, June 6, on the Secretary's upcoming trip to the NATO 
Ministerial meeting at Paris. The briefing will be here in 
the briefing room. 


Also on a briefing, the President of the Republic 
of the Ivory Coast, Houphouet-Boigny, will be in Washington 
June 6-9 on a state visit. A special background briefing 
will be given in the White House briefing room on Monday, 
June 6, at 10:00 a.m. 


A statement on the CSCE semi-annual report: On 
behalf of President Reagan, Secretary Shultz, on June 3, 
transmitted the Fourteenth Semi-Annual Report on the 
Implementation of the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Dante 
Fascell of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe. These reports are submitted to assist the Commission 
in its function of monitoring implementation of the Helsinki 
Accords. 


The present report covers the period December l, 
1982, to May 31, 1983. It provides a factual survey of deve- 
lopments in the areas covered by the Final Act -- that is, human 
rights and humanitarian concerns, security, economic, scien- 
tific, and technological cooperation and educational and 
cultural exchanges. The report concentrates on Soviet and 
Eastern European compliance with the Final Act. Copies are 
available in the briefing room now. 


@) On that point, is the Romanian letter on MFN 
out? 


A I don't have anything here on that, Jim. Why 
don't we talk about that for a moment after the briefing? I 
don't have anything to announce to you on that. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 














0 Can you tell us anything about this policy 
gathering of State Department officials on the Middle East? 
Is there some sort of reassessment going on? 


A No. It simply is a question that over the 
next week several Chiefs of Mission from Middle Eastern 
posts will be here for consultations, and we are going to 
take advantage of their coincidental presence and that of 
Ambassador Habib to review developments. But they have not 
been summoned together; there is not some sort of major 
review here. 


0 Ambassador Draper is back too, is that 
correct? 


A He is back. I'm not sure where he is at the 
moment. 


0 Washington? 


A If he is here, he might well participate. I 
don't know; I don't have that detail. 





re) You say it is not a major review? 


A No. They will be here and they will just get 
together in the next week. 


0 Just as a routine thing? 
A It's a coincidental thing, as it turns out. 


0 Why did Mr. Veliotes, in his testimony yester- 
day, made public that thing? Is it of significance? 


A I think he also made clear in talking with 
people afterwards that this was not some major development. 


0 With whom they are going to meet? 


A I think, basically, they will meet with each 
other. I guess it depends on who is around. The Secretary, 
of course, will be in Europe most of next week. 


0 Who are they? 


A O.K. The Ambassadors who will be back are 
Ambassador Lewis, back from Israel; Ambassador Viets from 
Jordan; Ambassador Murphy froin Saudi Arabia; Ambassador 
Dillon from Lebanon. 








ae Alan, can you tell us when the first coin- 
cidental meeting of that group will be? When will 
Ambassador Habib return to the State Department? 


A I don't know Ambassador Habib's schedule, and 
I don't know when they might get together to talk. 


0 Is there any chance it will take place before 
the Secretary leaves for Europe -- in the Secretary's pre- 
sence on Monday? 


A I don't know what that schedule might look like. 
0 Could you take that question? 


A I'll see if we have something on that. But 
again, the point I'm trying to make is that this is not some 
called gathering, as seems to be the impression that is out 
there. That's the point I'm trying to make. 


0 I understand that, and I'm not trying in any 
way to challenge that. I'm just asking from a scheduling and 
picture point of view, and so on, if we could find out. 


A At this point, I think there is no schedule. 
Obviously a schedule will be developed to the extent that they 
all have to meet in the same room if they're going to talk 
together. I'll see what we can do about making that 
available. 


0 As long as they are here, Alan, coinciden- 
tally, will they see the President or have anything to do 
with the White House folks? 


A As a group, I'm not aware of any plans 
that they should do anything. Whether any individuals might 
see the President, I'm also not aware of any plans for that 
at all. That is something I guess you would have to check -- 


fe) Veliotes in there yesterday said that the 
Secretary would be meeting with the President next week to 
discuss what to do next in the Middle East. He mentioned 
that in the same context as this review. 


A I don't have anything on a scheduled meeting 
between the President and the Secretary on the Middle East. 
I'm not saying that won't take place but I'm not aware of 
a schedule for that to take place. 

















@) Does the United States Government have any new 
assurances from the Lebanese Government about the safety of 
the Palestinian refugees in Lebanon after the agreement is 
signed with Israel? 


A Any new assurances? I guess all I could 
really say on that is that the question of the safety of the 
Palestinians is one, obviously, of concern to everybody 
involved in the situation in Lebanon, including of course 
not only ourselves but very importantly the Lebanese 
Government. But I don't think I would get into the question 
of what kind of discussions we might have held on that. It 
is an issue that everybody is aware is a very important one. 


-- MORE -- 














0 On that matter, I understand that at the last 
meeting, although you don't want to reveal what happened at 
the meeting of the Arab-American organizations with the 
State Department officials -- 


A Right. 


0 -- that the State Department will then discuss 
with the heads of these organizations the issue of the 
Palestinian and Lebanese prisoners who are prisoners of war 
at Ansar Camp because that issue is not covered in the 
Israeli-Lebanese agreement. Is this true? 


A As you started out by saying, we are not 
discussing what went on at the meeting, so I can't very well 
address the question. 


0 Considering Secretary Shultz's schedule is 
going to be kind of tight early next, will he have time to 
meet with Foreign Minister Salem the early part? And did 
Shultz meet with Ben Meir yesterday, Yehudi Ben Meir? 


A He did not meet with Mr. Ben Meir. 
0 He did. 


A The Secretary did? Excuse me. All right, I 
stand corrected. 


0 Briefly. 


A I didn't see that on the schedule. I don't 
have a schedule for Foreign Minister Salem's meetings here, 
so I can't tell you whether he's going to have a chance to. 
I'm a little bit skeptical, given the timing. But it will 
Or it won't occur, and I guess we can find that out as his 
schedule develops. 


0 He's appearing at the American Enterprise 
Institute on Wednesday, but he's going to be here the 
earlier part, I think, of the week, too. 


A I just don't know what that might entail. 
0 Alan, one more on this, the Ambassadors. 


Would you say that the focus of their talks would be the 
Lebanese-Israeli agreement, or beyond that? 


A I don't think I would take it to more speci- 
fic characterization than what I said before. They would be 








looking at recent developments in the region. I don't think 
that there's some grand agenda laid out. You and I could 
sit here, or stand here, or whatever, and think of a number 
of topics that would be of interest to them, but that's a 
different matter. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on a report out of 
Moscow that the U.S. had protested a TASS report on 
Ambassador Hartman's meeting with Gromyko? 


A Simply to confirm what I did confirm before, 
that Ambassador Hartman and Foreign Minister Gromyko met May 
31 at the Ambassador's request for a discussion of a number 
of outstanding issues. 


During the meeting, Ambassador Hartman gave 
Foreign Minister Gromyko a copy of the Williamsburg Summit 
Declaration on Security and Arms Control Issues. Beyond 
that, I'm not going to go into the substance of the exchange 
between them. 


The TASS account of the meeting was inaccurate and 
has appropriately been brought to the attention of the 
media, but no formal protest is planned. 


0 In what way was it inaccurate? 


A Again, I'm not going to go into the reported 
remarks of the senior Western diplomatic source in the press 
reports. I don't intend to get into the specifics of it. 


0 Do you have any comment on the story 
published yesterday attributing to President Reagan that he 
does not consider the settlements, the Israeli settlements 
on the West Bank, as an obstacle to peace? 


a Let me refer you to the Press Office. There 
is some guidance on that. I think the basic point is -- and 
I refer you to the specific words -- the basic point is that 
the settlement activity is an obstacle, the activity that's 
going on, has continued, and he referred to it in his 
September 1 speech. It's that activity that has continued 
since that speech which is of particular concern. 


But let me ask you to turn to what there is in the 
Press Office. 


0 Any comment on Governor Harriman's meeting 
with Secretary General Andropov? 














re Yes, actually. 
0 Question? 


A The question is, any comment on the meeting 
between General Secretary Andropov and Governor Harriman? 


The General Secretary's expression of interest in 
an improvement in U.S.-Soviet relations is welcome. We can 
only hope that it will be accompanied by positive and concrete 
Soviet actions on many issues which our dialogue has 
addressed in the area of human rights, arms control, 
regional issues and bilateral relations. 


For our part, the U.S. approach to relations with 
the Soviet Union is serious and seeks to explore realistic 
ways of cooperation to mutual advantage. Our diplomatic 
dialogue with the Soviet Union on all outstanding issues is 
intensive and comprehensive and will continue. 


If the Soviet Union is seriously prepared to 
address our concerns and take concrete steps in the interest 
of better relations, it will find a ready partner in the 
United States. 


0 Copy? 
A Copy? Sure. 


e) Had the Governor discussed his trip at any 
length with Mr. Shultz before he left? 


4 I indicated earlier that he did talk to the 
Secretary. I don't know at what length. I can't tell you 
that, but he did discuss his trip. 


On the other hand, he was travelling as a private 
citizen, and I think he indicated in his press conference in 
Moscow that he was not conveying messages either way. 


0 And Mr. Swiers, what was he doing? 


A Let me get you the formal words on Mr. 
Swiers. Mr. Swiers is a Foreign Service Officer, presently 
assigned to the Political-Military Bureau. He worked as a 
special assistant to Governor Harriman when the Governor was 
a senior official in the Department. In a response to a 
request from the Governor, the Department has released Mr. 
Swiers to accompany Governor Harriman on his visit to 
Moscow. 


I might note, we've done this before, in terms of 
providing escorts on requests to members of Congress or 
former high officials. 








1) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:32 P.M.) 
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MONDAY, JUNE 6, 1983, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments. Secretary Shultz will speak at Stanford University 
commencement on Sunday, June 12, at 10:45 a.m. Pacific time, 
1:45 p.m. Washington time. If you plan on covering the 
Secretary's speech, please inform University news director 
Bob Beyers, 415-497-2558 or 497-2431. 


A reminder that there will be a background briefing 
this afternoon at 3:00 p.m. here in the briefing room on the 
Secretary's trip to the NATO Ministerial Meeting. Finally, 
an embargoed statement, embargoed until 2:00 p.m. It's 
embargoed because there will be a White House announcement on 
this sometime between 1:30 and 2:00 p.m. but embargoed until 
2:00 p.m., on behalf of the Secretary: 


"The President today announced his intention 
to nominate Thomas Enders as United States Ambassador to 
Spain. I am delighted Tom Enders will continue his 
exceptionally distinguished government service. He has 
served his country faithfully and forcefully in Asia, Europe, 
North America, and Latin America. Over the past months, I 
have come to know his considerable talents. His creativity 
and tireless efforts on behalf of the President's policies in 
Latin America are of the highest professional order. 
Ambassador Enders has my deepest respect and gratitude." 


Q What is happening to Terence Todman? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, Jim. 


Q Is that a two-year assignment, Alan? 
(Laughter) 
A Glad you're smiling this morning. 


O.K. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What is Shultz going to speak about in 
Stanford? Do you know? 


























A I don't have a topic to give you on that. 
Q Expulsion of the Americans from Nicaragua? 
A Oh. Are you ready to go to questions? O.K. 


We can confirm that we have received a note from the 
Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry announcing the GRN's intention to 
expell three U.S. diplomats. We reject the Nicaraguan 
allegations that our personnel were engaged in non-diplomatic 
activities, and we are protesting this action to the 
Government of Nicaragua. 


Q Are you going to retaliate? 


A We have under consideration what steps might 
be appropriate in light of this particular action. 


Q Can you characterize the charges in any way? 
A I think I just did. 

Q No. You said you reject them. 

A Yes. 

Q Are they true? 


Q Usually, you have no comment on these things. 
It's interesting that you are rejecting the allegations this 
time. 


A No. I think that sometimes we do and sometimes 
we don't. Among other things, they suggested that these 
people were engaged in planning for assassination activities. 
We have rather consistently denied any such activities. 


Q What about motivation for their saying and 
doing these things -- the expulsions, the declarations? 

A I'm not going to try to speculate on their 
motivations. 


Q Does it fit into anything larger that they have 
been doing? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on their 
motivations, nor do I have a particular answer to that. 


Q Aside from the accusation that U. S. officials 
were involved in plotting murder, which you say you reject, 














what about the other accusations that are made? Is the U.S. 
position the same as the President said, that the U.S. is 
aiding the freedom fighters, but is not attempting to 
overthrow the government? 


A I'm not :~ing to go back to that issue. We're 
talking about the accus** . 1s against these individuals. And 
as I say, we reject the ...egations that they were engaged in 
non-diplomatic activities and we are protesting it. 


Q Can you amplify a little bit more about the 
steps you may have under consideration -- 


A No, I can't do that. 
Q -- on similar expulsions? 
A I don't have anything to give you on that. 


Q Are you calling anyone in from the Nicaraguan 
Embassy here? 


A I don't know if we are calling anyone in here 
Or not. I simply don't know the answer to that question. It 
certainly is being protested, but I can't tell you by what 
channels. 


Q In the meantime, what about the three indivi- 
duals involved? Where are they and what movements will they 
be making? 


A As of this moment, I am informed they have not 
left Managua, but I don't have anything on their possible 
departure date. 


Q Do you know anything about their backgrounds or 
their assignments? 


A I don't have anything other than the one -- I 
think the names have been in the press -- is the head of the 
political section and the others were in the political section. 
But I don't have details, beyond that. 


Q Can you comment on the expulsion by Moscow of 
Mr. Thomas over the weekend? 


A I think we had some guidance over the weekend. 
Did you not get that? 


Q I didn't see it, but I'd like to have it on the 
record anyway, if you don't mind. 

















A Let's see what we've got. Basically, con- 
firming that he was declared persona non grata, that he is an 
attache in the Administrative Section, arrived in Moscow July 
'8l; is planning to depart Moscow, in any event, since his 
tour was coming to an end, and will, of course, be leaving. I 
don't have any details on his actual departure. 


Q Any comment on the accusations there? 


A There were specific accusations that he 
was engaged in espionage activities, and again we're getting 
back into the area that we specifically don't comment on 
charges of that sort. 


Q Any comment on the Newsweek report regarding 
Mr. Habib? 





A Yes, I think you had something from the White 
House this morning, but in any case, the report in Newsweek 
this morning was the suggestion that he was to be replaced. 
I would simply say that thct is nonsense. The President has 
full confidence in Ambassador Habib and he remains the 
President's special representative for the Middle East. No 
consideration has been given to a replacement. 





Q When is he going back to the area? 


A I don't have anything on that. He is, as you 
know, coming here this week for consultations, and I think 
that one would then determine, according to the situation, 
what would be the most appropriate -- 


Q Could you tell us a little bit more about those 
consultations -- when and with whom will he participate? 


A I think we talked about participants earlier -- 
last week we talked about who might be there. As far as more 
about them, basically, is what I indicated before, that some 
of those Ambassadors from the region -- I think I named four 
of them for you last week -- plus Ambassadors Habib and Draper 
are going to be here and are going to be getting together with 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes later this week. It is an 
informal session, taking advantage of their presence here; not 
called together for some special purpose. 


Q Can you be more specific about when that takes 
place? 


A It is later this week. Indications I had 
earlier were that it might be perhaps on Thursday, but I don't 
have a firm time on that. 

















Q Is Habib back yet in Washington? 


A I don't know if he is actually in Washington at 
this moment, but he'll be here shortly. 


Q A couple of questions: They are not taking 
place today, then, those consultations? 


A No. 


Q On Rosenne's meetings, do you characterize 
those as consultations? And when will he present his creden- 
tials to Secretary Shultz or has he done that today? 


A I don't think he presents his credentials to 
Secretary Shultz. ‘ 


Q Well -- the White House. 


A My understanding is as follows, that he has 
presented his credentials informally -- 


Q That's what I meant. 


A -- to Assistant Secretary Veliotes so that he 
is now, under the rules of Protocol, able to go ahead and function. 
I do not know of a scheduled time for him to present his cre- 
dentials to the President. But I do know that he has been around 
paying calls on various officials, certainly in this building. 


Q Are these considered consultations or just cour- 
tesy calls today? 


A I'm not sure how I would distinguish between 
them. They are certainly courtesy calls, and I assume he may 
be discussing, briefly at least, some of the issues. But he 
is paying those initial calls on the people with whom he 
will be dealing. 


Q Can you explain why the Press Office today 
categorically denied that Habib would be meeting with 


Secretary Shultz while NEA said he would be meeting with the 
Secretary? 


A No, I can't. 


Q Can you tell us which is true? 











A No, I don't know. I haven't got anything on my 
schedules that I've seen to indicate he will be seeing him 
before the Secretary goes to Paris, but I don't rule that out 
necessarily. The Secretary has a rather tight schedule, but I 
just don't know. I'm ignorant of the facts of the case. 


Q Alan, just to clarify, hasn't Mr. Rosenne 
presented, informally, the credentials to Kenneth Dam rather 
than to Veliotes? 


A Well, I was informed it was to Veliotes. 
Q Veliotes? 
A That's what I was told. 


Q Another question is: Won't Secretary Shultz 
take part in the consultations with the Ambassadors, because 
he is going to Paris -- 


A No. He will not be in town. Neither will Mr. 
Dam. 

Q Are the Ambassadors going to stay on until he 
returns? 

A No, I don't believe that's the case. A couple 


of them, I think, have seen either the Secretary or the Deputy 
Secretary individually; but I don't think all of them will, 
and not as a group. 


-- MORE -- 











Q If Secretary Shultz does drop in on these 
Rosenne talks today, can you let us know because, you know, 
last week he just kind of dropped it on the Meir one. 


A I'll try to keep up with it. I can't promise 
that we necessarily can keep up with something of that sort. 


Q One or two questions. 


A Let me just say there's obviously no question 
that we'll be dealing with the Israeli Ambassador quite fre- 
quently, so I'm not sure -- I mean, as from a news point of 
view, fine, I will try to keep up with it, but -- 


Q You did call the Newsweek officially 
"nonsense." Is that what you said, or that was a comment but 
not official? 





A It's on the record. 


Q It's on the record. Okay, one. Two, do you 
have any comments about the Justice Department official not 
meeting with the Israeli Justice Department officials in East 
Jerusalem? 


A No. I think this is a story that goes back 
to last week. I thought I had that guidance from last week. 
I think I do. 


There's nothing really changed. Talks between our 
Justice Department and the Israeli Ministry of Justice over 
deportation to Israel of alleged Nazi war criminals have 
taken place. They're continuing. We look forward to a suc- 
cessful resolution of these talks. 


Q Have taken place? 


A They have taken place. There have been 
talks. I think there's going to be, they go through phases, 
as many of these kinds of talks do, and I understand that 
they will be meeting again. 


Q You know, the issue, I think, as far as we 
saw in the media is meeting in East Jerusalem which the 
United States does not accept or recognize as part of Israel 
or part of the capital. 


If they met, where have they met? Can you -- 











A I don't know where they met. As I'm sure 
you're aware, it's been our policy since 1967 not to call on 
Israeli officials in offices that they may have in East 
Jerusalem. But, as I say, these talks have been held, and 
they will be continuing. 


Q Middle East. Do you have anything on the PLO 
fighting over the weekend? 


A Anything on the PLO fighting over the 
weekend? No, I don't have anything. 


Q Okay. Do you have anything on the shooting 
of the Libyan Charge' or the reports about Libya having an 
atomic bomb? 


A Yes. I can give you something on each of 
those. As far as the attempted assassination of the Libyan 
Charge', we deeply deplore all such acts of violence 
regardless of their motives or the nationality of their 
victims. We sincerely hope that Mr. Ghouga recovers rapidly 
from that atttack. 


As far as the reports of Libya having acquired 
nuclear explosive devices, we have no information whatsoever 
which would confirm such a report, and we would note that 
Libya is a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and there- 
fore has a commitment not to develop nuclear explosives. 


Again, just to catch up with a question before 
about Ambassador Habib, it's pretty much what I was saying 
before. He has no meetings scheduled with the Secretary as 
of this point, as we're here right now, but I can't rule out 
that there will be one scheduled. 


Q Follow-up on the Libyan bomb. Do you have 
any record of inspections of Libyan facilities by the IAEA? 


A I don't know. I guess I would have to refer 
you to the IAEA on that question. 


Q Regarding Habib, I understand that the 
reasoning behind -- the story in the Newsweek brings the 
reasoning for replacing Habib, the fact that he's unwelcomed 
by the Syrians. 





The last that we heard, you confirmed that the 
Syrians said that they don't think that it would be right 
for him to come to Damascus because there is nothing to talk 
about or something like this. 

















Do you have any new information that Habib is now 
-- that the Syrians have changed their position and Habib is 
now welcome in Damascus? 


A I don't have anything new to give you, but I 
also think I am not going to get into the question of the 





tactics that might be employed in terms of -- at this point as 


we look ahead to dealing with the problem of Syrian 
withdrawal. Obviously, our views on that subject are on the 
record. 


Your question about Ambassador Habib, though, I 
don't have anything new to give to you at this point. 


Q So you don't know of any changes in the 
Syrian position that originally was that he is not welcomed 
in Damascus? 


A I don't have anything new to give you about 
that position. No. 


Q Mr. Sharon this morning on NBC suggested a 
couple of suggestions about what to do next to deploy the 
United Nations force between Syrian and Israeli forces in 
Lebanon, and to keep the Israeli forces on the Damascus- 
Beirut highway and evacuating the Shouf Mountain area. What 
do you comment on this? 


A I don't have any comment to give you on that. 


Q What are your feelings about these 
suggestions? 


A I don't have any comment go give you. I 
think we've discussed before the question of our attitude 
towards withdrawal, and I've nothing new to offer you on 
deployment of the MNF outside its current mission. That's 
as far as I can take it at this point. 


Q Do you know when Ambassador Hinton comes back 
to Washington? 


A I do not. As I indicated to you before, my 
understanding is that he has been due back on home leave and 
that this change would presumably affect his travel sche- 
dule. Whether he might not still be coming back and 
returning to post, or coming back and staying back, or 
delaying his coming back, I don't know. I don't have his 
travel plans. 
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Q One other question. I just want to raise a 
mechanical point because there's a time element involved. 


a Sure. 


Q Why is the opening of the George Marshall 
Room upstairs closed to coverage? 


A I don't know the answer. Rush, do you know the 


answer? 


MR. TAYLOR: It's a private function. We normally 
do not have press. We have cameras up there. 


Q Is it open for photo? 
A Is it open for photos? 
MR. TAYLOR: Yes. 


A It's apparently open for photos, not for 
writing press, I gather. Is that correct? 


MR. TAYLOR: Yes. 


Q Alan, on that same NBC interview with Sharon 
this morning, he said, and I quote: “American diplomats 
made a mistake not to negotiate at the same time with Syria 
while they were negotiating with Israel and Lebanon and with 
the PLO pullout." 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A We think we have approached this in the best 
way we can. I don't particularly intend to respond to that. 
Obviously, we do what we think is doable and right and so 
on. 


Q Do you have any comments on Philippe 
Gonzalez's criticisms of American policy in Central America? 


A Not particularly. I've seen various reports 
of what he may have said, but I have seen nothing detailed. 
I understand that par of what Prime Minister Gonzalez was 
saying was that he was backing the Contadora approach, and 
we, Of course, have also done that. So I'm not sure where 
differences might lie. 





ll 


Obviously, we would look forward to the meetings 
with him. I understand he's coming the 20th and 2lst for an 
official working visit, and that would provide an oppor- 
tunity to discuss the issue. 





Q He talked about negotiations between Havana 
and Washington. 


A I don't have anything beyond what we've 
offered you previously on that. 


Q Would you take the question of Ambassador 
Hinton's return and try to find out for us more specifically 
what his plans will be? 


A I will look into that. 


Q Do you have any comment about the revelations 
over the weekend from Israel about the premeditated nature 
of the invasion that Mr. Sharon has mentioned and the idea 
that former Secretary Haig knew about it according to Mr. 
Begin and Mr. Sharon from last weekend? 


x Not really. We've gone over all of that over 
many, many months -- 


Q Well, this is coming out -- 


A -- and there's nothing -- I, myself, have 
addressed the issue of the so-called "green light" and 
indicated that there was no green light. The question of 
Our attitude towards the actions that were taken is on the 
record, I refer you back to the time when the actions took 
place. I'm not going to try tc rehash that particular 
record. 


Q But now there is new information coming from the 
highest Israeli officials, do you have any comments on those? 


A No. I think that there have been statements 
before coming out of Israel on exactly these same points. I 
don't think this is "new information," and what we've said 
before stands. I am not going to try to go back and dig it 
out. I welcome your doing that. 


Q It's a different subject. I just wondered if 
Ambassador Harriman has any meetings in this building set 
up? 


A I've inquired about it. I did not get a 
response. I don't know whether he does or doesn't, but, 
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again, the best I can do at this point is to say that I cer- 
tainly wouldn't rule that out. But I will try to find out 
if there's anything on that. 


Q Do you have any response to Harriman's com- 
ments yesterday or olive branches he's brought back? 


A We responded the other day to part of what he 
said. I don't have anything new to respond to. 


Q The visit of Prime Minister Bishop from 
Grenada is for three or four more days. Do you know if 
there's been any resolution as to whether he will be meeting 
with anyone in the White House or in the State Department? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you on 
that today. 


Q Is it still under consideration? 


A As I say, I don't have anything new to offer. 
It's where I think the Secretary last addressed this issue, 
and I would leave it I guess where he did when he was in the 
briefing room the other day. 


| Q Is there any change in Ambassador Stone's 
itinerary specifically with regard to Nicaragua as a result 
of the expulsions today? 


A I know of no change in his itinerary. 

Q He still plans to go to Nicaragua and to meet 
with officials as -- : 

A Yes. I know of no change in his itinerary. 

Q Has that meeting ever been firmed up between 


Stone and the Nicaraguans? 


A I don't have details, but I think that there 
was a public statement issued by the Nicaraguan Government, 
indicating that they were welcoming him and that they would 


see him. 
Q Anything beyond that? 


A I'm not going to get into diplomatic dialogue 
on it, but I think that we can take that as an indication 
that they said they would meet with him and would look for- 
ward to talking with him. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
brief announcements. First, available in the Press Office 
is the testimony of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs, Elliot Abrams, before the House 
Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees 
and International Law. The subject is refugees, as the 
issue relates to asylum. You'll have to look at it to get a 
further definition of that. 


Second, just to correct something I said yester- 
day. A question was raised about the person to whom 
Ambassador Rosenne of Israel had informally presented his 
credentials. I had been informed that it was to Assistant 
Secretary Veliotes. The question was raised here in the 
briefing room. Apparently the Israelis were saying that it 
had been to Mr. Dam, the Deputy Secretary. I was wrong, and 
apologize for that. 


That's it for announcements. 


Q Alan, do you have a response to the vote by 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee this morning on the 
bill -- resolution stopping the United States support for 


the guerrillas in Nicaragua? 


A Just simply to note that the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee amendment votes yesterday were one stage 
in continuing Congressional consideration of this issue. 


We have stated before our basic opposition to any 
legislation which would constrain the Executive's policy 
tools to deal with the extremely complex situation in 
Central America. 





Q You're talking about the amendment 

yesterday? 
4X I'm talking about the amendment votes yesterday. 
Q That applies to what happened today, then; 


full committee vote? 

















A I'm sorry, I wasn't aware what they had 
done. Again, we're talking about an on-going, very multi- 
faceted Congressional process. I don't think we're going to 
comment at each stage along the way. 


As I say, we've stated before our basic opposi- 
tion to any legislation which would constrain the Executive 
policy tools to deal with this complicated situation. I 
think I will stand on that as a general principle, and not 
try to get into each individual vote. 


Q Can you comment on what type of resolution 
you would like to see come through? What language you're 
substituting? 


A No. It includes not getting into that. 


Q Alan, any reaction toward Nicaragua, reta- 
liatory measures? 


A No, I don't have anything to announce to 
you at this point. 


Q Anyone being brought in? 


A Again, I don't have anything to announce to 
you at this point. 


Q When might you have something to announce? 


A I can't tell you specifically when we might 
have something for you, but I think I indicated that we had 
under consideration an appropriate response. As I said 
yesterday, we reject the charges. We rejected them yester- 
day, we reject them today. We protested it, and I don't 
have anything further, though, in terms of steps at this 
moment. 


Q Where are those diplomats today? Have they 
left the country, or are they en route to the United States? 


A My understanding is that they have left 
Nicaragua. They are en route here. We're not going to be 
giving a detailed itinerary, but I do understand they are 
due in Washington perhaps later today. 


Q Can they be made available? 


4 No, I don't expect that they would be made 
available. 














Q Are things still as they were with the 
visit of Ambassador Stone to Nicaragua? 


A Ambassador Stone is still planning to go to 
Nicaragua on the 10th. 


Q The New York Times today reprints an 
excerpt from Harrison's Foreign Policy article on the 
U.N. mediation effort in Afghanistan. What is the U.S. 
attitude to that mediation proposal? 








A I would refer you back to what we've had on 
this the other day. I don't know if you've got that 
guidance. It was available -- 


Q I've only been here for a few days. 


A Okay, that's fair enough. There is 
guidance available which referred to the basic Foreign 
Policy magazine article. Let me ask you to take a look at 
that. 








Q The Middle East? 


Q Just a moment, please, on Central America. 
Alan, there are reports, published reports from El Salvador 
that the government there, President Magana will propose that 
the elections set for late this year will be delayed for two 
more years. 


A For two more years? 
QO Yes ° 
A I'm unaware of anything to substantiate 


that at all. 
Q Two years or any time period -- 


XN No, there was a report the other day that I 
Saw in the press suggesting that in any one of his conver- 
sations some other official had suggested to Ambassador 
Stone that there would be some delay. Again, we don't have 
any information that would indicate confirmation of that 
idea. Our information is that the elections will go ahead 
on the schedule which we've talked about before, at the end 
of this year. 


Q Still on Central America. The Foreign 
Minister of Honduras, Edgardo Paz Barnica, said yesterday as 
he did ten days ago that as far as he knew there was no 

















agreement between the United States and Honduras with 
respect to a base at which Salvadorans might be trained. 
And also members of the ruling party have also said that if 
there is such an agreement, they have not been notified and 
that it violates their Constitution for that to occur 
without Congressional consent on their part. 


Do you have any -- can you tell us anything about 
that agreement, like who were the signatories to the 
agreement in the Executive Branch of the United States 
Government, and whether we consider that there is, in fact, 
an agreement? 


A I think on the question of the facts of who 
was involved, I would need to check and see what I can pro- 
duce on that. 


As far as the internal deliberations or concern 
within Honduras that you're talking about, it's simply would 
be inappropriate for us to comment on the constitutionality 
of the establishment of the regional military center. As 
we've said, it would be a Honduran facility, and I don't 
think that we would want to get into discussion of an inter- 
nal Honduran matter. 


Q Are you asserting that there is an 
agreement; is the United States Government saying that there 
is an agreement? 


A I don't recall the phrasing that we used 
the other day about agreement or non-agreement. I would 
have to check and see whether the formalities of this turn 
into an agreement or not. 


Let me just look that up, but I don't think we 
would comment on the internal processes or concerns that 
have been expressed as reported in the press. 


Q In spite of the agreement or not existing, 
key are the preparations for the bases themselves? 


A I don't have anything for you. I would 
suggest you might want to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Middle East. Two questions regarding the 
Soviet Union. Do you have any comment on reports of messa- 
ges between King Fahd and the Soviet, or any messages bet- 
ween Andropov and Arafat? 


A I do not. 


Q On neither one? 
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Q Do you have anything on -- if memory serves 
me correctly -- a Wall Street Journal article that said that 
there had been a meeting between PLO and American officials 
regarding terrorism in the United States? 





A I don't know the article, and I'm not fami- 
liar with any conversations. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report by an 
anti-Zionist group in the Soviet Union that all Jews in the 
Soviet Union who wish to emigrate have done so; that there 
are no great numbers? 


A The so-called appeal againist Zionism is 
part of a continuing Soviet propaganda campaign aimed both 
at the State of Israel and Jewish activists within the 
Soviet Union. 


While this particular statement also purports to 
reject anti-Semitism, in fact, the basic thrust of this and 
other anti-Zionist propaganda is anti-Semitic. 


The contention of the anti-Zionist Committee of 
the Soviet public that the majority of Jews who desire to 
emigrate from the Soviet Union have already left is patently 
false. Many thousands of Jews, some estimates range into 
the hundreds of thousands, are still seeking to emigrate 
from the USSR and have been denied this fundamental right of 
freedom of movement on the flimsiest of pretext. 


It is particularly deplorable that the Soviet 
regime should now enlist some people of Jewish ancestry to 
participate in their anti-Semitic diatribes. In particular, 
we condemn the statements of one committee member, General 
Dragunsky, who equated Zionism with Nazism. Such 
anti-Semitic propaganda under the guise of anti-Zionism, or 
any other cover, is an extreme distortion of history and the 
truth and is abolutely unacceptable. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Copy. Sure. 
Q Do you see this as a step to restrict 


Jewish emigration? 


A As a step to restrict Jewish emigration? 
I think it certainly is a manifestation of the restricted 
emigration. 














Q Alan, it should have been asked yesterday, 
I suppose. Over the weekend there was that report about the 
Grand Rabbi of Moscow who has passed away since, I think, 
complaining to the U.S. Embassy about a U.S. Embassy member 
showing up at the -- 


A There is some guidance in the Press Office 
on that, so if you could check that. 


re) Regarding Romania, do you expect any public 
announcement by the Romanian Government as to the decision 
to stop the immigration tax or you're satisfied with the 
assurances that were given, I understand, in some diplomatic 
exchange between Romania and the U.S.? 


A I have no idea whether they would be making 
some statement, and I guess I would have to suggest to you 
that you address your question to the Government of Romania. 


Again, I think I would refer you, since there was 
‘some wording on this that was available yesterday, let me 
ask you to refer to that as to how this matter was dealt 
with between the two governments. I think rather than try 
to paraphrase it, I would refer you to that. 


Q Alan, to facilitate, could we get that 
guidance and also the guidance about the rabbi; could you 
put it out for us? 


A Make it available? Yes. Rush, if we could 
make that available. 


Q Today, the Washington Post reported that King 
Fahd sent a letter to -- 





A Excuse me, before we go into that, I'd like 
to look and check on the Romanian one and make sure that 
we've got the one I'm thinking of. 


Q The Washington Post story that King Fahd 
sent a letter to Andropov about the oil prices and about the 
Iraq-Iran war. 





A I have no comment on it. 


Q How would you look at some sort of 


rapprochement between your allies in the area, your two Arab 
allies or friends -- Egypt and Saudi Arabia and the Soviet 


Union? 


4 You're presupposing a lot of things in your 
question. In any case, I'm not going to get into the 
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question of commenting on relations between two other 
governments. I don't think that's for me to do. 


Q Do you have any comment on this statement 
made by President Mubarak of Egypt to Le Figaro, the French 
newspaper, expressing the idea that money given from the 
United States to Israel comes mostly from Arab sources? 





A No. I wasn't aware of that, and I think I 
will pass on that particular one. 


Q Alan, with whom is Foreign Minister Salem 
of Lebanon going to meet here in the States, and how would 
you describe the purpose of his visit here? 


A Foreign Minister Salem will be coming to 
the Department. He'll be meeting with Acting Secretary Dam 
on Wednesday, and he will meet with the Secretary on 
Saturday. I don't have a description particularly to give 
you of his visit. I would suggest you might want to check 
with the Lebanese Embassy, and also with regard to any other 
meetings he might be having. Not here, but he will be 
having those two meetings. 


QO (Inaudible) 


A I think we had something on this before 
about what our understanding of the nature of his overall 
visit, and would refer you back to what I think I said about 
this the other day. But, certainly his conversations here 
are not unofficial. He's coming here and he will be having 
discussions with the Acting Secretary and then later in the 
week with the Secretary. 


Q He is seeing Mr. Veliotes today? 


A I don't know whether he is or isn't. I 
haven't got anything on that. 


Q Is he meeting with the President tomorrow? 


A You would have to check with the White 
House. 


--MORE-- 





Q There are some reports that the United 
States Government is not pleased with the level of activity 
of some European countries -- and mainly France -- in 


helping to persuade Syria to withdraw its forces from 
Lebanon. 


Could you comment on those reports? 


A No. I wouldn't have any comment on that. 
Obviously, an important objective is to effect the total 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces from Lebanon, including 
the Syrian forces, but as to how we would go about that and 
what the various parties might be doing, I would not comment 
on that. 


If you want, I can give you some of these things 
that we have been talking about here before on -- I don't 
know if it's helpful to you or not -- on the Honduran center 
-- at least what we said about this before; on the synagogue 
visit; and, on the Romanian MFN. Should I do those three 
things? 


Q Yes. 
A Just to go back over, I think this may have 
been used before, but on the communique -- there was a press 


communique issued in Tegucigalpa, as I can best make out 
probably on the 26th of May, which said as follows: 


"The Armed Forces of Honduras, with the 
authorization of the Government of the Republic, have been 
in negotiations with the Government of the United States of 
America regarding the establishment in Honduras of a 
Honduran center of a regional nature for technical training 
in military and security elements within an academic frame- 
work of military and security elements from different 
countries. 


"Fundamentally, it will permit the overall improve- 
ment of the armed forces and will contribute to a climate 
of stability and security. This will also foster a solid 
awareness about the full development of democratic institu- 
tions resulting from the popular will, and containing the 
necessary guarantees for stability and security. 


"The eventual operation in Honduras of the afore- 
mentioned center will not constitute any deviation from 
existing cooperation agreements between Honduras and the 
United States of America. These agreements call for 
improving the quality of the armed forces. 














"The center would have a basic structure for the 
achievement of its goals and would be located in the area of 
Trujillo-Puerto Castilla, a relatively isolated area which 
is a reasonable distance from population centers and far 
from Honduran borders with El Salvador, Nicaragua, and 
Guatemala. 


"The Honduran Government will control the real 
estate, will provide physical security, and will have under 
its direction the operation of the center, using Honduran 
personnel. It (that is, the Government of Honduras) 
will also be able to negotiate bilateral issues in the 
future with governments in the region and outside of it 
which want to make use of the facilities that the center 
will offer." 


Q Copy? 
4 We can get a copy of that. 
Q Can you tell me on the basis of that 


whether that announces an agreement or not? 


° 4 I can't tell you whether this constitutes 
some formal agreement. 


Q Could you look into that? 
A Yes. I will still look into that. 
Q And specifically who the signatories are on 


behalf of the Defense Department? 


aN Let me look into the general question and 
see. 

Q Alan -- 

A Excuse me. Let me just go on with the 


others and I'll come -- 


Q On this matter -- 
A Go ahead. 
Q You started by saying that the military 


authorities are negotiating -- 


A Have been in negotiations. 
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Q And do you mean by that that the nego- 
tiations have ended, and they have been successful, and 
there was an agreement? Because -- 


A Again, I -- 


Q -- at the end of the communique you gave 
the impression that the decision has been made also. 


A I think that my understanding is that this 
represents an announcement of sorts coming out of 
Tegucigalpa. There may be a problem here, of course, in 
terms of translation and tense and so on. I'm sure you can 
get from the Government of Honduras the original of that. 


Let me go on with the other two. On Romania, let 
me just make this statement, then we will not make it 
necessarily available. It's fairly short. If you want, we 
can. : 


As you know, Romania's decree requiring an educa- 
tion repayment tax on intending immigrants has been a sub- 
ject of discussion between our two governments for several 
months. 


As a culmination of that process there was an 
exchange of letters last week between President Reagan and 
President Ceausescu. Assurances that the tax would no 
longer be applied were contained in President Ceausescu's 
letter to the President, but the texts are going to remain 
confidential I might add. 


Finally, on the Soviet protests on the synagogue 
visits that you raised before about the rabbi. We reject 
the unsubstantiated and, indeed, false allegations contained 
in the rabbi's letter of protest. As Ambassador Hartman 
pointed out in his letter of response to the rabbi, the 
diplomat in question visits the synagogue in a legitimate 
effort to retain contacts with various religious and other 
communities in the Soviet Union. He does not engage in pro- 
vocative or illicit activity, and he does not have and has 
not had anything to hide regarding the nature of his visits. 


Furthermore, as the rabbi himself acknowledged 
when delivering his letter, that diplomat has always con- 
ducted himself courteously and openly. Additionally, the 
Ambassador knows from personal contacts with other members 
of the synagogue congregation that, despite the rabbi's 
claims to the contrary, many practicing Jews do not object 
to our diplomat's visits. 
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Consequently, we must reject the rabbi's insinua- 
tions that our diplomat has displayed religious intolerance 
and has used his visits to the synagogue for improper pur- 
poses. We can only question what outside influence might 
have prompted so groundless a protest. 


Q Copy? 

A Copy of that one. Sure. 

Q What was the date of that, may I ask? 

A That's from this week. The rabbi's protest 


-- I don't know what the date of that was. 


Q Reuters reported recently that Mark 
Richards, the U.S. Deputy Assistant to the Attorney General 
arrived in Jerusalem to discuss Israel's receiving of -- 


(Press Officer entered the room with a five- 
candle candelabra which was placed on the podium.) 


4 Go ahead, Lester. (Laughter) I can't hear 
you, Lester. (Laughter) 


Q (Laughter) Well, let me shift -- 
(laughter) -- I just wondered, are you aware of the fact 
that the Pentagon Spokesman this morning strongly supported 
your strong skepticism over the Harvard theory that yellow 
rain is really the bowel movements of bees? 


fy I'm pleased to hear that. 

Q Could you tell us what is the worldwide 
reaction to the Harvard bee BM theory? Have you had any? 

4 Lester, I don't have anything for you. 

Q All right, I've got a couple of others. 

Q Do you have anything on the new guidelines 


on technology transfer to China? 


4 No. We had some guidance the other day on 
that. Again, I'd refer you to that. 


Q What are these candles for? 
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A You'll have to ask Lester about his out- 
burst at the Pentagon briefing. 


MR. KINSOLVING: They have ears and eyes 
everywhere. 


A We try to stay informed. Yes, we do. 


Q Alan, would it help our case any if we talk 
about the situation about getting in the building when the 
guards are out front since all of our officers seem to be 
absent today? It was total chaos this morning. Sometime 
you could get half way in and then you were blocked the 
other half of the way, and if it weren't for Mary Maserini I 
don't think any of us would have gotten up. 


4 What was the occasion? 

Q There's some police out there at present -- 
Q Houphet=-Boigny. ) 

A I'm sure there were security concerns and 


real reasons for doing this, but let me ask you to take up 
your concerns on that with Rush, and if there's anything 
that can be done with security, we will. But, as you know, 
when there are security concerns raised, indeed, sometimes 
life becomes a little bit difficult. 


Q But if we could make it public, because it 
really doesn't seem logical. We're a much greater security 
risk if we're kept outside, and in this case they were 
keeping us half way in and not the rest of the way. 


aN I'm not going to try to argue the security 
risk with you. 


Q Do you have anything on when the gentleman 
will come down, if they will, in the lobby today, after the 
luncheon? 


A Why don't you check later in the Press 
Office and see if we can get something for you on that? 


Q Do you have anything on when Pickering or 
Motley will be taking up their posts? 


A They both obviously need to be confirmed. 


Q Well, when they'll begin to assume 
responsibility? 
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A They won't have formal responsibilities 
until they have in fact been confirmed. When they might 
actually show up to follow the flow of activities that would 
-- I'm sure that Ambassador Pickering will not be going to 
his post until he has been confirmed. 


Regarding Ambassador Motley and his respon- 
sibilities, I think that he may be coming back before -- I 
mean, obviously, he has to come back and prepare for 
hearings and go through hearings, and so on. I don't know 
precisely when that will be. I know he has or had some 
business he needed to take care of before he finished up his 
chores in Brazil. I don't have a date. 


Q In negotiations last week with the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee Democrats over a possible compro- 
mise, who represented the State Department after the announce- 
ment that Enders would be leaving his post? 


A I don't have details for you on any 
discussions that might have taken place, nor do I really 
intend to try to get them for you, but I would note that 
Ambassador Enders continued in his position certainly as of 
then -- as far as I know as of now -- as Assistant 
Secretary. If he were to leave before Ambassador Motley 
assumed his position, I'm sure that Jim Michael would take 
over as Acting Assistant Secretary. 


Q And one final -- did you have anything 
today on Gonzalez's statements in Latin America about U.S. 
policy in the region? 


A No. I don't. 


Q A two-part question, if I could? Senator 
Helms, of the Foreign Relations Committee, has noted that 
now the Nicarguan sugar situation has been redistributed so 
that they are not sending in the amount of sugar they were 
before, and it's been redistributed to Honduras, Costa Rica 
and El Salvador. 


He says there was opposition from the State 
Department bureaucracy to this, the same crowd that thought 
up the $75 million handout to Nicaragua during the Carter 
Administration. And I called, and they stipulated it's the 
Department of Policy Planning. 


What is your reaction? Is Senator Helms of the 
Foreign Relations Committee in error? 
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A Lester, as you know, without leading you 
one way or another, it is our practice not to get into the 
question of internal deliberations, and I don't intend to do 
it. 


Q All right. Let me ask you this: Will you 
confirm -- either confirm nor deny that your State 
Department did what Senator Helms said they did? You're not 
disputing Senator Helms? 


A I won't address the issue. 


Q All right. Could I go to another issue? 
One other issue? 


Reuters reports that Mark Richards, the U.S. 
Deputy Assistant to the Attorney General, arrived in 
Jerusalem recently and was supposed to meet with the Israeli 
Attorney General at the Justice Ministry to discuss Israel's 
possible receiving of Valeria Trifa. But it says Richards 
cancelled the meeting when he learned the Ministry Building 
was in East Jerusalen. 


Number one, is this accurate? And, number two, 
does the State Department have anything to do with this 
disruption of getting a Nazi war criminal out of the United 
States and into Israel? 


A Lester, let me just paraphrase guidance 
we've had on this subject and refer you to the Press Office. 
It indicated that there have been talks going on, that the 
talks will continue, and I refer you to what we said about 
that. 


Q In other words, it cleared up this -- 


A I also noted, in terms of the question of 
East Jerusalem, it's been longstanding policy since 1967 
that U.S. officials have not met with Israeli officials in 
offices if they are in East Jerusalem. 


Q Do we have -=- in other words -- 


A But as far as those discussions are con- 
cerned, I'll refer you to the guidance. 


Q Right. I just want to get clear on two 
things. In other words, what you're saying is there was a 
momentary disruption in the discussions, but the discussions 
are continuing. 
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A I didn't say anything about momentary 
disruptions. I said there have been discussions, and the 
discussions will be continuing. 


Q They are continuing, is that correct? 


A I think there's another phase that is to 
come. I don't know what the precise dates might be on that. 


Q And let me ask you this: How long are we 
going to boycott part of Israel's capital? I mean -- 


A As I said, I just articulated our policy on 
East Jerusalem. 


Q I mean, how long is that anticipated to 
run, Alan? It's kind of silly, isn't it? Do the British 
boycott part of Washington and so forth, or what? Why do we 
do this? 


A Spence? 


Q Alan, do you see any hopeful signs of a 
settlement of the Afghanistan problem? 


A I don't have any words of wisdom or even 
particularly of hope to offer you on that, Spence. I think 
Our position is well known. We can provide that to you if 
you want. Obviously, we're looking to a solution along the 
lines of the U.N. Resolution on this, and we've made that 
clear before, but I don't have a judgment to offer you about 
hopefulness or lack of hopefulness. 


One point, Lester, just to go back, you might 
check also in the Press Office if you need a statement on 
Our position on Jerusalem. That's available there, too. 


Q On what? On East Jerusalem? 
x On Jerusalem, period. 

Q Thank you. 

A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 P. M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #98 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 8, 1983, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment. Tomorrow, Thursday, June 9, at 10:00 a.m., in this 
room there will be a BACKGROUND briefing in conjunction with 
the release of a Department study, “Security and Arms 
Control: The Search for a More Stable Peace." 


We will have available, on an embargoed basis, this 
afternoon at 4:00 o'clock in the Press Office copies of that 
report, but, again, please note it is embargoed until the 
briefing.* 


Q What time is the briefing? 

A The briefing is at 10:00 a.m. 

Q Is it for release at 10:00 a.m. tomorrow? 

4 It is for release when the briefing is 
finished. 

Q What is it about? 

A The subject is "Security and Arms Control: 


The Search for a More Stable Peace." Let me ask you to look 
at the book when you get it. It's a reasonably hefty 
booklet and special report, and the reason we're making it 
available today is so that you can read it ahead of time and 
have your questions -- 


Q It comes out in favor of peace? 

A It does come out in favor of peace, yes. 

@) Does it cover all areas of the world, or is 
it -- I mean, does it touch on various areas of the world or 

A Yes. Let me ask you to take a look at it. 


It is an arms control and security report. 


Q The place of the briefing? 

A Here in the briefing room. 

Q Anything in it? 

A I commend it to your careful attention, Mr. 


Kalb. 
* later changed to 7:00 a.m. 











Q Is that all? 
A That is more than enough. Yes. 
e) The Lebanese Foreign Minister said this 


morning that the Syrians will probably be looking for a 
high-level American involvement in whatever the next stage 
of troop withdrawal negotiations will take place. 


Is the United States Still prepared to play such a 
role? 


A I think that at this time it would be prema- 
ture to speculate on what specific role we might play. We 
have said, obviously, we have a continuing deep interest in 
this question and the issue of getting all foreign forces 
out of Lebanon, and we continue to have an active diplomatic 
dialogue with a variety of parties on the subject. 


How that might manifest itself in the terms that 
was suggested this morning by the Lebanese Government or a 
Lebanese official -- I'm not quite sure who said that -- I 
can't say, and I don't think I'm prepared to speculate on 
that. 





2) Have you had any corresponding signals or 
signs from the Syrians that they would welcome such an 
American role? 


LN Again, I think it would be inappropriate to 
get into details or substance of diplomatic exchange. Our 
objective remains unchanged, but precisely how this might 
proceed, I think I'm not prepared to address. 


Q Alan, along the same lines, the Lebanese 
Foreign Minister, Elie Salem, also indicated this morning 
that, according to him, there have been frequent U.S.-Soviet 
contacts with a view toward getting a mutually acceptable 
solution to the Lebanese problem, ergo, the withdrawal of 
all foreign forces. 


Any comment on that? 


A Not beyond what we've saic before, which is 
that we have discussed the Middle Eastern i: 2, obviously 
including the Lebanese question, with the S°viets, and our 
objective is to get all the foreign forces out of Lebanon, to 
restore Lebanese sovereignty throughout the country while 
assuring security across Israel's northern border. But I 
don't think I again could get into the details of the 
exchanges. 








QO Is Mr. Habib in Washington? 
A He is in Washington. 
QO Without going into the details, is it the 


American position that the Israeli-Lebanese agreement 
can be reopened, or is it a closed case and no conditions by 
the Syrians can open this agreement? 





A I'm not aware of any consideration of 
reopening the agreement. I think what we have indicated 
before -- the Secretary indicated at the time he was in 
the he was in the Middle East -- that there are some legitimate 
concerns that the Syrians might well have about specific 
aspects, and that they might want to account for those con- 
cerns in one way or another in the course of working out the 
withdrawal. But that does not equate to a question of 
reopening the agreement. 





fe) What would be, Alan, the U.S. view toward, 
say, the convening of an international conference involving 
the Soviets with a view toward finding a resolution of the 
Lebanese issue? 


A I think that the present path that we are on 
and the Lebanese specifically are on is the one that we 
think at the moment is what we should be doing. I don't see 
any prospect, frankly, for the kind of conference that 
you're suggesting. 


Q That is, an international conference with 
Soviet participation. You don't see that? 





A I don't see any prospect of that at this 
point. 


@) Does the U.S. see, in the search for a solu- 
tion, any possible linkage between return of the Golan, 
parts of, etc., to Syria in return for Syrian acceptance 
that would then trigger the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces? 


A I don't think I could get into the kind of 
substance, if you will, that you're trying to get me to go 
into as to what might formulate either the specifics or the 
Surrounding elements of what might be discussed 
diplomatically. 


I don't want to mislead you. I'm not suggesting 
One way Or another on that. I just don't think I can 











address the substance and the possibilities of what diploma- 
tic dialogue might produce. 


Q Another area? 

QO Can we just finish up with the Middle East 
first? 

A Let's stay with this. 

Q A follow-up to Shalom's question: Could you 


state it in a clearer way, would the U.S. agree to discuss 
with the Syrians things that practically mean reopening the 
signed agreement between Israel and Lebanon? 


A I think I really did express it fairly 
clearly in terms of that we're not -- that it's not 
something we have looked to in terms of reopening that 
agreement. I would repeat that, obviously, there are 
legitimate concerns which the Syrians may have which would 
need to be taken into account in their consideration of 
their withdrawal. But, as I said, that does not equate to 
reopening the agreement. 


Q Pose any -- 


A I'll just stick with what I said. I think 
I've really been quite clear. 


Q You're talking about these legitimate con- 
cerns for the Syrians. Would you be able to tell us what 
are these concerns? 


A Again, not in specifics beyond what the 
Secretary cited as an example when he was on his trip. He 
talked about the fact that the security zone would go over 
to the Syrian-Lebanese border, for example. That would be 
something which the Syrians would clearly want to look at in 
terms of how they wanted to deal with that. 


Q How about the Secretary's schedule? Is he 
planning to pass by Syria on his way back from the 
post-Ministerial Asia meeting? 


A I know of no plans for him to do that at 
this point. I never would rule out anything on his way back 
from anywhere to go anywhere, but there's no plan for that. 


Q Would you characterize the Syrian position 
now as more forthcoming? 




















A I don't think I'd characterize the Syrian 
position at all. I don't think that's for me to do. 

fe) In light of the latest developments and 
contacts? 

A Again, I don't think it's for me to charac- 


terize their position. What we want is to get all the 
foreign forces out. 


0 I just wanted to ask whether the effort to 
get the Syrians out in your view remains an essentially Arab 
effort or one in which the U.S. could or even should play 
the major role? 


A I don't think we have played the major role, 
in terms of the discussions up to this point, and that is, I 
think, an accurate description. 


Again, I'm getting back, I guess, to the earlier 
question. I don't want to try to specify what the future 
might hold. Certainly, there is a very active dialogue 
going on among the various Arab countries, and I would pre- 
sume among Palestinian groups, too. I think that is essen- 
tially where the action has remained. I don't want to try 
to prognosticate on that. 


0 What can you tell us now about the in-house 
Mideast review? Does it begin today or tomorrow? And who 
all will be there? 


A Again, you're putting that all in caps, and 
I don't think that that's consistent with what we said about 
it. What we've said about it is that there are some 
Ambassadors who are back for a variety of reasons, not 
having to do with having been called back for this purpose. 


They will be getting together. I'm sure they will 
be getting together one on two, or whatever. They're all 
here, and they're all interested in the same kinds of sub- 
jects. They will be meeting, I think, later this week. I 
believe I was right earlier when I suggested that there 
would be a meeting tomorrow, but, again, I put this in small 
case. It's not some sort of major review that's underway 
here. 


0 Is Atherton also back? 


A No. I don't believe he's back. 





Q Do you know who would be in? It would be 
Lewis, Draper, Dillon -- 


A The Ambassadors from the countries that I 
mentioned, if I can recall, are Lewis, Murphy, Dillon and 
Viets, and, of course, Ambassadors Habib and Draper are 
here. 


Q That's just a coincidence that they're all 
here right now? 


A Yes. 

Q Just a pure coincidence? 

A Yes. Your verbal smirk notwithstanding. 
Q Just to clarify, I think that the term 


"review" was used by Assistant Secretary Veliotes on the 
hearing on the Hill. He used the term "review." 


A He mentioned it, but I think that also he 
wanted to take some -- yes, there's nothing new about this 
-- he wanted to take some care in explaining this, that it 
was of the nature that I'm describing to you, and I think 
I've been describing now for about three days. 


Q You said earlier that there is a very active 
dialogue going on in the area including the Palestinians. 
Do you have any people on the ground there in contact or 
representatives in the area who -- 


A We certainly have our embassies and diplo- 
mats there. Also, Ambassador Draper's team, or parts of 
that team -- certainly Chris Ross remains there. But in 
terms of our Embassies, they certainly are there and able, 
whether an Ambassador is present or not, to interact with 
their host government. 


Q What do you comment on the story in The 
Washington Post this morning about the apprehension of 
Syria towards-- 





A About the what? 


Q The apprehensions of Syria towards joining if 
-- when the matter is related to water and water diversion -- 


A I really don't have any information on the 
Syrian attitude. I really can't comment on that, and I have 








no evidence to support the suggestion that Israel is 
diverting that water. 


Q Permit me to go back to -- 

QO Could we go to Nicaragua? 

A Yes. Let's go on to another subject. 

Q Alan, the Nicaraguans have denied, hooted 


at, whatever you want to say, your charges that their con- 
sultate offices were used for intelligence operations. 


What is your reaction to that? Can you give us any 
more about this charge? 


A I can't really. As you know, it's the kind 
of subject which becomes very delicate for us to address at 
all, and I think you had some guidance on this yesterday 
afternoon when the announcement was made about the action 
that we had taken. I really cannot take it beyond what was 
said. 


Q Isn't it a little odd, though that you had 
to announce that coincidentally after the Nicaraguans 
expelled the three? 


A I don't think it looks a little odd. 


0 If these places were being used as spy nests 
or whatever, why didn't you throw them out a long time ago? 


A Decisions of how to handle situations like 
that are made on the basis of a variety of factors. 


Q It couldn't have been very serious intelli- 
gence operations if you let them sit there and do it. 


A I don't share that as a necessary conclu- 
Sion, but I can't get into it. I'm just anticipating your 
follow-on. I can't get into it. You can press on it, but 
it just doesn't do any good. There's nothing I can say to 
characterize it or describe it in any way. I think you have 
to take what we said as our position on this. 


Q Can you tell me why 21 were thrown out 
instead of three? Was this because of the seriousness of the 
intelligence operations that were going on? Why the dispro- 
portion in numbers? 











A Again, you had guidance on this yesterday 
which I will repeat for you: The Nicaraguan Government's 
precipitous action in expelling U.S. officials, giving them 
an unreasonably short deadline for leaving the country and 
then the public show staged in Managua on June 6 called, 
in our Opinion, for a strong response. An important addi- 
tional consideration was the Nicaraguan Government's use of 
its consultates for intelligence operations. 


-- MORE -- 











¢) Alan, do you have assurances that these 
officials have indeed left? Are they out of the country as 


yet? 


A I don't think actually they were, as I 
recall it, due to be ovt at this particular moment. 


Q Can you do better on John's question about 
if there were intelligence operations why weren't they thrown 
out earlier? 


A No, I cannot. I don't propose to get into 
that. 


Q Are there any intelligence operations being 
conducted out of the Nicaraguan Embassy here in Washington? 


A Again, I don't propose to get into that. 
We chose to make this statement yesterday. We don't often 
do that, but it was made yesterday and I think you have to 
take it as a sincere statement. If you don't, that's your 
privilege. 


QO Is Ambassador Quainton being recalled? 


a I have no information that suggests he's 
being recalled. 


Q Are there any additional measures con- 
templated against Nicaragua? 


A No, and I don't know of any other addi- 
tional measures. 

Q Whom will Ambassador Stone see in Managua? 

A I don't have details on that. I guess 


we'll have to wait and see. I just don't know whom he will 
see. 


Q Is there any change in Ambassador Stone's 
schedule? 

A There's no change in his plan to go on 
Friday. 

Q There is a report from one of the tribe of 


journalists traveling with the Secretary that there might be 
a full break in relations. 
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Bs That was an erroneous report. 

Q That's flat-out wrong? 

nen Flat out wrong. 

@) Anything new, more ample a statement than the 
one that -- the brief one of yesterday regarding the meeting 


between Bishop of Grenada and Secretary Dam and Judge Clark? 


A Really not. You got the statement I think 
last night, or the guidance last night that was available on 
this. They did meet. 


Q But that did represent an abrupt change, 
because -- I think it was last Friday the Secretary of State 
said, well, we offered him -- who was it now? Ambassador 


Middendorf, and he apparently missed the appointment. And 
then suddenly, with no announcement from you, we see Bishop 
all smiles, coming out of this building, after meeting no 
less than Dam and Clark? 


pet These things happen from time to time. I 
don't have details to give you on the diplomatic back-and- 
forth on that. 


I think, again, we gave you yesterday as much 
characterization as we're prepared to do. 


Q Would you read that, please, what you gave 
yesterday? 


A I don't know if this is exactly what was on 
the piece of paper yesterday, but it's close. 


We can confirm that Prime Minister Bishop met 
yesterday at the Department with Acting Secretary Dam and 
National Security Advisor William Clark. The content of the 
conversation will remain confidential by mutual agreement. 


The exchange was general in nature and reflected 
the concerns of both governments. 


Q Last week, when asked about it, the 
Secretary said that there was no toughening of the U.S. 
position in Central America, no hardening. Nevertheless, after 
the actions taken yesterday, there is a feeling, at least a 
confirmation of many of the feelings that the U.S. was 
toughening this. 
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How would you characterize what is happening? 


A I think what the Secretary indicated was, 
there was no change in policy; there has been no change in 
policy. There were certain actions taken by the Government 
of Nicaragua and we responded. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee action yesterday? 


A On the covert action question? No, I don't 
have anything beyond what I offered you. 


Q Would you use the same guidance as you did 
when the House Intelligence Committee passed the same bill? 


A I don't recall specifically what it was. 

Q You use words like "most unwise." 

A I gave you the other day -- it was yester- 
day or the day before -- some language about our basic posi- 


tion which has been articulated on this before, and I'll 
leave you with that. 


0 Do you have any comment on reports of death 
threats against the family of human rights activist in 
Argentina, Emilio Mignone? 


A I don't have any information on it. 


0 You're aware of the reports or you have no 
comment on it? 


A I'm not aware of the reports. 


Q Alan, are there any changes in the plans 
for elections in Salvador; the timing of those elections? 


By There has been, because of delay in 
completing a constitution, which would contain the election 
provisions, and also the necessity of formulating an elec- 
toral law following the adoption of that constitution, there 
has been some discussion in El Salvador of changing the 
date. But there has been no decision to do that, and in any 
case as far, as I understand, there has been no discussion 
of slipping that, if it were to slip, beyond the original 
March 31, '84 deadline. But, again, I would emphasize my 
understanding is that this has been a matter of discussions 
but certainly not a matter of decision. 
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QO There is no slipping beyond the March '84 -- 
A March 31, '84; the original deadline. 
@) So in other words, it's possible it might 


slip beyond the first of next year; right? 


A That, as I say, is something that has been 
discussed in El Salvador but it is not something that has, 
by any means, been decided. 


@) Whom did these discussions involve -- 
America officials? Whom do these discussions involve? 


A I don't have details on who has been involved 
in the discussions. 


Q What would be the U.S. view on slippage? 
Because the U.S. was pushing for the earlier elections? 


A I don't know that we said we were pushing 
for the earlier elections. I think we welcomed that, but, 
as I say, the factors involved here include the delays 
in completing the constitution and the election provisions in 
that constitution, and the necessity to formulate an elec- 
toral law following the adoption of that constitution. 


fe) So you consider that understandable or just 
you -- 


A I would just leave you with those words. 
I'm not going to try to characterize it. 


Q Do you have a timetable on the completion 
of this process, the constitution and the election law? 


A I understand that the constitution will be 
presented to the drafting committee for public debate and 
passage by the Constituent Assembly as a whole soon. I 
don't have a further definition of what the word "soon" 
means. I can't help you on that. 





Q When will the ruler of Bahrain begins his 
official visit to the United States? 





A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Is it true that a high-ranking U.S. offi- 
cial visited Libya -- Tripoli, Libya -- in the last few weeks 


prior to the uprising in the PLO, (inaudible) ranks in the 
PLO? 
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ay I'm unaware of any -- 
@) This is a story from the West Bank. 
4 I'm unaware of any visit by a high-ranking 


official recently to -- 


Q While you're on this constitution in that 
part of the world south of us, did you have any comment in 
the last several days, or do you now, on the announcement by 
the Prime Minister of Grenada over the weekend regarding the 
constitutional process that he has announced is starting in 
Grenada leading toward an eventual election? 


a I don't have anything on that. 

QO Could you get something as to what the U.S. 
view of it is? 

A I'm doubtful, but I will look into it. 

QO Has not the U.S. been critical of their 


failure to do anything in the past? 


A I think that we would -- there has been a 
recent discussion, obviously, and I'm not sure that we would 
get into commenting on that question. I'll look into it for 
you, though. 


fe) Could you restate what the U.S. view is on 
elections in Salvador as to their timing? 


Ay I'd ask you to go back and look at the 
record of what we've said before, and I'll ask you to look 
at what I said today. I don't have anything to summarize it 
all and put it in a nice, neat package for you. 


0 Is there a date now? Has a date ever been 
set? 


A I don't know if there's a specific date 
that's been set; whatever the Salvadoran Government has made 
known on this. You would have to check with them. I don't 
recall it. I'm sure you know as much about it as I do. 


Q Jean Kirkpatrick is supposed to give a 
briefing to Congress today. Since she's not testifving 
before any particular committee, do you know what that is? 
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A I don't. I'd ask you to check with her 
office. I don't know -- 


Q Is she the lead person now on Central 
America policy for the Administration at this point, because 
I understand that Enders is no longer occupying his office? 


A As of yesterday, Jim Michel is the Acting 
Assistant Secretary. Lead person really is the President of 
the United States. Beyond that, everybody has the various 
responsibilities, including, obviously the Secretary of 
State. 


Q Clearly. But up until now, Jean 
Kirkpatrick said many different things of a factual and of 
another nature, some of which are questionable. 


I haven't raised them very often here at all, and 
I want to know whether she speaks for the Administration on 
Central America because now there just seems to be -- you 
know, it's just not clear who does on Central America. 


For example, she said just a couple weeks ago 
that the United States considered the government in 
Nicaragua to be a "Stalinist regime." I'd like to know 
what that means if she speaks for the Administration or not. 
I'd appreciate -- 


A I'm not familiar with that speech, and you 
would have to check with her office on that particular 
formulation. Obviously, she's a senior official of the 
government, and when she's speaking in that capacity, she is 
speaking officially. 


QO Where is Ambassador Vernon Walters, and 
when did he visit Morocco, Algeria and Tunisia in the last 
few weeks? 


A He visited them -- I don't know -- a couple 
of weeks ago. It was in all the papers in those countries, 
and John Hughes addressed it from this podium. I suggest 
you go back and look at the record. 


Q Speaking of speeches, to change the sub- 
ject, can you give us an idea about the availability of a 
text for the Secretary's commencement address at Stanford? 


A I don't have anything for you today on 
that. 


Q You believe, though, one will be made 
available here? 
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A I'll have to check. I would hope that we 
could make it available. He's away and he doesn't get back 
until Friday night. The speech is on Sunday. So whether 
he will still be working on it over the weekend, I can't tell you, 
and I wouldn't want to promise you something which we couldn't 
deliver on. 


QO Do you have anything with respect to the 
Honduran training base that could clarify what the status of 
it is? : 

A I don't. We're still working on answering 


your question on it. 


Q Also, do you have anything with respect -- 
has the United States transmitted anything to the Pretoria 
Government with respect to the executions that are scheduled 
for tomorrow morning? 


fy I have a guidance which goes back to 
yesterday, which I think I would want to use rather than 
trying to talk specifically about anything we might be doing 
directly with the government. Let me just make a statement 
for you in response to your question. 


The Department has taken note of the announce- 
ment that the State President of South Africa has commuted 
the death sentences of three self-proclaimed members of the 
African National Congress -- the ANC -- convicted of taking 
part in activities in which no one was killed, but denied 
the clemency appeals for the three who were convicted of 
murder. 


The latter three were convicted of participating 
in attacks against South African installations which 
resulted in four deaths. They had waived their right to 
appeal their convictions and applied directly for clemency, 
which has now been denied. 


The United States voted on December 7, 1982, in 
favor of United Nations Security Council Resolution 525 
which urged the Government of South Africa to commute the 
death sentences of the three. In accordance with U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 525, the United States made 
known its concern to the South African Government regarding 
the six South Africans condemned to death. 


In the wake of the car bomb attack in Pretoria, 
in which 18 were killed and 200 injured, responsibility 
for which was subsequently claimed by the ANC, and the 
South African attack on Maputo, Mozambique, the United 
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States calls on all parties to the conflict in Southern 
Africa to halt the growing cycle of violence and to dedicate 
themselves to the pursuit of peaceful resolution of the 
problems of the region. 


The United States rejects both the status quo of 
apartheid and the use of violence as a means to bring about 
change or resolve problems. We do not believe that further 
deaths will contribute to a resolution of the problems of 
Southern Africa. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Alan? 
A We can make a copy. 
Q Yesterday, it seems like 66 or 67, some 


number like that, members of Congress signed a letter asking 
for the Secretary of State to make a personal intervention 
in this case to keep these three people from being killed. 
Did he do anything, or did the State Department do anything 
in response to that appeal or at the same time as the 
appeal? 


A Let me look into it. Again, you get into 
an area of if we did do something directly, I'm not sure 
whether we would be able to talk to it; but let me look into 
it and see what I can come up with. 


@) Alan, do you have Wisner's testimony; is it 
going to come out? 


A Rush, do we have -- no. 
Q Pardon? 

A Do not. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 9, 1983, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple 
brief announcements. A reminder, I guess, there will be a 
background briefing tomorrow, June 10, in the White House 
Briefing Room at 10:30 a.m. on Australian Prime Minister 
Hawke's visit. 


Also available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Acting Secretary Larry Eagleburger before the House 
Ways and Means Committee. The subject is CBI. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q The subject was what? on 
A CBI, Caribbean Basin. 
Q That's the only question, I had. 


TAPE RECORDER: Joe Fraser won! (Laughter) 


I'll have to look into that. 

What time did you say that is? (Laughter) 
Jim? 

I pass. 

I pass. 


I pass. That's it? 
Nobody want's to leave. 


I want to leave. 


r 0 Oo FF ODO OO FP YO PP 


Do you have a question? 


No, we have not declared war. 








Q Does the State Department have a reaction to 
the hangings in South Africa? 


4 I don't have anything beyond what we said 
yesterday at the briefing, and I think we provided something 
later on it. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the arrest of 
Opposition figures in Nicaragua? 


A I believe there was something on this 
earlier. Rush, do you recall -- I think in the Press Office 
there is some guidance on that. I don't have it with me, 
but you can get it. 


@) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:12 P.M.) 


7 7 | : 














(Asn no) 


DEPARTMENT oP STATE 
DAILY PREsSs srr EFING 
Priday, June 10, 1983 





INDeEx 


AID 

$25 Million in Food Aid for Southern Africa Drought 1-2, 3 
CUBA 

Reports of Increased Soviet Troop Levels CPt eerseeee 203 
START 


TASS Commentary of President's New Proposals Ste eeees Jag 


LEBANON 
Attacks on Israeli Soldiers See RPBS 900s oseercecce. 4 
Demonstrations at Ansar Detention Camp, Wellfare of 


High-Level US Visits to Syria we O88 000 0c 6dbeseccce 5, 6, 12 
Status of Israel-Lebanon Withdrawal Agreement teeeeee 6 


Secretary's 6/ll Meeting with Poreign Minister Salen = 
Investigation of Bombing of American Embassy Seeesees LI : 
I SRAEL , 
Reports of us Refusal to Grant 3 Israelis Diplomatic 
Status in New York ve OO*OOOO8 050066 aeSeebsecar. 4 
MIDDLE EAST e 
Us Ambassadors' Meeting in Washington TOP Fetes esesees SaG ~ 
THE SECRETARY 
India-Pakistan Trip Pinbdens *o 22 eo ccccccccccccicces 6 
Ba rounder on NA Meeti s? y OOOO CCC oe ee cee cccs 6<7 
Stanford Speech this Weekend wee OS SCC oecrecccesenses 8 
THE DEPARTMENT 
Pascell and the Role of the Coordinator for Tele- 
Communications and Information ~P OO O6006CCS G00 668 12 
EL SALVADOR | 
Withdrawa] of Us Trainers Mean £290 0000000 0660 cece, 8-9 
N/FDR Offer Co Talk wi Ambassador SRORE cecccccs 9-10 
Investigation of Schaufelberger Dea ihe eee 2 14-15 
LIBYA 
Arafat-Oaddafi Meeting lam 88 oP PC6O bbs esecbedoces,. ll 
Ghadban US Visa Revocation nS 99090606000 00000% cea, 12-13 
PRANCE 
Refusal to Allow us Justice Officials See Barbie ..., 13 
OaAU 
Start of Summit Meeting yt  SORERROSSO06 0 060d dnecece 13 
HONDU RAS . 
US Military aig Request ee 14 


varez Meetings at the Department oan 8 8Peeececcccce LA 
US Construction of Military air Pields SO 0eeeescccces 14 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #100 


FRIDAY, JUNE 10, 1983, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. 


First, to say that there is available in the Press 
Office a statement issued in Paris on June 8 following the 
Namibia Contact Group Ministerial meeting that day. Sorry 
we didn't have it for you yesterday. 


Second, a statement with regard to $25 million in 
additional food aid to drought-stricken southern Africa: 


The United States Government will release an addi- 
tional $25 million in emergency food aid to drought-stricken 
southern African countries. The food consists principally of 
sorghum, corn, wheat and vegetable oil. 


Africa, in the best of times, faces serious food 
shortages because of declining per-capita food production. 
Chronic malnutrition is a fact of life on the continent. 
The drought in southern Africa can mean the difference bet- 
ween malnutrition and starvation. 


In Fiscal Year 1983 the U.S. is distributing over 
$68.2 million, or some 250,000 tons of food, through the PL 
480 Food for Peace program to ten southern African 
countries. 


Beyond the most immediate humanitarian needs, the 
United States expects the effects of the drought to continue 
to be felt throughout the region for the next 12 to 18 
months. The U.S. Government recognizes the difficulty and 
the long-term nature of the effort that must be made if 
southern Africa is to achieve food security and 
self-reliance. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Copy. 
Q And also of the $68 million figure that you 


used, does that include the $25 million that you announced 
today? 


A The $68.2? 








@) Does that include the $25 million that you 
announced today? 


A I'll have to check on that. I can't answer 
that for you. 


8) Just on the same thing, how is it 
distributed? Is it allocated -- 


A Why don't you check afterward with those who 
are handling the aid? 


Happy to take your questions. 


@) Do you have confirmation or comment on 
reports that the Soviet Union is increasing troop strength 
in Cuba? 


A I cannot confirm those reports. Obviously, 
we watch that situation carefully, but I cannot confirm those 
reports. 


e) Can you do better than that? Does the U.S. 
Government know or not know? 


A We don't have any evidence at this point 
regarding an augmentation of the Soviet brigade. 


0 What is your reading now on the level of that 
force in Cuba? 


A I don't have a number to give you. 
0 Could you get a number? 


A I don't think I would probably be doing that. 
I don't think we usually have been putting out that number. 


0 You have in the past. 


A Well, if it's in the past, then it's on the 
record. 


0 What stage is your review of this report in? 
Is it something that's been checked over pretty thoroughly 
and you've come up with a conclusion that we don't have 
any evidence for this? Is it something that's in the preli- 
minary stages where -- 


A I'm giving you our best reading of the 
situation. 











Q I'm trying to find out whether that's a final 
reading on it or not. Can you help me out just a little bit 
with that? 


A I don't think anything is ever final, but I 
think in light of the reports which came out last night, 
people have looked into this and this reflects the results 
of a further review of the situation. 


Let me go back to the announcement on food aid, 
the $25 million is in addition to the $68M. 


QO So altogether about $93M. 


A I think you could probably add that up and 
come up with that. (Laughter) 


@) Have these reports sparked any enhanced concern 
about that Soviet force? 


A I don't have any judgments to give you about 
that. As I say, we don't have the evidence to support those 
stories. We continue to watch that question with care, but 
don't have anything further for you. 


Q Does this fit in the pattern of their troop 
rotation in any way? 


A I haven't talked about what fits in what pat- 
tern or what has necessarily gone on, and I don't think I 
would be in a position to go into that kind of detail. 
I'll have to stick with what I've given you on that. 


Q Have you spoken to the Cubans or the Soviets 
about this? 


A Again, just a matter of principle, I don't 
think we'd get into that. I don't know why, given the 
response that I've given you, that question particularly 
arises. If we were talking about some major augmentation, I 
would think that that might be a question that we would want 
to consider, whether we would address it from the podium or 
not. 


8) Also on the Soviet Union, skipping a bit, do 
you have any comment on the TASS response to the President's 
arms control proposals, again stating that they're designed 
for military superiority over the Soviet Union? 


A This is on the START proposals? 





0 Yes. 


A We've made an important new proposal tc move 
the START negotiations forward, taking into consideration 
basic Soviet concerns. In the new round of negotiations 
which began this week we are offering a very flexible and 
equitable framework for a strategic arms reduction agreement 
which would benefit the security of both nations. 


Because we're serious about making progress in 
START, we do not intend to negotiate these matters through 
an exchange of press headlines and instant commentaries such 
as yesterday's unhelpful TASS article. 


0 Can we get that copy? 
A Yes. 

.@) New subject? 

A Go ahead. 


0 Middle East. The Israelis lost three soldiers 
again this morning and one kidnapped I think. Any comment 
to what seems to be a new campaign against Israeli presence 
in Lebanon? 


iy I don't have any new comment to offer. 
Obviously, any loss of life in this situation is tragic and 
underscores the need for a resolution of the problems. 


0 Have the Israelis made any new indications 
about their level of patience, vis-a-vis a war of attrition? 


A I think that's something you'd have to talk 
to the Israelis about. 


@) But they have talked to us about it. 


A But we don't normally talk about what they 
talk to us about. 


0 Can you confirm the story about the -- that 
the United States refused to give to three Israelis status 
of diplomats in New York as a "revenge" of Israelis refusal 
to give status of three diplomats serving in -- 


A I'll have to look into it. If you could pro- 
vide some details later. I don't know anything about that. 
I haven't seen that. 











0 Also on the Middle East, any comments about 
the demonstrations or the protests in the Ansar camp? There 
are reports coming out for the last four days that there are 
strikes and protests and violence and burning of tents. Do 
you have anything on that? 





A Nothing beyond the fact that, as we have 
noted many times before, we remain concerned about the pri- 
soners held on both sides, or by both sides. We obviously 
are hopeful that their release can be successfully nego- 
tiated at an early date, but I don't have specific comment 
on that. I'd just leave it at that. 


We've made that concern, I think, known a number 
of times before, and made clear that we're active on that 
issue from time to time when it is appropriate to do so. 


0 On the same area, Alan, there are also 
reports (inaudible) that Israelis have blocked the supply of 
food to Sidon with the admissions of the Israeli authori- 
ties. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


4 I don't have any information on it. I don't 
have any comment either. 


0 Is any consideration being given to sending 
Deputy Secretary Dam to Syria? 


A There are no plans for Deputy Secretary Dam 
to go to Syria. You ask a broad question: is there any 
consideration? Is there any consideration to doing any one 
of a number of things -- and I don't think we ever get into 
comment on that kind of a question, but there are not plans. 


0 Could you bring us up a bit on the Middle 
East talks within the Department over the past few days, 
where they stand, have they been concluded, any recommen- 
dations, etc.? 


A I don't think I can really give you a 
detailed readout on them. The talks -- the ones we've been 
talking about -- were held yesterday, as we indicated. As 
I've also indicated, there are a lot of people talking out- 
Side of that particular one framework all the time. 


I don't have any particular results to offer you. 
It was a meeting which included the participants that I men- 
tioned. I think there were also some people who came in 











from outside to either participate or kibbitz. I'm not 
Sure quite how that went. But anyway, they met, and -- 


@) Alan, where does the troop withdrawal 
agreement -- Lebanon-Israel -- stand at the present time? 
What sort of future does it have from your point of view? 
Is it finished? 


A It obviously remains to be implemented, but 
it is an important step. It. provides the framework for the 
withdrawal of all Israeli forces from Lebanon. The obvious 
next step in the overall process in Lebanon is to get 
agreement on withdrawal of Syrian and PLO forces, but I 
don't have anything to update you today on that subject. 


0 Just to follow that up, that would logically 
lead to our talking to Syria at a high level. The Syrians 
have said quite clearly and repeatedly that they will not 
receive Habib, so that brings up an ansillery question of 
what has Phil Habib got to do for a living right now if he 
can't go to Syria, and what are we going to do? 


A Two or three things: One is I'm not sure 
that that logically or necessarily brings up the conclusion 
that you have suggested, but I'm not ruling out the possibi- 
lity of future talks at various high levels. 


We obviously have ways of talking with the Syrians 
today without high-level visitors going one way or the 
other. 


What Phil Habib's plans are, as I have indicated 
before, I don't know about plans for returning to the Middle 
East at this point. That's part cf what is being considered 
in terms of the consultations that he's holding here and 
when it might be appropriate for him to go back. 


I really think that's about where I have to leave 
it. 


0 Have you got anything on Secretary Shultz's 
visit to India and Pakistan, the itinerary and -- 


A I don't. We haven't announced a trip yet, so 
I don't have anything on that question. 


0 Are you planning to have any backgrounder 
here or a readout when the Secretary gets back from Paris? 


A I hadn't planned one. It's been fairly 
broadly covered over there. I don't know that we would do 























that. Is there a great desire? Would there be a lot of 
people who would be interested in that? 


@) I would be. 

A Okay. I think maybe, Steve, the thing to do 
is to pursue it individually, though, because I don't think 
-- our experience has been that while there have been 
requests when the Secretary has been travelling for a 
briefing, in fact there are very few people who show up. 

I think the people who do the briefing have tended to find 
that somewhat -- 

@) I was at that one. 


A I think there has been more than one 
instance. So can you follow up individually on that? 


@) Sure. Let me ask a second thing. Will there 
be a transcript made available of anything that happens on 
the plane on the way back? 


A We can make it available when -- yes. As it 
is available to us, we can make it available to you. 


0 Do you have any idea when that might be? 


A I don't know. They're coming back. They'll 
be back late today. I would hope -- 


@) Do you have a time on that, Alan? 
ry Rush? 
MR. TAYLOR: 6:45. 


A 6:45 is the latest. I would think sometime 
tomorrow would be a reasonable -- 


MR. TAYLOR: Monday. 
A No? Well, we'll talk about that later. 


@) Do you have a time for Minister Salem to be 
with the Secretary tomorrow? 


A I have a tentative time of 10:30, but you 
might want to check. 








re) Do you have a schedule for the new Israeli 
Ambassador to meet with the Secretary this weekend? 


A No, I don't have it, but I think that they 
have been in touch and indicated they would be getting 
together after the Secretary got back. I don't think he's 
going to be meeting with the Secretary before the Secretary 
goes away to give his commencement address at Stanford. 


8) Does he go tomorrow -- Shultz? 

A Yes. 

@) He goes tomorow? 

A Yes. 

re) The address is Sunday? 

A The address is Sunday. 

0 And is there a special subject that you want 
to share with us? 

A Why don't we talk about that later. 

0 Do you have anything on reports that the 


Salvadoran Foreign Minister has told reporters in Columbia 
that his government is considering withdrawing U.S. advisors 
under certain circumstances? 


| A As you're aware, El Salvador and the United 
States were signatories to the San Jose Final Act in October 
of last year which, among its recommendations to lessen ten- 
sions in the region, supported a comprehensive, verifiable 
and reciprocal agreement among Central American countries 
leading to removal of all foreign military advisors, non- 
importation of heavy offensive weapons, an end of support for 
insurgencies on the territory of neighbors, and the 
establishment of democractic institutions within which oppo- 
sition groups can compete for power through elections. 


The Contadora Group, of which El Salvador is a 
participant and which we support, has itself begun to 
address these same factors. Within this context, we would 
support the search for viable solutions to achieve peace in 
the region. 


@) Well, but answer the question. 








A I think that does answer the question. 
0) It does not. 
A It envisages -- the San Jose Final Act 


envisages, in the context of a comprehensive, verifiable 

and reciprocal agreement, the withdrawal of all foreign advi- 
sors from the region. I'm not aware that there's any incon- 
sistency between that and ihat -- 


@) A copy of that statement? 

A Yes. 

e) You are not anticipating a sudden or unex- 
pected request for withdrawal of advisors? 

A I'm certainly not aware of anything like 
that, no. 

Q Do you have anything more on Salvador on the 


statement made by the FDR/FMLN yesterday in Mexico City -- 
talking with Stone, Congressmen and so on? 


A We can confirm that a message has been 
received. As you are aware, Ambassador Stone is still 
engaged in his first familiarization trip to the region, 
consulting with the governments in each country. The letter 
will be studied in the context of that trip after his 
return. 


e) What is the question? 


A Let me go on with this and then I'll get 
back to you. 


We are concerned about the purpose for the public 
release of the letter, and would hope that it does not indi- 
cate an FMLN/FDR rejection of the invitation extended to 
them on June 2 by the Peace Commission of El Salvador to 
engage in a “constructive dialogue for their peaceful incor- 
poration into the Salvadoran family." 


Bernie, this relates to a report that the 
FMLN/FDR, I guess, had a press conference of some sort in 
Mexico about inviting Ambassador Stone to meet with them. I 
think you can look it up and see what the reports say about 
that. 


0 It was to meet in the U.S., Alan. 


A I know; I understand that. As I say -- I've 
given you the statement. You can get -- 


0 Can we get a copy? 
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@) We'll be studying that when? 


A We'll be studying in the context of the trip 
after he returns. 


e) So, in other words, no action is going to be 
taken prior to his return on this trip? He's not going to 
meet with anyone from the FDR/FMLN before he comes here? 


A I'm not aware that he is, and I don't think 
that this proposal was that he would do so either. 


@) Can we get a copy of your reaction? 

A You can get a copy of what I just gave you, 
yes. 

@) It's not a turn-down of the proposal? 

A As I say, the letter will be studied in the 


context of the trip after Ambassador Stone returns. But I 
would also emphasize what I said after that, which is that 
we hope that the purpose of the public release is not an 
indication of a rejection of the invitation of the Peace 
Commission to carry on a dialogue. 


@) Why do you stress that point? 


A I think I would take a look at what they 
said about whom they wanted to meet with. They didn't talk 
about meeting with Salvadoran officials. 


0 Isn't it true that Stone in his confirmation 
hearing said that it would be useful and he would be willing to 
meet with the FDR/FMLN? 


A I think I'm going to leave you with what 
we've got at this point. I think that's as far as I can 
take it. 


0 Going back to the prisoners in Ansar, I 
noticed in the news reports today that the Israelis through 
the bullhorns or the loudspeakers told the prisoners that an 
imminent solution to their problem or exchange and freeing 
of them is coming soon. Do you have any information about 
this? 


BN I don't have any information about it nor do 
I have any comment on that. Obviously, as I said, we hope 
that the release of all the prisoners can be effected soon. 
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0 Do you have any comment on the meeting -- 
reported meeting between Qadhafi and Arafat in Yemen? 


A I do not have anything on that. 


0 Alan, can I follow up the Ansar thing? You 
said earlier that we had been active on that from time to 
time. Is this one of the times? 


A I don't have anything to give you about what 
may be going on with respect to that, and I don't think I 
really could, on an individual basis do that. But this is 
an issue -- 


0 Let me make the question a little broader. 
We've had an agreement now between Lebanon and Israel which, 
at least, changes things politically. That would seem an 
appropriate time to bring up the matter of the prisoners 
again. 


4 Clearly, the issue of prisoner exchange has 
been one which has been of concern to all the parties who 
have prisoners. From the beginning, or virtually from the 
beginning of the conflict in Lebanon, we have taken an 
interest in the subject of prisoners. I'm just not able to 
go into the details of what we have done, but I can assure 
you that we have been active, and will continue to take an 
active interest so long as there are prisoners who have been 
captured and are being either detained or who are unac- 
counted for. 


0 Our interest is to get them released; is 
that right? 


A Sure. Our interest is in their release and 
our interest also has been from time to time when there 
have been reports of concern over treatment one side or the 
other. 


0 Is there anything more being yielded by the 
study into the blast of the U.S. Embassy in Beirut, as to 
the specific objectives -- that is to say, the J.S. nego- 
tiating team, Habib, etc., in contrast to the symbol of 
the U.S. Embassy? 


A I don't have anything new at all to -- any 
new light to shed on the subject of responsibility or moti- 
vation on that. 


0 Can you address the question of prisoners in 
light of the statement by President Amin Gemayel yesterday 
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calling on Israel to release all the prisoners? You are 
aware of the statement? 


A A statement by -- 
@) President Amin Gemayel. 
A I don't have anything new to offer beyond 


what I've just given you. 


e) One more thing, please. In answer to one of 
the questions earlier, you said that the United States could 
be in touch with the Syrians, or maybe is at any level, not 
necessarily a high level. 


Is the United States in touch with Syria right now at 
any level? 


A Sure. We have diplomatic representation 
that is -- 


0 That's granted. Are you in touch with them 
to pursue -- 


A There are discussions which go on in those 
diplomatic channels; sure. 


0 Different subject. Can you comment on the 
withdrawal by Congressman Fascell of the enhanced role that 
he had envisaged for the Coordinator of Telecommunications 
and Information for the bill passed yesterday? 


A I don't have any information on that. Can't 
help you. 


0 A gentleman who is an official of the 
Libyan Student Aid Office is being detained; his visa has 
been cancelled, I understand, on grounds that his presence 
in the United States is prejudical to U.S. interests. Is 
this correct? Do you have any comment on why he is being 
detained, and is he to be deported? 


A I don't have details for you. I can say 
that Mr. Ghadban's visa has been invalidated pursuant 
to Section 212(a)27 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
It was determined that he undertook activities unrelated to 
his student status which were prejudical to the public 
interest. 


0 Is he to be deported, and when? 
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A Again, I don't have any details on this, and 
I don't think this is something which we're directly 
involved in at this point. 


Q Can you describe what these activities were? 
A No, I cannot. 
8) On another -- if I may skip to this -- do 


you have any comment on the reports that the Government of 
France has declined permission for the United States to 
speak to Klaus Barbie? 


A No. As I gather it, what you're talking 
about are reports that Justice Department officials seeking 
to speak with him were unable to. Personally, I cannot con- 
firm that. I don't know. I'm not denying it -- I just don't 
know -- but I think you would probably have to go to Justice 
to see what's happened with that. 


e) Do you have anything on Carter's comments on 
human rights policy? 


A I don't. 


@) Two U.S. citizens of Arabic heritage, one 
Lebanese and one Palestinian, at the news conference yester- 
day at the American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee, 
accused the State Department of showing a lack of concern in 
the fate of their brothers in Ansar Camp. I believe Mr. 
Veliotes and Mr. Peletreau met with representatives of 
other organizations related to the subject and other 
matters. 


What do you answer to the charges that were made 
public in a news conference that the State Department showed 
lack of concern in the case of Samih El-Youssef and Ghassan 
Zaidan, and their brothers? 


My I can't comment on the specifics. I don't 
know what the specific charges are. I would say that it is 
incorrect to assert that we have no concern for the prison- 
ers in any of these camps. I think I just made a statement 
which indicates quite to the contrary. 


) Do you have anything on the successful 
beginning of the OAU meeting? 


A I don't have here. I think there is some 
guidance which existed from before which is available in the 
Press Office. 
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@) Do you have anything on reports that 
appeared in the press today about Honduras and more military 
aid? 


A No, not really. There was some discussion of 
this over at the Pentagon, I believe, and I just don't have 
anything more, really, to offer on this. 


@) Has General Alvarez seen anybody on his 
visit in this building? 


A I don't know whether he has or hasn't, 
frankly. I would think he may have. 


STAFF: Mr. Schneider. 


A Schneider, yes. Under Secretary Schneider. 
¢) He did see him, or he may have seen him? 
A No, I think he has seen him. My recollec- 


tion is that he was going to see him yesterday. 


I just might note -- just to go back on this 
question of assistance -- simply, that our FY 84 budget 
request for security assistance to Honduras is a matter of 
public record. 


Again, I'm not going to speculate on future 
assistance nor am I going to get into the question of what 
might have been discussed during his visit. And, of course, 
he also talked with the Senate committees in closed session, 
and I don't know what he said there. 


¢) Do you have any comment on the study of the 
military airfields in Honduras? 


A Again, I refer you to what Henry Catto said 
about that yesterday at his briefing. He indicated we had 
no plans to get involved in any construction at this point. 


re) Alan, there are wire reports quoting a West 
German diplomat saying the U.S. has made very considerable 
progress in its negotiations with Angola towards reaching an 
arrangement for elections in Namibia. Do you have anything 
on Crocker's progress? 


A No, other than the fact that, as I said 
before, there is a Contact Group statement which is 
available in the Press Office. 


.@) Do you have an update on the Embassy 
investigation of the Schaufelberger death? 
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A No, I don't have anything for you on it. 
0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 











f ‘ —. 
Ly & y¥Liertv~ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


MONDAY, JUNE 13, 1983 





INDEX 





SUBJECT PAGE 





ASIA 

Sec. Shultz’ Trip June 23-July S..ccccccccccccvcccsvesl 
EL SALVADOR 

Action Taken by Peace CommiSSiONn....cececccceseseeevesl—2,4,5 

--FDR/FMLN Letter to Amb. Stone...ccccccceccscssseessset—4 

--Archbishop's Remarks On PriSOMersS...crccccccsseseeese4 

Flow of Arms From Nicaragua... cccsescccccccessseseseed 

Visit by President Maganad.....cccccsecccccccccssesesess6 
CENTRAL AMERICA 

FY-84 Security Assistance RequeStS....ccccecseseseesss2~3 
NICARAGUA 

Tensions ON HONGUran BOrder..eesssccessssesesssesesesed 

Amb. Stone'S MECtingS...ccceccccccsevesecescssseseseseed 

New Orleans Consulate -(asylum case/intelligence).....5=-7 

Charter FlightS Denied. ..ccccccccvescsecssscsssesesses6 
MIDDLE EAST 

Israel Calls for Int'l Sanctions against Syria........7-8 

Shooting in Ansar Camp in Lebanon....cccceccceseeeeeeeSe9 

Visits to/Erom Syria. ceccccscccccssesecssesssssesesssd9 

US Consultations with SovietS..ccssscesccveccseseseesed lOHll 

Visit by Prime Minister Begin.w.ccsccesecsccecsseseveeell 

US Position on Unilateral Israeli Withdrawal..........10-12 

Habib's Plans -- ME Ambassadors' MeetingsS....sseeeeeeel7 

Security Arrangements for Syrians in an Agreement.....17 
AFGHANISTAN 

Soviet Troop Withdrawal...csscccccseessevcessesssesseela, l& 
ZIMBABWE 

Abducted AMeEricanS..ceccccescescsssesesssscesssesessssl smd 
ANGOLA 

Bonn Report re US-Angolan TalkS.ccesseesecsesssseeveseld 
HONDURAS 

US Military Assistance if Nicaragua Attacks?.........-l14-16 
OAU 

ResOlutions AdOpted...cscccsssecceesesecessessssssesssl6nl7 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Secretary's Meeting with Amb. Harriman?....eeeseceeeeel8B 

Secretary's Meeting with Amb. Rosenne?....cceeeeeeeeeel8B 

Eagleburger's Meeting with Beach BoyS..cecceceeeseveeel 8-19 
ANDEAN PACT 


Emergency Economic ASSLSCANERccccccccsecesoocsceoseseeas 
cs kee ek ek eR 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #101 


MONDAY, JUNE 13, 1983, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements for you. 


First, regarding a trip. Secretary of State 
Shultz will visit the Philippines, Thailand, India and 
Pakistan June 23 to July 5. In Bangkok he will attend the 
annual Foreign Ministers dialogue, following the ASEAN 
Ministerial Meeting there, and hold discussions with leaders 
of the Royal Thai Government afterwards. 


Specific dates for the trip are: the Philippines, 
June 24 to 26; Thailand, June 26 to 29; India, June 29 to 
July 2; Pakistan, July 2 to 4. He returns to Washington 
July 5. A sign-up sheet has been posted in the Press Office 
for those of you who wish to apply for seats aboard the 
Secretary's plane. The sheet will be taken down and appli- 
cations closed at noon on Thursday, June 16th. 


Second, to remind you that there will be a 
readout this afternoon, guessing between 1:20 and 1:40, 
sometime in that period, on the Australian Prime Minister's 
meeting with the President. 


0 Is that here? 

A No. Sorry, White House. 

Q When will that be? 

A Roughly, 1:20 to 1:40. Sometime in that 
period. 

Q Sorry, what day? 

A Today 

0 Third: Regarding action taken by the Peace 


Commission in El Salvador, I would like to take note here 
that on Saturday, the Government of El Salvador publicly 
appealed to the opposition to begin discussions at the 
earliest opportunity on leftist participation in the elec- 
toral process. 














The head of the country's Peace Commission 
offered to meet with the FDR and those that have taken up 
arms against the government to begin discussions on elec- 
toral participation. As a show of "good faith" in this 
regard, the Government of El Salvador has released over 425 
political prisoners -- over half of those that had been 
incarcerated -- instituted an amnesty for all guerrillas and 
their sympathizers willing to eschew violence, created an Amnesty 
Group to provide security and vocational training to amnesty 
beneficiaries, begun work to re-open the National 
University, which was closed during earlier civil strife, 
and is reviewing the current State of Siege Decree in order 
to safeguard the rights of future detainees. 


As the head of the Peace Commission stated on 
Saturday, "The Peace Commission does not necessarily beleive 
that 100 percent of the amnesty beneficiaries released from 
prison will take the road to peace. However, it does 
believe that 99 percent will do so, and it was in that 
spirit that the amnesty program was established." 


The Government of El Salvador has shown its 
strong desire to meet with the opposition and to send the 
appropriate signals of their willingness to enter into 
discussions. We applaud these calls as indicative of a 
government attempting to bring the armed opposition and 
their political front into what was referred to by the 
Government of El Salvador in their call of June 3 as the 
"Salvadoran family." The Government of El Salvador is 
awaiting an FDR/FMLN response. 


Can we get a copy? 
Copy? 
Questions on it? 


I don't really have -- 


a - @&. oe - & 


Answers? 


A -- much to give you beyond what we've just 
said. Let me go through and make one other just very brief 
announcement, and we'll go back to it. 


That is, to note, that we will have available in 
the Press Office some figures on economic and military 
assistance requests for Central America for FY-84. There 
apparently has been some confusion about what constitutes 
military assistance as opposed to the broader category, for 
example, of security assistance for budgetary purposes. And 
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so we've tried to put together some figures for you. As I 
say, those will be available in the Press Office. 


0 They're not new figures now? 


a It should be available after the briefing. 
There's nothing new except that it does break it down in a 
way that makes clear what is really military and what is 
economic. 


Okay, questions. 


fe) On that, what do you call “security 
assistance?" Is that military or economic? 

A Security assistance -- why don't you look 
at the statement. There are differences between security 
assistance -- basically the issue is ESF, economic support 


funds, which comes under security assistance but is not 
military assistance. It's not used for military purposes. 
In fact, my understanding is that it's prohibited by law 
from being used for military purposes, but it comes under 
the security assistance budget. 


0 But as you've pointed out, since the money 
is fungible it replaces money spent by these countries on 
their own defense funds? 


A - It may or it may not. But in any case 
these figures are available to you. 


0 Any update -- 

A Sorry? 

0 Do you have any update about the flow of 
arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 

A I don't have anything new for you on that. 

0 Just a couple of questions on the original 


Statement. One is, does this constitute your response and 
an implied rejection of the offer made last week by the 
FDR/FMLN? 


A I gave you a reaction last week to that. I 
don't have anything new on the -- 


@) So this doesn't address that at all? 


A No. 








@) It's the U.S. response; go talk to the 
Peace Commission and don't talk to us? 


7 I have nothing beyond what I said last 
week, which is that we would consider their letter in the 
context of Ambassador Stone's visit after he had returned. 


Q The second question I have is, the 
Archbishop in San Salvador, in his homily last Sunday, said 
that while it's great that all these prisoners are being 
released, more are being picked up everyday, he said. And 
until the state of siege -- that is, Decree 501 -- is lifted, 
you can't really talk about any return to normality. 


Do you have any response to the Archbishop's 
points? 


A, Not specifically, but I would point out 
that in the statement I gave you it talked about con- 
sideration being given, in fact, to the State of Seige 
Decree. I call your attention to that, but I don't have any 


¢) Does Stone plan to meet with the guerrillas 
on this trip? 


A Again, I think that I indicated last week 
that their suggestion to meet with him, which was a 
suggestion, as I recall, to be in the United States, would 
be considered after he returned in the context of his trip. 


0 There's nothing for the trip itself? 

A I'm not aware of anything for the trip 
itself. 

0 He's due back here tomorrow; is that not 
correct? 

A Yes. 

0 Do you have any schedule for him? Could he meet 


with us, for example? 
A I'll be happy to look into that. 


What time would that be, Alan? 


0 
A When is he due back? 
0 


Yes. 








A I don't know. I'll try and see if we can 
find something. 


Q Alan, would it be fair to desribe the approach 
taken by the Government of El Salvador as a dual-track? 


A I don't think I'd try to characterize it 
one way or another. 





Q Do you have any comment on what seems to be 
heightening tension between Honduras and Nicaragua, 
including Nicaraguan charges of firing across the border and 
the Honduran military head suggesting that American troops 
may be needed to defend his country? 


A I don't have any particular comment to 
offer on that. We have expressed in the past our hope that 
the tensions in the region could be resolved through adop- 
tion, in practical ways, for example, of the various prin- 
ciples in the San Jose Declaration. But as to the specifics 
that you're raising, I do not have a reaction at all. 


8) Do you have any information as to whether 
Or not it's true that Honduras is firing across into 
Nicaragua, the Honduran Army as alleged by the Nicaraguans? 


A I don't have any. information on that. 


8) Do you have any kind of a readout on 
Stone's visit to Nicaragua on Friday? With whom did he 
meet, and -- 


A I don't have any information beyond what I 
believe has been fully covered in the press report coming 
out of Nicaragua. I'm not aware of any meetings that were 
not made public. 


Q Can you say anything in context of the 
diplomatic flap? Does the U.S. believe it now has a dialo- 
gue, a continuing dialogue with the Government of Nicaragua? 


ay I don't have a characterization to offer 
you. Again, in terms of what was stated following 
Ambassador Stone's conversations, I refer you to what he 
said. I don't have anything new (inaudible). 


A On Nicaragua, is the Nicaraguan consul from 


New Orleans who announced he was seeking political asylum 
last week, is he in Washington now? 











A I have no idea where he is. 

Q Could you find out? We have a report that 
he's here. 

A No, I don't think I would do that. Again, 


you're getting into the question of an asylum case and we 
don't talk about individual asylum cases. Obviously, he 
made known his intention in public, but beyond that it is 
not something that we go into from here. 


@) Do you intend, if you aren't already, to 
debrief him, as it were? 


A Again, I think that is not the kind of sub- 
ject that we would address publicly. 


re) With that, specifically, did the New 


Orleans consulate engage in intelligence activities as well 
as the others that was alluded to in your -- 


A I have no specifics to offer you beyond 
what we've said before. 


Q And, also, why were these charter flights 
cancelled by the Civil Aeronautics Board at the behest of 
the State Department? 


A I thought there was some guidance available 
on this over the weekend. 


Q Was it related to the expulsions or related 
to something else? 


A Again, I'd refer you to the guidance that 
was available over the weekend. 


~ 
0 President Magana's visit -- anything on the 
details of that? 


A I don't. Do we have a schedule yet? 

STAFF: Not yet. 

A We hope to have one soon. He's coming 
towards the end of the week, so meetings, I guess, with the 
President are Friday. 


Q You don't know what day he's coming? 


A I'm not sure. I think Thursday was the 
last I heard. 








Q Before the New Orleans diplomat applied for 
asylum, he was among those accused of gathering intelligence 
activities; is that right? 


A Again, I don't have specifics to offer you 
on what any individual person or consulate may have been doing. 
The question of intelligence activities by consulates of 
Nicaragua was addressed in what we said following the 
announcement, or in the context of our announcement about 
ceasing their functions. 


0 He was listed specifically as one who 
had to go. 


A All of the consular personnel were 
asked to leave, and he then -- 


) But he was listed among those who had to go 
because of, however you want to phrase it, broad spectrum 
intelligence activities leveled against consulates? 


ay No, he was among those who were asked to go 
when we responded to the action by the Nicaraguan Government 
against our personnel. In the announcement -- I refer you 
back to what we said at the time -- we cited additionally to 
their precipitous action against our personnel and the way 
in which they carried out the press briefing, and so on 
that. An additional factor was the fact that consulates of 
Nicaragua had carried out intelligence activities in the 
United States. 


We do not try to measure that in our statement 
against the other factors. 


0 Alan, this may be public knowledge, but has 
that diplomat been granted asylum? 


a Again, I don't know. I think you would 
have to go to INS to ask them -- I don't know if they'll 
address that. 


e) Do you have anything on the statement that 
was quoted in the Post by Ambassador McNeill? 

A No, I don't. 

@) Alan, Ambassador Rosenne this morning said 
that -- he called, rather, for the imposition of inter- 


national sanctions against Syria for not withdrawing its 
troops from Lebanon. Would the United States try to 
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dissuade Israel from trying to rally any such support for 
imposition of sanctions against Syria? 


cy* 


A I don't think I would care to get into the 
question of that sort. Obviously, we are bending various 
diplomatic efforts toward getting the Syrians/PLO to agree 
to withdraw their forces from Lebanon. We hope that will 
take place. 


Q Do you have any comment on the latest 
events in the Ansar Camp for POW's? 


A I don't have any details on the reporting 
that's come out on that. We've seen reports of shooting, 
and so on, but I can't confirm that. 


Obviously, we would regret any violence which has 
taken place, but’ I just don't have details. 


re) Following Elie Salem's statement on 
Saturday, voicing some optimism about Secretary Shultz’ 
involvement in the efforts to get the Syrians to withdraw, 
has there been any new consideration here of a Shultz return 
to the Middle East or an invitation to the Syrian Foreign 
Minister to visit Washington? 


A We haven't made a practice of talking about 
what consideration is given to this, that or the other 
thing. I simply would say as a matter of fact that there is 
no plan for the Secretary to go to the Middle East at this 
point nor is there any specific plan beyond the Secretary 
having invited the Foreign Minister to come here and his 
having accepted during the trip, in principle, there's no 
specific on any trip by the Syrian Foreign Minister to come here. 


Q Has there been any follow-up on that invi- 
tation -- discussion between the two sides? 


a Again, I don't think I would get into the 
question of any diplomatic exchange. I'm not trying to lead 
you one way or another, but I just don't think we would -- 


0 I'm just wondering if you could give us 
some guidance on how any new American -- what form any new 
American involvement would take? Would there be -- 


A Not at this point. 
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Q Would it be desirable for the Syrians to 
come here before the Secretary goes out there? 

A I don't have anything to offer you at this 
point. 

e) Salem said on Saturday, as well, that there 
would soon be a discourse between the U.S. -- between 


Americans and Syrians. Is there anything scheduled? 


qh Again, I don't have anything in terms of 
any visits that are planned. We do have our Embassy which 
functions quite actively in Syria, but I don't have anything 
specific to offer you on it. 


Q But he was talking in a different context, 
Alan. Do you have anything -- in other words, what he said 
doesn't mean anything? 


A I didn't say that. There are no plans at 
this point for a visit, and that's as far as I really can 
take it. There's not much more to say. 


@) What's the extent of your consultation with 
the Soviet Union about Lebanon, because I believe Mr. 
Draper, yesterday, said something that there are serious 
consultations with the Soviet Union, and you didn't care 
last week to define them that way. 


A I said we have discussed Middle East 
issues, including Lebanese issues with the Soviets. I didn't 
see anything different in what Ambassador Draper said from 
what I've said. 


Q I want to follow on this matter of the 
Ansar Camp. Besides expressing your regret about violence, 
this morning on the news reports, I believe one of the wire 
services said it was by helicopters, by tanks and by sniper 
shooters, and whatever it is, are chasing the people who 
broke away from the jail, from Ansar. 


Do you find an opportunity now to call on both 
sides to try to bring this to an end, this incarceration of 
5,400 Palestinian and Lebanese and exchange them with the 
eight Israeli prisoners and bring this human tragedy to an 
end? 


A I indicated last week that, as we have on 
many occasions in the past, we take an active interest in 
the prisoner issue both in terms of looking for an ultimate 
resolution of that issue and also in terms of concern for 
treatment of prisoners on both sides. I don't think I could 
take it beyond that today. 
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Q Alan, Ambassador Lewis said the other day -- 
I think it was Friday -- that he expected Mr. Begin to visit 
within the next few weeks. Now you have the Secretary going 
off. 


Is there a plan, or are arrangements being made 
for Mr. Begin to come here, and could he come here before 
the Secretary returned from his travels, or would the 
Secretary want to be on hand for that? 


A First of all, as far as I know, there is no 
specific plan at this moment, but we have indicated before 
that Prime Minister Begin would certainly be welcome. I 
can't tell you what the exact state of play might be on 
that. I don't challenge Ambassador Lewis' statement on 
that, but, again, as I say, as far as I know there is no 
specific date as of this point. 


Whether the Prime Minister would come before the 
Secretary comes back, it's hard to say, but I'm sure that 
the Secretary would want to be here. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
U.S. Administration is now against or opposed to unilateral 
withdrawal by the Israelis to -- 


A Unilateral withdrawal? 
Q Yes. 


A Again, we addressed this previously. I 
don't have anything further to say beyond what we have said 
before. Our objective is to get all of the foreign forces 
-- Israelis, Syrian and PLO and any other associated forces 
that might be there -- out of Lebanon, and that remains our 
steady objective. 


Q Simultaneously? 


A In practical terms, certainly in the same 
time frame. Simultaneously is a little precise perhaps, but 
certainly in the same time frame. 


Q Alan, Elie Salem said that there had been 
"half a dozen" meetings between high American officials and 
Soviet officials concerning Lebanon in the last month or so. 


Can you characterize at all what the Soviet atti- 
tude is at this point? 
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A No. I don't think I would care to do that. 
What I've said before, and remains fact, is that we have 
expressed to them our concerns about the situation and our 
hopes that they would play a constructive role in this 
situation. 


I would agree with what Ambassador Draper said 
about the nature of that role, though, yesterday. iisyond 
that, I don't care to characterize. I think it would be -- 
we have not characterized Soviet responses or the nature of 
the dialogue we've carried on with then. 


Q Alan, is it the U.S. position that the 
Israelis are correct in not withdrawing until they're sure 
that the Syrians and PLO pull «it? 


I ask because Mr. Tueni -- if that's how to pro- 
nounce his name -- the Lebanese general coordinator of the 
talks has an article coming out in which he says maybe the 
best way to break this impasse is to have the Israelis come 
out first. He's, you know, sympathetic to Israeli's posi- 
tion, but he's also concerned about Lebanese sovereignty, 
and he is urging this course on the U.S. Government. 


Do you know if the Lebanese have come to the 
United States with such a proposition, and/or if you can 
address that, is it the U.S. position that under no cir- 
cumstances should Israel withdraw unless it knows the others 
are pulling out too? 


A I cannot get to the first part of your 
question. I don't think it's a question of what the U.S. 
position is specifically on that issue. It has been a 
matter of practical reading of what the Israeli Government 
has said many times that they do not -- and I think 
reiterated quite recently -- they don't intend to withdraw 
unless there are arrangements for Syria and PLO withdrawal 
at the same time. 


Q Would the United States -- 

A So I don't think -- I would prefer to address 
it in those terms rather than trying to lay out for you some 
theoretical U.S. preference. 


@) But the U.S. does -- its objective is the 
removal of all foreign forces, right? 


A That's right. 
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Q What if the only way to get them all out, or 
at least have a shot at it, is for the Israelis to pull out 
first? Would that be unacceptable? 


4B I don't think I can take it really beyond 
what I just said to you. 


Q Elie Salem said on Saturday that it would not 
be acceptable if the Israelis only did a partial withdrawal, 
and he said this was the view of both the U.S. and Lebanese 
Governments. Is that correct? 


A Again, our objective remains the total 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q On Barry's question also -- I don't know if 
somebody asked you already about it before I came here -- 
Philip Habib is quoted this morning saying that the way he 
proposed somewhere -- on CBS at least -- that the Israelis 
-- the best way to get both Syrian and PLO is to -- actually 
for the Israelis to withdraw. Have you any comment? Have 
you heard it? Can you confirm such a piece of news? 


A No. I gathered it was one of the news maga- 
zines today, according to a source, that Ambassador Habib 
had said that. I don't think I will comment on a source 
story of that sort. 


) You cannot confirm the report itself? 


A I would not talk about what had been 
discussed internally. 


Q The Soviet Minister met with the Pakistani 
Foreign Minister over the weekend, and there seems to be 
some optimism about troop withdrawal. Would you care to 
react or comment to that? 


4 Troop withdrawal from Afghanistan? 


0 Yes. 


A No. I was asked, I think, last week about 
optimism or pessimism. We certainly have a firm objective 
of implementation of the U.N. resolutions which include -- 
obviously, would require troop withdrawal, but a variety of 
other things as well, and we stick firmly by that desire and 
that hope. 
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Q What is your reaction to reports from 
Zimbabwe about the killing of six hostages, including two 
Americans, shortly after they were abducted last July? 


A We understand that several dissidents who may 
have information concerning the six missing tourists have 
been captured by the Zimbabwean authorities and are pre- 
sently being interrogated. 

The Zimbabwean Government is keeping us informed 
of all developments in this case, and the Department has 
informed the families of the two Americans of these develop- 
ments and will continue to keep them informed. 

Q When were the dissidents captured? 

A July 23, ‘82. 


Q What were the circumstances surrounding their 
admission, if you've had them, in custody -- 


A Surrounding what? 


Q Surrounding this new information, apparently, 
as you say, that the dissidents have been captured. 


A, I don't have details to provide you. 
0 The kidnapping occurred on July 23. 


A That's right. I'm sorry. Is that what is 
being asked? 


Q When were the dissidents captured? 

A I'm sorry. When were the dissidents 
captured? 

Q Yes. 

A I do not know the answer to that question. 


Sorry. I misheard you. Thank you, George. 


Q You don't know that they are necessarily 
implicated in the kidnapping? 


A I think I would have to leave you with what 
I've just said, that several dissidents who may have infor- 
mation are being interrogated at present. I cannot take it 
beyond that. 
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@) In short, you have no confirmation of the 
reports of the deaths of all six? 


A I do not have anything beyond what I've just 
given you. That's right. 


Q Could you comment on reports out of Bonn 
toward the end of last week that the negotiations between 
the United States and Angola regarding the Cubans have 
entered what the diplomatic sources in Bonn called the 
"final, crucial stage"? 


A I addressed this last week, basically saying 
no, I don't have any comment, but there is -- if you want 
some further words on it, there was some guidance provided 
after that which says, obviously, we have been working dili- 
gently on the overall issue of southern Africa, Namibia, and 
related although unlinked question of foreign military pre- 
sence, but I'm not able to comment directly on the Bonn 
report. 


Q Is there any plan for another meeting between 
the U.S. and Angolan authorities? 


a I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q One other, if I could ask you, on Central 
America. Does the United States feel itself committed to 
come to the military assistance of Honduras in case Honduras 
is attacked by Nicaragua? 


A I believe Secretary Weinberger addressed this 
question over the weekend. I don't have anything to add. 


Q He addressed it, but he didn't address it 
very well, because he misstated what the Honduran General 
had said. 


A He also said it was a hypothetical question 
which he didn't care to address, and I think we have to 
leave it there. Obviously, there are international 
agreements out there, but other than that I don't -- 


Q What international agreements are there which 
would pertain to this -- 


A I'm not sure what would necessarily pertain 
here, and I think, again, what we've got here is a hypothe- 
tical situation which I don't care to address. 
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Q Could you address the question of what inter- 
national agreements there are which might trigger United 
States' military involvement in Honduras? 


fet No. I think, again, it depends on the circumstan- 
ces, and I can't predict what the circumstances would be. 


Q Wait, Alan. You've got, I mean, a low-scale 
war going on, shells going back and forth, and the head of 
the Defense or the Secretary of Defense, or the Minister of 
Defense of Honduras, who's regarded as a very powerful man, 
calling the Sandinistas the enemy which must be exorcised, 
and he comes up here and says he's going to want U.S. troop 
support if the Nicaraguans attack his country. 


a Again, it's a hypothetical situation. I 
don't intend to address it. 


Q What you are saying and what you're refusing 
to address by Don is that you're not going to give us any 
idea of existing commitments between the United States and 
Honduras that presumably are law in this country. I don't 
understand -- 


A I invite you to do your research. Those 
commitments are available. They're there for you to look 
at. 


0 Are there any secret -- 


A I'm not going to address a hypothetical 
situation. 


0 Are there any secret agreements with respect 
to Honduras and the United States? 


A I'm not aware of any secret agreements 
regarding the U.S. sending forces into Honduras. I mean, 
secret agreements between the U.S. and Honduras is very 
broad. I don't know of any, but -- 


re) Can you check that out? 


Q Alan, has any assurance been provided to the 
Government of Honduras regarding this question? 


aN I couldn't tell you. 
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@) Does an emergency situation exist now which 
the law allows the President to move without Congressional 
approval or even informing the public? 


a I don't -- 
) Is there a state of emergency now? 


A I'm not aware of a state of emergency of that 
sort. 


0 To come back to Afghanistan, has the United 
Nations kept the United States informed of the terms offered 
by the Soviet Union for withdrawing forces, and do these 
constitute a step forward in any way? 


A Without characterizing in answering, the 
second part of your question we have had continuing con- 
sultation with the U.N. officials dealing with -- the 
Secretary General and others -- dealing with this issue. 


0 But do you consider the proposals made by the 
Soviet Union as a step forward in any way? 


A Again, I don't have a characterization to 
offer on that. I would again refer back to the specifics of 
what we think needs to be done, which is what the U.N. has 
said needs to be done to make an agreement work. 


0 Do you have confidence in Cordova's negota- 
tion effort? 


A Confidence in it? Sure. But in terms of 
what it's going to produce, I'm not in a position to predict 
what that would likely produce. 


0 One more on Central America. You may have 
answered this last week. I don't think you did, though. Do 
you have any comment on the statements made by the Spanish 
Prime Minister Gonzalez about the U.S. role in Central 
America? 


A No. 


0 Do you have anything on the end of the OAU or 
anything on the OAU Conference? 


A We have always supported the OAU as an 
instrument of the African nations to consult together in a 
search for solutions to common problems but don't have any 














specific comment on the resolutions that they adopted at 
this time. 


@) Alan, can you tell us when Ambassador Habib 
will return to the region, what his schedule is now, and is 
the Middle East review that was conducted last week now 
complete with the Secretary having met on Saturday with 
Habib and others? 


A Amassador Habib is in California at this 
point, and I don't have anything further on his plans. I'm 
not going to address the question the way you've asked it. 
The review. You keep on going back to this, suggesting it's 
some formal review. 


Q I'm simply using Secretary Veliotes' words. 
A And I think I would look at all his words. 
Q I'd be glad to paraphrase. 


A In any case, I understand the Ambassadors who 
were here on routine consultations are still around, but I'm 
not going to get into questions of all of their schedules. 
It isn't our practice to provide the schedules of 
Ambassadors who may be around on consultation or home leave. 


fe) Do you have any idea when Habib is going 
back? 


A When he is going back specifically, I do not 
have anything to give you. 


fe) Is there a plan? If we phrase it in terms of 
the Secretary going to Damascus, is there a plan for Habib 
to return to -- 


A I don't have anything for you on his plans to 
go back. 


Q Ambassador Draper over the weekend said that 
the Syrians will need the same security arrangements pro- 
vided for the Israelis in southern Lebanon. 


Is that position going to be maintained officially 
by the United States in negotiations perhaps, or in 
mediating efforts with the Syrians? 


A Any agreement regarding security arrangements 
to meet Syria's concerns -- concerns which we've indicated 
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before, or indicated before that they have legitimate con- 
cerns -- obviously would be a matter between Lebanon and 
Syria. So we hope that indeed Lebanon and Syria will be 
negotiating in ways to pave the way to bring about the 
withdrawal of Syrian and also PLO forces. But those nego- 
tiations will go forward. That's what we've been looking for. 


@) But the United States will not then offi- 
cially promote the notion that Syria does require these same 
security arrangements? 


A Again, I don't think that that's up to us to 
say specifically what -- we've noted that they have iegiti- 
mate security concerns. As to how those concerns are met, 
that's up to Syria and Lebanon. 


Q Yes, but the United States noted the same 
legitimate security concerns with Israel -- 


A And those were met in negotiations between 
Israel and Lebanon. 


QO Can you tell us when Ambassador Harriman will 
have his meeting with Secretary Shultz? 


A I don't know when that is. I'll try and make 
sure that that is on the public scheduled. I'm pretty sure it's 
not today, so -- 


Q How about Ambassador Rosenne? Will Secretary 
Shultz be meeting with him in the next, what, week and a 
half? 


A He will see him, I understand, later this 
week. 


Q Why is Larry Eagleburger meeting with the 
Beach Boys? 


nN I understand that the Beach Boys indicated an 
interest in coming to the Department and seeing the facili- 
ties on the 8th floor, the reception rooms up there, and 
he'll be receiving them? 


e) Why does the European Assistant Secretary -- 
why is he in charge of the Beach Boys? 


A I didn't know that the European Assistant 
Secretary was in charge. 
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Q Oh. 

A Mr. Eagleburger, of course, is the Under 
Secretary. 

Q Do you have anything on emergency economic 


assistance to the Andean Pact countries in Latin America? 
A Anything on? 


Q Emergency economic assistance to the Andean 
Pact countries? 

A I don't have anything on that beyond what 
we've said before. It's obviously a serious situation and 


one that deserves looking into. Precisely how that could be 
handled and so on, I don't have anything further. 


Q Alan, has Secretary Watt been invited to help 
tour the Beach Boys through the Department? 


(Laughter) 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Mr. Romberg has just asked whether I 





want him to introduce me. My name is John Hughes. I'm 
happy to be paying one of my occasional visits to 
Washington. (Laughter) 

0 Is this on the record? 

A It's on the record. 

0 Is this a two-year assignment? 

0 Are you just here for a -- 

A I'm just here for a short spell, passing 
through. 

fe) What's the purpose of your visit to 
Washington? 

A Bilateral and regional matters for 





discussion. I understand there have been some innovations 
while I was away. You will all please remark that at my 
briefings there are no candelabra, no piano, no sequinned 
suit, nothing like that. Just straight stuff. 


0 Answers? 


A No. None of those either. I understand Mr. 
Romberg also broke the all-time record for the briefing 
duration while I was away. He had a 2-minute briefing one 
day, I understand. 





0 One of the best we ever had. (Laughter) 


A I should warn you that with what I came out 
here today we're likely to break that record. (Laughter) 


0 Thank you. (Laughter) 


A Hold on. Hold on. I've got a brief house- 
keeping announcement. The Secretary of State will be 
testifying before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
tomorrow at 10:00 on U.S.-Soviet relations. Because of his 
testimony our daily briefing tomorrow is cancelled. The 

















next one will be on Thursday. Now you can say “Thank you," 
George. I really have very little for you today, I'm 
afraid. 


fe) What does he have to say about U.S.-Soviet 
relations at this point? 


A I imagine you'll be there and can catch every 
word. 


fe) I wonder, could you bring us up to date on -- 
I understand there have been a number of bilaterals that 
he's held and that Ken Dam has held with Ambassador 
Dobrynin, having to do, to some extent, with the Middle 
East? 


A To some extent, yes. 
0 Can you fill in on any of that? 
A No. They've covered a wide range of terri- 


tory. 


0 Any sign on the Middle East that the Soviets 
are more willing to play a constructive role or not? Any 
reason to hope for any? 


A I think I'd refer you to the more precise 
language used by the Secretary, I think, during his press 
conference on the plane back from Paris on Friday. But cer- 
tainly the presence of the Soviets in Syria is not helpful. 
The presence of the SAM-5 weapons is not helpful, and we've 
made that plain. 


@) Does he have any response to the reports that 
follow the meeting of the Pakistani Foreign Minister and 
Minister Gromyko, looking towards a possible Soviet move on 
Afghanistan? 


A Afghanistan? No. The four conditions that 
we have set for resolution of the Afghanistan problem still 
pertain. We're following the course of those negotiations 
but don't have any characterization of them for you. 


0 John, on the Soviet relations, the Secretary 
is seeing Governor Harriman today, right? 


A Yes. This afternoon. 




















0 Mr. Harriman will be reporting on his talks 
in the Soviet Union? 


A Yes. I think they had a telephone conver- 
sation before the Secretary left Paris and agreed that they 
would meet when he got back. This is the first opportunity 
for them to get together. 


0 Speaking of Paris, can you put into perspec- 
tive for us some remarks made by the Secretary on the 
airplane about the French and their quality of being 
aggravating? 


A I think he was referring to the technical 
business of communique drafting. I think you have to see 
this in the context of the overall relationship, which is 
good. But I think he was asked a specific question about 
why it takes so long to draft a communique. He was 
expanding on that and pointing out that the French, while 
members Of NATO, are not part of the integrated NATO mili- 
tary establishment. That gives them pause sometimes when 
you've arrived at a consensus. They want to see very careful 
language injected which underlines that position, which of 
course is understandable. 





I think it was in that kind of context that he was 
discussing this. 


0 Have you heard from the French Embassy on 
that? 


A I'm not aware that we have. 


0 John, getting back for a minute to the 
Soviet's role in Syria and Lebanon, let me ask an old 
question and see if there's any new answer. 


Does the U.S. have anything to say about whether 
there are any Soviet advisers or troops in Lebanon at this 
time as opposed to as in Syria? 


A I think we have not responded to that par- 
ticular question. There are reports, obviously, and others 
Say, I believe, they are there, but I think we have not 
responded. 


0 The Secretary and you have used the words 
"unwelcome" and “not helpful" to describe the presence of 
Soviets in Syria. 


x Right. 




















0 Are there any circumstances in which the J.S. 
would consider the Soviet presence in Syria or Lebanon to be 
helpful in the sense that it actually might be better to 
have the Soviets manning the missiles than it is to have the 
Syrians manning them? 


A I suppose one never rules anything out, but 
it stretches the imagination, given their performance. They 
certainly have not been helpful hitherto, and I can't envi- 
sage the circumstances under which they would be helpful. 
But, as you know, we never rule anything out from this 
podium. 


Q You would deny the thesis that the Soviets 
may actually be acting as a restraint on the Syrians' hot 
temper? 


A I suppose you can engage in an argument about 
whose finger on the trigger is more or less trembling, or is 
more stable -- 


@) That's my question. 


A -- but the fact is that those missiles are 
destabilizing to the area, and we have made that plain, no 
matter who operates them. 


fe) John, on Sunday Eagleburger said in his 
speech that if the Soviets or the Syrians attack Israel, the 
United States would come to Israel's aid. Do you have 
anything further on that? 


A No. I think Secretary Eagleburger's words 
spoke for themselves. 


0 What about a Shultz-Gromyko meeting? Is 
there any new consideration being given to that? 


A No. Nothing planned; nothing set. Always 
possible, but nothing arranged. 


QO Is there any talk about it between -- 

A I note talk about it in the press, but the 
fact of the matter is that nothing is arranged, nothing is 
set. I wouldn't rule it out, but nothing is -- 


e) When you talk about not ruling it out, can 
you give us any idea of over the summer? We're not looking 























at, for example, the tail end of this trip to Asia, or 
during it or -- 


A Not to my knowledge are we looking at it at 
the end of this trip. No. 


0 Or during the trip? 
A No. 


0 So we're looking at it more over the course 
of the next several months? 


A You have the U.N. session coming up in 
September. As I say, don't rule anything out, even before 
then, but there are no plans, no arrangements. 


-- MORE -- 

















ae ae 


0 Along the same lines, although Alan has said 
as recently as yesterday that there are no specific plans, 
is there any active consideration being given to the 
Secretary ending his Asian trip with stopovers in the 
Middle East? Any consideration? 


x Not at the present time. 
Q Not even consideration? 
A No, not at the present time. 
0 Two procedural questions. Do you have 


anything on a stakeout after the meeting with Governor 
Harriman today, and what about Ambassador Stone this evening 
at Andrews? 


A I don't know what Ambassador Stone will do 
at Andrews tonight. He gets in about sixish, I understand. 
I don't know what he will do. If he does something at the 
airport, that's his call. There will be nothing this evening 
from him. 


As you know, some of you have requested a briefing 
by him and we have that request in, but I don't know what 
the answer will be yet. 





0 You say there will be nothing this evening 
from him? 


4 I think you need to look at what may or may 
not happen at Andrews. Other than that, there will be 
nothing from Stone this evening. 


0 Do you have anything on Harriman? 


A A stakeout on Harriman? Rush, are you aware 





Of -- 
MR. TAYLOR: I'm not aware of it. 
Not aware of it. 
Shultz is not coming out with Harriman? 


No. 


o F&F O °P 


Anything on other pending Ambassadorial 
changes in Central America? 
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By No, I don't. 

0 How about trying Costa Rica? 

A No, I don't. 

0 Will Ambassador Stone be going right to the 
White House after he comes back? 

A I don't think so. 

0 Will he be coming in here? 

aN I don't know whether he'll be coming here. 


I don't think he'll be going directly to the White House, 
but I do not know whether he'll come to his office here. 


fe) Do you have any word on what David Kimche's 
appointments in the building at all? I gather he's on his 
way to Washington. 


4 No, I don't. Sorry. 

0 Yesterday, you said -- 

A Not me. 

@) I know, Alan said. (Laughter) At least I 


didn't use his name for you. 


He said the Government of El Salvador is awaiting 
an FDR/FMLN response, presumably to the Peace Commission; 
and on last week in Mexico City the FDR/FMLN released a 
response asking for clarification. Do you consider that a 
response? 








4A I don't think we're going to get into a sort 
of a court-by-court ball bounce on this dialogue. I think 
the fact is that the Salvadoran Government has been respon- 
sive, has been acting in good faith, and it's up to the par- 
ties now to determine how that should proceed. I don't 
think we should characterize every volley. 


Q Another thing that was confusing here was 
that the Salvadoran Government or the Peace Commission has 
never said that they were directing their appeal directly at 
the FMLN. 

EN I think we've probably -- 


.@) And you say they are. 














A IT think our statement probably, more wisely 
yesterday should have used the language of the Peace 
Commission's June 3 call for a dialogue when it referred to 
all Salvadorans, including the members of the FDR, including 
those who have risen in arms. I think we probably were 
unwise to use the language we used yesterday. 


fe) If you had to reissue it, you would drop 
that last sentence then, I take it? 


Ay I guess it's hypothetical, because we're not 
planning to reissue it. I guess if we had to do it again, 
we might do it somewhat differently. 


@) Does the United States believe that the 
FDR/FMLN as a coalition is the party to which the Peace 
Commission is appealing? 


A I don't think we can interpose ourselves in 
this. That is a debate going on by the parties. Ambassador 
Stone is returning from the area, bringing back some 
thoughts. He has said that he will offer those thoughts 
once he has completed his listening trip, and we will await 
to hear from him. 


0 Anything on the situation with respect to 
the Nicaraguan/Honduran border today? 


a No. 


0 Do you have any response to the OAU, to 
Mengistu's statement? 


A We haven't seen the full statement. We'll 
take a look at it when we see the full text, and decide 
whether we would have any comment then. 


0 One question on El Salvador, if we can go 
back to that a little bit. Do you have any schedule yet on 
President Magana's visit to the U.S.? What he's going to do 
exactly? 


y Apparently, not. No, not on our schedule. 


0 Ambassador Stone will report to the 
President when? Will he report to him on the road somewhere, 
Or will he wait until the President comes back? 


A On the road? 




















| @) Yes. Will he travel to where the President 
is to report to him? The President is out of town. 


A I think you'd have to ask the White House 
For the scheduling on that. 


0 Ambassador Stone, in other words, will be 
operating out of the White House in connection with his 
return? 


ay His office is here. But whether he will 
come here tonignt, I don't know. I'm sure he will not see 
the President tonight. Whether he'll see the President 
later in the week and when that will be, I think you pro- 
bably ought to ask the White House. 





0 It sounds like there's not much urgency in 
his report? 


A I'm not commenting on the urgency or the 
non-urgency. The President has got a heavy schedule. If 
and when he sees the Senator, that's up to the White House 
to decide. 


0 John, is the State Department involved in 
any way in the dispute between Pam Am and China regarding 
Pam Am's resumption of Elights to Taiwan? 


a I think we have some earlier guidance 
suggesting that Ambassador Hummel has had some talks in 
Beijing on this question. We can make that available to you. 


0 Do you have anything on the current 
situation on the talks in Washington? 


A No. 


0 The Libyan use of the Embassy mentioned in 
New Jersey, can you pursue that statement on the record? 


A Yes, there is some more stuff on that. We 
can make that available to you. 


0 Could you say something about it for me for 
the cameras? 


A It's very technical, very legalistic. I'd 
be happy to make the statement available to you afterwards. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Egyptian 
Government's complaints against the Israeli Government sta- 
tioning policemen in disputed areas in the Sinai? 
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A As I understand it, the Egyptian-Israeli 
Governments are in discussions on that question, and I. think 
that's up to them. 


0 Today, a Soviet official, Constantine 
Chernenko, charged that the United States is seeking mili- 


tary superiority behind what he called a camouflage of myths 


about a Soviet military threat. Do you have any reaction to 
that? 


A No, I don't have any. 
2) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 

















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 1983 





INDEX 





SU BJ ECT : PAGE 





EL SALVADOR 
President Magana's visit 6066646066066666000006606066088" 


SPAIN 
Prime Minister Gonzalez' ViSit w.ccccccccscccsecscecsesesecd 


SECRETARY 
Trip to Asia 9666600006606 666604600066806600666606064600R8 


CUBA 
Eastern hijacking -peeeed 606006006460606066660660666066068 
Mr. Rodriguez’ remarks re: relations ..rccsecceveveeeld 


CHILE 
Arrest of labor leader TURULELULELELEEELELELCCrLLTrre .. 


P.R.C. 
Pan Am flights to Taipei TRUCE ELIECECELECCECECTCETLTTT. a2. 


MIDDLE EAST 
Israel: Mr. Kimche'sS ViSit wecccecccccesvesecsvcseveel 
Syria: Plans for visit by Foreign Minister? ........7 
Lebanon: Withdrawal Of troOpS .eseeceeeccceeceeseeeed 
Arab States: Ambassador Maksoud's remarks ....++e+e+++9-10,12-13 


Iran/Iraq: U.S. policy 60666060 66666666660000066606684 


POLAND 
Pope's visit 6666660060666 660666666066 0686000060606 660668SeRE 


U.S.S.R. 
Secretary Shultz : testimony on relations eeeoeveveveveeee 11-12 
Press report re; Ben Kingsley ..ssccesevevevvvcvveveveli3~l4 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #103 


THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 1983, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. At 3:30 this 
afternoon, there will be a background briefing in the White 
House briefing room on the visit of Salvadoran President 
Magana, which begins today. The briefing is open to all White 
House and State Department accredited press. 


A little background on Mr. Magana's schedule -- he 
arrives at Andrews at 3:45 this afternoon; proceeds from 
Andrews to the Washington Monument Grounds where he will be 
greeted by Secretary Shultz, who will accompany him to his 
hotel for a short meeting there. Tomorrow morning, President 
Magana is meeting with the Congressional leadership. At 11:30, 
President Reagan will meet with President Magana at the White 
House. That meeting will be followed by a working luncheon in 
the White House. Tomorrow afternoon at 3:00, President Magana 
will speak at the Organization of American States: at 4:15, he 
will lay a wreath at the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, at 
Arlington Cemetery. The Magana party will depart from the 
Washington Monument Grounds for Andrews enroute back to El 
Salvador at about 4:30 on Saturday afternoon. 


0 Have you got there the time of the departure 
from the White House? 

A Departure from the White House? No. 11:30 
is the meeting. I don't. 

0 Is there a lunch, a working lunch? 

A There is a lunch after -- 

e) Is there going to be a readout after the 


working lunch? 
A Yes, I should think so. 


0 John, why isn't he staying at Blair House? 


0 It's being refurbished. 








A Yes, that's a very good answer. (Laughter) 
I don't know if it's the right answer. 

fe) Will the briefing be at the White House? 

A Yes. 


Also tomorrow at the White House in the Press 
Briefing Room at 4 o'clock there will be a backgrounder con- 
cerning the upcoming visit of Felipe Gonzalez, Prime Minister 
of Spain. 


'@) When is that? 


A It's tomorrow, 4 o'clock in the White House 
Briefing Room. 


fe) Are there still going to be backgrounders in 
this room? 


A Are there going to be backgrounders? Always, 
in the case of Presidential visits, the backgrounders are 
always at the White House. Always has been. I wouldn't say 
always has been; but in my experience, they always have been. 


0 Do you have anything on Stone's possible 
appearance before us? 

A I don't. I would think that should he hold 
a briefing, it would not be before he sees President Reagan. 

) Do you know when that might be? 

A No. You'll have to talk to the White House 
about that. 

fe) He has not yet seen the President? 

A He has not yet seen President Reagan. 


Available at 2:30 in our Press Office will be the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs Paul Wolfowitz, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. The subject of that is the Philippine Bases 
Agreement. 
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There will be a background briefing tomorrow* at 
3:30 in this briefing room on the Secretary's upcoming trip. 
I just realized as I said that that we are giving you two 
briefings close together; but at any rate, at the moment 
that's the schedule -- for 3:30. 


Q What is the subject of that? 

A That will be the Secretary's trip to Asia. 

8) That's tomorrow? 

A 3:30 tomorrow. 

@) John, ordinarily, wouldn't Ambassador Motley 
be the briefer at the White House -- counterpart of Rick Burt? 

A I don't think Ambassador Motley has been con- 
firmed in his position yet. 

0 Still learning it, is he? 

A It's not a question of learning. You don't 


speak as an official until you are an official. 


fe) Is there any way to make it possible to cover 
both briefings? 


A As I said that, I realized we have put them 
pretty close together. Let us look and see whether we can't 
move those apart a little. 


0 Switch one to the White House. 
aN We'll see what we can do for you. 
8) Also available in the Press Office is an 


update to our statement on the hijacking of Eastern flight 
414. That's the Cuban story. 


I guess that's all I have for you in the way of -- 


fe) On Latin America, do you have any comments, 
reports, or assessments of what is going on in Chile? 


* Subsequent to the briefing, the background briefing will be at 
10:00 am, Tuesday, June 21. 




















A Yes, I do have something on that for you. 
You're talking specifically about the arrest of the labor 
leaders? 


QO And associated disturbances. 


A I've seen reports on the disturbances, but 
don't have much on the disturbances. Factually, as far as Mr. 
Seguel is concerned, he was previously arrested along with 
several other copper work <=‘ union leaders after the first 
demonstration for allege’ «: iation of Chile's Internal 
Security Law. He was re-. -sted in the early hours of June 
15 by the Investigations Police, and was turned over to the 
judge who handled the earlier case that same afternoon on 
additional charges of inciting public unrest. The judge, who 
must now review the case and issue his preliminary finding, 
remanded Seguel to the Santiago public jail where we 
understand that his attorneys, his family, and others have 
full access to him. 


The State Department has recently reiterated its 
hope that political and civil rights would be fully respected 
in Chile. That certainly applies to this case. We hope and 
expect that Mr. Seguel will enjoy all the rights of due pro- 
cess to which he is entitled by law. 


Q We can have that? 


A Yes; I'm not finished, though. Mr. Seguel 
is a major free labor union leader in Chile who has stressed 
the peaceful nature of the political and trade union dissent 
of the movement he represents. In this position, he speaks 
for an important segment of the people of that country. 
Mr. Seguel and other democratic leaders can be expected to 
voice both their economic and political concerns. Obviously, 
there can be a gray area between compliance with laws and the 
fundamental right of free expression. These two concepts must 
be clearly distinguished in the case of Mr. Seguel and for the 
many voices he represents as a leader of the free labor move- 
ment. 


Q Does this in any way affect U.S. relations 
with the Chilean Government? 


A I'm not going to characterize them, Jim. I 
think we'll stand by this statement in this particular case. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Sure. 








Q Is there any assessment of the situation 
there, whether it represents a general deterioration of the 
situation before -- 


A No. I don't have anything beyond this. 


0 I don't understand to whom you're directing 
the remark that there has to be a careful distinction between 
possibly gray areas. 


A We're not directing the remark; we're just 
making an obvious point that there obviously is a gray area. 
That'sjust a general statement in cases like this. Obviously, 
sometimes there is a gray area between freedom of expression 
and compliance with the law. We understand that, and we're 
simply remarking upon it -- making that point along with our 
other comments. 


0 Has the Embassy been in contact with the 
government over Seguel's case? 

A I don't know. 

Q Did Ambassador Theberge in the last month 
meet with Seguel? 

A I don't know. Can't answer that. 

fe) Will you look into that? 

A Yes, sure. 

0 Do you have anything on the problems between 


the Chinese Government and Pan American World Airways? 


A Not a great deal, George. We'll confirm that 
our Charge’ in Beijing was called today to a meeting at the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs to discuss Pan Am's Taipei ser- 
vice. We're not going to get into the substance of that or 
other diplomatic exchanges, but we would note that Pan Am is a 
private, commercial entity and that service to Taiwan by Pan 
Am would fall within the area of unofficial, commercial, 
cultural and other relations between the people of Taiwan and 
the people of the United States. 


0 John, Xinhua released a report saying 
that based on the notes to the Embassy, they made a few 
points: Number one, it charged that the United States has 
violated the communique on the establishment of diplomatic 








relations of 1979 by designating American, Pan Am to fly to 
Taipei; the second point is that China asked the United States 
to designate another airline to fly to Beijing; and the third 
one, it asked for consultation between two sides. 


What is your response? 


A I have no response for you on that. 
Obviously, we were involved in the meeting today and those 
consultations and negotiations are going on, but don't have 
anything for you on that. 


fe) Is it a violation of the communique? 
A Sir? 
Q Do you think it is a violation of the 1979 


joint communique? 


A We have expressed on many occasions our 
determination to implement fully the terms of the Communique, 
and we consider that we have done that. But that is a general 
comment. 


0 Any future role in this? Any mediation or 
are you just -- What are you doing? 
A This happened today. We had a meeting on it 


today. I think we will wait until we have anything further, 
if we have anything further to say on it, but don't have 
anything for you today. 


Q Xinhua says that the letter was delivered by 
China's Civil Aviation Administration official to Mr. Brown. 
The meeting is between the Charge and the Chinese Minister 
of Foreign Affairs? 


A Yes, as I understand it, yes. 

0 Do I take from your statement in veference to 
the private, commercial nature of the arrangement that Pan Am 
has that the United States would not designate another airline 
to -- 


A I don't have anything for you on that, Barrie. 


0 Do you expect to have anything more on this, 
or the next couple of days? 




















A 
Q 
A 


you, which I realize is not a great deal. 


Q 


A 


Eagleburger and seeing Mr. Veliotes today, but I don't know 
how the (inaudible). 


QO 


Israeli redeployment within Lebanon would be a subject? 


A 


that up, I'm sure we would discuss it; but I don't know what 
he will bring up. 


Q 


the Secretary's invitation to pay a visit to Washington? 


A 


were in Damascus. 
stands. I'm not aware of any negative response to it. 


8) 


i) > 


sideration now being given to a trip to the Middle Fast by the 
Secretary of State? 


A 


asked whether there was a possibility at the end of the Asian 
trip that he might stop in the Middle East. There is always 
the possibility, but no, it's not -- 


Q 


A 


It's possible. 
Does the United States designate airlines? 


I don't have anything beyond what I've given 


John, anything on the Kimche talks here? 


He's here. I think he is seeing Mr. 


Would it be unreasonable to assume that an 





I don't know. If Mr. Kimche wants to bring 


Has the Syrian Foreign Minister said no to 


The Secretary spoke in general terms when we 
That general invitation clearly still 


Could you check, because I've seen a story -- 


No. I don't think I need to. 





There has not been a negative response? 
Not to my knowledge. 


To follow up on that, John, is any con- 


No. We're where we were the other day. You 





How about by Ken Dam? 
Not to my knowledge. 


(MORE ) 
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Q How about Nick Veliotes? (Laughter) 


A I'm sure Mr. Veliotes would accompany the 
Secretary for part of his trip to the Far East because at 
least two of those countries fall within his area of respon- 
sibility. I'm sure he would be on the trip, or part of the 
trip. 


@) That's south Asia. We're talking about the 
Middle East. 


A If we went to the Middle East, after south 
Asia, I'm sure Mr. Veliotes would be there, but I don't know 
yet. 


0 Another follow-up. Does the United States 
still oppose any sort of partial withdrawal by Israel in 
Lebanon? 


A Our position is very clear. We're for total 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. We think the mechanism 
exists for that. We think that Israel and Lebanon have 
taken a step towards the implementation of that mechanism, 
and now we look to the Syrians to take the other steps which 
would make that total withdrawal possible. 


Q And you don't think a partial withdrawal by 
Israel at this point, an interim partial withdrawal would 
facilitate it? 


A Our policy is for a total withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. That's what we want. 


Q How about if you withdraw totally in 
steps? (Laughter) You certainly don't expect every 
Israeli, every Syrian, and every PLO to be whisked away on 
one airplane. 


A I think we realize that it probably would 
take more than one airplane, yes. 


0 But isn't there a Lebanese feeling that as 
many troops as they get off their terrority, so much the 
better? 


A I don't know. You would have to ask the 
Lebanese. The Lebanese have signed an agreement with Israel 
which is very clear. 


Q We have asked the Lebanese and they said 
that, as you do, that they would like a total withdrawa.. 
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They say if the Israelis pull out of any area, the Lebanese 
would move in immediately and maintain security in that 
area. Does the United States Government think it would be 
unhelpful for Israel to pull some of its forces out and move 
back some part of the way? 


A What you seem to be outling does not seem to 
me to be a total withdrawal. 


Q But I say, with the ultimate intention of 
withdrawing once the Syrians and the PLO agree to. 


A Ultimate intention -- that's a little vague, 
it seems to me. 


re) That's too vague? 
A That's hypothetical. 
Q All right, here's a concrete question. What 


is the current status of the possibility of Mr. Begin exer- 
cising his general invitation to visit Washington? 


A I think that Ambassador Lewis is talking 
with the Prime Minister, probably around now. There have 
been discussions about the date. As you know, the invita- 
tion is out there. And in principle, there's been an 
agreement that that visit should take place, but as to a 
date I think you would have to be patient a little longer 
and look to the White House for any announcement. 


Q Is he talking to him on the telephone now; 
is that what you're saying? 

A No. I think Ambassador Lewis is talking 
with the Prime Minister around about this time. 

Q He's back in Israel? 

A Yes. 

) Are there dates being discussed with the 


Syrians for a return visit by the Secretary? 


A No. 


0 This morning, Ambassador Clovis Maksoud of 
the Arab League held a news conference in which he stated 
that, "We are aware of the strategic understanding -- 
the MOU that's being reconsidered -- represented only 
the tip of the iceberg, as it were, of the actual stratetic 
relationship between the U.S. and Israel." 
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And he concluded by saying, "The U.S. presents us 
with the sugar-coated threat that the arm of Israel is bound 
to strike and that the U.S. role is limited to softening the 
blow as much as possible." 


Do you have anything to say to that? 


aA No, I don't. As far as the MO is con- 

cerned, I'm not aware of it being a subject of discussion at 
the present. As far as the agreement between Israel and 
Lebanon is concerned, I think we have made very clear the 
dimensions of that agreement and made clear that there is no 
suggestion of additional aid or -- we've been asked various 
questions about that and have responded to those, and the 
shape of that agreement is very clear. 


re) But it is bound to be brought up again by the 
different Arab countries, especially the confrontation states 
because it does figure into the whole picture? 


A The Lebanese-Israeli agreement? 
0) In great part, yes. 
A What you read seems to suggest that there's 


something beyond what has been agreed to and what is in the 


public domain, and I'm just reiterating that that is not the case. 


Q Bill Safire says in his column today that 
there are new ways to knock out SAM-5 missiles jointly being 
explored by the U.S. and Israel. Is this true? 


A And the question is? 


@) Is this true, that the U.S. is jointly 
exploring with Israel new ways to knock out SAM-5 missiles? 


A I have no comment on that. I'm not aware of 
such discussions, but Bill Safire is always a good read, I 
feel, in the morning. 


0 John, in the past Ed Derwinski told us 
that the Pope's visit, of course, is being watched very 
carefully in this building for any possible signs of easing 
of the more repressive aspects of that regime. 


Do you have anything to offer to us today on the 
visit; anything new -- 








. = 
ll 
A I think you'll have to wait and see how it 


fares before we had any -- if we had any comment, I think we 
probably have to let the visit take place before we gave, if 


we did -- 

@) You have no advice for the Polish 
Government? 

A No. Have no advice for the Polish 
Government. 

0 Would you like to see a meeting between the 
Pope and Lech Walesa? 

4 I have nothing for you on that. 

Q How about an easier subject, John. 

A What have you got? (Laughter) 

e) I just want to ask you how you interpreted 


the Secretary's statement on the Hill, because there seemed 
to be widely differing -- 


A I noted a certain discrepancy in the 
interpretation this morning. 


Q How would you interpret it? Do you think it 
was a conciliatory statement or do you think it was a 
hardline -- 

A I think that the Secretary's words clearly 


spoke for themselves. (Laughter) He made it clear that his 
words had been personally vetted by the President of the 
United States; that they did represent the Administration's 
viewpoint. 


It didn't seem to me that there was anything dif- 
ferent to what the Administration has been saying and, 
indeed, what the Secretary's has been saying. I think he 
stressed the same kinds of points. You have to be strong -- 
the United States has to be strong as it looks at this rela- 
tionship. You have to be realistic in appraising what the 
Soviets have done and are doing in various parts of the 
world. But having said all that, it has to be ready to 
talk, which it is. He has made clear we are talking with 
the Soviets in a variety of fora. 


0 When you mentioned that the speech had been 
personally vetted, did you say by the White House or by the 
President? 
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A I think the Secretary said yesterday that 
the President had gone over the speech; had gone over the 
testimony. 

What does "vetted" mean? 
Had read it; had approved it. 


How about written? 


How about written it? 
We never indicate who writes -- 


Conversely, does the State Department have 


0 
a 
8) 
4A Beg your pardon? 
Q 
A 
0 
t on the statement yesterday by Yuri Andropov? 


any commen 


a No, we don't. We'll take a look at it and 
see whether we might have anything. 


@) How about Mr. Andropov's latest electoral 
success? 


Ay I assume that appropriate letters would go 
from appropriate officials in this -- 


Q A telephone call? 

A I'm not aware of any telephone call. 

0 Letters from whom? 

A I'd look to the White House. 

0 Does the State Department share the opinions 


that Mr. Weinberger said that there were no more obstacles 
in the way of resuming the strategic understanding between 
the United States and Israel? 


rs I think that I will refer you to my 
colleague Mr. Catto for any comments on Mr. Weinberger's 
statement. 


Q Let me follow this. How do you describe the 
current state of relations between the United States and the 
Arab world in light of the development in the last few 
weeks? 
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A It is very tempting for me to offer snap 
judgments from this podium on the state of U.S. relations 
with various countries, but I have steeled myself not to do 


that. 


fe) Pardon me if I am being a little bit per- 
sistent because this morning -- referring to my colleague -- 
the League of Arab States representative in Washington came 
with very serious apprehensions about the intentions and 
about what's happening in the last few days. He said that 
the Arabs say that there is imput of good will towards 
the United States which is not matched by anything from the 
United States in the last few days. 


The state of relations between the Arabs and the 
United States need to be clarified in light of what Mr. 
Weinberger said and in light of other things that happened. 
Can you give us a statement on that? 


4 I'm not going to offer a program -- a cate- 
gorization of the United States' relations with the various 
Arab countries. I think that U.S. efforts in the Middle 
East, specifically Lebanon, over the past months are rather 
adequate testimony to the United States' sincerity and the 
degree of energy and commitment that it is making to peace 
and dev-'opment in the Middle East. 


I think that policy, and what we have so far 
achiev and what we hope to achieve, speaks for itself. 


0 Can I ask you -- I hate to quote Dan Rather. 
It goes against my grain. Have you been able to check out 
this strange story; two nights ago they started out and they 
said, on CBS, "the State Department has taken note of," and 
it was this misrepresentation of -- I don't know. It was a 
picture of Ben Kingsley supposedly being beaten up by the 
South African police, and it was in a Soviet publication. 


I can't track it down anyplace in the State 
Department. 


A I'm afraid I missed that one. 


fe) Can you please look into it. It was very 
strange, but nobody in the State Department seems to know 
what Dan Rather was talking about, and if you could find out 
I would be very grateful. 


A You want us to look into what Dan Rather was 
talking about? 
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Q Yes. He started out by saying, "The State 
Department is taking note of." 


A Without making any promises, let me see if 
we are able to clarify what Dan Rather was talking about. 


Q Do you have anything on the suggestion by 
Jackson and Mathias yesterday about Central America? 


A It's an interesting proposal, and I'm sure 
the Administration will be taking a look at it. 


QO Is it now pretty straight that the elections 
will be postponed until March in El Salvador? 

A I don't quite know where we stand on -- pro- 
bably that was discussed while I was away. There was some 
guidance on it. I think it's still -- where it was. Okay. 

Q John, do you know, or could you maybe take 


the question, what's the policy of the Administration on 
shipments of arms to Irag and Iran now? 


A Our policy? 
Yes. 


We are are neutral in that. 


What is the policy 
(Inaudible) 


That's not what I said. 


oO Fr DO ODO YF YO 


On the shipment of arms, U.S. arms, either 
private or whatever? 


A I'm sure we have some good language on that 
in the Press Office. 


fe) Any reaction to a Moscow call for an arms 
freeze that now includes China as well as everybody else? 


A No. 


QO John, question. Yesterday, the Cuban Vice 
President Carlos Rafael Rodriguez met with some visiting 
journalists in Havana and apparently issued a new, or made a 
new offer of negotiations with the United States, and also 
said that Cuba would very soon be responding to the U.S. 
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request to take back the unwanted Mariel refugees. Is there 
any comment on that? 


A Mr. Rodriguez speaks about the U.S. threat 
but argues that Cuba has the right to foment revolution and 
violence in Third Countries, and it's this Cuban position 
which is at the root of our differences. 


I think a careful reading of what he said would 
indicate that Cuba does set preconditions in terms of nego- 
tiations that it might embark on with us. 


Insofar as immigration matters, we've asked the 
Cubans to take back certain aliens under final order of 
exclusion. And if they're prepared to do so, we would be 
ready to discuss the modalities of that with them. 


re) He also said that Cuba is willing to talk to 
the United States about the situation in Central America. 
Do you have any response to that? 


A Not beyond what I've got here. 
e) That's all you have? 
0 John, what is the U.S. threats -- that 


Rodriguez referred to U.S. threats; what U.S. threats is he 
referring to? 


A You'd have to go back and look at the text. 


fe) Is one of the things that provoked him an 
option being studied by the Administration to transport the 
unwanted Mariels to Guantanamo and march them through the 
gate? 





A I believe we have had fairly extensive 
guidance on this before. 


e) There's no change? 

A There's no change in our position since we 
issued it. 

fe) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announ- 
cements: 


One, to say what I think most of you know by now, 
and that is that the background briefing on the Secretary's 
ASEAN, India, Pakistan trip which originally had been sche- 
duled for 3:30 today here in the Briefing Room has been 
rescheduled for 10:00 A.M. on Tuesday, the 2lst. That was 
in response to the concern about a conflict with another 
briefing going on this afternoon. 


Also, to note something which is not on the sche- 
dule this morning and something which has been of interest 
to a number of you, and that is that the Secretary will be 
having a get-acquainted session this afternoon with the new 
Israeli Ambassador, Ambassador Rosenne, together with a 
number of the Secretary's principle deputies. 


0 Time? 
A I believe that's scheduled -- 
@) Do you have the names on that? 


A I don't have a full list. Besides, I'm not 
sure wno is available. Basically, it is the Deputy 
Secretary and the Under Secretaries who are here, and maybe 
one or two others -- I'm sure Ambassador Veliotes and 
Ambassador Fairbanks, and so on. 4:30, I think, is the time 
on that. 


0 Any press coverage? 
A No. 

0 I thought so. 

A 


Okay. That's it. I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 


fe) Alan, on a technical matter first, to get it 
out of the way. The Chinese, have they protested to the 
U.S. Government about the Pan Am flights to Taipei? 











4 I don't have anything to say to you basically 
beyond what we said yesterday, which was to acknowledge 
that our Charge met with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 
the 16th to discuss Pan Am's Taipei service, and we are 
currently in the process of reviewing that matter. 


e) They have taken a number of measures, 
stopping short of cutting off Pan Am's service but making it ¢ 
more difficult, I guess; changing flights routes, and things 
like that. 


Does the United States intend any retaliation? 


A Again, I don't have anything to add to what 
we said yesterday. I would also, I guess, repeat what was 
said yesterday, and that is that Pan Am is a private com- 
merical entity and that Pan Am's service to Taiwan falls 
within the area of unofficial commerical, cultural and other 
relations between the people on Taiwan and the people of the 
United States, as stated in the January 1979 communique on 
the establishment of diplomatic relations. 





0 Does the service of CAAC, the Chinese 
airline, fall in that same category? 


A I believe -- 


0 To the United States; their service to this 
country? 


A I don't believe that has to do with people- 
to-people contacts between Taiwan and the United States -- 
CAAC. 


e) Taking together what you said today with what 
you said yesterday, I'm trying to discern whether that 
amounts to a statement that, at this point at least, the 
U.S. Government does not intend to change carriers that are 
authorized to fly to Peking. 


A I don't have anything to take you beyond what 
I have already said and what John said yesterday on that 
kind of question. That's speculative at this point. 


Q Just a technicality on that point. The 
Chinz.e Ambassador was here today. Can you tell us whether 
that was in connection with the Pan Am thing, and who he was 
seeing? 


4 He was in this morning. He saw the 
Secretary. I will not go over an agenda of issues with you. 
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I can't tell you whether that issue may have come up. It 
might have come up, but that was not the purpose of the 
meeting this morning. 


0 You won't tell us what the purpose was? That 
was not it? 


& A No. 
" 0 Who asked for the meeting? 
A I don't know what the genesis of that is. 


They have met before, and I expect they will meet again. 
The Secretary does meet with ambassadors. It's part of his 


job and theirs. 
QO Another on China? 
A Go ahead. 


Q Do you have anything on the story in the New 
York Times this morning that the United States is going to 
loosen export controls on China? 





A No, we had a statement on that, I guess, or 
some guidance on that before, sometime ago at the time of 
Secretary Baldrige's trip, and I don't have anything new to 
give you on the expanded flow of technology to China at this 
point. 


e) I'm talking about change in U.S. policy. Do 
you expect anything within the next foreseeable few hours? 


a I don't have anything new, and I would not 
anticipate something in that kind of timeframe. If you want 
to talk about changes in policy, I refer you back to what we 
said. I think I would be very careful about how you address 
that. But look back at what we've said before on that 
issue. 





I don't have anything to announce to you in any case. 


0 The new Nicaraguan Ambassador said today that 
he has requested a meeting between Secretary Shultz and 
Foreign Minister D'Escoto. Do you have a response to that 
request? 


A Personally, I was unaware of the request. 
It's interesting that it was made as a public request, 
apparently. But in any case, I don't have anything on such 
a request or any response to it. 
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Q Would the United States find it useful 
for talks between the Secretary and Mr. D'Escoto at that 
level, or would you prefer talks again on a regional basis 
with lower officials? 


A Again, I don't have anything for you. I 
understand that he presented his credentials yesterday, and 
obviously presented them at the White House. I don't have 
any answer to that particular question at this point. 


Q Why it was interesting -- it was a public 
request? 


A It's a question of why is it being made as a 
public request. I think that's a question I'll simply leave 
out -- 


Q Why? 
A Often, those are not made that way. 
QO On Central America, Richard Stone -- what's 


the situation with him now in his reports? 


A What's the situation with him in his reports? 
He certainly is in the building and doing various things; 
attending meetings and so on. I think he has had a number of 
conversations with the Secretary. In terms of when he might 
see the President, I would suggest you check with the White 
House on that. 


Q Has any Congressional committee invited him 
to appear? 


A I don't know whether there is a specific 
invitation or not. I think that there probably is a con- 
siderable interest on the Hill in talking with him. I am 
sure he would be happy to talk with them, but I think that 
probably what has to come first on that schedule is his 
meeting with the President, and I would again ask you to 
check with the White House on that. 


Q May I ask a China question? Has there been 
any advisory, or anything like that, sent to our people -- 
our official people in China about flying on domestic airli- 
nes over there? 


A As a response to this action that has been 
taken with regard to Pan Am? 


Q No, in regard to the report about the con- 
dition of the domestic Chinese airlines. 











A I see. I don't know. I can check and see if 
I can find anything out about it. 


6) Is there anything serious about this, or is 
it just -- 


A I just don't know. I'll try and check on it. 


e) What is the status of arms sales to Taiwan? 
Has a request been made to the Congress as yet for further 
sales for this fiscal year? 


A I'm unaware -- there certainly has been some 
requests that have gone up. I'm not aware of a recent 
announcement of a request having gone up from the Pentagon. 
I can check and see if there's anything particular on that, 
but you also might check with the Pentagon since they are 
the ones who would send up that request. 


0 Do you have anything on Gromyko's statements 
yesterday on foreign policy and various blasts at the U.S.? 


A Yes, I do. 
0 What was the question, please? 


A The question is, is there any response or 
reaction to Foreign Minister Gromyko's speech at the Supreme 
Soviet. 


Foreign Minister Gromyko's speech to the Supreme 
Soviet did not appear to break any new ground in its survey 
of Moscow's foreign policy positions, nor did it offer much 
encouragement about Moscow's readiness to engage in a 
constructive search for ways to ease East-West tensions. 
We, Of course, welcome Mr. Gromyko's assertion that the USSR 
seeks "smoother" relations with the United States, but will 
judge the significance of this statement on the basis of 
Soviet actions. 


We regret that the Soviet Foreign Minister 
misrepresented the position of the United States on vir- 
tually every issue, and that he repeated the false allega- 
tion that this Administration takes lightly the dangers of 
nuclear war. Such distortions do not contribute to a pro- 
ductive dialogue between our two nations. 


We are also disappointed by Mr. Gromyko's critical 
remarks about the President's new START proposals. The 
changes in the U.S. position announced on June 8 -- as well 
as the flexibility that has been given Ambassador Rowny to 
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explore alternative ways for meeting U.S. objectives -- were 
intended to promote progress in the negotiations. We remain 
hopeful that the Soviet side will demonstrate similar flexi- 
bility in the current Geneva round, so that we can achieve 
substantial reductions in strategic arms and a more stable 
strategic balance. 


Q Copy of that? 


A Copy? Sure. 
Q What was said on the Middle East; do you have 
any comment? 


A I think we've addressed the question of the 
Middle East, our concerns there, and the fact that we've 
discussed the issues with the Soviet Union before. I don't 
have anything new to add. 


Q Have you also had a chance to examine the 
speech the day before by Andropov? 


A I haven't got anything to give you in reac- 
tion to that speech. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment to make on the 
first day of the Afghanistan negotiations in Geneva; any 
kind of a readout at all on that? 


a Yes, I do. As we've stated before, the 
United States supports the U.N. negotiating effort on 
Afghanistan. The policy of the United States in regard to 
Afghanistan is clear. We seek a negotiated political 
settlement at the earliest possible moment to end the agony 
of the Afghan people and to get the Soviet forces out of 
Afghanistan. 


In our view, any settlement must incorporate the 
four elements which are contained in the UNGA resolutions 
on Afghanistan -- that is, the withdrawal of Soviet forces, 
the independent and non-aligned status of Afghanistan, self- 
determination for the Afghan people, and return of the refu- 
gees with safety and honor. 


Our hope is that progress toward settlement can be 
achieved in this session. We believe that the key to a 
settlement is Soviet willingness to withdraw troops from 
Afghanistan. 


9 Also on the Soviet Union, the talks on non- 
proliferation ended yesterday, I think, in Moscow; right? 











A I think we had the dates of those and what- 
ever -- 


Q 14th through 16th. 


A Fine. I don't have a readout on that, if 
that's what you're looking for. 


Q One, could you get us a readout; and, two, is 
it true, as has been reported, that the Soviets have 
accepted the principle of on-site inspection by the IAEA? 


a I think we've had something on that before. 
Maybe you could check in the Press Office. They've talked 
about on-site inspection by IAEA in the past. Let me ask 
you to check what exists in the way of guidance and see if 
that's adequate, because I think it is direct. 


I will look into the question of whether there's 
anything we can say about the talks. I'm not sure that we 
would have a great deal to say since we've tried to maintain 
confidentiality in order to promote progress on the talks, 
but let me check. 


8) Were there any communications from the 
Soviets beyond what Andropov and Gromyko have been saying? 


4 Any communications? 


Q That may cast a different interpretation in a 
private way on what is coming out of Moscow? In other 
words, are they offering guidance for how to read? 


A I'm personally unaware of any such com- 
munications, but I'm also loath to take on the commitment to 
provide you anything about our dialogue. But I guess I 
would basically suggest that what they have said in public 
is what we would take as a statement of policy, quite 
authoritatively. 


0 On the get-acquainted session with Rosenne 
today, is any such similar meeting being set with, let's 
say, the new Lebanese Ambassador; and do you plan, in the 
future, to have any, since he's also new? 


Also, what's the status of reconstruction of the 
U.S. Embassy in Beirut? 


oy I've got nothing new on the Embassy 
reconstruction. As far as the Lebanese Ambassador is con- 
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cerned, why don't I check and see what there is in terms 

of any meetings he might have had or might be scheduled with 
the Secretary. I'm not aware of any at this point. The 
Secretary, of course, is going to Asia this coming week so 
I'm not sure there's much time for that. 


--MORE-- 











0 The Israeli Ambassador already has had what 

has been described as virtually dozens of meetings with U.S. 
, officials in this building since his arrival. You have made 
this public announcement about a get-acquainted session at 
the highest level. Is there something significant to be 
read in what you are saying about the very public and very 
open and very in-depth welcome being given the Israeli 
Ambassador? 


an I think, obviously, we have very close rela- 
tions, and the relationship is important between the United 
States and Israel. But I think you have to look at this in 
a couple of different ways. 


First of all, his calls on people -- I don't know 
whether it's dozens or not, you'd have to ask the Israeli 
Embassy -- but it's not unusual that an ambassador would 
call on those officials with whom he or she will be dealing 
over the course of his or her incumbency. So I don't find 
anything particularly unusual or signals in that. 





The Secretary, I think, as we had indicated was 
looking forward to meeting with the Israeli Ambassador in 
taking up his new post, but that he had taken off on a trip 
to Europe just about the time that the Ambassador arrived in 
Washington. 


There had been a number of questions here about a 
meeting, and that's why I took the opportunity to mention it 
because there has been interest, and I don't want to pretend 
there is not such a meeting. There is a meeting. It didn't 
happen to make it on the public schedule this morning, but 
the relationship clearly is important, close, good, but I 
don't know that I would read major new signals of some sort 
into this. 


0 Clovis Maksoud, the U.S. Representative of 
the Arab League, said yesterday that the Arab League, and he 
Says the Arab world, sees a new shift by the United States 
away from Arab nations toward Israel as symbolized by some 
recent occurrences in the United States, including Secretary 
Weinberger's announcement at the Press Club earlier this 
week that the Memo of Understanding between the United States 
and Israel can go into effect basically at the will of the 
Israeli Government. 


A Again, I think John addressed this yesterday. 
I don't see a shift in U.S. policy. I'd refer you to the 
basic policy statements that we've made, including, of 
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course, most importantly in terms of the peace process, the 
President's speech of last September l. 


0 Alan, on Cuba, the story -- 


@) Few more Middle East back here. 
A Let's go on, Bernie, and I'll go around. 
8) On Cuba, the interview, saying that the 


Cubans are ready to open serious negotiations on re- 
establishing normal relations with the U.S. I see John has 
some answer here as well. 


A That's right. 


.e) But he tends to narrow the agenda. What 
about the broad one? Serious negotiations on re- 
establishing normal relations with the U.S. 


A I would really refer you to what John said 
yesterday. The question revolved around supposedly this 
proposal being made in terms of no preconditions, and yet if 
you look at the terms of the statements that were made in 
that interview, obviously there have been some preconditions 
laid down. I don't have a reaction to give you beyond that. 
Connie? 


'@) Thank you. Can I get this over with? 
8) Alan, could I pursue this? Same subject. 
A Yes. Go ahead. 


8) One could read into that that the United 
States is prepared to open negotiations with Cuba without 
conditions. 


yy No. I think I will leave you with what we've 
said about that. 


0 That's certainly implicit in what John read 
yesterday. 


BN I leave you with what the words were yester- 
day. Connie? 


0 Thank you. Two things. Do you have any 
readout on Kimche's meetings, and are they still going on? 
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A Are they still going on? Yes. As we, I think, 
made known initially the sessions with Larry Eagleburger 
were scheduled to go on both yesterday and today, and indeed 
they have done so. 


0 Is he in the building now, though, or -- 


A He was here -- I don't know, 45 minutes ago. 
The meeting was scheduled, I think. It was on the public 
schedule. You can look. 


0 Yes. I just wonder when it's supposed to 
end. 


A I don't know when it was supposed to end. 
fe) And that's the last -- 
QO What's the question? 


A This is David Kimche's meeting with Larry 
Eagleburger. He discussed, as we indicated he would, global 
issues with Under Secretary Eagleburger. He also yesterday, 
prior to that meeting with Mr. Eagleburger, met with 
Assistant Secretary Veliotes and Ambassador Draper to 
discuss both Middle Eastern regional and bilateral issues. 
As I say, he continued discussions this morning with Under 
Secretary Eagleburger. 


He also, you might note, has been invited to the 
meeting this afternoon with Ambassador Rosenne, and I 
understand he's expecting to attend. I don't know. That's 
his option. 


8) Okay. Will there be any other readout besides 
what you just gave us? 


A I don't expect that there would be. 


0 One last question: Have you yet announced a 
date for Begin, or will that be the White House? 


A I think when an announcement is made, it 
would be a White House announcement, but I wouldn't look to 
an announcement today. 


) Alan, what is the U.S. position on the possi- 
bility, in the event the Israelis take that action, on a par- 
tial unilateral withdrawal? 


A Bernie, we're where we have been on this 
issue, and that is it is U.S. policy to help bring about a 
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total withdrawal of all the foreign forces -- Israeli, 
Syrian, PLO -- from Lebanon. 


The mechanism exists for the withdrawal of all the 
Israeli forces in the agreement with Lebanon, and the issue 
is now for Syria to reach agreement with Lebanon, and for 
the PLO as well to withdraw their forces. That is our 
objective, and we remain steady in that objective. 


Q Yes. But that could be your objective, but 
increasingly there are reports that the Israelis are con- 
Sidering a unilateral partial withdrawal. 


What is the U.S. view on that? 


A I don't have a view to offer you from here on 
that subject. I guess as a matter of general principal -- 
and I will tell you the answer is I'm not going to comment 
to your follow-up question which is, "Would this or would 
this not be in this category?" -- anything which contributes 
to the total withdrawal is, based on what I've said about our 
objectives, per se good, something we would support. 

Anything which would lead away from total withdrawal would 
Obviously be something we would find difficulty with, but 
I'm not going to try to characterize what various proposals 
discussed in the press might or might -- where they might or 
might not fit in that particular spectrum. 


Q Would the U.S. go along, for example, with the 
Multinational Force, including the Marines, into an area 
that might be vacated by the Israelis? 


A Again, that's hypothetical, and I don't think 
I'm prepared to address that. 


e) Alan, can you comment on a report on Voice of 
Lebanon radio today that Kimche and the United States may 
have already reached an agreement on a redeployment of 
Israeli troops? 


Ay I would steer you away from that kind of 
story. 


0 Do you have anything on Chile today? 


a On Chile? What -- anything on Chile? 


@) ~The number of dead now, which resulted from 
the original demonstration, the continued detention of 
the free labor union leader, the strike and the mass 
dismissals. Do you have anything on any of that? 
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A I guess I can give you something on it. Our 
Embassy has reported that the strike at the El Salvador mine 
in Chile is continuing into its second day, and there are 
conflicting government and labor assessments as to its 
effectiveness. 


CODELCO, the managing agency for the Government 
mines, has announced the firing of approximately 800 
striking workers. The Andina and El Teniente mineworkers 
have apparently joined the strike today as scheduled, but we 
don't yet have information about how those strikes are 
progressing. 


We have reports that the national command labor 
coalition is continuing to meet and will arrive at its 
assessment of the situation over the weekend. We will con- 
tinue to follow developments closely, and we will continue 
to urge respect for political and civil rights for all 
concerned. 


0 Do you have anything with respect to the 
mass firings as something that you support or do not 
support? 


I'm going to leave you with the statement. 
You have nothing more on that? 


Nothing more on that. That's right. 


oO F O PY 


Can we get a copy of that? 


A You may have to get it a little later, but we 
can provide you a copy of that. 


0 Do you have anything on Senate passage of the 
CBI ? 

A I don't have anything on CBI here with me. 

0 Do you have anything on Zamora's statements to 


the press yesterday morning? 


A Yes, I do. 


O We've read the press reprts on Mr. Zamora's 
statements yesterday and would hope that his apparent rejec- 
tion of the left's participation in the upcoming elections 
in El Salvador is not final. We would also hope that his 
remarks were not intended to be interpreted as a rejection 











14 


of the recent invitation by the Salvadoran Peace Commission ‘ 
to engage in a constructive dialogue. 


The inclusion of elections as simply one of the r 
six points in his outline of a political solution -- which 
included the composition of a provisional government, an 
apparent restructuring of the army (to include, one would 
presume, the guerrilla forces), social and economic changes, 
the international posture of a provisional government -- would 
seem to be a demand for power sharing. The Government of El 
Salvador and U.S. policy have repeatedly rejected power 
sharing as an acceptable means of political reconciliation 
in that country. 


We've reached a point where we would have to 
question the sustained effort by the left to direct its state- 
ments so clearly at the Americna public, rather than 
diplomatically to the Salvadoran Peace Commission. While 
we've noted our desire to be helpful in facilitating dialo- 
gue, that dialogue should be between the left and the Peace 
Commission. 


0) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q In addition, I'd like to ask you about that, 
if I may. When you say "the left," whom do you mean 


precisely? 
A I'm not going to try to define it further. 
Q Well -- 
A I understand your question, Jim -- 
fe) Alan -- 
A -- we went over this the other day. I'm not 


going to try to define it. 
e) Does it include the FDR/FMLN? 


A I'm not going to try to define it further. 
John addressed this the other day. 


Q There's a report today that the 
Administration has agree to accept the FMLN/FDR proposal 
that Ambassador Stone meet with them. 
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A I don't have anything for you beyond what we 
said on that before which is that we would consider this 
question. 


Q Just a technical point to follow on that: Do 
you even know which day Ambassador Stone is likely to see 
the President next week? 


A I think you'd have to check with the White 
House. I don't think it would be appropriate for us to make 
that known, but they may be prepared to say something about 
that. 


@) To whom was the Salvadoran Peace Commission's 
offer addressed? 


Ay I'd refer you to their offer and the text of 
it which I think is available. 


re) Was it made to, in your words, "the left"? 


A Again, I think John quoted from it the other 
day, and I'm sure you have access to the text, and I refer 
you to it. Joe, you had a question. 


2) Yes. I was going to ask you about, you know, 
there's been a lot of comments again about settlements on 
the West Bank and all the rest of it. And I wonder if the 
State Department will provide us with a legal statement as 
to the Administration's position on the question of Jewish 
settlements on the West Bank. 


The President said they're not illegal, and that's 
the way it's been -- 


A No. I don't think we'll do that, Joe. The 
point that we have made many times is the issue is not lega- 
lity or illegality; the point is that the continued settle- 
ment activity is an obstacle to peace. That remains our 
position, and we're not going to get into trying to provide 
some nice refined legal questions. It's a political reality 
question. 


0 My point is that about four years ago or so 
when I asked a question about the Carter Administration's 
view of this, there was a statement made on the rationale 
for calling them illegal, so I'd like to see where the ille- 
gality comes in or the legality comes in. 


A I will stick with what I just said. 











16 


Q One more question, if I may. You're not 
going to take the question? 


A No, I'm not. 


Q All right. The other question is that there 
is a report to the effect that Secretary Shultz made some Vv 
comments about Assad's views -- which I won't repeat here 
because I don't want to bring it out on the public record -- 
but they indicated that Assad is not a very savory character. 


Would you look into that for us and see what's 
said about this? 


A No. I wouldn't. I would not by that, 
though, give any credence to those reports. I'm not going 
to get into characterizations. 

Q Why? They're public. 


A People can make public characterizations and 
try to force us to respond. 


Q Directly in quotations. That's why I'm very 


A Assad, you're saying? 

Q Yes. The Syrian President. 

A I think that the Secretary addressed his con- 
versations with President Assad after he had those conver- 
sations, and I think that represents the authoritative view 
of the Secretary on his dealings with President Assad. 

Q Do you have the date? 

A During his trip. I don't have the specifics. 


Q Can we get the text? 


A I think if you check in the Press Office, you 
can probably get the text of that. 


8) Alan, Mr. Eagleburger reportedly, when 
addressing the APAC convention during the iist week, said 
that the U.S. would be willing to back Is*s°" in the event 
of an attack by Syria and/or the Soviet Uno 


What, exactly, does he mean by "back Israel"? 
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A I don't think that's an exact quote of what 
he said, and I think I would not try to characterize -- I 
don't happen to have a text of what he said. I think the 
basicpoint that would be made is that we have a close rela- 
tionship with Israel and that we value that relationship, 
but I don't think that that's an accurate characterization 
based on my conversation with him, because I saw that 
reported the other day of specifically what he said. Sol 
don't have that. 


Q What did he say? 
A I don't know what it was he said. 


Q Alan, do you have any observations to make 
about the speeches being made by the Pope in Poland? 


A No. I don't have any comment. 
@) Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Couple of announce- 
ments. 


First, an addition to the trip schedule that we 
announced previously on the Secretary and his Asia trip. He 
will be stopping in London July 4 and 5 for a rest stop. 
(Applause) Call your tailors. (Laugher) 


Also, a reminder that there will be a background 
briefing on the Secretary's upcoming trip tomorrow at 10:00 
a.m. here in the briefing room. 


fe) Alan, on that first one, is he still getting 
back the 5th, or will it be the 6th? 


A We'll have to check on that. I don't know 
what this means. I understood it would probably be two 
nights, so I'm not sure what that means. It may mean the 
6th. 


Okay. That's it for announcements. Happy to take 
your questions. 


0 Evans and Novak mentioned in their column 
today that President Reagan has said to a convention of 
Jewish writers that he doesn't think the Jewish settlement 
in the West Bank is considered as an obstacle to world 
peace. Is it true, and what's your comment about that? 
Because this means that there is a change in U.S. policy 
toward that issue. 


A No. I'm aware of that column. I don't think 
it represents a change. I'd refer you back to the speech 
the President made September 1 in which he launched his 
Middle East peace initiative. He stated at that time, and I 
quote: 


"Indeed, the immediate adoption of a settlement 
freeze by Israel, more than any other action, could create 
the confidence needed for wider participation in these 
talks. Further settlement activity is in no way necessary 








for the security of Israel and only diminishes the con- 
fidence of the Arabs that a final outcome can be freely and 
fairly negotiated." 


As I say, that has been and remains U.S. policy. 
In his remarks on the 26th of May, the President was 
underscoring the particularly unhelpful impact of settlement 
activity initiated since he launched his September 1 
initiative. 


0 Copy, please? 


A I don't have it in exactly that form. Why 
don't you get it this afternoon from the transcript. 


Q So the reference in Novak and in this article 
to the President as having said this, it's not true? 


ay I don't know precisely what the wording is. 
I don't have a transcript of what he said. What I'm saying, 
though, is that the point that he was making at that point 
was that it is a continuing settlement activity since 
September 1 which has had a particularly unhelpful impact. 


Q Anything on Habib's plans? When is he going, 
if he's going? 


A No. I don't have anything on his specific 
plans. He, of course, is in Washington at this point, saw 
the President this morning, has also been meeting with the 
Secretary prior to the Secretary's departure for Asia later 
in the week, and of course he's been consulting with others 
as well. 


I think that Larry Speakes indicated that he 
expected that he would return at some point. Obviously, he 
remains engaged in the Middle East issues. 


Q Do you know when Ambassador Draper is 
scheduled to go back to the Middle East? 

4 Don't have anything new for you on that 
either. 

Q Alan, in an interview today Foreign Minister 


Shamir said that while the United States didn't view an 
Israeli redeployment to the south with any enthusiasm, it 
wasn't opposed to it. Do you you have anything on that? 




















A I don't have anything new to say on the sub- 
ject of redeployment at this point. What we've said before 
that our consistent position has been and remains to seek 
the prompt, total withdrawal of all foreign forces -- Syrian, 
Israeli, PLO -- from Lebanon, and that the mechanism exists 
for the withdrawal of the Israeli forces through the 
agreement with Lebanon, and it is now encumbent upon Syria 
to take decisions necessary that would lead to the restora- 
tion of Lebanese sovereignty. 


Q Ambassador Stone indicated he wouldn't have 
anything to say about his Central American trip until after he 
briefed the President. He did that this morning. 


I wonder if now you could give us some idea of 
what he came back with? 


A No. I really can't. It's an ongoing 
Situation. We're working with the Government of El Salvador 
and particularly with the Peace Commission in that par- 
ticular respect. As you know, the Peace Commission has 
offered to meet with the left, for example, if we're talking 
about El Salvador specifically, and we've indicated that we 
thought that that was where the attention should be focused 
in terms of participation in a democratic process. 


Beyond that, and in terms of his general trip, as 
far as I know at this point he doesn't have any plans to 
speak publicly. But I can't say for sure how that will 
evolve over the next several days. 


Q What's the reaction to the resolution by the 
European community about Central America? 


a Don't have anything for you on it. 


°) Alan, are you suggesting that Ambassador 
Stone has no plans to meet with leftist representatives? 


A I'm not going to address the question of what 
might or might not be done. At this point I have nothing to 
give you on that. 


9) He hasn't met with any of the rebel spokesmen or 
representatives during the weekend or since he returned? 


A No. 


re) Does he have any plans to meet with us on any 


basis? 








ay I say, I'm not sure what his plans might be 
in that regard. At this point I don't have anything to give 
you. 


Q You say we're working particularly with the 
Peace Commission. How are we working particularly with the 
Peace Commission? 


A We've been talking with the Peace Commission. 
I'm not going to go into great details on all of this, Jim. 
The point is we're working with the Government of El 
Salvador in official channels. We've been talking with the 
Peace Commission. We've talked about this many times, and 
we support their efforts to establish a dialogue on par- 
ticipation in the electoral process, the democratic process. 


8) Could you tell us any more about General 
Ochoa. Les's story yesterday in the Times? 


A Yes. We do have information that places 
General Ochoa in Nicaragua and which suggests that he has 
been assigned duties there, but beyond that I can't offer 
you anything. 


0 But is his presence there more permanent 
perhaps than just, say, a tour of a few weeks or a few days? 
I mean, do you believe -- 


A I can't go beyond what I've just said. We 
have information which places him there and which suggests 
that he has been assigned duties there. 


8) Alan, do we regard the fact that Ochoa's in 
Nicaragua as ominous in some way? 


A Again, I just don't want to try to charac- 
terize it. It's a matter of telling you what we know. 


2) Getting back for just a moment to Ambassador 
Stone, is his next step to meet with people on the Hill to 
brief them on + ume out of his trip? Or he's now briefed 
the President. he talk with Secretary Shultz some more 
before making a nex. move, before announcing whether or not 
he will -- or perhaps not announcing but making a decision 
of whether or not he will meet with the left? 


Ay I've said what I have to say about any 
meetings with the left. As far as the Hill is concerned, I 
don't know what specifically may have been set up. I'm sure 
he will be meeting with people up on the Hill and briefing 
them, but I don't know what his schedule in that respect is. 








0 Whether a decision has been made in the 
Administration yet on the question of the meeting regardless 
of whether or not you would tell us what the decision is? 


A No. As I say, I'm not addressing that issue. 


@) Alan, anything on the warning by the Polish 
Government that relations between the Church and the State 
may be damaged, and that all of the restrictions on martial 
law will not be lifted if there are continued opposition 
demonstrations? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


6) Would you have any comment or reaction on the 
report -- allegation by Indira Ghandi that the U.S. is the base 
for Khalistan separatist movement in India? 


And, also, what are your comments on the 
demonstration in front of the U.S. Embassy, calling for an 
apology from Ambassador Barnes, and criticism by four men- 
bers of the Indian Parliament of the Ambassador's statement 
on the demand for Khalistan. 


Does this add a new dimension on the eve of 
Secretary Shultz's visit? 


on Don't have anything on any of that for you. 
I'm not aware of Mrs. Ghandi's reported statement, as you've 
suggested, so I can't really comment on it. 


0 Does the stopover for Secretary Shultz imply 
that he is definitely not stopping over in the Middle East 
on the way back from Pakistan? 


nn I think you have to take it at what it is in 
terms of the dates. I don't have anything new to offer you 
to suggest that there is a planned stopover. We've said all 
along that there is no plan at this point. 


Q This means that it's definitely not going to 
take place? 


A Well, definitely -- nothing is ever definite 
as far as I can tell from the way this all works. 


Q Any comment on the accusations coming from 
the Syrian Government against the United States, saying that 
the States is preparing for an attack against Syria? 











A The United States certainly has no plan to 
attack Syria. 


e) Do you have any comment on the story that 
appeared Friday -- I think in the Philadelphia Inquirer -- 
regarding the GAO report on aid to Israel? 





ot No. Did we have something on that at the end 
of the week? Okay. I guess not. 


Q Could you confirm this report -- 

A No. As a matter of fact, I guess that's 
right. As I understand that GAO report -- and I have not 
seen it -- it is a classified report, and I guess we would 


not be in a position to comment because of that. 


Q Alan, anything further on Shultz's efforts to 
become directly involved in the Syria thing? Has he 
reissued an invitation with a new date perhaps to the Syrian 
Foreign Minister? 


A As I think was indicated at the end of last 
week ON BACKGROUND, the Secretary late last week did invite 
Foreign Minister Khaddam to come to Washington before the 
Secretary left for his Asian trip. 


Foreign Minister Khaddam was not able to do that 
due to a scheduling conflict. I don't have anything to take 
you beyond that. 


Q Can I follow up to one question, please? 
Does this mean your answer is unconditional, whatever the 
case? The U.S. is not going to attack Syria, whatever the 
case is? (Laughter) 


f I mean, how do you deal with that? 
Q Politically -- 


4 Do you want to play out a scenario 50 years 
in the Future, something? The United States has no plans to 
attack Syria. What am I supposed to say? I think that's a 
pretty flat statement. 


Q Is the Department planning to produce the 
Nicaraguan defector who spoke so interestingly in The 
Washington Post? 








fy We're not producing him. I think that if 
there is interest in trying to get hold of him -- I don't 
know what his own preferences are at this point, frankly, 
so what I would suggest, if there is further interest in 
talking to him, what we could try to do is to ask you to 
leave names -- and I guess phone numbers too -- with the 
Public Affairs adviser in ARA on 632-4726, and they can try 
to get hold of him or somebody who has contact with him and 
see if he's interested in talking further. 


I think there was some concern on his part to pro- 
tect his identity, anonymity, in terms of photos and so on 
and so forth, and I don't know what his preferences are. 

But if you want to try that, we'll see what comes out of it. 


0 Did the State Department make this chap 
available to The Washington Post? 





Pay I think that that -- making him available -- 
his availability was a fact. There was an offer through the 
Heritage Foundation to make him available there. That was 
done. I don't know more details about it. It was obviously 
a very long process of interviews, and I think there was 
some feeling that rather than trying to put him out before a 
big press conference or something like that, that it would 
be more suitable to do something smaller like that. 


-- MORE -- 





8 


0 Let me just follow that up. Could you just 
take that specific question: Did the State Department make 
him available to the Washington Post? 





A I don't know how to answer that in terms of 
"make available." I don't know what you mean. 


0 That's a typical question. Did the State 
Department call up the Washington Post and say, we have this 
chap, would you like to interview him? 





A I'm am not aware of what specifically took 
place. I guess you would have to ask those who were 
involved. 

0 Can you take that question, please? 

A No, I think, I'm going to, again, say that 


-- I'm not saying that the State didn't have a role here 
because it seems to me that there was a role, but it was 
decided by whoever was involved in this decision to do it 
this way, and that's as far as I can take it with you. 


0 Can you tell us why one newspaper was cho- 
sen over others? 


a I cannot give you that beyond what I said 
in terms of the type of interview that is an indepth inter- 
view, that he was not anxious to be photographed, that 
it was decided rightly or wrongly to make him available in 
the first instance, and he was freely making himself 
available in this way. 


0 Who made the decision? 

Py I can't tell you who made that -- 

0 Can you take that one? 

BN I can look into it. I'm not sure I can, in 


fact, come back with a specific on that. 


0 Was this decided in the government? You 
keep putting the emphasis -- 


A I think that probably it was a process 
rather than a formal decision. 


0 Who decided it, if it was decided? Or was 
it a kind of consensus that came down from the blue? 








A I don't know if the consensus came down 
from the blue. My understanding is that the consensus 
wouldn't be a bad way of describing that; but specifically 
as to who was involved in that consensus, I can't tell you. 


8) I don't understand your wording just a 
minute ago. It was thought to be better to use this format. 


A Again, it all fits in the same answer. 
Q Was it the case of the people responsible 


for bringing this to us or to the Post were the same people 
who brought Tardencilla up here, for example? (Laughter) 





A The answer is I don't know, and I'm not 
going to try to get into it. 


0 As to any pending charges against this 
individual, either in Costa Rica or in Nicaragua for air 
piracy, since we consider that such a major issue, what is 
the disposition of those charges? 


A We may be able to provide you an answer on 
that. I'm a little concerned, and I have asked before we 
provide you an answer to check on his rights in terms of our 
talking about that. Let me see what we can get for you on 
that specific issue. It's perfectly legitimate. 


0 Is he free -- 


A I understand your question. I'm not sure 
that we are free to answer the question, but I will try to 
get you an answer on it. 


fe) Alan, is the United States prepared to 
Supply spare parts to the Tarapur nuclear reactor in India 
which had to close down? 


ney We have some guidance on that from last 
week, and I would ask you to refer to it. It's rather 
lengthy. 


0 Will that be one of the things the Secretary 
will be discussing, I presume, in New Delhi? 


a I don't have an agenda. It wouldn't shock 
me to hear that that subject had come up. I simply don't 
know. I'm operating on the basis of an assumption as 
opposed to anything else. 
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fe) Back to Lebanon. Two things. Do you have 
anything on the fighting within Fatah over the weekend, 
number 1; and number 2, there were reports that Syria is 
setting up a Lebanese authority to administer northern 
Lebanon. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on either of them. I 
hadn't heard the second one. 


0 There were reports From Lebanon that Saudi 
Arabia is involved in an effort to moderate the Syrian posi- 
tion and there are some signs to this effect. Have you any 
comment on this? 


A No. I think I would have to leave it to 
the Saudi Government to talk about their own efforts. We've 
indicated rather consistently we thought they were playing a 
constructive role, but I don't feel it appropriate for us to 
specify what that role is. 


Q There was a report from Israel that 
Suggest -- that attributes this to Mrs. Shulamit Aloni, a 
member of the Israeli Knesset, saying that the Israeli 
Government has evidence that suggests that Jewish settlers 
committed crimes against Arabs in the West Bank and occupied 
terrorities which included the killing of five Arab youths 
and many more violent acts that the Israeli Government refu- 
ses to discuss the evidence with even members of the opposi- 
tion party. 


Will you be concerned about such charges and 
reports which have been reported by Reuters and other places? 


A I don't know anything about it. Obviously, 
we are always concerned about human rights, but I really 
can't comment on the specific case since I don't know, and 
it sounds to me like it's a law enforcement issue in Israel. 


0 What's holding up the formal announcement 
of the Begin trip? First, there were reports it was 
announced and then it wasn't announced. 


A No. There has been no formal announcement 
to my knowledge. 


e) Why is there such a delay? 


A I don't thirk I would say there is "such a 
delay." We have been talking with the Israeli Government 
about the specifics; a date. There's no question that we 
look forward to having a visit and believe one, indeed, is 
going to take place but I think that we would have to wait 
until we have something to announce to announce it. 
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0 Is it still the Administration's policy 
that there should be no dialogue with the left in El 
Salvador until the guerrillas lay down their weapons, or get 
involved in a ceasefire discussion? 


A I don't think we have quite put it in those 
terms or tried to be as specific as that. The question of a 
dialogue is really up to the various parties involved, and 
the ways in which they could work that out. We're happy to 
be helpful, if we can be helpful, but I can't specify in 
what ways because I don't know at this point. 


Q I thought it was pretty well stated policy 
of the Administration, that there would be no dialogue until 
they laid down their arms. 


A I'm not aware of having made a statement of 
that sort. 


Q On that same question, is it possible to 
get some clarification now as to what kinds of talks the 
United States would support, because there are a lot of 
conflicting statements that have come out? Specifically, for 
example, whether the FMLN should be involved in any talks 
with the Peace Commission. In addition, whether the Peace 
Commission should now respond to the clarification request 
made on behalf of the FDR/FMLN? 


A I don't think that's up to us to do. I 
think it's up to the parties directly concerned. 


Q Finally, about a month ago, or a month and 
a half ago, you made a statement to the effect that in any 
dialogue or talks between the two, each party would be free 
to bring up whatever issue they wish to do. Does that still 
stand as U.S. policy? 


A I have no reason to change that in the 
terms you've just raised it. But obviously it would be up 
to the parties themselves, if they could agree to sit down 
and talk, to agree on what the ground rules would be. 


Q Alan, do you have any information on the 
coup attempt in Ghana? 


A I have very brief guidance which says that 
we can confirm that a group of individuals did in fact 
attempt to stage a coup in Ghana on Sunday, June 19th. We 
understand the group sought to take over several key facili- 
ties, but succeeded only briefly capturing the government 
radio station. The U.S. Embssy in Accra reported all was 
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quiet as of Sunday evening with the government back in 
control. 


We don't have information, I might note, about 
the numbers of the people involved or political orientation 
Or anything of that sort. ! 


QO "Back in control," you mean they never 
really lost control? Retaining control? 


A I will have to give you what I've got. I 
Saw various wire reports over the weekend which were 
somewhat ambiguous on that point. I don't really know. 


Q Will Ambassador Stone be meeting in the 
talks that Prime Minister Gonzalez has here this week -- be 
involved in those? 


A Will Ambassador Stone be involved in 
those talks? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't know the answer to that. 
Q Can you look into that? 
A I think he will either be there or not, and 


that will be rather obvious in terms of whether he shows up. 


0 Was Ambassador Hinton involved in the talks 
-- I know, but we may not see who shows up. You're not 
trying to evade that? 


A I'm not trying to evade it. I don't know 

Q It's just with humor; right? But, 
seriously, I'd like to find out. 

A I believe you. 

Q Okay, Hinton -- was he involved in the 


talks with Magana? 


A I don't know. 
Q Any reaction to Magana's Statement about 
negotiations? 


A I don't have anything now. 
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re) Also, do you have any comment on Chile? 


A Not a comment. I can give you, in a sense, 
an update on this. 


At present, the situation in Chile seems to be 
calm. So far as we know, no new strikes have been called. 
Our Embassy reports that strikes are continuing at three 
mines, El Teniente, El Salvador and La Andina. 


The government has announced military control 
Over mining areas. The largest mine at Chuquicamata is con- 
tinuing to function normally. Numerous striking workers 
have been notified of dismissal at the three mines, and we 
understand that total estimates approximate 2,800. 


Although there is still strike activity, manage- 
ment and union officials are in contact. CODELCO, the 
government mining corporation, has begun discussions with 
union leaders, who have also been dismissed, regarding the 
possibility of selectively rehiring workers who are willing 
to return to their jobs. 


The U.S. Government supports trade union freedoms 
and hopes the current strike is resolved without violence. 
We are continuing to follow developments in this situation. 


e) Can we get a copy of that? 
4 Yes, sure. 
e) And, finally, anything on Guatemala, in 


view of the Times article today; Rios Montt's peobiens. His 
arrest of the opposition. 





Q Yes. Over the past weeks a number of indi- 
viduals in Guatemala have expressed concern about the 
government's election timetable. On June 12, Rios Montt 
announced that Constituent Assembly elections would take 
place during the latter half of 1984, a positive step in 
returning Guatemala to democractic government. 


During his weekly television and radio address 
last night, President Rios Montt expressed the desire to 
meet with political party leaders, private sector represen- 
tatives and the church leadership to discuss some of the 
issues they have raised. 


0 Are there any plans to provide aid or in 
any other way help in Boliva and Peru, because of the floods 
and draught there? 
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A I think we've addressed that question 
before in terms of emergency assistance and looking at what 
might be done. I don't have anything new to announce at 
this point. 


You might want to check, beyond what we've 
already said, if you haven't got access, you might want to 
check in the Press Office on that, but you might want to 
check with AID, too, to see what they may have on that. 


e) Thank you, Alan. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:41 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 21, 1983, 12:12 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all -- a couple of 
housekeeping announcements: There will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing at the White House somewhere around 1:30 or 1:45 
this afternoon on the visit of Spanish Prime Minister 
Gonzalez. 


Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam is scheduled to 
appear before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Thursday, June 23, at 10:00 A.M. The subject is Arms 
Control. That will be in the Dirksen Building, Room 419, 
Thursday, June 23, 10:00 A.M. 


Thirdly, available in the Press Office today is a 
status report on our Embassy in Lebanon, the reconstruction 
and the change of site situation. 


@) Do you have any comment or assessment of 
the disturbances that have apparently taken place in Poland 
surrounding the Pope's visit? 


A No, don't have anything for you on Poland. 

@) Will you withhold all comments on Poland 
until after the Pope goes? 

A Well, certainly, I don't have anything for 
you today. 

Q Is that a policy decision not to say 


anything while he is there? 


A Well, I think we just don't have anything 
for you. We will not have any comment today. 


@) Do you have anything to report on the sale 
of technology to China? 


A I think you should check, Jim, with 
Commerce. I'm not quite sure what time today they are 
planning to do whatever it is they are planning to do, but I 
think there will be an announcement from Commerce. 


8) You think it will be today? 














A I think it will be today. 


@) John, can you tell us what Habib's mission 
is at this point and when he is expected to return to the 
region and what he will do if and when he returns to the 


region? 


A As you know, he reported to the President 
yesterday. He conferred with the Secretary and other offi- 
cials at the Department yesterday. That process will con- 
tinue today. I really don't have anything for you on his 
travel plans. 


Q Can you tell me whether he is expected to 
return to the region? 


A I think that the kind of discussion and 
consultation that he is presently engaged in with various 
Administration officials would have a bearing on that, would 
determine that? 


@) Is he going to step down? There's a 

question -- 

A The question of stepping down, there's no 
-- I mean, the President has total confidence. 

0 What's that? 

A The President has total confidence. 

0 I'm not talking -~ 

A You're implying -- 

0 I'm implying nothing. 


A But having said that, Ambassador Habib has 
done long and enduring work. I'm sure at some stage, he 
would like to go back to California; but also he has made it 
clear that he remains at the disposal of the President. 


0 He is what? 
A At the disposal of the President. 
@) Has he told the President this week that he 


thinks now is a good time for him to bow out and for someone 
else to move in? 





aA I do not know that, Ralph, although I saw 
some reports saying that that was not discussed at 
yesterday's meeting; but I haven't asked Ambassador Habib. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A Why don't we wait and see? I'm sure that 
within the context of the kinds of discussions he's having, 
at the end of those discussions, his plans will be clear. I 
don't think they are clear now. 


Q Just to try to sort it out, would you say 
it would be fair for us to report that Habib is discussing 
with Administration officials, including the President, at 
this time not only the nature of his mission in the Middle 
East, but also the question of whether he will play a role in 
that mission? 


A I think it would be fair to say that 
discussions of our overall tactics in the Middle East are 
currently the subject of discussion, and Ambassador Habib is 
playing an important role in those consultations and 
discussions. When they are concluded, then I'm sure he and 
we would have a clearer idea of his travel plans. 


fe) Is it assumed that this decision will be 
made before the Secretary leaves on his trip? 

A Decision. on -- 

0 -- on whether or not Habib is staying. 

A I would expect a decision to be made on 


Ambassador Habib's travel plans. He came from California 
for a few days' consultation here, and I assume he would 
either go back to California or somewhere else, if you 
follow a kind of logical process of deduction. That deci- 
sion, I'm sure, would be made fairly soon. 


@) John, last week -- and I don't remember the 
exact date or who it was that said it but I believe in this 
briefing -- the same line of questioning was brought up, 
namely the question about Ambassador Habib's desire to step 
down. I believe the word "baseless" was used to describe 
that kind of a story. 


Would you still use that word to say that it is 
"baseless" to write anything about Ambassador Habib's 
stepping down at this point? 














A I don't want to speak for Ambassador Habib 
so far as his personal plans are concerned. I certainly 
would say that it is baseless to suggest that there is any 
pressure On Ambassador Habib to stand down. That is not the 
case; he is much valued. 


Having said that, he has served for many months, 
as you know -- and again, I haven't talked with him and 
shouldn't speak for him -- but I'm sure California beckons. 
At the same time, he is a loyal and dedicated diplomat, and 
I think he has said that he has never turned a President of 
the United States down. The President, as I understand it, 
has said that he hopes he continues. 


0 How about the elevation of Mr. Draper's 
position to become -- 


A I know nothing about any change in 
Ambassador Draper's position. Insofar as his travel plans, 
he is involved in these consultations, and so far as his 
travel plans and his role are concerned, I think that is 
also the kind of thing that is being discussed in the con- 
text of these consultations. 


Q What are the travel plans that you alluded 
to? Is there a possibility of Habib's going out to -- 


A Both Ambassador Habib and Ambassador 
Draper have been in the Middle East and are here in 
Washington. I think it is a logical question about when 
and if they would return to the area. 


0 But is there some consideration of his, in 
a sense, advancing a possible stop by the Secretary of Syria 
-- Damascus? 

A Habib or Draper advancing -- 


0 Or have the Syrians in fact said that they 
would not receive him? 


A No. The Syrians to my knowledge have not 
said that they would not receive Secretary of State Shultz; 
but on the other hand, I don't know that Secretary of State 
Shultz has suggested that he go there. As we have 
consistently said, there are no plans -- and there are not 
dh oy him to visit Damascus at the end of this Far Eastern 
trip. 








Having said that, I think Alan and I have said 
-- and I would reiterate -- that you never rule anything out. 


Q The issue is being framed in the press today 
in terms of his leaving his post and in effect resigning, or 
not. Is it possible that he might, in fact, take just a 
leave of absence and be retained at the post? 


A I really don't know how more clearly I can 
Say it, that he is involved in consultations here as to our 
tactics and strategy in Lebanon and in the Middle East. I 
think his own plans, hopes, and expectations would become 
clearer at the end of that time. 


Q I know that the question was asked a few 
times here in the last couple of weeks, but let me try one 
more time? Could you clarify what is the American position 
regarding the Israeli thoughts or statements regarding the 
possible partial redeployment of Israeli forces in Lebanon? 


Ay Sure. The American position is that we are 
in favor of the complete, total pullout of all foreign for- 
ces From Lebanon. 


0 Yes, but what is your position regarding 
the possibility of partial redeployment? 


A Our position is that our goal is the total 
withdrawal of all foreign forces; and what contributes to that 
is what we are pursuing. 


0 Do you think that an Israeli redeployment 
would contribute to this then? 


nN I think that's the kind of question that is 
involved in the kind of discussions we're having now. I'm 
sure that's a logical question to consider. 


0 Would you confirm that this is the main 
issue of discussion with the Lebanese officials who -- 


A No, I couldn't. If you're referring to Mr. 
Haddad's visit yesterday, that was in fact, a courtesy call. 
He did see the Secretary. It could well have come up, but 
it was scheduled as a courtesy call. I think he did see Mr. 
Veliotes; may see Mr. Veliotes again today. I think he may 
see Mr. McPherson, the Director of AID, and will discuss a 
number of questions of interest to Lebanon. But I'm not 
Suggesting that that didn't come up. 








@) Do you have anything on the visits of President 
Gemayel and Prime Minister Begin? 


A I think the White House announced President 
Gemayel's visit for the 22 of July. And, as you know, there have 
been discussion on the visit by Prime Minister Begin of dates from 
Israel. I know there's speculation in the Israeli press about the 
dates, but I don't think the White House has received an official 
response confirming dates. Until that happens, I guess the White 
House will be reluctant to make any statement. 


fe) In light of what you just said about the American 
position, that you are in favor of total withdrawal of all forces 
from Lebanon, what will happen if the Israelis have to pull uni- 
laterally before Mr. Begin comes and you have a fait accompli? 


Do you have any assurances from the Israelis that they 
will not do that? 


A You're drawing me into a hypothetical area. I've 
told you what our policy is, and we stand by the policy and what 
contributes to the policy. You're asking me whether other 
possibilities are the subject of discussion. I'm sure they may 
be the subject of discussion, but our policy remains constant. 


fe) I wouldn't consider it hypothetical myself because 
it has happened before, you see -- 


A It hasn't happened yet. 


0 -- and everybody knows that there was some fait 
accomplis and prepared facts, and after the action, you know, you 
can talk about things. 


Xy Unless you know something I don't, it hasn't hap- 
pened yet. 


e) Also on Lebanon, two things. One is, there are 
reports of an Israeli and Syrian exchange of artillery fire in the 
Bekaa today. Do you have anything on that? 


a No. I've seen the reports but don't have anything 
on it. Of course, it underlines what we keep on saying. Namely, 
that if all foreign forces were removed from Lebanon, there would 
not be such exchanges. 








QO The other thing is, the anti-Arafat rebels 
are reporting new gains on the ground. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A No, don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Going back to your opening announcement,- the 
thing on Thursday with Deputy Secretary Dam, is that just a 
general review of arms control policy, or is there something 
new or different about that? 


A Let me do a little further homework on that 
for you, including the question of when that testimony might 
be available. I haven't seen it yet. 


8) Can we stay on the Middle East a little 
longer, please? 

A Sure. 

0 There is a report today about this big lie 


coming out of Lebanon and Israel being responsible for the 
massacres in the camps. Have you anything on that? 


A I guess you're referring to -- 
fe) I came in late. 
A I guess you're referring to the Lebanese 


inquiry into the massacres. That's an internal matter for 
Lebanon, and we don't have any response on it. 





0 An internal matter for Lebanon? 
A Yes. 
8) Have you seen anything on it, in any case? 


Has the Embassy in Beirut taken it up? 


A I've seen the initial reports on the inquiry 
findings. 


Q Another thing is, the impression is getting 
around that what the President or Under Secretary 
Eagleburger or what Defense Secretary Weinberger may say to 
audiences outside of the -- are sort of obfuscated when 
questions are asked here as to whether you could confirm it 
from the podium -- not you particularly, but I mean the 
Department. This came up yesterday with reference to 
President Reagan's remarks to the Jewish editors and 
publishers in Florida last month. 











A I'm not sure what the question is. 

Q The question is, why is this happening? 

A Why is what happening? 

0 This obfuscation at the State Department of 


statements made by the policy makers of the United States 
Government? 


A (A) I'm not sure what obfuscation you're 
talking about, but I'm still kind of zeroing in on the 
question. 


Q I'll try to give you examples. Eagleburger 
told the Anti-Defamation League, when he was asked a 
question as to -- not the Anti-Defamation League but the 
American-Israel Public Affairs Committee, he was asked the 
question, if the Syrians and the PLO go to war, will the 
United States stand by Israel. He answered in one word: 
yes. That was all there was to it. But when the question 
was raised here, well, what he meant actually was that rela- 
tionships between Israel and the United States are good, 
which is not an answer at all. This is what I call obfusca- 


tion. 


Do you confirm that Eagleburger said that? 


A I would have to go back and look at the 
transcript. I wasn't here last week, but I'd have to go 
back and look at the transcript of what he said. 


fe) Have you got the transcript of what the 
President told the American-Jewish Press Association -- 

A No, not in my hand. 

Q Not in your hand, no. But the White House 


arranged this. I mean, this is not something that came out 
of the blue. And yet when the question was raised here 
yesterday, the answer was, well, what the President really 
was referring to was the September 1 initiative, when he was 
saying -- he was asked the question, are settlements an 
obstacle to -- 


A You did get something on the settlements. 
You did get a clarification on the settlements. 


Q Have you put it out? 





A Yes. 
@) I didn't see it. Where is it? 
A That's not my fault. (Laughter) 


re) The question was raised here yesterday. 
There was no clarification here yesterday. 


A It was either yesterday, or within the past 
several days. Why don't you check in the Press Office and 
see what they have. 


0 The clarification was -- if what I heard 
yesterday -- what you're talking about -- 


A Settlement activity. 


6) -- is not a clarification at all but an 
obfuscation, which I'm talking about. 


A Let me assure you that any obfuscation from 
this podium is entirely coincidental. (Laughter) 


Q If I may just say one more thing, and that 
is, the Weinberger expression at the National Press Club 
about the Memo of Understanding between the United States 
and -- 


A We gave you something on that, too. Why 
don't you check with the Press Office. There's some 
language on that, too. 


Q The language was that the reference was to 
check with the Pentagon. 


A No, that was not the language. The language 
is that this is not a question under active review by either 
Israel or the United States, but why don't you check the 
exact language. You'll be safer if you use the exact language. 


e) On Latin America for a minute. Can you tell 
us whether the Administration has made a decision yet as to 
whether Ambassador Stone will meet with representatives of 
the left in El Salvador? 


a I think, as Mr. Romberg said yesterday, 
we're not going to get into the question of meetings and 
negotiations that he might be involved in in advance. If 
you're in negotiation, you don't show your hand. 
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Let me just say that anything that Ambassador 
Stone might do or any initiative on which he might embark 
would be in total consultation and coordination with the 
Salvadoran Government. It would not be to involve himself 
in any way in power-sharing negotiations. It would be to 
facilitate involvement of all parties in the democratic pro- 
cess. But beyond that, we're not going to get into the spe- 
cifics of his plans. 


0 Stone himself got into the specifics of his 
plans when he arrived by criticizing the invitation because 
it was made in public. 


A That would not be out line with what I'm 
saying. That if you're in this kind of a discussion, it is 
better to do it in confidence rather than in public. 


Oo Why? 


A I think that confidential discussions would 
be more fruitful -- 


'@) What? 


A Because I think there's a danger that when 
they are conducted, or preconducted in the glare of televi- 
sion lights and so forth and so on, there is the danger that 
parties may posture and utilize those events for propaganda 
purposes. 


I think if you're engaged in serious discussions, 
sometimes, they are better conducted in confidence, and the 
judgment of the Administration on this particular issue at 
this particular time is to hold his plans in confidence. 


e) The subject has not come up about taking 
television cameras into the meeting. The simple question is 
to whether Stone will meet these people. You've given us a 
rationale as to why he might meet them. What prevents your 
being forthcoming as to a meeting? 


A Simply, a decision that should he be 
involved in any negotiations, they would be held in 
confidence. 


e) Can you tell us what his travel plans are? 


A I can't. I don't know what travel plans he 
has. 


Q Do you know if he's in Washington? 





ll 


A He's in Washington. 

e) Would those meetings be held here or down 
there? 

A I didn't say any meetings were going to be 
held. 

0 What time will they begin? (Laughter) 

¢) There's a report which originated with the 


Executive Intelligence Review, and has been picked up by Jiji, 
the Japanese wire, and some other Japanese press of a feud 
between the State Department, and particularly under 
Secretary Alan Wallis, and the National Security Council on 
policy vis-a-vis Japan. The State Department apparently 
making criticisms of Japanese trade policy which the NSC has 
tried to squelch and a few other details in it. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A No, haven't seen the report. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. Available in the Press Office are the 
following testimonies: Acting Secretary Kenneth Dam before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee this morning. The 
subject is Arms Control; 


Also Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject is Soviet Jewry. 


Also, to note that Under Secretary for Political 
Affairs, Lawrence Eagleburger, is speaking to the National 
Conference of Newspaper Editors today, Thursday, at 8:00 
p.m. Pacific Time at the Sir Francis Drake Hotel in San 
Francisco. 


It's been some time since a senior official of 
the Administration has reviewed southern Africa and our 
policies toward the region, and therefore at 3:30 this 
afternoon here, in the briefing room, there will be somebody 
here to take questions, if you care to ask them, regarding 
that speech. ~ 


Copies of Mr. Eagleburger's speech will be 
available in the Press Office on an embargoed basis; 
embargoed until delivery which, as I say, is 8:00 p.m. 
Pacific Time. That's 11:00 p.m. Eastern Time. 


Q When will the copies be available? 


A They will be available after the briefing 
is over. 


A similar background briefing will be held at the 
Foreign Press Center at 4:00 this afternoon. 


Also in response to interest which was expressed 
here previously, Ambassador-at-Large Richard Kennedy will be 
available to answer questions on his recently concluded con- 
versations with the Soviets on the question of non- 
proliferation. His remarks will be on the record here 
tomorrow, Friday, June 24, in the Briefing Room at 11:00 
a.m. 








Q Any chance for Stone? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on any 
briefings by Senator Stone. 


Okay, that's it, I believe, for announcements. 
I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, are you still not prepared to comment 
on the Pope's visit to Poland? 


A I believe that the President had some 
remarks this morning about Poland, including about the 
Pope's visit, and I would refer you to those remarks. 


Q Specifically, do you have any comment on 
the Soviet jamming of the Voice of America broadcast on 
that? 

A I don't have, but I gather that Mr. 


Tomlinson has made a rather forthright statement on that, 
and I'd refer you to his remarks. 


Q Has the State Department protested to the 
Soviets? 

A Can't answer that question. Let me look 
into that for you. 

Q Can you go beyond what the Secretary said 
yesterday about Ambassador Stone and the invitation from the 
rebels? 

A No, not really. I'd just refer you to his 


remarks. He indicated that the effort essentially lies 

with the Salvadorans, and with the Peace Commission dealing 
with the left; that we would be happy to facilitate that, 

and if it seems appropriate we can do that. But I'm not going 
to address the question of what Ambassador Stone might or 
might not be doing specifically at this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on today's 
Washington Post story that there is a secret American air 
base in Egypt with one hundred men? 





A The United States has no base in Egypt, and 
I want to emphasize that fact. As stated in President 
Sadat's July 1981 letter to President Reagan, Egypt has 
offered us the temporary use of military facilities in Ras 
Banas for the purpose of assisting any Arab or Muslim 
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country requesting such assistance to repel armed attack 
affecting its sovereignty, territorial integrity and indepen- 
dence. 


In his letter, President Sadat emphasized that 
the use of such facilities should not contradict the non- 
aligned status and policy of Egypt. The United States and 
Egypt cooperate in a number of ways fully consistent with 
Egypt's sovereignty aimed at entarcing security in the 
Middle East. 


Egypt is a full partner in the Middle East peace 
process, and has often affirmed its interest in promoting 
security in the region. We believe that any cooperation 
undertaken to support this objective is mutually beneficial. 


Q Copy? 

A Copy? Yes, sure. 

Q So this story is unfounded? 

A I'll leave you with my statement. 

Q Can I have a copy of this, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Are there a hundred people permanently 
based in Egypt? 
A The U.S. has no forces permanently assigned 
in Egypt... 

Q Are they there on TDY? 

A «e+ apart from defense attaches and the Office 


of Military Cooperation, there are a number of U.S. military 
personnel on temporary assignment at various locations in Egypt 
supporting our military assistance program and providing training 
in the use of U.S. military equipment. 





As you know, we don't comment on the operational 
details of activities of that sort -- training. But the 
number of personnel in Egypt is not classified, and I 
believe it's available from the Department of Defense. 


Q What you're saying is that it's not a base 
but it's a facility. 


A I'm not saying anything other than what 
I've just said. 














Q You didn't answer it. 


Q Aside from Ras Banas, are there any other 
facilities the Egyptians agreed to let you make use of? 


A Again, I've given you what I have on this. 
As I say, the Egyptian Government indicated its willingness 
to make those military facilities available, but I've 
aaaressed the -- 


Q The military facilities at Ras Banas. 


Q Are you saying that facilities are not 
available at Cairo West? 


A I don't have details, as I say, where spe- 
cifically people are. As I say, military personnel are on ten- 
porary assignment at various locations in Egypt supporting 
the military assistance program and training Egyptians in 
the use of U.S. military equipment. But I don't have 
details on that and I don't think, in terms of operational 
detail, we would be able to provide that sort of thing. 


Alan, you're not answering the question 
which is basically, is there a facility out there? No 
matter how you define “temporary,” is there a facility out 
there, a storage facility involving the use of 70 to a 100 
American personnel? 


A I think I have answered it, and I'm going 
to leave you with what I just said. 


Q Well, you haven't. 


Q Can you explain the statement of the 
Defense Department, the person who was testifying before 
Congress about a secret base; and why would he use those 
words? 


A You're talking about testimony before 
Congress which was classified. I can't really address it. 
I don't believe, from the press accounts that I've seen of 
it, that a specific country or countries were named, so I 
really can't get into that. 


Q There was a secret base of a hundred and -- 


A I can't comment on what was classified 


testimony. 
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Q Alan, would you say that regardless of 
secret or a hundred, or whatever, would you say that the 
numbers 70 to 100 are consistent with the words vou just 
used on saying "a number of American troops?" 


A I say the numbers of Americans who are in 
Egypt are available from the Defense Department. I donc 
happen to have them, so you check with the Defense 


Department. 

Q Would you say that the number in any one place 
is consistent with what you've just said? 

A I don't know what the number in any one 
place might be. 

Q Where do AWACS operate out of in Egypt? 

A I'm not sure I have specifics on where 


AWACS operate. Again that, I think, would come under the 
heading of an operational -- AWACS obviously have deployed 
from time to time in exercises, and so on, but I'm not going 
to get into the detail of where they operate out of. 


I don't think the Pentagon is prepared to talk 
about their operational details. You can ask them, but I 
doubt it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the accusations 
by the Defense Minister of Israel, Moshe Arens, about mili- 
tary buildup by Egypt against Israel? 


A Frankly, I missed that. But, no, I don't 
have any comment. I would have to see it before I would 
even consider a comment, but I haven't seen it. 


Q You mean you don't have any information to 
confirm or deny -- 


A I haven't seen the reports, so I just can't 
comment on it. 


Q I mean, the fact that there is military 
buildup by the Egyptians, is it -- 


A I'm not aware of a buildup by Egypt against 
Israel. I'm giving you just a sort of a personal awareness 
of, "Is there such a thing?" But I don't know what the state- 
ment was, and I can't give you any guidance on that 
statement. 











Q Are the AWACS that are operating out of the 
secret base in Egypt monitoring the situation in Chad today, 
and can you tell us what that is? 





A Without addressing the facetious first part 
of your question -- 

Q Facetious? 

A -- we have been informed by the Chadian 


Government that Faya Largeau came under attack this morning, 
but we have very few details at this point. I think you're 
aware of the statement that we posted yesterday, and there 
was guidance available to go along with that yesterday. I 
have nothing beyond what I just gave you in terms of an 
update. 


Q You have no information whether the 
Libyan air force struck this town? 


: A I don't have anything at this point beyond 
what I'we just given you. 


Q About Ambassador Habib's return to the 
Middle East, will that be tomorrow? And why is he going 
back? Obviously, the Syrians don't want to talk to him and 
someone else is going to have to go to Damascus. 


4 The Secretary addressed the question 
yesterday. 


QO I know; I asked the question, but I'm 
asking you. 


A He is going back to the area, probably 
tomorrow and he will be accompanied by Ambassadors Draper 
and Fairbanks, but I don't have anything on their schedule. 
We're not going to provide advance statements on where 
they're going in keeping with our past practice, although 
I'll keep you posted as they move around. 


--MORE-- 











Q What is their mission? 


A They're going to try to, as the Secretary 
indicated yesterday, see what can be done about furthering 
the process in Lebanon of re-establishing Lebanese 
sovereignty throughout the country, getting all the foreign 
forces out, and in the context of security across Israel's 
borders. 


Q Alan, does that mean the mission stops in 
Beirut? 


A I don't have, again, details. 
Q Not even the first stop? 


A I don't think I can give you that in advance. 
We have not had a practice of doing that. I don't want to 
start a precedent. 


Q Two questions: First of all, what is Mr. 
Fairbanks going to do on this mission? 


A He's going to be working on the Lebanon por- 
tion. That's somewhat of a change from what he has been 
concentrating on. He will be assisting, working with, 
Ambassador Habib and with Ambassador Draper. 


Q The second question: Is there already a 
decision on who will be the one that will go to Damascus 
instead of Mr. Habib? 


A I don't have anything beyond what the 
Secretary said yesterday on that subject. 


Q Are there any more discussions with the 
Syrians about the meeting with Khaddam either in Europe or 
here in Washington? 


4 I don't have anything new to give you on that 
today. 


Q New topic, or are you still on the Middle 
East? 


A Let's stay on the Middle East if we can. 


Q When do you think we'll know who will replace 
Habib in Damascus or who will be sent to Damascus at some 
point? 








A I can't give you a guess on what might develop 
in terms of a dialogue with Damascus at this point. I just 
can't tell you. 


@) On southern Africa, according to the Post you 
commented recently on the Supreme Court ruling in South 
Africa about the migrants -- I didn't realize that -- but do 
you now have a comment on the fact that they won't allow the 
families to join the migrants in the white areas? 


A I haven't seen that, but I did see a state- 
ment this morning about the South African Government 
accepting the judgment of the Supreme Court on granting 
those permanent residency rights to the black South African 
migrant workers. 


On that I could say we welcome that announcement. 
While the decision does not constitute the total freedom of 
movement for all South Africans, black and white, which is 
their right, it does represent a definite step on the road 
to full participation by all South Africans in a society of 
their own determination. 


The policy of constructive engagement, followed by 
the Reagan Administration, has been premised on the firm 
belief that forces seeking positive reform away from 
apartheid are gathering strength in South Africa. Nothing 
could confirm this assessment more concretely than this 
announcement by the South African Government that the South 
African Supreme Court's decision will stand. 


Q Copies, please? 
A Copy. Sure. 


Q Do you still welcome it even though the fami- 
lies are discouraged? 


A I'll stand by this statement. I think if you 
have further questions, perhaps in the context of asking 
questions this afternoon you might want to put that one. 


Q In connection with copies, may we be sure 
that in addition to a copy of the very first statement you 
made on Egypt, you also give us a copy of the words you used 
on the temporary assignment of troops in answer to the 
second question? 


A I'll see if that's in a form that I can make 
available, otherwise you may have to wait, but I think 
it's probably available. 











Q New subject? 

A Go ahead. 

Q Earlier this year Secretary of State Shultz 
told Congress that the debt bomb had been defused, referring 
to the outstanding Latin American debt situation. is that 
still the Secretary's position? 


A I haven't talked to him about it, so I can't 
answer your question. 


Q Can you look into that? 


A I think the Secretary is in an airplane on the 
way to Asia. It's a little hard. 


Q Is the United States Government going to pro- 
test to the Nicaraguans on the deaths of the two 
journalists? 

A Yes. 

Q When? 


A Very shortly, if not already. I can't tell 
you, though. I haven't got a report back. 


0 Will there be an investigation as requested 
by the L.A. Times? 





A An investigation? 
Q Of the circumstances of the deaths. 
A I'm not sure what that means. I'm not aware 


of the specific call. I think we have provided some infor- 
mation. We have probably a little bit more about what we 
know, but there were eyewitnesses to the attack, so -- 


Q What can you tell us that you know now that 
you have more knowledge of? 


4 I'm not sure it's all very new. I think that 
a lot of this has been described before. Messrs. Torgerson 
and Cross were traveling on a Honduran road in a clearly 
identifiable passenger vehicle. Civilian Honduran eyewit- 
nesses have confirmed that the rocket-propelled grenade 
which killed the journalists was fired from Nicaragua. 
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I would note that Soviet-designed RPG rocket- 
propelled grenade launchers are in common use by the 
Nicaraguan army, and the journalists car was well within the 
effective 350-550 yard range. Also, I would note that the 
retrieval of the bodies by the Honduran army was delayed for 
some time by fire coming from the Nicaraguan side. 


Q But are there any other forces in the area 
which might have similar grenade launchers? 


A I can't give you an answer to that specifi- 
cally, but I don't know of any other forces in the area -- 
Or any reports from anybody, press or anybody else, of any 
other forces in the area which were firing from Nicaragua 
into Honduras, and firing on civilian vehicles. 

Q What kinds of armed forces exist in the area? 

A I haven't got a list here. 


Q Do you have any idea? 


A I think you probably have some ideas, and I 
may have some ideas. 

Q I know, but I'd love for you to tell me. 

A I know you would. (Laughter) 

Q In connection with that statement, just so 


I'm clear, you said that you would note that the Soviet- 
designed launchers are in common use. 


Have you determined that the grenade that was 
fired was from a Soviet-supplied weapon? 


A I don't have any way of giving you that. 


Q Did you describe that as a clearly designated 
passenger vehicle? 


A Clearly identifiable. 
Q How was it clearly identifiable? 
A One looks at it. It was not a military 


vehicle. It was a passenger car. It wasn't a truck that 
was carrying troops or anything of the sort. 


Q It's commonly known that the Honduran troops 
in that area do tend to travel in civilian vehicles. 





ll 


A I think that there is some responsibility 
involved here that one has to look at. 


Q Follow up to that same thing. There was 
another vehicle damaged in that same attack. Do you have 
any details of what kind %f a vehicle that was? 


A Don't. 


Q This was traveling right in front of the car 
that the journalists were in. Don't know about that? 


A No. I heard about a vehicle that was 
following behind it. But a vehicle in front -- I gather 
that this was a direct hit on that car. 


Q Alan, what form will this protest take? 
Is it a formal note? 


A I don't have details, nor do I think in the 
line of not commenting in detail on our diplomatic exchanges 
would I really be able to do that. 


Q How were these witnesses provided? 
A How were the witnesses provided? 
Q Yes. How did they get from the area in which 


the attack took place to a press conference? 


A I am not aware that they were at a press 
conference. 
Q To make their statements known. Under whose 


auspices were they? Were they under the Honduran military's 
auspices. 


x I don't have detail. I gather that the 
Honduran military went out and retrieved the bodies and 
questioned people who were there. I think we had people who 
went out there too, but I don't know specifically -- 


Q Were they reporters? 
A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q General Alvarez, when he blamed the 
Nicaraguan soldiers for the attack, also said there were no 
counter-revolutionary forces -- that is, anti-Sandinista 
forces -- in Honduras in the area at all. Do you accept 
that? 
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A I don't have any basis for commenting on 
that. 
Q You have no basis for commenting on it? 
A He made a statement. I would refer you to 


his statement. 


Q But does the United States Government believe 
that there are no anti-Sandinista forces that are armed, 
operating in that area, including on the Honduran side. 


A I don't have any information on it. 
Q Could you look into it? 


A No. I think that I'd refer you to the 
Government of Honduras. They're the ones whose territory 
you're talking about. 


Q I'm asking -- the question goes to the credi- 
bility -- 


A I know what you're asking, and I'm telling 
you that I would refer you to the Government of Honduras. 


Q Alan, a moment ago you said there is some 
responsibility here that has to be looked at. Whose respon- 
sibility is it that has to be looked at? 


A I think that this firing which came from the 
territory of Nicaragua must be ascribed, responsibility, to 
Nicaragua. 


) How do you get from there -- I mean, how do 
you get to there from your previous statement that I would 
have to ask the Government of Honduras about who operates in 
the region? How is it the United States Government can 
conclude that Sandinista soldiers were at fault when it 
refuses to comment on anything else? 


A I guess it's easier for you, sitting here, 
than the civilian witnesses who saw it to make those 
judgments, Jim. But I'm telling you that there were civi- 
lian witnesses who have said they saw it, they've described 
it, and if you think you have better information, you're 
welcome to publish it. 


Q The United States Government has no view as 
to what armed forces exist in that territory? 
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A I've given you what I've got on it. 

Q Someone said yesterday it would be very dif- 
ficult to make a direct hit on a moving vehicle from even 
100 yards, much less 350 or 500. 

A I don't know if it was 350 or 500 -- 


Q Do you know how RPGs -- you know, do they 
have that kind of accuracy? 


A You'd have to go ask somebody who's a mili- 
tary expert. What I said was it was well within the range 
of an RPG launcher. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing condcluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Two announcements: First, available 
in the Press Office are a very limited number of copies of 
Volume VI of Series C, Documents on German Foreign Policy, 
1918-1945. Volume VI, the final volume of Series C, covers 
November 1, 1936, to Novenber 14, 1937, and is the last of 
19 volumes planned for publication under the auspices of the 
Tripartite Project. 








8) Are they genuine? (Laughter) 


A Let's be a little serious in this room. 
(Laughter) 


As some of you are aware, many of you, Rush Taylor 
is leaving the Press Office for greener pastures. He is 
currently on a brief but well-deserved vacation, and will 
return for a brief time later in the month. In the mean- 
time, I would like to introduce Brian Carlson, who has 
assumed the duties of the Director of the Office of Press 
Relations. Brian comes to us from USIA. His previous 
assignments have included Caracas and Belgrade, where he 
worked as Information Officer, and Sofia, Bulgaria, where he 
was the Public Affairs Officer. Most recently, he worked as 
the Executive Assistant to the Counselor of USIA. 


We're pleased to have you here, and know that all 
of you will make him feel welcome. 


e) What's “greener pastures?" 


A That, perhaps by any definition, is anything 
other than (Laughter) -- 


0 Where is Rush going? 


ay I don't have anything to announce. That's up 
to Rush to make known. 


Anyway, happy to take your questions. 
¢) Alan, yesterday on your statement about the 


Egyptian bases or non-bases, do you have anything to add to 
that? * 


A No. 














@) Because the Congressional testimony has 
come out, and it sounds like there are bases -- or a base called 
"Site Mike." 


A I don't have anything to add to what I said 
yesterday. 


0 You still stand by that? 


A Yes. 

0 O.K. Do you have anything new to report on 
Chad? 

A Yes, I can give you an update on Chad. First 


of all, there are conflicting reports as to whether the town 
of Faya Largeau has fallen to the Libyan-supported dissi- 
dents, so I can't confirm to you, one way or another on that. 


The dissident forces under former President 
Goukouni have a long history of Libyan support, including 
logistics, money, arms, and recruitment. It is clear 
Goukouni could not have advanced to the outskirts of Faya 
Largeau without extensive Libyan support. There are Libyan 
advisors with Goukouni's forces, and they are giving 
logistic support to the attack. So far, we have no evidence 
of direct participation by Libyan ground attack aircraft, 
though there are unconfirmed reports of Libyan transport 
aircraft support. 


We deplore this externally supported aggression 


against Chad. We continue to consult closely with the 
French and with interested African countries. 


fe) Copy? 





Ay Yes. 


@) Is the United States prepared to do anything 
other than deplore it? 


a I am not in a position to say anything beyond 
what I said on this, Jim, which is that we continue to con- 
sult closely with the French and interested African 
countries. 

0 Which African countries? 


A I don't have the list to give you, and I 
don't think I could -- 


0 Has Chad been in direct contact with you? 








A With -- ? 

0 With you. 

A Well, we have an Embassy there. Sure. 

0 But since this latest crisis, have there been 


any requests for help or anything like that? 


A I don't have information that I can give you 
on that. 


e) Do you have any comment on Mr. Arafat's 
problems with the Syrians? 


A I don't. 


0 What about coordination with the Egyptians 
and/or the Sudanese regarding Chad? 


A I don't have anything on specific countries 
that we might be talking with, so there is nothing I can give 
you on that. 


0 Alan, does the State Department have an 
assessment on the impact or the effect of the Supreme Court 
decision of yesterday? 


A No. At this point, I think I'm going to have 
to r2fer you to the Justice Department for any comment on 
that decision. Obviously, people here, our legal people and 
others, as well as in other agencies all around town, I'm 
Sure are looking at that; but I don't have any assessment to 
give you. 


As I say, at this stage, I think Justice would be 
the place to go for any comment. 


¢) Has Habib left yet? 
A I don't know whether he has left yet. I don't 


have specifics. I think he is due to go today. Whether he 
has actually left as of this moment, I don't have that. 


-- MORE -- 








Q On that decision, what does the State 
Department do in a situation like that -- as if it were 
precedented? Does it specifically say -- with respect to 


the War Powers Act, does it consider it to be in effect in 
its planning, or what status does it give you? 


A I think the first thing we do is have our 
lawyers look at it. Seriously. I don't think anybody is 
going to rush out -- 


Q No, but is there a presumption -- 

A Obviously, there is a whole range of 
important questions to be asked along those lines. 

¢) You can always declare war. 

) Is there a presumption -- in terms of 


planning, don't you have to make certain assumptions as to 
the validity of your actions or what you have to do in the 
meantime until there is clarification, or do you just put 
everything on hold? 


A I'm sure that people will make deter- 
minations as to what they need to do and how they're going 
to view existing legislation and pending legislation based 
on the assessments which are being made and going to be 
made, but they are doing that now and I can't give you a 
readout on something that hasn't been done. 


re) Can you say whether they're looking at the 
certification on Salvador as one of these things? 


A I can't say specifically what they're 
looking at. I would be sure that over time they would be 
looking at everything that would be affected one way or 
another by this action. It's only logical. 


Q Do you have anything on Chile today? 
A No, I don't have any update on Chile today 


beyond -- we had some guidance yesterday which you may 
have gotten. 


@) Has the U.S. told Eden Pastora's people 
that they will not support them? 

A You're asking basically a question -- 
without leading you one way or another -- you're asking basi- 


cally a question which relates to what would have to be in 
the category of covert activity. 


Q Well, no -- 











A Yes, yOu are. He may be talking about it 
in one way or another -- I've seen press reports -- but the 
activity that you would be talking about would, by defini- 
tion, if it were taking place -- if the U.S. were supporting 
it -- be covert activity, and I cannot address from this 
podium the question of covert activity. 


Q Why "by definition?" Seriously. 

A Seriously, because of the way he's 
described what his actions are. 

e) Aren't options available that don't 
involve covert action? 

A I'll leave you with what I've just said. 

Q Do you have any feeling about his forces 


going out of action? 


A I don't have any comment to give you on 
that. He's apparently made some statements. I don't have 
any comment to give you on that. 


0 Did anybody talk with Robelo here yester- 
day about the decisions? 


A I‘m not aware of whether anybody saw Mr. 
Robelo, saw him yesterday. He has met with USG officials in 
the past, but we haven't gone into a great list of specifics 
and I don't think would go into the question of what topics 
might be involved. 


Q Could you look into the question of 
whether he saw anyone here yesterday? 


4 I don't think I'm going to try to get into 
a detailed schedule. We have seen him. I think that he has 
seen people; he's been here; he has seen people. There's no 
secret made of that. We talked about his seeing people last 
year, and so on. I'm just not going to get into providing a 
schedule. If he wants to talk about what he's done, that's 
up to him. 


0 Do you have anything on the military 
situation in El Salvador today, and the capture of the two 
dams? 


A I think you put an inquiry before, earlier 
this morning, about that and somebody has checked that and 











found nothing to substantiate whatever report you may have 
about any activity, much less any takeover of a dam. That's 
our information. We're not a news agency, but that's what 
we've got. 


0 Do you have any comment on the closing of 
the Palestine Research Center in Beirut, and the arrest of 
the director and the staff pending deportation or something 
like that? 


A No, I don't have anything on it. 

0 Anything on Israel planning to extend its 
territorial waters reportedly to protect -- 

A Whose? 

@) Israel extending its territorial waters 


into the Mediterranean? 
A I don't know anything about it. 


Just a note given to me to confirm that 
Ambassador Habib has not yet left. He will be leaving this 
afternoon. 


0 Is Ambassador Draper going with him? 


A I assume that they are going out together, 
yes, and Ambassador Fairbanks as well, as I said yesterday. 


0 Can you assume that Mr. Draper will be 
going to Syria by the end of this week? 


A No, I wouldn't make any assumption of that 
sort. I said yesterday I don't have anything on who might 
be going to Syria, if somebody is going to be going to 
Syria. 


0 Have you got any assessment on the latest 
developments in Syria? 

A Sorry? 

0 Any assessment on the latest development 


in Syria -- i.e., the expelling of Chairman Arafat? 


A No, I said before that I don't have 
anything on that. 





0 Alan, did you say somebody is going to 
Syria? 


A No, I said if somebody were to go I 
wouldn't make assumptions one way or another on that. We're 
not in any different place from where we've been on that. 


0 To broaden that question beyond Arafat 
personally, do you have any statement of humanitarian con- 
cern or other concern for the Lybian, Syrian and Soviet 
coordinated action to wipe out the Palestinian camps in the 
Bekaa? 


A i'm not aware of a major push on the 
camps. Obviously, the fate of the people in the Palestinian 
camps in Lebanon has been one -- particularly since the tra- 
gedies at Sabra and Shatila, but even before -- which has 
been of concern to us, an issue which has been of concern to 
us. But I don't know of any specifics to comment on. 


0 Is there any U.S. quid pro quo with Libya 
regarding our silence at this point, or relative silence, 
regarding their actions in Chad in exchange for their opera- 
tions against against the PLO? 


A That is absurd and grotesque. 
0 But it's what's going on. 

A I disagree. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:19 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one announce- 
ment which may be of passing interest to you. 


Department of State press passes have been 
extended until the end of October. The new pass will have 
an expiration date of June 1985. Further information con- 
cerning renewal wi: i be announced in September. 


Okay. That's all. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Soviet action 
in letting the Pentacostals out? 


A I have very little on that, simply to confirm 
that the Vashchenko family received permission, and that 
they departed the Soviet Union for Vienna on June 27, today. 
But I don't have any further comment on it. 


Q Can you tell us what the status is of the 
Chmykalov family? 


A As I understand it, they are still in 
Chernogorsk. 


0 Have they applied? 


A Again, I don't have anything further, simply 
that they remain in Chernogorsk. 


Q This is something that the United States has 
apparently been seeking for a long time, is it not? 


A We certainly have made our position on this 
quite clear. 


Q Then is it a good or a bad thing? 


A I think that at this point they're getting 
out. That, clearly in and of itself, is good, but I think 
that there are other considerations here, and I'm going to 
hold with what I've got. 




















Q What other considerations? 


A As I say, I'm going to hold with what I've 
said. 


Q Do you have any evidence that this action 
might extend to other minorities in Russia? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q What's the latest status report on Habib and 
Draper? 


A They are, to my understanding, either in or 
about to be in Saudi Arabia. 


Q Today? 

A Today. 

Q Fairbanks is with him? 

A Fairbanks, yes. The three of them. 


fe) Aside from the Secretary's remarks over the 
weekend, do you have anything today on the PLO fighting? 


A No. I don't have anything. 


Q Could you tell us what the State Department's 
view of the centrality of the PLO to the peace process is at 
this point? 


A No. I don't think I'm going to try to give 
you that kind of an assessment. 


Q Can you take that question? 
A No. 
Q Do you have anything on the reports on 


Ethiopia and the U.S. food aid question? 


A I have simply very little, and that is that 
we always respond to requests for assistance in conjunction 
with what other nations are doing in order to avoid duplica- 
tion of effort. 


The U.S. has provided a response to various inter- 
national appeals on behalf of Ethiopia. We've contributed 




















food and funds. I don't have details here, but hope perhaps 
we can have some available to you later. 


Q Today? 
A Hopefully today. Yes... 


@) Do you have any comment on Prime Minister 
Begin's report today to the Knesset, saying that the 
Americans are changing their assessments and are moving 
closer to the U.S. (sic) position that the Syrians do not 
intend to withdraw? 


A No. I don't have any comment. 


fe) Has the Administration said anything about 
the Pope's visit beyond what the President said I think 
last Thursday? 


A I think what the President said was a rather 
authoritative statement, but, no, beyond that I don't -- 


0 Amplification or elaboration? 
A No. 
Q Do you have anything on Bishop Tutu's state- 


ment, calling constructive engagement a disaster? 


A I think I would have to refer you to what 
Larry Eagleburger said in his speech in California as a 
comprehensive statement of our southern African policy. 


0 Last week you said that the United States was 
consulting with France and other nations on the situation in 
Chad. Are there any fruits of this consultation to 
announce? 


A I don't think I'd be in a position to get 
into that diplomatic dialogue. I think, as you are well 
aware, the Libyan-backed dissident forces did succeed in 
occupying the northern town of Faya Largeau. 


It was accomplished with massive logistical and 
advisory support from Libya. As of this point there's no 
indication of further movement -- that is, out of Faya 
Largeau -- by the dissidents. 


0 Would the United States oppose some kind of 
international force to unseat Qaddafi and dismember Libya? 














A That's a very hypothetical question, and I 
don't propose to address it. 


0 Let's try once more on Poland. Do we have 
anything to say on how we view Walesa's continuing position 
there? Whether we think he should continue to play an 
important role in the opposition or whether we think his 
usefulness has passed? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer you on that. 
Our views on the situation in Poland remain as they have 
been in terms Of what we think is important in terms of 
reconciliation. The same position applies as has applied in 
the past. I don't have anything new to suggest to you 


today. 


8) On Chad again, you've said that the U.S. was 
in consultation with France and other interested African 
countries. What is the development? Any development? 


A Again, I was asked that before. I don't have 
anything specifically with regard to those consultations to 
give to you. I do understand -- sort of as a pause, 
Paragraph, second subject -- that I understand the French 
are airlifting military supplies to Havre, but, as I say, 
that's just a factual situation. 


fe) What about with respect to the claims that 
dissident forces control a third of the country. Do you 
have any confirmation on that? 


A I can't give you a reading. I don't know how 
far, if one takes Faya Largeau and the area immediately 
around it and measures it, I don't know what it comes to. 
But, in any case, I don't have a measurement to give you on 
it. 


Q Do you have any further guidance on Chad that 
you want to offer us? 


A Nothing to offer you in particular. 


-- MORE -- 


























@) Do you have anything on the UNIFIL mandate 
A I'm sorry? 
@) UNIFIL in Lebanon, renewed on July 19th, the 


status; what will be the position of the United States 
Government? 


A As you indicate, that mandate is due to 
expire almost a month from now; more than three weeks from 
now. I don't have anything on that. We've indicated before 
the useful role we feel that the UNIFIL has played in 
Lebanon, but I don't have anything specific to offer you on 
the renewal at this particular point. 


Q There are reports attributed to a senior 
official that the Soviets had rejected the American propo- 
sals in the INF talks. There's a newspaper report yester- 
day, I guess, that the Soviets have been constructive or 
forthcoming in the START talks. Can you talk to either or 
both of those stories? 


A I really can't. The rule of confidentiality 
has applied, as you know, and we have not gotten into 
details. 


On INF, to repeat what you already know, that in 
accordance with the President's interim solution proposal, 
we've been pressing the Soviets to tell us what equal levels 
of warheads on land-based, longer-ranged INF missiles they 
would be willing to accept, and unfortunately so far they 
haven't been willing to do so. 


As far as the report on START is concerned, simi- 
liarly, we have a confidentiality rule, so I can't get into 
that in any specifics. The details of any Soviet responses 
and what we would say again, in response to that, would 
obviously be the proper subject for Ambassador Rowny to 
discuss with his counterparts in Geneva. 


The President's new proposal provides a flexible 
framework for the negotiations, and should give them a new 
impetus to achieve the deep reductions we all want. If the 
Soviets show similar seriousness of purpose, and we hope 
they will, the prospects for agreement obviously would be 
enhanced. 


Q Do you have any details you can add on 
President Reagan's trip to Asia? Larry Speakes said that if 
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he goes to China it would be a separate trip. Why would 
that, why couldn't they -- 


A I think given the fact that this is a 
Presidential trip and Larry addressed this at some length, 
I would not really go into that. I'd refer you to what 
he said on the subject. 


0 One question on El Salvador. Last week a 
number of Congressmen met with President Reagan at the 
White House, and one of them proposed that the U.S. 
Government evict Ruben Zamora from the U.S. Is there any 
move to do such a thing? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Does the rule of confidentiality apply to 
Ambassador Stone as well? You don't have anything on his -- 


A I have nothing about his activities. As I 
believe I've indicated before, we're probably going to main- 
tain that general posture regarding Ambassador Stone's spe- 
cific activities. 


0 A follow-up on Ambassador Stone. He's sup- 
posed to brief the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
tomorrow afternoon. Will there be a readout after that? 


A I'm sure there would not be. He's held a 
number of meetings, conducted a number of briefings on the 
Hill, but those have been confidential, and we would expect 
that they would remain confidential. 


QO Do you have a reaction either to the end of 
the general stike in Chile or the provision by Cuba of the 
sentences of hijackers? 


A On the latter question, I think we had some 
guidance at the ena of last week, and I would refer you to 
the Press Office for that. 


On the Chilean strike, we can confirm the strike 
has been suspended. Activities appear to have returned to 
normal. 


We understand that several sectors of Chilean 
society, including the church, have called for dialogue and 
avoidance of confrontation. We hope that these efforts will 
prosper and we will continue to follow the situation with 
interest. 
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'@) You made reference to further steps needed 
to calm things last week, after they announced that some 
exiles could return. Did you have anything in mind 
specifically? 


A I don't have anything further to give you 
beyond what we said at that particular point. 


Q Do you have anything on the international 
democratic unions there? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything to suggest about the 
proposed visit by President Reagan to Jerusalem in December 
tc address the Conference of the Year of the Bible, possi- 
bily the end of December or January 2nd? 


A I don't know anything about it. You might 
want to check with the White House. 

Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meetings during his rest stop in London? 

A No, I don't. 

0 Can you confirm that we're meeting with Lord 
Carrington? 

A No, I don't have any details at all on what 


meetings he might be having. Again, as you note, it is 
designed to be a rest stop. That doesn't mean he won't be 
having any meetings. 


0 I didn't know it was called a “rest stop." 
A That's what it's designed to be. 
@) Do you have any evidence one way or another 


about whether Pakistan may have detonated a nuclear 
explosion? 


A Yes. Obviously, we've seen the reports. We 
have no information that would substantiate those reports -- 
an allegation, I guess -- that was made by the lefist Indian 
newspaper Patriot, and we're confident that such a nuclear 
event did not, in fact, take place on June 13, as the 
Patriot alleged. 








Q Can I have that last sentence again? 
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A We are confident that such a nuclear event, 
as the Patriot alleged, did not take place on June 13th. 





0 Anything on the selling of the spare parts 
to India for Tarapur? 


A No. I don't have anything new for you 
beyond what we said on that recently. 


0 Do you have any comment on the GAO report 
that came out finally on Friday about the aid to Israel? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 . — have anything about selling more 
F-16's to Pakistan 





A No. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 28, 1983, 12:30 P.M. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements: 
First, available in the Press Office is the testimony of 
Under Secretary for Political Affairs Lawrence Eagleburger 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittees on 
International Operations and Europe and the Middle East. The 
subject is Beirut. 


Second, yesterday I indicated we would try to make 
available further details on the emergency food assistance to 
Ethiopia. We will be posting that information after the 
briefing. We have some more numbers to give you. 


Q Is that in addition to what you had yesterday 
toward the end of the day? 


A I don't know specifically what was there. I 
think that there is some updating, though, of what was 
available -- what I saw yesterday as being proposed. I didn't 
actually see what was finally put out. But I think it is a 
little different perhaps from what there was. 


Anyway, that's it for announcements. I'll be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q Alan, can you tell us about the recent com- 
munications you've had with the Cuban Government about their 
taking back the undesirables and other subjects? 


A I think there was guidance which was available 
-- indeed I believe there was even a posting on this subject 
May 25; and if I recall it correctly, there was some sort of a 
supplement on the 26th. It's a rather extensive guidance on 
what we have said to the Cubans. 


~ 


I can go through it. I have this guidance here, but 
it's a month old, and I'm pretty sure that it is on the 
record. 


Q I'm interested in the response from the Cubans? 


A On the response from the Cubans, they handed 
our Interests Section, in Havana, a note on this subject on the 
17th of June. The note is under study -- I can't go into the 
details -- but I can say that it was not considered responsive 
to our request. 





Q Was it considered a positive step? 


A I don't have a characterization of that sort to 
give you other than to say as I indicated, it is under study 
and we do not consider it responsive. 


@) The reason I asked is because the nominee to 
the Acting Assistant Secretary said today on ihe Hill that he 
considered it a positive step, and I was wondering if he was 
speaking for the Administration or only for himself. 


A I don't know what he said. I don't have the 
text; I can't comment on what he said. 





Q But the original request by the United States 
for Cuba to take back the undesirable Mariel refugees, that 
remains, regardless of this note? 





A Oh, yes. Our request made to them, the things 
we made known in late May, are certainly out there to 
be acted upon. ‘Their response, their note given to us on the 
17th, allegedly or supposedly in response to this, as I say, 
was not responsive to our request; but we are studying it. I 
don't have anything further to give you on that. 


Q Did they try to link it with any broader 
questions? 


A Again, I think I indicated before, Jim, I don't 
have any content details to give you at this point. 


Q You've had it for ten days and, it's still under 
study, and this is the best you can do? 


A I guess that's right. 


Q Alan, a procedural step in the interest of 
saving time, when the nominee to the Assistant Secretaryship 
makes statements in his confirmation hearings, does he speak 
for the Government or does he speak for himself? 


. = I don't think there is much point in trying to 
parse that particular distinction. He's speaking as the nomi- 
nee, and I don't quarrel -- If that's a view that he 
expressed up there, fine. You can take that as a view he has 
expressed up there. I don't quarrel with it. 


Q He said a number of things on a range of issues 
that weren't consistent with what people up there and other 
people in the Administration have said -- and I don't want to 
go through each one to clarify what policy is. I just want to 
know if he does speak for the Administration. 




















A He speaks as the nominee for the position. 


Q Alan, what is the position of this Administration 
on the possibility of holding talks or resuming the talks with 
Cuba that were held last in January of 1981 on normalization 
of migration between the two countries? 


A Again, I think that we indicated, when we put 
our message to the Cubans in the first place, the circumstan- 
ces under which we would be prepared to resume normal issuance 
of immigrant visas in Havana. I think, again, all that was 
spelled out in the guidance that's available. 


Q On a related subject, have the Cubans taken a 
positive step in their handling of hijackers? 


A Again, I said I don't have that guidance with 
me. That guidance is available, and I refer you to it. It 
was available last week. 


Q Is this the same guidance with the list of 
hijackers that the Cuban Government provided, or is there an 
update to that one? 


. A No, I think at the end of last week, we had 
something which indicated they had provided some information. 
I'm not sure they had provided at that time a prepared list. 

I don't have the guidance in my head at this particular moment, 
but I know that it was available; and I don't have any update 
to give you beyond that. 


Q Alan, do you have any guidance on what the U.S. 
Government knows about the situation in Poland following the 
Pope's visit, any deals that were struck, or what-have-you? 


A No. Deals struck between whom and whom? 


Q There are some reports that the Church and the 
Polish Government made an arrangement in which Walesa would be 
asked to step down as the leader of Solidarity. 


A No. I don't have anything on that. I think 
all I could say is that our own position, as the President has 
stated it -- he spoke on the 23rd of June, said we're 
currently consulting with our Allies on the Polish question, 
and we'll decide how to proceed in our relations with Warsaw 
once we've done that. In addition, I think he reiterated on 
that occasion what he had said on December 10th, which was 
that if the Polish Government takes meaningful, liberalizing 
measures, we are prepared to take equally significant and 
concrete steps of our own. 











That's a readout. Obviously, that's a reiteration 
of our policy as opposed to the kind of information you're 
asking about, I'm afraid. 


Q Alan, is there any subtle shift in the 
Administration's policy on the Polish sanctions, re liftine 
them? 


A I think what I've just given you goes back to 
what the President said, for example, in December -- goes back 
some ways. 


Q Can you give us a timetable of any kind on the 
consultations with the Allies? 


4 No. I don't have a timetable to give you. 
It's an ongoing process. 


Q You can't tell us how long it's going to be 
ongoing? 


A No, I can't do that at this point. But it is 
an ongoing process. It isn't something that's “dead in 
the water,” either. 


Q Can you tell us who is leading it? 
A No, I can't do that either. 


Q Alan, Go you have anything about the -- what is 
it -- a constitutional amendment being proposed in El Salvador 
which, in effect, would emasculate the land reform program? 


A I gather, at least from the press stories, you 
are talking about a provision of the draft constitution that 
has been referred to in various press reports. The provision 
of land ownership is a critical question in the draft consti- 
tution that the members of the Constituent Assembly are 
working on. The deliberations, obviously, will take some 
time as the various parties ‘mold this critically important 
document. 


Our concerns about land reform in El Salvador are 
well known. The ultimate key to the success of the new 
Constitution will be how well it addresses the needs of all 
the Salvadorans, that they have a deliberative process going 
on in an elected assembly. I think we should let that 
democratic process work its way through. 


Q How have we made our concerns known since this 
was taken up by the Constituent Assembly? 








A I'm not going to try to date when we have done 
what, Jim. We have talked about our concerns about land 
reform over a long period of time in a variety of ways. I'm 
sure you have them all on file. 


Q A status report on Habib and Draper? Also, is 
Eagleburger heading for Damascus any time soon? 


A You won't let go of the Damascus story, will 
you? (Laughter) Eagleburger? I don't know of any travel 
plans for Under Secretary Eagleburger to go to Damascus. 


As far as Ambassadors Habib, Draper, and Fairbanks 
are concerned, they are in Cairo. I don't have any onward 
plans, as is our usual practice. 


Q Who is going to Damascus? Nobody is in touch 
with Damascus? 


A I have nothing new to say to you about anybody 
going to Damascus. 


fe) Is the Secretary planning to pass by Damascus? 


A I have nothing new to say to you about the 
Secretary's travel plans. 


fe) Have you been in consultation with the 
Egyptians recently about the Chad situation? 


A Again, I indicated the other day that we have 
been in consultation with a number of interested governments, 
but I'm not going to try to specify other than that I did men- 
tion the French; but other than that, I didn't specify, and I 
don't think I can. 


Q Alan, there are some press reports in Israel 
that the government decided that the redeployment of the 
Israeli forces in Lebanon will take place before Mr. Begin's 
visit here in late July. Do you have any comment on this? 


A Not really. That was a press report. I've 
seen other statements indicating, official statements, that 
the Government of Israel would consult fully with the others 
involved -- I think specifically Lebanon and the United States 
have been mentioned -- before it would take any steps. So lI 
can't tell you what the significance of these press reports 
may be. 

















Q But do you read the promise to hold those 
consultations as not taking any moves before the visit here in 
late July? 


A I don't want to try to define that any further. 
I can only refer you to what they have said. I can't 
interpret what Ma'Ariv's story may be based on. 





Q Is the United States now in the process of 
trying to get more troops into the multinational force? 


A No. There is no movement on that issue. 


-- MORE -- 

















Q You are not talking to the French or the 
British, the Italians, on that subject now to increase for-. 
ces there? 


A I'm not aware of any active discussion at 
this point to change either the scope or the role or the 
size of the MNF. Obviously, that is a consideration in the 
overall context of what might be coming down the road. 


But as of something for this time, I'm not aware 
that there's any active discussion under way. 


Q Alan, is the United States aware of any plans 
by France to lend Super Etenard aircraft to Iraq, and, if 
so, does it have any position on it? Was it consulted, and 
has it taken any position with the French? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. Our 
own position on our actions with regard to military supplies 
to both Iran and Iraq is well known, and I refer you back to 
the record on that. But I don't have anything for you on 
the reports about French supplies. . 

Q From Cairo, where is Ambassador Habib's next 
step? 


A I said we're going -- or I am anyway -- 
going to hold to my usual reticence about incurring the 
wrath of Ambassador Habib by giving his plans. 


Q Anything about talks in Riyadh, in Saudi 
Arabia? 


A No. I don't have any readout on any talks. I 
know I am sure I will not have to give you. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. position on the possibility 
of Israeli redeployment now somewhat softened from what it 
was about a month ago? In other words, about a month ago, I 
think, the Secretary, among others, was saying we were not 
in favor of that since that might lead to permanent division 
of Lebanon. 


Since the Israelis seem to be determined to go 
ahead with this, there's not much you can do about it. What 
is your position now? 


A Without accepting the basis of your question 
-- the last part of it -- the Secretary addressed this 











question in his last press conference on the record, which 
was very consistent with what I had said before, which is 
essentially that our objective is the total withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon and anything which contri- 
butes to that we wovld favor. Anything which would lead 
away from that would be a problen. 


Q He kind of punted that question, as I 
remember. 


A That's your definition. That's the position -- 


Q In other words, the Israelis will just say 
that they're there until something else happens. 


A I can't tell you what the Israelis are going 
to say. I can only tell you what our policy is and what our 
view is on withdrawal of forces. 


fe) You don't have a positive statement saying 
you oppose a redeployment? 


A I've given you what our position is on that. 


Q Could you confirm a report that there will be 
a Jordanian delegation watching the American M-l tank once 
it is shown to the Saudi army in the coming months? 


A I don't have anything on that. I don't know 
anything about it. 


Q Could you take the question? 


A I can look into it. I can see if we can find 
anything here. You also might want to pursue that both with 
the Jordanians, I would guess, and perhaps with the 
Pentagon. But, anyway, I'll see if I can find something on 
that for you. 


Q Do you have any comment on remarks attributed 
to the Al Fajr of Jerusalem concerning U.S.-Syrian collu- 
sion, which also involves, I think, an offer of a permament 
place in paradise to anyone who assassinates Hafiz al-Assad? 


A I was not aware of the remark. We are not 
involved in any assassination plots, and I don't -- 


Q I didn't ask if you were involved. 


A Anyway, I don't have any comment. 











Q Do you have anything on the status of the aid 
request for El Salvador in light of the legislative veto 
decision by the Supreme Court? 


A No, I don't. Again, I think, as I indicated 
the other day, that that whole question of what that deci- 
sion means for a variety of pieces of legislation is under 
study. But I don't have anything to offer you specifically 
on that. 


Q Who's doing that? 


A At this point I think Justice is certainly 
looking into the overall question. 


Q In terms of the Department? 


A The Legal Adviser's office is looking into 
that question. I'm sure others who are interested in speci- 
fic pieces of legislation are also looking at it, but cer- 
tainly it is a legal question. Once the legal 
determinations are made or the positions are drawn up, I 
Suppose then others will want to look at it and see what 
that means for policy. But it's a very complicated deci- 
sion. I've talked to a couple of lawyers who've looked at 
it, and it's not simple at all. 


Q Alan, a senior official traveling with the 
Secretary of State is quoted as saying that the U.S. 
Government has some information that there may be the 
remains of several hundred Americans still in the hands of 
the Vietnamese. 


Do you have any further clarification on what the 
evidence is? 


A I don't have anything further for you on evi- 
dence. I think what we have said is that there are very 
credible reports indicating the Vietnamese know more about 
missing Americans than they've been willing to tell us, and 
that they could make available the remains of many missing 
Americans. 


We have repeatedly urged them to cooperate on this 
humanitarian issue and to turn over the remains of the 
missing Americans. Obviously, there has been some coopera- 
tion in this effort, but there's a lot more to be done. But 
On specifics on reports, I would refer you to the Department 
of Defense. 








10 


Q Have the Vietnamese -- in whatever discussions 
you may have been holding -- have they linked the return of 
the remains with any other subject? 


A I can't get into the question of com- 
munications with the Vietnamese on it. We b «< »dursued the 
issue as a humanitarian issue which needs t> «< and should 


be pursued in its own right. 


Q I just want to make doubly sure that we're 
talking about the same -- we're talking about the remains of 
dead Americans? There's no evidence of any live Americans? 


A No. Talking about information about missing 
Americans and the remains of dead Americans. That's 
correct. I agree with your statement. 


On the other hand, we have also indicated before 
that we are going to not pass by any information which would 
Suggest that there might be another situation. If we hear 
something, we'll pursue it. We're not going to make the 
assumption that there is absolutely nobody there if there is 
Other information which could be pursued. 


We've said this before. I think you could pro- 
bably turn to the words of art we have used on that. But 
the fact is that what we're talking about and I think what 
was talked about by the Secretary's party was information 
on remains specifically. 


Q Alan, at what level of the Department will 
officials be meeting with Walid Jumblatt, and will anyone 
here be meeting with Elias Freij, the Mayor of Bethlehem? 


A I don't have anything at all on Mr. Freij. 
On Mr. Jumblatt, it depends on a lot of things, including 
specific dates of his visit to Washington. So lI don't have 
any more specifics. 


Q He's going to be available then? 


A That certainly would be an important con- 
sideration, sure. 


0 When you talked before about the very cre- 
dible reports, are these reports based on information you've 
gotten very recently? 


A I think this goes back over a period of time. 
I don't know whether there are absolutely new reports or 
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not, but we have indicated over a long period of time that 
we felt that the Vietnamese had more information or could 
develop more information and provide more remains. 


The fact is that over time they have -- on a rela- 
tively small scale -- but they have done that. But we think 
there is more to be done. 


0 But you think now that there are actually 
hundreds of bodies that -- 


A I can't quantify it. I don't have numbers. 
There obviously is a large number of missing. 


re) Large number missing, we know. But large 
number of remains? 


A I don't have information to -- 


8) Because I remember for a long time the State 
Department kept on saying it had no real information about 
this, and whatever is out, is out, and you rezily didn't 
know anything more than that. So I'm trying to remember 
where this quantum jump took place between knowing or very 
credible report, suddenly that they know a lot more than 
they're telling you, and that there may be many remains 
there? 


How do you know that? 


A I can't quantify the remains. Again, let me 
refer you to the Defense Department for more specifics on 
the reports. 


8) Do you have any reaction to either the 
Italian or Japanese elections today? 


A On the Japanese election, simply that we 
obviously have had very good, close relations with the 
Government of Japan, and we'd expect in every way to con- 
tinue to do so. 


As far as the Italian election is concerned, we 
anticipate continuity in Italian foreign and security policy. 
Again, with the Government of Italy, we look forward to 
working closely with the new Italian Government once it's 
formed, as we have with Italian Governments in the past. 


¢) Also, on El Salvador for a second, has the 
U.S. position on facilitating negotiations between what it 
calls the left and the government changed in any way? In 
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other words, do elections remain a framework within which 
those negotiations should be conducted? 


A The position remains that dialogue would be 
in the context of the electoral democratic framework, not 
for power sharing. 


Q And finally on Ethiopia -- 


A Dialogue, by the way -- obviously, the pri- 
Mary dialogue that one is talking about is among 
Salvadorans, but that's certainly the context of our own 
actions. 


‘@) On Ethiopia, there's a remark in today's Post 
from Ambassador Kirkpatrick to the effect that diversion of 
relief goods to the military is a “big problem" in Ethiopia, 
and that may be a way of explaining why we haven't been as 
generous as perhaps in the past. 


Is she speaking for the Reagan Administration that 
there is such a “big problem"? 


A What she was speaking to was a very serious 
problem. That is, how to respond to humanitarian concerns 
in a situation of military conflict. The drought in 
Ethiopia is most severe in an area actively contested by 
government and rebel forces. 


We seek every possible way of assuring that huma- 
nitarian assistance reaches the intended recipients. In 
Ethiopia we've provided our assistance to private and inter- 
national organizations which are in a position to ensure 
that the delivery of our aid and to minimize the risk of 
diversion. 


So I don't understand -- you're suggesting there 
is some -- 


Q The European Community did a report about two 
months ago on specifically this issue as it related to 
Ethiopia, and they gave the Ethiopian Government very high 
marks in terms of their not taking advantage of relief ship- 
ments and diverting them to military uses, but it is to pro- 
vide for the others, and I was wondering if she was speaking 
for the U.S. Government in implying that the U.S. Government 
did not accept the findings of the European Community's 
report. 











I'll refer you to what I just said. 
Can I get a copy of it? 
Yes. 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 29, 1983, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements. First, we discussed yesterday the question 
of a possible visit by Walid Jumblatt. I just wanted to 
tell you what we've got on that. 


I understand he has decided to postpone for per- 
sonal reasons his previously scheduled private visit to the 
United States, so that's where we are on that at this point. 


Also, simply to tell you that available in the 
Press Office are two press releases concerning Pacific 
Island plebiscites. One deals with the results of the June 
2lst vote in the Fededated States of Micronesia in which the 
unofficial returns indicate approval of the Compact of Free 
Association. “The second concerns the announcement of a 
September 7th plebiscite in the Marshall Islands on their 
future political status. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, about the Jumblatt visit, you said 
"for personal reasons?" 

A Yes. 

Q And you knew about it through -- I mean, he 


informed you, or how did the State Department know about 
this? 


A I don't know specifically how we knew about 
it. But he decided for personal reasons that he was going 
to delay. Obviously, there was thought as to whom he might 
see when he was here, so it was a fairly natural thing that 
we would know about. 


Q In light of the President's statement at 
his news conference last night on Poland, can you tell us, 
do the conditions listed in December for lifting of U.S. 
sanctions still stand or as the President seemed to say last 
night, does it only require establishment of trade unions 
free of government control? 











A I would refer you to what the President 
said last night. I addressed this question yesterday. I 
indicated that on June 23rd in his speech the President had 
said that we are currently assessing the situation together 
with our Allies, consulting with them, and that once those 
consultations were completed we would decide how to proceed 
in our relations with Warsaw. 


I also referred you to the President's speech of 
December 10th, and the quote there, which was, "if the 
Polish Government takes meaningful, liberalizing measures, 
we're prepared to take equally significant and concrete 
steps of our own,” and I'm going to have to leave you with 
that as the statement of the policy as it is and it has been 
for some time. 


Q That's what I'm trying to pin down, what 
kind of time are we talking about. When the sanctions were 
imposed and then when they were renewed one year after that, 
we were told that there were basically three conditions: 
establishment of a genuine dialogue, elimination of martial 
law and release of the political prisoners. Do those three 
conditions still apply? 


A I would refer you to all of the statements 
we've made, including the statement that the President made 
on December 10th. I can't take you beyond what the 
President has said. He is the final authority on policy, 
and his statements are the final authoritative statements on 
policy. 


Q That's why I'm quoting his words to you 
from last night. It seems to indicate that the policy is 
changing. I'm asking you if it is. 


A I'm not going to try to interpret the 
President. I would leave that to you if you want to do that 
from your own analysis. But I think, again, I would refer 
you back to those statements that I've just mentioned. 


Q What can you tell us about the situation in 
Guatemala? 


A Not a lot. We have heard a variety of 
reports, as I think you have, concerning Guatemala. Our 
Embassy is looking into them, keeping us informed. We don't 
have specifics at this point. So there's really nothing 
much I can give you. 


Q Is there some kind of a state of emergency 
there? 








A I don't know what has been declared, 
frankly, in terms of state of emergency. I would think 
that, again, the press is as up to speed on that as the 
government is, and certainly more than, at the moment, I am. 
I just don't know what the government of Guatemala has 
declared or not. 


Q Alan, first a status report on 
Habib-Draper-Fairbanks; also do you have anything on 
statements attributed to President Assad that Syria is pre- 
paring for war and that no U.S. officials are welcome there 
now or in the foreseeable future? 


A On the first part, Ambassador Habib and 
company are in Lebanon. On the second part, I wasn't aware 
of any such statement and could not therefore comment on it. 


Q What was the question? I'm sorry. 


A The second part of the question? The first 
was the status of Habib, and so on; the second part was a 
report that I have not seen that suggests that President 
Assad has said that no Americans are welcome in Damascus. 
Is that correct? 


Q And that war is imminent. 


A And that war is imminent. I haven't seen 
anything to suggest such a statement. 


Q Can you cite what evidence you have of the 
attack on the two American journalists on the 
Honduras-Nicaraguan border, that it came from the Nicaraguan 
side? 


A You're aware of what we said before about 
that. We are aware of the press report this morning in a 
paper which may be dear to your heart, that according to a 
Honduran official there is a possibility that the jour- 
nalists, Dial Torgerson and Richard Cross, were killed by a 
land mine rather than, as an eyewitness had reported by, a 
rocket-propelled grenade. 


There has not been an official report from the 
government of Honduras at this point. Our Embassy is 
looking into these reports, but until we have further clari- 
fication, I'm simply not going to be in a position to 
respond more specifically to that press account. 
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Q Alan, you're aware that 28 members of 
Congress have asked Secretary Shultz to respond to this 
question? 


A No, but I don't think that that really is 
the point here. The point is that obviously we are con- 
cerned to find out what's going on. I would guess that the 
gc-zernment of Honduras is continuing to pursue the facts as 
best they can, although, of course, there has been firing 
across that road. It's been difficult to get up there. So 
I think that over time we may have a clearer picture of 
what's happened. But some suggestions were raised the other day 
that the government of Honduras might, for some reason, be 
uninterested in pursuing the facts. I think that the report 
this morning proves, if there's anything behind it, it simply 
suggests that, indeed, they are continuing to pursue it, as 
are we. 


Q How are we continuing to pursue it? 


A We continue to be interested in what facts 
are available. Embassy officials interviewed the eyewit- 
nesses at the time, for example, although they couldn't get 
to the scene of the incident because, as we indicated then, 
and as I think journalists had indicated, the area between 
La Trojes and Cifuentes had been subjected from the 
Nicaraguan side of the border to fire, making it too risky. 


Q So no U.S. officials have actually visited 
the site of the blast or whatever it was? 

A To my understanding, at this point, that is 
correct. 

Q Do they intend to? 

A I don't know. I don't have anything 
further. 

Q Is it likely that somebody from Honduras 


would have planted the land mine? Is that -- 


A I could give you an answer based in logic, 
but I think rather than that I would simply say that we're 
still waiting for clarification from our Embassy. 


Q Why don't you give the answer based on 
logic? 


A No, I'll let you draw that conclusion. 








Q It's best not to depart from practice, I 
suppose. 


Q There is a report that according to which 
5,000 members of the anti-Sandinista rebels are gathering in 
Honduras to cross to Nicaragua. Do you have any comment 
about this? 


A I don't have anything on it at all. 

Q Are you aware of these reports? 

A I've seen the reports in the press; yes. 
Q Does it concern you at all? 

A I don't have any comment to make on that. 


I've seen the press reports. I don't have anything beyond 
that. 


QO Alan, to follow up on that. In that 
report, Chamorro, who is a member of the FDN leadership, 
apparently told the Times that Pastora meet with U.S. offi- 
cials over a matter of days back in March of 1982. 


Do you have any comment on that? Can you confirm 
that that in fact happened? 


A I think we addressed the question at that 
time, whether he had met officials, and I would refer you back 
to what we've said. 


Q At that time you said that he had met no 
one. 


A That's my recollection of it also, so I 
cannot confirm that. I don't know what those reports may 
refer to. 


~ 


Q So you are contradicting what this FDN -- 


A I can only tell you what we said at the 
time when we were looking into it. 


Q Alan, do you have any status report on the 
kidnapping in Sudan? 


A Yes. Some of this may be repetition 
because, I guess, there was some of this information 
available last night. 
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Five men, including two Americans, have been 
taken hostge at Boma, in southern Sudan, by an organization 
calling itself the Liberation Front of Southern Sudan. 


We have no further information on this group, 
although they claim they are fighting in the hills near Boma 
and recently seized a Sudanese police station. 


According to information available to us, the 
rebels have demanded ransom money from the organizations 
employing the hostages, and a quantity of clothing. 


In accordance with our long-standing policy, the 
U.S. Government looks to the Sudanese Government to take the 
lead in securing the safe release of these hostages. We are 
in continuing contact with the Sudanese Government, the 
Organizations concerned, the families of the American hos- 
tages and other interested governments. 


So far, we understand that the hostages are 
reported alive and well. But this is an on-going incident, 
and we're not going to have further comment to make on the 
matter. 


Q Alan, to follow up, the kidnappers 
apparently, among their demands, have asked for radio time 
on the Voice of Amercia and the BBC. Is there a U.S. 
response to that? 


A I guess all I could really say in response 
to that is that our policy on terrorist demands is well 
known and contained in testimony that former Under Secretary 
Richard Kennedy made before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee on June 10, 1981. I can make copies of that 
available to you in the Press Office. 


Q Does that mean, Alan, that the United 
States does not intend to accede to that demand? 


A It has been our standing practice not to 
accede to demands of terrorist groups. = 


Copy was requested of that initial statement, and 
we can make that available. 


'@) Are the names of the Americans available? 


A The names, yes. I'm sorry, let me just 
finish this off, Lester. 


The Americans are John Haspels, 36, of Lyons, 
Kansas, who is an employee of Africa Committee for the 
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Rehabilitation of Southern Sudan; and Ron Pontier, 29, of 
Claremont, Florida, of Africa Inland Mission. 


re) Africa what? 


A Inland Mission. I understand the others 
are German, Dutch and Canadian, but I don't have information 
on them. 


Q Can I follow up on one of your -- you made 
some reference to the families. Do we have a policy on 
whether the families provide assistance or ransom to 
terrorists? 


A Again, I'm going to refer you to what Mr. 
Kennedy said as the definitive statement on our approach to 
these issues. 


~-MORE 








Q As I recall, Alan, it was explained from that 
podium some months ago that in its hiring the State 
Department does not necessarily disqualify applicants 
because of sexual orientation. 


A Oh, Lester, we haven't heard about this in a 
long time. 


Q Right. Since that time, as you know, one 
State Department employee was discovered to be a patron of a 
homosexual ring in Georgetown, and another retired Foreign 
Service Officer pleaded guilty to being leader of another 
prostitution ring -—- homosexual prostitution ring -- called 
"The Stables." 


My question is, could you tell us what is the 
State Department doing about the danger of possible 
transmissions of AIDS which is -=- (Laughter) 


Well, I mean, maybe it's funny to these gentlemen 
and ladies, but it killed six people in DC and eight 
people in Maryland already. That's about a 40% death rate 
which, to my way of thinking, isn't very funny. 


A Lester, without connecting the two narts of 
your question, our policy about the first part, and so on, 
is all in the dialogue that was conducted back some months 
ago, and I refer you to it. 


On the second part, I'm not aware of any special 
efforts, but I suppose that the health authorities locally 
and so on are making the efforts they would make. But 
that's not a State Department question. 


Q Just one second. What I wanted to ask is 
this: If your Personnel Department knows that there are 
practicing homosexuals in the State Department -- if there 
are -- is there any effort being done by the State 
Department to isolate or treat or do something? This is a 
very serious epidemic, as you know. 


A I suppose there may be people who practice 
giving blood, too. I'm not aware of any special efforts 
being made by the State Department, Lester. That's my 
answer. 


Q You're doing nothing. Is that what your 
answer is? <- 


4 








A I'm not aware of any special efforts by the 
State Department per se -- 


Q Could you take the question? 
A No. I think I'd -- 


Q You won't take the question. You don't care 
about it, Alan? 


A That isn't the issue, Lester. 
You won't take the question -- 
Lester -- 


-- so you don't care about it. 


Okay. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A No. 
Q 
A No, no, Lester. For your tape recorder -- 
you might leave it on -- 
Q I'd be delighted. 
A This is -- 


Q You have more for me. Bring in the 
candelabra. 


A It is a public health issue and will be dealt 
with by public health officials. Go ahead. 


Q This is not a follow-up. (Laughter) 
A I trust not. 
Q Any reaction -- 


~ 


A Unless you're in favor of necrophilia, which 
Lester -- (Laughter) 


Q Any reaction on Moscow's summit communique? 
Q A good time was had by all. 


A Any reaction on -- 
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Q On Moscow Summit communique? 


A That's a rather broad question. On what spe- 
cific aspect? I don't have a general reaction to it. 


Q You don't have any general reaction? Do you 
have anything on any aspect of it? 


A There were two things I guess I could comment 
On. One would be the advocacy of a freeze and I simply note 
our position on a freeze which is rather longstanding and 
well known. We feel that a freeze at this stage would 
codify current advantages that the Soviets have in strategic 
and intermediate-range nuclear forces and would prevent us 
from redressing that balance. 


It would also divert us from the task of nego- 
tiating reductions. 


As far as the comments about INF talks and 
references there, obviously we're going to be studying this 
statement carefully. A preliminary reading does not suggest 
anything new. The statement calls explicitly for no 
deployment of new U.S. missiles, so the Soviet position 
would appear to be unchanged; that is, they would hold on to 
their SS-20s with zero land-based, longer-ranged missiles for 
us. 


We've made clear before that we could not accept 
that, and hoped the Soviets would adopt a more realistic 
position in the future. 


Q Can we get a copy? 


A I think you're going to have to get that 
largely from the transcript. 


Q In their statement, they draw attention to 
the proclaimed position of their supreme state bodies which, 
according to some interrretations, is a reference to a 
warning by the Soviets -hat they might deploy nuclear 
weapons in Eastern Eurcye if the United States deployed its 
Pershings and so on. 


Is that your reading of that part of it? 
A I'm not going to try to analyze the speci- 


fics. There are a number of things in there, but I'll leave 
you with what I've just given you. 








ll 


6) Alan, a question seems to have arisen over 
private searches for Americans missing or dead in Laos and 
Vietnam. What is the U.S. policy towards these kinds of 
searches? 


A Let me say a few things about that. First of 
all, the U.S. policy is clearly that the U.S. Government 
does not support or condone illegal, private, cross-border 
forays allegedly to rescue POWs. 


7 I would note that the Secretary addressed this 
several times, including in a press conference today in 
Bangkok, in which, because of the confusion which arose out 
of his initial statements -- and I might refer you back to 
the totality of what he said, which was that he didn't -- 
the first question was not entirely clear to him, it was a 
very long question that was asked of him, and he made clear 
that he certainly did not mean to endorse border-crossing 
forays at all. He said, "I think such forays are counter- 
productive and serve neither the deep and emotional 
interests of our country, nor the families involved in 
finding out about the missing in action and having their 
remains returned." 


I think that's quite clear. I am not sure what 
one of our newspapers this morning found so startling and 
newsworthy about the statement which apparently somebody in 
the party made about not ruling out the possibility of 
some people being alive, if information came, although we 
don't have any information that confirmed at all about live 
people being held. 


The statement which was quoted is one which I 
think one could trace back to something Judge Clark said 
last January and remains a continuing approach to the issue. 
So I don't quite understand the point there. 


Does that answer your question? 


Q Yes. What you're saying is there's nothing 
to suggest that there's anyone alive there? 


A No. We have received reports from time to 
time and, when we receive them, we'll pursue them, but there 
certainly is no evidence today that there is somebody alive. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment or anything 
to say about the nature of the visit made by Dr. Kissinger to 
Israel? 
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A No. I frankly don't know about that visit. 
Q Or about the timing of the visit? 


A I know of no reason to suggest or think that 
Mr. Kissinger is visiting Israel in connection with any U.S. 
Government effort, so I would have no reason to know 
anything about it or comment on it. 


Q There is a lengthy article in Foreign Affairs 
magazine by Rabbi Arthur Hershberg, which he implies that 
242 and 338 are, for all particular reasons, dead, and that 
all Israeli settlement activity in the West Bank is almost 
gaining the approval of the United States. 





Would you care to comment on that, or would you 
like to look through this article? It's very, very impor- 
tant that you give us a statement on that. 


Q I have not seen the article, so I can't com 
ment directly on it. Obviously, we continue to attach 
importance to Resolutions 242 and 338. Our position on 
settlements and continuing settlement activity and the fact 
that that continuing settlement activity constitutes an 
obstacle to the peace process is well known. 


Q It has other implications and other things 
which talks about the strategic alliance between the United 
States and Israel, and I think it requires some 
clarification. 


A No. I don't think we've made a practice of 
commenting on articles, generally speaking, and I don't 
intend to break that and make general -- to go through and 
analyze what people are saying. 


The poinc you raise, in terms of U.S. policy, I'm 
happy to restate what our policy is if there's some misun- 
derstanding in the article or otherwise. But I'm not going 
to go through and try to analyze a magazine piece, as impor- 
tant as that piece may be. 


Q This magazine is very prestigious -- 


A I understand that. 


Q -- and reflects a lot of things in this 
country, with a lot of, you know, think tanks and other 
people who read it and reflect to it, and I believe it's not 
one of these normal magazines that you quote and reflect on - 
it or not, but -- 
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A I think, again, you've asked me some specific 
questions. I've given you a specific response. I'm happy 
to do that. 


Q On the question of whether the U.S. 
Government has answered the Cuban notes on the hijackings 
and also the Mariel refugees -- 


A I have nothing new for you today on that. 


QO It was reported on June 27 that Washington 
had officially changed its position towards the IDF re- 
deployment in Lebanon, and that Washingtion is considering 
that as a legitimate Israeli decision. 


Do you have a comment on that? 


A I addressed this question yesterday in terms 
of foreign forces in Lebanon and our attitude towards 
withdrawal, and I would refer you to what I said. Our posi- 
tion on that has not changed. It's consistent. 


Q Alan, on that same subject, what is the staus 
of the investigation now into the bombing of the Embassy? 
Have there been any arrests lately or -- 


A I think Larry Eagleburger addressed this on 
the Hill, and I would refer you -- I don't have the -- 


@) When, specifically, did he do this? This 
morning? 


A Yesterday. 
Q Oh, I see. 


A I don't have a transcript of what he said, 
but I would refer you to that, though. I think he did talk 
about this. 


. Q Alan, on the lst of June, New Mexico's 
Republican Congressman, Manuel Lujan, introduced a bill 
which would allow the survivors of Bataan to file legal 
action in the Court of Claims for damages against those 
Japanese industries such as Mitsubishi which held them as 
Slave laborers during the Second World War. 


Does the State Department support or oppose this 
legislation introduced almost a month ago? 
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A Lester, I'm not sure that we have taken a 
position, but why don't I look into it and see if we have a 
position to offer you. 


Q Could I ask one that's very similar to this, 
and that is, what is your attitude to the proposed billion 
dollar reparations for relocated Japanese-Americans? 


A Again, I think that is -- 


Q The Reagan Administration's opposed to that, 
I gather, isn't it? 


A That is not a State Department issue, and I 
don't have a comment to offer you on it. 


Q Anything on Chad today? 
A No. I don't have anything new on Chad today. 


Q Alan, did you have a comment to go along with 
the Pacific Islands plebisicite? 


A I don't have a comment on that. There may 
have been some guidance on that a few days ago. Why don't 
you check and see. I seem to recall something, but I don't 
have anything here. 


Q One last two-part question. Am I correct 
that one of the purposes of the Department of State is to 
try to explain the United States to countries throughout the 
world? 


A To try to explain the United States to 
countries? 


Q Yes. In other words, when people are puzzled 
about developments in America, that's the function of our, 
you know, all of our Zonsulates and ¥mbassies. 


: A We engage in that effort together with a 
number of others. 


Q Right. Then could you tell me, how is the 
State Department explaining the phenomenal concern about an 
allegedly filched or possibly leaked political strategy book 
by newspapers who received and published unquestionably sto- 
len government classified material called "The Pentagon 
Papers"? 
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A I'm not aware the question has particularly 
arisen, Lester. 
Q You mean nobody wonders about this? 
A I said I'm not aware the question -- 


Q You think there's a new morality that has 
come to The New York Times and The Washington Post, Alan? 








A I think I'd let you make that judgment, 
Lester. 


Q Well, thank you very much. You'd rather duck 
it. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #112 


THURSDAY, JUNE 30, 1983, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement 
about a visit by Foreign Minister Genscher. The Vice 
Chancellor and Foreign Minister of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Hans-Dietrich Genscher, will be visiting Washington 
on July 1l at the invitation of the Secretary of State. 


The two leaders are expected to discuss issues 
facing their two countries, as well as the visit of the 
German Chancellor and Foreign Minister to Moscow. 


That's it on announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Alan, do we have any reaction to the new 
developments in Guatemala where a state of alert has been 
declared? 


A The announcement of Decree Law No. 7183, 
which outlines what the government can do to enforce the 
state of alarm, was made amidst a wide array of political 
rumors and disparate political criticism. 


While we're not in a position to comment on the 
rationale for the decision, we would hope the Decree will be 
temporary and applied moderately in keeping with the 
government's announced intention to inaugurate today the 
Supreme Electoral Tribunal which will be initiating planning 
for the Constituent Assembly elections. 


Q Is there any overall assessment about this 
situation in Guatemala, about where it might be going, or -- 
_ A No. I don't have anything of that sort to 
give you. 
Q Also, on the same general area, this group 


of rebel fighters in Nicaragua -- the Nicaraguan Democratic 
Force -- released a statement today here in Washington, 
saying that they are proposing a dialogue with the 
Nicaraguan Government in Caracas, Venezuela. 


Do you know anything about that, and do you have 
any comment? 








A I don't know anything about it. 
QO Would you support that kind of dialogue? 
A Again, the question of dialogue is something 


I would refer you back to what was said even in the context, 
for example, of Ambassador Stone's appointment, his mission, 
as to promote dialogue. So, sure, we favor diaivyue. I 
don't know about that kind of dialogue. I don't know precise- 
ly what's involved, so I can't comment in specific terms. 


Our concerns about Nicaragua and the obligations 
that it undertook, in terms of its own domestic political 
structure, the concerns we have for its relations with its 
neighbors, are all clear. I don't know what this specific 
proposal would involve, so I can't really relate it. 


Q Do you know what the strength of the Contras 
is at the moment? 


A I don't have a figure to give you. I think 
we've given you a figure in the past. I don't have a -- 


Q Do you know whether that figure has 
increased in recent months? 


A I don't have, again, an update. I can check 
and see if there's any new number that can be provided. 


Q On the subject of a U.S. boat that was 
intercepted off the Nicaraguan coast last night -- the 
Caribbean coast -- any idea what it was doing there? 


A The only information that I have on this is 
that the captain of an American boat, the Motor Sailor Siri 
-- S-i-r-i -- out of San Diego reported by ham radio June 29 
that his boat was boarded and searched by a Nicaraguan 
patrol craft off of Nicaragua's Caribbean coast. The cap- 
tain reported four adults and two children, all believed to 
be U.S. citizens, were aboard. 
~ We understand the boat was later permitted to con- 
tinue underway but has since run aground and is attempting 
to free itself. I do not have more information about who 
the people are or what they were -- 


0) Do you know where it's run aground? 


A I don't have any more information than I 
just gave you. 











Q Was it in Nicaragua's territorial waters? 


A As I say, I don't have any more information 
than I just gave you. 


‘e) What is the current position of the United 
States Government about Israeli unilateral partial with- 
drawal from Lebanon? 


A I have nothing new to say to you beyond what 
I've said. 


Q Back on Nicaragua for a second, do you have 
any explanation about the veto of the IDB loan by the United 
States? 


A We previously made our position clear with 
respect to loans by the multilateral development banks to 
Nicaragua in present circumstances. I refer you back to 
some things we may have said, guidances which were 
available, in early February. 


In reviewing Nicaragua's request for a second 
extension of an outstanding IDB loan, we felt conditions in 
Nicaragua did not warrant a change in our position, and we 
opposed the request. 


We've also previously made clear our hope for 
improvement in conditions in Nicaragua which have prompted 
our decisions on such loans. 


0 What kind of conditions? 


A Again, I think I'd refer you back to what we 
have said. We've also indicated before our clear view that 
the multilateral development banks are technical, non- 
political institutions which make their decision on economic 
and financial criteria. We've not singled out Nicaragua. 


I would cite, for example, that we have opposed 
14 loans to 10 different countries around the world in 1982 
on economic grounds, but it's those kinds of conditions 
that we are talking about. 


Q The major Japanese wires and some of their 
financial press and some press now in Germany are reporting 
a story that Volcker has made an agreement with the major 
money center banks that he would actually use the authority 
of the Fed to purchase loans specially from Latin American 
countries that might find themselves in default and in a 
situation where the default can't be covered up any longer. 








I'm wondering what the position of the Secretary 
would be on that, given the rather severe political implica- 
tions of the United States actually heing the holder of the 
debt of these countries. 


A I don't know anything about it, and I think 
you'd want to verify *he fact with Chairman Volcker before 
you went on -- 


Q Excuse me. But the press picked the story 
up from the Executive Intelligence Review, and I know what 
the sources are for this story, and I happen to know it's 
true. 


Well, that may be, but I -- 


A 

Q I'd like to ask if -- 

A Well, I -- 

Q Well, could I just finish? If I could put 


this in perhaps slightly more abstract form and simply ask 
what the Secretary's opinion would be, or what his position 
would be, on any plan to have the U.S. engage in that sort 
of a bailout of the banks. Would you be able to get me a 
response? 


A The Secretary has addressed in general terms 
these kinds of questions before. He happens to be on the 
other side of the world, and I can't get his views at the 
moment. 


Q Do you have anything on the release of an 
American citizen from Moscow named Byrnes -- 
A I don't have anything on that. 
Q -- being held for the last six or seven 
years? 
s.& I don't know anything about that. Is it on 
the wire? 


Q 
Q 
A 
Q 


I think so. 
What is that? 
Release of an American from Moscow. 


Yes. - 








A Don't have anything on it. Don't know 
anything about it. 


Q Libya: There was a report over the wires 
that two Libyan jets were turned back by American fighters 
over the Gulf of Sidra. Do you have anything on that? 


A As I think has already been reported in the 
press, the U.S.S. Eisenhower conducted routine operations 
off the Gulf of Sidra on June 29. The ship and its aircraft 
were in international waters and airspace. The U.S. Navy 
conducts routine operations in the Mediterranean and 
elsewhere on a regular basis. 


Libya is entitled to claim as its territorial sea 
no more than the waters within 12 miles off its coast. As 
we have indicated before, we exercise our right of peaceful 
transit of international waters there and elsewhere. 


I would suggest that you might want to ask the 
Pentagon your question, but I do understand that at some 
point during the exercises by the Eisenhower, two Libyan 
MiG-23 aircraft were intercepted by U.S. Navy F-l4s. That 
intercept occurred in international airspace north of the 
Libyan coast line. The MiG-23s departed the area and 
returned to their home base. 


Q Copy? 
A I can't give you a copy of that. 
Q Was that a routine exercise by the U.S.S. 


Eisenhower or was it made in response to anything that took 
place that wasn't previously scheduled? 


A I said they conducted routine operations. 


Q No. Were there routine operations taking 
them to the specific location off the Gulf of Sidra, or were 
they conducting routine operations once they were in the 
Gulf of Sidra? 


i 


A You'd have to ask the Pentagon what its 
schedule was. I doubt that they will get into its 
operations. 


Q Do you know how many miles off the coast 
this was? 


A I don't know how many miles off the coast 
this particular intercept took place. During this entire 





Operation my understanding is that the closest point of 
approach to Libya was 25 nautical miles, well clear of 
Libyan airspace. But I do not know in this specific 
instance how far this was. 


Q Is this the first time we've gone in beyond 
200 miles since the time the two planes were shot down? 


A I can't answer that. I would also point out 
to you that the issue, as you pointed out to me when this 
came up two years ago, is not 200 miles, but rather the 
claim to the Gulf on a different basis. But, in any case, I 
don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Has there been any communication with third 
parties between Libya and the United States regarding any of 
this? 


A I'm not aware of specific communication. 
There was a notice of intent to operate aircraft within the 
Tripoli Flight Information Region which was issued. 


Q When was that? 
A I don't have the detail on that. Again, you 


might want to check, and the Pentagon may have some detail 
on that. 


Q Were any shots fired? Any missiles fired? 

A No. 

Q Where is the U.S.S. Eisenhower now? 

A I don't know. 

Q Were the jets scrambled or were they already 
flying? 

A What? The 14s? 

Q Yes. 

- A Again, I don't know the answer. 
Q Alan, what's your opinion that this kind of 


interception happens any time there is tension in that area? 


A I don't think I have a view of that sort to 
give you. As a general matter, aircraft operating in the 














vicinity of a carrier are routinely intercepted for iden- 
tification purposes and to determine their intention. 


Q For the record, was this in any way related 
to events in Chad? 


A No. 
Q Can you bring us up to date? 
A I don't have anything further on Chad. It 


was not related to events in Chad. 


Q There were warnings from Egypt to Libya 
today not to interfere in Chad. Do you have any comment on 
those? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Are we involved in sending any stuff to Chad? 
A I don't have anything. I don't think we 


have an arms supply relationship with Chad. I think the 
French have announced something on that. 


Q A few days ago the State Department refused 
to comment on the in-fighting between the PLO factions and 
their relationship to Syria. Now Mr. Shultz made a state- 
ment saying that he expects the PLO to follow Syrian 
direction. How do you answer that change in position and 
development? 


A I don't think that's quite what Mr. Shultz 
said, at least not the reports that I read. I don't have 
the text of his remarks. I think we will probably be 
getting them in due course, but that isn't even what I read 
in the papers, solI'm -= 





Q The headline in The New York Times was to 
this effect. I mean -- 
ss A That's not how I read the remarks as quoted. 
0 Do you have a comment today? 
A I don't know that I have a comment. I think 


the Secretary's remarks speak for themselves. But in terms 
of what specifically he said, I don't have a text of it. 








Q Was the interception of the Libyan airplanes 
the only interception -- the only incident that took place 
in that part? 


A I haven't labeled it an incident, but, in 
any case -- 


-- MORE -- 














ce 


e) There was a report saying that your planes 
intercepted a Kuwaiti civilian airline? 


A Yes. I gather that -- I don't have anything 
on that. I gather that, again, something -- there was a 
Kuwaiti Airline airplane which was headed towards the 
carrier. I ask you to check with the Pentagon because they 
have whatever information is available on it. I just heard 
about it in conversation on the phone with then. 


But, again, simply for identification purposes, 
planes went up, identified, found that this was a civilian 
airliner and our planes went back on their way. 


e) Why would the abundance of international 
water that is available to you, why would you take the pain 
to go to a place that you described many a time as "a volatile 
place" near Libya, and decide to have these maneuvers? 


A We've addressed this before when this issue 
has come up and I would refer you back to the record; it is 
international waters, international air space. There's no 
reason they shouldn't be operating in those areas. 


e) I want to confirm what you just said. That 
is, you're saying the presence and actions of the U.S.S. 
Eisenhower were not related to events in Chad; is that 
correct? 


A That's right. The exercise was scheduled 
prior to the events in Chad and was not conducted in 
response to events in Chad. 


0 Two questions on another topic. Another 
Soviet-Jewish dissident scientist was sentenced to three 
years in jail for anti-Soviet activities. Do you have any 
comment on that or any comment on increasing anti-Semitism 
Or anti-Zionism in the Soviet Union? 


A I don't know anything about that particular 
case. I don't have a general comment to offer you on the 
subject -- 


0 May I ask on another topic -- there is a 
report that said Egypt and Iraq will re-establish diplomatic 
relations. Do we have a reaction? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


I don't know if you're interested. There 
was, in terms of -- I don't want to mislead you -- in terms 
Of what we have, there was 
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a book which came out on Zionism which I have some reaction 
to, if you're interested in it, but I don't have a general 
comment of the sort that you were asking. 


QO Is this new reaction as opposed to what you 
gave a few weeks ago? If you have something else, I'd like 
to hear it please. 


A This is on the Korneyev book. I'm not aware 
of what we've said about the specific book in the past. The 
book apparently is entitled "The Class Essence of Zionism." 


Judging from all accounts, Korneyev's book, which 
alleged, among other things, that Jews collaborated with the 
Nazis in exterminating hundreds of thousands of people 
during World War II, is a viciously anti-Semitic work, and 
the U.S. Government condemns its hate-filled message. Such 
anti-Semitic propaganda, under the guise of "anti-Zionism" 
Or any other cover, is absolutely unacceptable. 


Unfortunately, "The Class Essence of Zionism" is 
merely one more manifestation of officially-sanctioned 
Soviet anti-Semitism. These propaganda efforts have also 
taken the form of a spate of anti-Semitic broadcasts and 
articles, and the formation of an “anti-Zionist Committee of 
Soviet Citizens." 


The U.S. Government has spoken out against this 
campaign aimed at both the State of Israel and Jewish activists 
within the Soviet Union, and will continue to denounce this 
Soviet government-approved anti-Semitism whenever it shall 
appear. 


Q Copy, please. 
A Yes. 


.@) Do you have any comment on this New York Times 
story today about increased contacts between the Soviet 
Ambassador and the State Department on various matters and 
the conclusions that were drawn? p 


~ 





A As we've indicated before, Secretary Shultz 
meets regularly with the Soviet Ambassador as part of our 
on-going diplomatic dialogue with the Soviet Union at all 
levels on a full range of U.S.-Soviet issues. 


I'm not going to go into the particulars of the 
article however, or of our diplomatic exchanges with the 
Soviet Union. 











ll 


Q Do you have anything on the banning of Winnie 
Mandela? 


A Yes, I do. The United States is committed to 
the principle of freedom of political expression in a non- 
violent context. Our opposition to banning is a matter of 
record. We have commented on the Mandela case extensively 
in the past, and I have nothing to add at this time. 


) I just wanted to clarify for the record, 
going back to Libya. You're saying that the Eisenhower was 
previously scheduled to be in the area; it had nothing to 
do, no relation to Chad. Are you saying there's no 
deterrent effect -- purpose behind this -- no-deterrent purpose ‘ 
-- behind this operation at all? 


A I'm not speaking to the specific genesis of 
this operation. It's not a provocation. It's not intended 
as such, and it is not related to the events in Chad. 


Q Do you know when and where Mr. Motley is 
going to be sworn in? 


A I don't know. 
Q No plans set yet? 


A I simply don't know. I haven't checked on 
it. 


0 Alan, what do you have on Habib and company's 
schedule for today? 


A I believe that they are in Israel. Let me 
check that. Right. 


re) Any plans for the Secretary to pass by 
Damascus on his way back? 


A No change in that situation. 


QO Anything on the American hostages in southern 
Sudan? | 


A Nothing new on that today. 


Q Do you have anything today on those explo- 
sions in South Africa? 


A No, I don't. 
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Q Also, did you -- maybe I missed this -- but 
did you have anything today -- have you established who 
planted those mines in Nicaragua -- on the border area? 


A No. I think that the Government of Honduras, 
or the Honduran Chief of Army Intelligence has -- he's, I 
guess, noted that they don't have similar mines. But at 
this point, I can't take it further than that. 


Q Can you tell us what the, in terms of the 
Habib mission, what the specific purpose is? 


A It is focused on our efforts to promote the 
removal of all foreign forces from Lebanon; the restoration 
of Lebanese sovereignty throughout the terrority of Lebanon, 
and security across Israel's northern border. 


Q After this time that he's traveled around to 
the various countries, how is he doing? 


A I have not and don't plan to get into any 
sort of status report. We have not done that in the past, 
and I don't think I can do that. 


Q Again, concerning this Libyan affair, does 
this Administration have a sort of list of conditions for 
Libya to improve its relations with the United States? 


A We've addressed the question of policy toward 
Libya and our concerns about Libyan policy in the past, and 
I really would have to refer you back to the record. 
There's no change in what we said about that. It's on the 
record. 


) Alan, at Christmas time last year, there was a 
similar incident. There was tension at that time, I think, 
in Sudan and AWACS were sent and also an aircraft carrier; 

I think it was the Nimitz -- I'm not sure -- was sent also 
to the Gulf of Sidra. 


There were conflicting statements all over the 
place from NSC, from here, from the Pentagon as to whether 
this were being sent in response to the crises that was 
blossoming? 


A No, there are no conflicting statements 
except in the press. 


Q What is the final statement? 
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A Statements of the government were quite con- 
sistent, and that is that that exercise at that time was 
decided upon and conducted on its own and was not related to 
the other events taking place at that time. 


Q Both the AWACS and the aircraft? 


A I didn't say. I was talking about the exer- 
cise of the -- 


Q Of the Nimitz? 


A I don't know what the ship was. I don't 
remember. 


0 Just another question on Honduras. According 
to an eyewitness, who was writing in the Post today, there 
were no bullet holes, or no obvious bullet holes in the 
wreckage of the car. That contradicts the testimony of 
eyewitnesses who were produced by the Honduran Government. 
Have U.S. officials now visited the site or examined the 
car? 


A Embassy staff, to my understanding, have had 
an opportunity to review photographs of the vehicle as well 
as a number of land mines from the area itself. I have to 
assume that these are not there for observation made 
up in the area, but we haven't yet received a full report 
from our Embassy, and we're awaiting additional details. 


Q So this is just a press report at this point. 
You're not according it any particular significance? 


A I don't want to comment on this beyond what 
I've just said, which is what we had done and what we can 
tell you. 


Q But did those photographs show evidence of 
bullet holes in the vehicle? 


A As I say, we haven't received a full report 
from our Embassy and we're awaiting additional detail. 


~ ie One more follow up. There was another report 
about 5,000 anti-Sandinista rebels massed at the border. Do 
you have any reports of an imminent conflict? 


A I don't have anything. I was asked about | 
that yesterday. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Who is negotiating for the release of the 
hostages in the Sudan? 
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A I don't have anything beyond what I said 
yesterday on that situation. As I indicated yesterday, we 
will not be continuing to comment on that. It's an on-going 
situation. As we have, in the past, in cases of hostage 
situations, tended to adopt a rather low profile for rather 
obvious reasons. 


Q Have they been contacted since Wednesday? 


A Again, I have nothing to add to what I said 
yesterday. 


re) Six ex-Latin American Heads of State are now 
meeting in Venezuela at the conference called the Conference 
on Latin American Thought, and they've issued some state- 
ments concerning the International Monetary Fund which this 
Administration has strongly supported, saying that it exer- 
cises totalitarian economic policy, and a few other things 
along those lines. Do you have any response to that? 


A I don't know what they're specific statements 
are. Our policies on the IMF are on record on a variety of 
occasions from a variety of officials. 


0 Could we request that full report being pre- 
pared by the American Embassy in Honduras be made public 
once it's completed? 


A I'll take your request and see what can be 
done about it. 


Q What's the position of the United States 
Government regarding dealing and negotiating with the PLO at 
this juncture? 


A Unchanged. 

Q Any response to the Cuban note of June 17th? 
A No, I don't have iing for you on it. 
Q 


Is Pakistan presenti.g Secretary Shultz with 
a shopping list for new or upgraded arms? 


A I guess you ought to ask Pakistan what 
they're going to be presenting Secretary Shultz with. I 
don't know. 


Q Is there a response to the 27-28 Congressmen 
asking for an independent investigation of the (inaudible) 
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A Not a very substantive response that I can 
give you from here. We haven't received a letter of the 
sort that's been described in the press, and in the absence of 
specifics, I can't offer a comment. 


I gather that part of the request is to have an 
investigation by the Inter-American Commission on Human 
Rights of the OAS. Beyond simply a factual statement that 
the rules permit private parties to present petitions to the 
Commission. It's the policy of the United Staies to 
cooperate with the Commission in all cases properly before 
it, and we encourage other member states to do the same. 


But, as I say, we haven't yet gotten the request, 
and absent that I can't go beyond what I just said. 


Q A question on the Zamora situation again. 
Yesterday, some Congressmen urged again that his visa be 
cancelled. Is there any reaction to that? 


A I don't have anything on that. I don't even 
know if he's left the country. 


e) That, I don't know. 
A He hasn't left the country? 


Q No. He's still sleeping in my living room, 
as you can well imagine. 


A He's in your living room? (Laughter) 


e) No. I was trying to give you some propaganda 
points. 


Q Anything about going to the Pentagon 
yourself? 


A Going to -- 


Q Are you going to the Pentagon to be the 
Spokesman there? 


A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two announ- 
cements. 


First, the Press Office will be closed Monday due 
to the Federal holiday, Independence Day. We'll be 
Operating on a Sunday schedule, so there will be, of course, 
no press briefing. I know you'll miss it. 


Second, a visit by the British Foreign Secretary. 
At the invitation of Secretary of State Shultz, British 
Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe will make an official 
visit to the United States July 13 to 15. In addition to 
his conversations with Secrtary Shultz, Sir Geoffrey will 
also meet with other U.S. Government officials to discuss a 
wide range of subjects of mutual concern. 


That's it on announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


0 Can you tell us what sort of things are 
being discussed by Ambassadors Habib, et al, out in the 
Middle East with the Israelis and others? 


A What sorts of things are being discussed? 
e) What sorts of things, yes. 
A No, I really can't tell you what sorts of 


things are being discussed beyond what we've been saying 
before. 


Let me react a little bit, I guess, to some of the 
stories that appeared today and last evening on what our 
policy is with regard to withdrawals. 


The policy of the United States has been and 
remains that there should be as soon as possible a total and 
concurrent withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 

In the course of his consultations in the area, Ambassador 
Habib has been reviewing the situation and discussing a 
number of ideas on how best to make progress toward our con- 
tinuing goal of the removal from Lebanon of all foreign for- 
ces, the establishment throughout Lebanon of the sovereignty 
and integrity of its central government, and the achievement 
of adequate security guarantees for Israel's northern 
border. 





We will continue to work with the Governments of 
Lebanon and Israel, and any other parties who can be of 
assistance in achieving these goals. All of our ideas and 
efforts have been in the context of the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. There has been no thought that 
one party should withdraw without withdrawal by all parties. 


Q Copy? 
A Copy? Sure. 
Q How are your attempts going to involve the 


Syrians in this process? 


A I don't have anything further at this point 
to offer you on that particular subject. 


Q You're saying that the reports that the 
United States has asked, through Ambassador Habib, Israel to 
do a unilateral withdrawal are wrong? 


A I prefer to do two things: one, is use my 
own words; and two, is not to address the specifics of what 
might be discussed between Ambassador Habib and Israel or 
anybody else. 


I've given you, I think, a fairly clear statement 
of what the policy is. 


Q Mr. Begin, this morning, according to the 
news, rejected the idea. Does this imply that the United 
States approached Begin with the request or the suggestion 
of a unilateral and complete withdrawal or not? 


A I think I just said I'm not going to get 
into the subject -- without leading you one way or another 
-- I'm not going to get into the subject of what is being 
discussed specifically, but I've given you a rather clear 
policy statement. 


0 Would that not be viewed as sort of a flip- 
flop of U.S. policy toward the area since there seems to be 
so many conflicting reports, particularly within the last 
week to ten days? Every other day we hear something -- 


A I don't know specifically what you.have 
reference to. The answer to your question, without 
reference to specifics, is that the U.S. policy certainly 
has not flip-flopped. 

















Q The withdrawal, the Israeli withdrawal will 
be a unilateral pull-back, partial or not? 


4 Again, you're asking me to get into details, 
commenting through a backdoor, if you will, on the speci- 
fics, and I'm not going to comment on the specifics. 


Q Can you address what it is that-the Israelis 
are objecting to? 


A No. I'm not going to get into the specifics 
of negotiations. (Laugther) I'll put a sign up here. 


Q Did they reject something? 


Q You're referring to a number of ideas. 
Would you characterize these ideas as new ideas, all of them 
Or part of them? 


4 I'm not going to try to characterize the 
ideas. No, I don't think I'll try to characterize the 
ideas. 


Obviously, as I said, Ambassador Habib has been 
reviewing the situation, discussing a number of ideas how 
best to make progress towards the goals that I cited. 


Q Alan, is it possible that Secretary Shultz 
may go to Madrid for the conclusion of this round on CSCE? 
There seems to be a lot of reports about the Foreign 
Ministers getting together. 

B I have heard nothing to suggest that. 


9) So if it concludes favorably, then Kampelman 
would do it? 


B, I have to assume that's the case. In any 
case, I've heard nothing to suggest that the Secretary is 
planning to stop in Madrid. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the reports of a 
ceasefire between warring factions in the PLO? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Alan, is he planning to stop in Damascus? 
Anything new on this? 


A Nothing new on that. 





fe) Is Fairbanks going to Damascus or Habib or 
Draper? 


A Nothing new on that. No plans for anybody 
to go at this point. 


0 There is a news item somewhere I've heard 
this morning that President Reagan sent a, or telephoned 
President Assad this week. 


A Who? 


0 President Ronald Reagan has called President 
Hafiz al-Assad of Syria; is this true? 


A I don't know anything about it. You might 
want to ask the White House, but I don't know anything about 
it. | 


¢) Anything about the developments with Libya? 

A With Libya? You mean with Chad? (Laughter) 
Libya and Chad? 

@) Both. 

A I don't really have any developments. In the 


Current situation, simply to note that the capital city of 
N'Djamena and the countryside south of Faya Largeau are 
calm; no indication of a move southward or toward the capi- 
tal by the dissidents. 


I might note that the United States welcomes the 
French action in providing military support to Chad. As 
we've said before, Libyan logistic support was a key factor 
in the rebel takeover of the northern Chadian town of Faya 
Largeau. The U.S. is strongly opposed to this flagrant 
intervention by Libya in the affairs of its neighbor. 


) Copy? 
A I can provide you a copy. 
0 Is the United States prepared to offer any 


logistic support, perhaps transport? 


A I have no indication of that. Our military 
relationship with Chad, I think, is limited to a $50,000 
IMET program which, in fact, has yet to be implemented. 








fe) Alan, are you still consulting with France 
and other African countries? 


A Sure. 

0 All the time? (Laughter) 

A We try. ‘ 

Q Let me try something. There are stories on 


the front pages of two major U.S. newspapers on a supposed 
U.S. idea which seems to be a major change in our position 
in Lebanon. You say there's not been a change. 


We have a story out of Israel that the Israelis 
have rejected something which appears to be identical to 
what the newspapers are suggesting. Aren't we concerned to 
the point we want to at least clarify to public opinion on 
what actually has transpired here? 


A I don't think we need to clarify the speci- 
fics of negotiations, no. But I think that it is proper to 
seek, in these circumstances, a clarification of policy, and 
that's what the guidance I've just given you is designed to 
do. : 


Q Is anybody doing that with the Syrians? Aren't 
the Syrians likely to have some questions on what's going on? 
Are we communicating this to Syria? 


A I don't know whether this is specifically 
being communicated to Syria or not. Obviously, the state- 
ment I've just given you is now in the public domain and 
presumably will be available to Syria, at least in that 
channel. I don't know whether it's being conveyed in other 
channels. 


Q How is it that something like this can 
happen? How is it that something can be reported and the 
Israeli Prime Minister can reject it and yet the State 
Department can say with a straight face that it isn't true? 
(Laughter) 


B I've given you a policy statement. We do 
that very frequently, or at least we try to. Perhaps not 
always to your satisfaction. That's how it happens. 


Q It doesn't seem to address the particular 
issue here of some sort of a unilateral timetable which the 
Syrians are undoubtedly going to look at with a great 





deal of interest. You're really not saying whether that's 
true or not true. 


A Let me refer you again to the last couple of 
sentences of what I gave you. 


All of our ideas and efforts have been in the con- 
text of the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 
There has been no thought that one party should withdraw 
without withdrawal by all parties. 


0 Do you have any complaints from the Lebanese 
authorities about Israeli-occupying forces not allowing the 
Lebanese trucking companies to go into southern Lebanon in 
order to haul produce and fruits from the orchards and 
the farmers in southern Lebanon? 


, A I don't have any comment to offer you on 
that... 
¢) Can you look into that? 
A I can look into it. It seems to me -- and I 
will look into it -- but it seems to me that that basically 


is a question which the Lebanese and the Israelis would take 
up, and they have presumably, at least, some mechanism for 
doing that. But I'll look into it and see if we have 
anything on it. ° 


--MORE-- 

















0 Alan, just back to Libya for a moment. A 
couple of years ago there was going on for quite awhile sup- 
posedly a massive investigation throughout this government 
and with the allies of illegal acquisition of aircraft by 
Libya. It was referred to several times in this building, 
but hasn't been in a couple years. 


Could you just look into that and see if that is 
still going on? 


A I will see if anybody has anything on that. 
e) When you say you're against the withdrawal 
of any party without withdrawal of the other party, are you 
talking about regrouping -- also about regrouping? Because 


withdrawal means, you know, from one point in the country to 
another point in the country. This is what -- 


A On a question of partial withdrawal, this 
is -- I've addressed that before, and I would reiterate what 
I've said on those occasions and what the Secretary has 
said, which is that anything which contributes to the 
overall objective of total withdrawal of all the foreign 
forces from Lebanon would be a positive development, 
something we would support. Anything which moves the other 
way would be a problem. 


@) In this context would you support a partial 
withdrawal of the Israeli forces from the Shouf Mountains to 
the Awali River? 


A As I've said in answer to that question 
before, I'm not going to try to make a judgment on something 
which has not taken place. 


The issue of possible redeployments by Israel has 
been something which obviously is on the Israelis" minds. 
They have indicated they would consult with concerned par- 
ties, including with the United States. We have had some 
consultations on that. We would expect that we would con- 
tinue to. I would note that Mr. Porat, in Israel, also 
noted Israel's intention to continue that process. 


0 Are you talking to the French within the 
context of the MNF to coordinate with the Lebanese army to 
move into the Shouf Mountains in case the Israelis pull out? 


A I can't answer that question in specific 
terms. Obviously, all of the parties who are involved in 


this situation, which would include all the MNF contribu- 
tors, would have an interest in what the situation would be 
like. 


In regard to possible MNF movement, which is 
your question, again, I don't have anything to offer you in 
the way of suggesting that that is about to happen or would 
happen. I think we'd have to reserve any comment on that as 
a hypothetical. 


fe) Alan, apparently the Secretary has announced 
the visit in October of the Chinese Foreign Minister. 


A Yes. 


0 In the context of that visit, where is the 
visit now of Premier Zhao? Is that still on? The invita- 
tion is still open, or is that pretty well washed out now? 


A No. I think it's where it has been -- that 
is to say, the invitation was extended; that invitation has 
been accepted; no dates have been worked out. But that's 
the same place we have essentially been. But I wouldn't 
agree with the characterization that that trip has been 
washed out. I don't think that would be right. 


0 In other words, the Foreign Minister's trip 
here is not in lieu of a visit from Zhao? 


A I would not characterize it that way. No. 


fe) Alan, yesterday you said that the U.S. had 
voted against 14 loans to 10 countries for economic reasons. 
Would it be possible for you to give us a list of those 10 
countries? 


A Let me suggest that you might want to check 
with Treasury on that. I'm not sure how publicly we go with 
that kind of information. Maybe we do. But it seems to me 
that that would more properly be in their bailiwick. 


0 Alan, is there any recent contact *etween 
the Administration and the Syrian Government and about the 
withdrawal, and at what level, if there is one? 


A I don't think I can give you details. We 
have, obviously, as I've indicated before, an Embassy in 
Damascus which has contact with the Government of Syria at 
various levels -- very senior levels. 








We have not, as I indicated before, had any 
change in the situation regarding somebody specially 
visiting Syria. 


e) Can you say at all if your understanding is 
that the Syrians would accept a higher or a different level 
from that of Ambassador Habib? 


A I'd refer you back, I guess, to what the 
Secretary said in his press conference on that subject. I 
don't have anything new to offer on that. 


‘@) Still no plan for him to go to Damascus? 


A No. There is no change in that. He has no 
plan to go there this month. 


@) Can you confirm the reassignment, or the 
planned reassignment, of Ambassador Negroponte from Honduras 
back to this Department? 


A I have no information to confirm that. 
) Will you take it? 
A No. I'll stick with what 1 just said. If 


there were a change, not only of that sort for him or any- 
body else, in any case it probably wouldn't come out of 
here. But I'm not suggesting that I'm hiding something. I 
don't know of anything to suggest that. 


0 Can you explain the meeting between Mr. 
Kissinger and Mr. Shamir, according to FBIS yesterday, that 
they discussed the Syrian withdrawal and Shamir said that 
they meet together (inaudible) according to their consensus 
that Syria would withdraw from Lebanon? 


Was Mr. Kissinger doing this on his own or in a 
mission of the United States Government? Was he reporting 
to the Secretary after that? What's the story on this? 


A The last question I can't answer, whether 
he would talk with the Secretary or not. As you know, they 
have talked frequently, and I expect that that would 
continue. 


As he indicated, Dr. Kissinger was on a private 
visit and in the Middle East in a private capacity, so he 
was not acting on behalf of the U.S. Government. 
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0 Do you have anything new on the Americans 
kidnapped in southern Sudan? | 


A I have nothing new on the Sudan. No. 


0 Anything on Guatemala and the measures 
announced y:*terday? 


A A little bit, but also a little bit on the 
Situation. The situation remains calm. We understand that 
the Government is discussing July 1984 as a possible date 
for Constituent Assembly elections. 


Obviously, setting the date itself would re- 
emphasize Guatemala's commitment to a return to a democratic 
government. 


0 Do you have anything with respect to the 
negotiations offer that was made both in Costa Rica and up 
here in Washington by the FDN? 


4 By the Sandinista group? 

¢) Anti-Sandinista. 

By Excuse me. The anti-Sandinista group, or 
whatever. 

0 No. There were two groups. 

A The Nicaraguan groups? 

0 Two groups. 

A There were two different statements made. 


Let me just give you what I have. Simply to note that the 
President in his April 27 speech before the Joint Session of 
the Congress indicated that we will support dialogue and 
negotiations, both among the countries of the region and 
within each country. 


The terms and conditions of participation in 
elections are negotiable. 


0 How does that address the question? 


fy Your question was rather broad, and I'm 
telling you what our approach is. As I understand it, they 
were talking about establishing some sort of a dialogue. Is 
that your question, or would you be more precise in your 
question? 











ll 
re) Do you want me to be more precise -- 
0 Can we get the question and answer again? 
B Why don't you ask your question again? 
Maybe you could formulate it more precisely. 
fe) All right. I'll try. The FDN proposed a 


dialogue, not necessarily leading to elections but to be 
witnessed by the Contadora Group. 


Do you have a specific statement about the proce- 
dure that they have suggested? 


4, No. I don't have any comment about the 
specific procedure. I'd refer you, as I did, to what the 
President said on April 27, which was that we support dialo- 
gue and negotiations, both within each country and among the 
countries of the region. 


I would also note that apparently the represen- 
tatives were seeking restoration of principles of pluralist 
democracy. I mean, that was framework, as I understand it, 
of what they were talking about. 


0 Do we support that? Do we support their 
position? 


4 I'm not going to try to express support or 
a value on that since we haven't seen specifically what they 
said. All we've seen is press reports. But again, they're 
talking about restoration of principles of pluralist 
democracy and mixed economy for which they said that the '79 
insurrection was fought. Certainly, principles of plura- 
list democracy and so on are things that we would support. 
That's as far as I can take it with you. 


) Have we provided them with any more support 
than the support you've just indicated? 


i That's a rather broad question. We've 
indicated before our position on what we think of 
Nicaragua's policies and maybe the origins of their 
problems, and I don't have anything new to offer you today 
on that. 


0 Could we have a filing break? 


4 Filing break? Yes. Go ahead. 
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@) Also, on Nicaragua, do you have anything 
on this American yacht which -- 
A Nothing new on that American yacht. 
@) Alan, do you have anything on the Federal 


Republic of Germany loan guarantees to East Germany? Any 
thoughts as to whether that violates the agreements? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


@) Also, one other on Germany. Eagleburger's 
meeting with a Bundestag member this afternoon -- do you 
have anything on what her party is, what her committee 
assignment is, what the purpose of the meeting is? 


A He is meeting with whom? I didn't look at 
the schedule. 

0 Mrs. Matthaues-—Maier. 

A I don't have that schedule. I'm not sure 
who -- 

0 Mrs. Matthaues-—Maier is what was on the 
schedule. 

A I don't have that. I don't know what it 
is. 

e) On the Nicaragua mediation, there was this 


other group which held a press conference in San Jose. You 
have no guidance with respect to what they said? This was 


A I have no guidance on the subject of what 
the various Nicaraguan groups said beyond what I've given 
you. 

0 Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JULY 5, 1983, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment, a fuller statement of which is available in the Press 


Office. 


The Secretary of State today announced the 
appointment of Otto Juan Reich as an adviser to the 
Secretary. Mr. Reich, who will report to the Secretary of 
State, will coordinate foreign and domestic public policy 
efforts related to Latin America in general and Central 
America in particular. 


In this respect, Mr. Reich will work closely with 
the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs 
who has overall responsibility for policy issues in the 
region. The Secretary will recommend to the President that 
Mr. Reich be accorded the personal rank of Ambassador. 


As I say, there is a longer statement, including 
biographic information, available in the Press Office. 


¢] What is he going to be doing? 


A Again, as I say, he will be generally facili- 
tating, as Ambassador Stone did in his previous role, the 
Government's ability to respond in a timely fashion to the 
public's questions and concerns about our Latin American 
policy, particularly Central America. 


8) Don't you do that all the time? 


A There has been a perceived need to do it in 
perhaps a more effective fashion. That's why Ambassador 
Stone was brought into that position. He's now moved on to 
a different position, so Mr. Reich will fill in behind hin. 
It's fairly simple. 


Q What's special about the public side of the 
policy that you now have to have two people to do what 
normally is done by the Public Affairs Bureau of the 
building? 








A There obviously is a lot of public interest 
in the issue. It is an issue which has attracted a certain 
amount of attention on Capitol Hill as well. As you'll 
recall, we had somebody who worked on that sort of a basis 
with regard to arms control issues for awhile. In any case, 
there's nothing new about the position or the function. 

It's simply a filling in behind. Ambassador Stone has been 
assigned different duties. 


Q Also on Central America, over the weekend 
there were reports that the flow of Soviet arms has 
increased dramatically -- doubled, I think is one report. 


Can you confirm that, and can you quantify it? 


A I cannot. Why don't I look into it and see 
if I can get you something on that? 


I just might go back to you on the previous question 
again for one brief sentence, and that is that certainly the 
public has a right and the government has an obligation to 
respond to interests and to respond in a coordinated 
fashion. That's what this is all about. 


Q Not to belabor the point, Alan, but that has 
been true from the beginning of the Republic, so what is so 
special about this? 


A From time to time there are issues which 
have, in fact, had more attention paid to them than others. 


Q Alan, is there a special adviser to the 
Secretary on the Middle East, ur is the Middle East no 
longer a prime issue? 


A That's not exactly the point. The point is 
on the Middle East there is no special public diplomacy 
adviser, no. 

Q No public diplomacy about the Middle East? 

A There is no public diplomacy adviser. 

Q No public diplomacy adviser. 
A 


In the same way that Mr. Reich will be 
Ambassador Stone's -- 


Q There are not as many questions asked? 











A Joe. 
Q I know. I'm not the one to belabor it. 


QO I've been away for a week, so just tell me if 
this has already been discussed last week. Ambassador 
Stone's new responsibilities -- are you referring to his 
assignment as an Ambassador to Central America, or is there 
some -- I mean, he was not formally a public diplomacy 
adviser prior to -- 


A Oh, yes, he was. 
Q Was he, formally? 
A Yes, he was. 


Q So the position's been vacant for about a 
month, is that it? Since he was -- 


A I don't know precisely how that transition 
has worked, but he certainly has moved out of that function 
into his current function. 


Q Alan, how does this position work? Does he 
like take calls from reporters or -- (laughter) -- Mr. Juan 
Reich, in this dissemination of information? 


A I cannot tell you specifically. The job as 
it normally has functioned has been one of coordinating the 
government's approach to the public, as opposed to 
necessarily being the principal answerer of questions. But 
I don't know how it will work on in that case. He may well 
be doing some of this himself. I think that all remains to 
be seen. I don't know. 


Q That might be a help in getting out the 
information. I keep reading these stories from the White 
House about how they're so interested in disseminating that 
information, but I have a lot of trouble finding the 
disseminators up in that region sometimes. (Laughter) 
Maybe he'd want to think about that as part of his 
coordination. 


A I will pass that on. 
Q Good. 











Q Do you have anything on Stone going to 
Central America later this week and what the purpose of that 
trip is to be? 


A He does plan to depart later this week for 
the region. His first stop will be San Salvador, but I am 
not going to be able to offer you anything on his itinerary 
beyond that. His purpose, as you know -- his general man- 
date -- has been announced at the time of his appointment, 
so I really don't have any specifics to offer you. 


I think that the Secretary and others have talked 
about the importance of confidentiality in carrying out his 
mission, so that we will not be giving a lot of details. 


Q Will he broaden the number of contacts? 


A Again, I don't have anything for you on that. 
I think that's precisely the kind of thing which the 
Secretary and Ambassador Stone himself have indicated is 
more appropriate in terms of seeking success simply not to 
be too specific about it. 


Q Follow-up, please. Could you re-state the 
mission that he's going to be carrying out in Central 
America? 





A I don't have the language that was used in 
front of me. His basic mission includes facilitating a 
dialogue within and between countries. 


Q Is he going anywhere else on this trip besides 
Salvador? 


A I expect he might, but don't have anything to 
offer you on the specifics of where he might go. 


¢) Alan, do you have any comment on the 
situation in Nicaragua as of this moment? 


A No. 
Q I've wanted to also ask if you have any reac- 


tion to the reports of Mr. Motley's apparent problems in 
departing Brazil? 


A As I understand this, Ambassador Motley 
responded to a letter critical of U.S. policy in Central 
America that had been sent to the U.N. Secretary General, a 
letter which was signed by 209 Brazilian Congressmen. 








Seven Congressmen sent a copy of that letter 
directly to the Ambassador. His letter in response refuted 
several of the points in the Congressmen's letter and 
explained U.S. policy in Central America. 


It was not a letter to the Brazilian Congress, I 
might add, but rather a response to each of the individual 
signers of the letter to the Secretary General. But 
Ambassador Motley is still not back here yet, solI really 
don't have more detail. 


Q Alan, going back to Otto Reich, I still don't 
have clear the main purpose of his new function as special 
adviser to the Secretary in Central America. Will he be 
dealing mainly with the press or is this a private advisory 
job with the Secretary? 


A I'll read you what I read to you earlier. He 
will coordinate foreign and domestic public policy efforts 
related to Latin America in general and Central America in 
particular. 


Q In that connection, will he be dealing with 
the formulation of that policy, or will he be dealing with 
the dissemination of information about that policy? 


What does "coordinate the policy" mean? 


A Public policy efforts. He will coordinate 
foreign and domestic public policy efforts with regard to 
Latin America in general. 


Q My question is will he have any role in for- 
mulating the Central American policy, or will he be in effect 
a public relations manager who will decide how much of it to 
= the public about and what way to tell the public about 

t? 


A I think that basically, of course, there is a 
policy structure and the person in this building who is most 
closely associated with that and responsible for it is the 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs. There's no 
change in any of that. 


The only reason I hesitate a little bit is anybody 
who gets involved in articulation of policy, obviously has 
some role in one way or another with respect to policy. But 
that is a function of the articulation of policy as opposed 
to some policy role that is assigned to that individual. His 
role is in public policy efforts as opposed to the basic 
formulation of the policy. 








Q Another subject: Today was the deadline set 
by the Southern Sudanese Liberation Front who kidnapped five 
people, including two Americans. Have you had any contacts 
with them? Do you have any word? 


A I don't have anything new for you. I'm not 
aware that today necessarily was the -- 


Q They mentioned July 5. 


“A I've seen other dates mentioned, too. But, 
in any case, I don't have anything new for you on that. 


Q Middle East? Do you have a date at this 
point for the Secretary's return to Washington? 


A Let me go through precisely what it is he's 
doing. I understand that he probably will be back late 
Thursday, but that always is subject to change. 


The Secretary is taking advantage of his passing 
through the area to make brief stops, during which he will 
have the opportunity to talk with the leaders of the 
countries he's visiting, and to assess their views and con- 
vey ours in regard to how to achieve our common objectives 
in Lebanon. 





He's already visited Saudi Arabia. Today he was 
in Lebanon. He's now in Syria. He will return to 
Washington after he concluded his talks in Israel. 


‘ Our objectives remain as the Secretary described 
them on June 29: Withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon, the emergence of a fully sovereign Lebanon, and 
security for Israel's northern border. As the Secretary has 
made clear, these objectives are served by the 
Israel-Lebanon agreement, which we fully stand behind. 


I'd reiterate what I said to you last week about 
U.S. policy. United States policy is that there should be, 
as soon as possible, a total and concurrent withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q Concurrent? 


A That there should be, as soon as possible, a 
total and concurrent withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon. As I said, the U.S. stands fully behind the 
Israel-Lebanon agreement. 








Q Alan, so in other words, if he plans to come 
back on Thursday, should he encounter any stumbling blocks 
in Syria, he will not necessarily engage in any shuttle 
efforts? 


A I think he has addressed this and would refer 
you to the press reports that have come out. I don't think 
that's the kind of trip that he has envisaged. I think I'd 
stick with the description that I've just given you about 
his intentions at this point. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Copy, please? 
A We can give you a copy. 
Q Can you elaborate on his statement that he 


has no inducement to offer the Syrians? What's the purpose 
of his trip to Syria? 


A As I say, he's going to talk with the 
leaders, assess their views and convey ours regarding how to 
achieve our common objectives in Lebanon. I don't have any 
way of taking you beyond that. He spoke for himself, I 
thought, quite clearly on that subject. 


Q I'm not really very well familiar with -- 
was the Secretary invited, or usually he does not have to be 
invited a foreign country. I'm not really very well 
acquainted with this. 


Previously, the Syrian Administration's view was 
that they don't want Habib or Draper or anyone, and suddenly 
we hear that the Secretary is going there. Did he receive 
an invitation or he does not need an invitation to visit 
Syria at this point? 


A The visit was certainly coordinated with 
the governments of the countries to which he's going. As 
I'm sure you're aware, following his communication with the 
President last week, the President asked that he try to stop 
by the region on his way back for the purposes that I've 
just outlined. 


I don't think there's anything new about our pre- 
vious understanding, for example, that the Syrian Government 
was interested in continuing a dialogue. So I don't see a 
particular problem. But, clearly, this was coordinated with 
the Government of Syria. He didn't just touch down and call 
from the airport telling him he was there. (Laughter) 


Q Did Pakistan have a role in arranging for 
his going to Syria? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q French Foreign Minister Cheysson is in vir- 


tually the same places and more or less the same times; is 
there any coordination at all between the United States and 
France, since he's also Syria and Egypt and Israel and Saudi 
Arabia? 





A Clearly, we have had a lot of discussions 
with the French and other governments about the issues 
involved. But in terms of the purposes of the visit, and so 
on, the Secretary's visit was scheduled independently. 


I can't tell you what kind of communication there 
may have been between the Secretary and Mr. Cheysson in the 
aftermath and knowledge that they were both going to be in 
the region. I'm not sure whether there has been anything. 


Q Is France offering to help mediate, for 
instance, with Syria? 


A Again, I think that that would not be 
something that I could get into from here. You might want 
to address it with the French. That's the kind of detail 
that I don't think in any case we would -- 


Q Will they meet at all, Cheysson and Shultz? 
A Nc, I don't think so. 
Q New subject. A weird report carried by the 


Syrian news agency quoting an Israeli newspaper, Homid'a, 
that last Monday Philip Habib narrowly escaped death and 
an assassination attempt. 





A Yes, I saw that last week. I have absolutely 
nothing to substantiate that whatsoever. I think it's just 
wrong. 


Q Alan, your use of the word "concurrent," 
what does that mean? 

A "Concurrent" means -- 

Q Everybody gets out at the same time? 

A At the same time. 

Q Everybody gets out at the same time? 

A That's what we're talking. I would, again, 


go back to -=- sure. This is wording that I used last week, 
"a total and concurrent withdrawal of all foreign forces 
from Lebanon." 


Q In other words, the stories last week were 
not true, that the United States never asked this -- 
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A Again, I addressed that last week. 


Q Do you have a readout about the position or 
the statements which were made after the visit of Mr. Shultz 
to Saudi Arabia and the Foreign Minister of Saudi Arabia 
saying that, according to the press reports, they were not 
-all the way behind the Israeli-Lebanese agreement, and there 
is a new position of the Saudis? 


Do you have more clarification on that? 


A No, I haven't seen those particular 
reports, but in any case I don't speak for the Saudi Government. 


Q Has there been any discussion in Moscow 
with the Soviet Union about withdrawal of Syrian forces from 
Lebanon? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
what we have discussed with the Soviets. We have discussed 
Middle East issues with them. I've made that point before, 
but I'm not going to get into the details of it. 


Q In what period of time? Last week, this 
week, over the 4th of July? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
how -- 

Q Not even on the timing? 

A No. 

6) Alan, to return to an earlier answer of 


yours, it was reported a couple of days ago that Pakistan 
has been serving as an intermediary between the U.S. and 
Syria. 


A I think this was addressed by somebody in 
the party. I can't remember whether it was done on the 
record or on background, but this question was asked and was 
knocked down. 


Q There was no such intermediary. 
Q Would you care to characterize -- 
A Excuse me, I think the answer was sort of, 


not to our knowledge, if they had been talking with them. I 
can't speak, again, for the Pakistani Government. But if 
they have been doing it, it has not been some sort of coor- 
dinated effort. 








ll 


Q Would you care to characterize the Saudi 
attitude in the discussions with the Secretary yesterday? 

A No. 

Q Second, do you have change on your stand on 


Israeli regrouping, moving from the Shouf area to the Awali 
River? 


A No, I have nothing new to say beyond what 
we've said about that before. ; 

Q Will you back this movement if it is part 
of a total withdrawal of the Israeli forces, and how would 
you go about it? 


A I can't give you specifics. All I can do 
is really go back to what has been said before. Anything 
which contributes to the total withdrawal of all the foreign 
forces is good; anything which leads in the other direction 
is a problen. 


Q You do contribute -- 


A I think you even asked that question last 
week, and I wasn't going to make that judgment. 


0 I think you've said in the past that Saudi 
Arabia has played a constructive role, either you or John? 


A I don't change that assessment. I was 
asked about the specific meetings that were just held. 


Q What I want to get was, would you still 
characterize their role as constructive, and are they doing 
anything different following the meetings with the 
Secretary? 


In other words, if you say, yes, they're playing 
a constructive role, have they changed their role at all 
since the Secretary -- 


A I really can't address that in specific 
terms. The answer is, I would stand by the characterization 
we have used before, that they have been, are playing a 
constructive role. But I can't get into details. 


Q Is there any question of the Syrian Foreign 
Minister coming to Washington in the near future to pursue 
whatever discussions the Secetary has there? 
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A I don't know of any specific plans at this 
point. I suppose one would have to wait to see what came 
out of the discussions the Secretary is now holding. That's 
just a general point. I'm not trying to give you some sort 
of a signal. 


I think at this point that dialogue is being 
carried out in Damascus. 


QO Another topic. South Africa has lifted its 
banning on some banned people, but not all. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A Many persons in South Africa, both inside 
and outside the South African Government, agree with the 
Reagan Administration that the practice of banning repre- 
sents a fundamental violation of the rule of law through the 
denial of due process. 


Our position, which is shared by many there, is 
that those guilty* of a crime should be charged and allowed 
to defend themselves through recourse to the judicial 
systen. 


The progressive elimination of banning orders 
over the past 12 months, from 96 in July 1982 to ll in July 
1983, represents a strengthening of the rule of law and a 
victory for those in South Africa working to enhance it. 


As is our practice I wouldn't discuss our private 
exchanges with the South African Government on this or other 
subjects. Nonetheless, the fact that there are still 1l 
people under banning does remain a matter of concern. 


Q Could we have a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 
Q One more follow-up. Do we have any 


response to Prime Minister Botha's criticism of the 
Eagleburger speech? 


A No. I would simply note that it was a 
rather comprehensive statement of policy, and I think ought 
to be read in its entirety. 


Q Can you elaborate on the decision to supply 
Spare parts to India for its nuclear reactor? 


* Subsequently corrected to read "accused" 
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A No, this was addressed at some length, I 
think, by the Secretary's party, and I don't have anything 
to add to it. 


Q It wasn't clear as to where they were going 
to get the -- how they were going to get the spare parts, 
from which country? 


A That's not up to us to determine. 


Q I was going to ask you whether or not -- is 
there anything doing here about the Greens coming to 
Washington this week from Germany? 


A I think there is some guidance, if you've 
got some specific questions, but I don't happen to have it 
with me, and I would -- 


Q Are they going to be coming to the State 
Department to visit with our people? 


A As a general matter, I would note that mem- 
bers of the Bundestag are regularly received in the 
Department of State from whatever party. But there is some 
more explicit guidance in the Press Office to which I would 
refer you. 


Q Do you have any background information on 
these people? 

A No, I don't. 

Q There is a story in FBIS today about the 


Karb Commission finding in Israel. This is about the 
practices in the occupied terrorities, the safety of the 
Arab population. 


The finding says that they established that 
complaints filed by Arabs were investigated negligently. 
There were a host of other things. If you care to comment 
on this, occupied terrorities still under consideration and 
under discussion which is not Israeli terrority; if you 
care to comment on this? 


A I haven't seen the report. I don't have a 
formal response to give. Obviously -- 

Q On Page I-5 of today's FBIS, if you care to 
look at it. 

A We'll look at that and see if we have 


anything to respond on that. 
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QO One more question on the Middle East, 
please. The State Department's geographer said that orders 
have been issued by the State Department, or a memorandum 
has been issued by the State Department to all agencies of 
the government making maps involving the Middle East; that 
Gaza and the West Bank, Israel and Jordan should be in dif- 
ferent colors so as to distinguish the areas from one to the 
other. 


Can you tell us more about that memorandum, and 
to whom it went and the number of maps that are being printed? 


A I don't know how much detail there is. I 
don't know anything about it, but let me look into it and 
see what there is to that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 
the White House has asked the State Department to prepare a 
list of achievable policy goals by the end of the 
President's Administration, prepared by the end of the 
President's first term? 


A Why don't I look into it and see what I can 
get you on that? 


Q There's a story out of Tokyo after these 
talks that were -- in which the American delegations, lead 
by Under Secretary Wallis, saying that the United States 
has, in effect, changed its attitude about shipping of 
Alaskan oil to Japan. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 

QO Could you look into that, please? 

A I can look into it and see if there's 
anything to be said. 

Q Thank you. 

A Okay. You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 6, 1983, 12:29 P.M. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


7 @) Alan, on the Sudanese hostages, (1) do 
you have anything to report, and (2) is the U.S. consul in 
that part of the world involved in the negotiations? 


A As to a status report, our Embassy in 
Khartoum has reported the deadline set by the rebels passed 
without incident. Talks between the Sudanese government 
negotiator, representatives of the relief organizations, and 
the rebels continue. 


I don't have anything to indicate a direct role. 
It seems to me that this brief update I just gave you indi- 
cated who were the players directly. Obviously, we are in 
touch with the situation with the Sudanese Government. 


Q You mentioned the talks. What's being 
talked about? 


A I'm not going to go into specifics. It's a 
delicate situation. I don't see the advantage to trying to 
talk about it very much. 





Q Have the kidnappers dropped their demand 
for broadcast time on VOA and BBC? 

A Again, I don't have anything to give you 
about their demands specifically. 

Q And is the U.S. position still that there 
will be no ransom? 

A I'd go back to what I said the other day, 
but I just don't have anything new to give you on any of 
this. 

Q Has a new deadline been set? 

A I don't have information. I've seen some 


press reports talking about this question, but I don't have 
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anything to offer you. Again, we're talking about people 
who are being held hostage, whose lives are at stake, and I 
don't see the point of trying to get into detail. 


Q Is there a third party other than the 
Sudanese and the Americans in the attempts to get them 
released? 


A I didn't mention Americans. I said that 
the talks between the Government of Sudan negotiator, the 
representatives of the relief organizations, and the rebels, 
the talks between those various groups continue. 


Q Any comment on the talks between Chancellor 
Kohl and Mr. Andropov? 


A No. As you know, Foreign Minister Genscher 
will be coming here next week, and I think it would be 
appropriate to withhold any comment until we've had the 
report directly from him. 


Q Did the Kohl-Andropov talks give you a 
clue what the position of the Soviets might be at the time 
after deployment of the Pershing II's? 


A Again, as I say, I think it would be 
appropriate to withhold comment until we've had a report 
directly from Foreign Minister Genscher. 


Q Do you have any comment on a story 
appearing in the Knight-Ridder papers about tension and 
dissension within the U.S. START delegation? 





Q The question? 


A The question was with regard to a 
Knight-Ridder story reporting alleged tension and dissension 
within the U.S. START delegation. It also had a number of 
other elements to it, I would note. 





In any case, my response to you is that the story is 
erroneous. Our negotiators in Geneva are working in a 
flexible and innovative manner in an attempt to reach a 
START agreement. While there are clearly differences be- 
tween the views of both sides, the meetings in this round of 
negotiations have been serious and businesslike. 


The U.S. delegation is working well under 
Ambassador Rowny's leadership and has renewed its efforts 
with determination to secure the reductions we seek. 
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As you know, the delegation's instructions from 
the President provide for substantial flexibility in working 
toward this result. With corresponding good faith by the 
Soviet side, there is no reason why progress cannot be made. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes, we can get you a copy. 
Q Could you spell out in what respect this is 


erroneous? That article made a lot of different points? 


A I'm not going to try to do more than I've 
done here. It addressed the question. I'll just pcint out 
to you that it addressed both the workings of the delega- 
tions -- and I'd point out to you that in this statement 
I've said the U.S. delegation is working well under 
Ambassador Rowny's leadership -~ and it addressed the 
question of the atmosphere in the talks between the U.S. 
delegation and the Soviet delegation. I would point out 
that in what I've given you we talked about the meetings 
being both serious and businesslike. 


Q Could you get somebody to spell -- if you 
don't want to, could you get someone else to spell out pre- 
cisely what's erroneous in that story? 


A I've just pointed out two specific aspects. 
I'm going to leave it at that. 


Q It's important in view of the promises that 
the President made to the Senators and the Congressmen in 
connection with the MX missile. He said that the nego- 
tiations are going to proceed, as you just mentioned, in a 
flexible and serious and diligent and sincere manner. I'll 
admit that what McCartney outlined there is certainly inno- 
vative, but I don't know whether it would fulfill those 
other premises. 


A I will repeat to you what I've just said. 
And the answer is, no, I will not go beyond that and I will 
not try to get somebody else to respond to your question. 
That the negotiators are working in a flexible and innova- 
tive manner in an attempt to reach a START agreement. 
I go on to point out that the instructions from the 
President provide for substantial flexibility in working 
toward the reductions that we seek. I think that is respon- 
sive to your question. 








4 


Q On the part that said that the negotiations 
-- that the negotiators were essentially screaming at each 
other, you're saying that that's not true; that the talks 
were serious and businesslike? Is that -- 


A Yes. 


Q Did shouting matches occur, Alan? The 
story says that at least three times Rowny squared off for 
more than four hours of loud and angry argument with his 
Soviet counterpart. Did that happen or is that erroneous? 


A I would, again, refer you to the words I 
have used: Serious and businesslike. I am sure that, as in 
many negotiations, there may have been spirited exchanges, 
but I would not use that to be a confirmation of the kind of 
language that you just cited to me. 


Q I don't understand whether you're disputing 
the facts of the story that's a fact -=- or whether you're 
disputing the generalizations of the story. Clearly, you're 
disputing the generalizations. You're saying the atmosphere 
was serious and that the START delegation works well 
together. Those are generalizations. What about the facts? 
Are you saying that those are erroneous or not? 


A It's a rather long story and I don't think 
it's going to be productive to try and get in -- because we 
don't -=- to the specifics of what we're proposing to the 
Soviets and the very, very specific ways, and so on. The 
rule of confidentiality applies here. 


I think that what I have said does address the 
kinds of question you're asking. 


Q Alan, is there a thought being given to 
combining the two sets of talks under one negotiator? 

A I'm not aware of any consideration of doing 
that. 

Q What about the detail of communications 


between Rowny and Nitze? Can you tell us whether they do in 
fact talk to each other; whether they have to go through 
aides? 


A I don't know what the specifics are of 
that. My understanding is that they certainly communicate 
well and e®f<«tively. 


But could you look into whether they speak 
through aives or whether they talk directly to each other? 











A No, I don't think we have to get into the 
question of how any two officials in this government con- 
municate. I'm sure it varies from time to time. 


Q The story implied that there isn't much 
cooperation between the two of them, except very indirectly, 
and it seems that the negotiations have to be carried on with 
a great deal of synchrony. 


A I don't have anything on the details of 
their communications, the mechanism which is what you're 
asking about, and I really don't think it's appropriate to 
speak from here about not just them, about the way anybody 
is communicating. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about the 
situation in Chad today? 


A Yes, I can give you a little bit on that. 
Libyan-supported rebels have attacked the town of Oum 
Chalouba, about 180 miles southeast of Faya Largeau. Fierce 
fighting was reported yesterday between rebels and govern- 
ment troops at Oum Chalouba. The rebels appear to be 
engaged in a push toward the strategic town of Abeche in 
eastern Chad. 


Q Is there any evidence that that indicates 
an eventual effort to get to the capitol? 


fa I don't think I could take it beyond what 
I've said at the moment, but obviously they are pushing out 
from Faya Largeau. 


Q Can you tell me whether, in addition to the 
French assistance which you have referred to in the past, whether 
Egypt is also providing assistance to the government there? 


A I can't. You would have to ask the 
Egyptian Government. 


~ 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports from 
Israel that they're definitely going ahead with the 
redeployment? 

A No. The Secretary is in the area. He will 


be talking with Israeli officials. I think it would be 
appropriate to leave it to him in his discussions and what- 
ever he may want to say about his discussions rather than 
trying to address it from here. 
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Q Do you have anything about his talks today 
in Syria? 

A I don't. 

Q How about his travel plans? 

A I understand that he is planning to make 


brief stops, in addition to what we've already indicated, 
brief stops in Jordan and Egypt on his way back, which, for 
those of you who are rushing out to the airport to meet hin, 
would put him in at an hour that I would suggest you would 
want to take some hot coffee or something out with you, or 
maybe cold coffee, depending on the -- 


Q Breakfast, in other words? 

A Getting close. 

Q Is that still scheduled for Friday morning, 
early? 

A Yes. 

Q When will he be going to -- where will he 


first stop from Israel? When will he leave Israel and then 
where will he go? 


A I don't recall, frankly, whether he would 
go first to Jordan and then to Egypt, but that would strike 
me as possible, likely. But I don't have the detail of 
that in my head. 


--MORE-- 














Q That would be today, Alan? 
A No. That would be tomorrow, I think. 


Q What can you tell us more about those "small 
working groups" between the Syrians and the United States? 


A I can't tell you anything about it. Again, 
I'm not going to get into the question of what's going on 
out there with the Secretary. I think I would have to leave 
that to the Secretary and his party to discuss. I just don't 
have the details, and as with Phil Habib and others it's not 
profitable to try and keep up with then. 


Q But you don't dispute this. 


a I don't have any information to give you on 
that at all. 


Q How brief are these stops in Egypt and in 
Jordan, and will Habi* and company stay in the area after 
the -- 


A I don't know what Ambassador Habib's plans 
are. As far as how long those stops would be, I would 
measure them probably in hours. 


Q Okay. So basically just a brief, or -- 


A Yes. But I think that they also offer ample 
opportunity for a good discussion with the leaders. 


Q Do you anticipate the Secretary having any 
kind of a public appearance on Friday upon his return, sum- 
marizing this trip, particularly the Middle East portion 
thereof? 


a I'm not aware of any plans to do that. I'm 
sure that he will want to report to the President. Whether 
that would include any sort of public appearance or whether 
he would be doing something separate, I don't know. I have 
no indication at this point that he would be planning to do 
that. But if there's something that develops, obviously, we 
would let you know. 


Q On Senator Stone's trip, can you say if he's 
going to meet with representatives of the FDR/FMLN in 
Mexico? 








A Again, as I said yesterday and I've indicated 
before, we're not going to get into the details of what he 
will be doing. The only thing we've said about his trip is 
that he does anticipate leaving later this week, that his 
first stop will be San Salvador. 


Q There's a story in the Times tcday, saying 
he's going to Mexico, and he in fact will meet perhaps with 
Mr. Zamora. 


A I'm aware of the story, but I'm not going to 
get into the question of his schedule and whom he may be 
meeting and so on. 


Q Again, regarding the working groups to be set 
up between the United States and Syria, is it valid to 
assume that this will put an end to the third party's 
intervention in the diplomatic efforts? 


A Again, I'm simply not prepared to address the 
issi'* much less to talk about working groups, or, if there 
wer. working groups, what the working groups might be designed 
to do. I've got to leave that to the Secretary and his 
party. I can't do that from here. I'm sorry. 

Q On the same subject, Alan, not the working 
groups: Do you have any indications that the Saudi 
government's position regarding the agreement, post the 
Secretary's visit there, have changed, or would you say it 
still is the same? Reports from there indicate that the 
Saudis have shifted a little bit. 


A This question was raised yesterday, and I've 
indicated that, with respect, I could not address the Saudi 
position. That's up to them to talk about. Again, it's up 
to them to talk about their position, and I'm not going to 
get into the question of what was discussed. That may not 
be helpful, but that's where we are. 


Q Forgive me. I am asking not for -- you are a 
party. ~The Secretary was there. 


A Right. 


Q So you could say if you don't want to comment 
on it, I will take it, but if you say you don't want to 
answer for the Saudis doesn't -- I'm not asking you to 
answer for the Saudis. 














i A a Ne 











A In terms of our reading of it, I don't intend 
to give a reading from here. I don't know what the 
Secretary may have done on that. Okay? 


Q Can't argue with that. 


Q In Latin America, there was a posting just 
this morning on Soviet-bloc arms shipments to Nicaragua, and 
said that they were running at a rate higher than in 1982. 
Can you quantify that at all? 


A No. I cannot. 
Q Any kind of breakdown? 
A Can't give you any more detail than we did. 


Q You can't give any better indication of the 
rate higher than ‘82? 


A No. 


Q I mean, there were some specifics in that 
Defense Department report in May -- 


A I understand. 


Q -- about a shipment of tanks here or a ship- 
ment of something else. 


A I understand that, but I don't have more 
detail to give you. 


Q Back to the Middle East for just a second. 
There was a report on the Beirut Fmbassy bombing which 
attributed it to an inside job. Do you have any comment on 
that report, or do you have any comment on the Embassy 
bombing, the results of any investigation? 


4 As far as we know, there is no evidence sup- 
porting the theory of Embassy employee involvement in the 
Beirut bombing. Also, as far as we know, no such evidence 
has been presented to those conducting the official 
investigation. 


All evidence we have seen indicates the use of a 
car bomb. Thus, we regard the report as entirely specula- 
tive and without foundation in fact. 
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We are, of course, in regular contact with the 
Lebanese authorities in charge of the investigation and will 
expend every effort to see that there is a successful 
conclusion to the investigation. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. We can provide copies. 


Q On Cuba, a while ago you acknowledged 
receiving this note on June 17, and you said it was being 
studied. 


A Right. 


Q It was reported at the time that the Cubans 
had expressed an interest in an overall review of migration 
matters. Any response yet to that note? 


A There was been no reply yet. 


Q There is a report from Israel that 5,000 
dunums, Arab owned, in the District of Ramallah, were con- 
fiscated yesterday. Are you familiar with the report or do 
you have any comment on it? And, if not, can you please 
look into it? 


A No. I'm not familiar with it, but, again, I 
think that this is a kind of issue which would be -- I pre- 
sume you're talking about a legal issue that would be 
settled in courts, if there is a dispute. 


I don't know what the facts are -- I haven't heard 
of this -- but I don't know that we would be commenting on 
that. 


Q Roland Voigt and some other members of the 
Green Party faction that's being entertained at the State 
Department have been involved in a series of meetings with 
Muammar Qaddafi to plan actions in Germany against the 
German-0.S. alliance, and to plan actions against the deployment 
of Pershing and Cruise missiles and so on. 


Does the State Department view these meetings as 
an opportunity for indirect talks with Qaddafi? 


A No. 


Q On the same subject, does the State 
Department have any ‘aformation, linking the people who will 














ll 


be entertained here with the Krefeld attacks on George 
Bush's car? 


A First of all, let me go to your word 
"entertained." I think that we pointed out before that we 
receive delegations from the Bundestag and meet with then, 
exchange views, and that is being done in this case. So 
let's keep the characterization accurate. 


I have no information about who is responsible, 
involved, in the Krefeld demonstrations or that these indi- 
viduals were involved. 


Q If they were involved, would there be grounds 
for denying them visas? 


A That's very speculative. 


Q Two questions, please: Do you have any com- 
ments on the steel quotas and their effect on our allies? 


A I'm not sure that I have. 


Q (Inaudible) don't export that type of spe- 
cialty steel, that might still be affected? 


A I think that most of those questions would 
have to be addressed by STR or others. Obviously, the 
Mission of the European Communities yesterday expressed 
their view here, but I don't have anything to add to it. 


Q Do you have anything on UNITA movements in 
southern Africa? 


A No. 


Q Anything on the visit of the President of 
Honduras to the States? 


A I understand that he is in Houston, or going 
to visit Houston, on a private visit. 


Q Is he having any meetings with Administration 
officials? 


A No. My understanding, as I say, is it is a 
private visit. He has no plans to come to Washington. 


Q A kind of a leftover from yesterday, you were 
asked yesterday and the Department answered late yesterday 
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with a taken question on the list of achievable policy goals 
by the end of this term. And the answer, when it came back, 
was in answer to a question about whether the President 

had requested a list of goals and priorities. 


The question was about achievable goals -- 


A The answer essentially is in response to 
that. I'm sorry if the question as put up on the board 
was not precisely that, but the question that was answered 
was about the -- 


Q The list was given to the President, in other 
words, was a ‘list of things that the Secretary of State 
believes can be achieved by the end of this Reagan term. 


A It was in response to the President's request 
for that. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Alan, now that the conference on Latin 
American political thought in Caracas has concluded -- the 
conference in which six former presidents of Latin American 
nations participated -- they've issued a couple of state- 
ments that are highly critical of IMF policy which the 
United States has supported. They also call for 
establishing a Latin American coordinating council on debt. 

ran Yes. Could you ask a question? 


Q Do you have any comment to that, response to 
that, at all? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


- (The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #116 


THURSDAY, JULY 7, 1983, 12:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new to report on 
the hostages in the Sudan? 


A Not really. The five humanitarian workers, 
including two Americans, remain hostage in Sudan. Our 
latest information from our Embassy in Khartoum is that 
negotiations continue with the rebels holding the workers. 
That's all I've got on it. 


Q And no new deadlines have been set? 
7 I don't have anything on deadlines. 
0) Have you heard anything about any unrest or 


disturbances in northern Jordan? It's being reported by 
Syrian radio. 


A I've seen nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the assassination 
attempt against the Prime Minister of Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. I've seen the wire reports, but 
I don't have anything independent on it. 


8) What is the State Department's feeling now 
about Israeli redeployment? 


A I have nothing new to say on that subject. 
The Secretary, I believe, has addressed it, to a certain 
extent, in his briefings with the press, but I have nothing 
beyond that. 


Q Do you have the timetable on the Secretary's 
return from the Middle East? 


A I think the estimated time is sometime around 
3:30 a.m. 





Q Friday? 

















A Friday. 


Q Is he going to meet with the President 
tomorrow? 


A I believe the White House had something on 
that. Let me ask you to check with them. 


Q At 1:30. 

A Jim says they've said something about 1:30. 
0 Tomorrow? 

A Tomorrow. 


0 Has there been anything at all (inaudible) 
that you can say about what you've heard from the Germans on 
what Kohl was told, what new proposals he might be planning 
to communicate to the U.S.; anything at all? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. Again, 
Foreign Minister Genscher will be here next week, so I think 
we should wait until then at least. 


Q Alan, has the State Department been asked to 
furnish any information regarding the “Briefing Gate" 
question? Have people here been asked to cooperate in any 
investigation, or has there been any contact with the White 
House regarding that, as to tracking down information; 
anything of that sort? 


A I'm not aware of anything. I gather from 











news reports -- as opposed to anything else -- that the Justice 


Department is conducting its own investigation of this, and 
I think it would be up to them to talk to that point. But 
I'm personally not aware of any such -- 


fe) You don't know of anyone here that's been 
questioned at this point? 


A I don't. 


0 You have been asked this question many times. 
Let me try it again. Refer me to something in particular. 
Now that the Israelis are certain to redeploy, we keep 
hearing, what is the United States’ new assessment to this? 


A I was asked this earlier. I don't have anything 


new to say. The Secretary, to the extent we're prepared to 
address this, the Secretary did address this, I think, with 
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correspondents accompanying him. I would refer you to the 
reports coming out of that. I don't have a transcript of 
his remarks, so there's nothing I can say about that. I 
have nothing new on that. 


0 When was the last time he commented on that? 
Just today? 


A I think he's talked about the general issue -- 
yes, today, yesterday -- in response to questions. 


0 Is Begin still coming here on the 27th; is 
that a fixed schedule? 


A My information is that he is, yes. 


0 Do you have anything on the report from El 
Salvador today on the massacre that took place? 


A I don't have anything here with me. No. 
There might be something later. 


0 Thank you. 
A Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:05 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #117 


FRIDAY, JULY 8, 1983, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two announce- 
ments: 


First, available in the Press Office are a limited 
number of copies of Foreign Relations of the United States, 
1952-54, Volume 5, Western European Security. Please note 
that on the press release the embargo is until 6:00 p.m. 
July 13, 1983. One copy per organization. A summary of the 
volume prepared by the Office of the Historian is attached 
to the press release included with each volume. 








Second, I'd like to note that today is Carolyn 
Johnson's last day in the Press Office. Next week she assumes 
duties as Staff Assistant in Under Secretary Schneider's 
office. Obviously, we will miss her, and we wish her well in 
her new assignment. 


I would also like to introduce Robert Williams, 
sitting next to Carolyn, a Foreign Service Officer who has 
temporarily joined the Press Office. Robert joined the 
Foreign Service in 1980, has served in San Salvador and 
Adana, Turkey, and we're very grateful to have him with us. I 
know that you will make him feel welcome. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


e) A couple of standing things: Anything new on 
the Sudan hostages? 


A Yes, I can give you something on that. 
Q Sudan what? 
A Sudan hostages. 


At about 0700 A.M. Sudan time, which is 1:00 A.M. EDT, 
the Government of Sudan military forces conducted an opera- 
tion to secure the release of the hostages being held in the 
vicinity of the game park headquarters at Boma in southern 
Sudan. This operation was carried out entirely by the 
Sudanese. 


One of the American hostages was confirmed alive and 
well by the Sudanese military. We have been in contact with 
the family. At this time, we have no information on the other 

















four hostages. The Sudanese military is conducting a search 
for them. For further details on this operation, you should 
consult with the Government of Sudan. 


fe) Copy? 

A Yes. 

e) Do you know which of the Americans? 

A I cannot, for Privacy Act reasons, Jim, give 


you the name. 


@) Was this done with our acquiescence, or what? 


A Throughout the incident, the U.S. Mission in 
Khartoum was in close touch with the Government of Sudan. Our 
mission was also in touch with the private aid agencies which 
employ the persons taken hostage. 


The Department also consulted closely with the other 
governments, with U.S.-based representatives of the relief 
organizations, and we were in touch, of course, with the 
families. In every instance, I should point out, these con- 
tacts reflected the fact that complete authority and 
responsibility for managing this incident rested with the 
Sudanese Government. We were not consulted about this 


operation. 


Q So you don't necessarily agree that it took 
place, that they charged the location where the hostages were 
kept, since you say -- 


A Our information is dependent upon what the 
Sudanese Government has given us. I've given you in the 
initial statement that point. 


Q I was just trying to find out whether the 
United States thought this was a wise move. 


A Bernie, this was a judgment where the 
Government of Sudan saw a need to conduct the operation to 
protect or assure the safe release of the hostages, and we are 
not in a position to second-guess that decision. 


Q Alan, the time you gave us, was it Sudanese 
time? I don't remember. 


A I gave you both. 











.@) O.K. Sorry. I couldn't remember. 

e) After the Sudanese authorities carried out the 
Operation, did they contact you and tell you that they had an 
American alive? 


A We were informed of the operation after it had 
begun. I can't give you an exact time on that. 


e) When it began or after? 
A After it had begun. 


Q When did it take place? When did the abduc- 
tions start? 


A I'm sorry. 


¢) When did they abduct them? When did they take 
them hostage? 


A I'll ask you to go back and look. I don't have 
the dates in my head at this point, but I'm sure that's all 
available. 


0) Alan, you said the operation was undertaken 
wholly or entirely by the Sudanese. 


A That's right. 


6) Does this mean the decision of undertaking the 
operation was solely by the Sudanese? 


A Sure. That's what I've been saying. 


0) Isn't it odd that they wouldn't have notified 
us ahead of time, though, since Americans were involved? 


A I don't know -- 


fe) Alan, how soon after the operation was underway 
was the U.S. Government informed? 


A I say I don't have an exact timing on that. 


0 Is Secretary Shultz planning to go to Madrid 
for this Foreign Ministers’ meeting? 


A Bernie, I don't have anything new on that. As 
far as I know at this point, there is no decision to do that. 
The conference hasn't concluded in any case, so it may be pre- 
mature to discuss that. 











0 When would he be going? Is it the 18th? 


A I don't know. I suppose it depends on what 
happens at Madrid, and I can't predict that. SolI can't give 
you a date when such a conclave of Foreign Ministers, as has 
been discussed in the press, might be held. 


8) Is the Secretary planning to talk to the press 
this afternoon after meeting with the President, or no plans? 


A At this point, as far as I know, he has no plan 
to, but I can't predict that. I guess you will have to wait 
and see what happens following his meeting with the President. 


Q Was the Middle East the topic for the NSC 
discussions this morning at 11:00? 


A As you know, we have not discussed subjects of 
NSC meetings. 


Q Who is accompanying him to the White House? Do 
you have a listing? 


A No, I don't. 


0 What is the readout of the total picture from 
the Syrian position? I know that the mission has failed, but 
what are the basic demands or requests of the Syrians in order 
to come to an agreement to -- 


A I think we would, obviously, let the Syrians 
speak for themselves on this. In terms of the characterization 
of the mission and what it accomplished or didn't accomplish, 

I would refer you to what the Secretary said. 


0 Do you have anything on the disturbances in 
Hebron? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. 


We deplore the murder and condemn those responsible 
for it. We also condemn the burning of parts of the Hebron 
market. Indeed, we're greatly concerned by any development 
which increases the likelihood of confrontation and violence 
in the West Bank. 


Yesterday's events underscore the need to find some 
way to address constructively the underlying causes of unrest 
in that area. 























0 Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, on that point, I asked the other day 
about the Karb Commission Report -- Judith Karb; I think she 
is a lawyer. And it also talked about the violence which has 
been precipitated on the presence of ultra-fanatic settlers 
and others. And you said that this could be addressed to -- 
if I were to quote you -- the Israeli authorities, and the 
Israeli authorities will answer to my request, if you have 
any comment on it. 


Subsequently, this, if not maybe all of it, part of 
the whole violation on the West Bank, and you didn't address 


it. Now, you're addressing this, which means -- has the 
picture changed, your understanding, or what's the -- (sic). 
A No. You asked about a specific report. I 


didn't comment at the time on the report, and we're not going 
to comment on the report. 


The attitude, I gather, of the Government of Israel 
in taking and looking at that report is also addressed in 
the particular article you mentioned. 


Obviously we have been, and will continue to be, 
concerned about violence, and hope that ways can be found 
urgently to end that violence. 


0 Forgive me if you have addressed this topic 
once before. Next week there is that conference in Vienna, 
supposedly on the Israeli-South African alliance. Does the 
State Department have any position on this conference? 


A We do. I'm not sure -- let me just see if I 
have it. Yes, I do have it. 


The United States unequivocally opposes this 
conference. It will exacerbate, not help, to solve the 
problems of the Middle East or South Africa. 


We also oppose the conference taking place under any 
UN aegis because two of its three sponsors are Soviet-front 
organizations -- the World Peace Council and the Afro-Asian 





People's Solidarity Organization. In last year's General Assembly, 


we cast the only vote against the Resolution which authorized 


U.N. participation in the conference as a part of the work program 


of the United Nations Special Committee on Apartheid. The 
United States will not participate in the conference. 











Are we withdrawing funds for it? 

I'll have to look into that, Connie. 

Can we get a copy of that statement? 

Yes. 

Do you have anything on Stone's schedule? 


No, I don't. 


on Fr oO Fr ODO FP DO 


Alan, did the State Department represen- 
tatives on Wednesday tell the Green delegation that was here 
that the U.S. position on Pershings was not that the 
Pershings were designed as a counterweight to the SS-20's 
but were rather part of a new military stragetic doctrine? 


A I don't know specifically what happened, but 
our position on the SS-20's, which would not be consistent 
with that, is quite public and well known. 


Q The reason why I ask you that is that, as you 
may know, representatives from that delegation, or I think 
actually the entire delegation, held a press conference 
yesterday afternoon in which they said they got what they 
called an official statement from the State Department to 
that effect which they said would be very useful to them in 
their propaganda against the Helmut Kohl administration in 
Germany. 


On that basis, I thought I might want to give you 
the opportunity to deny that that was said. 


A Okay, let me look into it. It's totally 
inconsistent with our approach. 


re) I thought so. 
A I'm glad you thought so. 


0 Yesterday, there were reports of disturbances 
in northern Jordan, and you didn't have anything on it. Do 
you have anything on it today? 


A No. We have seen the various press reports 
on it, but don't have anything on it. 


Q On another subject. A couple of base nego- 
tiations -- can you bring us up to speed? 











First, what's happening with the Greek Defense 
Couperation Agreement? 


A There is some guidance which I would refer 
you to. It's in the Press Office. Instead of trying to 
recall -- basically at this point Ambassador Bartholomew is 
back here. As you know, we think that those negotiations 
are important, the relationship is important, but let me 
refer you to the guidance that does exist. 


‘@) And another one. President Marcos of the 
Philippines is quoted this morning as saying that unless the 
United States produces X amount of rent for the bases that 
he will turn to the Soviet Union for some sort of an 
arrangement. 


A I have not seen that. I'd would refer you, 
instead of some press report on that particular issue, to 
the various official statements that were made during the 
course of the successful conclusion of the review recently. 


@) Has there been any communication through the 
Interests Section from Havana on this latest hijacking? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I can look 
into it and see what we have. 


0) Any comment on the court decision yesterday 
that affects those who are seeking to return to Cuba? 


A I think that, in general, at this point, the 
Administration is pleased that that program, or that policy, 
will not be held up for the moment until, I gather, that 
there is another proceeding to go through. This was a tem- 
porary decision until the issues are argued more substan- 
tively. 


Is this the point that you're making about the use 
of -- this was not yesterday; this was a. couple days ago? 
Or I may be talking about the wrong thing. What are you 
talking bout? 


0 There was a court decision by a Federal court 
judge yesterday, at the District Court level, who said that 
the excludables were entitled to certain -- 


A I'm sorry. I am addressing the wrong issue. 
I don't have any reaction to that particular statement. 


2) Is this a State Department matter? Since the 
State Department made some kind of diplomatic representation 

















recently, will the State Department lawyers undertake to 
determine its effect? 


A I don't know what the State Department might 
get into, but obviously, in terms of the court, it would be 
a Justice Department matter to handle. 


8) Has the U.S. Government been approached by 
the Government of Egypt to assist with a cholera epidemic, 
to the best of your knowledge? 


A I don't have any information on that. ° 
2) Can you check into it? 


A I can try and check into it. I'm not sure 
whether we would have -- I can check and see what I can find 
out. 


'@) Habib, Draper and Fairbanks, have they all 
returned with Shultz or stay out in the region -- 


A No, Ambassador Fairbanks returned with the 
Secretary. Ambassadors Habib and Draper have remained in 
the region. I cannot tell you specifically where they are 
at this particular moment. 


@) Can you tell us anything about their mission 
at this point? How long they might stay? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


0 Alan, another question on the Greens. At the 
same press conference, they announced that the major purpose 
of their trip, aside from the meetings here at the State 
Department, was to recruit Americans to participate in ille- 
gal blockades and other action against NATO and other mili- 
tary facilities in Germany and also to encourage Americans 
to carry Out that sort of action against military facilities 
here. 


Does that in any way violate the terms of their 
visas? 


A I don't know whether it does or doesn't 
violate the terms of their visas. I'm not aware that 
they've said those particular things. 


8) They said it publicly. You could find out as 
easily as the FBI could find out about KGB involvement in 
the peace movement, if they wanted to. Can you look into 
it? 














A I will see if anybody has anything on it. 


0 Alan, the Secretary having just come back 
with the results as they are, what is next on the agenda for 
the Middle East? What is -- 


4 The very next thing, obviously, is for the 
Secretary to report to the President in about an hour. 
Beyond that, I can't tell you. I think that session and 
review that might come out of that, people would decide what 
they will be doing next. 


0 There's a story out of Bonn quoting a German 
spokesman as saying one of the positive results of the Kohl 
meeting with Andropov was a suggestion by the Soviets that 
the INF talks resume a week earlier, in September. Has that 
been conveyed to the U.S.? 


A I saw that report just before I came out 
here. I also saw at the end of that report a suggestion 
that Foreign Minister Genscher was going to convey that when 
he came to Washington. I can only tell you what I've seen 
in the press. 


0 Does the U.S. have a position on deploying 
the UNIFIL forces throughout the area which Israel might 
recede from? 


A The UNIFIL forces? 


0 Right. 
A No. I don't think we have come up a position 
on what might happen in that contingency. 


¢) On that, there's an editorial today, or a 
public piece, by the leader of the opposition in Israel 
where he's suggesting that Saad Haddad still may play a 
major role in there. How does the U.S. Government see that? 


A I'd refer you back to what we've said over 
the months about the disposition of those forces and Major 
Haddad's own role. I don't have anything new to offer you 
on that. There's no standard position. 


0 Evans & Novak column this morning suggested 


A Who had a column? Evans & Novak? 


¢) Evans & Novak column this morning suggested 
that you censor the -- the State Department censored the GAO 
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report and U.S. aid to Israel not because of reasons related 
to U.S. security but because of bilateral U.S.-Israeli rela- 
tions. What do you make of this suggestion? 


A I don't have any information on it. I can 
only tell you that there are rules for classifying things, 
or keeping things classified. I would presume that those 
rules are being followed, but I don't know anything about 
that particular report. 


fe) Now that the Secretary is back in town, can 
you look into whether- or not during his meeting with Averell 
Harriman the question of Andropov's orders regarding 
fomenting the current Briefing Gate scandal came up? 


A I think I can safely said that the subject 
was not even in the air. 


0 You don't think Harriman and Andropov wanted 
to bring the Secretary in on that one. 


A Madga, did you have a question, a serious 
question? 


Q Some press reports coming out from some of 
the Arab capitals are suggesting that the positions of these 
Arab capitals are now leaning towards the Syrian position 
more than before. Do you have any comment on this? 


A No, I don't. These governments will have to 
speak for themselves. The point is that we will remain 
actively involved in tryfng to find ways to effect the total 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces from Lebanon, to 
restore Lebanese sovereignty throughout the terrority, and 
to assure security across Israel's norther border. We will 
continue in that effort. 


0 Would you comment particularly on the joint 
communique by the Moroccans and Libyans just a few days ago? 


A I don't have any comment on it. 


0 Do you have anything on D'‘Aubuisson's state- 
ments yesterday about civil defense forces? 


A I don't know what they were, so I don't have 
any comment on them. 


@) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A brief announce- 
ment. A press backgrounder will be held this afternoon on 
the visit of Vice Chancellor and Foreign Minister of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Hans-Dietrich Genscher. That 
backgrounder will be held here in this Briefing Room today 
at 4:00 p.m. 


That's it on announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on some visi- 
tors to Washington? First, the Chinese team negotiating on 
nuclear matters; and, also, whether Ambassador Kampelman is 
back in town? 


A Yes, I can give you something on both of 
those. As far as the Chinese ‘delegation is concerned, when 
Secretary Shultz visited the Peoples Republic of China 
earlier this year he invited the PRC to send representatives 
to Was..ington for detailed discussions on nuclear matters. 
The PRC delegation arrived July 9. It's being headed by Jai 
Weiwen, Commissioner of the State Science and Technology 
Commission of the PRC. 


There will be three days of discussions in 
Washington today, July 11; tomorrow, July 12, and Thursday, 
July 14. 


Ambassador-at-Large Richard T. Kennedy, the 
Secretary's advisor on Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Nuclear 
Energy matters will head the U.S. side of the talks. As far 
as -- 


Q Before we leave this, can we ask you 
something more or do you want to do the other ones? 


= Go ahead. I'm not sure I have much more to 
give you. 


0 There's a report from UPI that says that 
the United States has drawn up a draft agreement which 
Suggests that it's pretty well close to a nuclear coopera- 
tion deal with the Chinese. Is it true? 




















A I'm not aware that we're close to an 
agreement with the Chinese. 


e) What is the issue dividing the two 
countries? 


A I don't have specifics on that. Let's 7z2e 
how these talks go and see if we have anything to say on 
that or any other aspect of that after they've concluded. 


fe) That's a Chinese statement. That's what 
Don's referring to, a Chinese statement. 

A On IAEA, or not? 

fe) Saying that they're willing to discuss a 


draft agreement on nuclear cooperation. 


A Let me look at it and see if I can get 
something. That's fair enough. 


Q Alan, can you be any more specific about 
the areas of discussion other ‘than just nuclear? 


A No, I can't. And, as I say, let's let the 
talks finish and then if we can provide some further 
readout, I'll be happy to do that. I'm not sure that we 
can, but let's let the talks conclude which will be through 
this Thursday. 


e) Alan, is your phrase "nuclear cooveration?" 
fe) Nuclear matters. 
A Nuclear matters. 
fe) You're not even ruling out nuclear weapons 


matters? 


A No. Again, I would remind you that Richard 
Kennedy is the advisor on Non-Proliferation and Nuclear 
Energy matters. 


Q Would you say this round of discussions is 
comparable in any way to the two round of discussions the 
U.S. has had with the Soviet Union on the nuclear non- 
proliferation? 


A I don't try to draw parallels between 
various sets of talks. 








On Ambassador Kampelman, to reiterate a point I 
made last week, the United States has not agreed to a final 
concluding document at Madrid. Ambassador Kampelman was in 
Madrid over the weekend; is in Washington for consultations 
with the Secretary today. He's returning this evening* to 
Madrid where negotiations are continuing. 


Q Has any decision now been reached on whether 
the U.S. should accept this compromise? 


A I don't have anything further for you 
beyond saying that we have not agreed to the final 
concluding document. 


Q When is he seeing the Secretary? 
A I believe he saw him this morning. I don't 


know if he has any -- I don't think he has any further 
meetings with him today. He saw him early this morning. 


Q Is a trip to Madrid -- 

A Excuse me? ° 

°) Is Kampelman expected to see President 
Reagan? 

A I don't know of a plan for him to see the 


President, but I'd ask you to check with the White House. 


0 Can we assume on the basis of your state- 
ment that the U.S. then will not accept the compromise as it 
stands? 

A No. I don't lead you to any conclusions 


other than I'm making a factual statement. I'm not trying 
to lead you in a direction of will or won't. 


Jim, in answer to your question about meetings, 
was that it, will the Secretary go to Madrid? 


~ 


0) Yes. 


A At this point, again, that is premature, 
given the fact that we haven't got an agreement on a 
concluding document. 


0 Are you saying then that if there were 
agreement on concluding a document that a trip by the 
Secretary of State would be a possibility? 


After the briefing, jt was learned Ehat the Ambassador 
wan return to Madfid tomorrow morning. 
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A It's a possibility. I'm not ruling it out, 
but I'm not trying to suggest that that has been decided, 
that if there were a concluding document, that that 
necessarily would follow. But to answer your question, a 
possibility? Yes. ‘ would agree with that. 


e) 1. whe U.S. hacking down on the human 
rights part, and is any bargaining going on behind the scenes 
concerning the Soviet Jewish situation? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics. 
As I indicated, Ambassador Kampelman is going back to Madrid 
where discussions are continuing. 


e) Are you saying, as of now, the U.S. has not 
agreed but you're not ruling out a possible agreement? 


A That's right. 


Q Would you say that since Kampelman has just 
come back for one day and is now going back again, it's 
possible he'll be back again later this week; that the nego- 
tiations that will continue are virtually pro forma, that a 
decision is being made, has been made perhaps this morning 
and that Kampelman will go back to say yes or not and that 
that would be a conclusion of the -- 


A No, I wouldn't steer you in that particular 
direction. 


0 When you say the United States has not 
agreed to a final concluding document, are you saying that 
after the Secretary has met Mr. Kampelman this morning, no 
decision has been made that the United States will agree, or 
what? 


A I wasn't addressing -- 


Q This wasn't from guidance; you said this 
from last week. 


Oo 


A No. This is current. 


Q As of this momement now, 12:25 p.m., the 
United States has not agreed to it? 


A That's correct. 


) And has instructions been given to Mr. 
Kampelman to agree to it when he gets back? 
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A That, I wouldn't go into. I just can't go 
beyond the fact -- the fact is that discussions will con- 
tinue, and I would leave you with that thought. 


QO The discussions will continue in Madrid? 

A Yes. 

e) Another area. 

QO I want to clear this up. There's a clear- 


cut compromise offer by the Swiss, that this Basket III 
Conference on Human Contacts Experts be announced in a 
chairman's statement and then be included as an annex to the 
published document. There's opposition to this from people 
in Washington. A lot of delegations have agreed to this. 


Can you give at least your view on that par- 
ticular conference? 


A I can't. I think that's the kind of thing 
that among others perhaps which would be for Ambassador 
Kampelman to discuss in his negotiations and not for me to 
try to articulate from. 


8) Would you also -- you say discussions will 
continue, would you be willing to say negotiations will 
continue? 


A Yes. That actually is the word that was in 
the original statement I gave you. 


0 Is there any change in the schedule for the 
visit by Mr. Begin to this country? 


A No. The President, as I understand it, I'm 
sure is scheduled to meet with Prime Minister Begin on 
July 27, and also with President Gemayel on July 22. I 
think that both of them will also be meeting with senior 
department officials and other Administration officials 
during the course of their visit. 


Q Do you have an explanation of the 
atmosphere of doubtness surrounding the visit of Israel? 


A No. 


e) Can you give us any readout on why 
Ambassador Stone's mission failed, and what's the next step? 














6 


A Let me just give you one answer on the 
whole question regarding Ambassador Stone. We're not going 
to comment on the events of the past weekend. 


In general, however, as outlined by the President 
in his April 27 address to the joint session of the Congress, 
Ambassador Stone's mandate to facilitate dialogue within and 
betwee:: countries of Central America is a sensiciive one and, 
in our judgment, is best implemented with a large measure of 
confidentiality. 


We have undertaken this effort with our eyes 
open, aware of both the potential obstacles and the 
limitations involved, but in good faith. 


While the policies of the Government of El 
Salvador and our own regarding the necessity that any poli- 
tical settlement in that country be in the context of the 
democratic political process, we will continue our policy of 
not imposing advance requirements on the holding of any 
meeting. We would regret any effort to exploit this effort 
publicly, which would create misunderstandings. We regard a 
serious diplomatic effort to secure democracy, peace and 
stability in the region as essential. 


Ambassador Stone will be consulting within the 
Executive Branch as well as briefing Congressional 
leadership in Executive Session. 


0 Copy of that? 

A Copy. Sure. 

Q When is he going to go up on the Hill? 

A I don't have an exact schedule for his -- 

Q Will he do that before he sees the 
President? 

A I don't know what his schedule is with 


regard to the President. You might want to check with the 
White House. I can't answer your question. 


fe) You don't anticipate a meeting today, for 
example, between Senator Stone and the President? 


A You would have to check with the White 


House. 





e) When you say you regret any effort to 
exploit the offer publicly, are you referring specifically 
to any event? 


A I'll stand on the words I've used. 


Q The agenda put out by the left wing groups 
Says that the reason they didn't meet with him was a 
disagreement over the agenda. They apparently wanted to talk 
about everything and Stone arrived with a limited agenda. 
Is that correct inference? 


A Without addressing what they said or not 
said, I will go back to what I said in that statement, which 
is that "While the policies of the Government of El Salvador 
and our own, regarding the necessity that any political 
settlement in that country be in the context of the democra- 
tic political process, we will continue our policy of not 
imposing advance requirements on the holding of any meeting. 


Q So you're willing to discuss any issue? 

A Again, I will leave you with the words I've 
used. 

Q How does Stone's mission differ with that 


of Ambassador Briggs in 1981; can you distinguish it at all? 


A I'm not going to try to discuss Ambassador 
Stone's mission any further than we have, which is not in 
great detail. So I'm really not in a position to make that 
kind of a comparison. 


Q You don't think that's -- 


A It's not a question of whether it's a legi- 
timate question. It's a question of not going into any 
further detail about Ambassador Stone's efforts for the 
reasons that I've cited. 


Q Has he already met with Motley? 

A Met with him? They have met -- they've 
been in meetings together. 

re) This morning? 

A Yes, this morning. He met, I believe, with 


the Secretary this morning, Ambassador S‘.one did. 




















Q Secretary Shultz? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you think his trip to Costa Rica would 


at least fulfill the requirement put forth by Congressman 
Long, that the U.S. undectake to have unconditional talks 
with the rebels? 


A Again, not addressing the question of his 
mission in any greater detail than I have, I'm not in a 
position to try to address that question, I'm afraid. 

Q Two on Lebanon. One is, do you have 
anything on reports that France has agreed to 
send in an additional 3,000 troops to Lebanon? 

A No, I don't. 


--MORE-- 

















QO There was also a report that an Israeli 
warplane fired a missile at a Syrian position in the Bekaa. 
Do you have anything on that? 


A I'm not aware of that. 


@) Do you have anything on reports out of Israel 
that the Israeli Government plans to rehabilicate or fill up 
the center of the town of Hebron with Jewish settlers. Do you 


have any position on that? 


A Yes. Our policy on settlements remains. As 
the President stated in his September 1 initiative, "Indeed, 
the immediate adoption of a settlement freeze by Israel, more 
than any other action, could create the confidence needed for 
wider participation in these talks. Further, settlement acti- 
vity is in no way necessary for the security of Israel and 
only diminishes the confidence of the Arabs that a final out- 
come can be freely and fairly negotiated." We do not consider 
the plans to build settlements in Hebron to be helpful in 
achieving an atmosphere on the West Bank conducive to the 
peace process. 


Q Copy, please? 
a Yes. 
Q What about the reports, Alan, that some 


Israeli tanks and positions had been withdrawn from some areas 
in Lebanon? This was this morning. 


A I don't have anything on that other than some 
press reports which I saw quoting Israeli officials as some 
sort of a regular part of a rotation, but I don't have 
anything independent to give you on that. 


Q On Hebron, the Israelis would argue, though, 
that there were Jewish settlers in Hebron for a long time. 


A Well, I refer you back to the President's spe- 
cific words about increasing settlement activity. 


QO On Chile, do you have any reaction after the 
arrest of Mr. Gabriel Valdes? 


A Yes, I can give you some reaction. Former 
Foreign Minister Gabriel Valdes, former Senator Jorge 
Lavendero, and Jose de Gregorio were asked by a judge of the 
Santiago Court of Appeals to appear before him Saturday, July 9, 
lj- connection with his investigation of the earlier arrest of 
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two men and a woman regarding the seizure of a large number of 
pamphlets calling for a peaceful anti-government protest on 
July 12. Following the hearing, he ordered them detained and 
held incommunicado. 


The three persons arrested earlier had been turned 
ever to the court on July 6 by the Ministry of incerior, which 
accused them and unidentified other persons of violating the 
1958 law on internal security. Under general provisions of 
Chilean law, an investigating magistrate can order people 
detained for up to five days while he decides whether to 
indict or release them. 


Appeals for the release of the political leaders 
detained on Saturday are expected to be heard today in the 
Court of Appeals. 


In Chile, as elsewhere in the world, we support the 
right to peaceful dissent. The detention and solitary con- 
finement of prominent democratic leaders such as Mr. Valdes 
can only be regarded as a regrettable manifestation of the 
serious tensions and divisions affecting Chile. 


In previous comments we supported calls from various 
sectors of Chilean society in favor of dialogue to overcome 
those divisions. We viewed authorizations for the return of 
certain prominent political exiles as a positive development. 
Whatever the legal basis and eventual disposition of these new 
arrests, such actions illustrate the need for moderate leaders 
on all sides to find ways to halt the trend toward confron- 
tation and to establish the basic consensus needed for the 
transition to democracy sought by the vast majority of 
Chileans. We firmly support that transition, as defined by 
the Chileans themselves. 


We have communicated our views and our concern about 
these arrests to senior government officials. 


Q Copy, please? 
= Yes. 
0 Do you have anything further with respect to 


the arrest and also with the expected day of protest, 
tomorrow? 


A No. 


0 Do you regard that as a legitimate exercise of 
democratic freedoms? 
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A I'm going to stick with the statement I've 
just given you. 

9) You have nothing further at all on that? 

As WO. 

Q Do you have anything on the Chad situation 


today -- who controls what? Or “whose in charge" there? (Laughter) 


A We understand that the Habre forces have 
mounted a counterattack on Abeche and that fighting continues 
in the vicinity of the town. There was fighting reported 
yesterday there at Abeche and the surrounding area. We don't 
have independent confirmation on the government's controlling 
the town, for example, which was reported recently. 


Q Can you be more specific than you have in the 
past about Libyan support for the rebels? 


A The only thing I can add to what we've said in 
the past is that we've heard reports of spokesmen for the 
dissidents admitted that the Goukouni had received and are 
receiving logistical and materiel support from Libya. Such a 
statement would serve to confirm active Libyan involvement. 


0 Alan, do you have information on other 
nationals, East Germans or others involved in that? 


A Don't have anything further on that. 

0 Do you have any report of any actual Libyan 
forces with the rebels? 

A I don't have any reports on that at this 
point, no. 

Lester? 

Q Alan, The Washington Post this morning published 





a report and a commentary on the Los Angeles Times' asking 
President Reagan about his personal sex life. 





In your monitoring of the Soviet Union, is there any 
indication that any reporters, domestic or foreign, like the 
Los Angeles Times have asked Mr. Andropov about his sex life, 
Or is this just one of the benefits of a free press? 
(Laughter) 





A Lester, I haven't seen any such reports. 
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Q Well, how do you explain -- 
A I don't try to explain -- 
@) You don't try to explain it, but there's no 


report that they did this to Andropov? Thank you. 
aN I'll let you try to explain it. 


0 Alan, there are more and more reports from the 
European press of an agreement by the Soviet Union for a 
phased withdrawal from Afghanistan in return for recognition 
of a pro-Soviet government in Kabul? Does the U.S. have a 
policy about possibly recognizing a pro-Soviet government in 
Kabul in return for -- 


A Let me refer you back -- I don't have the 
language with me -- but let me refer you back to what we have 
said before about the four points required for settlement, and 
it talks about independent, non-aligned -- 


Q Is there any movement forward from that toward 
accepting what appears to be Diego Cordova's or Yakob Kann's 
mediation? 


A I'm not aware that the mediation departs from 
those four points. 


Q Back on the Middle East, do you have any com- 
ment on the firing of the Mayor of Hebron? 


A We had something on that last week, and I 
refer you to what we had at that time. 


Q Do you know if the Secretary plans to come 
down with Mr. Genscher after their meeting? 


A I doubt that he does. That reminds me, 
though. Let me take the opportunity to say that I understand 
Foreign Minister Genscher is probably due in the lobby at 
about 1:45, that there is likely to be a freeze -- which means 
that if you are interested in being there, be there at least 
15 minutes ahead of that. They are due at the White House at, 


I believe, 2:00 o'clock so it's going to be very tight. I don't 


know what that means in terms of what the Foreign Minister 
will say or not say here, but he hasn't g ot a lot of time, so 
anyway, just as an administrative note, let me caution you on 
that freeze. 
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Q Are you getting any guidance that he will stop 
and talk with us? 


fy I don't have any information on whether he 
intends to stop. As far as the Secretary is concerned, I 
don't really expect that he would come down. That has not 
been his usual practice. 


@) I thought freezes were only for heads of 
governments? 
A I can only tell you what I've been given in 


terms of the security plans involved here. 


Q Can you say anything about the reports of the 
coming visit of a Syrian delegation -- 


A I don't know of any report of a visit of a 
Syrian delegation -- 





fe) -- published by the Boston Globe yesterday? 
A Don't know anything about it. 
e) On the increased French presence in Lebanon, 


does that mean that there will not be a need for any more 
Marines as part of an MNF, and is it just a coincidence that 
the French have just announced that they will be increasing 
their forces there as the Israelis seem to be pulling out of 
the area? 





A I'm not aware that they've -- now the press 
reports again; I'm only dealing with press reports here -- 
that they said they were increasing their forces. I thought 
that the press reports indicated they were prepared to 
increase their forces, but I don't know that that is a valid 
press report or not. In any case, I don't have anything to 
Say to you at this point about the MNF, its disposition, 
its expansion, its change in role, or anything of that sort. 
We are where we had been, as far as I'm concerned at this 
juncture. 


As far as I know, there has been no change, 
generally speaking, on the MNF. 





fe) Alan, there is a discussion in the Israeli 
Parliament on the so-called deterioration of the situation on 
the border between Isrsael and Egypt. Do you have any comment 
on that? 
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A No. I think I was asked about this the other 
day, and I just am not aware of them. I've seen various press 
reports coming out on this, but I don't have anything to con- 
ment on it. 


‘@) Alan, On another subject, in the State Department's 
job to explain, or try to explain U.S. Government policies to the 
world, what specifically is the possible crime justifying the 
use of the FBI in the Carter briefing book caper? And how 
many regular reporters in the State Department here can say 
that they have never used leaked documents or information? 


A You'd have to ask your colleagues and the 
Justice Department. 


Q I did. That's exactly why I come to you, 
Alan, because I asked four times, and the Justice Department 
will not tell us what the law is. 


A I'm sorry, Lester. 


Q Could you as a spokesman of the Reagan 
Administration, there must be some crime to justify the FBI's 
going after this, even though it looks like a summer farce. 
Do you have any idea what crime it is? 


A Lester, I appreciate that you want to confirm 
the all-wisdom, but I'm afraid I'll have to step aside. 


Q Do you have anything on the bipartisan com- 
mission approach to Central America? 


A Yes, a little bit on that. We believe that 
the effort under way in Congress reflects growing awareness of 
the importance of the search by countries in the region for 
democratic forms of government, economic development, and 
assured human rights for their citizens in a secure and stable 
environment. U.S. policy is always enhanced by bipartisan 
consensus in support of such objectives. 

We are carefully considering the proposed 
Congressional resolutions, but at this point have no comment 
on their specific provisions. 


Q So there has been no decision on whether to 
appoint a commission as such, right? 


A That's my understanding. 

















Q Alan, there are continued reports about 
Moraji Desai's possible connection with the U.S. Government. 
Can you say whether at any time he had any connection with the 
United States in a formal sense? 


A Again, you're getting to a question which 
alleges intelligence activities, and without in any way 
lending credence or anything to that report, I'm simply not in 
a position to comment on that kind of a report. 


Q Alan, could you comment in any way on the 
disturbances at the Washington mosque today, the possible 
international implication? 


A i don't have any words for you. 


Q Do you have any further information or 
updating on the contacts between the U.S. and the Soviet Union 
concerning the Lebanese situation or the Middle East -- 


A No, I have nothing to offer on that today. 


Q Alan, is it possible for you to help us by 
inquiring upstairs whether Genscher will talk with us in the 
lobby? 


4 I could try to find out for you. You might 
also independently try to find out from the German Embassy 
whether they. have any information on that. 


Lester, go ahead. 


QO Alan, Congressman John McCane of Arizona, 
when he was a prisoner of war in Hanoi, was requested by the 
Hanoi authorities to attend and participate in an appearance 
with Jane Fonda (Laughter). When he refused, they broke both 
of his arms, and one of them is still maimed. 


He has expressed great concern about NASA inviting 
Jane Fonda to the Space Shuttle launching. Does the Secretary 
of State approve of this, or does he care? 


(Laughter) 
A I don't think that this is really an issue -- 
Q I mean, what's funny about it? Could you tell 


me? I don't understand the humor when one of our people is 
tortured -- 
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A Yes. 

Q -- and I hear laughter back here. What's 
humorous about it, Alan, do you have any idea? 

A Lester, I'm not addressing humor in this -- 

fe) Would you take the question and ask Secretary 


Shultz if he thinks it's appropriate for a U.S. Government 


agency in the Reagan Administration that they invite Jane 
Fonda? 


A No, I don’t think I will, Lester. This is -- 


Q You won't take the question? All right. O.K. 
It's not important. — ea | 


A No, that isn't the issue. It is not a State 
Department matter. 





(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few house- 
keeping announcements. Available in the Press Office is a 
release on the Massachusetts Legislative Resolution regarding 
Sri Lanka. It's important -- especially for the Boston Globe. 





On Secretary Shultz' plans, he will address a 
Department of Agriculture-sponsored meeting today at the 
Shoreham Hotel, at 2:15. The session is not open for 
coverage, but the text of his remarks will be available in the 
Press Office later this afternoon. The subject of his address 
will be “Agriculture and Foreign Policy." The Agricultural Sunm- 
mit is a day-and-a-half meeting, July 12-13. Agriculture 
Secretary Block said he initiated the Summit meeting to give 
agricultural leaders and representatives of related businesses 
an opportunity to take a comprehensive look at current issues 
common to everyone involved in the food and fiber system. If 
anybody wants additional information on that, please be in 
touch with the Department of Agriculture's spokesman, John 
Oaks, at 447-4623. 


Q Are there going to be questions after that, 
John? 


A I don't think there are going to be questions 
at that. 


On Saturday, Secretary Shultz will make remarks at a 
National League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing 
in Southeast Asia reception. That's this coming Saturday, 
6:30 p.m. at Stouffer's Hotel in Crystal City. The 
Secretary's appearance is a segment of the League's annual 
meeting which begins on Thursday and concludes on Sunday with 
a church service. 


If you wish to cover the Secretary's remarks or want 
any additional information, please telephone Deborah Marsh of 
the League. She's at 223-6846. 

Q Text? 


A I don't know when or whether we'll have a text 
on that. 


@) It's at 6:30? 


























A It's at 6:30. 
Q It's a topic consistent with the -- 
A I would think so. 


Finally, the United States-Japan Economic Subcabinet 
Consultations will be held in Washington, here at the 
Department of State, on July 14-15. They are held twice a 
year; they address bilateral and global economic issues. 


The head of the U.S. delegation will be Under 
Secretary of State for Economic Affairs Allen Wallis. The 
head of the Japanese delegation will be Deputy Foreign 
Minister Moriyuki Motono. There will be a brief photo oppor- 
tunity on Thursday, July 14, at 10:30 a.m., in Conference Room 
1107. There will also be a joint press conference by Under 
Secretary Wallis and Deputy Minister Motono on Friday, July 15, 
at 2:30 p.m., here in the press briefing room. 


Looking at my guidance, I suspect you have had the 
meat of this briefing, but nevertheless, I will do my best to 
endure 2 or 3 fairly simple puffball questions. 


Q What can you tell us about Kampelman and what 
he's bringing back from Madrid? 


A Ambassador Kampelman is still here; he is still 
consulting in Washington. The United States has not agreed to 
a final concluding document at Madrid, and it would be 
inappropriate to comment further under the circumstances. 


Q Is there any chance of getting a briefing by 
him on background before he returns to Madrid? 


A I'll be glad to forward the request. 
Q Please do. 
" A Sure. 


Q Will the Secretary attend the final signing of 
that document in Madrid? 


A Haven't agreed yet, John, so -- 
Q If there were agreement? 


A Well, I wouldn't rule it out. 




















Q John, it was on his schedule that Kampelman and 
the Secretary were going to see the President. Now it's can- 
celled. Is there some -- 


A I'm not sure where that stands. I gather there 
are some scheduling problems in the full schedule. I'm not 
sure whether that is on for today or tomorrow, but I think you 


are going to have to keep in touch with the White House on 
that. 


Q You mean Kampelman will be staying on again 
another day? 


A Well, if he did not see the President today, 
and a meeting was scheduled for tomorrow, I guess he'd stay on 
another day. 

Q "Has not agreed as yet," is that it? 


A No, I didn't say, “as yet." I said “has not 
agreed." 


Q Has not agreed? Will not agree? 


A Would you like me to go back to the specific 
language? 


"The United States has not agreed to a final, 
concluding document in Madrid." 


Q Yes, that's what I'm asking you about. Is that 
the U.S. position not to agree, or is that wide open? 


A No. I didn't say we had decided not to agree, 
and I didn't say we had decided to agree. I said we have not 
agreed. 

Q Has Shultz recommended agreement? 

A I wouldn't get into that kind of recommendation 
Or internal discussion. I'm told that Ambassador Kampelman 
does expect to see the President tomorrow. 

Q Tomorrow? 

A Tomorrow. 


Q Is it unlikely there will be an agreement 
before September? 


A You're probing beyond where I'm prepared to go. 

















Q John, the Vice Chancellor of Germany yesterday 
said that President Reagan, “still wants to take the decision," 
-- those are his words -- on the Madrid Conference document, 
but that Mr. Genscher was, "I'm very confident." 


Do you think that Mr. Genscher was making that 
remark on the basis of anything he was told by American offi- 
cials, or do you think he was just dreaming and hoping that 
the United States would go along? 


A I don't know. I'm not going to get into his -- 
There was a background briefing yesterday, at which I think you 
were present, on the substance of those talks, and I don't 
think I'm going to go beyond that. 


'@) John, has the Soviet Union asked for the 
current session of INF to be continued for another two weeks 
in Geneva? What will happen to it? Will it end, as sche- 
duled, on Thursday? 


A I think that where we stand on that is that the 
sides have agreed that the current round will close as 
scheduled. 


Q On Thursday? 
A If that's when they're scheduled to close. 


Q That doesn't quite answer the question. Did 
the Soviets ask for an extension? 


A I don't have anything beyond this, I'm afraid. 
I've got to be constricted by what I've got here. 


Q Anything on Ambassador Stone's plans? 


A No, not on his plans. You've had about as much 
as we're going to be able to offer on the events of the 
weekend. Beyond that, we would note the official communique 
from the office of the President of the Republic of Costa Rica 
yesterday, and I think we could probably make that available 
to you in the Press Office. It notes that the FDR/FMLN called 
for “certain guarantees” which "became converted into pre- 
conditions for holding the meeting." 


The official Costa Rican communique goes on to note 
that “Ambassador Stone reiterated that he maintained the will 
and the spirit for a private dialogue with an open agenda and 
without pre-conditions." 














Q Where does that rest now, John, the effort to 
arrange a meeting? 


A As we have said, we think the purpose is best 
served by confidentiality, so I'm not going to get into 
where we go from here. 

Q Can we assume that there are still discussions 
going on about the terms for arranging such a meeting, or has 
everything stopped in the wake of this? 

A I think you can assume that the United States 
would be willing to pursue this, and is willing to pursue 
this. 

Q And is pursuing it? 

A Yes. 


Q Did you say you have copies of the Monge 
communique? 


A Yes. 

Q Could we get that? 

A Sure. 

Q And also the guidance? 
A Sure. 


Q Did Monge consult with the United States in view 
of its interest in confidentiality? 


A I don't know. You mean this communique? 
Q That's correct. 
A I don't know. 
0 Can you take the question? 
A I think we would be unlikely to get into -- I 
mean, assuming that they were; and I don't know that they were 


-- I think we would be unlikely to get into that discussion 
with the government. 




















Q How do we consider a government that was to be 
a mediator making a public statement, going further than 
either of the other parties in explaining what had taken 
place? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on the United 
States-Chinese nuclear talks? 


| A I really can't. There is not much more I can 
tell you beyond what Alan told you yesterday. We think that 
those talks will end on Thursday, and it's possible we may be 
able to get a background briefing for you on them. 


Q On Thursday? 
A Yes. 


Q Back on Central America, can you tell us 
about the proposed AID funding for the Salvadoran elections? 


A Some months ago, the Government of El Salvador 
requested United States assistance in improving the country's 
electoral process and for U.S. financial support to cover some 
of the costs of this year's Presidential election. We sent 
U.S. election experts to El Salvador some weeks ago to make 
recommendations on how we might best be of assistance. 
Following informal consultations with some Members of 
Congress, we formally notified the Congress yesterday of our 
$3.4 million proposed assistance to the electoral process. 
This will not require new appropriated funds, but will make 
use of economic support funds which have been already 
appropriated. We believe this assistance is necessary and 
appropriate in helping El Salvador's transition to pluralism 
and democracy. 


As far as the $3.4 million is concerned, about 
$1.3 million is budgeted for computer and other equipment; 
about $900,000 would be for consultant services to help 
establish an electoral registry; about another $900,000 for 
some 200 international observers of the campaign and the 
election; about $200,000 for consultants to help establish 
voting procedures. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 


Q Was this the trip that -- when you say 
"election experts went down," that gentlemen from the NSC 
accompanied -- 











A I don't know. It could be that AID could be a 
little more helpful on this. I personally don't know. 


Q Could you enlarge on the international 
observers' aspect of it? 


A I can't. 


) I mean, is it that the United States will be 
inviting, on behalf of the Salvadoran Government, private 
individuals or private institutions, or will they be con- 
sulting with other countries? 


A I'm afraid I can't. I've given you the budge- 
tary considerations. It may be there is not more detailed 
thinking, but maybe AID has something on this. 


Q John, what is the latest on the election? Do 
we still expect them in December? 


A As far as President Magana is concerned, there 
has been no change in that. 


Q John, on a related Central American matter, do 
you have anything on the Honduran request for an OAS meeting 
later this week? 


A No more than to confirm that such a request is 
in the works. The meeting has been requested by the Honduran 
Permanent Representative to the OAS to present to the Council 
"the serious events and circumstances surrounding the critical 
situation now prevailing in the Central American region." 


Q Does the United States back this meeting? Have 
we been polled? Have we said we believe it should take place? 


A I think we'd have to wait and see. It's prema- 
ture to have an opinion until we see what they are going to 
discuss and how it's going to develop. 


0 How does the United States consider this in 
terms of its support for the Contadora process? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've got. 
Q On the aid for the election, is there a prece- 


dent for this? And is there danger that too close an iden- 
tification with the election -- 











A A precedent for electoral observers? 


@) No; for, I say, U.S. direct aid, to practically 
set up an election? 


A I would have to do a little homework on that, 
but I don't think so. I think -- I'd have to do a little 
homework on the previous experience in that particular country 
and other countries, but I don't think it's a first. 


QO Is there a danger that this might compromise 
the credibility of the elections by too close U.S. iden- 
tification with it? 


A I would think that it depends on the credibi- 
lity of the system, the observer system, and of the observers. 


Q This isn't part of the Project Democracy, or 
whatever it is called? (Laughter) 


A I don't think so. 


QO Anothe: question relating to Central America 
-- actually two questions: One is, are there any plans for 
Senator Stone to return to Central America? 


A As we have consistently said, we are not 
talking about plans and how we put this together; but as I 
also said earlier, I think it is a given that the United 
States continues to be interested in being as a facilitator 
as it can in this particular -- 


Q So, you wouldn't rule out another trip, if it's 
necessary? 


A No, I wouldn't rule it out. 


Q Another question on the Central American area: 
It's my understanding Assistant Secretary Motley is going to 
be sworn in today. 


A Yes. 
Q Is that going to be open for coverage? 
A No, I don't think so. Traditionally, swearing- 


in ceremonies for Assistant Secretaries have not been open, 
and I don't think this one is. 


Q The swearing-in ceremony for Stone was open. 








A Well, I think that was a little different. He 
wasn't an Assistant Secretary. 


Q John, could you help us out a little bit with 
this phrase, “dialogue without preconditions," which appeared 
in another form yesterday in your statement? Does this mean 
that we would be willing to talk to the leftist guerrillas 
about things other than their participation in the electoral 
process? 


A It means that we'd go into the preparations for 
such a meeting without preconditions. Our position on power- 
sharing is quite clear and our aversion to it; but in terms of 
establishing preconditions for talks, we are not setting 
those preconditions. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You said you would go into the preparations 
for such a meeting without preconditions? 


A Yes. We would go into the preparations and 
the meeting without preconditions. 


0 They could raise anything they want? 

A I assume that anybody could raise anything 
they want at such a meeting. 

Q But you're still ruling out any kind of an 
agreement on power-sharing? 

A Of course. 

Q You would let them bring it out if they 
want to? 

A You're going beyond where we are. I think 


that's a little academic, because we haven't gotten into such 
a situation. But, of course, any party in such a meeting 
could bring up anything that it wanted even though the 

United States would be strongly opposed to power-sharing. 


Q Your agenda is bounded by the electoral pro- 
cess at such a meeting? 


A Yes. 


Q Would you say that it's fair to charac- 
terize that as a shift from the past U.S. position that such 
talks -- 


A No. 


Q Just a minute. -- that such talks should be 
centered only on the question of participation in the 
elections? 


A No, it's not a shift in that you cannot 
prevent any party raising any issue in that discussion. 
Presumably (inaudible) all around position. 


Q Previously, I believe our position was that 
we would enter such talks only for the purpose of discussing 
participation in the elections. 


A I didn't say we would enter talks about 
power-sharing. I said I presume we could not prevent any 
party from raising an issue. 














ll 


Q But I mean, when questions were asked in 
the past about whether the other side could raise questions 
like power-sharing in their agenda, the answer has, I 
believe, been that we believe such talks should be only for 
the purpose of discussing participation in the election. 


A That is our belief; that's correct. 


Q John, therefore, there has to be a pre- 
arranged agenda; is that correct -- an agreed agenda? 


A There are no preconditions for such a 
meeting. 

Q Does there have to be a pre-arranged 
agenda? 

A Not to my understanding. If there are no 


preconditions for such a meeting, that seems to me that is 
not a pre-arranged agenda. 


Q Would you argue that this is at least a 
change in emphasis? 


A No, I would not argue it's a change; it's not 
a change in emphasis. 


Q Wasn't there a letter from Secretary of 
State Shultz to the Congress that said that they could bring 
up any issue they wanted to? This was about three months 
ago. 


A I can't remember that. It might well be. 
I don't know. I can't remember. 


Q What about on procedural preconditions? 
Would we object if the other party wanted international 
observers to these discussions? 


A I can't answer that question. I think I've 
gone to about the point of my discussion of the prelimi- 
naries for such a meeeting as I'm able. 


0 Could I just follow up, please? In what you 
said about preconditions before, you didn't say they were 
substantive preconditions, so I'm wondering about procedural 
preconditions. Wouldn't that be covered by what you just 


said? 


A I'm going to stand on the language I've 
used hitherto, I think. 
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Q There is a news report this morning to the 
effect that the United States opposes international obser- 
vers; is that incorrect? 





A Opposes international observers, where? 

Q Being present at any such talks or 
negotiations? 

A I'm not aware of that report. 

Q It's in the New York Times, quoting U.S. 
officials. 

A Missed that one. 

Q Saying that this was the problem with 
Monge. 

A I missed that one. 

Q Could you find out if that is correct or 
incorrect? 


A Sure. I'll take a look at it. 
Q One more on Central America. 
A Okay. Let's do Central America. 


Q The question is essentially whether if 
these international observers would be coming from the OAS? 
Are you asking the OAS for help? 


A I don't think I can specify. I think what 
we're talking about here is budgetary authorization, and I 
don't think we can get into where they come from or how they 
Operate at this stage. 


@) Another one on Central America? 


Q Were there any discussions between 
Secretary Shultz and President -- 


A Excuse me, let me do one more on Latin 
America. 


Q I don't know whether this is too philo- 
sophical for a briefing, but elections are after all such a 
delicate expression of a society's will. I just wonder 
whether you're not afraid that by financing -- getting 
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involved so deeply in the preparation of these elections, 
even financing international observers to it, it seems it's 
a way to guarantee the authentication, international authen- 
tication of the results of the elections even before it's 
held, whether this will not cause some impression that the 
United States is making a show out of it. 


A It's my impression that authentication of 
the earlier election in Salvador contributed to the credibi- 
lity of those results, far from undermining the credibility. 
I would assume that that is our charitable motivation in 
this instance. But you're right, it was a philosophical 
question. 


Q You said that this is not the first time to 
assist an election process in Salvador. Did you have in 
mind South Vietnam? 


A That was an impression, but I'd have to do 
some homework on it. But it's my impression that this is 
not a precedent. 


Q But you didn't have South Vietnam in your 
mind? 


A I didn't have anywhere in mind. I would 
have to do some homework on it. 


Q Were there any discussions between 
Secretary Shultz and President Assad about Saad Haddad's 
role in southern Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q A second question on this. Is it fair to 
suggest that Syria, although it objects to the 
Israeli-Lebanese agreement, as reported, will accept the 
agreement as long as it doesn't lead to normalization of 
relations between Lebanon and Israel? 


A It seems to me you're splitting hairs there. 
In the discussion between President Assad and Secretary 
Shultz, Syria clearly expressed its disapproval of the 
agreement in its entirety. 


Q Nothing about the normalization of 
relations, if it will not? 


A No. They made clear their unhappiness with 
the agreement. 
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Q A question on Poland -- 


Q Can we stay on Syria just for a minute? I 
want to ask you if there are any plans for the Syrian 
Foreign Minister to visit here during the first week of 
August? 


A First week of August? 
Q Yes. 
A No, I don't think there's anything to that. 


There are no plans. There obviously has been discussion on 
the Secretary's previous visit to Syria and again on this 
occasion of Foreign Minister Khaddam's coming to the United 
States. There was the formation of the working group, but I 
think nothing is set on any of those dates. 


Q Have you checked in the last 24 hours? 

A I don't think I need to check. I'm not 
aware of any pending visit. 

Q Of any Syrian? 

A Of any Syrian visit. 

Q Following the Secretary's trip and his 


meeting with the President Friday, where do you go from 
here? What's next? 


A The Secretary has reported to the President. 
A series of consultations of a kind that one would expect 
in the wake the Secretary's trip are going on, and obviously 
diplomatic activity is going forward. When we have anything 
to say beyond that, we'll say it. 


Q Isn't Phil Habib coming back? 
A Habib, I think, is already back. 
8) What's the diplomatic activity that's going 


on? Can you give us some examples? 


A No. We never get into that kind of thing. 
But a number of people have been helpful on this overall 
question; are active, continue to be active. We're working 
with them. 
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Q Would you agree with the assessments that 
the failure to convince Syria to withdraw has brought the 
whole Middle East peace process to a halt? 


A We don't accept that it's been brought to a 
halt. I think the Secretary was frank in his assessment of 
the disagreement between himself and President Assad and the 
lack of movement at this time by the Syrians, but that 
doesn't mean that we have given up our efforts to persuade 
all foreign forces to remove themselves from Lebanon. 


Q A broader question. Could you point me to 
some place where there is movement? 


A No, I can't point to movement at the 
moment. I think, as I say, the Secretary was very frank 
about the results of his talks with President Assad. 


Q John, yesterday, the Lebanese Prime 
Minister put some question marks on whether or not Gemayel 
was coming here. As far as you know, Gemayel -- 


A It's all on schedule and he'll be here. 


Q Do the diplomatic activities, trying to get 
Syria to withdraw, involve the Soviet Union, and has there 
been any talks with Ambassador Dobrynin? 


A To my knowledge, there have been no talks 
between the Secretary and Ambassador Dobrynin since he got 
back from the Far East. I don't think there's been com- 
munication. The Soviet Union is clearly well aware of our 
viewpoint on Lebanon and the Middle East. 


Q But on the first part of the question, they 
are involved? 


A I don't know of any new involvement with 
the Soviet Union since we got back. 


Q There is still consideration in some manner 
tying the Israeli redeployment tc ‘nn effort to get the 
Israelis to accept a fixed schedule ‘sr total withdrawal? 


A First of all, the Israelis haven't 
announced a redeployment, so I think you would have to wait 
for that, and whether it takes place, whether such an 
announcement comes. 


Q Are we consulting -- 
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Q Wait a minute. Is there consideration in 
this building at this time of trying to get the Israelis to 
link any redeployment to a fixed schedule for a total 
withdrawal so that the Americans can use that in an effort 
to get the Syrians to withdraw? 


A Our approach to any redeployment, should it 
be announced, is very clear. The Secretary made it clear on 
the trip that this has to be seen and looked at within the 
context of our objectives which are sovereignty for Lebanon, 
security for Israel! and the withdrawal of all foreign for- 
ces. What works for those objectives, we're for. 


Q The Israelis have apparently asked for some 
American help in the redeployment. What I'm asking is, is 
consideration being given to this government's tying any 
help we might provide the Israelis to a -- 


A I don't think the United States has given 
any commitment or any indication, if you're talking about 
the MNF, which I gather you are, of any increased role at 
this time for the MNF. 


Q If I may follow up? But you don't rule out 
the possibility of an increased U.S. role because -- 


A You always get trapped in these questions, 
"do you rule out," because then everybody goes off and writes 
a story that the United States does not rule out. I want to 
stress that we're talking in an abstract academic sense in the 
Same way that we have all along. Namely, when you get a plan 
for troop withdrawal from Lebanon, should there be a request 
for a redeployment of U.S. forces or an increase of U.S. forces 
that will be the time to look at it. 


Q So it is possible -- 

A But there's no change in that position. 

Q May I ask another question? 

A Sure. 

Q Will Habib be joining in the meetings next 


week with President Gemayel, and is Draper coming back for 
that? 


A Sorry, the latter part was? 
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Q And is Draper coming back for this? 


A Ambassador Draper is in Israel today, and I 
think may well be back in the United States shortly. I 
don't know what Ambassador Habib's plans are. As you know, 
he operates on a very tight, short schedule from day to day. 
It certainly would be logical that he would be here for the 
preparation for those meetings. I don't know whether he would 
be involved in them directly. 


Q When did Habib get back? 


A I think he got back over the weekend. I'm 
not sure. I haven't actually seen him. 


Q Is there anything set on the coming 
visit of Mr. Salem, the Foreign Minister of Lebanon? 


A No. If he's in Washington, I would expect 
that he would see various officials here. I don't know 
exactly what his schedule is. I know that it's been 
announced that he's coming to the States. 





Q When is he coming? 

A Anybody have a date on Salem's visit? No. 

Q Do you have anything on Chile today? 

A No. 

Q Nothing? 

Q Anything about the extension of the UNIFIL 
mandate in Lebanon? 

A No. 

Q John, Poland? I understand the Polish 


Government has raised claims of $12 billion in damages 
against the United States over the sanctions. Does the U.S. 
have anything to say about that claim? 


A No. Just saw an initial press report on 
it. 


Q To come back to INF, has there been any 
progress made at all in this session on INF, Geneva? 
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A I don't think I'm going to paraphrase the 
various statements we've made on the progress of INF. 


Q Is U.S. reluctance to continue the meeting 
for another two weeks implying that it would be a waste of 
t ime? 


A I think I'm going to stand with what we've 
given you. 


Q Before we break up, I would like to make an 
announcement for Overseas Writers, but I'll wait until 
you've finished. 


A Sure. Go ahead. An announcement for Over- 
seas Writers. 


Q I have two questions. 

A And two questions. You want to do the 
announcement first? 

Q Finish with that other stuff. 

Q Do you have any guidance on a southern 


African conference yesterday? There were some strong state- 
ments made. 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything to add on the addi- 
tions of President Reagan's trip to Asia? The White House 
announced the other -- 


A No. Simply, the White House, I gather, did 
announce them today. I think it's Thailand and Manila. 

Q Will Secretary Shultz go back with him? 

A Yes, sure. 

Q A question on Chad. There are reports now 


that France may be considering sending troops to the side of 
the government there. Is there any comment on the part of 
the U.S. Government, or do you have any -- 


A I think there were reports that Zaire and 
France might be sending troops. I think obviously those are 
the two governments concerned, but obviously we support 
moves by other governments to support -- 





19 


Q Is the U.S. going to get involved mili- 
, tarily also or -- 
A Not to my knowledge. 
'@) -- in logistical supply for France as it did 


in the past in Zaire? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 
You want to make your announcement? 
Q Yes. The Overseas Writers luncheon with 
Larry Eagleburger, scheduled for Wednesday, has been can- 


celled due to the illness of Mr. Eagleburger. It will be 
rescheduled for late August. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be glad to try a few questions. 


Q Anything further on Mr. Kampelman, European 
security wrap-up for Shultz-Gromyko? 


A No. I think Ambassador Kampelman is seeing 
the President in about an hour and ten minutes from now. I 
think he's going back to Madrid tonight. I don't have 
anything beyond that for you. 


0 Do you have any sense of whether this is 
going to be wrapped up optimistically this month or whether 
it will look like September? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, John. 
The Ambassador is seeing the President. 


Q Can you let us know, or can you bring us up 
to date on what the current demands, or what the conditions 
are that the United States is posing to Poland in order for 
a partial easing of sanctions? 


A Well, I could refer you to the President's 
language. As he stated in his speech on June 23, "We are 
currently consulting with our Allies on the Polish question. 
Once these consultations are complete, we will decide how to 
proceed in our relations with Warsaw." 


« 3, in his June 23 speech, I think the President 
reitera.-- iat he had said on December 10. Namely, "if the 
Polish Government takes meaningful, liberalizing measures, 
we are prepared to take equally significant and concrete 
steps of our own." 


0 Would these be taken in concert with the 
Allies, or would each one follow his own pattern? 


AA I think we are consulting closely with our 
Allies right now. 


@) In other words, the execution of the deci- 
sion, would it be done in concert or -- 








A I would assume it would be taken in concert 
with our Allies. 


Q Do you now expect the Polish Government to 
follow through with its advance indicators and lift martial 
law on July 22? 


A We'll have to see. 


e) In the Secretary's speech last night before 
the Agricutural group, he made no mention of Solidarity and 
talked in terms of the workers if they were to get more 
rights, among other things, the U.S. would appraise its 
position of sanctions vis-a-vis Poland. Was that an off- 
the-cuff thing or -- 


A No. 


QO -- or is the U.S. dropping the call for a 
dialogue between the government and Solidarity? 


A No. There's no change in position. The 
fact is that he was speaking extemporaneously, and you should 
not read any significance into that. There was no change in 
the U.S. position. 


0 On the sanctions, is it accurate to say at 
this point that changes in the U.S. policy on sanctions will 
be related on a one-by-one basis, sanction-by-sanction to 
any specific moves in Poland, or is the consideration being 
given to more general action, group action on sanctions, 
groups of sanctions rather than -- 


A I'm not going to get into the kind of 
discussions and thinking that is presently under way. We 
are consulting with our Allies. We are considering the 
situation, and when we've got something to say, we'll say 
it. But I don't have anything for you today. 


0 That message was given by Eagleburger to the 
Polish Charge if significant numbers of political prisoners -- 


A I'm not going to get into the context of 
those discussions, but Mr. Eagleburger did talk with the Charge 
last week. 


Q On the political prisoners, are you talking 
about all the detainees or are you talking about these 13 
Solidarity -- 








A I think I'm going to stand on the rather 
carefully crafted conditions that we have set out in the 
past and not try to interpret those again today. 


@) Do you have concrete information, John, or 
is it from press reports that the Polish Government is about 
to do these things to which you're replying now? 


A Why don't we wait and see what happens? I 
think that's the position that we're going to take. 


8) Do you have the schedules for the Emir 
of Bahrain and the President of Lebanon, and when can we 
have them? 


Ay You mean the detailed schedules for their 
visits here? We may -- no, I guess I'm being told we don't 
yet. I mean, we know the dates they'll be here but I don't 
have the details of their program. 


Q Have you gotten a request today from the 
Rome Embassy? They're apparently concerned about two 
cables, alleged cables from the Embassy to Washington. One, 
dated August '82, the other December '82, in which they are both 
signed by the Ambassador, allegedly, which go into 
details of how the Embassy would like to get on the 
Bulgarian bandwagon and, you know, drum up a whole propa- 
ganda campaign. 


I understand the Embassy would like to go into 
details with the press in Rome about how cables are -- the 
kind of language that is used in cables to demonstrate they 
are forgeries? Do you have anything on that? 


4 No, don't know anything about it. 

0 Anything on -- 

0 Would you take that question? 

A I don't know anything about it. But 


assuming that the story is correct, I don't think we would 
comment or analyze the confidential cables between Embassy 
and alleged -- 


0 They're secret? 

A Yes. 

0 What they're asking State is to be more 
forthcoming on how cables are -- you know, the kind of 
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language and code that is used to demonstrate that they are 
clear forgeries. 


A Don't know a thing about it. 

Q Can you take a look and take it? 

A Sure. 

Q Another one on the thing about China. Are 


we withdrawing or considering withdrawing the right of 
Chinese to transit without visas? 


A I do have something on that. That's a 
fairly complicated situation, and I have something on that 
for you. 


The United States and China did initially allow 
nationals of both countries transiting on direct and con- 
tinuous passage the privilege of transit without visa on a 
reciprocal basis. 


Since last December a number of Americans seeking 
to transit the PRC, the Peoples Republic of China, on 
Pakistan International Airlines have been detained and fined 
in Beijing for failure to obtain a Chinese visa. When 
extended negotiations in Beijing failed to reach a satisfac- 
tory resolution to this unilateral action by the Chinese, the 
Department of State in conjunction with the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, withdrew the privilege of transit without 
visa on direct and continuous passage through the U.S. from 
Chinese nationals. This decision went into effect June 30, and 
will be noted in the Federal Register later this week. 





Le) Copy, please? 

A Sure. 

Q The UPI story I saw from Beijing suggested 
that actually the U.S. was the first to take people off 
planes. 

A . It doesn't appear to be the case. 

0 What about the issuances of visas by Taiwan? 
Has the United States responded to protests from China on 
this? 

A I can't answer that. I'll take a look at it 


for you. 








Q On the Middle East, can you take another 
crack at the question about a Syrian delegation? 

A Nothing on it. There's nothing happening. 

fe) I think the White House is Saying something 
regarding a Syrian delegation. Do you have any detail? 

A I'm not aware of any Syrian delegation 
coming. 

fe) The first week of August? 

A No. That's what you asked me yesterday, and 
my answer is still the same. I don't know anything about 
it. 

fe) Can you check with the White House? 

A I have already checked; I don't know anything 
about it. 

@) Has the White House put out something -- 

A The White House put out a statement on a 
Syrian -- 

fe) A Syrian delegation is coming. It's a 


forgery. (Laughter) 


@) Can we get back to Rome for minute, please? 
To pursue that just a little bit further, could you take the 
question of whether the State Department unit which publi- 
cizes investigations, or publicizes its relevations of KGB 
forgeries of American documents is investigating a similar 
incident regarding alleged American Embassy cables? 


A Just as soon as I find out what unit is 
charged with -- 


QO - You can find it in the Press Office. There's 
a big release that was put out in the Press Office about a 
month ago with pictures and everything. 





A You know, you blindsided me on this particular 
thing, so let me look at the whole thing and see what we can find 
out for you. 








@) Do you have anything on the protests 
yesterday in Chile? 


A A little on that. Our information is still 
incomplete, but in general our information appears to be 
consistent with most of the press accounts we've seen. 

While considerable evidence of discontent was manifested and 
One person is reported to have died, preliminary reports 
indicate that incidents of violence were limited. 


As we have said previously, we believe the 
current political tensions in Chile can best be resolved 
peacefully through moderation and dialogue regarding 
national issues such as the transition to democracy. 


fe) Related question on Chile: In light of the 
situation in the country now there, would it be fair to say 
that the U.S. is postponing indefinitely its desire to cer- 
tify Chile for military aid? 


A Don't have anything for you on 
certification. 

0 Is that still under review, then? 

A I'm sure it's still under review. 

fe) The American-Arab Anti-Discrimination 


Committee issued a statement this morning or yesterday, 
calling on the Justice Department to investigate the 
reasoning for the pressure put on the State Department to 
delete 50 paragraphs from the GAO report, and that a dele- 
tion of these parts puts Israeli interests above U.S. 
national interests. 


Do you have a comment on that? 

A No. Don't have any comment on it. 

0° Is the State Department entertaining a 
request for asylum from two Soviet musicians, Viktoria 


Mullova and Vakhtang Zhordania who defected in Finland on the 
26th of June? 


A I think that there is some earlier guidance 
On that, although I don't happen to have it with me at the 
moment, but I think there has been some in the past few 
days. We can dig that out for you. 

















Q May I ask a follow-up? Does the United 
States recognize the principle of artistic asylum? That is, 
asylum being granted to artists who are not free to practice 
their craft as they choose? Is that considered a political -- 


A You're going beyond my off-the-cuff 
interpretation of international law, I'm afraid. 

OQ Has the U.S. visa for Ruben Zamora been 
lifted? 

A We have some guidance on that, too, as of 


a few days ago, and I understand the answer to that question 
is no. 


0 He doesn't have an existing visa. 


A Maybe I shouldn't try to recall guidance. 
Unwise action. But there is in fact guidance on it. 


0 Could I follow up Lars' question a little 
bit? Apparently these two Russians may be given asylum 
because they didn't like the kind of music they played -- 
repertory -- and, on the other hand, we're being very hard- 
nosed about Salvadorans and Haitians who say they're going 
to get killed. 


I mean, you know, is there some kind of imbalance 
here? (Laughter) 


A Let me look at the earlier guidance before 
I try to address the alleged imbalance. 


Q On the visa for Zamora question again, 
he gets a waiver, I understand, every time he comes into the 
U.S. 


A That's correct. 


QO Is there a decision now not to grant that 
waiver if he tries to return? 


A The waiver application is on a case-by-case 
basis, and because of his category he has to apply for a 
waiver. As I understand it, the United States makes a deci- 
sion on that waiver case-by-case on each application, so 
we're talking about another application, presumably. 





Q So we have to wait for another application 
for a decision to come up? 











A Right. With a specific travel time. 


Q Yesterday the Mexican Foreign Ministry said 
that Stone had cancelled a visit to meet with the Mexican 
Foreign Minister. Can you confirm that? 


A No, I can't. 
6) Do you have anything on Stone's plans now? 
A I think he is conferring with our 


Congressional leaders, and it may well be that he would 
testify in closed session before certain committees, but I 
don't know what they are. 


Q Do you have any response to the question 
raised yesterday about U.S. objections or non-objections to 
an international observer like Monge -- 


A I think we did. It will be posted. 


QO On another subject, is there some doubt now 
that the Chinese Premier will be visiting the United States 
this year? 


A Nobody has specified when. As you know, 
that is -- 

fe) The Chinese Foreign Minister is coming here 
and -- 

A The Chinese Foreign Minister is coming in 

0 September. 

A Around U.N. time. 

fe) Have you now had any indications from the 


Chinese that. the visit of the Premier may be in question? 


A No. 

fe) Can you take the question? 

A Don't need to. I've given you the answer. 
e) To follow that, at what level were the pro- 


tests made to the Chinese about the transit visas? 





A I don't know at what level. I'm sure it 
was through our Embassy in Beijing, but I'm not sure at what 
level. 


e) Has a protest been made here to the -- 
A Anybody got any light on that? 
MR. ROMBERG: Discussion. 


A Does anybody know whether we did anything 
here as well? (No response) Don't know. Sorry. 


Q Can you say anything about Chinese nuclear 
matters, talks that -- 


A No. Still hope to get you a backgrounder 
on that when they're finished, which will probably be 
tomorrow. 


8) What about the story on the U.S. START 
talks in the Post this morning? 

A As you know, that principle of confiden- 
tiality applies to that as well. 

0 It was broken. 

A It wasn't broken by us, and that is an 


agreement we have with the Soviet Union about the confiden- 
tiality, so we're not going to comment on the details of our 
day-to-day negotiations. 


Just to remind you that on June 8 the President 
announced changes in the U.S. START position designed to 
move the negotiations forward. The United States now has 
presented a draft treaty in the negotiations which reflects 
those changes as well as the additional flexibility which 
the President has given Ambassador Rowny to explore all 
appropriate avenues for meeting our strategic arms reduction 
goals. 


Without commenting on the details of this 
morning's Washington Post story, during this round the 





Soviets have provided additional information, elaborating 
their proposal. We hope that the further information they 
have provided indicates a Soviet intention to show similar 
flexibility and to move the negotiations forward. 
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But I want to emphasize that these are serious 
negotiations, and we do not intend to characterize them 


beyond that. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Would you not characterize whatever the 


Soviets have put forward as a new proposal? 


A I would refer you to the language we've 
used here, and that is providing additional information 
elaborating their proposal. 


Q Are the talks going to adjourn this week as 

A On schedule, as far as I know. 

Q The sources at the talks say that there is 
no schedule. 

A I can't help you on that. 

fe) Does that additional information add up to 
flexibility? 

A I think, again, I'd refer you to our hope 


that the further information they've provided indicates a 
Soviet intention to show similar flexibility. 


Q Why can't you tell by looking at it whether 
its flexible or not? 


A It's a complicated matter, and those nego- 
tiations are taking place in Geneva, not at this podium. 


Q Does the Secretary plan to meet with 
Ambassador Dobrynin today? 


A I don't think Ambassador Dobrynin is on his 
schedule today. I don't think so. I would have to check on 
that one. 


0) If he were not on the schedule, he would 
not be meeting him, is that correct? (Laughter) 


A I know that's a trick question. I don't 
think he's seeing Dobrynin today, but I'm not sure. 





ll 


Q On the public schedule there's a listing 
for Eagleburger to meet with Israeli Ambassador Netangahu. 
Is that -- 


A Minister, yes. 

re) Is that a misspelling for Netanyahu? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. I thought it was. 

Q Is that in preparation for Begin's visit? 

A I don't know what they're going to talk 
about. He sees him from time to time, as you know. 

0 Veliotes is meeting with Ambassador 
Ghorbal? 

A I don't know what they're talking about 
either. 

e) What is the State Department's position 


about a reported conference called for by former President 
Jimmy Carter about the Middle East, with the par*icipation of 
the Israelis, the Egyptians, the Jordanians, and .he PLO? 


The invitation was to be sponsored by the Carter 
Center at Emory University. 


A I think my colleague, Mr. Romberg, had some 
carefully crafted words on that while I was away. There is 
some guidance on that.* 


Q Anything on fighting either in Chad or the 
Western Sahara? 


A Not in the Western Sahara. I don't know 
that what we have to say about Chad is very illuminating. 
We've seen the reports that Habre's forces have retaken 
Abeche. Fighting continues in the vicinity of the city. As 
I think I told you yesterday, Habre's forces seized Oum 
Chalouba earlier in the week. That's about the extent of my 
illuminating update. 


*Note: The Spokesman misunderstood the question and there is not 
any guidance on this Conference. 
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0 Also, do you have anything -- there are 
hints that Brazilian officials have spoken with State 
Department officials here about their debt problems that are 
coming up at the end of this week. 


A I might have something for you later in the 
day on that. 


0 Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I would like to pay tribute to the 
State Department engineers who have reduced the temperature 
in this briefing room today over the last few days. I don't 
know who's responsible for that, but they certainly deserve 
an accolade. 


@) Does this mean the news will increase in 
substance as well? (Laughter) 


A Be careful, I'll freeze you out, Bernie. 


I have a few announcements. The first relates to 
the assassination of a Turkish diplomat in Brussels today. 
The United States deeply regrets the senseless murder today 
of another Turkish diplomat. Durson Aksoy, an Attache' at 
the Turkish Embassy in Brussels was shot and killed this 
morning as he was driving to his office. The Armenian 
Secret Army for the Liberation of Armenia reportedly has 
claimed responsibility. 


This attack is the latest in a long series of 
terrorist attacks against Turkish diplomats throughout the 
world. The United States strongly condemns these vicious 
and senseless acts. We call upon all nations to take strong 
action against such terrorist acts. 


An item on the Secretary's public schedule inad- 
vertently was left off today. Secretary Shultz will be 
meeting in closed session with the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee this afternoon at 4:15. He will be discussing his 
recent trip to the Far East and the Middle East. 


Also available in the Press Office at 3:00 o'clock 
this afternoon will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary 
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Asian and 
Pacific Affairs. The subject is POWs-MIAs. 


Also available in the Press Office is a statement 
On the signing of an extradition treaty between the United 
States and Ireland. This was a treaty signed in Washington 
yesterday on the United States side by William French Smith, 
Attorney General, and on the Irish Government side by 








Mr. Peter Sutherland, the Irish Attorney General. That state- 
ment is available in the Press Office. 


That's all I have for you in the way of announce- 
ments. 


@) Can you tell us anything about reports that 
the United States is prepared to increase its activities 
along the Nicaraguan border? 


A No, I can't. But traditionally, when we have 
been asked about alleged intelligence activities, we have 
declined any comment and we'll continue to do so. 


@) Could you then address possibly the numbers 
of Contras. In early May they were estimated at 7,000, by 
early June up to 8,000, and last week the State Department 
said they were 8-10,000. 


Can you explain the sudden rise in numbers? 


A No. Afraid I can't. I don't know how we 
issued that figure last week. I wasn't here last week. I 
don't know quite how we came to that calculation. 


0 Are these numbers still accurate, or has the 
number increased since last week? 


iy I don't know. I have no idea. I'll have to 
do a little checking on that for you. 


0 What is the Reagan Administration's attitude 
toward Article 18 of the OAS Charter which deals with the 
use of force? 


A I would have to draw on material which we 
undoubtedly have offered you before on that question. 


0) It's not been stated publicly? It's not been 
stated on the record? 


A I would have to draw on various policy state- 
ments we have made before in this area. I'm sure we've 
addressed the general principle. 


e) Secretary Enders, I think, was the only one 
to comment publicly, and he said that it was one of the con- 
siderations to be taken to determine national security 
interests of the United States. That was on the Hill. 








I was wondering if we could just get a more -- 
whether we consider that a pledge to the OAS? 


A I don't promise to do a great deal of 
research into statements we may have made, but let me look 
and see what is instantly available. 


Q President Reagan, in the April Joint Session 
speech, talked about the U.S. position vis-a-vis Nicaragua, and 
he said that the only thing the United States wants to do in 
Nicaragua is to prevent the flow of arms and revolution. 


Is that still the case today? 


A I'm sure the President stands by his words, 
and I'm sure they remain constant. 


Q But is that still the policy of the United 
States? 


A To my knowledge, it is. Surely. 


) What is the status of negotiations between 
the Administration, to the extent you can tell us, and mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives on covert actions? 


4 I'm afraid I can't tell you. I'm sure that 
those consultations have been going on and are continuing, 
but I don't have anything for you on it. 


0 Follow up further on that: The House 
Intelligence Committee back in May, following the 
President's speech a week or so after, wrote that there are 
lots of ways to interdict arms, but that the way the 
Administration has chosen to do it strains credibility. 


Does the Administration, using any methods other 
than the ones that it does not acknowledge to -- 


A Tempting though it is to be drawn into a 
discussion of what we might or might not be doing in the 
area Of intelligence, I'm going to decline that tempting 
bait. 


0 I wasn't asking about intelligence; I was 
asking about arms interdiction. 


A I think you are in fact asking about 
intelligence. 











'@) Does the United States seek a change in the 
Government of Nicaragua? 


4 I think that, again, I would refer you to 
statements we have made on that particular point, which I 
know we have made before. 


QO Change. I didn't say “overthrow.” I said 
change. (Laughter) 


A I'll refer you to the statements that we have 
made on this subject previously. 


.@) Do you expect any statement out of these 
talks with the Chinese on nuclear matters? Any agreement? 


By We are striving to get a backgrounder out of 
those talks. I do not know whether it will be this after- 
noon, in view of the possible lateness of the hour at which 
those discussions conclude. 


It conceivably could be late this afternoon. I 
think it is now more likely that it will be tomorrow morning 
if we can produce -- 


@) Do you expect that there will be an ini- 
tialing or a signing, whatever, today? 


a I can't tell you. 


@) If there is going to be one, will it be 
today? 


My I honestly can't answer that question, 
because they're in session, and they will be in session 
until late this afternoon. I honestly can't tell you. 


QO Quite apart from the backgrounder <-- or a 
possible backgrounder -- when the talks are concluded, will 
you then as expeditiously as possible put out some statement 
that you have either accomplished or not accomplished, or 
whatever the result is? 


Bey We don't have any problem with that, but 
there are two parties involved here, and the two parties, I 
think, will have to agree on how that information is disse- 
minated. But, as far as we're concerned, we will be as 
cooperative as possible. 


0 Could you possibly be more specific about the 
lateness of the hour at which the talks will conclude? 














A I think it may be after 5:00 o'clock. 


Q Much after 5:00 o'clock? 6:00, 7:00, 8:00, 
9:00, or -- 


A I don't know. It depends on them. 


0 To the Middle East: There was an announce- 
ment that President Amin Gemayel will be delivering a speech 
Saturday the 23rd in the Washington Convention Center. 


My question is about the State Nepartment 
requiring that everybody who will attend this, to listen to 
the lecture, will have to give his name, address or phone 
number or Social Security, due to the request of the State 
Department. 


Would you answer why is this procedure undertaken? 
A I didn't know we had suggested this proce- 
dure. Anybody know anything about this, that we should list 


names, addresses and Social Security numbers of everybody 
attending the speech? 


0 Yes. The National Association of -- 

A A public speech by the President of Lebanon? 

0 The National Association of Arab-Americans 
which is sponsoring the function has put in the pamphlets 
and brochures that they sent out and the telegrams, that the 
State Department requested that each one will have his name, 
Social Security and phone number given in advance before 
entering the -- 

A I'm sorry. Which is the organization? 

0 The National Association of Arab-Americans. 

A Is quoting the State Department? 

0) Yes. 


A There's something that doesn't quite hang 
together here for me. 


) That's why I asked the question, because I 
thought this was abnormal. 


A I'm not sure whether to ask you to pursue 
that with the organization or with ourselves. I'm not aware 
of any -- 











MR. ROMBERG: It may be security. 


A It may be a security provision, but I'm not 
familiar -- 


fe) You know, you requested that. According to 
the brochures it's the State Department -- 


A Let me see if we can dig up something on it 


7-- MORE -- 








e) Do you have anything on the questions we 
asked yesterday about the alleged forged documents that were 
published or made available? 


A Yes, I do. I very carefully thought I had 
brought those with me. I think I now discover that I haven't. 
We can produce those for you in the Press Office after this 
briefing. 


0 The text? 


A The text of the forgeries, yes, unless I 
can put my hand on them. We have retrieved the situation. 
We'll have to make this a two-man briefing. You may still 
collect the text of the forgeries from the Press Office 
afterwards. What I will do is go over what our Embassy in 
Rome said yesterday as a result of inquiries. 


The two purported telegrams sent from the 

American Embassy in Rome in August and December 1982 are 
fabrications. They fit a pattern of KGB forgeries and simi- 
lar fabrications which the Soviets have been circulating in 
Europe, and we call your attention to the April 1983 Foreign 
Affairs Note which we produced on Soviet active measures. 
That's available also in the Press Office afterwards with 
the text which describes similar incidents. 


The two cables are clearly intended to discredit 
the United States as well as the Italian magistracy that is 
investigating the possible involvement of Bulgarian agents 
in the Papal assassination attempt. This forgery fits into 
the pattern of other KGB faked U.S. Government documents 
that have come to our attention in recent months. These 
include a phony Carter Administration NSC document on Poland 
that surfaced in February in the Spanish news weekly Tiempo; 
a fake speech on U.S. policy toward the Third World by Jeanne 
Kirkpatrick, Ambassador Kirkpatrick, that surfaced in India 
in February; and a fake internal Embassy document that 
appeared in Nigeria in April, alleging that our Ambassador 
there, Ambassador Pickering, wanted the assassination of two 
political leaders. 


We know from defectors from the Soviet Union that 
this is the type of activity the KGB frequently undertakes. 
As you know, there's quite a history of Soviet efforts to 
try to mislead public opinion by floating false documents to 
the press as well as other active measures. 


It's unfortunate that the Soviets stoop to this 
type of activity, and naturally we deplore efforts such as 
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these which suggest that the United States is in any way 
interfering with the Italian investigation of the possible 
communist involvement in the assassination attempt on the 
Pope. 


6) Copy? 
A Yes. 
@) By issuing that sort of statement, and the 


language in it, aren't you kind of implicitly tying the KGB 
to the plot itself? 


A No, I don't think so. I think we're 
attempting to be scrupulously objective. I think we're 
Saying also that we're not able to prove these are KGB docu- 
ments, but we're drawing some obvious implications as to who 
has the most to benefit from such forgeries, and pointing 
Out that this is in the framework of similar activity. I 
think we'll just try to make factual observations along 
those lines. 


fe) What does the U.S. think the KGB or the 
Soviet Union has to gain -- I don't have the exact words, 
but it sounded like you were saying something like, we take 
a look at who has to gain from that. What do they have to 
gain by making it look like the U.S. is drumming up a PR cam- 
paign to involve the Bulgarian connection? 


A I think that the United States in this par- 
ticular situation has been scrupulously correct in sup- 
porting the judicial process that is going forward. I think 
it would be improper of the United States to interfere, or to 
be seen to have interfered in any way with that process. 


I assume that any disinformation which would 
Suggest that the United States is manipulating the situation 
would react against our credit and to the credit of those 
who seek to sow mischief. 


@) My question is also aimed at determining 
whether the U.S. believes that these forgeries were aimed at 
discrediting the U.S. or at bolstering Bulgaria's position, 
Or do you see them as both the same? 


A I leave the interpretation to you. But it 
seems to me it could have both. 


Q I have two questions. Do you have anything 
to say today about Israeli redeployment in Lebanon? 























A No. 


0 You won't confirm -- have we been 
discussing with the Israelis or giving them any sort of 
approval? 


A No. Our aims remain constant in Lebanon. 
Namely, the withdrawal of all foreign forces, security and 
sovereignty of Lebanon, and Israel's legitimate security 
needs on their northern border. 


As you know, there have been no announcements of a 
deployment, but we would look at such a deployment within 
the context of those goals. 


0 Let me ask one more question. The other 
day I asked about this Israeli-South African Conference 
that's supposed to be going on in Vienna, and I asked whether 
the U.S. is going to withdraw funding. Has it? 


A Did I offer to look into that for you? 
MR. ROMBERG: There's a posting on that. 


0 No, beyond that answer. You remember, I 
asked whether the U.S. was going to take off funding; you 
said you would look into it. 


MR. ROMBERG: There's a posting on it. 
MR. HUGHES: Mr. Romberg is being very stern. 


0 I'll try a third one. Po you have any com- 
ment about the continuing controversy over the GAO report 
regarding Israeli aid? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Regarding the question of redeployment, did 
anyone from the State Department participate yesterday in 
the meeting at the Pentagon where two Israeli generals pre- 
sented the Israeli ideas on redeployment? 


a I'm not sure whether anybody from the State 
Department was present at that or not. 


°) Could you take that question? 


A Let me not promise to answer it because I 
don't really want to be tied down to answering which State 
Department officials were where at any particular time. But 
let me see if there's something we might offer you on it. 
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Q You said in your answer before that there 
was no Israeli announcement on redeployment, but did Israel 
notify you about any such decision? 


A Under which circumstances? Notify us 
when, how, where. 


0 That might be the next question. 
(Laughter) 

A Not to my knowledge. 

0 In other words, you're talking public 
announcements. I'm talking about -- 

A I'm talking about public announcements. 

) I'm asking you about any notification or 


announcement which wasn't public but informing you about 
such a decision. 


A As you know, the Secretary of State was in 
Israel and had discussions with a number of officials. As 
you know, Israeli officials meet American officials here all 
the time, but I'm not going to get into the substance of 
those discussions and whether they have or haven't discussed 
it. 


@) And one more question. Do you expect now 
any redeployment to take place before Mr. Begin comes to 
Washington? 


nn You're asking us a question which I think 
you have to address to the Israeli Government. 


0 Any steps being taken in the direction of 
the formation of working groups, U.S.-Syrian working groups; 
anything in that area? 


A Nothing, I think, beyond what was announced 
when we were in Damascus. I don't think we have anything 
more to tell you beyond that. 


0 Is there going to be a working group 
formed? 


A There is such a working group; it is in 
existence. The coordinator of that group is the Assistant 
Secretary for the area, Mr. Veliotes. I think the Secretary 
announced at the time that the U.S. representative on the 
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scene would be Ambassador Paganelli, but I don't have 
anything for you beyond that. 


0 Have they met their Syrian counterparts? 


A I don't think they have their Syrian coun- 
terparts. I don't think such a meeting has taken place yet. 


@) Yesterday, you promised to look into the 
case of the two Soviet musicians who defected, Vakhtang Zhordania 
and Viktoria Mullova. The question that was raised was 
whether there was some concept of artistic asylum that the 
U.S. Government accepted. Do you have anything to say 
today? 


A I have looked into it and refer you to the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


@) John, do you have anything on Chile and the 
release of Valdes? 


A Yes, I do have something on Chile. We note 
the decision of the Chilean Court of Appeals to release 
unconditionally Christian Democratic President Gabriel 
Valdes and others. The court's decision is an indication 
that peaceful dissent is protected by Chilean law. 


We also have received a report that a represen- 
tative of the copper workers, after meetings with high 
Chilean Government officials, stated publicly that the state 
copper company, CODELCO, would be re-hiring workers who have 
been active in promoting the June strikes. 


0 Have you gotten any confirmation of that? 


oe No. We have a report. We have a report of 
his public assurance. 


0 Do we still maintain that -- could we get a 
copy of it? 

A Sure. 

0 Do we still maintain that dialogue is 


essential to resolving the present crises or does this 
relieve tensions enough? 


A No. I have to stand by what we've said 
before on dialogue. 


0 The Council of Hemispheric Affairs yester- 
day issued a communique criticizing this Administration for 
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its relative silence on the events in Chile. Do you have 
something to say on this? 





A No. I think we've said what we have to 
say. 

) Any further information on the talks be- 
tween the United States and Egypt on the Ras Banas base? 

A No, I don't. 

0 There was a report in the Washington Times 
this morning that when Mr. Begin comes to Washington, he 
will be discussing the financing of the LAVI -- $6 billion that 


Israel will be asking the United States to completely under- 
take the financing of building the LAVI air fighter. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A No, I don't. I don't know what is on the 
agenda. I don't know what they will discuss, but it 
wouldn't strike me as suprising if there was discussion of 
the LAVI. 


0 I have a question related to the GAO 
report. This morning, the Counselor from the Israeli 
Embassy in his op-ed piece in the Washington Post, he said 
that the United States considers Israel as a deterrent force 
Or deterrent against Soviet expansionism in the Middle East. 
This was the reasoning for this special relationship. 

Is such a thing in the mind of the Administration in the 
presence of the fact -- the fact of the presence of the 
largest communist party in the Middle East is inside Israel. 
You'll undertake this -- 





A I don't think we're going to change, espe- 
cially from this podium today, our position on the close 
relationship the United States has with Israel and the value 
we attach to that relationship. 


0 It's taken, the matter of Soviet 
deterrence against -- to deter the Soviet expansionism in 
the area. Is this one of the considerations by the 
Administration? 


A I think there are many reasons that 
underlie the relationship between the United States and 
Israel. 


0 Would you include this too? 
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A I'm sure that there are strategic con- 
siderations as well, but there are sentimental and emo- 
tional, all kinds of reasons for that attachment. 


Q Can you confirm that the Syrian Foreign 
Minister will be here the first week of August? 


A No, I cannot confirm that the Syrian 
Foreign Minister will be here the first week of August. I 
think you're chasing a hare that is off the track. 


8) But you're not precluding? (Laughter) 


A One never -- I've long since learned in 
this situation never to set one's face against anything, but 
I know of no such plans for meetings. 


0 Do you have anything on the United States and 
the Soviet Union possibily beginning talks on banning anti- 
satellite weapons? 


4x I think we might have some guidance later 
in the day on that. 


@) Can I take you back to your favorite sub- 
ject on Central America for just a moment, please? 


A Sure. 


0 Will you comment at all on the size of the 
budget for arms interdiction activities in Central America? 


A No. 


8) Will you comment on the apparent discre- 
pancy between what House Minority Leader Robert Michel 
believes is the number of insurgents in Nicaragua, and what 
the State Department said the number of insurgents in 
Nicaragua is? 


i Comment on it? No. 

0 Do you have a comment on Hinton's remarks 
yesterday? 

ny No, other than Ambassador Hinton's remarks 


were -- we were aware of the remarks before he made them. 


e) Are there still plans for him to go to a 
forward assignment from here now? 
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A To -- sorry? 


@) I can't remember it. It's State Department 
lingo. A forward assignment -- 


A State Department lingo? I do not think 
that in my absence a new assignment has been announced for 
him. 


e) They said, when they made all of the 
announcements official, as to the various departures and 
installations, they said he would be going on to a forward 
assignment. 


Ay To another diplomatic assignment? 
@) Yes. 
Ay I'm sure there's no change in that. I'm 


sure he will. 


0 Do you have any information about an 
alleged letter sent by 400 European legislators to the 
Congress about the U.S. policy in Central America, and if 
you do -- 


iy Alleged? No, I'm afraid I don't. I'm not 
up on that one. 


2) Now that Ambassador Kampelman has gone back 
to Madrid, can you tell us anything further about what he's 
going to do there, or is the situation still as described 
several days ago; if it were the last of his conferences, 
that he's going to go back and do some further negotiation, 
or what? 


A Yes, that is the case. The business of the 
Madrid meeting is not yet completed. Ambassador Kampelman 
met with the President yesterday and received his instruc- 
tions on the meeting. He went back to Madrid last night, 
and he will carry out the President's instructions at the 
appropriate time. I don't have anything beyond that. 


0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a number 
of announcements. First, on that query we had yesterday 
concerning President Gemayel's address, no State Department 
request has been made for name, address, Social Security 
number. That must have been something that came from the 
Embassy of Lebanon, and you might want to talk to them about 
that; but we have made no request for such data. That clears 
up that one. 


Q It wasn't my question, but I understood that 
the NAAA is saying that this is one of the State Department's 
requirements. Did you talk to the NAAA about this, did 
anybody? 


A Talk to who? 
@) National Association of Arab Americans. 


A No, but I can assure you that there has been 
no State Department request for that data. So that statement 
is not correct. 


A couple of other announcements, the Thirty-second 
meeting of the ANZUS Council is being hosted by the Secretary 
of State at the State Department, Monday and Tuesday. The 
Council members will be the Honorable Warren Cooper, Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, New Zealand; the Honorable William 
Hayden, Minister for Foreign Affairs, Australia; and the 
Honorable George Shultz, Secretary of State of the United 
States. Other key participants will be Secretary of Defense 
Caspar Weinberger and the Australian Minister of Defense 
Gordon Scholes. I may not be getting that pronunciation 
correct. 


The ANZUS Treaty is the security treaty between 
Australia, New Zealand, and the United States, in force since 
1952. The Treaty established a Council of Foreign Ministers 
which meets annually. 


The Council meeting will consider global and 
regional issues of concern to the ANZUS alliance. It also 
will review current ANZUS activities and the future direc- 
tions of the alliance. 

















There will be a joint press conference by the 
Council members at the conclusion of the Council meeting on 
Tuesday at 5:00 p.m. in the Loy Henderson Room. We'll get 
details on that press conference to you later. 


'@) You left out the New Zealand Minister of 
Defense. 


A Did I? Beg pardon. Apologies to New Zealand. 
Q We'll get Miss Universe after you. (Laughter) 
A Apologies to New Zealand. 


The Greek base announcement: The Governments of 
the United States and Greece announced today completion of 
successful negotiations on a new Defense and Economic 
Cooperation Agreement. Negotiations, begun last October in 
Athens, were conducted by delegations headed by Ambassador 
Reginald Bartholomew and Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Ioannis Kapsis, on the Greek side. The text was initialed by 
the negotiators, and the agreement will be formally signed at 
a future date. 


The United States sets great importance on its 
relationship with Greece, a relationship based on shared 
values and enriched by ties of kinship. Throughout our 
history as independent states, we have been close friends and 
allies. We believe this agreement will benefit both 
countries, their bilateral relationship, and the NATO 
Alliance to which they both belong. 


The agreement authorizes the United States to main- 
tain military facilities in Greece under terms and conditions 
that have been agreed between the parties. As an element of 
United States-Greek defense cooperation, the Administration 
has requested up to $500 million in foreign military sales 
credits for Greece for Fiscal Year 1984. 


In that connection, we will hold a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the conclusion of the base negotiations this 
afternoon at 4:30 here in the briefing room. 


Q Is it possible to get some information before 
then, John? 


A I could give you -- 

















Q Is there a fact sheet or something? 


A No. As a matter of fact, I really don't have 
anything I could give you before then. We can hold that 
until -- 


0 It's much too late. 
A It's the best we can do. We haven't had -- 


Q They've had a briefing already in Greece hours 
ago. 


A I'm sorry, Bernie, but ours is going to be at 
4:30 this afternoon. 


Q John, there's one -- 


A Do you want to let me finish these 
before you get into this? 


Just to remind you, at 1:30 today in the briefing 
room, there will be a backgrounder here on the China nuclear 
talks. 


Another reminder that at 2:39 today, this one ON 
THE RECORD, here in the briefing room, there will be a joint 
press conference by Under Secretary for Economic Affairs 
Allen Wallis and Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister Moriyuki 
Motono on the United States-Japan Economic Subcabinet 
Consultations. 


Let me just run over those again for you, as it's a 
busy day: 1:30 today, BACKGROUNDER, on the China nuclear 
talks; 2:30 ON THE RECORD here today, joint press conference 
on the Japanese Subcabinet Consultations; 4:30 this after- 
noon, BACKGROUNDER on the Greek base negotiations. That's 
all I have. 


0 You won't take any questions on the Greek 
bases? 


a No. You'll get a full readout this afternoon. 


Q John, let me just try one because we're 
getting some calls on this already. Our story out of Athens 
quotes Papandreou as saying there is a provision to remove 
the bases after the five years' term has expired. We're 
getting calls from sources who won't identify themselves 
saying there is no such provision in the agreement. 














Can you address that? 


A No. I'm going to leave that for the briefer 
who will be here at 4:30 to address those questions. 


Q On another matter, do you know if any serving 
diplomats accredited in the United States are involved or -- 


A Sorry. "Are any --" 


e) Are any foreign accredited diplomats serving 
now in the United States involved in this kidnapping of the 
wife of the former Salvadoran Ambassador? 


A That investigation is going on, Jim, and I 
think I really would refer you to the FBI. There have been 
some reports about involvement of a Guatemalan diplomat, and 
we are really not able to give you anything on that because 
the investigation is still going on. However, I understand 
that the Guatemalan Embassy -- without confirming this in 
any way, and we're not confirming it in any way -- has said 
that in the event any of their diplomats were involved, 
diplomatic immunity would be waived in this case. But I 
think you'll have to talk to the FBI and to them. 


QO John, in regard to “some reports of the involvement 
of a Guatemalan diplomat," are those your reports -- just to 
make a distinction on that? Is this a State Department report? 


A We're just simply addressing ourselves to 
reports that have been given to us by others. 


Q Others. But these are not press reports? 
A Yes, some of them are press reports. 
Q Concerning the Greek agreement, you used the 


word "facilities," is it intentionally that it's being used 
in the report? 


A We're talking about the existing facilities. You 
shouldn't read any significance into that. We're talking 
about the existing bases. 


Q John, getting back to this Salvadoran diplomat 
kidnapping, does the State Department draw any connection at 
all between this criminal incident and recent threats made by 
the left in El Salvador against American officials? 








A I don't think I have anything for you on that, 
Ralph, because the investigation is continuing. We've seen 
those same reports that you're talking about, but as the 
investigation is going on, I think it would really be unwise 
to speculate. 


Q Just to clarify, are you saying that at this 
point you consider the matter to be a totally criminal 
matter and not in any way a policy, diplomacy matter? Or are 
you saying at this point that because you're not sure of 
the results of the investigation, you can't draw that conclu- 
sion yet one way or another? 


A I think what we're saying is that the FBI is 
investigating it; and until we have some further word on what 
is involved here, it would be unwise to speculate -- foolish 
to speculate. 


Q Do you have any comment on the developments in 
Beirut today? 


A Well, not a great deal. I take it you're 
talking about the clashes? 


@) Yes. 


A We've only got preliminary reports, and we 
regret these incidents apparently taking place as the Central 
Government of Lebanon moves to assert its control. We con- 
tinue to support the efforts of the Lebanese Government to 
consolidate its authority, and we hope that all parties in 
Lebanoh will cooperate in these efforts. 


-- MORE -- 











@) Just for guidance on this 1:30 briefing on 
the nuclear talks, is there some formal agreement attached 
to this or is it just a kind of -- 


A Let me give you a few words on that. At 
the invitation of Secretary Shultz, a nuclear delegation 
from the Peoples Republic of China, headed by Comissioner Jia 
of the State Science & Technology Commission, has been 
visiting Washington from July 11 through July 14, and, as 
you know, they've had talks with the U.S. delegation headed 
by Ambassador-at-Large Richard T. Kennedy. 


The talks were held with a view to establishing a 

firm basis for bilateral cooperation in the peaceful uses of 
nuclear energy, and they covered a full range of issues. 
The talks were thorough, frank and friendly, and good pro- 
gress was made. Both sides agreed that they will continue 
the talks at an early date. I think the briefer, at 1:30, 
will expand on that statement. 


0 In other words, there was no agreement? 

A I think the words speak for themselves. 

0 No, it's a legitimate question. 

A Why don't you wait until 1:30 and have the 


expert tell you exactly what happened? 


@) On Lebanon. The head of the Shi'ite sect, 
the spiritual mufti chief, had called for the resignation of 
the Government of President Gemayel -- 


A The Government of -=- 


Q Gemayel -- the Gemayel Government. How do 
you look at this? This is the biggest sect in Lebanon 
calling for the government to resign, and your comment to 
Support the government is in direct opposition to the sect. 


A I don't have any specific comment on that. 
There isn't any question about the United States' view of 
the legitimacy of the Lebanese Government. 





Q Did any shells fall near the Marines or on 
the ships that you have there? 





A I don't know. I honestly don't know. We 
haven't got a report on that yet. ~ 





Q Where is your call for national 
conciliation? Where do you stand on it? 


A Our call for national -- 

QO For conciliation between various Lebanese 
sects? 

A Unchanged. 

Q Unchanged? 

A Yes, of course. 


'e) The mufti of Lebanon, of the Sunni sect 
now, called a couple days ago for the government to treat 
Sunni Moslems and Christians alike. Where do you stand on 
this? 


A We're not going to respond to such specific 
statements by individual leaders and politicians. But our 
statements about the legitimacy of the Government of 
Lebanon, Our support for the Government of Lebanon to 
restore its authority, sovereignty, over the entire country, 
our insistence on the withdrawal of all foreign forces -- 
Israeli, Syrian, PLO -- along with appropriate safeguards 
for Israeli security on its northern border, those prin- 
ciples are unchanged and clearly stand. We will look at 
developments in Lebanon within that framework. 


Q But, John, I'm not asking you about the 
principle of your policy in this regard. 


A I know. You're asking me for specific com- 
ment, and I'm saying I'm not going to give you a specific 
comment on specific calls by individual leaders. 


re) Will you support the Lebanese Government 
regardless of how the rest of the Lebanese feel towards this 
government? 


A Our recognition of the legitimacy of the 
Lebanese Government is unchanged. 


Q On the GAO report, if we may rehash a 
little bit, the Justice Department seems to be initiating 
some sort of action upon the recommendations of the General 
Accounting Office to look into the American-Arab 
Anti-Discrimination Committee's release, purported release 
of the classified segments, or rather segments classified 
because of the State Department. 
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What is the State Department's involvement in 
that action, if there is going to be any legal action to 
follow? Were any recommendations made by State on that? 


A I don't think the State Department would 
have involvement in judicial action undertaken by the 
Justice Department. 


Q Only because those segements were deleted 
upon the recommendation of State. 

i I'm not aware of any involvement. 

Q Could you look into it in case -- 

A I think we probably wouldn't comment on 


interagency dialogue, if there is any. And I'm not aware 
that there is any. 


Q There is information in Beirut today that 
President Gemayel ratified today the agreement with Israel. 
Do you have any information? 


A No, I wasn't aware of that. I didn't know 
that. 

0 Change subject? 

A Change subject? Still stay on the Middle 





East? Okay. 


0 With Lebanon, in particular. Has there 
been any contacts with the Lebanese Governiient concerning 
the possibility of postponing the visit of President 
Gemayel? 


A Not that I'm aware of. As far as I'm 
aware, plans are unchanged for President Gemayel's visit. 


Q One more question about the -- since the 
agreement was mentioned, do you have any information when 
the exchange of ratification, the instrument of ratification 
would take place? 


A No, I don't. 

Q Is the U.S. involved in -- 

A No, I think that will be a decision for the 
Lebanese and the Israeli Governments. 








@) Do you see any importance that this step, 
this stage would take place as soon as possible? 

A No. I think you'd have to ask the govern- 
ments concerned. 

@) Is there a redeployment by the Israelis 
taking place now? 

A A redeployment taking place now? 

0 The start of the redeployment? 

A I'm not aware of that. 

Q How do you call the movements carried on 


now by the Israelis? 


A I don't know. I've seen some press reports 
of movements, and I've seen some press reports denying that 
redeployment is underway. But I'm talking only about press 
reports. Are we all done on Lebanon? 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S. position 
on the International Development Association that was 
exposed yesterday? 


A No. 


Q Could you look into it because the decision 
seems to be at odds with Shultz's statement. 


A I'll see if we have anything for you on 
that. 


0 There's a report from Bonn that Foreign 
Minister Genscher has publicly welcomed the U.S. decision 
approving final agreement on the Madrid Conference. Anything 
from here on that? 


A No. 


0 Back on the Greek agreement for a minute. 
I was interested to note that you characterized the talks 
with the Chinese as thorough, frank and friendly. Would you 
characterize the Greek-U.S. negotiations as thorough, frank 
and friendly as well? 


A I'm sure they've been thorough, and I'm 
sure that they've been frank, and apparently they've been 
friendly. 
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Q Apparently they've been friendly? 

A On the base agreement? 

Q Yes. 

A Apparently. 

Q Do you have anything on passage of the CBI 


in the House, and do you have anything on Goshko's article 
on Chile today? 


A Nothing on Mr. Goshko's article on Chile. 
I think the President addressed the welcome passage of the 
CBI question, and I think you can get that statement from 
the White House. 


Q Do holders of diplomatic visas travelling 
in the United States, or visiting the United States, have 
the right to recruit individuals for illegal attacks or 
other actions against U.S. or NATO military bases here or 
abroad? 


A I think you may be referring to a specific, 
if I can reduce this question -- 


Q I have both general and specific interest 
in the question. 


A Why don't you be a little more specific. Of 
whom are you referring? 


0 Specifically, you posted a statement two 
days ago regarding the visit of Greens to the United States, 
saying that you have no information indicating that they've 
violated their visa status. 


A That's correct. 


Q They stated publicly that the major purpose 
of their visit was to recruit people for illegal actions 
against U.S. military and NATO bases, so I want to know, 
does that -- it would appear that either, when you say you 
have no information, you don't even pay attention to the 
public statements of the visitors or that a diplomatic visa 
does entitle someone to recruit for these illegal 
activities. 


I want to try to pin you down on where the 
problem is. Whether it's a lack of information or -- 











ll 


A If you keep on going, I actually won't 
bother to respond at all. 

Q I wanted to make clear what my question 
was. 

A What I'm going to say is that the language 


we offered you on the specific visit of the Greens made 
clear that in our view they had not contravened the con- 
dition under which their visas were issued. 


As regards the general philosophical question -- 


Q No. You said you didn't have information. 
You didn't say that you were satisfied they hadn't contra- 
vened the conditions. 


A Why don't you go back and look at the spe- 
cific language we used. 


Q I think I know the specific language. Why 
don't you look at it. 


Q Do you iiave anything on this U.S. report 
that the U.S. sent a new warning to the Soviets on not 
sending missiles to Nicaragua? 


A We are not going to get into the specifics 
of our exchanges with the Soviet Union. 


I just would say that both the Governments of the 
Soviet Union and Cuba are aware and have been aware over a 
period of time that escalation of the kind of activity we 
have seen in that area, and particularly the introduction of 
high-performance aircraft, would be considered a serious 
matter by the United States. We have said that before. 
Without getting into the specifics of any communications 
that we might or might not have had, that position is 
unchanged. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #123 
MONDAY, JULY 18, 1983, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECOKD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q What happens next on the Middie East 
consultations? Who sees what; what is the intention? 

QO Didn't hear the question? 

A What happens next in the Middle East. As 


you know, President Gemayel will be here later this week, 
and we will be discussing with him a range of ideas during 
that visit aimed at achieving the goals of the negotiations 
with and regarding Lebanon. That is, the full withdrawal of 
all the external forces -- Syrian, Israeli, PLO -- from 
Lebanon, the extension of Lebanese sovereignty throughout 
its territory, and a strong, stable Lebanese Government and 
security for Israel's northern border. We look forward to 
President Gemayel's visit later this week during which we 
will reaffirm our commitment to these important goals. 


Q Are any new ideas coming into the mix? 
A We are going to be discussing a range of 


ideas. As I said, I'm not in a position to predict how 
those will evolve. 


@) New ideas? 
A I understood. 
QO Alan, the Lebanese Foreign Minister yester- 


day on "Face on the Nation" asked for a US-USSR dialo- 
gue in order to solve the Lebanese crises and the problem of 
withdrawals. Where do you stand on this? 


A As we've said here before, the Middle East 
has on occasion been discussed beween the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union, including between the Secretary and Foreign 
Minister Gromyko. Those discussions have always been to 
keep the Soviets informed about the objectives of our diplo- 
macy in the region. They have not been negotiations. 




















As the Secretary said in his recent testimony 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, we urge the 
Soviets to take a constructive approach toward efforts to 
find peaceful solutions to regional problems. We will con- 
tinue those efforts although, as you know, the Soviets have 
not been very helpful in this regard. 


Q How would you describe their role in Lebanon 
up to now? 


A As I say, they have not been very helpful. 


0 On previous occasions, I remember that you 
described it as "destructive." Do you still would like to 
put this label on it? 


A I don't remember the specific quote you're 
going back to. I think we talked about the presence of the 
SA-5's and the associated Soviet forces there as a 
destabilizing element. I believe that's the term that we've 
used. I don't remember the other one. 


@) Can we anticipate any increased role for the 
Multinational Force in the event of a partial Israeli 
withdrawal in Lebanon; and, more specifically, are we con- 
sidering an increase in the U.S. contribution? 


A Again, it is still premature to talk about 
any increase in an MNF role. 


QO It's been announced on the Presidential 
airplane that Dr. Kissinger will head this Commission on 
Central America. Does the Secretary have any comment on the 
choice of Dr. Kissinger? 


A I haven't had a chance to ask him this 
morning for his views on that particular subject, so I can't 
really speak authoritatively to it. As you know, he has 
consulted frequently and closely with Dr. Kissinger, and has 
expressed himself in press conferences, for example, on his 
appreciation for the counsel he's gotten from Dr. Kissinger. 
But I just haven't asked that specific question. I have no 
reason to assume that he is other than pleased with the 
choice. 


Q Have any other choices been made? 
A I don't know, frankly, whether the other 


choices have been finally made. Obviously, there must be 
names being considered, but I would think that that would 
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have to remain, at this point anyway since it's a 
Presidential Commission, a subject to address to the White 
House. 


Q Does this have any affect on Richard 
Stone's mission or lack of it? 


A I don't know of any affect that this would 
have on Ambassador Stone's mission; no. 


Q Is this appointment made in response to 
request from figures in the Mideast that they be given 
assurances that Kissinger not be named to a post there? 
(Laughter) 


Q Are you confirming that he has been 
appointed? 


A I'm not confirming -- Bernie is telling me 
that there's been an appointment announced on the airplane. 


@) It was Shultz who said it, was it not? 
A No, the Secretary is -- 
Q So you can't confirm that in fact a choice 


has been made? 


A No, this is a White House matter that's 
being discussed. The Secretary talked a little bit about 
it, I think, this morning on television. 


Q Did he confirm it at that time? 

A No, he did not confirm it. 

Q Do you have anything on the Contadora 
meeting? 

A That's a rather broad way of putting it. I 


have a couple of different points. I guess the basic one 
would be that on the reports that the Presidents of the 
Contadora Group have said that they would be contacting the 
United States and Cuba about becoming involved in the pro- 
cess. The basic response is that, yes, we've seen press 
reports but as yet we've received no communications to that 
effect from the Contadora Four participants. It would be 
premature, therefore, to offer any U.S. positions. 


Q When you said -- not you personally, but a 
spokesman in the Department said on Friday, when this was 
announced, that the United States supports the Contadora 
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process as well as initiatives by the Organization of 
American States. 


Why did you mention the Organization of American 
States? What initiatives are pending before the OAS? 


A I think the issue here -- I'm not aware spe- 
cifically of what might have been in mind, in the mind of the 
person who was talking about it. The point is that we have 
addressed these issues -- regional and Central American 
issues -- before and said we thought that they should be 
addressed primarily in regional context, by regional insti- 
tutions and mechanisms, and the OAS certainly has been one 
of those, the Contadora Group and others. 


Q The Contadora Group seems to communicate 
with the international communities through the United 
Nations Secretary-General and the U.N. Security Council. 


A Not only. 
Q Where else have they communicated formally? 
A Apparently, they're talking about com- 


municating directly. 


Q With respect to a larger international orga- 
nization of which they are all members, they seem to prefer 
the Security Council and the Secretary-General, and yet you 
said explicitly the Organization of American States, leaving 
no role, apparently, for the United Nations. 


Do you take issue with Contadora's propensity to 
keep reporting to the U.N. and not to the OAS? 


A Again, I don't have anything to give you 
specifically on taking issue or not, but I would repeat what 
I've said; that our own preference is that these issues be 
addressed by regional mechanisms and organizations such as 
the Contadora process itself and such as the OAS. 


Q But you're not ruling out a role of the 
United Nations, are you? 


A I'm not ruling anything in or out beyond 
what I've just said. : 


Q On the Contadora, they've issued quite a 
long statement, or declaration yesterday, making a good many 
points about their view of where the Central American matter 
Stands. Understanding that at this point you only have 
press reports of it, when you do have their lengthy 
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declaration, which I believe has been made public, will the 
United States have some comment about how it sees these 
questions? They raised a whole list of diplomatic, mili- 
tary, political questions in the area. Can we get some U.S. 
reading on it? 


A Let me try and address at least some of that 
now and see if I can help you on that. 


As I said before, we haven't had a chance to fully 
assess their communique so I can only offer you general 
observations at this particular point. They did, 
apparently, address themselves to such issues as limits on 
arms brought into the region, foreign military advisors, so 
on and so forth. 


As you recall, the United States was a signatory 
to the San Jose Final Act last October which addressed the 
elements of a plan for peace and democracy in the region. 
Some of the same elements reportedly were considered at 
Cancun. That is, the elimination of foreign military advi- 
sors, reductions on the introduction of offensive weapons, 
non-use of terrority of one country to conduct acts of 
aggression against another country, and the importance of 
economic development. 


To the extent that those are consistent, we 
obviously find that those are things that we have already 
endorsed. 


QO- Has the United States abided by the San Jose 
Communique and the principles set forth therein since 
October when it was put out? 


A I don't know if it's a question of abiding 
by the principles. The idea was to get regional agreement 
and regional performance and not have any unilateral perfor- 
mance. It's a matter of trying to get everything done in a 
regional context. 


Q On this same subject, among the other things 
that's mentioned, I believe, is international border 
patrols. Does the U.S. have any view on that? Would the 
U.S. be willing -- 


A I don't have a specific response on that. I 
think we'd want to look at specifically what's proposed, and 
also understand what the reaction of the countries in the 
region to that would be. 


Q When you get, I would assume today 
or within a day or two, the actual text of what they said 
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and get some report about what they're pushing for, be pre- 
pared to give some further -- you or somebody -- some 
further U.S. reaction to what it is the Presidents of these 
countries are asking for? 


A I will pass it on. I cannot promise that in 
a sense that there may be some desire to do this diplomati- 
cally as opposed to publicly. But let me pass on your 
interest in having that done. 


QO There were, over the weekend, a report that 
Hubert Humphrey (inaudible) to carry reportedly a letter from 
King Hussein to Mr. Begin, and Mr. Begin had a negative 
response to it. Do you have anything about that? 


A I've also seen reports this morning that both 
Israel and Jordan have denied that there was any message 
passed. All I could really say, though, is that Mr. 
Humphrey was in the Middle East on a private trip, met alone 
with King Hussein and Prime Minister Begin, and I suggest 
you check with Mr. Humphrey regarding that. 


Q Alan, may I get back just for a minute to 
the Commission. What is the relationship now of the 
Commission to the State Department? Will the State 
Department still make policy recommendations to the 
President about Central American or does this pretty much 
remove Central America and that problem from the State 
Department and put it in another compartment? 


A You have a way of asking questions. I think 
the answer is clearly that the policy process, or mechanism 
remains here, as it has been, including the interagency pro- 
cess. 


As far as the role of the Commission is concerned, 
I will have to refer you to what briefers, who are briefing 
on that subject today, may be saying. Perhaps we can also 
see if we can get a briefing either here or at the White 
House either tomorrow or at some other point to answer your 
specific questions. But I would not think that the 
Department is going to be out of this process. It's a dif- 
ferent sort of context, but let leave the subject of the 
Commission really to people who are specifically addressing 
that subject today. I don't have anything more to give on 
that. 


Q Who's addressing it today? I didn't hear 
anything about it. 
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A The question was just raised. Maybe you 
didn't listen. 

Q No. I'm sorry. 

A Who at the White House is addressing it? 


Again, apparently it was addressed to a certain extent on 
the plane. I gather from looking at wire reports that there 
may be some discussion of this in a speech that's coming up. 
I don't know, so we'll have to look and see. | 


Q You don't know of any specific briefing on 
this subject in a sense that we use that word here? 


A I don't know of a State Department briefing 
Or a briefing held at the White House, per se. But, again, 
what the President's party may be saying, I can't tell you. 





Q Do we have a time yet for certification 
briefing? 

A For certification briefing? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't have anything for you on cer- 


tification at this point. 
8) Is the Commission a State Department idea? 


A I think that the Commission has a number of 
people who are interested in it, including, of course, very 
important people on the Hill. But I can't tell you who all 
the various players were. 





QO Does the Secretary of State have a role in 
recommending that this Commission be formed, or did he say 
it wasn't necessary, or it was a good idea? 





A I can't go very far down that path without 
violating our rule about not talking about recommendations 
to the President and interagency papers. But, certainly, 
the Secretary supports this. 


Q Did you mean to suggest a minute ago that 
Ambassador Stone is going to have absolutely nothing to do 
with this Commission, no coordination or -- 


A . No. I didn't mean to say that he will have 
absolutely nothing to do. But in terms of his role and 
whether his mandate remains as it has been, and so on, that 
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is unchanged by the Commission. He has a mandate from the 
President. I'm sure he'll be as interested and pays as much 
attention to the recommendations of whatever Commission 
there might be announced -- it hasn't been announced yet -- 
as anybody else. But it's the President's policy that he 
will be carrying out, and directives from the President and 
the Secretary that he will be carrying out. 


Q -Is there any coordination between former 
President Carter and anyone in the Department over his 
reported interest in getting one or two other former 
Presidents to work out some kind of an arrangement and get 
leaders from the Middle East to talk to other people here in 
the United States, or some kind of effort underway to 
resolve the Middle Fast problem? 


A I'm not aware of any, and I think that 
President Carter himself indicated that he was looking 
towards academics and the private sector more than he was 
towards government. 


Q Against the background of the two visits -- 
Gemayel and Begin -- is there any movement on convening the 
working group, U.S.-Syria? 


A -—«d: don't know of anything at this point on 
any convening of meetings of the U.S.-Syrian working group. 


Q Do you have any new indications, or any 
indications about the Jordanian position towards -- 


A About the which talks? 

Q Do you have any indication about any change 
Or new position of Jordan regarding the peace process? 

A I don't have anything new to offer on that, 
no. 

9) Talking about the Commission, you don't hap- 


pen to know, do you, about how many people are going to be 
on this Commission? 


A I don't have any further information I can 
share with you on that. It really is going to have to be up 
to those who will be addressing it when they're addressing 
it. : a 


Q Let me ask this one detail. Will they have 
access to cables and documents here? 




















A Again, I'm going to refer you to whatever 
briefings are given on the subject. I don't have backup 
information provide you. 


Q Despite the fact that the Cubans, as you 
requested, are publicizing the sentences they're handing out, 
the hijackings appear to be continuing. Are there any talks 
with the Cubans about any other methods or any other 
possible ideas for deterring or preventing such hijackings? 


A I guess I'd offer you two thoughts on that. 
One is, as we have in the past, we continue to urge the 
Government of Cuba to continue to make public the punishment 
of those found guilty of the crime of hijacking. If Cuba 
continues to sentence hijackers to substantial terms in pri- 
son, as it indicated it did, that should serve as a 
deterrent to further hijackings. 


I would note that we don't have the names at this 
time of the people involved -- the hijackers -- nor do we 
know what the motive is. It is possible, however, that the 
seven hijackers involved were people who resorted to 
violence, in part, because they had been denied a legal 
means of return to Cuba. To the extent that Cuba would be 
willing to take back persons who are presently ineligible to 
return to Cuba under Cuban regulations, take back persons 
who may wish to return, the number of potential hijackers 
would be considerably reduced. 


Qo. Has the U.S. responded to the Cuban note of 
about a month ago? 
r ; 
A I will have to take that question. 
Q Is the United States prepared to facili- 


tate their return, to supply the transportation, in other 
words? 


A We have said that if the Cubans would agree 
to discussing this subject and to moving ahead on this sub- 
ject that we would be wiiling to discuss modalities. I 
can't take it beyond that. 


Q These hijackers are not part of the exclu- 
dables. They're just Mariel refugees who don't want to live 
in the U.S. anymore. They want to go back. Are they part -- 


A As I said at the beginning of the second 
part of what I gave you, we don't have the names of the 
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people who are involved and we don't don't what their moti- 
vation is. I was suggesting, in reponse to Jim's question, 
about what else could we do beyond having them publicize the 
sentences to try to reduce the hijackings. That is one 
possible way of handling it, or helping. It may or may not 
have applied in this case. 


Q Are you suggesting any of these ideas 
directly to the Cubans rather than doing it through this 
indirect public message? 


A We certainly have raised with the Cubans the 
idea of taking back the people who were sent here who are 
not able to remain, who are ineligible. 


QO In effect, is that not an answer to the note 
of the Cubans about a month ago? 


A We said this consistently. This is not a 
new position. So I'm not trying to give you here a public 
answer to that note. 


Peter, you've been trying to ask a question. 


--MORE-- 
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Q But this is the same subject. I beg your 
forbearance. 


A Go on. 


Q I don't understand the public policy prin- 
ciple you're enunciating. What you seem to be saying is 
that a precondition for an orderly return of people who 
want to go back to Cuba is that Cuba itself agree to return 
-- or to have returned on the basis of an agreement with the 
United States -- all of the excludables from Mariel. 


Is that the: position you seek to be taking? 


A Instead of trying to give you new words, I 
refer you back to what we said about that in the past. 


Q You just said it indicated a precondition. 
A I will leave you with the words. 
QO Could we get a copy of it? Because it would 


require much poring over. 
A Sure. 


Q On Poland, what's your understanding of these 
reports that indicate the Polish Government is going to 
transfer several of the laws which are now restricting civil 
rights and Solidarity and press rights and the martial law 
to civil law if they lift martial law on the 22nd? 


A I don't have anything on that. I think we'd 
have to wait to see what happens before we would have any 
response to that. 


Q Would this have any effect at all on what our 
reaction is? 


A Again, I think we'd have to see what happens 
before we respond. 


Q The Vice President of Sudan is coming today on 
a visit, I guess. Do you have anything on this? 


A I don't have anything on it. Didn't know it. 
Sorry. : 
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Q On El Salvador, what is the position of the 
U.S. on universities and academic freedom, given the arrest 
of the University Secretary General, Ricardo Calderon 
Jimenez? 


A I don't know anything about the specific case. 
Our position on academic freedom is quite well known and 
publicly stated. 


Q It applies to El Salvador? 
A It applies as a general principle. 


Q Would we like to see the universities reopen 
there? 


Pas I don't have anything to give you on that spe- 
cific issue today. 


Q Aboard the White House plane today apparently 
the press was told that Ambassador Stone expects to return 
soon to the region. 


Could you narrow that down a little bit? 


A I can't really narrow it down a lot for you. 
He's continuing to consult with congressional leaders and 
congressional committee leadership in executive session. 


As I said before, his mandate continues, and I 
think it is fair to assume he would return to the region at 
some point, but there is nothing definite in terms of a 
schedule to offer you today. 


Let me go back. There is some pre-existing 
guidance, and I will retract my having taken a question and 
try to give you an answer here on the notes. 


The Chief of the Cuban Interests Section, Ramon 
Sanche7-Parodi, was handed our reply on July 7. This is the 
reply to the Cuban note of June 17 on return of certain 
Mariel excludables. 


Q Who handed it to him? 


A This was done by, I believe, the head of the 
Cuban Affairs Office. r 


Q He wasn't called in like the last time to see 
the Assistant Secretary? It was one of Enders' final acts. 
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A I'm telling you who gave it to him. 
Q Was there any word on the substance of this? 
A We reiterated to the Cubans our interest in 


knowing their response to our specific request, and we also 
reviewed what we were prepared to do in case they respond 
positively. For that I would again refer you back to what 
we said before about renewing immigrant visa issuance. I 
can't give you details about the meeting. 


Q I thought the Cubans responded by saying they 
were willing to have broader talks on questions of migra- 
tion. Did we turn that down? 


A Again, as I said, I'm not prepared to give you 
details of the meeting. The talks that we have proposed and 
would be willing to engage in would be limited to the sub- 
ject at hand. 


Q In other words, would it be fair to assume, 
then, that you are rejecting the latest Cuban note, telling 
them that it has to be much more forthcoming than it was? 


A I think that, again, I would have to refer you 
to what I said. We reiterated to the Cubans our interest in 
knowing what their response is to our specific request, and 
indicated what we would be willing to do if they responded 
positively. 


Again, we sought, in addition to reiterating that 
position, clarification of their position on their } 
willingness to entertain the return of these individuals. 


Q Do you have anything about the restrictions 
that will be announced, or were announced, regarding the 
sale of F-15s and F-l6s to four Arab Gulf States? What was 
the rationale behind this decision? 


A I think we have some guidance that goes back 
some time on that subject actually. The U.S., as it has 
done in the past, will continue to urge the Gulf Cooperation 
Council (GCC) states to consider seriously purchase of 
F-16/79 and F-20 aircraft. Both of those fall under what 
has been called previously FX aircraft. 


We believe these highly capable aircraft meet the 
near-term requirements of these states for modern air 
defense fighters. These aircraft will also allow the GCC 
states to provide for their own defensive needs while 
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lessening dependence on external support for operations and 
maintenance. 


We have informed the GCC states that, with the 
exception of Saudi Arabia and Oman, we're prepared to sell 
advanced aircraft after they have first procured an 
integrated FX aircraft into their inventories. 


Regarding the two exceptions, Saudi Arabia has 
already purchased advanced aircraft, and we would be pre- 
pared to sell an advanced aircraft to Oman if it so 
requests. 


As we discuss aircraft fighter needs with our 
Gulf friends, we will ensure that FX aircraft are included 
in all official data presentations and flight 
demonstrations. 


I might note that, for the purpose of this policy, 
the aircraft covered are F-15, F-16A, F-16/79, F-18, F-20, 
and fighter-bombers A-7, AV-8 and A-10. 


I note that some of the other countries have been 
given briefings on advanced aircraft, including the F-16, 
but with the understanding that that did not imply a commit- 
ment to sell. 


Q Copy of that? 


A I'll give you a copy of the first part of it. 
Yes. 


Q Let me ask you this: This means that they 
will get these FX aircraft and later on they will be able to 
buy F-16 and F-15 as a first step? 


A I'll refer you to the words I've used. I'm 
not prepared to go beyond that. I said we are prepared to 
sell advanced aircraft after they have first procured an 
integrated FX aircraft into their inventory. 


Q Why are you urging them? I mean, in com- 
petition with whom? 


A I'm not trying to address competition with 
anybody. I'm going to have to leave you with the guidance 
that I've given you. 


8) But I don't understand why you're urging them 
to buy aircraft. 
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A Again, I refer you to what I've said. We 
believe that these highly capable aircraft meet the near- 
term requirements of these states for modern air defense, 
and would allow them to provide for their own defensive 
needs while lessening dependence on external support for 
Operations and maintenance. 


Q Do they have anything comparab’2 right now, do 
you know? | 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q First, a simple one. Is there a Gemayel 
backgrounder planned? 


A I think there will be backgrounders provided 
on both President Gemayel's and Prime Minister Begin's 
visits. You might want to check, since they would involve 
White House, with the White House. 


Q Secondary to that, at the time these meetings 
were established, I wv..ink there was a widespread belief in 
this Department that there would have been some progress on the 
withdrawal agreement. 


Is there anything that you can now say about what the 
purpose of these meetings is other than routine con- 
sultations with these heads of state? 


Is there any possibility of a substantive change in 

the situation in the Middle East? 
r 

A I addressed before the issue of President 
Gemayel's visit and the objectives and what we intended to 
do there. I think we've also addressed the terms of Prime 
Minister Begin's visit. There's certainly a broad agenda to 
discuss with Mr. Begin. 


But I think that probably for more detailed readout 
Or account of what's expected, you should attend those 
pre-briefs. 


Q Over the weekend, President Nimeiri of Sudan 
issued a statement with regard to Chad, in which he said, 
among other things, the United States has announced it will 
assist the legitimate government of Chad; also said it would 
look with sympathy at any request for aid by the Habre 
Government. 
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In addition, the French announced that they were, 
as I understand it, asking their citizens to leave or 
telling them it's not safe there. 


Does the U.S. (a) have anything to say about its 
policy towards aid for a Habre Government, and has any 
warning or other caution been issued to American citizens 


there? 


A As far as any assistance might be concerned, 
we've undertaken consultations on the Hill on the subject of 
how we might be helpful in the present situation, but I 
don't have anything further for you at this particular point. 


In terms of the status of what we might have done 
regarding American citizens, let me try and get you 
something and post it a little bit later. I think I can get 
you something. 


Q Can I ask one other related to this? Also 
over the weekend, subsequent, I believe, to the briefing 
which was held here on Friday afternoon, the spokesman for 
the Greek Government in Athens -- Mr. Marudis or something 
like that -- stated according to Greek domestic radio that 
the process for the withdrawal of the American bases will 
begin effective ist of January 1989. 


He said that the five-month notice -- that is, the 
termination notice which is called for as part of the 
agreement which we are making with the Greeks -- does not 
contain and does not envisage any possibility of renewing, 
prolonging or revising the agreement. 


fr 


Is this the understanding of the United States 
Government? 


A I would refer you to two things. One is the 
briefing that was given here on Friday. Secondly, I would 
simply note that the recently initialed agreement -- the 


DECA -- permits either side to terminate the agreement at 
the end of five years, or thereafter by giving written 
notice of termination. This is comparable to agreements we 
have with other countries. 


But I believe that the briefer on Friday also 
addressed the question of his understanding of that subject, 
and I refer you to those remarks which I think you probably 
already have. 
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Q There was a report in the Times on Sunday 
about this inter-agency committee saying the situation in 
Salvador was very grim, and that there should be recommendations 
for an increase in aid for the Central American region of 
about 40 percent. 


Can you comment on this? 


A No. I'm not going to comment specifically on 
that story or any alleged, leaked document. On the general 
subject of security assistance, though, I would note that 
Congress has not yet completed action on the FY-83 security 
assistance funds requested in March, nor on the FY-84 
security assistance proposal, both of which are on the 
public record. 


We've consistently maintained that U.S. policy is 
not to seek a military solution to the tensions of Central 
America, but the continued military aid is essential to pro- 
viding a shield for growing democratic reform. 


Our level of security assistance is continually 
under review. What we need now is what we've already asked 
for. 


Q The Times said that things were going poorly, 
and the Post said this morning that things were going just 
fine. Who's correct? 


A I think that I will probably, in those terms, 
stay out of that particular issue, but I can address a 
little bit the subject of what's happening on the ground. 


Since the onset of the Salvadoran national campaign 
plan on June 10, the Salvadoran military has re-established 
government control in the strategic department of San 
Vicente. To coincide with this operation, military depart- 
ment commanders have also increased military operations in 
their respective areas, causing several guerrilla units to 
relocate. 


These operations have also provoked disruptions in 
the delivery of supplies to guerrilla groups throughout the 
country, particularly in the central region of the eastern 
part of the country. 


While the military component of the plan quite 
obviously must come first, the critical objectives are to 
re-establish a civilian government presence and to provide 
for the basic needs of the populace in the operations area. 
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To date, thousands have been provided with food, 
employment, and credits for reopening agricultural coopera- 
tives, and to small farmers. Teachers have been rehired, 
schools reopened, and mobile health teams dispatched. We're 
encouraged by this well planned military and humanitarian 
initiative on the part of the Government of El Salvador. 


Q Get a copy, please? 


A Yes. 


Q Also, could I have a follow-up on that? 
Apparently part of this plan was to establish civil defense 
forces in remote areas which the army has difficulty keeping 
under its control. 


What are the recruitment provisions of civil 
defense forces, and the question goes to who is being 
recruited to serve in those -- 


A I think you'd have to check with the 
Salvadorans on that. 


Q Do you have any recent information about the 
flow of arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 

A I don't have a recent update for you on that. 

Q In the last few months, I understand there was 


an intensive effort by the United States to interdict this 
flow of arms. 


You're not talking about it, either because you 
don't have anything to show or because you're -- 


A One thing, I think, again I would point up in 
this particular statement I've made to you -- the sentence 
which notes that these operations have also provoked disrup- 
tion from the delivery of supplies to guerrilla groups 
throughout the country, particularly in the central region 
of the eastern part of the country. 


Whether that, then, translates back into supplies 
flowing in from outside or whether it's a distribution 
problem inside, I don't know. I will take a look and see if 
I can provide you any sort of ‘a more recent update on that. 


Q If I can make a follow-up: Were there 
discussions recently in Managua between the U.S. Ambassador and 
the authorities there about the flow of arms, and can you 
report anything about these conversations? 
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A No. I don't think I would get into the 
question of diplomatic conversations. Ambassador Ouainton 
does meet, from time to time, with senior officials of the 
Nicaraguan Government, but I couldn't get into the topics. 


Q Are these arms still flowing in from Cuba? 
A Are the arms still flowing from Cuba to 
Nicaragua? : 


0 To El Salvador. 


A Again, as I said, I will check and see what I 
can get in the way of a more recent reading. 


0 Can I just ask a few southern Africa ones? 
Apparently you announced a new U.S. Ambassador to Mozambique, 
which I missed. Did you have that announcement? And do you 
have any reaction to -- there was another bombing in 
Namibia? 


A The answer to the second one is I don't have 
anything on it. The answer to the first one is it would be 
a White House announcement, and I would refer you to the 
White House. 


QO I want to ask you two things: One, on the 
report issued on Friday on the incident in Honduras. Is 
this the final report, or are you going to update it? 
Specifically, it would be of interest to find out what kinds 
of mines these were allegedly, and whether the Nicaraguan 
army has, to the knowledge of the United States Government, 
such mines, since you say the Honduran army does not? 


A Again, I don't know that there's any plan at 
all to update this. I think that if there is further infor- 
mation which is relevant, that, obviously, is always a 
consideration. 


We're not exactly in a position to do an inventory 
of the Nicaraguan army, and the records on that kind of mine 
go back longer than the records -- we don't have records 
going back that far on where such mines might have been 
sold. They're apparently old mines. 


All we do know is that the Hondurans don't have 
them. 


Q But you would know whether or not the United 
States provided such mines to Nicaragua. 
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A No. That's my point. They go back suf- 
ficiently far that there are no records. You can check 
with the Pentagon, but I think you will find out that there 
is no record going back as far as those mines go, so you 
can't do that. Obviously, there was an effort made to try 


to do that. 


Q And I would ask formally for you to reconsider 
the reference to the Salvadorans on the question of civil 
defense patrols for two reasons: (1) It's been a matter of 
policy by this government, enunciated by people at that 
podium, that the army and nothing but the army should 
control weapons that are supplied by the United States to El 
Salvador and not any paramilitary groups -- and that's been 
a matter of concern. 


And (2) because of the overwhelming human rights 
considerations and concerns of the United States Government 
with respect to.El Salvador and the fear that civil defense 
squads such as Orden which was outlawed in 1979 abused that, 
and I'd like you to look into it for those two reasons? 


A I will look into it. I can't promise you now. 


Q A little follow-up on the Honduran report. 
When you say that a mine was planted by Nicaraguan forces, 
do you mean the Government of Nicaragua forces? 


A Yes. 


0 One final question: Apparently there are 
people in the world burning to know what's going on in this 
ANZUS Council. Is there going to be a briefing today or a 
readout? 


A I do not know at this point whether there will 
be any sort of a readout. I don't know the answer to that 
question. There will, of course, be the press conference 
tomorrow. 


Q Can you confirm that the Secretary is meeting 
with Foreign Minister Salem this afternoon? 


A No. I heard that Foreign Minister Salem was 
out of town. ' 


Q They're apparently trying to arrange a meeting 
this afternoon prior to Gemayel's arrival. 


A I don't have any information on it. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a few 
announcements. First, after this briefing we will have a 
statement available in the Press Office on U.S. aid to Chad. 
Second, Prime Minister Begin telephoned the President this 
morning and said that for personal reasons, he will have to 
postpone his visit to Washington. President Reagan expressed 
his understanding. The two agreed that they would think in 
terms of rescheduling the visit sometime later this year. 


Announcement on a couple of backgrounders: There 
will be a BACKGROUND briefing this afternoon on the 
President's new national bipartisan commission on Central 
America. That will be in the White House briefing room at 
3:00 p.m. The briefing is open to all accredited White 
House and State Department journalists. The briefing will 
be piped into the State Department press briefing room. 


Lastly, Secretary of State Shultz, along with New 
Zealand's Foreign Minister Warren Cooper and Australia's 
Foreign Minister William Hayden will hold a joint press 
conference at the conclusion of the annual ANZUS Council 
Meeting this afternoon, at 5:00 p.m. in the Loy Henderson 
Auditorium. The press conference will be limited to 
questions concerning ANZUS matters. 


0 Is there any opportunity to get the communique 
in advance? 


A The communique? I don't quite know what the 
timing of the communique's release will be. I think pro- 
bably not, because I think that the Secretary had to leave 
the ANZUS meetings this morning in view of arriving digni- 
taries, and I think he will return this afternoon. So my 
guess is that they probably will sign off on the communique 
just before they break, but let me see what we can get for 
you on that. 


Q What impact do you think the Begin post- 
ponement will have on the Middle East negotiations in 
general? 











A . I think the negotiations will go on. There 
are all kinds of avenues for that. There are good contacts, 
good channels for communication with Israel here in 
Washington and good channels in Jerusalem. Obviously, we're 
disappointed that the Prime Minister is not able to be here 
at this time, but we look forward to the rescheduling of his 
visit. 


0 John, can you tell us anything about the 
substance of the visit of the Amir of Bahrain? Is the 
future of the base being discussed, and is military aid 
being discussed? 


A I have a stitch dropped there. I'm not sure 
whether there was in fact a readout at the White House on his 
visit this morning. 


STAFF: There was. 
A There was. 


@) Back on the Begin visit, is there any thought, 
was there any suggestion that he could have been replaced by, 
say, his foreign minister or the defense minister? 


A I don't know because I wasn't party to the 
conversation. I don't know whether that came up. I have no 
Suggestion that it did. I think the Prime Minister simply 
said that he was unable for personal reasons, for private 
reasons, to come at this stage, and looked forward to 
rescheduling it. I don't know that there was any 
suggestion. 


Q In that connection, the issue of possible 
Israeli redeployment has been sort of pending this visit. Do 
you expect the Israeli Government to take any action now 
before the rescheduling of the visit, before the visit 
actually occurs? 


A I don't know. There hasn't been an announce- 
ment by the Israeli Government. I think you'd have to ask 
them, but I think that in terms of any discussion of that, 
that there has been discussion. Those discussions are able 
to continue without the Prime Minister being here. 


Q John, can you speculate at all on what the 
personal reasons might be? 


A No, I can't. I think you'd have to ask Prime 
Minister Begin. 














Q John, on another scheduling thing, the press 
reports out of Madrid today, at least the ones that I've 
seen, have said that the signing ceremony for that conference 
is now likely for the second week in September. Is there a 


consensus on that? 


A I don't know whether there is a consensus on 
it. I con't think I'd steer you away from the thought that 
it would be difficult, maybe, to schedule that in the next 
couple of weeks. I note all the speculation that if you 
couldn't do it in the next couple of weeks, September was the 
next logical time; but I don't know that there is a consensus 


on that. 


Q John, on the Begin visit, do you have any 
indication at this point when "later in the year" might be? 


A No, I don't. No. 


Q John, on another visit, we were all under the 
impression that President Gemayel would be in on the 22nd, 
but he is arriving today. Do you have anything on that one? 


A That President Gemayel is arriving today? 


Q He was supposed to arrive on the 22nd, and I 
understand that he will be here today at some point. Do you 
know -- 


A He is arriving today, but so far as I know, 
that is on schedule and indeed in line with everything that 
we have given you about his schedule. It's certainly in line 
with the printed schedule. 


Q Is the official visit, then, to start on the 
22nd? Is that it or -- 


aA Not to my knowledge. I think everything is on 
schedule with an official arrival today. 


The meeting of the President with him, do you mean? 
Is that what you mean? 


Q No, no. I got it now. O.K. Thank you. 


A All right. 


Q Is there a change in that schedule, or is that 
still according to the printed schedule? 











A No, no. 
QO Has it been moved up? 


A Well, the arrival time may be an hour off, 
something like that. 


@) Forty minutes. 


A Yes, but in the sequence or the scheduling, 
there is no change. 


Q President Gemayel made a statement, I believe, 
in a press conference in North France before arriving here, 
where he was sort of optimistic, and he is expecting a speedy 
withdrawal of all forces. I just want to know if you share 
the same optimism that he has about the withdrawal of all 
forces from Lebanon? 


A I think that our statements on the withdrawal 
situation are perfectly clear. I think the Secretary 
expressed his view of how his talks with President Assad had 
gone. There was no progress in those talks, but we keep 
working for that withdrawal. Undoubtedly, as I think Mr. 
Romberg said yesterday, this will be, I'm sure, one of the 
topics of conversation between the President, the Secretary 
of State, and President Gemayel. 


Q Do you expect the cancellation or the post- 
ponement of the Begin visit to have any impact on the 
discussions with President Gemayel? In other words, were you 
expecting to discuss something with President Gemayel that 
would then be carried forward the following week with Prime 
Minister Begin and now cannot be done? 


A No, I don't see any reason why the present 
talks with President Gemayel would be affected. It seems to 
me the gender of those discussions would go forward as 
planned, and whatever might arise from those talks will be 
discussed with the Israelis. As I say, there are excellent 
channels for pursuing that. 


Q News reports from Israel lately, after the 
death of Mr. Begin's wife, that he went into depression, 
that his health conditions were not as strong as they used 
to be, that the whole thing was done by the Foreign Minister 
and the Minister of Defense and others, and that he is away 
from the limelight and everything -- do you think that this 
could be attributed to health reasons that he could not make 
it? 








a I don't know. Again, you would have to ask 
Prime Minister Begin what those reasons are. It isn't any 
secret that he suffered a great personal tragedy with the 
death of his wife, and his health problems aren't any 


secret. 


I think the President -- I can't quite remember 
whether there have been phone calls or messages, but cer- 
tainly the President has expressed compassion and concern 
about the death of his wife and his own health problems. But 
I think, as far as what the reasons are for the postponement 
of the visit, you will have to ask him. 


Q John, Mr. Jumblatt who was supposed to be 
visiting with you a couple of weeks ago, and postponed his 
visit, is coming tomorrow. He is leaving Beirut, actually, 
today. Is he going to be seeing any official in this 
building? 


fe I don't know. I don't know what -- Jumblatt 
-- what we had said while I'd been away on that. I'm not up 
to speed on the earlier guidance, and I'm not up to speed on 
his plans that you say he is coming here tomorrow. I didn't 
know that. I'd be glad to take a look at it, though. 


Q Do you have something on aid to Chad? 


A Yes. We'll have a statement in the Press 
Office for you afterwards. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Do you have anything on the hijacking, the 
one last night? 


x Not a great deal. Just a little update on 
that, if I can put my hand on it. I guess I cannot put my 
hand -- yes, I can. I can put my hand on it, but it may not 
have been worthwhile waiting for. (Laughter) 


The hijacking of Eastern Airlines Flight No. 1 
occurred shortly after midnight. The plane spent three 
hours on the ground at Jose Marti Airport and departed when 
the lone, unidentified hijacker surrendered to Cuban offi- 
cials. There were 232 people on board. Nobody was injured. 
To date this is the 8th hijacking to Cuba in 1983. Four of 
them have occurred in the past month. 


0 You still have no indication of the identity 
of the hijacker? 


A No. 


Q Have there been any communications from the 
Havana Government about the disposition of this person? 


A Of this particular person? No. Not that I'm 
aware. 


0 How about the one a couple of days ago or 
last week? 


A I'm not sure about the most recent ones, but 
they have been in touch with us, or we are aware that rather 
severe sentences have been imposed on earlier hijackers. 


Q That was as of June 15, but there's been 
nothing since. Is that correct? 


A I don't have anything more recent. 


Q In that connection, yesterday Alan commented 
that perhaps the problem of the hijackings could be linked 
to the problem of the Mariel flotilla, but he said that the 
U.S. was unable to determine whether any of the hijackers 
were in fact any of the so-called “undesirable” refugees. 


Has the State Department made any progress on 
that score? 


A Since yesterday, not that I'm aware. 











: 

QO There have been two hijackings since 
yesterday. 

A I am sure that what Alan said yesterday was 
a model of of conciseness and completeness. 

Q Can we ask -- would the State Department 
make it available when it finds out, if there is such a 
link? 

8 If we've got anything more to give you, 


we'll be glad to give it to you, sure. 


Q Will you tell us anything more about the 
U.S. reaction to the declaration or statements by the 
Presidents of the so-called Contadora countries? 


A Yes. I do have a little on that. We note 
that the Cancun Declaration reiterates many of the essential 
conditions for peace articulated at last October's San Jose 
Conference of Democratic States, including a verifiable 
freeze on the acquisition of offensive weapons, a ban on 
support for subversive groups, and a halt to arms traf- 
ficking. 


We are particularly pleased that the declaration 
makes clear that the establishment of strong democratic 
institutions must be included in any peace process. 
Specifically, the declaration called for guarantees of 
access to the electoral process of all groups, for popular 
consultation, and for full participation of all citizens in 
their countries' political life. 


We continue to support the Contadora Group's 
efforts and would encourage all the Central American states 
to continue serious discussion on the issues the President 
has identified. 


0 Get a copy, please? 
A Sure. 
0 Also, there is a report today in The New 


York Times that the Administration is planning large-scale 
military maneuvers in the region. 








Can you tell us anything about those reports and 
how they further the goals enunciated by the Contadora 
Group? 








A We have had exercises from time to time in 
various parts of the world, including the Central American 
region, and no doubt will have them in the future, but I 
don't have anything specific to announce today. 


0 But what about with respect to these steps 
in relationship to what the Presidents of the Contadora 
Group have asked for? 


A I'm not responding to those specific 
reports, but where we have had training exercises, they have 
Fulfilled a useful military function as well as from time to 
time underlining our concern about unrest in the area and 
expressing our determination and our support. 


0 Last time such maneuvers were held, par- 
ticularly with respect to Honduras, a senior Honduran 
officer, who was unnamed by The New York Times, said that 
they were used to transport large quantities of war materiel 
to anti-Sandinista groups based in Honduras. 





Do you have any comment as to whether this will 
be a similar exercise? 


A No, because I haven't commented on exer- 
cises that might or might not be taking place? 


Q John, if we could go back to the Middle Fast 
for a moment, President Gemayel was quoted last night in 
Nice as saying that contacts between the United States and 
the Soviet Union would help to soften Syria's stand. 


Has the United States asked the Soviet Union to 
use its good offices, if that's the right phrase, in Syria? 


A No. I don't think that's the right phrase. 
I think Mr. Romberg had some language yesterday, and I refer 
you to that, but the thesis basically is that we have talked 
from time to time with the Soviet Union about the Middle 
East. They are aware of our attitudes, particularly towards 
their destabilization efforts in Syria. 


But over all we have not found the Soviet Union 
to be helpful or constructive in the Middle East. 


@) You have not asked the Soviet Union to be 
helpful? 


A We have had discussion with them about the 
Middle East, and they are aware of our views on the Middle 














East, but they have generally not proved to be helpful in 
that area. 


Q What do you mean by "their destabilization 
efforts"? 

A I think there was a little matter of missiles 
in Syria. 

8) John, do you have anything on the assassina- 


tion of Mr. Ungo's brother in El Salvador? 
A No. I am afraid I don't. 


0 John, back on the Contadora Group, the 
President of Mexico, Miguel de la Madrid, called for direct 
talks between the United States and Cuba. That wasn't part 
of the official Contadora declaration, but do you have any 
comment on that? 


A Not really. We've had some language, to 
which I refer you, on talks with Cuba over the years which 
have tended to be not productive. I think that the 
Secretary of State has made the point that there needs to be 
some indication of change of heart on the part of Cuba 
before any such dialogue would be useful. But I urge you to 
go back to the specific language we've used. There is no 
change in that. 


0 Doesn't the reflection of this Kissinger 
Commission indicate a plan to talk with Moscow on the future 
of Central America? 


A A plan to talk to Moscow? I think we'd have 
to wait (a) for the members of the Commission to be 
announced, (b) for them to undertake their study, and (c) 
for them to report. I think it would be very premature to 
speculate about where they might go. 


2) The Vice President of Sudan arrived here 
yesterday. What is he going to do? 


A I don't have anything. The Vice President 
of Sudan? 


fe) With a military group. 
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A I'm not aware of it, but I'll be glad to 
take a look into it and see what we have, if anything. 


Q Rabbi Meir Kahane, head of the Jewish 
Defense League, is an American citizen who carries also 
Israeli citizenship, called for annexation of the West Bank 
and expulsion of the Palestinian Arabs from there in an Op 
Ed piece in The New York Times yesterday. 





Since he is a citizen of the United States, what 
do you have to comment on such ideas? 


A We believe in freedom of expression and 
freedom of the press, so -- 


QO Isn't this a call for violence in the West 
Bank? 


A Our position on the West Bank is clear and 
is unchanged. 


8) John, do you have any comment on the various 
actions taking place in Poland, these laws being passed, and 


A I don't really, Bernie. No. Nothing on 
that. 


0 John, on Central America, are you aware of a 
report quoting the U.S. Ambassador in Guatemala, saying that 
Kissinger is going to Guatemala in August and made a -- 


A No. Not aware of it. Not aware of the 
report and not aware that there are any plans for Mr. 
Kissinger to go to Guatemala. 


8) In connection with the kidnapping of the 
former Salvadoran diplomat's wife, is there anything the 
State Department can say at this point in the investigation 
as to possible connections between the accused? 


A No. I think that's still in the hands of 
the FBI. 


e) Any connection between the accused and any 
other countries other than Guatemala? 


A I don't know that we've taken it any further 
beyond where we were the other day, mainly that the 
Guatemalan Embassy, I think, indicated that if any 
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Guatemalan diplomats were involved, they would waive immu- 
nity. But I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Can I also ask you whether you have anything 
to say about the status of the recertification for El 
Salvador? Shall we expect that tomorrow? 


A Keep in touch with us tomorrow. Sure. I 
don't think we'll have anything today for you. 


Q Anything on the Green Peace people who are 
held by the Soviets? 


A I did not get it before I came down, but 
there is something coming. We'll have that a little later 
in the day. Maybe it will be down by the time we're through 
with this briefing.’ 


Q John, there's a conference today up in the 
Dirksen, On -- 


A I'm sorry. Where? 


Q Dirksen Senate Office Building, sponsored by 
something called the "Ad Hoc Committee for Democracy in 
Nicaragua." 


Can you tell me, is there any -- Kirkpatrick is 
Speaking at it this very moment. Is there any relationship 
between this conference and the U.S. Government? Will she 
be speaking on behalf of the Reagan Administration? 


A I think that Ambassador Kirkpatrick rarely 
expresses views that are not those of the Reagan 
Administration, but I'm not aware of this particular con- 
ference or the background or the organizers or the auspices. 


Q Could you look into it to see what the rela- 
tionship is? 


A Sure. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #125 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 20, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I have a couple 
of housekeeping announcements. Available in the Press 
Office is the testimony of Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth 
Dam before the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject 
is the legislative veto. 


Available at 2:00 this afternoon will be the testi- 
mony of Assistant Secretary for Economic & Business Affairs 
Richard McCormack before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, the Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs. The subject is the export of Alaskan oil. 


I would like to draw your attention to a statement 
released by the Justice Department yesterday regarding that 
Department's discussions with the Israeli Ministry of Justice 
on the deportation and extradition of Nazi war criminals. We 
have copies of that statement in the Press Office. If there 
are any queries on that, they should go to the Justice 
Department. 


There will be an ON THE RECORD briefing Thursday, 

July 21, at 11:00 a.m., here in the briefing room, on the 
Regional Administrative Radio Conference on Direct Broadcast 
Satellites, which was just concluded in Geneva. The briefers 
will be the Coordinator for International Communications and 
Information Policy, Ambassador Diana Lady Dougan, and the 
Head of the U.S. Delegation to the conference, Ambassador 
Abbott Washburn. 


On President Gemayel's visit this afternoon, there 
will be a BACKGROUND briefing at the White House on President 
Gemayel's working visit to the United States. The briefing 
is open to all accredited media representatives with State 
Department or White House press credentials, in the White 
House press briefing room at 3:00 p.m. 


That's all I have. 

















Q John, do you have any initial assessment of 
the Israeli Cabinet today on redeployment? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We are 
still in the process of consulting with the Israelis in order 
to learn the details of the Cabinet decision. Israel, of 
course, makes its own decisions, but our position on partial 
withdrawal has not changed. Our basic objective is the full 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. Any partial 
withdrawal, therefore, should be within the framework of 
that objective and should not complicate the very difficult 
tasks facing the government of President Gemayel. 


Q In your assessment so far, is there a decision 
now within the framework of a total withdrawal? 


A I think the situation is that we are con- 
sulting with them and looking for details of their position and 
of the decision that apparently has been taken. I think, as 
you know, the Israeli Cabinet spokesman declined to give 
details after the Cabinet session, and we are looking for 
those details. When we have those details, I think we would 
be in a better position to -- 


0 Did the Secretary of State ask the Israelis to 
delay this decision? 


A To delay this decision? 
Q Yes. 
A Not to my knowledge. 


0 When he was out there, it was widely reported 
that he had asked them to put it off. 


A No. Obviously, there was discussion of 
Israeli intentions, and there have been discussions between 
ourselves about various options they have been considering, 
but I'm not aware of any press to delay. 


Q Would you characterize your reaction? Are you 
disappointed? Happy? What? 


A I think the words I've offered you here are 
the characterization that we offer. 


Q Does the Israeli decision, as you understand 
it at this point, complicate the matters for President 
Gemayel's government? 




















A I think we will have to see what the details 
of that decision are. As I have said, our objectives are 
clear. We are for the full withdrawal of all foreign forces. 
Whatever actions fall within the framework of those goals, we 
are for; whatever actions do not fall within that framework 
clearly give us problems. 


0 Do you have any comment on the reported deci- 
sion of Prime Minister Begin to delay or postpone his visit 
here? 


A No. We had some discussion about that yester- 
day. He called the President, as you know, and said that 
that was for personal reasons. I think the Israelis have 
stood by that statement. I don't think there has been 
anything further coming out of Israel, and therefore -- 


Q Do you have any clearer understanding today of 
what was responsible for the decision? 


A Personal reasons, I gather. 


Q Your statement with regard to the partial 
withdrawal, it's the first time I can recall when you, in 
addition to talking about the objective of full withdrawal, 
spoke of the question of whether or not this would compli- 
cate the difficult problems of the Government of Lebanon. 


In view of the fact that the top rank of the 
Government of Lebanon is here in Washington, can one assume 
that you will determine, in a large part, whether it compli- 
cates the life of the Government of Lebanon by what the 
Government of Lebanon has to say about it? 


A I think we would be also waiting to see what 
the Government of Israel has says about it, to flesh out 
the details of this rather brief announcement. 


But I think you're off on the wrong track, Don. 
This may be the first time we have said this, but I don't 
think there is any divergence from our goals. We have always 
said that our goals are the departure of all foreign forces 
and a stable and sovereign Lebanon. Clearly, I think it is 
in that respect that we are talking about complicating the 
task of the Lebanese Government, plus the third goal of 
Israeli security. 


Q What do you mean, then? Could you explain a 
little bit more what you had in mind when you talk about 
complicating the task of the Lebanese Government? 

















A I think the task of the Lebanese Government, 
of any government, is complicated if it does not have 
authority and stability throughout its entire territory. 
That is the goal of President Gemayel's sovernment, and that 
is the goal we want to be achieved within the framework of 
these two other goals, one affecting Israel and the other 
one affecting the withdrawal of foreign forces. 


It's difficult to be sovereign, independent, and 
have control and stability of your entire territory when you 
have foreign forces occupying that territory. 


0 In view of the recent call by the Contadora 
Group -- 


re) Let's stay on the Middle East. 


0 John, did you have anything on a news report 
about a GAO report which claimed that Israel has too many 
arms? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Could you look into that, please? It was a 
CBS report. 


A No. Is this not the same GAO report that 
people have been asking about for several days? 


0 It would seem to be a different slant on it. 
It was one that came out today. If you could look into that 


A I'll look into it, but I doubt if we would 
have anything on it. 


0 John, I'm still a little bit confused. Are 
you saying that this does not create problems for the United 
States if indeed any redeployment is linked verbally to a 
commitment to full withdrawal? 


A I'm saying that we are for, and it is our 
policy that all foreign forces should withdraw from Lebanon. 
We are for actions that hasten those goals, and obviously, we 
would be opposed to actions that prove an obstacle to those 
goals. But until we see some more details of the apparent 
Israeli decision, it is kind of hard to offer you any analysis. 


0 Does the decision, as far as you know now, 
create any new responsibilities, obligations, or need for 
Israeli-American talks or cooperation in terms of filling the 
security vacuum that might be left by redeployment? 











A I think the channels of communication are per- 
fectly adequate. If you're asking me, I don't see a need for 
any further developments. It seems to me that the channels 
of communication are good and they are open. What com- 
munication there needs to be can be through existing chan- 
nels. 


Q John, also on Lebanon, it appears that there 
has been some very intensive shelling in the city of Beirut 
today. Do you see any wider purpose in that? Do you see any 
wider dangers than before? 


A I'm not sure that I can give you an analysis 
of it, but I can give you a comment on it. This brutal and 
indiscriminate shelling of populated areas is especially 
distressing at the very moment the Lebanese President is 
engaged in talks here in Washington aimed at the withdrawal 
of all external forces leading to national reconciliation 
and the extension of Lebanese central government authority 
throughout the country. This latest incident poignantly 
underscores the necessity for speedy withdrawal of all 
foreign forces, which remains the key and paramount objec- 
tive of our efforts with all the parties. 


8) (Inaudible. ) 


A National reconciliation? 
Q Where, with the Americans? 
4 No. I think we're talking about the various 


political and religious groups in Lebanon. 


e) John, when can we have copies of both, please, 
the statement on the bombing and the statement on the 
redeployment? 


4 I think instantly. Have I overcommitted us? 
Right after the briefing. 


8 Does the United States have an agreement with 
Lebanon regarding what the U.S. position will be on Israeli 
redeployment? In other words, has the United States told 
Lebanon that it will do something other than merely consult 
with Israel regarding Israel's decisions on redeployment? 


4 We have been, as you know, for many months in 
constant diplomatic contact with Lebanon and Israel, but I 
don't think I'm really going to go into the day-by-day 
details of those discussions. 


Q You won't say whether the United States and 
Lebanon have an agreement on what to do about Israeli 
redeployment? 











A I think there is an agreement on goals. We 
are in agreement that all foreign forces should leave 
Lebanon. 


Q Are you drawing any distinction between the 
words “redeployment” and “partial withdrawal?" You chose to 
use the words "partial withdrawal." 


A I don't think you should play with words. I 
think you should keep your eye on the total withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. That's what we're working 
for. Call moves within that framework what you like, our 
test of them will be whether they contribute to those goals. 


Q You mentioned national reconciliation, and 
yesterday I asked you about whether Jumblatt was coming. 


A I think he is not, actually. I think he's 
not, in fact, but still go ahead. 


0 He is not coming? 
A That's my understanding. 


8) Well, fine. The area that the Israelis are 
trying to pull their troops from is the Shouf area where the 
majority of the inhabitants are the Druze, where Walid 
Jumblatt is their spokesman, the President of the party that 
represents them. 


He and the Shi'ite leader, Nabile Beri, issued a 
statement in Damascus last week saying, we're not going to 
allow -- we refuse the allowance of the Lebanese army into 
Our area in the Shouf, unless we reach political agreement 
with the government. The government refused. So, what will 
happen? 





A I think you're talking about internal Lebanese 
political developments, and I don't think we can comment or 
offer views about those. I think this is a matter for 
Lebanon, the Government of Lebanon to resolve. 


Q Yes, but if the Israelis pull from the Shouf 
area, the void that the army will try to move in, the Druze 
will fight it, and you'll have an explosion the way you have 
seen in Orly last week. 


4A We will have to wait and see developments. I 
don't have the details of what the Israelis are planning to 
do. I suspect you don't either. 





0 What do you have to say about the lengthy 
statement by Mr. Ortega? 




















7 
Q Would you repeat the question, please? 


A It's the Nicaraguan statement yesterday. 
The United States welcomes any sincere and verifiable propo- 
sal to lessen the tensions in Central America. Taking Mr. 
Ortega at his word, we believe the Nicaraguan proposal is a 
positive step in that it acknowledges the regional nature of 
the problem and the need to address external support for 
insurgencies and terrorist groups. 


The proposal still contains a number of serious 
shortcomings. For example, the proposal seeks to put the 
insurgents in El Salvador on the same level as a democra- 
tically elected government. It fails to take into account 
the need for true democracy as a means to resolve the inter- 
nal problems of the countries of the region. It does not 
deal with Nicaragua's military buildup, and there are no 
clearly articulated provisions for effective verification. 


Nonetheless, we would hope that the Nicaraguan 
proposal, along with those put forward by other countries of 
the region, would be considered, refined, and expanded as 
necessary at the next meeting of the Contadora Nine, sche- 
duled for later this month. 


0 Copy, please? 
oy Sure. 
0 A follow-up on that. Would the United 


States consider, in the light of the Contadora Group's call 
for positive responses and this new Nicaraguan gesture, 
would the United States consider something along the line of 
cutting back on the military maneuvers that are taking place 
off the coast of Nicaragua now as a corresponding gesture? 


A I don't know that any consideration is being 
given to that. 


°) We have been told for the past few days that 
today is certification day, and I was suprised there was no 
mention of that in your opening announcements. Do you have 
anything on that? 


4A Yes, I do. It is certification day. i do 
not think we would be able to have a BACKGROUND briefing 
before your deadlines. As you're aware, the Administration's 
decision on certification is due to Congress today, but insofar 
as a briefing on that, such a briefing would have to be 
arranged after delivery to Congress, and I am doubtful that 
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we would be -- keep in touch with us -- but I'm doubtful 
that we will, in fact, have a backgrounder within your 
deadline. 


8) Can we at least get the letter? 

a Let us see how the process develops during 
the day. 

0 You will send the report to the Congress 


this afternoon? 


A I think we are obliged to indicate our deci- 
sion by midnight tonight. 


Q Can you tell us now? 
a No. 
Q When you speak of our deadline, what is our 


deadline that you're speaking of? 
fy I think it is a legal requirement. 


Q No, I understand. When you speak about “our 
deadline," that we can't get it before our deadline, what we 
want to know, is that midnight tonight? 


A I do not think we would be able to give you 
a backgrounder before maybe 8:00 or 9:00 this evening, and I 
suspect that for most people that is -- 


fe) When is the letter going to be issued? Do 
you know? 

4X I do not know. 

0 Why wouldn't you be able to do that, John? 

A Because of the schedule, and because ot the 


process that is going forward and the fact that it has to be 
notified to Congress before we can discuss it with the 
press. 


0 Why are you unable to notify Congress 
earlier than that? 


A Because of the process, because of the fact 
that it hasn't yet gone to Congress. 
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Q It doesn't have anything to do with the fact 
that you'd rather release all of this after the newspaper 
deadlines, after television deadlines? 


A No, no, not at all. If we give it to you 
tomorrow, the backgrounder tomorrow, it would be before 
tomorrow's deadlines. 


fe) What about the possibility of an embargo on 
the briefing for release of the document? 


4 Keep in touch with us, but I'm just tipping 
you that I do not think the backgrounder will be within your 
deadline period. 


fe) We understand the certification to be deli- 
vered to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee at 2:45 


today. 


a I don't think your information is correct. 

9) It will be later than that? 

4 I'm sure it will be later than that. 

fe) Any sense of how late? 

aN Late afternoon or early evening, I would 
think. 

9) What time does the Secretary have a -- 

my The Secretary has a pretty heavy schedule, 
among Other things. A lot of people have a heavy schedule. 

Q Can we have a filing break? 

A Filing break. Sure. 

f°) If the certification -- 

A Sorry, go ahead. I didn't get the first 
part. 

e) As a practical matter, if the certification 


decision, as you say, is going to be delivered today, late 
this evening or late this afternoon, you wouldn't be deli- 
vering anything if you weren't recertifying? 
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A I think we are obliged to notify Congress of 
the decision. I don't think you should anticipate the deci- 
sion. I'm not leading you one way or another, but I don't 
want you to jump to conclusions either way. 


0 You're only obliged to recertify that El 
Salvador is making progress in human rights if you want the 
aid to continue. Tell me if I'm wrong, but there's no obli- 
gation to say anything to Congress if you don't want to cer- 
tify that they're -- 


A I don't think you're correct on that. I 
think we are obliged to indicate the decision. 


8) Do you think we can expect a surprise in 
this certification? (Laughter) 


A Why don't we wait until the document goes up 
and we can see for ourselves. 


0 On Salvador, there is this -- these recent 
developments regarding the treasury police involvement, 
allegedly, in the nun case, and so there's going to be a 
further delay. Do you have any guidance on that at all? 


A I don't. I'm sorry. 


Q And also the conference committee meeting 
last night, late, said they would give the Administration 
$25 million on the supplemental request out of the $50 
million on El Salvador, do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't have any reaction on that. 

0 And do you have anything on Carter's state- 
ments with respect to -- 

A With respect to -- 

fe) -- to Central America, Nicaragua and El 


Salvador, specifically. 


A Yes, I do. I guess you're talking about 
President Carter's speech in Tokyo? 


Q I think it was a press conference. 


4 Okay. I would just like to point out that 
President Carter reinstituted military assistance to El 
Salvador in the iast days of his Administration. 
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We cannot agree with President Carter's charac- 
terization of the Salvadoran Government as a "bloodthirsty 
regime." Those are his quotation marks. Violence levels 
have been reduced markedly since January 1981, when 
President Carter decided to send military assistance to El 
Salvador. Civilian deaths attributable to political 
violence are about 25 percent of what they were at that time. 


The government has made significant gains in land 
reform, where now over 500,000 Salvadorans who were landless 
at the time of the Carter decision now enjoy the benefits of 
agrarian reform. The process of democratization is con- 
tinuing; a popularly-elected Constituent Assembly is in 
place; elections are planned for later this year. 


Nobody is denying that there are persistent 
problems in El Salvador, and violence levels are never 
acceptable. However, in our view, the situation in El 
Salvador is markedly improved from what it was in January 
1981, when President Carter left office. 


fe) Is that language from the certification -- 

A Pardon? 

8) Is any of this wording for certification? 

fy I'm not anticipating any language is for 
certification. 

2) Can we get a copy, and can you address the 


issue that you raised with respect with Nicaragua? 


4 I'm sorry, I don't understand your question. 

8) I'm sorry. I would like to get a copy of 
what you just read. 

A Sure. 

. © And in addition to that, I wonder if you 

would address what he had to say about Nicaragua? 

4A I'm afraid I don't have anything on 
Nicaragua. 

0 Is there any thought of Senator Stone 


getting into a dialogue on this? 
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A As I think we indicated a few days ago, 
Senator Stone, I think, does have travel plans in the 
region. I don't have the details on where he is going, but 
I wouldn't rule out any itinerary. 


Q Do you have any timing on that? 


A I guess we don't have anything to announce 
on the timing. 


0) You expect he'll probably leave this 
weekend? 


A I think he will leave soon. I think he will 
leave soon. 


Q John, do you have any schedule on Dr. 
Kissinger's move back into the building? 


A Yes, I do. I think he's going to be here 
early next week. He will be at the Department the first few 
days of next week. He will meet with the Secretary of State 
On Monday. We expect he would have an early meeting with 
the President, but I think you should talk to the White 
House about that. 


As was indicated, I think in a backgrounder at the 
White House yesterday, Dr. Kissinger and his executive 
director and their immediate staff will be situated at this 
point in the Department of State which will provide logisti- 
cal and other support. It's our understanding that Dr. 
Kissinger is not going to Guatemala next week. 


Q Has the State Department's Legal Office 
given you a decision on whether the certification, that 
you're talking about, is in fact now continued to be 
required because of the Supreme Court's decision on execu- 
tive veto? 


4A I cannot answer. I do not know whether such 
a decision has been sought or offered. All I know is that 
the process is going forward; we are going forward with the 
process. 


Q Is there any precedent, John, for a former 
Secretary of State occupying an office in the State 
Department under a succeeding Secretary? 


4 I suppose we'd have to do some research on 
that if you're seriously interested. But, obviously, former 
Secretaries of State have been very much involved with 
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have been very much involved with foreign policy in various 
consultative and other roles after leaving office, and have 
certainly been in and out of the building. I don't know 
whether they have physically occupied an office. I suspect 
they probably have. 


Q What is your guidance on whether former 
Secretary of State Kissinger will be traveling to the 
region? He has said he has no foreseeable plans. \ 


4 ‘I think that will up to him and the mem- 
bers of the Commission. 


0 Is $25 million, if that Figures stands, that 
came out of the conference committee, is that in your view 
sufficient to meet El Salvador's needs, or until that 
(inaudible) that you ask for will create problems for the 
Salvadorans? 


A I might have something on that later in the 
day for you, but I don't have a comment on it. 


Q Did Dr. Kissinger present a report to Mr. 
Shultz about his last Middle East trip? 


a I honestly cannot remember, but certainly 
the two -- 

fe) Can you check on that? 

4 I don't think I really need to in the spe- 


cific sense you are asking. I really don't think I need to 
do research because, obviously, they have talked and con- 
sulted frequently. 


Q I'd like to ask you about the withdrawal or 
the redeployment of Israeli forces. There are reports that 
the personal reasons that Mr. Begin is not coming to the 
States were that there was pressure on him from his advisors 
in order to lift this Cabinet decision to pass and to get 
that decision on the redeployment, and as a result they 
asked him not to go, told him not to go at this time 
because they're anticipating some uproar over this decision. 
What do you comment on that? 


A No comment, because you're asking me what 
his advisors advised him, and I have no idea what his advi- 
sors advised him. 


0 Among the personal reasons also, according 
to the reports, is that he told the President that he has 
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nothing else to discuss with the Administration besides the 
Lebanese-Israeli agreement. Is it true? 


A I don't know anything about that. As our 
statement said yesterday, he called the President. He said 
that for personal reasons he wasn't able to come at this 
time, wanted to reschedule the meeting. The President was 
understanding and accepted that explanation, as far as I 
know it. 


Q Can I just return very briefly, just as a 
housekeeping matter? If Kissinger's commission is housed in 
this building, will questions about the work of the com- 
mission be appropriately addressed to you or to the White 
House? 


A It's a very good question. I do not know 
what arrangements Dr. Kissinger will make for handling 
inquiries to the commission. I think that will be largely 
his decision. 


Q Does he have a staff yet? 

A I don't know. I suspect that kind of deci- 
sion really won't be taken until next week. 

f°) John, have you heard from the Soviet -- 

A I don't want to mislead you. You're talking 


about staff in general context. I think as far as an execu- 
tive director is concerned, I think there will be a White 
House -- there may have already been a White House announ- 
cement on it, but I'll leave you with the White House. 
That's their announcement. 


QO Have you heard from the Soviet Government 
yet on this alleged detainment of the Greenpeace members? 


A We are in touch with the Soviet Government. 
At this stage I don't have very much more beyond what we 
gave you yesterday, but we might, as the story develops 
during the day, have something this afternoon. Obviously, 
we're very concerned about it. 


Q Do you have any details on what's going on, 
the status of the whole thing? 

A On the Greenpeace thing? 

e) Yes. 

A No. 
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Q John, why are you very concerned? 


A I think one is always concerned when 
American citizens are detained. 


Q They were in another country illegally; 
right? 


A We would be concerned -- I think one is 
always concerned at the detention of Americans under what- 
ever circumstances. One is always compassionate. 


Q A couple questions on the hijacking again. 
The FAA apparently had a press conference urging the State 
Department to, again, restate its desire to have hijackers 
brought back to this country. Do you have any response to 
that? 


A We're looking at what additional measures or 
actions we might take. I don't have anything for you today. 
We might in a day or two. 


Q Can you tell me what the status of the 
latest communication with Cuba on that is? Where does that 
stand now? 


A I don't. I don't have an update on that, 
I'm afraid. 

0 John, anything to say today on Poland on the 

A No. 

Q I would like to go back to the question 


about the Greenpeace people. The statement yesterday indi- 
cated that this was a group that did not use, I believe the 
term was standard modalities or usual modalities. Does the 
State Department have anything to say about what these 
people were doing there? 


A No, no, I don't. 
re) About their methods of operation? 
A No. Looking into their detention, I think 


that's our present concern. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, JULY 21, 1983, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments, just to point out for your convenience that there will 
be stakeout, I understand, after the luncheon for President 
Gemayel. The Secret Service has told us that they will 
freeze the lobby at 1:30, and President Gemayel will come 
down shortly after that. I can't guarantee those times. As 
you all know, those luncheons sometimes run over the 
scheduled time. But that is their plan, to freeze the 
lobby at 1:30. S 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Who will appear at this stakeout? Will that 
be Mr. Gemayel? 


A I cannot guarantee what the Secretary will 
do, but I think he ordinarily comes down with heads of 
government. * . 

9) John, excuse me, will there be a readout from 


anyone at State after the meeting? 


A There will not be a readout today. There 
will be a readout after the President's meeting with 
President Reagan. Whether President Gemayel will say 
anything when he comes down and passes through the lobby, as 
always, is up to the visitor. 


Q John, what can you tell us about the release 
of Mr. Dodge? 


A .Not a great deal, beyond the White House 
announcement, Jim. As you know, the announcement at the 
White House said that Mr. Dodge, who was kidnapped July 19 
last year from the campus of the American University of 
Beirut where he was serving as acting President, has been 
released. 


The Government of the United States is grateful to 
Syrian President Hafez al-Assad and to his brother, Dr. 
Rifad al-Assad, for the humanitarian effort they undertook 
which led to Mr. Dodge's release. 











The President is deeply gratified by Mr. Dodge's 
release and has directed that a U.S. militry aircraft be put 
at Mr. Dodge's disposal for his return to the United States. 


I think the announcement at the White House also 
expressed the President's appreciation for the excellent 
work of the State Department in assisting in Mr. Dodge's 
release. 


Q Do you know now who kidnapped him? 


A Not going to have anything for you on that, 
Jim. - 


°Q Was any ransom -- 


A It was Mr. Dodge's own request that we con- 
fine our remarks pretty much to this statement. No, no 
ransom. 


Q No ransom was paid? 
A No ransom was paid. 
Q Was he leaving from Damascus? 


A Not going to be able to get into that, . 
Bernie, I'm afraid. Can't tell you. Have a little more, 
and then I really don't have much beyond that. Based upon a 
preliminary examination by a State Department medical 
officer following his release, it appears that Mr. Dodge is 
in good physical and mental condition. 


As to his present whereabouts and when he was 
released and how he was released, Mr. Dodge has asked that 
no further details be provided. The important thing is that 
he was and is released. 


I'm not able, in line with Mr. Dodge's request, to 
give you any information about his arrival time or 
whereabouts in the United States, and he has asked that you 
will understand his need for quiet and rest away from the 
glare of the media. 


Q John, can you tell us, if you know, when did 
you learn he was going to be released? 


4 No. Not going to be able to get into any of 
the details, I'm afraid. 




















Q Could you be more specific about President 
Assad's role, for which the United States -- 


a Only insofar as the White House announcement 
has chronicled it, and let me simply add that we're very 
pleased with the help that Syria was able to provide. 


Q Did Secretary Shultz speak to President Assad 
on this matter today, recently? 


A I'm not going to be able to give you any -- I 
know that this will be a source of frustration to you, but 
I'm going to ask your understanding or the circumstances 
Surrounding Mr. Dodge's ordeal. 


; Q John, did you say where he is, or you can't 
even say that? 


4 I didn't say where he is, Bernie. I said 
that the President had made an aircraft available to bring 
him back to the United States. 


Q Could you tell us how long Assad has -been 
involved in this? 


Q No. I really can't., 


~~ 


Q You're not saying that he was released in 
Beirut or Damascus? 

4 No. I'm not saying where he was released. 

Q Was it in the Bekaa? 

a No. I'm not saying where he was released. 

Q Is there a Palestinian role in this matter? 

Q No. Not going to comment on that. 


Q ~ i. can understand if he asks that you not give 
out details on where he is and so forth. What is the reason 
for no other details, even to say whether the Secretary of 
State spoke with President Assad? 


Q I don't want to get into the reasons -=- Mr. 
Dodge's reasons for his strong feelings about this. There 
are good reasons. 


Q No, no. But, I mean, surely Mr. Dodge 
wouldn't care if you told us whether the Secretary of State 








spoke to the President of Syria. Is that also at his 
request, Or is that the Secretary's request, and, if so, 
what is the reason for that? 


A I don't know that that is at his request, but 
I do know that the words I am giving you have been specifi- 
cally requested by Mr. Dodge and agreed upon with hin. 
Therefore, I'm confining myself to his words. 


Q John, another topic? 


Q No. On the same subject. John, did the 
President or the Secretary call President Assad or his 
brother, Dr. Rifad Assad, to thank them personally, or is it 
enough putting out this statement? 


A I think, as far as the President is con- 
cerned, I think you'd have to refer that question to the 
White House and see whether they would answer it. 


Q How about the Secretary? 
A No. I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Does that tie in, in any way, with President 


Gemayel's visit? Is there any link? 


“ 


A No. - 


Q What personal communications have taken place 
with Mr. Dodge? Has the President or the Secretary spoken 
with him directly? 


A I don't think the Secretary has. Whether the 
President has -=- I don't think the President has, but, 
again, I think I'd have to refer you to the White House on 
that. 


Q How long -- there was some information that 
the Syrian President and his brother had anything to do with 
this. .Can you tell us - 


A I'm sorry. First, what are you -- 


a How long since you knew or the Government 
knew that the Syrian Government, President and his brother, 
had anything to do with the release or whereabouts of Mr. 
Dodge? 














a Sorry to disappoint you, but I'm really not 
going to get into this. As you know, Mr. Dodge has been in 
this situation for a year. The State Department has been 
very active throughout all of that period, and we're 
delighted that it has come to this happy fruition, but I'm 
not going to get into what we have done, when we did it, and 
with whom we did it. 


Q Also on Lebanon, can you tell us why 
Ambassador Lewis is coming back? 


A I think he's coming back for a number of 
reasons. I think to report on discussions he's had with 
Israeli officials, and I'm sure he will have an interest in 
President Gemayel's visit here, too. 


Q Have you now made an assessment of the impact 
of the Israeli Cabinet decision? 


_ Nothing beyond what we had yesterday. 


Q Jonn, also on Lebanon -=- not on Lebanon, the 
Middle East -- there is a report today that the American 
Government approved Israel's sale of arms to Honduras. 


Can you give us any more on this or comment on 
this at all? a 


A That's a story about PLO arms are finding 
their way to Nicaragua? 


Q Yes. 


Q No. I really can't. I don't want to steer 
you either way on this, but, as always, in stories that 
obviously have a relationship with covert activity, we 
decline comment without steering you in any direction. So I 
would decline comment on that. 


Q ~ You cannot tell us if the report is correct 


Or not? 
A No. 
Q Can you confirm the -- 
A No. I'm not confirming it, not denying it, 


or telling you -- 


@) Have the Israelis -- 











A I don't quite know how I say it more clearly 
than -- but I'm not going to comment on it. 


Q Okay. Let me ask you something else. 


A Try again, but the answer will still be "no 
comment." 


Q Can I try a follow-up on it, then? Is Israel 
helping the United States train any of these Central 
American troops -- 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q In Lebanon again, yesterday there was a bomb 
by ‘the Druze on a beach hotel in Beirut. Do you have 
anything you can tell us? 


A ‘Is that the Summerland Hotel? 
Q Summerland. 


A We are shocked by the latest in a series of 
tragic incidents. The perpetrators of terrorist acts of 
this nature can find no justification among civilized men 
and women for such activity. Don't have any more details on 
that for you. : 


Q Don't have anything further? 
A No. Don't have anything further. 


Q Would you agree with the President of Lebanon 
by saying -- by alleging that the bombs that had been thrown 
on Beirut, the source of it is Damascus, and if they con- 
tinue to throw these bombs, these bombs would be thrown back 
at the heart of Damascus? 


A I think the President of Lebanon clearly 
speaks for himself. 


Q I'm asking for your assessment, if you agree 
with him on this or not. 


a I've given you our assessment. We have no 
more details on this particular incident. It's very hard to 
ascertain just exactly who pulls the trigger in this kind of 
action. 








Q Do you have anything on Moshe Arens' visit to 
Washington? 
a No. Don't have anything on that. I've seen 


those reports, but don't have anything specific on it. 
Q You're not even sure that he's coming? 


A No. I don't think it's sure that he's 
coming. 


0 John, the President of Lebanon said this 


morning -- 


, A I mean, I'm not suggesting that he might not, 
but we're not aware of specific plans. 


Q The President of Lebanon said this morning 
that a partial withdrawal the Israelis are planning gives 
the appearance that the U.S. effort to get an entire foreign 
troop withdrawal has failed. 


Do we have any response to that? 


A Only that partial -- as_we have said con- 
Sistently, we have to look at any action taken within the 
overall framework of total withdrawal of foreign forces, and 
that's how we look at it. We are for that, that is our 
policy, we are working for that. That is a primary objec- 
tive on our part, and we're going to continue to try to 
achieve that goal. 


Q John, to follow up to this please, there were 
some press reports from TV and I think one of the news 
wires, quoting American officials as saying that the Israeli 
decision was taken yesterday despite strong American opposi- 
tion to such an Israeli move. 


A Must be unnamed American officials. 


~ 


~ 


Q Some of them are unnamed, but the question is 
if you could clarify your position? Have you -- 


aN No. I think I'd refer you to the language I 
used yesterday. Our position hasn't changed, and I haven't 
changed -- 


Q No. But the qvestion is in your contacts 
with Israel before the Cabinet, did you and other officials 
confirm there were discussions about it between Israel and 
the U.S. for the last month I think? 








A As I said yesterday, there certainly was 
discussion in general terms, and, also as I said yesterday, 
when we get the details of what is planned -- which, so far 
as I know, have not been announced yet or communicated to us 
-- then we'll look at it and see how it fits in with our goals. 


Q The question is in those contacts, did you 
advise the Israelis not to take such a move? 


A I think I'm not going to go beyond the 
language I've offered you. They're well aware of our posi- 
tion and our goals, and we look at any action taken against 
that litmus test of whether it meets that objective. But 
I'm not going to get any further into diplomatic dialogue 
that we might have had with Israel. 


Q When do you expect to know the results of the 
litmus? 


A I don't know. I guess as soon as we get the 
details. 


Q Are there any bilateral letters between - 
Israel and the United States? 


A Bilateral letters? ~* ~ 


Q Letters. Besides Israel and Lebanon 
agreement? ! , 


A I think the Secretary's addressed himself to 
that. I'd refer you to his remarks that are on the record. 


Q Who? 
A The Secretary of State, Mr. Shultz. 


Q Today the President of Lebanon said that he 
doesn't know of these bilateral letters. 


A “Why don't you do a little research on what 
the Secretary of State has said. 


Q Excuse me? 


Z I would prefer to stand by the language that 
the Secretary has used. 


Q What does he say exactly? 











A Why don't you do a little research and find 
Out? 


9) Let me try again, please. Two questions: Is 
Israel acting as a surrogate for the United States in 
Central America? 


A I just don't have anything for you on Israeli 
activity in Central America. 


Q Okay. One other try: If the Honduras 
Government is paying for weapons from a third-party source, 
can Honduras pay with U.S. funds or U.S. financial aid to 
Honduras? 


A Gosh, I don't know. That's a technical 
question. I'd have to take a look at that. 


Q Can you please take a look at that? 


4 Sure. 

Q Also on arms sales, do you have any comment 
on -- 

A You're talking about arms to the Government 


of Honduras? That is your question? If you're talking - 
about -- 


0 Arms to the Government in Honduras, which are 
being filtered to the Nicaraguan -- 


fy I said that if you are asking questions that 
have a relationship to covert activities, we're not going to 
answer that question. 


0) Can I just follow that in a different way? 


A Sure. 

Q t won't ask anything about covert activities. 
Does the fact that Israel may be involved in some way, at 
least as an arms supplier into the region, affect the U.S. 
view at all that these issues in Central America should be 
discussed not at the U.N. but at the OAS where Israel's not 


a member? 


A No. I think our position on a regional 
discussion remains the same. There's no change in that. 
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e) John, also on arms sales, do you have any 
comment on a report in Time magazine this week to the effect 
that there have been rather wide-scale and continuing sales 
by various U.S. outlets to Iran of U.S. arms? 





A Yes. I do have something on that. The 
United States remains firmly committed to a policy of 
neutrality in the war between Iran and Iraq. We do not sell 
arms to either side. Neither do we authorize 
U.S.-controlled arms to be transferred to either Iran or 
Iraq, and we have not deviated from that } pO sey since the 
war began in September 1980. 


Q The article doesn't vy that the U.S. 
Government countenances it; it says that it is going on 
déspite and perhaps because of somewhat lax U.S. controls. 


A I suppose one can never rule out the possibi- 
lity, Jim, that there is a slender trickle of illegal arms 
flow to any country, and I don't think we can state cate- 
gorically that that doesn't happen, despite U.S. efforts, 
but certainly all of the United States Government efforts 
are designed to prevent such illegal flow. 


Q Are you checking out the allegations made in 
the Time account? . 
a I don't know that we're doing any checking on 


it, George. I think we're satisfied that our controls are 
effective, but I don't know whether anybody is specifically 
looking into it. 


Q The Foreign Minister of Iraq yesterday 
accused America for helping this illegal transfer of arms to 
Iran. What's your comment? 


| A I have no comment beyond what I've just 
offered you. We're opposed to that. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 Does the partial withdrawal announced by Israel 


in any way jeopardize the future of the Israeli-Lebanese troop 
withdrawal agreement? 





A I think I will really not have anything further 
to say on that until we see what the details of the 
redeployment are. 


8) (Inaudible) 


A Then, you're asking a hypothetical question. 
You're saying, "Will a reedeployment, the details of which 
you don't know, have an adverse effect on the situation?" 
Well, how.do I know whether it will have an adverse effect 
on it until we know what they can do? 


Q What you want them to do is total withdrawal, 
right? 


4 Correct. All foreign forces. 


e) John, can you confirm that Foreign Minister 
Shamir and Defense Minister Arens are coming here in the 
near future to discuss the redeployment of IDF in Lebanon? 

A No, I can't confirm. I've seen the reports, 
and obviously don't rule it out. But so far as I know, at 
there is no specific plan or dates for them to be here. I'm 
not suggesting that they won't come, but I don't think 
anything is set. 


Q John, President Mubarak has called for a 
Palestinian government-in-exile, and Arafat has said on tele- 
vision that he is considering it. Would the United States 
look with disfavor on such a development? 


a Don't have any comment on that for you. Our 
views on the future of the Palestinians are quite clear; we've 
said it many times. 

Q The Australian Foreign Minister is still in 
town. The news conference the other night was not, looking 
back at it, a model of clarity on what exactly the U.S. - 


A Must have been the questions. 


Q Do you have any words which would clarify what 
was meant by the U.S. commitment to ANZUS and vice versa? 
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4 I think the commitment was very clear. There 
may be contingencies which one of the parties threatened 
possibly could handle without outside military support. I 
Suppose if there were a small-scale attack on one of the 
signatories which they felt they were able to handle by 
themselves, that would be one situation. 





In those circumstances, our mutual interests might 
be best served by non-military allied responses rather than 
the military response which, conceivably, could broaden the 
conflict. But there should be no doubt that any armed 
attack on an aliy would require, and would receive from the 
Other allies, full and prompt fulfillment of the ANZUS 
security commitment including, when necessary, military support. 


Q But military support would not be automatic, 
is what you're saying? 


A I think that was made clear, that if you had a 
small relatively localized situation, and military support is 
thought by all concerned not to be necessary, then it.is not 
automatically triggered. You have a variety of responses. 


Q John, two follow-ups to that. The Australian 
Defense Minister and the Foreign Minister continue to 
complain that the Americans will not allow them to fully ° 
Supervise the three communications facilities in 
Australia. Why is the United States balking? Does the 
United States have something to hide in those bases? 


A I think it was made clear by both the 
Australian Foreign Minister and the Secretary of State that 
discussions about those facilities in Australia, that that 
discussion would be pursued in bilateral talks which -- 


Q They have been pursued, right? 


A No, I think they are still going on. For 
example, I think there were some talks today. 


Q One more follow-up just in response to Jim's 
question: Australia and New Zealand, though, are not re~ 
quired to assist the United States? That is very definite? 


A Well, again, I think it depends on the cir- 
cumstances. The provisions of the treaty are clearly there, 
and have the full support of the signatories. But I suppose 
there are situations where an attack on the United States 
might not call for a military response, say, from New Zeland 
or Australia. 
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Q John, can I ask a couple on Central America? 
First of all, do you have any comment on The Washington Post 
report on the Administration's plan to seek an additional 
$400 million worth of aid to Central America? 


A Yes. Our current requests for fiscal 84, 
both for security assistance and economic assistance have 
been sent to the Congress and are a matter of public record. 
We have made no additional requests. Our levels of 
assistance to all countries are, obviously, continually 
under review. 





Q The President said that that was way out of 
line, suggesting that at least part of it is accurate. 
(Laughter) Are you saying that the part that is accurate is 
the part that has already been asked for? 


A No. What I'm saying is that we have made no 
requests beyond what is on the public record, but that, as I 
said, our aid programs to all countries are continually under 
review. 


Q Can you tell us more about Stone's travel 
plans? 


™ x 


A Yes. He is leaving this afternoon. He will 
visit the Contadora Four. He expects to be away for a 
little more than a week. He will also be visiting a number 
of Central American countries which have been engaged in the 
Contadora process. 


At this point, Ambassador Stone's general mandate 
is known, as is the importance of confidentiality in the 
pursuit of his task. Without being specific, we can indi- 
cate that he will be consulting with the leadership in these 
countries about ongoing regional efforts to achieve peace in 
Central America. _ 


In the specific case of the Contadora Four, 
Ambassador Stone will be delivering a Presidential message 
to each of those countries and conveying our ongoing support 
for the Contadora process. His first stop will be Mexico. 

I think what's about all I really have. 


Q What time is he leaving today, John? 


a I don't know what time. I think it is early 
afternoon -- early or mid-afternoon. 
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Q Does he have any plans to arrange to try to 
see leftists as he did as he did before -- El Salvadoran 
leftists? | 


A Sorry? 


Q Does he have any plans to try to put the 
wires up again on this meeting with the El Salvadoran 
leftists? 


“’ 


~ 


A Well, as you know, on the previous occasion, 
we really didn't get into the planning for any meetings with 
the left, so I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Is he going to Nicaragua? 


A ' His itinerary does not specifically include 
Nicaragua at this point, but I wouldn't rule it out. 


Q The Fund for Constitutional Government says 
the U.S. Navy has been regularly discharging radioactive 
materials in Japanese and British waters. Do you have any 
information about radioactive (inaudible) ? 


A No. 
Q Could you take that question? 
A I think probably the Pentagon might be the 


right place to start with this. 


Q On Nicaragua -- not Nicaragua, but Central 
America, can you tell us a little bit about the substance of 
that Presidential message or -- 


A No, I can't. We very rarely talk about the 
substance of Presidential messages. 

Q y with the proposal by Nicaragua 
and the Contadora statement last week? Is that reasonable 
to -- 


A I think it would be logical if that would 
come up. 

Q Is he going to overnight in Mexico? 

a I'm not sure -- I honestly don't know, but I 


would think he probably would, given the time -- 
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Q John, on the Middle East question -- 


Q Could we stay on Central America? John, on 
the navy ships that are moving down there at the same time 
Mr. Stone is, can you give us some enlightenment on the 
political purpose of that maneuver? Is this something that 
is a matter of weeks, or is it a matter of months? 


7 


“™ 


A I think I'll have to do a terrible thing and 
refer you to the Pentagon on that. 


Q It seems to me it involves your shop if it's 
going to be a matter of months and be an act of intimidation 
and rehearsal for blockades and all the rest -- 


A I think in terms of where they're going, how 
long they are going, and the purpose of the exercise, I 
think you ought to talk to the Pentagon. 


Q On that, the Panamanian Foreign Minister has 
said he doesn't think this is necessary; the Venezuelan 
President said today that he thought it was inappropriate. 
Those are two members of the Contadora group, the two most 
closely identified with the U.S. position. 


Have we tried to assure them in any way that this 
is peaceful and not designed to inflame tensions? 


A I'm not aware of any such talks that anyone 
from the Pentagon might have had. As I say, I suggest you 
talk to the Pentagon. 


Q John, the President, on Monday, described 
what's going on in Central America today as "the first real 
communist aggression on the American mainland by the Soviet 
Union and Cuba." 


aN Sorry. Who described that? Who said that? 

Q The President, in a speech down in 
Hollywood, Florida, on Monday. He said it was “the first 
real communist aggression on the American mainland....." 


Q We have a treaty obligation under the Rio 
Treaty, in which an attack upon or aggression against one 
State down there is regarded as an attack on all. The Rio 
Treaty further prescribes a mechanism of procedure, 
the convening of an organ of consultation. 





16 


Can you tell me whether the President's words have 
been followed up by any action, or it simply rhetoric when 
he talks about the communist aggression? 


A It's a good question. I wish I had a good answer. 
Let me see what we might have on that. It seems to me 
you're raising a number of points of international law. Why 
don't we take a look at it? I'm not aware of any such -- 


—Q Are you lool’ .g at Article 18 at the OAS --_ 
You said you would look into it last week -- and what our 
position with respect to that article was? 


A Did I say we'd look into it last week? If I 
said we'd look into it last week, then, undoubtedly, we're 
looking into it. Let me look into the fact that I said we'd 
look into it. 


Q That's a reassuring response. 


Q Do you have a recent new position on the 
flow of arms from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 


A- I cannot remember how recently we gave you a 
readout on that. I think it was fairly recent. And I think 
we also said at that time that we weren't going to give you 
a kind of day-by-day update on it. I think we gave you a 
readout within a week or the past few days, wasn't it? 


MR. ROMBERG: El Salvador. There is a very 
brief something. 


Q Do you have any reaction or even first 
impressions to the announcement from Poland? 


A I think, basically, we're going to examine 
the situation, Don. The United States, of course, will 
welcome concrete progress to meet the aspirations of the 
Polish people. We'll be studying the specific steps the 
Polish Government is taking as they become Known, and 
whether they have any practical, positive impact on the 
situation. In particular, we'll be focusing on whether the 
vast majority of political prisoners are being released. 


Q What is your attitude toward the Amnesty 
Bill that has been passed? 


A I don't know that we have offered you any 
words to date on that. Let me take a look and see what we 
have here. 
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0 It was just passed. 

a Just passed? I don't. 

9) How will you ever know, then, if -- 

A You mean, do I have it in my head here at 
the podium? No, I do not have it in my head. 

e) The United States Government knows how 


many there are? 
A Yes. 


0 You said, what was it, "vast" majority or 
"great" majority? What did you say? 


A Let me go back while I give you -- I'm sure 
that I said “vast.” 


Q Could we get that figure, John? 

A Let me see what we can do to help you on 
that. 

0 Are you talking about numbers or quality 


here. "Vast majority” suggests the most, an overwhelming 
majority; but what about these few top leaders whom the 
reports say will not be released? 


A I think these words suggest numbers, but I 
cannot imagine that we would not be concerned with the 
quality of the individuals. 


0 Can I have a turn here? 
A Sure. 
0 O.K. Thank you. Do you have anything in 


there on a media crackdown in Paraguay? 


A Yes, I do. On July 9, the Government of 
Paraguay closed down for 30 days a popular Asuncion radio 
Station, “Radio Nanduti." The Paraguayan authorities 
Claimed that the radio station engaged in “misleading public 
Opinion, thus endangering the political tranquility of the 
nation." More recently, on July 15, Mr. Zuccolillo -- and I 
apologize if I'm giving that pronunciation wrong -- the 
owner and editor of ABC-Color, Paraguay's leading indepen- 
dent newspaper, was arrested and accused of having violated 
a statute protecting the judicial system by publishing a 
document critical of the judiciary. 








18 


The Department is aware that the newspaper 
ABC-Color has, in the past, been the object of government 
efforts to limit both its editorial content and its 
circulation. As we previously indicated on May 18, we are 
concerned when there are efforts of any kind which infringe 
upon the freedom of the press, which is a fundamental and 
essential element of a democratic society. 


Q Can we get a copy? 
_A Sure. . 
Q Do you have anything on the Greenpeace mem-_ 


bers who were detained? 


A Not a great deal. That is a continually 
changing or unfolding development, but the Soviet Government 
has offered to allow the Greenpeace vessel, the "Rainbow 
Warrior” to receive the six Americans and one Canadian pre- 
sently being held. We are working out the details, but we 
believe that the transfer will take place at sea. When and 
where, I'm afraid I'm not able to -- 


Why don't you keep in touch with us? We'll let 
you have whatever we have during the day. 


Q What do you mean by "transfer," just handing 
over the -- 


A I don't know, quite physically, how they'll 
do it. But if it's at sea, presumably, it will be from one 
vessel to another. 


Q Are there any plans for the United States to 
attend the Paris Club meeting on Polish debts July 29? 

A I don't know the answer to that. : P 

Q On a related matter to the above question, 


do you have any.reaction to the problems that the IMF is 
running into in conference, in the House in particular? Do 
you have any rection to the IDA appropriation on the con- 
ference and the $25 million El Salvadaor -- 


A No, I don't. The El Salvador, the $25 
million I do, but not on the IDA. Let me see if we can pro=- 
vide you a little reaction on the $25 million from the Press 
Office afterwards. But, basically, our position is that the 
Administration needs what it asked for. 
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Q Also, one other: Do you have any reaction 
to the President's remark about being extremely difficult to 
reach any kind of peaceful settlement in Central America 
with the present Sandinista government? 


A I haven't seen the entire text. I suggest 
you go back and read the text. But I think there is no 
change in our policy. What he was saying, I think, is it 
was very difficult to bring peace and stability to Central 
America while that particular regime pursues the policies it 
does,.and is aided by the external forcés-that presently aid 


it. 


I think what he was talking about was a change in 
policy of that regime. 


Q He was talking about a change of policy, not 
a change of governments, is what you're saying? 

A I think if you read what he said, that's 
what he was referring to. 

Q Thank you. 

A: 0.K.? 


(Whereupon, at 1:00 p.m., the briefing concluded.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I think the size of 
the audience is an indication of the length I expect this 
briefing to be lasting and the quantity of material I have in 
my book. 


9) We'll see about that. 


MR. HUGHES: I have no announcements. I'll be glad 
to attempt to answer a few brief, simple questions. 


te) John, I have a question about these two Navy 
ships, the "Gallery" and the "Louis B. Porter" that yesterday 
were reportedly involved in an hour-and-a-half exchange of 
fire with Nicaraguan gunships. 


A I don't have anything on that for you. I'm 
sorry. 


0 My question relates to the role of the Navy on 
the Caribbean Coast of Nicaragua. 


A These ships were of what nationality? 
0 U.S. ships. 
aN And they were involved in what? 


0 They made a 90-minute fire exchange with 
Nicaraguan boats. 


A I'll be glad to take a look at it for you. 
0 Could you? 
A I don't know anything about it. 


@) In general, to the question of what role are 
we playing right now in the Caribbean Coast? What role is 
our Navy playing there? 


nN I think that you should address to the 


Pentagon. 








nN 


Maybe I did have one announcement, just that I should 
remind you that there will be a readout on the visit of 
President Gemayel with President Reagan. I guess that will 
be about 1:45, something like that -- at the White House. 


fe) You've got nothing at all on the story, 
though? 

A I don't. 

@) Are you aware of it? 


A I'm not. 

0 Do you care? (Laugh) 
fe) When did that happen? 
QO 


Yesterday, and it was involving also 
apparently some Honduran boats. 


9) Are you trying to get in here, Mike? 


a Do you have a view toward efforts in Rome of 
Socialist leaders to form a government? 


A That effort, of course, is going on. Tf Mr. 
Craxi is successful in forming a government, we would cer- 
tainly look forward to a constructive working relationship 
with him. We have long respected Mr. Craxi and his Italian 
Socialist colleagues, many of whom we know well and have 
worked with during their participation in previous Italian 
governments. We certainly expect that under Mr. Craxi our 
relations with Italy will continue to be -- or would continue 
to be, assuming that he forms a government -- excellent, as 
they are now. 


0 Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


2) Why did you have a prepared statement on the 
request (inaudible) 


A We attempt to have prepared statements on 
every possible question you could possibly ask here, Jim. 


8) Do you want me to test that proposition? 








A Go ahead and test. We may not do very well on 
a scale of l1-to-10, or even a scale of l-to-5. 


0 I'm curious about the report that was 
published in the Christian Science Monitor -- 





A Aha. 


0 -- on Indonesia having to do with East Timor, 
an Amnesty International press release with respect to a tor- 
ture manual or a manual about East Timor given to Indonesian 
troops. Do you have anything on that at all? 


A No, I don't. 
Lester. 


Q There has been wide distribution of a number 
of Candidate Ronald Reagan's comments on Secretary Kissinger 
which is attributed to Facts on File, Economist and Newsweek; 
and since these include Mr. Reagan's reported contention that 
Dr. Kissinger cozied up -- I'm just quoting what is here -- 
"cozied up to Cuba, let down Nationalist China, abandoned 
Angola, winked at Communist enslavement of Eastern Europe, 
abandoning captive nations, permitting the nation to fall 
behind the Russians in nilitary strength." 











It also reports Mr. Reagan suggested that President 
Ford was “powerless in the clutches of Secretary of State 
Kissinger." I was wondering if you could tell us, are these 
inaccurate, or has President Reagan changed his mind, or has 
Dr. Kissinger changed? 


A I suppose you ought to ask President Reagan 
that question. 


QO If you can arrange an interview, I'd be more 
than happy to do that, John; but since this is on foreign 
policy, I'm sure that Secretary Shultz must have an in here, 
and you as his spokesman -- 


A I think you can be assured that Secretary 
Shultz has full confidence in the role that Mr. Kissinger is 
going to perform and certainly was active in encouraging Mr. 
Kissinger to take on this assignment, so the Secre-ary of 
State has no reservations whatsoever about Mr. Kissinger's 
ability to perform this assignment. 


In other words, he thinks -- 


Well, what does he think about -- I didn't 


0 
A No, I didn't say that, Lester. 
Q 
t 





A I know you didn't. 


@) John, what does he think about all these 
statements attributed from the Economist and Facts on File, 
and so forth, attributed to Ronald Reagan about Kissinger 
being in the "clutches of" and so forth? 








What does he think, that that is past history? 

A I think that the Secretary of State thinks 
that Dr. Kissinger will do a fine job in fulfilling this 
assignment. 


0 A question on the same subject, but perhaps a 
little bit more substantive -- 


CROWD: Oooo0ooo. 
A This is a rough group today! 


0 Lester never has any questions to ask on 
anything except homosexuality. 


A I didn't hear that in there. 


0 Wait just a minute. I really think we ought 
to -=- 


A Order. Order. Order. What's your question? 


0 Was there anything in here about 
homosexuality? 


0 I thought that was the central subject. 
@) No, no, it's not. 
A Let us have a little order, otherwise I will 


be compelled to end this briefing even sooner than I had 
anticipated. 


What's your question? 


Q Can you confirm that during the period of this 
Administration prior to Kissinger's appointment in his 
current post, he has been traveling abroad on a diplomatic 
passport/ If so, is that a general practice for former 
Secretaries of State, or is this something special in the 
case of Dr. Kissinger? 














A I cannot confirm it of my own knowledge, but I 
would not be surprised if he were to travel on a diplomatic 
Passport, and I think that would be common practice. 


8) Can you look into it and try and get a 
definite answer? 


A I'll look into it. I don't think it's a 
very major issue, but I'll be glad to look into it for you. 


@) It may bear somewhat on the contention that 
some people have had that Kissinger has, prior to this public 
appointment, actually served as a diplomatic representative 
of the United States. 


A No, no, no. Even if that were to be the case, 
that a former Secretary of State had traveled on a diplomatic 
passport, I think it would be improper necessarily in drawing 
that inference. 


9) I said it might have some bearing on the 
matter. 


A Lots of people travel on diplomatic passports 
but are not engaged in a specific assignment. 


0 Does Dr. Dodge have any plans to meet with the 
press at any time soon? 


Ay Not that I'm aware of. He is back in the 
country. He arrived yesterday afternoon on a military aircraft, 
but at his request, we're going to continue to be as unforth- 
coming as we were yesterday, I'm afraid. I apologize for 
that, but I'm sure you all understand his desire for 
privacy. 


9) His desire? 
A Yes. Yes, it is. 
0 John, another 24 hours or so have gone by, 


have you any further reading of the United States attitude on the 
Polish question, what the Poles have done? 


A No -- still looking at it, Don. 


Q Can you tell us, as I understand it, the 
United States representatives are going to attend a meeting 
of the so-called Paris Club one week from today on July 








29. The question is, will they be prepared at that time to 
undertake discussions with Poland about its official debts? 


mB I can't answer that question. Don't know the 
answer to it. 


9) Is it because instructions have not been 
given, or because you just don't know whether they have been 
given? 


4 No. I'm just unaware of whether they will or 
whether they won't. 


0) Do you think instructions have been given to 
them? 

a I don't know. 

8) Could you find out? 

A Would you like me to take a look at it? 

0 Yes. 

A Sure. 

0 


John, would you at this time give us some more 
exact time of the hand-over of the Greenpeace members? 


A Yes. I think they are 17 hours ahead of us. 
The exchange is scheduled to take place at sea on the evening 
of July 23 local time -- that's tomorrow, I guess <-- which is 
early morning July 23 Washington time. The time dif- 
ference between Washington and the exchange point at sea is 
17 approximately -- I don't know why it's approximately; I think 
it is - hours. I don't think there is an approximate time 
difference. (Laughter) They are 17 hours ahead of us. 


The Soviet authorities have requested that a 
U.S. Government representative be aboard the vessel which 
receives the detainees. The Mayor of Nome, Alaska, Mr. Leo 
Rasmussen, has agreed to the State Department's request that 
he represent the United States Government, and he will be 
aboard the vessel. As I say, that exchange will take place 


at sea July 23. 


Q Is there an exact hour or a ball park -- 


A I don't know the exact hour. I'm not sure 
that they would either, because as you know the two vessels 
will be coming from different directions. 











Q Why was it necessary for a U.S. Government 
representative to be present? 


A I think it's a good idea to have an official 
present to monitor the exchange. 


@) Was that at your initiation or the Soviet 
Government's? 


A Let me refresh my memory on that. I guess it 
is at the Soviet request. 


Q John, do you know how far off the coast that 
exchange will take place? 


A I don't. I don't know whether anybody else has 
anything in their head on that. 

0 Do you plan to set up a stake-out? (Laughter) 

A We can't guarantee whether they will speak or 


face the cameras. 


@) You don't know where? 
ay No, I don't. 
0 John, do you have anything on the situation of 


the North Korean diplomat in the U.N. Mission in New York 
who has been in the Mission since about last September, if he 
was charged with assault? 


A You're referring to The New York Times story 
this morning? 





0 I believe it may be. Yes. How is that 
Situation evolving? Are we threatening to expel one of their 
diplomats? 


A Well, the information in The New York Times 
story is essentially accurate; but because sensitive 
discussions are still going on in this case, I'm afraid we'll 
not be able to say any more at this time. 





0 Sensitive discussions at what level? 


A They are, obviously, government-to-government* 
discussions, but I can't give you the level. 





*NOTE: Please see page 12 for a clarification. 








0 I want to ask you a question on Cuba, related 
to Cuba. There was a report that 23 persons hijacked a boat 
from Cuba and brought it to Florida. Do you have any comment 
on that? And also how this would have an impact on the 
United States' drive to get Cuba to take back or to send back 
earlier hijackers? 


A I think we need to do a little more investiga- 
tion into the circumstances surrounding that; but, yes, the 
Seventh District Coast Guard took a Cuban flag vessel, the 
Unidad 32, into custody after it was found anchored in U.S. 
territorial waters. The boat was taken to the Coast Guard 
base at Islamarada where the passengers and crew were 
questioned. We believe there were 26 people on board, 
including five women, seven children, and four crew members. 
We understand from the Coast Guard that the four crew men- 
bers, who had expressed their desire to return to Cuba, left 
in the boat for Cuba at 9:05 this morning. I guess addi- 
tional questions should be addressed to the INS. 





According to statements from those on board, two or 
three men forced the crew to pick up several families, and 
then sailed for the Florida Keys. 


As I said, the investigation continues. Once we 
have all the facts, we will be in a better position to pro- 
vide additional comment. In the meantime, the Department of 
Justice will decide whether any criminal or civil actions are 
warranted, and determine the status of the individuals 
involved. 


-- MORE -- 

















@) But in a general way, if it is found that 
these men actually hijacked a boat, they would be -- 


A Subject to the provisions of U.S. law. 

0 And they would be prosecuted as hijackers? 
a If the Justice Department so determines. 

8) So that 22 remained behind; is that it? 

x Four went back; 22 remained. That's 


right. 


0 Two quick ones on Central America. One, 
do you have any reaction to the OAS statment that there is 
no such contract as alleged by President Reagan? 


a Yes, I do have something on that. 

President Reagan was repeating the United States position 
that the Sandinista Government has violated its pledge to 
the OAS as communicated to the OAS Secretary General in a 
telegram, the date of which was July 12, 1979. That cable 
was distributed to all OAS members and it promised to (1) 
establish full observance of human rights; (2) provide a 
peaceful and orderly transition; (3) embrace civil justice 
in Nicaragua, and (4) call “the first free elections our 
country has known in this century." 


No vote has been taken on the Nicaraguan 
question in the OAS since 1979, but from our consultations 
within that organization we know that other member states 
share our disillusionment with the Sandinistas on the 
fulfillment of these pledges. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q Do we have any plans to then formally 


request reopening of the Seventeenth Consultative Session 
in the OAS? 


A I'm not aware of such plans. 
Q And then just an additional question on 


the same area. Any reaction to the heads of state of two of 
the Contadora countries regarding exercises? 


A No. 
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@) How is it that we -- can you tell us how 
it is that we are furthering the Contadora Group's efforts 
in the last week since they met on Sunday, especially in 
view of the two Presidents saying that this was not helpful? 


i I think there's been a fair amount of 
misunderstanding about the purposes of these exercises, and 
I think you should talk to the Pentagon and, indeed, vou 
might want to keep in touch with the Pentagon throughout the 
course of this afternoon to see whether they might want to 
have some fuller kind of backgrounder. 


Q Have we sought to reassure the Venezuelan 
and Panamanian Presidents about this? 


a I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Does the Pentagon have prepared guidances; 
is that what you're suggesting? 


A I'm suggesting that the Pentagon would 
obviously be able to answer instant questions. But I think 
you might want to keep in touch with the Pentagon about the 
idea of a fuller backgrounder -- not a fuller backgrounder, a 
backgrounder, I guess. 


Q With respect to the answer of the question 
on the OAS and the guidance that you'll provide us, is it 
possible that the State Department would publish copies of 
the telegram? 


aN I shouldn't think so. 

Q On the Cuban story, was that boat inter- 
cepted yesterday or taken into custody yesterday? 

A She left today. 

0 No, no, when it was picked up by the Coast 
Guard? 

ay I'm working backwards. I honestly don't 


know when she came in. 


Q You said that if they were found to have 
hijacked the vessel they would be prosecuted. Here or -- 


A They would be subject to U.S. law. 


0 Would they be returned to Cuba? 








ll 


4 I think we're going to have to wait and 
see what the Justice Department would decide; whether there 
is criminal or civil action, and therefore what the 
appropriate penalty would be. 


2) Do you have any comment on the deterioration 
of security situation in Lebanon? 


Be Not really. There is a late press report 
about additional shelling, I think, in Beirut. Insofar as 
the shelling of the airport is concerned, you really ought 
to talk to the Pentagon. But as I understand it, I think 
what they will say -- but please confirm this with them -- 
is that three U.S. servicemen were slightly injured: two 
Marines and one naval personnel. 


@) I didn't mean to ask about the Marines. I 
meant to ask about the whole situation in general. There 
are fierce battles and shellings in the Shouf and the air- 
port area and different other areas of Lebanon. 


a I'm not sure that what I've just described 
at the airport I would characterize as a "fierce battle." I 
think that about twelve rounds came in. But, no, I don't 
have a general comment. 


9) Do you have anything to say about the 
report in the New York Times today about Faypt defaulting on 
its interest payments, and also we don't know whether or not 
they met the payment that was due on June 15; also another 
one on July 15? It also said something about -- it's one of 
several countries that recently had difficulty in meeting 
its obligations, and so on. 





A The facts in the article in the New York 
Times this morning are essentially correct -- (Laughter) 





@) That means absolutely. 


A Essentially correct is about as lyrical as 
we ever get. (Laughter) We have been in contact with the 
Egyptians on this matter and expect that payment will he 
made shortly. 


0 In connection with that, do you have 
anything on the fact that other countries are in 
difficulties? We had a report the other day to the effect 
that Jordan -- 


A Yes, that's right. 
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O -- Lebanon and others also have 
difficulties. 


on I don't know about Lebanon but I do 
remember the Jordanian situation, and I remember well giving 
you the guidance on that. 


QO When was that? Do you remember? 


A I would say it was within the past tén 
days. My memory sometimes lapses, but -- 


0 May I ask you, in connection with your 
statement just a few minutes ago about the Nicaraguan pledge 
to the OAS, about the full observance of human rights and 
embracing the civil justice in Nicaragua, is there any com- 
ment or do you have any information as to whether the 
Government of Nicaragua legally, within the Nicaraguan law, 
had the right to seize the only synagogue in all Nicaragua, 
the one in Managua? 


aM I don't have anything specifically on that 
incident, but I think that if you check with the Press 
Office there is some guidance from yesterday or the day 
before on anti-Semitism in Nicaragua. 


0 Can I make one observation -- 


A We don't like observations in this room. 
We like questions. 


©) Let me ask you a question, then. I tried 
to raise the question earlier in this meeting about some 
remarks that were passed between two members of this press corps, 
and I was suggesting, perhaps, not in a loud enough voice, 
that they be expunged from the record. I don't think it's 
decent for stuff like that to get around. So if I may ask 
the question, will you do it? 


A Let me take a look at the transcript. I 
should just say that it's been pointed out to me by my 
colleague that whereas the New York Times has a high record 
of accuracy today, the Spokesman does not, and I made a 
reference to government-to-government contacts on that 
question of the North Korean. I should have said -- and, of 
course, knew at the time -- that (Laughter) any contacts 
have been in the U.N. context or with local authorities. 





There is, of course, no change in our policy of 
talking with the North Koreans which, of course, I realize. 
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0 I have a domestic State Department 
question. 

q A domestic State Department question? 

0 Yes. The Pentagon has distributed 7,000 


reprints of this Steven Hess article in the Brookings Review 
in which he reports the following, and this is a quote: "I 
asked Alan Romberg, the Deputy Spokesman, to estimate the 
number of truly serious reporters in the diplomatic press 
corps. Fifteen, he said, but there were usually 70 repor- 
ters at a noon briefing." 


A As many as fifteen, he said? (Laughter) 


Q This is the thing. Since your Deptuy has 
now evaluated the State Department press corps in which I 
would certainly not deny that there are some reporters here 
who take themselves very seriously, could we get a list -- 
the State Department's list of the truly serious fifteen 
lest all of us be suspect? 


A I think I'd like to break it down into the 
very serious, the less serious -- 


Q I thought fairly serious, slightly 
serious, blithe spirits, and so forth. I mean, this is 
somewhat unprecedented, and was he just speaking on behalf 
of you when he listed 15 favorites or -- 


A No, no, he didn't say -- 
0 Can we get some elaboration on this? 
A He didn't say “favorites,” Lester. You 


shouldn't be of the view that the more serious of the 
correspondents are necessarily our favorites. (Laughter) 


0 Here's the thing. One of the reasons I 
ask this is the Washington Post not long ago reported that 
the White House, in its seating charts for Presidential news 
conferences, had a section reserved for what they call 
"dependable friendlies." Is there a similar trend here? I 
would be very much -- can we hear from Alan? Who are the 15 
serious? 





A I've never understood the seating arrange- 
ments at the noon briefing. I'll have to get them -- 
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2) No, we don't have them here. It's more 
democratic. I just wonder if there is some connection be- 
tween the Romberg Fifteen and the Dependable Friendlies? 
(Laughter) 


A Mr. Romberg never comments on White House 
affairs. He's much wary -- 


iol 0 Could he tell us who are the truly serious 
A No, Lester, this is my briefing. Only I 
am speaking today. 
0 Can you tell us? 
fy No. (Laughter) 
0 Where is Ambassador Stone? 
aq Stone is en route from Mexico to his next 


port of call. 


0 Where is that, John? 

rN I guess I need to check on his itinerary 
for you. 

0 Can you say (inaudible) 

A Let me work on that for you. 

0 Do you have the Secretary's schedule for 
next week? 

ny Yes. Why don't I do that after this fan- 


tastically colorful, ON THE RECORD briefing we have. 


0 Is there any decision on whether he would 
visit Nicaragua, Senator Stone? 


A Not a decision. As I said yesterday, I 
wouldn't rule it out, but he hasn't scheduled a visit to 
Nicaragua yet. 


0 Can you elaborate now on this Presidential 
message that he was supposed to be carrying? 


aN No, I don't think so. We usually don't 
publish Presidential messages. 





tl, A tll, et 
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0 Is he going to meet with any Nicaraguans? 

“ I don't know the answer to that. 

O How about Salvadoran rebels? 

A I don't know the answer to that, either. 

O When you say he's not scheduled to go to 
Nicaragua at this time -- 

A He has a schedule of the countries he's 
visiting, and that is not presently -- I mean, I don't have 


a time and a date for him to be in Nicaragua. I don't want 
to mislead you by saying that he's not going there. It's a 
possibility. 


0 Yesterday, you said that they would be 
going to *he Contadora countries, and he'd be going to 
Central American countries that have taken part in the 
Contadora process. That seems to indicate that some Central 
American countries are on the schedule. 


A Yes. 


0 You said that Nicaragua is not presently 
on the schedule. 


A That's right. 


O So it is Central American countries other 
than Nicaragua at this point? 


A That's right. 

0 Could you take those two questions about 
whether he met Nicaraguans in Mexico City or the 
Salvadorans? 

A I'll be glad to take a look at it, sure. 

0 (Inaudible). 

A There's a groundswell of opinion down here 


from one of the more serious reporters in the briefing that 
we should end this charade. 


0 John, a quick one. Can you confirm that 
American military advisors are being sent to Chad? 
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A To where? 

0 To Chad? 

A No, they're not. 

Q Do you have anything on Pickering? 

a I don't have anything on Pickering. No, I 


really don't. 
0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC # 128 


MONDAY, JULY 25, 1983, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement. 
You may already be aware that Dr. Henry Kissinger, Chairman of 
the President's National Bipartisan Commission on Central 
America will hold an ON THE RECORD press conference on the 
Commission at the Department of State's Loy Henderson Room 
this afternoon at 2:00 p.m. The briefing will be open to all 
Department and White House-accredited journalists. 


8) Is that why you buttoned your jacket when you came 
in? 

rN That's right. Be happy to take your questions. 

(Laughter) 


Q Alan, just for the record, can you give us any 
guidance on reports that the United States plans to increase 
its covert activities around Nicaragua? 


A Jim, as usual, we will be staying away from 
any comment one way or another on alleged covert activities. 


0 Do you have anything on a request by Senator 
Dodd for an urgent meeting with Secretary Kissinger and the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee? 


A I don't have anything on that. I think that 
would be something that would be handled by Dr. Kissinger's 
office. 

Wait a minute. I'm sorry. With the Secretary. 


Q 
A Oh. You said Dr. Kissinger, I thought. 
Q Did I say that? 

A 


Yes. ‘ 
0 I'm way ahee? of myself. I'm sorry. 
(Laughter) 
aN I'll give you a piece of chalk and a blackboard 


and you can go write on it -- 





(Laughter) 


Q Alan, can you expand for us on Ambassador 
Quainton's remarks over the weekend that the United States is 
trying to substantially influence events and the Government of 
Nicaragua; by what means are we trying to do this? 


A The question is, could I expand on Ambassador 
Quainton's remarks over the weekend, as John is describing 
them, that we are seeking to influence -- And what was the 
other verb? 


Q That's enough. 


A -- substantially change Nicaragua's policies 
and what means we might be using to do that. 


0 That's correct. 


4 O.K. The answer essentially is, I don't have 
much to say beyond what Ambassador Quainton said. I think his 
words were quite clear, and we have talked before about 
problems we have with Nicaragua's policies, both in terms of 
the commitments that the Sandinistas made to the OAS about 
their own domestic policies and also Nicaragua's practices 
vis-a-vis its neighbors. Beyond that, though, I don't have 
anything to offer you. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Ambassador 
Stone's whereabouts? 


A I can give you a little bit on that, a very 
little bit. He is in Panama, I gather, at the moment. Later 
today, he goes to Caracas. I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Would he be meeting any members of the FDR - FMLN? 


A Again, Jim, because of the confidential nature 
of the mission and what we've talked about before in that 
respect, we're not going to give details of his schedule 
regarding whom he is meeting, when, where, and so on. 


0 You're still not ruling out a trip to 
Nicaragua? 

A Have nothing new on that, so we're where we 
are. 

8) Can you give us anything on with whom he has 








A I don't have anything on with whom he has met. 


0 Do you have any comments on the reports that 
the President is being presented with a proposal for an 
increase, a sharp increase in the number of advisers in El 
Salvador? 


A I believe Larry Speakes addressed that this 
morning indicating that there is no such proposal before the 
President at this point. Obviously, we continue to review all 
aspects of the policy all the time, and the self-imposed limit 
of 55 trainers would be something that people would look at 
from time to time. But as I say, I would refer you to what 
Larry said this morning that there is no proposal before the 
President at this time on that subject. 


_ oO That doesn't mean that that proposal is not at 
the White House? It just means it is not before the 
President? 


A I don't know how far Larry went with that, but 
I would not lead you to believe ti. = there should be such a 
fine line drawn that you're trying to draw. 





Q You mean that there is no such proposal, or no 
such proposal before the President? 


A My understanding is that there is no proposal 
at the White House at this point. I'm not trying to play 
games with you on this. . 

Q O.K. 


A But I think I also ought to say that having 
said that, I would reiterate what I said before, what I just 
said, and that is that, obviously, various aspects of the 
policy continue to be under review, and I don't know that 
we're going to get into a day-by-day reading of what proposals 
may or may not be before the President. But as of this point, 
I will tell you that. 


Q Just to get this out of the way, you're not 
denying here that Secretary Weinberger has formulated such a 


proposal -- 
A I have no -- 


Q -- or that there is such a proposal at the Pentagon? 











A I have no idea whether there is such a proposal 
at the Pentagon, Bob. You would have to go to the Pentagon 
for that. 


0 Alan, could you help us with whether or not the 
review that is going on now on this and perhaps other aspects 
of the Administration's Central America policy is in the 
nature of the review that went on in, I guess it was late 
January and early February that was, it seems to me, charac- 
terized even by the Administration as a sort of major review 
-- periodic, major review. Or are you just saying, everything 
is always under review, and you know, anything could come up 
any day? 


The fact, for example, that Kissinger, Shultz, 
Kirkpatrick, and Clark all met with the President this morning 
-- shall we read that as just a snaking-hands session at the 
beginning of the Commission, or is there a major review underway? 


AA I don't think that would relate to a major 
review. I think that Dr. Kissinger's and the Commission's 
role is different from the one you're suggesting. 


You have capitalized it; I haven't said "the review" or 
"a review." 


Jim. 


0 What about an update on all these exercises 
that we were promised off and on last week? Is there going to 
be one? 


A I don't have anything new for you on that. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Also, another question about a posted answer 
last week about arms flows from -- it says Cuba through 
Nicaragua to El Salvador. It says, "we have nothing new to 
report; the flow continues." But last time this office 
said that, in mid April, you say there had been a lull, and 
also on May 27, some senior Administration officials confirmed 
that there wasn't much of anything going across the border but 
mainly inside El Salvador. So I don't understand the response 
to the question. 


4 I'm not sure I agree with you about quite the 
totality of what was said in May. In any case, that's what we 
have at the moment. That is, that the flow continues, and I 
can't quantify it for you. 


@) But when you say you have nothing new to 
report, that seemed to date back to a previous time, and the 


previous time, it was indicated, that there was hardly 
anything, if anything at all. 


A I don't think I agree with you about that. 
9) May I ask you to review that? 

By (inaudible) 

0 A question related to Cuba, can you confirm 


whether a Cuban official has defected to the U.S. and asked 
for political asylum? 


A As you know, we don't comment, as a general 
rule, on defections or asylum cases except in extraordinary 
cases. : 

0 This was already reported in some of the media. 

A That doesn't change the situation. 

Q On the question of arms flows, smuggling from 


Nicaragua, Cuba, et cetera, and El Salvador, is anything 

planned at all to give us information on this? I ask because 

so much attention is being given to this in terms of devising 

the Administration's policies. That the Nicaraguans are supporting 
the rebels in El Salvador with goods, advice, men, material 

and what-not. We're given very little information on which to 
watch this, to give our own assessment, to tell the public what's 
going on. Can't we have a briefing, or some information on 


this? 


a I will pass on your interest. We have always 
had a problem with this, as you know, because of the nature of 
the information, largely intelligence information. What we 
did at one point, as you will recall, and I think it's been a 
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sort of continuing process, is to brief the appropriate 
Congressional committees and let them make their evaluations 
independently and let that be known as they saw fit. 


Clearly, continuing briefing of the Hill is going 
on, but I don't know that there's any large, new briefing 
planned of that sort and therefore I don't know whether I can 
answer, or satisfy, rather, your request. But I will pass on 
your interest in that. 


Q One more on Central America. There have been 
reports in the Times about the U.S. planning to build a $150 
million facility in Honduras at which American supplies would 
be prepositioned. Do you have anything on that? 


X I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is the U.S. asking Israel to postpone the 
redeployment of the Israeli forces in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything on that. Obviously, the 
whole situation in Lebanon, including the recent visit by 
President Gemayel, will be a subject for discussion with 
Ministers Shamir and Arens are here later this week. 


0 Tell us about that? 


A I don't have a great deal of detail to give you 
on that. They will be departing Israel, I understand, later 
today for the United States to meet with the Secretary and 
other senior Administration officials. We expect the meetings 
to begin sometime on Tuesday, tomorrow, and to continue for 
several days. But I don't have further detail on the schedule 
or for any agenda beyond what I've given you. 





Q At this point, who will be the players who will 
be participating in these meetings? Mr. McFarlane and Mr. 
Fairbanks; and the others, Mr. Draper and Mr. Habib will not be 
taking part in these meetings? 


A I don't know specifically who will be taking 
part in the meetings. And, of course, there will be different 
meetings so that presumably the cast of characters could 
change to a certain extent. I'm sure that Mr. McFarlane, in 
his new role, would be participating. Precisely who else will 
be, I think you would have to wait a little bit and see what 
happens on that. 


Q In the general area, are you aware of reports 
that Iraq is threatening to close the Persian Gulf oil lanes, 
and, if so, do you consider this a credible threat? 











A That Iraq is planning to close it? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Can you bring us up to date on the government's 
policy towards the Multinational Force? What would it do if 
asked to fill in behind the Israelis if they withdrew, when 
they withdraw? 


A I don't have anything new on that today. There 
had been no consultations yet among the various MNF contri- 
buting countries, for example, so it's really premature to get 
into that kind of question. 


Q Two on Lebanon. One, there was an emergence of 
an opposition front in Lebanon. Do you have anything on that? 


A Yes, I do. Simply, to note our hope that all 
parties in Lebanon recognize the importance of national recon- 
ciliation behind a strong central government in the pursuit of 
common national goals. 


We also emphasize again our hope that senseless 
violance in Lebanon will end in the interest furthering a 
worthy goal of a united, independent and sovereign Lebanon, 
free of all foreign forces. Continued strife and bloodshed 
serves no one's interests. 


0 Can we have a copy of that? 

4 Yes. It may take a few minutes. 

Q President Gemayel, at first, said that the 
opposition was, you know, within a democratic framework, legi- 
timate, and then later he changed his position and said it was 
illegitimate. Do you have anything on that? 

A I don't. 

Q Another thing. He's talking about a referen- 


dum organized by the United Nations for Lebanon. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A I saw a press report of that. I'm not aware of 
the details, and I don't have any comment for you on it. 


0 Do you know ty any chance if it was discussed 
with President Reagan while he was here? 











A I do not know. 


8) Last week you said you were going to reserve 
judgment about the effect of the Israeli redeployment. Now, 
after the visit of President Gemayel, do you have a better 
reading of what is going to be the result, or what are the 
results of this kind of possible redeployment? 


A No, I don't. As I said, I think that this will 
be an obvious topic, Lebanon as a whole, and I'm sure the 
redeployment is part of it when Ministers Shamir and Arens are 
here. 


Q Have you received any details about the 
redeployment from the Israeli Government, or that's what the 
two Ministers will be bringing here? 


A I'm sure that there's been some follow-on 
discussions. I can't tell you whether there has, in fact, 
been detail. I saw some reports indicating that the details 
are still being worked out in fact. I can't tell you, though, 
what degree of consultation there has been other than there 
continues to be, and I don't think in fact I would be able to 
give you details from here of what our diplomatic conversations 
are about. Clearly, we will be discussing it. 


2) I'm asking because previously some spokesper- 
sons on backgrounds were not able to make any comments because 
they said they don't have any details on it. I'm trying to 
find if you have details, would you make any comments about 
it? 


A I'm not sure at this point what we would do and 
when we would do it. Let me just say, right now I don't have 
anything further to give you. 


Q Are there any plans for the two Ministers to 
meet with the President? 


A Again, the details of the schedule are being 
worked out. I don't have that to give you at this point. 


0 Does the United States have any plans to grant 
political asylum to Dennis Brutus, or do you have any comments 
on that case? 


A We have some standing guidance. I don't have 
anything really new to give you on the Brutus case. It goes 
back now some time. The Department does not disclose details 
of asylum requests except in exceptional circumstances. 
However, Mr. Brutus has reported that the Department of State 
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has advised INS that, (1), he has a well-founded fear of per- 
secution in South Africa; and (2) he should not be returned to 
Zimbabwe. 


The Department, for its part, will continue its 
policy of not discussing individual asylum cases, not- 
withstanding Mr. Brutus’ public remarks. Whether Brutus will 
receive asylum will be determined by an INS immigration judge. 
If he does not receive asylum, he will be free to apply from 
abroad for a new non-immigrant visa. 


QO Alan, a similar topic. Can you go beyond last 
week's comments on the Dodge case now that he's back and 
apparently safe and sound, and so on? 


x No. I think he himself talked about this a bit 
last week, indicating that it would serve no useful purpose to 
talk about the details, and we will not be doing so. 


Q Is it true. that Secretary Shultz's press con- 
ference which was supposed to be taking place this week was 
cancelled in order to make room for Mr. Kissinger to have his 
news conference today? 


A No. 

Q Do you have anything Sri Lanka? 
A Anything on what? 

Q Sri Lanka? 

A I have nothing on Sri Lanka. 


) I don't have the information at hand, but it's 
my understanding that the House-Senate Conference last week 
cut $15 million in aid to Jordan. Do you have a comment on 
that? 


fy I don't have any comment on that. Let me take 
a look and see if there's anything that I can come up with on 
that. 


~~ 


fighting in the Iran-Iraq war, and are Americans being advised 
to leave Iraq? 


0 Do you have anything on the status of the 


A I don't have anything new on that, and I'm not 
aware of a new travelers advisory on that. 


re) Do you have any readouts about the status of the 
Israeli request for funding for the LAVI fighter, and do you 
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expect this issue to be discussed when the Ministers will be 
here? 


a I don't have anything new, and I don't know 
whether it will be discussed. I certainly wouldn't rule it 
out, but I just don't know. 


I've seen a press report from Israel suggesting that 
if the Prime Minister had come, for example, that he would 
have intended to raise it. I can't tell you whether the 
Ministers will raise it or not. 


0 Would you tell us, or could you take the 
question, what is the status of this request in the delibera- 
tion within the Administration? 


A No, I don't think I would get into that kind of 
detail for you. 


0 What are your comments on the report that Mr. 


Veliotes and Mr. Draper will be assigned an Embassy role as a 
result of the shift in the Middle East policy? 


Ay I don't really have any comment on personnel 
assignments. I can say, though, that on Ambassador Draper 
that we would, of course, be calling on him and his expertise 
as the negotiations proceed. I do expect that probably -- 
that ultimately he would be given a new assignment, but I 
don't have anything on that specifically, and I certainly 
don't have anything on Assistant Secretary Veliotes. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Is Habib still in town? 
A I don't know the answer to that question. 


re) I think it's well known that the Israeli 
Government has its reasons for a redeployment of forces. Do 
you find these reasons as rational or excessive? 


A I don't have anything new to offer today on 
that. We've talked about it before, and I just don't have 
anything beyond what we have said about this. 


Q Will there be other bilateral issues between 
Israel and the U.S. discussed or is Lebanon going to be the 
focus of the discussions? For example, the strategic 
cooperation or economic cooperation agreements, and so on? 


A I think that we'll be discussing other 
issues, but I would expect that certainly a focus, an impor- 
tant focus, will be the situation in Lebanon. But I 
wouldn't rule out other topics. 


Q Can you be more specific about "other 
topics"? 


A No, I can't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Gulf 
Corporation Council states plan to have their own maneuvers, 
I believe, this week and military exercise in the Gulf? 


A No. 

Q Do yqu have any response to the declaration 
issued by the Andean Pact Summit regarding economic coopera- 
tion in Latin America and so on? 

A I don't have anything on it. No. 

Q Question on El Salvador: Do you have any 
guidance on the report that Senator Helms is holding up the 


nomination for Pickering in El Salvador? 


A No. That was in the paper, I think, last 
week, but I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the 
U.S.-Syrian working group? 














A No. Nothing new on that. 


Q There was a report on this question -- there 
was a report in a Saudi newspaper, Al Jazirah, say:.ng that 
there was a Syrian group in this town when President Gemayel 
was here, and they have had talks with him and with the 
State Department officials. 





A That a Syrian group did? 

Q Yes. 

A I would cast great doubt on that. No. But I 
would also point out to you that I think it's been made 
known that Mr. McFarlane will be going out to the region 
shortly, and so I think that -- 

Q Do you have a date? 


A I don't have a specific date yet. 


Q Have the Syrians said they'll receive 
McFarlane? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that, 
but I would not expect that to be a problem. 


Q Not expected to be a what? 
A A problem. 


Q Are you ruling out any Syrian delegation 
coming to the United States, Foreign Minister or any other 


A Ruling out? No. I'm not ruling it out, but 
I think in the immediate future there is nothing planned. 


Q The Wall Street Journal said today that the 
State Department and White House had blocked a briefing on 
the maneuvers. Do you have any reply to that? 





A No. I saw the story. I think there was some 
thinking about having a briefing last week, and it wasn't 
held. 

Q One other -- 


Q (Inaudible) 
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A I don't know. I haven't heard whether 
there's anything firmly -- 


Q I think it's on the wires today. 


A Okay. I haven't heard anything whether 
that's firmly scheduled. 


Q Is the Secretary doing anything -- the House 
is beginning debate on the IMF. Is he devoting time to 
that today? 


A I can't tell you specifically what the 
Secretary may be doing on the IMF issue. This is an impor- 
tant issue, and I know he considers it important. But I 
can't tell you specifically what activities he may be 
engaged in relative to it. 


Q Senator Inouye is introducing a resolution 
today in the Senate on the Contadora effort, urging the 
United States to support it more strongly. The tenor of the 
resolution is that we're not supporting it. 


What's the latest U.S. position on that? 


A The latest U.S. position has been the 
Standing U.S. position which is that we do support the 
effort. We have been consistent in saying that we thought 
that the issues of the region should be addressed in a 
regional context, citing both the Contadora effort and the 
principles of the San Jose communique, but I don't have 
anything new, therefore, to offer. 


QO But one of the premises of the Contadora 
effort was also called -- maybe not in the communique, but 
separately by the Presidents for the U.S. and Cuba, to 
discuss the issue in Cuba as part of the region, so would 
that be -- 


A I think we'll stand on what I've said. We've 
looked at a regional approach, and I think we've expressed 
Our views on specific dialogue with Cuba in terms of our 
experience in trying to establish such a dialogue earlier. 

Q So you would rule it out? 


A I think I'd stand on what I've just said. 
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Q Since the Contadora resolution by Mr. Inouye 
supports the Contadora process and the Administration sup- 


ports the Contadora process, does the Administration support 
the Inouye resolution? 


A I don't have a position on the Inouye resolu- 
tion for you, Ralph. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JULY 26, 1983, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
housekeeping anncuncements. Yesterday. the Secretary sent 
to Speaker O'Neill and Minority Leader Michael letters 
urging House support for the pendino legislation to provide 
increased funding for the International Monetary Fund. 


The Secretary was joined in signing this 
letter by former Secretaries of State Dean Rusk, 
William Rogers, Henry Kissinger, Cyrus Vance, Ed Muskie and 
Alexander Haig. Copies of that letter are available in the 
Press Office. 


This afternoon at 2:00 the Secretary will come 
down and greet Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir and Israeli 
Defense Minister Arens at 2:00 upon their arrival at the 
Department. There will be a photo op at the diplomatic 
entrance, curbside. 


After that meeting in the State Department there 
will be a stakeout. I can't really tell you when it will 
end, but we think it will end around 4:30 this: afternoon. 


I have a statement on the Iranian threat to pre- 
vent Gulf oil exports. 


We note that Iranian Foreign Minister Velayati, in 
responding to recent statements from Iraq threatening 
attacks on Iranian oil installations, has again asserted 
that Iran would act to prevent all oil exports from the Gulf 
if its own export capabilities were impaired. 


The United States deplores the continuation of 
hostilities between Iran and Iraq and hopes they will pursue 
the opportunities available to them to enter into 
discussions leading to restoration of peace in the Gulf 
region in a manner consistent with their continued 
sovereignty and independence. 


In this regard, the State Department reiterates 
the United States' commitment, first expressed at the 
outbreak of hostilities, to freedom of navigation in the 
Gulf, a matter which is of vital importance to the entire 
international community. 


1S/2 











That's all I have for you. I'll be glad to take 
your questions. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q Can you explain that last statement where 


you reiterate your commitment to freedom of navigation? In 
other words, would the United States be prepared to send 
partrols out there -- 


A I'm not going to get into what the United 
States might or might not do. We just want to make it very 
clear that there should be no misunderstanding of the United 
States' position with respect to freedom of navigation in 
international waters. This position was first enunciated by 
President Carter in September 1980, and it continues under 
the Reagan Administration. Nothing has changed, but it is 
a restatement of standing U.S. policy on freedom of 
navigation. 


0 It's not clear to me what your commitment 
amounts to. 


A No, I'm not going to go beyond what we've 
said, that we take it very seriously. 


re) President Carter said he would be willing 
to possibly send troops there. Are you talking that way? 


A I am not going to go beyond what we have 
said other than to stress how seriously we take it. 


) Is it because of the exchange, at least the 
verbal exchanges on this issue between Iraq and Iran that 
your concern has reached the point where you feel it is 
necessary to make this statement? 


A Yes. 


Q You consider the possibility as real, then, 
of a cutoff? 


A We note what the Iranian Foreign Minister 
said, and in it's in response to that apparent threat that 
we make this statement. 


Q Are you issuing any special warning to 
Ships to stay out of that area? 











A No, not that I'm aware of. 

Q Is there a standing warning to mariners? 

A I don't know. I can't answer that. 

Q Is the U.S. in touch with any of the other 
Gulf States about this issue? 

A I'm not aware -- 

@) Including Saudi Arabia? 

A -- Of specifics as of today, but I don't 


think there's any doubt that our concerns in the past have 
been communicated to them. 


@) To finish that, is there a reverse to 
that? Has the Gulf Cooperation Council, for example, com- 
municated its concern to us? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that. 


Q Would the Bright Start '83 maneuvers that 
you intend to undertake the middle of next month, during 
next month, would it not exacerbate the situation in the 
Gulf? 


A I don't see why. 

Q They have been saying that it does, both 
Iraq and Iran. 

A I know of no change in our plans. 

@) As far as freedom of navigation, would that 


also include, therefore, the threat that Iran perceives to 
be to its own oil exports? 


A We're talking about the specific activity 
I've mentioned in the Gulf. 


Q But you're talking about freedom of 
navigation. Does that include Iran? 


A I'm talking about freedom of navigation in 
the Gulf. That's what I'm talking about. 


6) What I'm trying to find out is, does the 
threat against Iran, which brought about Iran's threat in 
return, included in your idea of freedom of navigation? 











A I‘m not sure what you mean. Any activity 
by anybody which would impede navigation in the Gulf, would 
_ Of course be encompassed by our statement. 


e) Have Central Command Forces been put on 
alert? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

@) Do you have more than the verbal exchange 


that's causing your worry? 


A No. 
8) No more solid information that they will? 
A No. 
Q Was this specific situation discussed with 


the Emir of Bahrain? 


A I'm not sure about the details. I'm sure 
that, in general, but I'm not sure how detailed that 
discussion was. 


@) Since you're making this statement today, 
have you sent this reiteration to the Saudis, for instance, 
those of our friends in that region? 


A As I said, I'm not sure what has happened 
in terms of specifics in the past 24 hours, but I don't 
think that anybody in the region would be unaware of our 
concern. 


@) If it is your intention to clarify the U.S. 
policy, I don't think you've succeeded. I am -- 


A I think we've clarified our policy in terms 
of our concern. What you're asking me is to say if X hap- 
pens, what will the United States do, and that's what we're 
not going to say. 


Q No. What I'm asking you is what does the 
U.S. commitment to freedom of navigation mean? 


A Again, it's a good try, but I think you're 
asking me to say what specific physical, military, diploma- 
tic, or whatever, action would the United States take and 
we're not going to do that. 
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8) Are the two countries capable militarily, 
in the U.S. view, of actually shutting off oil flows to the 
rest of the world? 


A I don't know. I think you'd have to ask 
the experts, but I would think that one takes such a threat 
seriously. 


0 That's what I was getting at was, how 
seriously does one take a verbal exchange between two 
countries that are at war. 


A I think you take fairly seriously a threat 
of this kind. 


0 Have you expressed your concern about this 
matter to the French who are willing to provide certain 
types of missiles to the Iraqis? 


A I don't know whether we've been talking to 
the French. 

0 I'm sorry? 

A I don't know whether we've been in touch 


with the French. 


0 You're adopting the Carter doctrine on the 
Persian Gulf? 

A Yes, in this respect. 

0 And this is -- 

A No change in foreign policy. 

Q -- in expressing concern on this only? 


Does it stop? 


A Maybe I'm having trouble in getting you to 
use the words I used before. Let me read them again. The 
United States deplores the continuation of hostilities and 
hopes they will pursue the opportunities available to them 
to enter into discussions leading to the restoration of 
peace, and the United States reiterates its commitment to 
freedom of navigation in the Gulf. 


¢) Would the blocking of tankers be considered 
an act of war? 























Q Without being specific about what you're 
going to do, can it assumed that the United States is 
willing to back up in one form or another its commitment to 
freedom of navigation? 


A I think we're just rest on what we've said 
here, that we are serious about it but we're not going to 
specify what would happen -- 


e) I understand you're not going to specificy 
what may happen, but we can assume that the United States is 
prepared to back up its commitment with something. 


A By activity, certainly, yes. But we're not 
going to specify what that activity is. 
e) Would the blocking of tankers -- 
A I'm not going to specify what we might do. 
Q I'm not asking you. I said, would the 


blocking of tankers be considered an act of war? 


A I don't know. You would have to ask 
someone who is more versed in international law than I am. 


Q Can you say that the United States is 
determined to maintain freedom of navigation in the Persian 
Gulf? 


A I think that's a fair statement. 


¢) You say you take the verbal threat 
seriously which suggests that you take the verbal threat to 
be more than -- to contain more than just words. Is it 
accurate for us to conclude that the United States' verbal 
commitment contains more than just words? 


A The Iranian Foreign Minister asserted that 
Iran would act to prevent all oil exports from the Gulf. 


e) Will the United States act to prevent Iran 
from accomplishing that beyond -- 


A You're asking me for the tenth time the 
question that I said I'm not going to answer. 


re) Do I understand you correctly to say that 
this Administration is continuing intact the so-called Carter 
doctrine? 














A In this respect, yes. 


Q The Carter doctrine, among other things, 
said that the Persian Gulf is of vital national interest to 
the United States, and that is still the policy? 


A That is my understanding. 


Q And vital, in the sense, that, for example, 
Western Europe is of vital national security interest? 


A I think I would like to go back and draw on 
language. You're drawing me far afield now, and if you're 
going to get into that kind of policy statement on it, I'll 
have to go back and do a little research and draw on words 
that have been used previously. 


oo. -° That was the essence of the Carter 
doctrine. 


A But in terms of the importance of the Gulf 
and our commitment to keeping international waters open, 
that is a strong commitment. 


--MORE-- 




















Q John, the Gulf supplies oil for a great 
number of nations, allied nations to the United States. Do 
we have similar commitments from those allied nations? 


A I don't know what consultations have taken 
place. 


Q Can we shift to the other part of the Middle 
East? 


A Sure. 
Q Any reaction to the shooting today in Hebron? 


A Yes. The United States deplores this crimi- 
nal act and condemns terrorism from any quarter. We extend 
our sympathy to the victims and their families. We fer- 
vently hope that those guilty will be arrested by the 
responsible authorities. We urge all in the area to be calm 
and to refrain from further acts of violence. 


0 Copy of that, please? 

A Sure. 

0 John, back on the original subject, do you 
have any information available at the podium about the 
number of barrels of oil a day out of the region -- 

A I don't, Larry. No, I don't. 

0 -- and what the intensity of the shipping is? 

A I don't. 


Q On the Shamir-Arens talks, what does the 
United States hope to achieve by these? 


A I don't think we're going to get into that. 
They're here. They'll be here the rest of this week. A 
number of, obviously, bilateral and regional matters will be 
discussed, and perhaps at the end of the visit we might have 
something further. 


Q Who are they meeting with, apart from Shultz? 


A They will meet with Secretary Shultz today. 
I think tomorrow they'll be back in the State Department for 
other meetings here with a variety of officials, probably 
Secretary Shultz again tomorrow. 











I think they will have a separate meeting with 
Secretary Weinberger tomorrow, and they will also see the 
President while they're here. 


0 Only Shultz today? 


A I think there will be other officials on both 
sides. 


Q Can you say who? 


A I expect that McFarlane would be involved. I 
expect that Ambassador Fairbanks would be involved. 


0 Veliotes? 


A Veliotes, of course. It might be that 
Ambassador Draper would be involved. Ambassador Habib would 
not. I think he is not in town. Those are the obvious 
ones. 


Q A matter of clarification: There have been 
some reports to the effect that U.S. and Polish officials 
will be meeting soon in Paris on the matter of debt 
problems, but other reports about apparently the same 
meeting have said that no Polish officials will be involved, 
but just other countries that are involved in having to 
extend its loans. 


Can you clarify this? 
A Let me look into that for you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports of 
additional Israeli casualties in Lebanon -- 


A No. 


Q -- that relate to the issue of withdrawal and 
redeployment? 


A No, I don't. 


Q You don't have any fresh statements there on 
the Israeli redeployment plan, do you? 


A No. 


Q Would the Administration, John -- can you 
tell us if they would seek in any way to stop or to reverse 
the Israeli decision to redeploy? 
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A I think the United States will look at that 
decision within the framework of its goals for Lebanon which 
is the full and prompt withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q Has anybody -- or I don't know if you told us 
before -- if the Israeli decision to redeploy fits with 
those American goals of total withdrawal, safety for 
northern settlements in Israel, and sovereignty for Lebanon? 


: Does the Administration see the Israeli comment as 
fitting within those objectives? 


A Have we said whether we see it within -- 
0 Yes. 

A No. We haven't. 

0 Can you say that now? 


A No. I can't. I think that's one of the 
likely areas for discussion during this visit. 


Q John, would we favor a complete Israeli 
withdrawal regardless of what Syria does? 


A We would favor the total withdrawal of all 
foreign forces, but as to how -- 


Q The specific -- if Israel were to withdraw 
without any Syrian withdrawal, what would our attitude be 
toward that? 


A That would not be withdrawal of all foreign 
forces. 


fe) But initially, the U.N. resolution we voted 
for over a year ago, that at the time was narrowly focused 
just on Israel. Have we changed -- 


A There is the Lebanese-Israeli agreement on 
withdrawal, but, obviously, that was always predicated on 
the belief that Syrian forces would leave too. 

fe) But Lebanon is not a party to that particular 
aspect of the agreement. There is no agreement with Lebanon 
that the Syrians have to withdraw. 

















ll 


A No. But there are realities in the area, 
though, that everybody has to be aware of. 


| 6) So we would not favor a unilateral Israeli 
withdrawal, not coordinated in some way with a Syrian 
pull-out. 


A We're for the withcrawal of all foreign forces 
and would have to look at jndividual actions and plans 
within that framework. What furthers that is something we'd 
be for, and anything that would obstruct that gives us 
problems. 


0 Would the United States faver implementation 
of the Lebanese-Israeli agreement if the Syrians, which are 
not a party to that agreement, remained? That seems to be 
basically the question. I mean, are we now saying that we 
do not want implementation of the agreement unless the party 
not party to that agreement does something to -- 


A I think we have to engage in these 
discussions with Israeli officials here, see what they have 
in mind, and I think it would really be unwise to engage in 
hypothetical discussions about when the agreement comes into 
effect or -- 


@) Would there be objections to Israel imple- 
menting the agreement? That's basically all we're asking. 


A I think we have to wait and see what -- we're 
still waiting for details, which I'm sure will come during 
this visit, on what the Israelis have in mind about the 
timetable. 


6) John, have the Israelis discussed the number 
of years in which from that podium the occupation of Syrian 
troops of Lebanon -- large segments of Lebanon -- was 


approved? 
A I'm having a little trouble -- 


Q I'll try and rephrase it. For years, I 
remember from that podium every time I'd ask a question, do 
we want the Syrian troops to remain in Lebanon, it was 
explained from that podium, Department of State, that they 
were a peacekeeping force approved by the Arab League. 


My question is, have the Israelis noted the years 
of appoval by the Department of State of the occupation of 
Lebanon by Syrian troops? 
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A I think you should address that question to 
the Israelis. 


e) I just wondered -- I'm addressing it to you 
because I just wonder, has the State Department -- have they 
brought it up to the State Department? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


6) Does it seem consistent to you now that we 


want everybody out that we spent all those years approving 
of Syrian occupation? It comes as a sort of a sudden shift, 


doesn't it, John? 


A No. You're certainly drawing me into 
dangerous waters when you want to tax me on consistency 
in foreign policy, Lester. (Laughter) 


@) What was it -- 


A But I will certainly talk about the foreign 
policy of this Administration. 


‘@) Can you do this, John? One last follow-up on 
this: Could you pinpoint when it was that we suddenly 
decided it would not be good for the Syrian troops to stay 
in Lebanon after all those years of approval? 


A You'd have to do a little more energetic 
research on that than I'm able to do. 


fe) I thought you'd have it at your fingertips, 
John. 


A No. I don't have it at my fingertips. 
re) It is a shift. 


A I know that surprises you and shocks you but 


QO It is an abrupt shift. You'll agree with 
that, because you're smiling, right? 


A Oh, Lester, I smile at all kinds of things 
that go on in this briefing room. (Laughter) We should 
read no significance into that. 


0) Another subject, John: Has the United States 
heard either negatively or postively from any Central 
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American governments about the military maneuvers which were 
announced yesterday by the Pentagon? 


A I haven't gone into that. I'm sure there is 
consultation and traffic back and forth, but I'm not able to 
give you that. 


Q Yesterday on "Nightline," a member of the 
Knesset, said that -- 


A I'm sorry, a member of -- 


@) -- of the Israeli Knesset, said that the 
areas vacated by the Israeli troops would have to be filled 
by both Lebanese and MNF troops. 


Can you give us an idea of what the increase in 
terms of U.S. Marines would be in order to fill -- 


A There's certainly no plans for an increase in 
the MNF at this time. 

Q Because it seems almost inevitable. 

A Why don't we wait and hear how it's all going 


to take place, if it is going to take place? You seem to be 
jumping the gun on these talks that are taking place here. 


0] Does the State Department approve or 
disapprove of the Bingaman-Inouye resolution? 


A I'm sorry. Of the which -- 
Q The Bingaman-Inouye resolution. 


A You're going to have to give me a little more 
on that, Lester. 


Q It was introduced yesterday. 
A I don't have anything on it, I'm afraid. 


Q Well, it just says that it's the sense of the 
Senate that they should support the peace initiatives of the 
four-nation Contadora group, and they should indicate its 
willingness to cease the flow of arms into Central America, 
and in conjunction with other nations should terminate all 
programs of assistance to guerrilla forces in Nicaragua. 


DO you support or oppose? 
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A I think there's no question of where we have 
stood on arms in Central America, and there's no question of 
our position on the current efforts of the Contadora group, 
but I don't have anything specifically on that. 


0 The State Department's position is that we 
certainly support the arming of the Contras or not? 


A The State Department's position has been made 
very clear, Lester, and I'm not going to wing it on that 
language again. 


0 John, do you have any response to the Borges' 
statement yesterday? 


A Who? 

0 Borges‘ statement yesterday. 
A Saying what? 
0 


It was an elaboration on the peace plan pro- 
posed last week. 


A No. 
0 You have nothing? 


A No. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #130 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 27, 1983, 12:18 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one house- 
keeping announcement and one statement. 


The housekeeping announcement is that available in 
the Press Office at 1:30 p.m. today will be the testimony of 
Counselor Edward Derwinski before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International Operations, 
and the Subcommittee on International Economic Policy and 
Trade. The subject is trade reorganization. 


The statement regards the attack on the Turkish 
Embassy in Lisbon. The United States deeply deplores the 
terrorist attack today on the residence of the Turkish 
Ambassador in Lisbon. 


We have received reports that four attackers used 
explosive devices to take the residence by force. The wife 
of the senior Turkish diplomat and a guard were killed, and 
several others, including children, were seriously wounded. 
Later the attackers themselves were killed by explosives 
they set off in the residence. 


The Revolutionary Armenian Army has claimed 
responsibility for the attack. This attack is a grim 
reminder of the need for the international community to take 
strong measures to bring an end to such vicious attacks of 
terrorism. 


We extend our deep sympathy to the Government of 
Turkey and the families of the victims of this attack. 


8) Copy? 
A Sure. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


@) Alan, do you have any reaction to the speech 
given yesterday by President Castro of Cuba? 


A Jim, the President addressed the purposes of 
the military exercises which were part of what Mr. Castro 
talked about during his press conference last night, so I'm 
not going to respond to that aspect of it. 











Let me simply say that we're interested in all 
sincere efforts to reduce tensions in Central America, and, 
as the President said last night, we're encouraged by some 
recent statements from Cuba that seem to indicate that they, 
too, now recognize the merit of regional negotiations. 


But we would note that Cuba has been responsible 
for much of the increased violence in the region by organ- 
izing, training, supplying and providing other support to 
guerrilla groups in Central America. 


As the President said, we would welcome a change 
in deeds, not just words. 


fe) Copy? 
A Yes. 
0 Do you have any idea where the Armenian 


Levolutionary Army gets their arms and explosives? 
A I don't have anything on that at all. 


re) Back on Central America for just a second, do 
you have any response to this study on evictions in El 
Salvador? 


A I do. The figures which were contained in 
the certification report, which were submitted to Congress 
on July 20, are based on the experience of FINATA, the 
Salvadoran Government agency, in charge of Phase III of the 
agrarian reform. 


The certification recognizes that illegal evic- 
tions continue to pose serious problems and specifically 
refers to a study being conducted by the Ministry of 
Agriculture to give a better indication of the scope of the 
problem. 


Field interviews and a sample survey were 
completed on July 15, and preliminary results of the study 
were compiled late last week, too late to be included in the 
certification. 


The results of that survey are still being studied 
since the full data have not yet been fully analyzed. I 
might note that last night Peter McPherson, AID Director, 
issued a statement which we can make available in the Press 
Office, but let me summarize. 

















Basically, he noted that we're pleased by the 
announcement by Colonel Galeleo Torres of FINATA of a new 
drive to sign up beneficiaries under Phase III of the land 
reform, and to put evicted farmers back on their land. 


Several months ago, Colonel Torres led a similar 
drive and almost doubled the number of land reform benefi- 
ciaries. Some 21,500 new beneficiaries filed applications 
for land as a result of that drive, and hundreds of evicted 
peasants were reinstated on their land. 


The agrarian reform program remains a subject of 
great concern to us, and we're confident that the new 
Salvadoran drive will reinstall and add thousands of new 
beneficiaries to the land ownership rolls. 


0] Copy of that, too? 


A Yes. I think on the second part of it what I 
will do is make Mr. McPherson's statement available to you. 
I can give you the first part of it. 


e) What I don't understand is, are you saying 
that the report in the certification was based entirely on 
figures provided by the Salvadoran authorities, not on an 
independent U.S. investigation? Is that what you're saying? 


A The figures are based on the experience of 
FINATA. I refer you to the text. I don't have in my mind 
what was said in that certification report, but the report 
describes it, and I'm going to leave you with that. 


0 Do you quarrel with the statements that are 
made in the Times study? 


A I'm going to leave you with what I've just 
given you. 


Q Do you have any information that you could 
share with us now to back up the charge that Cuba's respon- 
sible for all of the violence or much of the violence in the 
region? 


For example, the President talked about one Soviet 
ship that was unloading materiel yesterday. Could you give 
us information about what is being unloaded, what the -- 
we're told about increased numbers of Cuban advisers in 
Nicaragua, et cetera? 














A I don't have anything new to offer you today, 
Marvin. This subject, as you know, has been one that's been 
addressed over months, indeed years. 


'@) I know, but people are talking about recent 
increases in the number of advisers and recent shipments of 
Soviet-bloc materiel. 


A We've talked about the recent shipment of 
Soviet-bloc materiel. I don't think we've been able to give 
you precise quantification of it, but we've provided some 
information on that. 


We've talked about the presence of, I guess it's a 
total of something like 8,000 Cuban advisers, of whom maybe 
2,000 are strictly military advisers, and some 6,000 others. 
Again, these are figures that are available in the Press 
Office that we've done before. 


I just don't have anything new to offer you at 
this particular point. I would -- well, go on. 


Q I was just going to make the point made the 
other day, that it probably would be helpful from your point 
of view to put some of this material out above and beyond 
the generalizations which we hear about every single day. 


A We've given you -- 


Q I mean, information like 8,000. That's a 
nice hard figure, if you had it, on materiel -- 


A It's been available for some time. 


@) Right. I understand. But the recent 
increases in materiel. Can you quantify that? 


A I unders*and that, and we've had some 
requests to see if we can quantify various and sundry k 
of shipments, and we have that in to see what we can do. 
Part of the problem, as you know, is that these figures come 
from intelligence sources in good measure, and the question 
is whether we can do something with those figures in public. 


So I understand the point, and we have it under 
active study. 











Q Alan, back for a moment to the eviction 
study. Does the United States stand by the figures on evic- 
tions as put out in the certification report, or does it now 
believe those figures are not accurate? 


A As I've said, the results of the field study 
which came in last week have not yet been fully analyzed, so 
I can't tell you whether there would be an adjustment in the 
figures that were previously put out or not. We haven't 
finished with it. 


Q Alan, several times it's been noted that the 
Nicaraguans had shown some flexibility in recent days, and 
you note now that the Cubans also have done so. 


A The President did that last night. 


Q Yes. What, if anything, are we doing to 
' explore what that might mean? 


A I think at the present time the Nicaraguans 
and the Cubans, I guess, have both indicated that they would 
participate in some way in the Contadora meeting which is 
coming up, and I suppose that would -- I don't know precisely 
what the participation will be, but I suppose one would look 
to that meeting at least as the first possibility of seeing 
what it might mean in real terms. I think that's, at this 
moment, what we would be doing. 


0 Participation? Cuba has said it will 
participate? 


A Well, cooperate. I'm not sure.* I don't know 
precisely what was referred to, but again Castro referred to 
this process. As I say, as a first step, let's see what 
happens at the Contadora meeting and what emerges from that. 


) On that same subject, the President released 
his message yesterday, which you wouldn't release last week. 
I have two questions about it. 


One, why are we resorting to doing the opposite of 
confidentiality when last week we said that was the impor- 
tant aspect of all of this so that nobody would take advan- 
tage for propaganda purposes? Also, why did you release it? 


And, number two, in this note he suggests specific 
kinds of mechanisms, including the notion that all this has 
to be settled at one time, and through the OAS as the 
overseer, when that hasn't been decided by the Contadora 





*Clarification: Cuba is not participating in the Contadora 
meeting. 














group and when we say we support the Contadora group's 
efforts? 


It seems to me like we're saying through this, 
this can only be solved in such and such a fashion, to 
a group who we have supported, saying that they should 
devise whatever they can to solve what's going on. 


A I don't have the text in front of me. Let me 
say two things. 


One is, I think if you go back and see what John 
said last week when he was asked about the text is that nor- 
mally we do not release texts of Presidential messages. 
Obviously, “normally” has exceptions to it. An exception was 
made in this case. There was a lot of interest in the 
message that Ambassador Stone was carrying with him. 


As far as where the focal point would be, we have 
been consistent in saying that we felt this was a regional 
problem requiring a regional-focused solution. I've men- 
tioned both the OAS and the Contadora group, and I think 
that that is consistent. 


0 But, Alan, with respect, it may be con- 
sistent, but if you say you support a group's effort and the 
group hasn't yet devised the mechanism, you're saying 
there's only one way to do it; and when he goes so far as to 
say there must be a regional basis which treats simulta- 
neously the concerns of all the states, that contradicts the 
statement made by you, praising the progress with respect to 
bilateral mechanisms and international mechanisms that were 
worked out between Nicaragua and Costa Rica two months ago. 
I don't understand where that's come about. 


A I think the emphasis on a regional approach 
which includes the concept of, if you will, comprehen- 
siveness -- that may be a sweeping term, but that’s -- if you 
will, in a general sense that concept is consistent with 
what we have said before and what the President's letter 
Says as released. 


Q Middle East? 
A Sure. 


Q Reaction, comment, on the incidents in 
Hebron? 
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A I don't have anything new on the incidents in 
Hebron. I gather that there has been further tension today. 
I can only reiterate what we said yesterday, which is to 
deplore the violence that took place recently in the school 
and to urge caln. 


It’s obviously a very delicate, tense situation, 
and we hope that it will not get worse. 


e) Alan, also on the Middle East, last night in 
his news conference the President said, "It looks like Syria 
is simply trying to partition Lebanon, reduce Lebanon, and 
grab off some territory for themselves." 


Since we haven't heard that here before, is this a 
new analysis? 


A I don't have the full text of what he said, 
Bill. I‘*m going to have to stand on what he said -- 


'e) You can have it. 


A I*ll stand on what the President said yester- 
day. I don't have anything new to offer you on that. 


@) But this would be a new analysis, then, of 
what Syria‘s up to. 


A I haven't looked at it that carefully in 
terms Of what we've said before. I will stand on what the 
President said. 


Q Is the United States asking Israel to post- 
pone or delay the redeployment of its troops? 


A Ralph, again the talks are going on as we are 
here right now. I don't think we're going to get into the 
question of what is being said in those talks from here. I 
can't tell you whether we'll have anything further to say 
when they conclude, but at this point I'm not going to go 
into the substance. 


Q Would it help to phrase the question dif- 
ferently and not ask whether the U.S. is asking Israel to do 
it, but whether the U.S. would like to see Israel -- 


A No. It wouldn't help. (Laughter) 


@] Alan, would you think accusing Syria of 
partitioning or planning to simply partition Lebanon and 








grab part of it is an inducement to get them to talk to you 
and the working group that you formed with them? 


A Again, you're quoting to me, I think, out of 
a rather long statement the President made on the entirety 
of the issue of withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon, 
and I think that one ought to take that statement in its 
entirety in terms of the hope that we have and the work that 
we're doing toward the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


As you know, Mr. McFarlane will be going to the 
region very shortly and will certainly be pursuing that 
issue, so I really don't think I am going to complicate his 
life by commenting further at this point. 


Q When does he go, Alan? 


A Again, I don't have a specific schedule for 
him. You might want to check with -- 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Where does one check these days to find out 
what McFarlane is going to do -- here or at the White House? 


A At the moment, I don't know if he's 
actually, physically set up yet. He will be operating on 
this mission out of the State Department, but I don't know. 
I saw him this morning. I think where he's operating at 
the moment is out of the meeting rooms, but I don't know 
whether he has moved himself and staff, and so on. 


Q Could you find out about his intinerary? 


A I don't think we're going to be giving out 
an itinerary. We're going to be playing it at least as closed 
mouth as we did with Phil Habib for similar reasons, and 
whether he's going to want us -- it's up to him basically 
and whether he's going to find it suitable to his mission to 
handle it even more restrictively. I can't tell you. 

That's up to him. 


0 Do you know what the schedule is on the 
meetings today? 

A I don't have that schedule with me at the 
moment. Was it not on the public schedule? 

fe) Any idea of how long they're going to go? 

A I don't know. I'm sure that they will con- 


tinue as long as they need to. I think it breaks up into dif- 
ferent sorts of meetings at various parts of the day, but I 
think starting this moring I believe there were some 

meetings scheduled over at the Pentagon. I just don't have 
that. 


e) Alan, you made a statement yesterday about 
Hebron. Have you discussed the situation inside Hebron with 
the Israelis Ministers who are visiting with you at the 
State Department, and what, if you can say, was their reac- 
tion to what has happened and continues today? 


A It would not be appropriate to get into 
what our discussions may or may not be with government offi- 
cials, so I'm going to stay away from it. 


0 Besides expressing the concern that you 
just repeated, you didn't get to the bottom of the whole 
crux of what's going on in Hebron, the avowed statements 
from Israeli Ministers who are saying that they have to 
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inhabit the Jewish quarters of Hebron or to live there and 
expand the Jewish community there. What is your comment? 


A There are a lot of complicated aspects, as 
you well know, in terms of the Hebron situation. I can get 
into a lot of then. 


8) On the President's statement again, can you 
tell us what you understand the President as saying 
yesterday? 

A I'm not going to try. I don't make a prac- 


tice of trying to interpret the President. 


8) I would like to, for one, know if the 
President was paying something new yesterday by saying that 
Syria intends on partitioning Lebanon? I would like to know 
what is U.S. policy in this regard right now. 


A Again, you're not asking for policy, you're 
asking for a judgment. I'‘m going to leave you with what I 
said before about looking at the entirety of the President's 
remarks and not try to go beyond it. 


0 Are you telling us that, what Bill just 
mentioned now, is not the correct interpretation of what the 
President said yesterday? 


A I'm going to refer you back to the entirety 
of the President's remarks. That's all I'm going to say. 


Q Can I ask you one more thing? Minister 
Arens is quoted, or the L.A. Times and Israel's radio, as 
favoring Israel extending its sovereignty over the West 
Bank. Would you like to comment on this, and would you tell 
us how would the United States perceive that to be? 





A Again, let me refer you back. We're on 
record in terms of our view of the West Bank and how the 
status of the West Bank should be resolved many times. And 
rather than trying to conjure up those words in my mind at 
this point, let me refer you back to that. But there's no 
change in our position on the need to have that resolved 
through negotiations. 


0 Let me rephrase the question somewhat dif- 
ferently. Would you say that Syria is attempting a par- 
tition of Lebanon? Never mind about what the President 
said. Assuming that the President said so. (Laughter) 


A Good try. I'm not going to go beyond what 
I've said. As I say, in terms of the diplomacy at the 
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moment, Mr. McFarlane will be going out to the region, and I 
don't intend to complicate his mission by going on further 
on issues which, presumably, he will be discussing. 


0 On Ethiopia, Peter McPherson of AID 
testified the other day concerning projected food aid for 
Ethiopia for the next fiscal year. Up to this point, it's 
been the policy of the U.S. Government to give that aid only 
to the Mengistu Government which does not exercise 
sovereignty over the entire territory. At the same time 
private relief agencies which distribute U.S. surplus food 
under a State Department program tell me that they're 
prohibited by the State Department from trans-shipping food 
from Sudan into Eritrea and Tigre. The end result is that 
there's about ten million people who are prohibited from 
receiving famine relief and the U.S. is, in effect, supports 
the Mengistu program to starve out the insurgency. 


Will this continue to be the U.S. policy? 


A I'm not sure I can agree with your charac- 
terization since I don't know what the facts are. I will 
endeavor to look into it but I also would advise that you 
might want to go to AID and put your question there. 


0 Yesterday, other than the shooting in 
Hebron by unknown individuals so far, there was another 
shooting in Nablus by the Israeli forces in Nablus of a 
20-year Old woman. Would you care to comment on that? This 
is the Israeli forces; it's not unknown individuals. 


A I don't know what the circumstances were, 
and I really can't comment other than obviously to regret 
any deaths that are taking place and, again, reiterating a 
call for calm. But I just don't know what the circumstances 
are, and I cannot comment. 


0 Anything on Sri Lanka? 


A No. I think we had something on Sri Lanka. 
I know we had the traveler advisory the other day. No, I 
don't have anything on Sri Lanka. 


0) Yesterday, after the meetings, I asked one 
of the conferees whether he felt that they could wrap up a 
framework that would make partial Israeli withdrawal accep- 
table. He said, what's acceptable? I said, can you do it 
by Thursday? He said this has been going on for 20 years; 
it can't be done this Thursday or next Thursday or many 
Thursdays to come. Is that view shared by most State 
Department top officials that this is something that's going 
to linger on endlessly? 








12 





A I'm_not going to try to do a survey of 
individuals. I can tell you what the policy is, and that is 
to try to move forward as rapidly as we can toward the total 
withdrawal of all the foreign forces from Lebanon in the 
Framework of those goals which we've articulated before, 
including the extension of Lebanese Central Government 
sovereignty, control throughout the territory of Lebanon, 
and protection of Israel's northern border. 


0 Alan -- excuse me -- but despite this out- 
ward optimism, the gentleman in question seemed to feel that 
it seems like a very long shot that there's going to be any 





A I am sure the Secretary would be interested 
in knowing, if you'd care to tell me who has that view. I'll 
pass it on to him. Maybe they can talk about it. 


0 What kind of relationship do you see between 
the latest events in Hebron and the policy introduced by 
the Israelis which is supposed to be opposed by this 


Administration? 
A Which policy is that? 
¢) The policy of expanding the settlements in 


the West Bank. 


A On settlements? I'm not going to try to 
draw connections between them. I think that at this moment 
you've got a very tense situation, and we are hoping it will 
calm down and that further injury and loss of life can be 
avoided. 


Q There are reports that the United States 
has asked for a summit meeting of the ASEAN countries when the 
President is there next November in that area. Is this 
correct? 





A I think I'm going to have to beg off of 
Presidential trips and refer you to the White House on that 
question. I don't think it's a question I properly should 
be addressing from here. 


@) Central American, again, for a second. I'm 
referring to the Washington Post story this morning about 
the finding of need for aid to the Contras. Can you tell me 
whether the Administration has changed its justification for 
that aid from arms interdiction to something else, and, if 
so, what the something else is? 
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A I haven't addressed the question of what 
findings there have been in the past or might be in the future, 
and I couldn't get into that kind of covert action/intelli- 
gence activities, and I wouldn't get into it. 


0 Same area but not the same subject so you 
don't have a dodge. FDN and ARDE. There's a big article in 
the Wall Street Journal about their problems and that they 
won't unite. Do you have any comment about that? 





ae No. 

8) Are we going to have somebody to brief us 
when the two Israeli Ministers leave or finish their visit 
here? 

| A I don't know. 
| 
| 0 Would you put something for us? We would 


| - Like to know your views. 


A I think that your interest has been 
assumed, so that question is under review but I can't tell 
| you now that there will be something on it. 


0 What does that count for? (Laughter) 
A You tempt me. 
0 What are the specific precautions the 


United States will undertake in the Arabian Gulf if Iran 
will block the oil cargo ships in the Strait of Hormuz? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on speci- 
fic steps that might be taken. John addressed our concern 
in the statement that he gave you yesterday, so that our 
concern and our commitment to free navigation is quite 
clear, but I'm not going to try to speculate on a hypotheti- 
cal situation. 


0 Any new development on that issue, Alan? 
A Any what? 

Q New developments? 

A No. 

0 Alan, you had a statement a few days ago 


regarding the attempts by Craxi to form a government in 
Italy. At that point were you aware of the individual 
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discussions that Craxi was holding with the Andropov govern- 
ment regarding stationing of cruise missiles in Sicily? 


_A I'm not aware currently of discussions of 
that sort, and I don't think that our statement was 
addressed to that issue. 


@) Does the State Department support plans to 
delay or postpone the stationing of cruise missiles? I know 
the Administration does. I'm asking if the State Department 
does? 


A I think you can take that the State 
Department's position is the Administration's position. 


'e) Do you have anything on the political asy- 
lum request of those Soviet musicians? Has the Department 
received such a request? 


A Again, we don't comment on such requests, 
and I would not have a comment on this case. 


e) For housekeeping, on the Israeli talks, are 
today's discussions at the working level with the State 
Department, the conclusion of them; and then the 
Presidential meeting tomorrow is the conclusion of the talks 
in Washington, or will there be working level discussions 
tomorrow? 


A I don't usually call the Secretary the 
working level. 


0 The Secretary -- you know, we understand 
that the Secretary and the Ministers meet in the Operations 
Center and poured over maps yesterday. Regardless of what 
you call that -- it was not meant with any insult in mind. 
It was just clearly a working level discussion. They 
weren't talking about general -- 


A I'll give you a glossary of terms. Go 
ahead. 


re) So the question is, will there be more of 
those type of talks tomorrow or is that level of discussions 
expected to conclude today to be followed tomorrow by the 
Presidential discussions? 


A I do not know what the schedule of talks 
may be at the Ministeral level tomorrow. I can't tell you 
that. I don't know. 
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@) Where is Mr. Stone? Do you have his travel 
plans? 


A Yes. He's in El Salvador at the moment, 
going on to Tegucigalpa. 


0) When? 
A Today. 
0 Going to -- 


A Tegucigalpa. Let me just make sure that 
I'm right on that. No, I don't have anything more on that. 


0 Has he been able or is he trying again to 
meet with Salvadoran rebel representatives? 


A Again, we have not been commenting on that, 
and we're not going to. 


0 Do you have any comment on Arafat's announce- 
ment that he's ready to resume the dialogue with Jordon as 
soon as possible? 


A I haven't seen that particular announce- 
ment. I think we would be looking to see what might happen 
rather than trying to issue statements about -- 


0 Can you check on that? 


A No. I think that -- I will look into it 
but I don't promise you to come back with an answer. The 
issue in the peace talks clearly is whether King Hussein 
would get the necessary backing that he feels he needs to 
come to the negotiating table, and we've been at that point 
for some time. 


0 There are press reports, especially in 
the Middle East, that President Reagan may be going to the 
Middle East. 


A I don't have anything on that. 
0 Thank you. 
A Okay. You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 
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DPC #131 


THURSDAY, JULY 28, 1983, 12:01 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: There will be a BACKGROUND briefing at the 
White House on the President's meeting with Israeli Defense 
Minister Arens and Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir. The 
briefing is open to all accredited media representatives with 
State Department/White House press credentials. It will be in 
the White House briefing room at around 2:00 after the 
two Ministers and the Secretary of State finish their meeting 
with the President. 


Tomorrow, in this briefing room, at 4:00, there 
will be an ON THE RECORD briefing on Ethiopian drought relief. 
The briefing will be given by AID Director Peter McPherson and 
Assistant Secretary Chester Crocker. That will be ON THE 
RECORD. 


That concludes about everything I have for you 
today. 


0 John, have you seen the reports of alleged com- 
ments by Ambassador Stone on Central America regarding the 
purpose of the U.S. Fleet exercises? 


A Yes, I saw those comments last night. I think 
that the party was contacted and issued a statement pointing out 
that those reports were totally inaccurate; and the Senator 
said he made no such remarks. 


@) Come across on that again, please? This office 
has talked to Ambassador Stone and -- 


A Let me give you some carefully crafted words 
here. 


0 If you would. 


A Ambassador Stone and members of his party, the 
Deputy Chief of our Mission at the Embassy there, and the Poli- 
tical Counselor who attended the meeting and took notes have 
all denied the attributed remarks. 


0 What about the two Salvadoran Ministers who 
confirmed them? 








A Salvadoran Ministers? 
re) Legislators. 


A I don't know. I don't know how the misun- 
derstanding occurred, but our people are absolutely emphatic. 


Q What language was he speaking? 
A I'm sorry, I don't know. 


Q Do you have comment on the report from southern 
Lebanon that Israel has closed the offices of some Phalangist 
headquarters and things there? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Are you aware of the reports? 
A No, I‘m not. 


Q How would you look at such a measure taken by 
Israel if it decides to take it? 


A We'll look at it when we learn of it, I think. 
That's how we would look at it. 


re) Still on the Middle East, any reaction to 
Syria's criticism of the President? 


A No, no. Mr. McFarlane and Ambassador Fairbanks 
will leave on their mission shortly, and we anticipate no 
problems with their mission. 


0 On what day do they leave and where are they 
going? 


A I think they may be leaving tomorrow, Mike, but 
as with Ambassador Habib and Ambassador Draper, we'll do our 
best to be as helpful as we were in the case of Ambassador 
Habib; but for obvious reasons, we're not going to give you 
a blow-by-blow -- where they're going, when they're leaving, 
and that kind of thing. 


Q You cannot give us his first destination, his 
primary destination? 
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A I think in the case of Ambassador Habib, we did 
not give you that destination until he had actually gotten 
there, and therefore, I think we probably should follow the 
same procedure with Mr. McFarlane. 


Q John, there is a report in FBIS, the Voice of 
Lebanon reported, "The Syrian army has withdrawn from all quar- 
ters of Tripoli, and handed over its position to the Islamic 
Unification Movement." 


A I just saw that a few moments ago, but don't 
have anything for you on it. 


Q Did Mr. McFarlane finish recruiting for his 
group, and who are the people who are going to be working with 
him besides Mr. Fairbanks? 


A I don't know who will go -— You mean staff 
people? 


0 Yes. 


A No, I don't have a list of that. I think 
McFarlane and Fairbanks are the two principals, obviously. 
I'm sure there will be some supporting staff. Or, I'm not 
sure, they may pick up supporting staff out there. I don't 
know who will go with them. 


Q John, can you tell us today how does the 
Administration view the Israeli redeployment? 


A No, because the two visiting Israeli Ministers 
will see the President with the Secretary later, and at the 
conclusion of that meeting, you'll get a BACKGROUNDER. I 
think that will be the time to say anything we have to say 
about it. 


0 On the same area, can you say if you are 
seeking a date for the next Israeli stage of withdrawal 
towards the final American objective? 


A I'm going to leave that to a masterful 
BACKG ROUNDER after the visit. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q There is a report circulating in the State 
Department that with the departure of the two Ministers from the 
State Department, Israel has completed the first phase of 
its withdrawal from Lebanon, that the Ministers will 
withdraw all the way across the Israeli border to Jerusalem 
probably by the end of the week. 
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A The Ministers will withdraw? 


Q Yes. The Ministers. And that as a face- 
saving gesture to the Israelis, the United States has agreed 
to allow 15,000 Israeli troops to remain in Lebanon in 
exchange for the concession for the Israeli withdrawal, the 
first phase. Do you have any comment on any of that? 


A No. I'd be glad to take any more serious 
questions. As to the Israeli Ministers, you should ask 
them. But as I understand it, Mr. Shamir will leave later 
today, and I think Mr. Arens is going to stay a day or two 
later. I'm not quite sure what his departure is. 


0) Do you have any comment on the charac- 
terization by the Egyptian Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. 
Boutros Ghali, saying that the Reagan initiative is a failure 


now? 

A I haven't seen that particular statement. 
Are you talking about the overall Middle East, the September 
1 speech? 

@ Yes. 

A I'm not responding to a particular state- 


ment which I haven't seen, but obviously we would not con- 
sider that the President's Middle East initiative is dead or 
is a failure. We're still working on it. 


Q This statement coming from the State 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Egypt is, for the first 
time, such a characterization is coming from Egypt. 


A I haven't seen that particular one. And 
as I say, my comment is a broad one. I'm not responding to 
his alleged statement because I haven't seen it, but 
obviously we are still working on the overall peace mission. 


Q Do you have anything on a London Telegraph 
story that the State Department forgery people confirmed 
that the KGB concocted some tapes for Mrs. Thatcher's 
election? It purportedly shows some conversation between 
Reagan and Thatcher. 
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A Let me see. A Soviet disinformation 
ploy relating to Mrs. Thatcher? Sure. Let me see what 
we can produce for you. I don't have anything with me at 
the moment. Let me see what we can get for you during the 
day. 


Q On the Middle East, please. An 
Egyptian comment also, from the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
I think, is claiming Israel as the responsible authority on 
the West Bank for the events there and for the killings of 
the three -- four Palestinians there. Is that a view that 
the United States agrees with? 


A I think we made our view plain the day 
before yesterday, I think it was, and offered -- 


Q You didn't claim responsibility of any 
party, and I'm trying to find out -- 


A I think it criticized such tragic events 
from wherever, or from whomever initiated them and instigated 
them, but I refer you back to that language. 


0 Do you have anything new in the 
discussions with -- the discussions, the accusations with 
Iran in closing the Straits? 


A No, I really don't. Nothing beyond what I 
gave you a day or two ago and what Mr. Romberg gave you 
yesterday. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Capitol 
Hill deliberations on the covert aid now? 

A No. 

Q Anything on the Iraq-Iran war that you can 
share with us. 

A No, nothing beyond the remarks we had 
yesterday and the day before. 

Q Anything in your book at all? 

A No, I think you've drained me dry. 

Q Can you confirm a report that the 
Administration has ordered a review of U.S. participation in 


UNESCO? 


A Are you referring to -- 








Q The AP story. 


A That is a -- that's right. You want to be 
careful about an interview in which Mr. Stockman is quoted 
because I think Mr. Stockman has issued a denial of -- I 
just want to be careful that what I'm now about to say is not 
connected with that Stockman comment. But the United States 
is concerned about our current relations with UNESCO and has 
begun a thorough review of our participation in that 
Organization. But I just want to be sure that you're not 
linking that to Mr. Stockman's remark which he has -- 


Q What is that? Can you give us some background? 

A There have been a number of controversial 
issues. 

Q Such as? Can you refer us to something? 

A Press freedom has been one, but there are 


others. It isn't any secret that we have had our differen- 
ces with UNESCO over various issues. 


Q This goes back to a previous 
Administration, doesn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q To follow up on this. There were reports 


recently published by the Heritage Foundation which is 
supposed to be quite near to this Administration, claiming 
that the U.S. is very much under quota in the staff of the 
United Nations. Is this a matter of -- 


A Under quota in staffing? 

Q In the staf& of the United Nations General 
Secretary? 

A I don't know. I can't answer that 


question. I don't know. 


¢) So this is not under discussion by the 
Administration by any means? 


A I just don't the answer to your question. 
It may well be. We're reviewing a number of controversial 
issues with UNESCO. 


Q Is Senator Stone in Costa Rica today? 
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A He is or was in Honduras this morning, and 
I think had intended to go onto Costa Rica today. I think 
that's his plan. 


Q There is some expectation that he was 
going to make another attempt to meet with Salvadoran 
guerrillas in Costa Rica? 


A I think we will be as unforthcoming on that 
as we have traditionally. We have said that any contact he 
might have with the left we would treat as confidential, and 
plans for it we would treat as confidential. So without 
leading you one way or the other, I guess I'm going to be -- 


Q What are your expectations for the 
Contadora meeting today? 


A Have to wait and see. 
0 Thank you. 
A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 P.M.) 
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FRIDAY, JULY 29, 1983, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just a reminder 
that there will be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on Ethiopian 
drought relief in the Press Briefing Room today at 4:00. The 
briefing will be given by AID Director Peter McPherson and 
Assistant Secretary Chet Crocker. On the record, 4:00, here 
this afternoon. Be glad to take any questions you might 
have. 


e) Can you tell us anything about Mr. 
McFarlane's travels? 


A I think he's due to leave today. 
Ambassador Fairbanks will be going with him, but beyond that 
I don't have anything for you. 


8) You don't know his first stop? 


A I know his first stop, but in the same 
manner as we handled Ambassador Habib's travels, and for 
Obvious reasons, we are not going to tell you where he's 
gOing until he gets there. 


0 In a general way, can you characterize 
McFarlane's mission now, not so generally as to say to 
achieve peace in the Middle Peace but -- 


A That, too. 


fe) My question specifically is, for example, 
is he charged with dealing with Syria as well as convincing 
Lebanon that the Israeli withdrawal is not dangerous to 
Lebanon's future? 


A He's charged with dealing with all the 
countries in the area who are involved in the Lebanese 
Situation and, indeed, with the larger Middle Eastern 
Situation. So his mandate would include them all. 


0 In terms of the subject of what he will be 
dealing with, is part of his responsibility to convince 
Lebanon of what Secretary Shultz said yesterday -- namely, 


that the Israeli redeployment is not a threat to Lebanon's 
sovereignty? 











A I think he would certainly be discussing 
with Lebanese authorities the implications and the con- 
sequences of the Israelis' visit to Washington, yes. 


fe) Do you have anything on the Times story 
this morning about the Israelis ordering two Phalangist 
bases close in southern Lebanon? 


A No. I've seen those reports but don't have 
any analysis or interpretation of it. 


0 There was one question that wasn't fully 
clarified yesterday in the briefing after the meetings. 
Does the U.S. expect Israel to carry out the redeployment 
even if there will not be reconciliation or some political 
arrangement between the Druze and the Christians in the 
Shouf Mountains? 


A I don't really think I am going to go 
beyond the backgrounder that you had yesterday. It seems to 
me that the briefer on that occasion said about as much as 
he cared to say or was able to say on the next stage in 
Lebanon. And, obviously, I think Ambassador McFarlane and 
Ambassador Fairbanks will be raising these particular 
questions, undoubtedly, with both the Lebanese and also with 
the Israelis. I'm sure they will be going to Israel as well. 


0 What sort of approach will the Ambassadors 
take with Syria? Will they demand or urge strongly that 
they withdraw from Lebanon? 


A I think so far -- and I would't see any 
reason why they would change this approach -- I think our 
approach to Syria has been to attempt to amplify what it is 
the various parties are seeking in Lebanon and to seek to 
remove misunderstandings and eliminate misinterpretations of 
which, I think, there have been a number. 


0 They offer any inducements? 

A Simply, the great and obvious inducement, 
which is peace and which is the withdrawal of Israeli for- 
ces. 

e) At this stage is amplification quite 
sufficient? I mean, should there not be something a little 
beyond that? 


A What did you have in mind? 











re) To entice? No, but I mean not necessarily 
in terms of threats, but there's going to be some sort of 
guid pro quo and peace seems -- well, that's something 
that's been bandied for so long that it doesn't seem to be 
sufficient. 


A It's still a very powerful magnet, we believe. 


0 John, are you threatening to invade Syria 
if they don't withdraw? It seems to have peace either 
way -- 


A Perhaps I haven't made myself clear this 
morning. I didn't think that there was any such implication 
in anything I said today, but let me hasten to assure you 
there was no such implication. 


0 Well, you say peace is the impetus for 
withdrawal. If they stay, what are they getting? 


A What I'm saying is that one of the incen- 
tives for Syrian withdrawal is Israeli withdrawal. 


0 Would it be safe to conclude from the 
briefer yesterday, and since you're the Spokesman of this 
building, the State Department's policy, is it safe to 
conclude that the Israelis are not going to pull from the 
Shouf area. before there's some sort of understanding between 
the various factions in the Shouf and the Lebanese 
Government? 


A I think it's safe to say that all the par- 
ties involved see the wisdom of vacating territory which is 
left in a peaceful state and into which the Lebanese 
authorities can move and over which they can extend their 
sovereignty. 


I think that was established during the meeting 
of the Israelis here. Everybody has an interest in working 
toward that end; and insofar as the Israelis can be helpful, 
obviously, we'll be discussing with the Lebanese how they 
plan to tackle that. 


0 Where have the Syrians ever put that view 
on the record? 


Ay I guess I'm talking about the Israelis and 
the Lebanese. 


fe) I thought you said all parties. 


fe) Let me follow up, please. In this sense, 


are you intending to discuss further this issue with the 
representatives of the various sections in the Shouf area? 








A You mean the United States? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't know how Ambassador McFarlane will 


proceed. Ambassador Habib talked to a wide range of people 
in Lebanon, but I don't know how the McFarlane-Fairbanks 
mission will proceed. 


Q The Druze faction -- I mean the majority of 
the Shouf, the people we're talking about, they are repre- 
sented, for example, by Walid Jumblatt and his group. 


A I understand. 


Q Have you been talking to these people in 
Washington, or are you intending to talk to these people? 

A I think you asked me an earlier question 
some while ago about Mr. Jumblatt, and I think we responded 
to that. Mr. Hammadi, who, as you know, is an associate of 
Mr. Jumblatt, has been here in Washington and he has met 
with Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Robert Pelletreau 
as part of our continuing U.S. contacts with representatives 
of all of Lebanon's communities. But I don't know specifi- 
cally what Ambassador McFarlane will do yet. 


me) When did the meeting take place? 
A I don't know the date on that. I could try 
to do a little research for you and find out when. 
Q Will he be meeting anyone else? 
A Not to my knowledge. 
Q Since Mr. Arens is quoted to have said that 


Israel will use its good offices with both parties in the 
Shouf, do you know if any meeting Mr. Hammadi and Mr. 
Pelletreau and any Israelis have taken place? 


A I don't know whether there was such a 
meeting. 


Q Did the meeting take place after President 
Gemayel's visit to Washington? 


A I'll try to do a little research and find 
out when it took place. I don't know when it happened. 











e) Can you -- just clarifv for myself, do you 
now have information that the Syrians will receive 
Ambassador McFarlane? 


A We've seen no impediments to Ambassador 
McFarlane's mission. 


e) Do you have any reading of the Syrian move 
yesterday to pull out of sections of Tripoli? 


A No. I saw the reports that you did but don't 


have an analysis or interpretation of it. 


2) What has been the activity, if any, of 
those working groups the Syrian and U.S. seem to be forming? 


A The working group that was set up when -- 


I don't have anything for you on that. I don't know what has 


been happening on that, in that area. 


0 John, in the talks that took place here in 
Washington in the last few days, the Israelis say that they 
raised their serious concern about the deterioration of 
relations between Egypt and Israel with the United States. 


Is the United States concernd about the 
apparently frozen level or lower level of contacts between 
the two? Are you planning to do anything about it? 


A I think that we have expressed in the past 
Our concern for that relationship and our enthusiasm for a 
strong relationship between Egypt and Israel, and in anyway 
that we could be helpful we would. 


me) Have you recommended that the Egyptians 
return their ambassador to Israel? 


A tT don't think I'm going to get into diplo- 
matic negotiati.. 


©-- MORE -- 








re) Well, let me put it this way: Would you like 
to see the Egyptian Ambassador returned to Israel? 


A I think we'd like to see strong, cordial, 
friendly relations between Israel and Egypt. 


QO In regard to the meeting with Mr. Hammadi in 
Washington, do you have any comment on the reports that the 
so-called Lebanese forces are asking to arrest and to put to 
trial Mr. Jumblatt? 

A No, I don't. 


0 Anything on the Tripoli situation today? You 
were asked about it yesterday. 


A Well, I actually was asked about today. No, 
nothing; no analysis. We're aware of it. 


8) Sorry. 

e) Another subject? 

0 I have one more. 

A O.K., take it first. 


8) A technical thing you may not be able to 
answer today. 


A When you set me up like that, I'm sure I 
won't be able to. 


9) Yes. I have here a list. (Laughter) 


In April we brought up the idea that the maps -- 
or the information given out by the Geographer's Office 
about the status of the West Bank was wrong because it gave 
it to Jordan, which even Jordan no longer claims. 


I'm told that the new maps coming out, and par- 
ticularly the CIA World Fact Book which has just been 
published, now corrects the maps. However -- 

A "However." What have they done now? 


0 However, you know, things move slowly in 
this Department, I guess. 


However, the information accompanying this -- the 
textual material -- still gives the square area of the West 


Bank and Gaza and Jerusalem to Jordan. 








A An ha. 


@) In other words, you have appeared to have 
made a step, but now you are in a position of having your 
maps inconsistent with the textual detail. 


A With the textual detail. 


Q Would you take a look at that and have your 
folks straighten it out and come back with an answer? 


A I'm certainly glad you've pointed out that 
alleged discrepancy. We'll take a look at it and see what 
we can do about it. 


0 Like before April? (Laughter. ) 


8) John, on another subject, do you think the 
vote yesterday in the House on Nicaragua will have any 
repercussions in Central America? And, if so, how do you 
think the different parties will react to it? 


A If you mean will it affect our policy, no. 
The House passage represents but one stage in the continuing 
Congressional consideration of this issue. We were disap- 
pointed by the House passage of the resolution. We have 
opposed any legislation which would constrain the 
Executive's flexibility, policy tools, to deal with the 
extremely complex situation in Central America. 


I should also point out, while nobody seems to be 
paying a great deal] of attention to it, that we were 
delighted that the _airibbean Basin Initiative was passed by 
the Congress. That was the result of strong bipartisan sup- 
port and will represent a significant spur to economic deve- 
lopment in Central American and Caribbean countries through 
the encouragement of trade and investment within the region. 


CBI passage represents an important complement to 
Our significant economic assistance program to that region 
and constitutes an important aspect of the Administration's 
overall policy for the region as presented by the President 
in his April 27 address. 


0 Can we have copies of that? 

A You sure can. 

0 As a follow-up, how do you think this action 
of the House will be taken by the different parties involved 
in the conflict in Central America? Do you think it will 
harden the Sandinistas, for example? 





A I don't know. I mean, you're asking me to 
analyze their responses and, of course, we don't do that. 


0 John, do you have any reaction to the state- 
ment or the declaration of the non-aligned countries in the 
UN against maneuvers in Central America? 


A No, I don't. 


0 John, thank you for the assessment of the 
bipartisan importance of the passage of the CBI? Would you 
care to express an assessment of the status of the bipar- 
tisanship involved in the vote on Nicaragua? 


A I already did that. I did that before. I 
gave you all that. 


0 I don't think I heard any indication of 
whether you thought there was a bipartisan consensus on the 


A I think we said we were disappointed. 

@) Is that because you don't think there is 
bipartisan support for the Administration? 

A z'm saying we're disappointed in the vote. 

0 Well, are you saying it won't make any dif- 


ference what the House -- I didn't understand that in your 
statement. 


A There's not going to be any change in our 
policy because at this point the House passage does not 
represent legislation which has passed through the full 
cycle of Congressional consideration. The close vote, 
225-198, does not represent a definitive judgment on overail 
Administration policies which emphasize the importance of 
support for the security of the region as a shield for our 
Support for democracy, for reform of human freedom, support 
For economic development, and support for dialogue in nego- 
tiations among the countries of the region and within each 
country. 


So we will continue to pursue that policy as 
outlined by the President. 


0 Can we have copies of those various 
statements? 


A Sure. 








Q What about the call for an OAS Foreign 
Ministers meeting, which is contained in what the House 
passed? 


A We have been very much involved in this 
question of dialogue and the quest for peace, and I think 
that is exhibited by Senator Stone's mission down there and 
Other overtures -- Our support of the Contadora process and 
cther ways in which we have indicated our support for a 
dialogue and a peaceful approach. 


Q What's your assessment of the Contadora 
Ongoings at the moment? 


4 I don't know. I'd have to wait and see, I 
think, how today's sessions develop. 


8) I understand that Castro has made another 
statement, which some people think is a little bit con- 
ciliatory. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A It was a long statement. I think it was more 

than an hour in length. And so we're going to take a little 
time to analyze that and see what our reaction to it is. 
But I can say that, as you recall, that question of removing 
military and security advisers was addressed in the San Jose 
Final Act last October and the United States was a signatory 
to those recommendations -- always understanding, of course, 
that removal was on a reciprocal and verifiable basis. 


And I'd just note also that in his April 27 
address -- that's the one whicn I've already referred to -- 
the President stated: "The United States will support any 
agreement among Central American countries for the 
withdrawal under fully verifiable and reciprocal conditions 
of all foreign military and security advisers and troops." 


So I suppose as our analysis proceeds, insofar as 
Mr. Castro has moved substantially in that direction, we 
would welcome that. 


0 Are you encouraged at the prospect of Castro 
agreeing to withdraw his forces? 


4 As I say, I think with speeches like that one 
one always wants to take a little time and analyze them; and I 
think that's where we are. 


0 John, I'm not very expert on Central America, 
but you mentioned somewhere U.S. support for democra- 
cies in the region. 
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A Yes. 


Q Can you just mention to me who these 
countries are; who the U.S. considered to be democracies in 
Central America? 


A I think Costa Rica is such a country. I 
think we have been rather vigorously in support of the move- 
ment towards democracy in various other countries, and El 
Salvador is a rather striking example. Nobody pretends that 
everything in El Salvador is the way those in favor of 
democracy would like to see it. There are problems, and we 
have talked very frankly about those. But, on the other 
hand, they made a great deal of progress and we are sup- 
porting them. 


Q John, do you have any more that you -- 

A I can come up with other examples if you 
wish, but I don't want to take the time of everybody here 
now. 


8) Do you have any confirmation of what those 
Russian ships are carrying to Central America? 


A No, not beyond the President's remarks on 
Tuesday. I don't have anything further. 


Q It seems that the authorities from Venezuela 
have (inaudible) one boat. 


A They have -- sorry? 


Q They have seen what the boat was carrying, 
one of the boats. 


A They searched it? 


Q Yes. And do you have any information from 
that? 


A I don't. 


Q John, to change the area, has there been any 
response as yet to the Chinese protest over the sale of arms 
to Taiwan, the one that was delivered a week ago? 


A I'm not aware of a response to the Chinese -- 
sorry? 


MR. ROMBERG: I'm not sure whether there will be 


one. 








ll 


A No. I have nothing for you. 


Q John, a minute ago I think you said "Insofar 
as Castro has moved considerably in that direction" -- 
meaning in the direction of a reciprocal and verifiable 
agreement on removal of troops. Do you mean to say, if he 
moves considerably in that direction -- 


A Yes. What I'm saying is -- 
Q -- or insofar as he has in his speech? 


A What I'm saying is it's a long snreech; 
we want to take a look at it. Our position abouwr what we 
want to see in Central America is plain. And ié he has 
moved in the direction of those peaceful initiatives, then 
that would be progress; but I'm not saying that we've exa- 
mined the speech. We're still in the process of doing that. 


9 Do you have anything on the CSCE conference 
in Madrid and the Maltese problem? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Poland -- the release of two prominent Polish 
Solidarity supporters, as reported on the FBIS this morning? 

A I don't have anything on the release of 
prisoners. 

e) Do you have anything on negotiations over the 


Polish debt? 


A Yes, I do. I guess you're talking about the 
Paris Club meeting? 


0 Yes, sir. 


A The Paris Club agreed in principle to proceed 
with the process of rescheduling. The group agreed to 
review technical issues and decided that implementation will 
await the elucidation of certain questions. 


For the United States, the actual release of the 
vast majority of political prisoners will play a critical 
role in determining our future policy toward Poland. 


9 What's your reaction to the Polish 
Parliament's action in giving the government broader powers 
of censorship and powers to arrest dissidents? 
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A Like the Polish Catholic Church and other 
independent voices in Poland, we are deeply distrubed by the 


passage of these laws. The question now is how these laws 
will be implemented. 


The United States will be watching this very 
closely. Clearly, the literal implementation of these laws 
would only serve to intensify the deep-seated divisions which 


already exist between the populace and the government in 
that country. 


@) Can we have a copy, please? 
A Sure. 
@) O.K., thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 12:52 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #133 


MONDAY, AUGUST 1, 1983, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Sorry to be off to a little late 
Start. That's what a “weekend in Paradise" on Cape Cod does 
to you. It takes you a little time to catch up. 


I don't have any announcements. I'll be glad to 
take any questions you might have. 


Q John, can you tell us what the results were 
on the meeting between Ambassador Stone and Mr. Zamora? 


A I don't think I'm going to be able to tell you 
what the results were, Jim. Ambassador Stone is in Bogota 
this morning. He will be traveling to Nicaragua later in 
the day. 


As far as his meeting with Mr. Zamora in Bogota 
yesterday is concerned, his general mandate is well known, 
as is the importance of confidentiality in the pursuit of 
his task. His mission, as outlined by the President on 
April 27, continues to be to facilitate dialogue and nego- 
tiations both among the countries of the region and within 
each country, so we did have that preliminary contact with 
Ruben Zamora yesterday, and there may be other contacts in 
the future. Beyond that, we're not going to have anything 
to say. 


) Mr. Zamora said later that the meeting had 
positive results. Would you agree with that? 


A I think we would leave those comments to Mr. 
Zamora. I think we're going to have nothing more to say in 
line with our view that the process is best served by con- 
fidentiality. I'll be happy to tell you about meetings 
after they have taken place, but we're not going to talk 
about the end product or talk about the substance of them. 


Q These other meetings will take place during 
this trip, or is he going to come back here or what? 


A Can't give you anything on that, Jim. 
Q Do you expect him back? 


A No, I don't. 














Q You put special emphasis on the word 
"facilitated." 
A Yes. 


Q "Facilitated dialogue." 


A Yes. 
9 Does that mean he's on a pretty short leash? 
A I guess that's my emphasis to underline that 


it is a facilitative mission, that we are not the 
negotiators; we are helping to get negotiations moved for- 
ward. But we are not negotiators ourselves. 


Q You talk about "facilitated dialogue." 
Toward what end, in El Salvador? 


A Towards involvement of the left in the 
democratic process in Salvador. 


Q There are reports, John, that Mr. Ungo has 
put forward a four-part or a proposal for talks with the El 
Salvadoran Government, that it would be a committee or 
commission of two representatives -- the rebels and two of 
the Salvadoran Government. Is this one of the issues that 
Stone will be taking up in his further discussions, further 
contact? 


And is there any comment, generally, on that? 


A He did fly, as you know, to Salvador and then 
back to Bogota, and talked with the President and members of 
the Peace Commission; but I don't know what was involved in 
those discussions. 


Q Is it the sort of thing he would discuss with 
Zamora or the (inaudible)? 


A Well, it seems to be logical that anything 
which would move the process forward might well come up. 


Q Did he see Zamora again today? 


A No -- not to my knowledge. I'm not aware of that. 


Q Whom did he see in Bogota? 














A He saw President Betancur. 
8) Who does he see in Nicaragua? 


A I don't know, Bob. Don't have anything for you 
on that. 


Q John, this is going to sound facetious, but 
it's not intended to be a facetious question. Zamora has 
been in the United States a number of times -- fairly 
recently as well. I'd be curious to know what the explana- 
tion is for the need to meet Zamora in Bogota when the 
opportunity is available to meet with him in particular; I 
can understand the need to meet with others in the leftist 
movement in Central America. But Zamora, particularly, has 
been back and forth here almost as much as Stone has, and perhaps 
more. 


A Yes. 
O Can you suggest -- 


A No. I think, really, the participants will 
decide where they will meet, when they will meet, and when 
they are ready to meet; and I think that's up to then. 


QO Does the Administration have a view about 
signals, if any, that would be sent by having a meeting in 
Washington? 


A I haven't heard any plans to have a meeting 
in Washington. 


2) John, you said last week that the 
Administration was studying the comment by Castro. 


A Right. 

Q Have you progressed beyond that? 
A Not really. 

Q Can you give us any more -- 


A Not really, Bob. We're continuing to study 
both the Nicaraguan and the Cuban recent suggestions on 
Central America. In our judgment, the ongoing Contadora 
process represents a key forum for the consideration of 
these and other ideas which have been presented. The 
President, in his letter to the Contadora Four, made clear 
the United States' support for that process -- the Contadora 
process. 


iWeb 














In brief, he made clear the important contribution 
made by the Cancun Declaration, and noted that a solution of 
the crisis in Central America must encompass those four 
basic principles which we've discussed before: (1) that 
democratic institutions be established and strengthened; (2) 
that there must be respect for the principle of 
non-intervention; (3) that the conflict must be removed from 
the context of an East/West confrontation through such 
measures as verifiable withdrawal of all foreign military 
and security advisers; and (4) that the countries of Central 
America must work among themselves and with their neighbors 
to achieve and sustain a level of economic growth that will 
guarantee the basic needs of their people. 


Q Does that mean that you wouldn't pursue 
direct talks with Castro? 


A I think it means that we look upon the 
Contadora forum as the promising one, one that has yielded 
promise. And insofar as they move toward these principles 
that the President has outlined, that would make, I suppose, 
particiption in that process more agreeable. 


Q So, in other words, that's another way of 
saying that at this point, the Government does not intend 
to pursue the comment that Mr. Castro has made -- 


Q --that there is no interest here in having 
talks with Castro to try to resolve these -- 


A Direct talks? I'm not aware of any plans for 
direct talks with Cuba. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
A Sure. 
Q John, was there any comment or reaction to 


the report out of El Salvador -- I guess it was over the 
weekend -- that the elections are not going to be held this 
year, but next year? As I recall, we had encouraged that 
the elections be held this year? 


A Yes. 


Q Were we consulted, by them, and are we 
dismayed by them? 





A Well, we've been in favor of early elections. 
We have also been aware of what some people have been saying 
about technical problems. We favor elections as soon as 
practicable. The precise timing, obviously, depends on the 
completion of numerous preparatory stages, for example, 
debate and passage of the draft Constitution by the 
Constituent Assembly, promulgation of the electoral law, 
decisions on an electoral registry. 


I suppose we also ought to point out that the 
Peace Commission is engaged in an effort to discuss with the 
left wider electoral participation. So these are illustra- 
tions of the complex process involved in the development of 
a constitutional democracy. 


We've consistently supported this process. We 
believe the problems in El Salvador require a political 
solution with elections being fundamental, and we continue 
to support the government's efforts to build those 
democratic institutions. But insofar as how they schedule 
their elections, that, obviously, is a decision for the 
Salvadoran Government. 


2) John, a follow-up to that, could we conclude 
from this that the move toward developing democratic insti- 
tutions is going slower than we would have hoped? 


A I think that is what one is hearing from 
voices in Salvador, that the process is taking longer than 
they had hoped, and obviously, than we had hoped. 


‘== MORE -- 








Q What about the special commission that the 
Administration sent to Salvador, the Election Commission 
there; are they still in operation? What do they have to 


say about this, John? 


A I don't know. I'll take a look at that. I 
don't know where that stands. 


Q You mentioned earlier the Contadora Group as a 
key forum for the negotiations. What about the President's 
comments on the OAS? 


A The President hasn't ruled out OAS involvement, 
but the two are not contradictorv. The OAS has merit, too, 
to that forum. But while the Contadora process is going 
forward, I think that needs to be given a chance. 


Q No, he hasn't ruled it out; he has maybe 
better, insisted on the role? 


A No. I think you would be misreading what he 
said. 


_- 


Q Can it be assumed that if the Contadora pro- 
cess fails, then the U.S., Honduras and El Salvador may 
resort to enter the OAS? 


A I guess it's possible. Anybody could take 
the issue there; sure. 


QO On Nicaragua, do you have anything on the 
Nicaraguan claim that the U.S. frigate Sprague violated 
their territorial waters. 


A Yes, I do. That's not true. I have a fairly 
brief statement which says, those charges are incorrect. No 
U.S. ships have violated the coastal limits of Nicaragua, so 
we completely reject that charge. 


Q Have there been incidents? 
A No. 


Q What do you accept as their territorial 
waters? 


A I don't know. You would have to ask the 
Pentagon what the actual territorial limit is. 
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QO Just for the record, would you also give us 
the text of those remarks regarding the timing for the 
electoral process? 


A Sure. 


fe) On Nicaragua, a question was asked on Friday 
of the Central Intelligence Agency about whether or not they 
could carry on any operation in Nicaragua in Fiscal Year 
1984 if the House had not passed the money for it. The 
reply came back for their spokesman that they could only 
operate within their budget. 


Does the State Department have any observations to 
make on this question with regard to the spending of money 
for those kinds of operations in Fiscal 1984? 


A No, I don't have any comment for you on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the arms flow into El 
Salvador? 

A Yes. We believe that significant amounts of 


ammunition, explosives and logistic supplies, including 
clothing, radios, radio parts, propaganda material continue 
to arrive in El Salvador from Nicaragua by air, sea and 
land. 


However, with a stable force previously well 
supplied, and having captured some arms in the field, the 
guerrillas have had less need of external supply of basic 
weapons since the early months of 1983. 


We have detected cyclical rises in deliveries 
prior to insurgent offensives, such as prior to October 1982 
and January 1983 offensives, but I don't have anything new 
to offer you other than, I think what we have said before, 
namely, that I think the emphasis has been on the flow of 
ammunition and supplies such as I have mentioned rather than 
heavy equipment for which the guerrillas may not have imme- 
diate need. 


8) Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q Do you agree with the officials who told 


Charlie Moore of the New York Times that for many months the 
flow into El Salvador has been only a trickle? 





1x70 
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A I think that I agree with the words I've just 
given you which -- 


Q When you say "significant amounts," what do 
you mean by that? 


A I also told you we can't give you quantity. 


QO Can you put anymore precision on "significant 
amounts?" What is significant to you? Anything, or 
anything big, or what? 


A I can't. As you know, we have been pressed 
day by day to say how does it look today, is it up, is it 
down, and we've shied away from that. I don't have anything 
beyond what we last gave you. 


Q Is this to suggest that if there is an 
increase -- you talk about cyclical rises before offensives, 
that you may now be looking towards a period of negotiation. 


A It's hard to analyze. I suppose those who 
are initiating the flow from Nicaragua may be having some 
difficulties. I suppose the need on the ground may be less. 
There are a number of factors one might take into account. 


Q On what is that based? Is that a view of the 
Department, or is it one particular segment of the 
De partment? 


A No. That's a view of the Department. 


Q Because I, mysel.’, have been told by offi- 
cials of this Department that the supplies have dropped off 
in recent times simply because the Nicaraguans needed more 
of the equipment at home to fight the Contras, and they 
cited that as one of the things to show that the Contra 
backing had been a successful one. 


A The two are not contradictory, though. 
You're talking about the cycle but you could still have 
significant flow without it being as large as it had been. 


Q So in other words it has dropped off. While 
it's a significant flow, it has dropped off? 


A I'm not talking about the flow as of Monday, 
whatever it is, August l, but I'm just pointing out that the 
two statements are not contradictory. 


Q Does "significant" mean sufficient to main- 
tain the present level of warfare; is that a fair 
description? 


Kn" 








I think that's a fair definition. 


To go back to the Stone trip for a second. 


rr Oo PY 


Sure. 


Q If he is down there to facilitate a dialogue 
between the guerrillas and the government, would you con- 
sider that his round-trip mission of last yesterday is the 
beginning of that dialogue? 


A I think it's what I said it was. I think 
it's a preliminary contact, and we don't rule out the 
prospect that there would be further meetings. 


Q Does it aim to have both sides meet under the 
mediation efforts of Ambassador Stone? Is that the point 
you're getting at? 


A I think it's a little early to say how such a 
meeting would be structured. In the end result, the 
Salvadorans themselves on both sides are going to determine 
what kind of contact there is and how it takes place. But 
the United States clearly would be helpful if that help is 
sought. 


0 But if the people are not supposed to shoot 
their way in, and the thrust is supposed to be, as you said, 
fundamental as the democratic process -- 

A That's right. 

@) -- what you're looking toward, then, is what? 
That the rebels would lay down their arms and begin a poli- 


tical process with the government, involve themselves in 
elections; is that what you're talking about? 


A That's the end result. I would assume that 
there are a few stages before that. 


Q You would rule out still the possibility of 
any power-sharing discussions? 


A Yes. 
Q No negotiations on that? 
A Of course. 


Q In your guidance on Salvadoran elections, did 
I understand you to say the Peace Commission is involved in 











10 


talks with the left? This would be news, I think. Have 
they actually started some talks? 


A I think you would have to talk to the 
Salvadorans, but I think there have some reports suggesting 
that there has been contact. 


Q Are you confirming those reports? 
A No. I'll let the Salvadorans speak on that. 


Q Isn't that what Stone is trying to get them 
involved in? 


A We don't have any problem with that, and we 
would be encouraged by it. But I think you have to have the 
Salvadorans speak for themselves. I don't think we should 
be talking for them, and we're not going to. 


Q In your statement you say the Peace 
Commission is involved in talks with the left. I believe I 
heard that correctly. So that's saying, yes, they are. 


A I still think you ought to talk -- I don't 
think there's any problem about talking to the Salvadorans. 


Q Can you elaborate on the plan of increasing 
grant assistance to Israel and the extent of the involvement 
in assisting Israel financially in building the new fighter 
LAVI? 


A I think you're talking about -- are you 
talking about that report from some unnamed Israeli official 
that the President had made a commitment; is that the one 
you're talking about? 


A Yes, sir. 


Q The President hasn't made a commitment, and 
certainly made no such commitment during the visit of Mr. 
Arens and Mr. Shamir, but the Israelis have discussed with 
us On a number of occasions over the past few months the 
terms of our financial assistance as well as use of FMS 
financing to develop weapon systems. The subjects were 
naturally raised in the course of discussions held last 
week, and just as obviously are under consideration by the 
United States Government, but no commitment has been made. 


0 Can I get a copy of that? 


A Sure. 











ll 
Q May I follow up, please? Is it true -- 


@) Can I follow that up. I don't think the 
Israeli official who is quoted said there had been a commit- 
ment. He said the President said it would receive favorable 
consideration. Is that in fact true? 


A Favorable consideration, it seems to me, 
would be tantamout to a commitment. In other words, we're 
looking at it. It was raised while they were here but there 
has been no Presidential commitment. 


Q How about the LAVI part of it, the part about 
the airplanes? 


A No Presidential commitment. 


0 How about somebody else -- Weinberger or 
someone? 


A I think that will be unwise and unlikely. 


Q Does the “favorable consideration" -- that is 
the quote -- you are saying that is the same as a 
Presidential commitment? 


A I guess we have to -- 


Q Because you're hardening up the language 
beyond the story. 


A A favorable consideration, in my estimate, 
means that you've virtually made a decision to do something, 
and I think I would be cautious about that commitment. 
We're not predicting how this will come out. 


Q Did the President say that he would give 
favorable consideration to the Israeli request? 


A That's not my understanding. 


--MORE-- 





s74 
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Q May I follow: Is it true that the issue of 
Jewish settlements in the West Bank were not mentioned 
significantly in the talks between the United States' offi- 
cial and Israeli delegation last week, as it was reported 
also, one of these -- 


A Is it true that that was not mentioned? 


Q It was not, because they said about a couple 
of paragraphs or a couple of minutes, whatever it is, in the 
whole talks, you know. They were not standing as signifi- 
cantly to reflect the position that was undertaken last year 


A The question of settlements certainly was 
raised during the visit here, but if you're talking about 
the Presidential involvement, then I guess I'd have to refer 
you to the backgrounder that was given by an Administration 
official. I wasn't in the Presidential meeting. 


Q In the talks here, were the talks centering 
around the settlements, too? 


A Sure. 
Q In a significant way at State? 


A I mean, I don't know what you consider a 
"significant way," but the question of settlements was 
raised. 


Q I'm concerned about the reports that say only 
a couple of minutes, or whatever, a couple of paragraphs in 
the whole thing -- 


A I think that would be a misleading report. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the news 
report that Mr. Veliotes may change his -- leave his 
position? 


A No, I don't. We don't get into questions of 
personnel announcements that might or might not be in the 
works, so we're not going to lead you one way or the other 
on that. 


Q Johr, Tel Aviv Radio says that the Israeli 
Government has decided in principal to accept a timetable 
for withdrawal. Can you comment on that, and also on the 
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reports that Ambassador McFarlane is taking a four-stage, 
four-phase, withdrawal plan with him? 


A No, I can't. The Israeli decision on 
redeployment is, of ccurse, an Israeli decision, but in the 
talks they had here with us, we were assured that Israel has 
no intention of contributing in any way to a permanent -- 


Q But you can't confirm or deny that McFarlane 
-- or that the U.S. Government has put forward a four-stage 
plan? 


4A No. I won't talk about what Ambassador 
McFarlane is discussing or might discuss. 


Q Would you welcome the Tel Aviv Radio report 
that it has been accepted in principal, a timetable for 
withdrawal? 


A I think we will stand on the discussions 
that we had with Israeli officials when they were here, and 
the assurances that we had that what they are doing is in 
line with our objectives in Lebanon. 


0 But would a timetable not be inevitable? 


A I don't think we're going to respond to radio 
reports. I think we'll stand on -- 


9 In the abstract, would a timetable not be 
inevitable -- 


A We hate to answer questions in the abstract. 


9) John, do you have anything on the fighting in 
Chad? 


A Not a great deal, Jim. There was some more 
bombing there today. We're consulting with various friendly, 
interested governments. There were additional casualties 
today as the Libyan air attacks continued, and we are 
talking with a number of other governments who can share our 
concern about Libya's blatant intervention in Chad. That 
is particularly so in the case of the French Government, and 
also a number of African governments. 


I think that's really about all I have on that. 
We have kept Congress informed. The President, of course, 
was informed about this throughout the weekend. The 
Secretary of State was deeply involved in it. 


“~ 
~~ 
\ 
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Q In light of the direct Libyan involvement 
that you described, is it under consideration that the 
United States will change the scale or type of its aid to 
Chad? 


A You know, we're embarked on that $10 million 
program. I think it's fair to say that in light of the 
situation, we're reviewing what else we might or might not 
do. 


Q The French, according to a news report, have 
agreed to send anti-aircraft guns to Chad. Is the United 
States contemplating sending any kind of anti-aircraft or 
aircraft reiated things to Chad in view of the Libyan 
bombing? 


A I don't know what's within that $10 million 
figure, Don. Be glad to take a look at it for you and see 
what's in there. 


Q Originally the $10 million was mostly non- 
weapons, and they seemed as thought they might send some 
small arms. That wouldn't be very effective against the 
aircraft. 


A That's right. 


@) Are they considering adding on some airplane 
related things to it? 


A I think that in light of the fast-moving 
situation, we're reviewing it. 


Q Could you confirm that a United States 
aircraft carrier has been put on alert because of this 
situation? 


A No. I think you'd have to talk to the 
Pentagon about that. 


Q John, on the textile agreement with China -- 


Q Could we stay on the Middle East for a couple 
more questions? 


A Sure. 


Q Two follow-ups to previous questions. First, 
regarding Veliotes, last week you were asked the same 
question and you had a different answer. You said that you 
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jidn't know anything about it. You didn't use this explana- 
tion that you can't comment on personnel changes. 


A It's just simply something I'm not going to 
get into, in general. If personnel changes are to be 
announced in the Department at any level, they will be 
announced when we're ready to do it, but I have nothing on 
that. 


Q But you don't repeat your denial of last 
week. 


A No. I don't know what I said last week, but 
today I'm saying -- 


Q That you didn't know of anything like this. 
A Don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Another follow-up: Regarding the question of 
the aid request from Israel, do you have any information 
about joint Israeli-American teams or inter-agency American 
teams that are looking into the Israeli requests? 


A No. Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Yet another unnamed Israeli source was quoted 
in today's Christian Science Monitor as saying that sources 
here, i.e. in Israel say the Americans differentiate between 
south Lebanon and east Lebanon's Bekaa Valley where the 
Israeli presence, face to face with the Syrians and only 16 
miles from Damascus, is seen as an important source of 
pressure on the Syrians to leave. 





Does that mean that the U.S. is more amenable to an 
Israeli partial pullback in the south because it's not that 
much of a hot point as it were as the Israeli forces' presence 
in the Bekaa? 


A I think we're really not going to get into 
a phase by phase. We have an initial Israeli position. We 
are assured that that is going to be taking place within the 
overall framework of the goals we've set, and that's what 
we're going to be working for. The goals are well known, 
namely, the withdrawal of all foreign forces: PLO, Israeli, 
Syrian, from Lebanon, and we're going to be working with the 
various parties to achieve that overall objective. 


Q Then why the big play-up on the partial 
withdrawal to the south and not that much mention -- 
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A I don't think we've made a big play-up, as 
you say, on Israeli partial withdrawal. It's an Israeli 
decision. They came here, they've explained it. We have 
understood it within the context of our goals and are 
assured that it is within that framework. 


Q Yes, but you're going along with it whereas 
-- well, not an equal amount of "mention or play," 
was given to the Bekaa situation. 


A You say “going along along with it," I think 
if one is assured that this is within the framework of our 
objectives for Lebanon, I think our role is to play our part 
in the management of that in a way that contributes to those 
goals, and that's, I think, what Ambassador McFarlane is now 
doing in his discussions with the Lebanese. We have had 
discussions with the Israelis. Might have more discussions 
with the Israelis. 


I think our role has to be to make sure that what 
takes place, takes place within the framework. 


Q And those goals include the Bekaa? 


A The goals include the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from all of Lebanon. 


Q John, what is Mr. McFarlane's schedule to be 
meeting with President Assad of Syria? 


A I can't give you anything on it. I think 
that he's in Beirut today, and that's really about all I can 
give you. I'm afraid we're going to continue to disappoint 
you on his travel plans ahead of time. No problem about 
telling you where he is once he's gotten there, but for 
other obvious reasons, given the volatile character of the 
Middle East, we're not going to tell you where he's going. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the Syrian 
decision to withdraw from Tripoli? Is this a positive deve- 
lopment or a negative one in view of who they're handing it 
over to? 


A No. 
Q You don't care whether they go or not? 
A It's not a question of don't care, but the 


position is as we said last week. We don't have an analysis 
Or an interpretation for you. 

















Q John, do you have any comment on the ruling 
by the black South African countries to bar South African- 
based reporters? 


A Yes, I can. While, obviously, this is a 
decision that each of the African countries has to make for 
itself, our own strongly held view is that no attempt should 
be made to restrict freedom of the press, and therefore we 
would particularly regret any restrictions on access to 
information posed by those countries. 


Q Do you plan to do anything about it? 


A I think our views on this are well known to 
the countries involved. 


Q John, on the textile agreement with China, 
can you comment on it? Also, can you say if the growth 
that's built into that agreement is any larger or smaller 
than for other countries in that area that have textile 
agreements with the United States? 


A I can't really, Spencer. I think your best 
prospect is to go to the U.S. Trade Representative at 
395-4647. The agreement is retroactive to January 1. It 
will expire on December 31, 1987. The U.S. and the P.R.C. 
are planning to exchange notes this month, at which time the 
details of the agreement will be made public. But as for 
quota levels and any additional information, I think you'll 
have to go to Mr. Brock. 


Q Do you have any comment on this -- while 
you're on China -- about the statements of Deng Xiaoping 
about what he'd be willing to do with regard to Taiwan that 
were made in the last several days? 


A No. I really don't. We've always, as you 
know, made the point that this is a matter for the Chinese 
people themselves, and I don't have anything on it. 


Q But the U.S. also has at times hung various 
policies on the view that the Chinese were really serious 
about negotiating with Taiwan. 

A Yes. Don't have anything for you. 


Q Do you have any new reports on what's going 
on in Sri Lanka? 
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| A No. I don't. It's possible we might have 
something a little later in the day. 


Q Do you have any indication and in any form 
that the Government of India is involved in what's going on 
there? 


A No. 


Q Can you give us your assessment of the 
current state in the Iran-Iraq war as it evolves now? 


A No. Do you mean on the relative situation? 
No. I don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Tuesday, August 2, 1983 





I ND E X 
Subject Page 


CHAD 
Habre reportedly killed... .ccesccccevcessvevssvcvsessesel 
Dea SOC. cba occ ce ccncoacccecedscccconanesscseteok 
Anti-aircraft missiles to be delivered.....ceceeeeeeerl=2 
Concern about Libyan intervention... wcrcccccsecseess2ms 
PUREROE BlGecccdccccdscccesccccesccccscccecceccecacecsotn 
Diplomatic CONCACE. ccc cccccccvccccccccresvescecccsesccesed 








LEBANON 
Reports of fighting in Baalbek and southern Lebanon....5 


Syrian remarks regarding McFarlane....scrssecccccevsseedD 

McFarlane itinerary. cesses ececevccsssesesesssceessssesO 

Exchange of instruments of ratification between Israel 
and Egypt for withdrawal... ceccesssessecessssceseesO 


SOVIET UNION 
Relaxation of controls on oil and gas technology.......4 


SRI LANKA 
Situation report. e*eeeoeeeeeeeoeesteeeseeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 4-5 
Military aid request. e*eeeeseeeeseenseeeeneeeseeeeeeeeneeneeeeenees 5 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
Stone WOOO c occ eee scscecdsececeseescesesvecessbessoees® 
Meetings with leftists. eeeeoeeeeenseeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees ee 


PHILIPPINES 
Return of AGUINDs ccccccccccccveccseesesscesecsevcsccsevel 


NEW ZEALAND 
Protests regarding U.S.S. TexaS..rscccssessevessvevesesd 


HONDU RAS 
Trainers and techniques Of patrolling. .rerceeeeesseveed 
Military RO ok bd ob 66.666 0 604056660 68000 Ce CUS REOT 


WEST BANK 
Autonomy kT Ser rere Teer ee oe ee ee ee ET EET Ee Sf cw |. 


POLAND 
Debt TESCHEAULING. .ccccccvcccccscccseseseesseseseeveee Ld 


Glennoy, 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #134 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 2, 1983, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have two brief 
announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Under Secretary for Security Assistance, Science and 
Technology William Schneider before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International Security 
and Scientific Affairs. The subject is an overview of the 
Administration's science policy. 


Secondly, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on 
the visit of the President of Zaire, Mobutu Sese Seko, in 
the press briefing room here on August 3 at 2:00 p.m. 


That's it on announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 


Q Alan, Radio Libya says that President Habre 
of Chad has been killed. Do you have anything to indicate 
whether that's true or false? 


A I don't. I've seen the wire, but I don't 
have anything to confirm that. 


Q What is the news that you have from Chad? 


4 In the way of a situation report, I can't 
tell you as of this moment. I imagine it's getting dark. 
But speaking of today, Libyan air attacks are continuing and 
are of increasing severity. Habre, according to our last 
reports, remains in control of Faya Largeau, but his forces 
and the civilian population are taking increasing casualties 
as a result of the Libyan air attacks. 


Q Has there been any decision made by this 
Administration to supply the Chad Government with 
anti-aircraft weapons? 


4 Yes. I think that was indicated yesterday. 
I can confirm that we will be providing Red-eye missiles as 
was reported in the press this morning. 














0) How many? 

A I don't have numbers for you, and I don't 
think I will be able to provide numbers to you. 

0 Do you know how soon? 

A Again, I can't give you specifics on that. I 


would simply say that we expect them to arrive, or they will 
arrive shortly. They are enroute at this point. 


e) In light of the continuing and increasing 
attacks, are you continuing your consultations with allies, 
including France, about further steps? 


A Yes. 


0 Alan, did you all say how you're delivering 
this stuff? Does that go by U.S. Air Force planes? 


4 I think you would probably have to check with 
the Pentagon to see how that's going in. I don't have an 
answer to give you. 


8) On a technical point, the Red-eye missiles, 
is that in addition to the $10 million? 


A No. At this point those Red-eyes are being 
funded out of the $10 million previously allocated. 
Obviously, if there were a further requirement in light of 
the continuing discussions -and continuing situation, we'd 
have to look at that, but this is within that $10 million. 


e) Alan, as far as I know, these people don't 
know how to use these things. Are our people going to 
instruct them in the Red-eye's use? 


A Again, let me refer you to the Pentagon in 
terms Of what training might be provided them. 


| @) Do you know what the political purpose of the 
Libyan attacks would be? 


A You tempt me to try to give you an instant 
analysis of it. I think that question might better be 
addressed to Libya as to why they've engaged in what is 
quite clearly interference in the affairs of a neighboring 
country in an overt military way. 











0 Do you see a strategic interest to the United 
States in Chad particularly, or is it Sudan that is con- 
cerning us by extension if the Libyans -- 


A I think in terms of our concern about it I'd 
have to refer you back to the statement that we issued 
Sunday evening, and I will stand by that. 


0 What is the current status of the Eisenhower 
and the Coral Sea vis-a-vis Libya? 


A Again, I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


0 What's the input that you received from the 
Organization of African States (sic) and the neighboring 
states in Africa, according to your contacts with them in 
relation to this action? 


A We have been in touch with a number of the 
countries that are concerned about this, but I am not going 
to get into the question of what the content of that dialogue 
has been. 


0 Will the U.S. consider further military aid 
to Chad if the situation continues? 


A Again, I'm not in a position to say what we 
would do in the future, but we obviously have been 
responding to President Habre's request, others are as 
well, and we would have to consider the situation as it 
evolves to see what might be useful and possible. 


f°) Alan, have you been in diplomatic touch as 
well with the Sudan and Egypt? 


A Again, I think we have not specified beyond 
the French the names of countries we have been in touch 
with, and I don't think I'm in a position to change that 
ground rule at this point. 


) Alan, you don't want to go into diplomatic 
exchange, but what was the reaction of these countries? Was 
it favorable to your action of sending the Red-eye and the 
other things that you are planning to do? 


A Obviously, other governments should speak for 
themselves on this, but I think there has been a general 
concern about what is happening in Chad, and I don't’ think I 
can go beyond that. 











@) Alan, are you aware of the longstanding ties 
between the government of Muammar Qaddafi and the Italian 
Socialist Party, and have you re-evaluated your support for 
the Craxi Government coming into power in Ital, on the basis 
of these new Libyan attacks? 


A I think we've addressed ourselves to that 
possibility of Mr. Craxi taking office some time ago and 
would refer you to that statement. 


2) Alan, Middle East. There are new reports of 
fighting around Baalbek, apparently very intensified. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything on fighting in southern 
Lebanon? 


A Again, I don't have anything on fighting. 


Q In the upper lefthand corner in The New York 
Times -- are the Secretary of State and Commerce Secretary 
recommending relaxation of controls on the export of oil and 
gas equipment to the Soviet Union? 





A I'm basically going to refer you to the 
Department of Commerce which I think is prepared to give 
some detail on what's involved here. Let me simply say 
there is not involved here any recommendation for a change 
in policy. There is no recommendation here for a change 
regarding high tech exports. But having given you that as a 
general parameter, let me refer you to Commece. 


0) Just a minute on south Asia. There was a 
report yesterday that Sri Lanka had appealed for U.S. 
pledges of military assistance in case of a foreign attack. 
Is this true? 


And, also, anything new on the situation in Sri 
Lanka, in particular the involvement of the Marxist element? 


A Let me give you what I understand in terms of 
a situation report first, which is that we understand the 
security situation is slowly improving, and that the Sri 
Lankan Government is increasingly turning its attention to 
the problems of relief. 


As far as assistance is concerned, we have pro- 
vided on our own initiative a small amount of relief aid and 
are considering what further we might do to meet Sri Lanka's 
humanitarian requirements. 








We believe the situation in Sri Lanka is a matter 
for the Sri Lankans themselves to resolve. We have not, to 
answer your specific question, been asked to provide any 
military aid. : 


Q Any involvement of the Marxist element? Have 
you had any reports of that? 


A I don't have anything to give you on that. I 
think you would have to turn to the Government of Sri Lanka 
on that. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to the warm 
welcoming words coming from Syria to McFarlane? (Laughter) 


A Do I detect a note of sarcasm in your 
question? I don't have any reaction to the statements that 
have been made recently from Syria. I'd refer you back to 
what John said the other day about Ambassador McFarlane's 
trip, and that we don't anticipate any problems with his 
going there. I don't have any specific schedule to offer 
you regarding that. 


6) Is he in Beirut today? 


A He was in Beirut. He may have left within 
the hour on his way to Israel. 


Q On this point, is it true that there were 
reports that Syria sent an emissary to meet with Mr. 
McFarlane in Beirut in preparing for his visit, and Syria is 
ready to accept the agreement, if it will be rewritten from 
the beginning to the end? 


A If it would be what? 


e) Rewritten. I mean, you know, the whole 
agreement, if it will be renegotiated. 


A I guess I can't respond to your question at 
all, simply on the grounds that we have not been and will 
not be discussing Ambassador McFarlane's mission and the 
substance of his discussion. Let me leave it at that. I 
can't give you anything on his trip. 


-- MORE -- 





Q While he was in Beirut, was he in contact 
with some Syrian -- 


A I understand your question. I think that, 
again, we have not made a practice with Ambassador Habib -- 
and indicated that we will do the same with Ambassador 
McFarlane -- we have not made a practice of talking about the 
specifics of his discussions, and I'm not going to do that 
from here. We could chat a bit about it later if you want. 


Q Speaking of roving ambassadors, do you have a 
detailed readout there on Ambassador Stone's mission, or even 
a less than detailed readout on Ambassador Stone's mission? 


A Quite a bit less than detailed. The readout 
on Ambassador Stone's mission -- 


Q Can we stay on Lebanon? 
A Let me deal with this while I've got it. 


Q Basically, I think that we're not going to 
give, as usual, specifics. We consider that his talks in 
Managua were wide ranging and useful. I think that he's 
addressed that in very much the same words. I expect that 
he probably will be meeting with the Secretary later today. 
I don't have specifics on that at this point. That's about 
all I can give you on that. 


Q Was he there for any kind of negotiation or 
simply to -- was he there to address directly the recent 
Nicaraguan peace proposal? 


A I don't have anything to give you beyond what 
I just have. I think John addressed yesterday the question 
of his general mission, reiterating the mandate to facili- 
tate dialogue both within and between the countries of the 
region, and I will leave you with that. 


Q One more question about Lebanon. There was a 
press report yesterday to the effect that the United States 
is interested in postponing the exchange of instruments of 
ratification of the Israeli-Lebanese agreement as part of 
the negotiations effort with Syria. Do you have any comment 
on this? 


A No. I think that would be an issue, though, 
that would be properly a matter largely between the govern- 
ments of Lebanon and Israel, but I don't have a comment on 
it. 











Q Will Stone be meeting with Kissinger as well? 
A I don't know. 


Q Two brief things. Does the State Department 
have any role in the efforts of Mr. Aquino to return to the 
Philippines where apparently the government says they will 
not allow him to enter and may revoke the landing rights of 
any airline that brings him to Manila? 


A I don't have anything on that. I was not 
aware that he was specifically intending to go back to the 
Philippines at this point. 


Q Ruben Zamora has said that another meeting 
between the U.S. and a delegation of the leftists from El 
Salvador has been set, although he's reticent about the time 
and a place. Would you comment? 


A I think that John indicated that he certainly 
didn't rule out a meeting in the future, but I can't give 
you any specifics at this point. 


Q Is this the first meeting with Zamora that 
the Administration's had at a high level, the one with 
Stone? 


4 I don't know. I honestly don't know the 
answer to that question. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A I can look into that question. I'm not sure, 
depending on -- going back over what period of time? 


Q This year. 


A Let me look into that and see if I can get 
it. 


Q Alan, Zamora also said that ten days ago the 
FDR wrote to the Peace Commission in Salvador to talk about 
setting up a meeting. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. Simply to note that he apparently did 
Say that to the press. We believe that contact between the 
left and the Peace Commission would be a positive step. 


e) So how would this contact be brought about? 
Would Stone set up the date, the place, guarantee the -- 











A You're not serious? 
0 Can you take the question? 
A No. I'm not going to get into the question 
of the detail of what he's doing. : 
Qo Does the State Department consider that 


Zamora speaks for the entire FMLN/FDR coalition? 


A I don't think we would try to put a reading 
of any sort, one way or another, on that from this podium. 
The question of how the dialogue proceeds is a matter between 
Ambassador Stone and the people he's dealing with. 


0 Who was Stone meeting with when he met with 
zamora? 


Js I'm not going to try to define that. You're 
trying to the get the question the same way, and I just 
said I'm not going to answer the question. 


0 Do you have anything on the greeting from a 
protest fleet to the U.S.S. Texas when it entered the harbor 
in New Zealand? 





rN I wasn't aware of it. I don't have anything 
on it. 


0 Would you like to look into those meetings? 
A No, I'm not going to do that. 


) There's a story in the Washington Post that 
says American advisors in Honduras are carrying out training 
missions along the border in Nicaragua. Do you have any 
comment on that? 





A Yes, that report is misleading. I would 
refer you to the Pentagon for details. U.S. trainers have 
provided instruction to the Honduran military on the tech- 
niques of patrolling. But as stated in the terms of 
reference, the trainers are prohibited from participating in 
combat operations or areas of likely risk of combat. 


Q Techniques of patrolling are carried out 
along the border of Nicaragua, correct? 


aN I don't know how close to the border those 
training parols go. As I say -- I refer you to the last 
phrase I used -- the trainers are prohibited from 
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participating in combat operations or areas of likely risk 
of combat. 


fe) There are reports from the West Bank that 
indicate that the United States is conducting a search for 
Palestinians who are not PLO supporters, that these contacts 
are conducted through Mr. Wat Cluverius in East Jerusalem, 
and this has been done with the approval of Mr. Arens, the 
Defense Minister of Israel. What do you comment on this? 


A I don't have a specific comment on that. It 
has been traditional that the Consulate General in Jerusalem 
has contact with a wide variety of people, but don't have 
any comment on that particular report. 


0 Has the State Department recommended a 
scaling-down of the projected exercises in Honduras? 


A First of all, I'm not sure what the full 
scale of this is. I've seen reports of briefinces that have 
come out of the Pentagon, but I'm not aware of any plans for 
change in what has been agreed. I'm not quite sure what the 
status of how far along some of the specific, later stages 
have gone. You'd have to really refer to the Pentagon. 


0 Nobody knows exactly how big these exercises 
will be. 


A You'll have to go to the Pentagon for that. 


8) But you are not recommending that they be 
limited in size and duration? 


A I'm not aware of any change in it, but I 
couldn't get into the question of agency recommendations. 
It's just, again, a question of principle. 


fe) Would it be fair to assume that that comment 
that you made may have rested on a recommendation to scale 
them down? 


As No, I wouldn't make any assumptions like 
that. 


fe) There are two schools of thought about the 
negotiations in the West Bank from the autonomy talks, that 
the United States' position is not clearly expressed as to 
-- that it will accept the Egyptian side of the autonomy 
talks on the Israeli side, and as a result of this, what do 
you comment on also reports that King Hussein has said to 
the United States that he will be ready to enter the talks 
with Israel only if as a result of what's going on in the 
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Bekaa and the rift in the PLO if Arafat and his Fatah group 
will come and join him, the only loyalist to Arafat that 
they will join him? 


A I don't have a specific comment on the second 
part, but I don't understand the first part of the question. 
On the second part of it, we have said before that King 
Hussein has been looking for, and we hope he will get the 
necessary backing to come to the table, but I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


e) Can you explain about the first part, that 
there are two positions about the autonomy talks: the 
Egyptian interpretation or the Israeli interpretation, or 
what's going to amount to as an autonomous solution? 


A Let me refer you back to the President's 
speech of September 1 in terms of our position on it. 


9) Anything on Poland in rescheduling of the 
Polish debt? 


A No, nothing beyond what we had last week. 
0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:03 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
housekeeping announcements. Available in the Press Office 
is the testimony of Deputy Secretary Ken Dam before the 
House Ways,.and Means Committee, Subcommittee on Trade. That 
was testimony today. The subject is the Generalized System 
of Preference. 


Also available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs Tony 
Motley, and Acting Assistant Administrator for Latin 
America, AID, Marshall D. Brown, before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The subject is U.S. Support for the Electoral 
Process in El Salvador. That was also testimony today. 


Available at 2:00 this afternoon will the 
following testimony: That of Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, and 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs Tony Motley 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on 
the Western Hemisphere and Human Rights. The subject is El 
Salvador Certification. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 
I'll be glad to take any questions. 


re) On Chad. One, have the American missiles 
arrived, and are they accompanied by U.S. advisors? 


A I think the missiles have arrived in Chad. 
Insofar as military technicians, there are a small number of 
military technicians accompanying the equipment we are 
sending to Chad who will stay for a brief period to train 
the Chadians in the use of that equipment. 


@) A small number; like what, four? 
4 I think that's about right, but I don't 


know exactly what the numbers are but that sounds like the 
figure I've heard. 


Q Are they going to be training the Chadia 
or there are some reports that they are actually going to 
training some French technicians on these? 

















A Everything that we're doing for Chad is to 

support Chadian defense against Libyan aggression. 
Obviously, we have cooperated very closely with the French. 
We consult frequently to insure that our assistance is 
complementary énd used as efficiently and effectively as 
possible, but I'm not going to get into the details or the 
form of that cooperation they actually take on the ground in 
Chad. 


Q Just a technical point. What's the dif- 
ference between a military technician and an advisor? 


A I think, in fact, the official nomenclature 
is "trainer," but I use the word “technician” loosely. I 
don't want to let there be any misunderstanding about the 
possibility of Americans being involved in combat. They 
would have a brief training role. They would not go outside 
N'Djamena, the capital, and would not be exposed to hostile -- 


¢) These are not contractors' representatives 
along with military personnel, are they? 

A I think they are military. 

8) You said cooperating with the French on the 


ground, does this imply that there are French technicians on 
the ground? 


A Technicians? I think, really, we shouldn't 
talk for the French about what they have there. I think you 
probably ought to ask then. 


Q How do we cooperate with the French on the 
ground if there aren't French people there? 


A I said, why don't you ask the French what 
they're doing on the ground. 


A The French don't seem to think there are any 
there, and that's why I was wondering whether you knew if 
there were any there. 


¢) What I have said is, we have been in close 
cooperation with the French, and we're not going to spell 
out what we might or might not be doing with them on the 
ground, but insofar as the French presence, if there is one, 
is concerned, why don't you ask the French. 


Q How are you describing the disposition of 
the Eisenhower in the Mediterranean at the moment and its 
location, vis-a-vis, the Gulf of Sidra? 





A I guess I'd refer you to the Pentagon on 
that, and I suspect they probably won't be very com- 
municative as to the exact position of the ship. I mean, 
they traditionally are not. 


Q Have you seen the threats from Libya 
threating to sink -- 

A You look suprised. I can't understand your 
surprise. 

Q Have you seen the threats from the Libyan 


Government threatening to sink the Eisenhower if it goes 
into the Gulf of Sidra? 


A Yes, we've seen those threats. We don't 
have any response to them other than to make the point that 
we recognize a 12-mile limit for the Libyans, and we main- 
tain our right to operate in international waters. 


Q Can you confirm that the U.S. are sending 
ten Stinger ground-to-air missiles to Chad? 


A No. Won't talk about numbers, and won't 
talk about specifics. It's a mix of anti-aircraft weaponry, 
but for rather obvious reasons, we're not going to be any- 
more explicit about what is included in that mix. 


Q Is the U.S. happy with the French response 
to the crisis in Chad? Would it like the French Government 
actually to do more in terns of -- 


A We have been consulting closely with the 
French, continue to consult closely with the French, and in 
fact they have done more than the United States so far in 
terms of aid against the Libyan aggression. 


Q You expect them to do more still? 


A No, I don't think I can address that. It's 
a fast-moving situation. We are appreciative of what they 
have done. As I say, they have done more so far than the 
United States. I think that both the French Government and 
ourselves and other governments are watching that situation 
very closely. 


8) Do you have any further information on 
President Habre, whether he's alive and well, or whatever? 


A We think that report that he is dead is not 


correct. 








8) Does this mean you're not so sure that he 
is alive? (Laughter) 


A We think the report that he is dead is 
incorrect. 


Q Neither dead nor alive? (Laughter) 


A I don't happen to be on the scene there. 
There are no newsmen on the scene. It's a long way from the 
capital. It is difficult to confirm these things, but our 
information is that the report that he is dead is not a 
correct report. I don't know how I can be anymore explicit 
than that. 


Q What I expect is that you have information 
if he has shown himself already during the last 24 hours, at 
least? 


A Communications are very difficult. It's 
difficult terrain where the fighting is taking place. It's 
a long way from the capital, and U.S. diplomats. So I 
can't do any better. I guess I could say nothing, but we're 
trying to be a little helpful in saying to the best of our 
information the report is false. 


0 John, the Libyans are also reporting that 
eleven Zairian troops were killed. Do you have anything on 
that? , 


A Were killed? 
@) Yes. 
A No, I don't. I don't have anything on 


that. It's my impression, however, that the Zairian troops 
are in the capital, or are in N'Djamena. I think there are 
about 1800 Zairian troops, and I think they're all in the 
capital. 


Q They're not involved in combat? 


A Not to my knowledge, but I guess you'd have 
to ask the Government of Zaire about that, but my 
understanding was that they were in the capital. 


Q Just to the point of asking, for the 
record, within the past few hours, have there been any other 
incidents over the Gulf of Sidra? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
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Q On a broader question of the strategic 
value of Chad and our relationship with Chad, we asked about 
this yesterday and referred to the Sunday statement which 
really doesn't mention American interests in Chad. Can you 
handle the question or can you take the question of why we 
are doing anything at all on the question of -- 


A Let me take the question and see if we can 
do any better for you than we did yesterday. 

0 Because it's really been pretty much a 
drought on that question. 

A Okay. It's a dry country. 

Q Do you you have any information as to what 





the situation is in the north, who holds what? 


A We understand that Libyan aircraft have 
been intensifying their attacks on Faya Largeau. “..i0r 
Chadian officials report some losses to the dispersed forces 
of President Habre, and extensive damage to the town as well 
as civilian casualties. 


The Libyan attacks constitute direct, military 
aggression. the United States condemns that in the 
strongest terms and is continuing to provide milicary 
assistance to President Habre. As of now, as of today, 
about $7 million worth of the $10 million authorized has 
been shipped. That includes trucks, jeeps, medical 
Supplies, some ammunition and small arms, quartermaster 
eguipment. And as we told you recently, becuse of the 
intensification of the attacks, we did provide and are pro- ¢ 
viding some anti-aircraft equipment. That's really about all I 
have. 


Q We finally pressed the right button. 
(Laughter) 


Q Is the presence of the Eisenhower, north of 
Libya, a direct response to the fighting in Chad? 


as I think you'd have to ask the Pentagon 
about that. 


8) In the past, I think, there was some -- 
when the ships were there, there was some talk about these 
being maneuvers and planned for a long time, and that sort 
of thing. Is that the case this time, or is this -- 
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A I wouldn't steer you away from the line 
you're going down, but I would prefer the Pentagon respond 
to that. 


Q Do you know if the Government of Zaire has 
sent to Chad the three Mirages that it has offered? 


A I don't know. I know that they've sent 
troops. I'm not up to date on what the disposition of the 
aircraft is. 


Q Have you had anymore consultation with the 
OAD or any of the OAU leaders on this? 


A I don't know of any such further con- 
sultations. There may well have been, but I'm not aware of 
it. 


0 I really find it somehow difficult to 
understand the policy adopted by this Administration towards 
Nicaragua and the policy adopted towards Chad. You are in 
Nicaragua against the government, and you are in Chad for the 
government against the rebels? 


A I think that in the case of Libya, you have 
a ratherclear-cut case of external aggression. I think 
that's the central factor underlining the Chadian situation. 


I think our views on Nicaragua and the conduct 
and the policy of the government there are quite well known. 
They have been amplified by a number of officials, not the 
least of them the President of the United States. 


, 0 But you do recognize the Nicaraguan Government 
as the legal government of Managua? 


A Yes. 


8) Regarding the McFarlane trip, does the fact 
that he didn't go yet to Damascus, despite some reports that 
he will go there after visiting Beirut, does it show any 
problems with him getting to Damascus? 


A No, he is in Israel today with Ambassador 
Fairbanks. I don't know when he will leave Israel, and I 
can't give you anything on his itinerary, but as was indeed 
the case with Ambassador Habib in the area, those decisions 
remain at fairly short notice and depending on the course of 
discussions and negotiations. But I wouldn't say that 
anything has changed in his mission up to now. 
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0 Is it still clear to you that he will be 
able to visit Damascus on his trip? 

A Yes, we see no impediment in that mission. 

@) Yesterday, the U.S. vetoed a resolution in 


the Security Council considering the settlements in the 

West Bank as illegal and an obstacle to peace. We have heard 
so many times from this podium and from other podiums in 

this Administration that this Administration considered the 
settlements an impediment to peace. Why did you veto such a 
resolution? 


A We share the anguish of decent people 
everywhere about the loss of life and destruction of pro- 
perty the West Bank has witnessed in recent weeks. However, 
the draft resolution did not adequately address this 
series of criminal acts, mentioning only the July 26 
terrorist attack. 


The United States condemns all the recent crimi- 
nal actions, starting with the murder of an Israeli settler 
and including the wanton destruction of the Hebron market 
and, of course, the brutal attack at Hebron University. 


There were elements in the draft resolution that 
were completely unacceptable to the United States. It 
implied that Israel had carried out forcible transfers of 
Arab population from the occupied territories, and that's an 
assertion for which there is no body of evidence. Moreover, 
it called for the dismantling of the existing settlements, 
an impractical demand. Nor could we accept continuing the 
sterile argument as to whether the settlements are illegal, 
an argument that deflects attention from the basic issue, 
namely, the harmful impact of settlement activity on efforts 
to achieve a fair and peaceful resolution of the conflict 
over the occupied territories. 


The United States Government does not support 
Israel's settlement policy. On the contrary, as President 
Reagan stated last September 1, we beleive a freeze on 
settlements throughout the occupied territories, more than 
any other single action, would foster the kind of atmosphere 
needed for negotiations leading to peace. But for the 
reasons I've outlined, that's why we took the position we 
did. 


0 May I have a copy of this? 


A Sure. 








0 Can you amplify your statement that 
dismantling of the settlements is an impractical demand? 


A Yes. I think we're looking at the realities 
of the situation on the ground as we face then. 


Q Then why did you back the dismantling of 
settlements in Sinai? 


A I think you have a somewhat different 
situation. I think you have to face realities. 


Q Would you draw the difference for us? Would 
you be kind enough to tell us what the difference is? 


A No. I think the realities of the situation 
on the ground are different, and I think the President has 
made clear and has responded to this question of illegality 
versus undesirability and unhelpfulness, and I think I'm 
going to leave you with President Reagan's words. I think 
he's made it very clear what his position is. 


Q Is the Jordanian Government aware of that 
nuance -- rather significant nuance in the American 
position? 

rn Everybody should be aware of it. 

' 

0 It would be impractical to dismantle 

settlements. 


4 Existing settlements? I think everybody's 
aware of the United States' position. 


0 I have two questions on Latin America. First 
of all, have you received any information from a medical 
team, apparentiy sent by the Administration to Honduras to 
care for the health of the President? 


A I think we made the offer of a medical team 
in the event that it should be requested by the Hondurans in 
the illness of their President. 


0 But it hasn't been sent? 


A I don't know what the situation is, but cer- 
tainly the United States would be helpful. I think there 
would be assistance actually on the ground that would be 
available. 








¢) Second, have you received any demand from the 
Government of Peru regarding the leftist terrorism there? 


A A demand? 
Q Yes. I mean help to combat the -- 


4 No. We understand that President Belaunde 
indicated on Monday that his government will seek inter- 
national support for training programs that could assist his 
government in better dealing with its present security 
problems. Insofar as the United States is concerned, Peru 
has not asked for U.S. assistance specifically related to 
the terrorists. 


However, for several decades the U.S. has had 
training and an arms sales relationship with the Peruvian 
armed forces which have an indirect relationship to various 
potential threats to Peru's national security. But there's 
no specific request. 


0 Going back to the Middle East, to the West 
Bank, if I may, do you have any comment on the reports 
coming out from Israeli sources about the formation of death 
squads in the West Bank? 


A No. I don't. 


Q John, On your statement that it would be 
impractical to dismantle existing settlements, that would 
seem to carry some implications for the peace process if it 
ever resumes. 


2s I don't think so. I don't think it's in 
contradiction with what the President has said in his 
September 1 speech. He called for a freeze. He called for 
a freeze on additional activity and the addition of addi- 
tional acreages -- I recall the speech; I guess we'd both 
have to go back and look at it -- to existing settlements. 
So it's utterly -- 


e) But that's been disregarded, though, hasn't 
it, in the meantime? 


rs Not to my knowledge. The September 1 state- 
ment represents policy, represents his policy, in the Middle 
East. 


re) It's been disregarded by the other side. 
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A We consider it a very good proposal. I don't 
see any other proposals out there that come anywhere near 
it. 


Q That's not my question. My question is if 
you're saying now that it's impractical to dismantle 
existing settlements, and you've already asked for a freeze 
and the settlement activity is continuing, then aren't you 
basically giving a stamp of saying that what they continue 
doing is acceptable? Isn't it in contradiction? 


A No. The extension of settlement activity, we 
have made -- I'm not sure I understand why everybody is 
having such difficulty with this. We made clear on 
September 1 that we were opposed to it. We have remained 
consistently opposed to it and remain opposed to it today. 


The fact that it's going on against our inclina- 
tion and our wishes doesn't change our position. 


8) John, would it be fair to say that it is any 
less practical to dismantle settlements begun after 
September 1 than those existing prior? 


A I think we'll stand on the President's 
position. 


Q John, a backup for Roy's question: You've 
asked on September 1 to freeze the settlements, right? 


A Yes. 


Q Since then, Israel has built more settle- 
ments, announced that it's going to build more settlements. 
It didn't heed your request. Now you're saying we're 
anti-dismantlement of the settlements. 


Actually, you're simply telling them, go ahead, 
build, we're not doing anything, and we're backing you. 


By We're not saying that at all. You asked why 
we vetoed this particular resolution, and I've given you the 
rationale for our action. 


(a) It has other unrelated material in it, but (b) 
it makes a call for something that is not practical. That 
is not, however, a contradiction of the President's 
September 1 position. 
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fe) John, it's very good, you're talking about 
practicality from this podium. We rarely hear it these 
days. In the same practicality terms, you're simply blessing 
the settlements' building. 


A I don't understand how in the world you can 
arrive at that conclusion. The fact that one is opposed to 
something that has continued, how in the world does that 
constitute a blessing? 


0 May I answer you? 

A No. I'm answering the questions. 

fe) Well, you're asking the question I've asked 
of you. I mean -- 

A (Laughter) That's a rhetorical question on 
my part. 

3) Why is it not practical to dismantle 
settlements? 


B, I think we'll stand on the language. Without 
going into detail, I think the reasons are obvious. 


Q Your remarks suggest that the U.S. is 
powerless but to stand idly by, and certainly we have an 
enormous amount of leverage on Israel, and if we chose to 
put a little something behind that, we could. 


Are we putting any measure of pressure on Israel 
at all to back up our supposed position? 


A I think that since September 1 we have 
addressed ourselves on many occasions to the question of 
leverage against Israel, and how we perceive leverage. I 
think the Secretary of State has made it very clear what his 
approach is to that question. 


I suppose what you're saying is although the 
President announced his plan on September 1, it has not come 
to fruition. I just remind you that at the time the 
President announced it, he said we're in this for the long 
haul. 


As I understand it, this problem has roiled the 
Middle East for some 30 years, been a lot of effort to 
resolve it, and I think this Administration is continuing to 
make a rather forceful effort. 
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Nobody could criticize this Administration for 
lack of engagement on the Middle East. True, is there a 
settlement, something that nobody else has been able to 
achieve? No. I guess there hasn't been, but that isn't any 
reason for the Reagan Administration to run out of steam on 
the President's proposal which he's going to pursue. He 
hasn't changed his position. 


@) Have the Secretary and Ambassador Lewis made 
clear to the Israelis since September 1 that this was an 
integral part of our position that the settlements could not 
practically be dismantled? 


A I think that our position on settlements has 
been made clear on many occasions, both prior and post 
September l. 


0 But specific elements. 


A But the President's position is very clear. 
What he talked about on September 1 was a freeze on future 
activity and extension of territory for existing settlements. 


Q Did he say it would be impractical to 
dismantle existing ones? Did he say that? 


A I don't know whether the President has said 
that, but this is the State Department's position in terms 
of an explanation of our veto of the resolution. 


Q On this point, since you say that all sides 
are aware of this American position, and you don't cia:m to 
state here a new American position on this issue, could you 
help us by searching the records in the Department if any 
statement like this was made by -- 


A The record is the President's September 1 
speech. 


e) No. But I'm asking about the specific state~ 
ment that you made that the United States feels that it's 
impractical to dismantle settlements. 


4& That is in line with the policy that has been 
enunciated. There's no coiutradiction, 


Q Was it ever announced this way by an American 
official spokesman? 
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A If you're saying, was this choice of three or 
four or five words used identically in previous U.S. state- 
ments, I don't know. But, clearly, the thrust of the 
President's September 1 speech and policy is evident and is 
unchanged. 


fe) But is it possible to -- I know that you have 
A No, but I'd be happy to provide all sorts of 
support for you to do the research. 


0 John, it sounds like either an unfortunate 
use of words that wasn't intended, or a departure in policy. 


A It's not a departure in policy. 
Q So then it might be the former. 


A That would have to be your conclusion. I 
don't see it as an unfortunate choice of words. 


QO So the future of the settlements will be 
decided on the negotiation table, or this is a departure -- 


A That's the United States' position. 
Q Yes. But the United States' position is that 


the future of the West Bank will be decided at the nego- 
tiation table, right? 


A That's correct. 

fe) This September 1 initiative. 

A Yes. Sure. 

0 Including the settlements, right? 
A Of course. 


fe) So the future of the settlements will be 
dependent on the negotiations between the parties -- 


A Yes. 


0 -- not because it's impractical that 
dismantling the settlements is impractical. Right? 
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A In our assessment of our position on this 
particular vote, we thought that the call for the 
dismantling of the settlements was impractical, and that's 
one of the reasons we voted the way we did. 


Q Can you say anything about how far this posi- 
tion was cleared, this specific -- 


A I really don't know, but in any event, you 
know, we usually don't get into how decisions are formulated 
in the Administration. 


Q This is not the first time that something of 
this nature is said or similar things that the 
Administration then discovers that it was a blip or that it 
happened without enough interagency consultation, or whoever 
wrote this knew the exact meaning of what -- 


A I don't think you need have reservations 
about the language -- 


Q So this is the policy of the United States -- 


A -- the language that we have used here to 
explain our vote on this issue at the U.N. 


Q John, to clarify, if a settlement is started 
tomorrow and is completed, say a week or two weeks from now, 
do we then say based upon the President's September 1 speech 
we disapprove of it, but it is impractical to dismantle it? 
Is that what our position is? 


A We had a Presidential appeal on September 1 
for a freeze on additional settlement activity, and that's 
what the President was calling for, and that's his position. 
The fact that the settlement activity has gone ahead does 
not negate his position or the forcefulness with which he 
presented his position. 


Q You're not answering the question. The 
question is if one is started tomorrow -- that is, we're 
talking about future settlements -- and it's then completed, 
do we say that its dismantlement is impractical? 


A No. I think that you would be misreading the 
President's September 1 speech if you said that. 


Q I'm trying to understand what you just said. 
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0 John, how far does this go? Is this finding 
Or characterization of impractical restricted just to the 
proposal in the resolution, or is this a general comment 
that any proposal to take away the settlements is an imprac- 
tical idea? If it comes up in a negotiation, we're going 
to call it impractical and oppose it? Or is it just 
restricted to this one case, this one resolution, this one 
reading of it? 


A I think that the language we offered was cer- 
tainly relevant to this resolution, and that we considered 
what was being called for in this resolution, was 
impractical. 


0 Is the policy that you have enunciated in 
referring to this resolution broadly applicable, or is it 
applicable only to the resolution? 


A I think I'm going to stand on the language 
that we have offered you here, and the language in the 
President's September 1 speech. I do not see any contradic- 
tion between the two. 


fe) Is this policy known, or that policy what 
you've announced from there? 


A Of course it's policy. 

Q It is policy. 

A Of course. 

Q John, would you be willing to say that your 
feeling of the impracticality of the dismantling of settle- 
ments is within the context of there not being a political 
solution out there? That you're not taking the view that 
within the context of an agreed solution it's still possible 
to dismantle the settlements? 


A Of course. One cannot speculate as to what 
lies down the road. Anything is negotiable, presumably. 


fe) In the absence of an agreement, it's not 
practical to dismantle settlements? 


A That's right. 


fe) Are you putting this particular question of 
impracticality in an open-ended time frame, or are you 
Saying specifically that this is something that -- 








16 


A I think one never puts anything in the Middle 
East in an open-ended time frame. I think we're talking 
about the situation as it presently persists. 


@) Having offered a policy pronouncement that 
could and probably will be interpreted in various ways by 
the various parties, do you think that the formulation of 
the language could ultimately wind up being unhelpful in any 
future negotiating process? 


A I don't have any confusion in my mind about 
the policy of the President of the United States concerning 
settlements. That policy is clear, it has been clearly 
enunciated, and I think that anybody who attempts to 
interpret it in a different way is simply being mislead. 
It's very clear. 


Q What is the alternative, the practical alter- 
native of this impracticability? 


A I think I'm going to leave you with the 
language 1 have offered you -- 


fe) I mean, speaking from the initiative -- 


A -- and interpretations I have offered you, 
and let you work with that. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








e od | Gleranon 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Friday, August 5, 1983 





INDEX 
Subject Page 








CHINA 
Visit of Wu Xuequien, October Deis & oh kb 66 © © 6 6 b00 60 68 ok 


UPPER VOLTA 


COUP ce cccccccvccccveseccesecesesesessesscsesecesccsseeelmas 


Libyan DOE OR. nc cee eebebewedenecddecoeeseeceassioed 


CHAD 
Libyan troOp MOVEMENES..ccccceccccccserssscecsesesssseayd 
Situation LOPOL te cccvcccsscsccscveseccccccseseesssceesayd 
Further military aid..scccccveccccccccccsesecssccseseedyd 
Diplomatic GOERS C ei cri ecceseesrececssosecceeesessvercececé 


os ee, ee ee ee ee ee ee eT PEC TCU ETUP TPE ET Creer. | 


LEBANON 
McFarlane LELMNETALY ce cccccccccvcccccccccccccccccsccce chy 


CUBA 
Follow-up to Castro's FEMALKS cc ecccccccececcccsseses sO 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
Razing of homes in BSRccciecseerbbseseecescdsceccececeal 


SRI LANKA 
Aid TEQUESE sc cere cccecsccscseseeesescessesesseseeseseseed 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
Stone SEANOLALY ccc ccccccecccccscccscccccccccececcseceeed 


MIDDLE EAST 
Changes in NEA DEFSONNEL ce cccccccccccccveccccccccse ee I@lQ 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #136 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 5, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have an announce- 
ment on the visit to the United States of the Chinese 
Foreign Minister Wu Xueqian, who will visit the United States 
from October 10-15 at the invitation of Secretary of State 
George Shultz. The visit will follow Mr. Wu's participation 
at the U.N. General Assembly meetings in New York. 


During Secretary Shultz's visit to Beijing last 
February, Minister Wu and Secretary Shultz agreed on the 
importance of developing strong and stable U.S.-China 
relations. To that end, Mr. Wu will hold discussions in 
Washington, October 11-13 on a broad range of bilateral and 
international issues with Secretary Shultz and other senior 
U.S. officials, including Congressional leaders. 


That's: all I have. Be glad to take any questions. 


@) John, do you have any word on a coup in Upper 
Volta and who might be behind it? 


A Not a great deal. I'll he glad to give you 
what I've got. Our Embassy has confirmed that a coup has 
- taken place. All Americans in the country are safe. We've 
seen reports that the former President is under house arrest. 
Our Embassy reports that there has been firing in the capi- 
tal. 


The coup has apparently been led by the former 
Prime Minister, Captain Thomas Sankara, who has formed a 
National Council of the Revolution. We have no information 
about the composition of the new government. 


There are between 490-500 Americans in the country. 
The U.S. Mission -- that includes State, AID, and USIS -- 
amounts to about 200 employees and dependents. The Peace 
Corps has about 70 volunteers and trainees and about 10 staff 
and dependents. There are about the same number of that 
total, another 200 plus, of private Americans, which includes 
missionaries and representatives of private assistance agen- 
cies. 








We understand the capital is now calm. As I say, 
we have no reports of any injury or arrest of any U.S. citi- 


Q Do you have any suspicion that Libya might be 
behind -- | 


A I think it's too early to speculate on that. 


Q Do you see any connection with the events in 
Chad? 


A I think we at this stage tend to relate it 
more to the kind of continuing instability that has beset 
Upper Volta. But again, I think it's too early to make any 
connection. 


Q John, on Libya, do you have any information on 
the reports of Libyan troop movements, tank movements, 
general mobilization? 


A No. We have seen those wire service reports. 
I guess they are attributed to diplomats in Cairo, so there 
is no confirmation of that. Obviously, we are watching the 
situation, monitoring the situation. 


Q Specifically, can you say anything about 
whether any Libyan troops have crossed the border into Chad? 


A There are Libyan troops in Chad, yes. 
Q How long have Libyan troops been in Chad? 


A I can't give you a time factor on that. 
There are Libyan ground forces in Chad. 


Q Do you have a situation report or a readout on - 
the situation on the ground in Chad, John? 


A The situation is serious, and we are concerned 
about it. We've seen the reports that Oum Chulouba has been 
captured by the Libyan-backed rebels. We believe that report 
to be correct. We are continuing our cooperation and coor- 
dination with the French and other interested governments. 


I think you got the news yesterday that we are 
going to use a second drawdown of $15 million beyond the 
initial $10 million that we allocated to this project. It 
will be used to provide the Government of Chad a reasonable 
chance to defend itself against Libyan escalation. I can't 











tell yet at this time precisely what the additional 
assistance will require. The situation is very fluid, and 
no one has been very successful at forecasting the actions 
of Colonel Qadhafi, so it will depend on how the situation 
develops. 


Q Do you have any estimate of when that second 
drawdown should be on its way? 


A I really don't. Of the first $10 million 
we have expended about $7.5 million as of today. That 
included vehicles, personnel gear, medical supplies, com- 
munications equipment and light weapons, ammunition and air 
defense missiles. Obviously, we're looking at the 
situation, but can't tell you when we would start drawing 
on such a -- 


Q Within the $15 million, you think additional 
American technicians, advisers, or whatever will be sent in 
connection with that? , 


A I don't know. I think it's premature at this 
Stage. We'll have to wait and see. 


Q What about extending the current mission 
of the trainers? 


A I don't honestly know the answer to that 
question, but they went in there to perform a specific task. 
I would think that when that task is complete, they would be 
out. They might even be out by today. I don't know. 


Q In regard to the Libyan troops, do you héve 
any numbers or estimates? 


A No, I don't. 


Q What about Faya Largeau? Are there still air 
attacks or. Faya Largeau? 


A Yes. As far as we know, yes. Heavy 
attacks. | 


Q How about Habre's state? Anything new to 
that? 


A No. I don't have anything for you on it. 
I noticed that there was a Libyan report suggesting 
discussions might take place between Habre and the opposi- 
tion. That would seem to run counter to the earlier Libyan 
report that he was dead. (Laughter) 

















Q On Libya, please, a question here -- on Chad, 
rather -- since you are hacking negotiations between the 
rebels and the U.S.-backed Salvadoran junta in Salvador, 
would you support a dialogue between Mr. Habre and the 
rebels who are Libyan-backed, to quote you, and Chad? 


A We're always for peaceful resolution of 
conflicts. I would think that's a little academic, given 
the present circumstances. 


Q Have you been in touch with Colonel Qadhafi? 
Have you been discussing with the Libyans on what's best to 
be done in Chad because this poor country needs bread and 
butter; it doesn't need arms and missiles. 


A I'm not aware of any contact with Libya. 


Q John, have any of our diplomats or other 
official personnel been in touch personally with Habre since 
reports began to circulate that he was dead? 


A I can't answer that, because I honestly don't 
know the answer to that question. 


Q Can you take that question? 
A Yes. Sure. 


Q What's your comment on the report of Israeli 
refusal to give Mr. McFarlane a fixed timetable for complete 
withdrawal from Lebanon as reported this morning? 


A I'm not going to get into Mr. McFarlane's 
mission. 

Q Back to Chad for a moment. You say you're 
monitoring the situation. Can we infer that the AWACS are 
now operating in that area? 


A The AWACS are there in connection with a pre- 
viously scheduled exercise, and I think I would refer you to 
the Pentagon on that. 


Q Is that what you are referring to? 


A The AWACS? Monitoring? No, no. Don't 
misunderstand me. What I meant was that we have seen the 
reports and we will continue to watch the situation. I 
didn't mean electronic monitoring. 








Q John, in terms of the Department's organiza- 
tion on this, have you established a working group, task 
force, whatever, to keep track of events in Chad, and to 
formulate and guide your policy? 


A I don't think we really would get into that 
kind of discussions about how the Department is responding, 
but I think you could take it as a given that. we are con- 
cerned, and that this is getting a lot of attention. 


Q Any new sorties of F-l4s from the Eisenhower, 
any of the other -- 


A I'm sure there are regular training 
exercises. 


Q But, no, I mean engaging Libyan aircraft, 
MIG‘'s and all that. 


A No. 


Q John, the other day the Congressional leaders 
emerged from the meeting with Secretary Shultz, saying they 
had a strong impression that the Administration would follow 
up the Cuban overtures of last week. 


I was just wondering, is that impression accurate? 


A I think the Administration has said that, 
naturally, it would follow up any suggestions that appeared 
promising. I think the President said that. As to how 
we might do that, I'm not going to be able to expand. 


Q Could you -— I mean, because in the past 
there have been other overtures from the Cubans and the 
allegation of some people -- outsiders -- is that they 
haven't been followed up. 


Is there any evidence that you're following up 
this one? 


A I'm not going to get into our diplomatic 
interchange. 


Q Wait a minute. Let me follow that up. I'm 
not sure what you mean by “diplomatic interchange." Have 
there been any bilateral talks with the Cubans to ask them 
what Fidel Castro meant? 



































A As a matter of principle, I'm not going to 
get into what discussions we might or might not have had, 
but I don't want to mislead you on that. I don't think you 
should go down the road of thinking that a great deal has 
been taking place in terms of face-to-face consultation. 


0 I was also interested in Secretary Shultz's 
remarks yesterday that the earlier talks with the Cubans had 
not proved fruitful. 

A That's correct. 

@) And he mentioned. General Walters' meeting, 
which I don't recall having been discussed on the record 
before. 


A I don't know whether it's been discussed on 
the record. It certainly has been in the public domain. 


Q Can you say exactly why those talks were not 
fruitful? 


A No. I can't. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Yesterday, I asked a question when Mr. 
Shultz was here and you interrupted me. I would like to ask 
you this question. 


A I interrupted you because it didn't seem to 
me germane to the kind of subject that he come down to 
discuss. He came down to talk about personnel moves. 


Q I will ask you this. Do you believe that 
there is something practical for the Israelis in Gaza to 
demolish Palestinian homes while it is an impractical demand 
to ask for the demolishing of Jewish settlements in the West 
Bank which, according to the State Department position, are 
not helping the peace process? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. I 
don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Can we get an answer on that? 

A I don't think we would pursue that. 

Q On Libya and Central America, there were 


reports over the AP a couple days ago that there have been 
Libyan activities in the Caribbean, mainly training stu- 
dents, and Libyans sending them back. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A No. I don't think I have anything for you, 
but -there is a fair amount of Libyan activity that is on the 
record, the supply of arms to Nicaragua, for example. 


Q Could you take that question? 

A Let me look into that and see whether we 
would be able to give you anything on that. I don't give 
you a promise on that. 

Q Does your information indicate a signifi- 
cant decrease in fighting in Nicaragua in recent days and 
weeks? 


A I don't have anything on that for you. 
Just don't have an update. 


Q Anything on the clash between North and 
South Korea at sea? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 




















Q On the trouble in Sri Lanka, I understand 
there's some request by the Red Cross to go into refugee 
camps. Does the U.S. have any position on that? 


A No, I don't. We have given some aid to Sri 
Lanka. I think we have, as I recall, a cash payment, and I 
think we've also provided some support in terms of shelter 
and that kind of thing, but don't have anything on the Red 
Cross initiative. 


Q What about the French decision to cease 
arms shipments to Nicaragua? Does the Department -- 

A I don't have anything for you on it. 

Q Do you welcome that? 

A I don't have anything for you on it. 

Q It was criticized in testimony by -- 

A I don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Have the U.S. and Israel agreed on a time- 
table for Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon beyond the 
discussions of the move to the Awali line? 


A I think that really falls within the scope 
of the discussions that Ambassador McFarlane and Ambassador 
Fairbanks are having following the visit of Mr. Shamir and 
Mr. Arens here. Again, we're not going to be very forth- 
coming. As a matter of fact, we're not going to be at all 
forthcoming about what Mr. McFarlane is doing. 


Q Anything on reports that Iran has closed 
its border with the Soviet Union? 

A No. Sorry. Don't have anything for you on 
that. I'm a real bubble of information today. 

Q On McFarlane, when does he go to Damascus? 

A I think he's going this weekend. 

Q You haven't been informed in advance of the 


Israeli plans to dismantle the Phalangists positions in 
south Lebanon? 


A I don't know. I'm not aware of any such 
information. 


a%s i ( 
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Q Is there anything you can tell us about 
Ambassador Stone's itinerary, either in Washington or 
elsewhere? 


A He is here. He is, I think, consulting 
with various people on the Hill at the moment. I don't have 
anything on his travel plans. 


8) Would you care to enunciate the foreign 
policy goais of the U.S. ships hailing the Soviet ships on 
their way into the Central American region? 


A The foreign policy goals? 


Q Yes. What is the Administration's foreign 
policy goal by having that take place? The Secretary has 
talked about the goals of having the maneuvers take place 
down there. 


A I don't think it's a foreign policy goal. 
It is a fairly -- and you'll have to talk to the Pentagon 
about it, but I am fascinated to find out, perhaps like you, 
that this is fairly normal procedure followed by a number of 
navies, other than our own, including the Soviet navy, and 
it is not at all untoward. As a matter of fact, it's a 
matter of routine in international waters apparently to 
identify a vessel coming at you and get as much information 
about it as you can. 


Q How about following the vessel for two 
hours? 


A I guess you've probably gone to about the 
limit of my expertise, and I would refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


Q When will Ambassador Murphy be coming to 
assume his new position, and when will Veliotes go to Cairo? 


A I can't give you any dates on those. 
Ambassador Veliotes, of course, will have to undergo the 
confirmation process and that will take some time, given 
the fact that -- I guess that's still under -- no, this is 
Veliotes. I guess that there hadn't been time for that to 
go through, so that will be obviously a matter of some 
weeks. 


Q When is Murphy expected back? 


A Mr. Murphy also will have to undergo the 
confirmation process, but I don't know when he will be here. 


aie 
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Q Would you keep us updated on that? 
A Sure. 
Q Do you anticipate that Ambassador Murphy 


will do any traveling in the region prior to his return to 
Washington. 


A I don't know. I honestly don't know. 


Q Can we have a copy of that Chad list of 
materials that you gave? 


A Sure. 
Q Thank you. 
A Okay. 
| (Press briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DPC #137 


MONDAY, AUGUST 8, 1983, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of housekeeping 
announcements. 


We are posting for the National Bipartisan 
Commission on Central America -- that's Dr. Kissinger's 
Commission -- we're posting a press release for them which 
in essence says that the Commission will hold its first 
meeting beginning Wednesday afternoon, August 10, and will 
run through Friday afternoon, August 12. I think that the 
Commission will have its own press operation in a day or 
two, but we're just flagging you in advance to that meeting. 


Number two, there will be a background briefing in 
this room tomorrow, August 1l, on the visit of President 
Abdou Diouf -- 


Q 9th. 


A Is the 9th tomorrow? Beg pardon. Well, it's 
tomorrow at 11:00 o'clock, a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
visit of President Abdou Diouf of Senegal. 


That's all I have for you. Be happy to take any 
questions you might have. 


Q What do you hear from Guatemala? Is there a 
coup in progress? 

A I've seen the. press reports, Jim, that a coup 
is underway. I have nothing to -- no reason to quarrel with 


those reports, but can't confirm them. I really don't have 
anything for you. We have been in touch with our Embassy 
there. We will continue to be in touch with our Embassy, 
and as we have anything more that we're able to tell you 
during the day, we will make it available. But at the 
moment I can't -- 


Q Is this how the Embassy characterizes it at 
this moment? 


A No. I can't give you any more than I've just 
given you, I'm afraid. 











Q Do they know what is going on? 


A They are aware of the fact that there are 
disturbances in the capital. 


Q Hav‘. «2 offered any help to Rios Montt or been 
in communication w.** im? 


A We have just seen wire service reports, and 
you have everything that I have. 


Q Would you say this is fighting or is it just 


A As to whether the Embassy -- whether there is 
gunfire within earsnot of the Embassy, for example, I'm 
unable to answer that. I've given you everything we have. 


Q Does the Ambassador have anybody on the 
street checking it? 


A I do not know. 


Q How about the earlier decision this year on 
Spare parts for the helicopters and things? I realize that 
that's a policy decision that's not likely to be made 
quickly, but -- 7 


A I imagine that no decision is being made on 
that just at the present time, Ralph. 


r ; 
Q Is there any decision being made to put in 
suspension anything that may be under consideration while -- 


A I am unaware of anything beyond what I've 
given you. We are very close to the events. They've just 
happened, and I really don't have anything beyond what I've 
offered. 


Q Do you know how many Americans are in 
Guatemala? 


A I don't. We could probably take a look at 
that and find out for you. 


Q Chad? Can you tell us what the situation -- 
(a) can you tell us what the situation is today, and any 
American plans to send either aid or personnel? 


A The situation is serious. Faya Largeau is 
beseiged by Libyan troops and Libyan-supported rebels. We 

















have reports that these troops have a substantial number of 
Libyan armed vehicles and Libyan heavy artillery. 


At the moment there are no reports of actual 
Fighting on the ground. We estimate the Libyan troops to 
number somewhere between 1500 and 2900. Some of those 
Libyan troops are operating in mechanized units. 


While there has been air activity near the city, 
there have been no confirmed reports of Libyan bombing since 
Friday, and we consider, obviously, the situation to be 
serious and the city to be threatened. 


Q Is there any comment on the French 
Government's refusal to go beyond what it perceives to be 
its commitment in Chad? 


A I think you really ought to talk to the 
French about that. But, as a matter of fact, the French 
have told us, and I understand the French press is 
reporting today -- if you're referring to the Defense 
Minister's statement -- that the Defense Minister was quoted 
out of context. I think you probably ought to go back to 
the French on that. 


As far as our understanding of the French 
position, it is that they will reach the necessary decisions 
in light of the situation in Chad. We are consulting close- 
ly with the French. That process goes on. 


Q Then the French, as far as the United States 
Government understands, have not ruled out sending in direct 
military support? 


A I think you ought to talk to the French, and 
I think you ought to get exactly from them in their words 
what they're prepared to do. But I'm saying that the report 
over the weekend, quoting the Defense Minister as saying 
they would not intervene directly with military force -- the 
French are now saying and their press are now saying that 
those remarks are taken out of context. 


Q Foreign Minister Cheysson was quoted in Paris 
this morning as saying that there was no particular con- 
sultation between the United States and France over the 
weekend over this. 


A On what particular aspect? 


Q On the situation in Chad. 











A I think there's obviously some misun- 
derstanding there. The fact is the United States has con- 
sulted extensively with a number of friendly countries, 
including France, regarding all the actions we've taken. 


It is true that Mr. Cheysson has been out of 
France for the last couple of weeks, and it may be that he 
has been unaware of some of the consultation that has been 
taking: place. 


Q John, is there a need to upgrade U.S. aid ~ 
beyond AWACS, F-15s, and what's SaPeNeE been sent? And how 
many F-15s have been sent out? | | 


A We're not going to get into explaining the 
details about the kind of aircraft. We confirmed over the 
weekend that there are two AWACS and supporting defensive 
fighter aircraft, other supportive aircraft. 


They are in the Sudan. We can confirm that. But 
there's certainly no plan to change any of the actions that 
have been taken. 


Q Are AWACS flying out of Sudan? 
A They're not flying out of Sudan. 


Q They're flying out of Cairo West, aren't 
they? 


A No. The AWACS have been sent to the Sudan, 
and they are in the Sudan. They are not flying out of the 
Sudan. 


Q They're not flying out of the Sudan? 
A They're not flying, period. 


Q John, what other contingencies does the 
United States Government have in dealing with Qaddafi 
besides showing force and might in the Mediterranean and 
sending U.S. arms and personnel, as news reports indicate, 
to Chad? 


A What else might we do? 


Q Other contingencies besides, you know, either 
at the political level or through the OAU, or some other -~- 














A I don't know of any action pending at the 
OAU. The OAU made its last position known, I think, in 
early July. There is some activity at the U.N., and diplo- 
matic activity, obviously, continues. But in terms of mili- 
tary activity, nothing is going on beyond what we have 
announced. 


As far as the training role in Chad is concerned, 
the three trainers have finished their role and either have 
left or will leave very soon as the availability of aircraft 
becomes possible. 


Q John, under what circumstances would the 
AWACS fly? You say they're not flying. 


A I think I'd refer you to the words we used 
over the weekend which I'd be glad to pull out for you. 
That is, that they are there for a monitoring role should 
that become necessary. 


Q Does that mean that they are not being used? 


A They are not being used at the moment. They 
are not flying at the moment. 

Q So they are not monitoring anything at the 
moment. : 

A At this moment they are not monitoring. 

Q They're not operationally ready? 

A No. 

Q There's no necessity at the moment? 

A A decision would have to be given to them to 
be used. 


Q Would you say the AWACS depend on a decison 
by the French Government to take some sort of action? 


A I think we will have to wait and see how the 
situation develops in Chad. Have to wait and see what deci- 
sion the French might take. 


Q John, where was the AWACS sent from? From 
the United States or from -- 














A I think I will probably maintain the position 
we took over the weekend that we're really not going to get 
into where the aircraft came from. Some of the aircraft 
came from the United States; some of them came from bases 
outside the United States, and that sort of covers it 
really. (Laughter) 


Q Follow-up: If the AWACS aren't flying, I 
assume their fighters are also not flying, is that correct? 
Or haven't they arrived there yet? 


A The fighters are not flying. 
Q Are they on the ground with the AWACS? 


A I presume they're on the ground with the 
AWACS. 


Q A point of clarification, John: Senator 
Tower said yesterday that even if there were no French or 
other national fighter aircraft for the AWACS to vector, 
that the AWACS could perform a service by flying over 
Sudanese territory and observing Libyan attack aircraft 
approaching whatever targets they might be heading for and 
providing some early warning to folks on the ground who 
could then take cover. 


Are you saying that that is not currently con- 
templated as a role for these -- 


A I didn't say it wasn't contemplated. What 
I'm saying is that the AWACS are not currently, presently 
flying, and that the order would have to be given for them 
to perform specific functions and assignments. 


Q How many fighters are there over there, John? 

A I told you over the weekend we aren't going 
to tell you how many fighters are there. 

Q Less than a squadron? 

A It's a protective number of fighters for the 


AWACS. There's nothing beyond that. 
Q What type of aircraft? 


A I think we said we weren't going to tell you 
that either. Certainly not a question of our not telling 
you. It's a question of the Pentagon asking us not to 
disclose that. 








Q John, you said a moment ago that you'd have 
to wait and see what decision the French take in the context 
of -- 


A No. I said we'd have to wait and see how the 
situation develops on the ground in Chad, and then, 
obviously, what action the French might take would be a fac- 
tor in deciding how to use the AWACS. 


OQ In other words, until the French make a 
decision that the U.S. acknowledges as a firm decision on 
whether to send in planes or troops, then the AWACS are 
going to be on the ground? 


A I don't want to mislead you. I mean, I guess 
as the President says, you never say "never," so I guess 
you'd never say that the AWACS will not leave the ground. 


All I can say is that for the moment they are on 
the ground, and they are not being used. 


Q Is AWACS communications equipment com- 
patible with French aircraft? 


A I think that the personnel assigned to those 
aircraft will be able to communicate adequately with whoever 
else might be involved if that need arises. 


Q John, I have the impression that U.S. 
national interests would lead you to take independent action 
if necessary. That's not the case? 


A The United States is not thought to be a 
policeman in Africa. We have not had a major arms flow to 
Africa. We have no substantial military presence in Africa, 
and I think in many cases, in many ways, it's appropriate 
that the French should take the lead in that particular area 
of Africa. 


At the same time, we are disturbed by what is 
clearly a clear-cut case of Libyan aggression. We're not 
looking at this in terms of ideology. We're looking at it 
in terms of action by Libya in an independent country whose 
government we recognize. 


Q Has Secretary Shultz been in personal touch’ 
with anybody at the Elysee Palace or at the level of the 
Foreign Ministry? 


) 





A Secretary Shultz has been very much involved 
in this over the weekend, as has the President, but I'm not 
going to get into what calls he might or might not have 
made. 


Q But he has been personally conversing with 
French officials? 


A No. I didn't say that. I said I wasn't 
going to get into what calls he might or might not have 
made. Perhaps I didn't make myself clear. 


Q Is the Eisenhower still outside the Gulf of 





Sidra? 


A Yes. Well, I guess I ~ .ould refer that question to 
the Pentagon. 


Q What was the question? 
A The question was, is the Eisenhower still 


outside the Gulf of Sidra. I guess I really should refer 
that to the Pentagon. 





Q The 1500-2000 Libyan troops you talks about 
before, are those freshly introduced into this area, or 
they've been there all the time? 


A I can't give you a reading, Marvin, on how 
many have been introduced over what period of time. There 
have been Libyan troops in Chad for some time. 


Q Right. 


A But I think that this particular number, some 
of them, necessarily must be fresh. 


Q John, in that connection and in light of your 
comment about not being a policeman in Africa, what is dif- 
ferent about the current situation in Chad from the con- 
tinuing rebellion which has occurred over years -- I don't 
even know the number of years -- between similar or the same 
groups, Libyan-backed -- what makes it different now that 
requires the trainers, the missiles, the AWACS? 


A I suppose if you asked President Habre's men 
in Faya Largeau, I guess they would argue that being bombed 
by Libyan aircraft and being beseiged by a couple of 
thousand Libyan troops makes things a little different. 


Q What's different for the U.S.? 














A The difference, as I have said, is this 
question that Libyan success in this particular country 
obviously raises consequences for other countries in Africa, 
and that's one factor. 


Q But that's not different from what -- I mean, 
the Libyan success last year or the year before presumably 
would have raised the same questions, wouldn't it? 


A I don't think we've seen Libyan activity on 
this scale. 


Q John, my question was that Habre only took 
power after French and American combined pressure had led to 
the Libyan withdrawal. There was a government there that 
was -- after that overthrow by Habre's forces. 


In this sense the Libyan withdrawal led to Habre's 
takeover. Isn't this correct? 


A You have a government which is considered by 
us and many others, including the OAU, the legitimate 
government of this country, and it's being threatened by 
Libyan subversion and aggression. That's the situation as 
it exists, and that's what we're responding to. 


Q Did you get any negative response from some 
African countries? You tried to get them involved in 
Chad like the French? 


A Have we had any negative response by African 
countries -- 


Q Right. 
A -- to what? 


Q You are insisting that France should do the 
job because that's an ex-colonial thing, and they have troops 
that are still there. While you have many countries in 
Africa, especially in northern Africa, who have the troops 
and the planes, are they reluctant to go in or you are not 
approaching them? 


A You have fairly substantial involvement by 
one African country -- Zaire -- which I understand has 
already sent 1800 troops to Chad and is now moving in 
another 700 troops, so that's an indication -- 
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Q I mean the northern Africans -- Egypt, 
Morocco, those countries, and Sudan -- those countries that 
you are saying Qadnafi's action might threaten them. Are 
they involved or they are reluctant to get involved? 


A I think you have to address that question to 
them. I don't think we can speak for other countries. 


Q Because you are talking about -- 


A But if you're asking me whether we have been 
urged by any African or North African country not to take 
the action that we are taking, I'm not aware of a single 
country that's made such a plea. 


Q Have you urged countries to take action, and 
those countries that you have been urging have been sitting 
back? I think that was the thrust of the question. 


A As we have said, we've been consulting clo- 
sely with the French. We've had discussions with a number 
of other countries. 


Q Can you translate “consulting”? Have you 
been urging them to take action in their own self-defense as 
you interpret it? 


A No. I think that's up to them to respond to 
that kind of question as to where they stand and what con- 
sultations they might have had. 


Q Have you urged them to take action? It's a 
simple question. 


A It's not a question of urging; it's a 
question of consulting with a country that has already taken 
substantial action. They've asked us for help, for example, 
in airlifting. That's Zaire. 


-- MORE -- 








ll 


Q Since both Egypt and Sudan regard Libya 
as a threat, are you saying that they have not discussed 
possible intervention themselves? 


A I think that's a question you'd have to address 
to them. 


Q But if they discussed it with the United 
States, you would know. 


A (Inaudible) the United States would know, that 
any spokesman of the United States Government is likely to discuss 
Egyptian or Sudanese intervention. 


Q I'm not talking about that. I'm talking 
about whether they have discussed with the United States 
their concerns about what's going on in Chad and whether 
they intend to do anything about it. 


A I think that it must be obviously that most 
governments in the region have discussed with the United 
States and others what is going on. 


Q Including possible intervention? 
A (Inaudible) 


Q Did you say that the U.S. was air-lifting or 
had air-lifted the 700 or the additional 700 Zairians? 


A I think we've been asked for assistance in 
that respect. 


Q And have provided it? 

A And have agreed to assist, yes. 

Q When will that take place? 

A I don't know. I think some of those Zairian 


troops are already additional. Zairian troops are already 
in Chad and I think have been moved by non-American aircraft. 





Q What was the Embassy in Ouagadougou reporting 
about the coup in Upper Volta and Libya's involvement in 
that? 


A I don't know that we have a great deal more 
to give you than we did on Friday, but I'll be glad to give 
you what I have. 
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Captain Sankara announced, as you know,that he led 
the move to depose the former government. He is the 
Chairman of the National Revolutionary Council, and we have 
no further information on the composition of a new govern- 
ment. 


At a meeting of the diplomatic corps on Saturday, 
Captain Sankara read a statement in which he said, inter 
alia, that the National Revolutionary Council wants good 
relations with all nations and that in foreign affairs the 
nation would follow the path of non-aligned nations. 


The United States welcomes this indication of a 
desire for good relations and the intention to follow non- 
aligned foreign policy. We regret violent and unconstitu- 
tional changes of government anywhere, but the nature and 
form of the government is basically an Upper Volta matter. 


We would hope to be able to continue a productive 
and cooperative relationship with Upper Volta based on 
mutual respect and understanding. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


Q Also, there have been reports that a number 
of Libyan military aircraft are flying into Ouagadougou 
Airport. 


A I can't help you on that one. I don't know 
anything about that one. 


Q You don't have anything? 
A No. 


Q Well, I'll pronounce it right next time. 

A O.K. (Laughter. ) There's nothing wrong 
with the -- I got the capital; I just don't have any infor- 
mation for you. 


Q If the situation is so dangerous as you 
expressed it and Mr. Speakes at the White House, did you 
express your concern or have you brought the Soviet Union 
into the situation or into the picture to possibly help you 
with Libya to bring about peace? Most of the workers and 
other things are Soviet-supported or Soviet-supplied. 
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A I think the Soviet Union is well aware of our 
concerns. They have been weli aware about our concerns in 
general, and we are certainly raising our concerns with the 
Soviet Union. 


There can be no lack of information on the part of 
the Soviet Union about how we regard the situation. 


OQ In what way are we raising our concerns with 
them on this? | 


A You do have a penchant for wanting to get 
into the detail about diplomatic negotiations, don't you? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q John, two questions: Would the United States 
accept the Goukouni Government? 


A Would we accept the Goukouni Government? 

Q If the Habre Government fell, would we accept 
Goukouni? 

A I think you've moving into a very hypotheti- 
cal area. 

Q Do you have an answer? 


A Even the OAU, I think, has recognized that you 
have some realities on the ground that have to be taken care 
of before you can talk about more diplomatic kind of 
enterprises. ; 


Q John, can you tell us about Mr. McFarlane's 
travels? What's he up to? 


A Yes. Mr. McFarlane and Ambassador Fairbanks 
are in Saudi Arabia today. They were, as you know, in 
Damascus over the weekend. 


Q Yes. And where are they going? 
A As always, I don't want to tell you where 


they're going next. I know that's always frustrating, but 
the reasons are obvious. 


Q There was a report that he had been 
authorized to offer the Syrians up to a $130 million dollars 
in agricultural food subsidies. Is that accurate? 
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A I will follow our traditional path of not 
getting into the detail, or indeed not getting into the 
broadness or the detail, of the kind of diplomatic activity 
that he's engaged in. But I guess I would steer you away 
from that kind of speculation. 


Q Any reaction to Jack Anderson's invisible 
bomb that might have demolished -- 


A No. I must confess I haven't read Mr. 
Anderson's story on the invisible bomb. 


Q Are the AWACS in Egypt flying or are they 
grounded like in Sudan? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get that. 


Q Are the two AWACS you've sent to Egypt last 
week flying -- 


A No. 
Q -- or are they grounded? 
A No. It's not a question of being grounded. 


I said that they are on the ground. 
0 On the ground. Are they on the ground then? 
A They are on the ground. 
Q In Egypt, not in the Sudan? 
A They're on the ground in the Sudan 


Q What about the two you sent to Egypt 
before them? Before the two you sent to the Sudan. 


A You're talking about Bright Star involvement? 
QO . Yes. 
A There's been no diversion from Bright Star, 


no diversion of aircraft from Bright Star. 


Q Is the Bright Star operation under way now or 
are they -- 
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A I'm not playing games; you'll have to ask the 
Pentagon. But nothing has changed, to my knowledge, on 
Bright Star. 


Q John, can you break down at all that $15 
million in emergency aid that was announced last week? 


A No, I can't. I don't think we did because we 
said that it was provisional and we really couldn't specify 
how it would be -- 


Q So there's no progress on it? 
A I don't think there's any progress on it. 


0) John, the Secretary, when he was asked about 
the settlements, said something about the right to live. 
Now, what's the difference between the right to live for 
Jews on the West Bank and the right to settle? And will 
this right apply to the Palestinian refugees who were 
expelled from their homes in the West Bank? 


A I think I'll leave you with what the 
Secretary said yesterday. I think he really was -- 


Q I really want to know what's the difference 
between the right to live and the right to settle -- I mean 
living and settling. This is what -- 


A I think I'm going to leave you with what the 
Secretary said yesterday on the whole qases sen of 
settlements. 


Q John, can I go back to Libya and Chad for 
just a minute, please? 


A Sure. 


Q The U.S. in its statements about Central 
America repeatedly points to Cuban and Soviet involvement by 
way Of funneling arms to Central America. Does the U.S. 
also see the Soviet hand directly involved in the Libyan 
involvement in Chad? 


A I just don't have anything for you on the 
kind of equipment. I take it that's what you -- you're 
talking about personnel or are you talking about equipment? 
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Q Either/or, I mean -- or even equipment, per- 
sonnel or direction. 


A No. That's one I can't answer for you. I 
think there's a lot of equipment there. But I don't think I 
can really answer it. 


Q Soviet equipment? 


A I really don't think I have anything for you. 
I just don't know what -- 


Q Could you take that question about Soviet- 
hand- involvement? 


A I'll take a look at it -—- take a look at it. 
8) Thanks. 


Q John, is there U.S. diplomatic contact at all 
indirectly with Libya over the Chad crisis? 


A I'm not aware of any such direct contact on 
this. 


Q Can you look into it? 


A I think I'll stand on that. I'm not aware of 
any such contact. 


Q John, you were asked earlier about the other 
North African countries and you said you were not going to 
Say or you were not going to say that there was no urging on 
the part of the United States. Are there any consultations 
-- to use your word -- between the United States and the 
other North African countries about the Libyan intervention? 


A Oh, yes; a lot of consultation -- diplomatic 
discussion. Sure. 


Q With the Egyptians, Sudanese, Moroccans? 


A I'm not going to specify which countries, but 
I mean, I think that in a situation like this it would be 
logical to assume that a lot of countries would be involved 
in discussions with each other and with us and with other 
Western powers. 














Q John, has the United States Government charac- 
terized the Libyan intervention as an “invasion"? Fifteen 
hundred to two thousand troops is nothing to be -- 


A We would call it "aggression." 
Q Not "invasion forces"? 


A I don't know that you would want to split 
hairs over the word “invasion.” I'm not aware that we've 
used the word “invasion,” but I suppose it would fit with 
two thousand troops on somebody else's territory. 


'@) John, there was a meeting this morning between 
President Reagan and the new Ambassador to El Salvador. What 
was the purpose of that? 


A I think that Ambassador Pickering is just 
being confirmed, and it was for him to meet with the 
President. To underscore that the President's concerned with 
and involved in the situation in Salvador. I think it was a 
fairly brief meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on the breakoff in the 
dialogue between the government and the political parties in 
Uruguay? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Is the air-lifting of the Zairian troops into 
Chad going on now? 


A I'm not sure what the time frame is. I think 
it's 700. I think some have gone in on another country's 
aircraft, and we are looking at the request to help with 
U.S. transportation. 


I'm not sure. You'd have to ask the Pentagon just 
what the situation is, whether the aircraft has moved or 
not. 


Q Was that agreed to last week when the President 
of Zaire was here? 


A I can't give you a time on that. I think 
there were discussions, obviously, between President Mobutu 
and President Habre, but I don't know when those discussions 
took place. 
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Q The Moroccan aircraft -- have they gone in 
there? 
Moroccan aircraft? 
Yes. 
I don't think so. 


You said foreign countries. 


r OD FP OO PP 


No, no. I don't know. 


re) John, (inaudible) in the absence of a French 
decision or in the absence of a certain Libyan act? 





A The planes were sent there to be ready to 
monitor the situation, should that need arise; and I think 
they will stay on the ground until a decision is given that 
the need has arisen for them to get into the air. 


Q Given that definition, why was there such 
urgency attached over the weekend to dispatching these 
aircraft? You would think that the President signed off on 
it Saturday morning and they were rushed to the scene that 
it's a hurry-up and wait situation that -- 


A If you have people besieged in Faya Largeau, 
are you suggesting we should move tardily? 


Q No. But I mean it's reported that there were 
fresh -- 

A I don't understand the current -- 

Q -- bombings this morning. 

A We've just been accused of moving with 


extraordinary urgency here. 
Q And then not following through. 
Q Moving to sit and wait is what it is. 
A You have a situation on the ground where you 


had bombing last week. You have had no bombing since 
Friday. 





Q The bombing has been reported today, three 
waves -- 
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A One has been reported today? 
Q Three waves Of bombing attacks. 


A O.K. You're ahead of me. Your com- 
munications are better -- 


@) Well, you're the one with the AWACS, not me. 
(Laughter. ) 


A But I haven't dispatched them. (Laughter.) 


Q But, seriously, it's a legitimate question -- 
especially if the accounts of new bombing attacks today are 
accurate and at the time when those aircraft were bombing 
your friends in Faya Largeau, the AWACS were sitting in 
Khartoum. 


A I would say that if your reports of new bombing 
today are accurate, then you have a very serious situation. 


6) What do you think of the spread of the 
insurgents or all of this upheaval against Habre -- and, 
possibly, there could be demoralization of the situation in 
other African countries that you are putting the forces 
there to watch that? 


A As I said earlier, I think that is certainly 
something that should trouble all thoughtful men. I think that 
if you have this kind of operation by Libya into Chad, you 
at least have to raise a question. Given Libya's record of 
subversion and trouble-making in other countries in Africa 
and elsewhere, I guess all reasonable men would ask them- 
selves whether that might not happen in other countries. So 
I'm sure that is a factor. 


Q Have you exhausted all of the other avenues 
that you could to solve their problem and not to make that big 
thing about Libya with this Chad, besides going to show the 
American force and possibly distracting from the other 
area, which is the Middle East, and this is what the people 
are talking there -- that, you know, you live in the Middle 
East or -- 


A There's no deflection from elsewhere in the 
Middle East. If you're talking about the Bright Star exercises 
in Egypt, there's no diversion or no change in that 
situation. So there hasn't been diversion. But if you mean 
have we been extremely active on the diplomatic front in 
order to avert a more serious situation in Chad, why, of 
course -- as have others. 
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Q John, what are the troops of Zaire supposed 
to do? Are they going -- 


A I think they're mainly in the capital. I 
think that's their -- 


Q It wouldn't be used in this to break the siege or 
anything of this nature? 


A I think at the moment they're mainly in the 
capital, in N'Djamena. 


Q John, do you attribute the lack of Libyan 
bombing over the weekend to the mere fact that the AWACS 
were dispatched; is that what you're saying? 


A I'm not sure that I would attribute it to the AWACS. 


It might be attributed. I don't know; we'll have 
to wait and see, especially in light of your colleague's 
suggestion that there is new bombing today. But I suppose 
it well could be attributed to diplomatic and military acti- 
vity that has been going on over the weekend. 


Q John, would deploying the AWACS radar be of 
any value if there was not fighter-attack force available to 
coordinate with them? 


A I suppose the AWACS has an intelligence- 
gathering capacity, but I don't really want to get into how 
it might be used in any particular situation. 


Q I mean there's no use waiting for the French. 
If the French decide to send in the Jaguar aircraft that Mr. 
Habre has asked for, then you've got a reason to put the 
AWACS up. 


A I assume that if that were to take place, 
then we would have to make some decisions about the use of 
the AWACS. 


Q John, given the range of the AWACS radar, are 
you ruling out the idea that the AWACS assigned to Bright 
Star are not doing double duty as early-warning radar for 
lift-off of Libyan jets? 


A Not to my knowledge -- not to my knowledge. 
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Q John, can you say that the French suggested 
in any way or at any point that the United States send the 
AWACS into Sudan? 


A I don't think I would put it that way, but 
certainly the French were very close -- the cooperation and 
the consultation between ourselves and the French have been 
very close and very good. 


Q I mean would you have sent the AWACS if you 
didn't have some idea that there would be some use for them? 
In other words -- and since you're linking it to the French 


A I think, as we said over the weekend, the 
aircraft have been sent there for a monitoring capacity in 
the event they are needed. 


Q Well, I assume -- 


A You wouldn't send them unless you thought that 
there was the possibility of their being needed. 


Q But if this is coordinated with the French, 
then that implies that the French are about to make a decision 
Cor that -- 


A I think you have to talk to the French about 
the kinds of decisions that they might be debating. I 
don't think we can speak for France. 


Q Is there a major technical problem here? The 
French would have to have IFF in any case so that friend or foe 
would appear as blips on the radar AWACS screen as friends, 
and they would not have that equipment. 


A What devilish cunning. You have gone far 
beyond my expertise. (Laughter.) 


Q Well, I just don't see how they're going to 
communicate. 


A I'm afraid it may well be that someone in 
this audience has the ability to answer that question, I'm 
afraid you've gone well beyond -- 


Q Could you take that question as to whether 
the AWACS could communicate with the French aircraft? 





22 


A I think that that is really a question that 
the Pentagon would have to answer. I think that's where 
those kinds of experts are. 





Q O.K.; thank you, John. 


A O.K. 


(Whereupon, at 12:53 p.i., the briefing was concluded.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I should say that I have passed on to 
the good folks who run this building your request for some 
improvement in the air conditioning system in this room. It 
is not the first time, I should add, that we have requested 
relief. I gather a couple of the units are down, and it 
will be some days before we can get back to near normal, 
which is still pretty hot in this room. But they and we are 
working on it. I suggest shorter briefings, or we'll take 
them out on the lawn outside if this gets really bad. 


I don't have any announcements, so I'll be glad to 
take any questions from you. 


Q John, do you have any further reading on the 
conditions in Guatemala? 


A On Guatemala? 


Q On what the conditions are there? 
Stabilizing? 


A As far as we understand, it is calm there. 
Guatemala City has returned to normal activity. We have no 
reports of Americans being hurt in the coup. A small number 
of people were injured. We understand a few may have been 
killed, but we don't have any confirmed report of the num- 
bers involved. 

Our Ambassador there, Ambassador Chapin, met 
earlier today with General Mejia. The General outlined the 
government's plans to lift the state of alert later today. 
He said that he would eliminate the special courts, and that 
he would continue the process of returning the country to 
democratic government. These are positive steps which the 
United States fully supports. 


As far as Rios Montt is concerned, we understand 
that he is in his house, and that both he and his closest 
advisers are safe. 


That, really, is about all I have. 











Q Is this a change for the better in Guatemala, 
as far as U.S. relations and human rights conditions? 


A I don't think we would comment on that. I 
think we would simply stand with the language which I have 
offered you here. Our Ambassador has met with the new 
leadership, has heard some of their plans. Insofar as we 
understand them, they are positive steps which we fully sup- 
port. I don't think we would be prepared to go beyond that. 


0 Does the meeting imply recognizition or does 
it otherwise -- 


A I think we offered you some language on that 
yesterday. The U.S. practice is to focus on continuation of 
diplomatic relations. Normal practice is for a new govern- 
ment to pledge respect for its international commitments, 
and to evidence a desire to continue friendly relations with 
the United States. I think that's where we stand. 


) When you speak “positive steps," is that 
within the context of another violent coup in a region in 
which we are trying to promote democratic 
institutionalization? 


A Always, the United States deplores violence; 
but the fact is, you face some realities on the ground there. 
We have met with the new leadership and heard some of what 
they have in mind. Insofar as what we have heard, we have 
commented on that. We will proceed from there day by day. 


0 John, did he specifically pledge to hold elec- 
tions next July as Rios Montt had pledged? 


A I do not have any more detail than we have 
just received from our Embassy there. That phrase is, 
"continue the process of returning the country to democratic 
government." I can't tell you whether he gave a specific 
pledge on elections, a date, or anything of that kind. 


0 Was there any discussion on his campaign 
against leftists? 


A I'm sorry -- the question? 
Q His campaign against leftist elements in 


Guatemala. What did he say he would be doing in that 
regard? 


A I don't have anything else to relay beyond 
what I've got for you. 

















@] John, what do you have on the reports that on Sunday 


Mejia met in Honduras with the Defense Ministers of Salvador 
and Honduras and an American General of the SOUTHCOM? 


A Yes, they did meet -- I think it was over the 
weekend -- in Tegucigalpa. He met with the Defense Ministers of 
Honduras and El Salvador and with a number of officers from 
the U.S. Southern Command in Panama. That was in the process 
of a familiarization visit to the USS Ranger. The visit was 
a courtesy cali. 





Q Was there any talk during these meetings of 
his plans against Rios Montt? 


A Was there any talk during that meeting of a coup 
attempt? (Laughter) 


I'm asking you. 
No. 
No? 


No talk. The United States was totally unaware. 
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Do you have the names of the Americans? 


A I don't. Maybe it's possible the Pentagon can 
give them to you. 


QO He toured the aircraft carrier? 

A He toured the aircraft carrier. I think he 
went out there. I think he was on the Ranger. He either was 
or -- . 


Q All three? 


A I know that invitations have been issued, and 
a number have -- You had better check with the Pentagon as 
to just exactly who was on the Ranger at what time. I'm not 
sure in what sequence they were. 





Q Where is it now? 


A Where is the Ranger? 


'@) Yes. Where was it when -- 

















A I guess you would have to ask the Pentagon. 


0 John, just to be clear again, you specifi- 
cally said that this was a courtesy call. Can we assume, 
then, that there were no substantive discussions about the 
future of the democratic process in Guatemala, or anything 


of that nature? 


A This was simply a Ranger visit, and I guess 
some questions have been asked about it. But the suggestion 
that this was a plotting session in any way, is just ridicu- 


lous. 





6) O.K. But aside from whether it was a plotting 


session or anything, did the U.S. engage in substantive 
discussions about the policies of the Guatemalan Government? 


A Not to my knowledge. This was a session to 
discuss how you get out to the Ranger and how you get back. 





0 At this time did you say who the Ambassador 
met in the leadership? 


A The Ambassador I think met with the General. 
0 At the Presidential Palace, or where was that? 
A 


I don't know where it was. 


0 Did he raise in his discussion anything about 
whether the new regime was pledged to protect human rights -- 
to free the Indians in Guatemala? Was that a subject of 
conversation? 


A I don't know of my own knowledge, but I would 
think within the context of the language I've given you that 
human rights would be a logical question to come up. But I 
don't know that of my own knowledge. I wasn't monitoring 
the telephone calls when we got the report from the Embassy. 


0 New subject? 


A Sure. 


0 Can you give us an update on conditions in 
Chad -- the fighting on the ground and the AWACS' role? 








A Not much has changed since yesterday. The 
Libyan and the Goukouni forces are poised for an offensive on 
Faya Largeau. The United States has had no confirmation of 
Libyan bombing since Friday. The conditions there are very 
difficult. It's about 125 degrees in the shade; the winds 
are high; there is swirling sand. Communications between the 
capital, N'Djamena, and Faya Largeau are not very good. 


The troop numbers are the same as I gave you 
yesterday: about 1,500 to 2,000 Libyan troops with armored 
vehicles now in northern Chad. The Goukouni forces around 
Faya Largeau we estimate at about 2,000. That's about 
all I have for you as of 12:35 on Tuesday. 


Q Are the AWACS being used yet? 


A I think I'll refer you to the Pentagon on 
Operational details, and I think they briefed this morning. 
In fact, I think the Pentagon will tell you that the AWACS 
are in the same posture as they: were yesterday. They are 
not in use on AWACS-type missions. The Pentagon will con- 
firm this. They may have taken off and flown around on 
some training exercises or to warm up the engines, or what- 
ever you do with an AWACS. 


Q But they are not monitoring? 

A They are not monitoring. 

Q Is napalm being used by Libyan forces? 

A I've seen the reports. I can't confirm that. 


QO Does the use of the AWACS depend upon the 
French sending in their planes? 


A I think, as we said yesterday, we went over 
that ground at some length. The AWACS have been sent there 
for a monitoring role, should that prove necessary. If 
the decision is given that they should monitor, under whatever 
circumstances, then that they will do. 


e) What is the latest news from the French? 


A I think you'll have to ask the French. 


0 I thought maybe they had told this government, 
and we had expressed some advice or opinion. 











A We have been in very close consultation with 
the French, as we have been all along. But I don't think 
I can speak for the French on a case like this. 


QO In this press conference yesterday, which just 
came over the wires just before the briefing yesterday, he did 
complain that the U.S. had not consulted in advance with 
respect to the deployment of the AWACS in the area. 


A You ought to be careful about what he said, 
and I think you ought to look at French statements in their 
totality. There have been statements from a number of 
French officials. I think I would look very carefully at the 
distinction Mr. Cheysson may have made between consultation 
and independent action. 


0 Are you hinting at something in which I -- 


A No. I'm simply saying, I guess I would refer 
you to what we have said consistently, that there has been 
excellent cooperation and consultation between ourselves and 
the French, and I think the French would confirm that. 


Q Did the United States consult, in advance, 
with French authorities over its decision to dispatch AWACS 


to Sudan? 


A I think we'll leave it at close consultation 
between ourselves and the French. We, obviously, wouldn't get 
into detail of what operational discussion had taken place. 

I think that you can be assured that the consultations were 
detailed and convival. 


. 0 











Q When you say "close consultation," you're not 
saying that you're in close agreement in the consultations. 
You're simply saying that you're on the phone with them a 
lot. You may be yelling at each other, but -- 


A There hasn't been yelling. There's been no 
disagreement between ourselves and the French on our respec- 
tive position. 


Q Do you have anything on differences with the 
Egyptian Government concerning the AWACS deployment? 


A No. We have not sought to involve Egypt in 
this matter. Our AWACS have been sent to the Sudan, and we 
consider that the appropriate place for them. 


'@) Is this because of the differences with the 
Egyptians? 


A I don't know. You'd have to ask the Pentagon 
what operationa’ requirements they have. 


re) Is it political anyway? Is it political 
if the Egyptians are against having the AWACS operating from 
Egypt against Libya? 


A I guess it's an academic situation. We have 
sent our AWACS in connection with the Chad monitoring opera- 
tion to the Sudan, and there has been no request for them to 
go to Egypt. That's an academic situation. 


Q Does this mean there were no prior con- 
sultations with Egyptians before sending the AWACS? 


A There have been a lot of consultations 
between ourselves and a variety of countries in the area, 
and I think you may be assured that there has been close 
consultation with Egypt. 


Q John, any reports of increased Libyan troop 
infiltration into Chad, actual Libyan troops or upgrading of 
the weapons? 


A No. I don't have anytr‘i:j beyond these 
figures we gave you yesterday of 1500-2000. I don't have 
anything beyond that. 


Q Not rebels. I'm talking about actual 
Libyans. 














A Those are Libyan forces. We estimate between 
1500-2000. 


Q By saying that the Libyans are poised to 
attack, which they appear to have been for the last couple 
of days, is there any implication there that they may be 
declining to press an attack? 


A I think it's a fair question. I wish I could 
give you an analysis. I think your analysis is probably as 
good as ours as to why they have not yet attacked. There 
are all kinds of reasons. 


I suppose it could be the diplomatic and military 
activity that has gone on. It could be local conditions. 
It could be preparation. I don't know. I think it would be 
inappropriate for us to speculate because our speculation is 
no more informed than yours. 


0 John, are you encouraged by the situation? 


A I think it's a little premature to be 
encouraged when you have that number of troops with heavy 
artillery, armored vehicles in the area. Although they 
haven't been bombing since Friday, we're not suggesting that 
there hasn't been aerial activity by the Libyans and recon- 
naissance activity. I guess it's simply unwise to speculate 
on what is going to happen. They are in a posture where they 
could launch an attack. We'll have to wait and see. 


0 Do you have any figure, John, on how many government 
troops there are on Faya Largeau? 


A I do not, I'm afraid. 

8) John, have you asked any government in the 
area -- Egypt, Sudan or Morocco -- to raise the question in 
the context of the OAU? 


A I'm not sure whether we have asked anybody to 
raise it at the OAU. I'm not aware of any such request. 


Q Is there any movement in the -- 


A I don't know. I guess you'd have to ask the OAU. 


0 John, may I pursue a question I asked yester- 
day about the U.S.S.R. and its hand in the Chad-Libya 
Situation? There's a Libyan delegation that has either just 
arrived or is already -- is about to arrive or just arrived 
in Moscow. 











Does the U.S. see the Soviet hand directly in the 
Ongoing Operations of the Libyans in Chad? 


A I have no information that the Soviet Union 
is directly assisting the Libyan forces in Chad, but of 
course much of the military equipment being used by the 
Libyans there and the aircraft, much of that is of Soviet 
Origin. We have no evidence of any direct Soviet involve- 
ment in Chad. 


- Oo When you say-"assistance and involvement," 
are you referring also to direction of strategy, and so on? 


AB I guess we're talking about personnel. 


2) How about, for example, the "poised for 
attack." Would you suggest that the Soviet Union is behind 
decisions of that nature? 


A No. I wouldn't suggest that the Soviet Union 
is behind that. No. 


e) Do you have any reading on what you think the 
Libyan delegation is doing there? What they're seeking? 
It's a military delegation. 


A No. Don't have anything on what they're doing. 


Q John, are you saying reports of bombing in 
the last 24 hours are wrong? 


; A I'm not saying they're wrong. All I'm saying 
is that we have no evidence that such bombing has taken 
place. 


Q If there were, wouldn't you know? 


A I again refer you to the problems of com- 
munication and so forth and so on. I guess I'd simply have 
to say that we're monitoring it very closely, and we have 
nothing that would confirm that bombing had taken place -- 
aerial bombing as distinct from aerial activity on Faya 
Largeau since Friday morning. 


om Has the military equipment that the U.S. sent 
reached Faya Largeau? 


A. I think you would have to ask the Government 
of Chad about how they dispose of the military equipment 
we're sending them. I think for obvious reasons that is a 
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question, if they're going to respond to it, then they 
should respond to it. If they want to tell you where pieces 
of military equipment are, that's up to then. 


@) John, when you say that the AWACS are there 
for the purposes of monitoring, does it mean that they're 
strictly there to monitor the flights of Libyan aircraft or 
could it also be to monitor the flights of F-15s which are 
deployed alongside the -- 


“A Our F-15s are-to protect the AWACS. 
ne) Is that their exclusive role? 
A That's an exclusive role. 


0] Do you have any comment or response to events 
that took place a couple of days ago in Germany where a 
Green member of the Hesse Parliament dumped his own blood on 


aU.S. army official? 


A I don't know whether we responded to that. 
No. I don't have anything on it. 


0 This action was endorsed by the Executive 
Committee of the Green Parliament. Does this change the 
State Department policy on granting diplomatic visas to 
their members? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


1Q Was the State Department at all involved in 
the planning of the demonstration at the Pentagon this 
morning? (Laughter) 


A Was the State Department involved in the 
planning of the demonstration at the Pentagon this morning? 


Q Your collaboration with Petra Kelly and the 
Greens -- 


A Not this morning that I know of. 


0 On Chad, please. Can you tell us anything 
further about the airlift of Zairian troops by the U.S.? 


A No. I think you'd have to talk to the 
Pentagon. The Pentagon will give you the details of how 
the planning for that is proceeding. 
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Q How about military supplies? Have you any 
further word on the provisions of supplies? 


A No. I don't, beyond what we have said 
earlier that obviously we've allocated $10 million and gone 
for a second allocation of $15 million, but I don't have any 
breakdown of what will go. 


Q Anything about the location of the aircraft 
carrier, Eisenhower? 





A No. Try the Pentagon. 


0) John, on Lebanon, have you had a chance to 
mull over the reports yet that Lebanon is willing to reverse 
itself on the agreement with Israel, if that's going to get 
the Syrians ovt? 


A No. I think that kind of speculation would 
really fall within Ambassador McFarlane's activities, and we 
haven't discussed those. Ambassador McFarlane is in Jordan 
today. As always, can't give you anything on his future 
travel plans. 


Q Can you tell us anything about his visit to 
Saudi Arabia? 


A No. I really can't. We traditionally 
haven't. 


@) But there were reports that he was given, so 
to speak, the cold shoulder. Is that -- 


A I don't think that's true. Ambassador 
McFarlane asked for an appointment with the Saudis on 
Monday. He was given an appointment with the Saudis. King 
Fahd, as I can testify from personal knowledge, very often 
meets at midnight and into the early hours of the morning. 
I gather it was a midnight meeting. There's nothing 
untoward in that. 


Q He asked for a meeting on Friday, you said? 


A I don't know when he asked for the meeting, 
but he asked for it to be set on Monday, and it was set on 
Monday. I don't know when he made the request. 


Q John, do you regard the statements made by 
the Saudi Government after the meeting with Ambassador 
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McFarlane as in accord or on the same track with the state- 
ments made by the Saudi Foreign Minister to Secretary Shultz 
when they were there in May? 


A You have me at a disadvantage. I'm going to 
have to catch up with the Saudi statement, I'm afraid. 


Q The thrust of them, as I understand it, is 
that they insist on an unconditional Israeli withdrawal from 
-- full and unconditional Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon. 


A I haven‘t seen the statement, so it would 
probably be unwise to comment on it either before or after 
I'd seen it. (Laughter) 


Q But help me understand something, John. You 
have been in touch with the Saudis with Habib's negotiated 
plan, or Shultz's plan, over withdrawal of foreign troops 
when it was a few days old. 


What are the Saudis' views about the Syrian -- I'm 
sorry, the Lebanese-Israeli plan for withdrawal of foreign 
forces from Lebanon? 


A I don't think that I should speak for the 
Saudis, especially in my present uninformed state. 


Q What is your view as to what the Saudis' plan 
is? 


A I'm just not going to bite on speaking for 
the Saudis. 


Q Do you have any comment on this morning's 
report on the Washington Times about Carlos Diaz Alejandro, 
the member of Kissinger's Commission? 





A No, I don't. That's a Presidential 
Commission. I suggest you talk to the White House. 


Q Are you aware of any relinquishment of his 
membership in -- 


A No, I'm not. But why don't you try the White 
House? 


0 Do you have anything on the disappearance 
yesterday morning of the head of the medical faculty of the 
University of Honduras and the head of the students’ 
association? 
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A No. I don't. 

Q Could you look into it? 

A Sure. 

Q On the Kissinger Commission, will all 12 men- 


bers be sworn in tomorrow? Do you know? 

A I don't know. The Kissinger Commission, I 
think, as of today has its own press office, so I would 
Suggest you try either the Commission itself or the White 
House, it being a Presidential Commission. 


Q Do you have anything on the elections in 
Nigeria, whether your position seems to be moving ahead? 


A No, I'm sorry. 
@) Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: When I see the coat rack in the hall 
with the sign which says the door will be open, I know that 
bodes not well for the temperature in this room. That's the 
signal. 


0 It's cool back here, John. 

A Is it cool back there? 

0 Yes. 

A Why don't I come back there and you come up 


here? (Laughter) 


Housekeeping announcement: There will be a background 


briefing at the White House briefing room today, at 3:00 p.m. 
on the President's trip to LaPaz in Mexico. That briefing 
will be open to all accredited ‘white House and State 
Department correspondents. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Can you tell us what is going on in Chad, and 
what the United States is doing about it? 


A I'll give you what I have, Jim. The situation 
on the ground is not clear. We have received information that 
the town has fallen. We are not in the position of denying 
that, but we certainly cannot confirm that. We do know that 
Libyan and Goukouni forces are in the immediate vicinity of 
Faya; we have seen the press reports that Goukouni has claimed 
that Faya has fallen. 


We do have reliable confirmation of reports that 
Libyan armored elements and troops are in strength on the 
outskirts of Faya. We have not had confirmation that Libyan 
aircraft have bombed the town. We don't know the condition of 
Habre's forces which may have withdrawn, and indeed just a few 
minutes ago, we saw one report that chronicles Chadian claims 
that they are counter-attacking. So as I say, the situation 
on the ground is not clear. As we get information during the 
day, we will pass on to you what we can. 


We continue to be deeply concerned about the Libyan 
aggression against Chad, and we condemn their blatant military 
intervention in that country. 











Q And the AWACS? 


A The AWACS are in the Sudan. They remain in the 
area to be in a position to monitor the situation in coor- 
dination with our friends. 


e) They are flying, then? 


A I think I'll refer you to the Pentagon on the 
operational details of what they're doing. 


Q Copy of that, John? 
A Sure. 


Q What is your latest information on the activi- 
ties of the French Government? 


A The French, as you know, have announced some 
troop movements to Chad; but I think beyond that, we're not 
going to have any comment on what action the French may or may 
not be taking in Chad. We remain in very close continuing 
touch with them about the situation in Chad. 


Q Do you have any analysis as to the consequences 
of the fall of Faya Largeau, the long-term consequences 
for the Habre government? 


A I don't know about an analysis, Barry. As I 
say, we'll have to take a look at the situation during the 
day. Clearly, we have said that the Libyan threat to that 
town is serious, and if it has fallen, that is certainly not 
good news. But there are other towns in that area, and cer- 
tainly it does not mean that the battle for Chad is over if 
the town has fallen. 


Q Is there any indication of increased Libyan 
troops in Chad today? 


A We don't have anything beyond what we gave you 
yesterday -- 1,500 to 2,000. 


Q Any air strikes by Libya? 


A Do not have any confirmation, as was the 
situation yesterday where we did not have any confirmation of 
air strikes since Friday morning. And that position remains 











the same: we have no information that would confirm that air 
strikes have taken place on Faya Largeau. Now, there has been 
air activity; but as far as bombing, we do not have 
confirmation. 


9 Artillery? 
A I think there was artillery fire yesterday. 


Q Can you be more specific about ground activity 
than -- 


A I really can't. As we've told you, we've con- 
firmed the presence of Libyan units in the area; but insofar 
as who is where, what condition the Habre forces are in -- if 
they have indeed been withdrawn -- that kind of thing, we 
really have no further information. It's a tough area to get 
information out of. The lines of communication are long, and 
it is a tough business. 


Q Are the weather conditions the same as they 
were yesterday, or have they improved? 


A I don't know. I don't know what they're like 
today. 


Q Aside from the military folks who are deli- 
vering equipment into Chad at this time, John, what American 
military presence do we have in Chad? 


A I think that two of the three trainers who went 
in to train on the anti-aircraft equipment have actually left. 
I think one is left behind. He will be leaving shortly, but I 
gather is taking care of some kind of problem that has arisen, 
and the Chadians have asked for some additional expertise in 
that area. But he, too, will be out of there in a matter of 
days. 


I think the Pentagon, I guess, would have to answer 
the question of how many have gone in with this team which is 
checking the quality of the stuff that comes over. I think 
they said less than six. I have a feeling that someone has 
mentioned three in that connection. But the Pentagon, really, 
would give you the -- 


Q That's -- (no microphone) 


A I don't know what's in the Embassy in terms of 
regular -- military attache and that kind of thing; but in 
terms of additional personnel, that's if -- 














Q Are you aware of any discussions with either 
Sudan or Egypt about sending forces to help the Chadians? 


A Even if there would have been such discussions, 
I don't think we would get into them. As you can imagine, 
there have been consultations with a large number of countries 
in the area for the past week. 


Q John, to clarify a point, I believe you've been 
saying that the AWACS in Sudan were not diverted from “Bright 
Star," is that correct? 


A Correct. 


Q -- because there are reports attributed to the 
Egyptian Defense Ministry to the effect that "Bright Star" has 
been held up pending the Chad situation, because the 
AWACS planes are not there, other support aircraft are not 
there, and other field personnel are in the Sudan instead of 
Egypt. Can you address any of those? 


A I had seen the report this morning that there 
possibly was a delay. I hadn't seen the suggestion that it 
was connected with AWACS. I guess you'd really have to talk 
to the Pentagon about that; but the fact is that the AWACS and 
the supporting aircraft in the Sudan were not diverted from 
"Bright Star." 


Q AWACS ? 
A They were additional aircraft. 
0 As far as I know, at least, the AWACS are also 


capable of monitoring tank movements on the ground. You said 
that there is no evidence of Libyan air bombardment. 


A Evidence. 

Q There is no evidence, you said. 
A Evidence. 

Q Right. 

A 


That we can confirm. 


Q If Libyan troops are helping out -- and there 
are 2,000 -- one must assume that there are some tanks. Why 
aren't the AWACS up there trying to monitor if the 
Libyans really are taking part or not? 








A I think you really will have to go talk to the 
Pentagon about what the AWACS are and are not doing. 


QO O.K. 


Q John, assuming the correctness of this infor- 
mation about Libyan intervention, how do you explain the deter- 
mination of the Libyans to go on with their plans despite the 
very strong statements made by the United States and the move- 
ments in the Mediterranean? 


A I'm not a very good analist of what motivates 
Mr. Qadhafi. 


Q At least, you have an interpretation for this? 


A I think that Mr. Qadhafi's record in terms of 
intervention, in terms of subversion, in terms of terrorism in 
various countries of Africa, and indeed other parts of the 
world, is quite clear; and I suppose you would have to look at 
Libyan aggression in Chad within that framework. But as far as 
a detailed analysis of why he has taken the action that he 
has, I leave that to you. 


0) John, last night, Mr. Ali Houderi, former 
Libyan diplomat in Washington, D. C. on "Nightline," live from 
Tokyo, said that it is an act of self-defense -- Libya is 
trying to protect its borders from the presence of the alien 
forces inside Chad, and they have to undertake this operation 
to assist the Guokouni forces who is the President and not 
Habre as the President. Habre is supposed to be the Minister 
of Defense -- at least (inaudible) to him. 


A That the Libyans are responding to Zairian -- 
Q Yes. 


A I think that statement is ludicrous. I think 
you just have to look at the time frame of who intervened in 
Chad and who is the aggressor. The Zairian troops are there 
at the request of the President of the government which is 
recognized internationally, and by the OAU, to assist in 
thwarting Libyan aggression. Libyan troops, to my knowledge, 
were not invited into Chad by the legitimate government of 
that country. 


Q On the same show, one American political scien- 
tist from, I believe, Washington, Johns Hopkins, I think, in 
Baltimore -- I forget his name -- said that, really, the 
United States shouldn't have jumped its guns that fast, that 














quick and in that huge way, but leave it up to the European 
community and France to handle the situation, since 
they have more experience in the area. 


What do you comment on this? 


A As we have said before, the United States does 
not consider itself to be the policeman of Africa. We have 
not had major arms shipments to Africa; we do not have mili- 
tary bases in Africa. And we have quite properly thought that 
the French, with their long tradition of involvement in that 
part of Africa, should have the lead; and I think we have con- 
tinued to hold to that position. 


What we did in terms of moving the AWACS was to be 
in a position to monitor, should that monitoring aetivity be 
necessary, and in terms of the arms shipments to Chad that was 
really quite modest in terms of the amount of money involved 
-- part of that $25 million goes for the transportation, which 
is quite substantial -- and that was in response to a legiti- 
mate request from the government of that country for help in 
beating off aggression. 


0 John, have you seen the reports of a Libyan 
pilot reported to have been shot down. 


A Seen the reports. 


0 The Libyans deny it, saying that he, in fact, 
was shot down in 1981, and they are just producing him now. 
Do you have any confirmation that a Sukhoi fighter plane was 
in fact shot down? 


| A No, we don't. We just simply are aware of 
reports and aware of the fact that the Chadian Government has 
produced him, and has said what they have said about the cir- 
cumstances surrounding his capture. 


Q These weapons -- whose weapons are they using? 
A Sorry. 
Q Libya isn't able to manufacture weapons. Whose 


weapons are they using? 
A tI think a lot of them are Soviet weapons. 


Q A lot of them. Anybody else's? 


A I don't know. 














Q Is there any way of finding out to see whether 
or not some of them -- 


A We may have said something about it in the 
past. I don't know. You'd have to look into it. 


Q How are -- 

A Hold on. 

Q You said something about France taking the lead 
a moment ago. Does the U.S., in view of the French announ- 
cement yesterday, believe that France is taking the lead? 

A As I said, I'm not going to get into additional 
action beyond what France has announced that they might or 
might not be taking, but our consultations with the French 
are continuing. 

Q But in light of the announced action that they 
have announced. I'm not asking about anything that they have 
or have not -- 


A We, obviously, welcomed their despatch of para- 
commanders to N‘'djamena. 


Q But are they “taking the lead,” in your words? 


A I think I would refer you to what the Secretary 
said in his “Meet the Press" interview on Sunday. 


Q Have you said anything else about the visit of 
the head of the government of Senegal? 


A I think that there has been a briefing on that, 
and I'm not sure whether there is scheduled to be a post- 
briefing. There may well be. 


Q Is he here scheduled to meet with people here 
in the Department? 


A The President of Senegal? 

Q Yes. 

A Well, his schedule, I think, has been posted. 
Q 


Has it been posted? 

















A Posted, and there has been a briefing on it. I 
guess you missed it. 


Q I missed it. 

A Yes. 

Q Can we change the subject -- Lebanon violence? 
Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 
A 


I take it you're referring to the shelling of 
the Beirut Airport. That took place about 5:30 this morning, 
local time. Shells fell in the vicinity of the U.S. Marine 
contingent at the airport. There were about 20 rounds -- 
they were either shells or rockets, but about 20 rounds -- hit 
the airport, and the Beirut-Khalde Road, and the nearby suburb 
of Awzai. One Marine received minor shrapnel wounds in the 
legs. His condition is good. We've not been able to confirm 
reports of civilian casualties, but there were some. 


Q Were the Marines the subject of the shelling? 


A As you know, indiscriminate shelling in Beirut 
has occurred in the past. We don't know whether or not the 
shelling was intentionally aimed at the Marine position. 


The area identified as the possible source of the 
shelling is about 3 kilometers southeast of the airport. This 
is a predominantly Druze area, which is currently occupied by 
the Israeli Defense Force. 


The Lebanese Armed Forces scrambled helicopters when 
the rounds started falling. We do not know what action the 
Israeli forces took. 


Q Do we know from what country these rockets and 
shells originated? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Are you looking into it? 


A I'm sure the Marines have a very healthy 
interest in that kind of thing. 


Q I mean, will you get the information here? 


A I don't know whether we will get the infor- 
mation, but I think, as a matter of routine, the Marines send 
out parties afterwards, and pick up fragments, examine then, 
and do that kind of thing. 





{elo 











Q While you are talking about the Middle East, 
there is a report by Rowland Evans and Robert Novak of the 
appointment -- regarding the appointment of Richard Murphy. 

Have you any comment on that? 

A No. 

Q None at all? 

A No. 

Q Was the appointment made -- did the appoint- 
ment originate with the Secretary of State or with the 
White House? e 


A I don't get into that kind of discussion on 
personnel matters. 


Q Well, I suppose that the appointment was 
cleared with the people at the White House before it was 
announced. 


A That appointment for an Assistant 
Secretaryship is a Presidential appointment. 


0 A Presidential appointment subject to 


confirmation. 
A Of course. 
Q Is there any comment about Murphy's 
background as being -- 
A It's excellent. He's a very experienced -- 
Q Excellent. Is that because he was in Syria 


and Saudi Arabia it's excellent, is that it? 


A He is a very experienced and highly regarded 
diplomat, personally known to many people in this room, I 
think, who share my respect for him. 


Q Well, what I'm getting at is the fact that he 
did serve seven or eight years in Syria and Saudi Arabia, 
and he never set foot in Israel. 


Does that make him a very experienced diplomat? 
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A I don't think that -- I'm not sure that your 
statement's correct about not having set foot in Israel, but 
I think not having served an extended period in Israel 
doesn't necessarily disqualify a diplomat for handling 
Middle Eastern -- 


Q It qualifies him, but I mean the -- 
A It apparently does. 


Q Some people think he's the most anti-Zionist 
Assistant Secretary of State since Dulles was Secretary of 
State. 


A We'll have to leave that assessment to those 
unnamed people. It's not our assessment. 


Q Was Ambassador McFarlane at the airport during 
the shelling today, or, if not, where was he and where is he 
now? 


A I think he was there for part of the 
shelling, Mike, but I guess I really am relying more on wire 
service reports, probably from your particular institution 
maybe, than I am State Department reports. 


Q Where has he gone now? What is he -- 
A Both he and Fairbanks are still in Beirut. 


| Q Does he have any plans to return back to 
Washington, do you know? 


A I'm not quite sure when he will return to 
Washington, and what additional calls he will make in the 
Middle East before he comes to that decision. 


Q Two questions, one in follow-up to the 
question on Evans & Novak. The report says that there are 
some quarters in the U.S. Government who still don't accept 
the Israeli commitment to withdraw from Lebanon. 


Is the U.S. Government convinced that Israel plans 
to fully withdraw from Lebanon? 


A As we've said before, the decision is an 
Israeli decision. The Israelis made that decision to 
redeploy and informed us of it. ’ 
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Q I'm not talking about the redeployment; I'm 
talking about the question, do you accept at face value the 
Israeli commitment down in the agreement with Lebanon to 
fully withdraw from Lebanon? 


A The Israelis committed to that in that 
agreement. 


@] And another question: There was report that 
the Near East and Asian Bureau might be reorganized and 
divided into two separate bureaus. Do you have anything on 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q John, do you have any comment which goes 
beyond stating the fact about the shelling and the renewed 
violence? . 


A No. Obviously, we are unhappy about the con- 
tinuing violence in Lebanon, and it just underlines what we 
have been saying consistently that the sooner one can get 
foreign forces out of the area, the sooner that the Lebanese 
can take sovereign control of their own country and their 
territory. We think that is a goal to be worked for. 


Q John, let me follow up on the question of 
full withdrawal by Israel on the commitment. You said 
Israel is committed to that. 


Is the State Department convinced, persuaded, or 
feels fully sure that Israel will withdraw under the terms 
of the Lebanese -- agreement with Lebanon? 


A Israel has made that statement, 
Q No. I understand that. But what I'm saying 


is how does the State Department feel about that? Is it 
sure that it will be done? 


A I'm sure the United States accepts Israeli 
commitments. 
Q In other words, you're saying in effect, if I 


May quote you properly, that the State Department is sure 
that Israel will withdraw in accordance with its 
commitments. 


A I guess I wish you would quote me on what I 
said rather than what you think I said. 


1464 
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Q Why don't you agree to -- 


A Why don't you go back and see what I just 
said? 


Q Well, that's why I'm asking, because I'm not 
sure that you're saying that exact -- 


A I'll take another question. Mike? 
) Yes. Move on to Guatemala for a moment. 


Q Well, may I stay on the Middle East for one 
more thing, John? 


A No. I think your colleagues are kind of 
losing patience. 


Q Well, I know that, but they always lose 
patience -- 


A Well, so amI. 


Q -~- in defense of Israel. Let me ask a 
question about the Reverend Crossley -- 


A No. I'm going to take UPI. 


Q John, what's the readout on -- 

Q Will you come back to it again? 

A I may. I'll see. 

Q -- conditions today in Guatemala? 

A Yes. The situation in Guatemala remains calm 


today. The country has returned to normal activities. 
That's really about the extent of my -- 


re) Any other meetings with the General and the 
Ambassador or any other officials? 


A Not to my knowledge. I don't think that 
they have met today. I don't have anything. 


0) What is the situation with Rios Montt? Do 
you know where he is or what he's doing? 
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A The same as yesterday. I understand he is at 
his home with a number of his aides and that he is safe. 


0 Has he asked for any political asylum in the 
U.S.? 


A I guess I should say that we don't comment on 
applications for asylum, but I don't want to mislead you. 


0 There's a report in the Miami Herald today 
that local television -- that is to say, Guatemalan local 
television -- has pictures of an assistant U.S. military 
attache in the Palace during the time of the coup speaking 
into a walkie-talkie. Could you account for that? 





A I think they're referring probably to the 
Deputy Military Attache, Major William Mercado, who cer- 
tainly did go to the Presidential Palace after the Embassy 
heard reports of unusual activity in that area, and in order 
to report back to the Embassy on what was happening. 


He did carry a walkie-talkie in order to com- 
municate with the Embassy, and there was nothing unusual in 
his actions. ° 


Obviously, the Embassy wished to know what the 
situation was, and Major Mercado was reporting on it. 


0 He was in no way participating in the action? 


A Absolutely not. No. He was not directing 
the coup. (Laughter) 


Q There is also a report that the coup was put 
off for a week because of the Agriculture Secretary's visit 
to -=- 


A The Agriculture Secretary? Our Agriculture 
Secretary? 


Q Yes. Block. At the U.S. request they post- 
poned the coup. 


A I think that's a very fanciful and untrust- 
worthy report. (Laughter) 


Q But there's another report that suggests that 
the United States indicated neutrality with respect to this 
coup, and that it was common knowledgé it was going to take 
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place, whereas before it had indicated nt sgnoremeand to mili- 
tary coups against Rios Montt. 


Do you have anything to say about that? 


A I think we would reject those allegations. 
The United States did not favor a coup by any sector of 
Guatemalan society. We support the opening of the political 
process that will return Guatemala to democratic government. 


' The Guatemalans are well aware of our views. As 
we said yesterday, the reality is that there has been a 
change in the Guatemalan Government, and we consider the 
pledges by General Mejia to continue the process of 
returning the country to democratic government to be 
positive. 


We have no reason to believe that the new govern- 
ment will not carry out reforms begun by the past govern- 
ment, such as the reductions in violence, the efforts to 
eliminate corruption, increased trade union activity, and 
programs addressing the economic plight of rural areas. 


I should go back to a point -- 
Q Could we get a copy? 


A Sure. <-- that we referred to earlier and say 
that we apparently do have information, indicating that the 
Habre forces recently did shoot down a Libyan Sukhoi 
aircraft. 


Q John, back on Guatemala, 24 hours before you 
made that statement about the Guatemalan coup, you made a 
similar statement about a coup in Upper Volta in which -- 
and I'm paraphrasing here, but you said, in effect, "we 
deplore violent and unconsitutional changes of government.” 


A Yes. 


Q Would you apply that same feeling to what 
happened in Guatemala? 


A Sure. I mean, we deplore violence and 
unconstitutional change of government in any country. But, 
nevertheless, you have to look at realities on the ground 
once those take place and what kind of government has taken 
power. But in principle, of course, the United States 
deplores unconstitutional -- 
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Q Can you be more specific on when this mili- 
tary attache went to the Presidential Palace? 


A I guess as soon as he heard reports of 
unusual activity. I should say for those of us who worked 
as correspondents in various countries that have had 
upheavals, this is not at all unusual. It is absolutely 
routine as soon as one hears reports of turbulence or 
violence in a capital for the Embassy officers to fan out 
and find out what is going on. 


That is part of their normal political reporting 
procedure, and it seems to me that what happened here was 
absolutely in line with everything that I personally have 
seen in a number of capitals over the years. 


Q John, when you speak of the return to 
democratic rule, can you identify a government in Guatemala 
that -- what are you returning to? Can you identify a 
government that did have democratic rule in Guatemala? 


A I think I will refer to this particular 


government, and of course at his press conference yesterday, 
General Mejia said he was considering accelerating the time- 


table for elections in Guatemala, and that he will be 
discussing this with the Guatemalan elections commission. 


@) If I could follow on that: See, what's con- 
fusing about Guatemala for those of us who have covered it 
during the Reagan Administration is that Rios Montt -- 


A Probably in prior Administrations too. 
Probably you were confused over a fair amount of time. 


Q I was in Seattle at the time. It seemed all 
Clear to me. (Laughter) 


A If you'd been covering it from Seattle, it 
probably would have seemed confusing too. (Laughter) 


Q I agree. When Rios Montt took power, he 
overthrew the results of an election which senior 
Administration officials here considered fair, and that 
Guatemala was considered democratic though it had terrible 
human rights violations. 


Now this fellow comes along and overthrows Rios 
Montt, and we're told he's going to return to democratic 


rule, and you cite the acceleration of the election process. 


1475 
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Does that mean that we consider the Lucas-Garcia 
Government which Rios Montt overthrew, to be a democratic 
government? It goes to the question of human rights versus 
elections. 


A Tempting though it is, Jim, I don't really 
think I'm going to get into 4 question of characterizing 
various governments around the world. I think we're working 
with the realities of the situation as they exist. Where 
you see progress in the right direction in the estimate of 
the United States, it seems to me that we have to support 
that and work with the facts as they emerge. 


0 Let me ask you about this government. The 
White House today -- the Spokesman for the White House is 
quoted as blaming the news media and major U.S. churches for 
confusing public opinion about the President's strategy in 
Latin America. 


Is that the view of that person alone, or is that 
the view of the State Department and Secretary of State 
Shultz as well? 


A Bob, when you say the White House Spokesman 
said that, I'm not sure I -- 


Q White House official -- Mrs. Whittingsley I 
believe is her name. 


A I think that the Spokesman for the White 
House addressed himself to that at the White House briefing 
this morning, and I think I would be wise to -- 


Q What he said, that he didn't want to touch it 
with a ten-foot pole. (Laughter) 


A That's right. He addressed himself to it, 
Bob. (Laughter) 


Q So I thought perhaps you'd like to follow up 
on that since he didn't go into detail. 


A I concur with Mr. Speakes' response. I 
thought it was a full and fair and objective and clinically 
detached response, and I just support Larry Speakes in 
everything he said about it. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A That's right. 
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Q John, prior to this coup in Guatemala, did 
Ambassador Stone inform General Mejia or other Guatemalan 
officials that the situation in Guatemala with regard to 
congressional approval of aid and so forth would be much 
better were there changes made in the Guatemalan Government? 


A I don't want to mislead you or give you a 
headline here, but (a) I'm not going to get into discussions 
that Ambassador Stone had. But I think you would be going 
down a very unwise track if you made that deduction. 


We have made it clear. I mean, what you seem to 
be suggesting is was there some prior collusion with the 
United States to a change in government -- 


Q Or we're suggesting, if not collusion -- 


A I want to be sure that I'm maintaining our 
position that we do not talk about Ambassador Stone's con- 
versations. But having said that, let me just reaffirm very 
strongly the United States was not involved in the change of 
government, had no previous knowledge of it. 


Q It had no previous knowledge of the coup? 
You're stating that categorically? 


A Yes. Said that yesterday. Told you that 
yesterday. 


Q Will you confirm or deny the story of Jack 
Anderson today about the reason for Ambassador Habib's 
retirement or -- 


A No. Not going to have any comment on that. 
I would just make the point that Mr. Anderson says that he's 


referring to classified, secret cables. We don't comment on 
that kind of thing. 


Q Do you have any latest information on 
Ambassador Stone's travel plans? 


A No. Don't. 


Q Do you have anything on Chile's 
democratization process? 


A No. 


Q Are you going to ask the Reverend Crossley to 
come in and show you the films he's made of those guns that 
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he saw in Israel that were emblazoned with the insignia of 
Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't have any plans to -- 


‘@) Well, not you, but is the Department going to 
do that. Will it ask him to come in? 


A We're not aware of -- 

@) He's prepared to come in, he said. 

A I don't know. 

e) Will you look into it? 

A No. 

0 Why not? 

0 John -- 

0 Wait a minute, wait a minute. Why not? 


A I don't see why we have to look into every 
Single relatively minor fact that you bring up. 


0 Is it a relatively minor fact when we send 
guns to Saudi Arabia and they're transferred to the PLO? Is 
that minor? 


A I am getting increasingly hot at this 
briefing. I am getting increasingly tired of your 
harrangue. If you were to ask -- 


0 Are you tired with me or hot with the 
humidity? 


A I'm getting tired of you, actually. 


) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A couple of house- 
keeping announcements. Our colleagues in the Press Office 
would like to remind you that correspondents sometimes get 
mail addressed to them and delivered at the Press Office, 
and we urge you all to check the mailbox in the Press Office 
regularly. I infer from that that there may be some mail 
piled up for somebody out there. 


Secondly, the Press Office has available copies of 
two letters which Ambassador Kirkpatrick sent to the 
President of the U.N. Security Council August 10. The 
letters discuss the situation in Chad, and are in response 
to letters also available sent to the President of the 
Council by Libya and the Soviet Union. Those two letters, 
in our view, grossly misrepresent the situation in Chad and 
the surrounding area, but nevertheless the whole package is 
available in the Press Office. 


re) Was it put out in New York; do you know? 


A I do not know that of my own knowledge, but 
I'm sure they would be put out in New York. Anybody have 
any reason to doubt that, that they would be put out in New 
York as well? I would assume so. That's it. 


e) TASS says that the Soviet Government has pro- 
tested, or it has called "provocative" actions by the U.S. 
Navy in stopping that ship off the Nicaraguan coast. Can 
you tell us what you received? 


A "Protest," I think, perhaps is not the 
right word. We understand that our Embassy in Moscow did 
receive a Soviet demarche on this subject this morning. 
I'm not going to get into the nature of our diplomatic 
exchanges with the Soviets. However, in general, speaking 
in general terms about the contact between one of our 
vessels, the U.S.S. Lynde McCormick and a Soviet ship 
last week. 





We would just like to make the point that the 
actions of the U.S.S. Lynde McCormick, with respect to the 





Aleksandr Ulyanov, were in no way provocative, were not in 
violation of international law. The U.S. vessel simply 
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requested that the Soviet vessel state her indentity, her 
destination and her cargo. There is nothing at all unlawful 
in asking such questions and, indeed, such questions are 
often asked of vessels encountered on the high seas. 


At no time did the U.S. vessel use force or 
threaten to use force, nor did it interfere in any way with 
the safety or the navigation of the Soviet vessel. 


Warships have an internationally accepted right- 
of-approach of foreign vessels on the high seas and may ask 
for information such as that requested by the Lynde 
McCormick. The merchant vessel is not required to reply. 





e) In other words, you reject the demarche or 
the protest, or whatever? 


A Sure. 

@) A copy of that? 

A Sure. 

) John, is it customary for a warship to detail 


a merchant ship like that for some time? 


A I don't know whether that is customary. It 
is apparently done. It is certainly not illegal, but I do 
not know whether that is done routinely. 


e) In the demarche, the Soviets mentioned three 
ships and one helicopter. Are we only acknowledging the 
McCormick as the leader of the task group, or what are you 
Saying? 





A I'm not aware of the involvement of any other 
vessels. 


0 What's the difference between a “demarche" 
and a “protest?” 


A I guess we'll have to get you a marvelously 
diplomatic response -- 


re) Since you introduced the word -- 


A "Protest" is harsher language than 
"demarche," but I'm sure there's a better diplomatic 
interpretation of that. 


@) Nine Libyan students have been detained in 
south Florida for studying aeronautical engineering and 
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nuclear engineering. Apparently, this is a result of a 
March 11 immigration ruling that it poses a threat to our 
national security. What are the circumstances surrounding 
this detainment, and should other Libyan and all our other 
adversaries, students, have reason to believe they also will 


be detained? 


A I think I ought to ask you to go to INS for 
the specifics on that particular question. But a recent 
decision published in the Federal Register -- that was on 
March 12, 1983 -- does prohibit Libyans or third country 
nationals under Libyan auspices from taking pilot and 
aviation mechanic training in the United States, and from 
studying certain nuclear-related subjects in the United 
States. It was determined that such studies were not in the 
U.S. national interest. And so while I'm not responding to 
the detail on this, you obviously have to talk to INS, I 
think you should see whatever action may have been taken 
within that framework. 





Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


0 How many Libyan students have you got in this 
country? 


A How many have we got in the country? I don't 
know. 


0 The INS, when asked yesterday about this, 
said that they were doing this in the case of these nine 
students and pursuant to directions from the office of the 
Secetary of State; that they were now following up on this 
order of last March. You know nothing about that? 


A I don't know what recent contacts there may 
have been or may not have been, but I'm sure that the 
Department of State would not be out of sympathy with the 
action that was taken in the sense that we are for what pre- 
vents any enhancement of Libya's airlift capability; and 
obviously studies in the area of nuclear weapons technology, 
we don't think that it is a good thing that Libya should 
have that capacity or that we should be involved in activi- 
ties which would enhance it and further it. 


I don't know what the recent contacts have been, 
but it's certainly in line with our thoughts. 


°) INS further says that this is the first time 
this has happened since the March -- 





A That may be. I wouldn't contradict them if 
that's what they say. 


Q Is there any correlation between that, in 
your analysis, between that and the present situation in 
Chad? 


A Not after the order was issued in March. I 
would assume that would have been pursued vigorously since 
. March, and I wouldn't see any reason why it wouldn't have 
been. 


@) In regard to Chad, all the reports are saying 
that Faya Largeau has fallen. Do you have a readout, any 
response? 


A Yes. I think it seems now fairly conclusive 
that Faya Largeau fell about the middle of yesterday. To 
the best of our understanding, government troops have extri- 
cated themselves. The attack was carried forward by rebel 
and Libyan ground forces with tanks and armored personnel 
carriers and supported by Libyan aircraft. There was air acti- 
vity, Libyan air activity, but we are not able to confirm 
the reports that there has been actual bombing by Libyan 
aircraft. 


We are aware of reports that there were 
casualties, but they do not seem to have been heavy 
casualties. The indications are that the Habre forces have 
withdrawn largely intact even though they have been 
undergoing severe attack. There are those reports which you 
undoubtedly have seen today which we're not able to confirm, 
that the government forces have taken Oum Chalouba and are 
in the vicinity of Koro Toro, but we're not able to confirm 
those. We're just aware of those reports. 


It's about 115 degrees in the shade there today 
with gusting winds somewhere between 30 and 45 miles per 
hour. The process of moving in the additional 700 Zairian 
troops -- I think that Zaire already has about 1800 troops 
on the ground in Chad, and they're moving an additional 700. 
That process is ongoing. As a matter of fact, I think the 
bulk of them may now be in Chad, but you have to talk to DOD 
about that. 


You've seen the reports from the French of their 
troop movements and, again, there have been reports of dif- 
ferent numbers, and I think you should talk to the French 
for the full picture of what they're doing. 











What happens to the nine Libyan students now? 
You have to talk to INS. 


Do they get kicked out the country? 


r Oo YF VO 


You have to talk to INS. 


Q Are you saying that this is just a coin- 
cidence that this action was taken against these nine Libyan 
students and the situation in the Chad? 


A I think you would have to talk to INS about 
why -- I don't know when they were aware of these students. 
I don't know when these students arrived, so I really can't 
answer that question. 


Q But it was Shultz that made the order, so why 
do we go to INS, instead of right here? 


A Because INS implements the law of this 
country in connection with immigration and deportation. 


Q Going back, if we can, John. What about the 
French? Do we have any indication that the French are going 
to finally follow up on the request by the President, Mr. 
Habre, and send in air power? 


A I don't accept the suggestion implicit in 
your question, that we have asked for certain things. 


Q Mr. Habre has asked. 


A All right. I think you really have to con- 
tinue, as you undoubtedly have been doing, talking to the 
French about what they are going to do. We're consulting 
with the French. Some of our appropriate officials are con- 
ferring with the French about the possible uses of the 
AWACS, but anything further on that, you will have to go to 
the Pentagon and ask them. 


0 The Pentagon has sent us back to you with 
questions about the deployment of AWACS and the anticipation 
of French jet fighters. Will AWACS -- 


A Why don't you tell me who in the Pentagon has 
suggested that we might give you information about the 
deployment of AWACS? 


QO Whoever conducted the briefing today; that's 
what I just got from our people there. But the question 
seems to be -- 








A I rather doubt that. 


Q The AWACS, are they going to be used unless 
the French commit fighter squadrons? 


A I'm not going to talk about the operational 
use of the AWACS beyond to tell you what I've just told you. 
That some of our people are discussing with the French 
possible uses of the AWACS. 


Q What sort of air support are the Libyans 
flying -- 21's? 


A I don't know. I don't have anything for you 
on that. 


Q Is the implication that you have no reports 
(inaudible) they're using them for spotter aircraft for the 


army? 


A I think there have been reports of spotter 
aircraft. I think there have been reports of resupply. I 
think there have been some reports of air-drops and that 
kind of thing. 


Q Are the AWACS still on the ground in the 
Sudan? 


A Why don't you talk to the Pentagon. Contrary 
to what my friend over here says, I think the Pentagon will 
address the question of -- 


Q Is there any way in which, if the situation 
settles down a bit, that the United States would be prepared 
to countenance some sort of diplomatic process beginning in Chad? 


A I think that the diplomatic process has been 
going forward all the time. You may argue that it has been 
unfruitful in the light of what has been happening mili- 
tarily on the ground, but certainly we have been pursuing 
the diplomatic track very vigorously. 


Q Can you be specific about that? 


A No. We've been talking to a variety of 
countries in the area, obviously, and they are considering 
-- certainly, there are diplomatic overtures that they have 
discussed and are contemplating. 


Q What's your current assessment of the Libyan 
goal in Chad? 














A I don't know. It's awfully difficult to -- 
8) You must have thought about it. 


A Oh, thought about it a great deal. It's very 
difficult to ascribe motivation to Colonel Qadhafi. Some 
people collect antiques. I think Colonel Qadhafi seems to 
collect countries by force. 


8) I mean, there is one school of thought that says 
that Colonel Qadhafi wants to install in N'Djamena a 
government which is acceptable to him, and perhaps to finish 
off the annexation of the Aozou Strip in the north. Is 
that what you think it was, or do you think he wants to con- 
tinue -- 


A It's awfully hard to ascribe motivation. The fact 
is that his forces, despite denials, are clearly in Chad 
illegally, and Libya is clearly guilty of aggression in a 
country which has not asked the Libyan forces. to enter 
their country, and they are there illegally. 


Q Has the United States been getting a series 
of false or mixed signals from the French, beginning a week 
ago? 


A Our consultations with the French have been 
close and are proceeding. 


e) How do you account for the continuing discre- 
pancy between reports out of N'Djamena of Libyan bombard- 
ment, aerial bombardment and your inability to confirm 
them? 


A I don't know. There's 500 miles of desert 
wasteland, I guess, between N'Djamena and where the actual 
action is taking place. Communications are very difficult 
and primitive. We are trying to be clinical and objective 
about it. The fact is that we are unable to confirm then. 
There are all kinds of reports, not only from N'Djamena but 
I see them coming out of Paris, I see them coming out of all 
kinds of places. 


I thirk what we have to do is try to be as scrupu- 
lously accurate as we possibly can in giving you what infor- 
mation we have. 


0 On Monday, though, you kind of hinted that a 
renewed aerial bombardment might create a new threshhold in 
the seriousness of the situation there as well as Libyan 
participation in actually storming Faya Largeau. Are we to 














take it that your reluctance to confirm these reports is due 
primarily to a fear that we're not prepared to go into a 
more serious situation until we have more ducks in line? 


A No. I don't know. I think you would be 
going down the wrong track there. I think what we're simply 
-- there may have been bombing there; we do not know. What 
we're saying is we are unable to confirm it. We haven't 
seen the evidence. And in this kind of activity, far from 
good communications, there are sometimes wild stories cir- 
culating. And as best we're able, we won't be party to 
rumor and we will simply tell you what we've been able to 
confirm. 


--MORE-- 
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Q Just one more. Do we regard the situation 
now as more serious in Chad than we did a couple of days 
ago? 


A Yes, of course it is serious. It was 
serious when the Libyans and the rebel forces threatened 
Faya Largeau, and as it now seems to have fallen, the 
seriousness of their presence aggressively in Chad persists. 
What they are going to do, whether they continue moving, 
and in what strength, of course, is a matter for specula- 
tion. 


Q John, have you got any reading on the 
degree to which U.S. military equipment was used, and how 
much may have been lost in the fall of the oasis? 


A Of the initial $10 miblion and the second 
tranche of $15 million, we have used about $9.7 million to 
date. That includes transportation. So, we have just 
about used that initial $10 million up. 


As far as -- you are talking about -- 


Q The equipment sitting on the ground there, 
has it been expended by’ the forces there, or has it been 
lost to the other side? 


A I think we have been a little reticent 
to talk about where it is and what the Chadian Government 
has done with it, for obvious reasons, and I think we 
probably should continue to be reticent about where it is 
deployed and how it has been used. 


e) John, along that line, there is a report 
that the Redeyes didn't work. Has the Pentagon enlightened 
you on that? 


A Don't have anything to give you on that, 
Hank. 


0 John, can you give us a cost estimate on 
what it would have cost for the F-15's in that part of the 
world to wipe out the Libyan Air Force and the tank columns 
that were used to take Faya Largeau? 


A I don't happen to have that with me. 


Q Do you think that the United States -- 
you say it is a serious situation. Is the United States 
now doing everything that it can in that situation? 
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A The United States is doing everything that 
the President of the United States has decided should be 
done in that situation. 


¢) On a point of order, I am going to suggest 
that you don't answer questions from that questioner. 
As one reporter who has grown tired of seeing this briefing 
used by non-reporters, I am going to suggest that the 
questioner forfeit his right to ask questions by being 
on the sidewalk yesterday with placards and a bull horn 
accusing the former Secretary of State of being a homo- 
sexual and a murderer. 


A Jim, I think there are two questions 
here. There is one -- 

0 What country are you in? 

A On the question of -- would you mind not 


engaging in a dialogue, please? I am going to answer a 
question here. 


I will be glad to take a look at that situation, 
Jim. There may be two questions involved here. There is 
one, the question of journalistic ethics, and I personally 
feel very strongly that reputable, professional journalists 
do not go out and demonstrate. There is also the question 
of individual rights and accreditation here, and we have to 
take a look at that. 


8) My point is that we also have individual 
rights as reporters to get the news, and I think at some 
point we, as reporters, are going to have to draw the 
line, and I suggest that standing out in front of the State 
Department with a bull horn, with placards, making libelous 
accusations, goes beyond the line. 


A As a journalist, I certainly agree that 
that is, in my view, my personal view, unethical and unpro- 
fessional behavior, but on the broader question, let me take 
a look at -- 


Q Congressman Wolpe made a statement, which 
you may have seen today, in Addis Ababa about the drought 
and the food needs of the country. 


What, if anything, is the United States doing 
to relieve starvation in Ethiopia? 


A I can't give you anything on that. I 
will be glad to take a look at it for you. 
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@) John, going back to Chad, you said you 
are conferring with the French about the possible use of the 
AWACS. That would mean that you would have to use the 
F-15's as back up, and would that not involve U.S. troops 
in a combat situation which you have been trying to avoid 
all along? 


A It is not a question of using U.S. 
troops. If the AWACS were to be used in a monitoring 
mission, I am not going to get into how the F-15's would 
operate, but they are there in a purely protective 
posture for the AWACS, but I think that the appropriate 
consultation has gone forward with Congress about their 
presence and their state of readiness. 


Q But, as you were saying, for protective 
cover, they would have to be protecting, and if they 
have to protect the AWACS and they come under attack, they 
are going to have to answer that, I assume, in which case 
they would be in a combat situation. 


A I think the appropriate notification has 
been made as to how they are armed and what the potential 
danger is. 


0 Is it true that Secretary Shultz has 
decided to recommend Walt Cutler as the new Ambassador to 
Saudi Arabia? 


A We never talk about ambassadorial appoint- 
ments until the President announces them. 


0 John, yesterday you said that if Faya 
Largeau had fallen, it would not be the end of the battle 
for Chad. Now that it has fallen, what is the dominant 
goal of the Administration at this point? Is it to just 
wait and see what Libya does next? Is it to take some 
military steps with the additional $15 million? Is it to 
engage in some fresh diplomatic approach? 


A I don't know what will happen with the 
rest of the $15 million. I assume that that will be going 
forward, Ralph. I assume that the Pentagon is consider- 
ing what additional equipment might be needed, and that 
would go forward. 


As to activity with the AWACS, I have given 
you all I can. The French are doing certain things. The 
Zairians are doing certain things. There are some things 
going forward. 
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@) John, is the capital of Chad in danger 
of falling without air cover? 


& It is not my understanding that the 
capital is in danger. It is 500 miles from the front. 


Q But considering the success at Faya 
Largeau, and the apparent Libyan commitment to continue 
the battle? 


A I don't know. You will have to ask 
some military experts that question. I can't answer it. 


Q John, can you fill us in on what is 
going on in Lebanon, particularly with the three Ministers, 
and what effect that is going to have? 


A Yes. 
Q Can't hear the question. 
A Fill in on Lebanon. A cease-fire in the 


Beirut area went into effect at 12 noon local time today. 

We understand the cease-fire is holding, but the Beirut 
International Airport remains closed. Artillery exchanges 
between Druze forces and the Lebanese Armed Forces continue, 
Or they did continue as of the time we began this briefing 
in the Shouf area which is occupied by the Israeli Defense 
Force, and that activity is taking place near the village 
of Kafr Matta. That is two words -- K-a-f-r M-a-t-t-a. 


Beirut Radio is reporting that the three Minis- 
ters who were detained yesterday have been released and 
that they are safe. And, obviously, as far as the United 
States is concerned, we are in close contact with the 
Lebanese leadership, including President Gemayel, and are 
also talking to the Israelis regarding the situation in 
the Shouf. 


Q Is McFarlane still there? 


A McFarlane was in Israel, and I think he 
is heading for Beirut, but in light of the airport situation 
that may be a question mark. 


Q But did he go out after the attack yester- 
day when he was at the airport -- 


A He went in Israel late yesterday, that is 
correct. 


QO Where is Fairbanks? 
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A Fairbanks is in Beirut. 


Q John, what do you make of the story in 
The Washington Post this morning about Mr. Draper will 
become Ambassador in Tunisia, and some new changes in 
the Administration? 





A No. Never talk about ambassadorial 
appointments. 
e) John, can you give us any more informa- 


tion on how the three cabinet ministers happened to be 
released and safe? 


A No, I really can't. I have given you 
all we have. 


Q No further information. Can I ask another 
question, sort of off the beam a little bit, and that is, 
we understand that Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko will be meeting in Madrid some time in September. 
Do you have something on that? 


A I wouldn't rule it out. If the Secretary 
does in fact go to Madrid for the CSCE meeting and Mr. 
Gromyko is there, it is entirely possible they will meet. 


fe) On that basis, as of now? 

A As of now, that is about the way to put 
it. 

fe) John, going back to Lebanon, what do all 


of these events of the last 48 hours or so do to the future 
of Lebanon? 


Q Question? 


A What do they do to the future of Lebanon? 
That is a tough question to answer, Jim. Obviously, the 
kind of violence that has been initiated against the 
Lebanese Government is something which we deplore, and have 
consistently spoken out against. The Lebanese are respond- 
ing to that. 


Q Does this appear to be a possible begin- 
ning of partition? 


A We certainly are not accepting that possi- 


bility. 
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0 John, a couple of questions on Central 


America -- 

@) George, George -- (Laughter. ) 

a John, you say that you are talking to the 
Israelis. On what level and for what purpose? 

A Oh, I think at many levels. 

Q For what purpose? I mean, -- 

A They would discuss a great deal of things. 

Q No, no. You say about the situation in 


the Beirut area. 


A I think that the Israelis and ourselves 
have an interest in the Shouf area being stable and cals 
when the Israeli deployment takes place. 


Q John, you have been deploring the violence 
against the Lebanese authorities. From one side or both 
sides? 


A We deplore all ‘violence in that area. 


@) Well, the father of the Lebanese President 
whom you support is quoted to have said yesterday that if 
it is a civil war, let the stronger win, and we are ready 
to embark on it. 


How do you assess such statements by the ruling 
party chief? 


A I don't respond to a specific statement, 
but I think the Secretary has made clear on many occasions 
the sadness and sorrow of the United States over the violence 
that has riven Lebanon for a number of years, and I think 
the record of the United States in the past year or two 
very clearly indicates our desire to see that come to an 
end. The people of Lebanon have been through an extra- 
ordinarily tragic time, and we think the time has come for 
the foreign forces to withdraw and for the Lebanese to come 
together and get a stable government and impose their 
sovereignty over the whole country and get on with the 
business of economic development. 


Q Did I ask you this question? 


A Did who ask me what question? 
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0 I think, you know, you are reciting a 
poem that is disrespecting my question or is disrespecting 
the situation. 


There is a President of the Republic that you 
Support. His father, who is the President of the Party 
whom the President is a member of, the Politburo -- 


A I understand the question. 


e) -- who said that they were ready to resume 
the civil war. 


A I told you that we were not going to 
respond to individual statements, but I was offering you a 
philosophy, our philosophy, towards Lebanon, and I am sorry 
if you find it boring and if you heard it too often, but it 
happens to be our policy towards Lebanon, which I think is 
rather a constructive policy. 


Shall I take another question before I close 
this briefing? 


0 A question on Lebanon, the current 
Fighting in the Shouf area, how does that affect the plans 
for the Israeli withdrawal or any possible deployment of | 
the Lebanese Army? 





$$$ —$$_____—_— A ©I don't know. You would have to ask the 
Israelis. 


0 John, yesterday when the shells were fall- 
ing around the Defense Ministry, it is not too far from 
the U.S. Ambassador's residence. Were there any reports 
that the residence may have been affected at ail? 


A I did not hear such a report, and I think 
I would had there been serious problems there. It is not 
unusual to have firing and activity in the vicinity of the 
residence, as we all know. 


0 But you did not hear of any stray bullets 
Or anything? 

4 I don't know if there was any such 
thing. 

0 John, Israeli sources in Washington 


claim that the delay in aid to be presented to the Israeli 
Government in building the LAVI -- 


A Sorry, the delay in -- ? 
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A In giving aid to Israel to build the 
LAVI fighter, is considered harassment by the logic 
of the Israeli sources in Washington, that you didn't 
give them the money as they requested, and it is considered 
harassment according to FBIS on page I-2 of today, if you 
want to look at this. 


A No, I was not aware of any lingering 
problems on the LAVI situation. 

re) John, do you have any travel plans for 
Ambassador Stone? 

A Nothing on Ambassador Stone's travel 
plans. 

Q Do you have anything to add to what was 


said yesterday on background at the White House to the 
effect that the Salvadoran insurgents may meet with the 
Salvadoran Peace Commission? 


A I will give you something. I don't think 
it will really go much beyond that, George. The question 
is best addressed to the parties involved. As you know, 
there have been press reports over a week ago indicating 
that the Salvadoran left and the Peace Commission had been 
in contact with each other. As a matter of fact, we said 
at the time that Mr. Zamora had confirmed such contacts 
and the possibility of such a meeting to the press, and we 
believe that such contacts would represent a positive 
step. 


That is still the case, and all of Ambassador 
Stone's efforts in this regard have been to facilitate 
that kind of contact. But I suspect that that wasn't 
quite the hardness you were looking for. 


8) No. Maybe you can do better. There is 
a report about an American having been killed in Honduras. 
Do you have anything? 


A No, I don't. 

@) Do you have anything on the disappear- 
ances of the two medical university personnel? 

A Yes. I think our Embassy is looking 
into that. 

re) And also, if I could, do you have anything 


on this new government or the reshuffle in Chile and the 
protest tomorrow? 
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A New government? Hold on, we may have. 


No, I'm sorry to disappoint you as you were waiting 
breathlessly for that statement. I am afraid we don't 


have anything. 


Q Finally, one other. Do you have any- 
thing on Mejia's statement that the Contadora 
group “has nothing to do in Central America?" 

A No, I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, it relates to new Soviet charges 
against Lev Elbert. We are informed that refusenik Lev 
Elbert in May of this year was convicted of evasion of 
reserve military service, was transferred to a new Soviet 
prison camp in early July. At that time a bag of hashish 
was reportedly found sewn into his coat, and Mr. Elbert was 
charged with violation of Article 229 of the Ukrainian S.S.R. 
Civil Code, “possession ci ‘rugs for personal use," a charge 
which carries a sentence of three years. He was held ina 
punitive cell with common criminals for four days during 
which time he staged a hunger strike and reportedly 
attempted suicide. Eventually, he was moved to a regular 
cell and was permitted a visit by his wife, his son and his 
father. 


Based on the reports we've received, the United 
States finds the narcotics charges leveled against Mr. 
Elbert unconvincing. He has no history of drug abuse and 
has no reason to risk worsening his situation by attempting 
to smuggle hashish into a prison camp. 


Furthermore, we are informed that the bag of 
hashish reportedly did not contain his fingerprints, and 
that the authorities examining this case did not even con- 
firm that the clothing in which the bag was found belonged 
to him. This incident, in our view, is disturbingly remi- 
niscent of practices seen in the Soviet Union during the 
Stalinist era in which a prisoner's sentence was commonly 
compounded by additional falsified charges against him and 
in which certain prisoners were singled out for especially 
repressive treatment so they might serve as examples to 
others. 


The United States condemns this latest move 
against Mr. Elbert and calls upon the Soviet authorities to 
see that he is not further victimized by such implausible 
accusations. 


@) Copy of that? 


A Sure. 





A I also have an announcement on U.S.-Cuban 
broadcasting talks. U.S. and Cuban representatives met 
August 8 and 9 in San Jose, Costa Rica, to exchange views on 
a range of AM broadcasting issues. The participants were 
attending a World Communication Year seminar of the 
International Telecommunications Union. The U.S. side, 
which included government and broadcasting industry repre- 
sentation, was headed by Kalmann Schaefer, International 
Telecommunications Advisor to the Chairman of the Federal 
Communications Commission. The Cuban spokesman was Rene 
Hernandez Cartaya, the First Vice Minister of 
Communications. 


That's all I have for you in the way of announce- 


ments. 
@) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. I'll be happy to take any questions. 
Q There's a brief follow-up on that. Is 


there any demarche by the Cubans with respect to broadcasting 
the Olympic games and securing -- 


A There is some lengthy guidance on that 
available in the Press Office. 


Q A couple of arms control matters. Does the 
United States have any reason to believe that the Soviets 
have built a new radar which could be used as an ABM which 
might be in violation of any arms agreements? 


A I'm not going to be able to get into great 
detail on that because, obviously, it does relate to 
intelligence matters. But the existence of this radar does 
raise serious questions with respect to its consistency with 
the ABM Treaty, and the United States is studying these 
questions in detail. This is the subject of diplomatic 
exchanges which necessarily remain confidential. 


re) You are confirming then that there is a new 
radar system? 


A We are not going to get into detail. I 
can't describe it for you, but I can confirm that we're 
talking with the Soviets about -- 


Q Can you confirm its location? 


A No, can't give you anything beyond what 
I've given you. 











Q Did the U.S. request a Special Consultative 


Committee meeting before yesterday with the Soviets -- 
A Is that in connection with the missile? 
e) To discuss the question of violations. 
A Let me see what I can get you on that. 
0 According to a story in the Times this 


morning, Secretary of State Shultz called in the Soviets and 
asked, or read a list of possible, or questionable matters to the 
Soviets. Is that in fact the case? 


A Let me see what I can get you on that. 


Q Another subject. Do you have anything on 
the reports that the Secretary devised a plan to bring 
Palestinian refugees to the United States? 


A Yes. There was a little flurry about that 
yesterday which I would be happy to clarify. The Secretary, 
as you know, has had a keen interest in the overall plight 
of Palestinian refugees, has referred to that on a number of 
occasions, and certainly in that context asked for ideas 
within the Department. 


The story to which you're referring, in fact, was 
the focus of a draft paper initiated at the working level in 
order to examine one aspect of the problem. As we tried to 
explain yesterday, some drafting was done on this within the 
context of the Secretary's overall concern, but this par- 
ticular study was done at a working level and is not under 
active consideration. 


re) The Secretary did personally order the -- 


A Not the Secretary. He did not ask for a 
Study on the question of Palestinian refugees. In the con- 
text, as you know, I think he talked publicly and Mr. Arens 
did, and Mr. Shamir. This was discussed when they were here. 
The prospect of being able to do something to help the 
plight of the Palestinian people is very much in our minds. 
Within that context, certainly ideas are being called for, 
but the Secretary did not call for a specific report on the 
refugees nor has he seen this particular working paper. 


Q Was that matter discussed with President 
Gemayel when he was here? 
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A I don't know whether that was discussed 
with President Gemayel. I don't know. It might well have 
been. 


Q In other words, you're saying he didn't ask 
for a study as to how you might bring them into the United 
States, and that sort of thing? 


A Correct. But in terms of his concern about 
the plight, as you know, he's said on a number of occasions 
said, "We talk a lot about the PLO and their role and so 
forth and so on, and who's involved in this. But in the 
meantime what is happening to those people on the ground?" 

I think those concerns of his are well known. 


0 So he asked for studies on the plight of 
the Palestinians? 


A In general, broadly, what might be done, if 
anything, to improve the lot of the Palestinians in the area. 


@) Tell us about the other report; exactly 
what was it? The study, the draft? 


A I don't know who drafted it. I suspect in 
various of your news organizations people are writing 
reports on all kinds of things at given moments which never 
see the light of day, never get anywhere, never get to the 
front office. I think it is in this context that one should 
see this. 


Q How far did this get? 

A Not very far. 

0 It didn't get to the Assistant Secretary 
level? 

A I don't know whether any Assistant 


Secretary would have been aware of it, but it certainly 
didn't go beyond any Assistant Secretary or approved by any 
Assistant Secretary. 


re) And it is no longer under consideration? 
A It is no longer under consideration. 

0 What's the status of the report? 

A I don't know where the overall discussion 


is. 








: Q Was the subject raised yesterday between 
the Secretary and Jewish leaders? 


A I don‘t think it was. There was a brief 
portion of that meeting which I missed, but I was there for 
most of it. Unless it was in that very small section during 


which I was out of the room, I don't think it was. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about this 
meeting? 

A No more than I said yesterday, and no more 
than the leaders did after the meeting. 

Q Could we come back to the report for a 
minute? Why is it nc ionger under active consideration? 

A I tnink it was considered to be an imprac- 
tical report which was not advanced at the working level. 

Q Impractical, why? 

A I don't know. There are lots of reports 


floating around this building that I'm sure are determined 
to be impractice. and not proceeded on. That's a kind of 
normal, brainstorming, think-tank, presentation-of-ideas 
process. 


Q Is it part of the overall discussion of the 
Palestinian refugees that this portion of bringing the 
Palestinians, or 50,(90 which was scaled down to 10,000, 
according to the draft paper, to the United States? Was it 
a comprehensive study which was ordered and this portion was 
suggested in a way ot bringing -- 


A I think ideas have been called for on how 
the plight of the Palestinians might be lessened; what might 
be done to improve their lot. I think the Secretary and the 
Administration are concerned that as time goes by, and as 
politics and diplomacy takes its course, conditions for the 
Palestinians are not improving. He's said that on a number of 
occasions. I think within that context, certainly, he is 
seeking ideas and asking for creative thinking within the 
Department about what might be done. That's the sort of 
procedure that you ordinarily follow when you're tackling a 
new project. I think it's within that context various 
ideas, probably others, probably other draft papers, that 
have been circulating around the building and some are being 
proceeded with and some are not. 
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'e) In the process of preparing for this 
report, from your information, did they consult with any 
Arab country or Palestinian leaders or Palestinian people or 
United Nations agencies, from your information? 


A I don't know the answer to that question, 
but I would think it's unlikely. 


6) Could you check on that? 


; A No. I don't so, because what you're really 
doing is asking us to talk about the way decisions are made 
inside the Department, and we really don't do that. But I'm 
not aware of any contact. 


Q Can you tell us what other ideas may have 
been floated as part of this broader mandate? 
ee No. I can't. I really don't know. 
Q Also, to summarize what you're saying is 


that it's no longer under active consideration because it 
was considered to be impractical; is that correct? 


A Yes. 


Q Was anything else taken as more practical, 
any other idea? : 


A You're not listening to what I have been 
Saying over here. I'm not going to get into the other 
matters. 


| fe) You said there was none. Now you're saying 
you're not going to answer. Is your answer that you're not 
going to answer, or the answer is that there are no other 
ideas? Maybe I didn't follow you. 


A Yes, you're not following. Let me take 
another question. 

0 Can you please tell me, John, what you just 

A Why don't you go back and read the 


transcript, and you'll get it. 


Q Why is the United States, as such, being 
considered as the refuge or the final place for them to come 
to? Why not, let's say, Europe, and is that being 
considered? 

















A You're talking about a hypothetical 
Situation. The United States is home to many refugees of 
various nationalities. I would draw your attention to the 
large rumber from southeast Asia. That's traditionally been 
the United States' position, but also, in connection with 
the refugees from southeast Asia, many countries have done a 
great deal, too. But we're talking about a hypothetical 
situation here. 


QO Only because this was something that was 
brought up in today's piece in the Post that it obviously 
would have encountered a lot. of problems, if not Congress, 
but certainly people -- 


A I don't know. As I say, it was simply an 
idea that is not being proceeded with. I don't know how it 
would have been received or perceived. 


6) Can you tell us at what point this idea was 
dropped? When? 

A I can't. I don't know the timeframe. 

8) Was the Secretary aware of this specific 


portion in the report? 


A No. He's never seen the paper. 

Q So he learned about it from the publication 
yesterday? 

A I would assume so. I haven't discussed it 


with him, but I would assume so. 


9) Was the idea, John, of -- the idea of 
bringing initially 50,000 or 10,000 discussed with Ministers 
Arens and Shamir, this particular idea? 


A I am sure not. But if you are asking, as 
I've just said, which you apparently didn't hear, was the 
general plight of Palestinians discussed during the 
Shamir-Arens visit here, the answer is yes, of course. 


6) Can you tell us where McFarlane is today 
and what he is going to do? 


A McFarlane is in Israel. 


0 And? 














A I have nothing for you beyond that, but I 
admire the optimism with which you always pursue -- 

Q What can you tell us about the Russian boy? 

Q Can we have one more question on McFarlane? 


What do you say about Syria saying that he should go home 
and he's mounting a mounting a campaign of lies? 


A I don't have anything on that. I don't 
have any reaction; I don't have any comment. 


Q Just to clarify, what is not under con- 
sideration right now -- only the portion that deals with 
the possibility of bringing the Palestinians to the U.S., or 
is the whole study on the questions -- 


A I'm sure that within the Department work is 
continuing on this question of how the plight of 
Palestinians might improved, what might be done to improve 
their lot. 


0 So when was the specific idea dropped from | 


consideration? 
A I don't know. As I say, there may have 


been other -- I'm trying to respond to questions which sur- 
' faced as a result of a story and inquiries we got yesterday. 
I don't know. There may be a dozen other working papers 
that people wrote and somebody looked at and said that's a 
poor idea, forget it. I have no idea because the thinking 
is still going on about it. 


6) When was this report or other reports 
initiated? When did the Secretary ask the staff in NEA and 
Others to start bringing up ideas like this? 


A I don't know what the timeframe is of that. 
I think the problems of the Palestinians have certainly been 
in his thinking for sometime, but I don't know when he asked 
for ideas to be submitted. 


fe) Just one more. At what level can you tell 
us was it adjudged to be, or deemed to be impractical? 

A I can't tell you that. I really don't 
know. 

Q You said it was below the Assistant 


Secretary level. 














A I think it was below, yes. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the events 
yesterday in Chile? 


A Chile? 
0 Yes. 
A I'm sorry to keep you in suspense, but I 


will get there. 


Preliminary reports indicate that the levels of 
crowd violence and represession by security forces were 
greater than in the previous anti-government protests. 
There's an unconfirmed death toll of 10 with almost i100 
people injured, including soldiers and police, and hundreds 
arrested, mostly for violating a dusk to dawn curfew. 


This morning, Santiago and other major cities 
appear normal. 


The United States deplores the loss of life 
and the injuries. 


We also regret that recent efforts to promote 
dialogue, to avoid violence, and to build a consensus, have 
so far been unable to halt the process of polarization. 


As we've said before, we believe the Chileans 
from all sectors will have to find ways to overcome their 
differences, within a framework of respect for civil and 
human rights, so that a real transition to democracy can 
take place as the vast majority of Chileans fervently seek. 

0 Copy, please? 

A Sure. 


--MORE-- 
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@) Have you expressed your concern directly 
to the Chilean Government? 


A I am sure the Chilean Government is aware 
of our views. 


re) I have a question about the Middle East. 


Will you confirm reports that visas granted to 
Palestinians by the U.S. Administration during the last 
year represent a high or sharp increase over that of the 


last years? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that 
question. I don't know whether -- is that an INS -- 
I have no idea. 


Q Will you take the question? 


A I will be glad to take a look at it. I 
have no idea what we will be able to come up with for 
you. I will be glad to take it. 


Q Can we get to the Russian boy? 
A Sure can. What would you like to know? 
Q 'I would like to know if this Department 


has any hope of speaking with him at all. 


A Basically, you have all seen The New York 
Times story this morning, and that is correct. The Soviets 
have not yet agreed to an interview with the young man. 
We continue to insist that the young man not depart the 
United States prior to such an interview which would per- 
mit us to ascertain his intentions. 





There have been diplomatic exchanges and ex- 
change of formal diplomatic notes on this question on 
several occasions between late yesterday afternoon and 
this morning, but I am not going to be able to get into 
the content of those exchanges. 


Q Do you know where the boy is? 

A I don't have any comment for you on the 
whereabouts of the young man. 

Q Is he still in this country, do you know? 

A I don't have any comments on the where- 


abouts of the young man. 
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Q Do the Soviets have a right to remove this 
boy from U.S. territory without our permission? 


| A What we are doing, our requests for the 
interview -- our insistence on the interview is consistent 
with United States law. We want to talk with him. We have 
presumed that he has written a letter received by the 
President, and we presume that he wrote the letter to The 
New York Times and he makes certain requests in those let- 
ters. We are consistent, we feel, within U.S. law in 
seeking to interview him prior to departure from the 
country. 





Q What is your response to the Soviet 
charge that this is a forgery? 


A I think that is a good reason for wanting 
to talk to the young man. If there are allegations that the 
letters are forgeries, that would seem to me to underline 
the logical character of our request to talk to him. 


Q How do you do that? I mean how do you 
attempt to talk to him? Do you go to the Embassy, or 
do you go to his house? 


A I don't think we are at the point yet 
where we can establish how such a discussion would take 
place, because we are in this kind of exchange with the 
Soviet Union and with the Soviet authorities here. 

What we are saying is, we insist that we see him before 
he leaves the country. 


0 Would it have to be out of the presence 
of his parents? 

A I can't get into that. That is a little 
ahead of the game. 

Q What if he tried to leave the country? 

A I don't think we should get into what is 


at the moment a hypothetical situation. 


Q If they haven't agreed to an interview, 
have they refused one? 


A They have not agreed to an interview. 
Let's leave it at that. 


Q As a member of a family of diplomats, 
does he also have diplomatic status? 
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A I knew you would ask that question, 
and I really can't answer that at this stage, because we 
are still doing a little research on that. The situation 


is a little complicated by the fact that he has been 
at school in the Soviet Union and has been visiting here, 


as we understand it, this summer, so I can't give you a 
clear-cut answer on whether he does have diplomatic 


immunity. 


e) Is there a legal course, John, for the 
United States to keep him here until an interview has been 


conducted? 


A I think that we are going to stand by 
the words that I have offered you and not really go into 
any additional legal matters. 


0 When did the State Department find out 
about all this? 





A Well, The Times story is correct. The 
young man, we were informed by the Soviets on Wednesday, 
had disappeared from his house. We understand that his 
parents were not aware that he could drive and therefore 
were disturbed when he disappeared with the car. 





We were informed, or the local police author- 
ities were informed, and conducted the kind of search that 
they do in that instance. The following morning, which 
was yesterday, the Soviets informed us that the young man 
had returned to his home and his parents during the 
course of the night, and that there was no longer any cause 


for concern. 


e) John, at what point did this take on 
political dimension? Did you have any idea of the political 
implications of this before you read The New York Times 
this morning? 





A Oh, yes. (Laughter) 
.@ When? 
A I don't think I want to get into a blow- 


by-blow, but certainly the State Department has been in- 
volved in this case since mid-afternoon yesterday. 


Q Did the Secretary himself get involved 
in this? 


A Oh, yes. 
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re) In what way? Did he talk to Dobrynin, 
or what? 


A Well, I probably shouldn't get into -- 
Dobrynin, I think, is not here. He is back in Moscow. 
Probably I shouldn't get into who; that was unwise of 
me. But, yes, he certainly was involved through yester- 
day afternoon and late into the night. 


e) John, why was this not treated as just 
a case Of a 16 year-old boy having an argument with his 
parents and -- 


A And taking off with the car? 
0 Yes. 
A I think on Wednesday -- I don't know. I 


don't know what the police thought. I think that might 
well have been the presumption. Obviously, when a foreign 
embassy requests your assistance, you take it seriously. 

I think when they then came back and said, “Everything is 
fine, he has returned home", I suspect the interpretation 
was that it was a jaunt by a teenager. 


0 Do you see any connection between this 
incident and the charges raised against the U.S. citizen in 
the prison in the Soviet Union? 


A I'm sorry, the charges against which U.S. 
citizen? 

@) Those included in the first announcement 
you had. 

A No. There is no connection between the 
two. 

'@) No connection whatsoever? 

A No. 

@) John, during the period in which he was 


away, during the period in which he had the family car, 

and you didn't know what the story was, during that period 
only, did you have any suspicion that this had more than 
just the implications of a kid going off for ice cream, or 
whatever? I mean, did you have any idea it had any politi- 
cal implications during the period in which he was gone 
before you heard he had returned? 
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A No, I don't think so. I am not suggesting 
that it was treated in a cavalier fashion, but I think the 
implication was that the young man had disappeared from 
home, and it was basically a police matter, a question for 
inquiry by the police. 


I think the character of that changed when we 
became aware that letters had been received by The New 
York Times and the White House purporting to come from 
this young man, and making the statements that were made 
in those letters. 








Q So, it wasn't until The New York Times 
called you that you knew that there was anything more to 
that than -- 





A I don't think I want to get into the ques- 
tion of when The New York Times called us and when the 
letter was received at the White House, and who did what. 
But, things took on a different character as of yesterday 
afternoon. 





Q Was it last night that the Secretary 
worked into the night on it, or the night before? 


A He was here late into the evening on it, 
yes, and -- 


0 Last night? 


A Yes, and then was, of course, in touch 
with the situation when he finally did go home. 


0 Was the Secretary in touch himself with 
the Soviets at all? 





A I don't think I should go into who talked 
to whom about this, but we were in touch here with the 
Soviet Embassy. 


¢) Were the Soviets the ones who informed 
you that the boy was away, or was it the police who in- 
formed you? | 


A | No, the Soviets informed us on Wednes- 
day that the boy was missing. 

Q At what point on Wednesday? 

A I honestly don't know what time that was. 


I think he was supposed to have left home around ten 
o'clock in the morning, or it was established that he 
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left home around ten o'clock in the morning. So it was 
sometime after that, but I don't know what time it was. 


@) Would that be standard procedure for a 
Soviet boy running away from his family for the Soviets 
to notify you? 


A That is a hard question to answer. I 
suppose some embassies would inform us and some would not. 
I guess it is like all of us who are fathers. You have 
to make your own interpretation of what the absence of a 
son or daughter means. 


@) John, when the Brazilian boy that went 
to the night club, did they inform you? 

A I'm sorry? 

'@) The son the Brazilian Ambassador, when 


he went to the night club and -- bang-bang. (Laughter) 


A I don't happen to have any background 
on the diplomatic interchange on that matter. 


0 John, I don't like to take the low road on 
this, but do you know whether this young man has a 
girlfriend? (Laughter) 


__It_is a perfectly legitimate question. 





A It is a perfectly legitimate question, but 
I am sorry I don't know the answer to that. 
Q That is why they want the interview. 
(Laughter) 
| Q John, to be more serious, do you have 


anything on the Lebanese situation, and have you been 
talking to the Druze representative, Mr. Jumblatt? 


A We have talked with a large number of 
Lebanese leaders, but we wouldn't really get into the 
details of that and tell you who we were talking to. 


As for the situation in Lebanon itself, I 
don't have a great deal. Apparently there were artillery 
exchanges resumed today between the Lebanese Armed Forces 
and Druze units. I don't have any further details. As 
of 11:00 a.m., which was about now two hours ago, because 
this briefing is going on, the Beirut International Airport 
was closed. 
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That is about all I have. 


0 Can you comment on the Government's plans 
to renovate the former Embassy buildings of Iran, Viet Nam 
and Cambodia? Could you elaborate a little bit on that? 


A I don't know whether I can elaborate. I 
can give you some of the background information I have been 
given. 


The foreign-owned properties that are now under 
the custody of the Department of State since the Foreign 
Missions Act include twelve Iranian properties, two Cam- 
bodian properties, and one Vietnamese property. 


They are variously here in Washington, in Cali- 
fornia, Texas, Illinois and New York. Some of them are 
in extremely poor condition since they have been abandoned 
at dates between 1975 and 1980, and are in need of exten- 
sive repair. 


Some impounded funds have already been released 
by the Treasury Department. These will be used to renovate 
the buildings in order to restore them to their original 
condition. 


The Foreign Missions Board is discussing the 
renovation and rental of these properties with commercial 
firms in order to maintain them in the best interest of 
the community. That is about all the background I have. 


0 Is there any reason why this is happening 
now as opposed to a year ago? 


A I am afraid you have come to about the 
limit of my background information on it. 


Q Can you give us a read-out on the situa- 
tion in Chad? 


A On Chad, sure can. 
Q Like the temperature in Faya Largeau? 
A I don't have a temperature for you. I 


understand it is hot and sandy. (Laughter) 


It appears that the Libyans are consolidating 
their position at Faya Largeau. We don't have any exact 
figures on casualties among Habre's troops, but there is 
reason to believe that a substantial part of his forces suc- 
ceeded in withdrawing in an orderly fashion. 
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We have got reports now that the fighting at 
Faya Largeau was intense, that it involved artillery 
bombardment, and that there was aircraft strafing by 
Libyan forces of the Habre forces extricating themselves 
from the battle. 





We have also since then had some reports that 
Libyan planes have bombed Oum Chalouba. That is the 
Oasis to which apparently government forces, or on which 
they consolidated themselves. There are indications that 
government forces are in control of Oum Chalouba. 


The airlift of Zairian troops which the United 
States is conducting at the request of Zaire will probably 
be complete today. We expect it to be complete today. I 
think about 1,800 Zairian troops were there already, and 
so you have an additional 700 for about 2,500, and that is 
really about all I have got for you. 


+ eer QO  #£9John, can you. confirm -- you said there 
were reports of Libyan's bombing of Oum Chalouba. Can you 
confirm those reports? 


A I think we are fairly confident that that 
bombing has taken place. 


0 AWACS? 
——— ——— ire AWACS situation remains unchanged. 


0 John, when do you expect the American 
trainers, logistics experts, and the other military per- 
sonnel to return? I understand two of the Red-eye trainers 
have returned, but one remained behind, and there are at 
least three logistics experts and three quality-assurance 
team members. 


A Those figures sound about right. I must 
confess I haven't checked that for a day. I remember that 
two of the original three are out, and whether the third 
is out yet, I don't know. You might ask the Pentagon. 


0 I asked there this morning. 
; A I am sure their information is better 
than mine. 
0 Do you think that their mission will be 


extended, now, with all the -- 


A I don't know. What did the Pentagon say? 
I guess they will be out as soon as whatever their respec- 
tive missions are completed. 
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Q Do you have any confirmation of a report 
that the Red-eye missiles didn't work because they can't 
distinguish between the landscape and --? 


A No, I don't have anything on that for 
you. 


0 The President referred to many African 
countries as having contributed forces. Are there any 
others besides Zaire that we know about? 


A I wouldn't get into discussions with 
other countries who may or may not have indicated assis- 
tance, but at the moment I think the French have talked 
about up to five hundred paracommandoes going in there, 
and maybe they are all in there by now, and the 
Zairians, of course, have 2,500. 


e) But you don't know of any others? 
A No. 
0 John, have you received any requests for 


additional military aid from the Habre Government? 


A I don't quite how to respond to that 
"additional requests". I think Habre has made -- 


0 The Pentagon says that all that had 
been requested as of yesterday was delivered, and in the 
wake of the fall of Faya Largeau, has anything else been 
asked for? 


A I don't know that anything has been asked 
for specifically of ourselves. As you know, Mr. Habre 
has talked in general about the need for support and help, 
but I am not sure of whether there has been anything in 
the way of a specific request to us for more specific 
items. 


0 What about this notion of a settlement 
based on the removal of Habre and Goukouni? That has 
been floated. Do you have anything? ae 


A I know. I guess the Libyans have put 
Out some reports about deals and negotiations, and I 
think you would have to ask them. 


As far as we are concerned, the first step 
towards establishing peace in Chad would be for Libya to 
withdraw its troops from that country, and to stop its 
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aggression against what is the legitimate government of 
that country. 


e) John, if the Iranians will ever restore 
diplomatic relations with the United States, will the 
United States, the State Department, return their Embassy 
to their owners? 


A I don't know. You are asking a hypo- 
thetical question. 


0 Do you have anything on Lesotho and the 
Support it is apparently seeking? 


| A I may have something on that. Is that the 
question of the South African refugees? 
Q Yes. 
A The Ambassador of Lesotho did meet with 


officials in the Department of State, that was on August 
4, to tell us of the decision to evacuate the South African 
refugees currently in Lesotho. 

That is it. 


0 Do you have any view with respect to the 
evacuation of some 3,000 refugees? 


A I am afraid you have got all I have. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. If my answers are 
less lucid than usual, it's because I got back at 4:00 
this morning, but I'll be happy to try. 


No announcements for you. 


Q Alan, are we still planning to talk to the 
Soviet youth, and when will that occur? 


A It remains our desire to ascertain the young 
man's intentions. Our position on it hasn't changed. I 
can't tell you when it's going to occur. 


e) Alan, what legal precedents or statutes apply 
in this case that make it just for us to want to talk to 
this guy? 


A I don't think we're going to get into that 
question in great detail. Our lawyers have, however, 
reviewed the issue and have advised us that the actions we 
are talking about are consistent with law. 


Q Can you tell us what law you are talking about? 


A No. I just said I wasn't going to get into 
the detail. 


fe) Alan, since you undoubtedly saw the long, 
page one story in The Washington Post today which reports 
that Secretary Shultz has been decisively eclipsed by Judge 
Clark, you're here to tell us that this entire Post story is 
balderdash, and that there is no truth to it. Is that 
right, Alan, or wrong? (Laughter) 








A The entire story -- I'd have to go through it 
word by word, Lester. I would say that the thrust -- 


0 You did this morning, undoubtedly, -- 


A I did read it, Lester. Yes, I did. 


fe) O.K. Fine, Alan. Is it true or false, Alan? 














A The way you have just phrased it, which I 
think is an accurate summary of at least the headline and 
perhaps a good part of the story, I think is -- 


@) Is balderdash? 


A -- is simply not true. And I think if you 
talked to Judge Clark, he would agree with that. I did talk 
to him yesterday, and I don't know why these stories 


persist. 


8) Alan, I want to tell you that is the most 
straightforward and substantive answer I've ever heard, and 


I congratulate you. 
(Laughter) 
A Thank you, Lester. 


Q Does the Secretary still plan to stay on 
until the end of the present Administration? 


A He made that very clear yesterday. 


Q Getting back to this Soviet youth for just a 
moment, are there any cases in which a similar situation has 
occurred in Moscow, with an American dependent? ——--—- ——--— 


A An American dependent who said he didn't want 
to leave the Soviet Union? 


0 No, but with a request by the Soviet Union 
to interview an American dependent, and the United States 
agreed to do that? 


A I don't know, Ralph, and I wouldn't get into 
that sort of question. 


Q How about the question of whether -- On 
Friday night, I believe, or Thursday night; I've forgotten 


which == 


A But let me go back: I think you can rest 
assured that I know of no instance in which an American 
dependent has said he wanted to stay in the Soviet Union. 


Q I'm talking about the question of interview. 





— 


aa 








A I understood your question. Go ahead. 
What's your second question? 


Q The second question deals with the incident 
at the airport in which another Soviet dependent apparently 
was detained briefly or questioned before departing, as I 
understand occurred on Friday night or Thursday night -- 
I've forgotten which. 


Do the American dependents in Moscow undergo that 
same kind of procedure when they come and go? 


A I think there was no -- Well, I guess I'm 
not going to comment, first of all, on that specific case, 
but I think I recall through my fog that it was addressed by 
the Press Office over the weekend, and we'll refer you to 
what they said about it. 


Again, I can't tell you what the procedures are in 
Moscow. 


Q Alan, are negotiations currently underway 
between the State Department and the Soviet Embassy to 
conduct an interview with the boy? And at what state are 
these negotiations? 


A We continue to have contact. I'm not going 
to try to characterize it for you, or describe it in any 
detail. 


fe) You don't believe the boy is in the United States? 


A I don't think we've tried to give you a 
detailed answer on where he might be, and I'm not going to 
try to do that now. 


Q A Soviet diplomat came to the State 
Department on Saturday. 


A Yes. 


8) Was he called here by the State Department or 
did he request to the State Department? And have there been 
other meetings since then? 


A Again, I don't think I want to get into the 
details of our conversations... It is true that Mr. Sokolov 
was here, but I guess I really can't get into that further, 


Bob. 











Q Have there been any more meetings like that? 


A Any more meetings, somebody physically coming 
over? I don't know the answer to that. I've been out. But 
as I say, I'm sure that the contact is continuing. So 
whether it is by meetings, phone calls or what have you, it 
continues. 


6) Has the FBI analysis of these letters turned 
up to show that these are forgeries or are real? 


A Again, I don't have anything to give you 
secifically on that. I'm not sure I would, in terms of what 
the FBI has determined. 


I would say that we don't have any reason par- 
ticularly to believe that they are forgeries, on the one 
hand; on the other, that is, of course, one reason that we 
want to talk with the young man, to determine whether this 
indeed represents his own view. 


@) But the two letters do match up? 


A Again, I'm not going to go try to get into 
the question of the FBI analysis. 


0 If you refresh your memory, Alan, where does 
the State Department stand in the case of Walter Polovchak? 


A I'm not sure where the State Department 
stands on that. I guess it's a matter that is in the 
courts, Lester. 


fe) A similar situation, isn't it? 
A It's a matter that is in the courts, Lester. 
fe) Does the Soviet youth in Washington have 


diplomatic immunity? 
A I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Doesn't the Fact that he was traveling on a 
diplomatic passport mean that he has immunity? 


A Not necessarily. I've traveled on a diploma- 
tic passport in areas where I haven't had diplomatic 
immunity. 


QO Could I change the subject? I heard another 
question back there. 














A On this subject, you mean, finish it off? 


Q Usually, when a diplomat is expelled from a 
country, there is a sort of retaliation in the same manner. 
What sort of retaliation do you expect from the Soviet 
Union? 


A I can't say whether there would .- any reta- 
liation. I don't know that there would be any p-:» icular 
reason for retaliation; but in any case, there a‘t been 


any, and I'm not going to try to speculate. We would hope 
this issue would be resolved satisfactorily, and we wouldn't 
have that issue to consider. 


Q Alan, a spokesman at the Soviet Embassy says 
they will send the boy home without first subjecting him to 
an interview. What if they try to do that? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on that, 
Greg. 


0 (Inaudible) Department Press Office did issue 
a statement saying that the United States has been given 
assurances that he is still in the United States. Sol 
repeat my earlier question -- 


A I have nothing beyond what they may have 
issued on Friday. 


e) Has his father been called to the State 
Department? 


A I guess that would come under the heading of 
what kind of exchanges we've had with them, so I think I 
prefer not to violate that principle. 


0 You mentioned Sakolov by name. 


A Well, he is the Charge. 0O.K. Can we go to 
another subject? You had a question, Jim. 


0 Do you have anything on this alleged report 
between Guatemala and El Salvador, specifically with respect 
to the provision by El Salvador of U.S. weapons? 


A Yes, we've seen the press report, obviously, 
but are not aware of any plan for a program of cooperation 
of the sort that was described this morning. 











Q Can you tell us what U.S. law is with respect 
to the necessity for U.S. permission to transfer U.S. 
weapons to a third country? 


A To transfer U.S.-furnished weapons/ arms to 
third countries would require authorization of the U.S. 
Government. 


0 And would such authorization be forthcoming? 
A That's speculative. 

Q No. It's hypothetical. 

(Laughter. ) 


A That, too. That answer would be speculative; 
the question is hypothetical. Do you want to brief today? 


fe) Do you have any comment on the interview 
yesterday published in the Post with President Assad of 
Syria? 


Ay We saw the interview, obviously, but the U.S. 
has an official dialogue with Syria. We're working to 
strengthen it. We understand that the Government of Syria 
might also want to inform the American public of its posi- 
tions on regional and international questions through such 
means as this interview. But we don't have any comment on 
it or on the substance of it. 


Q Do you think that the Syrian position as 
expressed in this interview gives a lot of room for con- 
tinuation of the negotiations? 

A As I say, we have our own dialogue, and I'm 
not going to comment a on press interview that President 
Assad has had. 

¢) Is McFarlane in Beirut? 

A Yes. 

fe) How long is he going to stay there? 


A I can't tell you, and we haven't tended to do 
that, Peter. 


0 There are reports that he is planning to go 
back to Syria on Wednesday. 
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A Again, Syria is one of the countries with 
which we have been conducting a dialogue as I just indi- 
cated. But, beyond that I'm not going to try to give you 
any specifics on the travel plans. 


QO The official dialogue, Alan, is it through 
the Embassy only or are you referring to the McFarlane 
recent visit there? 


A There are a variety of channels for carrying 
Out a dialogue. 


Q Any comment on the latest fighting in Beriut, 
and report of some American equipment was captured by the Druges? 


A I don't have any comment on the last part of 
your question. As far as sort of a sitrep is concerned, 
we've seen press reports indicating that the Beirut area was 
calm this morning and that artillery exchanges had ceased, 
but that the Beirut International Airport remains closed. 


We continue to urge all parties to exercise 
restraint and to work constructively with the Government of 
, Lebanon to achieve national reconciliation and an end to 
needless bloodshed. 


QO Alan, would you want to comment on this 
paragraph in the Post this morning that the Administration 
officials have acknowledged that President Reagan is private- 
ly impatient with the Contadora Group's effort for a 
regional peace settlement and is concerned that the effort 
may be providing world respectability to Nicaragua? 


A I think that question might perhaps better be 
addressed to Larry Speakes, but I do know from talking with 
him that if you are familiar with what the Secretary said at 
his press conference yesterday, he gave strong backing to 
the efforts of the Contadora group and the Contadora process 
and the President stands fully behind what the Secretary 
said. 





re) Back to the Middle East with one more point. 
There is a report in the Israeli press that El Salvador is 
about to transfer its Embassy from Tel Aviv back into 
Jerusalem. 


Considering your position on Jerusalem, do you 
have any comment on that? 


A No. I wasn't aware of it. Don't have any 
comment on it. 


re) Do you have anything about any sort of new 
U.S. effort this week, more arms shipments, anything we're 
doing to help bolster the Chad Government? 
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A I don't have anything new to give you. My 
understanding -- and I would ask you to check perhaps with 
the Pentagon for a definitive number -- but I understand 
that the amount of equipment, including transportation costs 
provided thus far, is about $1l million. 


We are studying further aid requirements, but I 
don't have anything further to give you at this particular 
point. 


Q What are the latest developments on Chad? 


A There are no reports of renewed fighting 
today, but there are indications that the Libyans continue 
to move their forces and equipment into Chad. 


Q What about the French? 
A What about them? 
0 What about their maneuvers? 


A Their maneuvers? Their deployment of 
trainers to Chad is. in response to requests for assistance 
from the Government of Chad based on their requirements at 
this point, and we support the French efforts to strengthen 
the position of the legitimate Government of Chad. 


Q Has there been any additional dialogue 
between French officials and U.S. officials on using the 
AWACS? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of 
discussion. I think John indicated that appropriate offi- 
cials were in contact on that issue. I don't have any 
update to give you. I don't intend to give you a day by 
day. 








We do remain, however, in close contact and con- 
sultation with the French, and that's where it's been. 


0 No change in the AWACS status, right? 


A No change in the AWACS status. I understand 
it has done some exercising within Sudan, but again, beyond 
that, we're not going to comment on operational plans or 
other details. 


fe) What about exercising? What do you mean? 


A Check with the Pentagon as to what that 
means. I guess they go up and they fly around and flap 
their wings or whatever they do. (Laughter) I don't know. 
I don't know what airplanes do when they exercise. You tell 
me. 

















re) Alan, the Lebanese Ambassador was in the 
building on Saturday, I understand, appealing for more 
troops for the peacekeeping force. 


What's our position on that? 


A I understand that he was on television this 
morning and indicated that he had not in fact discussed the 
MNF, so I would just point that out to you. I'm not 
speaking to that. He has spoken to that. 


The Secretary did have a brief meeting with the 
Lebanese Ambassador on Saturday morning, but I'm not going 
to get into the details of that exchange. 


With regard to the MNF part of your question, the 
U.S. position is clear. While we have received a request 
from the Government of Lebanon to consider ways in which the 
MNF might play a role in the area to be evacuated by the 
IDF, it is still premature to address the question of what 
an expanded role for the MNF might involve. 


fe) Alan, back to Chad: Do you have any further 
information about talks between the French and the Libyans? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. I think 
you'd have to ask the French about that. 


¢) I just wanted to follow up on something you 
said before. Do you have a new estimate on the number of 
Libyans in Chad now? 


A I think at the end of the week we indicated 
that we have now -- are carrying a minimum of 2500 Libyans 
in Chad south of the Aouzou Strip. 


I might note that this is a buildup of about 2000 
over the last couple of weeks; that Libyan equipment includes 
tanks, APCs, trucks, tank transporters, jeeps, 
artillery, multiple rocket launchers, attack helicopters, 
transport helicopters, and light transport aircraft. 


Q Can we confirm there has been any Libyan 
bombing since a week ago Friday? 


A I think that John indicated last week that we 
had indications, which we attach credibility to, that there 
had been bombing last week. 


Q I just wanted to go back a little bit over 
the questions about Secretary Shultz's position in the 
Administration to make sure that I understand where you're 
coming from. 
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Is it your position that the Secretary is still 
the principal figure and spokesman in the formation and the 
public enunciation of foreign policy in this Administration? 


A . Other than the President? 
Q Other than the President. 


A I think that that's fair. The principal 
foreign policy adviser and articulator in the 
Administration. Certainly. 


@) A number of questions, as you know, have been 
raised in the press and the media about Mr. Clark's role, 
and the general thrust of this has been that Mr. Clark has 
become the dominant figure in foreign policy in this 
Administration. 


I just want to be sure that I understand what 
you're saying about this. Is it your position that this is 
not true? 


: A Again, I would refer you to -- I guess the 
whole interview is not available. But the Secretary has 
made various statements himself about Judge Clark's role and 
the cooperation that they have between them, and I don't 
think I need to expand on that. 


It was partially addressed in the article which 
appeared yesterday in The New York Times Magazine, but I 
don't think I'm going to try to get into that question, Jim. 
The Secretary has addressed it on numerous occasions, and 
I'm not going to go back over it. 








e) You're saying the Secretary addressed it but 
the transcript isn't available? Could we get the transcript 
available? 

A No. There are partial quotes that are 


available, and I think you could look at it and you can see 
that the Secretary certainly has a positive approach to what 
Judge Clark's role is and the way they work together. 


re) Sir, the Secretary of State holds a constitu- 
tional office. Therefore, would it not be unconstitutional 
if anyone else considered himself or was in fact more power- 
ful in reference to the President? 


A You stretch my knowledge of the constitution, 
but I don't think that issue really arises. 


0 In terms of a specific incident, do you have 
anything on what Newsweek was reporting, that the Secretary 
talked to the President and claimed that decisions were being 
made without his input? 














ll 


A Again, the Secretary addressed this yester- 
day, and I don't have anything beyond what he said at that 
time. 

8) Do you have any comment on the decision of 


Liberia to renew diplomatic relations with Israel? 





A Yes. 

@) Who? 

A Liberia. The question is any comment on 
Liberia's decision to establish diplomatic relations -- or 


resume normal diplomatic relations with Israel. 


The United States welcomes the Government of 
Liberia's independent decision to resume relations with 
Israel. Libya made this -- excuse me. Not Libya. 
(Laughter) I'll start again. (Boooo ) 


@) Get some sleep, Alan. (Laughter) 
A You're right. I'll go back over it. 


The United States welcomes the Government of 
Liberia's independent decision to resume relations with 
Israel. Liberia made this important move on its own ini- 
tiative, and we continue to encourage other countries to 
extend full diplomatic recognition to the State of Israel. 


fe) Another African question, Alan: On July 10, 
Bishop Abel Muzorewa and his congregation near Harare were 
attacked by a mob of Mr. Mugabe's ZANU PF people led by a 
motorcycle with government plates, and this mob stoned the 
Bishop and his people at a church dedication, and the Bishop 
said that these attacks are widespread throughout the 
country and the conditions in Zimbabwe -- 

A Question? 

fe) I beg your pardon? 

A Could I have a question? 

fe) I'll finish it if you give me a chance. 

A 


It's rather long, Lester. 


Q Thank you. I'm trying to tell you what the 
question is. I know you're not impatient, Alan. Maybe it's 
a lack of sleep -- 














A Good going, Lester. 


'@) -- but I'll finish if you'll allow me. And 
he said the conditions in Zimbabwe are worse today than 
under Ian Smith, and my question is, since the State 
Department arranged $75 million for this Marxist-oriented 
government, what are we doing about this attack on Bishop 
Muzorewa, his people, his Methodists throughout Zimbabwe? 


A Lester, I think that --- (a) I don't know 
what the specifics are about any such incident, but you may 


Q It was reported by Religious News Service to 
800 clients, but somehow the big media failed to report this 
as they used to report things in Rhodesia. 


A Lester, instead of a speech, let me answer my 
question. 

fe) I am trying to clue you in. 

A My answer to you is the U.S., as you know, 


always deplores violence. I cannot comment on the internal 
affairs, though, of another country. 





Q Well -- 

A That's my answer. 

0 Wait a minute. I have a follow-up on that. 
A That's a surprise. 

) Would you contend that there is any evidence 


that the State Department has shown as much concern about 
human rights in Zimbabwe as about human rights in El 


Salvador? 

A Lester, we are concerned about human rights 
everywhere. 

) Yes. But why are Hispanics entitled to more 


concern for their human rights in El Salvador than blacks in 
Zimbabwe? Don't you care about the blacks in Zimbabwe? 


4 That's your judgment, Lester. 


@) No, no. I want to ask. 
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a That isn't U.S. policy. 


@) It isn't. In other words, we're just as con- 
cerned -- 

A Lester -- 

@) No. You haven't clarified it. 

A Yes, I have. 

0 Alan, are we as concerned? Then what are we 


doing to show our concern for Zimbabwe? Could you tell us? 


A Lester, I refer you to the Human Rights 
Report. 


QO Back on that Contadora just a minute, the 
President didn't mention that in his speech. Was that -- 
the whole effort in Mexico, was that by neglect? Was it 
inadvertent? I'm just curious as to -- 


A I wasn't involved in the drafting process of 
the speech, but, as I say, the fact is that the President 
Supports everything that the Secretary said -- in his press 
conference -- at which time he spoke at some length in sup- 
port of the Contadora process. So I think that drawing the 
kind of inference you're suggesting is inaccurate. 


-- MORE -- 
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QO It's an inference that the Mexicans are 
drawing, so that's incorrect, that it was inadvertant? 


A Again, I don't know what the drafting pro- 
cess is, and I can't possibly answer that question. I can 
only tell you what the policy is and what I have discussed 
with the President's spokesman on this subject. 


9) On a related matter, on what the President 
said on Saturday. He used languaged that seemed to suggest 
more direct questioning of the Nicaraguan Government. He 
said "We oppose the unelected government of Nicaragua." How 
are we to interpret that statement as opposed to a statement 
such as we oppose the policies of the unelected government 


of Nicaragua? 


A Again, I don't have a specific transcript. 
I wasn't there. The President addressed the issue; we have 
addressed it at various times. The record is rather 
complete on the views of Nicaragua's policies. 


@) If I could just follow, Alan. Does the 
United States still recognize Nicaragua as the legal govern- 
ment, the Sandinistas as the legal government of Nicaragua? 


A We certainly have diplomatic relations with 
them. I think that speaks to that question. 


Q You mentioned you spoke with Judge Clark 
yesterday. Would you want to say anything about what his -- 
does he share fully the views of Secretary Shultz on that 
Contadora process? 


A I have no reason to believe otherwise, but 
I'm not Judge Clark's spokesman so I don't think I can 
really speak for him. 


0) Do you have anything on Zia's political 
program in Pakistan and/or the violence that they had over 
the weekend? 


A Yes. With respect to the plans that 
President Zia announced about the ending of martial law in 
March 1985, we welcome any step toward ending martial law and 
returning Pakistan to an elected government. 


I can't really speak to the demonstrations other 
than to say that they were planned long in advance to coincide 
with Pakistan's independence day and with President Zia's 
announcement. I would note there have been reports that 
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indicate there were also demonstrations in favor of the 
President's plans. Obviously, there is some disagreement 
within the opposition as to whether or not to participate in 
the called elections. 


Q Can I come back to Mr. Clark, please. There are 
reports today in Europe that Europeans are quite concerned 
that the senior arms control policy group is headed by the 
National Security Advisor. Shouldn't that be at State? 


A We have addressed this at some time in the 
past. There continue to be the existing mechanisms which 
have already been created, and they continue to do the work 
they were doing. It was felt, including via the people 
involved in the State Department who work on this problem, 
that it was an appropriate and necessary thing to do, to also 
have this other group functioning in order to handle issues 
at that appropriate level. So there is no perception here -- 

e indeed, there was -- let me step back. There was support 
here for creating that structure. 


fe) To follow up on your answer on Liberia, 
what is the reason that you emphasized it twice in this 
statement, is it the fact that it's an independent decision 
taken by Liberia by itself? What's the reason for this? 


A I think that it's simply a fact. 


QO Would you make a characterization of the 
press coverage of Secretary Shultz during the last two weeks 
as a sort of campaign pressure to force him to resign? 


A By the press? 
e) Yes. 
A You would have to address your colleagues 


in the press. I don't pretend to try to analyze the motives 
of the press. 


I tend to doubt that, frankly, but you'd have to 
do your own assessments of that. 


0 On the question of Shultz and Clark, was it 
Secretary Shultz' first choice that Ambassador Stone should 
be appointed to his job, and Ambassador McFarlane, and was 
the Kissinger Commission his idea or was it Judge Clark's 
idea or somebody elses? 


A You're asking me to get into the dynamics 
of appointments, and so on, which we have tried very hard 
not to do. I can only tell you that he supports all of 
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those appointments and he has made that clear on the record. 


8) Alan -- 


A No, you've had enough right now. I'll come back 
to you, Lester. 


0 Senator Wilson, is he carrying any 
message to the Sandinistas today, and is it related to these 
reports of concessions by the Sandinistas with respect to 
getting a negotiating process underway. 


A I'm not aware of any messages being 
carried, particularly. I would assume -- I don't know, but 
I would assume that any Congressional delegation would have 
received briefings if they desired to, but I'm not aware of 
any messages that are being carried on that. 


Q What do you make of the reports that sur- 
faced today or yesterday? 

A About what? 

Q That the Nicaraguans wanted to talk 


directly about a Cuban arms cutoff? 


A It's been a consistent part of our policy 
that we would favor verifiable and reciprocal agreements on 
the withdrawal of all foreign military advisors in Central 
America as well as on the importation of heavy offensive 
weapons as part of a regional solution to the conflicts in 
the area. We have been on record with that policy since 
before the San Jose Conference in October 1982, and the 
President stated it again yesterday in Mexico when he said, 
"We will consider it a beautiful day in the history of that 
region when all foreign elements, including our own, may be 
safely withdrawn." 


We have supported the Contadora groups' efforts 
in this regard as well, as you know. 


Q Senator Cranston is going there to visit 
all four countries this week. Was he in here for any 
briefings? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 
I don't know whether he was or wasn't. You probably should 
address your questions to the Senator's office. 


Q Alan, getting back for a moment to the 
Judge Clark question. A moment ago you made a statement on 
behalf of President Reagan, after talking, what you said was 
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made as a result of talking with Larry Speakes; then, you 
declined to make a similar statement after talking with 
Judge Clark. I'm not sure I understand. 


A I didn't talk to him about that question. 
I did talk to Larry Speakes about the question. 


0 When you spoke with Judge Clark, you did 
not discuss -- 


A I didn't ask him his views on this, that 
and the other issue. I was talking about -- I'm not going 
to get into my discussion with him beyond what I've already 
said. But I'm reporting to you -- maybe I should try and be 
less forthcoming and I'll take that under advisement, but I 
was trying to report to you that the President's views, as 
discussed with me this morning by his Spokesman, are as I 
have articulated them to you. 


Q Should we read anything into the fact that 
you won't make a similar report on a conversation with Judge 
Clark -- 


A That I didn't discuss the issue. 


e) Alan, since John Hughes, reportedly, caused 
something of a sensation by declaring that it would be 
impractical to dismantle Israeli settlements in the West 
Bank, could you tell us who the State Department regards as 
the legal owner of the West Bank if Israeli settlements 


there are illegal? 


A I would refer you back, Lester, to state- 
ments we have on the record. I'm sure you can do the 
research on it. 


Q Couldn't you just enlighten us? Tell us 
who is it; it's simple. 

A I'll refer you back to the record, Lester. 

¢) You would rather duck it? 

A No, I'd rather refer you to the record. I 


assume you know how to do some research. 
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Q Two questions on Nicaragua and Honduras. 
One, in the New York Times today, it asserts and cites Western 
diplomats that the Nicaraguan army struck on June 29 on an 
insurgent base in Honduras. Do you have anything on that? 





And, secondly, with respect to the alleged 
massacre that took place by the FDN last week, have you 
received confirmation and are you seeking confirmation? 


A I don't have anything for you on either of 
those. 


} 0 Can we return just for a moment to the 
question of the Russian boy. If the interview does take 
place and the youth asks to remain, is there an established 
mechanism and procedure to go down the line on that, 
assuming his parents don't want it since he's not of 
majority? 


A - Again, as Jim would point out to me, that 
is a hypothetical question, and I'm not going to try to 
address it. 


@) What's the policy on it, Alan? MThat's a 
dodge. That's a very legitimate -- 


A I'm sorry, Lester, if that's a dodge, but 
I'll answer the questions and you can ask them. 


@) Back on Lebanon just for a bit. Is there a 
heightened sense of concern about these problems there? I'm 
thinking of the airport as having been closed for six days; the 
Druze continuing to pressure the Lebanese Government; and 
McFarlane is in Beirut still. No reports of him moving out 
except for the possibility of this Wednesday thing. But can 
you have a characterization of the situation; are you con- 
cerned about what's going on? 


A I'd say that certainly we are concerned. I 
don't want to try to give you a temperature reading in terms 
of heightened concern from day to day. It is obviously a 
question of concern to us and we would hope that these 
issues could be resolved. 


I refer you back to the statement I made before 
about reconciliation. 


Q Are there any practical things that we are 
doing such as the Lebanese army reportedly using helicopters 
to ferry people over to Cyprus and back? Are we doing 
anything to support that? 
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A You would have to check with the Pentagon 
about what's being done in that respect. 


0 On that point, there is a report today that 
McFarlane's, one of his priorities is to try to delay the 
Israeli decision to redeploy in order to create mechanisms 
to safeguard that region. Is that one of McFarlane's 
points? Can you confirm that? 


A We have not been addressing the question of 
what he has been doing. But lest I mislead you, let me 
note that as the Secretary has said, we view the Israeli 
redeployment as the first step toward the total withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


e) One more question on Chad. You mentioned 
attack helicopters being brought in but you didn't mention 


fixed-winged aircraft -- . 


A Yes, I did. I mentioned light aircraft. 
Q What do you mean by “light aircraft?" 
A Again, this now goes back to last week in 


terms it was based south of the Aozou; what was available 
south of the Aozou,,.excuse me. 


0 Spotter planes or do you mean -- 


A I don't have more detail on that at this 
point. There certainly has been bombing from Libyan planes. 


0 That's what I want to ask. Is the bombing 
from fixed-wing planes or from attack helicopters? 

A No, I think the bombing is from fixed-wing 
aircraft. 

0 As I was going to say, the helicopters 


wouldn't be able to bomb. 


A The bombing is from fixed-wing aircraft. 

Q What's @ most recent date of the bombings 
that you have, Alan? 

A I don't have a date to give you. Sorry. 

@ The story in the London Sunday Times 





yesterday, a long story on this Barbie case; it was turned 
back to French authorities, but the (inaudible), refers to 
the State Department. It says, informed sources, and this 
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is on the basis of the freedom of information documents -- 
informed sources in London told the Sunday Times that there 
was a disagreement centered on the State Department's unhap- 
piness, about the Justice Department's main recommendation, 
that is, that the United States should apologize to France 
for helping Barbie escape French justice after the war. 





It is understood, said the Sunday Times of 
London, that U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz has 
become personally involved in the interdepartmental argument 
over whether the report should be changed. Do you have 
anything on that? 








A No. I think that the report will be 
released in due course. I can't give you a specific time on 


that. 


But in terms of the interagency consideration, I 
obviously would not get into that question. 


oe e) A brief follow-up. I understand the 
Secretary is on vacation up in Massachussetts for the next 
two weeks? 


A That is correct. 
0 Can you say where? 
A He's in Massachussetts. I don't think I'm 


going to send people scurrying up there. 


Q For some reason they wanted to know, did he 
go directly there from Mexico City or New Orleans? 


A No, he did not go to New Orleans. He 
wasn't in Mexico City either, though. 


Q Does this mean we'll have you for the next 
two weeks? 


A Yes, Lester, you're going to have me for 
the next two weeks. Smile. Grin and bear it. 


re) On the Russian boy, can you tell me how 
long you intend to keep up your vigil outside the Chancery? 


Ay Our policy and approach to this is as it 
has been stated. I don't have anything new to offer you on 
that in terms of the future. It is as it has been. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just one 
statement to give you. Apparently there's been some con- 
fusion about the status of a Congressional Research Service 
study that was the subject of a press release, I guess, the 
Other day, and was the subject of a story. I have a state- 
ment on the status of that just to make sure that is clear. 


The Congressional Research Service has released 
an issue brief entitled, "British and French Nuclear Forces 
in the INF Negotiations." That report discusses the United 
States and NATO position that British and French systems 
should not be addressed in the INF talks. The Congressional 
Research Service is a fully independent research department 
of the Library of Congress. As such, it speaks neither for 
the Administration nor for the United States Congress. 


On the specific issue involved, the rationale 
against inclusion of British and French forces in the INF 
negotiations is compelling. We believe the Soviet position 
that they be included in the talks is designed to justify a 
demand for unequal levels of forces between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 


The British and French forces are strategic 
nuclear forces and are very different from the INF systems 
under negotiation in Geneva. The United States' position on 
third country forces in the INF negotiations remains 
unchanged. We are not prepared to negotiate limits on or 
compensation for such systems. This is also the strongly 
held position of the British, the French and our other NATO 
allies. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


0 Copy, Alan? 

Ay Yes, sure. 

0 Just a follow-up on that. What about the 
British submarine missiles which are assigned to NATO? Do 
you address that specifically? 
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A I don't have anything further on this. 
Why don't I take a look and and see if I can get anything 
further for you on it? 


0 Alan, can you bring up, please, on talks 
in the Middle East with Mr. McFarlane, and as well what 
knowledge you have on the Defense Minister going -- I've 


forgotten his name. 


A Mr. Arens; is that the -- 
0 That's the guy, yes. 
4 Ambassador McFarlane is in Israel today. 


Ambassador Fairbanks is in Beirut, Lebanon. I don't have 
anything on Defense Minister Arens' activities. 


0 Do you have anything on the story in the 
Post today regarding Mr. Grove and the refusal of Kuwait to 
accept him as a U.S. Ambassador? 


A Yes, I do. It is correct that the 
Government of Kuwait asked the United States to withdraw its 
request for agrement to the assignment fo Mr. Grove as the 
next American Ambassador to Kuwait, succ2zeding Ambassador 
Francois M. Dickman. ad 


In making its request, the Government of Kuwait 
indicated the sole reason for rejecting Mr. Grove's nomina- 
tion was that he had until recently served as Counsel 
General in Jerusalem. We profoundly disagree with the 
Suggestion that because one of our finest professional offi- 
cers has been assigned to one post he cannot be assigned to 
another. 


We have made known our views at the highest 
levels of the Government of Kuwait. A practical consequence 
of the Kuwaiti action is that the United States is not now 
represented at the Ambassadorial level in Kuwait. We have 
no immediate plans to nominate another another candidate. 


0 A copy of that? 
A Sure. 
fe) A follow-up to this. When do you expect 


to start reconsidering sending an Ambassador to Kuwait? 


om I don't have anything further beyond what 
I just said; no immediate plans to nominate. 








0 You talked about the Kuwaiti explanation. 
Besides the mentioning of the fact that he served in 
Jerusalem, have the Kuwaitis said anything about his posi- 
tions on the Middle East conflict, or any other things 
regarding his role? 


4 As I say, in making its request they indi- 
cated the sole reason for rejecting it was his service in 
Jerusalem. 


I did see in the story this morning a suggestion 
that somehow this represented possibly a turning by Saudi 
Arabia and others, or an effort to distance themselves from 
the U.S. I would say with regard to that, we've seen no 
signs that Saudi Arabia is trying to distance itself from 
the U.S. in recent weeks. Contrary to the allegation con- 
tained in the story, Ambassador McFarlane did not receive a 
"yery cool reception" in Saudi Arabia last week. He was 
cordially received by King Fahd and other Saudi leaders. 

His discussions there were useful and ended with mutual 
agreement that the United States and Saudi Arabia will con- 
tinue their respective efforts to bring about the withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from Lebanon, and the restoration of 
the Lebanese Government's sovereignty over all its terri- 
toryve 


0 You said that you profoundly disagree 
with the Kuwaiti decision, but you didn't really say why you 
disagree with it. Would you explain? 


A Yes, I think I did. 


re) You said because you don't think that 
because he serves in one place he can't serve in another. 


Ay You got it. 

0 That's not an explanation. What's the -- 
A I think it is. 

0 What is the reason why the U.S. feels that 


a country should not place previous service, use previous 
service as a consideration? 


nN It's not practice anywhere to impose such 
conditions. 


0 Alan, it's past diplomatic practice? 


nN It's standard practice. 











0 Just one more follow-up. Is it actually 
the First case like this, that an Arab country rejects a 
U.S. diplomat because of his service in Israel, or were 
there some cases like this in the past? 


a I am not aware of a precedent for 
rejecting a diplomat for service in Jerusalem or in Israel. 


0 The question was service in Israel. Was 
he actually accredited to the Israeli Government or not? 


a No. That's why I phrased my answer the 
way I did in response to the question. We would find objec- 
tionable a restriction of this sort in any event. In light 
of U.S. policy on Jerusalem, however, we find it especially 
ironic that the Government of Kuwait chose to take the deci- 
Sion it did. We've had a consistent Jerusalem policy for 
three decades. We do not recognize Jerusalem as Israel's 
Capital. We have never recognized unilateral actions by any 
state in the area as affecting the status of Jerusalem. 


We regard East Jerusalem as occupied territory 
within the meaning of U.N. Security Council Resolution 242 
and subject to applicable international law and conventions. 


The Counsel General in Jerusalem, therefore, ® 
holds a special status. He is not accreedited to the 
Government of Israel. He reports directly to the Department 
of State rather than through the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv. 


0 Can we get a copy? 

4 Yes. It may take a little while 
afterwards. 

0 Wasn't someone being objected to because 
they served in Chile about a year ago? 

A Sorry? 

0 Zaire objected because of -- 

A I don't recall that specific instance, 
though. 





0 You said that he's not accredited to the 
Government of Israel. Is he accreditred to any other legal 
entity? 





re) What about the assignment of diplomats 
from Taiwan to the People's Republic? Do they go directly 
from Taiwan to the People's Republic, or do they in fact 
come back to the States for certain periods of time? 


a Of course, we don't have anybody on offi- 
cial status in Taiwan. I am not aware of any restriction of 
the sort that somebody who has been serving in a private 
Capacity in our office in Taiwan, if he re-enters government 
service and then going on to China. 


0 Could you verhaps find out how many diplo- 
mats in different posts have served in Israel and have sub- 
sequently been reposted to Arab countries since then? 


4 No, I'm not going to try to do a survey on 
tt. 

0 Why not? 

A If you want to try and do the research, 


you've got access to various sorts of lists where you can do 
it. 

0 With respect to press speculation of 
distancing by Saudi Arabia, which you dealt with, do you 
interpret the Kuwaiti move as an effort to distance itself 
from U.S. policy? 


A I think that we take at face value what we 
were told. 


--MORE-- 











0 How do you think -- 


A I'm sorry, I couldn't hear the first part 
of your question. 


9) How do vou think this incident, how do 
you say, would affect the general relations between Kuwait 
and the U.S. besides the fact that you won't have an 
Ambassador there? 


A I don't want to try to give a judgment on 
that. 


fe) Do you believe that there is a message 
that the Kuwaitis are sending you through this refusal of 
Mr. Grove since early this year, I believe, in February and 
March the Kuwaitis refused to exercise their right when they 
bought Sante Fe Company in California and they couldn't dig 
the seashore, whatever it is, oil and minerals as the action 
of Mr. Watt, the Secretary of Interior? 


4 I don't see a relationship. 
re) You don't see any relationship with that? 
@) You mentioned a practical effect of this 


decision in Kuwait. Are there any other effects that you 
foresee as a result of this decision on relations between 
the U.S. and other Arab countries? 


a I don't have any reason to offer a comment 
on that. 


re) Could you describe the nature of Mr. 
Grove's duties? Was he assigned to East Jerusalem? 


fy Yes, in the Consulate General. 
Q East Jerusalem as opposed to -- 
A Yes. That's where the Consulate General 
is located. 
0 Is there also a Consulate in the other part 


of the city; are there two? 


4 Maybe somebody in this room knows, to 
answer the question. I see a nodding head. 


@) Yes. 


4 Okay, the answer is yes.* 





*See page 13 for further clarification. 

















e) Has the United States launched an official 
protest, lodged an official protest with the Kuwaitis? 


A I said in the original answer that I gave 
you that we have made known our views at the highest levels 
of the Government of Kuwait. 


0 Are you asking the Kuwaitis to come up with 
more valid reasons, or you're just -- 


A I'm not going to get into the back-and- 
forth between us. I'll stick with what I've just given you. 


e) Where else did he serve on post besides 
the staff positions at the Department? 


A Sorry, where -- 


‘e) Where else did Grove serve on post in 
other Embassies? 


a I don't have his file. 

9) I think you said that there is no 
Ambassador now to the United States from Kuwait. How long 
hasn't there been one?  ] 4 

4 I'm not sure when he departed post. It 


wasn't all that long ago. My recollection is that it pro- 
bably was a matter of weeks ago, but let me see if I can get 
you something on that as to specifically when he left. 


e) (Inaudible) 

A I don't know. 

fe) What is Dickman's first name? 
Ay Francois. 


0 Do you have anything on a Justice 
Department report on Klaus Barbie in which we supposedly 
give our regrets to France? 


Ay I think I'm going to withhold any comment 
On that until Justice holds a briefing on the subject, which 
I understand was scheduled for 1:00. At the time of their 
briefing, we'll be prepared in the Press Office to address 
questions relating to that report, but I don't think it would 
be fair to Justice to jump the gun on their briefing. 
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0 Same subject. Will they be referring some 
questions here? 


A They may well be. 


) Alan, when is Charge' Sokolov seeing 
Burt? Do you have anything new on the Berezhkov case? 


4 Nothing new on it. The contacts are con- 
tinuing. Don't have any specifics to offer you. 


fe) Do you have a time when Sokolov is seeing 
Burt? 


A I don't have anything specific on future 
conversations to offer you. 


e) I think the Russians announced that. It's 
4:30. Couldn't we be as forthcoming as the Soviet Embassy? 


e) A status report on Chad? 
4 A status report on Chad? 
0 Before we do that, may I just ask one 


Other question about the Russian. Alan, are the Justice 
‘Department, the White House and the State Department lawyers 
in concert that the United States is on firm, legal ground 
in trying to detain this youth and question him before he 
goes to his -- 


A I refer you to what I said yesterday. I 
don't have anything to add to what I said. 

0 You won't add anything? 

4 I don't need to add to that. 


On the situation in Chad, we've seen no 
reports of renewed fighting in Chad. However, the Libyans 
continue to fortify their position in Chad. As I indicated 
yesterday, we're carrying a minimum number of Libyans in 
Chad at 2,500. I'd say that's a minimum figure. I can't 
give you a maximum figure. 


0 What about Habre's offer to negotiate 
directly with Oadhafi? 


a I don't have a specific comment to offer 
you on that. He's the head of the legitimate government of 
Chad. 





0 There are some reports floating around now 
that we do have some signs of direct Soviet participation in 
Chad with the Libyans. Can you address that? 


Ay I'm aware Of a report that there was sup- 
posedly a Soviet adviser, a single Soviet adviser with the 
Libyans, I guess. I'm not going to have any comment on that 
because I think the sourcing would be intelligence. 


fe) Last week you said specifically, or there 
was some guidance posted, or something, saying specifically 
that there was no information available to the U.S. that 
there was direct Soviet participation in Chad. Are you 
still staying with that? 


A As I say, the information concerning this 
report would have to have come from intelligence materials. 
We don't comment on reports coming from alleged intelligence 
materials. I can't help you on it. 


0 Have the rest of the American trainers and 
logistic experts returned? 


A You have to check with DOD. I don't have 


it. 
e 
8) In light of the survey which was, I 
believe, conducted in France that 53 percent of the French 
people are against any involvement of France in the Chad 
thing. What do you see your position that you'll be taking 
in light of your asking France to increase its involvement 


there? 


A First of all, I don't accept your charac- 
terization of our dialogue with France, but I'm not going to 
comment on that dialogue in any detail. In any case, I 
don't have a comment on the report of the poll. I saw that 
this morning but don't have any comment on it. 


0 Here's one that's sort of out of the blue. 
There's a domestic program in the U.S. that sprays paraquat 
to prevent the growth of marijuana. Is there a foreign 
policy consultation on that? Does the domestic program -- 
is it part of a foreign policy goal as an example, perhaps, 
to other countries? 


A I think there's some guidance on that 
which came in very late. I couldn't deal with it before the 
briefing. It's in the Press Office. 


e) Do you have anything on the U.S. citizen 
being kidnapped in Columbia? 
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Ay Yes, I do have something on that. We have 
been in touch with our Embassy in Bogota about this matter. 
U.S. citizen Russell Martin Stendal, who operates a ranch in 
the eastern plains area of Columbia some 180 miles southeast 
of Bogota, was reported seized by a group of armed men about 
4:00 p.m. last Sunday afternoon after landing his private 
aircraft at an airstrip near his ranch. Stendal apparently 
was not injured during the incident, and we are in close 
touch with Columbian authorities about the case. 


0 Copy of that, please? — 
A Sure. 


--MORE-- 
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@) Do you have anything on Uruguay? 
A We continue to follow developments in Uruguay 
with concern and interest. We had some guidance available 
in the Press Office about ten days ago, noting the Uruguayan 
Government's decree suspending all public political 
activity, including press reports and comments on such acti- 
vity, as well as the new institutional act extending the 
applicability of rules regarding political proscriptions. 


These new measures constitute votential obstacles 
to democracy in Uruguay. Our relations with Uruguay have 
improved as the country has progressed in returning to 
democracy. In this context these new decisions are cause 
for particular concern. 


We have also noted the renewed commitment of the 
Government of Uruguay to hold elections in 1984 for a 
constitutional government, assuming office in March of 1985, 
and their declaration that the armed forces are open to a 
dialogue with Uruguay's political parties. 


0 That's the same guidance as last week, right? 
A Some of it is; some of it isn't. 
0 Are vou saying that our relations with 


Uruguay will be dependent on the steps they take toward 
achieving real democracy? 


ay I'm not going to try to give you anything 
further than I have on this. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Israeli Chief 
of Staff, General Levi, I believe, statement that 
redeployment of Israeli forces to the Awali River will beaqin 
within a few days, and that he was asking the Lebanese 
Government to send their forces to that area where they will 
be withdrawing. He said specifically that after Israel 
withdraws from there, we are not responsible for anything 
that is going to happen. 


A I don't have anything specific on that. 
Obviously, the subject of what happens in the course of the 
first phase of the Israeli withdrawal is something that is 
the subject of ongoing dialogue. 


I would repeat what we have indicated before, what 
the Israeli Government has indicated verv clearly, that this 








withdrawal, this movement of forces, is the first part of a 
movement which would lead to the total withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. 


0 One thing on the Middle Fast, please, or 
actually three. The United Nations conference that took 
place in Geneva the last two weeks, the United States did 
not take part. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A The U.N. conference on -- 

9 To combat racism. 

A We've had guidance on that before. 

0 There was something. 

A Yes. Very explicit, strong guidance on that. 


I would refer you to the Press Office on it. 


0 Last Friday, 241 members of the Brazilian 
House of Representatives signed a document -- that's an 
absolute majority of the House there -- signed a document 
condemning the IMF agreement that is attempting to be 
imposed now on Brazil, calling for an immediate moratorium, 
and saying that, if necessary, Brazil should simply break 
with the IMF rather than suffer this sort of social chaos 
that would result from going along with the agreement. 


Major industry leaders in Brazil have issued simi- 
lar documents, and the army in particular has been making 
major statements that what the IMF is demanding actually 
threatens the national security of the country. 


I'm wondering if you can just make a statement 
about U.S. policy in those situations where what the banks 
and the IMF are demanding, indeed does threaten the national 
security of a close and important ally of this country? 


a I don't have a specific comment to offer on 
that. We obviously vote in international financial institu- 
tions based on our judgment of the economic and financial 
considerations. 


I'm not going to comment on an internal Brazilian 
judgment on that. 
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0 Alan, getting back to that Soviet vouth for a 
minute, do you have anything on a Soviet complaint about a 
TASS report, that a TASS correspondent and his familv were 
stopped and questioned out at Dulles with their 15-year-old 
son? 


As I don't have anything with me. I think, 
again, this question was raised yesterday. I think it was 
addressed over the weekend. I would refer vou to what was 
Said at that point. 


0 Is everything still the same on that? The 
United States still wants to interview the vouth? 


A There is no change -- 


e, They're still insisting that he not he 
allowed to leave the country before the interview? 


A There is no change in our position. 

0 No change? 

a No. 

0 Do you have any specific dates on the visit -- 


of a planned visit of President Mubarak? 
Ay I'm sorry. Say again. 


0 Do you have specific dates on the Fayptian 


President's visit to the United States next month? 


a No. I don't have anything on that. Excuse 
me. I have a correction that I have been given. 


U.S. policy is that there is one Consulate General 
in Jerusalem. The Consul General's office and residence are 
located in West Jerusalem. The consular and commercial sec- 
tion are located in Fast Jerusalem. 


‘@) Alan, do you have anything on the article 
that appeared about the pending IMF legislation in the Post 
today and what the Administration position is with respect 


to the amendments? 


A Yes, I do. The Administration is concerned 
that the provision which has heen discussed in the press 
today could politicize the IMF. The IMF is a key 
institution in the international financial system. 








14 


Attempts to politicize decisions would invite similar 
actions by other nations. Such actions could impair the 
ability of the IMF to pursue its role in maintaining inter- 
national financial stability. 


a= 


Q Covy of that? 


A Yes. We can do that. Just one second, if 
you would. Okay. Go ahead. 


O What exactly are you commenting on? I don't 
understand. 


A There was a story this morning which I would 
Suggest you might want to read. If you want to get that, it 
was in The Washington Post. 





2) Yes. But what are you referring to? 
A There is a provision in there on loans to 
what are called -- well, countries that practice apartheid 


and to communist dictatorships, and that is the provision 
that we're -- 


9 What in fact you are saying is that the State 
Department opposes this legislation, this amendment, that 
would prevent the American director to the IMF to vote in 
favor of loans to Communist countries? 


aN I will stick with the language I've got here, 
which is, as I've said, the Administration is concerned that 
such provision could politicize the IMF. 


0 (Inaudible) 


my Would you go to a microphone so people who 
are listening can hear you? 


e) You're referring to both the apartheid provi- 
sion and the communist dictatorship provision, not solely 
the communist dictatorship provision about which the 
article was written? 


A There is one provision. 


9) Okay. So your reinarks cover the apartheid 
provision as well. 
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A It covers the section that was -- the 
language that was introduced on that issue that would result 


in politicization. 


9) Do you have anything at all on Poland and 


~ 


events in the last couple of days? 
A I don't. 
0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I do not have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


9) Alan, do you have any response to President 
Mitterrand's comments? They're critical of U.S. vressure in 


the Chad situation. 


A You're referring to the stories that appeared 
in this morning's paper, the Le Monde piece. If the story 
is accurate, we regret this apparent misunderstanding. We 
have consulted fully on a daily basis during the entirety 
of this problem, with numerous French civilian and mili- 
tary officials at the highest levels. 





0 Is that all? 
a Yes. 


0 The President is quoted as saying that he 
read about the AWACS deployment, or the AWACS movement in 
the newspaper. 


on I can only say to that that the AWACS were 
deployed with prior consultation and with the full knowledge 
of senior French Government officials. 


8) I'm sorry, what did you say, our regret was 
based on -- what are we regretting? I just didn't hear what 
you said. 


nN You're not listening. 

0 At the very beginning, you -- 

A We regret this apparent misunderstanding, is 
what I said. 

0 So there is an apparent misunderstanding? 

4 I said if the story is accurate. 


0 And how are we communicating our regret? 
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f I don't think it's a question of con- 
municating regret. I think it's a matter of expressing it 
in response to your question about our reaction to the 
story. 


0 Does the State Department have any objection 
to the Veterans of Foreign Wars announced campaign to help 
the Nicaraguan freedom fighters? 


A I understand, if I recall the wires yester- 
day, that Larry Speakes addressed this, and I would refer 
you to what he said on that. 


0 What does the State Department -- that's what 


a4 I have no problem. I would fully support 
what Larry said on that, but I'd refer you to what he said. 


0 I know. But in the story there was no men- 
tion of that, as I recall. Could you just tell us, do you 
approve or disapprove? 


a I would refer you to what Larry said. 


8) Back to the French-Chad situation again. If 
the consultation has been at the highest levels and has been 
so close, why is it that the United States is unaware of 
President Mitterrand's apparent -- why is it unaware of 
whether the story is true or not? Wouldn't you know if the 
consultation was so close? 


4 I don't think that Le Monde has shared with 
us a transcript of various interviews it may have had. 





0 No, but President Mitterrand presumably has -- 
A But that's where the story appeared. 


0 But President Mitterrand presumably has 
discussed with the U.S. in the close consultations that its 
had any dismay he may have had, so you're casting doubt on 
whether or not there is a problem and yet issuing an apology 
at the same time. 


aN I've given you our response to it. 


0 There's a repo1 the West Coast that 
Larry Speakes is saying that the.. will be a redefinition of 
the role and the number of U.S. advisors in El Salvador. 
Could you expand on that? 





a No. I'm not aware that Larry has said that. 
I think there were some reports last night. There was one 
on television last night, I think, and there's some 
reporting in the papers this morning on this question. 


I don't have any comment really at this point. 
we've indicated before that the number of trainers in El 
Salvador was continually under review. It remains under 
review. No decisions have been taken on that. 


0 And we've recommended that the limit stick to 


4 I'm not going to address specific recommen- 
dations that may or may not be in the process of being made. 
I don't think it's appropriate. We deal with decisions and 
policy, not recommendations. 


0 I'm trying to recall whether in fact you ever 
confirmed that you made such a recommendation, or that the 
Pentagon made such a recommendation? 


A No. We've never confirmed what recommen- 
dations may or may not have been made. 








0 Could you make any comment on the story in The 
Washington Post that Israel is planning to supply arms to 
Salvador? 

a That would essentially be a matter between El 


Salvador and Israel. I guess I don't have anything, I mean, 
that would be a bilateral issue for them. 


0 If I may add, the reason for supposing that 
we might have something to say is that we have a peculiarly 
intense interest in both of those countries. 


a No, I don't think so. The question of 
security assistance from Israel to El Savaldor is really a 
bilateral matter. 


9) Was the U.S. involved in the discussions be- 
ween El Salvador and Israel regarding moving the Embassy to 
Jerusalem and reopening the Israeli Embassy in San Salvador? 


A We were not consulted on this issue, and I 
would repeat, this is a bilateral issue between them. 


0 Could I just ask a question on that? Why is 
it that this is just considered strictly a bilateral matter 
between Israel and El Salvador? 











A Because it is. 
e) When, on the other hand, the question of 
external -- the supply of Nicaragua by external powers, 


external to the hemisphere, is considered something more 
than that, something that we have a definite judgment about? 


4 I think you're comparing situations which are 
quite different. We've talked before, and I'm not going to 
try to roll out the language we've used before about concern 
about Nicaraguan military buildup and why that concerns us. 
That's quite a different matter from the question of El 
Salvador and its efforts to deal with the situation that it 
poses. 


0 How is it different? I'm terribly perplexed. 
I can't see any difference at all. I think the gentleman's 
question is very well taken. Could you tell us, unless you 
really want to duck this embarrassing question, could you 
tell us how specifically it is different? It's a reasonable 
question. We'd love to have a reasonable answer from you, 
Alan. 


a If you've finished your question, maybe I 
could respond. 


0 I am. 


A Thank you. We've addressed the issue before 
about the nature, as I said, of the Nicaraguan situation and 
Our concerns for the buildup in Nicaragua, going well beyond 
any needs that we have seen justified, and also dealt with 
the situation in El Salvador where the government faces a 
Nicaraguan supported and otherwise externally supported 
insurgency, and they're trying to deal with it, and it's 
quite a different situation. 


0 You think that the El Salvadorans do need 
more arms, is that what you're saying, from Israel? 


ay I'm not saying from Israel. I'm not talking 
about -- 


re) That's the source and nature of the question, 
I thought, Alan. 


4 I wasn't addressing the sourcing. I say, 
that's a matter between Israel and El Salvador. 


0 You're ducking his question. 











A No, I'm not ducking his question. 

8) Yes, you are. 

0 Just one more on the same subject. Would the 
U.S. Government welcome Israeli military assistance in any 
manner to El Salvador? 

A It is a matter between the governments of El 


Salvador and Israel whether there is an arms relationship 
Or not. I don't know whether there is or not. We're not 
going to get into the question of (a) whether there is, and 
(b) whether it's appropriate or not appropriate or anything 
of that sort. That's a bilateral issue between those two 
governments. 


0 On this also, Alan. If Israel is supplying 
to El Salvador weapons of American-origin that were captured 
in Lebanon, will the United States then have something to 
say about that? 


4 American weapons which were captured in 
Lebanon? 

Q Right, that's it. 

A I can only answer you, I guess, in a broad 


sense; that is to say, in order to transfer U.S.-origin 
arms, Or arms with U.S.-supplied components, any country is 
required to obtain U.S. approval prior to such transfer. 


e) That means captured U.S. arms -- 
A May I finish, Lester? 
e) Of course. 


A Thank you. I appreciate that. The U.S. has 
not approved any Israeli requests to transfer U.S.-origin 
arms to El Salvador or any other Latin American country. 
Israeli arms from non-U.S. sources that are produced in 
Israel without American components would not require prior 
U.S. approval, obviously. 


0 On the issue of Jerusalem, doesn't the move 
of El Salvador's embassy into Jerusalem in a way prejudge 
the final status of Jerusalem, which the United States 
actually does not want, but through negotiations. 


4A The location of El Salvador's embassy in 
Israel is a matter for El Salvador and Israel. U.S. policy 
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with respect to Jerusalem has been consistent for over three 
decades and was reiterated by President Reagan when he pre- 
sented his September 1 peace initiative. 


In our view the final status of Jerusalem must be 
resolved in negotiations among the parties concerned in the 
context of a comprehensive, just and lasting Middle East 
peace. 


Our position is that Jerusalem should remain undi- 
vided, with free access to the holy places. In accordance 
with this policy, and pending a resolution of Jerusalem's 
status, Our Embassy is located in Tel Aviv. 


0 Two more questions about El Salvador. First, 
would you welcome the decision of the Israeli Government to 
reopen the Embassy in El Salvador? 


A Again, I think that this is a matter between 
them. I'm not in a position to express -- it's not up to us 
to express views on these decisions. 


fe) Another question. Since you are supporting 
the Salvadoran Government, wouldn't you, again, welcome 
Similar assistance from other countries around the world? 


4 Obviously, as a general proposition, we 
Support the government, certainly, of El Salvador in various 
ways which are quite obvious to everybody. I think that 
speaks for itself. I don't think it is up to us, however, 
to comment on relations between El Salvador and other 
countries, tempting as it may be to do so. 


9) One more on this question. I want to focus 
the question on the extracontinental aspects of it. There 
are lots of regional peace negotiations which are predicated 
on the elimination of arms supplies to countries in the 
region, and the elimination of advisors as well. These 
people as asking people to stay away. Insofar as we want 
ultimate recourse to the OAS, we haven't welcomed the 
involvement of extracontinental powers in the local dispute 
there. 


How does this further the chances of peace, and 
how does it further the argument that the OAS is going to be 
the ultimate forum in which this has to be decided? 


4 I haven't addressed the issue of a purported, 
or questioned, about Salvadoran-Israeli arms relationship, 
and I don't therefore see how I can get to that question. 
Clearly, you are correct in stating that there are a variety 
of proposals out there for a regional solution which include 
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cessation of offensive weapons shipments and a variety of 
Other things on a verifiable, mutual basis, and so on. 


I refer you back to all the things we've talked 
about before. That certainly is our policy. I'm not com- 
menting on this particular thing. 


0 I'm curious. On Monday, you said, as far as 
the resumption of relations between Israel and Liberia, that 
you welcome such a move and you encouraged aaieae African 
countries to follow suit, those that had severed relations. 
Why, then, is the issue of re-establishing an embassy, an 
Israeli Embassy in El Savador something of a bilateral 
nature and not -- 


an The one question the other day related to 
establishing diplomatic relations with Israel. This is 
related to not establishing diplomatic relations, but the 
location of embassies. That's the basic story, and I'm not 
discussing that. 


9) Regarding Jerusalem, Kuwait said that it had 
apologized for its rejection of the Ambassador-nominee. Is 
this correct? Do you have any comment? 


Q It has apologized? 
0 Yes. 


A I'm not aware of that. I'll look into it and 
see if I've got anything on it, but I'm not aware of that. 


0 You said earlier that the United States 
hasn't approved any requests from Israel to send arms to El 
Salvador. But has there been any requests? 


A That I don't know. 


9) Just a little broader question. We now have 
the Israelis helping Salvador. There was a story earlier 
this week on Guatemala in an arms accord with Salvador. There's 
the well-known relationship with Honduras and El Salvador. 
Are these things something that the United States approves 
of, has planned, or that we have no opinion on and are 
Strictly Salvadoran? 


A First of all, I don't know what arms rela- 
tionship may exist between Israel and El Salvador, and we 
were not consulted on the question of the location of 
embassies. 
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I believe I saw a wire report -- we said we knew 
nothing about the reported agreement between El Salvador and 
Guatemala. I saw a wire report after that from El Salvador 
denying there was any such agreement. So you're asking me 
what is in essence a hypothetical question. I'm not going 
to address it. 


0 Since we, in principle, agree with the 
declaration of the Contadora countries that oppose the flow 
of arms to the region, wouldn't we also in principle, there- 
fore, oppose the flow of arms from Israel to El Salvador? 


4 We would favor an agreement on a regional 
basis, verifiable, mutual basis, covering a variety of 
issues including the flow of offensive weapons to the 
region. We're not in that situation. I'm not going to 
address the question of the Israeli-Salvadoran relationship 
in that context. 


What we are talking about, though, in terms of an 
agreement is something which, as I say, mutual and so on. 
We clearly have continued to provide military equipment to 
El Salvador. What we're talking about is that would also 
nave to be addressed as would the presence of trainers or 
advisors, or whatever, throughout the region. But that's a 
different context. We're not there. 


0 Can you confirm and make a comment on a 
report that the Government of Lebanon -- the report is 
attributed to State Department officials -- that the 


Government of Lebanon intends to evict up to 75 or 70 per- 
cent of Palestinians in Lebanon? 


4 Again, I think that we're back to the 
reporting about a working level document which is not 
currently under active consideration, and I'm not going to 
fuel public speculation about it or comment about it beyond 
what we've done before. 


fe) Alan, new subject, please. Did the State 
Department have any role, or have any comment regarding the 
meeting today with Mr. Andropov, Mr. William Winpisinger, 
the President of the Machinists’ Union? 


4 The short answer to the question is no. Mr. 
Winpisinger and the Machinists' Union delegation made a 
decision on its own to visit the Soviet Union as guests of 
the Soviet Labor Organization. 


Our Embassy in Moscow was not informed of the visit 
either in the planning stages or upon the arrival of the 
delegation. 





fe) Have they made any contact with the embassy 
following this meeting? Is there any effort underway to 
discuss it with them? 


4 I'm not aware of any contact, but I don't 
know. I may be behind the curve, but I don't know of any 


contact. 


8) While on the question of Andropov, do you have 
any reaction to Andropov's latest statement about INF 
deployment? 


A I just saw a wire before I came out. I don't 
have a reaction to that. 


fe) The Soviet journal, Literary Gazette, on 
August 10, carries an attack on the President's March 23 so- 
called Star Wars speech by Mr. Burlatsky who is a close 
associate of Andropov's. Burlatsky says that these weapon 
systems would give the U.S. a first-strike capability, and 
that the Soviets would consider this a causus belli. 








Since Burlatsky was one of the leaders of the 
Soviet so-called peace delegation here in the United States 
several months ago, would you care to respond to his 
characterization? 


A No, I don't think I would respond to him par- 
ticularly. We have explained at some length the nature of 
the ideas the President was talking about; that we were 
talking about exploring this together with the Soviets. 
We're talking about essentially a research program at this 
particular stage of the game. But I'm not going to respond 
to a particular Soviet story. 


fe) What's the situation with the Berezhkov -- the 
Soviet boy, the sixteen year-old? 


4 I don't have anything new to offer you on 
that. We remain in communication with the Soviets on the 


issue. 


--MORE-- 
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e) Have there been any meetings today on it? 


A I guess I'm not going to get into a sort of a 
rundown on meetings. I will repeat what I said: There is 
continuing communication. I don't think I want to get into 
the question of how that is carried on. 


0 Any progress being made? 
A Again, I'm not going to characterize it. 
0 Alan, what would haopen if the Soviet Union 


chartered an airplane and put the boy on it? Would that 
violate anything that you know about that the State 
Department is -- Would the State Department have the right 
to tell a chartered plane not to leave? 


3 You're asking me a legal question. I think 
that as a general matter, I prefer to stick with what we 
have said before, which is that we want to talk with the 
young man to ascertain his intentions; and that is where we 
are on that. 


I think you might want to research the law, but I 
think you will find that certainly there are clear, legal 
provisions about international traffic and the control of 
international traffic. 


@) I think the Immigration Service has referred 
all questions over here. 


4 I didn't refer you to INS; I referred you to 
your lawyers and the law books. But clearly, there is, as I 
Say, control. Each country controls entry and exit of 
international carriers from its territory. I can't cite you 
the specific provisions and all of that, but -- 


fe) Has Secretary Shultz had any involvement in 
this issue direct whatever since on his vacation? 


4 He has certainly remained very much in touch 
with the issue. 


0 He hasn't made any calls to any Soviet offi- 
cials or any (inaudible) -- 


A I'm not going to get into that kind of thing. 
He certainly has remained very much in touch with this 
issue. I'm going to leave it at that. 
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e) Alan, on the other part of my question, these 
officials also expressed concern about the status of the 
Palestinians in Lebanon. Can you comment on that? Is there 
reason for concern? Do you see any danger, really, for the 
Palestinians in Lebanon? 


A Ghassan, I guess what I'd have to do is refer you 
back to statements we have made before on this subject. We 
have addressed the issue before, and said as a general 
matter, we have looked at this, and when there have been 
problems, we certainly have been concerned about them. But 
I don't have a specific comment to offer you on the reports 
that came out today. 





O Just one last thing: There is also a report 
that the Saudi Government advised the Government of 
Mauritania not to receive David Korn as Ambassador because 
he is Jewish. That is also attributed to State Department 
officials. 





My Yes, I saw that. 


0 Do you care to comment on that? 
an I don't have anything on it. I saw that. 
fe) Is it true? 


A As I said, I don't have anything on it. 


0 Alan, considering the report that the United 
States has formally apologized for sheltering Klaus Barbie, 
are we Similarly apologetic about the sheltering of another 
Nazi war criminal, Romanian Archbishop Valerian Trifa, for 
two decades by the National Council of Churches? 


A Lester, I'm not familiar with the specifics 
of the case. I think the issue of our attitude toward the 
Barbie case was gone over at considerable length at the 
Justice Department yesterday, and I think you're probably 
familiar with what was said in that event had to do with 
U.S. Government personnel who, for reasons discussed yester- 
day at the briefing, did take some actions which prevented 
Mr. Barbie from being turned over to the French. 


I'm not going to try to compare various cases, and 
I have nothing to say about the Trifa case. 


0 I just have one follow-up: Does it appear 
Strange to the State Department that the French gladly 
received Barbie, but the Israelis won't take Trifa who led 
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in the murder of at least 1,000 Jews in Bucharest, in 1941? 
Does that appear strange at all? 


an Again, I don't have anything on the Trifa 
case. 

e) We don't have any comment on that? 

A I have no basis for commenting, Lester. 

0 Alan, TASS says Nazi war criminals are still 


being harbored by the United States and carry out subversive 
intelligence operations against socialist countries. 


Q Again, we've addressed the question of Nazi 
war criminals in the United States and the Justice 
Department's efforts to track them down, and I would refer 
you to Justice. Certainly, there has been an active effort 
to do that, but let me refer you to Justice. They are the 
Ones who are engaged in that. 


But it is simply untrue to suggest that the 
U.S. Government is using Nazi war criminals for any purpose. 


0 Alan, on Barbie, based on the Justice 
Department's report, why is the United States Government not 
extending regrets or whatever to the Government of Bolivia, 
which accepted Barbie not knowing who he was? 


A I think that the circumstances suggested to 
those who were involved that, given the fact that the French 
were the ones who were trying to get Barbie back for trial, 
that expression of regret was appropriate. 


0 That's true, but the Justice Department docu- 
ments his involvement with para-military groups in Bolivia 
Since the 70s and with senior military officials there. 


Why is this different, for example, from our 
Outrage over the Cubans sending their excludables here? Why 
wouldn't (inaudible) 


A Our study was addressed principally to the 
question of how he got out of Germany, were we involved, 
and was he involved with the U.S. Government after this 
brief period of time from 1947 to 1950? The answer to which 
was no. 
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I don't have a lot to give you on that. There is 
an extensive report and documentation backing it up, and I 
really would refer you back to it. 


@) In connection with the Barbie case and with 
the Chad/French consultations, and the reported 
disagreements prior to Williamsburg between the United 
States and France, is Secretary Burt or anyone else in the 
Department planning to engage in any kind of a special round 
of talks with the French to go over bilateral relations, and 
see if there is a way of improving consultations and con- 
munications between the two governments? 


an I'm not aware of any particular effort in 
that regard. We have very close and frequent consultations 
with the Government of France, and I think that the fact of 
the matter is that the Williamsburg Summit was quite successful, 
sO whatever reports you're referring to about strains 
before it, I can't confirm. But in any case, the results 


were quite good. 


As I said, we have had frequent, virtually daily, 
close consultations with the French on Chad and so on, so 
first of all, I don't know of any particular effort, and 
second, I don't see that one is called for. 


e) Developments on Chad, if you will? 

a I'll get to you in a second. 

Q Thank you. 

°) Why is Jesse Jackson meeting with Dam? 

fy Why is Jesse Jackson meeting with the Acting 
Secretary? 

e) Yes. 


aN Simply because he felt that an additional 
meeting -- you will recall shat John talked about this when 
he was asked about it a little while ago. Mr. Jackson felt 
that an additional meeting in preparation for his visit to 
Europe was needed; he made this request through Senator 


Percy. 
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I would also note that I believe he has met with 
officials from the Defense Department and other departments 
and agencies in the government as well as having been in 
touch with, as I say, Congressional leaders. 


0 If I were to make such a request, would I be 
given the same treatment? 


A I couldn't guarantee that. (Laughter) 
0 What's the criteria, Alan? 
Why through Senator Percy? 


a I don't know what the circumstances were, 
particularly, with regard to that recommendation or request. 


0 If Ralph were running for President, if he 
announced his candidacy, would you give him the same cour- 
tesy, Alan? 


A I don't know the answer to that. It's a 
rather hypothetical question. (Laughter) 


0 {I suspect it is. 


a But I don't think that's the issue here. I 
think the issue is that he certainly is a prominent American 
citizen, and the request was made in a way that I have just 
indicated, andI -- 


fe) You mean all prominent American citizens are 
given this special treatment if Percy asks, is that correct, 
Or what is the criterion? I don't understand. 


A We make an effort, Lester, to be helpful to 
everyone, and sometimes it gets done one way and sometimes 
another, but we make an effort to be helpful. I Know you 
don't think we succeed all the time, but we try. 


fe) Oh, I think sometimes you do, Alan. 


°) Will you please give us the latest develop- 
ments that you have on Chad? 


a Yes. No reports of renewed fighting in Chad. 
The Libyans continue to move equipment and troops into Chad. 
We estimate that currently there are about 2,500 to 3,000 
Libyan troops in Chad. 





15 


0 Are diplomatic efforts underway? Do you have 
anything on that? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


0 Do you have any statement on the Brazzaville 
conference? 

a No, I don't have anything on that. 

0 Are our embassies overseas being alerted to 


extend hospitality to possible-candidate Jackson? 


A I think that they would, within the resources 
that they have, as they do with other Americans who visit, 
would extend what courtesies they could, but their -- 


0 What are those courtesies -- put him up, take 
him places, chauffeurs, limousines, and that sort of thing? 


A No, I don't think that's what we're talking 
about, Lester. 


0 What are you talking about insofar as 
courtesies? I'm quite interested in this, Alan. 


A I don't know what specific requests he might 
make, but I don't think -- He's not a Congressional delega- 
tion or something of that sort where we would be providing 


0 But as you said, he's a prominent person. I 
just wondered what courtesies you have in mind. And do you 
think that he is a probable candidate? 


aN I have no opinion on that, Lester. 


Let me just say on the question about diplomatic 
process on Chad. I would simply note that we favor a peace- 
ful settlement with the withdrawal of Libyan forces and an 
end to Libyan aggression. We support the legitimate 
Government of Chad and the territorial integrity of that 
country. 


0 President Habre is quoted today as having 
Said that the only people with whom he will negotiate are 
the Libyans. Does the United States support that position? 


fy As I said yesterday, the question of what 
President Habre, as the President of the Government of Chad, 
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wishes to do is his decision on that. As I said, we favor a 
peaceful settlement with the withdrawal of Libyan forces and 
an end to Libyan aggression. 


8) Alan, another Alan -- Alan Cranston -- is 
leaving today, or he already left, on a four-nation trip to 
Colombia, Venezuela, Panama, and Mexico, and he was briefed 
yesterday afternoon by Ambassador Richard Stone. Is he 
carrying any special message from the State Department to 
these countries, and what was the purpose of that briefing? 


A Again, as I said -- I think this issue came 
up yesterday -- you'd have to ask Senator Cranston, but we 
frequently provide briefings to traveling Congressional 
delegations. I would not assume that he is carrying messa- 
ges. We certainly have an active diplomatic dialogue with 
those countries. 


9) Back to Chad, the Information Minister there 
Suggested there might be Soviets along with the Libyan 
troops in Chad. Do you have anything more on that? 


a I don't have anything beyond what I said 
yesterday, which is that I couldn't comment because infor- 
mation would presumably come from intelligence sources. 


0 Do you have a rundown on the military equip- 
ment the Libyans are carrying with them into Chad? 


x I did that the other day, Bernie. I think 
you can find it in the Press Office if you need it. I don't 
think I have it here. 


0 I note that you are reluctant to say much 
about the McFarlane trip, but there have been reports that 
he is trying the last few days to postpone the Israeli 
redeployment, which is, according to the Israeli Chief of 
StafE&, suppposed to take place within days. 


Do you have any comment on this? 


fy No. Again, I'm not going to comment on his 
specific mission. Obviously, we would hope that the Israeli 
deployment occurs in a way which furthers the goal which is 
shared by Lebanon, Israel, and the United States, of the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. But I can't 
get into the question, specifically, of what Ambassador 
McFarlane is discussing. 
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e) Are you satisfied with the level of coor- 
dination between the Israeli and the Lebanese Army regarding 
the coming redeployment? 


A Between whom and whom? 


0 The Israeli Army and the Lebanese Army. 
a I don't know that I can give you an eva- 


luation of that. It isn't a matter of our being satisfied 
particularly on this, or expressing publicly our views on 
this. I think I would really leave it to the Lebanese and 
the Israelis, if they wish to comment. 


0) Alan, Radio Damascus today called for the 
overthrow of President Gemayel because of the Arens meeting 
in Beirut yesterday. Do we have anything on that? 


a I don't have anything on it. I wasn't 
aware of it. 


0 Back to the redeployment, is the Department 
at all concerned that the multinational force, the American 
contingent of that force, would in any way be in danger if, 
in the process of the Israeli withdrawal, the Lebanese Army 
couldn't assume those responsibilities in the Shouf, isn't 
that apprehension in this Department? 


A Again, I would repeat what I just said: We 
would hope that the deployment occurs in a way which 
furthers the goal of total withdrawal of all foreign forces from 
Lebanon. I don't really have anything to offer beyond that 
and what I said the other day about that, obviously, there 
is a need to assure that things be done in the smoothest 
possible way. But I don't have a specific comment on that 
question. 


0 Back on Klaus Barbie, I know you're referring 
most questions to the Justice Department, but has the 
State Nepartment received any specific complaints on har- 
boring or collaborating with ex-Nazis from France or any 
other country since the inception of the Barbie affair? 


4A I can't tell you the answer to that question. 
I don't know, and I don't think I would get into that 
question basically because we're talking about a question of 
diplomatic exchanges. I don't think I would normally get 
into that. 
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We did talk about our expression of regret to the 
Government of France on this occasion, but beyond that, I 
don't think we would go into it. 


0 Do you see Mitterand's consternation with 
Our role in Chad as possibly connected to their deplorable 
characterization of our handling of the Barbie affair? 


a I think you would have to ask the French 
those kinds of questions. 


2) What information or comment do you have on 
the occupation of the Spanish Consulate in Los Angeles? 


a I'm going to have to refer you, basically, to 
the Los Angeles Police Department on that. Obviously, we 
deplore any attack on foreign diplomats, and obviously, also 
deplore any act of terrorism. We're glad that the situation 
seems to have been resolved peacefully. 


0 Do you have any idea what will happen with the 
family of the man who occupied the Consulate, or if there is 
any precedent there? 


A Again, I don't have anything to add. I would 
refer you to -- 


0 Are we monitoring -- 
A Excuse me, Lester. I'll come right back. 
0 Is Mr. McFarlane returning back to Washington 


this week? 


fy I don't know what his onward travel plans 
will be. 


0 Did he go to Syria today? 


a No. He's in Beirut. Ambassador Fairbanks is 
in Damascus conferring with Syrian officials. 


e) Are we monitoring the return of Joshua 
Nkomo to Zimbabwe? 


Ay Are we monitoring it? I wouldn't say we -- 
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Q Well, are we watching to see what happens? I 
mean, are we keeping a close eye on that? You monitor a lot 
of things. It was prominently featured in this morning's 


paper. 

A We're aware of it, Lester. 

0 Does he have life insurance, do you know? 

A I think you'd probably better ask him. 

0 I'd be delighted. I thought you might have 
inquired into this. What happens if he is hurt, Alan? Are 
we going to be concerned? 

A Lester, that's a hypothetical question. 

0 I see. O.K. 

@) Thank you. 
A 


You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One statement, and 
then I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Regarding the sentencing of the hijackers of the 
Chinese aircraft. The United States is pleased to note that 
the hijackers of a May 5 CAAC Trident Airliner, enroute from 
Shenyang to Shanghai and diverted to the Republic of 
Korea, were sentenced today by Korean authorities to jail 
terms ranging from four to six years. 


This vigorous enforcement of the Hague Convention 
on the suppression of hijacking by the Republic of Korea 
will be welcomed by all nations that are seeking to eli- 
minate this serious threat to commercial aviation. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, have you seen the reports of statements 
made by Mr. Andropov in the meeting with U.S. Senators, par- 
ticularly in regard to his pledge that the Soviet Union would 
not be the first nation to place an anti-satellite weapon 
into space? Do you have a response to that? 


A We don't have the details of the Soviet pro- 
posal. We've only seen a TASS report, so I can't respond in 
detail at this point. I would note that the Soviets have 
the world's only operational ASAT system, which they have 
maintained and continued to test for more than a dozen years. 


With regard to space arms control, the President 
on July 4, 1982, said the U.S. "Will consider verifiable 
and equitable space arms control measures that would ban or 
otherwise limit testing and deployment of specific weapons 
should those measures be compatible with U.S. national 
security." 


Such measures are now under study, but there 
exist serious technical, substantive problems, related to 
verification among other issues. 


In the context of the President's policy, the 
U.S. will of course study carefully any serious Soviet pro- 
posal on space arms control. 








I would add also that the U.S. has participated 
fully in the discussion of space arms control in the 
Committee on Disarmament in Geneva. 


0) Copy? 

A Yes. 

Q Is this the first time that the Soviets have 
specifically made this offer? 

A I think that there are -- you would have to 
do some research on this -- but my understanding is that there 


have been various proposals made on ASAT systems in the 
past publicly, and that they have been addressed in the 
past. I don't happen to have a record of that but I'm sure 
it's in the -- 


A Can you further address his comments on the 
Geneva negotiations on missiles? That the United States is 
not seriously interested in an agreement? 


A This is to the same delegation or to Mr. 
Winpisinger? 


0 To the Senate delegation. 


A I don't have anything specifically on what 
he said about that. I do think that he made similar com- 
ments, if we are talking about INF missiles, to the union 
delegation, which I can respond to. They talked about 
taking countermeasures, and so on. 


@) (Inaudible). 
ay Okay, fine. I didn't see that. 


Mr. Andropov's comments should be viewed in light 
of the Soviets' intensifying public campaign to undermine 
support for U.S. INF deployments. We are negotiating 
seriously in Geneva and believe that satisfactory results 
can be achieved if the Soviet Union decides to negotiate 
responsibly and make serious proposals on the central issues 
which take into account the legitimate security interests of 
our NATO allies. We will continue to work for this goal 
when the negotiations resume on September 6. 


: As regards the threat of countermeasures, the 
Soviets have already deployed massive numbers of long-range 
INF missiles. They also have other weapons programs in 
progress which they will likely implement in any case. 








The deployment of U.S. long-range INF missiles, 
which is scheduled to begin in December of this year in the 
absence of concrete results in Geneva eliminating the entire 
class of land-based, long-range INF missiles on both sides, 
is a NATO response to the deployment of SS-20 missiles by 
the Soviet Union which began in 1977. 


As of early 1983, the Soviets had deployed 351 
SS-20's with 1,053 warheads. The United States, of course, 
has zero deployed long-range INF warheads. I would also 
note that more than 70 of these SS-20's, with 210 warheads, 
have been deployed during the INF negotiations. 
Nevertheless, the United States has continued to negotiate 
seriously and in good faith despite these Soviet 
deployments, and we would expect the Soviets to do the same 
should we be obliged to begin our deployment process. 


QO Do you have copies? 
A Yes. 


QO Alan, would you repeat the date at which the 
Soviet Union had 351 SS-20's? 


rey It says as of early 1983. 
Q What was the question? 


4 The question was what was the date by which 
the Soviets had deployed 351 SS-20's with a 1,053 warheads. 
What I have here is as of early 1983. 


0 Do you have a breakdown on where they're deployed 
as regards to Asia and Europe or elsewhere? 


x I don't. 
0 (inaudible) figure anywhere? 
A That's the latest figure I've got. 


0 On Lebanon. Can you tell us anything about 
the progress that Ambassador Fairbanks achieved with Syria 
as reported in the press? 


A I can't, really. Ambassador Fairbanks, by 
the way, has now gone to Beirut where he and Ambassador 
McFarlane are at this point. 


I think that it was noted by people in Syria, or 
where they are, but those who were familiar with what had 
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gone on, that the discussions would continue by experts over 
the next several days, and that is currently going on. This 
is the discussion of the agreement as they were looking at 
it. I can't go into the detail of -- 


Q Is Mr. McFarlane going to Syria? 


4 Is Mr. McFarlane going to Syria? I don't 
know what his plans are. I don't have any onward travel for 
either of them. I think that it was made known that 
Ambassador Fairbanks and Foreign Minister Khaddam might get 
together again depending on their schedules to review the 
progress of the experts. But I don't think that is sche- 
duled, and I can't tell you if it were scheduled precisely 
when it would take place. 


0 Alan, do you mean legal and/or military 
experts? 


A No. These are basically legal experts on 
those areas. 


0 I'm not sure. I just think I misheard or 
didn't hear something you said. They're discussing the 
agreement. 


A The Lebanese-Israeli agreement. 
Q Thank you. That's all. 


Q Lebanon. You were asked this question 
earlier this week and you didn't have any comment. But new 
developments resulting from Minister Arens visit to Lebanon, 
something which is today reported to be a government crises. 


This government has insisted, or one of the basic 
objectives were to emphasize Lebanon's sovereignty. How do 
you, from that aspect, see Minister Arens visit to Lebanon 
without consulting the official government, meeting with a 
splinter group and creating such a government crises? 


A We can see why Mr. Arens might have visited 
the Beirut area in his capacity as Defense Minister, given 
the presence there of Israeli troops and the need to conduct 
discussions with Israeli military officials there prior to 
the redeployment from the Shouf. 


With regard to the redeployment, we are stressing 
the necessity and importance of maximum coordination between 
the Israeli and Lebanese authorities. This will help assure 
that Israeli withdrawal and subsequent Lebanese deployment 
into areas vacated by the IDF occur in such a way so as to 
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strengthen the Lebanese Central Government, to show its abi- 
lity to extend his authority, and to lay the basis for addi- 
tional withdrawals of foreign forces from Lebanon. 


8) Have there been fresh assurances from the 
Israeli Government that the withdrawal will be conducted in 


that fashion? 


A I have no reason to assume that the Israeli 
Government has changed its position as previously 
articulated. 


@) Were there any consultation between Mr. 
Arens and the United States before he went to Lebanon since 
the United States is part of this whole disengagement in 

bringing about all of these settlements in Lebanon? Did he 


consult with you? Did he tell you that he's going there? 





A I'm not aware of any consultation on that. 
8) And as a result of this crises, what do you 
see -- was this a fruitful, or did you get any input from 


the Israelis after he visited, that the visit was only for 
the redeployment forces and nothing to -- get with the other 
factions. 


pet I don't have any readout to give you. I 
don't have anything to say further about that visit other 
than what I've said, except with regard to the dimension of 
the story that the referred to Prime Minister was on. I 
would note that we've longed admired Prime Minister Wazzan's 
dedication and courageous performance of his duties under 
trying circumstances. 


0 Do you consider the visit fortunate? 


Q You think Mr. Arens' visit was circumscribed 
to the objectives that you mentioned, or they went beyond? 
I know that he met with the Lebanese forces. He put flowers 
for the dead; he made an homage to the dead of the Lebanese 
forces. Was this according to the visit -- 


A I can only repeat to you what I said in the 
guidance which is that, we can see why Mr. Arens might have 
visited the Beirut area in his capacity as Defense Minister, 
given the presence there of Israeli troops and the need to 
conduct discussions with Israeli military officials there 
prior to the redeployment from the Shouf. 


0 Can we have a copy of that statement? 


A Yes, you may have a copy. 








@) A follow-up to one of your answers. You 
were asked if the Israelis stay committed to full coor- 
dination with the Lebanese army regarding the redeployment. 
You said that you don't think there is any change in the 
Israeli position. What do you know about the Lebanese 
position on the question of full coordination? 


4 Again, I'm not going to try to do more on 
the side of either party than to repeat what our position 
is, which I did in that statement, to note that we are 
stressing the necessity and importance of maximum coor- 
dination. I don't think I'm going to try to get into 
stating their positions or criticing those position or 
anything else. This is our policy. This is what we're 
working for, and I'm going to have to leave it at that. 


9) One more question about it. Mr. Arens, I 
understand, in his remarks, criticized the Beirut Government 
for not having enough communication and negotiation with the 
Druze in order to enable some kind of agreement in the Shouf 
Mountains. Do you have any comment on this criticism? 


fy Again, I think I would have to go back to 
what I just said to you about what our approach and policy 
is on this issue, in general. I don't have a specific com- 
ment to give you on that. 


0 What can you tell us about the status of the 
Russian young man? 


A I have nothing new to offer you today. 


0 There were representatives of the Justice 
Department, the FBI and various government agencies over 
here today. Were they meeting with State Department offi- 
cials about that case? 


a I wasn't at such a meeting. It may well be. 


Q Let me ask you another question. It's my 
understanding that the Russians are going to present this 
young fellow to a small group of journalists this afternoon. 
Will that satisfy the U.S. requirements as to an interview, 
and if he says he wants to go home, then will he be allowed 
to go home? 


A At this point, as I say, I just simply don't have 
anything further to offer you on that. It remains, just to 
go back to basics, it remains our position that we want to 
ascertain his intentions and desires, but I don't think I can 
get into is-this-okay and that's-not-okay, that sort of 
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thing. At this point, I just simply don't have anything 
further to offer you on that. 


0 On the same subject. After this 3:30 inter- 
view at the Soviet compound, will the Department be in a posi- 
tion to change its position and tell us about it? 


Q At this moment, I cannot tell you whether or 
when I will have something further I can offer. 


0 You're not at this point rejecting such a 
proposal? It's still being -- 


A I'm not going to address it. I would not 
take my answer as sort of a State Department today did 
not rule out. Don't take it that way. 


0 Could I go back to the SS-20's for a moment. 
0 Can we stay on this one. 
A Stay with this one. I'll come back to you. 


0 Just for detail, in your reiteration a 
moment ago of the policy, you said it remains our position 
that we want to ascertain his views. 


A Right. 

0 But the position up to now has been, it 
remains the U.S. position that it wants to interview him to 
ascertain his views. Was that a slip of the tongue, or -- 


aA No, I think if you go back, you will find 
that I have been rather consistent in talking about it -- 


Q The substance you have. 
A The substantive issue -- I'm not going to go 


further with it. The substantive issue is that we need to 
ascertain his desires and intentions. 


--MORE-- 
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0 And the method of doing that is not 
necesssarily an interview? 


A I'm not going to get into the question. We 
need, certainly -- well, I'm not going to get into the 
question. 

0 The same subject, Alan? 


A All right, go on. 


0 Could you tell us -- do you have any infor- 
mation as to who are these "small group of journalists 
selected by the Soviets" (laughter) and are you aqoing to be 
satisfied by a small group? How big is "small"? 


A I have not -- 


Q ° You have no knowledge of who this small group 
and select -- 


0 You're invited, Lester. (Laughter.) 

0 Are you with the Soviet Union? I had no 
idea. 

A Excuse me, Lester. Do you want to call off 


the briefing now or will you listen? 
Q No. I didn't interrupt. 


rN The answer to the question is you would have 
to talk to the Soviets about anything they have set up. I'm 
not speaking for the Soviets on this issue. 


0 On this, Alan, I went over there and 
interviewed the people at the embassy. That's when they 
told me Lester was invited there. (Laughter.) 


Q You speak with forked tongue. 
Q They gave me a full list, very long. 


They take the position, after studying it, that 
there's no legal justification for your position. I mean, I 
wonder if you could -- you've been reluctant before, I know, 
to spell it out; but would you give us an idea of what you 
based this on? 


A No. I think that I would frankly rather rely 
on U.S. Government legal expertise on U.S. law than on 
Soviet expertise on U.S. law. 











0 To go back to the SS-20s, you said earlier 
that the number was 351 and that was the number as of early 


this year. 
A That's right. 
0 That's also the current number. 


a That's the current number we're carrying. We 
have not updated that number. 


0 Well, you had been updating it regularly, as 
the new ones were added, up until now. Can one interpret 
this to mean that they are not adding any more? 


A No. I think we indicated, even after we used 
that number, that the deployments were continuing. I can't 
tell you, frankly, whether at this moment exactly something 
is precisely going on; but that is not a correct intervreta- 
tion of that. 


0 Could you take the question? 


A No, I can't take the question because I think 
we've indicated that when we can update the numbers we will 
update the numbers for you; but that depends on a lot of 
factors beyond simply what's going on on the ground. 


0 Do you have any comment on the remarks of the 
Mayor of Jerusalem regarding the U.S. position on the sta- 
tus of the city? 


A On the question of Jerusalem? 


0 Yes. 


A Not really. I refer you basically to what 
I've said the last two days. 


a) Alan, Kuwait put out a statement yesterday 
responding to your statement the day before about Mr. Grove, 
the Brandon Grove rejection, saying that Kuwait is exer- 
cising its legal right for refusal or acceptance of a can- 
didate ambassador to its country and they are doing this 
based on their holding on to the basic principle and this is 
not against Mr. Grove personally or to Washington relations 
between Kuwait and the United States. Do you have any com- 
ment to that? 


a No, not really. I think we talked about this 
the other day. I didn't talk about the rights or lack of 
rights of countries; I think we addressed ourselves to the 
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specifics. And I don't have anything further to give you on 
that. 


0 In that context, are they still standing by their 
rejection of him or what? Can you tell us? 

A On Mr. Grove? 

Q on Mr. Grove, yes. 

A I'm aware of no change. 

¢) So they still are turning him down? 

A That's right. 


0 Can I, please, ask you something else? There 
was a report yesterday from Jerusalem that Israeli authori- 
ties sentenced a journalist for six months for possession of 
unlawful material -- weapon material, not guns -- and they 
put out of order another Arab publication, Al Shira'a, a 
monthly. Are you aware of this? 


A I'm not aware, and I can go back and I can 
tell you, as we always will and mean, we have a very strong 
view on freedom of the press. But I don't know what the 
substance of this particular issue is, and it sounds to me 
like it's clearly a law enforcement issue of some sort 
within Israel and presumably it will be handled within the 
legal system; and I don't want to comment on that. 


@) Alan, do you have an update on Chad? 

my Yes, I can give you some update on Chad. 

There continue to be no reports of renewed 
fighting in Chad. The Libyans continue their buildup, and 
we now believe there are between 3,000 and 3,500 Libyan 
troops south of the Aouzou Strip in Chad. 

Q Alan, could I switch to Central America? 

a Yes. On what? 


Q I'd like to ask a question on the Chad region. 


A Go ahead. 


Q Can you sort out for us at this point, Alan, 
with whom the U.S. Government discussed in the French 
Government the deployment of AWACS aircraft? 
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A No. I'll stick with what I said yesterday. 
I'm not going to try to take that any further. 


0 Alan, on that, just as a springboard, you say 
"no reports of renewed fighting." 


A Yes. 


re) There are reports of escalated fighting in 
the border area of Honduras and Nicaragua. 


There's also a Defense Intelligence Agency, a 
secret report floating around here, to the effect that we 
expect continuing escalation of that fighting. I wonder if 
you could elucidate that. 


A I don't usually comment on secret defense 
reports; but I would say, obviously, our hope that in a 
regional context these various problems can be addressed and 
we can reach agreement which would reduce tensions, address 
itself to the various issues we've talked about -- offensive 
weapons, trainers, and so on and so forth. And I'm going to 
refer you back to that, out I'm not going to try to address 
myself to a secret report. 


@) Can we have a filing break? 

A Any objection to a filing beak? O.K., filing 
break. 

0 Alan, you may have already answered this and, 


if you have, I apologize. But the Reverend Joseph Lowry of 
the Southern Christian Leadership Conference stated in a 
press conference with Mrs. Martin Luther King: "We support 
the Govenrment of Nicaragua but not the Government of El 
Salvador." Has the State Department any comment on that? 
And i have a follow-up. 


A I don't address comments by various private 
people. 


8) All right. Then my other question is this: 
Since page 1 of this morning's Washington Post reports that 





in Zimbabwe Congressmen Solomon and Wolpe engaged in what 
might be termed "a public and frank exchange of opinions on a 
wide range of topics." And since you, Alan, have cautioned 
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us against such Post reports as the alleged Shultz eclipse, 
could you tell us what actually took place in Zimbabwe and 
is it Mr. Solomon or Mr. Wolpe who is accurate in describing 
conditions in Ethiopia? 





A I think that it is not either prudent or even 
possible (laughter) for me to get into that particular 
discussion. 

0 Well, I mean, Alan, there is a report on page 
a om 

pt I recognize that. 

2) -- of a leading daily, and it tell us two 
members of this very important committee -- 

A Lester -- 

Q -- with very contrary opinions. Could you 


tell us which one is accurate? We're being led in all 
directions. 


A Look, the members of the CODEL -- 
congressional delegation -- can respond to their own views 
of the meeting with Mr. Mengistu. 


2) Do you have any opinion? 


My I can only say that as for relations with 
Ethiopia, as you know relations have been strained, are 
strained, have been for many years -- although they continue 
to be correct and our governments do exchange friendly 
visits. And we have been prepared to discuss improved rela- 
tions, but I'm not going to comment on that story further. 


Q Excuse me, Alan; I'm sorry. I've been away 
so this might have been addressed. But the story last week 
about the Lesotho refugees, has there been any progress in 
this? Does the U.S. have an official attitude toward those 
refugees from Lesotho, and are we pleased that it's working 
out the way it is? 


A I don't know whether we have any guidance on that 
issue or not. Why don't you check with the Press Office? 
And if we don't maybe we can -- I'd see if there's anything 


that we would -- 


0 O.K. 
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A -- want to say on that subject. 


0 On Central America, Senator Tsongas yesterday 
was in Managua and he was reported as having said that the 
government of the Sandinistas are there to stay and he is 
invited, or he has invited Ortega for a visit to the United 
States. Do you have any comment on that? 


a I've seen the press reports about the 
meeting, but I don't have any particular comment to offer. 


0 Will they welcome Ortega? 


ey Will who welcome Ortega? 
e) Will you welcome Ortega? 
A Visa applications, if he were to apply, would 


be judged case by case in light of the circumstances at the 
time. 


0 If they're valid. 


A They would be, as I say, judged in light of 
the circumstances, the law, the purposes of his trip. We'd 
have to look at it. 


8) Alan, do you have any comment on the Turkish 
Government position to suspend publication of Milliet and 
Tercuman? 








A Do we have something on that? 
No, we don't have anything on that. 


0 Alan, you were considering the application 
for a visa by Tomas Borge? 


a I don't have anything new for you on that. 
0 Is that still under consideration? 
A I don't have anything new for you on that. 


0 Alan, will you take that question? 
A What? 


0 The Turkish papers. Since you made a comment 
On suppression and the freedom of the press. 


———, =" — 
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A I'll look and see if we can get anything on 
that. 

Q Have you looked into the Liberian paper? 

A The what? 

Q Liberian paper. 

A What is this, freedom of the press day? What's going 
on? (Laughter.) 

0 We just want you to be -- 


A Are you afraid your agency is going to be 
attacked? (Laughter.) 


0 You're the one who said that. I have no 
reason to believe -- no: the Lierian paper, the main inde- 
pendent paper, was closed out. 


x Again, I'll look at it; but I won't promise 
that we'll come back on specific cases. 


0 And on Chad, do you have any comment on the 
allegations in The Washington Post that Saudi Arabia 
pressured Mauritania not to accept David Korn as an Ambassador 
there because he's Jewish? 





fy No, I don't have any comment on that. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the vote on 
paramilitary groups in Salvador? 


A The vote on paramilitary groups? No, we're 
not going to have any comment on the constitutional process 
and debate on the constitution as it proceeds. 


) Alan, do you have a situation report on 
Afghanistan? 

A No, I don't have one. Sorry. 

0 On Chad, could you address yourself, if you 


would, on the statements by background officials at the 
California White House with respect to the charge of disin- 
formation with respect to France? 


A No, I'm not going to address myself to source 
stories. We addressed this -- I think it was Larry Speakes and I 
-- yesterday. 
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Q In addition, apparently Mitterrand's interview 
expressed criticism at Washington for having backed Habre 
when he overthrew the Government of Oueddei two years 
ago? Do you deny that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Do you have anything on the Polish debt 
rescheduling? 


A No, I don't. 

0 Anything about the planned meeting between 
U.S. officials and ‘Abd al-Halim Khaddam, the Foreign 
Minister of Syria, at the United Nations next month? 


A At the United Nations? 


e) Yes. 


A I don't know anything about it. I believe 
that he met with the Secretary last year at the UN, so -- 


@) Will there be -- 


A I don't know if there will be a meeting sche- 
duled this year or not. I just don't know what the schedule 
is. I don't think we've announced it. 


@) Anything on Argentine nukes? (Laughter.) 


4 Argentine nukes? Would you care to refine 
that question, perhaps, a little bit? 


re There was an article that appeared in The 
Washington Post about how the United States is providing 
heavy water to provide Argentine nukes or nuke power, as it 
were. 





A I think there was a difference. I think it 
was related to a nuclear reactor -- just so the record is 
very clear here. 


0 I wasn't trying to make it tendentious. 
A Yes, yes; I think you were. (Laughter.) 


I would note that the approval does not represent a 
reversal of U.S. policy, since U.S. exports to Argentina of 
nuclear components and materials were approved during the 
previous Administration. 
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The decision to approve the sale by the Federal 
Republic of Germany of 143 metric tons of U.S.-origin heavy 
water to Argentina was based on the determination that all 
the requirements of U.S. law and regulations were met and 
that the transfer would not be inimical to the security of 
the United States and its nonproliferation goals. The 
transfer is to be subject to the U.S.-Argentina Agreement 
for Peaceful Nuclear Cooperation, the applicable Safeguard 
Agreement with the International Atomic Energy Agency -- the 
IAEA -- and additional nonproliferation assurances and 
guarantees from the Government of Argentina. 


i) 


No reaction from the Falklands on this, Alan? 
2) We can get a copy? 

A You can get a copy. 

0 Was there anything more? 


A There are some answers to specific questions, 
but why don't I let you try and figure out what you really need 
with the Press Office later because it's rather lengthy and 
it basically sticks with the same point. This is a con- 
tinuation of policy consistent with our nonproliferation 
policy and of past Administrations, not only this 
Administration. 


0 Can I simply ask one that might not go to 
that? 


A Yes. 


0 Was this taken up, in any respect, with the 
United Kingdom? 


A I don't know the answer to that and I don't 
think we would get into the question of our relations or 
dealings with other governments in this matter. 

0 Bernie, did you have a question? 


) No. 


A All right. 


(Whereupon, at 12:55 p.m., the briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements: 


First, Secretary Shultz will address the Shimoda 
Conference, Friday, September 2, at 8:30 a.m., at Airlie 
House, located near Warrenton, Virginia. The conference is 
co-sponsored by the Japan Center for International Exchange, 
which is in Tokyo, and the Japan Society in New York. This 
is the sixth conference and the first to be held in the 
United States. 


If you plan to cover this event, please inform Mary 
Allis of the Japan Society at Area Code (212) 832-1155, or 
Betsey Weltner of Gray-and Company in Washington at 333-7400. 


0 Alan, will that be piped in here? 


A We are checking that. There are apparently 
some diffilcuties, including the telephone strike, but also 
some other things too, but we're checking on that, Mike. 


What time will he speak? 


) 
A 8:30 a.m. 
QO Pardon? 


A 8:30 a.m. Good morning, Mike. 


Secondly, a statement on the August 21 anniversary 
of the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. Sunday we mark the 
15th anniversary of the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. By 
this brutal and cynical act, the Soviet Union sought to crush 
the aspirations of the people of Czechoslovakia. 


Unfortunately, the Soviet role in Afghanistan and 
Soviet pressure in Poland stand as harsh reminders that the 
Soviet Union has been unwilling to abide by the standards of 
international behavior embodied in the United Nations Charter 
and in the Helsinki Final Act. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to take 
your questions. 





@) Alan, does the Department have a view as to the 
aftermath of the Soviet teenager matter, the effect on 
U.S.-American relations -- 


@) Can't hear. 


0 -- and what will be the long-term effect? 


A The question is any view on the long-term 
effect of the Berezhkov case on U.S.-Soviet relations. 


As we said in our statement yesterday, this was not 
a situation that was sought by either government. We don't 
believe it will affect U.S.-Soviet relations. It certainly 
will not affect our policies toward the Soviet Union. 


@) Alan, on that issue, the State Department had 
control of the situation at the airport and they barred tele- 
vision cameras. There was a television camera a: the Soviet 
Embassy. What was the reason for that? 


A You recognize, Don, that that interview that 
took place at the airport was the one based upon which 
Assistant Secretaries Burt and Abrams made their judgment, and 
it was felt that introducing television cameras into that 
situation would create an atmosphere which would not have been 
as conducive to ascertaining the true intentions of Andrei 
Berezhkov as without them. 


@) Alan, a follow-up on the statement issued at 
the airport yestereday. There's an firm indication here that 
we're accepting the authenticity of Andrei's letter to 
President Reagan -- the flat statement that those letters 
were written by young Berezhkov. 


On at least two occasions he denied that he wrote 
those letters. If we disbelieve his statement that he denied 
writing the letters, why do we accept his other statements 
that he wants to return to the Soviet Union and doesn't want 
to stay in the United States? 


A Gregg, we obviously noted his statement about 
the letters, and, as we've said, the existence of the letters 
raised reasonable doubts in our minds about his intentions. 
Based on the statements he made yesterday, we have now 
satisfied ourselves that his departure from the United States 
was voluntary. 


I might add that following the press interview, 
Assistant Secretary Burt stayed with the family for about -- I 














don't know -- 45 minutes, roughly, on the mobile lounge, went 
Out to the aircraft with them, and so on and so forth. During 
that period of time everything that he saw convinced him that 
the right judgment had been made on that. 


0 What about the letters? Do we feel that he 
wrote those letters? 


A I'm not going to try to rehash that. We've 
addressed that issue in the past. What was important in terms 
of our determination yesterday was what he said during that 
interview and the judgments that were made at that time. 


8) Could you discuss why it is that in this case 
the United States settled for considerably less than had been 
the case in the past? 


A I don't know that I'm going to try to make com- 
parisons. The point that we made consistently was that we 
wanted to ascertain his desires and intentions, and we feel 
that that was done and-it was done in a manner that was satis- 
factory to us. We don't think that that standard was 
overlooked. 


0 I surely think it's important for the histori- 
cal record here that the government should explain why it is 
-- and you may have abundant reasons for doing so ~- moving 
From the official interview capacity, which is what was main- 
tained previously, into the press forum. Was that a Soviet 
suggestion? 


A No two situations are identical, and we made a 
judgment in this case as to how we could best serve the pur- 
poses that we had, how we could uphold the principles that we 
had. The Soviets obviously had principles they were talking 
about. We think that this solution was one which met the 
principles of both sides, and we're quite satisfied with that. 


0 Did Richard Burt talk to the boy during that 
45-minute period in the mobile lounge? 


A He talked with the boy; he talked with the 
family. Sure. 


0 Alan, the statement of Czechoslovakia, can -- 


0 Excuse me. Before we leave this, could you 
amplify that? You say he did talk to the boy? 








A Yes. I'm not going to try to go into the con- 
versation, but he did talk with him. As I said before, 
everything that transpired during that 45-minute period when 
he was with them lent to the assurance that the right decision 


was made. 


0 But, Alan, the decision was already made to 
allow him to depart. 

A The decision was made at the time of the press 
interview -- 


8) So that -- 
A -- at Dulles. 


@) So that precluded Soviet objection to any per- 
sonal conversation that Burt might have there:fter? 


A his ws not a "formal" interview that he was 
holding on the mobile epee anything of that sort. That's 
right. ° 


@) Was Secretary Burt prepared to change the 
government's position if, during his conversation in the 
mobile lounge, he determined that the boy really wanted to 


stay? 


A That's hypothetical, and I'm not going to get 
into it. 


0 Alan, on videotape after his conversation -- 
that 45 minutes -- when he escorted the family onto the plane, 
Assistant Secretary Burt can be heard quite clearly saying to 
the senior Berezhkov, pointing to the cameras, "You know on 
this flight you don't have to talk to then." 


Is that a function of the Assistant Secretary of 
State? 


A Fred, I don't know. I wasn't there. I didn't 
see it. I'm not going to comment on it. 


8) Alan, in answer to a question here as to 
whether Secretary Burt was prepared to change the position, 
you had said that that's hypothetical. It was reported last 
night the United States had a contingency plan which would 
have provided quarters for the child if he decided to stay. 


Is that incorrect, then? 








A Again, all of this is hypothetical. The 
Situation was resolved. He's gone. I'm not going to try to 
go over alleged contingency plans or alleged contingencies. 


re) Who else, Alan, was on the mobile lounge, 
employees or representatives of the U.S. Government? 


A My understanding on the mobile -- well, 
"involved." I don't know whether there was an operator there, 
but I think Assistant Secretary Burt was the only U.S. offi- 
cial. The family was there and Mr. Sokolov was there. 


0 Was any American security agent personally 
involved? 


A On the mobile lounge itself? 
Q On the mobile lounge. 


A I'm not aware there was any on the mobile 
lounge. No. 


8) Do you still maintain that the State Department 
had a legal ground to detain that boy when he was here under 
the Vienna Convention? 


A We had legal grounds to do what we did. 


0 Could you cite those now that the case is over? 
Why not clarify the record and tell us what the legal 
grounds were in view of the fact that there is considerable 
dispute among legal authorities about the legal grounds? 


A I think, Murray, I'm just going to have to 
leave that dispute out there. We are satisfied with the 
advice that we got from Justice Department and State 
Department lawyers that we had the legal authority to take the 
steps we took. 


Q Are you going to publish that? 
‘A No. Okay. Shall we go on? 


0 Correct me if I'm wrong, but it seems to me 
that you are saying you don't know exactly who wrote the 
letters. 


A I'm not addressing that question. I'm going 
to what we had in terms of the interview situation yesterday 
and the judgments that were made then. 








I'm not going to go back and rehash the letter 
situation. 


0 Can the letter sent to the White House now 
be made public? 


A I don't beleive it's going to be, Murray. 
8) For you the case is over. 
A The case is closed. Yes. Okay. Anything else? 


@) One more question on that. Does the Assistant 
Secretary of State intent to follow Andrei's request and con- 
tact Mick Jagger? (Laughter) 


A Gee, I don't have any answer to that, Larry. 
Can we get on to other matters? 


0 #£Are you saying that the case is closed? You're 
Saying that there's no investigation into who wrote the 
letter? 


A As far as I'm concerned -- as far as I 
understand -- this case is closed. 


0 If it was a forgery, wouldn't anybody be 
interested? 


A No. Shall we go on to another subject? 
No other subjects? 


0 Do you have anything on the Middle East? 
@) How about Chad? 


a Anything on the Middle East. That's a little 
broad. (Laughter) 


Chad. Let me go to Chad, and if we could get a more 
specific -- boy, we're really hard up. 


Although we know of no renewed fighting in Chad, the 
Libyans continue to increase their forces and reinforce their 
positions. We believe there are about, as I indicated yester- 
re 3000-3500 Libyan troops in Chad south of the Aouzou 
Strip. 


We do not know if this buildup is being made with the 
aim of further Libyan thrusts into Chad, but in any event our 
view is that the Libyans must withdraw their troops from Chad. 











¢) Any reaction to the French decision to send 
the fighters, Alan? 


A I don't have any particular reactions to that 
story. 


@) Any buildup of Libyan personnel in the last 
24 hours? Is it the same that you gave yesterday? 


A As I say, the Libyans continue to increase 
their forces and reinforce their positions. I don't have nun- 
bers or specifics to add today. 


'@) Alan, liaison between the French and the AWACS 
now that they're sending in fighter planes? Can you tell us 
about that? 


A No. I don't have anything to add to what we've 
said about that in the past. 


oO &#Alan, anything about contacts between the 
French and the Libyans to negotiate about Chad? 


A No. 


8) Do you have anything on Prime Minister Mugabe's 
comments which appeared in the Post this morning? 


A About U.S. policy? 
@) Yes. 


A Prime Minister Mugabe, like many other African 
leaders, has on many occasions expressed his views about South 
Africa. Likewise, the United States has on many occasions and 
at very senior levels discussed our policies toward that 
region and what it was we were trying to accomplish. 


The most recent such policy speech was given by 
Under Secretary Eagleburger in San Francisco on June 23. We 
respect Prime Minister Mugabe's views, but we believe the 
policy we are following has the best prospects for contri- 
buting positively to the resolution of the problems of that 
region. 


-- MORE -- 














@] Do you have anything related to that on the 
alleged bombing by South Africa of a town in Angola this 
past week? 


A I don't have anything on it. 
8) Do you have the dates for Mugabe's visit? 


A I don't know what has been made available on 
any visits at this point. 


8) Any new progess with respect to the Namibia 
negotiations? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you today 
on that. 


8) On China, do you have anything on State 
Department involvement in the case involving the Chinese 
railroad bonds? 


A Yes, I do. On August 12, the People's 
Republic of China filed a request that the Court's September 
1982 default judgment be set aside and a request that the 
case be dismissed. 


The Court that we're talking about is the Federal 
District Court for the Northern District of Alabama. 


The United States Government filed on August 18 : 
a Statement of Interest in the case supporting the PRC's 
request to set aside the default judgment, and urging the 
Court to permit the PRC to have its day in court. The U.S. 
Government Statement of Interest was supported by affidavits 
from Secretary Shultz and Legal Advisor Davis Robinson. 


If you want copies of the pleadings, those can be 
obtained from the Legal Advisor's Office, Room 6427. The 
phone number is 632-8900. 


8) Do you also have any response to the texile 
agreement signing? 


A Response to the textile agreement? Simply to 
note that the agreement was signed today in Beijing. It's 
for five years retroactive to January 1, 1983. It's very 
Similar to the old agreement except that the number of spe- 
cific limits have been increased to 33. 


0 Is the United States going ahead with the 
development of the anti-satellite weapons, or has that been 
altered in any way by Andropov's proposal yesterday? 

















A I think we addressed this yesterday. I guess 
you weren't here. 


Q You said you were going to carefully study it, 
but apparently a test is scheduled. Will that test be can- 
celled or delayed? 


A I guess you would have to ask the appropriate 
agencies on that. I think I could give you some further words on 
the proposal yesterday, but I don't -- let me just give you 
what I've got. 


Because of its ambiguous language, the precise 
proposal is not clear. For example, Mr. Andropov is quoted 
as saying the Soviets "will not be the first to put anti- 
satellite weapons in space." However, the Soviets have 
tested their ASAT system in space repeatedly, and it's been 
operational for about a dozen years. 


Part of the proposal is similar to their 1981 
draft treaty submitted at the U.N. and suffers from the same 
problems. For example, it is not clear about the definition 
of the weapon, and there are no provisions for verification. 


Their proposed moratorium on ASAT activities is 
new, but also suffers from problems. These include unila- 
teral advantage to the Soviets, who have an operational 
system, and verification. 


With regard to the problems of verification, 
there's also the difficulty of verifying effectively the 
dismantling and destruction of the operational Soviet ASAT 
system. 


First, the system is relatively small. It's 
fitted into a Soviet space booster used for other space 
launch missions. We don't know how many such ASAT systems 
have been manufactured and it would be relatively easy for 
the Soviets to maintain a covert supply of ‘interceptors for 
use in a crises. 


Second, since satellites which serve U.S. and 
Allied national security are very few in number, any Soviet 
cheating on an ASAT agreement, even on a small scale, could 
pose a prohibitive risk. 


Q Copy? 


A Yes. 
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Q On a similar subject, do you have a comment 
on The Washington Post story quoting unnamed Administration 
officials as saying the Soviets are either close to or 
moving toward a system of mobile intercontinental ballistic 
missiles? 





A Yes, I do have something on that. You're 
going to have to ask me more specific questions. But basi- 
cally, because of the confidentiality rules, I can't confirm 
or deny what Soviet officials have or haven't said. 


I can say that the development of a mobile ICBM 
would not be inconsistent with what appears to be current 
Soviet force planning. 


Q Does the United States think this is a nega- 
tive or a positive development as far as its own forces are 
concerned, oc as far as the arms talks are concerned? 


A The fundamental thrust of the U.S. proposals 
in START is to move toward greater stability at lower 
levels, and to the degree, that the development of a mobile 
ICBM, or mobile ICBM's would contribute to stability by 
reducing vulnerability, it would be a positive step. 


Q How imminent is Soviet deployment of mobile 
missile systems? 


A I don't have specifics to offer you on that. 


Q Do you have any further information about the 
meeting held in Beirut between Mr. McFarlane and Mr. El-Baz, 
Counselor of the President of Egypt? 


A I don't have details on any meetings that 
were held. I believe that Mr. McFarlane is now in Cairo, 
and Ambassador Fairbanks is in Beirut. 


0] Do you have any comment about the report that 
Syria agreed -- a U.S. official affirmed that Syria agreed 
to review the Lebanese-Israeli security agreement clause by 
clause? 


A I addressed this yesterday. I indicated that 
that was -- 


Q But they deny it. 


A That that was -- who denied it? 


Q Syria. 
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A I addressed this issue yesterday, and I would 
refer you back to what I said on that issue yesterday, if 
you could check in the Press Office. 


Q Back to Soviet ICBM's? 
A I think Ghasson had a question. 


Q The head of the Association of the Village 
Leagues, Mr. Dudin is in this country. Do you know if he 
will be meeting any officials here at the State Department? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Did he apply for a visa to reside in the 
United States? 


A I don't know, and I don't think we would be 
in a position to address visa applications unless the appli- 
cant himself were to make public the -- 


Q Where does the development of this mobile 
ICBM by the Soviets fit into the SALT II agreement? 


A The Protocol to SALT II, which expired 
December 31, 1981, contained a ban on mobile ICBM's. The 
SALT II Treaty itself does not address mobile ICBM's, so by 
definition they are allowed. 


Q Do you know which Soviet missile is involved 
in this? Is it the PL-5? 

A I don't have any specifics to offer you on 
that. 

Q Back on southern Africa for a sec. Lesotho's 


asked for help from the U.N. They're saying that South 
Africa is now demanding that all 10,000 refugees leave the 
country. Do you have anything on it? 


A I think we had something -- is it something 
that we're posting on this? -- let me check later. I thought 
I saw something this morning on this. Let me check and see 
if we have anything. 


Q Do you have anything on the denial of a visa 
to Gabriel Garcia Marquez to enter this country? 


A No. 
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@) And do you have anything on rumored aid that 
Guatemala has now requested of the United States Government? 


A Anything on rumored aid? What's your 
question? 


0) There are reports that Guatemala has 
requested aid from the United States through Senator Wilson. 
Do you have anything on that? 


A I thought the reports were that they would 
request it, actually, not that they had requested it. I'm 
not aware of a request, and I'm not going to speculate on 
requests that might come in the future. 


As you Know, our security assistance request for 
FY-84 was submitted to the Congress earlier this year, 
including $10 million for Foreign Military Sales credits 
and $250,000 in IMET training funds, and that's still 
pending. But of course we still have under review the issue 
of assistance, but I'm not going to speculate on -- 


fe) For what fiscal year is that? 
A That was FY-84. 


e) Just one question in the sports department. 
Has Ivan Lendl asked for political asylum? 


A If he had, I wouldn't be able to address it. 


@) Is there anything new on drought aid to 
Ethiopia? 


A Yes. I think there was a suggestion in an 
article this morning that there might have been a change in 
policy on that. The U.S. Government has always responded 
positively and willingly to disasters throughout the world. 
The U.S. Government has not stopped humanitarian assistance 
to Ethiopia. We recently indicated that funds for an on- 
going feeding program run by Catholic Relief Services in 
FY-84 would be provided. 


Because of the severe drought and famine 
situation, the United States Government asked Congress for 
funds to continue the program as well as provide several 
million dollars in emergency assistance. In short, humani- 
tarian assistance has not been interrupted and the reason 
for a change in the funds request is tied directly to the 
famine situation that currently exists there. 
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Q That went into '84? 


A As I say, we recently requested -- sorry, we 
recently indicated that funds for the on-going feeding 
program run by CRS in FY-84 would be provided. 


Q Do you have anything on the vote on the 
Guyana loan? 


A Yes. The U.S. vetoed the concessional 
financing on the loan. Our vote was cast on economic and 
technical grounds. We had previously advised the Guyanese, 
both here and in Georgetown, that we would vote against the 
loan for these reasons. 


Q Any elaboration as to what economic and tech- 
nical grounds you're objecting to? 


A .. The loan doesn't require sufficient specific 
actions by the Guyanese Government to change its rice sector 
policies in any of three areas -- pricing, marketing and 
milling -- which are critical to inducing positive changes 
in the sector and to the success of the project. Without 
these changes being made, the project's objectives of 
increasing rice production and improving the welfare of the 
Guyanese farmers and consumers will be impossible to meet. 
We've discussed these concerns with the IDB and the Guyanese 
Government frequently over the past several months. 


Q Can I get a copy of that? You just read it 
very quickly. 


A Yes. 


Q Back on the -- I'm puzzled about the Andropov 
proposal. Since neither anti-satellite system, either side, 
is supposed to be stationed in space, rather acquired from 
the ground, is he not perhaps opening up a new pathway to 
negotiate on the so-called Star Wars permanent orbiting 
systems that the President has suggested? 


A I can't tell you what he has specifically in 
mind. Obviously, there are existing mechanisms for 
discussing these other than through visitors. And as I said 
yesterday, we would seriously consider any serious proposal, 
but I don't have any new words on that. 


Q Are you actually saying that the President 
would seriously consider proposals on the space-based laser 
initiative? He announced that last March 23, and in the 
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following weeks the statements that he and the Secretary 
made were quite -- 


A That program, of course, is in a stage where 
we're talking about design and engineering and experi- 
menting, and things like that. Any serious ideas the 
Soviets have on any of these issues, obviously we're willing 
to discuss. We said we wanted to discuss this idea with 
them in fact. The President made that quite clear. 


0 That was not to not develop these things; 
that was to discuss with the Soviets a sort of joint con- 
petition in development. 


A We would hope they would want to discuss what 
we had in mind as well as what they had. 


6) Could I ask you one other thing? Have you 
asked them for clarification? 


A No. 
0 Thank you.., 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


9) Will the AWACS be used now that French combat 
planes are in Chad? 


A I don't have anything new for you on AWACS. 
I think that the Pentagon will be prepared to address 
what the status of them today is. 


Q Can you tell us about the Philippines, and 
what it is that you can share with us? 


A We really don't have anything significantly 
new that hasn't already been reported in the various media 
reports from Manila. We still don't know the identity of 
the dead gunman who was dressed in the garb of an airport 
mechanic. 


Our Embassy in Manila has been in close touch with 
all of the appropriate Philippine government authorities on 
this political assassination. The Embassy will continue to 
maintain close contact with the Philippine Government. As 
we stated yesterday, we expect their investigation to be as 
objective and thorough as possible. 


I might note that Embassy reporting indicates that 
the report alleging that Mr. Aquino was killed by shots from 
several security personnel using rifles is erroneous, and 
most likely the result of confused impressions from 
passengers who were inside the plane. 


Q How can you say with such certainty that those 
reports are erroneous? 


A Again, I'm basing this on the Embassy 
reporting. I don't know specifically what information they 
had, but that is what our information is. 


Q Meaning that you believe that Marcos has no 
responsibility for the killing at all? 














A I prefer to stick with what I've said. I'm 
not suggesting otherwise, but it's a little early to talk 
about specifically what happened. As I say, our reporting 
from our Embassy, which has looked into this and has been in 
touch with various people, indicates that the reports which 
were in the news yesterday that the security guards, several 
security guards shot Mr. Aquino, that reporting seems to be 
erroneous. I can only share with you what I've got. I 
don't think that I can really go beyond that. I think you 
have the text of what we said yeserday, so I don't need to 
repeat it. 


Q Were you aware of threats to his life? 

A I think Mr. Aquino talked about being aware 
of threats to his life. 

Q Did you have any independent view? 

A I'm not going to go into what information we 


may or may not have had. The point is, that was hardly 
something that he was unaware of. 


Q Were there contacts between the Government of 
the United States and Mr. Aquino immediately before or in 
the weeks before his departure for his homeland? 


A I don't know whether there were contacts at 
that point. He certainly has been around quite a bit. 


8) Do you know whether the U.S. Government tried 
to dissuade him from returning to the Philippines? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Two related questions. First of all, does 
the Administration have any plans to send any kind of a 
delegation there either to involve itself in the investiga- 
tion or to assist in the investigation in the Philippines, 
Or is there any coordination of investigating with authori- 
ties here in the United States, perhaps dealing with events 
immediately prior to his departure? 


A I think it's premature to talk about what 
might happen as an investigation unfolds. I'm not aware of 
any plans at this point to send anybody. We indicated 
yesterday that we trusted that the Government of the 
Philippines would swiftly and vigorously track down the per- 
petrators of this political assassination, and bring them to 
justice and punish them. 














I would note that President Marcos has stated that 
all the resources and powers of his government will be 
employed in the quickist possible time to find the 
perpetrators. 


6) Does your government put great trust in that 
statement? 


A We have expressed our feeling that, our trust 
that, that will be done; the President has said it will 
be done. 


0 The Egyptian-Sudanese political and 
diplomatic committee issued a joint statement today in 
Cairo in which they call for a complete Israeli 
withdrawal from Lebanon and a specific timetable even 
if the Syrian troops remains there. Do you have a com- 
ment on that? 


A I don't have a specific comment on that. 
We've addressed that issue before of the total 
withdrawal, and so on. I just don't have a new comment 
to offer you today in response to that. 


QO Another question. 
A Yes, sure. 
Q The Egyptian newspaper Mayo said 


yesterday that President Mubarak will arrive in 
Washington, I think, October 3. Do you have any infor- 
mation about the schedule, the schedule in Washington? 


A No. We do understand that President 
Mubarak intends to address the U.N. General Assembly. 
I believe it's in late September, although you should 
check with the Egyptian Government on that. I don't 
have anything on a visit to Washington. I guess I 
would refer you to the White House on that, but I think 
at this point that probably is accurate. 


0 The Prime Minister of Jordan today had a 
statement saying that the American Administration's 
current policy in the Middle East would push the area 
towards the brink of war. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A I don't have a comment in response to 
that. I haven't seen that particular report, and I 
can't comment on it. Obviously, we feel that our 
policy -- certainly our policy is designed to enhance 
peace, and that is the purpose of it. 














Q Do you have any comment on the change in 
the Egyptian position toward the withdrawal from 
Lebanon? 


A I don't have any comment on what was 
said on that subject. 


2) Alan, may I get back to the Philippine 
thing for a minute. 


A Sure. 


Q What is the status of the President's 
trip? Does he still plan to go to the Philippines? 


A I think that the White House indicated 
yesterday that there's no current plan to change that 
trip. 


8) And also, can you tell us what sort of 
contacts the U.S. Government has had with the 
Philippines Government? Is our Ambassador there? 


A Yes, he is. I'm sorry. 


e) Has our Ambassador in the Philippines 
spoken to officials of the Philippine Government? What 
sorts of contact has there been? 


A I can't detail it for you. As I said 
before, there has been communication with various parts 
of the Government of the Philippines, but I cannot 
detail it. I don't have that kind of detail. 
Ambassador Armacost is there, and certainly is actively 
attending to this. 


0 But obviously you have said that we 
expect a fair and impartial investigation. Surely, 
that is part of what has been passed on; we don't just 
make public statements like that, do we? We also tell 
them privately that that's our desire? 


A I guess that you put me in a position 
where I have to say we don't get into the details of 
Our diplomatic exchanges. Our views on this subject 
are contained in our statement of yesterday and what 
I've said today. 


I think it's fair to assume that the 
Government of the Philippines knows what our views are, 
but I just don't want to get into the exchanges. 











Q Back to the Middle East. There was a 
threat by the Druze today to resume shelling the Beirut 
airport which, of course, is where the Marines are. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A I don't have anything on that. We have 
before urged everybody to work towards reconciliation 
and peaceful resolution of the various outstanding 
issues, to allow the Lebanese Government to assert its 
authority throughout the country, and to get all the 
foreign forces out, and to have security across Israel's 
northern border, but I don't have a specific response to 
that. 


0 Two Philippine-related questions, 
please. Is Our government concerned that this assassi- 
nation is going to fuel the insurgency that Mr. Marcos 
has said has been the reason for his continued, very 
strong authoritative rule? 


A I don't have a view to offer you on 
that. 


0 The opposition, the moderate opposition 
of the Philippines has seemed to have been coalescing in 
an anti-U.S. base philosophy. It's been getting harder 
and harder in the last year. 


Is there concern on the part of our govern- 
ment that the assassination will will fuel that? 


A Again, I don't have anything to offer 
you in a way of that sort of assessment today. 


Q One more thing about Lebanon. I 
understand that there is a report in Newsweek magazine 
that there is some criticism in Israel as to the way 
that Ambassador McFarlane is conducting his mission. 
Do you have any comment on this? 





A I don't have a comment on that. I think 
that he's had good discussions in Israel, but I tend 
not to comment on source stories of that sort. 


Q Marcos said yesterday that he had infor- 
mation about a specific -- concrete information about a 
specific assassination plot against Aquino that he 
passed on to Aquino. Has he passed that on to the U.S. 
Government as well? 
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A Again, I don't have that information, 
and I think it probably gets us back into the area of 
communications between the government which we are 
reluctant to comment on. 


Again, as I answered Roberto before, Mr. 
Aquino certainly was talking about, aware of threats on 
his life and the fact that such threats existed was 
hardly a secret. 


Q The point is, did the U.S. Government 
know about these plots, and did the U.S. Government 
pass this information on by way of confirmation to 
Aquino before he left? 


A i'm not going to get into the kinds of 
conversations we may have had. The fact that there 
were reports of threats was well known to Mr. Aquino, 
and he talked about it to the press. I'm not sure what 
Our conversations with him particuarly would contribute 
-- in talking about that here -- would contribute to 
that. He knew he was going back to a situation in 
which people had talked about threats to his life. I 
think that's -- in terms of judging his return -- 
that's the salient point. 


Q It would help to understand whether the 
U.S. Government tried to dissuade him from going back? 


A I understand, but I think that it is not 
-- I will check and see if anybody wants to talk 
further about those conversations, but I'm rather 
doubtful that I could get anything further for you on 
that. 


0 Is the information that you passed on to 
us before, in a flat-out statement that the reports 
were erroneous, and that comes from the Embassy, the 
Embassy talked to Philippine officials; is that where 
that information comes from? You're basing it all 
on what they told you? 


A I'm basing it on what the Embassy 
reported. As I indicated before, I do not have the 
backup to their judgment as reported to us. 


Q Ambassador Elekdag of Turkey is calling 
at the State Nepartment today the second time in five 
days. On both occasions Ambassador Veliotes is there 
even though his bureau doesn't cover Turkey. Can you 
tell us something about what those discussions are 
about? 

















A No, I can't. 
0 Are they all on the Near East? 


A I don't have anything on what they're 
about. 


| Q Is the United States doing anything to 
help the Aquino family get back, either expediting them 
or helping with their transportation or in anyway 
helping them return to the Philippines? 


A I don't know the answer to that 
question. 

8) Have you heard anything about funeral 
arrangements? 


A No. Don't know anything about funeral 
arrangements. 


@) Will the United States be represented? 


A I don't have anything on that at this 
point. 


0 I have a domestic question. 
A A domestic question? 


Q Yes. A State Department domestic. 
There has been very substantial coverage, as you no 
doubt have seen, of Barbara Honegger of your 
Administration's Department of Justice gender discrimi- 
nation review, and her charge that her assignment is 
what she terms a sham. 


Can you assure us that equal sexual oppor- 
tunity at the State Department is not a sham? 


A Yes. 


Q And that Sue Pittman, and other ladies, 
will be given some opportunity at conducting these 
briefings rather than being confined to such chores as 
carrying candelabra, because I recall only once that 
I've ever seen a woman up there. Could you tell -- 


A Cut off the microphone I'll answer your 
questions, but I won't stand for speeches. 














8) Censorship. All right. I was finishing 
the question. 


A The answer to your first question is 
yes, I can assure you there is no discrimination, and 
how we conduct our briefings and who conducts them is 
our business, and we will do it our way. 


Q It's not the public's business -- 
A It's not. 


Q If it's discrimination against women? I have 
seen almost nothing but males up there. It kind of 
illustrates Honegger's position, doesn't it? 


A I don't think so. 


--MORE-- 











2) You don't think so. Could I have one 
follow-up? 


A No. You may not. 

QO Oh, I may not. 

Q Alan, also on Turkey, do you have any reac- 
tion to the banning of the Social Democrat and Correct Path 
parties on Friday? 

Don't have anything on that. 


Could you take that question? 


I can look into that question. 


mo FF ODO PY 


Do we have a general attitude toward the 
banning of parties? 


A We've addressed the question of the political 
process in Turkey before, and I can refer you back to that. 
But let me also see if there's anything specific to say 
about this. 


9) Alan, on Central America, if I may? The 
representatives of the FDR here in Washington are publicly 
saying now that there's a meeting underway for the next few 
days with Ambassador Stone, and they're even saying that 
they're having four people represent them: Ungo, Zamora and 
two people from the FMLN. 


Since they're already talking about that, is it 
possible for you to tell us something about what's underway? 


A No. 
Q Or about the composition -- 


A Look, we have followed a rule of confiden- 
tiality on Ambassador Stone's mission, and we're going to 
continue to be doing that. As we can provide information 
about possible travel he may undertake, we'll certainly 
endeavor to do that for you. But I don't have anything 
today to offer you on that particular subject. 


Q What about the composition of his delegation, 
of his group? 
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A Again, I haven't got anything to say to you 
about any possible travel as of this point. I would remind 
you, aside from the question of who might go with him if he 
goes again -- and I don't have anything to give you on that 
-- that the purpose of his mission is to facilitate dialogue, 
broadly speaking, both within and between the nations 
of Central America. 


In specific terms with regard to El Salvador, 
we've indicated before that the purpose is to facilitate 
dialogue between the left and the Peace Commission, and 
that indeed, if he does go off again to the region and if 
he were on such a trip to meet with the left, would be the 
thrust of his efforts. 


Q One other question in this regard: The 
people from the FDR say they do not meet with Ambassador 
Stone as a mediator or as a facilitator, but rather they are 
meeting him or will meet with him as a representative of the 
U.S. Government. 


Do we partake of that position? Is Ambassador 
Stone representing the U.S. Government to the FDR? 


A I think that they indicated that they were 
meeting with him as some sort of a representative of the 
U.S. as a belligerent, and we certainly don't agree with 
that characterization. 


We've not talked about him as a mediator ourselves 
-- we've not done that -- but we have talked about a role of 
facilitation, and that is what he is engaged in. 


Q Two questions: Chad update, and where are 
Fairbanks and McFarlane today? 


A To take them in reverse order, Ambassadors 
Fairbanks and McFarlane are in Beirut. As far as Chad is 
concerned, no reports of renewed fighting. Libyans continue 
to strengthen their positions in northern Chad. 


We continue to believe there are between 3000 and 
3500 Libyans in Chad below the Aouzou Strip. By “Libyans," 
I mean Libyan troops. Don't have any information to confirm 
reports that the Libyans are moving tanks toward Oum 
Chaluba. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the report 
appearing today in The Washington Post about the campaign 
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that is going to be launched by some conservative groups on 
Central America? 


t 


A No. 


8) Do you think that such a campaign will be a 
negative or positive approach of this Administration? 


A I'm not going to try to judge that. The 
Administration's policy is as has been articulated several 
times, and I'm sure will be articulated a great deal more in 
the future. 


Q Alan, since the Administration is referring 
to the assassination in the Philippines as a political 
assassination, will the developments that occur from now on 
in that specific case be taken into account and be kept 
track of as regards the U.S. human rights policy or human 
rights evaluation of the Philippines? 


A I don't think I want to try to put it into a 
particular box, Ralph, without knowing what the facts are 
beyond what we already have. It's a little hard to make 
those sorts of judgments. 


9) But you did draw the conclusion that it was a 
political -- 


A I think the point that was being made is that 
the judgment is that it was not a question of some personal 
issue that was involved, but it in fact had a political 
background and character to it. But beyond that I don't 
think we're prepared to go, and we would obviously want to 
look at what the investigation would turn up in that 
respect. 


Q Have there been any contacts with the Soviet 
Union during the last few weeks concerning Chad? 


A I can't tell you specifically whether there 
has been in the last few weeks concerning Chad. I guess 
I'll have to leave it at that. Don't know, but the Soviets 
are certainly aware of our concerns regarding Chad, 
regarding Libyan actions there. 


0 Alan, there were reports in Beirut yesterday 
that legal talks going on between Syria and the United 
States were suspended yesterday. 


Do you have any confirmation of that report, or do 
you have any information on it? 


Le 
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A I don't know. I'm not sure, even if they were 
concluded, and I simply don't know the answer to that 
question. I'm not sure “suspended” would necessarily be an 
appropriate word. 


The question was one of going over the agreement, 
and whether they concluded their business, which may well 
be. I don't know. But I'm not aware of some sort of break, 
which is what the term “suspension" indicates. 


9) Alan, there was a story in The New York Times 
yesterday about a meeting between Deng Xiaoping and a 
visiting American professor in which Deng Xiaoping 


apparently spelled out terms for unification with Taiwan. 





Do these terms represent anything new? Is this a 
new concession by China? 


A Again, that's not for us to address. We have 
consistently said that the Taiwan guestion is one for the 
Chinese themselves to resolve, and that our only concern is 
that any resolution be peaceful. I'm not going to get into 
trying to critique these stories. 


8) In regard to Syria, when the Secretary went 
there, they were going to set up the U.S.-Svrian negotiating 
team. Has anybody been named to that? Has it ever met? 


A I think it was indicated at the time that 
Ambassador Veliotes would be the head of the -- I don't 
think "negotiating team" was quite the term used. Working 
group, I think, was the -- 


se) Working group. 


A He would be the head of it for the United 
States with Ambassador Paganelli being the person on the 
ground following through, and I think that the Foreign 
Minister was the head of it for their side. 


I don't know whether there's been any meeting bet- 
ween any representatives of that working group. We cer- 
tainly have had dialogue since then in a variety of ways, 
various parts of Ambassador Fairbanks' mission and people 
who are accompanying them and so on. 


Did you want to follow up, Lester? 


@) Yes. This is an East German question. 
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A Go ahead. 


0 The Washington Post has published a report 
this morning that the East Germans are injecting their 
female discus throwers with male hormones. 





Could you tell us the &+*:° an Administration's 
attitude towards this practice? 


A You tempt me, Lester, you really do. 
(Laughter) 


2) Yield. 
A No. I won't. 


8) When temptation comes, you'll give right in. 
Tell us, do we have any attitude? 


A No. 


Q We're certainly not thinking of doing 
anything like that in the United States? 


A Not to my knowledge. 

e) Could I have one follow-up to this? 

A Yes. Go ahead. 

Q The Washington Post also reports this morning 
that White House Spokesman Larry Speakes in the daily 
briefings in Santa Barbara is dispensing "pap." To your 


knowledge have you or any other State Department spokesman 
ever been so charged with dispensing pap? 





A I don't know whether we've ever been charged, 
Lester. I haven't read every word you've written. 
(Laughter) But we try not to. 


Q Getting back to Central America for a minute. 
Stone's mission is to facilitate talks, you say, between the 
guerrillas and the government. 


A Right. 


8) Yet the guerrillas say that they are in fact 
also meeting with the Peace Commission, and they say, and 
as does the Commission, that in fact Stone had nothing to do 
with those talks, so is there any further need for Stone's 
mission down there? 





3007 
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A We think that there is continuing need on the 
facilitation front. Otherwise we wouldn't be continuing to 
engage in that effort. 


Q Could you explain? In what way? 


A No. I think that would get us into more 
detail than we're prepared to get into. I think I'm just 
going to have to leave it there. 


QO Talking of political assassinations, there was 
another political assassination on the news in Athens. Do 
you care to comment on that one? 


A I don't have a reaction. I'm aware of the 
story, but I don't have details or a reaction to give you on 


it particuarly. 


Q And one more, please: Reports from the Awali 
River that the Israelis are fortifying their positions and 
Signalling that they are not about to go into the second 
stage of their full withdrawal as the U.S. Administration 
hopes, do you have any comment on that? 


A I would refer you back to the statement that 
was issued by the White House at the end of last week for 
Our position on that. 


9) I just have a couple of quick ones on the 
Guayana loan situation, following up your statement last 
week. 


A On the which? 


Q On the Guayana loan situation. I realize 
your statement was only addressing the IDB loan veto, but 
around the same time the United States also cancelled two 
major AID loans for rice production. 


I'm wondering if you're going to deny for the 
record that either the veto or the loan cancellations was in 
any way related to the fact that Guyana refused the IMF 
conditionalities of a very massive devaluation, which they 
did refuse a few months back. 


A I think on the cancellation of the AID pro- 
jects, I would refer you back to some guidance which exists 
in the Press Office on that. 
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Q I think I'm familiar with that, and it didn't 
directly address this. 


A I think it addressed what the reasons were 
for it. 


0 But in other words, you're saying that those 
are the only reasons, and deny there was anything 
else? That's what I'm asking, to give some reasons -- 


A The reasons that are in the guidance are the 
reasons for the cancellation. 


e) Okay. And I have a second question, because 
I said I had two: Is there any place in the Department -- 
the Population Bureau, AID, or any place else -- where 
you've estimated the number of people who will probably die 
from these loan cancellations? The Guyanese Government and 
senior officials there are indicating that the situation is 
so critical that this in fact means a very large number of 
deaths. 


A I consider that not a serious question in 
this briefing. 


0 Do you have any comment on The Washington 
Post editorial article today on Chile? 





A The Washington Post editorial? 





Q Yes. On Chile, saying that this 
Administration has had differences of opinion in human 
rights about Poland and Chile. Would you care to charac- 
terize the difference of human rights in Poland and Chile? 


A No. I wouldn't. I would note, though, as 
long as you mention Chile, that apparently there has been a 
new list published of over a thousand exiles who are being 
allowed back into Chile. 


Our Embassy informed us about that on Friday. The 
list apparently this time is significantly larger than those 
previously announced and reportedly contains the names of 
Jaime Costillo, the former Minister of Justice in the Frey 
Administration and Christian Democratic leader, as well as 
other political figures from a range of parties. 


We regard this as a favorable development which 
could help reconcile political divisions within Chile and 
contribute to effective dialogue between the government and 
opposition sectors and to the restoration of democracy. 














16 


Q Can we get a copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Also, do you have any information of any 


threat to the life of these exiles? 


A To the life of these people who are being 
returned? 


QO Who are being returned to Chile. 


A I don't have any, but I also wouldn't look 
into that because presumably that would be based on intelli- 
gence or other kinds of sensitive information, so I really 
couldn't share that with you, which is one reason I've also 
tried to stay away from this question about -- 


Q Isn't it related to the threat to the life of 
Aquino -- 


A I say, that's the kind of thing that I've 
also tried to stay away from in the case of Mr. Aquino. 


Q A continuing problem at the Islamic Center 
has made it difficult for the DC Police plus more than 60 
Ambassadors are embroiled. Do you have anything on that? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 23, 1983, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
regarding AWACS deployments in the Sudan. 


We continue to monitor closely the situation in 
Chad and to cooperate with concerned friends and allies on 
the dangers posed by the Libyan aggression against that 
country. 


Our assessment of the current situation is that 
for the immediate future we need not keep our Air Force 
assets deployed in the Sudan. After consultations with con- 
cerned governments, the United States has therefore decided 
to begin redeploying the aircraft and personnel to the 
United States. 


Nonetheless, as was demonstrated by the 
deployment, appropriate assets can be rapidly moved to the 
area should the situation warrant. The AWACS were deployed 
to the Sudan August 7 after consultations with the 
governments of Chad, Sudan and France to perform a moni- 
toring role should that become necessary. 


We believe the deployment clearly demonstrated 
U.S. concern over the events in Chad. It also demonstrated 
Once again the close ties between the United States and its 
friends and the ability of the United States to respond 
quickly and appropriately when circumstances dictate. 


The United States has expressed its appreciation 
to the Sudan for its assistance in this operation in 
response to overt Libyan military aggression in Chad. In 
this context we have also reaffirmed our concern for Sudan's 
security in the face of Libya's military intervention in 
Chad. 


We are continuing our $25 million emergency 
assistance program to Chad. We are continuing to work with 
the Government of Chad and other concerned governments to 
effect the withdrawal of Libyan forces from Chad and to pro- 
tect Chad's territorial integrity. There can be no doubt 
that regular Libyan army units are occupying territory well 
within Chad's borders, and that Libyan air force units have 
bombed Chad. 








We are encouraged by the French deployment of 
substantial forces to Chad. The United States again con- 
demns Libya's blatant act of aggression and affront to 
international order and calls upon Libya to withdraw. 


The United States maintains its support for 
Chad's territorial integrity and sovereignty and does not 
wish to see a resolution of the conflict resulting in a par- 
tition of Chad. 


That's it for the statement. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
0 Has there been a lessening of your concern 


about the situation in Chad, or the Sudan for that matter, 
by the withdrawal of the AWACS? 


A I wouldn't take this as a lessening of con- 
cern or reduction of support or anything of that sort. We 
remain fully supportive of the Government of Chad and the 
objective of removing Libyan forces from Chad's territory. 


0 But what mission -- 


A We are simply returning the AWACS to the U.S. 
because there's no immediate need for their presence, but, 
as I indicated in the statement, that we can return the 
appropriate assets to the area quickly should the cir- 
cumstances require, and our substantial aid program for Chad 
is continuing. 


0 When will they begin to move, Alan? 


A They will begin to move, I understand, today. 
You might want to check some of this sort of detail with 
the Pentagon, but I believe if I'm correct, it will begin 
today and should take about three days. 


Q Did those aircraft ever fly operational 
missions? 


A They did not conduct missions related to the 
situation in Chad, but they did perform one training 
mission. There was practical utility for us in this 
deployment in that it was an outstanding training experience 
for our crews and support personnel, and it also bolstered 











the confidence of our friends in the region of our commit- 
ment and ability to help. 


Q But why were they never used? 


A The circumstance never arose where a decision 
was taken to use them. 


Q But is the situation not worse now than when 
they were dispatched? 


A The decision to use them depends on a lot of 
things, and that's a judgment that has to be made on the 
basis of those variety of -- 


Q Many people were under the impression that 
they were sent in case the French sent fighter aircraft, and 
they could be used to help the French monitor aircraft that 
they might run into. They were never used, and now the 
French, as we understand it, have sent aircraft, and they're 
being brought home. 


A I think that John indicated at the time of 
the deployment that the French deployment would be certainly 
a factor in whether they might be used or how they might be 
used, but I'm not going to comment on French operational 
plans or indeed on our own. To refer you to what I said in 
the statement, there is no immediate operational need for 
them at this point. 


But I would re-emphasize that they could be 
brought back, together with their associated support equip- 
ment, on a fairly quick basis. 


Q It sure sounds like the whole northern sec- 
tion of Chad has been written off by the French, otherwise 
they would be mounting an operation to require AWACS 


support. 


A I don't know that I can accept that. I would 
simply say, certainly the U.S. does not accept the partition 
of Chad. As I've said before, our objective remains to be the 
withdrawal of Libyan forces and a secure Chadian Government, 
and we categorically oppose foreign intervention, occupa- 
tion, partition of Chad. 


Q Am I wrong, Alan, to assume that the French 
asked for these aircraft in the first instance and then 
decided they did not need them, for whatever reason? 








A I think we have declined to go into the 
details of the consultations that we've had with the French 
or, indeed, with others on this deployment except to say 
that we have had consultations both before and following the 
deployment, and certainly in the case of the withdrawal we 
have consulted as well. I don't think I really can take it 
beyond that. 


0 Alan, do the French have aircraft monitoring 
capability of their own? 


A I think I'd have to ask you to talk to the 
French about that. 


@] Alan, could you give us a dollar figure on 
the cost of sending these planes with the fighter escort to 
Chad and returning them? 


A Again, I think this probably is the kind of 
question you've got to address to the Pentagon, but my 
understanding is that the deployment costs would come out of 
the DOD operations budget, and that at this point the total 
cost can't be calculated. I really would have to refer you 
to the Pentagon to follow up on that. 


0 When you say we're continuing our $25 million 
assistance to Chad, where are we in that and did any of this 
operation come out of that package? 


A The answer to your second question is no. 
This came, as I say, out of DOD operations budget. We 
are still, to my understanding, at about a $19 million plus 
point in that assistance, but are looking at what further 
assistance might be appropriate. 


Oo Would F-15 fighter planes also be withdrawn 
Or just the AWACS? 


A No. I think that all of the aircraft that 
went in with the AWACS and the associated equipment will 
come out. I'm sure the aircraft will come out. I'm pretty 
sure indeed that all of the other equipment that was brought 
in related to this particular deployment will be brought 
out, but you might want to double check that with the 
Pentagon. 


0 How about the personnel, the 600 people? 


A Yes. All the people will come out as well. 








0 What can you point to in your evaluation of 
the mission of the AWACS? What did they accomplish in 
deterring aggression? 


A Again, let me refer you hack to the state- 
ment. I think that addresses the question. 


0 Do you think the deployment of the AWACS was 
a factor in prompting France to deploy more personnel and to 
deploy aircraft to Chad? 


A I have no way of evaluating the French deci- 
sion process on this. I think that you would have to ask 
them what went into their decision process. We certainlv 
consulted closely with them before we deployed, since we 
deployed on the decision to withdraw at this particular 
point. 


9) The military exercise that's taking place in 
the Sudan now, it still is going on, isn't it? One. And, 
two -- 


A I don't know, number one. I understand it 
may be, but, again, the Pentagon would have to address that. 


0 Okay. Are there any AWACS left with the 
exercise other than the two that will be returning now? 


A In the Sudan? 
@) Right. 


A Ghasson, let me refer you to the Pentadqon. I 
think I know the answer, but I don't want to mislead you on 
that. I'm sure that they would have the answer to that 
readily at hand. 


Q Did the French say that at this point the 
withdrawal made sense? 


A I'm not going to get into it. The question 
that we had, we consulted with the French, and I wouldn't 
want to lead you in a direction of suggesting disagreement 
between us. 


0 Did they agree that we've consulted? 


A I don't think there's any question about 
whether we've consulted. 





fe) Do we know of Libyan air missions against 
Chad while the AWACS planes were in the Sudan? 


A I can't answer that specifically. I think 
that there were air missions. Whether there was bombing, I 
can't put a date on the last bombing. 


fe) I guess I'm asking you to say whether you 
think that the AWACS presence in the Sudan may have deterred 
Libyan air strikes. 


A I guess I was asked a different question 
about that before. No. I can't give you a judgment on 
that. 


0 Do you know whether the decision to withdraw 
the AWACS is related to diplometic efforts to bring about a 
withdrawal of Libyan forces? 


A I guess all I can really say to that is that 
the diplomatic efforts continue. We continue to support 
those efforts. We continue our military assistance. I 
think that the decision to withdraw the AWACS was based on 
the consideration that I mentioned to you in the statement: 
That for the immediate future a decision based on our 
assessment of the current situation is that we didn't need 
to keep the AWACS deployed there. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 I just want to be clear that the withdrawal 
is not part of a possible deal for a diplomatic solution of 
this particular problem. 


A I would not try to lead you in that 
direction. 


0 May I ask one more? It was at the time said 
that the two AWACS were taken out of Egypt. If so, are they 
being returned -- 


A No, that's wrong. 
It is wrong? 


That's wrong. 


0 
A 
0 It was sent to the United States here? 
A Yes. 

0 


New subject? 


0 Can I continue on on Libya? I just wonder 
if you could tell us what the State Department's position is 
on the sale of $40 million of offshore Marine warning system 
to Libya? 


A That's a sneaky way of getting your question 
in before Mike. 


I think, as the story which reported that this 
morning indicated, our position is that we do not comment on 
interagency deliberations. I would also note that the con- 
fidentiality provisions of the Export Administration Act of 
1979, Section 2(c), if you care to check it, prohibits 
discussion of individual export license applications. 


0 Do we have a general position on the sale of 
equipment of this kind, or of any other kind? There's been 
a lot of discussion about it. Can you address it generally? 


A Yes, I think I could. Current U.S. export 
policy toward Libya is set forth at Section 385.7 of the 
Export Administration Regulations, and afterwards we can 
make copies available in the Press Office if you would like to 
look at that. 


Under the current regulations, export license 
applications for oil and gas equipment destined to Libya 
will generally be considered favorably if the products are 








available from foreign sources and are not controlled for 
national security purposes. The licensing procedure provides 
the Administration with sufficient latitude to deny those 
exports which would be contrary to the foreign policy 
interests of the United States. 


@) Copy of that? 
A Sure. 


0 Is the warning equipment currently available 
from competitive sources? 


| A I think you would have to check that your- 
self. I'm not an expert in that area. 


0 Can you bring us up to date, please, on the 
events in Manila? 


A Events in Manila? I don't really -- 


@) Regarding the investigation and your 
knowledge of efforts to pursue the killers of Mr. Aquino? 


A I don't have any general information to offer 
you. A couple of questions asked yesterday, is there going 
to be a separate U.S. probe on that? To reiterate, this 
probe is being handled by the Philippine Government. I 
don't have anything yet on attendance at the funeral. 


The Philippine Government has, apparently, asked 
us for some technical assistance in investigating the source 
of the murder weapon. 


0 I think the President said yesterday that he 
was going to consult with the State Department on whether or 
not he could attend the funeral. Do you have any more new 
language on that issue? 


A It wasn't a question of attending the 
funeral. 

0 I'm sorry, making his visit in November. 

A I don't have anything new to offer you on 


that subject. 


0 Is that question still open? 


| A I don't have anything beyond what was said 
yesterday. I think it was addressed by Larry Speakes 
yesterday. 




















@) What he said was it opened the possibility 
that the trip might not be -- 


A Let me refer you to what Larry said. I tend 
not to address Presidential trips. 


0 Yesterday, you commented on the report in the 
press that suggested that the shots may have come from 
Philippine Government security people at the airport. Would 
you care to comment on a report in the press today that 
seven of the Philippine Government SWAT team members are 
under what apparently is called "technical arrest." 


A I don't know what the facts are. I suspect 
that people are being questioned about what they know, but I 
don't know anything more about that. I don't know anything 
about it at all, but I'm sure a lot of people are being 
questioned. We're looking for a thorough and objective 
investigation. 


0 In other words, you would view that as being 
that they're under arrest for questioning? 


A I'm not sure what “technical arrest" is, and 
I don't think I'm going to get into the question of the 
Filipino investigation. 


0 What type of technical assistance are they 
requesting, and what agency would provide it? 


A I don't have detail on that. Again, it's on 
the source of the murder weapon, as I said, but I don't have 
detail beyond on that. 


0 Are the FBI ballistics people involved in 
this? 


A I can't tell you. 


0 During his press conference, President Marcos 
made reference to high officials of an unnamed government as 
having been involved in providing papers for Mr. Aquino, his 
travel papers, that is, on which he returned. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A I don't have anything. 


0 Also regarding your statement yesterday 
characterizing the reports that -- characterizing the news 
reports that it might have been security personnel involved. 
Are you still reiterating that position given what that 
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freelance Japanese journalist has been saying, not only 
about his impression that security personnel did shoot 
Aquino but what seems to be even more intriguing is his very 
clear-cut assertion that he saw the alleged assassin being 
shoved out of a vehicle onto the tarmac after Aquino was 
shot? Are you still -- 


A May I answer the question? I would refer you 
back specifically to what I said yesterday. I think you 
characterized it somewhat. Secondly, I've seen conflicting 
press reports about what that journalist said, and I would 
think that is something that the people who are investi- 
gating the case will want to look into, what he did see and 
what he didn't see. 


0 You mention that the Philippine Government 
had asked the United States for certain technical assistance 
in connection with the murder weapon. Does that mean it was 
of American manufacture? 


A Again, I don't think I'm in a position to go 
beyond what I just said on that. 


0 I don't know if you mentioned this yesterday. 
The announcement of who will represent the government at the 
funeral, will you make that, or is that a White House 
announcement? 


A I assume we will know here when a decision is 
made on that. As I said before, I don't have anything for 
you today on that question. I understand from news reports 
that the funeral is going to be in several days time, so I 
don't know when that decision -- 


0 Do you have an idea if you think it would 
come here or -- 


A I think we would have the information 
available here, yes. 


0 On McFarlane. There's some report, I 
understand, coming from Israel that McFarlane is, like his 
predecesor, «welcome personally again in Damascus. Do you 
have anything on this? 


A I find that not a credible report. 


0 Just a follow-up -- when and if you expect him 
to go back to Damascus? 


A I don't have any onward plans. As you know, 
we have not tended to give information on onward travel. 
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Ambassador McFarlane today is in Israel conferring with 
Israeli officials. Ambassador Fairbanks is in Beirut con- 
ferring with Lebanese officials, but I'm not going to try to 
project when either of them might go back to Syria. But I 
would steer you away from the suggestion that you raised in 
your question. 


0 Do you have any information about the outcome 
of those technical-legal teams that were supposed to go 
through the Israeli-Lebanese agreement? 


A I don't have any readout to give you on 
that, no. 


0 Alan, there's a story out this morning that 
the USIA has commissioned an opinion poll in West Germany on 
the German peoples' feelings about the deployment of missiles 
there later this year? Can you confirm that the State 
Department or the USIA has commissioned that public opinion 
poll? 


A I think I'm going to have to refer you to 
USIA on that since it's a report on something they presu- 
mably commissioned. 


0 We have information that the Greek Government 
has made an agreement with the Soviets to allow Greece to be 
used as a trans-shipment point for war materiel to Libya, 
and diplomatic sources in Europe, from the Greek Government, 
have said that they -- despite the fact that they're in NATO -- 
they see no problem with this and that the United States and 
France have not expressed any concern about this and doesn't it 
seem to be inconsistent with U.S. and French policies? Could you 
clarify whether that's the case? 


A I don't have anything on that. I don't know 
anything about it. 


0 Can you take the question as to what our 
position would be if a NATO country were to act as a trans- 
shipment point for war materiels from the Soviet Union to 
Libya? 


A I can look into it. I don't know whether I'm 
going to come back with a response beyond what we've said in 
the past about our policy toward Libya and what we talked -- 
there have been briefings in the past about, going back some 
months now, on how we were dealing with other countries on 
this issue. 


0 Relating to Greece, specifically? Have you 
gotten to that point? 
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A Generally, in relation to other countries. 
As I say, I'll look into this and see if we have anything 
specific to say on this. I'm not sure that we will. 


Q Do you have anything on Stone travel plans? 

A No, I don't have anything on it. 

0 Is he here? 

A Yes. 

. ) Any update on the Syrian-American working 

group? 

A No. 

0 Senator Cranston returned today from Central 


America saying that if the United States is serious about 
negotiating peace with the region, the U.S. will have to 
deal directly with Fidel Castro. What is this 

Administration's position on such a dialogue with Castro? 


A I would refer you back to our record which is 
rather extensive on this subject rather than trying to 
rephrase it here. I'm sure we can help you find it. 


0 On Poland, do you have any comment on the 
decision of Mr. Walesa not speak at the shipyards, one of 
the shipyards in that area, because of the fear that he 
might be jailed? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Back on Cranston. He also came back today 
and said that the U.S. tough talk and military moves are 
undermining the Contadora peace effort. Do you have any 
reaction to the Senator's comments? 


A No, not specifically. I think the Secretary 
has addressed, as have others, the purposes of our exercises 
in the region. 


0 Do you have any guidance on a new Soviet 
draft treaty to the U.N. on space weapons? 


A No. I think I addressed not the sub- 
mission to the U.N., but the general remarks that were made 
about that the other day. I refer you to what that was. 
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0 Do you have anything further to say on a 
question you were asked yesterday about President Mubarak's 
possible visit with President Reagan in Washington in 
October? 


A I have nothing new on that. 


0 Anything on that Jane's Fighting Ships report 
about China launching and testing a nuclear submarine? 





A No. 
0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 P.M.) 





Clonne 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


@) Could you bring us up to date on renewed 
fighting in Chad; a new offensive there? 


A We've seen a press report of a minor skir- 
mish near Oum Chalouba between government and rebel patrols, 
but we cannot confirm it. There have been reports of 
Libyan-backed rebel patrols south of Faya Largeau, but, 
again, I have no information that an attack is imminent. 


The Libyans continue to fortify their positions, 
but we have no new figures on Libyan troops in Chad south of 
the Aouzou. 


e) What's the disposition of our air units 
there now? 

A The air units in the Sudan? The AWACS? 

re) Yes. 

A I would refer you to the Pentagon but I 


understand that the AWACS aircraft have taken off already 
together with some tankers. I think some of the other 
aircraft are still there. But as we indicated, we expect 
everything to be out within a three-day period. 


e) Where are they bound to? 


A I don't know specifically. I guess you 
would have to check with the Pentagon. 


0 There was also a report about Libyan forces 
moving 80 kilometers south of Faya Largeau toward N'Djamena. 
Did you address that in your earlier -- 


A What I said -- yes -- there are reports of 
Libyan-backed rebel patrols moving south of Faya Largeau, 
but we have no indications of an imminent attack. I think 
we just really don't have very much detail on this beyond 
what has already been out in the public. 








Q Why are some of the F-15's still there in 
Sudan? Why weren't they brought back as well? 

A You would have to check with the Pentagon 
as to how redeployment is effected. I can't answer that. 

¢) On another subject, though, so if there are 
any other questions -- 

A Go ahead. 

0 What about Filipino military agents 


operating in the United States? An unclassified DIA docu- 
ment confirms the practice of Philippine military agents 
operating in the United States. I'm sure you read the press 
report, and I don't know if you have a copy of the document 
but this is a DIA document. What is our government's posi- 
tion on agents of foreign governments operating on the 
territory of the United States? 


A I'm not aware of the report about which 
you're speaking. I really can't comment. 


Q In general? 

A I don't have a general comment to offer. 

e) Are foreign agents operating in the United 
States? 

A "Foreign agents” is a rather broad term. I 


think that you have to be much more specific to know what's 
appropriate. We have foreign officials operating in the 
United States in a variety of capacities. 


@) To quote from the language of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency memorandum, the attache is referring to 
senior military attaches in the Philippine Government “will 
undoubtedly report on, and possibily operate against, 
anti-Marcos Philippine activists in the United States." 


This is a Defense Intelligence Agency document. 
This is reasonably specific. 


A First of all, I can't believe that that 
purports to be an unclassified document, so I have to assume 
that it is a presumed leak of some sort. So if it weren't 


@] It was obtained from the Freedom of 
Information Act. 











A I haven't seen it, I can't comment on it. 
Attaches obviously do report on a variety of things. 
Specifically, with regard to that, why I don't just try and 
take a look and see if there's anything, a general statement 
one could offer you on that; but I don't have anything at 
this point. 


0 In that area, Alan, do you have anything 
additional on the assistance the United States may be giving 
the investigation of the Aquino murder? 


A Just a little bit more than I gave you 
yesterday. We have provided information to the Philippine 
Government on the murder weapon. I can't give you speci- 
fics, though, because of the on-going investigation. And 
also we have just received a Philippine Government request 
for assistance in the techniques of fingerprint search which 
the Department of Justice is processing. 


Q Can you comment at all on the Marcos 
Government's establishment of a $45,000 reward, and on the 
Marcos Government's confining to quarters of the military 
guards responsible for security at the airport? 


A No. I don't have anything on it. 
Okay, are we - done? 


re) Is Murphy in Israel now? Any comments on what his 
mission is? 


A No, I think Ambassador Murphy is, as you 
know, on his way back here to assume duties, appear for 
testimony, and so on, and confirmation, and assume duties, 
if confirmed, as Assistant Secretary. So he will be 
stopping in the region. I don't have an itinerary to give 
you on his way back. 


0 Is the Administration expecting dif- 
ficulties in the confirmation process of Ambassador Murphy? 


ney I can't try to predict what will happen on 
the Hill. Obviously, Ambassador Murphy is a very well 
qualified and highly regarded professional officer. 


0 Do you have any comment on the signing of an 
agreement with Canada regarding the research and the cause 
of acid rain? 


A I do. On August 23, Ambassador Paul H. 
Robinson, Jr., and the new Canadian Environment Minister 
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Charles Caccia signed a Memorandum of Understanding on 
CAPTEX, which is Cross Appalachian Tracer Experiment. 


The U.S. asked the Canadians to participate, and 
they agreed. It's just the type of research cooperation 
which benefits all of us. 


CAPTEX is designed to improve our understanding 
and modeling of the mechanism of long-distance atmospheric 
transport and dispersion of air pollutants. 


0 Where was it signed? 

A It was signed by the Ambassador in Canada. 
I don't know specifically where. 

@] Can we have a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q Will they be working in this experiment 


with the various industries that are suspected of producing 
acid rain? Will they have any way of enforcing cooperation? 


A I think that it is a research program, 
essentially, and I would refer you basically to the 
Executive Director of the task force -- there's an inter- 
agency task force on acid precipitation, and the Executive 
Director is Dr. Chris Bernabo, whose telephone number of 
395-5773. 


As I say, it's not a control program, per se. 
It's an experimental program, but it should provide a basis 
for other activities in addressing acid rain concerns. 


Q A housekeeping question regarding the Secretary's 
remarks Friday, 8:30 a.m.? 

A Friday, a week. 

0 Are you assured yet that that will be piped 


in? Are you still working on it? 


A I don't have an update on it for you. We are 


still talking about a week; we're not talking about this 
week. 


0 Back to Murphy, Alan. In what capacity is 
he visiting Israel? Is that official or unofficial? 


A I'm sorry? 








Q How would you characterize Murphy's visit 
to Israel? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer. 
He's visiting in the region on his way back. 


fe) He is not yet Assistant Secretary, but he's 
still Ambassador? I mean, is that considered an official 
visit? 


A I'm sure it's an official visit, but it's 
not in the capacity of Assistant Secretary. He's not 
Assistant Secretary, but I don't see anything terribly unu- 
sual or special about it. 


@) Also, what about Fairbanks and McFarlane; 
where are they today? 


A They're in Beirut today. 


@) In the Ma‘Ariv newspaper, the Israeli 
newspaper, they have a report today saying that the Israelis 
are disappointed with the McFarlane mission, that they 
described it that it failed to achieve progress in Lebanon. 
Do you have any comment on this? 





, A I'm not going to comment on a specific 
newspaper report. We think that the mission has had a 
number of good conversations. They're continuing to work 
hard together with the various parties to resolve the 
problems they're addressing, but I'm not going to get into 
the specifics or try to respond to a newspaper charac- 
terization of -- 


fe) Are there plans for Mr. McFarlane to go to 
Damascus? 


A I don't have anything on their on-going 
travel. We just haven't been doing that for obvious reasons, 
but we certainly will let you know when they show up. Again, 
I would steer you away from the kind of implication in a 
question, I believe it was yesterday, that somehow the 
mission was not welcomed in Damascus. That is not accurate. 


0 Iran seems to be paying back a lot of the 
financial claims dating back to the hostage crises. I was 
wondering if there is any political dialogue in sight with 
Iran, Or do you have any reaction to the payoffs? 


A I don't. Let me take a look and see if we 
have anything I can give you on that later, but I don't have 
anything at this point. 








Q Anything Alan on certain Israeli 
redeployment now that it's expected to be on Sunday? Do you 
have anything to say about that? 


A I don't have confirmation that -- I've 
seen the various reports, of course. I've also seen that the 
Israeli Government has not confirmed those reports, but I 
just don't have anything to offer you on the subject at this 
point beyond what we've said before. 


@) Anything on Argentina? There was another 
incident today of an opposition leader who was allegedly 
kidnapped by the police, the local police; do you have any 
comment on it? 


A I don't have anything on it. 
0] Do you have anything on El Salvador? 


D'Aubuisson has said that they would need more mercenaries 
instead of advisors. 


A No, I don't have anything on it. 

0 Stone's travels? 

A No. Nothing new on that. 

@) Will you let us know about that beforehand, 
Or is this in the category of secret? 

0 Covert. 

A No, not covert. I can't tell you for sure. 


I would expect -- the last time we did let you know before 

he actually took off, and I expect we would make some effort 

to try to do that again. So I can only leave you with that. 
e) Minutes before? 


A Minutes before? Thirty seconds? No, I 
think we gave you enough time to know that he was going if 
you wanted to cover the departure. 

8) Thank you. 


A You welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG : Good afternoon. Just one announ- 
cement, and that is that there will not be a briefing 
tomorrow. 


Q: Good. 
0 Why is that? 


A Happy Friday. Because there won't be anybody 
here to brief. (Laughter) 


fe) Why? 
A I'll be happy to take your questions. 


fe) Alan, President Mitterrand says he did get 
information from the AWACS on Libyan troop movements. Is 
that true? 


A I'm not aware that he said that, par- 
ticularly. I haven't the text of his interview, so I'm 
going to have to beg off that. I don't think we would get 
into that kind of detail in any case. I haven't seen the 
text. I've only seen some wire service reports and gotten a 
brief precis of it. 


Q Can those AWACS do that from the ground? 
(Laughter) 


A You find out and we'll both know. 
0 The latest developments on Chad? 


A Chad? There really is nothing new to give 
you beyond what we had yesterday. We've seen reports of 
dissident movement but can't confirm them. That is toward 
Koro Toro and Oum Chalouba. We have seen some information 
indicating various movements south of Faya Largeau by 
Libyan-supported rebels, but, again, no suggestion or infor- 
mation that an attack is imminent. No reports of renewed 
fighting, and the Libyans continue to fortify their posi- 
tions and redeploy their equipment. That's really it. 


Q Regarding Lebanon, two questions. First, 
could you confirm that Israel has agreed to postpone the 
redeployment for a few days on a request by the U.S. and 
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Lebanon; and, second, could you confirm that the Lebanese 
Government has asked the U.S., and some other countries, to 
move the Multinational Force into the Shouf once Israel 


moves out? 


A No, I can't confirm any of that. I wouldn't 
get into the question of discussions of that sort. 
Obviously, the issue of the MNF and what it might do or 
might not do in the wake of the Israeli pullback is something 
that people are thinking about, but in the absence of infor- 
mation of various sorts, including specifically what the 
situation will be in the area from which the Israeli forces 
will be pulling back, it really is premature to make deci- 
sions or even to consider recommendations on that. 


@) Is there a consideration now to increase the MNF 
force? 


A Again, as I say, people are thinking about a 
variety of possible things that might be done or might not 
be done. I would refer you back to what I just said: Given 
the absence of information about the circumstances into 
which an MNF might be asked to play role, it simply is pre- 
mature to make decisions or even really recommendations, 
serious recommendations. 


'@) Alan, would the movement of American Marines 
as part of the MNF into the Shouf be in violation of the 
Original mandate under which it was sent? 


A That, again, takes us into the future, into a 
hypothetical situation, and I think I'd wait until, if we 
get to that situation, let's address it at that point. 


Q On this question, do you think that the 
attack on the French contingent this morning Beirut in which 
a number were injured would be an obstacle to any future 
deployment of the MNF in the Shouf? 


A I can't really address that, and I don't have 
details. I've seen the wire service reports on that inci- 


dent, but I don't have details on it. I just can't address it 
in those terms. 


Q Another question. Is McFarlane in Rome now? 


A Yes, he is. 


Q Is he on his way back to Washington? 
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A I just think I can't give you his itinerary 
or his travel plans. We haven't done it; not going to get 
into it. I'm afraid we're going to have to go ona 
day-by-day kind of thing. 


QO Is the implication that he will not be 
visiting Damascus? 


A I don't know about the implication that -- 
again, I would refer you back to what I said yesterday about 
Damascus, and I would not to lead you one way or another 
about the possibility of people visiting Damascus. That 
certainly is not out of the realm of possibility, but I 
don't have something specific to give you today on somebody 
going to Damascus. 


Q On the MNF, have additional U.S. units 
been earmarked for possible assignment to an expanded MNF if 
such a decision were made? 


A I haven't got the slightest idea. That would 
be in the realm of DOD contingency planning, and I guess you 
would have to ask them. 


Q In your realm, how is McFarlane doing? 


A How is McFarlane doing? I think I addressed 
that yesterday, how Ambassadors McFarlane and Fairbanks are 
doing. I said they had a number of good discussions. They 
continue to work hard on the problems they're addressing. 


0) Two questions. First, what is the purpose of 
McFarlane's stop in Rome? 


A The purpose of his stop in Rome? He's 
obviously -- we and the Italians share a number of common 
interests and concerns about what's going on in the region, 
and specifically in Lebanon. They are a contributing member 
to the MNF force, and certainly that will be a natural topic 
for discussion. I think it's a perfectly natural thing to do 
to carry out that kind of discussion. 


e) Asking an earlier question a different 
way: what do we know now about the timing of an Isr eli 
pullout? Have we been consulted closely on that? 


A I don't have anything to give you on timing 
of an Israeli withdrawal. 


Q How about consultations on it, Alan? 


e098 
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A Again, I'm not going to try to get into spe- 
cifics of what the consultations have addressed. We have 
certainly had discussions with the various parties on the 
relevant issues. I know that's nice State Departmentese, 
but I don't think we're in a position where we're going to 
start detailing the agenda or the topics that are being 
covered. 


0 Alan, can you enlighten us on a report that 
the American Embassy in Kuwait was slated for an attack 
similar to that that occured in Beirut and that it was foiled? 


No, I can't. I can't enlighten you on that. 
Also on Iran, do you have -- 


Also on Iran? 


A 
Q 
A 
¢) I think that was Iran-related. (Laughter) 
Q The Iranians were behind it. 

A 


Go ahead. 


0 The Iranians were supposedly behind it. All 
right. There was this taken question yesterday concerning 
Iranian repayment. 


A We'll have something to post after the 
briefing on it. 


Q You're still at it, huh? 
A No, we'll have it after the briefing. 


0 On the Iranian plan to convert the American 
Embassy into a military training school? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


fe) I had the feeling that there's a change here 
in the U.S. role in the MNF being thought about. It 
Surprised me a little bit. Maybe I'm wrong, but my 
impression had been that the Administration was pretty firm 
on not moving the MNF into the Shouf. In fact, the 
Secretary spoke rather strongly about that on his way back 
from his last Middle East trip. But you're sort of leaving 
the impression, at least, that this is now under 
consideration. 


A As I said, various people are thinking about 
various things that the MNF might or might not do, but it is 
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in light of the absence of specific information of the sort 
that I think the Secretary, indeed, was talking about -- for 
example, the political situation there, and what the 
Situation is that obtains all together -- it's premature 

to be addressing decisions or even hard recommendations. So 
I think that people think about these things all the time, 
but that is not to suggest that there's about to be some 
sort of decision made. I would steer you away from that 
kind of thought at this point. 


0 You have not mentioned the Lebanese army in 
connection with this. I understood the standing position 
was that the Lebanese army would be able to do it and that 
they should do it, and you've not -- 


A I haven't addressed the Lebanese army; you're 
right. I've talked about -- the question came up about the 
MNF, and a possible role for the MNF certainly would be in 
support of the Lebanese. Again, I'm not going to get into 
the details of the kinds of contingencies and specific roles 
that -- we could stretch out a number of hypotheses on this 
and I'm not going to do that. 


0 Would it be correct for us to perceive that 
there is a new flexibility in our consideration about the 
use of the Marines? 


A I wouldn't steer in you in that direction, 
no. , 


0 About Aquino's funeral -- 
0 Can we stay -- 
A Go ahead, Rafic. 


0 Another question about the redeployment. 
Just to clarify the U.S. position, do you expect the 
Israelis not to carry out the redeployment as long as there 
isn't some kind of reconciliation in the Shouf? 


A Just to clarify my position, I haven't com- 
mented on the Israeli redeployment and timing and conditions 
for it, and I'm not going to try to do it. I've not even 
addressed it from the podium, and I'm really just not going to 
try to spell that out. 


re) Can you address the internal Lebanese 
situation that he referred to? 


A No, I think I addressed this the other day, 
and I refer you back to what I said then. 











Q Would you accept the U.S. position -- sorry, 
I want to hear your definition of your position, vis-a-vis 
the entry of the Lebanese army to the Shouf. Would you 
accept the Lebanse army to enter the Shouf without a politi- 
cal reconciliation between the Druze and Maronites? 


A I would say two things. First of all, it 
isn't up the U.S. to accept or not accept Lebanese 
deployment of Lebanese armed forces within Lebanon. 


Second of all, I'm not going to get into the 
question of what is a likely scenario, in terms of either 
timing or modalities, of an Israeli withdrawal and what would 
happen in the wake, or in coordination with or in asso- 
ciation with that withdrawal. I'm just not going to try to 
address that question. 


8) Sorry, a back-up on this. Your position had 
been that you favored a reconciliation before the entry of 
the army or the pullback of the Israeli forces. Is there a 
change in this position? 


A I would refer you back to what we said on the 
record. I don't have anything to offer you specifically 
today on this question. 


e) One more on Middle East. Has the 
Administration or the State Department made "polite 
inquiries" to the French Foreign Ministry about the possible 
loan of Exocet and Etendard combination weapons to Iraq in 
the Iran-Iraq fight? 


A We have talked to all parties, including 
France, interested in the war between Irag and Iran and the 
security situation in the Gulf, and have highlighted the 
dangers of escalation. We have not taken a position on the 
specific arms transfer that has been talked about in the press, 
that you' ve just raised, while we seek to learn more about 
it. 


The U.S. remains neutral in the war. We do not 
export directly or indirectly U.S.-controlled weapons to 
either Iran or Iraq. 


A Can we have a copy that? 


0 Yes. 








re) If I may follow up, does that mean, well, is 
the United States concerned that this transfer may occur? 


A I'm going to leave you with the words that I 
just gave you. 


0 Doesn't the prolonging of the war, as it is 
going on now, stem from the fact that there is no decisive 
battle which put an end to it, and possibly this action on 
the part of Iraq by taking on the oil fields of Iran could 
bring it to an end, and possibly bring about a discussion, 
because a prolonging means more war to continue? 


4 I'm not going to respond to that. 

6) Getting back to the Exocet, does the United 
States have any theories about the two bombings today, one 
in Berlin and one some place else against the French? 

A There was one in Beirut. 
QO Beirut. 
A I don't have anything. » 
QO Nothing? 
A Nothing. 
9 Arms control? 
A Arms control, yes. 


0 There was a conference that just concluded -- 


A Oh, I'm sorry. We're going to switch topics. 
I guess you were in line. 


QO Aquino, the Aquino funeral. Is there going 
to be any American representation there, and if so, who and 
at what level? 


A I believe that Ambassador Armacost will be the 
U.S. representative. 


QO Can you comment on reports this morning that 
the United States is prepared to distance itself from Marcos 
if it's found that he or his people were responsible for the 
assassination? 


2O1F4 
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A That's an "if/then" question. It's highly 
hypothetical and highly speculative, and I'm not going to 
get into that kind of speculation. We certainly have an 
important relationship with the Philippines. I'm not going 
to try to speculate on the future -- "if such-and-such". 


0 Alan, yesterday, you were asked about a copy 
of a Defense Intelligence Agency document that is being 
widely circulated, and you declined to comment -- 


A Yes. 


9) -- on the grounds that you said it appeared to 
be a classified document. 


A Still does. 


QO At any rate, if I may continue a second, since 
you spoke yesterday, Representative Don Edwards and another 
Member of Congress has referred to this in a public press 
conference, has distributed it widely to the people who were 
in there, and has made a charge that it appears to represent 
on its face official U.S. knowledge of, if not complicity 
in, activities that are illegal, and has demanded of the 
government an explanation. He has said that he probably 
will hold hearings’on this next week. 


In the light of all of that, are you still 
declining to comment about this document? 


A Yes. It's still a classified document, John. 
Whether it's been published on the front pages of the papers 
or distributed by a Congressman, that doesn't change the 
nature of it. 


In terms of the general question which was asked 
yesterday about our attitude towards harassment or opera- 
tions against opposition activities in this country, we have 
a response which we will post later on. But there is the 
general policy statement on that. 


@) When will this be posted? 


A It's being retyped and will be posted early 
this afternoon. I can't tell you whether it will be 
available immediately after the briefing or not, but it will 
be available this afternoon. But that does not address the 
specifics of any alleged Philippine action on that par- 
ticular piece of paper. 








Q Can you address the specifics of charges that 
are made that don't deal with this document? There are a 
whole flock of charges that have been made by Filipino exiles 
and everything to the effect that harassment -- 


A No, I don't have anything to say on that. You 
might want to -- I suppose if the Congressman or committee 
is going to hold hearings, perhaps that would be an 
appropriate time to address it. 


Q What I'm asking you to do is, as I say, you 
can call up all manner of Filipino exiles who claim that 
harassment or intimidation activities take place, that they 
complain about them to the State Department and the FBI and 
that nothing is done about then. 


Can you respond to that? 
A I will leave you with the statement we are 
going to post this afternoon, John. 


Q Can you tell us what the statement is? @We can 
pick up the typed copy later? 


A I don't have it with me. 


Q Alan, just as to a point of order on this. 
You're not having a briefing tomorrow because you say there 
is nobody around to brief. I can't recall in my two-and-one 
half years here that that has happened before. 


A Well, I think you're wrong, in fact. 

Q Let me finish my question. Secondly, 
something is coming ov riously, later today that people 
have a lot of interest 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Now, it's going to be three, four, five days 
before -- 


A We've got a press office. You're most welcome 
to call on its services. 


QO But this is customary? You do this on 
briefings, and there is nobody to brief? I mean, Susan 
Pittman -- 
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A We have had other times, Greg -- maybe your 
memory is shorter than mine; but I've been here for two years, 
and there have been occasions when we haven't briefed, so -- 


Q At a conference that just concluded yesterday 
of international laser scientists, which included Fdward 
Teller from the United States, and Mr. Velickov, the head of 
the program in the Soviet Union, a document was signed by 
everyone involved which indicates that the Soviets, at least 
the scientists, are now willing to cooperate quite closely 
on the question of beam weapons development. 


Do you have any response to this? The President 
did send a telegram greeting the conference and reempha- 
sizing his commitment to develop these weapons. This is the 
first indication that the Soviets might be more flexible 
than they've been before. 


A Why don't you let me take a look, and see if 
anybody has any response to that. 


Q Thank you. 

Q On Chad, there is a report that the rebel 
leader, Goukouni, has disappeared since July 30, and may be 
dead or shunted aside. Do you have any information on that? 


A I think the best I could do for you on that is 
to say that our information would not support a disap- 
pearance of that period of time, over three weeks. 
Obviously, we don't exactly have contact with Mr. Goukouni, 
but our information would suggest that you be cautious with 
that story. 


Q Do you have anything on the signing of the 
grain agreement with the Soviets, any more information 
available now that it has been signed? 


A I don't have anything more. You might want to 
check with Agriculture on the specifics. 


0 Do you have any guidance yet on the Soviets' 
latest proposal at the United Nations on space weapons? 


A There is a rather lengthy guidance on that, 
and I'm going to refer you to the Press Office on it. It's 
in quite a bit of detail and I think we will probably -- 


Q -- release it this afternoon? 
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A It will be available to be used this after- 
noon. I don't know whether we are going to post all of it, 
but you certainly can get the information from it. 


2) Alan, do you have anything for us on the CSCE 
in Madrid, and in particular, is Secretary Shultz expecting 
to meet Foreign Minister Gromyko? 


A I think we are still where we have been on 
that issue in terms of we have not yet gotten an 
agreement. So I think that -- 


@) There was an invitation from Spain today. 


A I've seen the wire stories on this. I think 
what I'm saying is an accurate accounting of where we are. 
I don't have anything to comment in specific response to 
the wire stories on this. I think we're just going to have 
to see what happens. 


Q At this point, there are no firm plans for the 
Secretary to leave? 


A That's correct. 


9 What is the extent of the involvement of the 
United States Embassy in Beirut in the case of the missing 
building construction supplies from Beirut building sites, 
as The Washington Post story quoted this morning? 











A The direct answer to that question is, 
frankly, that we saw that and we're looking into it, 
checking to see what that might have been referring to. I 
don't know. 


In terms of the reports that equipment and so on 
in large amounts were seized, we decry any interference in 
the activities of organizations which work to ameliorate 
human suffering in Lebanon. 


We understand that the Government of Lebanon has 
taken steps to improve the situation at the Hariri Medical 
Center. 


Q Copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that 
the United States Administration got a letter signed by 
President Mubarak of Egypt similar to that one which was 
signed before by the late President Sadat concerning the 
military facilities in Egypt? 
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A I couldn't address a question of correspon- 
dence between Presidents. Sorry. 


Q Do you have any information on the travels of 
Assistant Secretary-designate Murphy in the Middle East? 


A I don't have details. As I indicated yester- 
day, he is on his way back here from his post. He's 
stopping off in the region at a couple of places. I don't 
have a specific itinerary to give you. It's a perfectly 
natural, normal, and useful thing for him to do, but I don't 
have any either itinerary or readout to give you on conver- 
sations he may have had. I've seen he has addressed the 
press at least in Israel after a meeting, but I don't have 
any details for you. 


Q Alan, did General Walters give the French, 
Mitterrand specifically, the word on the AWACS being sent to 
Chad? 


A Marvin, I can't get into the coiutent of 
discussions we've had. General Walters did meet with 
President Mitterrand, but I cannot get into -- ° 


Q Was it in connection with Chad? 


A I'm just going to have to, I think, leave the 
subject. I understand that President Mitterrand addressed 
this in his interview, but I think from here, I'm just not 
going to get into the subject of the discussion. 


@) Alan, there was a report that came out of Rabat 
yesterday saying that the relations between Morocco and the 
United States are very tense as a result of a deal worked 
Out between Oadaffi and King Hassan recently on the 
Polasario frontier vis-a-vis Morocco's position on Chad. 

The report said that part of the reason why Vice President 
Bush is going there is to patch up and clear the atmosphere. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't have a -- I guess the general comment 
would be that, clearly, number one, the Vice President's 
trip was laid on sometime before recent meetings were held, 
Or conversations to which these press reports allude; but 
secondly, we have a good relationship with Morocco. I 
wouldn't lead you in the direction of agreeing about tense, 
strained relations, that sort of thing. 
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Q The fact that the story came out of Rabat 
would indicate there might have been a partial green lignt 
from the authorities there. 


A I can't try to figure out why stories come out 
of particular places. 


Q When would the United States be ready or willing to 
send back the AWACS to Sudan? 


A When? When a judgment is made that they are necessary. 
QO Have they all left? 


A The AWACS left, I think, yesterday. I don't 
know about the rest of the aircraft. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Sorry for the delay. I have a 
couple of announcements. : 


First, regarding a trip to Madrid. The Secretary 
of State has accepted the invitation of the Foreign 
Minister of Spain to a Foreign Ministers Meeting in Madrid 
September 7 to 9. Although the meeting is scheduled to take 
place outside the format of the CSCE Conference, we are con- 
tinuing to work to achieve agreement of all governments to 
the draft concluding document in its current form. 


I might note that a sign-up sheet has been posted 
in the main Press Office for those of you who wish to apply 
for a seat aboard the Secretary's plane. The sheet will be 
taken down and applications closed promptly at noon, 
Wednesday, August 31. No applications will be accepted 
after that time. 


Q Will he be seeing Foreign Minister Gromyko? 


A I‘ll answer your question, but let's hold off 
other questions on that until I've finished with my second 
one. The question was, will he be seeing Foreign Minister 
Gromyko. The answer is yes. 


Secondly, a statement regarding events in Beirut 
this morning. Two U.S. Marines were killed and eight 
wounded when a U.S. Marine position was shelled in the 
Beirut suburbs this morning at 3:49 a.m. Washington time. 


The attack on the Marines followed a day and night 
of sporadic fighting between forces of the Lebanese army and 
Lebanese Shi'ite militia groups in south Beirut. There has 
also been firing from Druze militia positions. 


We are shocked and grieved by the deaths of the 
U.S. Marines in Lebanon. They died serving the United 
States in its efforts to help the Lebanese Central 
Government restore order to the greater Beirut area. We 
condemn those who are responsible for the continuing 
violence which has claimed many victims, including our own 
Marines. 








Our forces are there at the request of the 
Government of Lebanon, helping to provide security for 
the Lebanese people. Once more, we call upon all armed ele- 
ments to end this senseless violence and unite behind the 
Lebanese Government to restore national harmony. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q Copy? 
A Copy? Sure. 


Q Does this change anything as regards the War 
Powers Act? The fact that they have been killed in hostili- 
ties, does that require the Executive Branch to go to 
Congress to get a new mandate? 


A On the question of War Powers, this question 
is under intensive study at the present moment and we will, 
of course, take whatever action is called for with respect 
to the War Powers Resolution, but I don't have an answer 
beyond that to give you at this point. 


6) I'm not absolutely sure of my ground here, 
but one of my colleagues just told me that Mr. Weinberger 
had said that he had sent some notifications to Congress. 
Now, what would that relate to? 


A There have been, I think, a number of phone 
calls to the leadership on the Hill regarding the events 
that took place in Beirut this morning, the ones that I've 
been addressing. But in terms of formal notification under 
the provisions are consistent with the reporting provisions 
of the War Powers Act. That, again, is being looked at as I 
described it. 


Q In other words, you're looking at whether the . 
Administration wants to -- feels it has to invoke that part 
of the War Powers Act which allows, or which calls on 
Congress to give its positive affirmation after 60 or 90 
days? 


A I don't want to disagree with that. What I 
would rather do is simply say, we're looking at the 
situation and the War Powers Resolution and that we will 
take, of course, whatever action is called for with respect 
to the War Powers Resolution. 


Q Are you contemplating any change in the 
deployment of U.S. troops because of this, either more or 
less? 














A I don't know of any contemplated change 
because of this event, or series of events this morning. 


Q Is it a matter for the Executive Branch to 
decide or is it up to Congress to demand that the Executive 
Branch comply with Congressional understanding of the War 
Powers Act? 


A I think I would refer you to the Act itself. 
We have described and discussed the War Powers Resolution 
and our reporting under it on an previous occasions, and it 
certainly is something the Administration, in terms of its 
reporting, will be looking at very closely. 


Q Alan, one point here. Is there any con- 
sideration being given by the U.S. Government to withdrawing 
the U.S. Marines from Lebanon? 


A I know of no consideration being given to 
that. 


Q When the War Powers thing -- does the 
Administration hold or consider the Act still valid in light 
of the Supreme Court decision? 


A Again, that's a very long, complicated 
question, and I. would refer you to the testimony that's been 
given on the Hill on the subject by Deputy Secretary Dam and 
others, and I think that this specific subject has been 
addressed. I don't want to try to paraphrase what they've 
said on that. But I would repeat to you that we will, of 
course, take whatever action is called for with respect to 
the War Powers Resolution. 


Q When was that testimony? 


A I think we can help you in the Press Office 
later on. 


Q Within the last month? 


A My recollection would be within the last two 
months or so. It was certainly after the Supreme Court 
decision, and I don't think it's been within the last three 
weeks. 


8) Is it the U.S. understanding that the 
targeting that led to the casualties was meant specifically 
to hit the U.S. Marine positions? 
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A Our understanding is that fire fights began 
among Lebanese elements and spread throughout west Beirut. 
During the course of the fighting, elements of all the MNF 
contributors came under fire. However, whether they were 
specifically being targeted or, in fact, by whom, is not 
known. 


Q I would like to box Marvin's question. Is 
any consideration being given to increasing the size of the 
force in Lebanon? 


A As a result of this incident? 
Q Yes. 


a I think I answered this before. I know of no 
contemplation being given as a result of this morning's 
events to changes. 


Q To any changes up or down? 


A That's my understanding at this point. I've 
not heard of any. 


Q Following up on Bernie's question, it would 
seem essential politically to try and determine whether the 
Marines were specifically targeted, because if they were 
that would perhaps indicate a new political complexion in 
Lebanon. 


A It might. We certainly are interested in 
that question. But at this point, all I can tell you is 
that we don't know. 


Q Secretary Weinberger pointed out in his air- 
port statement this morning that there was no -- I believe 
he said something to the effect that there was no proof that 
the Marines were specifically targeted but it was well known 
to all sides, and has been advertised by the U.S. Embassy in 
Beirut, precisely where the Marines are, precisely what 
they're rounds are and their patrols are so that everyone 
knew where they would be, where they could be hit. 


A I think that they are also not all by them- 
selves in some of these locations either. 


Q I read the Dam testimony this morning, and in 
it -- 


A I take it that is without an -- 
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Q I'm sorry. That was a reference to the 
gentleman's surname. I didn't realize; sorry. 


He pointed out that there were four particular 
requirements in the War Powers Act and one of them he 
described as constituting a legislative veto and therefore 
illegal under the Supreme Court rulings of June 23 and July 
6. He specifically underscored that while this was a preli- 
minary determination by the State Department, that that was 
the position they were then holding. Do you still hold that 
position? 


A I don't have anything new on that to give 
you. Again, I think that on War Powers I'm really going to 
have to stick with what I've given you, whatever your 
questions. I'm just, at this point, not going to go beyond 
it, and I'm not going to take questions beyond it. 


0 Does “nothing new" mean no change? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you. I 
just don't have any words on that today. 


Q The impact of today on the McFarlane visit, 
and the diplomatic effort to bring about a resolution? 


A Ambassador McFarlane has returned to Beirut, 
and he is continuing his efforts. So I think that that, in 
fact, will proceed. I really can't try to speculate on some 
effect of the events in the last several hours on this, or, 
indeed, there was some firing yesterday that we're hoping to 
bring about -- help to bring about the ending of this firing 
and improve relations among the various groups there. 


I can't really try to give you some sort of 
readout except to say that Ambassador McFarlane is certainly 
continuing actively, as is Ambassador Fairbanks, to pursue 
the mission the President sent them on. 


Q Alan, is there any disposition in this 
building to look at this tragedy there of the Marines being 
killed as possibly stemming from the failure of diplomacy 
by the United States there? You've been working at this 
thing for months and months and you haven't gotten anybody 
out of there. I mean, there seems to be no resolution of 
it. Is there any interest in trying to intensify your 
efforts there? 


A I think the efforts have been intense. They 
will continue to be intense, and I would not ascribe the 
said events of this morning to diplomatic failure. 
Obviously, we would look for, hope for, work for diplomatic 
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success, and a resolution of these various issues we're 
addressing. 


Q In regard to McFarlane, I wonder if you had 
anything on Evans & Novak this morning? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Leaving aside the effects of what's happened 
in the last twenty-four hours, can you give us any sort of 
reading on how close McFarlane actually has come to helping 
work out a reconciliation in the Shouf that might let - 
the Israelis withdraw? 


A I can't really do that. I've stayed away -- 
we have traditionally -- from trying to give evaluations and 
updates of that sort, and I think I'm going to have to try 
to stick to that at this point. 


e) Just a follow-up on the gentleman's question 
about the meeting between Ambassador McFarlane and Walid 
Jumblatt in Paris. Sources in Lebanon said that the talks 
were not that fruitful. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I think the only thing I really could say 
about this whole set of meetings, which took place, there 
were a lot of discussions which took place apparently in 
Paris, including between representatives of the Government 
of Lebanon and Druze leader Walid Jumblatt. 


We obviously welcome the meetings which took place 
between the Government of Lebanon representatives and Druze 
leader Walid Jumblatt, and we hope this will be an important 
part of the reconciliation process which we know President 
Gemayel is energetically purusing. 


Ambassador McFarlane participated in at least some 
of the discussions. As I said before, he's returned to 
Beirut. But I can't give you a readout beyond that. 


Q One other question, please. There were 
reports from Beirut that was there aerial bombardment of certain 
positions at the outskirts of Beirut and Burg al Barajinah 
and certain positions in the Shouf, in the Shouf area 
under the Druze militiamen. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A I don't have any readout on that at all. 


Q Is it possible that because of these latest 
developments the U.S. might call upon Israel to postpone, at 
least temporarily, the plan to withdraw? 








A I have stayed away, again, from the question 
of any details regarding Israeli plans or any discussions 
regarding it, and I'm afraid that I'm going to stick to that 
today. 


Q In light of what's happening now in this fac- 
tion of the war in Lebanon, did you ascertain, or did you 
find out from your sources what were the reasons for this 
continuous rivalry and war -- 


A This continuous -- 


Q What are the reasons for this interfight 
inside Lebanon between these militias? Did you find any 
reasons for why it is continuing? 


A In terms of proximate causes, I don't have 
anything to offer you. In terms of the historical problen, 
I suspect you have a library which is rather large on the 
subject. 


Q Alan, had you ever anticipated this trans- 
formation of the McFarlane mission into a sort of mediation 
between the Lebanese themselves? 


A I don't have a characterization to offer of 
that sort. I think we've describe his mission and what he's 
doing and how he's doing it to the extent that we can, and 
I'm afraid I'm just going to have to stick to it. 


Q If Prime Minister Begin resigns, do you 
eepute it to affect U.S.-Israeli relations, and will it 
slow down plans for a U.S. review of the Middle East 
situation? 


A I think Larry Speakes addressed this yester- 
day, and I don't have anything to add to what he said about 
that. 

Q Can you tell us exactly what he said? 

A I don't have his statement. 


Q Will there be a review of the Middle East 
policies from here after the new team is in place? 


A A review? I mean, we're always looking at 
the situation, but I don't see some sort of major “Keyi zw’ 
coming along. 
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Q Are we specifically characterizing that 
the incoming fire came from Amal militia positions, or 
are we just saying generally that it was a Shi'ite area 
that fire came from? 





A No. As I say, we don't know who was 
responsible for it. 


Q I think you've read the Evans and Novak 
article today. Do you care to comment on what it contained? 


A No, I don't. I'm sorry, you may not have 
heard before. I don't have any comment to offer on that. 


Q Going back to the trip to Madrid, is the 
purpose of the trip to see Foreign Minister Gromyko? 


A The purpose of the trip, the purpose of the 
Spanish invitation, is to mark at senior levels the 
agreement which was achieved by 34 of the participating 
states on July 15 on the review of the CSCE process 
indeed. 


There was agreement by all 35 states, although Malta 
had an additional point which was, obviously, causing 
difficulty. That's the purpose of the meeting, and 
that's the purpose of our going. 


Q What did you say before, "that it was out- 
side the purview of the.....?" 


A I said that -- I'll go back and read 
you what I said before: “Although the meeting is sche- 
duled to take place outside the format of the CSCE con- 
ference, we're continuing to work to achieve agreement of 
all governments to the draft concluding document in its 
current form." That means we haven't stopped trying to 
get agreement on the concluding document. 


Q It means, in other words, there is not yet 
the consensus needed for -- 


A That's correct. 
Q -- but he's going to go anyway. 


A Well, I've just explained to you -- 














Q Yes, I understand. I'm just trying to put 
it into some sort of (indaudible) -- 


A It's a different context. This is not -- 
Q There won't be a signing, per se? 


A That's right. It's outside that context. 
It's not a negotiating meeting. 


Q And on what day specifically will he meet 
Gromyko and where? 


A I think he's going to have a series of 
meetings, some bilaterals, some perhaps group meetings. 
When we have a more complete schedule, I'll be happy to 
try to provide that to you. 


Q Alan, just for the record, what is the pur- 
pose of the meeting with Gromyko? 


A I don't have a specific piece of guidance 
to give you on that, Greg, as to the purpose of the 
meeting. There is, obviously, a lot to discuss with the 
Soviets, and the Secretary and the Foreign Minister will 
be meeting, as I would expect they would, also be meeting 
at the General Assembly. 


Q Do you have any indication whether Prime 
Minister Begin will or will not step down? 


A No, I don't. 


Q What is the original purpose in having it 
at the Foreign Minister's level, that there be a signing 
at the conclusion of the negotiations of the last three 
years? 


A That was in the context in the format of 
the CSCE Conference. The Spanish have issued an 
invitation on a different basis here -- issued it specifi- 
cally to individual countries. 


Q It is because of the Malta problem? 


A I think I'd go back to what they said about 
that. Essentially, that's right; we've not been able to 


resolve the problems which would lead to -- and if we can resolve 


them before that date -- will lead to a Foreign Ministers’ 
Conference within the CSCE format. 
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Q So if there is not going to be any kind of 
signing, what's the point of the Secretary's going? 


A I think I just gave you the purposes, and 
I'll leave you with that, Marvin. 


Q To be clear, the CSCE meeting will not be 
concluded until the Malta problem is resolved? 


A Let me go back to what I've just said in 
the statement. Our efforts are continuing to achieve 
agreement of all the governments to the draft concluding 
document in its current form. Let's see how that process 
works itself out. You're leading me into a hypothetical 
situation. I prefer to address it in terms of what our 
purposes are and what we're working for between now and 
the seventh of September or whatever date that was -- 


Q If they don't have an agreement, why is he 
going? When did he decide to go on this? 


A Again, I just said to you that the purpose 
is to mark at senior levels the agreement that was 
achieved by 34 of the participating states on the review 
of the CSCE process. 


Q Will this take the place of the signing 
ceremony? 


A I would, again, leave you with the thought 
that the effort continues to achieve agreement on the 
concluding document in its current form. Let's see what 


happens. 


0 Have the invitations gone out to all of the 
Foreign Ministers of the -- 


A You'll have to check with the Government of 
Spain which issued the invitations. My understanding is 
that that is the case, but I would ask you to check with 
the Spanish. It's their invitation. 


Q Will the Secretary be traveling with a pro- 
posed solution to the Malta dilemma? 


A I don't know. I would hope that we would 
see a resolution of that situation before we get there. 


Q If Begin resigns, despite the fact that the 
United States and Israel will maintain the same rela- 
tionships, what complications can you foresee? 





ll 





A I wouldn't try to speculate about complications. 
We have a close and important relationship with Israel. 
We intend to maintain it and expect it will indeed be maintained. 


Q Does the Secretary plan to visit any 
country beyond Spain? 


A On this trip? 
Q Yes. 


A I don't have any indication he is going 
elsewhere on this trip beyond Spain. 


Q Is he also going to be seeing Gromyko, pre- 
sumably in New York, the week of the 25th? 


A I don't have a date on it. As I said 
before, I would expect that he will see him in New York. 
I don't have a date, though, for that. 


Q Do you have the dates that he will be in 


New York? 

A I don't have those dates to offer you at 
this point. 

0 Do you have any indication from either the 


French or the Italians that they might be willing to 
increase their contribution to the MNF in Lebanon at this 
point, in light of what's been happening? 


A I don't have any information on that in terms 
of -- You're talking about specifically with regard to 
events in the last several hours? 


Q Yes. 
A I don't have any indications on that. 


Q What are the plans for the meeting with Mr. 
Gromyko? Is this a major bilateral meeting? 


A I think when the Secretary of State of the 
United States and the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union 
get together, that probably qualifies as a fairly impor- 
tant meeting. 


Q How do you read the Syrian position in the 
events of the last 48 hours? 
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A I don't have a reading on the Syrian posi- 
tion on that. 


Q Senator Stone is in El Salvador today, is 
that correct? 


A Senator Stone is in El Salvador today. He 
is going later today, as I understand it, to San Jose, 
Costa Rica. 


Q Will he meet with the Peace Commission and 
the guerrillas there, or does the Peace Commission have to 
meet with the guerrillas first before he can meet with the 
guerrillas? 


A Will he meet with the Peace Commission or 
the guerrillas? You'd better -- I'm not sure what you're saying 


Q Will he meet with the guerrillas in San 
Jose? 


A As we've said before, setting aside any 
site, whether it's San Jose or any place else, as we've 
said before, a meeting with the Salvadoran left is 
possible, but I don't really have any information to give 
you. We've made it clear before that an important element 
of his mission, facilitating dialogue both within and bet- 
ween countries, is confidentiality about the details of 
his activity, and I therefore, can't really get into it. 


Q To be more precise in my question, do you 
have any comment on the Syrian statement threatening to 
give help to the Druze against the Lebanese Army? 


A I haven't seen that particular statement. 
I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Do you have any characterization of the 
meeting in Colombia between the Government of El Salvador 
and the guerrillas? 

A Between the Peace Commission? 


Q Yes. 


ry No. I don't have anything on a meeting. 
Obviously, we have given our full support to such a 
meeting, but any information on a meeting would have to 
come from the parties themselves. 
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Q Do you have any new guidance on Namibia? 
There seems to -be another stalemate now. And do you fore- 
see any time the U.S. might back down on its call for the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola? 


A I think our position is on the record and 
well stated. I don't see any change in the basics of our 
position. I don't have any comment on recent developments 
beyond what we provided the other day. If you haven't 
gotten that, you might want to take a look in the press 
office. 


Q That's after the stalemate -- one day 
things looked good and the next day there was a problem? 


A I'd be careful about too many ups and downs 
and so on, anyway. All we've got is what is available 
from the other day. 


Q Excuse me, Alan, if this is old -- I've been 
away -- but has the United States informed the United 
Nations officially that it's going to refuse to -- that it 
will withdraw its share of the contribution equivalent to 
what its share should have been for the U.N. Conference on 
Israel and South Africa that took place in July? 


A I can't tell you what the state of play is 
there. There are a few conferences around that -- 


Q There is also the Palestine one in Geneva, 
and so on. 


A That's right, and I can't tell you what the 
state of play is with regard to notifications to the United 
Nations. 


Our position on the various conferences has been 
laid out in different pieces of guidance, and I would 
refer you to those. But I don't know the answer to 
notifications or intentions; however, to the extent that 
we are able to state them at this point, they have been laid 
out, and we can help you later if you want (inaudible) --- 


Q Could you take that? 


A No. We have existing guidance on that, 
Bill, and I'm not going to try to get into the question, 
necessarily, of what we have or haven't said to the U.N. 
itself; but our positions have been stated publicly, and 
I don't think there is any ambiguity about that. 
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Q Yesterday, the White House said it was 
encouraged by McFarlane's progress after his talks in 
Paris. Is that the State Department view today? 


A Again, I refer you to what I said about the 
meetings in Paris. 


Q You said you welcomed them. 


A We welcomed them, and we hoped the meetings 
would be an important part of the reconciliation process 
which President Gemayel is energetically pursuing. 
Obviously, this morning's events are sad events. I 
haven't tried to draw some connection -- cause and effect 
-- between those events, the firings and so on the 
diplomatic effort. As I say, the diplomatic effort is 
proceeding, and I don't have any reason to steer you away 
from the suggestion that those efforts are proceeding 
apace. We continue to be deeply engaged and -- 


Q You remain encouraged? 


A I have not tried to put quality words 
generally on those negotiations, and I think I would try 
to void that again today. 


Q Alan, there were some reports out of 
California that Judge Clark awakened the President to -- 


A Yes. 


é Q -- and there were some statements on the 
air that the Secretary wasn't involved. Do you have 
anything -- was the Secretary talking with the President 
about this situation in Lebanon this morning? 


A The Secretary has talked with the President 
this morning. 


Q This morning. What time? 


A I don't have time to give you on this, Max, 
but the Secretary has been deeply engaged on this issue. 
He has stayed in touch throughout the time he's been away 
from Washington, but he certainly has been deeply engaged 
and informed and involved in meetings on recent develop- 
ments with regard to Lebanon throughout the last 48 hours -- 
if that's the time period you want to use -- and he 
continues to be. 
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Q ‘Was he awakened during the night? 


A He was called early this morning. I don't 
know if he was awake or not awake. I'm afraid I can't 
tell you that. But he was called early this morning, well 
before he normally -- one would hope -- he would get a phone call. 


Q What time does he usually get up? 
(Laughter) 


Q Alan, should we expect that the killings of 
the Marines will cause a substantive change in American 
policy in the Beirut area, that is to say, deployment of 
forces or any other serious change at this point? 


A I don't perceive any change of that sort in 
the offing, Jeff, no. 


Q Alan, last week I asked you a question 
about your response to this major development at a con- 
ference of scientists where the Soviets -- major scien- 
tists on lasers -- and Ed Teller agreed to study a kind of 
joint cooperation on laser weapons development. 


I since read the communique that came out of 
that. It actually indicates that these individuals are 
going to formally propose to their governments that the 
governments sponser this sort of joint cooperation, which 
is a rather high level thing. 


A O.K. Well, I — 





Q Wait a minute. I can understand that you 
might not have been able to get me a response to my origi- 
nal question because it didn't include this. Could you 
find out for me where this sort of request is going in the 
Administration, who will be responding, and so forth? 


A No, I don't think I could do that. I think 
you'd have to talk to the people who sent the message; but 
we're still pursuing the original taken questions. 


Q Back to Madrid for a moment, despite the 
lack of total agreement in the conference, and now comes 
an invitation by the Spanish Government, do you think it 
is helpful to convince Malta to agree, or do you see it as 
some kind of pressure on Malta -- to agree to -- 
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A Do I see what, as some sort of -- the 
conference? 


Q No, the invitation, all the foreign 
ministers going, and then -- 


A I don't know. The purpose is as I've 
stated it to you. I can't tell you what Malta's thinking 
is at this point. 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Nice to see you all. Nice to be back 
from vacation. 


I should warn you that back from vacation, I'm 
armed with a gift that I found waiting for me on my desk when 
I got back. It is new, improved "Press Repellent" (laughter) 
from the makers of the “No Comment Mouthwash Company." This 
has been "J" School-tested, and the directions are that you 
"shake well, hold the can in an upright position, and spray 
for 8 to 10 seconds or until room is clear." (Laughter) 


"TV reporters may require additional application." 
(Laughter) 


"Will not harm polyester." (Laughter) 
QO That's for.the sake of the Spokesman! 


A "Use on dailies, weeklies, newsletters, 
radio, television cameramen, roaches. Especially recommended 
for use on free-lancers." (Laughter) 

"Contents: 10 percent hot 

air (used as a 
propellent); 50 percent truth serum, 40 percent yellow rain, 
10 percent off-the-record." (Laughter) “Rids the average 
room of reporters in seconds. Leaves a fresh, clean scent. 
Will not harm pets or plants. Also try our other fine pro- 
duct, Leak Stop -- stops leaks before they start." 
(Laughter) 


So I warn you, I'm armed! 


It's from an anonymous donor, or perhaps I should 
Say even, admirer. 


However, for the serious business of the day -- and 
sad business of the day -- concerning French casualties, the 
State Department has learned that a French soldier assigned 
to the Multinational Force in Lebanon has been killed in the 
sectarian violence there and that a second soldier has been 
seriously wounded. 


The United States greatly regrets these casualties 
and extends its profound sorrow to the families of the victims 
and the Government of France. We renew our call on all 
involved to exercise the utmost restraint so that further 


violence and loss of life can be prevented. 











That's all I have in the way of announcements. 
I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q The appeals that you and others have been 
making don't seem to have had much effect. Do you see any 
Syrian role behind the fighting that appears to continue in 
Lebanon? 


A I suppose what you're asking is, specifically 
-- you're referring specifically to the fire on the Marines, 
are you? 


Q The whole complex of battling. 


A Insofar as the fire that was directed at the 
Marines yesterday and some additional fire that came in this 
morning, it is impossible for us to pinpoint who was actually 
firing those weapons, who was pulling the trigger, but 
obviously, the situation would be improved were the occupying 
forces in Lebanon not to occupy. 


Q By that, you wouldn't want to imply that you 
are encouraging the Israelis to withdraw now? 


A I think what we're doing is trying to 
encourage people to withdraw in a manner which will permit 
the Lebanese Government to restore its authority over the 
areas vacated, and get on with the business of governing 
Lebanon in its entirety as an independent country. 


Q Let me just restate the original question. Do 
you see behind the whole complex of fighting any Syrian role? 


A I think, clearly, the presence of Syrian forces 
in Lebanon has not proved helpful. 


Q John, if I could follow up a little bit on 
that question, now that we see Marines being fired at for 
three days, French killed today, English fired on also 
today, do we perceive a pattern emerging? The first reports 
out of both the Pentagon and the State Department, specu- 
lated a little -- perhaps it was accidental; you know, 
rounds fell short, hurt the Marines, and so on. But now, 
virtually all of the Multinational Forces, in one way or 
another, are coming under fire. So is this now a concerted 
attack on the peacekeeping force as such? 





A I don't know that we can really give you a 
judgment on that. Our report of the small arms fire which 











our Marines are taking today came in just about 45 minutes 
ago. The report we have is that they are returning fire. 
Just what that fire is, we really don't know. It's very 


early. 


Insofar as yesterday's events are concerned, I can't 
really go much beyond what we said yesterday, that namely 
we're not sure whether the Marines were targeted or not. 


Q Where are the Marines taking the fire today, 
John? 


A At the airport. 


0 There is another report, though, from both, I 
think, Syrian and Phalangist radio that the Marines are taking 
fire in the Embassy area, from the Holiday Inn Hotel. 


A I can't confirm that one. I've seen that 
report, but our report is they are taking fire at the 
airport. 


Q And returning fire? 
A And returning fire. This is small arms fire. 


0 Yesterday the State Department and the Pentagon 
were saying that it could not be directly said that the 
Marines were engaged in hostilities, since they apparently took 
a couple of stray mortar rounds. With the small arms fire 
being directed at them, does this now consist of their coming 
into hostilities? | 


A I think it's a little early to judge. As I 
say, we just got this report 45 minutes ago. You're making 
an assumption that it is being directed at the Marines. I 
don't know. All we know is that they are receiving fire, 
small arms fire, and they are returning small arms fire. 
What the character of that is, I don't know. 


Q What about the modest agitation from some 
Members of Congress for a new determination on the War Powers 
Act, a new submission to Congress? 


A As you know, lawyers in various agencies within 
the Administration, have been considering that question. I'm 
sure that the White House and the President would have any 
announcement to make on it at such time as they have con- 
sidered the recommendations and made a judgment. 











Q Could you give us -- or find out, if you 
couldn't -- could you restate for us the definition of what 
the purpose of the Multinational Force and the Americans in 
it is? 


A I'd prefer not to wing that one. 


Q In the past you've had a set of things that 
they are not a peacekeeping force, that their mission and 
purpose is to be sort of a confidence-building thing to lend 
authority to -- 


A Yes. 
Q Is that still operative? 


A The definition of their role is unchanged, but 
I prefer to go back to the specific language we've used 
before. I don't disagree with your -- 


Q But it's incorrect to call them a peacekeeping 
force. 


A I think I'd prefer to use the language we have 
used consistently. 


Q Are you satisfied with the three to four days 
in which the Israelis are going to postpone its redeployment 
from the Shuf area? . 


A I think we should leave any official announce- 
ment on that to Israel. Ambassador McFarlane was in Israel, 
did talk with the Prime Minister, did convey a Presidential 
request that there be a little more time elapsing before 
that redeployment takes place. 


I understand the Israelis have responded favorably 
to that, but I don't think we should be making that announce- 
ment for them. I think you better -- 


Q Is it enough, this kind of timetable? 


A Well, it will enable Ambassador McFarlane to 
continue his diplomatic work. He did go back after his visit 
-- attempted to go back. I understand there was some heli- 
copter trouble. I think he now is either back in Beirut or 
will be there in a matter of minutes, and that will give him 
time to pursue his diplomatic initiative in Beirut. 











Q Following on that, how does that differ from 
the request that we made last week, when the Israelis were 
asked for a delay? 


A You catch me unaware, because I wasn't here 
last week so I'm not up to speed. I can only tell you -- 


Q Last week it was made known, I guess without 
anybody -- Well, I guess the Israelis did say something 
publicly that McFarlane had requested a small delay in their 
redeployment from the Shuf, and they had agreed to it. Will 
this mean a few days more or -- 


A A Presidential letter, I think, was 
transmitted yesterday, and I think Ambassador McFarlane 
spoke to the Prime Minister and other Israeli officials 
today. 


Q John, could you catch us up to date on the 
Crisis Management Group? Are there any threads left dangling 
from their meeting yesterday? Are they planning to meet 
again? 


A I don't know-that they are planning to meet 
again, although I wouldn't rule it out, today. I 
understand the Vice President did not return to Maine, but 
stayed in Washington. The Vice President and the Secretary 
of State have talked several times on the phone this 
morning, but I don't know that any meeting is set for today. 


Q What about an agenda? You answered a little 
earlier saying that the White House would make an announce- 
ment on the War Powers Act when they made a decision on it. 
Is that something that you expect? Is it a matter of 
hours, days, or -- 


A I think you should be in touch with the White 
House on that one. They'll let you know on that. 


Q Can you tell us whether the Presidential letter 
to Prime Minister Begin discussed also Mr. Begin's 
resignation? 


A I don't want to mislead you. I don't want to 
get into the content of it, but I think you would be going 
down a dead-end if you assumed that it did. 


Q John, before in response to Jim's questions 
about Syria, you provided, as I remember, some diplomatic 
pablum, but I didn't get the -- 





A What an unworthy characterization, Marvin! If 
I were to talk about your broadcasts like that, I mean, 
really! 


(Laughter) 
Q -- didn't get the true essence. 


Is the State Department trying to say that Syria has 
no role, or would the State Department like to back up what is 
coming out of the western White House yesterday that Syria has 
a rather direct role of responsibility? 


A I think we're not trying to duck the question, 
but I mean if you're asking, "Who pulls the triggers of which 
weapons?" that is, obviously, impossible for us or for the 
Marines on the ground to indicate. 


Q Who is behind the people who pull the trigger? 


A If you mean that weapons fired from areas 
occupied by various forces cause death to our Marines and 
instability to the country, of course, that is so. It is 
our object to get those foreign forces removed in an orderly 
fashion. So insofar as foreign forces occupyng areas from 
which arms are fired, that is not helpful. 


Q Are you talking about Syria? 


A Syria, of course, occupies territory from which 
those arms were fired. 


Q Do you feel that Syria is instigating the 
current trouble in Lebanon? 


A I can't give you an analysis. I don't know. 


Q Some of those weapons are being fired in areas 
occupied by the Israelis. 


A Yes. I'm not being exclusive. I'm saying 
that when armies occupy territory, they bear some respon- 
sibility for weapons fired from that territory. 


@) Let me be a little more specific. There were 
some reports from Lebanon yesterday that indicated there might 
be Syrian guns actually firing some cover rounds for the 
Shi'ites. Do you have anything on that? 














A I don't have anything on that. 


0 John, to follow this, the Syrian official media 
are whipping up emotions in a broadcast in the Damascus 
domestic service. This morning, they say that the "organized 
military campaign by the Phalangist gangs, the Lebanese Army, 
and the United States Forces is aimed to empy Beirut and its 
suburbs of all the nationalist forces. The new massacre is 
being carried out by the Phalangist gangs with the par- 
ticipation of U.S. forces." 


They close by saying, "Will the Arab nation move to 
ward off the impending danger?" 


Does that not sound to you like official 
instigation? 


A It sounds to me like Syrian propaganda and 
rhetoric. 


0 But considering the fact that two American 
Marines have been shot and killed, apparently by Shi'ite gun- 
men, Or people who are called “Amal” gunmen, does this not 
lead you to believe, at this time and place, that the regime 
in Damascus is encouraging additional such acts? 


A Impossible to give you that characterization. 
We just don't know. 


Q Do you believe that these broadcasts by offi- 
cial Syrian media are responsible, considering what's going on 
now? 


A I don't know. I'm not there. What you're 
asking is whether a Syrian radio broadcast has inflammed opi- 
nion and have caused certain actions to happen. I can't 
answer that question. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Are you briefied to talk about any of the 
details of the War Powers Act? 

A I think you should talk to the White House 
about that. 

Q John, given what's the nature of events that 


are taking place in Lebanon right now, do we consider that 
the Gemayel Government is in a position where it has any 
chance of asserting it authority over the country, and what, 
if anything, can the United States, or will the United 
States do now to -- 


A We're doing quite a lot. We've been active 
in Lebanon on the diplomatic front for quite some time. I 
think that the presence of our military there and the 
casualties we're taking is an indication of our will. We 
stand very firmly behind the legitimate government of 
Lebanon and President Gemayel, and are working to help him 
achieve reconciliation and to extend his authority. 


Q But do you figure it having any effect? 


A It's a big challenge. Nobody would 
underestimate the problems that we all face. 


Q Is this symbolic American and other foreign 
presence there really enough? I mean, in its present size 
and its present deployment? 


A As the Vice President, the Secretary of 
State, and Secretary of Defense agreed with others yesterday 
to recommend that at the present no change is foreseen in 
the composition or deployment of that force arising out of 
the events of the past 48 hours. 


Q Does the United States feel that the Gemayel 
Government is doing enough to achieve reconciliation? Is it 
showing sufficient flexibility with the minority groups? 


A I think that there's a lot of diplomatic and 
political activity underway on the part of the Lebanese 
Government, and we are being helpful where we can. Others 
are being helpful, too. It remains to be seen how that will 
turn out. 


0 The latest reports from Beirut this morning 
indicate that, really, the security situation is out of 
control. Militias have occupied the Union Building where 
some of the news agencies are, the Murr Tower is under 
attack, the Prime Minister's Office is under attack, et 
cetera. 








If this is not an indication that the Lebanese 
Army is not in control, my question is, suppose you end up 
in a situation where the Lebanese Army is not in control and 
President Gemayel asks the U.S. and the Multinational Forces 
to move in and to help clear up these pockets and these 
militias from west Beirut. What would be the U.S. response in 
that respect? 


A I think we would have to wait -- 
Q It seems we are heading into this direction. 
A It's a hypothetical situation. No such 


request has been received. I would say, it's difficult to 
comment minute-by-minute, hour-by-hour on what is happening 
this morning. Certainly through yesterday, I think this 
government's feeling was that the LAF had done rather well; 
the Lebanese armed forces had moved out into areas and were 
acting with vigor and professionalism that, I think, made 
quite an impression on the U.S. military people and our 
diplomats on the scene. 


0 Why was the Eisenhower sent to the Lebanese 





coast? 


A I think you'll have to ask the Pentagon 
about the Eisenhower, where she is and what she's doing. 





Q Has the Lebanese Government made any 
requests to increase the Marine contingent as part of the 
Multinational Force in light of what's been -- 


A I think you'll have to bear in mind two 
things. We're talking about these incidents of the past 
several days, and there's no change in that situation and no 
request tc my knowledge. As we have always said, on a broader 
canvas, given a troop withdrawal plan for Lebanon, we would 
look at a new role for the MNF and see whether that required 
anv enlargement. That's quite divorced from what has been 
happening on the ground in past several days. 


Q Yes, but at least partial withdrawal of 
Israeli forces seems imminent. 


A I think that a number of parties are working 
on that question of redeployment and on the question of the 
stability of the areas vacated by the Israelis. I think 
that's one of the things that Ambassador McFarlane is 
working On now, with others. 








10 


Q Is he's still in Israel, or has he gone back 
to Beirut? 


A He was to have left Israel this morning. I 
understand he had some helicopter difficulties, but I think 
he probably is now back in Beirut. 


Q To follow that up, is one of the options as 
the Israelis withdraw from the Shouf Mountain area to 
increase the American presence in that area, or in other 
areas, as you build up the MNF. 


A What are the options? 

0 Is one of the options? 

A Not at the moment. Not to my knowledge. No 
suggestion that the American Marines would head into that 
area. 

.e) John, another area. Do you have any comment 


on the situation in the Philippines after a week of 
demonstrations and -- 


A Not really. We, as you know, have been 
monitoring closely the investigation, and will continue to 
monitor it. That is an internal Filipino matter, and we 
certainly expect that the report of that Commission would be 
a full and satisfactory report, but we look to let the 
Commission conclude its business. 


0 Do you have any communication from the 
Philippine Government about the identification of the mur- 
derer of Aquino? 


A I don't know that we received any com- 
munication from the Filipino Government. I think it would 
be unlikely. We're aware of all the same reports that 
you're aware of. 


@) Also, in Chile, do you have any comment on 
the assassination of a general this morning? 


A Yes, I do. You're talking about -- the 
question was about the commander of the military district of 
Santiago? 


@) Yes. 


A The United States deplores the assassination 
today of the Intendente of Santiago, Major General Urzua. 
This tragic terrorist action should not be allowed to impede 





ll 





continued progress towards the peaceful resolution of poli- 
tical differences in Chile or to obsure the recent positive 
moves taken by the Government of Chile to restore important 
civil and political liberties, including lifting the state 
of emergency and permitting the return of several thousand 
Chilean exiles. 


In that context, we view the dialogue begun August 
25 between the Interior Minister and leaders of the 
Democratic Alliance as an important step to give urgency and 
direction to the process of restoring democracy in Chile. 
We hope these discussions can continue and help bring an end 
to confrontation and to the violence which only serves the 
purposes of those opposed to a peaceful return to a genuine 
parliamentary democracy. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Sure. 
Q Could I take you back to the Syrian thing. 


It seems to me against the background of casualties, I have 
a sense of confusion on the basis of what you're saying 
about the degree, if any, to which you ascribe to Syria in 
connection with yesterday's casualties. It would seem to me 
that rather than in response to questions, as we've been 
going after you and getting it a scrap at a time, and rather 
reluctantly it seems to me, can we get from the U.S., 
against the background of the casualties, to what degree the 
Syrians are or are not in any way responsible or to blame 

to whatever degree for the fire leveled at the U.S. Marines? 
I wonder if you could just tidy that up? 


A I don't think we can tidy that one up for 
you. I think, clearly, the attitude of Syria has not been 
helpful in the removal of foreign forces in the overall goal 
of removing foreign forces from Lebanon, and letting that 
tortured country get back to a stable kind of existence where 
the central government exerts its sovereignty over the whole 
area. Clearly, we have negotiated with Syria, and so far 
those negotiations have not come to any fruition. 


Then, I think you're asking specific questions 
about who fired the rounds, or caused to be fired, the 
rounds that hit the Marine emplacements yesterday, and I 
don't think we can answer that question. We don't know. 

The Marines at the airport looking into the muzzles of those 
guns don't know. So it's very hard to give you a categoric 
answer as to who is response for that fire. 

Q But is there any blame that you mean to 
level against Syria at all? 
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A Only in the general terms. I think it is 
unfair and unjust to ascribe action to a power, or to an 
individual when you cannot prove it. It cannot be proved 
yet. So lI think that we would be immoderate if we tried to 
ascribe specific blame to those who fired those weapons. 
But in terms of occupying forces in that country, clearly, 
that is not a helpful presence. 


Q The Israelis are still occupying it as well. 


A Our position is that all foreign forces -- 
the Israelis, the Syrians and the PLO -- should leave 
Lebanon. 


@) You think there is some blame on the 
Israelis, that they have fired on the Marines? 


A As I say, if we knew who fired on us, I 
think we would be the first to tell you. But it is very 
difficult. Many of those in this room have sat on that air- 
port in Beirut and looked at those guns firing, and I 
Suspect that each of you would have great difficulty in 
Saying what nationality the crew is that fired weapon, espe- 
cially if it's a mobile weapon and it's moved quickly after 
firing. It's not a question of ducking it. I think we 
would very happy to tell you who fired it if we knew. 


Q You think the Isralis are suspect? 
A That's an impossible question to answer. 
Q John, let me try it another way. I 


understand you can't say who pulled the trigger yesterday. 
Some of the statements that were made in Santa Barbara 
yesterday seem to go beyond the question of merely being 

. unhelpful by refusing it. 


Would you say that the totality of Syrian actions 
and statements over the last several weeks has served as an 
incitement to various factions in Lebanon to -- 


A No, I don't think I could say. I don't 
think I would say that. 


Q Would you say that there is kind of a gap 
between statements coming out of the State Department and 
those coming out of the White House? 


A No, I don't think so. I think there's per- 
fe t concord. (Laughter) 
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Q Do you have anything fresh on the imminent 
change in the Government of Israel? 


A As you know, we don't have a formal ten- 
dering of Prime Minister Begin's resignation. As we have 
said before, this is an internal Israeli matter. As for the 
future, and assuming that formal tendering of the resigna- 
tion takes place, this of course is a matter for the people 
of Israel to work out. 


The United States is absolutely confident, 
however, that the partnership and the close cooperation 
which has always existed becween the United States and 
Israel will continue regardless of the outcome of the pre- 
sent situation. 


@) Is the fact that the Eisenhower is poised so 
closely to the Lebanese coast an indication that the Marines 
on the ground are ill-equipped to handle the situation? 





A I don't think so. I think you ought to ask 
the Pentagon about where the Eisenhower is and what she's 
doing, but I think the answer from the Pentagon will be that 
there are adequate forces in the area to support the 
Marines. 


oo 


0 But the Pentagon said this morning -- I 
called them -- that the presence of the Eisenhower is to 
provide this additional support should it be needed, and it 
seems it may well be at this rate. 





A So the question is? 


Q The initial question was that the Marines 
themselves alone, the twelve hundred, are not adequately 
equipped to handle the outbreak of violence? 


A I think you would have to ask the Pentagon 
that. I think they feel that they are adequate forces in 
the area. The Marines move forces around a lot. 


Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I think the way 
we'll tackle this briefing is that I'll give a housekeeping 
announcement, and then I will ask Rick Burt to take all your 
questions about the Korean airliner, and let Rick go. In 
the event there is any interest in any other subject after 
that, I will take a few more questions. 


The background briefing on the upcoming Foreign 
Ministers Meeting in Spain, which we were going to have this 
afternoon at 2:15, has been cancelled. Secondly, as you 
know, the Secretary was speaking before the SHIMODA 
Conference at Airlie House on Friday. We hope to have an 
advance text of his remarks, but we can't be sure at this 
time. We'll know more tomorrow. We do plan to have his 
speech piped into the briefing room at 9:00 a.m. Friday as 
it is being delivered. 


I think I will ask Assistant Secretary Burt to 
come up and take questions on the Korean airliner. 





We have had a fair amount of noise (a) in this 
briefing room and (b) at the Secretary's press conference 
yesterday, mainly from the camera crews, and I'd appreciate 
it if you would keep that noise down so we can all hear what 
is going on. 


Rick. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Thanks John. I do not 
have anything new to add to what the Secretary of State said 
earlier this morning other than the fact that the President 
has been in touch with the Secretary of State -- he called 
the Secretary of State a few minutes ago, and they discussed 
the situation. So I will take your questions. 


Q Rick do you know how many Americans were aboard? 


A We do not have, at this stage, a precise 
number of Americans. We are, of course, looking into that 
right now -- the State Department Operations Center, together 
with other U.S. officials. 


Q Rick, can you take us through the blow-by- 
blow starting with last night, your contacts with the 
Soviets? 











A We were alerted, I think, approximately be- 
tween 10 or 10:30, that the aircraft in question was off 
course and was no longer in radar or radio communications. 
At that time, as you probably know, there were conflicting 
reports about its status. There was a suggestion that the 
aircraft had been forced down, and that it had landed on 
Sakhalin Island. In fact, some Korean airline authorities 
actually made public statements to that effect. There were 
Other indications that much more tragic circumstances had 


taken place. 


At approximately 11:00 or 11:30 at the State 
Department Operations Center a working group was quickly 
formed of U.S. officials, State Department officials and the 
Department of Defense official who normally serves in the 
Operations Center. As it became increasingly apparent tha: 
the report that the plane had been forced down was not 
accurate, or that we could not confirm that report, we got 
into direct contact with the Soviet Charge Oleg Sokolov, 
here in Washington -- I got on the phone and woke him up, 
explained the situation, and told him that we insisted on an 
explanation or any information they could give us about this 
incident. He had no information to offer us. We double- 
tracked that communication with the Soviets with a conver- 
Sation with our Embassy in Moscow, where our Charge in 
Moscow, Warren Zimmerman, got in touch with a senior offi- 
cial in the Soviet Foreign Ministry and asked for 
information. 


In the meantime, we picked up, through various 
sources, increasing signs that the aircraft had gone down. 
There were indications that a Soviet air-sea rescue opera- 
tion was underway in Soviet territorial waters. And as 
further information came in, it became increasingly 
apparent, I would say very, in the wee hours of today, this 
morning, that the aircraft had in fact been shot down. 


The intelligence community was generally able to 
confirm the fact that it had been shot down early this 
morning, so that at the opening of business today senior 
officials were informed of that fact. 


At that stage, the decision was taken to ask the 
Soviet Charge, Mr. Sokolov, to come immediately to the State 
Department, where he saw Lawrence Eagleburger, the Under 
Secretary of State, and where we reiterated our demand for 
information. As you know, the Secretary of State then made 
a public statement. 














I might say we have continued to be in very close 
touch with the authorities in Seoul, and we are working clo- 
sely with them. 


0 Have you gotten any clue from the Soviets at 
all why they have done this? 


A No. 


Q As you mentioned rescue orerations, Rick, 
does that mean that you are of the impres:'on that they were 
rather embarrassed by the incidents, and if so, were trying 
to (inaudible) 


A Well, whether one calls it a rescue operation 
-- I said air-sea rescue -- it can be best called an air-sea 
reconnaissance operation. They were obviously trying to find 
the remains, if any, of this aircraft. 


8) In what area, specificaly, are they trying to 
find the remains? 


A I can't give you any specific coordinates. 
We can probably be more helpful later in the day. 


Q Rick, can you say why there was such a time 
gap between the time the plane was shot down and before 
anyone was really able to confirm that that had happened? 


A I can't, Bernie, other than to say that we do 
not, the United States Government does not continuously 
monitor the movements of every aicraft around the world. 
This aircraft was over Soviet air space for a significant 
period of time -- between two and two and a half hours -- 
and while it is over Soviet air space, it is even more dif- 
ficult, obviously, for the United States Government and 
others to know precisely what is happening. 


0 Secretary Shultz gave a rather precise 
account of what was said, who said it, and what the sort of 
communications were. What can you tell us about the moni- 
toring effort, about the sources of the monitoring, about 
when those statements became available in this country? 


4A I'm certainly not going to go into detail on 
the sources, and you'll understand that; but I can tell you 
that we did not have real time information. As I relayed to 
you, that information was picked up through various sources. 














It had to be filtered; it had to be translated; and we were 
not able to form a firm judgment on the fate of the 
aircraft, as I said, until early this morning. 


Q Was this U.S. technical means, exclusively or 


A No, I wouldn't say it was exclusively U.S. 
technical means. 


Q Rick, after the Japanese defense agency moni- 
tored that the aircraft was off course, was there an attempt 
by the Japanese authorities or any other authority with 
which we are allied, to contact that aircraft and say, "Hey, 
you're off course?" 


A We aren't aware of any such attempt, but I 
wouldn't want to leave you with the impression that no such 
attempt was made. Let me make a general statement: We are 
in the process now of collecting as much information as we 
possibly can about this episode. You received a good deal 
of hard information this morning in the Secretary's state- 
ment, and as more information becomes available, we will 
make it public. 


Q Did the aircraft ever report that he had been 
intercepted or say anything about the presence of the 
fighters around him? 


A Again, not that we are aware. 


Q Are you aware of an order that went out to 
the Soviet pilot, who according to what the Secretary said, 
at 1826 shot the plane down, to shoot the plane down? Did 
he have an order to do that? 


A We know that, first of all, the plane was 
shot down, and that the pilot reported that the plane was 
shot down, and that the pilot was in continuous contact with 
ground control. 


Q In the course of that continuous contact, do 
you know that he was ordered to shoot the plane down? 


A I just simply stand on what I said, Marvin. 


-- MORE -- 























Q Can you rule out that there might have been 
some miscommuncation? 


A No. 
Q Is it possible that the pilot misunderstood? 


A I wouldn't rule out any possibility at this 
standpoint, but it is very clear to us that the aircraft was 
shot down. 


I would make a general comment which is that the 
Soviet Union exercises a very tight and very disciplined and 
centralized command and control capability for its military 
forces including fighter aircraft. 


Q Why was the hot line not used, and do you 
anticipate its use soon? 


A The hot line was not used because, very 
simply, we did not have the information. As I said before, 
we did not have real time information. We only learned that 
the aircraft had been shot down hours after the fact, and as 
soon as we learned, though, that the aircraft might be in 
trouble, we did get in touch immediately with the Soviets. 


*) You're suggesting in your statement here that 
the Soviets have very tight and disciplined control; that 
there is almost no possibility that this Soviet flyer was 
disobeying orders? 


A I just want to stand on the fact of very 
tight discipline and centralized -- 


Q We just don't want to misinterpret, you see, 
and if they have very tight and disciplined control, as you 
say, and he was in constant contact, you're not suggesting 
-- you are not even hinting that there was any disobedience 
of orders by this pilot, are you? 


A I am not trying to hint that. No. 


8) Did the length of time between when the 
Soviets intercepted the plane and when it was shot down 
indicate to our intelligence people that this went very high 
in the Soviet military command before a decision was made to 
fire on that airplane? 











A We simply don't have any information to tell 
us where -- 


@) What is the history of the Soviet position on 
violation of their airspace in that part of the world? For 
example, have they ever said that they would shoot planes 
down, civilian planes, if they ventured in that area? 


A I am not aware of any kind of public declara- 
tions along those lines, but they obviously do take viola- 
tions of their airspace seriously. You'll recall the 
episode with another Korean airliner where that airliner was 
forced down and was fired upon and people, passengers, were 
injured. 


@) Rick, what does Sokolov say? When you're 
talking to the Soviets -- when you spoke to him on the phone 
and then when he was summoned today, met Eagleburger -- what 
do they say when you have this incontrovertible evidence? 


7 They have said nothing to us so far. They 
have not provided us an explanation or any information to 
clarify the situation. 


Q Was the airliner approaching the Kamchatka 
test site, or was it approaching anything else that would 
indicate why the pilot chose to shoot it down right there? 


A I don't have any information on that. 


0 When you say that you don't know of any 
attempts by the Japanese or the South Koreans to get in 
touch with that airplane to say, “You are off course,” and 
the Secretary said that you weren't aware of any con- 
munication between the Russian MiGs and the aircraft, and 
that they might have been incapable of communication, how 
can that be that they would be incapable? What kind of 
incapacity? 


i I don't know. You're asking me to speculate, 
and I can't do that. 


0 Was there any evidence of wreckage found? 
Any sign of anything? What has been found? 


A There has been some evidence of wreckage, 
some kerosene on the surface of the water has been found, 
and apparently some other debris. 


Q Any indication of any survivors at all? 











A No. 

@) When you say that they say -- that this Soviet 
Charge’ says nothing, do you mean this literally? He sits 
there in silence? Do you mean he says, "Nyet"? Does he say 
"No comment,” or does he say, "We don't understand," or "We 
don't have any message"? What do you mean by not -- 

A I'm not going to go beyond that. 

@) Nothing? 


A I've described in a general way what they 
have told us so far. I'm not going to get into details of 
what they said. 


Q I wonder what you mean by “nothing.” You're 
not being literal? 


A They have not given us any information. 


¢) You indicated that the Secretary has talked 
to the President since he had his news conference with us. 


A That's right. 


0 At the news conference he said he was going 
on to Madrid. Is that still the case? 


A He said he was going to Madrid because he 
wants to raise this issue, among other issues, with the 
Soviet Foreign Minister. 


Q I meant after speaking with the President 
that is still the case? 


A That's my understanding. 


@) Rick, what did the President tell the 
Secretary in essence? Is he backing him in this statement? 


My Yes, he did. Very strongly backed him up. 
0 What did he say? He approved of it or -- 


A My understanding is that he approved very 
forcefully of the Secretary's statement. 


MR. HUGHES: He watched the Secretary. 


MR. BURT: He had watched the Secretary on TV. 














QO Can the United States do anything about this 
aside from complain orally? 


A We are examining options now. We need to, as 
I pointed out, learn as much as we possibly can about this 
situation. I would make the point that this is not a _ 
U.S.-Soviet bilateral issue. It is partially a bilateral 
issue because a U.S. Congressman and other American citizens 
were on board this aircraft. 


But this is an issue that clearly involves the 
South Koreans, and it's an issue that involves the inter- 
national community. There are aviation procedures and rules 
for both civilian and military aircraft, and we're looking 
into those rules. 





So I wouldn't want to say exactly what we will or 
won't do at this stage. 


6) Rick, what was the visibility like, according 
to your best sources, at the time of the shooting of the missile? 


A I would just simply say that the aircraft, 
the Soviet fighter aircraft, had visual contact. 


Q It was night, wasn't it? Is that right? 

a I'm not sure. 

0 Wait a minute. You said GMT was about 1800. 
That would be, we figured, about 2:00 in the morning out 
there. 

fe) Night time. 

0 It happened in the afternoon. 

A I would just simply say -- 

MR. HUGHES: 2:00 in the afternoon. You're right. 

2) This aircraft was trying to leave Soviet 


airspace, was trying to return to his correct route, when 
the missile was fired? 


A This aircraft was in Soviet airspace for, as 
I said before, some two, two and a half hours. My 
understanding is that it was shot down as it was leaving 
Soviet airspace. But it was shot down in Soviet airspace. 











@) What's the situation with regard to any 
further contact with the Soviets on this subject? 


A We expect the Soviet Union to be back to us 
with information. 


0 Rick, any indications that the Soviets tried 
to signal the plane to land or force it down or anything at 
all before it was shot down? 


A We have no indications of that. 


re) Rick, what Go you mean when you say, "We are 
examining options now," by way of the U.S. response? Can 
you give us come idea of what you mean by that? 


A No, I can't. It's much too early to do so. 


Q Rick, is there any indication that that 
plane's communications system failed, or that its radar or 
anything failed? Any indication like that? 


A We're not aware of that... 


} 
fe) Rick, what's missing from the detail that the 
Secretary gave us, is it clear to you that there was an 
order to this pilot to shoot, as opposed to -- the question 
was asked whether he disobeyed an order, but was there -- 
you're saying there was an order for him from the ground to 
fire on the airplane. 


A Mike, I would just repeat what I said. There 
was continuous contact between the aircraft and ground 
control, that the pilot was in touch with ground control in 
explaining each of his steps, as he prepared to engage the 
aircraft, and shot down the aircraft, and described that 
event to ground control. 


Q I would think it has relevance because we're 
trying to find out whether the plane was induced to fly into 
Soviet airspace or whether it was a technical error that it 
was there. 


A Marvin, I do not have information on that at 
this time. I just can't help you. 


@) Rick, how much deviation was there from nor- 
mal flight patterns? 


A Substantial. 
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Q And did it occur during the entire two and a 
half hours or only in the last ten minutes or -- 


A South Korea does not recognize the Soviet 
Union and vice versa, and South Korean airliners do not nor- 
mally fly over Soviet airspace. 


Q So it was two and a half hours in an illegal 
area? * | 


A That's right. 


0 You said you'd provide us later with as much 
detail as you can about this incident. Will you provide us 
with transcripts of translations of the communications that 
you have available to you? 


A I doubt that very much. 


Q Rick, when you said before the plane was shot 
down as it was leaving Soviet airspace, had it tried to 
escape from airspace before? Had it been boxed in by the 
eight planes? 


A Bernie, we just don't have any information on 
that. 


Q When you say you were examining options, who 
do you mean by "we"? Is that State, is that other agencies, 
is that U.S. intelligence? 


A We have an interagency group which is exa- 
mining the situation, and we are in touch with our allies on 
this subject. As I pointed out, we are in touch very clo- 
sely with the South Korean Government, and we will be 
in touch with other interested governments. 


fe) Can you just tell us which agencies are on 
the interagency group? 


A The National Security Council, the Department 
of Defense, the intelligence community, the State 
Department. I presume other agencies, other interested 
agencies. 


0 Rick, there's a late radio report that aides 
in Representative McDonald's office are contending that the 
Soviets knew that the Congressman was aboard before they 
shot it down, and that although this ought to bring an end 











* Correction: The plane was tracked by Soviet aircraft 
for some two and one half hours, during which it was 
over Soviet airspace on at least two occasions. We 
are unable to say how long it was in Soviet airspace 
On each occasion. 
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to U.S.-Soviet diplomatic relations, they predict "business 
as usual." 


Do you have any reaction on that? 


A My reaction is to quote the Secretary of 
State. The United States reacts with revulsion to this 
attack. Loss of life appears to be heavy. We can see no 
excuse whatsoever for this appalling act. 


QO Did they know? Do you have any evidence that 
they knew he was on board, as they are suggesting in his 
office? 


A Not at this time. 


7 0 Rick, every time a major power or even a 
minor power commits to a military action, there's usually a 
policy reason behind it. 


Can you perceive any kind of policy motive for 
this kind of attack? 


A I think it's really too early for me to try 
to answer that question. 


Q Rick, would you predict -- although I know 
it's hard to predict in your business -- but will you pre- 
dict that the impact of this on U.S.-Soviet relations is not 
going to be good at least in the short term? (Laughter) 


A I think after a senior U.S. official like the 
Secretary of State makes a statement like that, that 
question answers itself. 


Q Rick, you said the Soviets would be getting 
back to you with information. 


A We expect the Soviet Union to get back to us. 
I don't want to -- 


Q Is Sokolov going to be coming back to the 
State Department with that information? 


A We certainly hope and expect that both here 
and in Moscow that the Soviets are forthcoming in answering 
Our questions about this affair. 


Q Can I draw you out on relations a little 
more? Can you at all speculate on how this might affect 
U.S.-Soviet relations? 
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A No. I don't want to speculate. 


Q Rick, if the plane was for two and a half 
hours flying in illegal territory, did the United States or 
the Japanese or any other friendly power try to warn the 
pilot that he was -- 


A That question has been asked. Not to our 
knowledge. 


Q Rick, what is the U.S. policy? If a similar 
thing happened in our airspace, what is our policy? 


A I find it totally inconceivable that the 
United States Air Force would shoot down and unarmed, com- 
mercial aircraft. 


Q Do we know how strategically important or 
sensitive is the area to the Soviets? 


A I think that is a question you should ask the 
Soviet Union, and certainly it provides no excuse whatsoever 
for shooting down an unarmed civilian aircraft. 


Q Rick, during the two and a half hours that it 
was in illegal airspace, if you want to use that word, how 
much of that time was it being shadowed by Soviet fighters? 


A Our understanding is continuously. 


Q Rick, this seems like an obvious question in 
light of everything you've said, but I just want to make 
Sure that the answer is clear on the record. Was there any 
Soviet contact with the United States or with the Republic 
of Korea indirectly or through Japan or whatever prior to 
the shooting down of the plane, or even at the time the 
plane came into their airspace? 


A There was no Soviet contact with the United 
States, and we are not aware of any Soviet contact with 
South Korea. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Can you be at all anymore specific on the 
location? You say substantial deviation. Is that hundreds 
of miles inside the Soviet territory air space or thousands 
of miles? Any specific location you can say where it was 

shot down? 


A The aircraft was flying for more than two 
hours in Soviet air space, so you're talking about hundreds 
of miles. 

0 Was there a serious atmospheric disturbance 
that would have gotten in the way with normal sideband com- 
munications between that sophisticated aircraft and its own 
base? 

A I'm not aware of any atmospheric problem. 

Q Do we know -- maybe it came up before. Was 
the pilot at any time, seeing these planes -- one or two or 
the eight, or whatever -- ever sought to leave the Soviet air 
space? 

A I just can't answer that question. 





Q About Madrid, to what extent are you letting 
this incident revise the agenda for the talks, the upcoming 
talks between the Secretary and Mr. Gromyko? 


A It's revised the agenda for Madrid in one 
important way. As the Secretary of State has pointed out, 
he will hope to receive an explanation and to discuss this 
issue with the Soviet Foreign Minister. He also pointed out 
we expect to get information from the Soviet Union prior to 
any meeting with the Soviet Foreign Minister. 


0 A follow-up to that. Do you expect this 
topic to so dominate now the meeting that -- 


A Again, you're asking me to speculate. TI 
wouldn't want to. 


0 Was the airliner at all aware that they were 
in Soviet air space, and, if so, why didn't they move out of 
it during the two and half hours of the flight? 


A We just don't have an answer to that 
question. 


Q Do you have any better coordinants as to 
where it was shot down? 
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A Again, I hope that we can give you more 
information on that later on. 
Q When you said it was leaving Soviet air 
space, was it on its way into Japanese air space? 
A We'll try to get you more information on 


that. 


0 Had it been your perception that U.S.-Soviet 
relations had been improving in recent months? 


A That's kind of off the topic, really, of this 
question. Our position on U.S.-Soviet relations has been, 
for sometime, that we are deeply disturbed about several 
aspects of Soviet behavior but at the same time we're 
willing to work for improvement. But beyond that, I don't 
think it's helpful for me to get into U.S.-Soviet policy at 
this briefing. 


Q In your conversations with the Charge and in 
Moscow, have they as much as said we admit or we acknowledge 
that this has happened; we're looking into it? 


A No. 


Q Were U.S. forces ever put on any sort of 
alert after we learned that this might have been shot down, 
the aircraft? 


A U.S. Air-Sea Rescue Forces, following confir- 
mation that the aircraft had been downed, have been par- 
ticipating in their own search and potentially rescue 
missions. But during the episode itself, during that period 
time that the aircraft was being followed by Soviet 
fighters, there was no movement of U.S. forces. 


@) How close do our planes have to get into 
Soviet air space before -- 


A Sorry? 

0 How close close to Soviet air space do U.S. 
air-sea rescue operations have to get if they're looking 
for evidence, for wreckage? 


A I'm sorry, I can't answer that question. 


0 Is there any indication ( inaudible ) 
Other than what would be normal for a commerical airliner? 


A No. 
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Q No electronic or surveillance gear? 
A No. 
@) It is at least implied, in response to 


questions, that the pilot who shot the plane had orders to 
shoot down the plane, because you said they were in constant 


communication. Could you be a little more explicit about that 
Since you obviously have a lot of the details from intercepts? 


A I will only say that the pilot, in conm- 
municating with his ground control, described and discussed 
the sequence of movements and actions he was taking to 
engage this aircraft, including the arming and firing of a 
missile. 


Q How did you learn that, Rick? Did you moni- 
tor that? 

A Just through various sources. 

Q And those sources are even hinting that he 


was not given orders by the Soviet Government? 
A I said that I'm not trying to hint anything. 


8) Did your monitoring suggest that the pilot 
described this plane as a commerical airliner? Did he say 
that to ground control? 


A What he had was visual identification of the 
aircraft. 


¢) But you heard him say he fired. Did he say 
this is a commerical airliner flying this way? 


A I think that it was understood that it was a 
commercial aircraft. But, again, we are looking into this 
whole episode, and hope to acquire greater detail. 


0) Was there any indication that he exchanged 
with the pilot of the plane, of the Korean plane, any infor- 
mation to ask for his identity from 1812 to 1826, which is 
according to the statement? 


A We have no indication to that. 
0 Have you seen the transcript of the following 


two lines, "I am going to fire a missile; the target is the 
KAL plane?" Have you seen that? 
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A Off the top of my head, no. 


Q You have not? Were there pauses in the 
transmission from the pilot to his base that indicated he 
was receiving response? You said that there was a sequence 
of messages. 


A There was a sequence of messages where the 
pilot was in touch with ground control. I don't want to go 
beyond that. 


Q The last time there was an incident of this 
nature, the people in the intelligence community who were 
considerably upset that relevations of how we had picked up 
the information compromised American intelligence abilities. 
Are you concerned that this is happening again? 


A I'm not aware of any statements by any U.S. 
officials that have compromised intelligence. We haven't 
discussed our sources or methods. 


) Thank you, Rick. 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know if there are anymore 
questions on any topics. 


Q John, on Lebanon, what is the situation 
today? 


A The Lebanon situation is fairly calm in Beirut 
today. Lebanese Armed Forces have control of the highways, 
cross points, intersections. Some shells fell in the area 
of Yarze in the vicinity of the Ambassador's residence this 
morning, but no indication that they were aimed at the 
residence. That's the kind of pattern that there has been 
over the past several days. 


The airport was closed earlier this morning, but I 
think it's probably open now. That's about it. 


0 Have you seen the report that Jumblatt, and 
apparently others, have refused to join this dialogue that 
the Secretary was speaking about yesterday? 


A There are a lot of reports floating around, 
both in the public and private area. I think we'll stand on 
the Secretary's position and the Administration's position 
yesterday, which is the same position today, that we're 
supporting strongly President Gemayel's initiative and that 


Our diplomatic endeavors to support the Lebanese Government 
go forward. 
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0 John, anything on the reports of the massacre 
in -- 
A No. Seen those reports, concerned about it, 


and are monitoring it but don't have anything for you on it. 


e) Has Secretary Shultz spoken by phone in the 
last, say, twenty-four hours or so with Howard Baker and 
perhaps Tip O'Neill in connection with the Middle East 
situation? 


A Sure. 


e) Has he suggested that they come to Washington 
for some kind of a meeting with the Secretary? 


A I'm not aware that he suggested they come to 
Washington. I mean, I wouldn't rule it out, but I'm not 
aware of that. 


@) Has the Administration suggested it, as 
opposed to he suggesting if that's the key? 


A I'm not aware of it. 


8) Are you expecting any such high-level per- 
sonal face-to-face conference with Congressional leaders on 
the status of either the War Powers Act or the status of the 
Marines or -- 


A If you're asking me, is it going to happen, I 
have to say I don't know. If you're asking me, is there a 
lot of consultation going on (a) on the question of Lebanon 
and now on the question of what happened today, in connec- 
tion with the Korean airplane, yes, there's a lot of back- 
and-forth. But where it will come down in terms of 
face-to-face meetings as distinct from phone calls, I don't 
know. 


fe) John, in talking to the Secretary yesterday 
about the provisions of the War Powers Act, we didn't quite 
pin it down. Maybe I can do it now with you. 


In light of the combat situation that has deve- 
loped in the last 48 hours, does the Administration accept 
the right of Congress to suspend U.S. participation in a 
Multinational Force? 


Q I think I will really stand on what the 
Secretary said yesterday, which was quite clear. But I 
think in essence what he was saying is the Marines have been 
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there for eleven months. Clearly, there has been a change 
in the situation over the past three days. Clearly, the 
Administration is looking at that changing situation. But, 
for the moment, we see no change in the reporting procedure 
that has been followed. 





@) The Lebanese Charge’ is in the building 
today. Who is he meeting? 


A I didn't know he was. He may be. I didn't 
know that. 


@) On the basis of the talks that Ambassador 
McFarlane had with Walid Jumblatt in Paris, prior to the 
latest outbreak, have you been optimistic about the 
prospects of national conciliation as a result of what 
Jumblatt said or accepted? 


A I haven't heard any characterizations since 
that meeting between Ambassador McFarlane. I think he 
described that Paris meeting as productive. 


Obviously, intensive discussions and soundings are 
now going on in connection with President Gemayel's 
initiative. 


@) As far as you can tell also, as a follow-up 
on this, is the Gemayel Government, from the information 
that you have, ready and open to meet the demands of the 
various militias that have opposed the regime so far? 


A I think you have to ask the Lebanese. That's 
a very detailed government, and I think it calls for a 
response from the Lebanese. I think the President's state- 
ment and request yesterday is quite clear that they sit down 
and talk, and see whether they can produce a mood of 
national reconciliation. But what the details are, who will 
say what and who will suggest what, I can't answer. 


Q No, but to put it in another way, will the 
U.S. encourage the Gemayel Government to meet a lot of these 
demands so that there will be a successful national recon- 
ciliation and dialogue? 


A I don't think we can suggest what strategy 
the Lebanese Government will pursue in negotiations and 
talks that might take place, but we are supporting that ini- 
tiative and that overture very strongly. We think it is an 
important overture. We think it offers great hope for 
Lebanon, and we're supporting it. 
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re) What is the U.S. explanation for the sudden 
fFlareup of fighting, the offensive taken by the left there? 


A I think there are all kinds of estimates, and 
I will not offer an analysis. 


Q Did it come unexpectedly? Did we have any 
advance intelligence that it might be coming? 


A That fighting on this scale would take place? 
No, I don't think anybody had -- I think you would have to 
look at the way some of the street fighting developed, the 
way a great deal of it is uncoordinated; uncoordinated some- 
times by leaders of various factions. I think there is 
quite a deal of evidence indicating that individuals and 
factions within factions are operating not necessarily 
always under strict discipline. 


0 Do we see any evidence of inter-militia 
discipline this time that we haven': seen in previous 
occasions? 

7A Inter-militia discipline? 


Q That is to say, the Druze, the Amal, and 
others. 


A Do we have evidence that they got together 
and said, let's have a concerted assault on any one 
objective? No. 

Q Is McFarlane still on the Iwo Jima? 


A No, he's in Beirut. 


Q He's back in Beirut. He's spending today in 
Beirut? 


A McFarlane and Fairbanks are in Beirut, and 
will be there today. 


Q I have a feeling that you don't want to have 
anything to say to us. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A couple of house- 
keeping announcements: 


The Press Office will be closed on Monday as a 
result of the Labor Day holiday. There will be no press 
briefing, and we expect to be operating on a Sunday sche- 
dule. 


The background briefing on the Secretary's trip 
to Madrid, which we had hoped to have for you yesterday and 
then had rescheduled for today, as you know, because of Mr. 
Burt's involvement in other affairs, was cancelled and that 
has been rescheduled for 10:30 here tomorrow morning. But I 
urge you to keep in touch with the Press Office on that one 
to make sure that one will be held on that timeframe. 


I have a statement from the Secretary of State on 
the death of Senator Jackson. 


"The nation has suffered a great loss with the 
untimely passing of Senator Jackson. He was a man of great 
intellect and reason. He was an essential element and pro- 
ponent of bipartisan U.S. foreign and national security 
policy. His imprint will remain on many crucial issues that 
face our nation, such as arms control, trade legislation, 
the Middle East, the Soviet Union, and Central America. 

Most recently Senator Jackson has provided me" -- that's the 
Secretary of State, this statement being in his name -- "and 
others within the Administration excellent advice and 
guidance on our policies in Central America, and on our 
dealing with the Soviets, and on China. 


"I" -- it continues to be the Secretary of State -- 
"along with others in the Department will miss valued coun- 
sel. On behalf of the Department of State, I extend 
condolences to Mrs. Jackson and the Jackson family." And the 
Secretary has been in touch Mrs. Jackson. 


That's all I have. I'll be happy to take any 
questions. 


@) John, there's suggestion made to me that we 
get other matters out of the way before we get to the 
airplane, if that's all right with everybody else. 




















.@] No, no -- 


A There's a counter-suggestion. I love the way 
newspapermen make decisions. There's an instant counter- 
suggestion that we do the airplane first and get the other 
matters out of the way. 


If this group is anything like editors, when you 
take a vote, it's always one-third for, one-third against, 
and one-third can't make up their minds. (Laughter) 


Q So let's do it the tyrannical way. Let me 
ask about Lebanon first. Do you think the situation has 
stabalized itself with the Lebanese army in charge of Beirut, 
essentially? 


A The situation is relatively calm in Beirut 
today. The army appears to be in control cf west Beirut and 
is moving into the city as a whole. There was no shelling 
of which we are aware today. The airport is still closed 
for the moment. That's about it. 


Ambassador McFarlane is coming back from Beirut. 
He'll be here over the weekend. That's about it. 


0 John, why are we sending additional Marines 
to the area? 


A I think that was addressed by the White 
House yesterday. I really don't have much beyond that. 


0 It talked about -- the White House statement, 
as far as I know what it said -- it talked about a backup 
role. That's all pretty vague. At his press conference the 
other afternoon, Shultz said there was no plan to expand the 
role or the size of the force. Certainly, this looks like, 
at the very least, a contingency plan for expanding the size 
of the force, because if they're there as a backup to sup- 
port the MNF contingent, that gives them a role in the MNF, 
does it not? 


A I think the Secretary, as you say, said 
there's no plan to enlarge the force, and there is not. But, 
obviously, the military and the President have considered 
that it's desirable to have additional forces in the area in 
the same way as we have changed the disposition of carriers 
and ships in that area from time to time. They feel they 
want those forces in a position to be able to support if 
needed, but no plans -- 


0 Are you suggesting that Shultz had not sup- 
ported this decision? 











A No, not at all. There's no contradiction. 


re) Two questions: One, there's a report of a 
massacre Of Christians in the Druze area. I wonder if you 
have anything on that. And there's a report that the French 
are dispatching an aircraft carrier to Lebanon. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A I think the French report is correct, but I 
think you ought to ask the French about that. Insofar as 
the massacre report is concerned, it's our understanding 
that the Lebanese Government has confirmed the deaths of 25 
persons. This latest tragedy underscores the need for 
reconciliation in Lebanon, and the need to restore the 
authority of President Gemayel's government. 


0 Who massacred the 25? 


A I don't know who was responsible, but I 
think the Lebanese Government is saying that Christians were 
the victims. 


@) John, would you care to comment on the Evans 
and Novak column today? . 


A No, I don't think so. 


e) Let me rephrase this question. If our 
Marines are hit by further attacks, will we -- are you 
ruling out the use of air strikes? 


A Never rule anything out, never rule anything 
in. The Secretary said -- 


0 There's a possibility that we may decide to 
really go after them? 


A Never discuss contingency plans in the mili- 
tary area. 


e) In connection with the Marines again, when 
the Secretary of State spoke, and when he was asked about 
the War Powers Act, the decision had not yet been made to 
send in the additional backup troops. Is the Administration 
considering or prepared now to make a change in its 
reporting to Capitol Hill under the War Powers Act? 


A I don't know of any change in the reporting 
procedure the Administration has been following. 














0 Could I follow on another question in that 
area? Do you have any comment now on the Lebanese request 
to Jumblatt to join in a meeting to discuss with the Gemayel 
government the political future of the government? 


A Of course, we support President Gemayel's 
initiative, and hope that all the parties to whom he has 
addressed that plea will accept and those who may have ini- 
tially rejected it will reconsider their position and will 
cooperate with him. We consider this to be a useful ini- 
tiative on his part and support it strongly. 


0 Do you have any comment of an apparent 
Lebanese Government formal request to the Arab League to 
withdraw the mandate for the Syrian troops? 


A No. I've seen the report of that request. 
I don't know whether the Lebanese Government would confirm 
it, but that's their decision to ask for that withdrawal. 


0 Do you have any comment on views being said 
in the Middle East in that the U.S. Administration is 
siding with one part or one faction of the Lebanese com- 
munity, the Lebanese society? 


A Not true, not true. The United States is 
Supporting the legitimate Government of Lebanon, and sup- 
ports that government's appeal and efforts towards national 
reconciliation. Always has, and is currently so doing. 


0 Chad? 
A Chad? 


0 Do you have anything on the fighting in Oum 
Chalouba and the French aircraft getting involved? 


A Not a great deal. Seen those reports about 
the French aircraft in action. We cannot confirm that. I 
understand the French Government has declined comment on 
that, so I can't confirm involvement in combat by the 
French. There certainly are reports of some fighting in the 
area Of Oum Chalouba, but the situation is unclear. Not 
very much for you on that, I'm afraid. 


fe) Why don't we have a filing break. 


A Filing break. 


0 Couple other side topics. Anything on the 
Shamir election now that that's been formalized? Comment on 
the -- 











A The process is moving forward. It's an 
internal matter for Israel. As we have said before, I don't 
think we would have any comment on that. 


Q Anything on the Schaufelberger case announ- 
cement yesterday? 


A I think we had some guidance yesterday which 
you can get from the Press Office. 


Let's have a filing break. 


Q 

A Filing break. 

Q What do you have new on the airplane? 

A Nothing very new beyond where we were 
yesterday. We have not had -- there has been further 
discussion with the Soviets both here and in Moscow today, 
but that was mainly in connection with informing them of our 
search and rescue efforts and indicating our desire, should 
the downed aircraft be found in Soviet territorial waters, 
our desire to help search in those territorial waters. We 
have not had a response. to that request yet nor have 
we had a response to our demand yesterday for a satisfactory 
explanation of their action. 


Q They haven't produced any further 
information? 


A They have produced no further information. 


Q Do you have any better fix on where the 
plane went in? 


A No. 


Q In your search and rescue effort, in the 
U.S. search and rescue effort, have you flown into Soviet 
territorial areas? 


A No, we have not. So far we have not. 


Q Have we asked for the South Koreans -- asked 
the Soviets to give us the voice recorder if they find that 
in the wreckage, if they find the wreckage? 


A I don't know that that specific request has 
been made at this point. I think that may be a little ahead 
of the game, because, you know, we still have to locate 
the site, see what the weather conditions are, what the 
water is like, what the depth is like. 

















e) Do we have any further indication of why the 
plane was so much off course? 


A No. 


e) And also, why the pilot didn't get out into 
international air space? 


A No, we don't. 


0 There are some reports that the Soviets are 
actually impeding the search for debris. Anything on that? 

A No, I don't. I'm not aware of that. 

0 Any conversation between the government and 


any international civil aviation organizations as to any 
sanctions that might be appropriate? 


A I think one of the remarkable things is the 
extraordinary international outpouring there has been on 
this issue. It's a long time since I've seen this depth of 
feeling expressed in the international press, and that has 
certainly paralleled by declarations of feeling and 
suggestions of intent by various organizations. There may 
well have been some contacts between ourselves and various 
Organizations, but I'm not sure that anything has come to a 
conclusion yet. 


@) Has there been any movement toward a deci- 
Sion, or any action taken that would represent some sort of 
response, retaliation to the Russians -- that is to say, 
you've had calls for a suspension of Aeroflot flights, annul 
the grain agreement, etc. Under that heading, has the 
Administration decided yet on any action it will take 
directed at the Soviet Union? 


A It's a good question, but I think it's a 
little premature in that the President is just about on his 
way back, will be back this afternoon and will be meeting 
with other leaders of government. I think that at that time 
he would have in front of him various options that have been 
developed and are being developed, and the President would 
make a judgment on any action that he might take. 


@) Is that holding out the possibility of 
action will be taken? 


A I think what we are saying is that, aside from 
the suggestions you've mentioned that are being made in the 











public domain, I think the Administration is working on a 
variety of possible options that the President might take. 
And in the way of things, those options have been developed, 
and I think are continuing to be developed until he should 
arrive, which will be in a few hours' time, and then I think 
he would meet with his senior ad. 597s and would consider 
those options at that time. 


0 But is there a Gecision to take action, to 
implement an option? 


A No. Those options will be presented to the 
President. 


@) John, wouldn't you expect that -- I suppose 
there's no way to know when that decision would be made, but 
would you expect some announcement after the National 
Security Council meeting this evening? 


A I really don't know. I think you would have 
to ask the White House on that. It would be late this 
afternoon or early this evening, I think. 


0 When the Secretary spoke yesterday of the 
Reagan Administration's revulsion at the Soviets shooting 
down of this unarmed passenger airliner, am I correct in 
presuming that this was not merely for public consumption 
but rather that he is deeply and personally appalled at this 
mass murder? 


A I think there's no question about it. 


0) Good. A closely related subject: 
Considering that an Air Rhodesia unarmed passenger airliner 
was similarily shot down by the “Liberation Forces of Robert 
Mugabe," am I correct in presuming that the Secretary has no 
intention of meeting this month with this mass murderer 
whose troops murdered missionaries and whose ZANU people 
recently stoned Bishop Muzorewa? 


A I don't know what the status is of the 
Mugabe visit. I have nothing for you on the Mugabe visit. 


6) I just want to ask this question. If there 
is real revulsion at the Soviets shooting down of an unarmed 
passenger airliner, could you tell me why there is no 
revulsion at Mr. Mugabe and why he's being invited to the 
United States? That's my basic question. 


A I don't have anything for you on the Mugabe 
visit. 











Q Could you take that question -- 


A If you will allow me to finish my answer. I 
don't have anything for you on the Mugabe visit. I don't 
have anything for you on the particular incident you men- 
tioned, but I think that the shooting down of the Korean 
airliner, with its extraordinary loss of human life -- and I 
don't think any of us who saw the photographs last night of 
the small children who were involved in that could not 
but be totally moved -- I think that stands rather uni- 
quely as an example of extraordinary callus murder. 


Q One last follow-up on this. You're not at all 


suggesting that all of the civilians that went down on that 
Air Rhodesia plane, that was unarmed, are less important 
than -- 


A No, of course I'm not. 


Q Then, John, how in God's name can they 
invite a man whose forces were responsible for this right on 
the -- at the same time? How can you do this without dam- 
nable hypocrisy? 


A I think that the question of the Mugabe 
visit is something that you should address to the White 
House. That is a Presidential visit. 


0 I will. 


A And I think you're question is more properly 
addressed there. 


Q Is there any reconsideration being given to 
the Secretary's intention to go to Madrid and Gromyko, and 
so forth, in view of the building criticism that we're 
hearing now? 


A No, I don't think so. The Secretary made 
his position on the Madrid visit and the Gromyko talks plain 
yesterday when he talked to you, and so far as I know 
there's no change in that position. 


Q Will there be any conditions that the 
Secretary will set forth -- that is to say, for example, an 
apology, as one element -- that he might require before 
meeting with Gromyko? Or is this a meeting that will take 
place in the environment of a human rights meeting without 
any yield on the part of the Soviets? 








A I would think that the atmosphere and the 
agenda of the meeting is probably somewhat changed. 


6) So there are no conditions for that meeting? 


A I'm not sure that I'd cast it quite in those 
terms, in terms of conditions. But I think the format of 
the discussion and the priority of the issues conceivably 
could change. 


re) I'm sorry, I just didn't understand you. 


A What I'm saying, to slice through all this, 
is that I would think that this particular incident looms 
large and first on the agenda. 


e) Could you describe a little bit the process 
that's underway here in preparing options that will go to 
the President? 


A No, not really, I don't think -- 


0 I was talking about -- people are wondering 
what the government is doing and what's your -- to respond 
to this extraordinary situation, and what you're telling us is 
wait until they get their act together tonight. 


A No, I didn't put it quite in those words. 
What I would suggest is the government, the Administration 
is proceeding carefully and cooly in its assessment of this 
situation. 


It is not only a bilateral question; it is an 
international question. Many others besides ourselves are 
concerned, as I mentioned earlier. I can't remember when 
I've seen such an extraordinary outpouring from the world's 
press. That has come from governments, as well. We are in 
touch with those governments. They are in touch with us. 
But, also, there are bilateral options that we are con- 
sidering. Officials in this building and others are moving 
forward in a careful, thoughtful consideration of those 
options to recommend to the President. 





~-MORE-- 

















10 


Q John, does the Administration consider the 
second clause of the grain agreement signed in August to be 
absolutely binding? 


A As I say, I think it would be out of place 
for me to discuss options or changes in our relationship 
with the Soviet Union until the President has had a chance 
to consider those this evening. But specifically on the 
grain question, I think you'd be misled if you thought that 
there was major consideration to any serious change in the 
situation. 


0 When the Secretary gave the chronology of 
events leading up to the plane being fired on, from the point 
where he talked about the missile being armed and he talked 
about the conversations and gave us some of the quotes, did 
he leave out at all any of the conversations between the 
pilot and the ground and the ground and the pilot in the 
Soviet plane? Or did he give us all of the -- 


A No. He certainly didn't -- I think he was 
trying to be precise. Although everybody said that it was a 
fairly full account of what had happened, I think that he 
was trying to precis and capsualize his accounts, so surely 
he did not give all the information that was available. 


0 How much do we know about this incident, 
John? There are various reports that we have more than two 
hours of transcripts of these conversations; that we don't 
have that many. 


I guess the question is, how much do we know and 
when did we know it? 


A We know a lot. There's a lot of material. I 
don't think I really am going to get into great detail about 
how much we have in quantity and how we acquired it and so 
forth and so on, but there is a great deal. And I think, as 
Secretary Burt has said and as the Secretary of State has 
said, there isn't any question in our minds as to what 
transpired. The evidence is there. 


Q Will any of that be made public? 


A The Secretary made some of it public, and I 
suppose -- 


Q More of it? 
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A I suppose it's possible. 


Q How was the decision made? 
Q To follow up this gentlemen's question over 
here, I recall -- and correct me if I'm wrong -- is that 


several times a number of us tried to get Secretary Burt to 
answer the question, was this Soviet pilot under orders from 
ground control to shoot down that airliner? And he never 
would say that. He diddled around yesterday. 


A I think you're misreading -- 
¢) I'm misreading? 


A I think you're misreading what Secretary Burt 
said. What you were pressing Secretary Burt for was whether 
we had a line in the transcript of a specific order from 
ground control to the pilot to fire, and the honest answer 
to that is no. 


But he made clear that there was no question that 
there was a great deal of coordination and the pilot was 
under orders, the pilot was informing at every step of the 
way the action he was taking, including the arming of the 
missile, the pointing of his aircraft, the distance he was, 
the point at which he would attack, and that was all clearly 
known to his controller. 


Q To follow this up, if I may, in view of the 
fact that there is no report that I'm aware of -=- you can 
correct me if I'm wrong -- that we have taken any reta- 
liatory steps to the people that blew up so many of our 
people in Beirut, now there is a long pause waiting for 
options -- we don't even know what the options are -- and it 
looks as though a kind of a hunting license is issued and so 
forth. 


Is there any report that we've taken any reta- 
liatory steps towards those who murdered so many of our 
people in Beirut and now we have a situation where 30 more 
of our people, including a Congressman, have been murdered 
in the skies. 


How many more cases of. murdering Americans are 
going to have to take place before we begin to get tough? 


A As far as the Embassy is concerned, Lester, 
you have to have the perpetrators of the terrorism in your 
hands. 
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@) Tell me this, have you checked with Mossad? 
I'll betcha Mossad knows who they are. 


A The investigation is going forward, Lester. 
There is action, I think, you've missed. I think you're 
behind the curve on some of the action that is being taken 
by the Lebanese authorities, criminal court action -- 

@) Any news you can give us I'd be very glad -- 

A No. There's nothing I can give you while 
that proceeds. I just would say, I think what I see behind 
your apparently implied criticism is the suggestion that the 


Administration is not moving forward with the speed that you 
would like on a response. 


e) That's exactly it. I look at that memorial 
plaque, and I find that more of our people have -- 


0 Come on -- 
@) Listen, I'd like to speak -- 


A No. You're not here to speak, Lester. 
You're here to ask questions. 


@) You're not asking. 


e) Listen, I don't need any help from any of 
those -- 


A I suspect -- would you cut his microphone 
off? I'm not going to tolerate this. 


e) No, no. But if you will not let them 
interrupt. 


e) You're editorializing. 
A I told you I'm not going to tolerate that. 


.@) One, do you have any arrangements or expect 
the Soviet Charge to come in today? 


A I think if we do not hear further from 
the Soviets by this afternoon, that we will be in touch with 
them again. I don't know whether that will mean they're 
coming, but certainly there will be further contact. 
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Q All right. On another matter: Could you 
brief me, please, on what is happening in the U.N. as far as 
your position is up there now, moving on this situation, and 
the hold on that? 


A The U.S. asked with urgency for the session. 
I don't quite know when that will take place. There's a 
possibility that it will start this afternoon. 


Q Beyond that, though, nothing at this point 
has developed. 


Q Start this afternoon? 


A It's a possibility it will start this 
afternoon. 


0 Will we have a text of the U.S. statement? 


A I don't see why we couldn't get that for you, 
Jim. 


Q Is the Secretary going there to address the 
United Nations? 


A No, he's not going. 


Q Why not? In circumstances like this usually 
the Secretary of State -- 


A I think the Secretary is deeply engaged here, 
and he will be involved with meetings with the President 
tonight and over the weekend, and that's his decision. 


0 John, could you give us a housekeeping 
message here on what the Secretary plans for the weekend -- 
Saturday and Sunday? 


A He plans to be very much in town, and he 
plans to be very much involved in clearly this situation and 
the Lebanese situation. As I say, Ambassador McFarlane will 
be back. The Secretary asked that he come back to be here 
over the weekend, and discussions on both those major 
issues, possibly others, will go forward. 


0 John, can you clarify the situation on the 
search for the plane's debris, whether there's any chance 
of getting any survivors, finding any bodies, how involved 
the U.S. forces are? 
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A They are involved. Our aircraft has been on 
the scene. As I say, they have not yet entered Soviet 
territorial waters, but they have certainly been searching 
outside Soviet territorial waters. It's dark there now, so 
there's a pause in the search, but our activities will go 
forward. The Pentagon can tell you what we're doing in 
terms of moving aircraft. 


Q Can you tell us whether there's any infor- 
mation that you have been able to get as to whether this 
plane was blown to smithereens in the air, whether there are 
pieces in the water that are big enough to find? 


A No pieces have been discovered in the water. 
Kerosene has been seen on the water. 


Q In the conversations with the Soviets so far, 
has the thrust of what the United States has been saying 
been the pursuit of additional information, or is the U.S. 
as well asking for apologies, punishment for the pilots or 
that whole military command that gave the order to fire, 
compensation, etc.? 


A We're not at the point of compensation, 
although consideration obviously is going on in another 
form of such questions. But insofar as our discussions with 
the Soviets are concerned, what we have demanded is an 
explanation. They have responded to that demand with words 
that are totally unsatisfactory and uncommunicative which 
accept no responsibility for this. 


We have told them that that is unacceptable, and 
we are asking for an explanation. I think that is the first 
step. 


Q John, are what else we going to do but accept 
it? 


A I have told you, Lester, on several occasions 
that the President will consider various options when he 
returns. 


0 In other words, some action? 


Q Can you be more specific about the U.N. 
session today than you were yesterday? What is the U.S. 
going to do or say in the Security Council session, and what 
is it going to expect the Council to do, if anything? 








15 


A That session, I suppose, Ralph, will probably 
not conclude today, and I would think that we would have a 
Statement, if there is such a session today, and that we 
would be seeking international condemnation of the Soviet 
Union and possibly other action. 


@) Who will make the statement? 


A Ambassador Kirkpatrick is in North African, 
and I'm not quite sure whether she will be back for the 
opening of the session or not. 


8) So it would be from New York. 
A It would be from New York. 


@) Has she been asked to come back to join this 
session? 


A She is in a remote area of North Africa, and 
I'm not sure what the status of attempts to reach her 
currently is. ) 


@) Jchn, do we know how far up on the Soviet 
chain of command that these orders to the pilot came from? 


A No, we do not. 


@) Do you see any comparisons being made now 
between this deplorable action by the Soviets and the action 
done by the Israelis in '7l against a Libyan airplane which 
was civilian? 


A We deplore the shooting down of civilian 
airliners. There's no question about that, whoever shoots 
them down. That is a terrible act, and we deplore that. 


I think you have to see the Soviet action in light 
of the kind of viewpoint that this Administration has fairly 
consistently had of the Soviet Union. This is the country 
which, after all, has invaded Afghanistan; this is the 
country which has used yellow rain in Southeast Asia; and 
while this is a monstrous act, I think this underlines the 
steadiness of this Administration's appraisal of this par- 
ticular government. 


We have consistently said that we view the Soviet 
Union with great realism. I think the Secretary has used 
those words. I think the President has on a number of 
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occasions said that the first plank of our foreign policy 
insofar as the Soviet Union is concerned is military 
strength, and this Administration has gone far down the road 
toward achieving that. 


The second point is to approach what the Soviets 
do with realism, and I think we have tried consistently to 
do that and have looked at what the Soviets do in terms of 
their actions with people. 


Here you have a clear indication of the attitude 
they have toward human beings. I think that justifies our 
insistence on taking up this question of human rights in our 
discussions with the Soviet Union. 


Having said all that, this Administration has also 
said that we're prepared to talk with the Soviet Union in 
those areas where there is the prospect of reducing tension. 


Those are the three planks of this Administra- 
tion's policy, and I think that what we have seen in the 
past few hours underlines the wisdom of that policy. 


0 To go back to the grain business which you 
talked about earlier, indicating that we would be misled if 
we thought that there was serious consideration being given 
to the grain -- 


A I don't want to pre-empt -- I don't want to 
get into this discussion of options that will go to the 
President and what he may decide, but I'm not aware of any 
major consideration of cancelling the grain agreement. 


QO I assume that this is for the reasons that 
have been given before, but if you could say that again now, 
it would be helpful. Why isn't the grain -- 


A I think the reasons have been given before, 
but, as I say, I think that's about as far as I'm going on 
options. 


0 John, two things: Do I also assume from what 
you said that the plans for the resumption of the INF talks 
are going ahead for next week? 


A I'm sure that the President will look at all 
options, but so far as I know, there's no change in those 
plans. 
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Q The question is, do you have any confirmation 
at all of some of the statements made in the Soviet note -- 
that is, that the Korean plane did not have navigation 
lights on, and that the Soviets tried to get it to land, but 
that the plane didn't do so? 


A Obviously, we don't know what discussion, if 
any, took place between the two aircraft, and, indeed, we 
have no record of such discussion. , 


Insofar as the navigation lights are concerned, 
there isn't any question that the attacking pilot specifi- 
cally mentioned the blinking navigation lights, so that 
seems to be totally at variance with their own combat 
record. 





6) Blinking? 


A Yes. You know, when a plane flies, those 
lights change. I think their word in the translation was 
blinking, but I think what they're talking to is the fact 
that the navigation lights. were on and operating in a normal 
manner. 


f°) Picking up Bernie's question about your indi- 
cation that there's no change on the grain front and so far as 
you know the START talks next week will continue, etc., are 
we in a position right now that until the President reviews 
the available options and makes his decision, whatever has 
in fact been taking place by way of U.S.-Soviet contacts is 
proceeding in a business-as-usual way. Is that correct? 


A "Business as usual" is kind of a catch 
phrase, Bernie. I'm not sure that I would use that par- 
ticular phrase. 


0 Forget the phrase. Is everything going on -- 


A Business is going forward. Business is being 
conducted. But certainly the atmosphere has changed. 


Q But has any business stopped? 


A I'd have to do some research on that, Bernie. 
I'm not sure. 


Q John, is it the position of the 
Administration that whatever action is taken should be first 
of an international sort of nature and a bilateral response 
should be secondary to that, as a fallback? 








18 


A I don't know that I'd place them in that order. 
We've already moved on the international front in the sense 
that we've taken this up at the United Nations and are in 
touch with other governments. I don't know what kind of 
order to give it. I think they'll both probably go forward 
in tandem. 


Q Could you be a little bit more forthcoming 
about the Secretary's schedule on Saturday and Sunday? For 
instance, is he going to attend the meeting the President is 
having with Congressional leaders? 


A I'm sure he will be attending the President's 
meetings, but I don't know what specifically he'll discuss 
with the President. 


Q Is it possible that during the day, if you 
don't know now, you could add specifics? 


A It's possible, but I think that the schedule 
on those meetings will really come from the White House. 


Q Or other meetings, whatever kind. I'm not 
just talking specifically about those but other things. 


A We'll let you know whatever we can. 


Q Can you tell us anything about what he did 
today? 
f 
A He was at the Airlie House, the Shimoda 
Conference, this morning, and I guess he got back probably 
somewhere between 10:00 and 11:00. He's been in his office 
Since then actively -- 


Q Has he been working on this -- 
A Among other things. 


Q Should we assume that this is the main thing 
he's worked on today? Most of his time was spent on that? 


A I think you can assume that that's correct. 


fe) Can you tell us if he's talked to the 
President, if he's talked to Judge Clark? 


A I don't think he's talked to the President 
this morning, because, as I say, he was down at Airlie 
House. I don't think he's talked to the President this 
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morning, and I think the President has now left to come back 
here. 


6) Did he talk to anybody out there, any details 
like that? 


A I don't know if he's had any phone conver- 
Sations out there this morning or during the night. He may 
well have. I don't know. 


Qo To follow up a question over here regarding 
the Israeli shooting down of an Arab airliner, can you 
refresh my memory -- 


A No. 


Q -- because I think that there was no 
contrast. This airliner was within minutes of Tel Aviv, and 
it was ordered to alter course and refused. Isn't that 
correct? 


A I think that I said that we deplore the 
downing of all commercial aircraft, but I'm not going to get 
into comparisons, and I think this particular one is rather 
unique. 


fe) Thank you, John. 
A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a statement 
on the death of Marines in Beirut. 


The deaths of two U.S. Marines and wounding of 
three others in the early morning hours of September 6 sad- 
dened us all. We condemn those responsible for the con- 
tinuing violence that has claimed thousands of innocent 
lives. We are proud of our own forces and the important 
role they are playing to achieve security for the Lebanese 


people. 


The Lebanese Government has issued a call to all 
parties to unite to restore national dialogue. We will con- 
tinue to work with them toward that end. The goal of a 
newly united Lebanon, free of foreign forces, is a-dream of 
the Lebanese people regardless of their religious community. 


Together with our Italian, French and British 
partners in the Multinational Force, we are performing a 
critical role in support of the efforts of the Central 
Government. No one should mistake our determination to con- 
tinue in this just cause. 


That's it for statements and announcements. I'll 
be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, is there any plan to send ashore addi- 
tional Marines? 


A I don't have anything on plans to send addi- 
tional Marines to Beirut. No. 


Q Any new language of the War Powers Act? 


A No. The issues, George, remain under inten- 
sive study, but I don't have anything new to say about that 
today. 


fe) Alan, you said that they're playing a criti- 
cal role. Could you redefine for us again the role of what 
the Marines' mission is in Beirut? 


A I would refer you back, rather than try to 
wing it, because we used language which was carefully 
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crafted at the time, John. I refer you back to language 
that was used at the time they were initially deployed. 


Q Right. The language was that they were 
there, as I recall, as has been explained several times, to 
provide a confidence-building kind of structure for the 


Lebanese forces. 


But the question is starting to arise now, do 
you regard that the -- do you consider, rather, that the 
Marines are indeed performing this function in their 
current status there, or are they just becoming a target? 


A No. We think that, as I said in the state- 
ment -- and I will refer you to it and make the text 
available -- we are performing a critical role in support of 
the efforts of the Central Government. We continue to 
believe that role is a worthy one and a necessary one, and 
we will continue to persist in it. 


| Q Alan, following up on John's question, I 
recently reread that text, and I raised it with the 
Secretary. It said that you had no expectation that these 
Marines would become involved in hostilities. 


The whole thrust of it was, as John said, that 
they would be a backdrop, a confidence, just their presence, 
and you sold it to Congress on the basis that there would be 
no possibility almost that they'd become involved in this. 


The whole thing has changed. How can you rely on 
that which has become completely negated by the present 
situation? 


A I don't know that I would agree with your pre- 
mises, but in any case, as you said in the opening of your 
questioning, you did address it to the Secretary and he did 
respond to your question. 


Q Not too fully, Alan, and John's asking you 
again. 


A Max, I think quite fully enough. 


e) Do we see the Marines now in a combat 
situation? 


A As I said, if you're thinking in terms of War 
Powers, we continue to look at the situation, to examine the 








issues involved, but I have nothing new to offer you today 
on that subject. 


Q Alan, were the Marines a target, and who do 
we think did the firing? 


A There had been sporadic firing in the area, 
and because of the nature of the rocket fire, we can't be 
certain whether the fire was directly or specifically 
targeted on the Marines. 


We do not know specifically who was responsible. 
Apparently the shelling, the rockets, came from the vicinity 
of Alayh which is about 10 kilometers to the east of the 
airport which is a region which is currently under the 
control of the Druze. 


But we simply do not have information as to who 
specifically fired the rockets. 


Q Alan, could I go at this again? 


A You've been waiting for a question. Go 
ahead. ey 

0 You won't say or go back and repeat the 
language of what the Marines were -- it was intended they 


do. Can you describe what they are actually doing? 


A In terms of their specific day-to-day activi- 
ties, I refer you to the Pentagon. In terms of the role, 
I'm not trying to back away from the role. What I'm trying 
to do, in fact, is to be sure that I don't stray from the 
description of the role as initially presented. Since I 
don't have those words in front of me, I would refer you to 
the record on that. 





Q Going back to your saying they're performing a 
critical role, can you cite what it is that they're 
accomplishing there? 


A We think that they have provided the kind of 
presence which has helped thus far in movement towards re- 
establishment of Lebanese Government authority. Obviously, 
there is a ways to go, but we think that the role that 
they're performing is an important one. 


We think that the objective is an important one. 
Our objectives in Lebanon have not changed, and we will 
persist. 











Q You think that's the case -- that under present 
circumstances, that by staying in these fixed, essentially defen- 
sive positions, they are performing a role in helping the 
Lebanese Government to establish its authority? 


A I think I've answered the question to the 
extent we're -- 


@) I wanted to ask another version of the same 
question. I wonder if you could please repeat our national 
self-interest in being in there. 


The Lebanese themselves are still maintaining 
these militias of every stripe and every religion just as 
they were a year ago, and they don't seem themselves to have 
a national will to establish a government of national unity. 


I would like to ask you what our national self- 
interest is in being there. 


A I'm going to again refer you -- I'm not going 
to try to make grand policy pronouncements here that have 
already been addressed on the record, and I'll refer you 
back to statements that have been made. 


I would note that in response to President 
Gemayel's call for talks on national unity, that discussions 
are continuing among all of the concerned parties of the 
area, and we strongly support these efforts to achieve 
national reconciliation in Lebanon and are doing our utmost 
to’ help in that regard. 


0 I think the crux, though, Alan, is if an 
armed force sits and remains impotent and does not return 
fire, does it any longer serve the purpose it was sent there 
for? 


A I think that in terms of what they have done, 
returning fire or not returning fire, is -- I think you 
know the Marines do have the charge to respond in self- 
defense. As I understand it this morning, or at the time of 
this shelling, what they did was to fire illumination 
rounds. They discovered that the area from which the 
rockets had come was heavily populated, and therefore did 
not follow up at that point with explosive rounds. 


But I'm going to stick with the statement I've 
given you. Obviously, we do think that they serve a very 
useful purpose, and we will continue in our mission there. 











0 The Israelis pulled their forces back in pari 
because of casualties to their troops. We've had two 
Marines killed last week, two this week. Don't we reach a 
point where if the casualties continue, we simply cannot 
stay in the present posture? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate about that. 


Q Alan, are there conversations going with 
other members of the MNF about changing the ground rules, 
any changes in the way that the deployment is carried out, 
or -- 


A I don't know what the state of negotiations 
or consultations in this case may be, but there is no 
contemplated change in the deployment at this point or in 
the ground rules that I'm aware of. 


We are continuing in the mode we have been in. As I 
say, we will persist in our presence and our support of the 
efforts which they were originally designed to support. 


Q Would you address the Syrian role in this, 
please, Alan? 


A The Syrian role specifically in the incident 
this morning? 


'@) If any. I don't know. In the incident, if 
any, and in broader terms. 


A I think in terms of the incident, as I said 
before, the area from which the rockets apparently came is 
now occupied or under the control of the Druze. It is not 
under the control of the Syrian forces. SolI think that's 
about all I could say about the incident this morning. 


I think the Secretary addressed in his press con- 
ference the question of Syrian presence in Lebanon, and said 
it would be helpful if that presence, along with the other 
foreign military presence -- but the Syrians have the 
largest presence -- were to be removed. If all those forces 
would get out of there, we think that this would be con- 
ducive to the national reconciliation process. 


0) Alan, there are reports here this morning 
from the Lebanese Government service saying that the United 
States and Ambassador McFarlane are attempting to involve 
Saudi Arabia in the process of trying to bring the parties 
togéther. Can you give us anything on that? 


o | Sot 











A I don't have anything specific I can offer 
you on that. We have said before, and I will repeat, that 
the Saudis have been helpful in the process, but I really 
think I would have to refer you to them to speak to their 
own efforts. I don't think it's appropriate for me to do 
so. 


Q Alan, has any consideration been given inter- 
nally or in conjunction with President Gemayel to allowing 
the Marines to search out and destroy the positions that 
target them? 


A I think I've addressed as far as I can the 
role the Marines are in, the mode they're in, their rules of 
engagement which, if you want to address further, you should 
go to the Pentagon for in terms of responding. But clearly 
they are permitted to respond in self-defense, but I'm not 
going to try to get into that kind of question. There is no 
contemplated change in the deployment pattern of the 
Marines. 


0 You mentioned the two that were killed this 
morning. Were there wounded or seriously wounded you can 
tell us about? 


A I think I indicated in the statement 
initially that there were three wounded. I don't have 
anything about their condition. Again, I would refer you to 
the Pentagon. I think they might have more detail. 


Q And you don't know if the Marines are being 
intentionally targeted or not intentionally so? 


A I said before that, because of a pattern 
of sporadic fighting and so on and so forth, and the nature 
of the rocket fire, we cannot make a judgment about that. 


QO Do you have anything you can tell us about 
Ambassador McFarlane's visit to Damascus today? And another 
question, do you have any comment on reports in the press 
that Syria is calling on the Arab governments to cut rela- 
tions with Lebanon? 


A As far as Ambassador McFarlane's travel is 
concerned, I don't have anything to give you on his purposes 
other than to continue, obviously, the effort he is making 
to try to help resolve the situation in Lebanon in accor- 
dance with the policies we've been following. 


As far as the Syrian action with the Arab League, 
I believe it was, I do not have anything for you on that. 





Q Isn't MacFarlane in Damascus now? 


A I understand he is either in Damascus or on 
his way to Damascus. I am not sure whether he has arrived. 


Q What could he possibly say that would 
interest Assad? 


A I think you would have to ask President 
Assad how interested he is, but I think that there is a con- 
siderable Syrian interest in Lebanon and there is con- 
siderable American interest in Lebanon. So, it seems to 
me that there might be something for them to talk about. 


) Alan, whom do you mean when you talk 
about not being mistaken that you intend to continue in 
your efforts. Don't you mean the Syrians? 


A I think I will leave the words as they are. 
I think it is addressed to whomever it might fit. 


Q In the White House, Larry Speakes has been 
saying that the Syrians know that we have enough fire -- 
considerable fire power off shore, and they should be 
circumspect in their own active involvement in instigating 
any violence in the area. Don't you find -- you know, 
your attitude is a little bit softer than Speakes' 
attitude, and what are the reasons? 


A I wouldn't try to make those distinctions, 
Bassem. 


Q Secretary Weinberger said this morning 
that one of the Navy ships returned fire today. Can you 
confirm that? 


A No, I think that that is not accurate. I 
think that there is some misunderstanding there. I think 
if you will check with the Pentagon, you will find that 
there is no Naval ship which returned fire. 

Are you talking about today? 

@) Yes. 


A I am not aware of any. But you should check 
with the Pentagon specifically on that. 


Q In addition, there was a report yesterday 
that the Druze were advancing in Syrian supplied tanks. 
Do we have any information about any recent large infusion 
of Syrian arms to the Druze and other Moslem militia? 
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A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Alan, on Sunday, Congressional leaders are 
quoted as saying that President Reagan told them, in sending 
these new offshore forces to the vicinity of Lebanon, he 
was laying down a marker for Syria. 


A Who was quoted as saying that? 


Q The President was quoted as saying that by 
several of the Congressional leaders who were present at 
the meeting with hin. 


At what point do we consider that the marker or 
that the line delineated by the marker has been crossed? 


A I (a) don't comment on either Presidential 
statements, and particularly on statements which were in a 
private meeting; and (b) I am not going to try to specu- 
late on the future in any respect, that or any other 
respect. I think that we will just have to see how things 
develop. 


Q Can I take you back to Bassem's question. 
The White House was more forthcoming <n actually calling on 
Syria, warning Syria, etc., and you have that "no one should 
mistake” sentence in your prepared remarks. 


What is the hesitancy about clearly addressing 
the U.S. warning to X, Y, or 2? Why are you hesitant 
here? 


A Oh, I am just hesitant by nature. (Laughter) 
Q Well, you know, get over your bashfulness. 

Q There is a dichotomy. 

A I don't think there is a dichotomy. I think 


I have given you a statement. I will stick with the state- 
ment. We can move on to something else. 


8) Let me try it one more way, or once again. 
A One more way, John. 
¢) On Saturday, a White House official, speaking 


to the press, but going on background for that particular 
remark, although it is in the transcript as a White House 
official speaking on background, said that Ambassador 
MacFarlane, in his briefing of the President and his ad- 
visers, had said that Syria continued to play a very nega- 
tive role in the situation in Lebanon. 
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Now, why is the State Department unwillng to take 
the same position? 


A You are asking me about a background state- 
ment, a source statement, and I don‘t have anything to 
offer you on that kind of statement. 


Q But you know who -- 
A I don't have anything for you, John. 
Q Can we change to the Korean airliner? 


A The Korean airliner? We can turn to it. I 
would caution you, though, that I am not going to necessar- 
ily have a lot to say because Ambassador Kirkpatrick has 
been addressing that at length this morning, and I think 
is also going to have a press conference a little later on, 
so I think I will probably defer most of the questions. 


Q Can you say specifically what bilateral 
negotiations have been broken off with the Soviet Union? 


A I think this was addressed again yesterday 
at a backgrounder. I don't have anything new to add to 
what came out of that. I don't have a lot of detail. I 
think I would refer you to the transcript of the White 
House backgrounder. 


0 Alan, a very fast one, the President, in 
his speech last night, said that we are redoubling our 
efforts with our allies in the flow of military and 
strategic items to the Soviet Union. 





Could you just tell me, or find out, if he was 
referring to something new or if he was just observing 
current policy? 


A I think in terms of the policy, he was not 
referring to anything new. What he was referring to is 
that we have a position, the policy on high technology 
transfer, which we have discussed at some length before, 
as you are well aware, and there is a lot of activity 
which goes on in terms of conversations and meetings, 
and so on and so forth, and we think it is important to 
pursue that policy and get agreement among the various 
parties concerned and get it implemented. It is not to 
say that there is some new departure that is being 
contemplated; as the words say, it is a redoubling of an effort, 
but it is a pursuit of a consistent paqlicy. It is not a 
change in policy. 
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fe) It is merely observing the current re- 
doubling. There is going to be no change, no intensifi- 
Cation because of the Korean airliner? Is that what 
you are saying? 


A I think that it is, as I understand it 
from some conversations that I had this morning, it is 
being pursued in a fairly active way, and I think it is 
that activism to which the President was referring. But 
it is not a policy departure. 


Q Alan, in connnection with the upcoming 
Thursday meeting between the Secretary and Gromyko, 
have we received any kind of assurance from the Russians 
that Gromyko plans to attend that meeting? 


A I have nothing, Bernie, new on that meet- 
ing. We have no indication that Mr. Gromyko would not 
intend to join in that meeting, but I can't speculate -- 
you are asking, in a sense, that I speculate on the 
Future. If you want me to go beyond that, I can't do 
that. 


Q Have we asked the Soviets whether the 
meeting is on as scheduled? 


A Again, I am not going to get into the 
question of our diplomatic dialogue on this. All I can 
tell you is that as far as we are concerned that 
meeting is still scheduled to go on Thursday. 


Q In your reading of anything that the Soviets 
have said, have they said anything at all about their 
readiness to sit down with Secretary Shultz? 


A Again, I think I will leave what I just 
gave you. 


@) The Soviets, this morning, characterized 
the President's speech as aggressive, hateful, and men- 
dacious. Does that contain anything more than the propa- 
ganda response you would expect? 


A I don't think I will get into the tit-for- 
tat struggle on a propaganda front. 


0 Have you had any communication with the 
Soviets at all about the upcoming meeting? In other words, 
has there been any conversation on that meeting? 


A There have been conversations on the meet- 


ing. 
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@) Do you have confirmation that Malta has accepted 
the final document of the conference in Madrid? 


A I don't. Have you seen some report indicat- 
ing that? Okay. I have not seen that report. I can't 
comment on it. 


Q TASS said that the Soviets have protested 
this demonstration at Glen Cove, New York, last Sunday. 
Have we responded to that protest? 


A I can't get into detail. I can tell you, 
yes, the Soviets did protest the incident. I can't get 
into the detail of what that protest consisted of, or 
what we may have responded. I would note that we firmly 
oppose violation of diplomatic premises. We feel 
strongly about that, and the impact of such violation 
On normal diplomatic international practice, and, indeed, 
the impact longer term on stability. We are concerned 
with the safety of innocent people, our own as well as 
people of other nations. So, our attitude towards vio- 
lation of diplomatic premises is quite strong and very 
much up front. 


Q Do you have any new information on the 
downing of the airliner or the circumstances? 


A No, I don't have any new information, and, 
again, I think in respect to that, I would refer you to 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick. I think if we have got too many 
people speaking -- the facts are all the same, and there 
is no point in having people using slightly different 
words to say the same thing. 


She made a very strong statement this morning. 
She made a presentation to the Security Council, presented 
a full transcript of the tapes that were available, and 
I would refer you to that. 


As I said, she is also having a press conference 
later on, which I think we are going to try to have 
piped in here, if that is feasible, and we are working on 
that. 


0 Is the text Of her statement available? 

A I don't have the text of her statement. I 
think we can try and see, but you also might want to ask 
your colleagues in New York. I am sure that they have it. 


0 Is there any Iragi official visiting 
Washington now on an official visit? 
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A Is there an Iraqi official visitor in Wash- 
ington now? There was a Foreign Ministry official who was 
here. I don't know the entire purpose of his visit. He 
did meet with some officials, but I think you would have 
to check with the Iraqis on that visit. 


fe) Did you say that she is going to release 
the transcript of the tapes available? 


A I think the transcript is to be made avail- 
able, yes. Can we make that available here? Yes. 


0 Is that the full -- is it 29 minutes, or 
can you make something more available, like two hours? 


A I think that what is available is the 
transcript coming from a tape over what I believe was 
something like a 55-minute period, or something of that 
sort. I mean, you can see, because the times are on 
the transcript, and I don't have it in front of me. 


It was a voice-actuated system, so that in fact 
it was compressed, and if you were to play the tape, you 
would find that it wouldn't take you 55 minutes to play 
that tape, or whatever the full period of time is. But 
what is there is the full content of what we have from 
that particular tape. That is being made available 
both I think in the original Russian and in translation. 


Q Can that be made availabe as a videotape 
as well? 


A I think it is also being made available. 
Why don't you check afterwards. I think that your people 
in New York may already have that, though. 


fe) Is this a Japanese recording or an American 
recording? 
A Again, I think that was addressed by the 


President last night, and I would refer you to what he said 
about that. 


fe) When will you have the transcript here? Did 
I understand you to say that you would release them here, 
too? 

A I think we can have them pretty shortly. 


Soon after the briefing, Brian tells me. 


Q Who is the Iraqi official -- 


A I'm sorry, I couldn't hear you. 
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Q Can you find out for us, who is the Iragi 
official that was here, and who did he meet in Washington? 


A Yes, I think I can get you something on 
that. I think we had something on that earlier, and I just 
don't happen to have it with me. 


Q Do you have any more information or comment 
about the cancelling of the visit of Assistant Secretary 
Motley to Nicaragua? 


A. I think we had some guidance over the 
weekend. Do you have that? 


Q Yes, but they don't explain very well the 
explanation given by the Sandinista government why they 
were cancelling. 


A I think you would have to ask the Sandin- 
istas why they did that. In terms of what we know about 
it, we have provided that in the guidance. 


Q Have you received an extradition request 
from the Canadian Government for the four top Amway 
officials? 


A Amway Officials. It seems to me there is 
something I have on Amway officials. Not very much, I 
think. It is our policy neither to confirm nor deny the 
receipt of an extradition request in a specific case 
unless and until the Department of Justice files a re- 
quest in open court. 


I am afraid I can't go beyond that. 


fe) Anything new on Chad, and does anyone 
really care? 


A Does anyone really care? Yes, I think there 
are quite a few people who really care. 


0 The Chadians care. 


A The Chadians care a great deal, I suspect. 


I think the best I could say is that Chadian 
Government patrols continue to control the Oum Chalouba 
area. We have seen press reports of Libyan bombing of 
Om Chalouba yesterday, but we cannot confirm those. 








14 





At this time the situation can be characterized 
as static and our information does not indicate that any 
major Libyan or rebel offensive is imminent. 

Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Two announcements. One, to let you 
know that available in the Press Office are background 
materials regarding a United States statement distributed to 
the Security Council of the U.N. on August 31. The state- 
ment provides information on U.S. administration of the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands and rebuts charges by 
the Soviet Union that the U.S. has used the U.N. Trusteeship 
to annex the Pacific Islands of the Micronesian region. The 
statement by Ambassador Fred M. Zeder of the Office of 
Micronesian Status Negotiations, and U.N. background docu- 
ments are included in the materials. 


Second, I would like to introduce -- over against the 
wall -- a new member of the Press Office, Kathleen Lang, who 
begins work today as a Press Officer. Kathleen joined the 
Foreign Service in 1980 and recently completed her first 
tour of duty as Vice Consul in Prague, Czechoslovakia. 

She's a graduate of the College of William and Mary and 
Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy. She speaks Czech and 
Russian, and we're very pleased to have her with us -- 


0 English? (Laughter) 


A -- and know that you will make her feel 
welcome. She speaks Fnglish now. By the time she finishes 
dealing with you, I'm not sure. (Laughter) That's it for 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your auestions. 


0 Alan, can you give us a reading of the 
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Situation in Beirut today? 


4A I don't have a real update on the situation 
on the ground, a military sitrep for you, Mike. 


0 Do we know, Alan, whether or not the French 
actually attacked the Druze positions? 


A No. My understanding is that in fact there 
was a reconnaissance flight. Let me see if I can find the 
guidance on that. I can't find it at the moment, but I 
understand there was reconnaissance activity, but there was 
actually no aircraft attack per se. But I would have 
to refer you to the French for any details on that. 











Q How about the MNF Foreign Ministers? Will 
they meet separately in Madrid to discuss the situation in 
Beirut? 


A I don't know, Bill. I can't rule that out, 
but I think you'd have to get that from your colleagues with 
the party. I don't know about that. 


0 Do we have any advice that we give the French 
on whether or not they might carry out air strikes? What 
would be our position on that? 


A I don't want to try to formulate or articu- 
late a position on that. Obviously, there is a great deal 
of coordination and consultation, in any case, among the 
various MNF contributing countries and the people on the 
ground and in other ways. But I don't have anything speci- 
fic to offer you on that. 


0 Any word on Ambassador McFarlane's meeting 
today in Syria? 


a No. I don't have any readout for you on 
that. 


0 Are the MNF contributing nations working 
under similar rules and guidelines? 


A Yes. I think that if you'd go back to the -- 
I think that these were spelled out at the time the MNF went 
in. 


0 Right. 
A And I would go back to that. 


0 The reason I'm asking the question is my 
recollection is that there is supposed to be a set of guide- 
lines in existence for all of the MNF. 


A I'm not sure. I think there certainly are 
general parameters about what the missions are and so on and 
so forth which are essentially identical. In terms of the 
rules of engagement, for example, if that's the kind of 
thing you're getting to, I can't speak to the rules of enga- 
gement of other countries' forces. We have our own rules of 
engagement. 


I'm not trying to suggest to you that they're 
significantly different, because I think that that's not the 
case. But I can't speak for the other countries about that. 














0 If the country decides that it is going to 
use its own aircraft to attack certain positions, is that a 
decision that is made after consultation with the other mem- 
bers of the MNF? Is there a requirement that there be that 
kind of consultation, or is each country essentially on its 


own? 


A I can't tell you specifically in terms of 
using aircraft. I think that it's obviouslv not a situation 
which would apply to all the countries. It would not have 
applied, for example, to the French until thev brought their 
aircraft recently within range. I can't take it beyond 
that, Marvin. 


0 What consideration is being given to the 
deployment of the New Jersey to the eastern Med? 





A My understanding is that there has been -- 
beyond the announcements that have already been made about 
deployments in the Med the Marines will be off shore there, 
there have been no decisions to move other forces. So I 
think that's where we are at this point. 


re) If the Marines are increasingly targeted and 
specifically targeted, and are coming under more and more 
shelling, is there any discussion now about the possibility 
of changing the ground rules under which our forces operate 
in order to protect the Marines? 


A As you know, Bill, we have not accepted or 
drawn conclusions about the Marines being targeted. We have 
not said that they've been targeted. Our evidence cannot 
Sustain a decision -- 


9) The Marines on the ground say they are 
targeted. 


A I can understand -- 
The French say they are targeted. 


0 
A May I respond? 
@) Sorry. 

A 


I can understand if you're on the ground and 
you've got incoming rounds coming near you, you might feel 
that you would indeed were being targeted. 


As we have indicated, as others have indicated 
around town, the evidence, however, for specific targeting 











of the Marines as opposed to being involved in the general 
firing in the region, in the area, just isn't there to draw 
conclusions, so we can't do that. 


We've addressed before -- I've addressed, Larry 
Speakes has, others have -- the question of the ground rules 
under which they're there, and, as we've said, in terms of 
War Powers, for example, which is what I assume you're 
getting to, that that situation remains under review. But I 
don't have anything new to announce to you. 


8) How do you handle a story, for example, in 
the Times today on the front page, on the question of morale 
among the Marines, given the nature of the rules of enaage- 
ment under which they're operating? It is a front-page 
story where a young Marine says, "We're guinea pigs. We 
feel helpless." 


A I read that, and one can understand the 
feeling of individuals who are, as I say, under fire, if 
there is fire coming in on them. But I think in terms of 
Marine morale, that's an issue for the Pentagon to address. 
I'm only able to address how we view this situation and what 
we're prepared to do about it. 


@) There is an item on page one of both of 
today's papers which says that the ships of the Sixth Fleet 
are firing back at the Druze positions. Is that true? 


A No. I think that was in the paper the other 
day, or in the press the other day -- I'm not quite sure 
where it appeared -- and we indicated that that was not 
correct, that they had not fired. 


0 The Marine commander in Lebanon is saying 
that he feels that the Marines are specifically being 
targeted because they are being bracketed. That is, the 
shells fall around them and closer and closer and finally 
they're hit. 


Are you still saying that the Marines are not the 
specific targets of the incoming mortars and -- 


A Yes. I think I just said that overall the 
feeling is that clearly there has been fire taken, there 
have been casualties, there have been deaths, but that the 
evidence that we have at this point doesn't allow us to draw 
conclusions about that. 














@) One thing, there are reports from Beirut that 
two F-l14s overflew the Lebanese capital after McFarlane's 
finale (sic) of the meeting with the Syrians. Would you 
tell us why did they overfly Beirut? 


A Don't have anything on it. 


Oo Second, do you know if McFarlane is going to 


Rome to meet with Jumblatt and Mr. Fares Habib, the Lebanese 
Government. 


a Don't have anything on McFarlane's future 
travel plans. He was in Damascus this morning, but I don't 
have anything beyond that. Ambassador Fairbanks is in 
Beirut, by the way. 


@) Would you care to characterize the Syrian 
attitude and response to your statements that you have 
fireworks -- 


A That we have what? 


Q Firepower, whatever -- arms and ammunition on 
the offshore of Beirut that they have to take it into 
consideration? 


a Are you talking about naval fire? 
QO Yes. 
A Again, this issue was raised before. As I 


say, I have no information to suggest that that's happened. 
I think if you check with the Pentagon, you'll find that 
what I'm saying is correct. Other than to say that I 
haven't seen that particular statement -- but if it's as you 
describe it, it's based on a false premise -- I can't go 
beyond that. 


O Yesterday, here and at the White House, the 
Reagan Administration called strongly on Mr. Assad to act in 
a constructive fashion. Why should he, considering the 
Situation? What should motivate him to play our game? 


AA I think the only response I will give to you 
specifically is that obviously Syria has a continuing role 
as a major arms supplier to the Druze militias and the PLO 
and bears considerable responsibility. It also has a large 
military force we estimate at about 40,000 in Lebanon. 








Until the Syrians and the other foreign forces 
agree to withdraw and do withdraw, it will not be possible 
for the Central Government to extend its control to the 
Other parts of the country. Syria bears considerable 
responsibility for the situation. We renew our call on them 
to exercise restraint. We think it's in their interest, as 
well as everybody else's interest, that they do that. 


Q Why should Mr. Assad go along with our 
request? What's in it for him? 


7 I think I'm not going to try and give you -- 
you're looking for some broader policy statement. We've 
addressed this before; I think the Secretary's addressed it. 
I don't have anything new to give you today. 


Q Alan, can you do a little better on that last 
sentence, "bears considerable responsibility for the 
situation"? Meaning what? 


A Again, it is a conclusion of the point I was 
making before that they've got forces there, they're a major 
arms supplier to the Druze militias and. to the PLO, and 
until they and the others -- the PLO and the Israelis -- 
pull their forces out, it's not going to be possible for the 
Central Government of Lebanon to exercise its control 
throughout the country. For those reasons, it therefore 
bears responsibility. 


Q Alan, there are two reports which I wish 
you'd address. One, that there are Syrian advisers with the 
Druze gunners; and, two, according to the Israelis that 
there are Soviet advisers with Syrian forces in Lebanon. 


A I don't have anything for you on either of 
those. I have seen those reports, but don't have anything I 
can give you on that. 


Q I war | ‘sk you two questions: You men- 
tioned the PLO twice } are not saying that the PLO is 
involved in the fighting 


A I'm not saying that. I would say that we've 
seen reports that have suggested that in fact, and we're 
concerned about those reports and we're looking into them. 
But I'm not saying that as a fact at this point. No. 


Q And the other one, Alan, if I may follow up 
the other one: Yesterday you told us here that the shelling 
was coming from Alayh, and you indicated, I think, that 
there was no proof that it was from Syrian guns. 








At the White House someone said otherwise. Can 
you tell us where do you stand or where the Administration 
stands now on this issue? 


4 I think that the White House statement Larry 
Speakes made yesterday was a broader statement about a 
question of where firing was coming from. The point I was 
making yesterday was in terms of where firing is coming 
from, specifically in terms of what's hitting the Marines. 
I don't have anything beyond what I said yesterday in those 
terms. 


I don't think Larry's point was focused -- or I 
can't remember whether he did it or there was also some 
background statements that were made, so I don't know. But, 
in any case, the statements that came out of the White House 
I think were addressed in a somewhat different context. 


0 Are you now saying, Alan, that there is shooting 
somewhere else other than on the Marines? 


4 I don't have anything for you beyond what was 
said yesterday. 


Q Clarify the same point: Are Svrians involved 
directly in any of the firing? 


A Again, I don't have anything beyond what we 
Said yesterday. We continue to analyze information as it is 
available, and we will continue to do that. 


0 You say there are some reports that suggest 
that the PLO is involved? Are these your reports or -- 


A No. That we have seen. I saw a wire, for 
example, that -- 


9 These are press reports. 

x Press reports -- 

0 You can't confirm any of that. 

ay No. I say, I'm not stating this as fact. I 


was pointing out that there are reports. 


0 Could I take you back to a basic, please, on 
the Marine mission? They are sitting there, they're taking 
casualties during the past week or so. What purpose are 
they serving in that present static position? 








my Bernie, we went over this yesterday. I don't 
have anything new to say to you today, and let me refer you 
back -- it may not be satisfactory to you, but there's 


nothing new to say on it today. 


QO This morning the Lebanese Ambassador, “Mr. 
Bouhabib, said that if the Syrians continue to actively arm 
and train the Moslems, or if the Syrians begin moving any 
closer toward Beirut, his government's army simply can't 
handle it -- they're not equipped -- and he suggested that 
there may be a request for the Marines to get more actively 
involved. 


One, are you getting any vressure along those 
lines from the Lebanese; and, two, is there any contingency 
plan to use Marines if the Syrians become more aggressive? 


A Let me say in response to your two points, 
three things: One, I wouldn't talk about diplomatic 
conversations; two, I wouldn't talk about contingency 
planning. But, three, the purposes of trying to get the 
foreign forces out of Lebanon certainly would not be served 
if Syrian forces, for example, were to move into areas from 
which Israeli forces have withdrawn. The purpose of 
withdrawal overall, obviously, is to allow the Lebanese for- 
ces to move into those areas -- Lebanese Government 
authority to take effect in those areas sw that the 
sovereignty can be restored to Lebanon. 


Q You've been accusing the Syrians of supplying 
major arms supplies to the Druze, which you can be 
correct on this, but how about the Israelis who were the 
occupying force in the Shouf area when they have confiscated 
these arms, did not allow the arms to go in. Why did they 
turn the -= don't you blame them for turning a deaf ear and 
closing their eyes on this? 


ia I don't have anything on this in terms of -- 
I just don't have anything for you on the specific point 
you're making. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 What will you actually do if Syria moves in, 
Or are they going to wait for Syria to move in? 


A Again, that's hypothetical and I'm not going 
to try to address a hypothetical situation, but I think that 
Our attitude is as I have expressed it. 


@) There were reports from Jerusalem that Arens 
has stated that Isaraeli further withdrawals do not any more 
depend on Syrian-like movements. Are you familiar with the 
Statement? Can you confirm such a statement? 


A I saw Mr. Arens on television this last 
weekend and I can't give you more than what I saw -- which 
is that if it were possible in certain areas, that the 
Israelis could withdraw further from certain areas. But I 
think he also made the point -- and I'd refer you to the 
transcript; I'm, not trying to speak for Mr. Arens -- I 
thought he made the point that they would not withdraw 
totally from Lebanon unless the others withdrew as well -- 
that is, the Syrians and the PLO. 


I've seen the wire reports that you're referring 
to, which don't have that little nuance to it, but I have 
seen more recent ones in fact which do make that point that 
we're talking about withdrawing -- or he is talking about 
withdrawing -- from certain areas, but not totally from 
Lebanon in the absence of Syrian and PLO withdrawals. 


0 I get the impression that the Marines are 
being maintained in that stationary position and being pre- 
vented from really responding and defending themselves from 
the Druze fire simply to protect the theory of executive 
privilege vis-a-vis the War Powers Act. 


A No. I think that again I refer you back to 
what the Secretary said -- and, that is, the Marines, if 
attacked, if fired upon, will fire back and defend them- 
selves vigorously. And I don't think there's any question 
about that, and there's no question that the Marines would 
be put in danger because of some political consideration. 
They have the right to defend themselves and they will do 
that. 


8) Can I change subjects? 


A Sure; go ahead. 


0 What kind of cooperation is the U.S. getting 
from its West European aliies concerning the Korean plane 
incident? 
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A I don't have a lot really to report on that. 
You're aware from the press, as much as I am I think, on 
what's been announced by various people. Canada as an ally 
has suspended Aeroflot landing rights for 60 days. 


e) West European. 


A I think that there have been some announ- 
cements from the Netherlands and so on. The point, however, 
basically, is that there is a lot of consultation going on 
now. This is not a question of instant gratification of 
some sort; this is a question of an ongoing consultative 
process looking toward some sort of agreed and orderly 
action. 


There is, as you know, an ICAO meeting which is 
coming up -- in about a week, I guess. That might well be 
a point of focus at that meeting. 


Also, as I read wires this morning, the British 
Foreign Secretary talked about this subject as having been 
discussed at the breakfast this morning among the NATO 
Foreign Ministers in Madrid. 


So I think that there's a lot of discussion about 
what might be done. That doesn't mean it can be done today 
Or was done yesterday, but I think that this is an active 
issue and one which will be pursued with some vigor in the 
days ahead. 


0 Alan, on the Korean aircraft, there's a report this 
morning that the U.S. has tapes of chatter among the Soviet 
pilots which proves that they knew it was a passenger 
airliner -- although I'm not clear about whether they knew 
it before -- just after they shot it down. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No. I don't think I can get into the 
question of information which we might have available beyond 
that which we have made public at this point. I would refer 
you to Acting Secretary Fagleburger's statement of last 
night regarding our attitude and judgments about what the 
Soviets either knew or should have known and the implica- 
tions of their position. 


8) Well, why don't we release the whole tapes, 
Alan, and to clear up any lingering questions that there 
might be? 
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A You're making a suggestion that there speci- 
fically are more tapes as opposed to information of other 
sorts, and I'm not about to get into that subject. I think 
that what we have said about this is pretty clear. What the 
situation is is pretty clear. I didn't see a lot of skep- 
ticism about the fact that the Soviets, indeed, have shot 
down a civilian airliner and killed 269 people. It took 
them a long time to come around to acknowledge that, having 
initially said -- if you'll recall -- in the Tass statements 
of September 1 and 2, that having tried to signal this plane 
it then exited Soviet airspace on its way to the Sea of 
Japan. 


I think the facts are pretty clear. In terms of 
whether it knew it was a civilian airliner or didn't know, I 
can't give you a definitive reading; but, as I think Larry 
Speakes indicated, if they didn't know, they sure should of 


have. 


0 Alan, can you tell us what new devices or 
procedures the United States or the allies might suggest at 
this ICAO meeting to all? 


A I can't; I can't. I think that as that meeting 
comes up and proceeds, we will provide whatever we can; but 
I just can't predict for you when and iow that will be done. 
It's something that we're going to be working together with 
Others on. So we also may not be talking a lot about what 
might be done before agreements are reached, so you'll just 
have to bear with us on that. 


0 No proposals you can talk about. 


A I have nothing I can talk about 
at this particular point, no. 


0 Alan, the correspondent for the Soviet news 
agency Novostoi said last night on "Nightline" that commer- 
cial flights are routinely used for intelligence-gathering 
Operations. 





A Yes. That just simply isn't so. 


0 Do you have any language to flush that out? 
It never happened? 


A You're asking me to go beyond my own specific 
knowledge. But, if you're making a general proposition -- 
and I'm not trying to duck it and hide behind some nuance 











12 


here -- I don't know of any instance in which it's been done, 
but I do know that certainly the Soviet characterization of 
that is totally without foundation. 


@) I just wanted to check. On the issue of 
Soviet political control over the air defense side of its mili- 
tary forces, that has been talked about a good bit over the 
last 24-48 hours. Do you have anything to add to that? Do 
you have any judgment to make about the degree of political 
control over the military? 


A I don't; I don't have anything. Again, to 
the extent that we're concerned about what the Soviet state- 
ments and the incident say about the competence of Soviet 
air defense, I refer you to what Larry Eagleburger said 
last night. 


0 Do you have anything on whether there was any 
disagreement at the top Soviet level about whether to execute 
that attack? 


A I have no information at all on that. 
0 Did we at all monitor the ground-to-air 
communications? 


A No. I think that we've indicated that we 
don't have -- in terms of the time during that tape and so 
on? 


e) Right. 


A We don't have anything on the ground-to-air 
communications. 


0 That's a definite thing -- we don't have it? 
A Yes. 
@) Alan, without being specific, because it is a 


matter of intelligence, did the RC135 crew monitor any traffic 
with the Korean flight? 


A I can't answer that question. I think that 
you might check with the Pentagon to see if they have 
anything on that. I just don't know the answer to it. And, 
as you suggest in your question, even if we did, I'm not sure 
what we can say about it. But I think I could say safely 
that the RC135 would of had no reason to believe, in the 
time that it was operating, that there was anything amiss. 

I mean they certainly would have reflected that. 


QO They cidn't vdass -- 
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A I think we'd know if they thought that anything 
was amiss. But whether they reflected the aircraft per se, 
I can't tell you that. 


e) It seems they passed geographically 
during the pass-over of the Kamchatka Peninsula. 


A As I recall, the closest point of approach 
between those two aircraft was 75 miles; and at the time that 
the RC-135 crossed the track of that aircraft, the KAL flight, 
they were about 3099 miles apart. 





@) Alan, the President talked about restitution 
in his speech Monday night and he said that this would 
be an issue that the Secretary would be talking with Gromyko 
about. 





a Yes. 


0 Does that have any further definition in 
numerical terms? 


A No; I don't have numbers to give you on that. 
But we will be making a claim with the Soviets, and we'll 
initially be doing this through diplomatic channels. We'll 
be looking, together with others, whether there are other 
appropriate fora in which to make such claims. But I don't 
have a number, if that's what you're looking for. 


0 Yes. 

A I don't have that. 

0 But you will be proposing a lump sum? 

A I'm not sure quite how that would be handled 


and whether in the initial claim there would be a figure 
referred to. 


0 Yes; that's what I meant. 


aN I can't tell you that that necessarily we.ald 
be the case. 


0 Forgive me if you've already answered this, 
but I wasn't here last week. In The New York Times on 





Friday, General Keegan was quoted as saying that the 

South Koreans had puzzled him by routinely flying in very 
close to the Soviet airspace; and I think he used the word 
"bruising" it. He said they repeatedly bruised it and that 
this puzzled him. DNo you know that that's a fact? 
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A No, I don't. 


0 Alan, the Soviets alleged in a story yester- 
day that they had heard a tape or something that the South 
Korean airliner had radioed at one point: "TI have just 
crossed south of one island and am cn my normal course." Was 
there anything in tapes to indicate that the pilot thought 
he was on a normal course going across Soviet territory? 


A I think that the indications are that the 
Korean plane did think it was the pilot's thought that they 
were on their normal course. 


I can't provide you anything in terms of a 
transcript or anything of that sort. I think that that 
would to the extent that there was chatter between the plane 
and the Narita air controllers, that would be something 
which would come under Japanese authorities. 


QO But did he specifically refer to (inaudible) 
Island? 


A I think in the absence of the transcript 
being available at this particular moment, I'd rather not 
get into that; but I think that this is something which the 
Japanese are considering as to what they might do, and let's 
see if there's any more information available on that later 
on. 


But, as I say, there is no indication to indicate 
that the Korean pilot thought that he was anywhere but on 
his normal course. 


0 Alan, is Secretary Shultz supposed to evoke 


~ 


the situation of Lebanon with Gromyko in Madrid? 


A No. I think Secretary Shultz indicated to 
the press on the airplane traveling with him to Madrid that 
he intended to raise only human rights issues and, most par- 
ticularly, the Korean Airline issue as a human right issue. 


0 Alan, Secretary Shultz .lso said on the lane 
that he would consider the reunion with Gromyko at the UN if 
Gromyko did not give him a satisfactory explanation. Has 
that been considered before Shultz went to Madrid? 


A I don't think I want to get into that. I 
think that the Secretary indicated that he was looking to 
this meeting and, as you say, indicated the possibility that 
the other meeting might be called off depending on 
circumstances; but I don't have anything beyond what he 
said. 
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0 Do you have anything about today's meeting of 
the Deputy Prime Minister of Iraq? 


A Yes, I do. I also took a question which 
basically I will give you and then we'll post later, in 
response to the question of yesterday. 


Under Secretary Kittani of the Iraqi Foreign 
Ministry called on Under Secretary Eagleburger and NEA 
Assistant Secretary Nicholas Veliotes today. During his 
Stay in Washington, Mr. Kittani also will he seeing other -- 
Department officials, including Assistant Secretary for 
International Organization Affairs Gregory Newell. [Inder 
Secretary Kittani's working visit is part of an ongoing 
high-level dialogue with the Government of Iraq on bilateral 
and regional issues. Under Secretary Kittani will also be 
meeting with the press and private American groups during 
his visit. 


0 Alan, will that be available? 


A We'll post that afterwards, too, in response 
to yesterday's questions. 


0 Is he meeting with anybody from EB? 
A This is all I've got on it. I don't have -- 


0 Will this be on diplomatic relations between 
you and Iraq? 


A: I'd say that, first of all, the press is 
going to have an opportunity to interview him, so you can 
raise your questions there. His visit is one of a series of 
candid and welcome high-level contacts between the U.S. and Iraq. 


My understanding, though, is that Iraq has stated 
that it does not intend to implement a decision it made 
sometime ago to exchange ambassadors with the U.S. 


0 Is this the same official, Alan, that you 
said earlier had visited Washington from Iraq? 


A I think that my information was probably 
anticipatory. It's supposed to reflect it. 


fe) Will there be an opportunity for -- do you 
mean in this building or it's going to be arranged -- 
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A No. I understand that he's going to meet 
with the press separately, and you might talk with the Iragi 
officials about that; but I just don't have anything on 
that. 


9 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:45 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I've got two state- 
ments for you. 


First, on an advisory opinion of the State 
Department on travel to the U.S.S.R. The governing body of 
the World Pilots Association, the IFALPA, has recommended to 
its national associations a 60-day ban on civil airline 
flights to Moscow. IFALPA notes that this recommendation 
was made in response to "the action of the Soviet Union in 
destroying a defenseless civilian airliner," Korean Airlines 
Flight 007. IFALPA concludes that “we expect our members to 
fully comply" with the ban. 


American travelers to the Soviet Union should be 
aware that the proposed IFALPA ban could seriously disrupt 
air travel to the Soviet Union. Flights to and from the 
Soviet Union may be cancelled without notice. 


Arranging alternate transportation to and from the 
Soviet Union could potentially involve substantially higher 
costs to the traveler. Travelers should also anticipate 
lengthy delays in obtaining such transportation from Moscow 
should the ban be fully implemented. 


Second, a statement on signature of the Defense 
and Economic Cooperation Agreement with Greece. The 
Governments of the United States and of Greece signed today 
in Athens a new Defense and Economic Cooperation Agreement. 
The agreement was signed for the United States by Charge' 
d'Affaires Alan D. Berlind and for Greece by Deputy Minister 
of Foreign Affairs Ioannis Kapsis. 


We are pleased that our traditionally close rela- 
tionship with Greece has been reaffirmed by the signature of 
this agreement. It will continue our bilateral defense 
relationship on mutually acceptable and beneficial terms and 
will contribute to the strength of NATO, the alliance of 
which we are both members. 


We hope the conclusion of this agreement will also 
lead to expanded cooperation in other aspects of our bila- 
teral relations. 














That's the end of it. I might note with regard to 
the DECA, the Greek agreement, that the text of that will be 
available tomorrow. We don't have it today. 


@) Is there a time on that, time limit on the 
agreement? How long is it for? 


A I think that you will find again the text of 
the agreement will make that clear, but I'd refer you back 
to the briefing that was held here, I think July 15, which was 
the date of initialing and what we said at that time. 


@) Copies of both, Alan? 
A Copies of both. Sure. 


e) But your opinion of the agreement at that 
time on July 15 has not changed? 


A That's correct. I refer you back to what we 
said at that point. 


e) Alan, back on the advisory you mentioned, do 
you have an opinion on the wisdom of that and support it or 


A It is our advisory -- 


) Of the pilots. Would you like to see it 
expanded in any form? 


A I think simply -- two things on this, I 
guess. One, as I say, the advisory opinion is a State 
Department opinion being issued in response to this action 
in order to advise people about inconveniences that they 
might face. So that's the nature of this particular action. 


In terms of the action by the pilots, which I 
think is your question, that is something for them to decide 
in their private capacity. Certainly the kinds of actions 
that they're taking reflect the concern, condemnation, 
horror at tne action by the Soviet Union consistent with our 
Own position. 


0 Is there any significance in using the term 
"defense" instead of "military" in describing the agreement 
with Greece? 











A It's what it's been called. I think if you 
go back and talk about the relationship, we've talked about 
it as a defense -- I mean, there's no new terminology here. 


Q I mean, it's different from the name of the 
agreement, the title of the agreement, the last one. 


A I don't believe that's correct. Most of our 
agreements refer to defense, if you look at the titles of 
agreements. 


e) On the Middle East, please? 
A Yes. Go ahead. 


0 Alan, regarding the firing of the U.S. ship 
today at Druze positions, would you characterize this as 
indeed an escalation, or this authority to do so has always 
been there? 


A I think that Larry Speakes addressed this, 
this morning, and I'll refer you to what he said about that. 
I don't have anything to add to what he said. 


8) Can this be expanded to use of U.S. military 
aircraft in the region to spot or attack similar positions, 
Or is this type of order limited only to artillery fire from 
Marine positions or ship positions? 


A "This type of order," I'm sorry? 

Q To attack a hostile force -- 

A I'm not going to try to speculate. I think 
that you know there was some reconnaissance yesterday, and 
there's some guidance that was available on that. It 
actually had a dual purpose, but there was reconnaissance. 
I can't try to predict the future on this. 


8) Alan, do we understand that the Marines are 
now working under different orders to fire back? 


A No. They've been under orders all the time 
to be able to return fire. There's no difference in that. 


0 Why didn't they return fire before? 


A They have returned fire before. That's 


wrong. 














¢) From the ships? 


A Oh, from the ships? I can't tell you why the 
decision was made on the ground to return fire this morning 
from the ships as opposed to doing it some other way. That 
you can check with the people who were involved in that. 

But in terms of the ability to do this, there's nothing new 
about that. 


0 There have been a lot of articles during the 
last three or four days. One of them, the last of them, had 
been The Washington Post editorial today asking the Reagan 
Administration to re-evaluate its stand on its diplomatic 
initiatives on political maneuvering regarding the govern- 
ment of President Gemayel. 





There is some sort of a conclusion from these 
articles that you have been backing one faction in Lebanon 
against others, be it in power or be it otherwise. 


A That would be an incorrect conclusion. We 
have not backed one faction against others or a group of 
factions against others. We have backed the Government of 
Lebanon, and we have continued to work very hard to try to 
help bring about a national consensus and reconciliation, 
and it would be an incorrect statement of significant magni- 
tude to suggest we're backing any one faction. 


0 One of the major conditions of Mr. Jumblatt 
and his allies for a national reconciliation to join in 
these efforts is to freeze the Israeli-Lebanese agreement. 
Before this step is taken by the government, Mr. Jumblatt is 
not ready to talk national reconciliation. Is this your 
understanding and -- 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of specific terms for the national reconciliation. 
Obviously, those are part of the discussions that are going 
on rather intensively in a variety of places, so I don't 
think it would be helpful to get into that. 


I think our position on the agreement is quite 
well known and I don't have any change to offer you with 
regard to that. 


0 Alan, I just came from the Hill where I 
picked up a definite feeling among staff members and mem- 
bers, concern that the United States and the other members 
of the MNF are about on the brink of entering the civil war 
in Lebanon on the side militarily of the central government 
against the dissident Muslim elements there. 














What's your feeling on that? Is that an incorrect 
concern? 


A I think that I've addressed that already par- 
tially. I would also say that there is no change in the 
mandate of the MNF. 


QO Is there one contemplated? 

A Is there a change in the mandate contemplated? 
I'm not aware of a change in the mandate that's 
contemplated. 

@) How about consultations among the various 


members of the MNF in response to the Lebanese request for 
more troops? 


A There is no formal request for a change in 
the role, mandate, or size of the MNF. Obviously, those 
kinds of issues have been discussed for some time. The 
Lebanese have discussed it publicly, and we've talked about 
it here. But there's no formal request. 


In terms of discussion among the MNF forces, or 
countries I should say, there's continuing consultation on a 
regular basis in Beirut. There's a mechanism which exists 
for this and it's carried out. But I think the premise of 
your question is incorrect. 


8) Alan, do you know how the numbers were set at 
the beginning of the deployment? Was this a judgment on 
what the minimum force for deterrence was required, or was 
it through negotiation between the members of the MNF, or 
how was it worked out to begin with? 


A I would have to refer you back to the 
briefings that were given at that time about the numbers. I 
think that, in fact, there was some question, as you may 
recall, going back to that time exactly how many were going 
to go ashore as opposed to how many were staying on ships, 
as far as the Americans were concerned. I don't know about 
the others. But I don't have anything new to offer you, and 
that's all on the record. 


Q Is there one non-formal request for aid? 
A For aid? 


Q Non-formal. 














A I'm not sure what you mean by "aid." There 
is a lot of aid going in. 


e) No, but of increasing the number of -- 

A No. The issue has been discussed -- 

@) There is no request at all, or -- 

A The issue has been discussed, as I said, and 


we've talked about it here, and the Lebanese have indicated 
that this might be helpful at some point. We've indicated a 
change might be helpful at some point. We've indicated that 
at an appropriate point we would consider whether that 
seemed to be in the cards and what was required, but there 
is no formal request and we don't act on that. 


Q The formal spokesman for the Marines in 
Beirut kept saying during the past days that they do not 
want to shell back -- fire back against the Moslem Druze 
because they are afraid of hitting civilian targets. 


A Yes. 


@) Is this still the rule, or will the new move 
by the ships of the American fleet mean that this doesn't 
matter now? 


A It's not a question of not mattering. I 
think there are two things: One, you're going to have to 
ask the Pentagon about that question. But, two, I think 
that the response to firing on the MNF, be it American or 
any Other, I would guess, but certainly in terms of the 
Marines, it would depend on the circumstances. I think that 
you make a -- I'm going over the line of what one should 
address from this podium as opposed from the Pentagon, but I 
think that there is an assumption in your question that a 
firing from a ship cannot be as precise as firing from a 
Marine location on the ground. I think that would be an 
erroneous assumption, but you better ask the Pentagon about 
that sort of thing. 


@) Are the ships offshore part of the 
Multinational Force -- considered part of the MNF? If 
they're not, then they don't have to abide by the same 
guidelines of the MNF, is that true? 


X I'm not sure quite how to respond to that 
except to say that what they did this morning was in 
response to an attack which came -=- or rounds hit in the 





Marine area, and where, as we have indicated before, we will 
defend our own forces. The Marines will defend themselves, 
and they have the ability, have had the ability, to call in 
Other fire if necessary from those ships, and they did it 
this morning. 


I think the kind of distinction you're drawing and 
the suggestion that somehow the ships are going to do 
something independent of what the MNF forces are asking is 
probably off base -- or is off base. 


0 Are they part of the Multinational Forces? 


A I don't know how to define that. I guess 
Larry addressed that at the White House this morning. I 
personally don't know how to address that, but I don't think 
that's the point. The point is that they have been 
available, are available, will continue to be available, for 
help in defending against attack on the MNF, and that's what 
they did this morning. Again, there's no change in all that. 


@) Alan, will you be kind enough to give us a 
capsule of what the White House said because we're working 


A No. I think I'll -- 
Q We can't be in two places at one time. 


A I'm sorry. You're going to have to go to 
them. 


e) Also on Capitol Hill next week there's going 
to be an effort to force the Administration to make a 
finding, to file a finding under the War Powers Act, to 
justify keeping the Marines there. 


Could the Administration justify that under the 
War Powers Act? 


A Could the Administration justify keeping the 
Marines there? 


Q Right. Under the War Powers Act, by making a 
finding? 


A I'm not sure how to address that. We have 
reported, consistent with the requirements of the War Powers 
Resolution, more than once certainly, including quite 
recently. We will continue to do that as appropriate. 











We also have indicated that we have under review 
continually the question of whether our reporting is con- 
sistent, indeed, with the War Powers Resolution's reporting 
requirement. Our judgment is that it is. But, as I say, 
that review is ongoing on a continuing basis. 


Q Let me put it a different way. There's con- 
cern up there with the recent deaths that it is in fact a 
combat situation which the Administration -- 


A I'm sorry. I guess maybe you weren't here. 
We've addressed this several times in the last week. We 
feel that the reporting that has been done is consistent 
with those reporting requirements. 


I'm aware of statements by various people on the 
Hill expressing some concern about this issue, but I think 
that our position on this is as I've just stated it to you. 
We will continue, as I say, to review that situation. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do we have any comment at all on the Druze 
PSP reported promise not to fire on MNF positions, or on 
Lebanese Army positions located near the MNF? 


A Obviously we hope that the firing all around 
would stop and that there would be the kind of political 
reconciliation that would end that. We also quite clearly 
would like to see any firing that would impact on the MNF 
stopped, also, but that is hard to get. 


Q Did that promise come at all during the meet- 
ing? 


A I am not talking about promises and what has 
been discussed, and so on and so forth. I think, again, 
that gets us into the kinds of discussions that are on- 
going, and it is not going to be productive to address 
that sort of thing from this podium. 


Q Is the Administration talking to Members of 
Congress, or supporting a resolution that they would pass 
that would approve of the Marines in Beirut, which would, 
in effect, go around the War Powers Act? Is there any 
discussion about such a resolution? 


A I think that in terms of a resolution, I 
Saw some reports about that. That really is a matter for 
the Congress, and you should direct your questions to 
the Hill. . 


I guess I have to refer back to what I just 
said about the War Powers resolution, and ask you to just 
stick with that. 


0 Alan, two quickies. One, the Israelis 
have been reported to have crossed the Awali line back to 
the area, moving back to the area where they pulled back 
from. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't. I saw the wire report which sug- 
gested that they moved out to remove a blockade of some 
sort that had been established short of their position, 
but I don't have any information beyond the wire report, 
and I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Second, the Saudi efforts have been resumed 
today. They sent Prince Bandar to Damascus. Do you have 
any assessment of this? 
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A No. We have said before that we have con- 
sulted closely with the Saudis, who have played a con- 
sistently constructive role in a very complex and diffi- 
cult search for a peaceful solution to the problems 
confronting Lebanon. 


We would expect to continue to consult closely 
with them. 


e) Back on the plane for a second, have you 
been notified by the Soviets that they have found any 
additional wreckage? Have you gotten any answer to your 
request to help join the search? 


A The answers are -- I don't believe we have 
been contacted ourselves. I saw the wire reports from 
Tokyo, I guess it was, but I don't have any detail on that, 
and I don't believe we have been contacted. As far as the 
search is concerned, the Soviets have not yet responded to 
Our requests that we be allowed to search in their waters, 
and we will continue to pursue that. 


‘@) Are American ships and planes still in 
the area, in the international waters, just outside? 


A There certainly are ships and planes. Ex- 
actly whose -- I am sure there is American participation, 
but I don't know to what degree American, Japanese or 
Korean. I guess I would have to refer you to the Pentagon 
to see what the details are. 


@) Alan, I think MacFarlane is back in Beirut. 
Do you know anything about his current travel plans, or 
how long he will stay in Beirut? 


4 You haven't been listening to my constant 
line about not talking about his travel plans. I don't 
know. I mean, I don't have anything for you, in any 
case. 


But you are right, he is in Beirut, and 
Fairbanks is with him in Beirut. 


0 Yesterday you mentioned something about the 
PLO being involved in the fighting with the Druze militias, 
and you made your statement based on news reports, and you 
said you didn't have any hard evidence. 


Do you have any hard evidence beyond what you 
just said yesterday, and if these PLO people are members 
of the Fatah belonging to Yasser Arafat, or other groups 
there? 











ll 


A Let me simply say that there are conflict- 
ing reports about who is included in the fighting, and I 
can't comment beyond what I did say yesterday. But more 
important than that is that the fighting be brought to 
an early end so that the loss of life is stopped and 
political remedies can be sought and achieved. 


QO Alan, yesterday you said that the Secretary 
was looking into the possibility of not meeting with 
Gromyko -- 


A I didn't quite put it that way. 


I think I am going to refer you to what the 
Secretary said. I don't have anything new to say. I 
gather that they met for a couple of hours, a little more 
than that, this morning. The Secretary apparently did 
say something to the press on his way out. I am going 
to leave those kinds of questions to the party, I am 
afraid. 


'e) Can we have a filing break? 
A A filing break? Okay. 
‘ 8) How about a new subject? 
A Go ahead. George. 
@) On the incident at the airport in Nicaragua 


today, do you have any information? 


A I don't have any information on it. We 
have seen the report. Apparently there were sounds of a 
bomb, or bomb explosions, coming from the area at the 
airport, but I don't have any confirmed information. Our 
Embassy is checking into it. 


@) Have the two U.S. Senators landed as yet? 


A I do not know the answer to that question. 
I do know that Senators Hart and Cohen were scheduled to 
arrive there, but I don't know if they have landed. 


9 Do you have any information on where the 
plane was based? 


A I'm sorry, what are we talking about? 


0 Do you have any information -- 
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A The plane that reportedly was involved 
in the bombing? I don't have anything more than reports 
that are in the press. I can't even confirm to you that 
there was a bombing. You may have somebody who witnessed 
it, but I can't tell you from my own knowledge or from the 
reports I have, so I am just going to have to leave it with 


that. 


0 Was there any consultation at all between 
the U.S. Government and the International Pilots Union on 
their sanction. Was there any suggestion as to what the 
United States considered appropriate? 


A This was clearly their decision. I can't 
tell you whether there is anybody who has, on sort of a 
regular basis, liaison with them. It certainly wouldn't 
come out of here. There is no question that this is not aJU.S. 
Government project. This was their own doing, and I think 
if you look around the world at the action taken by other 
pilots associations, you will find a similar pattern. 


) Alan, have you been in contact with the 
Soviet Union during the last few days concerning the 
situation in Lebanon? 


A I think I am not going to be terribly speci- 
fic, except to say that we have discussed the subject of 
Lebanon and the Middle East with the Soviets from time to 
time. We continue to do that, and I would expect that there 
would be further discussions about it. It is a very impor- 
tant subject, and we would doubtless raise it on certain 
occasions. 


0 Can I understand that this covers the 
latest developments? 


A I don't have a specific reading. I don't 
think I am going to get into the details of our diplomatic 
dialogue with the Soviets. I just would make that gen- 
eral statement. 





0 Can you give us any dates? 
A No, I can't. 


0 Dobrynin apparently is back in town. I was 
just wondering if he was on anyone's schedule today? 


A I don't have anything to offer you at this 


point. 
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@) The United Nations Conference on the 
Palestinian question ended in Geneva with the statement, 
Or saying that there's implicit recognition of Israel and 
other parties living in the area. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A I don't. I saw it said a number of things 
in that final statement. Our attitude towards the con- 
ference in general, of course, we articulated before. I 
don't have anything on the final statement of that con- 
ference. 


@) Do you have anything there regarding the 
Administration's changing its position at all on the 
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty negotiations? 


A Yes. This is a question that I think re- 
lates to an article that appeared in the press this 
morning about the Administration position on a Compre- 
hensive Test Ban Treaty. 


The last session of the Trilateral CTB, Compre- 
hensive Test Ban, negotiation was in November in 1980. 
Although a CTB continues to be a long-term objective of 
the United States arms control policy, the President has 
decided not to resume trilateral negotiations at this 
time. 


Our primary concern is our ability to verify 
effectively Soviet compliance with the CTB, which is 
_ problematic. 


In the context of the verification procedures 

‘ discussed in the CTB Trilateral negotiations, there 
would still be substantial uncertainty about our ability 
to detect and identify clandestine testing. 


We are actively discussing verification and 
compliance problems related to a nuclear test ban in 
the forty nation Committee on Disarmament in Geneva. 


It is the Administration's position that a 
CTB be considered in the context of deep and verifiable 
arms reductions, expanded confidence-building measures, 
and improved verification capabilities. - 


We are committed to these goals. At the same 
time, it should be recognized the security of the 
United States and our allies is dependent upon a credible 
United States nuclear deterrent. 


The U.S. also employs nuclear testing to 
insure the continued reliability of existing weapons, and 
to incorporate safety and security features to prevent 
accidental or unauthorized detonation. 
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0 Copy, please? 
A 


Copy, yes. 


) Alan, you said the President has decided -- 
when was this? 


A Oh, Mike, this is old. 


0 This is nothing relating to any recent 
action on the part of disfavor with the Soviet Union? 


A No. This is reflecting existing policy. 
0 Are you talking two years ago he decided? 


A No. We talked about this several months 
ago when this issue was raised. I refer you back to the 
record on it. 


0 The guidance hasn't changed in these several 
months that have passed since then? 


A No. 


8) Could you discuss any other measures that 
might be under consideration at this point in light of the 
Soviet's refusal -- 


A The question you couldn't hear is discussing 
the other measures that are under consideration in light 
of the Soviet -- 


¢) -- refusal to meet any of the U.S. demands? 


A -- refusal to meet our demands. It is not 
just our demands, it is the demands of most of the people 
around the world. 


No, I think I am not going to go beyond what the 
President said about that, and I guess there was some dis- 
cussion of this yesterday following some meetings over at 
the White House, but I don't have anything new on it. 


0 Are there more meetings regarding this now? 


A I think that there is a constant pattern of 
meetings on this overall issue, yes, but I am not going 
to try to specify meetings to do this or meetings to do 
that, but there is a lot of activity in this government 
and in other governments about the shoot-down. 
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re) Alan, in that light, what presentation will 
the United States make, or what help will we offer at the 
International Civil Aviation Organization meeting in 
Montreal? 


A As I said yesterday, Jim, I am not prepared 
at this point to talk about what our position might be or 
what proposals we might make, or what proposals we might 
support at the ICAO meeting, I guess, next week in Canada. 


I think I am going to have to leave that for 
the moment. We think that is an important meeting, and we 
will just have to look at the situation and whether it is 
appropriate to speak publicly before we go in, or at the 
time we are there, or just what, and obviously we will have 
some things to say around the time of that meeting. 


Q Do we think it will be necessary to do a 
presentation similar to that at the United Nations? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. I 
don't know. 


e) Do you have any comment on the assessment by 
the Israelis that President Gemayel's Government is in danger? 


A No, I don't have any assessment on that. I 
think that we have made very clear our support for the 
Government of Lebanon, but I don't have any comment on that 
particular report. 


0 Has there been any change in your position 
on the Irag/Iran war after the meeting here by the Iraqi 
official? 


A, No, there is no change in our position on 
that? 


0 Will you characterize, as Newsweek magazine 
says here, as blackmail the using by Iraq of the French 
fighters aimed at getting Washington to pay more attention 
to the conflict? 





A I think that we have paid a great amount of. 
attention to that war, and we would like to see it resolved 
through negotiations. We talked about that before. I 
don't have anything new to offer you on that. 
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@) One question, please? Has there been an 
agreement with Pakistan to extend base facilities to the 
Rapid Deployment Force? 


A I have nothing on that, Spence. I don't 
know. 


QO Thank you. 


(The bricring concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Friday, September 9, 1983 





INDEX 


Subject Page 





DEPARTMENT 
Deputy Secretary Dam's Speech before Houston 
Forum Club e*rweveeoeeeeeneeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeee l 


ZIMBABWE 
Background Briefing on Mugabe US Visit ......... 1 


USSR 

Shootdown of South Korean Airliner 
-- Briefing of Families on Compensation ........ l 
-- Soviet Press Conference: Questions Left 

Unanswered by SOvietS cesccesccccsceseceseses 2, 3, 5-6 
-- Refusal to Allow US/Japanese Search of Area. 2 
-- Reports of Debris/Documents/Bodies Found .... 3 
-- French Reaction to NATO Sanctions ....eeee0++ 3-4 
-- Details of Downing (Sonar Transponder; Emer- 

gency Distress Signal; When Plane Left US 

Radar Range; Tracer Shots) .esecesscecsscceess 4, 5-6 
—— US Compensation Claim weccceseccceseescesesss 4-5 
-- Status of Shultz-Gromyko UNGA Meeting ....... 6, 7 
-- US Attitude toward Private American Travel 

CO USSR cccccccccccesccccccecscccccsesescsccccess FI 


LEBANON 

Statement on Recent MASSACTFES weceseeeseeeecesss IL-2, 7-9, ll 
US Aid to Refugees eeeeseeeeneeneteeneeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeee g 
Palestinian Involvement in Fighting ...eeeeeeeee 10 
Lebanese Cabinet Call for Cease-Fire, 4-Point 

Peace Plan eeeeseeeeensetnseeeeneeeeeeeeeneeeeeneneeeeeee 10 
Marine Rules Of Engagement .eeeeseeeeseseceeeves Ll 
Reported Israeli Statement on Massacres of 

Christians e*eeeeoeoeeeneensereeeeeeneeneeeeeeeeeneeneeeeneee#e ll 
US Supply of Arms to LAF eeeeeeeeeeeeee ee eee eeee 11-12 
McFarlane/Fairbanks in CypruS? weseseseseseveees 12 


I RAN-I RAO 
Iragi Discussions with US re War .eseeesescceeee FY 
US Arms through 3rd Parties eeesoeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeees 10 


INF 
Gromyko Willingness to Drop French-UK Missiles 


Issue e*eeeeseeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeenreeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 10 


CHILE 
Demonstrations eeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneee ll 


NICARAGUA 
Bombings/Air Attacks *eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 13 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #158 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1983, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few state- 
ments, announcements, etc., for you. 


First, to let you know that on Wednesday, 
September 14, Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth W. Dam will 
speak at a luncheon sponsored by the Forum Club in Houston, 
Texas, at the Shamrock Hilton. The topic of his address 
will be "Economic Development and U.S. Policy in Central 
America. I understand there will not be an advance text, 
although obviously we will have a text at some point. Press 
contact, should you be interested in covering it, is Larry 
Kurtz, Area Code (713) 960-1924. 


Second, there will be a backround briefing on the 
visit of Robert Mugabe, Prime Minister of Zimbabwe, here in 
the press briefing room September 12, Monday, at 2:00 p.m. 


The Department has invited the families of U.S. 
nationals who were aboard Korean Airlines Flight No. 007 to 
the Department for a briefing this afternoon at 4:00 p.m. to 
explain the claim for compensation that the United States 
intends to present to the U.S.S.R. for their benefit. 


Acting Secretary Eagleburger will welcome the 
families to the Department and express our condolences. 
Department attorneys will explain the claim itself. 


Finally, a statement on reports of massacres in 
Lebanon: 


During the bitter and tragic factional fighting 
that has erupted between Christian and Druze militias in 
Lebanon, innocent civilian lives are needlessly being taken 
in terrible acts of vengeance. Druze and Christian alike 
have fallen victim and are equally threatened. 


We condemn the senseless loss of life. It can 
only serve to aggravate tiie bitterness and hatred that 
already exists. Lebanon has endured too much bloodshed 
through the many years of fighting. Further bloodshed can 
in no way serve the cause of peace and national harmony and 
is a blight on humanity. 





The United States calls for an immediate cease- 
fire, and we appeal to all those involved in the fighting to 
respect human life and to alleviate the suffering that war 
has brought. Nothing good can come of indiscriminate 
killing regardless of its perpetrators or its victims. 


Lebanon owes it to itself to turn a new page in 
its tragic history so that peace and human decency can 
prevail. 


9] Copies? 


A Copy. Yes. Happy to do that. That's it for 
announcements. 


Q Alan, could we turn briefly, please, to the 
plane? Regarding the statements of the Soviet Army Chief of 
Staff in Moscow today, again that the Korean jetliner was on 
a spy mission, it was a deliberately, thoroughly planned 
intelligence operation. 


Have you seen those remarks of the Chief of Staff, 
and do you have a response? 


A We've certainly gotten reports of it, Mike. 
Let me respond in this way. The Soviet event today clearly 
did not provide us and the rest of the world with answers to 
the questions we all have about Soviet actions in this case. 
The Soviet Union still owes the world answers and assurances 
that civil aviation will not be targeted in the future. 


It is interesting to note what the Soviets did not 
do today. They offered no evidence to support their asser- 
tion that the plane was on a reconnaissance mission. They 
offered no evidence to support their claim that they 
attempted to identify or force down the KAL plane. They 
offered no answer when asked why Soviet authorities did not 
try to contact U.S. or Japanese authorities before firing on 
the aircraft. 


I might also add that the plane's black box would 
provide data which would help clear up questions about the 
KAL flight's movements. Soviet refusal to allow us to 
search in their waters reduces the likelihood that the black 
box will be recovered and answers provided which could help 
clarify the situation. 


Q Copy? 


A I'll give you a copy of part of that. 








Q Do you have any information on recovery of 
debris or bodies? 


7 I can give you part on that. Going back 
again partially to what I just said, thus far the Soviets 
have turned aside our request for permission to enter Soviet 
territorial waters and airspace to participate in the search 
and recovery of debris and casualties from the downed Korean 


airliner. 


They have argued that since the Soviet Government 
has not yet found any debris within Soviet territorial 
waters, there is no need for such a U.S. search in that 
area. 


The Soviets have given coordinates of points out- 
side Soviet waters where they state they have found aircraft 
debris, and stated that no bodies have yet been recovered 
and that further information on results of the Soviet search 
would be provided in the near future. 


We're obviously disappointed by this uncooperative 
Soviet response. We believe that the Soviet Union must 
adopt a more forthcoming attitude in facilitating inter- 
national recovery and investigation efforts. 


I've seen the reports, Mike, of a German ship 
having recovered bodies or of the body of a child having 
been picked up or washed up. I simply don't have any infor- 
mation for you on that at this point. Obviously, we would 
follow up on those reports, but I don't have anything for 
you. 


e) In your opening statement, did I understand 
you correctly that it was a Soviet "event" -- is that the word 
you used -- in Moscow? What were the first few words of that? 


A Yes, the Soviet event. 


0 You do not term that as a news conference? 
You have some judgment about that? 


A I think I'll just stick with the words that 
I've got. 


Jeff? 


Q Alan, in Madrid, the domestic Spanish news 
service radio says that French Foreign Minister Cheysson 
called the NATO sanctions on the Soviets "over-excited," and 
Said that France is not going to be going along. 











What about that? 


A I've seen that report, Jeff. I don't have 
anything on it. There were meetings, as you know, in Madrid 
yesterday. There were going to be further meetings today, 
and I believe there are going to be some meetings in 
Brussels and elsewhere. I think that, rather than try to 
preempt the process and comment on press reports, we'll just 
let the process play itself out a bit. 


0 There were reports that the Korean plane 
carried a sonar transponder of some kind that would facili- 
tate locating it underwater. Has there been any luck in 
doing that? 


A I'm not aware of that, frankly. I can't -- 


Q Do you know whether or not those satellites 
which can receive emergency distress signals picked up any? 
We have one; the Soviets have two. 


A The answer is, I have no information 
regarding it. But I would have to say, based on what I do 
know, that it is unlikely that anybody has any such infor- 
mation. The information we have, for example -- the 
chatter at the end of the flight between the plane and the 
Japanese tower -- suggested that the plane simply did not know 
it was off-course. 


If you're suggesting some sort of automatic 
transmittal, I'm not aware that any such data has been made 
available. Obviously, the plane was off-course, but I don't 
know what data there is. I simply don't know. 


QO For logistics purposes, Alan, do you have an 
arrival time for the Secretary tonight and know whether he 
will make a statement at the airport? 


A Keep in touch with the Press Office, but as 
of this point the arrival time is somewhat before 6:00 -- 
earlier than the original schedule, I think. My 
understanding was that he was not planning on an arrival 
statement the last I checked, but I really think that that 
is something you will have to see later on. I don't know 
that that necessarily is how we'll end up. We'll have to 
see. 


0 Alan, can you tell us anything more about the 


os 


claims for compensation? Have these yet been given to the 
Soviets? 











A I really am not going to be able to give you 
anything on claims other than we -- I did have some guidance 
on this. Let me see. The fact is that the President said, 
when he announced claims would be presented, he said they 
would be presented within a week. They haven't been 
presented. I think a week would take it, what, to next 


Monday. 


0 Would they be presented, do you know, 
directly to the Soviets or to an international body? 


A I think we've indicated, John, that in the 
first instance we would present claims through diplomatic 
channels. But until it has been presented, it would be 
premature and inappropriate to discuss its contents. 
However, we will make the claim public, and we will provide 
information, a briefing, or whatever is necessary, on it 
once it has been presented. 


0 I understand from the White House that there 
are precedents under which even Libya has paid reparations 
in a similar event. Do you know about any of those 
precedents? 


A I just don't know. I'm sorry. 


) The Soviet statement says that when the plane 
Started to veer off course, it was still under the range of 
U.S. radar aids. Can you confirm that? 


A No. My information is that the Anchorage 
radar, which would control it when it first took off, 
followed it out -- I forget how many miles; 200 miles, I 
guess -- and that, as of the time it left the range of that 
radar, there was no indication that it was off-course. I'm 
not saying that it might not have diverted to a certain 
extent -- I can't really tell you that; but anyway, there 
was no indication on the radar that Anchorage had that there 
was anything seriously wrong at that point. Then, it went 
out of radar range, as you know, and didn't go back into 
anybody's range until it got near Tokyo. 


0 If I may follow, Alan, they also mentioned 
120 shots of tracers. Have you had any confirmation of 
this? 


A No; nor, as I said in the opening answers to 
the questions on the flight today, is there any evidence 
that the Soviets have presented other than an assertion that 





they did that. And I think I would refer you back to the 
transcript of the Soviet pilots, which certainly did not 
indicate any such activity. 


9) Alan, do you know about the encripted infor- 
mation that is in the possession of the United States that 
proves conclusively that the Soviets knew they were shooting 
at a civilian airliner? 


A John, I think we've addressed this before, 
and I don't have anything new to add to this. I'm not going 
to get into the question of any more intelligence infor- 
mation than we have already provided. The fact of the 
matter is that the Soviet aircraft which shot down that 
plane, if it didn't know, it sure should have known that it 
was a Civilian aircraft. It was close enough; it had an 
Obligation to get close enough; it had an obligation to do 
an awful lot of things that it did not do. 


We pointed, in Acting Secretary Eagleburger's 
remarks the other day, to questions of competence which are 
raised by this whole Soviet explanation of what went on. 


0 My question is, leaving encription aside, do 
we know that the Soviets knew they were shooting at a 
civilian airliner? 


A I'm going to stand on the answers I've just 
given you. 


0 Where do we stand now, Alan, on the 
Secretary's meeting Gromyko in New York at the U.N. 
sessions? 


A I think that the Secretary's party has indi- 
cated that at this point, we're not addressing that issue 
just yet. I'm sure that issue will come up soon. After 
all, the General Assembly will open soon. But I think that 
the Secretary will want to come back and report to the 
President, and I think we'll figure from there where we're 
going. 


0 What will the activities of the Secretary be 
tomorrow? He will be reporting to the President and what 
else? 


A Why don't we talk about that later. 




















@) Is he considering advancing his trip to New 
York from the previous schedule, going up earlier? 


B I have no information. We haven't announced 
his trip so I haven't got a schedule to compare it against, 
but I have no information about any particularly early trip. 


@) Does the Administration plan any further 
steps to discourage cultural ties between the United States 
and the Soviet Union? And does it wish to discourage 
Americans from perhaps traveling on their own to the Soviet 
Union for cultural or business purposes? 


A Our attitude toward private travel to the 
USSR for exchange activity, tourism, or any other purpose 
remains what it has been, that we neither encourage nor 
discourage it. The decision to proceed with planned travel 
to the USSR is for each individual to make. 


Anyone considering travel to the USSR in the near 
future, however, must take into account the advisory that we 
issued on September 8 about the ban on flights to Moscow 
proposed by the World Pilots Association. Actions taken in 
response to that proposal may seriously disrupt travel to 
and from the USSR, and could involve travelers in delays and 
substantially higher costs. 


0 Would the Administration like to see 
Americans who had business or other ventures planned curtail 
them? 


ey I think I just answered your question. I 
said our position remains what it has been: we neither 
encourage nor discourage such travel. 


0 Alan, I'm wondering why the timing of your 
statement on the massacres, as the massacres have been com- 
mitted at least three days ago, and one a week ago? 


A Bassem, we continue to get reports here and 
there of different massacres that are going on. We, 
obviously, have condemned those massacres in the past, but 
it just appeared that there is so much going on, so much 
threat of possible -- just because of the situation 
where you've got a large number of refugees in various pla- 
ces, that it could turn even more tragic. 


2) Is it not designed for the Deir Khama 
where the Phalangist forces in the Shouf are concentrated 
now? 








A It is designed to cover the entire situation. 

Q Following up on that, is there any evidence 
that this Administration has that the Syrians have been involved 
directly or indirectly in the massacres? 


A I don't have any information on that, Jeff. 


-- MORE -- 





re) Are any of the groups that have been involved 
in the massacres alleged to be under Syrian control? 


A I'm not going to try to get into identifying 
who is responsible for what massacres. Our concern is that 
everybody stand down from that kind of horrible activity, 
and I will refer you back to the statement. I'm not going 
to try to get into who is responsible. 


Q Alan, is the U.S. Government planning to do 
anything about those refugees and the displacement of those 
thousands of people in terms of any particular assistance 
programs, relief, or anything of that nature? 


A I don't have anything here at this point to 
offer you on that. Certainly, as I say, the issue is of con- 
cern to us. We've paid attention to it, but I don't have 
anything to give you from here. 


0 Has Iraq asked the United States to take any 
steps with regard to finding a solution to the Gulf war? 


A I assume this comes out of the reports in the 
papers, specifically with regard to Mr. Kittani. I'm not 
going to get into our diplomatic discussions with the 
Iraqis. Iraq and many others have repeatedly pointed out 
the dangers of a continuation of the Iran-Iraq war which threatens 
the stability of the entire region. The U.S. has long 
recognized that danger. 





In our view, it's a grave mistake for anyone to 
believe the continued warfare, whether through economic or 
military means, will accomplish constructive political 
objectives. We have avoided steps that could contribute to 
the prolongation or escalation of the war and we continue to 
encourage other countries to take that same approach. 


0 A copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q Has there been or is there likely in the near 


future to be any change, however imperceptible, in the U.S. 
attitude towards the two countries involved in that war? 


A We have not tilted toward either 
party. The independence and territorial integrity of both 
countries contribute to the stability of the region. That 
is our position; that will remain our position. 
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Q Any comment on this report that Gromyko might 
be willing -- that the Soviets might be willing to regard 
the British and French missiles as strategic rather than 
including them in the INF talks? 


A Soviet insistance on introducing the indepen- 
dent national deterrant forces of third countries in the 
bilateral negotiations has been an impediment to procress 
since the talks began. But, as with the remarks by Mr. 
Andropov on the "liquidation" of SS-20 missiles, it's essen- 
tial that the Soviets present any new ideas at the nego- 
tiations in Geneva. Genuine flexibility on this issue would 
be a sign of Soviet seriousness toward the negotiations. 


Q Alan, I have a follow-up on the Iraqi. Have 
they asked you to stop supplying Iran through a third 
party? 


A Two points: one, as I say, I'm not going to 
discuss diplomatic conversations; two, we have not been 
supplying either party directly or indirectly. 


Q Alan, do you have anything new on Palestinian 
involvement in the fighting in Lebanon? 


a I don't have anything new today beyond what 
we said before. 


9) How about anything on the involvement of 
other forces in the fighting in Lebanon? 


A I really don't have anything new with respect 
to that at all. I can give you a little sitrep, if you 
would like, on Lebanon. 


The Lebanese Cabinet issued a statement yesterday 
in which it called for a cease-fire. The statement also 
gave the text of a proposed four-point peace agreement. 


Beirut is relatively quiet today, although 
neighborhoods in the city itself and some suburbs were 
shelled last night. According to radio reports, the Barbir 
Hospital in West Beirut was hit and set afire. 

However, no one was killed. 


The LAF issued a communique on Friday morning 
which claimed that it had silenced batteries which were 
shelling West Beirut. Some radio reports indicate that the 
LAF is continuing its deployment to the southeast of Beirut; 
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and we've seen some reports of shelling after a quiet night 
at Beirut International Airport where the U.S. contingent of 
MNF is deployed, but no Marine casualties have been reported. 


0 Does the Marine mandate there allow them to 
return fire when they are fired upon? 


A Sure. 
Q So that, Alan, will be customary then? 


Ay It has been part of the rules of engagement 
since they first went out there. I'm afraid by missing our 
briefings you don't -- really, we've discussed this over the 
last several days, though, and I'd refer you back to the 
record on it. 


0 The Israelis put out a statement today saying 
that they are not ready to leave the "Christians in (inaudible) 
to be massacred." Where do you stand on this, on their 
return to the Chouf, if they haven't already? 


A I'm not aware of that statement, so I don't 
have a comment to offer on it. Our attitude towards the 
massacres which have taken place and the potential for 
others again is contained in the statement I gave you, but I 
don't have anything on that particular report. 


Q Anything on the demonstrations in Chile? 
A Yes; I do have something on that. 


Preliminary reports from our Embassy in Santiago 
indicate that there was iess violence and fewer arrests than 
occurred in the last protest on August 11. Nevertheless, we 
remain concerned about the situation. 


There were some incidents of excessive use of 
force against demonstrators, including leaders of the 
Christian Democratic Party, and of violence by the pro- 
testers. There was no curfew this time, since the govern- 
ment had lifted the state of emergency previously in 
effect; and, as opposed to August 1l, public order was main- 
tained only by the national police and not by the armed for- 
ces. Most of those arrested have reportedly been released. 
Santiago and other cities appear normal at this time. 


Q CBS said that there's a massive air- and sea- 
lift of U.S. ammunition to the Lebanese army and they said 
it's the largest in the Mideast, the largest Mideast supply 
operation since the 1973 war. Is that correct? 








12 


A I can't give you comparisons and so on. What 
I can do is try to give you some sense of what we have been 
doing though. 


Since January 1983, we have agreed to provide 
Lebanon with approximately $400 million worth of 
military equipment. This includes tanks, APCs, howitzers, 
machine guns, rifles, vehicles, communications equipment, 
ammunition, tents, uniforms and other personal equipment. 
So far, approximately $200 million worth of this 
equipment has been delivered. We are providing this equip- 
ment to rebuild the army so that it can assist the 
Government of Lebanon in maintaining security and extending 
control in the countryside. 


Q Alan, I have a follow-up to that. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A A copy, yes. 


Q Still, how would you characterize the provi- 
sion of that equipment? Has anything been done to expedite 
it? Is it a massive airlift under way? 


A I don't have any information on specifically 
how it's being provided. 


Q But nothing in addition to what had already 
been in the pipeline? 


A Again, all I have is this. 
Q Yes. 


a I think if you want to check with the 
Pentagon and see about deliveries, you can do that, but I 
just don't have anything else. 


Q Alan, where are McFarlane and Fairbanks 
today? 


4 They are still rattling around in the area. 
(Laughter.) I really don't have anything very specific on 
them. I don't know specifically where they are, actually, 
but they're continuing their discussions. They have done 
that. I just don't have it offhand, no. 


Q Are they going to Cyprus? 


A Are they going to Cyprus? I don't have it; I 
don't know. 
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Q Do you have a readout at all of what's going 
on in Nicaragua, more information on the attack yesterday? 
And there were reports of a new attack today in Corinto -- 
air attack? 


A Yes; I do have something on that. 


While we've seen the reports quoting the Nicaraguan 
Foreign Ministry communique and the communique by the 
Revolutionary Democratic Alliance, ARDE, claiming credit for 
the attacks on both the base for the Sandinista Air Force at 
Sandino Airport and on what ARDE described as a Soviet- 
run electronic communications center used by Nicaragua state 
security, we have yet to receive any official Nicaraguan 
protest -- which was also mentioned, I think, in the various 
press reports about this -- in any allegations of U.S. 
involvement. 


But I should note that even in the absence of an 
official protest, we should make it clear that we would 
deplore any attack which would endanger the lives of inno- 
cent civilians. 


I've also seen a report in the wires this 
morning of an attack on Corinto. Again, I don't have 
anything specifically on that. 


@) Thank you. 


A O.K.; you're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:40 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements for you. 


First, a correction on the speech title of Deputy 
Secretary Dam's speech in Houston on the 14th. The correct 
title is "Economic Growth and U.S. Policy in Central 
America." I think we hac announced it as "Economic 
Development and U.S. Policy in Central America." Never say 
we're not accurate. (Laughter) 


Secondly, a reminder that there will be a 
background briefing on the visit of Robert Mugabe, the Prime 
Minister of Zimbabwe, here in the Press Briefing Room today 
at 2:00 p.m. 


Third, to let you know that the FAA is releasing 
today the transcripts and tapes of communications between 
the flight crew of KAL 007 and the FAA traffic control 
tower, or facilities at Anchorage. As I understand it, 
those -- well -- 


Let me just go on with the announcement. These 
tapes and transcripts indicate that no one was aware that 
KAL Flight 007 was off course. Since the communications 
cover a period of several hours, both the transcripts and 
the tapes have been compressed by eliminating all material 
that doesn't relate in any way to the flight of KAL 007, and 
anyone who wants to listen to the full tapes can make 
arrangements with FAA. I suggest you set aside quite a bit 
of time if you're interested in doing that. 


Q Alan -- 


A Let me go on and finish what I am doing. 
As I said, the tapes do indicate that the KAL pilot was not 
aware of any problem in maintaining course. He followed all 
of his required position reports in U.S.-controlled air 
Space. However, the FAA only has radar coverage for 
approximately 165 miles from Anchorage, so there normally is 
no effective way for the agency to check these position 
reports for accuracy, and it was impossible to tell from 
these tapes the pilot-controller communication where KAL 007 
began to deviate from its assigned route. 


One thing I should note. The tapes show that KAL 
007 was relaying its position reports after it left the 














BEST COPY AVAILABLE 2 
mainland through another Korean airliner in the general 
vicinity. The chief of FAA control center in Anchorage says, 
"It is not unusual for an aircraft to relay information 
through another aircraft. In itself, this relay would not 
alert a controller that an abnormal situation exists." 


For your convenience, we have copies of the 
transcript available in the Press Office for you after the 
briefing. 


8) Are the tapes here -- 


A No, we do not have the tapes here. You have 
to go to the FAA for that. 


And, finally, an announcement -- make sure it's 
finally -- about a note presented to the So’ -“<s this 


morning. At 10:30 a.m. today, Acting Assi- Secretary of 
State for European Affairs John H. Kelly : :2d the 
Soviet Embassy's Deputy Chief of Mission, s:..-.off, with a 


diplomatic note demanding compensation from tne Soviet Union 
for the lives of U.S. nationals aboard Korean Airlines 
Flight 007. 


The note indicated that the United States con- | 
siders the Soviet Union's destruction of that aircraft as a 
"flagrant and unjustifiable breach of applicable principles 


of international law" and as a “direct violatior ~— “er 

nationally-agreed procedures to be followed whe:. craft 

inadvertently intrudes on a state's territorial . se.” 
The note further characterized the Sovie<  .:on's 


action as wrongful and as giving rise to "responsibility 
under international law to make reparation." The United 
States' diplomatic note did not specify an amount of compen- 
sation but indicated that the United States will supplement 
its claim with specifics at a later date. 





Soviet DCM Sakoloff refused to accept the note. 
Acting Assistant Secretary Kelly refused to accept Mr. 
Sakoloff's rejection of the U.S. note. (Laughter) At the 
Same time the U.S. note was presented to DCM Sakoloff, Mr. 
Kelly presented a similar diplomatic note on behalf of the 
Government of the Republic of Korea demanding compensation 
for its losses as well. DCM Sakoloff also rejected that note. 


We shall continue to press the Soviets to meet 
their clear obligation under international law to pay com- 
pensation to both the United States and Korea. 


We will also make available to you the text of 
both of those notes in the Press Office. That is it for 
announcements. 














Q What happens next? Does the United States 
take it to the International Court of Justice or try to get 
the Soviets to accept it or what? 


A I think we are going to be presenting that 
note again; sending it over to them. In terms of what one 
could do witn the International Court of Justice, specifi- 
cally, or even in general in an international fora, we're 
carefully considering every possible avenue by which we 
might press the claim. 


As far as the Court of Justice is concerned, the 
ICJ has jurisdication over claims between states only to the 
extent that the states accept its jurisdiction. The Soviet 
Union has not accepted the Court's general jurisdiction. 
Nevertheless, as I say, I can assure you that we will be 
carefully monitoring all of our options. 


Q What is the status of the note, since we 
didn't accept their refusal to accept it? Do they have the 
note or what? What does that mean in real terms? 

A We will re-present that note. 


Q In other words, they have not taken it 
physically? 


A They did not physically take it this morning. 
8) (Inaudible). 


A I'm not going to go into the details of what 
the exact next step will be in terms of presenting it, but 
we will continue to press this issue. 


Q In other words, you just resubmit it to them? 


A I think I'll leave you with what I just said about 
it. We'll re-present the note. 


Was it read in toto to Sakoloff? 


A Was the note read in toto to Sakoloff? It 
was. 

Q How long was it, please? 

A You'll get the copy of the note. 

Q The note is in our possession, then? 

A Yes, that's correct. 

















Q Alan, a technical point. Do we represent 
South Korea in diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union on 
all issues? 


A No, we don't represent the -- 
Q Who is their representative? 


A I don't know. You would have to check with the 
Koreans. 


Q Has Canada and other nationals presented to 
the Russians similar demands? 


A The short answer to the question is, there 
have been others. Based on information we now have, it 
would appear that passengers from the following places were 
aboard the aircraft: Korea, Japan, Taiwan, Hong Kong, the 
Philippines, Australia, Malaysia, India, Thailand, Canada, 
Great Britain and Sweden. 


In addition to Korea, for which as I had men- 
tioned, we presented a claim at the same time as our own, 
several other countries already have presented claims. 
Thailand and the Philippines did so almost immediately. 
Canada presented a claim on Friday to the Soviets. We 
expect several others to do so this week. 


I would note, too, that a great many other 
countries that do not have claims of their own have called 
on the Soviet Union in the U.N. and elsewhere to fulfill its 
international legal obligation to compensate the families of 
the victims. 


| Q How many countries were there, please, Alan 
(inaudible) 


A I think it's 13. 12 plus the U.S. is 13. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A I identify 13 -— No, I think I'm going to 
refer you to the record instead of presenting all these Q's 
and A's. 


Q Were the other claims refused as well? 


A You'll have to check with the other govern- 
ments as to what happend with their claims. 
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e) When you say exploring options, one would 
assume that if the note is presented again it will be simi- 
larly rejected. What are the other options? 


A What I was talking about in terms of 
exploring other avenues or considering every possible avenue, 
I‘m talking about other than in terms of presenting a bila- 
teral claim. I'm not going to try to predict or project 
what conclusions we'll come to in that respect. 


Q Without asking you to explore every possible 
avenue, could you specify some of the possible avenues that 
are being explored? 


A No. 


Q What was the hesitancy about numbers in con- 
nection with the demand for compensation? 


A I think that at this point, it simply has not 
been determined what claim, what number, we will be pre- 
senting in that respect. I don't think it's hesitancy 
beyond that. 


fe) Alan, since you have now raised a legal 
matter here, let me just put it this way: Since in the 
first instance the Korean airliner is responsible to the 
passengers, and they've said that they will pay, I guess 
they said $75,000 per person -- or “head of household," I 
think they said -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- is the United States also going to ask the 
Koreans to waive that limit? 


A Is the United States going to ask the Koreans 
to waive the limit? . I think that what you're talking about 
is a relationship between the Korean airliner and the 
passengers, and that would be up to the passengers to 
pursue. 


Q In the courts. 


A I don't know how they would pursue it, but 
that's not -- This is a government clain. 


Q How does a government get involved with 
another government on something involving private American 
citizens on claims? I'm just asking you as a legal 
question. 

















A Let me just answer that we do not intend that 
this action, this claim presented by the U.S. Government to 
the Government of the Soviet Union, had any effect on other 
legal remedies which U.S. nationals may have. It is being 
presented, as I say, on a government-to-government basis, as 
a claim governed by international law. I'll just leave you 
with that. 


Q Would the compensations requested, had they been 
accepted in a negotiation proved to be successful, be for- 
warded to the families? 


LEGAL EXPERT: The short answer to that is that typically 
the money comes back to the United States Government and is 
then distributed through some mechanism by Congress. 
Normally -- 


Q To the families? 


LEGAL EXPERT: To the families. Normally, some means 
has to be worked out to determine the proper heirs and 
whether the money will be distributed equally or by whatever. 
means. Congress does that by legislation, and frequently it 
delegates the specifics to the Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission. 


A O.K. I'd prefer not to turn this into a 
technical briefing if we can stay away from that. 


Q Why wasn't the Sokoloff invitation on the 
official schedule today of the State Department? As far as 
I know, it wasn't. 


A I don't know. Sometimes we put things on; 
sometimes we don't. But we have not hidden from you the 
fact that he was here. 


Q Why couldn't we have known about it in 
advance? 


A I don't think we've got every diplomat who 
comes in here, particularly below the rank of ambassador, on 
the schedule. 


fe) This is something you haven't been bashful 
about publicizing. 


A I don't think I'm being bashful about publi- 
cizing it at this point. 











e) After the fact. 


fe) What is the significance of the 165 miles you 
referred to in the FAA tape? 


A The 165 miles, which corrects something I 
said the other day in which I indicated 200 miles -- 
apparently, because of the topography in that particular 
direction, the radar going out of Anchorage is only effec- 
tive up to 165 miles, and that is the significance of it. 


Q But the tapes are beyond 165? 
A Oh, the tapes go on for several hours. 


0 I understood you to say that KAL was relaying 
information to another Korean airliner. What kind of 
information? 


A It was the regular back-and-forth between the 
plane that would normally have been carried out directly 
between Anchorage and the aircraft -- they relayed through 
another aircraft. But as I say, the FAA control indicates 
that that is not particularly unusual. 


0 Is that because he is so far? I mean, the radio 
communication =-=- 


A I don't know what the technical -- 
Ask FAA. I don't want to get into that. 


Q - Alan, the current issue of Newsweek says 
that U.S. evidence includes radio messages intercepted from 
Soviet ground stations. In one communication shortly before 
Flight 007 was shot down, Soviet Air Defense officers 
notified local SAM batteries that an RC-135 had penetrated 
Soviet air space. Is this correct? 





A I'm not going to comment on information 
which, from the nature of your description, clearly would 
fall into the intelligence category. We have provided what 
we can provide at this point, and I just don't have any -- 


Q Practically everything you have provided 
would ordinarily fall into the intelligence category except for 
the FAA tapes -=- 


A Don, I can't try and give you each individual 
decision. 

















Q It's an important point because the point 
when the RC-135 matter was first brought up at the White 
House, Sunday a week ago, the statement was made that a 
Soviet transmission identifying this plane as an RC-135 had 
taken place, but an hour and a half to two hours prior to 
the shooting down of the airplane. This says "shortly"; it 
doesn't say how many minutes. 


A Well, again, I'm not in a position to go 
through that. I will repeat what we said before on this, 
which is that the Soviet aircraft had an obligation to iden- 
tify that aircraft, and should have gone close enough in 
terms of carrying out its obligations under the inter- 
national procedures to recognize the rather distinctive 
outline. I find somewhat surprising, to say the least, a 
claim by a Soviet general this morning that an RC-135 
and a Boeing 747 are of the same shape and geometric design. 


If, indeed, the Soviets thought they had a U.S. 


military aircraft in their airspace over a period of 2-1/2 
hours, one has to ask why they didn't use the "hotline" to 


try and find out something about it. 


Q Would you take the question of whether the 
U.S. does have in its possession a communication as 
described by Newsweek? 





A No, I will not. 
Q Why not? 


A Because it gets into the area of intelligence 
activities. I'm not going to go through that again. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A I'm sorry. That's the way it is. 


Q For heaven's sake. This entire matter 
has come from intelligence sources, and you're saying you 
can't comment on sources? 


A They don't all come from, presumably, similar 
Or same sources. I'm just not going to be able to get 
into it. 


Q Where does all this other stuff come from? 


A It's been explained as much as it can be. 
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Q Alan, without going into detail, could you 
cite some precedence for this matter of government-to- 
government seeking compensation and redistribution through 
Congress? 


A Yes. There are innumerable examples dating 
back many decades where states have demanded by diplomatic 
note compensation for the wrongful death of their nationals. 
In the civil aviation area alone, I would note by way of 
example first, that the U.S. Government demanded compen- 
sation from Yugoslavia, by diplomatic note, when Yugoslavia 
shot down an unarmed U.S. transport plane in 1946, killing 
five U.S. airmen; secondly, the incident in 1955 in which 
Bulgaria downed an El Al flight, where the United States and 
a number of other nations with nationals on board, presented 
claims to the Bulgarians, in diplomatic notes, similar to 
the ones we presented to the Soviets today. 


Third, in 1952, when the Soviets forced down an 
Air France flight going to West Berlin causing serious 
injury to several passengers, the Allied High Commissioners 
in Germany protested by diplomatic note; and four, in 1954, 
the United States and Britain made diplomatic demands when 
the Peoples Republic of China mistakenly shot down a 
Cathay Pacific aircraft. 


Q In all the cases, did the governments 
accept the notes and did they all pay compensation? 


A I can't tell you about the diplomatic back 
and forth on that, Max. I can say, however, with regard to 
compensation that we're still researching all the historical 
precedents, and I'm unable to give you complete information. 
But we do know, again, that Yugoslavia paid the U.S. 
Government $150,000 in 1946 approximately five weeks after 
downing an unarmed U.S. transport and killing five U.S. 
Airmen. 





Bulgaria eventually paid several hundred thousand 
dollars as a result of the 1955 incident; that Israel 
promptly paid compensation as a result of the 1973 incident, 
and that the PRC paid ccmpensation to Britain in 1955, 
approximately one year after one of its military aircraft 
mistakenly downed a Cathay Pacific flight -- that amount 
covering all individuals aboard the aircraft, including 
three U.S. nationals. 


Of course, there are numerous other examples of 


states' paying compensation for the wrongful death of 
foreign nationals in their territory. 


Y 
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Q Why, when the original transcript was 
released, was there no indication that a portion had been 
deleted? Are there other portions that were not included? 
And what is the meaning of "unspecified?" 


A I can't answer your last question other than 
just reading the transcript. First of all, nothing was 
deleted from the tape. The tape, as played, was the 
full tape. So the question is simply one of the 
technicians' and experts' having spent a lot of time going 
back over the tape to see if they missed anything. 


After spending a lot of time, they were able to 
make the three clarifications, changes, whatever, that were 
noted this weekend. It's as simple as that. 


Q Was there an “inaudible” on the first round, 
when they were listening to it? I mean, did they hear 
something and were unable to tell, or did they just simply 
not hear anything? 


A No. I think that it was probably essentially 
unintelligible. But as I understand it -- and again, I am 
not a technician and not an expert on this area -- but I 
understand that there was some feeling by the technicians 
that maybe they ought to keep on working on this; but they 
have worked very hard, obviously, to get out what they got 
out, in the first place. 


I think it should be quite evident by our having 
put this out that we are making as sincere an effort as we 
can to make sure that the record is complete on this. 


Q Why wasn't it indicated that there was 
something unintelligible? It was presented originally as a 
complete transcript. 


A The people who were dealing with the 
transcript and so on were not aware of that. 


Q The original Russian transcript -- I don't 
want to be too technical here -- had an illusion there. It 
said "pulsef" in Russian (Inaudible) “pulsef" 80 pulses. I 
couldn't figure out what is 80 -- Is that what it sounded 
like or was that a technical term? 


A I can't answer you. 








ll 


Q Can you give us a copy of that summary you 
gave us on filing of claims over the years? 


A Yes, I can give you -— It may take a while to 
do some of that, but I can present to you -- 


Q Alan, were the U.S. policymakers who conm- 
mented on this tape aware that the people, the technicians, 
who were working on it felt there was a sense to keep 
working on it? 

A No. 


Q May I follow up on that? 


» 


All right, Bob. 


They thought this was the finished product, in 
other words? They didn't have any reason to believe there 
was anything that needed to be gone over? 


A No. 


Q Is it unprecedented for the Soviet Embassy 
to reject a U.S. Government note? 


A I'm not going to try to get into what is com- 
mon, John. I think that rejecting notes has happened before 
in the world, and I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q I have a follow up on that, then, to explain 
to the American public what is going on. Can you think of 
any value whatsoever of having a Soviet representative here 
who will not even take written instructions that are passed 
to him by a U.S. representative? 


A Clearly, we are going to continue to press 
this claim, and I'll leave it at that. 


Bernie. 


Q Alan, did the rechecking of the tapes take 
place after the Russians insisted that there were these 
warning shots? 


A The rechecking of the tapes had nothing to do 
with the Soviet insistence on any of this. It simply had to 
do with the technicians' feeling that they might be able, 
through a lot of effort, to get something more out of it. 

In the end, that proved to be correct. But it had nothing 
to do with Soviet (inaudible). 
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fe) Did they ever make the caveat to the offi- 
cials, "Look, we're giving you what we have, but it's not 
complete?" 


A No. I said to Bob before that we had no 
indication that this was continuing to be worked on. 
But as our statement indicated yesterday, that review is now 
complete. 


0 Alan, on Friday -- and I may have missed the 
response to this -- on Friday, the Soviets in the news 
conference said that the RC-135 and the Korean plane merged 
into one blip for a period of about 10 minutes during the 
incident. 


Do you have any comment on that claim? 


A I think you have to find somebody who is an 
expert on these sorts of things, but as we have indicated, 
the two aircraft never came closer than 75 miles; and at 
that point, they were going in roughly opposite directions 
-- certainly very different directions. 


The RC-135 did cross the track of the Korean 
airliner, but only when those two aircraft were 300 miles 
apart. You find the radar experts, and they can tell you 
whether that would result in a merger of their images at 
all, and if at all, for how long. I'm not going to try to 
give you a conclusion on that, Ralph, but will simply give 
you the facts of where the aircrafts were. 


0 But you're saying that the two planes did not 
travel together for a period of ten minutes? 


A That's correct. 

fe) Does the State Department see any connection 
with the announced expulsion today of an American diplomat 
and his wife with this airplane incident? 


A I'm not going to try to comment on the motives 
for the Soviet expulsion. 


Q Can you say anything at all about it? 


4 Can I say anything at all about it? Yes, I 
guess I can. 


e) Thank you. 
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A I can confirm that Lon David Augustenborg has 
been declared personna non grata by the Soviet Union. He is 
an officer in our Consulate in Leningrad. I would also note 
that we have protested most vigorously Soviet physical 
mistreatment of the Augustenborgs. 





I would also note that on August 19, 1983, Yuriy 
Petrovich Leonov, Assistant Air Attache at the Embassy, was 
declared personnal non grata for engaging in espionage; and 
on August , 1983, Anatoli Yevgenyevich Skripko, an 
Attache at the Empassy, was declared personna non grata for 
espionage. 








Q And you're suggesting this is retaliation? 


A I have no comment on their motives. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do we reject any charges of wrongdoing 
against -- 


A I don't comment -- we don't, as a general 
matter, on charges of intelligence activity. 


Q Could you repeat the dates again, and was 
that made public at the time? 


A No, it was not made public at the time, to 
my knowledge. The dates: 19th of August -- 


Q Spell the names, please. 

A We'll spell the name. Yuriy -- 
Q Can you give us a handout? 
A 


I think I can just give you a handout on that 
particular piece of information. 


Q Do you have any reasons why they were made 
PNG? 


Why who was PNG? 
Those two Soviets. 
I say, for engaging in espionage. 


Any details on that? 


r O FP OO PY 


Maybe we can talk about it a little bit later. 


Q Can you tell me if the American diplomat who 
is declared persona non grata is now going to be given a 
responsible position where the Soviets will have to deal 
with him in Washington or deal with no one, or if he will be 
exiled because of his no wrongdoing to some job where he'll 
have no contact with Soviet diplomats? 





A I don't know what his assignment is going to 
be. He's a junior officer. I can't tell you what -- 


0 Alan -- 


Q Alan -- 


A Excuse me. Excuse me. Let me take =-=- 
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Q Can I have a new topic for a minute? 
A No. Let's finish up on this one. 
fe) Do you have anything more about the mistreat- 


ment that you mentioned? 


A No. I'm afraid I can't give you anything 
specific on that. 


Q Can you tell us about his wife who also I 
understand is being expelled? Was she an employee of our 
government? 


A I don't have anything on the family. 


Q You don't know what circumstances she was in 
the Soviet Union? Simply as his wife, or was she an 
employee? 


A I honestly don't know the answer to that 
question. , 


fe) According to published reports by the 
admission of the intelligence community in the United States 
that it is sort of practical or it is customary for spying 
planes to shield passenger planes, not all the time. 


Will this process, as it was reported, continue to 
be practiced, or will there be a change in this manner of 
shielding or going by passenger planes and doing -- 


A Without commenting on the premise of your 
question or giving any credence to it, commenting one way or 
another, I'm not going to get into the question of what the 
patterns are of our aircraft. You might want to ask the 
Pentagon if they have any comment for it, but I don't have 
any comment. 


Q The question was, there was admission by some 
in the intelligence community and it was published that some 
practice -- 


A I saw some source stories, but I'm not going 
to comment on those. 


Q Can we get on to the Middle East? 


A Yes. Go ahead. 
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Q Do you have anything you can tell us on the 
talks or cease-fire or any update on the Marine situation? 


A Not really. Ambassadors McFarlane and 
Fairbanks remain in Beirut. I can give you a sitrep on the 
situation there. 


We understand that the Lebanese armed forces 
repulsed an attack over the weekend on the town of Sug 
Al-Gharb. We have seen press reports indicating that the 
Lebanese armed forces positions there were being shelled 
this morning, although no major attacks had been reported 
since yesterday. 


Beirut was generally quiet as of this morning 
Beirut time. Neighborhoods in East Beirut received some 
shelling last night. 


The Marine contingent of the MNF has reported that 
the situation is currently quiet at Beirut International 
Airport, although ten rounds landed there during last night. 


We remain deeply concerned about the continued 
fighting in Lebanon, and we appeal once again to all those 
involved in the fighting to recognize that further conflict 
can in no way serve the cause of peace in Lebanon. 


We also support humanitarian efforts being con- 
ducted by the International Committee of the Red Cross in 
Order to ensure that relief reaches Lebanese towns in the 
Shouf, both Christian and Druze, that are presently in 
difficulty. 


Q Can I ask two follow-ups? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have any information that the Syrians 
and the Druze have been involved in attacks or in massacres 
against the Lebanese armed forces or against the Marines for 
that matter? 


A There is increasing evidence that some 
Syrian-supported Palestinian forces are involved in the 
fighting in Lebanon. This Palestinian involvement is a 
serious breach of the agreements reached last year. 


This is obviously an additional cause for concern 
and we repeat our calls to all parties to the conflict to 
jOin in an immediate cease-fire. 
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Q The British are advising their nationals to 
get ready for an evacuation -- not quite an evacuation but I 
think they call it "Stage Two", just short of an actual call 
for an evacuation. Is the U.S. Government considering 
something similar for U.S. nationals? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Would you look into it, please? 


A No. I think not. I think that in terms -- 
if we were to carry out an evacuation, we would obviously 
have to let people know what we were doing in order to do 
it, but I don't have anything for it. 


Q About the assistance and humanitarian aid, is 
there anything specifically being done in terms of AID or 
actual government assistance that's being sent out for -- 


A Again, I think at the moment the issue is one 
of ICRC efforts, and we are certainly supporting those efforts. 


Q Could you do anything more with the ten 
rounds last night? They struck the Marine area, is that 
what you're saying? 


A No. I think that what we're talking about is 
struck the -- let me just check -- I think it struck the 
airport area. 


Q Was that artillery rounds? 
A I don't have a detailed -- beyond what I gave 
you on that. 


Q There's also a report that -- 


A It landed there. Excuse me. The framework 
of "there" is the Beirut International Airport, so it landed 
at the airport. 


Q Did the Marines also exchange fire with them 
last night? 


A I don't have that, Bob. 


Q There's a wire report. But you don't know if 
that's artillery or rifle rounds? 
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A "Rounds" doesn't strike me as small arms, 
bullets. 

QO Well, they can be used -- it's 
interchangeable. 


A Check with the Pentagon. Okay? 
Q Marines injured? 
A No reports of Marines injured. 


Q Could you do anything more with the Syrian- 
supported Palestinian forces involved in what area of 
fighting? 


A Again, I think I'm going to have to stick 
with what I've got. I think that Larry Speakes may have 
addressed this a little bit this morning. You might want to 
refer to what, he said. 


Q And how about direct Syrian involvement? 
A I'm going to stand with what I said, Bernie. 


Q Any indication, Alan, that the Palestinians 
are involved in the attacks on the Marines? 


A I don't have any indication about the attacks 
on the Marines beyond what I've given you already on that, 
Gregg. 


Q You don't have any evidence of Syrian, 
direct Syrian involvement in the fighting? 


A I'm going to stick with what I said. I have 
nothing for you beyond what I've just given you. 


Q What do you comment on the warnings that Mr. 
Jumblatt issued yesterday on ABC "This Week With David 
Brinkley," that the United States ought to take the Marines 
to the ships in the Mediterranean or to get out of there 
because they are hindering the national consensus of recon- 
ciliation, and that since they are hit, they are side by 
side with the Lebanese army, that they couldn't distinguish 
who is shooting, who is not shooting, therefore, he's 
returning the fire. I mean, the whole ball of wax of what 
he said yesterday on ABC. 
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A I'm not going to try to comment on his 
remarks. Obviously, the MNF is in Lebanon at the request of 
and certainly with the agreement of the Government of 
Lebanon. It is there to support the effort to extend 
Lebanese sovereignty throughout the country and to achieve 
the other objectives that we have talked about in terms of 
security across the borders and removal of all foreign 
forces. 


In terms of what the Marines <« aOing, it's very 
Clear the Marines are not firing on anybody unless fired 
upon, and they will defend themselves. 


Q Alan, what is the evidence? You're saying 
there is more evidence. Can you tell us what was the evi- 
dence that you're -- 


A I'm afraid I cannot. It's evidence that 
would come from sourcing that I could not get into. But I 
stand by the statement as a statement of our information as 
of this point. 





Q Is it press information, these agencies, or 
more -- 

A No. It is not press information. 

Q To what degree is there concern that the 


Moslim or the Druze push could lead to a takeover in Beirut? 


A I don't want to try to speculate on that, 
Bernie. | 


Q Alan, can you confirm the reports that the 
member nations of the MNF have decided to reject the 
Lebanese Government request for beefing up the size of that 
force and the nature of the force's mission? 


A I think I indicated before that we have not 
received a formal request to that effect. We have obviously 
discussed this issue. I think the Secretary indicated in 
his press briefing on the plane on the way back from Europe 
that we had discussed this issue with them, but we've not had 
a formal request. In any case, there certainly is no deci- 
sion to change the mandate or role of the MNF. 


Q Would that constitute or apply also to what's 
happening on the Hill? Do you have any change in terms of 
your position on the War Powers Act? 
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A No. That continues to be under study, and we 
obviously would be, have already been, discussing this 
question with members of Congress. We know it's an impor- 
tant question. It's important to us, too, and to the 
Congress, and we'll just continue to examine the issue. 


Q Alan, when you said Palestinians, you mean 
PLO or Palestinians who are living in Lebanon? 


A I think I'm going to have at this point to 
stick with the language I've given you on that. But I would 
note, as I say, that certainly without trying to be compre- 
hensive, it would have to involve some PLO because, as I've 
said, it represents a breach of the agreement of last year. 


Q Anything we can do about it? 
Q Can we have a copy of the statement? 


A I'm going to have to ask you to get it from 
the transcript, but you can get it later. 


Q Alan, about this meeting that Shultz has at 
2:00 o'clock with the Jewish leaders. 


A Yes. It's fairly simple. It's another of 
the off-the-record meetings that the Secretary holds from 
time to time with American Jewish leaders for a discussion 
of American policy in the Middle East. 


On this particular occasion he's also going to 
introduce NEA Assistant Secretary-designate Richard Murphy 
to the leaders. 


Q Is he planning on testifying this week on the 
Hill? 


A I think it's possible he may be up on the 
Hill this week, Wolf. I don't have anything specifically at 
this moment to give you, but we could talk about that a 
little bit later. But at this time I don't have anything to 
announce. 


Q Talking about Shultz? 
A That's whom I'm talking about, too. When I 


use the word "he" in this room, I'm specified it -=- it 
generally means the Secretary. 
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Q In that line before about Syrian-supported 
Palestinian forces are involved, what is the rest of that? 
Are involved in what, in what area, etc.? 

A Again, I don't have further detail that I 
can give you. I think you asked that before, Bernie. I 
just don't have -- 

Q You have nothing at all? 

A I have no more detail I can provide you. 


Q But involved in the fighting there, or just 
involved in logistics, or -=- 


A No, no. Fighting. 


Q Is there anything new we can do? There are 
violations, but what can we do about it? 


A I think I'll have no comment on what we'll do 
about it. 





Q Another subject? 
| Q Continue with the Middle East. 
A Yes, please. 


Q Is the meeting with the Jewish leaders 
becoming sort of periodical meeting or -- 


A As I said, it takes place from time to time. 
I don't have a periodicity to add to it. 


Q Another question on the Middle East, please. 
You told us three or four days ago that the U.S. 
Administration is keeping into contact with the Soviet Union 
concerning the situation in Lebanon. 


Would you characterize the position taken by the 
Soviets to this effect? 





No. I have nothing on it. 


A 

Q Alan, why don't we have a filing break? 
A Okay. Filing break. Yes. Go ahead. 

fe) 


Do you have anything on Chile? 
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A Yes. I can give you something on Chile. 
Over the course of the past several weeks we've repeatedly 
stated the full and unequivocal support of the United States 
for the peaceful transition to democracy in Chile. 


As we have said, the process is a matter for the 
Chileans to decide. A dialogue between the opposition and 
the government has involved meetings on August 25 and 
September 5. We support these talks as a positive step. 





We hope the Church leaders and other moderate for- 
ces, both in the government and the opposition, will be suc- 
cessful in their commendable efforts to minimize the 
violence associated with these protests and that the dialogue 
can continue. 


Q Alan, last Monday's issue of The Telegraph 
published from Calcutta, India, reproduced a copy of a 
letter sent by the Indian Ambassador to Washington in 1979, 
Mr. Palkevolla to then Prime Minister Desai. 





In his own writing he had informed Desai that he 
had got a tipoff from the State Department's intelligence 
unit that Moscow was trying to destabilize the Janata Government. 


Have you got anything on that, and was the State 
Department really giving that tipoff? 


A No. As a matter of general policy and prin- 
ciple, we wouldn't comment on a story like that. 


Q Alan, I have a follow-up on Chile. Since you 
made a statement on the Czechoslovakian anniversary, have 
you something special on the 10th anniversary of Pinochet -- 


A I don't have anything. 


0 On southern African matters, a couple of 
things: Did you have any statement on Mugabe's visit? Do 
you have anything on Vorster's death, and do you have 
anything on Lesotho expelling some of the refugees? 





A I have nothing on any of that, but I remind 
you, as I said at the outset, that there's a briefing on 
Mugabe at 2:00 o'clock. 


Q Do you have anything on reports published 
yesterday, I believe, that the Soviet Union was in the midst 
of or may have already launched a new missile test at the 
time the Korean plane was flying over the islands? 
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A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Will Mr. Robert Murphy be reintroduced, or 
introduced to the Arab-American community leaders likewise 
introducing him to the Jewish community leaders today? 

A Mr. Murphy? 

Q Yes. 

A Not today. 

Q There will be a schedule for him? 

A I don't know specifically what's scheduled. 


As you know, we also meet with the Arab-American leaders 
from time to time. 


Q With respect to Korean airline again, as you 
mentioned that there were some victims from Taiwan, and did 
you also try to make a request for compensation for the 
Taiwanese? 


A As far as I know, the only compensation 
requests made were the two that I talked about. Our own, 
and on behalf of Korea. I confirmed that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a number 
of announcements. First of all, I understand the Japanese 
Government has released the transcript of the air-to-ground 
communications with the Korean airliner, KAL Flight 007. 
We can make that available to you as a courtesy. We're not 
releasing it, but if you would like a copy of it, we have 
that, and can help you with that. 


@) Where is that? 
A In the Press Office. 
0 Second, to note that available in the Press 


Office at 2:00 p.m. today will be the testimony of Assistant 
Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs Nicholas 
Veliotes before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The 
subject is Lebanon. 


Third, regarding a new Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Canadian Affairs, the Department of State today announced 
the appointment of James M. Medas as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Canada in the Bureau of European Affairs. As 
part of the same effort to strengthen management of 
U.S.-Canadian relations and reflect their increased impor- 
tance, the Bureau has been renamed the Bureau of European 
and Canadian Affairs. 


Mr. Medas, formerly Special Assistant to the 
President for Intergovernmental Affairs, is the first incum- 
bent of the new Deputy Assistant Secretary position 
established effective September 1. He is a native of Ohio, 
holds degrees from Miami University of Ohio (BA) and from 
Harvard Law School (JD), and is a member of the California 
State Bar Association. 





Regarding the Secretary's travel to New York, 
Secretary of State George P. Shultz will be attending the 
thirty-eighth U.N. General Assembly between September 26 and 
October 7. As is the usual practice, the Secretary will be 
meeting with many of his colleagues for discussions on 
bilateral and multilateral issues. 

















I might note in that connection a couple of points 
for your convenience in dealing up there. First of all, we 
will provide the phone number of the Department's Press 
Office at the U.N. Plaza Hotel as early as possible. We 
would hope to have that information early Saturday morning 
the 24th. For those correspondents traveling to New York, it 
would be helpful if you would let the Press Office know, if 
you plan to be in New York over this period, where you'll be 
Staying, what phone number you can be reached at, et cetera, 
and we will post a list for you to give that information. 
It's not a matter of traveling with the Secretary, but in 
terms of supplying that information, we would be happy to 
have that. 


As has been customary in the past, the Secretary's 
official schedule of meetings will be made available early 
each day at the Department's Press Office in New York at the 
U.N. Plaza Hotel. 


Q Does he now intend to meet Foreign Minister 
Gromyko? ls 
A Jim, I don't have anything new for you on the 


subject of a meeting with Mr. Gromyko. 
@) A decision will be made on that? 


A I don't have anything new for you on a 
meeting with Mr. Gromyko. 





0 What is "nothing new?" Nothing new in 
contrast to what? 


A In contrast to what we've said before. 
0 Which was -- 


A That the Secretary's party addressed this 
issue saying that they were not looking at it at that par- 
ticular point, but they would have to address it, obviously, 
before the time came. 


0 So it's not a fixed session as it has been 
usually in the past? 


By I don't want to try and compare with what 
we've said in the past on how we've handled it, I'm just 
Simply saying -- 











0 You just said it. 


A I don't have anything for you on a meeting 
with Mr. Gromyko at this point. 


0 Alan, is there a plan to announce what you 
intend to do on that before he goes up there, or will that be 
announced after he is there? 


A In accordance with the general schedule, one 
would say the answer to your question is, it will be 
announced the day that it is happening; but obviously, it's 
a somewhat different issue. We'll look at it. I don't know 
the answer to your question, but we will certainly look at 
it. If we have something that we can give you before then, 
I'll be happy to get that done. 


0 Alan, how about other bilaterals? Will you 
announce them in advance? 


A No... As I say, the daily schedule will be pro- 
vided daily, each morning. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the warning 
by the Syrian Minister concerning the U.S. attitude in 
Lebanon? 


A I'm not sure which particular warning you're 
referring to. 


Q The Syrian Minister was saying that the Syrian 
Government is warning the United States not to resort to a 
military solution of the Lebanese situation. 


aN I don't think I'll respond to something I 
haven't seen, but as a general proposition, obviously, 
we are bending significant effort to the search for a politi- 
cal solution to national reconciliation, and not looking for 
a military solution to that problem. Ambassadors McFarlane 
and Fairbanks continue their efforts, as do many people not 
only in the region beyond them, but also back here, of 
course. 


0 Alan, may I follow up with this? 


A Go ahead. 


0 It has been said yesterday that Ambassador 
McFarlane was one of those who suggested, or put the proposal 
for air strikes in Lebanon. Does this mean that the nature 
of the mission of Mr. McFarlane is now different? 








A I'm not going to address the question of what 
any individual may or may not have recommended. I'm just 
simply not going to go into that question without leading you in 
any particular direction. 


The answer to the question about Mr. McFarlane's 
mission is that it continues as it has continued, and the MNF 
mission continues as it has been. 


Q Alan, with Larry Speakes announcement today at 
the White House, it certainly seems the United States is 
getting more involved in the war between the Christian 
Government of Lebanon and its Moslem opponents. 


What kind of problems does this pose to U.S. rela- 
tions with its Arab friends, and what are we doing about it? 


A You're making assumptions I'm not going to 
accept. I simply would refer you to what Larry has said 
about the Marines' authorization to defend themselves and the 
ways in which they can do that. We do not accept any charac- 
terization of the U.S.' supporting any faction, or anything 
of that sort. What we're talking about is support for the 
central Government of Lebanon in its efforts to exercise 
sovereignty and control throughout the territory of Lebanon. 


As I said before, we have continued to make strong 
efforts to help bring about a national reconciliation, and 
arrive at a solution in that manner. 


QO But isn't the effect on the ground that 
American forces have now been essentially unleashed at the 
Commander's discretion to deal with Moslem units? Marines 
have not been targetted by Christian units. 


A I think I indicated yesterday that we had 
increasing evidence of Syrian control of Palestinian units 
who are involved here. I would refer you back to the record 
of yesterday on this subject. I'm not going to take it 
beyond that. 


9) How does that change with the (inaudible)? 
What does this (inaudible)? 


4 First of all, I don't accept the basis of the 
question, so I'm not going to address the question. 








Q But you did answer it in a way that I would 
like to ask now, what does Palestinian involvement -- 
how do you answer the question based on the addition of 
Palestinian involvement in there? 


A I don't think I'm going to try to give you 
Sweeping -- 


Q But you did, Alan. 


A -- generalizations about the effect of the 
Situation in Lebanon on a broader issue at this particular 
point. But the question of Palestinian involvement is one 
which we take very seriously. 


e) I don't know if you would try -- The 
President recently, I think on the weekend, called the war 
in Lebanon a "civil" war. How does the Administration 
justify its involvement in what the President, the highest 
authority in the land, has called a civil war? 


A Again, I'd refer you back to something Larry 
Speakes said, I believe, yesterday. He referred to the full 
context of what the President said. I would refer you to 
that because it was a broader context than that. Why don't 
you check what was said over at the White House? 


fe) Alan, since you have made a charge about 
Palestinian involvement, can you in any way amplify it? 


I can't amplify today what I said yesterday. 


e) Alan, in light of the announcement from the 
White House regarding the Marines, the air strikes, and so 
on, has the Administration made a new decision, or made a 
decision now on what it is going to do about the involvement 
in the hostilities section of the War Powers Act vis-a-vis 
Congress? 


A That issue remains under study, and we remain 
in consultation with the Congress. I don't have anything new 
to say to you today about that. 


8) As I understand the announcement at the White 
House, t':ere are several circumstances under which air strikes 
could be called in, one of which is to defend the Lebanese 
Army in instances where the defeat of the Army would threaten 











either the United States or other members of the 
Multinational Force. It would seem that that would open the 
potential for much greater U.S. involvement in that area. 
Could you address that? 


A Not, I think, beyond what Larry said this 
morning. I think he made clear we're talking about, in all 
these cases, a case-by-case evaluation of the situation. We 
are talking about the existing mandate and self-defense. I 
think there really isn't much more that I could say about 
that at this particular point. 


fe) Another question, if I may. You Say we are 
supporting the Central Government. Is that open-ended 
Support? Might there not come the time when we could no 
longer support them, or are we going to support them to the 
bitter end, if there is a bitter end? 


A Never? How can I address that question? The 
point is that we have a very strong policy and a firm policy 
of support for the Government of Lebanon. I just can't take 
it beyond that. 


fe) How does the involvement of the Palestinians 
in this latest round of fighting violate the agreement that 
was reached last summer? You said that yesterday, and I'm 
confused as to what (inaudible) -- 


A I refer you back to the text where the 
Palestinians were moved out of the area and were not going to 
return. If they are moving back into the area, that changes 
the situation, and goes against what was agreed last year. 


QO I was just going to ask you, you used the 
words "national reconciliation" as being one of the 
American aims at the beginning. 


The Lebanese put together this National Committee 
in an effort to try to attract some Druze leaders to join 
this movement towards reconciliation. Is the United States 
independently doing anything to try to hasten that? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
details of what we are doing diplomatically, but we 
certainly are coordinating very closely with the Government 
of Lebanon in the efforts to help that process along. I 

















don't think I'm going to get into the question of what who 

is doing when, and what the specific issues are that are 

being addressed. I don't think that's fair to the negotiators 
and so on, and I'm not going to -- 


Q I guess the question I want to ask is whether 
the United States would like to see a broadened government 
as a means of stopping the fighting? 


A Again, I think that we'll work on this project 
and prospect of national reconciliation and political solu- 
tion in pursuit of the goals that we have articulated before, 
but I'm not going to try to be more specific than that. 


9) I wanted to ask in connection with what 
Ghason had asked. If this is not a civil war any more, how 
would you characterize it, as an invasion? What is it? 


A I think what we have indicated is that there 
are certainly elements of both involvement of the kind of 
factional and confessional problems that have existed for 
sometime, and of the sort of involvement of forces that I 
talked about yesterday. I talked about increasing evidence 
of Syrian-controlled Palestinian units that are involved. I 
don't think I want to characterize it beyond that, though. 


Q Alan, how does the continued presence of U.S. 
Marines in Beirut promote the idea of a national consensus 
and support for the Central Government? 


A I think in the same way it has all along; that 
is, whatever problems may exist -- and we're not denying 
that there are problems -- that the presence of the Multi- 
national Force, not just the United States contingent, but 
the entire Multinational Force, does contribute to a sense 
of progress on this prospect for extending Lebanese 
sovereignty throughout the territory. 


As I say, it is not a problem-free situation, but 
it is still the judgment, the very clear judgment of this 
government, and I believe -- although you would have to check 
with them -- of the other contributing MNF governments, that 
is still the case. 


0 In what areas has the progress manifested 


= 


itself, or there has been a -- 














A You have had, I think, in Beirut itself an 
improved situation, generally speaking. You obviously now 
have some situations -- problems up in the hills and around. 
Those are serious problems; we're trying to help deal with 
those as best we can. 


There is a lot of diplomacy going on, a lot of 
discussion to try to reconcile the various views and bring 
about a ceasefire and a political solution to the situation. 


O Alan, I'm not aware that it was stated at any 
point if any officials here or in the Administation believe 
that the Marines are being targeted? 


My question is, if they are not being targeted, are 
they, the MNF in general -- you can probably let me know -- 
are they to be there in a fixed position within Beirut? And 
if not, why aren't the Marines moving a bit away from the 
Lebanese Army so that it will spare American lives, to say 
the least? 


A I'm not going to talk to the issue of specific 
deployment of the MNF forces. They've been in the areas that 
they are generally in, all of the units, now for some time. 
think -- I don't know how to address that question. When 
there is shelling that comes in from the hills, for example, 
I don't know how one necessarily can say that if you move 
from here to there, you're going to avoid that, so I don't 
think that's the issue. 


= 


Alan -- that the Marines.are not intentionally being 
targeted? 


Q Do you still stand by the idea -- excuse me, 


A I think what we've said is we do not have suf- 
ficient -- I haven't said, "No." We've said we don't have 
sufficient evidence to make conclusions of that sort. But in 
any case, when the Marines are fired upon and when there is a 
need for self-defense, they will fire in self-defense. 


9) Alan, the battleship New Jersey has crossed 
the Panama Canal and is heading east presumably to the 
Eastern Med. Might that not change the mission of the 
Marines since its going to, obviously, mean an increase in 
U.S. troops in the area? 





A First of all, I'm not aware that there has 
been any particular announcement made on the deployment 
of the New Jersey, and I would have to refer you to the 





Pentagon on that. Second of all, there is no change in the 
mandate or role in the MNF. 


IT 








Lester? 

fe) Is it possible to go to another subject? 
A No, let's Finish up on this. 

2) Oh, sure. 


0 Has the Lebanese Government requested an 
increase in your fire power and direct air strikes or the 
increase in the Multinational Forces? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into a lot of 
the detail of the discussion back and forth. I don't have any 
reason to change what I've said to you the other day about 
the MNF. The fact of the matter is in any case, that there 
is no change in the mandate or role, or indeed at this 
point, any change in the size of the MNF. 


fe) Excuse me. I want to continue regarding the 
Situation in escalating your confrontation with the opposi- 
tion forces on the ground, like the Druze are warning you -- 
and I asked yesterday about Walid Jumblatt, saying, "Take 
off your forces, and put them on the ships in the 
Mediterranean so they will not be hit," because it looks 
like this confrontation is with the Lebanese Army or with 
the Phalangists. Now, the Syrian Ambassador, or Syrian 
official, said he is warning them not to get involved. 


In this heated situation, do you find any justifi- 
cation for your confrontational conditions now, with the 
forces on the ground? 


A It's not a question of confrontational con- 
ditions. The question is that the MNF is there with the 
agreement and at the invitation of the Government of Lebanon, 
and it will continue to perform the role that it has per- 
formed. If fired upon, it will fire in self-defense. 


fe) On the question on that statement about no 
change in the mandeie, the role, or the size, as you put it, 
of the MNF, how cau you say that if previously the mandate, 
the mission, the role was always to be to occupy territory 
and maintain peace within that territory, but now there is an 
Outreach capability that has been approved to areas where the 
Multinational Force is not located and has not been located? 
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A I think you're misconstruing something here. 
The fact is that the Marines have always been authorized to 
defend themselves. They have done so, and they will continue 
to do so. They have always had the ability to call on those 
off-shore elements. And what was it, last week, whenever the 
Bowen fired those rounds, yes it was the first time they had 
fired explosive rounds in that particular role. But the con- 
cept, the policy, the role, and the mandate have not changed. 


fe) The way you've just said that makes it sound 
like they've always had the ability to call upon air strikes. 
The White House would not have made an announcement to that 
effect if they had always had that ability. 


A Again, calling on the offshore units has 
always been in the concept of what the Marines have done, 
and I can't really refine that further for you. 


fe) Do you rule out U.S. air strikes in support of 
the Lebanese Army? 


A I think we addressed this before, and I think 
again, Larry Speakes addressed it this morning in the terms 
that the question was raised; that is, he indicated that 
the President had decided recently that the Marines could use 
Fire power, call on offshore fire power, in defense of the 
Marines or the MNF, or of the LAF if they were under attack 
and if that attack would endanger Marines of the MNF. 
Obviously, this would be looked at case by case. But again, 
I would refer you to what Larry said. He did address it. 


@) Alan, is it the analysis of the U.S. 
Government that without the Multinational Force being in 
Beirut, that the Central Government of President Gemayel 
would fall? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on that sort 


of thing. 














ll 


Q I see frequently on American TV -- 

A I'm sorry. I can't hear you. 

6) I see frequently on American TV -- and I'm 
certain that you see also this, too -- that commanders of 


the Marines in Beirut saying that in spite of what the U.S. 
Government is saying here in Washington, they are there, and 
they know that they are targets. 


On what do you base your assertion that, you know, 
the situation is unclear and it's not -- 


A We base it on the best information we can and 
make the judgments that we can. We've talked about it 
before, and I think that question has been raised before. I 
don't have any change on that. 


Q A few days ago Israeli Defense Minister Moshe 
Arens told an Israeli journalist that he believes in 
extending Israeli sovereignty on the West Bank, and that 
Jordan is a Palestinian state. 


Where do you stand on this? 


A We have had a rather consistent position on 
this. We've said many times that the U.S. supports the 
territorial integrity, independence, sovereignty, and unique 
and enduring character of Jordan. We do not agree that 
Jordan is a Palestinian state. 


In terms of the sovereignty issue, without speci- 
fically commenting on the Minister's personal views, again 
let me just simply reiterate that the United States is 
opposed to the annexation of the West Bank, Gaza and Golan, 
which we believe to be inconsistent with both the letter and 
spirit of U.N. Resolutions 242 and 338 and the Camp David 
Accords. 


We continue to believe that the final status of 
the occupied territories can be determined only through 
negotiations among the parties. As the President said in 
his September 1 speech, the United States will not support 
annexation or permanent control by Israel in the occupied 
territories. 


0 Copy? 


A Yes. We can provide copies. 
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Q Anything on Mr. McFarlane's activity during 
the next two days, please? 


A I'm not going to try to project his activi- 
ties. He has been in Saudi Arabia. I don't know, or don'c 
have for you at this point precisely where he's going to be 
going. Ambassador Fairbanks has been in Beirut. 


Q Is he intending to go to Damascus? 


A Again, I don't have a projection to offer you 
on that. 


Lester, are you on the Middle East? Because I 
want to stay on it and finish it of€. 


°) Yes. I just wondered if it's possible some 
time shortly to go to another area? 


A Sure, but I'd like to finish the Middle 
East. 


Q Alan, I just want to make one more stab at 
this. You're saying that even though the Marines now have 
the authority to defend the Lebanese army, if they're coming 
under attack would endanger them, you're saying that does 
not mean any change in the mandate or the mission or the 
role? 


A Again, the basic concept here is defense of 
the Marines and the MNF. 


Q Do you think there's any parallel between the 
Situation now and 1965 when a similar State Department 
Spokesman said the first organized Marine units were now 
going into Vietnam to protect the base -- just the base 
perimeter? That was your own response. 


A I don't think that -- we're not talking about 
bases, and we're not talking about -- 


Q But there seems to be an inexorable escala- 
tion, but you keep insisting there's no change in mission or 
anything. 


A We are talking about self-defense efforts. 
We're talking about an MNF which has not had a changed man- 
date or role or size, and I think that it would be off base 
to try to make the kind of comparisons that you're 
Suggesting. 











13 


QO Alan, by the very fact that you say the 
President decided recently, that means it's changed. 


A No. What he did, in taking a look at the 
Situation as it now exists in terms of within the current 
mandate and role, at what might be done in a more refined 
kind of guidance to people, he did look at that, and he did 
make some decisions on this. 


But the concept has not changed, and they have 
always had this ability. As I say, again going back to the 
fact that the Bowen fired some rounds a short while ago is 
an indication that clearly that has been something that has 
existed as a potential within the existing role for some 
time. 


0 Quite apart from the concept, how do you 
explain the fact that now offshore naval units are shelling 
in Lebanon, airplanes are authorized to execute air strikes 
against not only those who are firing against Marines, but 
against those whose actions in the broader situation may 
eventually affect the Marines. 


In other words, bombs and shells in the mainland 
of Lebanon in a Lebanese context, and you say the concept 
hasn't changed, but the shells and the bombs have changed. 


A There has been some increased firing. The 
Marines have been subjected to some fire, and they, in exer- 
cising their self-defense, are now firing back. So it's 
simply a question of that sort of situation. 


fe) Now for the first time they're authorized to 
shoot against places which haven't fired at them. 


4 I think, again, as I say, this is an issue 
which has to be looked at case by case. The basic concept, 
again, is one of defense of the Marines and the MNF, and I 
can't really take you beyond that. I mean, we've gone 
around this several times now. I can't -- 


e) How can you determine, you know, the source 
of fire in that part of Lebanon? If you will pardon me, I'm 
a Lebanese and I know the area, I think, much more than a 
lot of people. 


It's awfully difficult to determine from what 
village, which is less than three miles or two miles from 
the Marines, and who in the village is shooting at them. 
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A I think you're getting into what is, I 
believe, a more technical question of how one determines 
this. I would have to refer you to the Pentagon for that. 
But I think that -- I mean, it's a relevant question, but it 
comes down, in my understanding of that issue, to a tech- 
nical issue. 


e) But the Phalangists and the Druze and the 
Lebanese army, Siding with the Phalangists, have been 
exchanging accusations that the Druze saying, "No the 
Phalangists shot at the Marines to get the Americans to 
increase their involvement." And the Phalangists are 
saying, "No, the Druze and the Syrians and Palestinians and 
Iranians and what-have-you." 


A I don't think the issue here in terms of the 
self-defense and the firing on those positions from which 
firing has come rests upon who's firing. It's a question of 
where it's coming from and returning -- 


e) Well -- 


A Again, I say determining that is a technical 
question, and I'm just not prepared to go into that. 


fe) Alan, I want to ask about a specific locale. 
If the Lebanese army lost the town of Sug al-Gharb, would 
that -- can you tell us if they would threaten the Marines? 


A I'm not prepared to address specific 
situations. 


0 Doesn't the policy that's now in place with 
regard to the MNF allow -- to be sort of blunt, doesn't that 
allow the PLO if it's back in the area to simply draw the 
Marines more and more into active fighting on the ground in 
Lebanon? 


A Again, I would caution you that this concept 
that we're talking about does not include any anticipated 
ground action in this se~se that we're talking about here. 
That is not -- 


@) What about air strikes? 


A Strikes? I suppose if somebody wants to fire 
on the Marines in order to get fired upon, they have that 
privilege. 
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@) No, in order to draw the Marines and the 
U.S. more and more into active military activity, as opposed 
to peacekeeping. 


A It seems to me you're suggesting a suicide 
mission of some sort, and I don't know that that's in the 
concept. Lester? 


QO Alan, since a Miss Sadza, who was identified 
as Press Spokesman for Prime Minister Mugabe, yesterday 
grabbed Mary Masserini and pulled her into a room and 
ordered her to order all reporters off the 15th floor of the 
Madison Hotel which Mary said she couldn't do, could you 
guarantee, Alan, that Mary will not suffer any punishment by 
the State Department? 


A Will not suffer any punishment by the State 
Department? 

fe) Yes. 

A I think I can assure you, whatever the cir- 


cumstances -- and I cannot vouch for those circumstances, 
Lester -- but whatever the circumstances, Mary Masserini is 
not going to suffer at the hands of the State Department. 
(Laughter) I know you're pleased. 


0 I have one follow-up if I may, Alan. Since 
Mr. Mugabe has called a press conference for tomorrow 
morning but restricted attendance to unidentified but 
government-approved reporters, can the State Department tell 
us whether or not this is a racially segregated event being 
held in the Madison Hotel which is a place of public 
accommodation? 


Ay I don't think the United States Government is 
involved in determining whom Mr. Mugabe is going to see, so 
I can't -- 


Q Let me just follow -- rephrase it. Will the 
United States Government apprise Mr. Mugabe of federal law 
-- and I'm sure D.C. law -- that you are not supposed to 
have racially segregated events in places of public accom- 
modation like the Madison Hotel? 


oan I'm sure Mr. Mugabe and his staff are aware 
of our laws, but, in any case -- 


e) Do you know whether -- 
a I have no idea what his plans are, Lester. 


0 I have a question on the very same point. 
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A Excuse me. Let me keep on going here. 


Q Would you characterize the U.S. 
Administration policy towards Lebanon by saying that the 
United States will not allow the downfall of the Gemayel 
Government by any means? 


A You're asking very sweeping questions, and 
I'm simply not prepared today to address sweeping questions. 


Q Alan, has the United States Government con- 
sulted with any of the Arab, friendly countries, for 
instance the Saudis, prior to the escalation of the 
situation and the ordering of the air strikes in retaliation 
for being shelled? 


A I don't think there's been any escalation, so 
I can't accept the basis of your question. I think that the 
fact of the matter is that we remain -- I'm not going to try 


to get into a diplomatic dialogue, but we remain in very 
close contact with the various parties, including specifi- 
cally those in the region who are directly involved. That's 
as far as I can take it. 


0 Are you going to publish a record of the 
briefing that was held yesterday at 2:00? 


A Whose briefing? 

0 It was a briefing on the -- 

my The BACKGROUND briefing? 

) BACKG ROUND. 7 

a We do not publish and put out BACKGROUND 
briefings. 

QO Some general material on the trip in detail. 


That's what I was interested in, because the briefing seemed 
to indicate, and the quote in the press today from Mugabe 
says, "I'm here not only to improve relations between my 
country and blacks here, but also with the U.S. Government." 


There are no whites on his delegation, he's seeing 
black mayors, he's meeting with the black caucus. Insofar as 
we know, it's an exclusively black tour, and I want to know 
if the U.S. Government feels that it's proper to encourage a 
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foreign government to improve relations with a mere segment 
of this country? 


A I don't think it's proper for the U.S. 
Government to be advising other governments on what they do 
with people other than the U.S. Government basically, and I 
think that in terms of yesterday's briefing, I'm sure you 
have a tape of it. 


Q Japanese. Do you have a guidance for us on 
the Japanese interception of the Soviet planes? 


A No. I don't. I did hear before I came out 
that there, indeed, had been some sort of a simulated Soviet 
Strike against radar targets in Japan. The Japanese 
scrambled, as is indicated in the wires, and the Soviets 
turned around and went away. 


I gather the last time they did this was in 
September of ‘82. 


0 Do you have a response to the U.N. Security 
Council action or inaction of yesterday to the Soviet leader? 


A Yes. We're pleased that a draft resolution 
clearly naming the Soviet Union as responsible for the KAL 
tragedy and calling for an investigation by the Secretary 
General attracted the nine votes necessary for passage in 
the absence of a veto. 


Although the Soviets did veto, the vote nonethe- 
less expressed the world community's revulsion at the 
plane's destruction, and its rejection of the Soviet 
explanation. 


Only two countries -- the U.S.S.R. itself and 
Poland -- voted against the draft resolution, while four 
countries abstained -- China, Guyana, Nicaragua and 
Zimbabwe. I might add that an extraordinary number of 
countries, some 48, addressed the Security Council on this 
incident. Only those few countries directly submissive to 
the Soviet Union made any defense of Soviet behavior, for 
example, Poland, Bulgaria, and East Germany. 


0 Copies? 
re Copy, yes. 
fe) Will the State Department discuss Zimbabwe's 


strange abstention? While Mr. Mugabe is a guest of our 
government, how in God's name could he abstain from this? 
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A Lester, the -- 


fe) Did we ask that question? Do you know, or 
not? | 


A The United States, as you know, attaches 
great importance to the world community's condemnation of 
this brutal, barbaric Soviet attack on an unarmed civilian 
passenger airliner. 


Obviously, we are disappointed that Zimbabwe did 
not join in the Security Council vote against the Soviets, 
and I would note that the Prime Minister is fully aware of 
the strength of our views. 


Q One follow-up. Do you attribute this in any 
way to the fact that the Patriotic Front, of which he 
was co-leader, shot down an unarmed passenger airliner in 
1978 with 38 victims in the crash landing, and then they sent 
their troops in to shoot down ten out of the eighteen 
followed? 


Is Secretary Shultz going to discuss that with Mr. 
Mugabe, our honored guest? 


A You had an opportunity to ask that, I assume, 
and I haven't seen any record of the conversation, but I 
have to presume, Lester, that you did ask that question 
yesterday, and I have nothing further to say on it. 


Q They had an astonishing answer. I was 
astounded. 


A Let's not get into a debate. I have no 
information on why anybody voted the way they voted. 


fe) Alan, I'd like to ask you about those tapes 
that the government released yesterday. When you put out 
the transcript, you said that the tapes suggested there was 
nothing abnormal going on, I believe, at least the way -- 


A We had no indication that the plane was off 
course. 


0 I read in the paper this morning where some 
government officials are saying that the tapes suggest that 
the airplane had radio trouble. 


A I think I indicated that yesterday. 





fe) You said that -- no, I don't think you did. 
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That they did go through -- I think I did. 

You said they went through another airplane -- 
That's right. 

-- but there was nothing abnormal about this -- 


That's right. 


ov FF & FP 8S FP 


-- that this happens all the time. 


A That's right. But I suppose what you're 
getting on reflection by people who are looking at it is a 
judgment after the fact, although many times apparently 
planes do relay their radio signal through other planes. In 
this case why that might have been a particular problem -- 


fe) Is that, indeed, the conclusion that people 
in the government are reaching, that the airplane was 
experiencing radio trouble? 


A Again, I think you'd have to go to the FAA, 
because I have not got any conclusions out of this building, 
and I'm not sure that they've reached any firm conclusions 
at this point either. 


@) Nor am I. AllI know is what I read in the 
paper. ! 


A I've got to refer you to the FAA. I can't 
make that judgment. 


0 Alan, in any comparison of the Japanese 
translations of the air-to-ground communication, do they 
precisely parallel the American translation? 


A I'm sorry. The air-to-ground communciation 
between -- 

0 That the Japanese have released. 

A They released their own civil aviation con- 
versation with the Korean airliner. It's their 
conversation. 


0 Oh, their -- sorry. 
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A I'm sorry if I misled you. 


Q Do you have any comment on Jack Anderson's 
columns from Friday, September 9, and yesterday's, September 
12 -- one about the State Department advisers, or the United 
States Government advisers who advise the President, have 
been ill-advising him about the Middle East? And the second 
One about the AID money for building bakeries in Egypt? 


A I don't have anything on any of those. 


@) Alan, are U.S. officials in this building and 
in other agencies still combing through the tapes of the 
air-to-ground communication between the Soviet fighters and 
the ground controllers to see if there are any new 
translations? 


A No. I think our statement on Sunday made 
clear that that review was complete. 


fe) Has the United States yet delivered the notes 
which Mr. Sokolov refused to accept yesterday? 


A The notes have been recently forwarded to the 
Soviet Embassy. 


Q Has there been a follow-up? 

A I don't have any details to give you. 
0 In the U.S. mail? (Laughter) 

A I don't have any details. 


fe) Alan, has the Secretary, since he's returned, 
either talked to or met Ambassador Dobrynin, or have any 
plans to do so this week? 


A I don't recall his having seen Ambassador 
Dobrynin. I don't know whether he talked to him, and I 
can't give you anything about any plans. I don't have 
anything on it. 


0 Any decision on him seeing Gromyko or not at 
the U.N.? 


A As I indicated before, I have nothing new on 
that. 
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0 On the matter of the contrapuntal theme of 
the Soviets is that they didn't do anything wrong because it 
was a spy plane. Now they've augmented this by the 
Leningrad expulsion of a man they accuse of being a spy, and 
the State Department doesn't release any biographic data on 
the man whatsoever, not where he was born, not where he was 
educated, not what his previous background was. 


It seems to me that the U.S. Government is 
playing into the hands of those who would accuse this man of 
espionage. 


A John, I can't help what your judgment on this 
is. We tend not to -- 


0 It's not my judgment. It's the world 
judgment that's important. 


A I think you're making the judgment. We tend 
not to comment on charges of this sort. 


e) Just one question, Alan. Will the State 
Department, to your knowledge, suggest to Mr. Harry 
Belafonte and his fellow artists the idea of boycotting the 
Soviet Union along with South Africa, or do you think they 
would react like Zimbabwe? 


A I think I'd refer you back to what we've said 
before, Lester, on the question of private exchanges. 


0 Alan, you don't have anything further on the 
two Soviets that were PNG'd, do you? You know, you said 
yesterday -- 


A No. I said I've given you everything I've 
got on it. 


e) When you talked about forwarding of those 
notes to the Soviets, were they accepted? 


A I don't have any readout for you. 
6) Thank you, Alan. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1983, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A few announcements. 


In connection with the state visit of Portuguese 
President Antonio Ramalho Eanes, there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing by a senior Department official in the State 
Department briefing room here at 2:00 p.m. today. 


Also, to tell you that, our broken-down Xerox 
machine and other reproduction facilities in the building 
willing, there will be available in the Press Office 
following this briefing copies of the speech by Deputy 
Secretary of State Kenneth Dam to the Forum Club in Houston, 
Texas. The text is embargoed for use at 2:00 p.m. EDT. 

The subject, as described in the speech, is the U.S. 
response to the “economic difficulties that lie at the heart 
of much of Central America's instability." While 
questioning the term "Marshall Plan" as a literal analogy, 
Mr. Dam describes Americans as "every bit as committed to 
the peace and prosperity of Central America as they were to 
the reconstruction of Europe after World War II." 


On ICAO: The 33-member International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO) Council will meet September 15 
in Montreal in an extraordinary session called by ICAO 
President Assad Kotaite of Lebanon at the request of the 
Republic of Korea. 


In requesting the meeting, the Republic of Korea 
stated that they wished the Council to discuss the shooting 
down of KAL Flight 007. The United States will be repre- 
sented at the Council by FAA Administrator J. Lynn Helms and 
our U.S. Representative to the ICAO, Edmund Stohr. 


The press contact for the meeting is Stan 
Zuckerman who can be reached in Montreal at Area Code (*14) 
285-8304. 

¢) What time does that begin, Alan, tomorrow? 


A I don't think I have details on the time for 
tomorrow, Bernie. I don't. I'm sorry. 

















Finally, to let you know that available in the 
Press Office is a statement on the allegations made by 
Valeriy Repin in a "confession" broadcast on Soviet televi- 
sion and in an interview with Sovietskaya Kultura magazine 
that the Solzhenitsyn Fund, a fund which was established by 
that author in support of Soviet dissidents, allegedly 
received CIA funding. 





Okay. I think that's it for announcements. I'll 
be happy to take your questions. 


) Q You are saying they did receive CIA -- 
(Laughter) 


A I don't think that's what I said, Bernie. 
The allegation is that they did. I think you'll find the 
statement indicates that is rather far from the truth. 


Q Alan, can you give us an assessment of the 
fighting in Lebanon today? Has it settled down, or what is 
the situation on the ground, particularly involving the 
Marines? 


A Yes, I can. Beirut and the surrounding area 
are quiet. The Lebanese army repulsed attacks against their 
positions at the town of Suq Al-Gharb last night, while some 
of the positions in the hills near Khalde were shelled. Our 
reports indicate that the airport area is quiet, as is the 
area near the Ambassador's residence in Yarze. 


Qo Alan, is a makeshift airport being -- runway 
strip under construction in northern Beirut? 


A I saw the reports on that, Mike. I don't 
know anything about that. 


Q You don't have anything on an accelerated 
resupply of the Lebanese army by American transports? 


A I don't. I think you'd have to check with 
the Pentagon on that question. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on an Eagleburger 
mission to Israel or to the region? 


A No. Under Secretary Eagleburger has had 
longstanding plans to go to Israel later this fall as part 
of our ongoing dialogue with the Israeli leadership, but he 
has no immediate plans to visit Israel. 








0 Alan, there is a -- has the United States 
encouraged Lebanon to shelve the security agreement with 
Israel to bring about a Syrian withdrawal? 


A The U.S. position on the security agreement 
-- or, not the security agreement -- on the agreement between 
Lebanon and Israel is quite clear. We're on the record on 
that. We're certainly in no way backing away from it or 
suggesting that others would back away from it. 





Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting -- 
usually you don't -- between Israeli Ambassador Rosenne and 
the Secretary today? 


A And the Secretary? I think it was with Mr. 
Eagleburger on the schedule, if that's what you're talking 
about. In any case, I don't have anything on that, but the 
Israeli Ambassador, obviously, as many others, comes in here 
and talks. 


0 Yesterday it was announced that the U.S. will 
use its firepower to protect also the other members of the 
MNF. Was that done in agreement with those countries repre- 
senting the MNF? 


A There is no automatic provision for a U.S. 
military response in the event of an attack on one of our 
MNF partners in Beirut. The point is simply that the com- 
manders of the contingents are joined by a communications 
net and consult frequently about problems of mutual concern. 
It would be in that framework, if there were to be a 
response, there would be one. 


We certainly are talking with them, and it would 
be a question, clearly, if another MNF partner were fired 
upon, if they wanted us to assist. It isn't something that 
we would automatically do without a full consultation with 
them. 


re) This would have to be if there were the 
potential for jeopardizing the U.S. element of the MNF. Is 
that correct? 


A I think I prefer, rather than paraphrasing 
today, Bernie, to go back to the language I used yesterday, 
which I don't happen to have with me. But I think that -- 
let me just ask you to do that. 


) If, say, one of the other MNF elements were 
hit, would the U.S. then, if it so chose, go into an offen- 
sive posture? 








A Into an offensive posture? 


Q Well, the air strikes or naval strikes, and 
so forth. In other words, it doesn't have to be the 
targeting of the U.S., does it? 


A We said that targeting of the Marines or the 
MNF, or indeed the U.S. diplomatic presence. But, again, I 
would stress the point that I just made in response to 
Ghassan's question, in terms of any other MNF contingent, 
clearly that would be something that would be done only in 
consultation with the other MNF contingents. 


Q Do you have anything on the diplomatic 
efforts for a cease-fire? Secretary Veliotes said yesterday 
that he thought within 24 to 48 hours we'd know. 


A I don't have anything in that particular kind 
of a measure, Bernie. Ambassador McFarlane is, as you know, 
actively engaged in the negotiations aimed at achieving a 
cease-fire in Lebanon as quickly as possible as a prelude to 
negotiations for a political settlement there. 


Predictions are always risky, but there is a pro- 
posal on the table which should satisfy the legitimate 
requirements of all parties. We would hope for a speedy 
acceptance. But, beyond that, I'm not going to be able to 
get into the substance of the complex negotiations or to 
characterize for you what those proposals are. 


8) Who remains to accept? 


ay Again, I'm not going to try to get into the 
substance of negotiations or the procedures. I think this 
is something which is clearly ongoing. Ambassador McFarlane 
is in Damascus today. Ambassador Fairbanks is in Beirut. I 
think I'll just have to leave it at that. 


Q Is Bandar there in Damascus also? 
A I don't know where Prince Bandar is. 
8) Have you been able to confirm a massacre of 


Lebanese Christians in the town of Masrah Al-Shouf. 


A I haven't got any confirmation on any par- 
ticular massacres. I would refer you back, though, to the 
statement that I read to you the other day regarding our 
attitude toward massacres. But I don't think we're going 
to get into the business of trying to “confirm" them or to 








assign responsibility. Obviously, there is a lot going on, 
and we're very concerned about it. 


@) Who brought this proposal to Lebanon? The 
proposal that you just mentioned. 


A Again, I'm not going to try to -- 

@) Is it an American proposal? 

A I wouldn't characterize it in any way. I 
think that this is for the parties there when they have 
agreement to announce agreement on. It's something we're 
working very hard with the parties on, and we hope that we 
will be successful and that they will be successful. 

e) Are the Saudis still playing a role? 


A Yes. The Saudis are still playing a role. 


Q Is Syria one of the parties you're referring 
to? 

A Is Syria one of the parties? 

@) That you're referring to when you talk about 


all the parties? 


A Again, you're asking -- obviously, Syria is 
involved in this process. As I said, Ambassador McFarlane 
is in Damascus. I'm not going to try, though, to define 
any particular party's role more precisely, Jerry. I think 
that the point is that there is a lot of discussion going on 
between the parties who are concerned, but I'm not going to 
try again, as I say, to say whose role is what. 


8) (Inaudible) if there's a cease-fire 
agreement, whether Syria would sign that. 


A I understand your question, and that's why I 
say I'm not going to try to define the roles here. I think 
we'll just let the parties deal with it. 


im?) Alan, Lebanese official radio reported today 
that the Saudis have requested 48 hours delay -- according 
to Lebanese radio -- 48 hours delay before you execute the 
plans that you have announced yesterday, raising hopes of 
some factions in Lebanon that you're going to be more and 
more involved militarily in the Lebanese conflict on the 
side of the Lebanese army. 





A I don't have a particular response to that. 
I was not aware, frankly, of that particular statement. I 
guess I just don't have a response to that. I would stand 
on what we.said in terms of the Marines and their self- 
defense. As I think you're probably aware, as I said, in 
terms of the situation there, it seems quieter, and I think 
the fact of the matter is there have been no air strikes, 
there have been no naval firings, there have been -- as far 
as I know. I don't know. You could check with the 
Pentagon, but I'm not aware of the Marines having been 
engaged in any way in recent hours. 


Q Would you be able to (inaudible) if you have 
received a request from the Saudis for 48 hours delay -- 


A I think I probably could not do that. It 
would get us into the details of the diplomatic exchanges, 
and I just couldn't do that. 


re) Alan, we can make reasonable assumptions on 
who the parties are in connection with the cease-fire nego- 
tiations with the possible exception of one party. The 
United States just yesterday and the day before made mention 
of Palestinian and PLO presence back in the Beirut area. 


Can we make the assumption that the Palestinians 
and the PLO are direct parties to these negotiations, or 
shall we make the assumption that they are parties through 
another party? Can you help us on that? 


4 Again, I think that you're trying to make 
this too formal in a sense. Certainly we are not in contact 
with the Palestinians. I don't think I'm really going to be 
able, though, Ralph, to go beyond what I said in terms of 
how this is proceeding. I know that's unsatisfactory, but I 
just have to leave it that way. 


Q Can you acknowledge the four points which 
have been published about the agreement? 


a No. I can't comment on any of that. Lester? 


QO. I want to go to another subject, but I'll, of 
course, yield. 


A All right. Go ahead. 
0 Alan, has the United States in any form asked 


the Israeli Government for air strikes against positions in 
the Shouf? There's a report today in Ha'aretz that says 




















that Israel rejected a U.S. appeal that the Israeli air 
force be instructed to operate and silence the Shouf 
positions. 


A You put me in somewhat of a dilemma because I 
think the fact is I would not steer you in the direction of 
that particular story, but I'm also not going to comment 
officially on a story about a dialogue between the United 
States and Israel. So I just am going to have to leave it 
out there like that. 


Q Do you have anything to offer on the talks 
with people on the Hill on how to resolve the issues 
regarding the War Powers Act, and a continued -- 


A No. I don't think I have anything for you on 
that, Max. The Secretary, as you know, was up there not 
specifically on that subject, but on broader subjects. 


I think he addressed himself to this bit when he 
came out, indicating that Mr. Baker -- Jim Baker is the 
Administration's point man on this -- and that he is con- 
ducting those talks with the Congressional side. I think, 
as I understood it, the Secretary indicated he wasn't about 
to play any of Mr. Baker's cards or take any cards out of 
his hands, so I think that sounds like a pretty sound posi- 
tion to me. 


Q Would the U.S. be prepared to shelve the 
Lebanese-Israeli agreement, if that's what it took to get a 
cease-fire that would involve the Syrians? 


A That's a very hypothetical question, Bernie. 
I think I will stand on what I said about the U.S. position 
on the agreement. 


e) Just going back to this question on the 
Ha'aretz story, I mean, you have on occasion commented on 
stories of U.S. contact in which the allegations were just 
Outlandish. 





Might you take th’. cuestion and look into it? 


7 I'll see if 2... ody wants to say anything 
further. I'd be willing to do that. But, again, I just 
simply caution that it does get into an area, just on its 
very face, of a discussion between two governments. But, as I 
say, I'll look into it. 








Q Okay, along the same lines, is the United 
States at this point interested in preventing a 
Syrian-Israeli war? 


A The U.S. certainly is hopeful there will not 
be a Syrian-Israeli war. 


-- MORE -- 





Q There were also reports here that the United 
States force would activate, or become activated, if 
Sug Al-Gharb, the town you mentioned yesterday, was about to 
fall into "Druze hands." Can you confirm that? Is that 
true? Will the United States -- 


a I was asked this question yesterday with spe- 
cific reference to Sug Al-Gharb, and I declined to comment 
on any specific situation, simply pointing to the general 
case that I had made in terms of the ground rules and the 
decisions that were made. I'm really not in a position 
today to take you beyond what I said at that point. 


8) May I ask you one question short of that? 
Would the Druze occupation of that area represent a threat 
to the Marines? 


(Laughter) 


A I think that's asking the question in dif- 
ferent words, Bernie. 


Q That's sort of that. You can answer. 


AA I may be hearing you wrong, but, again, I 
will stick with the words that I used yesterday on the 
subject. | 


Go ahead, Lester. 


Q If it's all right. Alan, after the White 
House briefing with senior American officials of the State 
Department was over yesterday, Ambassador Keeley told repor- 
ters that there is a comparison between Mr. Mugabe's 
Patriotic Front forces and General Washington's Continental 
Army -- this is in reference to what the President said -- 
because, in his words, "The Tories went through a great 
deal of suffering, raping, and burning, but we don't empha- 
size that in our textbooks, except the new textbooks." 


My question is, does the State Department have any 
evidence of any such Continental Army atrocities that match 
the Patriotic Front's? The reason I ask, Alan, because he 
said the State Department wrote the President's speech 
because Professor Challiner of the History Department at 
Princeton, where Keeley was educated, says he is unable to 
understand any such comparison based on history. He said 
that this morning. 
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A I think I'm going to try to stay away from 
historical issues, Lester; I have my hands full dealing with 
contemporary policy issues. 


0 Can I ask one follow-up? 
A Yes. 


Q The Washington Times this morning published 
an account of the 1977 blowing up of Woolworth's department 
store in Salsbury which killed 1l and wounded 26, a number 
of whom were blacks, for which Mr. Mugabe claimed credit. 





My question is, since the column reporting these 
things called Mugabe a "barbarian" and a "terrorist thug," 
does the State Department believe that John Lofton is inac- 
curate in the report, or in his editorial conclusion, or what? 


A I believe you raised this question -- or one 
of your colleagues raised this question -- in the 
BACKG ROUNDER that was offered the other day, and I don't 
have anything to add. 


@) No, I did not. 


A Well, the question might not have been quite 
as specific, but the issue was addressed, and I refer you to 
what was said at that time. 


Bernie, go ahead. 


Q In the ongoing negotiations, does the United 
States detect any sense of readiness on the part of the 
Syrians since the White House threat of the last couple of 
days to join in that negotiation that could lead to a 
ceasefire? 


A Two things on that: First of all, I would 
not accept the characterization of what was said yesterday 
as a threat. 


0 Well, an announcement. 


A But in terms of the basic question, which was 
any characterization of the Syrian position or the Syrian 
willingness to move forward, I really think it is 
inappropriate fes me to try to address that. As I Say, 
Ambassador McFarlane is in Damascus, and it is not fitting 
for me to try to do that from here. 
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Q Alan, on that, as Bernie said, we have on the 
record a time frame that is just about right now he's in 
Damascus. Are you trying to suggest that this isn't a key 
to this situation? 


A I think that the Syrian attitude is certainly 
important to this situation, but I'm not going to try to 
characterize that. That's up to the Syrians to do. 


Q Another subject? On the Soviet news 
conference today by the two high Soviet officials regarding 
the nuclear disarmament negotiations, does the United States 
have any comment on the statement that -- I guess it was a 
long series of statements, actually -- that were made? 


Do you want me to be more specific? 
A What are you focusing on? 


0 I'm just focusing on the general conclusion 
which was that the Soviets appear not to have anything new 
to offer at the current round of the negotiations, and 
Suggest that "the ball is in the U.S. Court, for a change." 


A As you know, the United States and our NATO 
Allies remain firmly committed to NATO's 1979 dual-track 
decision, under which the United States would deploy land- 
based, long-range INF missiles to Europe unless the 
Current arms control discussions with the Soviets lead to an 
agreement which would preclude such a deployment. 


Since the U.S. began the INF talks in Geneva with 
the USSR two years ago, the Soviets have deployed more than 
seventy SS-20 missiles. Yet, the U.S. continues to nego- 
tiate seriously and in good faith. 


The U.S. seeks to eliminate the entire class of 
U.S.-Soviet long-range INF missiles under the zero/zero 
option or, short of Soviet acceptance of this, to limit 
missile warheads to equal numbers under an interim 
agreement. The Soviets have failed to respond positively to 
either proposal. 


The President has emphasized that despite the 
Soviets' actions in the KAL incident, we will continue to 
press for effective and verifiable arms control agreements. 
Ambassador Nitze has confirmed this to the Soviets in 
Geneva, and is prepared to consider any serious Soviet pro- 
posal. Instead of making inflexible and uncompromising state- 
ments such as Mr. Korniyenko did today, we would prefer 
that the Soviets adopt a flexible and serious attitude at 
the talks in Geneva. 
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Q May I ask you one more question about the 
Middle East? 


A Go ahead. 


Q Can you confirm the presence of a side letter 
to the agreement between the United States and Lebanon 
whereby the agreement is null and void, or becomes null and 
void, if it does not produce the withdrawal of foreign 
troops from Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything new to say about the 
agreement or any documents that might be accompanying that 
agreement. I think that that has been briefed in the past, 
and I would refer you back to what was said on the record 
about that agreement. 


0 A Lebanese official mentioned this, actually 
today, and at the time it wasn't, to me, at least, known 
that there was such a letter. 


A Again, I'm not prepared to address the 
existence or non-existence of particular documents today. I 
don't think that this is a new issue, however, in terms of 
the general situation out there; but I'm just not prepared 
to address your question. I'm not trying to lead you one 
way or another. I just simply don't have anything for you 
on that. 


f°) Alan, I'm sure you recall -- it was about 7 
or 8 days ago, I think -- that Hans-Deitrich Genscher said that, 
after a meeting with Gromyko, that the Soviets may drop 
their insistence on counting the British and French strate- 
gic weapons as part of the NATO group. 


A The intermediate range missiles? 
fe) Yes, the intermediate weapons. Thank you. 
And today, in Moscow, the Soviet official said, "It is 


absolutely necessary to include the British and French 
nuclear systems." 


What do you think happened there? 


A You would have to ask the various parties 
involved. I can't answer that question. 
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Q Did you say that there was prior consultation 
with the other MNF countries on yesterday's announcement by 
the White House? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
question of prior consultation. What I said was that in 
terms of the issue of how the MNF might respond, or the 
Marines might respond, or the off-shore elements might 
respond to an attack on our MNF partners, that there is no 
automatic provision for a response by the United States, and 
that would be the subject, obviously, of consultations. 


In terms of what we have, ourselves, decided and 
made known, we have certainly been in touch with our MNF 
partners. I don't think I would care to get into the exact 
back-and-forth on that, though, Bill. 


Q Back to the Soviets agains for a second on a 
somewhat different subject. Moscow released considerable 
detail on the expulsions of the two American diplomats. 
Does the U.S. have any comment on any of that detail? Do 
you either deny it or say nothing about it, or -- 


A Again, it is our standard practice not to 
comment on alleged intelligence activities. How ever much 
alleged detail the Soviets want to put out, I just can't 
depart from that particular practice. 


Q A follow-up to that: Consistent with your -- 
the detail the U.S. gave on the three Soviets who were 
expelled following the Richard Osborne case, would you care 
to be any more specific now about the two who were expelled 
in August? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you on that. 


Q Alan, do you have anything further on Soviet 
maneuvers or other activities involving their aircraft over 
the Sea of Japan? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the departure of 
Ambassador Louis from London? 


A I can't, really. I understand that our 
Embassy in London has issued a statement. I haven't seen 
it. But from here, I think I'm constrained to refer you to 
the White House on any ambassadorial appointments since they 
are Presidential. 
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Lester? 

@) Do you expect an announcement later today? 
A You mean from the White House? 

Q Yes. 

A I have no idea. 

Q Alan, this is a housekeeping question, if I 


may. 


There was a recent report in USA Today that John 
Hughes is taking under advisement one wire service 
reporter's contention that another reporter, who reportedly 
demonstrated outside this building, has forefeited his 
rights. 





My question is, has your press office received any 
such complaint about the accreditation of The Washington Post's 
George Will and his involvement in the Reagan campaign? 

What is the standard here, if you're considering forefeiting 
One reporter's. Would you forefeit George Will's? 





A Lester, I don't have anything on that. I 
don't think I would get into that question. In terms of the 
basis of your question, I don't remember whether you were 
here at the briefing the day that this issue was raised. 


@) Somebody sent me the clipping; I'm not a 
reader of that newspaper. Somebody sent me the clipping. 


A You can check back with the record. I don't 
have anything -- 


6) Can I ask you -- 

A I don't have anything new to offer you. 

6) O.K. 

e) Alan, do you have any comment on the Nicaraguan 
assertions regarding the plane attacks on Nicaragua? 


A Yes. I guess I have two things to say about 
that: One is that, in terms of the specific charge that the 
U.S. is involved, obviously, I'm hung up on the same point 
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that I have been on any other allegation of intelligence 
activities -- I can't comment on it. But I would point to the 
statement that I made the other day deploring any attack on 
citizens, in terms of an expression of the U.S. attitude 
towards that particular attack. 


Beyond that, in terms of the documentation, if you 
will, that was referred to, things that were in his pockets, I 
guess, again, I can't comment specifically on the intelli- 
gence activity angle to it. But even assuming that the 
documents described were authentic, any person who had lived 
for a period of time in the U.S. could have obtained such docu- 
ments. We fail to see that the documents support any allegations 
about U.S. complicity in those air attacks. 


@) How about the allegations of the supply of 
the planes and other supplies perhaps that were -- 


A Again, what you're now trying to get me to go 
back to do is to comment on the dimensions of it, which I 
say I'm precluded from by our standing rule about not com- 
menting on intelligence activities. I'm afraid I really 
can't do that. 


@) Would the U.S., on the whole, search for a 
cease-fire in the Beirut area? Would it support a package 
that would call for an overhauling of the Gemayel regime? 


A I don't think that's an appropriate thing for 
me to talk about in those terms, Bernie. What we have 
talked about is an effort at national reconciliation. 
That's what President Gemayel has talked about, and I would 
have to leave it in those broad terms and to the negotiations 
and political settlement, eventually, to spell that out for 
you, as to what it means. 


0 Alan, would you acknowledge that there is a 
big difference between calling people in for a conference on 
national reconciliation and bringing them into the decision- 
making and policy-making aspects of the government? 


A I can't try to put those particular aspects 
together in terms of the current situation in Lebanon. I 
think that is something for the Lebanese to work out; that's 
not for us to comment on. 
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Q Is there any indication that President 
Gemayel is moving in that direction, that kind of substan- 
tive -- bringing people in to work together on governing, as 
opposed to just talking? 


A Again, I think I would have to refer you to 
what he has said. 


Q Alan, you talk about the United States sup- 
porting the Gemayel government. 


A You're talking about the Government of Lebanon? 


Q Yes, the Government of Lebanon. But you're 
not ruling out the possibility of a “revised" government, if 
that is what is required for a cease-fire? 


A I'm not really trying to make any judgments 
about that. Our posture on strong support for the Central 
Government of Lebanon and for the extension of its sovereign 
authority throughout the territory of Lebanon, and freeing 
its territory of all foreign forces, and to repeat the third 
goal, which is the assuring of security across Israel's 
northern border, that all remains as it has been. 


I don't think it is up to me, or up to us, to talk 
about the composition in any way to address the question of 
the composition of the Lebanese Government, particularly. 
That is for the Lebanese to talk about. 


Q Alan, does the Administration oppose negotiations 
On power-sharing in Lebanon, as it does in Central America? 


(Laughter) 
A Clever, Ralph, clever. 


Q That's a serious question. That's a serious 
question. 


A Again, I'd have to refer you to the kinds of 
statements which have been made by the Government of 
Lebanon, by other parties concerned. I'm not going to try, 
in the middle of a negotiating process which is very active 
and very delicate, to respond to that kind of a question. 


Q Thank you. You might give them guidance, though. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 1983, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I've got a couple of 
housekeeping announcements. 


There will be two BACKGROUND briefings in this 
room this afternoon. A senior State Department official 
will give two BACKGROUND briefings here. The first one will 
be at 1:45 p.m. That is a readout on the state visit of the 
Portuguese President. I'll just make that clear again, that 
while it is usually done at the White House, today it will 
be done here because that same senior official at 2:00 p.m. 
will give you an update on international reaction to the 
shooting down of the Korean Airlines Flight 007. For your 
information only, and not for publication or broadcast, that 
official is Assistant Secretary Burt. 


Later this afternoon in the Press Office there will 
be a press release on the results of a plebiscite held in 
the Marshall Islands, September 7, on the Compact of Free 
Association. 


Then an announcement on another briefing tomorrow 
in connection with the release of the State Department's 
Special Report #110, on Soviet Active Measures, Friday 
morning. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing by a senior 
State Department official here at 11:00 a.m. tomorrow. 





0 What's that on? 
A Active measures, Soviet active measures. 
0 Soviet active measures? What's that? 


A That's all the skullduggery, the 
disinformation. 


0 What time is that? 


The briefing will be at 11:00 a.m. 


ON BACKG ROUND. 


A 
Q Is that ON THE RECORD or ON BACKGROUND? 
A 
0 


What is the release time on that? 








A I'll tell you afterwards. 


Q Why is the Korean update ON BACKGROUND? Are 
you planning to say less than you said on foreground? 


A No, no. I think we're interested in information 
rather than the individual being on camera. I think that's 
the rationale there. 


I haven't finished on this one, Bernie. Copies of 
the Soviet Active Measures report will be available as early 
as 8:00 a.m. tomorrow morning. Of course, it's embargoed 
unt: ! the completion of the briefing. 





That's all I've got. 


¢) I don't suppose we could get that this 
afternoon? 


A I don't think so. 


0 John, on Lebanon, can you tell us where 
things stand now with the mediation attempt to bring about 
an end to the fighting? 


A It's a fast-moving situation. I really don't 
have anything. Ambassador McFarlane and Ambassador Fairbanks 
are both in Beirut this morning obviously engaged in trying 
to move this whole thing forward diplomatically. The Saudis 
are engaged; others are engaged. But frankly, it is moving 
fast, and I really don't have a readout for you on where it 
stands. 


Q How is it moving? 
A Fast. 

re) In which direction? 
(Laughter) 


A I think I'll refrain from any charac- 
terization of how it's going. 














Q John, do you have any information that would 
confirm or deny reports that the Syrians and Saudis have 
agreed to be observers at the national dialogue -- 


A No, I don't. 
0 -- or what is part of a national dialogue? 


A No, I don't. What you are saying sort of 
presumes that there is an agreement. I think you may be a 
little ahead of the action. 


Q But is it going the other way, do you know? 
I mean, are the Syrians -- 


A Now, you are going the other way. I didn't 
go one way, and I didn't go the other way. 


re) Can you give us any help on what happened in 
Damascus yesterday? 


A No, I really can't. 


Q John, what happens to Veliotes' forecast 
about mid-day Tuesday -- 24 to 48 hours? 


5 I guess we've gone beyond that Rubicon. 
Obviously, he was optimistic, and we all remain hopeful that 
this can move along, but it's going to take a little longer 
than Ambassador Veliotes imagined, I think. These things do 
happen. | 


0 Why? 


A It's just a question of discussion, some con- 
Sultation, negotiation, various parties, different points of 
view, bringing them together. 


°) You can't be any more specific than that at 
all? 


A Gosh, I thought I'd been totally revealing. 


8) John, along those lines, last night the State 
Department was unaware of any request to the Israelis to 
take some action against the Druze forces in the Shuf. 
However, two morning newspapers managed to find officials in 
the government who were aware of such a request. 


Have you got up to speed on that one yet? 











A With a slight distinction, I think. I think 
that our guidance yesterday talked of a U.S. request. I 
think the stories this morning talked -- 


Q It said the U.S. had passed on a request from 
the Israelis. That's splitting it rather fine. 


A I don't know that it's splitting hairs, but 
anyway, we wouldn't get into that kind of discussion of 
diplomatic exchanges. 


re) But Alan also said he "would steer you away” 
from that story. 


A That the United States had asked for Israeli 
Support? I think that's why we offered you that guidance. 


0 Isn't it true that when the United States 
passes on such a request, there is an implicit support for 
such a thing? 


A I don't think I'd care to get into that. 


0 What about the visit of the Israeli 
Ambassador here yesterday? 


A I don't have a readout. I think he saw Larry 
Eagleburger. I don't know -- 


Q Do you know what the subject was? 
A I don't know. 


e) Anything to do with it? Was this the passing 
on of the request? 


A I think The New York Times' report this 
morning talked about a message being passed about a week 
ago. 





Q Was this passing on some new request that we 
will find out about tomorrow? 


A Not that I'm aware. 











0 Is the United States concerned that Israeli 
assistance for Phalangists, at least as reported by the 
papers, at the same time the United States is assisting the 
Government of Lebanon, may appear in the Middle East that we 
and the Phalangists are hand in hand -- and the Israelis? 


3 I'm not going to get into that kind of 
detail. Our policy in Lebanon has been clear, is clear, and 
we are working for a truce and for the ultimate withdrawal 
of all foreign forces. 


@) I'd like to follow on the question of an 
Israeli request, whether it came from the United States or 
from the Government of Lebanon through the United States. 
Has the United States passed a request from the Government 
of Lebanon for IDF assistance in the Shuf? 


A You, obviously, didn't hear my answer to the 
question over here. I said, we're not going to get into 
that kind of diplomatic interchange. We're not going to 
tell you what messages we pass for what governments, if we 
did pass such messages. 


0 John, any reaction to the Soviet charges that 
the U.S. is prepared to unleash a war in the Middle East? 


4 Those charges are ridiculous. I think the 
record speaks very plainly. I think the world can see who 
is for peacekeeping and who is for warfare in the Middle 
East. 


0 John, there is a report this morning that Mr. 
Cheysson of France is saying the United States pressured 
France to allow U.S. Marines and U.S. forces to preserve the 
security of French Multinational Forces in Lebanon. 


ist I haven't seen that; haven't seen that one by 
Mr. Cheysson. 


e) Independent of whether you've seen the report 
Or not, did the United States suggest that the air strikes 
that the President authorized this week, did the United 
States tell France that that would also cover French forces? 


A I think Mr. Romberg really responded to that 
yesterday. Our Marines, if they require support from off- 
shore, certainly have it. There certainly is consultation 
between the various components of the MNF, and I think that 








where that support might be used in the support of other 
elements of the MNF would be something that would be deter- 
mined on the ground in the light of a particular situation. 


0 In consultation with the other members of the 
MNF at that time on the ground? 


A Yes, sure. 


@) John, can you bring us up to date on 
Palestinian fighter involvement in the combat that is under 
way now, or the fighting that is under way now, in the area 
of the Shuf? 


A I don't know that I can be more specific 
today. I think we have offered something on PLO and 
Palestinian involvement, but I don't have an update for 
you. 


0 There is a hard report out of a Lebanese 
Government official in Beirut saying that (unintelligible) 
PLO or PLO-related fighters are still on the ground. I'm 
just wondering -- we are not advised by our own resources 
that there is increasing Palestinian involvement? 


as I don't have an update for you today, but 
certainly we have had words before on the extent of 
Palestinian and PLO involvement. 


0 Is it increasing now? 
fy I would have to look into that for you. 


0 John, I think the business about the reply 
yesterday and your replies today cannot end there. 


A Ah-hah. 


0 It raises a very, very serious credibility 
problem eminating from that lectern. If you choose to take 
these legalistic responses, and find refuge in a word such 
as “request,” and we get guidance yesterday to “steer you 
away from the story," that would seem to be less than the 
kind of candor and integrity we should be expecting from 
‘that lectern. I would like to call the attention of this 
briefing to that point -- and make that point. 





A O.K. You've made your point. I guess you 
don't have a question. I guess I would underline, however, 
that there are two different aspects of the story. There is 








a question of whether the United States made a request of 
Israel -- and we're not going to comment on that -- and 
whether the United States was the vehicle for the 
transmission of messages from other governments. 


@) But the point has already been made, John, 
that the two are not quite that distinct. If you are 
becoming a vehicle to relay a request, it indicates some 
comment on that request, does it not? An approval, an 
endorsement? 


A I guess I'm just really not going to get into 
that. 


re) But that speaks to the point that is being 
raised by several others here. You can't really differen- 
tiate between the two. So it does seem the reply yesterday 
was somewhat lacking in candor. 


A Why don't we leave the discussion there? 


.@) John, do you have anything on Mr. Son Sann's 
request for military assistance? 


A No. 
Q He is seeing the Secretary, I see, today. 
A Yes. As you know, there has not been U.S. 


Military assistance, and there would be no change in that. 
That's the general statement. 


0 No change in our overall policy on this whole 
question? 


A No. 


-- MORE -- 








0 No military aid? 
A Correct. 
0 John, on the Korean airliner incident, are 


there other measures that the Administration has under con- 
sideration vis-a-vis the Soviet Union? 


A I think the focus really today is on 
Montreal. The ICAO meeting was due to begin at 11:00 a.m. 
Korea was to speak first. The United States will be making 
a statement today, and we expect a large number of other 
countries to speak. 


I don't have the text of the U.S. statement 
available at the moment. I might have it a little later on. 
There have been extensive discussions about possible resolu- 
tions and a number of draft texts are circulating, but 
there's no formal text been presented yet. We expect the 
meeting will last through tomorrow. 


8) I'm talking about bilateral U.S.-Soviet 
actions. Are there other steps, measures, being considered, 
particularly at the National Security Council? 


A Why don't you ask the official who will be 
doing a briefing very shortly on that? He'll be talking 
about measures. 


0 John, have the President and the Secretary 
discussed the question of the Shultz-Gromyko meeting later 
this month, and has a decision been made on that? 


A I don't know whether they have talked about 
it this week. The Secretary has seen the President several 
times, I think, this week, but I don't know whether they 
specifically discussed that. 


6) Is it unlikely that the meeting will be held? 


A I don't know. As the Secretary and others 
said after Madrid, we would be talking about that possibi- 
lity later. 


8) One official I understand -- not the 
Secretary, but another official -- has been quoted as saying 
that it's 98% impossible or unlikely to occur. Is that 
accurate? 








A I'd wait and see what the decision is. 
Q Do you expect a decision this week? 
A I don't know. 


Q John, on the negotiations with Syria, the 
Middle East, Lebanon, etc., does the U.S. believe that Syria 
is interested in peace and stability in Lebanon? 


A Certain aspects of the Syrian role clearly 
have not been helpful, but, nevertheless, we believe that 
all the parties can be persuaded of the obvious advantages 
of peace, and that is the thrust of our diplomatic endeavor. 


Q Based on what? Given the record of -- 


A It is in the interests, I think, of most 
countries in the region that there be a stable Lebanon, and 
that is what we're working for. 


Q Are the Syrians supplying the Druze with 
their material for war? 


A I can't pinpoint the supplies, but there cer- 
tainly isn't any question about Syrian supplies moving into 
Lebanon. 


Q Lebanese Foreign Minister Salem this morning 
on "Good Morning, America" said that he expected the Marines 
to be withdrawn within the next few months. Is that too 
optimistic a view, and what's the latest on War Powers Act 
debate? 


A I don't know of any plans to remove the 
Marines or to change their number or change their role. As 
for the War Powers situation, I think you'd have to talk to 
the White House about that. As you know, they are involved 
in discussions about that. 


QO John, back to the Syrians, is the United 
States in the McFarlane negotiations offering the Syrians 
anything on the part of the United States for a Syrian 
agreement to the cease-fire package? 


A What do you mean by "offering"? I mean, 
offering the hope of peace, offering the hope of stability, 
or offering packages of tangible things, or -- 


Q Exactly. 
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A The answer to the latter is no. 


Q So it's just simply an offer of peace in the 
area? 


A And underlining the obvious advantages to all 
concerned for a stable Lebanon and the end of bloodshed and 
the end of killing. 


Q Is the United States agreeing to anything 
that the Syrians may be asking for? For example, I think of 
a sort of, let us say, an international conference in which 
the United States and Moscow would get together to talk 
about future Middle East -- 


A I think the role of the Saudis and ourselves 
is really to facilitate and try to bring the parties 
together and provide the forum in which differences might be 
resolved. It's not so much a question of the United States 
advancing plans and being a direct participant. It is 
really a facilitative and diplomatic role. 


.@) Is Syria asking for any Moscow role in these 
talks with McFarlane? 


I'm not aware of that, Bernie. 
Could you take a crack at it? 


A 
Q 
A Okay. Let me see what we have on it. 
Q 


Has the United States talked -- 


A I need to go back and make it clear that I 
won't get into what is going on between Ambassador McFarlane 
and the Syrians. But on the broader question of whether 
Syria has made any pronouncements about the involvement of 
the Soviet Union, we'll take a look at that. 


Q John, has the United States talked with the 
Soviet Union about this Syrian-Lebanon issue since the KAL 
flight? 


A I'm not sure what kind of discussion there 
has been since the shooting down of the KAL flight, but I 
think you may be assured that the Soviet Union is well aware 
of our position. But I don't know what specific discussions, 
if any, have taken place. 














ll 


Q What I'm getting at is that the negotiations 


obviously are at an interesting point right now. My 
question is whether the United States and the Soviet Union 
are dealing with one another on this issue? 


A I can't answer that question for you. 


Q Do you have any response, John -- to follow 
that up -- to the Soviet statement about the arms talks, 
that they're unrelated to the -- 


A I think you were offered something on that 
yesterday. 


Q John, now that Prime Minister Begin has for- 
mally resigned, do you have a statement? 


A I think probably not a great deal more than 
we had before. We obviously wish Prime Minister Begin well. 
He's played a unique and central role in the history of his 
country. : 


His dedication to peace and his efforts on behalf 
of the Israeli people are truly commendable. His states- 
manship and leadership have been a source of inspiration. 


Prime Minister Begin has shown the courage and 
determination to make the kind of difficult decisions for 
peace as demonstrated at Camp David which are so necessary 
to bring stability to this troubled region. 


Q Do you know if the President or the Secretary 
will communicate directly with him, will send him any 
messages? 


A I think you ought to ask the White House 
about that. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

Q Does the United States Government have any 
information that leads it to believe that President Hafez 


al-Assad has given up his long established goal of incor- 
porating much of Lebanon into greater Syria? 


A I think the Syrians have made clear that they 
have interests in Lebanon, but we are certainly pursuing -- 
we support very strongly the sovereignty of Lebanon and the 
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legitimacy of its government, and we are underlining that 
support in the course of our negotiations. 


Q To follow, that's established, but you spoke 
in terms of the Syrians having something to gain from peace 
and stability in Lebanon. 


A Yes. 

0 What? 

A How about the absence of war? 

@) Hafez al-Assad has been pursuing a policy of 


attempting to incorporate as much of Lebanon, hasn't he? 


A I guess you'll have to ask him what his moti- 
viations and aims are. 


0 My question to you was, does our government 
have reason to believe that he has abandoned that path? 


A We have reason to believe that there is merit 
in pursuing these diplomatic negotiations to bring peace to 
Lebanon, and that's what we're doing. 


@) John, do you accept the premise of his 
question that Hafez al-Assad is -- 


A No. We're not going to characterize Syria's 
motivations. I mean, that would be a -- 


0 There was a report this morning that the 
Soviets had a ship with diving equipment in the Sea of Japan 
and may be involved in some kind of a salvage operation. 


Do you have any -- 


A I don't have any independent confirmation. I 
have seen the reports. There seems to be a certain amount 
of validity to those reports that there is a fair amount of 
Soviet naval activity. 


8) We have no indication that they have found 
anything or about to find anything? 


A No. We have ships in the area as well. You 
might ask the Pentagon whether we have anything from our 
people. 
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¢) Are those ships in Soviet waters as far as 
you know? 

A No. Our ships in Soviet waters? No. 

0 Are you sure? 

A I'm positive. (Laughter) 


@) John, what has happened to the U.S. request 
for compensation? Have we found a way to make the Soviets 


accept it? 


A I'll have to do a little homework on where 
that has gone. 


0 What about that letter? Did we ever get that 
to the Soviet Union? 


A That's what I'll have to do a little research 
on. Do you have anything? The deliverance of the letter 
after the non-acceptance? 


MR. ROMBERG: It was provided to the Soviet 
Embassy. 


MR. HUGHES: It was delivered to the Soviet 
Embassy? 


MR ROMBERG: It was sent. 

MR HUGHES: It was sent to the Soviet Embassy? 
fe) Was it received in the mail? 

MR. ROMBERG: We don't have details to provide. 


MR. HUGHES: That's why I said I'd have to do a 
little homework on that. (Laughter) 


fe) Do you have something on the attack on the 
U.S. Consulate in Brazil? 


A No, I don't. I might have something later in 
the day. I don't have anything for you now. 








0 
A 
QO 
A 
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Is Shultz seeing Dobrynin or planning to? 
Not to my knowledge. 

Any plans? 

I don't know of any plans. 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1983, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a couple of announcements 
up front: 


Firstly, your State Department press passes' 
renewal will begin October 10. That's -- 


Q Would you start again? I'm sorry. 


MR. HUGHES: The renewal of your State 
Department press pass will begin on October 10, Bernie. I 
think everybody else got it, but I just repeat it for you. 


The pass is valid through the end of October -- 
the existing pass -- and I'll give you further information 
on that as it hecomes available. 


At 1:00 o'clock today we will have available 
for release the text of a letter from President Reagan to 
Bruno Kreisky, responding to the former Austrian 
Chancellor's letter on the impact of arms control questions 
on European public opinion. 


Thirdly, a statement on presentation of a 
diplomatic note to the Soviet Union this morning: 


This morning Assistant Secretary for European 
Affairs Richard Burt called in Soviet Minister Sokolov and 
presented him with a second diplomatic note demanding that 
the Soviet Union accept diplomatic notes which the U.S. has 
attempted to present the Soviets on its behalf -- that's the 
United States -- and on behalf on the Republic of Korea. 


These notes demand compensation from the 
Soviet Union for the lives and property of United States and 
Korean nationals lost as a result of the wrongful shooting 
down of Korean Airlines Flight 007 on September 1. The pre- 
sentation of claims of this nature by one state against 
another through diplomatic communications and the consequent 
payment of appropriately substantiated claims is an 
established international practice with hundreds of prece- 
dents going back several centuries. 











After this briefing we will be happy to make 
the text of the notes available, but briefly the note pre- 
sented this morning reiterated the U.S. position that the 
Soviet Union's actions in firing upon and destroying the 
airliner were wrongful under international law and require 
compensation. The note also reiterated the similar position 
of the Republic of Korea. 


Today's note said that the United States would 
regard a second Soviet refusal to accept the previous diplo- 
matic notes as an additional delict or violation which would 
give rise to a right to additional redress under inter- 
national law. So we’ii m=zke those -- 


Q Did he accept it? 


A He did not accept the note formally on 
this occasion, but the note has since been delivered 
to the Soviet Embassy. 


0 Was it accepted there? 


A It has not, as of 12:36, been returned to 
us. 

0 I lost you there. 

@) What does it mean, John, when he doesn't 


accept it? Does he throw it back at you? Does he refuse to 
take the thing in his hands, to -- 


A I guess he refused to accept it formally 
during the meeting, and so we sent it around physically. 


Q Did he read it out to him during the 
meeting? 


a It was presented and handed. It was left 
at the Soviet Embassy. It has not so far been returned. 


@) Could I just follow on my question? What 
happened during the meeting with Burt? Did Burt read him 
the thing and then try to give him it to him, and he said, 
"I'm not going to accept it?" 


A I wasn't at the meeting, but I think that 
that's a fair, I think, scenario. 


Q Are you talking about the second note? 


a I'm talking about a second note today. 

















0 Did he accept that second note? 
A No. He did not. 


0 Does the second note differ in any 
substantial manner from the first one of a few days ago? 


A I think it makes the point that continued 
refusal to accept these notes would open the way to inter- 
national legal action. 


0 Otherwise it repeats the other part of 
it? 


A It repeats the substance of the other. 
We'll give you these notes. But you can have -- 


0 Was the note left at the Embassy left 
inside the Chancery or outside the Chancery? 


A I don't know how it was delivered physi- 
cally. 


0 Can you find out about the mechanism on 
that, John? 


fs No. I think we'll just assure you that 
it was delivered, and it has not so far been returned. 


0 Could you tell who took it? At what 
level? 


A No, I can't. 


0 Could you discuss additional inter- 
national redress? What do you have in mind? 


A That's something we're looking at. I 
don't have anything for you in detail. 


0 What are available? 


A There is the International Court of 
Justice. 


0) They don't recognize its jurisdiction. 


A We're looking at what -- 


0 Was it one note that was read today, or 
two? You're a little blurred -- 








A It was a second note referring to the two 
previous notes, one presented by ourselves on behalf of the 
Government of Korea and one in our own right, which they had 
earlier refused to accept. 


0 John, can you say what his response is in 
not accepting the note? Did he say anything at all? Did he 
give any explanation? 


A No. I don't know what he said. 


0 John, the other day Alan said that the 
notes had been forwarded -- the first notes had been for- 
warded to the Soviet Embassy. 


Bh That's correct. 
0 Were they returned on that occasion? 


A They have not, to my knowldedge, so far 
been returned. 


@) John, did -- 


A You need to be careful about the dif- 
ference here between physical delivery of notes and formal 
diplomatic acceptance of notes. 


0 John, there's a conflict here. Yesterday, 
on background, an American official said that the note had 
not been -- this is the first note -- had not been delivered 
to the Embassy. 


A You need to be careful about the distinc- 
tion between physical delivery and official diplomatic 
acceptance. It is one thing to put something in the mail or 
hand it in at an Embassy. It is another thing to formally 
present it to a diplomat and have it accepted. 


¢) John, can we infer from what you're 
Saying now that continued refusal to accept these notes by 
the Soviet Union could conceivably jeopardize our diplomatic 
relationship? 


A No. I don't think we said that. I think 
what this language suggests is that continued refusal to 
accept these notes opens the way to further international 
legal action. 


0 Where? How? 








oa You weren't listening when I said I 
wasn't going to talk about that. You reallv have to listen 
more carefully. 


0 It was a jangle of voices, John. It was 
very unclear. 


a Okay. All right. 


@) While we're on the note business, Taiwan 
also had a number of people on the plane. Have they asked 
the United States to deliver a note for them requesting con- 
pensation along the lines of the one of the Koreans? 


A I'm not aware of any such request. 


@) Could you check and see if that's the 
case. 


4 Let me see what we might -- 


0 Did the matter of the Governors of New 
York and New Jersey refusing landing rights to the Gromyko 
plane come up during this meeting with Sokolov? 


A I do not know whether that specifically 
came up at this meeting, Jim, but I'm aware of the situation 
in which you're -- 


0 What is the situation? 


A I think the facts are that Mr. Gromyko 
will not arrive on an Aeroflot plane, and we are looking at 
the manner in which he might arrive. That, of course, is a 
U.N. representation which we accept. We're not going to bar 
people from attending the U.N., so we have no problem with 
Mr. Gromyko coming. 


0 Have the Soviets told you he is not 
coming on an Aeroflot -- 

A No, no. We're saying that he will not 
come -- 

Q You're not going to allow him to land 
anywhere. 

A Let me see if I can give you a little 


more specific language on that. He will not be coming on a 
civilian Aeroflot aircraft. The Department of State has 








approved Soviet requests for a special flight to bring Mr. 
Gromyko and the Soviet delegation to New York to participate 
in the U.N. General Assembly session, but the Soviets have 
been informed -- and I'm not sure whether that was at this 
morning's meeting or not -- by Assistant Secretary Burt that 
they will have to use non-civilian aircraft, and that plane 
will not land at a U.S. commercial airport. 


0 Non-civilian means military? 
A In my book it does. Yes. 


0 Wait. Can I distinguish on this? He 
usually comes in a plane that carries the Aeroflot designa- 
tion, but it's clearly a government plane. Does that meet 
your requirements, or does it have to have "Aeroflot" not on 
the -- 


A I can't get into the details, but he will 
not land at a commercial airport, and I presume that means a 
military airport, which is something we're looking at; and, 
obviously, the Pentagon has all kinds of rules and regula- 
tions about what kinds of aircraft fly into those bases. 


0 But wait -- his plane has landed in the 
past at Andrews. 


A Yes. I'm not suggesting that it will 
land at Andrews. 


0 John, have you heard whether he may not 
care for the specifics that you're outlining here and may 
boycott the meeting? 


A I have not so heard. Have no indication. 


0 Are sou suggesting a non-civilian 
aircraft, a Soviet military plane? 


A Yes. 


0 And would it land at, say, McGuire, or 
some place like that? 


A It might land somewhere in the vicinity 
of New York. 


0 A lot of commercial airports have mili- 
tary sides to them, whether National Guard or -- are you 
thinking in terms of something like that? 








A No. We're in the middle of this, but I 
don't want -- we do not expect him to land at a commercial 
airport. 


@) John, what's the significance of not 
allowing him to land in an Aeroflot plane, but allowing him 
to land in a Russian military plane? What's the difference? 


A I think you'd have to talk to the 
Pentagon about that. They run military airfields. 


0 This is as a result of the ban on 
Aeroflot, isn't it? 


A As I understand it, the local authorities 
in New York and New Jersey would not permit him to land at a 
commercial airport, so its academic. 


Q John, are we trying to discourage him 
from coming, or just trying to embarrass him? 


A No. It's not a question of trying to 
discourage him from coming. It's a question of facing the 
realities of the decision by the local authorities in cer- 
tain states, which have said that he can't land -- 


Q You won't let him land at a military 
airfield in an Aeroflot plane, is that what you're saying? 


A That's correct. 


Q Have they -- have the Russians -- I'm a 
little lost on this. You say he will not be coming. 


A No, no. I didn't say that. 
Q That's what you did say. 
A No, I didn't. 


0 You say, “He will not be coming on a 
civilian aircraft," the rest of the sentence -- 


A You have to listen more carefully, 
Bernie. 


QO I'm listening very carefully, and your 
reminders of that will not get you off the hook when you 
start blurring your replies to us. 











A I'm not going to blur my replies to you, 
but I'm -- 


Q The question is: He will not be coming on 
a civilian aircraft -- 


A Correct -- 
0 Does that mean -- 


A That's what I said the first time around. 
You didn't understand that, but that's what I said. 


QO Shall we continue this, or -- 


A No. I'll take another question. Let's 
take another question. 


Q The question is, is this -- 

A I'm not answering your question -- 

0 -- have the Soviets been told that? 

A I'm not answering your question, Bernie. 


0 Is it possible, John, that the -- is 
there a legal thing here? Is it possible that the local 
governments might be taking action in violation of the 
U.S.-U.N. host country agreement? 


A I think that's a legal question, but, I 
mean, you have to face the realities of what is happening. 
They have so decided: that they are not going to accept this 
plane. 


0 How about the other Aeroflot flights that 
have been coming in ever since the ban? 


A I'm not aware of any. 


Q Well, about 15 come in a year to -- 
bringing in stuff for the Embassy. 


aA Not since the shooting down of the Korean 
plane. 


0 Did the State Department protest -- 


A I don't want to mislead you. The fact is 
that the schedule has not provided for anv to come in since 











the shooting down of the Korean plane. 


e) You're saying that none -- after the 
Korean plane incident, unless things change, those diploma- 
tic Aeroflot flights would not continue? 


A No. I think that was made clear ina 
background briefing you had yesterday, that those are an 
exception to the ban on scheduled Aeroflot flights. But the 
Fact of the matter is that none of those flights covered 
under that exception have come in since the shooting down of 
the Korean plane, and none were planned. 


@) Can Gromyko come in on a diplomatic 
flight? Is there a diplomatic exception for Mr. Gromyko? 


A To what airport? 
0 You tell us. Where can they come? 


A They cannot come in to a commercial air- 
port, and we are saying that they cannot bring an Aeroflot 
plane into a military base. 


@) Does that, then, -- just to get to the 
bottom line -- does that mean it must be a government or 
miliary plane, and it must be at a government or military 
airport? 


A This is exactly what we're right in the 
middle of, but it seems to me you're going in the logical 
direction. I mean, obviously, this is a matter for 
discussion back and forth. 


@) Have you precluded him coming in on a 
Polish or a Czech or any other type of airline? 


A I'm not aware of any plans for him to 
come in on any other plane. 


@) Did you say that the Department of State 
had approved a Soviet request for a special flight for 
Gromyko? 


A In connection with attendance at the U.N., 
yes 


0 But they have asked for him to come in on 
¢ wilitary flight, so if -- 
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Q No. They did not ask. 
QO Have they asked or not? 
A It is my impression that they have. 


Q They have asked. So much of what we have 
said here is academic and beside the point, is that not the 
case? They have asked for him to come in on a military 
flight; you've said yes. Ouestion closed. 


A What I've said is that he is not able to 
come in at a commercial airport. That is clear. He's not 
going to be permitted to do that because of decisions by the 
local authorities. 


In line with our agreement on attendance at 
the U.N., we're not going to prevent this flight, but that 
means, presumably, that he will have to come in to a mili- 
tary airfield, and that's the kind of thing we're discussing 
right now. 


0 And have they asked -- 


A But if he comes in to a military air- 
field, it will not be in an Aeroflot plane. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Have they asked for him to come in in a mili- 
tary plane? 


A We're in the middle of discussions now. 


0] I just want to make sure so that you don't 
look like you've lost the battle here. As I understand it, 
there are no such things as a VIP Soviet military aircraft. 
There are Soviet VIP aircraft that are used by Soviet 
leaders just as Secretary Shultz uses Air Force planes, 
except those Soviet VIP planes always have Aeroflot on them. 
If he uses his government plane, will that be regarded as a 
civilian airliner? 


A When we get the specifics, when and if they 
tell us what kind of aircraft they're coming in on and when 
we tell them where they can land, I guess then we will attend 
to those details. But our position is that he will not come 
in on an Aeroflot plane to a military base. 


8) Did we advise the local authorities in New 
York or New Jersey on this? Did they ask the State 
Department's opinion? Did we try to discourage them or 
encourage them? 


A No. It's not a question of trying to 
discourage them. We made the normal applications to the 
Port Authority to permit them to land, and they declined 
those applications. They decided against. them. 


Q What if he would boycott the United Nations 
General Assembly and he will hold a meeting in Geneva or 
another place, other third world countries, and possibily 
split the whole United Nations as a result of this? 


A Well, hypothetical situation. 


Q Another subject. Would you be able to 
clarify for us an initial -- my understanding of the per- 
mission of President Reagan is for the local commande: of the 
Marines to use the aircraft against anybody who hit the 
Marines, your political and diplomatic presence, the MNF or 
the Lebanese Army -- hitting the Lebanese Army endangers 
the safety of the Marines. Is it so? 


A I'm sorry, I didn't get the question. It was 
rather a long preamble. Your question is? 


QO The question is, the permission for the local 
commander of the Marines to ask -- my clarification -- is he 
permitted to use it or to ask to use it, and who makes the 


decision? 
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A As has been the case, he is, and has been, 
authorized to request air and artillery support. 


'e) But who makes the decision? Is it Washington 
or he himself makes the decision? 


A I can't tell you how far up the line that 
goes. 


8) Second. In what sort of case -- yesterday, 
in the face French assistance that they don't need your 
help, you issued a statement a couple days ago saying there 
is no automatic provision for the Marines to send the 
fighters to defend the MNF forces. 


What is left is the fourth point in the four 
points that I've mentioned -- namely, when the Lebanese Army 
is hit and the safety of the Marines is in danger. ABC 
Nightly News, the correspondent of ABC in the Pentagon, 
quoting high officals in this Administration, says that this 
decision has been rescinded, which means that the aircraft 
would not be used to defend the Lebanese Army in this case. 
Is it true? 


A Let me see if we have something for you in 
terms of guidance. Let me take a look at that. 


0 Along those lines, do you have anything on 
the Lebanese Air Force plane that was downed and the others 
that had to land in Cyprus instead of Lebanon, and if that 
ties in? 


ay No, I really don't have much more than a very 
brief report. There was fighting today in the vicinity of 
Suq al-Gharb and Oabr Shamun on the ridgeline overlooking 
Beirut. The Lebanese Army was supported by Hawker Hunter 
aircraft from the Lebanese Air Force. To our knowledge, one 
of the aircraft ditched in the waters off Beirut. Its pilot 
was rescuec by a U.S. Navy helicopter. 


Beirut itself remains relatively quiet. There is 
occasional, sporadic and uncoordinated firing. 


According to our Marines, several mortar rounds 
landed near one of their positions early on Friday morning. 
Thee were no casualties, and around mid-morning Beirut time 
three rounds hit near the British Embassy. 


) Do you have anything on McFarlane and 
Fairbanks today? 
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A No. McFarlane is in Beirut today, continuing 
with his diplomatic -- 


Q You said the ceasefire negotiations were 
moving very fast. How would you characterize their movement 
today? 


A It's still a fast-moving negotiation, but I 
don't have anything beyond what I had yesterday to offer 
you. Everybody is deeply involved in the back and forth; 
the Saudis are, we are. 


Q Is your main concern now to create this --pro- 
tecting the Marines and the Lebanese Army -- much more than to 
go about the national reconciliation efforts which have been 
stymied? What is your priority now on that? 


A It's not a question of putting them in 
priority. Obviously, we are going to defend our Marines, 
but obviously we are working hard on the diplomatic front 
for a ceasefire. There has been talk of further con- 
ferring towards national reconciliation, and where we can 
facilitate all of that diplomatic movement. And we are 
deeply involved in it. 


0 Are you taking into consideration the two 
statements which were aired on ABC "Nightline" and "This Week 
with David Brinkely" by Walid Jumblatt, saying that as long 
as the Lebanese Army and the Phalangists are in the Shuf 
Mountains, we will let the Arabs sit around the tables and 
talk? 


fa I think you have to keep on trying. I don't 
think you conduct your diplomatic business on the television 
programs or in the newspapers. You do it privately, and 
sometimes, I think, people say different things privately to 
what they said publicly. 


Q On the War Powers Act, I would like to ask, 
the Administration seems to say that the War Powers Act will 
send the wrong signal to the Syrians by putting a cap to the 
length of the stay of the Marines. 


How can this argument hold water in face of the 
apparent will by the majority of the Democrats in both 
Houses to permit the stay of the Marines if the War Powers 
Act is invoked? 


A I think that on that War Powers situation, 
you really ought to talk to the White House. They are 
involved in discussion and consultations with Congress, and 
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I think while that is going on we won't have anything to say 
about it from here. 


@) Before we go on another thing, could we have 
a filing break, please. 


A Sure. 


Q So far, have you substantiated the Syrian 
involvement in the war in the mountains in Lebanon? 


A Nothing beyond what we've given you in terms 
of obvious supply and training, but I don't have any new 
data for you today. 


Q Do you have anything today on further 
Palestinian involvement, especially in the battle at Suq 
al-Gharb? 


i No, not beyond what I've given you to date. 





Q Do you have anything on the Marine 
commander's statement about the infiltration of the Amal 
militia into the slums near the airport? 


A No, I don't. 


0 This is just a detail on counter-measures. 
Could you confirm, or give any information on the statement 
made by Larry McDonald's administrative assistant that we 
have been prevented from building our Embassy in Moscow 
while the Soviets have continued to build theirs here, and 
he suggests this as a counter-measure? 


A I don't know what the state of construction 
is on the new Embassy in Moscow. 


0 Could you take that as a question? 

4 I'll take a look at it. Yes. Right away. 

Q John, since the Western airline ban began 
today in the Soviet Union, are you at all concerned by U.S. 


travelers over there possibily being stranded and having to 
make other arrangements to get out? 


A There are some stranded there. That's abso- 
lutely true. As we indicated in our September 8 travel 
advisory, American travelers should be aware that the ban on 
civil airline flights to Moscow by members of the World 
Pilot Association and the decision of several countries and 


airlines to suspend flights to and from the Soviet Union 
have disrupted air travel to the Soviet Union. 
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Some travelers have been obliged to arrange alter- 
nate transportation out of the Soviet Union, and it also 
appears that the Soviet airline Aeroflot is no longer 
honoring tickets on U.S. carrier stock, obliging travelers 
with such tickets to purchase new tickets. The Soviets are 
requiring them to pay in hard currency or with credit cards. 
So far most American travelers have been able to leave the 
Soviet Union, but often after delays and additional expense. 


0 Is there anything the State Department will 
do to help out if the situation gets pretty bad? 


A I don't know of any specific plans, but I'm 
sure our Consular officials in Moscow are being as helpful 
as they can. 


Q Can I go back for a minute to -- what was the 
sequence in which you advised the Soviets that they could 
not come in here with an Aeroflot plane for Gromyko? Did 
you advise them first and they then got your approval, got 
approval for, made application for a military flight? 


A This is an on-going situation, so I'm not 
suggesting that everything is cut-and-dry. What I'm 
suggesting is that there was an application, in terms of our 
Obligations in terms of U.N. attendance. We sought per- 
mission for them to land in New York or in the New York 
area. That permission was denied by the local authorities. 
So when that became evident, one was presented with a 
situation where you have to discuss alternative methods for 
them to get here, but I don't know quite -- 


Q You then advised them that they could not 
come with an Aeroflot plane? 


A Not into a military base. 
0 And is that the sequence of events, John? 
A So far as I know, but obviously this is 


moving along -- 


Q When exactly did all this take place? Can 
you tell us that? 


A I don't know. I imagine very recently. 
Q You said before about asking the Port 


Authority of New York, you said “we made the normal 
application." 


A Yes. 
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@) Does that mean that everytime somebody comes 
in, that somebody from the State Department has to make an 
application to the Port Authority of New York? 


A I don't know how wide that permission goes. 
But certainly I think in the case of the Soviet Union -- I 


don't know. I would have to check on what other authoriza- 
tions were -- 


@) Have we ever allowed a Soviet military craft 
to land at an American military base? 


a I don't know. A good advisor back there is 
nodding his head, but of my own knowledge I don't know that. 


8) Since Dulles Airport is owned by the FAA, is 
it considered a commerical airport? 


A You'll have to go to some people who have 
more technical expertise on this than I do. 


0 One other question. A while ago someone 
asked you if the Soviets had asked for a special flight for 
Gromyko, I thought you said yes. 

Yes. 
They did? 


Yes, to my knowledge. 


A special diplomatic or military flight? 


r Oo FF OO PP 


They've asked to bring him here for the U.N. 
session. 


Q Why has the U.S. decidied not to attend the 
World Energy Conference in India? 


A I think we have some guidance from yesterday 
on that. Why don't you check with the Press Office. 


Q Do you have a reaction to the expulsion of 
the two U.S. diplomats from Afghanistan? 


A Not a great deal beyond yesterday, although 
we did call in the Afghan Charge d'Affaires in Washington. 
That is Mr. Haider Refq. He was called into the Department 
yesterday at which time he was told by Deputy Chief of 
Protocol Richard Gookin that the charges against Mr. Turner 
and Mr. Blackburn are baseless. That is the new develop- 
ment. 
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There are in fact, just for your information, 
about twenty Americans at our Embassy in Kabul. That inclu- 
des six Marines. The man in charge there is our Charge 
d‘'Affaires. His name is Edward Hurwitz. Beyond that, I 
don't have anything beyond the guidance we gave you 


yesterday. 

.) You can't say they have actually left the 
country? 

A I can't, no. 

@) What about the man from Leningrad and his 


wife who were expelled on Monday? Have they left that country? 


A I don't know. Don't have anything further on 
it. 


@) Why do we regard the U.S. presence in 
Afghanistan as being accreditation to an independent govern- 
ment when the government appears to be under Soviet occupa- 
tion and it's really, at the moment, a kind of Soviet 
protectorate? Why don't we have our protest to the Soviets? 


a Make a protest to the Soviets? 


@) Make it just as a continuation of our 
problems with the Soviets. 


By Because our Embassy is in Kabul and accre- 
dited to that particular government. 


@) So we're recongizing them, in effect, as 
independent? 
A Yes, with obvious implications about the 


activity that is going on in that country. 

) I don't recall the charges against the 
Augustenbergs being also labeled “preposterous and 
baseless." Should one assume that those terms apply there, 
Or if not, why not? 


A I just don't have anything for you on that 
situation. 


0 Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Couple of announcements up front. 


Secretary of State Shultz will travel to Halifax, 
Nova Scotia on October 16, for another of the periodic 
meetings with his counterpart, Canada's Deputy Prime 
Minister and Secretary of State for External Affairs Allan 
MacEachen. He'll leave October 16. He'll come back to 
Washington October 17, the following day. They will discuss 
bilateral and global issues. This is another of the four 
such meetings that the Secretary and Mr. MacEachen agreed to 
hold each year. 


We'll put a trip list up for those of you who are 
interested in going on this trip right after this briefing, 
and we will take it down Thursday noon. 


Q What's the big rush? 


A Big rush? 

Q Yes. 

A Get some decisions before we all take off for 
the U.N. I think that follows pretty closely on the U.N. 


Austraiian Foreign Minister Bill Hayden on 
September 15 in Canberra concluded a major Australian 
Government review of the ANZUS Treaty and Alliance with an 
important parliamentary statement. It is a thorough and 
thoughtful statement on the Alliance and the Treaty on which 
that Alliance is based. 


The United States believes that it admirably 
reflects the conclusions drawn in the communique issued 
following the July meeting in Washington of the ANZUS 
Council. Foreign Minister Hayden's statement thus reaffirms 
a view held by successive Australian, American and New 
Zealand Governments for over 30 years that the ANZUS 
Alliance is vital to the common defense and broader 
interests of three nations of peoples with a long history of 
shared values, traditions, friendship and close cooperation 
in peace and war. 











That's all I have for you. Be glad to take any 
questions. 


Q John, can we start with Lebanon? What do you 
understand the situation there to be, and does it change 
anything in terms of the War Powers Act? 


A We understand that there's been intense 
fighting in the area during the night and early morning 
hours involving ground attacks, accompanied by artillery 
strikes on Lebanese Armed Forces in their positions 
overlooking Beirut as well as some increased shelling of the 
city itself. 


At last report the LAF had been successful in 
defending their positions. The LAF has reported the capture 
at Sug al-Gharb of several foreign military personnel, 
including a Syrian and a Palestinian. In addition to the 
LAF utilizing their artillery and limited close air support, 
the U.S.S. Virginia and U.S.S. Rogers fired naval gunfire in 
support of the LAF in its defense of those key positions. 








That is all I have in the way of an update. 


0 Over the weekend the Syrian Government made a 
statement saying that they would retaliate or respond if any 
of their people were hit by American gunfire? Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A Not specifically on that, Jim. We're 
returning fire against artillery positions in Lebanon that 
are firing on the Marines and the MNF. The nationality 
of the personnel manning the artillery sites firing against 
us isn't clear, but we are able to clearly identify which 
site is firing upon us and return purely defensive fire. [In 
other words, the Marines can target the battery from which 
the fire came, but they have no way of knowing who is 
manning that battery. 


Q Do you draw any conclusions from the capture 
of the Syrian? 


A No. I don't think so. I think we don't have 
conclusive evidence of direct Syrian involvement in hostile 
action against the MNF. As far as the Syrian captured by 
the LAF, I think we'll have to wait and see what they have 
to say about that -- what the LAF has to say about that. 


Q John, has the U.S. Government said or hinted 
to the Government of Israel that the Reagan Administration 
would not be averse to Israeli air actions in Lebanon? 





A I think that was already addressed by Mr. 
Romberg last week. 


Q This is fresh. This has to do with whether 
Or not we have hinted or said -- 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q John, is it possible that if the Syrians 
become more directly involved, that the United States would 
have to do more in helping out the Lebanese Armed Forces? 


A I don't think our rules of engagement, 
Bernie, have changed. It's not a question about not 
thinking, I know they have not changed. Our posture is a 
defensive one, and we have spelled out the extent of that 
defensive activity, and there's no change in that position. 


Q What about the cease-fire efforts? Where's 
Mr. McFarlane? 


A Both Ambassador McFarlane and Ambassador 
Fairbanks are in Beirut today. They are continuing their 
diplomatic efforts to assist in bringing about a cease-fire. 


0) John, on that, last week, Alan made something 
of the McFarlane visit to Damascus, and there was the hint 
later on background that a senior official suggested that 
there was the possibility of a breakthrough. I gather that 
fell through. 


A I think that there was a suggestion in some 
Congressional testimony that one hoped for a ceasefire 
within 48 hours. Clearly, those hopes have not been 
fulfilled, and I think any predictions about a time span that 
might elapse until a ceasefire is achieved is probably 
unwise to make. 


Q How do you explain the fact that there was a 
such a bad call by a top U.S. official in front of Congress 
on this issue? 


h I don't think it was a bad call, Bernie. I 
think that official was offering his viewpoint of the 
situation at a particular point when he was testifying. I 
think that I and others have said this is a very fast-moving 
and changing situation, and I think he was expressing hope 
that we might be near. We still express hope that a cease- 
fire is near. 
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Q But his hope had a time element attached to 
it. Yours does not. 


A No. Our does not. 


Q May I just pick up. At the outset, you said 
that U.S. naval gunfire is being used in support of the LAF 
in defense of these key positions. There was no reference 
at all to the fact, to the Marine tie-in. Does that mean 
that it has nothing to do with the Marines? 


A There may have been -- I do not know what the 
situation is. If there was any gunfire on Marine positions 
today, it was very, very limited. I'm not sure that there 
was any. But the position insofar as Sug Al-Gharb and its 
commanding presence over the airport is unchanged. 


Our position, I think as we have explained before, 
is that we would fire defensively on a position if the cap- 
ture of that position by hostile forces would bring the 
Marines in danger. 


Q That's the point I'm getting at. There was no 
mention of that at the outset. I'm wondering whether you 
were changing the policy? 


A No. No change. 


Q Could I just clarify? I thought you said the 
first time around that the artillery is in support of the 
MNF; is that what you said? You were firing on positions 
which were firing at MNF positions? 


A I'm not sure what fire came out of there 
today. But, clearly the premise holds that fire from Sug 
Al-Gharb can be directed on the Marines. Whether they fired 
from there today, I don't know, or what the extent of the 
shelling was today. 


Q I'm just trying to clear up what you said 
before. I had understood you to say that you were returning 
fire which had been directed against MNF positions? 


A No. "...close air support, the U.S.S. Virginia 
and and U.S.S. Rogers fired naval gunfire in support of 
the LAF in defense of those key positions." I'm not sure 
whether those guns, in fact, today, fired on the Marine 
positions. 








Q Do you have any comment on the statement made 
by the French External Relations Minister, saying that 
shelling by U.S. warships off the Beirut area was not the 
best way to solve the Lebanese crisis? 

















A No, I don't. We're in close consultation 
with our Allies, as you know. It's a Multinational Force, 
and they're operating in its entirely. They're operating 
with coordination with each other, but I don't have any conm- 
ment on that report. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that as a 
result of your -- of the Marine commanders being able to 
call for -- respond to fire, directed at them, that this has 


led to any improvement or to any reason to hope that the 
situation will improve now? 





A I don't know. I think that's a judgment that 
the Marines would have to make. In terms of their military 
situation, you mean? 





e) In terms of the political outcome of this 
crisis. 


A I think that initiative continues to go for- 
ward. As far as the Marines and the offshore guns firing 
back, I think there have been some suggestions that the 
incoming Fire on the Marines has lessened. But I think you 
really have to ask them. They're on the scene. 


0 What effect has this had on negotiations that 
the U.S. is conducting to try to find a solution to this 
crisis? 


A We're still engaged. The Saudis are still 
engaged. People are still working at it as energetically as 
possible. It's (inaudible) problem. 


.@) Do you have any comment on the implications 
of Yasser Arafat's return to Lebanon? 


A No. It's illegal. It is illegal in terms of 
the agreement that we undertook, or the Lebanese undertook 
with the PLO. 


Q How about the contention he's making that the 
agreement was breached because the United States didn't 
guarantee the safety of the Palestinians? 


A I don't think that holds water. We stand by 
the agreement. 


'@) I'd like to follow up on that, John. Arafat 
admits that some Palestinians are fighting in the Shuf. He 
said their actions -- that is to say, those who are fighting 
-- are unofficial actions. 

















How does the United States see the situation, and 
what if anything can you tell us that's new about 
Palestinian deployment in the Beirut-Shuf vicinity? 


A The reintroduction of PLO forces into the 
Beirut area is not in accord with the agreement that was 


signed. 


Q Can you flesh that out a little bit? How 
many PLO, which factions? 


A No, I can't. 


Q What about Soviet involvement; do you have 
anything new on that today? 


A I really don't. I might have something we 
can offer you a little -- but it doesn't take it any 
further, I think. We might have something we can offer you 


later. 


Q On the question of breach of the agreement, 
is it the U.S. position that there has been no breach of the 
agreement that was reached? 


A That's the U.S. position, that there has been 
a breach of the agreement -- 


fe) No. With respect to the incidents to which 
Arafat referred, has there, previous to this, been a breach 
of that agreement in the U.S. view? 


A I think there have been a number of infringe- 
ments of that agreement which we have addressed in the 
past. 

Q And how would you characterize the Israeli 


entry into Beirut? Is that a breach of the agreement? 


A I'd go back and refer you to the language 
that we've used previously. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Washington Post 
story today which mentioned that the U.S. Administration is 
seeking advice, options to halt the Iran-Iraq conflict? 





A . No, I don't. Our position has been to be 
uninvolved in that conflict. I don't have anything beyond 
what we gave you last week, I think, on the visit of an 
Iraqi minister here. 











Q Does the government have a view, or an idea 
at this point as to what the Syrians would want in exchange 
for encouraging the Druze to observe a ceasefire? 


A No, I don't think we'll get into that. I 
think that would fall within the purview of Ambassador 
McFarlane's negotiations, and I don't think we'll expand on 
that. 


| Q Are you still sticking with peace and stabi- 
lity the Syrians want? 


A Yes. In terms of -- I don't want to steer 
you in the direction that specifics are being asked for in 
terms of dollars, or whatever, and are being offered; that's 
not so. 


Q For example, are the Syrians demanding that 
the agreement between Lebanon and Israel be junked? In 
fact, is there still an agreement to be junked, or is that 
pretty much gone by-the-by? 


A As far as the United States is concerned, 
there is an agreement. But I think as far as the Syrian 
position on that, that would really -- you would have to get 
that either from them... I guess you would have to get it 
from them because you won't be able to get it from us. 


6) When you said before you don't have any 
conclusive evidence of direct, hostile actions by Syria 
against the MNF, do you have that against, by Syria against 
the Lebanese armed forces? 


A I think you really have to talk to them. As 
I say, they say they captured such an individual today, but 
I think they will have to expand on that. I think we can 
speak for what is directed against the MNF. 


0 Does the U.S. Government have -- and you 
quoted the general -- you just quoted what the LAF is 
saying, about the capturing of Syrians forces -- 


A Reporting what the LAF was saying about the 
capture. 


Q And the U.S. Government doesn't have any 
proof of that? 


A We do not have any proof of that, no; but 
have no reason to doubt it either. 











Q John, do you find indirect Syrian involvement 
in the attack? 


A I think we've always suggested that there is 
indirect Syrian involvement in Lebanon. 


Q No, I mean in the attacks on the U.S. Marines 
in the area? 


A. That's very hard to pinpoint. As I say, you 
can tell where the gun is but you can't tell who's firing 
the trigger. 


Q What I'm getting at is the testimony that was 
given by Mr. Veliotes and General Kelly before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee last week when they argued that 
any actions by Congress were likely to be interpreted by 
Syria as a weaking of American resolve or cause them to pull 
the Marines out and would cause them to increase the 


pressure there. 


There seems to be something inconsistent -- 


A I don't think so. I think those words speak 
for themselves. But as to a specific question as to whether 
you can identify who is manning a specific gun, I'm afraid 


Q They must have had something in mind when 
they referred to Soviet activities. | 


A I'm sure they have in mind the overall Syrian 
performance in Lebanon, the continuing occupation throughout 
Lebanon by the Syrians and the fact that, certainly, some of 
that artillery which is firing at the Marines is in terri- 
tory controlled by the Syrians. I think that's what the 
Marine spokesman out there said today. That doesn't 
necessarily mean that it's a Syrian crew manning that gun. 
But that some of that fire has come from Syrian-controlled 


territory. 


Q Associated with that, John, the Times yester- 
day pointed out that this new series of shelling was the 
first time American ships had fired at targets within 
Syrian-controlled areas of Lebanon, and the first time 
American ships appear to have shelled anti-government 
artillery positions in response to an attack on an 
non-American target. 


Doesn't this represent an escalation of the United 
States involvement? 











A It may represent something that hasn't been 
done before, but it's not a change in the rules of engage- 
ment, and it's not in contradiction of what we have said 
would happen. Namely, that we may well fire on a position -- 
if taken by hostile forces -- that would put the Marines in 
jeopardy. 


Q May I ask you one that may be a change? Toward 
the end of last week it was said that fire would be directed 
-- I guess fire actually was directed -- against positions 
which were shelling not the Marines but which were shelling 
near the British Embassy where the United States diplomatic 
headquarters is now temporarily located. 


At least one statement was made, I believe out of 
Beirut, saying that an attack on any American could be 
cause for retaliation by the forces there. Can you explain 
how far this extends? Americans are widely disbursed there 
in Lebanon in some places. The story pointed out that the 
British Embassy is very close to some other targets which 
are presumably the targets of the shelling. 


Who decides, and on what basis, whether some 
action, which may harm some American in Beirut, is the cause 
for return fire by the American offshore forces? 


A I think the guidance we offered last week did 
make clear that the protection would encompass diplomatic 
personnel. It's not only MNF, but it's diplomatic personnel 
as well. 


I think that obviously is in the Beirut area. Who 
makes the decision, I guess that would start with the Marine 
commander on the site when called upon to return fire. But 
how far up that decision is made, I can't answer. I guess 
you would have to ask the Pentagon. 


Q This is removed from the area that the 
Marines are in, as I understand it. (inaudible) 


A For example, the American Ambassador's resi- 
dence is one area that has been cited, and I'm sure we would 
protect other American personnel in Beirut. 


Q The point is, when you say the decision might 
start with the Marine commander, the Marine commander, as I 
understand the situation, may not be anywhere around the 
area that is getting shelled, if it's around the American 
Ambassador's residence or the Lebanese President's Palace, or 
someplace else.. 
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A I'm not sure who is the principal American 
military agent in Beirut. There may be another individual, 
but maybe the Pentagon should clarify that for you. 


Q You're saying that it is diplomatic personnel 
A Yes. 
Q -- who are primarily the ones being protected 


by this kind of order. 


A I wouldn't say “primarily,” but I would say 
that the guidance we offered last week did specifically 
include diplomatic personnel. 


Q On the same question, I was wondering about 
the other end of the equation. Does it matter to the United 
States, so far as its response, who is doing the firing and 
who may be in the vicinity? For instance, there's some 
theory that the Soviets are in Lebanon but not in this area. 


Would the United States pause and consider whether 
it has a right to retaliate if the retaliation might hit 
Soviet advisors? 


A I think the United States' position in the 
rules of the engagement are quite clear, that the Marines 
will defend themselves and they may fire at an artillery 
piece firing at them. They cannot always be sure who is 
maning that piece. 


Q Do we have a precise definition of the so- 
called Beirut area, because it seems this is an important 
point to put if we are talking all around about the Beirut 
area. When we are talking about the return of the 
Palestinians, we are talking about the Beirut area. 


A We are talking about Beirut and the towns 
on the ridgeline that command Beirut, but I think I'd urge 
you to go back to the language we used last week for the 
specifics of that area. I think we spelled it out. 


8) New subject. 
Q Only one follow-up, please. 


Q Are there Soviet advisors with the Syrians 
inside Lebanon? 


A I think I will take that question for you. 

















ll 


Q Is it now the Administration or government 
policy that setting a public deadline for withdrawal of the 
Marines from Lebanon would, in fact, endanger the lives of 
the Marines that are there now? 


A I don't know of any discussion of setting a 
deadline. 


@) Various officials of the Administration have 
been saying ON BACKGROUND that that would be one of the con- 
sequences of setting a deadline. I just wondered, is that, 
as an official spokesman for the government -- 


Q It's testimony by Veliotes, your legal advisor, 
and General Kelly in open session before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 


A I'll leave you with their words. They speak 
for themselves, but I don't have anything for you today on 
that. 


@) I just checked the wires before the briefing, 
and the way they're reporting this military engagement is 
that this U.S. navy fire is in direct support of the 
Lebanese army to prevent the towns on that ridgeline from 
falling into anti-government hands. 


A That may be correct. 


QO Do you dispute that their interpretation of 


A No. 

Q You don't? 

A I just explained it. 

0 You see it that way? 

A I don't know -- I mean, obviously things are 


happening on the ground. I don't know what's happening on 
the ground. But if that is what is happening, that would 
not be a contradiction of the rules of engagement. 


Q I believe you were asked before whether or 
not today's actions constituted an escalation. I don't 
think you gave a direct answer to that. You said it was 
within the context of the rules of engagement. But within 
that context, is it an escalation? 
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A I don't think it's the first time -- it's 
certainly not the first time we've had naval gunfire. 


Q Forty rounds in forty minutes is a lot more 
than four rounds in a space of 24 hours. 


A I'm not sure. I'd have to go back. I think 
we had something like 60 rounds last week, but I‘m not sure. 
I'll have to check on that. The Pentagon can tell you that. 


re) My question still stands. Do you regard this 
as an escalation? 


A How do I know if it's an escalation unless 
I'm sure we fired more rounds today than we did on the pre- 
vious occasion. I suppose if we did, then, if you wanted to 
call that an escalation, I suppose you could. It's cer- 
tainly not the first time that naval gunfire has been called 
for. 


e) Does it continue to be the Administration's 
point of view that this is not in the variety of imminent 
hostilities that would trigger the War Powers Act? 


A I think the White House is engaged in 
discussions with Congressional leaders, and we'll leave that 
to the White House. 


Q I'm told just last week that the Syrians 
and the Israelis agreed on certain proposals. Since now it 
failed, can you tell us about these proposals? 


A No, I can't. I don't know anything about a 
Syrian-Israeli agreement. 


Q I have two questions please. Does the U.S. 
Government see any validity to the argument of Mr. Jumblatt 
that the fighting is taking place because of the presence of 
Phalange forces and the Lebanese army forces which he also 
sees as Phalange forces in the Shuf Mountains, and once 
these forces are out, he thinks that there will be talks on 
reconciliation? 


By the U.S. Government taking a position in direct 
opposition to that, he thinks that it is taking side with 
the Gemayel Government. 


First of all, do you see any validity to his argu- 
ment, and do you see his interpretation as being correct? 


A The United States is not injecting itself 
into -- there are obviously internal conflicts, but there 
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are obviously external pressures on Lebanon. We are not 
injecting ourselves into internal factional disputes. 


Basically, the position, not only of the U.S. 
Marines but of the Multinational Force made up of four 
nations, is to support the legitimate government of Lebanon, 
and that's what it is doing. That legitimate government has 
a national army which has done rather well, and I think that 
the disposition of that army is something that the President 
of Lebanon and the Minister of Defense of Lebanon have to 
decide and would take into consideration in any political 
decisions that are made concerning a ceasefire, but that's 
not for us to dictate. 


Q Okay. It comes back to the same question 
that everybody has been asking: How far would the United 
States be willing to go to protect the legal authority, as 
you call it in Lebanon, Mr. Gemayel's government, considering 
the nature of civil war in Lebanon? I mean, how far are you 
ready to go? 


A That's exactly the kind of thing that 
Ambassador McFarlane is involved in now in attempting to get 
a ceasefire and attempting to be helpful in the area of 
national reconciliation. But those are decisions that the 
Lebanese themselves of various confessional colorations have 
to make. 


0 Just one last thing, please. You said that 
the argument of Mr. Arafat doesn't hold water. Can you tell 
us why? I mean, maybe it doesn't but can you tell us why? 
He claims that the Israelis and the Americans breached the 
agreement, first, by the Israeiis moving into west Lebanon, 
and (2) by the massacres occurrence which he thinks the 
United States is responsible for also? 


A Yes, I know. But you also have an agreement 
for an Israeli departure, and the fact is that the PLO were 
to have departed Beirut with their leadership and they did 
in terms of that agreement and certain commitments were made 
to them in terms of their security which were carried out. 
They were not supposed to come back and they have come back. 


Q To Beirut or to Lebanon? 
Sorry? 
To Beirut or to Lebanon? 


To Beirut. They have come back. 


o0 - OO Y 


They have come back to Beirut? 
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A If one is to believe these reports of 
the Palestinians that have since been captured and held -- 


Q Can you substantiate these reports? 


A I think Mr. Arafat's words speak for them- 
selves. 


Q To Beirut? 


A He talked yesterday of his forces in the 
environs of Beirut, certainly. 


Q What does the U.S. plan to do about it? 


A We're doing all we can to bring peace to 
Lebanon. Have you got a good idea? (Laughter) 


Q Yeah, I got some. I'll tell you later. 


fe) Can I go back to the question that was asked 
previously about Iran and Iraq? The French Foreign Minister 
has announced that they're going ahead with their sale of 
some -- France is going ahead with its sale of some attack 
airplanes to Iraq, and the President of Iran made a state- 
ment over the weekend saying that if any action is taken 
against Iranian facilities they will close the entire 
Persian Gulf to oil, at the outflow of oil. 


Does the government have a view, the U.S. 
Government, of France's sale of these attack planes to Iraq, 
and does it have a view of the threats coming from Tehran to 
take some action regarding the Persian Gulf? 


A I think we've offered some words before on 
the question of the Gulf, and we can look those up for you. 
I don't have anything on the French sale. But, I think, in 
fact, there's a later wrinkle. I think there's a report out 
today that they're not going ahead, at least for the moment. 
I think I've seen something a little later on that. 


Q If they don't go ahead, does the U.S. have a 
view on that? 


A Still don't have anything for you. 

















15 


Q To get back to the question of the PLO in 
Beirut, there were reports out of Israel last week that about 
1,000 PLO members were infiltrating in small groups back to 
Beirut. Can you confirm that? 


A No. 
Q Are you going on the basis of that 
information? 


A I can't. I don't have anything on that. 
I'm not steering you one way or the other. I just don't have 
anything on it. 


Q Mr. Raymond Eddih, a Christian Maronite 
Lebanese leader, well known as a friend of the United States 
of America, is coming -- 

A I missed the beginning. 

QO Raymond Eddih. 

A Oh, yes. 

, Q He is a Maronite Christian and well known 

as a friend of the United States, and he is now coming 
against Gemayel's government operations in Lebanon. 

Do you have any comment on that? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on a report of a Soviet 
general showing up in Damascus? 


A No, I don't, Bernie. 


Q One on Syria, please. There is an editorial. 
in today's Wall Street Journal, which recalls the gratitude 
that the State Department expressed upon the release of Mr. 
Dodge, the president of the American University in Beirut. 





It goes on to suggest that the Syrians were able to 
exert their influence because they, or in fact the 
President's brother, were directly involved in the kid- 
napping in the first place? Do you have any evidence on that? 


A I think we're going to be as tight-lipped on 
the circumstances surrounding Mr. Dodge's release and his 
imprisonment as were at the time, I think, Jim. 
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Q Why the secrecy about the involvement of 
Rafaat Assad? Why the secrecy? 


A Primarily, because Mr. Dodge asked for it to 
be that way. I can't pretend that there are not other fac- 
tors involved, too; but the base of the motivation was that -- 


Q Is there any danger that there will not be 
more Americans (inaudible) Assad and his gangs? 


A No. Simply that Mr. Dodge at the time, and 
consistently since then, has said he prefers not to discuss 
where he was held or how he was released; and we are honoring 
that wish on his part, as well as having some consideration 
of our own. 


Q Foreign Minister Cheysson, in his statement 
today, said that the -- 


A I'm having difficulty seeing -- 


Q The Foreign Minister of France today called 
that U.S. shelling unilateral, and said it could divide the 
MNF, and I was wondering if there was consultation with the 
MNF before that took place. 


A Our shelling from the -- ? 


8) Yes. 


A I can't answer that. There certainly has been 
a lot of consultation there between the governments. The 
Secretary met with the various Foreign Ministers of the other 
MNF units in Madrid, and there certainly was harmony of 
viewpoint at that stage, and there has been consultation 
Since. There certainly is consultation on the ground between 
the various units, but I don't have anything on it, or 
whether we informed the others that we were firing, I don't 
know. 


0) John, is there a clear order of battle agreed 
upon by the members of the MNF, or are they essentially 
making it up as they go along? 


A I think it's a fairly fluid situation. 


Q Can you take the question about whether the 
Other UN Multilateral Forces were informed prior? 
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A Let me take a look at it, sure. 


Q Could you in any way give us the U.S. sense of 
the Syrian attitude in these negotiations? If you can't go 
into details, that's one thing; but whether the U.S. believes 
the Syrians are engaging in serious discussions or simply 
just foot-dragging or stalling, or whatever. 


A I think the fact that the Saudis and ourselves 
have engaged, and continue to engage, in what I presume must 
be an exhausting business for those involved. The way they 
are moving around and the hours they are working -- and 
working through the night, I don't think anybody is getting 
much sleep. I think the fact that we all persist in this 
endeavor means that there is hope that there can be a 
successful diplomatic conclusion. 


It's hard to give you odds on the various degrees 
of enthusiasm of the various parties including the Syrians. 
You know, it's just very difficult to assess the degree of 
commitment. But one can only look at the facts: everybody 
is continuing to talk, including the Syrians. 


Q John, on that, the facts, I mean the military 
Situation, I mean, any analysis would suggest that that is 
really paramount. Would you say this is the decisive battle 
that is now going on? In other words, if they lose that -- 


A I think you would have to ask the military 
experts. I think certainly that town is very important -- 
there isn't any question about that; but you'd really have to 
ask the military experts. 


Q Do you see a connection between that and the 
negotiations? 
A Well, there often is a connection between the 


military activity and diplomatic negotiations. 


Q John, should the Syrians read the shelling by 
the U.S. warships in the last 24 hours as a statement by the 
Reagan Administration of its determination not to let Sug al- 
Gharb fall? 


A I think we've made clear our concerns about 
Sug al-Gharb and our intent to assist militarily to see that 
that does not fall into hands of people who could shell our 
Marines, so we take that seriously. 
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Q Are the other nations of the MNF as commited 
as the United States to Sug al-Gharb? It makes one wonder 
when Cheysson says it's a unilateral action. 


A I don't know what their position is -- which 
points represent -- I don't know whether that point repre- 
sents a threat to their forces or only to the Marines. 
Again, I think you would have to ask the military. I guess 
that point commands the airport where the Marines are. I 
don't know whether you can fire into the other MNF positions 
from that point. 


6) This point wasn't very clear last week when 
I happened to have asked the question about Sug al-Gharb. 
When did it really become so clear, or was there a change as 
to the United States commitment not to let Sug al-Gharb 
fall, because I asked this very same question last week, and 
the answer was -- 


A I don't know when somebody looked at a map. 
I guess if you were a Marine sitting at the airport, you 
probably were fairly conscious of Sug al-Gharb all the time, 
but I don't know when somebody looked at a map and said, 
"That is a point from which fire can be directed at the 
airport." 


Q Any chance any Marines might be sent up there 
to help out? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q On another subject, does it make any dif- 
ference to the State Department that Foreign Minister Gromyko 
is not coming to the General Assembly? 


A Well, as you know, although there were 
problems about his flying into a commercial airport in New 
York, the State Department was working on alternative means 
for him to come here, and we pursued that, and would be 
still willing to pursue that. I think the statement that the 
State Department issued over the weekend indicates that, and 
indicates that suggestions that we would not take adequate 
steps to insure his security, and so forth and so on, were 
incorrect. 


We worked at it and remained ready. I think you 
would have to ask the Soviet Union what the implications are 
of his not coming. 
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@) I was asking for the implications as far as 
the State Department is concerned. Does it make any 
difference that if the Secretary sees a Soviet he is not 
seeing the Foreign Minister, but rather the Permanent 
Representative, for example? 





A I can't really give you a "fix" on ** & par- 
ticular meeting at the U.N. There are, obviously, wcner 
channels for communication between the two countries. 


Q Does the Administration believe that perhaps 
Governors Cuomo and Keane made a strategic error in giving 
Gromyko a more nearly graceful way to avoid going to the 
U.N.? 


A Well, I don't know. That's sort of academic. 
The Government had to deal with the situation as it existed. 
New York and New Jersey made their decisions; the State 
Department sought to produce alternatives. The Soviets have 
declined to pursue those. 


Q Do you have any guidance on visas to be given 
to some members of the Council of State of Nicaragua, as well 
as to Mr. Zamora of El Salvador? Apparently, all those visas 
have been denied? 


A I have a bunch of visa guidance. Which ones 
are you talking about, basically the Borge one? 


Q Well, there's Borge, but there are five other 
members of the Council of State of Nicaragua who are to come 
this week. 


A I don't have anything on the others. I do have 
something on Borge which you probably had before. 

6) Could we hear that one, and then could we hear 

A Sure. He did request a U.S. visa earlier this 


year to speak to a number of private groups here. He was 
informed in August that his entry to the United Staes was 
approved, but he did not travel here. That apparently was 
his decision. Should he apply again, we would look at it in 
accordance with U.S. Immigration law. 


Q How about Mr. Zamora of El Salvador, is there 
anything on that? 
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A Yes. He is not going to be here; he was 
refused a visa by the American Embassy in Managua. He is 
ineligible for a visa under the Immigration & Nationality 
Act, which prohibits the issuance of visas to aliens who are 
members of anarchist, communist, or terrorist organizations, 
or who advocate anarchism, communism, or terrorism. 


While the United States is fully supportive 
of the widest possible dialogue directed toward bringing the 
Salvadoran left into a democratic process, the State 
Department's decision took into account Mr. Zamora's remarks 
when he spoke as a spokesman for the FDR/FMLN during his June 
visit here, when he said the FMLN took "full responsibility 
for the murder of Lieutenant Commander Schaufelberger. 


Q Just one more question: Does the recent 
speech last week by Fred Ikle represent U.S. policy in 
Central America? Other members of the ARA here in this 
building are saying that that speech distorted U.S. policy. 
I'm wondering is it in fact policy or not? 


A I think you have to look at what Mr. Ikle 
said in its entirety, and I think Larry Speakes at the White 
House already addressed that question and answered it. 





6) On the same area, do you have anything on the 
report that Suazo Cordova, the President of Honduras, sent a 
letter here asking for $400 million in compensation? 


A Yes, I do, and I will read it to you just as 
soon as I find it. 


We don't, as you know, basically comment on reports 
of exchanges of communications between heads of state. 
However, the Honduran Government has never requested aid in 
exchange for holding joint military exercises with U.S. 
troops or for establishing a Regional Military Training 
Center. Also, that training center is not a U.S. base, but 
it is a Honduran facility. 


Our requests for economic and security assistance 
for Honduras are a matter of public record. FY-83 economic 
assistance will total just a little over $100 million and 
security assistance $37 million. The FY-84 request, which 
is still before Congress, is for $85 million in economic 
assistance and $41 million in security assistance. 


Q A copy of that? 
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A Sure. 

@) Also, are you denying the existence of such a 
letter? 

A I think we've gone a little further than we 


would ordinarily do. As you know, we don't ordinarily discuss 
communications between our leaders, but we are going a little 
further than we ordinarily do in order to correct some 
misapprehension. But I'm not confirming a specific letter at 
a specific time. 


0 John, beyond the recent (inaudible) I 
understand that Commander Carlos Nunez who was the president of 
the Council of State of Nicaragua, had applied for a visa 
to be here today, and that it was denied. 


A I think that one is still under consideration. 
Yes, it is. 


'@) Going on on the same subject, if Rubin Zamora 
was refused a visa, presumably, for advocating anarchism, 
communism, Or terrorism, what about the representatives of 
the FDR/FMLN here in Washington now? They have, I 
understand, two representatives here in Washington. 


A Permanent, you mean? 
0 Yes. 
A I can't answer that one, just don't know. 


Don't know the answer to that question. 


0 On Gromyko, can I take you back there, 
please? You said we'd still be willing to pursue, looking 
for alternate ways. 


0 Has the U.S. formally told that to the 
Russians, and have the Russians responded? 


A Oh, I think that's implicit, Bernie, in what 
we've said to them, and I think they have been just as clear 
that they are not interested in pursuing it. 


0 But we haven't told them that formally, it's 
just a -- 
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A I think in the discussions back and forth on 
alternatives, it was quite clear that we were prepared to be 
helpful within the guidelines we had set in assisting them to 
come here. We were not saying Mr. Gromyko should not come 
here; we were responding to the Port Authority decision in 
New York and New Jersey. 


Q You regard that as a closed case now, since 
you seem to be putting that in the past tense? 


A I think it's closed as far as Mr. Gromyko is 
concerned. Obviously, members of the delegation will come 
here, and I think they have indicated they will come by 
commercial means. But I think as far as Mr. Gromyko is 
concerned, he has made it clear that he will not be coming. 


Q Do you know why the State Department never has 
criticized the governors for their action? 


A I don’t think it's a question of not 
criticizing; I think it's a question of facing a fait 
accompli. We had made the routine application; they denied 
it, and we then quickly got into a discussion of alternative 
routes and bases. 





Q The State Department often issues statements 
even in a most minor interference by local authorities in 
foreign matters. In this case, you have been unusually 
complacent, I think, or would you not agree with that? 


A I'll agree that we haven't issued a statement 
on it. We have moved on to other alternative methods of 
arrival without specifically taking it up with them. 


Q John, recently you issued a statement on an 
action of the Massachusetts State Legislature in regard to 
Sri Lanka. 


A That one got by me, I'm afraid. 
(Laughter) 
Q Why -- (Inaudible) 


4 With legislatures so busy, one can't keep up 
with all of them, I guess. 
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0 The implication of what you're saying is that 
this was really due to a response to the governors' action. 
Was the U.S. Government moving to deny the landing of an 
Aeroflot plane even before the governors took their action? 


A On the question of Aeroflot, yes; you have a 
point on Aeroflot. Irrespective of what kind of aircraft, 
if your question is, was the United States moving to stop 
Gromyko's coming here, the answer to that is no. 


Q I meant in an Aeroflot plane -- Gromyko in an 
Aeroflot plane, not this ceneral, world-wide -- 


A I think perhaps not initially, at the time of 
the initial application to the Port Authorities in New York 
and New Jersey, but I think on reviewing the situation, yes, 
the Administration clearly decided that it would not be 
appropriate. 


0) Even before the Governors took their action? 


A I can't give you the time frame of when that 
decision was made; but I think clearly, the Administration 
was moving in that direction, that it would be inappropriate 
for an Aeroflot -- In view of the fact that various other 
governments are taking action against Aeroflot, it would not 
be appropriate. 


0 What generated the second thinking of the 
Administration on the subject? 


A Oh, I really can't give you a detailed 
accounting, Don. 


0 But officially, you were ready to accept an 
Aeroflot -- would you say that? 


A It might have been. I'm not sure what the 
initial thinking was about the initial flight. I'm not 
sure how much detail it had gone into, or had been gone into 
about what kind of aircraft it was. It may well be that ini- 
tially the thinking was that an Aeroflot plane might have 
gone into New York; but it certainly at some stage, the 
Administration decided that it would not be appropriate. 


0 If you had found an airfield in Connecticut, 
or Boston or somewhere like that, even then, which would 
accept an Aeroflot plane, the State Department would not have 
accepted it; is that what you're saying? 
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A I think that the Administration -- and I can't 
tell you over what precise time -- had arrived at the 
point where a plane with Aeroflot markings would not be 
appropriate. 


QO So, the matter of the Governors was really 
irrelevant; it was a State Department decision? 


A The State Department moved beyond that, and 
were looking at other alternatives. I mean there is not a 
question of his not having been able to come had he really 
wanted to. But certainly, we had said that an Aeroflot 
plane would be out of the question. 


0 John, what is to stop the Governors of New 
York and New Jersey from denying access in the future to 
other unpopular leaders? 


A I guess that's a legal question that we'd have 
have to take a look at. 


Q Do you think that you have complied with the 
Headquarters agreement by offering alternative landing sites? 


A You're getting into an interesting legal 
question about the role between the local authorities and the 
Federal Government. I think the Federal Government has, 
because obviously, there were other alternatives and other 
airports available, and we attempted to pursue them. So I 
think we did not contravene the agreement, have not contra- 
vened the agreement, because we have sought to find ways to 
bring him here. 


As to the legality of the decision by a local 
authority to bar a specific flight, I think that's a question 
I can't answer. 


0 John, I wanted to ask the same sort of 
question John did. Isn't this a treaty, this agreement, 
doesn't it have the status of a treaty, and isn't a treaty 
the law of the land, and doesn't federal law take precedence 
over state law? 


A The Federal Government sought to adhere to the 
agreement by making it possible for Mr. Gromyko to come here. 
What you're asking is, did the local authority get in the 
way? 


Q They created an impediment. That's what the 
language of the agreement is -- it's an impediment. 

















25 


A If he had been prevented. I mean, there are 
lots of airports in the United States. 





@) No, it doesn't say “prevention"; it says "an 
impediment." 


A But the agreement doesn't say he has to come 
into that particular airport. 


@) Of course not. Probably, that airport wasn't 
even built at the time, in 1947. 


@) Do you have any reaction to some apparent 
action by some Afghanistan planes bombing across the border 
of Pakistan? 


A Yes, I do. 


On September 18, six or seven MIG aircraft entered 

Pakistani airspace near the City of Parachinar -- not sure 
I'm in the getting that pronunciation correct -- Northwest 
Frontier Province. We don't know whether they were Afghan 
Or Soviet planes. The aircraft dropped nine bombs on a 
neighboring village, and injured at least two civilians. 
There is an unconfirmed report that one person died in the 
attack. The aircraft penetrated some 16 to 17 miles into 
Pakistani airspace. 


The United States believes that this sort of 
incident highlights the need for a peaceful solution to the 
crisis in Afghanistan caused by the Soviet's invasion of 
1979 and their brutal war against the Afghan people. The 
United States calls upon the Soviets to cease their disregard 
for international legality and the accepted norms of civi- 
lized international behavior. 


2) Copies? 

A Sure. 

e) John, would you say that the United States 
Government is pleased or disappointed that Mr. Gromyko has 
decided not to come? 


A Don't have a comment on that. 


.@) Back to Afghanistan, has there been any 
further action by the U.S. Government or any further ramifi- 
cations of the action taken last week by Afghanistan in 
telling two U.S. diplomats they had to leave right away? 
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A No, I do not think there has been any 
further action. Let me check on that for you, but I don't 
think -- 


Q Have they left, do you know? 
A I'm not sure. Be glad to check for you. 


Q John, could you take the question of whether, 
consistent with the denial of the visa to Zamora, does the 
Administration plan to review the status of the two 
Salvadoran citizens who reside in Washington, who claim to 
represent the FDR? 


A Let me look at it. O.K.? 

Q Do you have anything either on the dif- 
ft.culties reported about arranging a meeting in El Salvador 
between the Peace Commission and the FDR/FLMN? 

A No. 


Q You had nothing? Secondly, do you have 
anything on the reports of renewed “death squad" activities 
by the anti-communists? 


A No, I do not. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:18 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1983, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements up front. Available in the Press Office is 
the testimony of Dr. Charles Fairbanks, Jr. He's Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs. He gave his testimony before the 
Human Rights and International Organization Subcommittee of 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The subject was 
psychiatric abuse in the Soviet Union. 


2) Where did you say that was available? 
A In the Press Office. 
You want to pause and rush out and get it? 


At the invitation of the Secretary of State, 
Foreign Minister of the Hungarian Peoples Republic, Peter 
Varkonyi is paying a working visit to Washington. It 
begins September 19 and lasts through September 22. The 
purpose of the meeting is to review the state of our bila- 
teral relations, to exchange views on current issues and 
matters of international concern. During his stay in 
Washington, the Foreign Minister will also be meeting with 
other U.S. Government officials and representatives of the 
legislative branch. 


That's about all I have for you. I'll be glad to 
take any questions. 


@) John, there's a report that there are at 
least four Americans on the mountains which are being 
shelled, acting as spotters. Do you know if there are any 
Americans serving up in the mountains? 


A I think the Pentagon is going to respond to 
that, and is preparing something. 


fe) Okay. Can you give us a readout on what 
the situation is there today? 





A In Lebanon? Yes, sure can. 


It's pretty quiet there today. Beirut was calm 
this morning. Radio Lebanon has been reporting occasional 
exchanges of fire in the Suq al-Gharb area. The Marines 
reported that a few shells landed near their positions last 
night. No casualties. There's been no action near the 
Ambassador's residence in Yarze. 


I understand a couple of our planes did fly recon- 
naissance missions over Beirut this morning. 


0 Do you have any kind of note from the Soviets 
with regard to Lebanon? 


A A note from the Soviets? 

0 Any kind of a protest over the -- 

A Not to my knowledge. 

0 -- American shelling of the Syrian position? 
A Not to my knowledge. No, I don't think so. 
O Can you check it? 


A Why don't you take my statement as being 
accurate unless I get back to you? 


0 Did the Marines fire back? 

A I don't think so. 

0 And the U.S. ships have not been firing? 

A I don't think so. 

0 What importance do we attach to the Prince 


Bandar mission? 


A Prince Bandar mission? The Saudis have been 
deeply engaged in the diplomatic negotiations, and Prince 
Bandar has been very much at the forefront of those. 


0 Are we placing a lot of hope on this? 
A I think we certainly appreciate the rather 


vigorous involvement of the Saudis in this, as we have all 
along. 


0 Do we take the quiet today to indicate any 
kind of change in people's positions, progress in nego- 





tiations, or is it as some people have suggested, it's the 
day of a funeral of a major Druze leader and that's -- 


A It's hard for us to make a judgment, I think. 
There are different views on what it means. 


O We hear from Italy that Spadolini said that a 
cease-fire was imminent. It was his understanding. 


A I guess we're a little reluctant -- Spadolini 
had said a cease-fire is imminent? I think, while not 
seeking to contradict him in any way, I think we're a little 
reluctant to make predictions about it. 


Q Could you give us the U.S. sense about the 
possibility, imminence or lack of a cease-fire? 


A Still working at it. Still working at it. 
Hopeful. 


0 Can you confirm or deny, I guess, the reports 


that some of the shells that fell on Suq al-Gharb yesterday 
were of a cluster-bomb type? 


A I find that astonishing, but I think you 
would have to ask the Pentagon. 


0 One more thing, John. Have you received any, 
if you can tell us -- usually you'll say no, but let me ask 
it anyhow -- Arab governments' protests about the escalating 


U.S. firepower -- 

A Not to my knowledge. 

QO No Arab governments have communicated -- 

aN Not to my knowedge. 

e) Are you concerned about the negative impact 
of the recent escalation of the fighting there on U.S. 
interests in the Arab world? I mean, don't you think that -- 

A A negative impact? 

Q Yes. For instance, how can the Egyptian army 
hold joint maneuvers with the same army that's shooting at 


Other Arabs? How can the Jordanians -- 


A I guess you would have to ask the Egyptians. 
I haven't heard anything from the Egyptians. 


@) Are you concerned about it? 














A It depends on how you read what is happening 
there. You're saying that there is a negative impact. I 
don't accept that judgment. 


Q Many Arabs are saying that there is a nega- 
tive impact. 


A You must make your judgment, and they 
must make their judgment. 


0 Were there any civilians found in the areas 
which were bombarded by the U.S. Navy in the last couple 
days? 


A I don't know. 


0 Were there any ways to forsake or to protect 
civilians so that the bombs will not fall on them? 


A I don't know specifically about that par- 
ticular shelling. If you talk to the Pentagon, I think they 
will have some words for you about our concern regarding 
civilian casualties, and the steps that the military are 
taking to insure that there are no civilian casualties. 


0 Let me follow this with another question. 
Were all of these hits on military installations and 
bunkers, whatever it is? They didn't fall on private pro- 
perty or people? And who is going to be paying for the 
damage of the civilians if there is any damage assessed 
after these shellings? 


A Certainly, they were all aimed at specific 
batteries firing in the other direction, but I think you 
would have to ask the Pentagon for details, for their eva- 
luation of what they hit. 


QO Can you tell us anything about the mechanism 
of coordination between the Lebanese Government and the U.S. 
naval firepower, insofar as the targeting is concerned? 


A No, I can't. You would have to ask the 
Pentagon. 


0 How about clearance for use of the firepower 
against Lebanese soil? 


A You have to talk to the Pentagon. 


0 Do you have any information there that would 
update either Soviet arms deliveries to Syria or Soviet pre- 
sence with Syrian troops in Lebanon? 








A No. I gave you guidance on Soviet troops in 
Lebanon yesterday. I have nothing on the Soviet arms 
supplies. 

0 On that same area, do we have any sense of 


what the Soviet-Syrian discussions reveal to the extent that 
we know, or to the extent that we speculate, about what sort 
of advice the Soviets are offering the Syrians -- whether 

to hold back to avoid a clash with the U.S.? 


A It's hard to speculate. 

fe) Is there some working estimate within the 
Department? 

A I'm sure there are ideas with different ana- 


lysts, but I think hard evidence of what is transpiring be- 
tween those two governments is pretty sparse. 


0 Isn't there some sort of an assumption that 
the Soviets are not telling the Syrians to cool it, and don't 
go too far up the ladder of brinksmanship? 





A I can't help you along those lines. 


0 John, has there been any diplomatic contact 
with the Soviet Union about Lebanon? 


A Certainly, the Soviets are aware of our posi- 
tion on Lebanon, but I'm not aware of any specific meeting 
Or interchange in recent days on Lebanon. 


0 Have they communicated their position on 
Lebanon to us? 


A I think we have seen some TASS statements. 
e) I mean directly. 
A I'm not aware of a government position. 


0 What about the TASS statement? Do you have a 
reaction to that on the U.S. fanning the flames, and so 
forth? 


A I think that's ridiculous. 


0 Can you briefly, if you will, tell us what are 
the U.S. objectives right now in Lebanon, and how could 
those be achieved through the firepower that the United 
States is using now? 











A I think we've really spent quite a lot of 
time outlining objectives. I think I will ask you to go 
back and do your research on the rather careful words about 
the Marines’ role, and certainly the words that I have used 
and Mr. Romberg has used over the past week about the defen- 
sive character of the fire that we are directing. 


9) Can I follow on this, please? The four U.S. 
Marines that died in Lebanon were not from Sug al-Gharb. 
Yesterday we were told, more than once I guess, that Suq 
al-Gharb -- the United States will not allow it to fall, 
because if it does it provides, or it creates risks for the 
U.S. Marines. 


In light of that fact, I know that the four U.S. 
Marines, and shells that landed yesterday on the Marines, 
were not from Suq al-Gharb. Can you tell us what other 
reasons are there for the United States' commitment not to 
let Sug al-Gharb fall into anti-government hands? 


A I think the reasons for the defense of what 
particular town are quite clear. But that doesn't mean that 
is the only location from which hostile fire might be 


directed. 
0 Can you tell us what else is there? 
A No, I cannot. 
a) Is one of them the U.S. -- 
A I'm not going to go beyond what we've said. 


Obviously, this particular town is currently an area which 
we are concerned should not fall into hostile hands, but not 
going to speculate on where else we might fire. 


@) No, what I'm asking, John, is, what, besides 
the shelling or the risk to U.S. Marines, are the other 
reasons that the United States will not allow the fall of 
Sug al-Gharb. Is one of the che risk for the Gemayel 
Government as a whole? 


A No. You've already set out the reasons for 
our involvement in that town. 


fe) Anything new on PLO involvement in the Shuf, 
any numbers? 


A No, don't have anything beyond that. 
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@) Have we contacted the Israeli Government 
recently in terms of military coordination or asking for 
any Israeli military involvement? 


A No. We're certainly not asking for any mili- 
tary action. 


QO How about diplomatic action with the Druze 
since the Israelis have got their own ambassador (inaudible) 


A I don't know what might be going on 
diplomatically. 
8) John, given the personal relationship that 


the Secretary has with President Assad and -- 
A Personal relationship? 


0 Well, the fact that they've met and talked at 
great length. As I recall, a spokesman was talking about 
the fact that they had gotten along quite well, despite the 
fact that they disagreed. 


A I think that spokesman was talking about the 
chemistry that obtained during that time, rather than a per- 
sonal relationship. 


2) That's what I was alluding to, but given that 
chemistry, has there been any contact between the Secretary 
and any Syrian officials beyond the contact -- 


A No, not to my knowledge. I mean, not even 
directly, other than through diplomatic channels. 


0 Not on the phone or anything? 
A No, not to my knowledge. 
0 Do you know of any change in the pattern of 


diplomatic efforts made by Saudi Arabia after the shellings 
from the -- 


A Sorry, any change in the -- 


@) In the pattern of the diplomatic efforts done 
by the Saudis? 


A No, I don't think so. I think the effort is 
Still to produce a cease-fire and still to be engaged with 
the obvious two parties involved. 


0 Do you have a date, just to finish up my 
question, for the meeting between the Secretary and Foreign 
Minister Khaddam in New York? 








A I do not. I don't know. I'm not sure -- 
I'll have to check on whether Khaddam is coming to New York. 


@) Assuming that the Pentagon will confirm the 
presence of artillery spotters in Suq al-Gharb, would you 
put that within the self-defense definition of the U.S. 
role? 


A I think you would have to ask the Pentagon. 
Why don't you wait and see what they say about those 
individuals? 


Q I would like to follow up on Red's question. 
Has there been any change in the mandate or the mission of 
the Marines and their other support units in Lebanon? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any indication of an increase 
in Libyan or any other foreign elements behind the Druze 
lines in the Shuf, or Iranians? 


A No. I think the figure we have seen of 
Libyans in the Bekaa over an extended period of time, and I 
don't think there's any change in that, has been some 300. 
I don't know of any change in that. 


0 You say in the Bekaa, but not necessarily in 
the Shuf? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


@) Can you talk about the talks that have been 
going on in the last few days with the Furopean Allies, what 
they're about? I gather Mr. Burt was in Europe rather 
suddenly. 


A As you know, we don't confirm specific 
meetings, or the travel plans of Assistant Secretary Burt, 
but there certainly has been consultation. 


The United States is negotiating actively in 
Geneva in an effort to achieve concrete results in the INF 
talks, if possible, by the end of the year. With this 
objective in view, the United States has been consulting 
closely with its Allies. These consultations include direct 
contact with Allied governments, and an intensive series of 
meetings by the Special Consultative Group, the NATO body 
responsible for consultations on INF. But I'm not going to 
get into timing and form or the content of those con- 
sulations, except to say that our Allies fully support the 
U.S. approach to these negotiations and share our commitment 

















to full implementation of the December 1979 decision through 
arms control, if possible; through deployment, if necessary. 


0 Is that in essence some kind of a new target 
to achieve concrete results by the end of this year? 


A It's not a new target. 


9) I never heard that formulation before. 


--MORE-- 
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Q In that connection, do you see anything new 
in the statement by Andropov put out by TASS today? 


A No. I really don't see anything new on that. 
This is regarding the freeze? 


re) Yes. 


A Okay. The proposal's about the same as that 
which the Supreme Soviet and Foreign Minister Gromyko 
announced in June. As we've said previously, the freeze 
would preserve current Soviet strategic advantages and 
reduce their incentives to agree to substantial reductions 
about which we're negotiating in Geneva. 


Moreover, many elements of the proposal are vir- 
tually impossible to verify. The British, the French and 
the Chinese -- to whom the Soviet freeze proposal was also 
Originally made -- have rejected it as well. We are nego- 
tiating for genuine reductions in strategic and 
intermediate-range nuclear forces that could contribute to 
greater stability, and we believe this objective deserves 
priority in the negotiations. 


@) Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


0 John, how do you view the Andropov appeal to 
the Bundestag? Where does that fit? 


A It certainly doesn't break new ground, so I 
guess you'd have to analyze his motivation for yourself. 


0 What is our position on the INF missiles in 
the eastern Soviet Union? 


A I think we've got some guidance on that we 
can roll out for you. 


Q There were reports that the President had 
circulated a letter to the NATO leaders in which he indi- 
cated that there would be some measured flexibility or some 
controlled modifications in the U.S. position on the Nitze 
talks. 


Could you tell us anything about that? 
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A Not really. I think the White House would, 
or will confirm that the President has written a number of 
letters, but I think you'd have to go to the White House for 
anything that they might want to talk about in terms of con- 
tent. It's not usual to talk about the content of 
Presidential letters, but why don't you try them? 


0 Can you confirm the information or comments 
on the position taken by the French yesterday about the 
shelling of Suq al-Gharb? 


A No. 


re) Over the weekend, John, there were reports 
that within 24 hours to 48 hours, Originating from Saudi 
Arabia, that something, possibly a solution, will come or a 
cease-fire will come about, and then the Marines bombarded 
-- the ships bombarded. 


Do you believe that this has contributed to 
possibly an escalation of the situation and washed away the 
possibility of a cease-fire as the Saudis were expecting? 


ren I think various people have to make judgments 
as to what it has done. Barrie was asking me earlier for an 
assessment of the quiet today. Is it a prelude to additional 
activity, or have people backed off? It's very hard to make 
those judgments. 


e) John, coming back to the Soviets just for a 
minute, has the Secretary ruled out a meeting, regardless of 
who heads a Soviet delegation to the United Nations? 


A I don't know what the current thinking is on 
what meetings might take place between the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union at the U.N. 

0 Is such a meeting still possible? 

A I don't know. I mean, I think I'd have to 
think about that and see what we can produce. I doubt that 
it would be involving the Secretary. 


0 Have you been informed that Mr. Kornienko was 
going to head the Soviet delegation? 


A No. I have not. 


0 If he does, would you envisage, as he seemed 
to be suggesting, possibly an Eagleburger-Kornienko meeting 
Or something of that -- 
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A Let's wait and see who comes and -- 


Q You haven't been informed that the Soviets 
are, in fact, sending a delegation that will come through 
Mexico City? 


A We know there's a Soviet delegation. I think 
part of it is already here. 


Q Do you know the names of these? 
A I'm not aware that we have. I don't know. 
QO You said earlier about Suq al-Gharb, that we 


were concerned that this town should not fall into hostile 
hands. 


Could you help us out on who is hostile in the 
U.S. view? 


A I think in the case of Sug al-Gharb, we mean 
people who would fire on our Marines. As you know, we 
have said it's very difficult to be sure who is responsible 
for a particular battery firing on the Marines. But whoever 
is firing that battery, we will fire on them, or we reserve 
the right to fire on them. 


@) What would we do to prevent that town from 
falling, where it's shelling now? Has the United States 
reserved the right to do other things beyond what -- 


a I don't think we should really speculate 
about what else we might do. I think you've seen the action 
to date, and we'll leave it there. 








Q Without getting excessively semantic about 
it, if you're facing hostile fire from these people, is that 
not by definition hostilities that the Marines are engaged 
in? 


aN I mean fire that may fall on you and do phy- 
Sical, bodily damage to you, I guess the Marines would con- 
sider that to be hostile in a practical sense, perhaps not a 
strictly legal sense. 


0 Doesn't that trigger something? 


A I think the White House is deeply involved in 
that issue. 
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Q Would Secretary Shultz like to keep the 
United Nations in New York? If other nations wanted to move 
it, would he oppose that? (Laughter) 


A Oh, I think the attitude of the United States 
as to the presence of the U.N. is well-known. We take 
seriously our responsibilities as host country and expect to 


continue those. 


0 What about Lichenstein's words yesterday? 


an I think he was offering a very personal, 
robust comment in the face of Soviet provocation. 


0 Not a matter of U.S. policy that we want to 


~ 


wave bye-bye at the dock? 


4 I think U.S. policy on the U.N. is well- 
known, I think, probably. 


@) Have you had a talk with the Ambassador about 
this? 


A I haven't had a talk with him. 


8) Has anybody? 


ro I don't know. 

0 We want the U.N. to stay here? 

f We want the U.N. to stay here. Sure. 

0 You want Lichenstein to stay at the U.N.? 
0 John, are you saying that Ambassador 


Lichenstein was talking for himself, not for the U.S. 
Government yesterday? 


A As I say, I think he was expressing in the 
face of considerable provocation a sturdy, robust, per- 
sonal comment. 


0 John, do you regret what he said? 


rs It's not a question of regretting what he 
said. 
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@) John, in other words, he was not speaking for 
the United States? 


A I think he was not articulating U.S. policy. 
(Laughter) I think that's quite clear. (Laughter) 


0 John, it was said -- possibly as a result of 
what you said, it was said that he was also addressing the 
other countries who are unhappy with the security that was 
accorded or afforded to the delegates and other people and 
possibly the harassment that they've been exposed in certain 
circles from -- 


A Others may have been present, but I think he 
was goaded by Soviet comments. I think that is what he was 
reacting to. 


0 Would you say the United States' actions in 
Lebanon -- the latest actions in Lebanon -- are having the 
support of Arab Governments? Does that support Mr. Reagan's 
plan? 


a, What we are doing in Lebanon is defending our 
Marines. We're not interfering in the internal affairs of 
Lebanon. The Marines are there as part of a multinational 
force at the invitation of that government, and I think we 
have a responsibility to defend them, and that's what we're 
doing. 


0 John, there's a story out of Tokyo -- if I 
may just take you to another thing which is kind of 
interesting -- which says that the Soviets have told the 
Japanese they are prepared to turn over fragments of Flight 
007 on the 26th of September. 


Are you aware of that, and how do you read it? 


A Yes. The Soviet Goverment has informed our 
Embassy in Moscow and the Japanese Embassy in Moscow that it 
is prepared to transfer to the United States and Japan what 
the Soviets call “objects and documents" recovered from KAL 
Flight 007. 


We have no indication regarding the specific 
nature of the objects and documents involved. We were 
informed, however, that the objects did not include the 
remains of any of the victims of the Soviet shootdown. 


0 Is this September 26 date correct? 
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A What we're doing, Barrie -- we're going to 
talk with our Japanese and South Korean colleagues on this 
question. Of course, we're interested in ensuring that 
everything that is retrieved from the downed airliner is 
returned to the rightful owners. 


We've just had this report. We're going to talk, 
as I say, to our colleagues, but I think the wire service 
reports of the date, which is Monday, are correct. 


0 Is the United States involved because it's 
acting for South Korea? 


A Yes. I think that's the premise, and, of 
course, because Of Our own citizens involved in that crash. 


0 And these documents -- do you know if they 
include flight documents? 


A Beyond what I've given you, we don't know 
what's in it. No indication whether the black box is 
included, or what else is there. 


9) Do you have anything at all on the black box? 


nN I think the Pentagon may have something for 
you as their ships are obviously involved in the search. 


() What interpretation do you put on the Soviet 
move? 


A It's hard to say until we see what it is 
they're turning over. 


0 No you have a robust comment for us on that? 
A No. I don't have a robust comment. 
0 Just after the briefing yesterday a story 


moved out of Moscow that the Soviets now are saying that the 
KAL plane that was shot down was working in close coor- 
dination, not only with the KC-135, but what was described 
as a Ferret spy satellite. 


Do you have anything on that for us? 


A It's the kind of nonsense, disinformation and 
lying which has characterized the Soviet response to the 
shooting down of this airliner from the beginning and with 
which they have attempted to justify their attack on the 
plane. 
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As we've said before, KAL 007 was not involved in 
any intelligence-gathering mission. The United States, 
unlike the Soviet Union, does not use civilian airliners for 
intelligence purposes. There's absolutely nothing to the 
Soviet contention that the plane delayed its departure from 
Anchorage to synchronize its approach to Kamchatka with the 
flight of any American intelligence satellite. 


If the Soviets are going to make charges, then it 
seems to us that they should produce the evidence as we have 
consistently produced the evidence of what we have said 
throughout this whole situation, and that includes producing 
the black box. 


@) (Inaudible) 


B I mean, if they have evidence, if they have 
the black box, it seems to me the black box is one of the 
most conclusive pieces of evidence as to what happened. 


Q We have no evidence that they -- 
A We have no evidence that they have it. 


) Do your experts say that one could falsify 
the contents in the black box in a convincing fashion? 


A Do our experts say that? 
0 Yes. 


A I don't know. It would not be surprising if 
the Soviets came up with some piece of manipulated evidence, 
but I don't know specifically what you can do with a black 
box. 


8) John, excuse me, at the annual fund World 
Bank meeting coming up, I'd like to ask you what the U.S. 
State Department says in response to friendly countries in 
the developing sector who tell us that because of IMF con- 
ditionalities and the conditionalities now attached to the 
World Bank's structural adjustment loans that it's becoming 
increasingly difficult for them to maintain stable govern- 
ments and democratic processes? 


In other words, do you tell them that that is less 
important than maintaining the Breton Woods system? You 
know, my usual IMF question. 
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A This may come as a Surprise to you people, 
but I have nothing to tell them at this moment, but I'll be 
glad to take a look at it. 


@) John, any other information about any 
increase in the Soviet military presence in Syria? I mean, 
sending more -- 


A No. 


fe) Any incursion of soldier experts or personnel 
in the Shuf area? 


A No. 


Q Why don't you wait until I finish my 
question, sir? 


A I thought you had finished your question. 
Soviet -- 


@) Well, I didn't say where. 

A You said the Shuf area. 

0 Yes. I didn't say the Shuf yet. 

A Why don't you finish your question? 

0 Thank you. 

A What is your question? Are you all through? 
) Yes, Sir. Thank you. 

A Okay. 


0 Why is Minister Abu Ghazala of Egypt meeting 
with Secretary Shultz, Schneider and Veliotes? 


A I don't know. I think it's routine. I don't 
know what they're going to discuss. 


0 I was looking at the story about the downing 
of the Libyan airliner by Israel in 1973, and I find out 
that the United States abstained from condemning Israel at 
the International -- I believe it's Organization of 
Aeronautics, whatever it is -- this one which met in Paris 
the other day to discuss the KAL thing. 











18 


Can you please justify or find the reasoning, if 
you want to take the question, why the United States 
abstained from condemning Israel? 


A I don't know. I'm sure we offered -- if that 
is the case, I'm sure we offered a rationale at the time, 
but I don't know what it is. 


8) The rationale, I would like very much to know 
what was the reasoning. 


A Why don't you do a little checking and see 
what we said at the time? 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Couple of announcements. Yesterday 
marked the 150th anniversary of relations between the United 
States and the Sultanate of Oman. That relationship began 
with the signing of a Treaty of Amity and Commerce on 
September 21, 1833. It has grown and flourished over time. 
A press release available in the Press Office outlines some 
of the activities taking place in commemoration of this 
event. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:30 this after- 
noon will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Human 
Rights and International Organizations. The subject of that 
testimony is human rights in the Philippines. 


Finally, the Korean Government today issued a state- 
ment (saying) that they will deliver to the International Civil 
Aviation Organization all important wreckage, including the 
black boxes, when and if recovered from the KAL 007 crash 
site. The Korean statement also urged other nations, 
including the Soviet Union, to cooperate in providing ICAO 
with all pertinent data and materials. The United States 
Government strongly supports this Korean request and joins 
in urging the Soviet Union to give, as we are doing, full 
support to the ICAO investigation of this incident. 


That's all I have for you. 


8) Do you have any suspicions as to whether the 
black box is or is not recovered? 


A No. Don't have anything further on that, 
Jim. 


0 Anything new on contact with the Soviet 
diplomats here or in Moscow? 


A It continues. 

















At the Shultz level, or -- 


No. 


So F vO 


Is there going to be a Kornienko-Eagleburger 
meeting in New York? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Is that being considered? 


A I don't know anything about Fornienko coming. 


0 John, on the basically the same topic, over 
the weekend Le Figaro reported that at some point in the 
recent several weeks -- they weren't clear on exactly when 
-- an Air France airliner was shot at over East German 
airspace and forced to land, and that the United States and 
other Western governments at the request of the French 
Government haven't said anything publicly about this. 


A Don't know a thing about it. 
0 Can you look into that? 


A I'll be glad to look into anything that there 
is on it, but don't know a thing about it. 


0 Can you give any background to the 
President's statement yesterday alleging Soviet-sponsored 
aggression in Lebanon? 


A No. I think that the President's words spoke 
for themselves. Don't think we'd have anything further to 
Say on that, Bernie. 


0 John, on the airliner, have you got any -- 
you saw the statements by the BBC interview with this 
fellow, Viktor Linnik, Soviet political consultant. Have 
you anything on his remarks, including his description of 
the Soviet pilots as being “trigger-happy?" 


A Not a great deal. The comments by Mr. 
Linnik, while not those of an official Soviet spokesman, 
simply confirm what is now obvious to us all, that the 
Soviet Union shot down an unarmed civilian airliner without 
having made a serious effort to identify the nature of the 
aircraft or to communicate with its pilots. 





Furthermore, Mr. Linnik continues to press the 
preposterous allegation that the Korean airline flight was 
on a U.S.-sponsored espionage mission. There is no justifi- 
cation in either legal or moral terms for Soviet actions or 
for Moscow's attempts to evade responsibility. 


We are awaiting a full and honest account from the 
Soviets, and this is clearly not it. 


@) John, doesn't it look as if civilians are 
trying to put the blame totally on the military now by state- 
ments like this, calling the pilots "trigger-happy”" and 
Saying they wouldn't have shot the plane down had they known 
it was civilian? . 


A I guess there's an element of that in what is 
being said. This is not a totally unknown technique, I 
think, within the Soviet Union when there's a slight shift 
of opinion -- to have it come out from lesser and non- 
official individuals, but I think you have to make your own 
judgments as to what that means. 


0 Have there been other signs, John, that the 
Department is aware of Soviet officials, diplomats, trying 
to distance themselves a little bit from the military? 


rN I think there was a journalist earlier -- 

e) Pravda. 

nN Was that Pravda earlier this week? 

fe) Yes. Is that significant at all in your -- 

A No. I think it's interesting, but it doesn't 


change the facts, and it doesn't change the fact that they 
haven't accounted and they haven't come up with a satisfac- 
tory explanation. 


0 John, same subject, please. Do American 
government experts on this KAL incident put any stock in the 
notion that the Soviet fighters were not at sufficient alti- 
tude to detect the distinctive outline of the 747? 


A No. We do not place any significance on such 
a thesis. 


0 John, do you know what the significant 
wreckage the U.S. Navy picked up -- 











A No. Don't know. As soon as we have -- we 
might have something for you fairly soon on the arrangements 
to pick up that wreckage, and as soon as we have that, we'll 
let you know. But we don't know what it is. 


@) Is there any suggestion that it might be the 
tail end of the fuselage or the -- 

A Don't know. Have no idea what it is. 

9) Have the Soviets accepted the U.S. note on 


the demanding of an apology -- 

A No. 

0 They still have not accepted it? 

A They have not. 

0 What is being done about that? 

A Don't want to go into -=- as we have said, 
we're considering what action we might take now, but are not 
able to get into any detail on that, Bernie. 

9) John, Soviet officials here are saying that 
they want an explanation from the United States about what 


the plane was doing over Soviet territory for so long. 


Is that something that we -- 


A They want an explanation from the United States 
about what a Korean airliner was doing over Soviet 
territory? 
@) Yes. Is that something we reject out of hand? 
A I think we have been as frank as we possibly 


know how in making available the information we have and 
have answered such allegations with all the facts at our 
disposal. 


0 So we are not going to provide -- 


A It doesn't seem to me there's anything else 
we have to offer. We have made -- as you know, over a period 
of some days as additional information became available, we 
did make it available very frankly and up front, and I think 
that's the end of the story as far as we're concerned. If 
anything else emerges, we would similarly make that public. 








0 Do you have any comments on Charles Manatt's 
statement at Georgetown University a couple of nights aao 
where he called this incident a moral outrage and compared 
it to the President's request for MX funding which he called 
a similar moral outrage? 


A No. Didn't see his statement, I'm afraid. 


0 One reason why you might particularly want to 
look at that is as he said that, he was flanked by Averell 
Harriman, George Shultz's sometime adviser and go-between 
for discussions between Shultz and Andropov. 


A You're making a number of statements which 
seem to go beyond reasonable questioning. 


9 He went between the two. Shultz received the 
guy here. 


0 Did you have anything on the Kuwaiti report 
the other day about 59,000 Soviet troops ready to go into 
Lebanon? 


A No. 


0 Any evidence that there might be any validity 
to that report? 


A I don't think we have any evidence of 50,900 
Soviet troops about to go into Lebanon. 


0 Do you have any statement on the action by 
the House Appropriations Committee last night on the 
Marines? 


rN No. I think the White House would have any 
comment on that. 


0 How close are we on a cease-fire? Any 
progress? 


A We continue to work very vigorously at it, 
Bernie. Ambassador McFarlane is in Damascus today. 
Ambassador Fairbanks is in Beirut. They are in touch, and 
the diplomatic effort continues on a very active basis. 


Q Do you have anything that you could tell us 
about the policy of the government regarding the United 
Nations? Has there been some change in what the U.S. is 
willing to do at the United Nations, in paying for the United 
Nations, Or in connection with United Nations? 
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A No. I don't think so. Not to my knowledge. 
Q The words that have been spoken suggest the 


United States has changed its attitude toward the United 
Nations. Is this the case? 


A Spoken by -- 


‘@) First by the Deputy Ambassador, and then by 
the President. 


A No. I don't think so. I think the 
President's words were perfectly clear yesterday. There was 
no change in position. 


0 Do you have anything on the unrest, the 
riots, in the Philippines, the demonstrations, and so on? 


4 Yes. In the light of the demonstrations in 
the Philippines we're continuing to monitor that situation 
closely. Insofar as the President's trip is concerned, 
that, of course, is a White House matter. But also as the 
President said yesterday, there are no plans to change the 
trip. As of now planning for the Asian trip is going ahead 
on schedule. 


Insofar as the violence in Manila is concerned, 
naturally we deplore all violence as a means of resolving 
political problems. As you know, there were deaths on both 
sides. Our hope for the Philippines is that both the 
government and the opposition will deal with their political 
problems in a way that contributes to political stability, 
the strengthening of democratic institutions, and respect 
for human rights. 


In this regard, it's important that the May 1984 
parliamentary election be one in which the legitimate oppo- 
sition will have a free and fair opportunity to participate. 


0 Copies of that, John, and may I follow up? 
A Sure. 
Q Any reaction to Marcos' threat that if the 


President did not go, the future of the U.S. bases would he 
in question? 


A No. No response to that. 











@) Would the declaration of martial law as 
hinted at by the Philippine President last night -- would 
that in your view contribute to the resolution of these 
problems and the goals that you seek to -- 


A Sorry, I missed the earlier part of your 
question. 


9 The Philippine President last night hinted at 
reimposing martial law in the Philippines, and I was won- 
dering if the State Department had an opinion as to whether 
that would further the goals that you just set out? 


A I think it's sort of academic at the moment. 
Some people read that as a threat, but he hasn't done it, 
and we would wait until that happens. 


8) John, does the Department have any reaction 
to the indications from the Philippines that government per- 
sonnel were involved in the assassination of Mr. Aquino? 


A No. I think that obviously we maintain an 
interest in the inquiry as it proceeds, as it will proceed, 
and I think we will wait until that inquiry is complete. 


0 If I recall, in the immediate aftermath it was 
said that the United States was -- I don't know if the 
word was “insisting” on, but rather urgently asking for 
explanations as to what had happened out there on the part 
of the Philippine Government. 


A I'm not sure that -- I don't like to pluck 
words out of the air. I'd like to go back and look at what 
we said, but I think basically our position is that 
obviously it is an internal Filipino affair, but also 
obviously we have an acute interest in the outcome of that 
investigation. 


0 Is the U.S. satisfied »!th what has happened 
about the investigations so far? 


A I think it's not for us to make a decision or 
an appraisal of various legal matters that are going forward 
in the Philippines. That's up to the -- 


Q Could I follow that up, John? When you say 
we haven't -- 


A The investigation into the death of Aquino. 











0 The military announced it was pursuing its 
own investigation on Saturday, and the civil investigation 
has been suspended, so I was trying to -- 


pen Suspended, but that doesn't mean that it's -- 


Q But it's the civil -- it's the presidential 
commission and -- 


a I think we're obviously interested in any 
investigation, but I'm primarily speaking to the civil 
investigation. 


e) Is our interest acute enough that we are 
looking into this ourselves? 


4 Independently? 


0 Yes. 

rN We'll await the outcome of their 
investigation. 

0 There's no separate investigation as far as 


you're aware? 
aN Not to my knowledge. 


0 There's a report out of Manila, John, that 
Ambassador Armacost is strongly urging that the President 
cancel his trip for security reasons, if for no other. 


A He has denied that, and we would underscore 
his denial that he has made such a recommendation. 


re) John, you used the phrase “as of now,” writ- 
ten guidance, about the President's plans. Should we read 
that the door is stili open for a change? 


4 I mean, I think you have to ask the White 
House. The fact is that the President's trip to the Far 
East is on track and as of this moment he's going to the 
Philippines. I think that's the situation. 


Q John, would it be possible for the President 
of the United States to visit the country under martial law? 


A I don't know. 


0 As a general rule, I‘m asking. 











a I don't know whether there's a general rule 
about that. T think it's a hypothetical situation. I mean, 
I'm sure in terms of security the President's security advi- 
sers are always looking at the security that prevails in any 
country he goes to. 


9 John, is there in the program of the visit a 
meeting between President Reagan and the Cardinal -- Roman 
Catholic Cardinal? 


4 Is there a problem concerning the visit? 
@) It's in the program. A meeting. 
A Is it in the program? I don't know. You'd 


have to ask the White House. 


9 John, do you have any comment or reaction to 
the statement this morning of former Foreign Minister 
Manglapus that the trip is a security risk for President 
Reagan? 


oN The trip is -- 
0 A security risk for President Reagan. 
A No. As I say, I'm sure that the President's 


security advisers look at the security situation in every 
country that our President goes to, but as of the moment 
that trip is on. 


0 John, has there been activity lately to set 
up the visit of the Prime Minister of China to this countrv? 


A I don't think really, Bernie, I should get 
into discussions that might or might not be going on between 
the two governments. 


-- MORE -- 
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8) Why not? 


@) The Chinese are acknowledging that there 
have been intensified discussions in terms of setting up the 
date for the visit of the Prime Minister. 


A I think we will just leave it. I mean in the 
event that there should be visits in prospect, I'm sure the 
White House at some appropriate time, if it came to be confirmed, 
would make that announcement. 


0 Are you ready to make public the new guidelines 
on the new trade categories for China? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q Does the State Department or Secretary Shultz 
think it's wise diplomatically for the President to go to 
the Philippines at this time? 


A Planning for that trip is going forward. 


0 But has he made any recommendations? 


a 


A Not to my knowledge. 


fe) Could you tell us, if he has? Would you look 
into this? 


A Probably not. 


fe) John, could you just take another question on 
this China thing? Do you know if it was decided at senior 
levels of this Administration that one way the United States 
would respond to the Soviet downing of the airliner was to 
try to speed up the visit of the Chinese Premier to 
Washington? 


A I do not know the answer to that question, 
but I think it's a very unlikely thesis. I do not think 
that there'd be a connection between the two. 


0 In other words -- 


A I mean, as you know, I'm not getting into the 
question of confirming Chinese visits. But, as you know, 
the prospect of such a visit has been discussed and it 
hasn't been any secret that it would eventually take place; 
but, as to the dates, I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 John, are we to understand Vice President 
Bush's speech in Vienna yesterday to be a departure in U.S. 
policy toward the Eastern European countries? 








ll 


A No. That's no change in the situation. 
That's been the same position we've had on differentiation 
as between countries in Eastern Europe, as has been con- 
Sistently the case. The Vice President's speech reflected 
the Adminisration's policy of differentiation with respect 
to the countries of Eastern Europe. 


It's not really appropriate, I guess, to engage in 
a point-by-point discussion of the Vice President's remarks, 
One needs to read the entire text; but I think particularly 
important are the Vice President's comments that we're ready 
to respond to each country to the extent it meets its own 
people's aspirations and pursues an independent foreign 


policy. 

That has been our policy, so there's no change on 
that. 

0 For example, did the Hungarian Foreign 
Minister, who happens to be in town -- has he made any 
response? 

A I don't know. 





0 Was that cleared by the State Department, 
that speech? 


A I don't know specifically whether that speech 
was, but it's certainly not any contradiction of policy. 


0 John, yesterday Secretary Shultz in his 
testimony blamed Soviet-armed Syria for the problems in 
Lebanon; and then he said later under different questions 
that he believed that President Assad was independent-minded 


and he really didn't view -- if I remember right -- Syria as 
a client state of the Soviet Union. What was he trying to 
say about Soviet influence in Syria -- that President Assad 


was acting on his own without Soviet influence? I mean 
there were two conflicting thoughts. 





A No. You know, he had a long day, in which he 
testified for many hours; and probably it would be very 
unwise for me to attempt to paraphrase that testimony. But, 
in essence, what he was saying is that clearly there is Soviet 
involvement in Syria, a Soviet presence, and, therefore, 
influence. But I think he also was saying that President 
Assad is an independent leader who obviously makes up his 
own mind ultimately about a variety of questions. 
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) Can you try to reconcile the assessments by 
the President and the Secretary about the nature of the 
conflict in Lebanon? If I'm right, the President said 
something the other day that he was surprised about how 
Outright a civil war there is in Lebanon. 


A Yes. 


0 And the Secretary yesterday struck quite a 
contrary (inaudible). 


A No, I don't think there's any contradiction. 
I think both the Secretary and the President have been 
making the point that you have a conflict in Lebanon, the 
roots of which go back the better part of two centuries, and 
Obviously there are differences and tensions as between 
various confessional groups. But I think also the point has 
been made that, clearly, there is increasing evidence of 
involvement and support from outside forces. 


0 He kept hammering away yeterday -- the 


Secretary -- about "non-Lebanese." Can you be a little more 
specific about that -- "non-Lebanese"? 
A I think that a fair amount of his thinking 


was directed towards the Palestinian presence. 


0 John, can you get into that Palestinian question, 
please? The ampli ication here in the briefings has been, it 
seems to me, you're talking about PLO types. The stories out 
of Lebanon seem to suggest the PLA, which is quite a dif- 
feent thing. 


A I think there are a variety of 
Palestinian factions. 


2) You're saying that there are PLO units as 
distinct from individuals who might have been -- 
the stories were very explicit today quoting sources as 
talking about brigades from the PLA, which, as we know, is a 
Syrian component. 


A Yes. TI don't really have much of a breakdown 
to give you beyond what we've said up to now, hut I think that 
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Q Because the Druze -- I mean it's important. 
You don't want to get into it, but you raise Palestinians. 
The Druze say they don't want the PLO in there. And by 
leaving it open, you're suggesting the Druze are not telling 
the truth. I'm just trying to see whether you -- 


A No, no. I'm suggesting that there are a 
variety of Palestinians in there. I mean there are 
Palestinians loyal to Mr. Arafat; there are Palestinians not 
so loyal to Mr. Arafat. There are various factions, I 
think, in play. 


0 John, do you have a number that would go with 
those charges? 


4 I don't. Not beyond anything we've given you 
before. 


0 John, what is the evidence of this, other 
than statements by the Lebanese Government? 


A I think there has been some evidence of cap- 
ture of individuals and recovery of bodies. 


‘@) And one more thing: Is the American military 
naval bombardment a reaction to protecting the American 
presence in there or is it because there are foreign ele- 
ments involved in there? 


A It's the former -- for the protection of the 
Marines. 


0 Protection of Marines. 


Are you, therefore, acknowledging that the war 
there is a civil war of a sort or -=- 


A I think we're acknowledging that it's a civil 
war plus the complicating involvement of others from the 
Outside. There are elements of both. 


9) And if the Marines are not shot at, the 
Marines will not involve themselves in the war, although 
you're acknowledging a foreign presence there. Is it safe 
to assume that? 


A The fire will be returned by the Marines if 
they're shot at. As we have said, there are certain other 
circumstances. If various commanding points are in danger of 
being overrun by elements likely to fire on the Marines, 
that may draw American gunfire too. 
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re) John, the British and the French, as well as 
the United States, seem to be amassing an enormous armada -- 
in post-World War II terms, anyway -- in the Eastern 


Mediterranean. Is this a message to Syria and to the 
Soviets about the increasing commitment to the Multina- 
tional Force? Is it a result of the consultation? Is it 
coincidence with NATO exercises? How would you spell it 
out? 


4 I think it's an indication on the part of 
various countries involved in the MNF that they're going to 
do what needs to be done to protect their forces. Their 
forces are there at the request of the Government of 
Lebanon. They are there in concert and in consultation 
with the four countries involved in the MNF, and those 
countries will take measures that they consider to be 
appropriate to protect their men. 


Q John, we know that the Saudi diplomatic 
shuttle was largely or in part directed toward trying to 
broaden, to find a way of broadening the base, of the 
Gemayel Government. May we assume that that is what 
Ambassador McFarlane is talking about in Damascus or one of 
the things that he's talking about? 


A I don't want to get into his discussions, 
but I don't think it's really been much of a secret that 
there are diplomatic moves afoot to bring about a cease- 
fire and to assist in the process of national recon- 
ciliation in Lebanon. So I think those have been helping. 


8) Would that include broadening the government? 


A I think that's up to the parties directly 
involved to make that decision. 


Q John, do you characterize the Druze fighting 
in Suq al-Gharb or elsewhere as terrorist? 


A As terrorist? 

0 Yes. 

A No. I guess I don't have a characterization 
for you. 

0 And do you have any comment on the 


Gemonstration by Druze in Beirut today against the United 
States' actions? 
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A No. Simply that there was such a demonstra- 
tion -- I understand about a thousand people involved. It 
was peaceful. I understand they talked with a number of 
American Embassy personnel and then dispersed. 


ae) John, yesterday the Secretary said that 
there were 7,900 Soviet troops in Syria -- 

A Yes. 

re) -- advisers. Right? 

A Yes. 

9) Is there any indication that any of them may 


have been transferred to Lebanon's Bekaa Valley and/or 
replaced and/or numbers augmented? 


A Not beyond that guidance we gave you, I 
think two or three days ago, on the Soviet presence in 
Lebanon, in response to a question. 

fe) On that question, what is the U.S. estimate 
as to whether the Soviets are acting as a constraint on 
Syria escalating the possibility of a spreading conflict? 

No, I cannot say. 


You have nothing on what sort of advice? 


Is it the U.S. view that the Soviets would 


A 
2) 
A I can't. 
Q 
e this thing escalate? 


like to se 


aN I can't give you an estimate. 

@) Not even on that? 

A No. 

9) What about -- 

fe) Wait a minute. One final question, please. 


What is the U.S. view as to who is perceived as 
doing the bulk of the fighting now, in anti-government 
terms, in Suq al-Gharb? Is it these Palestinian units that 
the Secretary was talking about or is it the Druze? Who is 
carrying the brunt of that fighting? 
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4 I think you'd really have to talk to someone 
with a little more military expertise, but I think it has 
varied from day to day. I think there has been rotation. 


I don't mean to suggest that the forces have been 
rotated in their entirety, but I think there's been a rota- 
tion in terms of the emphasis as between those two groups 
in various days. Perhaps as one group gets fired on and 
withdraws to regroup, others come in obviously. And I 
think there may have been a shift from day to day in the make- 


up. 


Q In the negotiatins, are you getting any 
hints that the Druze might like to strike some sort of 
cease-fire package but cannot because the Syrians won't 
allow it and the Palestinians won't allow it? 


A That's a good, clever question; but I think 
I will not respond to that because it seems to me I'd be 
going into the detail of the negotiations. And while I'm 
eager to respond to your question, I think I will decline 


the lure. 

0 Do you have anything at alJ on the Soviet 
weaponry going to Syria? 

A No, nothing new. 

0 Nothing has changed? 

A No. 

0 John, last night CBS reported that the new 


U.S. proposals for INF would provide a formula on counting 
the British and French nuclear forces. Will you confirm or 
deny this? 


A I think it's extremely unlikely that there 
would be any change in our position concerning inclusion of 
British and French forces, but I think I will not respond 
to any questions about a change in the INF position because 
I think Larry Speakes addressed that today and suggested 
that the President might have something on it. 


0 John, are you familair with the article in 
TASS today by the Soviet general? 


A One yesterday. We had a little guidance 
yesterday that you can get from the Press Office. 
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0 This is not a new one on the INF weapons? 


4 I think in fact it was yesterday. I think 
there was some guidance on it. 


0 John, can you confirm the reports yesterday 
that the U.S. Government relayed a message from the Gemayel 
Government to the Israelis to use their air force? 


A No, I cannot confirm that. 


e) One more thing. A clarification, John, if I 
misunderstood you. 


You said that the Marines are responding to 
attacks on them. 


A Yes. 


9) Previously, a few days earlier, somebody men- 
tioned here -- I think you -- that the U.S. was repsonding 
militarily to atacks on the Lebanese Army. 


A Where such an attack would cause a position 
to fall into hostile hands, which might then fire on the 
Marines. 


9) John, do you have anything on granting cer- 
tain Salvadorans refugee status in this country? 


fy There's some fairly lengthy guidance, which 
is complex and technical, and so I will refer you to the 
Press Office. 


0 John, on Central America, the Costa Ricans 
have said that there was an alleged plot by a Spanish 
terrorist organization to kill Pastora and other 
anti-Sandinista leaders, and also threats against Costa 
Rican officials, and that Costa Rica has asked the United 
States for some kind of help -- militarily or whatever. MD 
you have any information you can give us on that? 


A There was a false report, I think several 
days ago, that Costa Rica had asked for missiles, I think, 
from the United States; and we gave you some guidance on 
that at the time, which you can get. But it doesn't sound 
like this is connected, no. 
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Q Do you have any comment on this alleged plot 

pet No. 

0 -- by a Spanish terrorist group? 

A No, no. 

Q Anything on the article about the Guatemala 
Indians? 

3 I think we do have a piece of guidance. 


8) O.K., John; thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 1:00 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1983, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. One housekeeping 
announcement in connection with the visit of the Finnish 
President, the President of Finland. There will be a 
briefing on background in connection with the visit of the 
Finnish President. That will be 3:00 this afternoon in the 
White House Briefing Room. 


That's all I have. 


0 What can you tell us about prospects for a 
cease-fire in Lebanon? 


ay I think not much beyond what we have said in 
recent days. Obviously there are some optimistic reports 
Out there we've seen on the wires from Lebanese Government 
sources, but I think we will just continue our cautious 
position of not making predictions. 


Both Ambassador McFarlane and Ambassador Fairbanks 
are in Beirut today. They continue with their diplomatic 
efforts, and we'll have to wait and see how these evolve. 


0 Would you be prepared to do anything here 
Over the weekend by way of a backgrounder on that if 
something does, by chance, come to fruition? 


my I think if there were events on any weekend 
that justified moving with the dispatch for which PA is 
renowned, we would of course gin up something. 


0 Where did these optimistic reports come from? 

A I've seen something on the wires and I saw 
something on -- maybe it was even your network this morning 
with the Lebanese Ambassador -- maybe not. 

0 Anything on a meeting this weekend between 


the Secretary and the Lebanese Foreign Minister, who is 
theoretically supposed to be flying -- 


A No, I don't. I think Mr. Salem is coming to 
the U.N. but I don't have anything on any meetings. You 
might ask the Lebanese Embassy. I don't have anything. 











@) What about Khaddam? 

A I don't know whether Khaddam will come to the 
U.N. I think he probably is, and I think if he does there 
probably would be a meeting between then. 


0 Do you have anything tentatively on the 
Secretary's schedule for next week? 


és No. We'll give it to you day by day. 


0 Will you give us at least Monday's today, 
maybe? 


A Well, Sunday and Monday his schedule will be 
in tandem with that of the President. 


@) Will he have a schedule of any consequence 
after the President leaves on Monday? 


A On Monday? Let me check that. I'm not sure 
what he's got after, in the late afternoon. 


e) Are you still going to brief? 
Ay I would expect so. 
0 Is the briefing still the same, Monday 


morning and Sunday night? 


A Yes. But why don't you check with the White 
House because this is their show. 


0 Do you have any statement for the State 
Department on American policy toward the U.N.? Anything 
like that? How do you feel about the Senate vote? 


A The reaction to the Senate action, sure. We 
Obviously oppose the action taken in the Senate. While we 
share many of the concerns that precipitated this action and 
agree that the United Nations has its deficiencies, we feel 
the United States’ interests are best served by constructive 
participation in the United Nations family of organizations. 


0 Does the Administration take any respon- 
Sibility for the feeling which preceded that vote, the cri- 
tical of the U.N. and its attitude toward the United States? 


A I think those involved in this action did 
Suggest that they thought there were deficiencies in the 
U.N. budget administration. I think they were zeroing in 





specifically on that. And, as I say, we don't disassociate 
‘ourselves from time to time with various criticisms of the 
U.N. on that score, and on other scores, as you well know. 
But I don't think there was any confusion about official 
U.S. policy toward the U.N. 


0 Could you deal with the accuracy, John, of 
this report by the Israeli newspaper Ha'aretz: “Lebanese 
President Gemayel this week appealed to Israel for 
assistance via the U.S. The U.S. relayed the request but did 
not adopt an explicit position on it?" 





A As you know, Bernie, we don't get into diplo- 
matic -- 


0 I didn't hear the question. 


nan Didn't hear the question? You want to do it 
again, Bernie? 


0 Lebanese President -- Israeli newspaper 
Ha'aretz, saying Lebanese President Gemayel this week 
appealed to Israel for assistance via the U.S. The U.S. 
relayed the request but did not adopt an explicit position 
on it. 





on As you well know, we don't get into, from the 
podium, confirmation or discussion of diplomatic exchanges, 
but perhaps we might have a word about that after. 


8) Just to pursue the same avenue, there was a 
report yesterday that Greece and Turkey had refused the 
United States the use of facilities. 


oN I think we had some guidance on that 
yesterday. The Press Office can give you that. 





0 Was there an offer by Israel to the United 
States to let the United States use the facilities at Haifa? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


0 What about this business of Greece not 
allowing the U.S. to use facilities of Greece in the Middle 
East, and allowing Czechoslovakia to use facilities for the 
transport of military aircraft to Syria and calling them 
Civilian aircraft. Anything on that? 


A I don't have anything specifically on that, 
no. 


0 Do you find it amusing? 














A Not amusing, no. 


0 John, can you tell us if Ambassadors 
Fairbanks and McFarlane are merely carrying messages between 
the Lebanese and the Syrians or are they coming up with 
their own ideas on the cease-fire? 


7 Many governments from time to time carry 
messages for other governments -- and, certainly, the United 
States does from time to time -- but I'm not going to get 
into the specifics of what -- 


0 No, I'm not asking for specifics. Are they 
proposing their own ideas from time to time? 


Ay Are who proposing their ideas? 

0 McFarlane and Fairbanks. 

an In connection -- 

0 -- with how to reach a cease-fire. 


aN I think they are being helpful, and I think a 
mediator from time to time does offer his own ideas, surely. 


0 In connection with their mission, is there 
any coordination with M. Gutman, the French Secretary 
General of the French External Relations Ministry? He just 
went to Damascus. Is there any U.S.-French -- 


A There is consultation and coordination, but 
I'm not able to give you specifics on specific individuals. 
I don't know whether they were in touch directly with him or 
not. 


0 What's with the President and Manila? Is 
that trip still on? 


A The President outlined his position on that 
earlier this week. There was no change in that position. 


0 In other words, the trip is on as of now? 
4 As of now, the trip is on. 
0 There were some ugly scenes, apparently, this 


morning in which the U.S. Ambassador was burned in effigy 
and such. Do you have any comment on that? 








A I just have a little situation report. We're 
continuing to follow the situation closely. Apparently the 
demonstrations at the Embassy are over; there was adequate 
protection by the local authorities. I don't have anything 
beyond that for you. 


0 If I could just change the country, John, 
anything on the amnesty declared in Argentina? 


0 John, is there any belief in the State 
Department that the shootdown of KAL flight 007 could have 
been the result of a mixup or confusing set of 
circumstances? 


M Well, we have had a very great deal to say 
about that -- 


0 I know. 


A -- over the days, and certainly there seems 
to be no justification for that allegation. 


0 During the meeting this morning with the 
labor leaders, did the State Department try to encourage 
them to take further action, more action at all, or..did you 
Stay neutral on that? 


A I don't know. I wasn't down at that meeting. 
I don't know what transpired on it. Sorry. 


0 John, on the same subject, two days ago, in 
Erie, Pennsylvania, Dr. Henry Kissinger said that he thought 
that the shootdown of KAL 007 could have been the result of 
a mixup. - 


Given that he has this view, for which there can 
be no justification, has Secretary Shultz changed his 
recommendation that Kissinger is competent to serve in his 
current position in the Department as Chairman of the 
Commission on Latin America? 


aN Not to my knowledge. 
0 How could someone who could develop such wild 


ideas possibly serve in that sort of conpetent policy-making 
role? 


A (A) I haven't seen what Dr. Kissinger said; 
(B) you're characterizing it as a wild idea -- 











0 Well, you said it could have no 
justification. . 
A Well, but you're giving me a second-hand ver- 


Sion of what he said. 
fe) Stick to your characterization. 


A I think I would prefer to read his words 
myself rather than take your version of -- 


0 O.K. So you will take a look at his words, 
and look into the question of whether the Secretary -- 


A Given the source this is coming from, I don't 
think so. 

0 John, can you explain what that is supposed 
to mean? 

A No. 


Go ahead. Ask your question. 


0 Do you have anything to offer on what is 
going On on the Hill with the War Powers-Lebanon resolution? 
It took sort of a beating this morning in the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee? | 

j 

Py No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 











6) John, do you believe that the Associated 
Press is an unreliable source? They are the source of this 
story. 


A I'm not going to answer that question. 


@) John, has the black box been found in inter- 
national waters, or is there some indication of that? 


A Not to my knowledge. Obviously a search 
is going on, but I think you ought to ask the Pentagon for 
any details. But I don't think -- 


0 One other on the plane: Is there some evi- 
dence that the order came from higher than the local com- 
mander to shoot the plane down? 


fy Don't have anything further on that. 


0 How is the U.S. characterizing the military 
Situation around Sug al Gharb now? 


My It was relatively quiet there last night, 
Bernie. Skirmishing continued in the area. There have been 
some reports of shells and rockets falling in Jubayl north 
of Beirut. As you Know, seven French soldiers were injured 
yesterday in two separate incidents during the night. Last 
night several rounds landed near the U.S. Marine positions 
at the airport; nobody injured. 


There was no shelling in the vicinity of the 
Ambassador's residence last night, and no indication that 
any of our forces fired back during the night. 


fe) Would you call it a stalemate at this point? 


A I think I'd really prefer to leave that to 
the military. 


0 Can you tell us anything more today beyond 
what you couldn't yesterday to back up the President's 
assertion about Soviet-sponsored aggression, a phrase along 
those lines? 


A No. Don't have anything beyond yesterday. 


0 Regarding the French element in all of this, 
have we consulted with the French and offered them any naval 
assistance? 








A I don't think we'd get into that degree of 
specifics, but there certainly are and have been con- 
sultations and coordination between ourselves, the French 
and the other MNF members. 


fe) For example, do we trade reconnaissance? 
A I can't answer that, Jim. I don't know. 
9) What is your view of the sorties that the 


French have flown? Apparently they're -- 
A They're obviously protecting their forces. 
e) Beg pardon? 


A They're obviously protecting their forces as 
we protect ours. 


0 John, a minor question my editors want to 
know the answer on. AP moved a correction last night about 
that picture where the Secretary has his hands like this 
(places hands over eyes). 


It said that you didn't know what the Secretary 
really was thinking or doing at that time. 


A What he was doing at that time? 


) Can you just get his view of what he was 
doing with his hands, or was he just rubbing his face? 


A I think we all saw the CBS playback of that 
film. I don't know what he was doing at the time. I think 
the AP asked me last night whether I could offer them any of 
his reaction to the publication of the picture. 


I don't know that he really had any reaction. I 
think he considered it all rather entertaining, and when I 
said -- I did mention to him this morning that a number of 
you had been interested in getting his reaction to its 
publication, he really had none. But I think he's taking 
it allrather lightly. 


0 But the question really is, did he put his 
hands up out of surprise at the remark by General Kelly or 


A I don't think that's the case. I think the 
tape makes clear -- he had rather a long day testifying, 








as you know, and I can't remember quite at what point in the 
day that was. But he had just finished speaking. The 
General, I think -- 


0 It was early in the day. 


A Was it early in the day? He had been going 
for an hour or so, but -- (laughter) -- that testimony takes 
it out of you, I can tell you -- (laughter) -- and I think 
he was simply by that gesture indicating that there was a 
pause in his testimony and he was rubbing his eyes, or wha- 
tever he was doing. I don't think it was a direct response 
to the General's -- 


0 What did he do when he saw the caption? Did 
he go like this? (Places hands over eyes) (Laughter) 


A No. But I'm delighted to see that AP and CBS 
are sitting together in a remarkable gesture of collegiality 
this morning. 


0 On Bush's speech in Vienna the other day in 
Eastern Europe, there have been some strong criticisms by 
the Soviets and a couple of the East European countries. 


Have you had any official reaction from those 
countries? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1983, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have just one 
brief announcement. Available in the Press Office at 2:00 
p.m. this afternoon will be the testimony of Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs 
Robert H. Pelletreau before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The 
subject is the Middle East. 


I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the resigna- 
tion of the Lebanese Cabinet under Prime Minister Wazzan? 


A No, I don't. I just ‘saw a wire on that 
before I came in. I don't have any comment. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Syrians 
Surrounding Arafat's forces? 


A Not really. That's a matter, it seems to me, 
that's between Syria and the PLO. I've only seen press 
reports of it. Nonetheless, while this is not part of the 
ceasefire agreement, we continue to believe that the depar- 
ture of the PLO fighters, along with Syrian and Israeli 
troops, is necessary. 


Q So you mean that this could be interpreted by 
you that this is what the Syrian are attempting to do to get 
the PLO out, and after that, they will follow suit? They 
will get out, or what? 


4 I'm not trying to interpret it. All I'm 
doing is reiterating what our standing, long-term policy is 
about withdrawal of all the foreign forces. 


Q Alan, was there any suggestion, if you can 
say, in the negotiations that the PLO was giving something 
of an acquiescence to this, or were they resisting it, or 
what? What was their posture? 








A I have no idea what kind of discussions were 
held with the PLO on this issue. If there were such 
discussions, they were not, obviously, ones which we con- 
ducted. 


Q What do you anticipate next to be in Beirut? 
Meetings of heart and minds, or whatever is going to be 
the situation? Were you there -- I mean, Mr. McFarlane was 
there in Beirut when the agreement was announced by Prince 
Bandar and Abd-Halim Khaddam, in Damascus? 


A He is in Beirut. I don't know how to address 
it beyond that. I mean, the announcements were made as have 
been described in the press. I don't know what the next 
Steps precisely will be. I can't outline that for you, and 
I think that probably we're not going to try to do that. 
That will be something which will be coming out of Lebanon 
as they move forward with the various elements that the 
Lebanese Government has announced. 


0 We read this morning that the Syrians and the 
Saudis, other than the Lebanese factions, would be taking 
part. Somehow, the United States was missing. Is that the 
intention? Is it true that the United States will not play 
a role in this reconciliation committee that will continue 
the discussions and negotiations? 


A I will refer you to what was said in the 
Government statement from Lebanon as to who the various 
parties are and who has been invited to participate. I 
would think it is quite clear that we will remain in close 
touch with developments, and we would be ready to be helpful 
as we can be. But I think that in terms of who is invited 
to participate, the Lebanese Government has already 
addressed that. 


Q Was the United States invited? Can you tell 
us if the United States was invited? 


ay At this point, I would have to say that -- 
Well, one can never, of course, rule out changes. I would 
refer you to the parties who were named in the announcement, 
and the United States is not named there as one which would 
be participating. 


Q We see that the Syrians have shown sort of 
good faith, or good intentions, so the cease-fire could be 
achieved, or is it just because of the “aircraft diplomacy?" 








A No. I think I'll refer you to what the 
Secretary said and what the President said in New York about 
that, and I'll leave it at that. They addressed this 
yesterday. 


Q Alan, in the announcement, the announcement 
was actually made by Prince Bandar and the Syrian Foreign 
Minister. The absence of McFarlane there was quite con- 
spicuous. 


Does this mean anything about our lack of role or 
about the quality of a role in there? 


A No, I don't think so, and I don't think I 
would agree with the use of the term "conspicuous." He has 
not been in every conversation which has taken place. There 
have been many, many conversations which have taken place 
throughout, particularly in recent days, in which various 
people were going back and forth between the various 
Capitals. So I don't see anything remarkable about that. 


Q Are we being sidelined in any way? 
A No, I wouldn't put it that way. 


Q You don't usually talk about McFarlane's 
Dlans. Is he due back in the States because of -- 


A No. He's in Beirut at this point. 
Ambassador Fairbanks is coming back here for a while. I 
don't have an exact period of time, but I would expect 
he would be returning probably to the area. He will be 
back. He is on his way, I gather, now or will be shortly. 


Q Alan, does the plan to use the U.N. monitors 
-- and I would appreciate it if you could tell us a little 
more about them -- does that signal any greater involvement 
of the U.N. in the ceasefire? 


aN I think you may be getting ahead of the game. 
I'm not sure there is a plan to use U.N. monitors. 


Q I think they took that up at the U.N. <= told 
the press that today, didn't they? 


A I'm not aware that there has been any deci- 
Sion about who these neutral observers will be. I think the 
Secretary has addressed the possibility of using U.N. obser- 
vers, but I'm not aware that there has been a decision to do 
that. 











fe) Alan, have the Syrians communicated to 
Ambassador McFarlane, or any other representatives of the 
United States, what their requirements would be for 
advancing the process further? Have they set specific 
requirements that they've made known to us -- to the United States? 


A I think the process is now going to take 
place in Lebanon, along the lines that have been outlined 
in the Lebanese Government announcement and in the statement 
by Foreign Minister Khaddam and Prince Bandar. 


I don't see how I can really address in any 
greater detail from here what is likely to happen. I think 
we have to let the situation unfold. 


fe) Do you know, though, if the Syrians have set 
any specific criteria against which the events in Beirut 
would be measured? 


A Again, I just don't think it is appropriate 
to try to get into that kind of detail. 


re) Alan, is there anything you could offer from 
the podium on what is envisioned for the U.S. Navy and the 
Marines there? 


A I don't know of any particular change that is 
envisaged -- 


) They're going to stay there for the time 
being? 


A That's my expectation. 
0 Were the boats also? 


AA I don't know of any plan at this point to 
change the deployment. 


Q Do you see any inconsistency in the number 
that we've been given? All along it's been a fact that 
there were 1200 Marines on the ground, and now the number 
has been augmented to 1600. 


A I don't think that's a correct charac- 
terization, but I would refer you to the Pentagon which has 
guidance explaining this question of numbers. Let me just 
do that. 











re) I am aware Of what categories they fall 
under, but for the longest time we kept hearing that it” 
was really 1,200. 


A Again, I think that they have explained 
this. We are talking about an MAU, and its component 
forces, and I think that they have explained the situation, 
so I just don't have anything beyond what they have said 
about it. 


9) In this situation, Alan, is the agreement 
on the withdrawal of the PLO corces fiom Lebanon that was 
achieved last year still in effect with regard to the 
safety of the Palestinian refugees that are left there 
in Lebanon, and what are the steps which have been possible 
to be implemented in these agreements to guarantee their 
safety again? 


A I don't have anything for you on steps, 
specifically, in that respect. Clearly the safety of 
Palestinian civilians, indeed of all the civilians, is 
a matter of concern, but I just don't have anything in 
particular to address on that. 


fe) There is a Reuters report today that if 
Lebanon were to request it, U.S. Marines would go into 
the Shuf Mountains. The Pentagon has said that if there 
is a statement, it is going to come out of here. Is 
there any confirmation of that report, or anything you 
can say about it? 


4 Again, I would refer you to what the 
Secretary said, which was that he envisaged no change at 
this point in the Marines role, deployment, etc. 


0 But was there a request? 


a I don't have anything beyond what I said 
the other day, which was that we have had no formal request 
to do this. I think that the question, again, of neutral 
observers is something that is being worked out. 


re) Alan, one more thing. Does the Administra- 
tion believe the agreement that we are talking about was 
reached as a cease-fire, and that further steps that will be 
taken, is that being interpreted as also a Syrian acceptance 
of the agreement on withdrawal at all? 


A On withdrawal? 


Q On withdrawal of foreign forces from 


Lebanon. 





A I don't think I can -- 


0 Or is it only limited to the situation in- 
side Lebanon, right now? 


A My understanding is that everybody's efforts 
at this point have been directed specifically toward the 
question of cease-fire, and the follow-on effort at 
political reconciliation. 


I would leave it at that, although ultimate asser- 
tion of an extension of Lebanese Government sovereignty 
throughout the territory of Lebanon is, in our view cer- 
tainly, not able to be carried out without the withdrawal of 
all the foreign forces. 


Q A different subject. I was just wondering 
on the INF talks, the President's proposal, has that 
already been laid before the Soviets in Geneva, and if it 
has, have they made a formal response within the negotiation 
framework? 


A It has, in some way -- I don't know in what 
detail -- been put before the Soviets. I cannot tell you, 
and I don't think I would be able to get into the question 
of what sort of dialogue there has been on that. 


Q Only in a bare-bones manner, though, isn't 
it, Alan? It hasn't been laid out in great detail. 


A Again, I don't have detail on that, and I 
assume that there was some briefing on this subject this 
morning. I know that there was to be a briefing before 
the speech, and I assume that there have been others 
around to address it, and I just feel I should leave it 
to them. 


Q Do you have any comment on an altercation, 
Or apparent altercation, with the Norwegian Ambassador 
involving the knocking on the door of a woman in the middle 
of the night and not leaving her alone? 


A Our Embassy in Oslo issued a full statement 
on those allegations, I believe, on Saturday, expressing 
regret that such a misunderstanding occurred, and that a 
press account had appeared which was based on inaccurate 
information. I don't have anything to say beyond what the 
Embassy said on that. 


8) The press accounts say that the police 
there believe that he was intoxicated. 


a Again, I refer you to what the Embassy 


said. 








Q What did they say? I mean, where do we 
find out? How do we get that? 


A I can make that available to you. I have 
a copy of that statement. 


Q Has this caused waves over here, though? 
A Caused waves? 
e) Yes. (Laughter) 


A Again, I refer you to what the Embassy said. 
I think that the Ambassador was concerned about this report, 
and they issued a statement explaining the circumstances. 
I don't have anything beyond what the Embassy said about 


it. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the article 
this morning in the Post -- 

A Excuse me, about what? 

Q -- the article this morning in the Washington 





Post about the alleged arrogance of the United States in 
East/West trade? 


A No. I think that you are referring to an 
article relating to Mr. Root. Mr. Root was expressing his 
personal views, obviously. The policy of the U.S. has con- 
Sistently been to work closely with our allies on these 
matters, and I will leave it at that. We have got many 
Statements on the record about our policy, but our policy 
is to work closely with our allies. 


Q Have they set a time that Secretary Shultz 
will meet with Khaddam at the United Nations? 


a I don't know what the latest on that is, and 
I think you are going to have to check with the State 
Department Press Office at the UN Plaza Hotel. We 
understood that Foreign Minister Khaddam was planning to 
come to New York, and an effort was being made to set up 
such a meeting, but I don't have any detail as to whether 
all of that, in fact, has happened. 


Q I don't know if anybody asked this question 
last week, but do you have any comment on the column of 
Evans and Novak in the Washington Post of September 21, last 





Wednesday, about the three-staged plan to withdraw the 
Marines, the cease-fire, and the reconciliation in 
Lebanon, and the withdrawal of the U.S. Marines? That was 
last week. 











a No,I don't have any comment on that. I 
think, again, I would refer you back to what the Secretary 
said. There is no plan, at this point, to change the 
mandate, role, or deployment pattern of the Marines. I can't 
get ahead of events on that. 


0 Do you have anything on the Philippines, 
on Marcos advising the opposition and changing, I think, 
the composition of the investigation? 


fs I don't have a great deal, particularly on 
the latter. I have just seen the one wire report from this 
morning on the last point. 


As far as developments there, and concerns with 
demonstrations, we are watching developments in the 
Philippines closely. We are not going to have comments on 
every occurrence. Our policy regarding the consequences of 
the Aquino assassination for the Philippines, and for 
U.S./Philippine relations, was spelled out on September 13 
by Deputy Assistant Secretary Monjo of the Bureau of East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs and by Assistant Secretary 
Elliott Abrams of the Bureau of Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs on September 22. 


Those statements speak for themselves. We con- 
tinue to place the highest value as a first step on a free 
and open political dialogue in the Philippines. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on the legislation 
before the House today on limiting, I guess, trade and 
financial ties with South Africa? 


4 Yes, very briefly, I do. The Administration 
has put forth its views on South Africa-related legislation 
On a number of occasions, most recently in testimony by 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for African Affairs, Frank 
Wisner, before the Africa Subcommittee of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee on September 14. 


Although I would refer you to the Administration's 
testimony for details of our position, basically we have 
opposed the type of legislation proposed because we don't 
believe it will work, and we believe it would be counter- 
productive to our objective of encouraging positive change 
away from apartheid within South Africa. 


0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DPC #169 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1983, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWSISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple 
announcements. To tell you first, in the Press Office 
is available the testimony of the Director of the Bureau of 
Political/Military Affairs, Rear Admiral Jonathan T. Howe, 
before the Committee on Armed Services of the House of 
Representatives. The subject is Lebanon. 


Also available in the Press Office is the testi- 
mony of Under Secretary for Management Jerome W. Van Gorkom 
before the House Committee on Government Operations, 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Consumer and Monetary Affairs. 
The subject is the Foreign Commercial Service. 





One other item, in the sense of personal privi- 
lege. About a week or two weeks ago -- I can't remember 
when -- an issue arose here regarding a question which I 
answered and to which a number of you, the next day, took 
exception. I am perfectly comfortable with the answer 
I gave on that occasion, and I stand by it. 


However, I was particularly disturbed by some 
remarks that Bernie Kalb made regarding candor and 
integrity. Bernie has since explained to me that I perhaps 
took that wrong, while he still felt that there was a 
problem with the answer with which I disagreed. But 
nonetheless, it hadn't been addressed in quite the personal 
terms that I had taken it. 


I will accept that if Bernie will accept, having 
taken on the role of Spokesman, a plaque which states the 
Spokesman's credo, which states, "I know you believe you 
understand what you think I said, but I'm not sure that what 
you heard is not what I meant." 


I'll give this to you, Bernie. I don't know if 
you -- 


(LAUGHTER) 


MR. KALB: I have this on my door. Where did you 
plagiarize this from? 











MR. ROMBERG: You're now going to charge me with 
plagiarism, Bernie? (LAUGHTER) 


O.K. That's it for announcements. I'll be happy 
to take your questions. 


MR. KALB: Alan, I feel impelled to say something. 
Since you have raised a personal conversation that I had 
with you and made it public, I think it is only fair to say 
that in the course of that, you put me on notice that you 
would not take any questions from me -- me, specifically -- 
since I had made some observations about candor, and I 
sought to assure you that in those remarks, while I was 
speaking for myself, I do not believe that I was soloing, in 
so far as articulating a general feeling here about the can- 
dor of the reply on that particularly controversial issue. 


MR. ROMBERG: As I said, it addressed both candor 
and integrity. It was the integrity point that I par- 
ticularly felt concerned about. Having taken what you said 
to me and thought about it, I decided to do what I've done 
today. I still stand by the answers I gave you at that 
point. I have checked out the record; I'm quite comfortable 
with the answers that I gave you at that time. 


9) Alan, do you have anything you can tell us on 
the search for the black box on the KAL jetliner? 


4 Not really. I've seen reports which suggest 
some recovery is imminent. I think that the Navy has denied 
that. 


There have been black box soundings from time to 
time, but as I understand it, there have been none since the 
weekend. We have absolutely no information that would con- 
firm the Japanese media reports on recovery. Obviously, the 
search operation continues. 


0 Have we invited foreign observers aboard any 
of our ships? 


A Yes. On September 21, CINCPAC offered the 
Opportunity for official representatives of the nations that 
had citizens who were passengers on KAL Flight 007 to observe 
recovery Operations in the Sea of Japan aboard a U.S. Navy 
Ship. 


The United States recognizes, and is sensitive to, 
the interest and special concern of the countries that had 
citizens aboard that flight. U.S. Navy ships, along with 
Japanese ships, are in the crash area, in international 
waters, searching for the wreckage and remains. 





Our only concern is to do this in as expeditious a 
manner as possible, and to maintain properly any recovered 
material for completely open processing for any infor- 
mational value that it may have. 


9) Alan, is that information in any way tied to 
an expectation of a finding of some kind? 


A No. As I say, this was a week ago, and it is 
for the reasons which I have just given to you. 


0 Is a copy of your statement available? 


a I can make a copy. It's not identical to 
what I just said, but it's close enough for reference pur- 
poses. 


0 Alan, so we're clear here -- "no imminent 
recovery." Could you be a little more specific? 


fy Not really. 
fe) Are you preparing to -- 


a No. You might want to check with the 
Pentagon, but it is my understanding that there is no indi- 
cation that anybody has located the flight recorder, and is 
about to haul it up or anything of that sort. 


0 Physically, it may be the same as it was many 
days ago? 


a That's my understanding. Again, check with 
the Pentagon. | 


fe) New subject? Alan, what can you say about 
the story that rebels have apparently moved from Honduras 
into Nicaragua with the backing of the Honduran army? 
Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 
0 Alan, do you have any further comments 


regarding the TASS or the Kremlin's reaction to the 
President's speech in the UN? 


A No. I think that the point for negotiation 
of this is goiiy .9 be in Geneva, and that's where we would 
expect to get rious response, if there is to be one. 

0 You would not expect the response to be next 


week at the United Nations when the Soviets do -- 








ot I can't tell you what the Soviets would do in 
their speech at the United Nations, Mike. I don't have 
access to their -- 


¢) You'd expect your reply to come in Geneva 
then? 


Qf I think that that is certainly where the 
negotiation is going. As I indicated, I guess yesterday, 
the President's proposals have been put to the Soviets in 
Geneva, and that's where we would negotiate them. 


fe) Along that line, can you say what the 
response has been from other nations, non-Soviet? 


a I'd refer you, basically, to press reports 
and quotations which have been out there; very favorable 
responses to the President's proposals. 


0 Alan, is there anything new on the deployment 
of the Marines in Lebanon? Has there been a request from 
the Lebanon Government for them -to patrol in the Shuf or to 
overform any kind of role in areas other than where they are 
performing? 


A There is no change in any of that, and cer- 
tainly, there is no change in their role, mandate, or 
deployment pattern. 


°) But nce change in -- 


A No change in the question of whether there 
has been a formal request. 


) Has there been an informal request? 


a No. Bob, what I've indicated from time to 
time is that certainly the question of what one does has 
been the subject of discussion, but that's quite different 
from the question -- and I'm not trying to suggest to you 
that there is anything new in that regard -- but that's 
quite different from the question of whether we have been 
asked to, and are, addressing in some systematic way, infor- 
mai way, a response to a Lebanese Government request. 


0 So there has been informal discussion? 


a Oh, I indicated that a long time ago. 


9) But there has yet been no conclusion to that 
discussion? 








A I don't look to a conclusion. I think right 
now what we would look to is the issue of the neutral obser- 
vers, for example. I think the Secretary and others in New 
York have addressed this issue. I would not take my answer 
at all to suggest that there was something else going on 
Other than that. 


9) Do you have any observations today about the 
Syrians and the PLO? What that might mean? The develop- 
ments yesterday? 


A No, no. Again, I would separate that, 
though, from the question of the cease-fire agreement. 


0 Has there been any change in that, or any 
Other development? 


a On the cease-fire? 

0 No, on the Syrians and the PLO. 

A No, I'm sorry. I don't have anything for you 
on that. 

0 “ihere is Ambassador McFarlane today? 

a He's in Beirut. 

0 He's in Beirut? 

A Yes. 


When do we talk to the Syrians in any way 
again? Do we know? 


oO 


oy I don't Know. We have an Ambassador in 
place. I'm sure he talks to them on a reasonably regular 
basis. I don't know whether -- 


You're talking about a special envoy of some sort? 
e) Yes. 


A I don't have any schedule for somebody going 
into Syria at this point. 


-- MORE -- 








0 Alan, what neutral observers are you talking 
about, the Syrians and the Saudis, or are you talking about 
what was mentioned yesterday as United Nations troops to 
oversee the cease-fire? 


As I am talking about the question of neutral 
observers in the cease-fire context, not the Syrians and 
Saudis, in which context peoole have raised the question of 
possible UN observers. But, as I indicated yesterday, I am 
not aware that any decision has been taken on that. I am 
pretty sure there has not been. 


fe) One more thing. Bob's question mentioned 
U.S. Marines in the Shuf. Was that the question, and 
actually do you accept that thesis? Are there U.S. Marines 
in the Shuf? 


4 No, no. I think you probably didn't hear 
his question. His question was: Was there any request 


From the Lebanese -- formal request from the Lebanese 
Government -- to put Marines in the Shuf, and I said, "No, 
there is not." Then we got into a discussion of the infor- 


mal discussions which have taken place in the past. This 
does not refer to a recent question where I think the focus 
has changed on it. 


@) Is the cease-fire holding as far as you 
know? 


A Yes, essentially it is holding. There are a 
Few incidents involving small arms Fire, but no incoming 
fire on the Marine and MNF positions since the beginning of 
the cease-fire. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the 
Chinese Foreign Minister's speech in New York on Taiwan? 


A No. 


9) One final thing on the Middle East, Alan. 
Are there any plans within the Administration to change 
U.S. military aid to Israel from loans to grants? Is the 
Administration contemplating something like this? The 
Israeli media has mentioned something with the Israeli 
Embassy requesting actually to minimize aid and to increase 
the grants. 


A I don't have anything new on that today. 
I think that in the past, going back over a period of 
years, that has occasionally happened, that grants have 
been forgiven, I guess. I am not quite sure what the 
technical term would be. However, I am not aware of any 
new development on that, and I don't know what is happen- 
ing on the Hill with respect to that. 








0 Has there been any, as has been indicated 
in at least one newspaper report, any undertaking by the 
United States tnat what the national reconciliation talks 
produce on Lebanon would be binding on President Gemayel, 
that the United States would use its good offices to 
insure that the decisions that are reached as a result of 
these negotiations will be accepted by President Gemayel? 


a Again, as is usually the case with regard to 
any private conversations, without going one way or another 
on that, I just can't get into it. I would say that the 
U.S. certainly supports tne national reconciliation process, 
as does President Gemayel, but you are asking me to get into 
a question of our diplomatic exchanges, and I just can't do 
that. 


9) Alan, I can't resist on a discussion like 
this. Why is it that this process of national reconcilia- 
tion isn't regarded as "power-sharing" and permitting armed 
elements to "shoot their way into power?" 


aN We discussed this a long time ago. I don't 
remember; maybe you were on vacation. It really is a 
word game, if you are trying to play that. Clearly, the 
political situation and the gRistory in Lebanon is quite 
different. The situation on the ground right now and the 
history of how the various confessional groups have shared 
power is different from the situation which we have 
addressed with regard to Central America. 


So this is not an analogous situation, and I think 
to introduce the term "power-sharing" with quotes around it, 
and all of that, is simply to throw a red herring into the 
Situation. . 


0 Well, can I just ask, when you addressed 
this question while I was on vacation, did you address 
it in any greater length than you did just now? 


4 No, not really. 


0 Alan, can I follow up on Bernie's question? 
There was a report yesterday that the United States and 
the Saudi Government, as the mediators who brought about the 
cease-fire, have assured the parties that whatever results would 
be concluded by the national reconciliation, these two 
parties -- the U.S. and the Saudi Government -- would 
make sure that they will be implemented. They don't say how 
that is. Now, are you saying that these things are not 
correct? 


a Again, I have answered the question before, 
and it is a question of your asking me to get into 
diplomatic conversations, and I am just not going to do 


that. 








Clearly the decisions to be taken in those 
discussions in the national reconciliation dialogue are 
decisions for the participants to take. President Gemayel 
has committed himself to the national reconciliation dialo- 
gue. As the Secretary indicated last week, we strongly sup- 
port President Gemayel's stated willingness to broaden the 
base and composition of his government to reflect a true 
sharing of power. But I just can't take it beyond that in 
terms Of who said what to whom. 


0 The question is relevant, Alan, because 
President Gemayel also, while the Fighting was going 
on, could not really do the job on his own, and he called 
on U.S. help, military help, and the U.S. came forward. 


Now, I don't know if you would accept that 
hypothesis, but -- 


A I am not sure I do accept that. 


0 Okay, but in the same line, what is there , 
to assure other parties in Lebanon to the national recon- 
ciliation that even if President Gemayel wants, in fact, 
to implement those things that he actually can? 


Ay That, I think, is something for the various 
parties to work out in the dialogue, and I am not going 
to try to pre-empt the process by proclaiming on it from 
the podium. 


2) Do you have any comment, or is there any 
change in the President's trip plans? I notice he gave 
an interview saying that he might not be able to go to 
the Philippines, after all. 


A I have no indication of trip plan changes, 
and I thought he, in fact, indicated that he had no planned 
change, and that he was not trying to indicate that in that 
Statement. I think, basically, you ought to go to Larry 
Speakes, but I believe that you will find that -- 


8) Well, he said the Congress might be in 
session -- 


A I understand that. 


0 -- and if they were in session, I mean, 
obviously it would make an excuse so he wouldn't have to 
go if he doesn't want to, but I just wondered if you 
had an official comment here at the State Department. 











a I don't know that I would accept your 
"obviously" phrase, but in any case, I don't have a 
comment. 

9) Where was that? 


a I gather The New York Post. 





0 It is in The New York Post. 





0 Do you have anything on the elections in 
Guatemala? 


oN Elections in Guatemala? No, I don't today. 
I am not sure whether we have something from before. We 
may have. You might want to check the Press Office. 


0 Do you have anything on a new agreement 
between Chile and the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation here on the future extension of loans to 
that country, despite the 1979 action by Carter? 


4 No. You might want to check with OPIC. 
e) I did. Can you look into it? The State 
Department had a role in that decision, apparently. 


A Well, I don't know about the role in the 
decision, but if it is an OPIC loan, I think it would be 
up to OPIC -- 


re) It is not a loan, it is an agreement. 


as Excuse me, an agreement. It would be up to 
OPIC to comment on. 


0 When will Ambassador Fairbanks arrive in 
Washington, and are there any plans for him to participate 
in President Mubarak's discussion during his visit to 
Washington? 


Ps I don't Know the answer to your second 
question as to whether he would participate in the talks 
with President Mubarak. As far as his arrival, he will 
be arriving shortly, but I don't have a specific schedule 
to give you on it. 


0 Alan, just one more. Right now, the IMF 
is having its annuel tseting at the Sheraton Washington, 
as you may know. Does *ha hotel where a meeting of that 
sort is taking place ha vs the status of an Embassy for 
legal purposes? 
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A I am not aware of it, no. 


0 I only ask you that because the Washington 
Metro Police insisted that for purposes of demonstrations 
and things like that, the regulations that apply to 
Embassies now apply to the Sheraton Washington. 


a Check with the Washington Police. 

0 Wouldn't that be a State Department decision? 

Q I think it would probably, in the end, be a 
police decision. I don't Know what consultations there 


were. 
0 Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON '"HE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Just one announcement -- I guess one 
announcement and one clarification. 


The announcement is that tomorrow, September 29th, 
at 2:30 p.m., we will have a BACKGROUND briefing in the 
Briefing Room here on Lebanon. For your information only, 
not for publication, the briefer will be Richard Fairbanks. 


9) What time? 
A 2:30. 


Also, just to make sure we are cn the same wave- 
length, yesterday a question arose about any conversations 
coming up with Syria, and we addressed that both in terms of 
questions and answers, in terms of people going to Syria. I 
just want to make clear that there has also been made known 
in New York that the Secretary will be meeting with Foreign 
Minister Khaddam later this week. So I don't want to have a 
misunderstanding on that. 


O.K., that's all for announcements. I'd be happy 
to take questions. 


9) Speaking of Lebanon, Alan, do you have a 
Situation report today; and can you bring us up to date 
today, to the extent that you can, on the cease-fire and the 
use of the Marines? 


4 O.K. On the situation report, the cease- 
fire is generally holding. Although there has been some 
sniper fire directed at Lebanese Army units in Beirut, there 
have been no incidents reported at the Ambassador's resi- 
dence in Yarze. The Marines have reported that two rounds 
of small-arms fire were received near their position. No 
Casualties were sustained, however. 


The Security Committee -- that is, the committee 
composed of representatives of the Lebanese Army, the 
Lebanese Front, the National Salvation Front and the Amal 
Movement -- met earlier today to discuss consolidation of 
the cease-fire. 





That really is all I have on the cease-fire or any 
movement on any of that, and I think that the only thing I 
could say about the MNF is to repeat what we have been 
saying here and in New York before -- that there is no 
change planned for their deployment -- role. That's all. 


fe) One more: the Gulf. Do you have any reaction 
to Iran's latest threat to restrict shipping in the Gulf for 
any country that provides port facilites for weapons going 
to Iraq? 


A Yes, I do. As we've said on previous occasions, 
the United States deplores continuation and extension 
of the fighting between Iran and Iraq and urges the parties 
to agree to a cease-fire and negotiate their differences. 
We would view with grave concern attempts by any party to 
interfere with the right of passage of non-belligerent ships 
through international waters. 


The principle of freedom of navigation in the Gulf 
is, we believe, an important interest of the international com- 
munity. If this principle should be challenged, apart from what- 
ever action we may deem it in the United States interest to take, 
we would consult urgently with those states most directly 
concerned -- both in the region and in the wider international 
community. 


0 Can we have a copy of that? 

fe) A copy? 

A Yes. We can make copies available. 

QO Are there any indications that Iran is pre- 


paring to follow through in that direction? 


A The only thing I can say is that we 
understand that there have been press reports of an Iranian mili- 
tary buildup around the Strait of Hormuz, but we have no infor- 
mation to confirm those reports. 


Q Back to Lebanon, Alan: Will you today make 
any comment about the fighting around Tripoli? 


A I don't have anything on that, Ghassan. 


Q Do you have anything more on the black box? 














A Not a lot more on the black box. We're 
essentially, I guess, where we were on this yesterday. The 
general search area remains the same; but within that area 
the Navy has established a grid, based on very precise navi- 
gational coordinates, in order to cover the area methodically 
and with a minimum of double coverage. 


Yesterday the Navy searched a portion of the grid 
in international waters north of Moneron Island, using a 
deep drone. A different portion of the grid will be 
searched today. 


I understand that in the past 24 to 48 hours, the 
search has been focused on a 14-square=-nautical-mile area in 
which the Navy feels it has the best probability of picking 
up another signal from the black box if it is still 
transmitting. But, as I indicated yesterday, there's been 
nothing in that regard since the weekend. 


0 Do you have any comments on some members 
of Congress, let's say, sounding not very happy with the 
Secretary's remarks about the Executive Branch not wanting 
to give up its role on the Marines and in foreign policy in 
general? 


A No, not really, Ghassan. The issue was 
addressed yesterday in the letter that the Presicent sent to 
the Congress, and I would refer you to that letter. 


Q Has the State Department gauged the inter- 
national reaction to the President's speech at the United 
Nations? 


A I'm sure that there has been some effort on 
this. There usually is a general round-up of reaction. I 
don't happen to have it at this point, but I would refer to 
what I said yesterday -- that if one looks simply at the press, 
there has been, I think, a rather strong supportive reaction 
from certainly our major allies, so I would refer you to that. 


0 Do you have anything on Caspar Weinberger in 
China and the talks there? 


A No, I really don't have anything on that. I 
think that he's had a press conference, I guess, in China, 
and I believe that the White House addressed this issue this 
morning and I'm sure that Larry Speakes will be addressing 
it further at noon --— the question of the exchange of visits 
between the President and Premier Zhao. 











QO Do you have anything on McFarlane's plans? 
Is he in Beirut? 


A He's in Beirut. I don't have anything on 
further plans. 


Q He's not coming to report to the President? 

A I don't have anything on further plans at 
this point. I don't rule out that he would come back at 
some point and report, but I just don't have anything to 
give you on that today. 

O.K., anything else? 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:22 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 






MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Tf have two brief 
announcements. 





First, a reminder that there will be a background 
briefing today here in this briefing room at 2:30 on 
Lebanon. I will ask you to stay in touch with the Press 
Office. I think that schedule will hold, but just stay 
in touch in case there is any change in that. 







For your information only, not for publication, 
the briefer will be Richard Fairbanks. 





Second, there will be a background briefing on 
September 30th at 2:90 p.m. here in the briefing room by 
a senior Department official on the visit of President 
Aristides Pereira of Cape Verde. 
































President Pereira, who is on a private visit, 
will be in Washington Octovoer 3 to 7. He will meet with 
President Reagan on Octoper 3. 









Again for your information only, not for publi- 
cation, the briefer will be Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Frank Wisner. 

0 Excuse me, what was that country? 

a Cape Verde. 
9) Is that also known as Cape Verde? 
4 Okay, Lester, I will yield, to you. 


Q I am just inquiring. 


ay I would guess that would probably be close 
to the same. 


T will be happy to take your questions. 


a) Alan, can you bring us up to speed on what 
is happening in the negotiations to get the United Nations 
cease-fire observers deployed in Lebanon? 
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4 Not really. This is being discussed, as 
you know, in a variety of places. It was a subject that 
was addressed in New York. The MNF contributor nations' 
Foreign Ministers met in New York, as you are well aware, 
and they, and others, support the view that the UN 
could play a useful role in the situation as it has in 
Lebanon over the years. But I think I would have to stay 
away from any discussion of specifics on this while 
discussions are underway. Obviously there was, in the 
cease-fire agreement, a orovision calling for neutral 
observers. 


0 Is there any change in the Syrian/Soviet 
position on this? 


A You would have to ask the Syrians and 
the Soviets. 


Q That word “neutral"™ in the U.S. view, in 
the cease-fire agreement, is that applicable to a UN 
force? 


A Again, I think that I would repeat what I 
have said, that the MNF foreign ministers and others have 
indicated that they think that the UN could play a useful 
role in the situation. I don't think we can specify 
from here what the ultimate form or even composition 
of such a group might be. 


QO Is it the United States' position that 
we should be a part of -- 


A I'm sorry, I missed that. 


0 -- the United States should be a part of 
such an observer force? 


y That the U.S. should be a part of such an 
observer force? 


) Yes. 


A I have not heard suggestions that the U.S. 
would actually contribute forces to such -- 


0 There are already U.S. troops in the 
observer force, aren't there, Alan? 


A In the UNTSO? 

0 Yes. 

A In the UNTSO, but I think in terms of this, 
I have not heard a discussion of this. I can't really 
project what is going to happen with this, so let's let things 
evolve. 
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9 Alan, do you have any comment on the re- 
ports published by the Aviation Week that there is a 
proposal for the formation of sort of a Middle East 


peacekeeping force? 





A No. I saw a wire story on that this 
morning. I don't have anything on that. 


9) Alan, if I am quoting him correctly, 
there was a report on the wire quoting Prince Bandar saying 
that the U.S. among others -- if I have it right -- called on 


the Israelis to remain in their position in the Shuf for 
another day or two, because they felt they were on the verge 
of a cease-fire agreement, and retention of those positions 
by Israel might have made a difference in the final round of 
negotiations. 


Did the U.S. ask the Israelis to remain in 
position, at that point? 


A I don't have anything on it at all, 
Bernie, but I am not clear. I saw that story, too, and 
I wasn't clear what the time-frame was on that. Anvway, 
I don't have anything on it. 


0 Alan, two questions. One, do you have 


anything on a report about two Marines being detained 
by Amal -- 


A No. Again, just before I came out I saw 
a wire on this, but I don't have anything. You might 
want to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Okay. Another wire report was that the 
Progressive Socialists were asking for U.S. reparations 
for the damage done during the bombardment of the Shuf. 
Do you have anything on that? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. 


0 Charles Hudson, British Independent 
Television News. On the question of these off-the-cuff 
remarks by Vice President Bush yesterday, hitherto the 
official line on the British and French nuclear forces 
has always been that they would not be brought into 
the present round of INF Geneva negotiations on medium 
range nuclear weapons. 


However, if I can just quote from the official 
transcriot of these remarks, the Vice President said, "I 
don't feel that it is correct to have the INF talks 
fall apart because the Alliance is not willing" -- the 
Alliance meaning NATO -- "is not willing to consider 
the British and French at this juncture in the INF talks." 

















Is there a change in the U.S. position on 
these talks? 


4 No, there is no change on that. This Ad- 
ministration, like all of its predecessors, considers 
that U.S./Soviet parity is the only accenotable basis for 
negotiations between our two countries on nuclear forces. 


At the same time, we have taken note of state- 
ments made by the British and French Governments, as well 
as by the Chinese Government, indicating that at some 
future time, under conditions in which there have been 
significant reductions in U.S. and Soviet nuclear forces, 
that they might be willing to reconsider their own posi- 
tions regarding the inclusion of their own nuclear 
forces in arms control. And in responding to questions, 
the Vice President was simply reflecting our support 
for the positions taken by the British and French Govern- 
ments. 


9) But he was saying that they should be 
brought into the INF talks now. 

A No, he was not. 

a) I mean, he quotes the word -- 

A No. 

Q He said “at this juncture in the INF 


talks." I am quoting from the official transcript. 


a I think you may be misreading that. As I 
was listening to you, it seems to me you were emphasizing 
words that I would not have emphasized just in the way you 
were reading it. But, in any case, he was not suggesting 
that, and there is no change in the U.S. position. 


9 Can we have a copy of that statement? 


A Of what I read? 


0 Yes. 
A Yes. 
2) In light of the Syrian reluctance, or 


the speech of Mr. Khaddam yesterday at the United Nations, 
although you do not want to comment a lot on this, but 
are there any talks on the matter of getting the Golan 








UI 


Heights, or some negotiations in the package of wheel- 
ing and dealing to get the solution on Lebanon, and getting 
also the Golan Heights to be returned.to Syria? 


2 Our position on the Golan Heights is well 
known, and there is no change in that. I think we have 
made clear that there were no deals made in this process 
of moving towards a cease-fire--no deals with the U.S., 
no secret understandings with Syria. 


Obviously, we would look to have improved rela- 
tions with Syria over time, but I just don't know how 
to get more at your question. 


0 This is, I think, one of the reasons the 
Syrians, according to some reports, are not accepting, or 
they are not willing now, to accept the United Nations 
or the MNF to have the United Nations observers to 
police the cease-fire, unless they will have some commit- 
ment coming from all points, from all directions, 
including Israel, that they will have some serious talks 
about the future, or the situation and conditions of 


the Golan Heights. 


A I don't think that was vart of this dialogue. 
Whatever the Syrian attitude may be, I can't speak to, 
but I don't think that was voart of this varticular 


dialogue. 


(MORE ) 
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e) On the UN, Alan, the transcrint of the White 
House news briefing Tuesday reveals that when he was asked 
if President Reagan disagrees with Mayor Koch's description 
of the United Nations as a "cesspool," Larry Speakes said 
"No," that is, that President Reagan does not disagree with 
the Mayor's assessment. | 


And my question is, does Secretary Shultz believe 
that Mayor Koch is wrong to have described the United 
Nations as a cesspool? 


A Number one, I guess I don't want to address 
Larry Speakes' briefings, but I tend to think that you are 
probably taking out of context what was said. 


0 No, no. It is right here. I brought it 
along for your benefit -- 

A I read those transcripts. 

2) -- right here in my hand. 


a Good, Lester. 


0 It isn't out of context, Larry (sic). He 
said No." "What does the President think? Noes he deny it 
is a cesspool, Larry?" 


"MR SPEAKES: No." It's right there in 
black and white, so it isn't out of context. 


Can I have an answer? What does Shultz -- 
A No, I don't have an answer as to the 


Secretary's attitude towards Mr. Koch's remark. I don't 
know that he has addressed that. 


0 But he is aware of it, isn't he? 

4 I don't know. I haven't asked him. 

fe) You don't think he is aware? 

a I haven't asked him, Lester. He has been in 
New York. 

2) Could you take the question? 

A No, I don't think so. 

Q Why won't you take the question, Larry (sic)? 

4 Because we have addressed it. Uarry is the 


fellow who briefs at the White House. 




















e) No, no. This is the Mayor of the largest city 
in the United States. He is certainly a responsible individ- 
ual don't you think, Alan? 


a Lester, Our attitude toward the UN has been 
expressed on recent occasions. The President was in New 
York and he expressed himself. I will just leave it at 
that. 


0 The President didn't object to the descrip- 
tion of the UN as a "cesspool." Does the Secretary of State -- 
he disagrees with the President, in other words? 


a I say I haven't asked him, and I don't intend 
to ask him. 


0 I see. 
0 Do you have any comments or -- 
a -- I guess I would have to say I am sure he 


would not take any pejorative stand of that sort, basically 
Lester, but I haven't asked him and I cannot speak -- 


0 "Pejorative?" I'm sorry, could you -- 


A No, I think you can look it up in the dic- 
tionary, Lester. (Laughter) 


fe I know what the word means. How would he be 
pejorative? Do you mean he would be pejorative if he 
disagreed with the Koch -- 


A Why don't you read the transcript of what I 
Just said and you can Figure it out for yourself, Lester? 


(Laughter) 


A Yes. I would like to know, how does the 
Administration read the Syrian objection to the placing of 
UN forces in Lebanon to police the ceasefire? And do you 
believe this is the last from Syria about this subject, or do 
you think they are capable of changing their view? 


A I can't answer for the Syrian view, and I 
don't think this is the place to address that. As you know, 
the Secretary is going to be meeting with Foreign Minister 
Khaddam. I think the Foreign Minister has met with others 
in New York. And I am just not going to get into that. 


The first part of your question is -- 

















9 How do you read that? 


a I am not going to try to read it. I think 
that the discussions are going on about how there could be 
an observer group there, and I don't think it would be 
helped by trying to read other people's views in public from 
nere. 


0 I have a sort of technical quetion, if I may? 
Do you have any explanation why the Secretary today should meet 
with three Eayptian ministers who are all working for the 
economic sector, all one-by-one? 


A Are you looking at the schedule for today? 
e) Yes. That is what I am talking about. 
a I am not aware it was Secretary Shultz who was 


doing that. I think it was somebody else on the schedule 
who was doing that. 


( MORE ) 











O Maybe it is the Under Secretary or the 
Assistant Secretary, but I don't understand why -- 


A I don't know what topics are being covered 
in these meetings, so I don't know the answer to your 
question, but I don't think it is the Secretary who is 
having those meetings. 


0 Can you give us any guidance, Alan, on 
the focus of tomorrow's meeting with Khaddam and what 
Shultz might expect to come out of it? 


A No, I don't think that I would do that. I 
assume that there will be a read-out in New York after 
the meetings, and I am going to have to leave to that, 
rather than try to pre-brief it. 


0 Have you got a time for it? 


A I don't have a time for it, but I am sure 
that when the Press office in New York opens again 
tomorrow morning, they will have a time for it. TI think it 
is in the afternoon, but check with them tomorrow morning. 


9) At the meeting which is supposed to he 
taking place tomorrow between Secretary Shultz and 
Secretary Khaddam, the Foreign Minister of Syria, do 


you have any idea what will be the -- I know that the 
topic will be comments on the cease-fire, and other 
things -- but what do you hope the Secretary will 


accomplish from that? 


a That is what Greg just asked, and I 
don't have sort of a pre-brief to give you on that. 


0) Alan, there was something yesterday, but 
do you have anything in greater depth in response to President 
Andropov's remarks? 


A No. We issued something last night. I 
think Larry Speakes may have something more that he 
would be saying about it, hut I don't have anvthing 
further here. 


0 Alan, on an unrelated question on the 
UN, have you denied the truth of reports that Secretary 
Shultz spoke with Mr. Lichenstein of his disapproval 
of Lichenstein's offer to wave goodbye to any departina 
members of the UN? You are familiar with that state- 
ment, wundoubdtedly. 


A Yes, I am familiar with the statement. 
I am not aware of any conversation that took place. 
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0 There have been definite reports that 
Secretary Shultz was highly displeased and expressed 
his displeasure to Mr. Lichenstein. Is that untrue? 


A I am simply unaware of any conversations 
that took place. 


8) In other words, you don't know whether 
he mentioned it. 


4 I will stick with what I just said. 


With regard to the schedule -- let me just go 
back to the previous question on the Egyptian ministers -- 
I see here that they are to meet with Ambassador 
Veliotes, and I don't know specifically what the purpose 
of those meetings may be, whether it is related to 
President Mubarak's trio or not, but I would also note 
that Ambassador Veliotes, of course, is the Ambassador- 
designate to Egypt, so I suppose a number of purposes 
might be served by such meetings. But I don't have a 
specific answer. 


9) If I could finish -- does the Secretary -- 
in other words, you are not aware that Ye in any wav 
reprimanded or expressed displeasure to Mr. Lichenstein. 
So my question is this: Does Secretary Shultz disagree 

in any way with what President Reagan observed as 
Lichenstein having “had the hearty approval of most people 


in America?" 


os Lester, I haven't asked the Secretary 
his views on this, and I think that there has been -- 


0 Can you take the question? 
a .No. This issue has been addressed by a 


lot of veopvle, and it is in the past, and I am not going 
to go back. 


9) Why is it in the past? 
A Because it happened previously. (Laughter) 
fe) Is that ancient or modern history, Alan? 


Come on, now, Alan--. 


9 Thank you, Alan. 


0 Do you want to talk about these new security 
rules for State Department correspondents? 
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A They have been published in The Federal 
Register, and I refer you to those. I would also take note, 
having looked at the story in this morning's paper, that 
neither the fellow who wrote that piece nor the people in 
Editor and Publisher who wrote on the same piece, bothered 
to call John Hughes for his views on this. So, I would 
just refer you to -- ; 











fe) What would he have said? 

A I don't have a -- 

9 I will ask for John Hughes' views. 

QO Maybe he would have refused to take the 
question, like other people. 


A I think that some representatives of the 
State Department Association have reviewed these various 
questions, and I would refer you, Bernie, if you are not 
familiar with what has been discussed with them, to go 
and speak with them, and then I am sure that John will 
be happy to talk about it, or we could talk about it 
in the Press Office, but they have been published in 
The Federal Register. 





e 0 Do you know when? 
4 When they were published? July 12th. 
0 Alan, just for the record, the fellow who 


wrote the piece in today's paper discussed the matter 
several times with Mr. Hughes, with his predecessor, Mr. 
Fischer, and with you. 


A I don't think that this article and the 
way it was described there was discussed. 





(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1983, 12:03 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have 
any announcements. I will be happy to take your ques- 
tions. 


0 Alan, did you have any comment on the 
severity of the charges, the indictment in Poland, against 
the former Solidarity leaders? 


4 Yes, I do have something on that. 


We are, Of course, pleased that these Solidarity 
advisers no longer face the death penalty, and continue to 
call for the ending of criminal penalties for trade union 
activities. We urge the release of all political prisoners, 
including these individuals. 


fe) Do you have an estimate on the number of 
political prisoners now held in Poland? 


A I do not. 


e) Could you take that, perhaps, and give us an 
update on that figure? 


4 No, I don't think we have any updates on 
this, Mike. One of the problems is, indeed, trying to get 
a handle on numbers, so I don't think at this point we 
are prepared to try to box that one in publicly. 


fe) Alan, there are several stories in the 
paper today suggesting that the United States is now 
tilting towards Syria, I guess would be the way to capsule 
it, in its relations and in its dealings with Lebanon. 
What can you tell us on that subject? 








A Basically, I guess, Bob, I would refer you 
to what Larry Speakes said this morning. 


fe) What did he say? 


4 That our policy is consistent; that we have 
backed, as you well know, the policy of reconciliation 
within Lebanon, as does President Gemayel, and we strongly 
Support his efforts in that regard; that it is true that 
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the Syrians as well as the Saudis will be observers at 
the invitation of President Gemayel at the talks; and 
that is simply what the facts are. 


The idea that there has been some shift in U.S. 
policy is simply wrong. 


0 Have we suggested, Alan, some adjustment 
that would give Syria some voice in the political affairs 
of Lebanon? 


A I have indicated before that we have made 
no deals in that regard at all. It is obvious, and we 
have indicated before that it is obvious, that Syria, 
as well as other countries, has an interest in what goes on 
in Lebanon, and the Secretary talked about that, for 
example, with regard to their security. 


But the answer to your question is, no, we have 
not done that. 


0 Do you have any comment on what President 
Mubarak of Egypt said yesterday in front of the Foreign 
Affairs Council, saying that the United States cannot be 
totally biased towards a specific state while it is mapping 
Out its Middle East policy? 


A "Cannot be totally biased towards a specific 
state?" I don't quite know what that is supposed to have 
reference to. 


0 I think it is a clear indication to Israel. 


a I think that the U.S., obviously, has strong 
and important ties with Israel, but also has strong and 
important ties with quite a number of Arab states, including 
strong ties and important ties with Egypt; and I think that 
we would not -- I haven't seen President Mubarak's remarks, 
so I can't comment on those, but certainly we have not 
tried to have relations with one state at the expense, as 
it were, of another. We have approached our relations with 
those states, both individually and as we saw them fitting 
into the entire pattern in the Middle East, and we have 
valued that broad spectrum of ties. 


0 Alan, has any progress been made on deter- 
mining who is going to be the neutral observer force in 
Lebanon? 











4 I don't know whether there is any progress 
on that, Bob. That issue continues to be discussed. I 
think in New York today there will be further discussions. 
The Secretary is meeting with Foreign Minister Khaddam 
and with others. I think discussions probably are going 
on in the UN itself. As I have indicated over the last 
couple of days, the Secretary has indicated, and others, 
that there certainly is a view that a UN involvement of 
some sort might well be useful, but precisely how that is 
working out, I can't tell you. 


0 We don't insist that it be a UN force 
only? There could be other alternatives? 


an I think there are alternatives that the 
briefer yesterday, I think, declined to get into specifics 
on. The idea that there are, perhaps, alternative views 
Or alternatives as to how this might be worked out is clear, 
but I just can't take you anywhere on the specifics. 


0 When de you think the dialogue of national 
reconciliation can begin? 


A I don't know. 


0 Is there any schedule? Has anybody set a 
time, or a tentative time? 


A I am not aware, Bob. I don't think I am 
going to try from nere to keep up with that. I would have 
to let that story come out of Lebanon, where the arrange- 
ments would be made for that. 


0 Is the cease-fire still holding? 


Yes. I can give you a little sitrep on 
that. The cease-fire is holding, although there have been 
occasional exchanges of fire in the southern suburbs of 
Beirut and elsewhere. The Security Committee is scheduled 
to hold its third meeting today. Beirut International 
Airport is open, and more arriving and departing flights 
are expected today. There have been no incidents near 
the Ambassador's residence or the Marines' positions. 


8) The briefer, yesterday, as you said, 
did mention neutral observers, but eventually it was stated 
that even those groups would be within the United Nations 
area -- I mean, under United Nations auspices. Now, the 
Other part of the question is, Prince Bandar, yesterday 
at the White House was quoted saying that if they wanted 














United Nations observers, they would have stated so at 
the negotiations leading to the cease-fire agreement. He 
Said it was not really decided to be the United Nations, 
so I heard him saying. So, can you put these things 
together? 


A I don't think I could take it beyond what I 
Said before, which is that the discussions on this subject 
are continuing, including in New York, and that there is 
a view that UN involvement would be a useful thing. The 
UN has played a positive role in Lebanon over the years, 
but I really am not prepared to try to get more specific 
about that while these discussions are going on. 


0 But the United States, Alan, would not 
look negatively at an outside-the-United-Nations neutral 
force? 


a Again, I don't want to take it beyond 
what I have said. I think that the Foreign Ministers 
of the MNF countries addressed this in New York, and I 
would refer you specifically to what they said the other 
day. I don't happen to have a text of it here, but I think 
that afterwards there was a reference to what their views 
were. John may have briefed, or some other official 
may have briefed, I am not sure. Sol just can't take 
it anywhere beyond that. 


0 Forgive me if this was brought up at 
yesterday's briefing or earlier today, but what is the 
U.S. attitude towards the Lebanese-Israeli accords of 
May? Do we have a stated position on that? 


A We still stand behind that. We recognize 
it as a valid accord. 


0 Is there any attitude towards preserving 
it in the context of the negotiations on national recon- 
ciliation? 


a I am not aware that that is a particular 
issue at this point. Obviously the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces is an important objective. It remains 
One of the three principal objectives we have been talking 
about in Lebanon, and that is not changed, and that 
agreement addresses itself in part to that subject. 


@) Alan, is there anything new on the Soviet- 
Korean airliner incident, specifically the possibility 
of U.S. intelligence intercepting a radio communication 
from the Soviet pilot saying that he realized he shot 
down a passenger plane? 








A On the general issue, I don't have anything 
new to offer you. 


And I saw that report. I don't have anything 
to offer on that. If there were such a thing, it would get 
us into an intelligence area; and if there were such a thing 
and it had not been released, I am not in a position to 
release it. 


0 Is the State Department working on a White 
Paper to sweep up the details on this? 


A There was a paper that was being worked on -- 
I wouldn't call it a White Paper, but sort of a summary 
report paper. I don't know if that is, in fact, going to 
emerge in the end. There are a lot of things that are 
Started that don't end up. I just don't know the answer 
to that. 


But there is nothing that I am aware of, just to 
give you a general point, that would change our view about 
what happened. Again I go back to the point that we feel 
that the Soviets certainly should have known and could have 
Known that that was a civilian airliner, and that if they 
didn't know, they had a responsibility to do so, and it 
was either extraordinarily negligent or extraordinarily 
incompetent, or both. 


0 Well, if this information is true, it would 
tend to support you, then. 


4 I agree with that. I understand the point. 
I just don't have anything new to give you today on that 
Subject. 


f°) Alan, The Washington Post editorial this 
morning points out, I believe, that in your statement of two 
days ago responding to the remarks of President Andropov, 
there was an omission of one of the demands, that being the 
One for an apology. 





fy Yes. Let me just say that I took note of 
that, that there is no change in our position. That state- 
ment was crafted with an eye, perhaps not totally success- 
fully, but with an eye to trying to make it as short as 
possible, and so some of the things that we have normally 
talked about were not included in the formulations. But I 
think that that statement did refer to the Soviets needing 
to take responsibility for what had happened, and that 
would encompass such things as making an apology, and so 
On. So there is no change in that. 

















0 Costa Rica has recalled its Ambassador in 
Nicaragua. Do you have any information or any comment 
on this? 


Ay I can only comment really on the incident 
which I believe led to this. It is our understanding that 
while the Nicaraguans claim they mistook the Costa Ricans 
whom they fired at for ARDE croops, the Costa Rican 
Government has indicated that this was an intentional attack 
and invoked a special OAS meeting on October 4 on this 
issue. We support their call for this meeting. 


0 To follow up on this question, do you have 
any comment on the final communique coming out of the 
meeting of the Finance Ministers of Central America? 


A No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 

















e) I mean, in particular, their rejection of the 
U.S. Administration pressure to boycott Nicaragua? 


A Oh, I think, in terms of the question -- 
I think we had some guidance on this question yesterday or 
the day before that you might want to check. I think we 
would -- 


Well, let me refer you to the guidance and leave 
it at that. I don't know that specifically with regard to 
that Finance Ministers' meeting, but the issue was in the 
press and we did do something on it. 


fe) Alan, any more information about the capture 
yesterday of two U.S. Marines than what we know about it 
from the press? 


a Sorry, I don't have anything further on it. 


0 Who were these people that were captured in 
Lebanon yesterday? They were not Marines, as a matter of 
fact. 


A I'd have to refer you to the Pentagon. 





Lo) 


They were Army people. 


» 


I just don't know who they were. 

e) You don't know what their role was? 

a No, but I assume the Pentagon has that. 

0 I Know you're not a spokesman for the 
Kissinger Commission, but do you have any idea where this 
report came from that Richard Nixon was going to join them 


there or -- 


A No, I don't. But my understanding -- and, again, 
I'm not speaking for them -- 


@) I understand. 


a -- my understanding is that that is not an 
accurate report. I don't know what Mr. Nixon's plans are -- 


0 I thought you might have gotten a cable or 
something from people down there explaining. 


A No. I saw that -- 


0 Did anyone here send a cable to ask, "What 
is this about?" when this report came in? 





—_—_—_- 








A I assume that people are looking at what hap- 
pened here; but in any case, my understanding -- and I am 
not speaking for the Commission -- but my understanding is 
that that is not an accurate report. 


0 It sure would have been a good story, though, 
if it were true. 


(Laughter) 
A Sorry, George, sorry. 
0 Do you have a run-down on Ambassador Richard 


Stone's activities in the next couple of weeks? 


a There is guidance -- let me see if I have it 
here; yes, I do -— he will be leaving Washington on October 
1 for travel to nine European capitals where he will consult 
with senior host-country officials and parliamentarians on 
U.S. Central American policy. He will return to Washington 
an October 20. 


9) Do you have the countries? 


A Yes. He will be in London, October 2; 
Brussels, October 5; Madrid, October 7; Rome, October 3; 
Athens, October ll; Vienna, October 12; Paris, October 13; 
the Hague, October 17; and Bonn, on October 18. 


0 Nice trip. 

0 Is he taking press? (Laughter) 

fy He will, as on his previous trips, Fred -- 
the ones he has taken to Latin America -- hold no press 


conferences or other scheduled on-the-record meetings with 
the press, so I don't think he is taking any press with him. 


0 Do you want to give us a run-down on what he 
is trying to sell or is he just bringing people up to date? 


A As I said, he will be discussing our Central 
American policy. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:18 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 3, 1983, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement. 
Following the meeting between President Reagan and President 
Carstens of the Federal Republic of Germany, a senior 
Department official will brief on BACKGROUND in the White 
House Press Briefing Room on Tuesday, October 4 at approxi- 
mately 11:30 a.m. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. | 


0 Alan, does the United States see the recent 
moves by the Druze to be the beginning of a fragmentation of 
Lebanon? 


A We've noted the announcement in the press 
over the weekend, and also Mr. Jumblatt's public statement 
that this step will in no way prejudice Druze participation 
in national reconciliation talks. 


It should be very clear that our support for the 
principle of Lebanese unity would rule out measures by any 
of the communities or factions that would perpetuate fac- 
tional strife. Until we know more about the practical 
effect of the measures proposed by Mr. Jumblatt, we would 
have no comment on them. 


We urge that the political process leading to 
national reconciliation begin as soon as possible under the 
leadership of President Gemayel and with the full par- 
ticipation of leaders of the various Lebanese communities as 
provided for in the ceasefire agreement. 


e) Would you understand him to be saying that he 
will still take part in this dialogue? 


a As I say, he apparently indicated publicly as 
well that this step in no way prejudiced Druze participation 
in national reconciliation talks. 


e) How do you intend to find out about -- is 
there going to be a meeting with Mr. Jumblatt -- between 
Jumblatt and American officials, or what? 














a I don't know of any meeting scheduled, 
Ghassan. There could well be at some point meetings. There 
had been discussions from time to time, of course. .I just 
don't know. I saw a press report that he was in Greece, so 
I don't know when he will be around to talk. 


There are discussions going on all the time among 
the various groups, and we are obviously, as I said at the 
end of that statement, looking for the national recon- 
ciliation- dialogue to begin as soon as possible. So there 
will obviously need to be continuing discussions leading to 


that. 


0 A copy of that? 
A Yes, sure. 


0 He also urged Druze officers to desert from 
the Lebanse Army. Did you have any comment on that? 


A I didn't see that. I've seen, in fact, some 
reports that there were purportedly some desertions, but I ° 
also saw in one report this morning, for example, indications 
that the Lebanese commanders had let Druze leave their 
units, and so on. We don't know what the facts are. We're 
looking into them, but I can't confirm any of that. 


0 The basis of that report, I believe, was he 
addressed a Lebanese Army barracks where there were any 
number of Druze militia. 


A Again, I can't confirm reports until we've 
seen them, but we're looking into them. 





e) Any progress on the observers, the neutral 
observers? 

A Those discussions continue in New York and 
elsewhere, but I don't have anything to report to you on 
progress. 

0 There was this morning of -- a report this 


morning of a break of the ceasefire. Can you confirm that 
Or do you know anything more about it? 


A The Marines have reported that two mortar 
rounds impacted in the vicinity of their positions earlier 
today. There were no casualties. They did not return fire, 
and this appears to be an isolated incident in which fire 
was not directed at the Marines. 
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We've also seen press reports describing a limited 
exchange of gunfire between the LAF and unidentified gunmen 
in the southern part of Beirut. So I don't have anything 
here that would suggest that we would conclude there has 
been a "breakdown" of the ceasefire. 


0 Do you have any comment on what Jumblatt 
Said, that he believes that the army, the Lebanese Army 
should be used after the achievement of national recon- 
ciliation, not before? 


A No. I think that the question of what might 
be done on the-spot, the question has come up in terms of 
observers, who might do that and what other functions might 
be fulfilled by others, that's the kind of thing which I 
think has to be worked on the ground. There are the cease- 
fire military discussions going on; we're looking to the 
political dialogue, and I just don't think I can really 
address that from here at this point. 


0 Does the United States Government regard the 
Jumblatt actions of the last 24 hours as indirect pressure 
from Syria on the government of President Gemayel? 


A I don't have any characterization to offer 
you in that respect. We've seen the reports of what he's 
done, what he said, and I made the comments that we have to 
offer on that at this point. 


fe) Can you tell us where McFarlane is, and 
Fairbanks, and also what their mission is now at this very 
moment? Are they still discussing with Syria the question 
of troop withdrawals or is everything sort of on hold during 
the ceasefire, and are they dealing with the national recon- 
ciliation talks? What exactly is involved? 


A Having been away from us, Ralph, you may have 
missed it. Ambassador Fairbanks is, indeed, back here, and 
he is still here. McFarlane is in Israel today. 


Their role, I think as it has had, has various 
elements to it. They certainly will be staying in close 
touch with the situation regarding the ceasefire, regarding 
the national reconciliation dialogue. Ambassador McFarlane 
has also indicated they will clearly want to turn their 
attention, as well, to the broader issues within Lebanon. 
That is, the withdrawal of all foreign forces, but I don't 
have any specifics to offer you regarding that at this 
point. 


0 Do you have any comment on reports that the 
Israeli Embassy in Washington was directly asking for new 
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conditions of U.S. aid to Israel and for the increasing of 
the grants? 


A I think I got asked this last week, and I 
don't have anything on it; didn't have anything then. I'm 
sorry, I don't have anything now. 


fe) Do you have any readout on the Mubarak visit 
at all? 


A I don't have a readout on it beyond what was 
said by briefers. I do not have anything. 


O . One last thing from me. There's a report 
this morning that a ship moving from Cyprus to Tripoli, 
Lebanon, was captured by the Israeli navy and that 25 
Palestinians that were on it were taken by the Israeli for- 
ces. The ship is reported to have been in international 
waters. Are you aware of this incident? 


A I'm personally not aware of the report at 
all. I can check and see if anybody has anything on it, but 
I don't have anything on it at this point. 


0 Change the subject. Do you have anything on 
the death squad activity in El Salvador? 


A Yes, I do. We have consistently deplored 
political violence regardless of its origin. And in the 
context of reports over the past few weeks, do so again in 
the most categoric terms. 


We support the U.S. Embassy's strong statement 
last week against this violence. It is an anathema to the 
very centralist and moderate basis of support on which the 
development of pluralistic democratic institutions in El 
Salvador depend. 


It is particularly deplorable that the political 
violence in El Salvador has been directed against those 
moderate groups who have accepted the risk of supporting 
democratic reforms. We strongly support the efforts of the 
Government of El Salvador to restore the efficacy of the 
rule of law in that country. This is a central objective 
that we all share. 


The on-going democratic political, economic and 
social reforms being undertaken by the current government 
remains essential to ending this violence. 


0 Can we have a copy of that, please? 








A 
0 
A 


0 


Yes. 
Do you have any statistics? 
I don't have any statistics. 


With respect to the latest threats that have 


been made on Mr. Maldonado, who is a frequent visitor to 
Washington, and to his boss, Mr. Camacho, who is also a fre- 
quent visitor and has ties to AIFLD, are you urging that 

the Salvadoran Government take special precautions with 
respect to their safety, particularly after the denoun- 
ciation of the Constitutent Assembly president? 


A 


I don't think I could get into the details of 


diplomatic exchanges, but our attitude towards the violence 
is clearly stated in what I just gave you. 


-- MORE -- 











0 Also, another on El Salvador. One, do you 
have any comment on the meeting that took place in Bogota 
late last week between the Peace Commission and the Left; 
and, secondly, do you have any statement with respect to 
the report that the CIA is now using Ilopango Air Force 
Base, as well as Honduras, to carry supplies to the FDN 
in Nicaragua? 


A On the Peace Commission/Left talks, we had 
something on that last week, and I would refer you to the 
Press Office to get that. 


On allegations of CIA activities, obviously we 
don't comment on allegations of intelligence activities. 


0 One more. With respect to the elections 
again, I understand that the Peace Commission's position 
when they left was that there would be no further dialogue 
until the guerrillas agreed to take part in the electoral 
process in El Salvador. 


Can you tell us now, in view of this renewed death 
squad activity, what possible guarantees could be provided 
for the safety of those who might participate? 


AL Two things on that. First of all, I don't 
think my understanding of the Peace Commission's position 
is entirely that which you just expressed, and I think 
we would have to leave it to them to talk about it them- 
selves, rather than talking about it from here. 


Second, as far as safety and assurances, and so 
on, Obviously this is an area we have indicated before 
where we recognize that there would have to be arrange- 
ments made, and people would have to discuss this issue 
quite thoroughly. But I can't spell out for you the 
kinds of arrangements that might be made. 


Excuse me, George, you had a question, and I 
will come back to you. 


0 If El Salvador were being used to help 
anti-government rebels in Nicaragua, would this not be 
a brazen attempt by El Salvador to export its revolution? 


A Hypothetical. 


0 In your Original statement, are you imply- 
ing that the El Salvador Government should or could be 
doing more to halt these death squads? 








A I am explaining our attitude towards the 
death squad activity, and I am not going to try to get 
into what would constitute possibly the subject of dialogue 
between ourselves and the Salvardoran officials. 


0 Let me put it more bluntly then. Do you 
think the El Salvadoran Government could be doing more to 
halt the death squad activity? 


a Beyond the statement I have given you, Jin, 
I just don't have anything to offer you on that subject. 


0 Alan, could I take one more try at this, 
because if a senior foreign ministry official of the El 
Salvadoran Government is not safe from being abducted and 
held incommunicado, presumably, or killed, by death squads, 
how is it even remotely conceivable that under this govern- 
ment there could be the kinds of guarantees needed supplied 
to the left if they decided to enter the electoral process? 


I think that is a legitimate question that your 
answer just doesn't really answer. 


A The answers to those kinds of questions 
would have to come out of a dialogue between the Peace 
Commission and others involved in El Salvador and those 
who would participate in the election. I can't answer that 
from here. 


I suppose a starting point is some sort of agree- 
ment that there would be participation in the election. 


0 Do you have anything on a decision by the 
Administration on the President's trip to the Philippines? 


A I don't have anything on that. I think 
Larry Speakes addressed that somewhat this morning, and 
indicated he would have something later when he briefs 
this afternoon. 


0 Is there anything that has happened during 
the past month that has diminished Secretary Shultz' 
expression of revulsion at the Soviets' shooting down of 
the Korean Air Lines Flight 007? 


A No. 


0 If this was a sincere expression of outrage 
that has not been watered down, as you say, could you tell 
us, Alan, why Hayward Isham of the Department of State 
is participating on Wednesday night with Vitaliy Cherkin 
of the Soviet Embassy in a National Cathedral program 
entitled -- quote -- Understanding the Soviet Union? 








A I don't know anything about it, Lester. Why 
don't I look into it and see what there is available on it. 


) Right. While you are looking, in your 
extensive knowledge of modern diplomatic history, Alan, 
is there any record that you know of that any State 
Department officials ever participated in any programs 
in the late 1930's for understanding Germany's National 
Socialists? 


A Lester, I am afraid I would have to refer 
you to the history books and records for that. I don't 
have a research service -- 


) But you will take this question and I can 
expect an answer. 


A I said I would look into it and we will 
find out what we find out. 


0 Aian, will the Secretary be seeing Tariq 
‘Aziz, the Foreign Minister of Iraq, again this week? 


A I have to refer you to New York for the 
schedule up there. I just don't have it. 


0 But were there plans for further talks 
about the Iran/Iraq War? 


As I don't Know what there was. You have to 
check with John and see what he has up there. 


0 Is there anything new on the Iragi/fU.S. 
relations in the light of the meeting held by the Finance 
Minister of Iraq with the Assistant Secretary? 


4 No. I think that I had something last 
week on this and there may have been something -- I don't 
know if there has been anything in New York at all, but 
I don't have anything new to give you. Let's just leave 
it at that. 


0 I hate to do this, it also refers to a 
Washington Post article on Saturday. Do you have anything 
about that mishap that apparently killed an Argentine 
atomic research reactor operator, or about the move by the 
House to cut off nuclear technology transfers to countries 
such as Argentina, which refused to open up all their 
atomic facilities to international inspection? 





4 I don't have anything on either of those 
subjects. 











0 Could you look into them, especially the 
mishap one? 


A I will take a look. On the first one, I 
don't think I will be looking at. I will look and see 
if there is anything at this point that we want to say 
about the second issue. 


0 I apologize in advance for what may sound 
like a lengthy and somewhat tendacious question, but be- 
cause of it, you will understand why. 


On September 15th, Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
State, John Monjo, spoke to the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee in a policy statement regarding Cambodia, Kampuchea. 


In restating U.S. policy he said -- quote -- We do 
not provide aid of any kind or have any contact with the 
Khmer Rouge, and our welcoming of the coalition in Cambodia 
does not imply any support for the Khmer Rouge. Unquote. 


In its current issue, Newsweek magazine says, "The 
Central Intelligence Agency is working with the Chinese 
to supply arms to the forces of former Cambodian ruler, . 
Pol Pot, which, of course, is the Khmer Rouge, now waging 
hit and run attacks on the current Saigon-supported regime." 





My question is: Was Mr. Monjo correctly stating 
the policy of the U.S. Government or only the policy of 
the State Department? What is the status of his statement 
that the United States does not provide aid of any kind to 
the Khmer Rouge? 


A I would, I guess, address that in two parts. 


First of all, obviously, I can't address directly 
the Newsweek point since it alleges intelligence activities, 
but I would refer you to Mr. Monjo's statement as the 
Statement of policy of the United States Government, and I 
would refer to it as a valid statement and what you should 
take as our policy. 





0 Could I go to one other one of a similar 
nature? 


As you know, in 1975, I believe it was, Congress 
passed the so-called Clark Amendment which forbids the 
United States Government, the CIA and other people, from 
aiding covert, undercover activities regarding Angola. 
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The current issue of Newsweek Magazine says that 
CIA training, arms, and financial assistance are also given 
to military forces in Ethiopia, Angola, and the Sudan. 





Is the Reagan Administration abiding by the 1975 
Clark Amendment, which has not been repealed? 


A Don, to my knowledge, it certainly is 
continuing to abide by the Clark Amendment, but I would also 
Suggest you might want to get reaffirmation of that from 
the CIA since it affects their operations. 


Q Alan, does the Administration have a position 
on House Resolution 323, which is Congressman Gonzales's 
resolution calling for an investigation of Henry Kissinger's 
conflict of interest in his current position? 


A No, I don't have anything on it? 

e) Alan, is there anything new on the black 
box? 

A No. The search continues. There is nothing 


new, no new pings, no new developments, but, again, I would 
refer you to the Pentagon, just to be sure there is nothing, 
but I am pretty sure that is where we are. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the 
demonstrations in Moscow? 


A No. 


0 Alan, before asking this question, I want to 
disagree with my friend, Don. I didn't think it was a 
tendentious question. I thought it was a very legitimate 
question that needed some preface, so I think that the 
precedent has been established, and I think it was a very 
good question. 


A Since you like to give prefaces to your 
questions. (Laughter. ) 


Q Right, and I think - 
A Could we have the question, Lester? 
<) -- we should all have this opportunity. I 


don't often agree with The Washington Post, but I think 
this was a good question. (Laughter) 
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Does Secretary Shultz agree or disagree with The 
Washington Post that opposition to the $8 billion IMF 
funding is from a -- quote -- cuckoo alliance of the left and 
right, and which alliance, I note, includes former Secretary 
of the Treasury, William Simon. 





Do you think he is a cuckoo? Does Shultz think 
he is a cuckoo? 


A I think that the Administration's position 
on the IMF has recently been restated by the President of 
the United States -- 

0 I know that -- 


A -- and I would refer you to that speech, 
Lester. 


0 But, Alan, I am asking about Secretary 
Shultz. Does he agree -- 


aA You can rest assured that the Secretary 
supports the President's position. 


@) He doesn't think that Simon is a cuckoo, 





does he? 


A I haven't asked him that specific question, 
but I think you can rest assured he supports the Presi- 
dent's position. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Tuesday, October 4, 1983 





INDEX 





SUBJECT 





LEBANON 
National reconciliation ...cecsecsecees 
Weapons being diverted to Phalangists? 


HUNGARY 
Human rights Situation eeseieeeee#eertkeereeer#srfeesee#* 


ARGENTINA 
Certification e*eeseeeee#eneoee#ernfeeerfktreen3+ee#e#e#efeee#e##e#e#* 
Debt crisis e*eeseieeeenree##eoe#eeeserere#etee#s#tfeee#e#tee#e#ee#teste#e 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
CONDECA eeonetreteeeeree#rn5mrieneteeeete#Ffe#eFfe#Ffe#efe#e#fe#te##fe#e###e###e#e#*® 


NICARAGUA 
"Revolution without borders” ...eeeeeee 
Diplomatic GiSCUSSIONS weseceeeseessees 


EGYPT 
Discussions with Mubarak wcecccccscvcvees 


UNITED NATIONS 
Reaction to Kassebaum amendment ...eece 


JORDAN 
Hussein position on peace talksS ....e.. 


ARMS CONTROL 
New proposal at talks in Geneva ....... 


ANGOLA 
South African support for UNITA ....... 


WEST BANK 
U.S. policy regarding settlements ..... 





10-11 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #174 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1983, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announ- 
cement. Following the Spanish-American Council meeting at 
the Department of State this afternoon, a senior Department 
official will brief ON BACKGROUND here in the Department 
Briefing Room at approximately 4:30 p.m. 


0 When is that, Alan? 
a This is after the Spanish-American Council. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


0 Do you have anything regarding the efforts to 
Start the reconciliation talks between the factions in 
Lebanon? How far along they are or -- 


ran I don't have anything on the reconciliation 
talks; no. 


0 Nothing on it regarding the U.S. role in 
that? 

Q Nothing beyond what we've said before on 
that. 

0 There is a report from Lebanon that they may 


be starting as soon as this weekend in Saudi Arabia? 


Oy I saw that report. I don't have anything to 
give you on it. 


0 While still on Lebanon, would you care to 
comment on the reports this morning that some American 
weapons intended for the Lebanese Government's use are being 
filtered to the Lebanese Forces or the Phalangists' forces? 


a I can only give you a few things on that. 
First, I would refer you to the reported remarks of Colonel 
Thomas Fintel, who is the head of the U.S. Office of 
Military Cooperation in Lebanon, to the effect that these 
allegations attributed to Druze officers named in the report 
are unfounded. 


As you know, we have a long-established security 
assistance relationship with the Lebanese Armed Forces, and 
for details of that I would refer you to the Pentagon. But 
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any transfers of this equipment to militias, such as the LF 

or anybody else, would be a violation of our agreements with 
the LAF. And, as I say, the allegations cited this morning 

in the press are unfounded. 


0 That's according to the news or to the 
American Government's own investigation? 


4 I think that Colonel Fintel talked to this 
this morning, and I would go to the Pentagon for what they 
might have on the fill-in on that. I'm not sure they've got 
any more than was in the press. That would be his reporting 
channel, and I would have to refer you to them. 


0 Also on Lebanon, Foreign Minister Salem gave 
a press conference this morning in which he expressed some 
displeasure at the steps that Walid Jumblatt has taken. 
Have you yet had a chance to assess the practical effects of 
these steps, and decided to make any sort of position -- 


f I don't have anything different from what I 
had yesterday on that. 


0 I have a couple of Don Oberdorfer-type 
questions, and I hope I can count on the same forebearance 
and courtesy from our colleagues. 


A Time will tell, Lester. (Laughter) 


0 They won't be any longer than Don's. The 
Coordinating Committee of Hungarian Organizations in North 
America, including Hungarian Freedom Fighters Association 
here in Washington, have written and telegraphed President 
Reagan, and they note that the State Department's own 
country reports have detailed limitations on the freedom of 
speech, press, religion, right to strike and belong to an 
Opposition party in Hungary. And they note that this was, 
in effect, denied by Vice President Bush on September 19 in 
Budapest when Mr. Bush said, "In the relationship between 
Our two nations, human rights and fundamental freedoms have 
not represented a point of discord, but instead brought us 
closer together. May this aspect of our relations serve 
as an example to the rest of the world." 


Question: Which of these two obviously 
conflicting statements do Secretary Shultz agree with? Does 
he agree with the State Department report or with the Bush 
statement? 


A Lester, I'm not familiar with the Vice 
President's statement on this, and I would have to refer you 
to the Vice President's office on that. And in the absence 
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of any confirmation of all of this, I'm not going to 
comment. 


0 Well, then let me follow up -- a couple of 
guick follow-ups. 


Since Vice President Bush's press secretary, 
Shirley Green, credited the State Department's Mark Palmer 
with assisting the Vice President in preparing this state- 
ment praising alleged Hungarian human rights, does the State 
Department agree with Mr. Bush's ad lib that Janos Kadar is 
a “man with an enormous capacity in leadership capability," 
when the record shows that Kadar executed more than 2,000 
Hungarian freedom fighters and deported 50,000 more to the 
Soviet Union? 


q Again, I don't have facts on all of this, and 
I'm just am not in a position to address your questions. 


0 Could I ask a question about South America? 
On Argentina, has the Administration made a decision yet on 
certification of continuing aid to Argentina? 


Q I have nothing new on that. 

0 You have nothing new? 

A No. 

0 Can you tell me anything in that connection, 


vis-a-vis the Secretary's trip to South America beyond the 
stop in Brazil? 


on I don't know that there is anything planned. 
I think it was addressed yesterday at a briefing in New 
York, and indications were that while one obviously never 
rules anything out in terms of additions, neither was 
anything being ruled in. The trip that's been announced 
is to Brazil, period, and if there are additions, we'll 
have to go with that when we have it. But I don't have 
anything new on that. 


0 How long is he expected to be there? Is that 
One day or two days? 

A I don't know precisely how long that's going 
to be. 

0 Do you have anything on the debt crisis in 


Argentina, the arrest of a banker there, and what's going to 
happen in terms of the repayment to the debt to our country? 


JA No, I don't have anything on the arrest. I 
also don't have anything on the debt issue. But on the 
arrest, I've seen the reports but don't have anything on it. 














0 That was my Argentina question. But if we're 
on Latin America, I'd like to ask about the revival of 
CONDFCA and whether the United States is a party; and why, 
if it isn't, General Gorman was there when it was revived? 


A For the most part, I guess I'm aoing to have 
to refer you to the Pentagon on that issue. I understand 
that General Gorman was invited by the parties as an 
observer. But, again, I'd refer you to the Pentagon to get 
a specific and authoritative readout on that. 


Again, I understand the text of the communique is 
not -- well, we haven't seen it in any case. I don't know 
whether it's been made public down there, but we haven't 
seen it, so I don't have any comment specifically on that. 


This Central American Defense Council has been in 
existence since the mid '60's. It's not a new organization. 
And given the efforts of Nicaragua to destablize the area, 
it is not surprising that its neighbors might want to look 
at ways in which they might cooperate and consult. 


0 There was this interesting article in the 
Washington Post about how "revolution without borders" didn't 
Originate in Nicaragua. Po you have any clarification on 
that? 





A I don't have anything on that. I think that 
there was reference in that article to a letter which was 
written to the Hill by Mr. Drischer, and there were quotes 
from that in the press this morning. 


I can't tell you from personal knowledge what the 
facts are in terms of who said what, when. It is clearly, 
however, the Administration's firm position that this 
Slogan, whoever may have used it and however it may have 
been used, represents a description of a policy which is 
being followed. 


0 But it's always placed in quotation marks on 
the part of State Department officials, and the presumption 
is that this relates to Nicaragua's avowed policy. Is there 
any evidence that the State Department has, that in fact, 
that slogan has been used by Nicaraguan officials? 





A Again, I think the issue -=- I don't know who 
might have used it when, as I just said to you. In terms of 
whether it represents a reasonable "slogan," if you will, to 
describe the policy, I think that that is the assessment, 
and if you would refer to what ‘1e House Intelligence 














Committee has said, for example, in talking about activities 


in and through Nicaragua in supporting insurgency elsewhere 
in the region, I think you'll find that same policy is 
described there. 


--MORE-- 
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e) I just want to know, does the United States 
Support the agreement apparently reached to revive CONDECA 
by those three countries to spy? And what considerations, 
if any, if there is such support, are being given to the 
fact that the United States is forbidden by law from pro- 
viding military assistance or having a military relationship 
with Guatemala? 


A I think you would have to go to the Pentagon 
in terms of what CONDECA is about, and what General Gorman's 
participation in it is. As I say, I understand he was there 
as an observer, which would, I think, push away some of the 
specifics that you are getting at. There is nothing beyond 
that that I am aware of in terms of involvement, but you 
would have to go to the Pentagon. I don't have anything 
on that. 


e) But my question is, do we support a military 
alliance between those three countries? 


A This organization has existed for some time. 
It is not a new thing, so I don't have anything to offer 
On that. 


0 Alan, one question that deals obliquely, 
and then I -- it is a two-part question -- and then I must 
ask to be excused. 


A Whose briefing are you forsaking us for, 
Lester? 


0 The White House. The Hungarian Committee 
asks this question. They say it is hard to understand a 
policy which views the Communist system as oppressive and 
dangerous in Nicaragua, Cuba, and the Soviet Union, and at 
the same time embraces it in Hungary as an example for the 
world to follow. 


Do you have any clarification of that? 


A I am not aware that we have stated our 
policy in the way you characterize it. 


0 Well, Bush did in Budapest, and there was 
State Department involvement in this. 


A I am not sure that I, again, can accept 
your characterization. 


0 One last question on this. Why, if we 
forgive Kadar these mass murders of Hungarian freedom 
fighters, does the Department of Justice bother prosecut- 
ing Nazi war criminals? Do you have any -- 








A Lester, -- 
fe) I mean, you are stating -- 
A You are going to run out, and I am going to 


tell you that I am not going to try to get at any of those 
questions. In terms of what the Justice Department does, go 
to the Justice Department. In terms of our policy on 
Hungary, I am sure there are many statements on the record 
you can refer to. I don't happen to have one with me to 
give you today. 


e) Alan, other than exchanging tough language 
at the General Assembly and around the environs of the UN, 
do we have anything going on now in terms of diplomatic 
dialogue with the Government of Nicaragua? Is there 
anything fresh in the Stone initiative? Is there anything 
going on, or is all that dead in the water right now? 


A We obviously have diplomatic representation. 
There are conversations which do take place from time-to- 
time. I am not going to try to characterize "dialogue" or 
"fresh" or any of that. There certainly are channels of 
communication which can be used, but I am not going to try 
to get into the substance of our exchange on this. 


0 Your language was "can or could be used." 
It doesn't sound like there is anything really active 
right now. 


A As I say, I am not going to get into the 
question of what is or is not going on. 

0 What about Ambassador Stone? What is he 
doing? 

Ay He is in Europe. We announced that the 


Other day. He has a rather extensive schedule which is 
available in the Press Office. 


e) Are there no immediate plans for him to 
return? 


A I don't have anything on any immediate plan 
for him to return. I think he is going to be there in 
Europe for a little while, but why don't you take a look 
at his schedule. 


e) Back to the Middle East, if I may? Is there 
any further information on the outcome of negotiations 
between President Mubarak of Egypt and President Reagan, 
and the U.S. Administration, in general? 





A I think there was a readout at the White 
House, and I would refer you to that. I don't have any- 
thing new. 


0 Anything on the coming visit of the head of 
state of Israel? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


0 Would you take the question on the 
reconciliation talks, and see if you can -- 


A No. I indicated the other day, Ralph, that 
I am not going to try to give updates from here. If we 
have something to say, I will be happy to give it to you, 
but we are not going to try to be a reporting agency on 
talks which are taking place involving other people in 
Lebanon, essentially with a couple of outside observers, 
but I am just not going to do that. 


0 Is the Secretary planning to make anv re- 
marks down here in the lobby after a while when he comes 
out with the German? 


a I don't know if he intends to make any 
remarks. It is not his usual habit, as you know, to make 
remarks when escorting a guest downstairs. 


0 Do you know if he has anything planned? 
4 I don't know that he has anything planned. 
0 Alan, do you have anvthing today on the 


U.S. attitude toward contributions to the United Nations, 
and specifically whether it is now Administration policy 
that the United States should withdraw from UNESCO? 


A I guess a couple of things. One, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick testified at some length yesterday, and I 
would refer you to what she said. With regard to the pro- 
posal for deep, across-the-board cuts, the so-called 
Kassebaum amendment, the Administration opposes this amend- 
ment. The Administration believes that if adopted, the 
amendment would raise serious questions about U.S. com- 
pliance with treaty obligations, and that deep, across- 
the-board, non-programmatic cuts are not the way to bring 
the UN budget under control. Such cuts would penalize 
many extremely worthwhile IIN activities, such as the 
Operation of the World Health Orqanization. 





As far as UNESCO specifically is concerned, 
at the present time, as I think you probably know, the 
Administration is conducting a major review of U.S. re- 
lations with UNESCO and our participation in that 
Organization because we share the view that UNESCO 
has moved far from the purposes for which it was founded. 


The results of the study will determine our 
future relationship with UNESCO, but I don't have anything 
to announce on that. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


0 I guess you don't have anything more, but 
Kirkpatrick seemed to say that she favored a withdrawal 
at least temporarily, if not -- quote -- forever -- 
unquote -- from UNESCO. So, at this point, with the review 
uncompleted, your position is that she was speaking on her 
own behalf. 


4 I am not familiar with exactly what she 
Said with regard to that, Jim. She was -- I don't know 
whether she identified remarks at that point as personal 
remarks. I think she did at various times during the 
course of that appearance, however. And at those times 
she was speaking, obviously, personally; otherwise she 
was speaking officially. 


fe) But if we looked back at the transcript and 
we find that she didn't qualify her remarks about UNESCO 
and whether we should withdraw from it as personal, can 
we take it as Administration policy? 


aa You can take what I have just given you 
as the Administration approach to it, and we will determine 
Our future relationship based on the conclusions of that 
study. 


fe) The Washington Post has an article this 
morning saying that King Hussein is interested at this 
time in reviving the peace talks concerning the West Bank. 





Do we have anything to say about that? 


A No, I don't have anything specific to say 
about that. We, obviously, would welcome any development 
which holds the promise of moving the Middle East peace 
process forward, but as far as King Hussein's position, 
the position of the Government of Jordan, I would have to 
refer you to the Government of Jordan. I just don't have 
anything on that. , 
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@) Alan, this is a question -= let me explain 
by saying that eight weeks ago or so, it wouldn't have 
occurred to me to ask here, but because of a certain 
precedent established by Jim Anderson of UPI, and 
apparently accepted by John Hughes, I feel compelled to 
ask it. It involves a question of journalistic pro- 
fessionalism and ethics. 


We currently have a situation where a resolution 
has been introduced into Congress by an elected Congressman, 
Henry Gonzales, calling for an investigation of Henry 
Kissinger, which has documented what would seem to be 
conflicts of interest that Henry Kissinger has which would 
make him unable to serve in his current position as 
Chairman of the Ripartisan Commission on Central America. 


Now, there appears to be a conspiracy of silence 
among most of the media represented in this room to black 
Out any news of that event which seems to me to he of 
unquestionable public importance and interest. I would 
point most importantly -- 


A Excuse me, is there a question? 
0 Yes. 

A What is the question? 

0 I will get to it. 


Q You are going to get to it very soon, or we 
are going to cut it off. 


0 Fairly soon. You will give me the same 
forebearance you do to a reporter for UPI, I hope. 


A You had better make it quick, Stan, or we 
are going to cut the whole briefing off. 


0 I would single out in particular the major 
wire services, UPI and AP, who are depended on by many 
local outlets around the country for their national news 
coverage on foreign policy. 


my I don't think this has anything to do with 
this briefing room. Ralph? 


@) Alan, I have a question on arms control. 
There were numerous reports last night and this morning 
about a new proposal going to Geneva. 


Do you have any comments to make at the beginning 
of the talks? 




















ll 


A There is going to be, I gather, a background 
briefing at the White House and also I understand that 
there will be a public statement later on in the afternoon, 
so why don't you check with the White House and see what 
they have on that. 


0 Alan, on Angola, there was an article that 
appeared today in -- 


A There was what -- I'm sorry? 
0 On Angola, there was an article appearing 
today in the Post which mentioned direct South African 


support for UNITA in the capture of a town last month. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a I don't have anything on it. 

0 Can you confirm that it took place? 

A No. 

0 Can you look into it? 

Q No. I don't think I have anything on it. 


0 Do you have any comments on today's report 
of Israeli settlers uprooting, so to speak, Arab olive 
trees from Arab land into the Shiloh settlement? Have you 
seen the reports? 


an No, I guess I haven't seen those reports. 
0 Would you look into it? 
nn No. In terms of policy, U.S. policy, towards 


settlements, that is quite clear and on the record. I don't 
think I am going to respond to a specific incident which is 
reported, but our basic approach on this is auite clear. 


0 One more thing about UNESCO and the U.S. 
reviewing its ties to UNESCO, is it because of the Israeli/ 
Arab conflict there and UNESCO's voting in some aspects? 


x I think Ambassador Kirkpatrick cited, with 
regard to UNESCO, the fact that it has succumbed to 
politicization, created obstacles to free press, instead 
of promoting the free flow of information, and ignored 
fiscal restraint. So I would refer you to what she said 
about it. 

















12 


0 Thank you. 
A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


0 Alan, do you have any reaction to the award 
of the Nobel Peace Prize to Mr. Walesa? 


a Mike, I do not. I think Larry Speakes addressed 
this briefly this morning, and I understand the President 
may address it in the remarks he's making in about 40 
minutes. 


0 Do you have a reaction to the speech at the 
Uni ted Nations yesterday, the one by Mr. Gromyko, in 3b- 
sentia, and the chief delegate regarding -- accusing 


the United States of whipping up war hysteria? 


Q I don't think Mr. Gromyko made a speech; I 
think that Ambassador Troyanovskiy -- 

re) That's what I said, in -- it was his speech, 
Dart of it -- portions of it were read. 

A I have a general reaction to that speech. I 


think that the question about whipping up war hysteria 
partially also came out in a TASS report this morning, and 
it simply doesn't merit comment. 


With regard to the Soviet address, obviously, we'll 
Study it carefully. Our initial impression, however, is 
that it contains very little that is new. In the speech, 
the Soviet Union has repeated familiar declarations about 
the world's tensions and problems, while continuing to deny 
before the international community its own responsibility 
for the Soviet actions and policies which have created and 
exacerbated so many of those very tensions. 


It is positive and constructive deeds and not more 
words that are now required from the Soviet Union. 


The address had some specific points regarding 
issues such as nuclear freeze, outer space, non-first use of 
weapons, nuclear weapons. Again, I think that what I've 
Said before about containing very little that is new is what 
applies, although, as I say, we'll study it. But I would call 
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attention to the fact that yesterday, in his meeting with 

the U.S. START delegation, the President announced specific 
new initiatives for substantial strategic arms reductions 

and reaffirmed our commitment to seek, with energy and flexi- 
bility, mutually acceptable resolutions of our differences 
with the Soviet Union in START and our other on-going nego- 
tiations. We look to the Soviet Union to respond in a 
serious and realistic manner. 


e) Copy? 


A I think I can give you some of that. You're 
going to have to refer mainly, though, to a transcript later 
on for a full version. 


QO There's a story out of Israel today about a 
decision by the Cabinet, or the Ministerial Committee, to 
Start six new -- to turn over six military outposts to civi- 


lian settlements. Do you have anything new to say? 


A In the West Bank? 
Q Yes. 
Q I haven't seen that story, Bernie. I don't have 


something specific, therefore, to respond. I'm not aware of 
the facts; but as I indicated yesterday in response to a 
question about settlement activity, our position on the 
unhelpful nature of continuing settlement activity is quite 
clear. 


0 Do you have anything on the shooting down of 
an airplane in Nicaragua? 


4 I don't. I saw, I guess, a wire report on 
that, but I don't have anything on that. 


e) I was going to ask about the Nicaraguan 
plane. It's on the FBIS in quite some detail with serial 
numbers of the plane and what it contained and the names of 
the survivors and so on. 


a As I recall, in thinking through George's 
question and yours, that it also was related to alleged 
intelligence activities, so I guess -- 


0 It doesn't say anything about intelligence 
activities. 


A I think that the wire I saw, in fact, dic. 





e) Well, the FBIS doesn't, so -- 

o Okay. 

e) I need a clarification here. I'm hopelessly 
baffled. 

A I'm surprised. 

0 You're saying that it is related to -- 

a No, I'm saying that's the wire I saw that 


indicated that that was the charge. 


0 Would you pledge to look at the FBIS report which 
makes no reference to intelligence activities, and look into 
whether you have a comment on that report? 


A We'll look into it and see whether we have 
anything on it at all. 


0 How does the United States look upon planes 
that are apparently loaded with military equipment tra- 
velling across an international boundary into another area? 


S I don't have a general comment to offer you. 
You're asking me to address, in a way which you can use with 
regard to a specific report, something that I don't have 
information on. I'm not about to play that game. 


0 What about another plane reportedly shot 
down over Beirut by Israeli-modified American missiles? The 
plane is supposed to be a MIG=-25. 


A I have seen nothing about a plane shot down 
-- a year ago, some of your colleagues are saying. 


0 Oh, was that a year ago? Interesting. 
(Laughter) 


Something else: the reports of demolitions 
of houses in south Lebanon by Israeli forces as a means of 
preventing "Palestinian activities against Israeli forces." 


A We are aware of the reports, the press 
reporting on that; haven't got anything on our own at this 
point. We're checking into it. If I have something later, 
I'll be happy to make it available, but we're still looking 
at that. 


9) And just a correction. I'd like to have it 
on the record. A few days ago I asked questions about an 
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Israeli force, naval force, stopping a Cypriot ship or 
boat. I did not say that it was carrying Palestinians to 
Tripoli. 


My question was the seizure of this boat and the 
holding of 25 Palestinians on it. 


a Fine. My recollection is, and it's just a 
recollection, that you did say it was travelling between 
Cyprus and Tripoli. 


e) Right. The answer that I saw there quotes 
my question as having said that it is carrying Palestinians. 
I didn't say that. 


A Okay. I take your point. I'll look into 
it. 


0 Do you have any comment on reports that the 
possibility of Angola agreeing to send back the Cubans is 
Just about down to zero and that, in fact, over the last 
year, the number of Cubans in Angola has been greatly 
augmented? 


a I don't really have a specific answer to 
that. The number of Cubans that we're carrying in Angola is 
around 25,000. I would have to refer you back to the record 
as to what we have said over a period of time as to that 
number. 


Basically, our position continues to be that we 
continue to negotiate in good faith and are determined to 
obtain Namibian independence based on U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 435. 


e) Can you get for us some estimate now of the 
likelihood or the situation regarding those negotiations? 


4 No, I don't think I can do that. I would 
simply, as I say, refer you to our very firm, standing position, 
which is that we are continuing in this effort and we -- 

I'll just leave it at that. 


e) There was a time when the people in charge of the 
negotiations came down here and said if it ever looked like 
if we were just going through the motions we wouldn't do it; 
we'd stop it right away. Has the time come when we're 
just going through the motions on this? 


A No, I would not agree with that. 
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@) Alan, on that Nicaraguan shooting down of 
the U.S. plane, is your "Nothing on it. No comment" a 
decision based on having reviewed what you know in deciding 
not to speak about it? 


‘ I haven't even seen anything other than one 
wire on it and as I said to Ralph, I will ask that it he 
looked at to see if there is anything to say, but I don't 
have anything beyond that. 


@) Alan, do you have anything on the report 
in The Times this morning that the Administration has de- 
cided to change the controls on oil and gas to the Soviet 
Union? 





x Simply that the oil and gas items in ques- 
tion have been, and continue to be, controlled for foreign 
policy purposes. 


2) Is that it? 
A That's it. 
0 Can I ask you to take a procedural question 


on that? 


Recommendations made by ASEP mentioned in the 
article, do those stand unless contradicted, or do they 
have to be endorsed by a higher body? 


Can you just take that question? 


A I will see if I can vrovide you an answer 
On that, Steve. We have not talked about recommendations 
by ASEP either in this case or in any other case. It 
gets -- I believe we indicated before, that as a recommenda- 
tion, anything -- which is how the press stories have 
portrayed this issue -- would get into the question of our 
internal deliberations, and we wouldn't do that. 


Actually, I think I will back off of that. I 
just think I will not go further unless we have a change 
in the situation. I will stand on the one statement J 
gave you that they continue to be controlled for foreign 
policy purposes, and leave that as where we are at this 
point, and I am not going to try to suggest a projection 
Or a change or an internal process. 


0 Well, if it will change your mind, the only 
reason I am asking is because Administration sources and 
officials and Members of Congress, all of whom have talked 
about this, seem to be divided down the middle. 








A About? 

0 About whether the ASEP recommendation will 
stand unless contradicted, or if it needs to be endorsed 
higher up. 

A I think what I am giving you is an accurate 


rendering of where we are, and I don't want to go beyond 
that and try to get into people's views. This is the 
question of what the policy is. That is the policy. 


0 I am just asking you if you can take a 
question on procedure. 


A I will put all of what you just said before the 
people who deal with the issue and see if they can do anything 
further for you. 


fe) Do you have anything on the dissolution 
of the Guatemalan State Council? 


A No, I don't. 
9) Can you look into it? 
A I can look into it. I don't know that we'll 


have anything in particular. 


0 Originally you hailed its formation, and I 
am curious as to what your response is to its dissolution. 


Also on Angola, I didn't detect any optimism, as 
has been traditional, in talking about the negotiations with 
respect to Namibia. Is there a change, is there a sense 
that we are further away, and our initial optimism wasn't 
justified? 


4 I don't think I have from here tried to 
convey a sense of optimism or pessimism. I think what we 
have done from here is try to give you either a statement 
of the policy or, if there is any particular development 
in the negotiation, to report on that. But I would not 
steer you in one direction or another. I am just trying 
to state what our approach to this is, and that we do 
continue, and that I did not accept the position, as 
Don suggested, perhaps that we are at a stage where we 
would give up, that it was a useless exercise. I did not 
accept that. 


@) Alan, do you have any comment on the Post 
report this morning quoting Moscow sources as saying that 
some Soviet Air Defense people have been fired? 





f No, I don't have anything on that. 

0 Does the State Department have any comment 
On reports that our policy towards Syria has significantly 
changed? 

Q I think you are referring back to stories 


that go several days back, and I have addressed this. I 
would not suggest to you that there has been a significant 
change. We have articulated the policy towards Syria and 
regarding Syrian involvement and the Syrian role in Lebanon 
over a period of time, and I refer you back to what was 
said about that. There is no change in that policy. 


0 On the same area, Alan, there are reports 
from Israel saying that -- I mean, sounding dissatisfaction 
(sic) with what they perceived to be that. Have you heard 
from the Israelis, or can you tell us if you did? 


a I don't think I can get into the question 
of what exchanges we may have had with the Israelis. I 
would again refer you to what was said about the policy. 
There is no change in that policy. The Israelis, obviously, 
are free to speak about their own approach. 





- 0 Alan, in that area also, there is a report 
from Beirut this morning that says that McFarlane has 
told Lebanese officials that if necessary to get Syria 
out of Lebanon the Israeli/Lebanese agreement could go 
down the tubes. I am not quoting directly hecause I 
don't have the quote in front of me, but that is the 
gist of it. 


A That Ambassador McFarlane made such a 
Statement? 


O That's right. 


A I am neither aware of that report nor is 
it consistent with anything that I know that Ambassador 
McFarlane has said or that this Government holds as 
policy. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on events 
taking place in Argentina, the strikes and the banking 
business? 


A No. I was asked about this vesterday, and 
I really don't have anything on this. 
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QO There is a World Watch report -- not World 
Watch, America's Watch report -- that talks about the 
State Department is going to certify something on Argentina 
before the election at the end of the month. 


a I don't have anything on that. 

0 Alan, could you take that question? 

a No. If we have something to announce on it, 
I am sure we will announce it, but I am not going to try 
and get ahead of any -- I don't know the process myself, 


but I just am not going to try and get ahead of whatever 
announcements we may be making. 





0 Can you confirm The Washington Post report 
concerning -- that King Hussein -- 

A Excuse me, George, I can't hear the question. 

fe) -- is sending new signals concerning the 


future of West Bank negotiations? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. As I 
indicated the other day about another report regarding 
possible reactivation of the whole peace process question, 
anything that would move the peace process forward would 
obviously be welcome, but I can't address Jordanian policies 
in that respect. 


fe) Alan, do you have anything on the report 
in The New York Times today that there will be military 
exercises through March of next year and beyond in Honduras? 





fy Basically I think you are going to have to 
go to the Pentagon for any sort of a schedule on exercises. 
As you know, we have participated in a series of exercises 
in the past, and while we can't rule out the possibility 
of something in the future, there has been no announcement 
On any such exercises, beyond what they have already made 
public. 


As I say, I think I would have to refer you to 
the Pentagon for that question. 


fe) Alan, do you have anything on the revival 
of the security pact in Central America? 


nN I addressed this yesterday. That is all I 
have got to say on that. 








O Alan, are you talking with the Government 
of Honduras about extending the duration and the scope of 
these military exercises there? 


A I am not aware of that. My understanding 
is that the exercises now going on are going to end as 
scheduled. But, again, I think you would have to talk 
to the Pentagon about any specifics on dates, and so on. 
I just don't have that. 


0 But if there are negotiations, they would 
be conducted by the State Department, or has the Pentagon 
taken over this? 


A I think that there are various channels 
that operate in terms of -- depending on what it is you are 
specifically talking about. 


As I say, I am not aware of any change in the 
schedule. I think the exercises do go beyond the first of 
the year. This particular set of exercises does go into 
the first couple of months of next year. 


I am not aware, though, of a schedule change, 
Or an anticipated schedule change on that. 


fe) Alan, is Secretary Shultz now recommending 
that Dr. Kissinger be given policy positions regarding the 
Mid-East, West Europe, and East/West relations at the 
conclusion of his responsibilities on the Central America 
Commission? 


A I don't have any information on that, Stan. 
I think that Dr. Kissinger indicated that he is 
concentrating on Central America. 


e) You made -- 


4 I wouldn't make -- without suggesting to you 
that such a recommendation exists, obviously I don't get 
into the question of what recommendations the Secretary 
would make. 


O You made no bones about Shultz' recommenda- 


tions for Kissinger in his current position. 

A Once the appointment had been announced. 
But, as I say, I am not suggesting, by saying that, that 
there is anything else to it. 

0 Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 
I have two announcements: 


First, available in the Press Office are copies 
of Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams' speech today before 
the Center for Strategic and International Studies' Con- 
ference on Cuba. The subject of his speech is the evolution 
of the Cuban revolution and its impact on the human rights 
Situation within Cuba. 


Second, the Department of State has expressed 
its deep regret at a recent decision of the President of 
the Iran-United States Claims Tribunal not to hire an 
individual who is a Bahai. Iran had objected to the 
individual on unspecified "political" grounds. In the 
view of the United States, as set forth in an exchange 
of correspondence between Department Legal Adviser 
Davis Robinson and Tribunal President Gunnar Lagergren, 
the decision of the President can only be described as 
acquiescence in Iran's practice of religious discrimina- 
tion against the Bahais. Copies of the relevant corres- 
pondence are available in the Press Office. 


Q Who is the President of that commission? 


a It is Gunna Lagergren. It is a rather exten- 
sive correspondence, so I don't think I want to summarize 
it. I think it is rather self-explanatory, but it is 
lengthy. 


0 What is his nationality? He is an Ameri- 
can? 

A No, he is not an American. 

0 There will also be a copy of that statement, 


won't there, Alan? 


A We will have a copy of the statement. 
There is a little background, too, as to the Tribunal and 
how it is set up. 








Is he an Iranian citizen? 

Is he an Iranian citizen? 

Yes, either one, Iranian or American? 
The President of the Tribunal? 


Yes. 


r Oo FP OD FP DO 


I do not believe he is. 


Q Alan, I am glad we protested this. Could I 
ask a couple of questions, and then I must fly. 


Last night at the Washington Cathedral, the 
second -- 


A Excuse me, Lester, I think we have a normal 
practice of letting the wires ask the first question, if 
it is not on that particular subject, so I would like to 
go on with that. 


QO It is not on that particular subject. We 
have a report from Lebanon that the cease-fire is in a 
rather parlous state and that the eventual negotiations 
about national reconciliation are now being delayed indefi- 
nitely. 


What do you hear from them? 
A I take it this is a very up-to-the-minute 


kind of report that you are talking about, Jim, or some- 
thing that is several hours old. 


fe) It is several hours old. 

A Several hours old. Okay. My information 
is -- let me give you a little sitrep, and then tell you 
what I know about that. ° 


As far as the situation on the ground, my latest 
information is that there have been some exchanges in- 
volving Lebanese army units in the southern section of 
Beirut and in the town of Qabr Shmun. 


Yesterday afternoon Beirut time, a U.S. Marine 
helicopter was hit by two rounds of small arms fire, but 
there were no casualties. 





The situation was quiet around the Ambassador's 
residence and also at the MNF positions. Operations 
continued normally at Beirut International Airport, 
and meetings of the Security Arrangements Committee 
are continuing. 


Now, to give you in essence, I am afraid, 
a sort of non-answer, I don't have any information. I 
don't have anything to confirm what you just said, but 
I also don't have any read-out to give you on the 
Status of the talks. There have been reports, obviously, 
which went the other way earlier in terms, perhaps, 
of moving faster, and I don't have any comment on 
either dimension of that, whether they are speeding up 
or slowing down in terms of moving towards a recon- 
ciliation. You are talking about the national 
reconciliation dialogue? I just don't have anything. We do 
continue, obviously, to work vigorously on these questions, 
but I can't give you an up-date. 


re) And on the specific issue of the composition 
of the cease-fire force, when and if it is formed, do 
the Syrians now indicate that they would accept a United 
Nations presence? 


A I don't feel I can speak for the Syrians, 
Jim. I think they are going to have to do that them- 
selves. I don't have a read-out specifically on where 
that particular discussion is. 


Q You have no comment at all on the Post 
story this morning? 


A I really don't, no. 


0 What about the reports that stated that the 
Marines are giving arms and intelligence to the Lebanese 
Army, and the Lebanese Army are giving these to the 
Phalange? 


A I am afraid I addressed that the other day. 
There is guidance on it, but let me ask you to check in 
the Press Office afterwards. There is a response to 
that. 


fe) Alan, can you tell us more about this 
helicopter that was shot at? What was the helicopter 
doing, and where was it flying, and any more details 
about it? 


A I don't have a lot of detail about it. As 
I say, apparently, two rounds of small arms fire hit it. 
Nobody was injured. 








O Was it over Beirut or over the Shuf, or 
where was it? 


A It was in the Beirut area. I don't know 
precisely where, but it was not over the Shuf. 


0 Yesterday? 


A This was -- what did I say -- yesterday 
afternoon, Beirut time. Not today. 


@) There were reports from Israel of some 
discussion of sealing off the Awali River line. Do you 
have anything specific? 


A We have seen reports and are looking into 
them, but I don't have anytning specific on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement 
attributed to an official, a Lebanese official, saying 
that the President of Lebanon is ready to look at the 
cancellation of the agreement between Lebanon and 
Israel in case there is a good alternative to it? 


fot I guess I would make two points on that. 


First of all, I will reiterate our own position 
which is to stand firmly behind the validity of that 
agreement. 


Secondly, as I read those reports, there was 
involved in it, at least implicitly, a reaffirmation 
that that accord provided -- first of all, that the 
agreement was still valid in the view of the Lebanese 
Government, and also that the accord provided a 
vehicle for looking toward the withdrawal of all the 
Israeli forces. 


So, I didn't see anything which suggested that 
there was a backing away from that. I know what you 
are talking about, but it seemed to me that that was a 
point in the comment that was made, that it provided 
that vehicle which we have also discussed. 


Q To follow up with this, don't you see 
in this sort of a probability that the cancellation 
of the agreement would be one of the subjects on the 
agenda of the committee-to-be? 


A I cannot speak to the subjects on the 
agenda. That has to be something that the participants 
would speak to. 





Q Shafiq Wazzan was saying that Israel's 
withdrawal from the Shuf constituted a violation of the 
agreement; it was in effect negated. Do you have any- 
thing on that, any response? 


A My understanding is that the Government 
of Lebanon has not taken the position that the agree- 
ment has been negated, so you will have to ask them 
for confirmation of that position, but that certainly 
is my understanding. 


Lester. 


fe) Last night at the Washington Cathedral, 
the Second Secretary of the Soviet Embassy, Mr. Vitaliy 
Cherkin asked, and I quote, "What would you think of 
us if our Supreme Soviet were to adopt a resolution on 
the need to deliver the countries of Western Europe 
and, say, the state of Texas from the yoke of capitalism?" 


My question -- and I have a couple of foilow- 
ups -- Since there were on the same platform, two veteran 
State Department Officers, Messrs. Isham and Garrison, 
who took no issue at all with this, no clarification, 
could you tell us, Alan, has the State Department detected 
in Texas any of the same yearning for delivery from 
capitalism as Poland's apparent yearning to be delivered 
from communism? 


A No. 
@) He raised the issue, I didn't. 


A I haven't detected that. I can't really 
speak for the State Department. I don't think there is a 
cleared position on that, Lester, but -- 


¢) Okay, great. A follow-up. What is the 
State Department's response to Mr. Cherkin's statement, 
"When Nazi Germany was defeated, we fulfilled our promise to 
join you in the war against Japan to help you defeat the 
Japanese, but the American atom bombings of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki were not so much aimed at Japan as to intimidating 
the Soviet Union." 


A Well, Lester, I am not going -- 


Q I didn't raise that, he did. 


A I understand that. It is also an historical 
question, and I am not going to try to address it from here. 








Q In other words, it is far-fetched -- 

A Lester, it is an historical question -- 

0 -- and you have no comment. 

A It is an historical question, and I am not 


going to try to address it from here. 


0 All right, here is one that is right up to 
date. (Laughter) 


Mr. Cherkin described the people of Afghanistan as, 
in his words, 95 percent illiterate, and "people who chop 
the ears off teachers and children." 


Does the State Department agree or disagree with 
this Soviet contemporary non-historic report? 


A Our position on the Soviet role in Afghanistan 
is more than abundantly clear, and I refer you to the 
record. I think that our concerns about the Soviet position 
there, their attitude towards Afghanistan, is more than 
clear. I am not going to -- 


Q You are not agreeing with the report. In 
other words, you have no evidence that they are chopping 
off children's ears in Afghanistan. 

Bon I don't have any evidence of that. 


@) That is great. That is what I wanted to 
know. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 

Q Alan, the White House has referred to the 
State Department any questions about what the Administra- 
tion's position is on raising our diplomatic representation 
in the Vatican to full ambassadorial level. 

What is the Administration's position? 

A I will have to check on that, Jim. I am not 
sure where that issue is. I will check on it for you. 


--MORE-- 











0 Do you have anything more on the shooting down 
of the plane in Nicaragua? 


a No, and I checked on it just before I came out 
here. The only thing I can say about it is that we have 
seen the Nicaraguan statements, but we don't have any inde- 
pendent confirmation of it, and that's where I'm going to 
have to leave it. 


Q On the article that appeared in the New York 
Times today with respect to the plane that crashed at 
Managua Airport and its heritage. 





A You mean the bombing incident? 

0 Yes. 

A No, I don't have any comment on that. 

fe) Can we get it for the record why you don't 


have a comment on it? 


A I addressed it at the time, Jim. Go back and 
look. I mean this issue was discussed, and it's on the 
record. 


Q Is the United States enforcing, in its view, 
the Neutrality Act with respect to Nicaragua? 


ay Is it enforcing the Neutrality Act? 


0 A person from that podium has addressed that 
On a number of occasions. 


A I don't know what -- I will look into it and 
see what the position on this is. 


Q The attempted coup in Niger, and especially 
any evidence of Libyan involvement? 


i On the latter question I don't have anything 
at all, simply to say that the Government of Niger announced 
the coup attempt on October 6 had been foiled. Our Embassy 
reports there was gunfire in Niamey in the early morning 
hours of October 6, but that Niamey is now quiet. There are 
approximately 250 Americans in Niger, and no report of harm 
to any Americans. 





@) Do you have something on the State 
Department's view of Iraq's alleged support for inter- 
national terrorism and the legislative process on the Hill 
concerning that? 


A The Government of Iraq has publicly denounced 
international terrorism since at least September 1982. 
Based on the evidence available to us, we have no reason to 
believe that the Government of Iraq has supported acts of 
international terrorism since about that time. Accordingly, 
we do not consider that there is justification to rede- 
Signate Iraq under the Export Administration Act as a 
country that has repeatedly provided support for acts of 
international terrorism. Appropriate members of Congress 
and Congressional staffs are aware of our views. 


@) Isn't there still some evidence that one par- 
ticular terrorist group is still operating, or at least 
based in Iraq? 


A Members of at least one international 
terrorist group reportedly are still in Iraq, apparently 
under certain constraints. We will continue to register our 
strong view that there can be no advantage to Iraq or to 
Other countries that face a terrorist threat in permitting 
terrorists to transit or reside in Iraq. However, we see no 
prospect of such punitive measures as withholding certain 
U.S. exports to Iraq will further the objectives of our 
vigorous and promising diplomatic efforts on this issue. 


0 What about other countries that may be sche- 
duled to go on this list? 


fy We are continually monitoring policies of 
governments regarding support for or involvement in inter- 
national terrorism to determine whether we should designate 
such countries as repeated supporters for acts of inter- 
national terrorism under the Export Administration Act, but 
I don't have anything to give you in specifics in terms of 
any individual countries that might be considered. 


0 Copies of all three of those? 
0 They are off the list anyway, aren't they? 


A Yes. The question, I think, is whether they 
were to be put back onto the list. 


@) Or taken off? 


A That's the issue. There is, as I understand 
it, an effort on the Hill to consider that, putting them 
back on the list. 





@) Basically, this is an old statement? You're 
standing by what you have said previously? 


A We're standing by the policy, the deter- 
mination previously. It's not an old statement. 


Q The thrust of it is the same as when they were 
designated eligible, right? 


A It, however, also reflects developments since 
September 1982 as we have looked at them. 


.@) Do you have any commnent on the new House 
restrictions on military aid to El Salvador, on the story 
about Maldonado and D'Aubuisson in the Post, and/or the 
report by Marlise Simons in the Times on Cuba and Pastora? 


A Three for one, huh? 
Q I'm just trying to speed it up. 


A Okay. On certification proceedings on the 
Hill, it would be premature to offer a specific reaction to 
Congressional action thus far in the early stages of a 
lengthy process. The final outcome -- or outline -- of 
Congressional decision on this issue are far from clear. We 
have previously addressed the general issue of country spe- 
cific legislation and the so-called all-or-nothing judgments 
which would be required at six-month intervals by previous 
certification requirements. 


Our position on the level of funding for military 
assistance has been clear. This assistance is critical in 
Support of the overall political, economic, and diplomatic 
objectives of our Central American policy as stated by the 
President on April 27. The current request of $86.3 million 
is $5 million more than the $81.3 million that was available 
in FY-83. 


So far as the article this morning about contacts 
with Pastora, as far as the report of our own Embassy con- 
tacts are concerned with Mr. Robelo and so on, we're not 
prepared to get into specifics of diplomatic contacts by 
U.S. Embassy officials, but you should expect our Embassies 
do make an effort to maintain contact with a full range of 
political contacts. In the specific case, obviously, 
it's a matter of public record that Alfonso Robelo has met 
with U.S. officials both overseas and in Washington. 
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I don't have anything to offer you on the report of 
Cuban contacts with ARDE. 


As far as the Maldonado matter is concerned, we 
have consistently condemned terrorism of both the extreme 
left and right in El Salvador, and addressed this issue 
generally earlier this week. Samuel Maldonado is well-known 
to officials of the U.S. Government. He is a leader of the 
Salvadoran Communal Union, the largest and oldest of the 
Salvadoran Campesino organizations. His organization is 
particularly active in the country's agrarian reform pro- 
cess, a process which we fully support. 


We deplore public accusations which might jeopar- 
dize the lives and safety of those who have committed then- 
selves to the process of democratic and economic reform in 
El Salvador. We believe that the on-going democratic pro- 
cess, along with such crucial developments as land reform, 
are essential ingredients for peace in that country. If 
there is evidence of anyone's participation in subversive 
activities, this should become a matter for the courts, not 
for public charges that tend only to heighten the level of 
conflict. 


Q Can we get a copy of the latter statement? 
A Yes. 
8) Can you also say whether the United States 


does provide -- the charge is very specific, and the charge 
is that the U.S. Embassy has been giving Maldonado money and 
he has been funneling it to the guerrillas. Does the United 
States give Maldonado money? 


A I don't know, Jim, and I'm not sure how I 
would address that particular -- 


8) Anything on the announcement that Central 
American countries have reached an agreement with respect to 
Contadora on basic principles; and on Betancur's remarks 
yesterday at the UN about U.S. policy? 


A I don't have anything on the remarks at the UN 
by President Betancur beyond specifically talking about 
the Contadora document. That is, we understand that the 
five Central American governments have agreed to the 
2l1-point Contadora document of objectives. This is an 
important step forward. We have previously expressed our 
support for the objectives, and our encouragement by the 
inclusion of key provisions on democratization and verifica- 
tion and control. Although the 21 points are objectives, 
not self-executing commitments or operational agreements, 
they provide an agreed framework for regional negotiations 
to translate these principles into specific, verifiable com- 
mitments. We have no illusions about the difficulties 
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inherent in trying to convert a statement of principles into 
concrete treaty language, but the difficulties yet to be 
faced should not obscure a broader appreciation of the 
significant achievement represented by the Document of 


Objectives. 


Q Can we get a copy of that also? 


A Yes. 


Q Can you just respond to one more on that par- 
ticular issue? Since this has been signed, will this have 
any impact on U.S. activity in the area, specifically with 
respect to maneuvers in Honduras? 


A Well, you're talking about exercises that 
we're having? 


QO Yes. 


A I'm not aware of any plan to change exercises 
that are scheduled, but the fact of the matter is that our 
support for the Contadora effort has been consistent and 
this is a piece with that, so I don't see a reason to expect 


that. 


8) Do you have any response to Dr. Kissinger's 


Spiegel interview in which he said that the shooting down of 
the Korean airliner was not an essential event in East-West 
relations and simply the result of a malfunction in the 


system? 


A We've addressed before the question of what 
that event represents, and I think that our treatment of it 
is clear that we have, while expressing the outrage of the 
world community at this action, addressed it largely in 
terms of trying to seek corrective action, although we have 
done some other things to make clear our outrage. But 
Obviously, as we have indicated, the negotiations on arms 
control go forward, and so on. 


I refer you back to the policy statements we've had 
on this before. 


6) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 


Just a housekeeping announcement, essentially. 
Monday, October 19, is an official government holiday, 
Columbus Day. There will be no dailv press briefing on 
Monday. The Press Office will operate on a Sunday 
schedule. 


I would also like to remind you that access to 
the building on Monday will be limited to State Department 
and White House press pass holders. 


Also, On Tuesday, because of scheduling conflicts, 
at this point we tentatively plan to brief at about 
4 o'clock, but I would ask vou to stay in touch with the 
Press Office on that. 


0 What is the conflict? 


A The conflict is availability of the 
briefers. 


0 Alan, Columbus Day -- a few weeks ago, John 
Said that that was the day when you would renew passes, 
October 10th. 

A Check with the Press Office on what is 
going on on that. I don't have that. I am sure Rrian can 
help you with that. 

0 Will they be ready next week? 

A Talk with Brian afterwards. 


9) All right. 


0 Are you finished? 

A I am finished. 

0 What can you tell us about preparations for 
the Soviets to ship a new family of missiles to Syria? 














A I don't really have anything to give you 
specifically on that, Jim. We are aware of a pattern of 
Soviet arms supplies in the Middle Fast, and we follow 
those developments closely, and were new important 
weapons systems introduced by the Soviets into the region, 
it could only serve to increase the level of tension 
which already exists. But I don't have any comment to 
offer you specifically about the reports which appeared 
last night and today. 


0 Is that report true? 


A As I say, I don't have anything to offer 
you on those reports. 


0 Why is that? Why don't you have anything 
to offer, when everybody else has it on background? 
What is the reason for not going public? 


A Sometimes, Bernie, I don't have anything 
for you. 

0 You do not confirm that report at all? 

4 I have nothing for you. 

9) The odd tense that vou used ese. "were 


they to do so", are you trying to send a message to the 
Soviets that if, at some point in the future, thev would 
do so, the United States would view it with displeasure 
and they should not therefore do it? 


A All T am doing by using the conditional 
there is simply to stay away from the question of whether 
those reports are true or not at this point. 


9) Have you been in touch with the Soviets on 
this? 

aN I don't have anything for you on that, 
Bernie. 

‘a Alan, do you have anything on the press re- 


ports on a new attempt by King Hussein of Jordan to 
come again to the table? 


A No, nothing beyond what I had earlier, 
which was that anything which would contribute to progress 
in the peace process would obviously be welcome, but I 
can't speak for King Hussein. 





0 Alan, getting back again to the missiles 
for just a minute, the issue, it seems to me, in this 
particular report is more the nature of the weapon which 
is a mobile launcher. 


If we ask a question about a change of status 
of going from fixed to mobile launchers, would that 
help in any way? 


A What you have done at this point is exhaust 
all I am prepared to say on it today. 


0 Alan, is there anything on Israeli moves 
to seal off the south of Lebanon? 


AN We are continuing to work in Lebanon for the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces, the emergence of a 
strong central government based on national reconciliation 
and the extension of Lebanese unity and sovereignty through- 
out its territory, as well as to seek appropriate security 
arrangements for Israel's northern border. 


We would hope that all varties would pursue 
policies consistent with these objectives. 


0 Alan, I am not being facetious, but how can 
it be a “strong central government" if Syria has, as it 
now has, a veto power over everything that is decided by 
the present government and the supposed parties to a 
national reconciliation conference? 


A That is your characterization. I am not 
going to comment on it other than to say that -- 


@) It is also the characterization of people 
in this building who say on background that Syria has 
a role to play in Lebanon, an historical role that it 
has always played, and so on. 


A I am not sure "a role to play" is what has 
been used, at least by the authoritative officials who have 
briefed this subject. I think what they have talked about 
is an interest, simply a reality of being a neighbor, and so 
on. But, clearly, our policy, and I would say clearly 
the policy of the Government of Lebanon, is to achieve 
the objectives which I have just stated. 


0 What would be our reaction if the Govern- 
ment of Lebanon annulled, put aside, rejected -- however 
we phrase it -- the accord worked out by the Secretary 
between Israel and Lebanon? 


A I don't want to try to speculate on that. 
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0 But you are aware of the statements made bv 
the current Lebanese Prime Minister to that effect, and 
by the Director General of the Foreign Ministry to that 
effect. 


a As I said, my understanding is that the 
Government of Lebanon does indeed still stand by that 
accord in its current status. As I said, our policy -- 

I have said it before; I haven't said it again today -- 
but our policy is to stand by that agreement, and I 

would refer you to what the President said on May 17, 
which was that the agreement offers hope for ending 

the suffering of the Lebanese people and that it “will 
initiate a process which will culminate in the withdrawal 
of all external forces from Lebanon and the restoration of 
Lebanon's sovereignty, independence, and territorial 
integritv." 


@) Alan, is there anything new on the talks 
by Minister Khaddam of Syria? 


A Minister Khaddam -- ? 
0 Of Syria. 


A By the talks -- I'm sorry? He met with the 
Secretary -- 


9 Any new talks between Mr. Khaddam and the 
U.S. Administration during the last 24 hours? 


A No. 


0 He is reported to be in Washington. Has he 
seen anybody? Has anybody seen him? 


rN No. My understanding is -- and really you should 
check with the Syrians on this -- but my understanding is 
he was here on private business, but that he has not 
seen any officials, and, indeed, he may already have left, 
I don't know, but it is a private visit. 


0 Do you have anything on this report in the 


Post today that U.S. officials are not fuming over the fact 
that the Secretary was displeased by Clark's trip to Rome? 


A, Not really, Bernie. I think it actually 
talks about the Secretary, as opposed to U.S. officials. 


re) It says that officials have denied that 
Shultz is fuming. 








a Yes, "that the Secretary is fuming." As 
you are well aware, without going one way or the other on 
this, we don't get into the question of our dealings 
between buildings and agencies, and so on and so forth. 


I will say to you, however, that it is my clear 
understanding that the Secretary has not expressed a 
view on this matter, and therefore anybody who purports 
to talk to him, whether they say he is fuming or he isn't 
fuming, is really making up their own view of it. 


0 Has not expressed a view to whom? 
A He has not expressed a view, period. 
0 That doesn't answer whether he is fumina. 


a As I say, I don't intend to get into the 
question of how we deal, without leading you one way or the 
other on that, but the fact is he hasn't expressed a view. 


0 Can we just ask whether he was satisfied 
with the period of notification that he received that 
Clark would be aoing to Rome to meet the other .S. 
officials? 


A Again, you are asking me to comment on what 
I just said I am not going to comment on, whether he was 
satisfied or not satisfied, or anything else. On this or 
any other matter of that sort, I am simply not going to 
get into that, and we have traditionally refused to get 
into that. 


9 Alan, was he filled in on the results of 
the trip? 


A I don't know. I haven't asked him. 


0 What would you say about the gathering im- 
pression that in one area after another, the appearance 
exists of the Secretary losing his central role in deciding 
policy over a specific area? 


A Again, I think if you asked the Secretary 
the question about who is deciding policy, he would make 
it very clear to you that it is the President who is 
deciding policy. 


But setting that rather important fact aside, I 
don't think there is any change, and I don't think you 
would find that the White House would disagree with that, 
that there is any change in the Secretary's role as the 
principal foreign policy adviser and articulator. So 
that would be my response to that. 
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0 Alan, is there an attempt underway to make 
Shultz and the White House take the rap for the strategic 
foreign policy disasters that actually -- I mean, Clark 
and the White House -- take the rap for the disasters 
that actually Shultz and Kissinger are planning? 


ay I am not goin; to respond to that sort of 
stuff. 


0 On another subject, do you have any comment 
on the report in the Times this morning that U.S. officials 
have concluded that the Soviet pilot did not know before 
firing at the Korean plane that it was a civilian plane? 


Q Obviously, we don't comment on intelligence 
reporting or analysis, so I can't address it in a specific 
way. But I will say that nothing has changed our view 
that whether or not the Soviet pilot and his commanders 
knew that KAL 007 was a commercial airliner, it is clear 
they did not fulfill their obligations under international 
law and established ICAO procedures to identify the air- 
craft or warn it effectively. 


There is simply no justification for the shooting 
down of a civilian airliner, and, as I have said here many 
times before, if they didn't know it, thev should have. 


= 


0 Did they know it? What's the official position? 


A I don't have an official position to give you 
beyond what I have just said on that. 


- MORE - 





0 Alan, do you have any news on Argentina? 
4 No. I don't have anything on Argentina. 
0 Is the Administration certifying to Congress 


that Argentina complies with the Kennedy-Humphrey Amendment? 
4 I am not aware Of a decision on that, Roberto. 


8) Can I just pick it up on the plane again, 
Alan? 


A Yes. Sure. 


0 So that, your statement is that the U.S. has 
no position on whether the Soviets knew it was a civilian 
airliner? 


4 No. I am saying -- well, I will refer you to 
what I said. I think in terms of -- We don't know for sure. 
How can we possibly know for sure? We have never said that 
we did. But we have said that they had every opportunity 
to know; that they had every responsibility to take steps 
which would have let them know by coming up alongside that 
airliner in circumstances where it was clearly visible; 
and if they didn't do it, they were negligent or incompetent 
Or both. 


0 Well, to answer your rhetorical question how 
would you know, you would know in the same way that you know 
what you know already from radio intercepts. But the 
implication is that you are holding back some radio 
intercepts for whatever reasons while you put some forward. 


A I can't really go beyond what we have said 
on that before, Jim. But the conclusions are as they have 
been stated; there is no change in any of that. 


0 Alan, you said that if they didn't know they 
were negligent, incompetent or both. Before we were talking 
about the Soviets being an evil, this being evidence of the 
Soviets as an evil nation and that they are barbaric. 

Are we now backing off that kind of characterization? 


A As I said before, there is simply no 
justification for what they did, for shooting down a 
Civilian airliner. 


0 But negligence and incompetence is different 
than barbarism, kKnowlingly killing civilians. And that is 
really what we were talking about from the earliest days. 


A I think I would refer you back to the 
specifics instead of taking your characterization of it. 





0 The extended life of the battery pack on 
the flight recorder should be over now, Alan. Will the 
search continue in any organized way? 


A You would have to ask the Pentagon. I don't 
know what the plans are on the search. 


0 Alan, would it be a mitigating circumstance if 
it were a case Of misidentification of the aircraft by the 
Soviets? 


fy I don't know what kind of mitigating 
circumstance you have when there is both a legal and a 
moral obligation to do the things which would have let them 
know what kind of an aircraft they were shooting at. And 
if they didn't do them, as I say, they had every 
responsibility to do that. So, I don't see that as a 
mitigating circumstance. 


0 That suggests there is no difference between 
barbarism and incompentency. 


A I would suggest that even, for example -- and 
this really tends to get us off the point, which is that 
they really intended to shoot that aircraft down and they 
didn't really pay much attention other than trying to get 
in a position to shoot it. But even if it were an RC-135, 
which would have been a very strange thing since they know 
all about how our RC-135s fly, it still would have been an 
unarmed aircraft. 


But that is really not the main point. The 
main point is that they shot down a civilian airliner which 
they have every ability to know was a civilian airliner and 
if they knew it and shot it down, the meaning of that is 
quite obvious. If they didn't know and they shot it down, 
it seems to me the meaning is also quite obvious, and that 
is, as I say, that they were negligent or incompetent or 
both. 


0 Is it the U.S. position that they did not 
know? 


A I can't take a position on that. I haven't 
got a judgment or a final judgment to offer you on that. 


0 Well, Alan, you know, you are implying that 
we are asking an unreasonable question. 


A You are asking an unknowable question. 





0 Well, just a minute. 


Setting aside for a minute the emotional 
freight that might or might not be attached to your stating 
the conclusion, you said that you don't -- how should we 
know; we don't know for sure. Well, I don't think any of us 
is saying that you do know for sure. All we are asking for 
is whether the U.S. has concluded now to the best of its 
ability on the basis of the information it has -- which 
information we don't want to Know about or pry into -- have 
you drawn the conclusion that the Soviet Union was 
incompetent and negligent because it did not know in 
advance, whether it should have or not. 


A The conclusions we have drawn are the ones 
that I have given to you in the opening response. 


0 Just to repeat then, what you are saying is 
you don't have incontrovertible evidence that the Soviets 
were aware that this was a civilian aircraft. 


A We never said that we had incontrovertible 
evidence that they knew it was a civilian airliner. We 
did have incontrovertible evidence and do that they 
purposely shot that airplane down. 


And they haven't now denied that. Finally 
they came around and said that, yes, that is true. 


0 Well, Alan, I am not asking whether you said 
you have the evidence. I am simply asking: you don't have 
the evidence? 


A No. We don't have that evidence. We never 
claimed we did. 


0 Back two questions, please, on the Middle East. 


You mentioned something like that the 
Department of State is the articulator of U.S. policy. 


oN I am sorry. That the Department of State? 


0 Is the articulator of U.S. policy, foreign 
policy. 


Can you from that point tell us who did Mr. 


Clark, Judge Clark, see there and if he in particular 
happened to have seen Walid Jumblatt who was in Rome at the 


same time? 
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4 You would have to ask the White House about 
Mr. Clark's, Judge Clark's, schedule. I don't answer 
questions about him. But I don't think you would find that 
Judge Clark would or his office would disagree with what I 
have said. 


0 Okay. One more thing, please. 


An aide to Walid Jumblatt is also in town 
here. That is Hammadi. Can you tell us if he has seen 
anybody or if he intends to see anybody or if anybody 
intends to see him? 


A I have no idea. I mean there has been 
contact, as there is with a variety of people involved in 
the Lebanon situation at various times with all the -- well, 


not all, but many of the various parties involved. But I 
don't know in this specific instance whether there is a 
contact proposed. 


0 There have been additional reports since that 
first report on the shooting down of that DC-3 in Nicaragua. 


A Yes. 

QO Do you have any comment on it today? 

fy I don't have anything on it. 

0 Is there any way you could look into it as to 


whether the U.S. -- the accusations that are being made, we 
have a position on? 


A No. 


0 Also I notice that Secretary Shultz is 
meeting with a group of foreign ministers referred to as 
the Core 4. Can you tell us where that appellation 
comes from? That is on his schedule. 


A I don't know where it came from and I don't 
really want to take on the task of doing the research on 
how certain phrases come up. 


0 Why is he meeting with those four foreign 
ministers in particular? Did they request the meeting to 
meet as a group? 


A I don't know. You would have to address that 
question to John in New York, who is addressing the 
Secretary's meetings, please. 
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0 Has there been any move by the United States 
Government to open an official contact with North Korea 
Since the resolving of the case involving the North Korean 
diplomat at the United Nations in an attempted rape? 


A A move to open contact with North Korea? 


0 Yes. A move to contact North Koreans through 
your diplomats in various places. 


A I don't think there is a move in the sense of 
any sort of assertive effort to do that. There has been a 
minor change in the ground rules in terms of ability, on an 
occasion where they might be together coincidentally, to 
respond and talk about Korea policy, but certainly not to 
negotiate, but to explain our position. 


But I think what I would refer you to is some 
guidance which exists in the Press Office on this to be much 
more pre:'se about how that goes. 


0 Is that new guidance within the last day or 
two? 

4 It is not in the last day or two. 

0 Is this ground rule recently established or 


was it longstanding? 


A Yes. What are we today? The 7th. I would 
guess it is a week or so. 


0 You stated earlier that the entire air-to- 
ground communication froin that Soviet fighter plane, the 
several planes, was released. Is that still the position? 
Have there been any additions, any new information that has 
come out through further analysis of those tapes? 


A No. 
0 So, the entire thing is on the record? 
A The entire thing is on the record. I can't 


promise you that some people won't look at the Russian, 

for example, and decide that maybe it should have been 
rendered a little bit differently at some points in English. 
But in terms of Eurther enhancements and all of that sort of 
thing, there is no change. There is no movement on that. 


0 Back to the Nicaraguan plane -- 
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A Excuse me. 


And nor, as we said at the time when we 
finally made those three changes to it, to my knowledge 
there is no effort being made to further enhance it. Those 
were the only three things that people felt might be 
enhanceable. 


9) Back to the Nicaraguan plane for just a 
moment. 


Nicaragua says it has filed a formal protest 
Over the incident with the U.S. 


A Yes. 


0 Will you answer whether the U.S. has received 
a protest, whether it will accept the protest, or how it 
considers the protest? 


a Well, we have received a protest, a diplomatic 
protest note, and we are studying it. 


0 Does Assistant Secretary Motley plan to travel 
to Nicaragua next week? 


2, I don't have his schedule, Jim. Why don't I 
look into it and see if I can get you something on that? 


0 Okay. Thank you. 
A Excuse me. One more back there. 


0 Alan, a group of Western nations had a team in 
Warsaw the last four or five days looking into the economic 
Situation. Is the U.S. prepared to make any further moves 
on rescheduling the Polish debt? 


M I have some guidance in the Press Office on 
that. That is a technical team which has gone to get data. 
And 1 don't have anything further for you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, available in the Press Office are 
copies of Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams' speech sche- 
duled for tomorrow, October 12, before the Georgetown 
University Leadership Seminar. Note that the speech is 
embargoed until 9:15 a.m. Wednesday, October 12. The sub- 
ject of the speech is the Reagan Administration's human 
rights policy. 


Second, I have an announcement regarding Assistant 
Secretary Motley's trip to Central America. Assistant 
Secretary for Inter-American Affairs Langhorne A. Motley 
will be visiting Central America from October 12 to 14. He 
will be in Belmopan, Belize, on October 12 and Managua, 
Nicaragua, October 13-14, with departure for return to 
Washington on the 15th. This will be his first visit to 
both countries. 


In Belize, Ambassador Motley will be meeting with 
officials of the government, including Prime Minister George 
C. Price. In Nicaragua, he will be meeting with Sandinista 
leaders, including Junta Coordinator Daniel Ortega. 


In both instances, the visits will afford 
Ambassador Motley an opportunity to exchange views on 
regional issues, including the on-going Contadora process 
and the recently announced Contadora Document of Objectives. 
Although the U.S. is not a direct participant in the 
Contadora Group, we do expect that a discussion of the 
issues raised by the Contadora will be a central theme. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


0 Has the United States had any indications 
from the Soviet arms negotiators on the talks in Geneva that 
they are preparing to drop out of them, or suspend them? 


A The negotiations are continuing. There have 
been continuing Soviet suggestions that they might interrupt 
the Geneva talks as part of Soviet tactics designed to 
undercut support for plann d |.S. INF deployments to Furope. 
However, the Soviets have ot asked for a recess either in 
START or INF talks at the otiations. 





























For our part, the United States has made clear 
that we will stay at the INF and START negotiating tables in 
Geneva. Moreover, President Reagan has made it clear that 
the United States seeks equitable, verifiable agreements in 
both sets of talks. We will continue to work for progress 
and if the deployment of Pershing and ground-launched cruise 
missiles has to begin because we have not reached an 
agreement in the INF negotiations eliminating the need for 
such deployments, the U.S. is prepared to remain at the 
negotiating table as long as it takes to reach agreement. 


In that event, if an equitable agreement to reduce 
Or eliminate U.S. and Soviet long-ranged INF missiles can be 
reached, the U.S. stands ready to halt its deployments or 
reverse them. 


I should point out that the United States has con- 
tinued to negotiate with the Soviets despite the fact that 
Soviet deployment of SS-20s has continued unabated. Over 
100 Soviet SS-20s with over 300 warheads have become opera- 
tional since the negotiations began in November 1981. 


0 Copy, please? 
A Yes. 
0 What about the wire service back at Geneva 


that says there's a fresh Soviet threat to withdraw? 


A I can't help what the wire services from 
Geneva said. 


8) Not true? 
A I think I just answered your question. 
0 On the INF business, particularly continuing 


after deployment, you then simply don't helieve the 
public statements by various Soviet officials that they 
will not negotiate after deployment? 


A I'm not going to try to predict. I'm simply 
telling what the facts are, and the facts are, that the 
talks are continuing. I checked on this before coming out. 
There are further talks scheduled. I'm not going to try to 
predict future behavior. 


0 I'm not asking you to predict. What I am 
asking you is, do you not then believe the statements by the 
Soviet officials who say that they will drop out of those 
talks if deployment begins? 
































a You are asking me to predict. You're asking 
in a very real sense, and I'm not going to do that. I'm 
simply going to tell you what the state of play is. I'm not 
gOing to try to read their minds on this. 


a) If the Soviets, in either case, should ask 
the U.S. to join in a suspension of the talks for a period 
of time to suit the Soviet requirements, whatever they may 
be, would the U.S. be prepared to do that? 


A I think that our position on this is quite 
Clear. That is, we will stay at the negotiating table, ard 
we would like to continue these negotiations so that we can 
get success in them. I don't know how I can really take it 
beyond that. 


0 So you would negotiate any Soviet -- you 
would reject any Soviet proposals that would either propose 
a suspension or a postponement? 


A First of all, you're raising a hypothetical 
Situation, and I really don't know how to address that sen- 
Sibly. I think that we just have to wait and see what hap- 
pens. But our position is, we are prepared to stay at the 
table, and we made clear that this is our position. 


0 You said that the Soviets have not asked for 
a recess at the negotiations. Have there been indications 
that they are interested in a recess in either INF or START 
outside of the official negotiating channels? 


A I think that there have been -- some of the 
questioning here indicates that there have been Soviets who 
have talked in various ways publicly, threatening again, to ‘do 
this as part of the tactic to affect the deployment sche- 
dule. So we're not denying that this kind of issue has been 
raised in that sense, but the fact of the matter is that 
they have not asked for a recess and the talks are 
continuing. 


Q Just a factual matter since you bring up the 
100 SS=20s with over 300 warheads. What's the total number 
of SS-20s that the U.S. knows are deployed now? 

A We are still carrying 35l. That's as of -- 
what -=- last March, I quess, and have not updated it since 
then. 

0 That's in both theaters? 


A Yes. 
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0 Do you have anything on the talks held here 
by the Chinese Foreign Minister? 
2 I don't. As you know, there was a 


BACKGROUND briefing by a Senior Department official yester- 
day, and we anticipate having a read-out following the 
conclusion of the visit. Stay tuned, but I would think pro- 
bably late Thursday because the Foreign Minister leaves 
Thursday afternoon. But I think between now and then we 
will not give updates on this. 


0 Alan, do you have an update on Iran-Iraq, 
particularly on the Entendards? 


ny I don't have much of an update, really. 
We've seen the reports of delivery of the Super-Entendard in 
the media, but any confirmation of that would really have to 
come from the governments concerned. I can't do that. 


@) On the same lines, Alan, what do you have on 
the redeployment of, you know, 2000 Marines who were 
offshore of Lebanon to the Indian Ocean? 


a The only thing ¢? really have is very 
general. The bottom line is, you have to go to the 
Pentagon, and I'm not sure that they're going to be willing 
to say very much about their deployments. But the general 
point would be that since the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan heightened tension in the region, the Navy has 
maintained a substantial presence in the Indian Ocean and 
Persian Gulf area. But, as I say, any specific information 
beyond that would have to come from the Pentagon. By 
saying that I'm not suggesting that I know they have some 
ready answer to give you. 


0 What is the U.S. attitude about the delivery 
of these new weapons to Iraq on the part of France, or if 
it's taken place or not? 


a We're able only to enforce our policy of not 
providing U.S. arms to either Ir in or Iraq. However, 
because of the importance of this region, we are in touch 
with the regional states and with our Allies about the 
security situation in the Gulf. 


We deplore the continuation of this conflict, and 
we continue to cooperate with all parties interested in 
restoring peace to the region and we share with the states 
of the region concern about any widening of the conflict. 











O But what is the U.S. attitude about the 
delivery of new generation war planes into the situation? 

a I'll have to refer you to what I just said. 

0 Don't have an attitude; right? 

a This was a response to that question. 

0 Is there anything that the United States can 


do, or is doing, in a situation of greatly heightened ten- 
sion in the Persian Gulf? 


Ay In general terms, we continue to, as I said, 
discuss this situation with the regional states and with our 
Allies, and we will continue to do that. We have supported 
consistently a negotiated outcome, but I can't take you 
beyond what I've given vou in terms of United States action. 


0 Does the United States believe that Iraq 
should be able to export oil through the Persian Gulf? 


os I don't have a specific response to that. 
Our attitude tcewrrds the Persian Gulf and freedom of naviga- 
tion, and the concern with which we would view hinderance of 
that, was made clear in a statement the other day, and I 
would refer you to that. It was not limited in its applica- 
tion. 


0 But does it apply to the ability to export 
oil? In other words, they are now unable to export oil 
because their facilities are inoperable. 


A Any impedance of the freedom of navigation 
in that area would fall under what we issued the other day. 


0 Can I take you back to the Chinese Foreiaqn 
Minister for a second? 


A Yes, go ahead. 


9) The senior official who briefed us spoke of 
a large number of impediments in the way of a transfer of 
peaceful nuclear technology to China. Just today, China was admitte 
to IAFA, does that make the transfers of technology easier? 


A Let me refer you to some guidance which 
exists on this. The shorthand answer is that there would 
still need to be some other steps, and the adherance to IAFA 
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does not answer all the requirements, but there is some spe- 
cific guidance in the Press Office. Why don't you take a 
look at that? 


--MORE-- 








@) Alan, would we be correct in viewing the 
moving of the 2,000 Marines to the Indian Ocean within the 
context of our heightened concern about the Iran-Iraq war? 


ran First of all, I'm not confirming that there 
are 2,900 Marines moved which, if I responded wrongly, your 
question would -- 


0 The Pentagon has. 

q Sorry? 

0 The Pentagon has. 

ay Fine. That's up to them to confirm. Again, 


I can't go beyond the qeneral answer that I've given you, 
and you would have to check with the Pentagon on whatever 
their deployment -- 


0 Could vou please develop your answer as to 
what might happen should the scenario that Iran has warned 
about in fact take place? 


ay No. The other day we discussed this again in 
the statement. I'm not prepared to get into the specifics 
of what we might do should that contingency arise. 


0 Would the U.S. be prepared to use force? 

A I sav, I'm not prepared to get into that 
guestion. 

‘a On the Gulf thing again, how does the United 


States feel about any development which diminishes the rela- 
tionship between Iraq and the Soviet Union and in any way 
diminishes its reliance on the Soviet Union for supplies of 
arms Or economic aid? 


A, I don't have a specific answer to give you on 
that. I don't have a response prepared to qive you on that, 
Jack. 


0 If you take aside the inflammatory nature of 
the weapons system that's under discussion, the 
Super-Etendard and what it may do on the Gulf, hasn't it 
been -=- haven't we looked with approval on arms shipments 
that were not inflammatory to Iraq? 











om Our position has been to refrain from 
shipping arms to either party, and we think that that policy 
fosters a resolution of that conflict. 


Oo I've been told we didn't lean very hard on 
the French on this. 


x I can't helv what you've been told. I can 
only tell you what our policy is on that, Jack. 


O Could you just extend that a little bit? Do 
you believe that other states should refrain from shipping 
arms to either party? 


a Again, Jim, we've talked about this before. 
We are articulating our own policy and our policy is known 
to others. As I said before in response to the specific 
question today, we can only enforce, obviously, our own 
shipments, and I'm not prepared to go beyond that. 


0 But when it came out that Israel may have 
provided some weapons to Iran, vou issued a statement which 
I believe deplored that action, did you not? 


os I don't recall specifically what we did in 
that case. Again, I would reiterate our own policy which I 
think we have generally done when there has heen any 
question of arms shipments to either of the belligerents, 
and it has been along the lines I just gave you today. 


QO Do you have any comment on the resignation of 
the Aquino Commission in the Philivopines? 


A Yes. I think I do. As we have previously 
Stated, we believe that an independent, thorough and impar- 
tial investigation of the assassination is necessary. 
Disturbing questions about the assassination remain. The 
investigation is, of course, first and foremost a Philippine 
matter, though we are following events closely. 


0 Can you comment at all on the reports of some 
of the evidence that apparently was found on the guardsmen 
who were accompanying Aquino when he got off the plane? 


A No. We've seen the report, but don't have 
anything further on it. 


0 About a week and a half ago you read a state- 
ment saying that you wished the civilian commission to pur- 
sue its work. Now you seem to be saying something else. 














n Apparently the civilian commission, or at 
least a number of the members have resigned, so what would 
you like me to do? 


0 Well, I don't know. I guess that's up to the 
State Department. 

on I guess you don't know. 

0 Alan, can you confirm the reports about the 


incidents in Rangoon involving the capture of Korean terrorists? 


A No. I saw those reports on the wires. I don't 
have anything specific on it. 


0 Does the Il'nited States have an attitude on 
the question of whether South Korea is entitled to take some 
action in the form of punishment against those it believes 
are responsible for the bombing in Rangoon? 


A I don't have anything specific to offer you 
on that. I think that the fact of the matter is at this 
point we don't know really who was responsible. We've seen 
reports that were referred to a moment ago. I've seen other 
reports, and I think that it really is quite premature to 
talk about that sort of thing. 


In any case, I think that it is clearly the hope 
of the United States that tensions in the region will not 
escalate, and I'll just leave it at that. 


0 The U.S. has a responsibility here in that 
there is still a joint command in Korea under one flag or 
another. Would the United States nermit forces to be used 
to retaliate against North Korea in this situation? 


aN Again, I would say I don't normally get into 
the question of military plans and operations, as you know, 
Don. But I would reiterate what I said before, that we 
would hope that tensions in the area would not escalate. 


0 A variation on that same question: Are we 
urging the Koreans to exercise restraint? 


A That would get us into the question of diplo- 
matic dialogue, and I think I would have to back off 
answering that kind of a question, George. 


0 There are reports, Alan, that again the mili- 


tary thing has a foreign policy implication that U.S. troops 
are also on the alert in South Korea. 














10 


4 Again, that I would have to refer to the 
Pentagon. I don't have specific information on that. 


2) Referring yet again to the Korean aircraft 
incident, can you say whether the following is an accurate 
interpretation of intercepted Soviet Union ground 
communication? “Our pilots told us they shot down a 
passenger plane." 


A I addressed this at some length last week, 
and I don't have anything new to add to what I said at that 
time. 


Oo Does the State Department take the position 
that it would be legal for U.S. trainers in Honduras to 
train Guatemalan soldiers at the new regional training 
center? 


yy I think that takes us into the realm of the 
speculative, Jim. We can't confirm any plans for training 
Guatemalan troops, or even as currently the one report indi- 
cated, Peruvian or Venezuelan troops at the Honduran 
Regional Military Training Center. 


In principle, in a hypothetical sense, the 
regional character of the center was addressed in the ini- 
tial Honduran Government communique in May of this year. 


It noted that the Honduran Government will control 
the real estate, provide physical security, and that 
Honduran personnel would direct the operation of the Center. 


It also pointed out that the Government of 
Honduras would be able to negotiate bilateral issues in the 
future with governments in the region and outside of it 
which wanted to make use of the facilities that the Center 
would offer. 


But, as I say, I can't confirm that there is any 
specific plan on Guatemalan forces as was reported in the 
press this morning and in the wire this afternoon. 


0 Despite its speculative nature, could you 
look into the legality of that question, because one might 
argue that part of the agreeement provided -- part of the 
facilities to which you referred might be Green Beret or 
U.S. Army instructorship, and -- 


A Again, the U.S. involvement would have to be 
decided on a case-by-case basis, and this issue has not 
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arisen. I don't think I'm going to try to give you a hypo- 
thetical answer to a hypothetical question. 


0 One other if I may, on Maldonado, the AIFLD 
person whose life may have been threatened, it was reported 
this weekend that U.S. officials had counseled him to remain 
in the United States and not to return. Can you confirm 
that? 


A No, I can't. I don't know the answer to that 
question. 


0 Why is Secretary Shultz going to Fl Salvador? 


A Why is he going to El Salvador? He is going 
to stop in El Salvador on the trip previously announced. 
He's going to Brazil, obviously a country of some importance 
to the United States in the region. We have a lot of impor- 
tant ongoing programs, relationships. I don't think it's 
particularly unusual that he would stop there. 


0 On the way back? 





A On the way back? Not clear. 
Q On the way back or to? 

A He's going on the way down. 
0 On the way down to Brazil? 
A Yes. 


0 Will he spend the night there or just a 
matter of hours? 





A I don't have details on that, Barrie. My 
sense is he will probably then continue on the plane and 
will not be overnighting there, but I can't confirm that to 
you at this particular point. 


0 Any other stops? 


A I don't know if there are going to be any 
Other stops at this point. That's the only one that I can 
confirm as of this moment. 


0 What is the date in El Salvador? Is it the 
16th? 

















A No. The 24th I think is the date. 


@) And you don't have any idea to whom he might 
be speaking there at this time? 


A I don't have a detailed agenda of whom he 
might see. No. 


O Alan, on Sunday The Washington Post reported 
about a Russian general defecting to Turkey and has been 
flown to the United States. 





A I don't know ariything about it, and if I did, 
I guess I couldn't tell you anyway. 

0 But -- 

A But I don't know anything about it. 

8) The State Department has neither denied nor 
accepted -- 

A I think that as a matter of principle on a 


case of an alleged defection, we would not get into it. 


0 Alan, something further on the KAL follow-up. 
This is a little off the wall, but I'd like to follow it 
up, if you don't mind. 


Following the Security Council vote in the U.N., 
has the United States taken any action with regard to econo- 
mic aid to Zimbabwe beyond the comments you made regarding 
Mugabe's visit on the day, or the day after he visited here? 


A I don't have details. There was some 
guidance the other day, I think -- you might want to check 
in the press office, Ralph -- about where we stand on aid to 


Zimbabwe. I think that there is a request which is pending 
before the Congress for, I guess it must be FY-84 at this 
point, and I don't know of any change in that. But why 
don't you take a look at the guidance which was there. 


0 Alan, has there been confirmation here of the 
Motley visit to Nicaragua? 


A My announcement today. 
@) Oh. Sorry. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:26 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. It's nice to be able 
to reclaim the podium from Mr. Romberg after couple of weeks. 
I'm afraid I don't have any announcements for you. I'm 
afraid I don't have any news for you, but it's still nice to 
reclaim the podium. 


Q What was Ambassador Dobrynin doing here in 
the building this morning? 


A He was in seeing Under Secretary Eagleburger. 
came in at his own request. Ambassador Dobrynin asked for 
the meeting. 


Q Specifically, with Mr. Eagleburger? How come 
he didn't meet with the Secretary? 


A I think he asked for it specifically with Mr. 
Eagleburger. 


Q The subject, please? 


A I don't have a subject for you. They were 
still meeting when we came down. The meeting ran long 
the meeting was still going on when we came down. 


Q Can we get something on that later in the 
day? 


A I expect we will be as forthcoming as usual 
on those kinds of meetings which, as you know, is not -- 


@) Can you tell us whether, at the talks in 
Geneva today, there was any indication on how long this 
round of INF talks will continue? 


A I'm not aware that there was. So far as I 
know that meeting was held routinely and went off in a nor- 
mal manner. I haven't seen anything which would shed any 
light on that. 


Q Has another meeting been scheduled? 


He 
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A So far as I know, the next meeting will take 
place on schedule. 


QO No request by the Soviets for a recess or a 
suspension? 
A Not so far as I know. 


Q Do you know whether they have suggested dates 
going beyond about a week from now, for further meetings? 


A I don't. I haven't seen anything on it. 


QO Do you care to comment, John, about the Evans & Novak 
comment this morning about a deal with Syria? 


A Let me tell you a little bit about my reac- 
tion, and the Secretary's reaction. I was concerned about 
it and brought it to his attention. One of the things that 
disturbed me about it was the line in the column concerning 
Judge Clark's visit to Rome. The line that said, "Secretary 
Shultz had made a surprising public outburst through his 
spokesman over Clark's sudden trip to Rome." 


I took the opportunity of talking to the writer of 
the column, pointing out the Secretary had not made any com- 
ment whatsoever on Judge Clark's visit to Rome, and I had 
not. The writer said that he thought that this was my 
colleague Mr. Romberg last week. I pointed out that that, 
too, was not correct; that there had a story in the 
Washington Post and that Mr. Romberg had responded to that 
and, as a matter of fact, had specifically said that, "the 
Secretary had not expressed a view on this matter and there- 
fore anybody who purports to talk to him, whether they say 
he is fuming or isn't fuming, is making up their own view of 
it." That's a quote from the transcript. 





The writer of the column asked for a little time 
to check this out, and then called me back later in the 
morning to say that he had been mistaken and that there 
would be a correction published in a footnote to his column 
on Friday. That's as far as the Spokesman's involvement. 


As far as the Secretary is concerned, I think his reaction 

is more one of sorrow rather than anger. I think it under- 
lines for him the problems of trying to conduct business sen- 
Sibly in Washington when one is beset by these occasional, 
factually incorrect, and gossipy columns. 


I think the Secretary feels that this is a further 
attempt to sow the seeds of division between the State 
Department and the White House, and he's confident that such 
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attempts will not succeed. As for his own attitude, he is 
not going to pay a great deal of attention to this kind of 
column, and he's going to proceed to do the job he came to 
Washington to do. 


In terms of the facts, the facts are that the 
State Department and Mr. McFarlane are working closely; Ambassador 
McFarlane -- there's a great deal of telephone conversation. 
Insofar as policy is concerned, Secretary Shultz testified 
recently at considerable length on our Middle East policy, 
on Lebanon, and Syria. When he did that, he was expressing the 
view of the Administration. His testimony was cleared 
throughout the Administration. 


The President made some statements about the 
Middle East on Saturday, and all those statements speak for 
themselves. Clearly, the Secretary and the President are in 
total coordination in terms of substance and implementation 
of foreign policy. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A You can refer to the transcript. It's me, so 
I'm afraid there isn't a copy of it. 


0 Who does the Secretary think is sowing these 
seeds of division? Does he think there's a guerrilla in the 
White House. (Laughter) 


A A G-o-r-i-l-l-a? 


fe) No, in all seriousness. I'm trying to see if 
you're getting in your remarks here that he thinks this is 
the press that is stirring up this trouble or does it think 
it's some people in the Administration who are stirring up 
trouble? 


A I think he thinks that this is an inaccurate 
column, but this does not -- I think we'll leave it 
at that. 

0 But what does he feel the genesis of it is? 


Is it someone in the White House who's trying to stir up 
trouble here? Someone in the State Department? 


A Can't answer that. 

fe) Was he fuming when he read the column this 
morning? 

A As I say, I think his mood is more one of 


sadness rather than -- sorrow rather than anger. 














Q It's an interesting thing here because I've 
heard questions in this room about Jack Anderson's columns, 
and generally they meet with a lofty dismissal. Why is it 
that Evans & Novak get this long and very interesting rebut- 
tal but poor Mr. Anderson doesn't seem to fare that well, even 
though he seems to report also titillating material? 


A I don't think there's any conscious inequity, 
Lester. I'm just giving you my reaction to the column this 
morning, and insofar as it affected me. 


¢) He hit an exposed nerve? 


A He hit on one of my nerves when he said that 
the Spokesman had done certain things the Spokesman hadn't 
done. 


Q Is there any comment from the State 
Department on the Supreme Court action this morning? 


A No. 
Q Can I follow up on my question, please? 
A Sure, go ahead. 


Q I do thank you for what you presented us, but 
I would like, however, to have an answer, if there is one, 
about the supposed deal between the U.S. Government and 
Syria in pushing the PLO out and not threatening the Israeli 
northern border: is there any substance to that? Can you 
comment on that? 


A I think what you have you to do is go back to 
the Secretary's testimony and what the President has said, 
and our position on Syria and the actions that Syria has 
taken and the actions that have been taken in Syria by the 
Soviet Union; we've commented on all these. We have talked 
about Syria's interests, understandable interests, in 
Lebanon, but we have also talked about Syria's unhelpfulness 
at various stages of the negotiations. But I think you really 
have to go back to the testimony which is an official expo- 
Sition of U.S. policy. 


Q Therefore, John, the other part of the 
article today, or the op ed piece, that there is a deal to 
push the PLO out of Lebanon which is a beginning of a new 
Syrian-U.S. policy -- 


A No deal. There's an unchanged policy on the 
part of the United States which is to secure in the shortest 
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possible period of time the removal of all foreign forces, 


which certainly includes the PLO and it includes the 
Syrians, and it includes -- 


Q But is it to be done by the Syrian 
Government? I mean, actually, you're saying that, yes, 
there is something like this but it's not our policy? 


A I'm not suggesting that at all. What I'm 
Suggesting is that our polticy is unchanged and there are no 
secret deals. We're working to secure the goals that have 
long been set. 


Q John, can I take you back to Bob's question, 
and see if you can do a little better this time around? 
You're saying the Secretary feels this is "a further attempt 
to sow the seeds of divison between the State Department and 
the White House." What are some past attempts that you have 
in mind; and since you've made this accusation, can you take 
the next step and identify those who are making the 
attempts? 


A I don't think the Secretary is looking to any 
conspiracy here, Bernie. There have been stories in the past 
Suggesting divisons and tensions between various branches of 
government, various agencies, and there certainly have been 
stories suggesting tensions from time to time not only in 
this Administration, but previous Administrations between the 
State Department and the White House. I think those are 
Obvious and probably, one of the unpleasant facts of political 
life in Washington. 


fe) Yes, but I think what everyone is trying to 
get at here is, does the Secretary feel that he's being 
unfairly treated by the press and it's the press that's 
stirring up this trouble, or does he feel that these are 
various factions within the Administration? That's what I 
don't understand from your question. 


A I don't think the Secretary is making blanket 
-- that's not his style, and in any case he's no: making 
blanket accusations against either individuals or against 
the press. 


I talked to him this morning about a specific 
column. I think that there are aspects of that column which 
are inaccurate, and I think that there are aspects that are 
unfair to him personally, and to the Administration, and I 
think he shares that feeling. He was simply talking about 
this column. 




















There have been other stories suggesting differen- 
ces between the State Department and the White House, and 
he's simply saying that here's another story, and it's not 
going to divide the White House and the State Department. 

We are coordinated in terms of policy. 


e) Is it the stories that are sowing the seeds? 
Is it the sources of the stories that are sowing the seeds? 
You used the phrase "sowing the seeds." Who's sowing? 


A You have the story which describes inac- 
curately tensions between the White House and the State 
Department. That story is inaccurate. There have been other 
stories, not for some time, but there have been. 


QO What it says -- if I may just continue -- it 
says “another attempt to sow seeds of division." People don't 
sow seeds of division by being inaccurate. 


A It may be the effect of their efforts. 


'@) If something is inaccurate, that's a mistake. 
But when you make a conscious attempt to sow seeds of divi- 
sion, that would be a different matter, would it not? 
“A I think you would be going down a dead end 
street if you were to look for some kind of analysis by the 
Secretary beyond this particular column. What he's saying 
is, from time to time there are stories, not only involving 
the State Department but other agencies of government, 
Suggesting dissent and division within an Administration, 
not only this Administration. There have been such stories; 
here's another story, but he's not actempting to put it into 
a conspiratorial framework. He's remarking on this story, 
which seemed to be inaccurate to him today. 


e) So this is not another attempt to do 
something? This is simply another inaccurate story that's 
come up? 


A It's an inaccurate story, the effect of which 
would be to sow discord if people believed this story. I 
think that's about where we are. 


0 The most recent such attempt, if I could use 
quotes around "attempt," was the story in the Post on Friday 
which, as you've indicated, you really haven't commented on. 
Is that one inaccurate? 


A I think that where we stand on that is that the 
Secretary has had no -- he has not made any comment to any- 
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body about Judge Clark's trip to Rome. So anybody who is 
attempting to interpret the Secretary's viewpoint must be 
inventing that opinion because he has not had any comment on 
it. 


Q But in this case the silence almost makes the 
point, because you've gone to great efforts here to say that 
this column is inaccurate and there's no division over 
Syrian policy. 


A Perhaps I'm the culprit in having drawn this 
to his attention, so perhaps you should blame me. Perhaps 
my reaction has been a little more wordy than it should have 
been. I was just trying to convey his reaction to the 
column. 


8) Following the story on Friday, has the 
Secretary had a conversation with Judge Clark to make sure 
that they both think the same way about Clark's trip? 


A I don't know whether they have talked about 
Judge Clark's travel plans, but there certainly have been 
conversations between the Secretary and Judge Clark. 


0 What I meant was, the previous trip to Rome -- 
A I don't know whether it's been discussed. 
Q Could you tell us, if it's not a confidential 


matter, who you mean when you refer to "the writer"? Was it 
Evans or Novak? (Laughter) 


@) Was it the Prince of Darkness, who's seen the 
light? 


A I think I'll just leave it where it is. They 
have been gentlemanly with me in responding, and I think 
I'll be gentlemanly with them. 


--MORE-- 








Q While I understand what you're saying about the 
inaccuracy of the part about Judge Clark, should we also 
conclude that it is untrue that there is any impending deal 
between the United States and Syria about keeping the PLO out 
of the Shouf so that they can.iot attack the northern border 


of Israel? 


A I'm torn as to how I should respond to your 
guestion because I ought to respond by saying, obviously 
we're not going to get into the confidential negotiations 
that we're having with the various parties -- and I guess I 
will say that. But having said that, I think I would steer 
you away from the suggestion that there are any secret deals. 


0 If it is not secret, John, -- (laughter) would 
the United States support efforts -- 


A You're pressing me because I've tried to be 
so helpful. You're taking unfair advantage. 


Q I'm trying actually to -- I'll try it from 
another side: Will the United States support efforts by 
Syria, underway now, of removing the PLO out of Lebanon? 


A Obviouslys we favor the removal of PLO from 
Lebanon by any means that that can be achieved, as we favor the 
departure of the Syrians and the Israelis. 


.Q Who is going to remove the Syrians, the 
Israelis? Then, who is going to remove the Israelis? 

A You've pressed me to the limit of my 
indulgence. 

0 John, are you accepting the premise of his 


question that the Syrians are trying to move the PLO by force 
from Lebanon? 


A I think I'm going to stop and be reclusive 
from here on in on our negotiations. 


Q John, just one more, please, on the Friday 
Post story. By discussing today's Evans and Novak column in 
such detail, and by saying that Shultz has made no comment. to 
anyone on the Friday Post story, you leave a pregnant silence 
about the Friday Post story. Is that the impression the 
Secretary wishes to ieave? 


A No, no, no. 











@) What did he say about the Friday Post story 
when you asked him about that subject this morning? 


A What we're saying is that I am reiterating to 
you today what the Secretary said on Friday and what Alan 
gave you on Friday, in the transcript. What I was objecting 
to in the Evans and Novak column was the suggestion that 
there had been some emotional outburst of criticism, while 
the fact was -- 


Q All of which sidesteps the question. You 
dealt with the facts on today's Evans and Novak column; you 
said -- you first dealt with the issue of who talked to whom. 


Then, you said, "on the question of the facts." 
Let's do the same thing with Friday's story. You've dealt 
with the question of whether he made any comment to anyone on 
it. Let's deal now, if we could, with the question of how he 
feels about the Rome trips and about Judge Clark. 


A That would be hard to ascertain, hecause he 
hasn't made any comment on it. 


9) You didn't discuss that with him today -- 
A No. 
oO -- and he did not reveal his feelings to you 


when you talked about that subject today? 
ny No, no. 


Q So we don't know if he thinks it's a good idea 
Or not? 


AK That's right. We know that he has not com- 
mented to anybody on Judge Clark's trip to Rome. 


0 O.K. 

Q Let me ask just one more question: By 
saying that someone -- that there is an “attempt to sow seeds 
of division," you're not accusing anyone, either in the 
government or in the press, of deliverately misstating the 
facts? 

A No. Absolutely not. 


QO That was not the purpose of your statement? 


A No. 
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Q Then, why did you make it? 


A My eye was caught, Bernie, by an inaccurate 
reference to myself, which I thought reflected on my 
integrity, which I consider rather highly. And when I found 
out that the comment was not directed to me but to Mr. 
Romberg, I felt just as strongly: I value his integrity 
highly, too. And I was at pains to have that corrected. 


It seems to me that a rather basic error like that 
in a story might raise the question that there are other 
parts of it that are inaccurate, too. 


Q So in the use of the word "attempt," you don't 
wish to be conveying any sense of intent, is that correct? 


A No. Perhaps my phrase was injudicious. I 
don't mean to suggest anything beyond an assessment of this 
particular story. 


Q John, on the same subject, would you care to 
comment on the journalistic ethics or professionalism of The 
Washington Post in printing these sorts of stories? It's a. 
subject on which you have commented in other contexts. 





A I have commented on journalistic ethics. 


Q I'm just wondering whether honesty has anything to 
do with intent, with ethics, or -- 


A Yes, I think the writers of this column have behaved 
very professionally in saying that they concede that a 
mistake was made, and they will publish a correction. I 
think that is ethical. 


Q John, that includes the Friday Washington Post 
story as well? 





A I don't understand the question about Friday. 


) Well, do you think that the authors of that 
article behaved very professionally, with, in your view, of ethics, 
in reporting that the Secretary "fumed", which, from everything 
you've said, must have been something they made up out of 
whole cloth? 


A Well, I don't like unsourced stories, but I 
suspect that during my tenure in government, they will 
continue. 








ll 


@) At least, we've pinned down what your view of 
professionalism and ethics is. 


A I think my record on professionalism and ethics 
is quite clear, and stands up over 30 years or so. 


0 I agree with you. 

Q New subject? Can I ask you about the 
Iran/Iraq situation again? Is there anything new you have to 
tell us about the delivery of the planes -- the U.S. view of 





that delivery, if any? 


A No. I really don't have anything beyond what 
Alan gave you yesterday. As a matter of fact, I have nothing 
beyond what Alan gave you yesterday. 


Q Is there anything you can say about what is at 
stake for the United States at this point, beyond a certain 
number of barrels of oil a day? Is there anything -- 

A It's not only for the United States; it 
involves a lot of others. I think about 8 percent of our oil 
comes from the Gulf, but obviously, the flow to others is 
more substantial. Particularly Japan, Western Europe, and 
some of the developing countries are much more heavily 
dependent than ourselves on the Gulf for their oil supplies; 
and serious interference with the flow of oil would obviously 
be a matter of concern to the international community, but we 
have indicated our concern, should the right of traffic in the 
Gulf be impaired. 





0 Is there anything beyond that in terms of 
connecting Soviet presence in Syria and perhaps Soviet desires 
for the oil fields. Is there anything beyond the flow of oil 
through the Straits of Hormuz that the U.S. has seen at this 
point? 


A No, I don't have anything to offer you on 
that. 


9) Do we know for sure that the Etendards have 
arrived in Iraq? 


A I don't know. 


0 You don't know? 


A I don't know. I personally don't know. 
Maybe somebody in our government knows, but I don't know. 
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Q Are the reports that American ships or 
amphibious ships are heading in that direction correct? Can 
you tell us that? 


A I don't know where Alan left that yesterday, 
but I think the Pentagon would have to tell you, if 
they are prepared to tell you, where ships are. 


0 John, how far is the United States willing to 
go? And can you refresh our memory: what are our obligations 
to the allies if their flow of oil is cut off? 


A Why don't we assist you in getting from the 
Press Office the guidance that we've used before on that 
which sets that out. 


Q John, those three amphibious assault 
ships are in the Red Sea, but their deployment is scheduled 
-- I mean they are headed for the Indian Ocean where the 
Ranger is. Might that not act as a trip-wire that would 
trigger Khomeni, since he is so anxious to get into the 
fray? 





A Without confirming where they are -- because 
I honestly don't know -- I don't see why it would be a 
trip-wire. I mean, the ships are not doing anything that 
is provocative or hostile in any way, so I don't see -- 


0 He doesn't need much encouragement. 
A Well -- 
Q May I ask another question? Dr. Wadia 


Haddad, the Lebanese National Security Adviser, is in the 
building with the Lebanese Ambassador. Who is he meeting, 
do you know? 


A I think he's seeing Larry Eagleburger later 
in the day, and I don't know what other appointments he might 
have scheduled. I think he's on a private visit here, and 
is certainly seeing Larry Eagleburger later in the day. He 
may see others. I don't know. 


Q John, do you have anything on the sabotage- 
bombing of that port in Nicaragua? 


A No. We received a note from the Nicaraguan 
Government, and we're looking at it. 


Q Are they blaming us for --. 
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A I haven't seen the note, but I assume that. 
may be the thrust of it. 


0 Do we have any general comment on this kind 
of activity? 


A No. 
0 You have no general comment? 
A No. 


Q Do you have anything at all that you can say 
now about the Secretary's three meetings with the Chinese 
Foreign Minister? 


A Not really. Why don't we leave that until 
Mr. Wu's visit comes to an end, I think, tomorrow after- 
noon. We will have a backgrounder for you tomorrow after- 
noon on the entire visit. They met for many hours 
yesterday in the morning and the afternoon, with the 
Secretary and others; the Vice President gave a lunch 
yesterday; the Secretary gave a dinner last night. I think 
the Chinese have a dinner tonight, and a message from the 
"front," is about to tell me something else, (Laughter) 
and that is that Wadia Haddad may also have seen Dick 


Murphy -- may have seen or be seeing. 
0 Can you give us the time on this 
backg rounder? 


A I think it will be toward the end of the 
afternoon when the appropriate senior official gets back 
from the airport. Five-ish, something like that. 


Q Tomorrow? 
A Tomorrow, yes. 
Q But you can't give any kind of -- "cordial 


talks," or anything? 


A The talks seem to be going very well. They 
were back in again this morning. I didn't sit in for all 
of them this morning, but the talks seem to be going well. 
They certainly did yesterday. 


Lester. 
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Q Since you've been very forthcoming this 
morning -- 

A Obviously, too forthcoming, I can see that. 

O (Inaudible) well, am I correct in presuming 


that the Secretary is, and must be, well-acquainted with the 
economic picture of the United States in order to answer 
questions from foreign governments? 


A He is not the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
I think he is well-informed about the economy. 


O Certainly, has a good grasp. Then, could 
you tell us, does the Secretary have any reason to disagree 
with Senator Glenn's statement that former Vice President 
Mondale was the first mate of the Titanic? 





A I haven't heard the Secretary deliver him- 
self of an opinion on that, Lester. 


0) In other words, you answer is that he would 
certain not dispute a United States Senator's judgment? 


A No, that was not my answer, Lester. My 
answer was, I hadn't heard him deliver himself of an opi- 
nion on that. 


Q He'll let that go? I mean, he's not going 
to comment on it? 


A I have no idea that he's about to comment on 
it. He hadn't indicated he would be about to. 


@) Is there any evidence from Burma that would 
supply any information on the bombing of Sunday? 


A No, not really, Bernie. You've seen reports 
that a number of people have been arrested by the Burmese 
authorities, that at least one of them is being interro- 
gated. We don't really know who they are or whether they 
are indeed involved. The investigation is going forward, 
and that's about all we have. 


QO Do you have any comment on the statements 
that have been made in Seoul, by officials of the govern- 
ment to the effect that they plan to take diplomatic 
measures against North Korea as a result of this, rather 
than military measures? 








15 


A I think those statements are conditional, 
are they not, saying upon the outcome of the inquiry and 
the apportionment of blame, should North Korea be -- 


Q They've already concluded who is reponsible. 


A They may have concluded that, yes. 
No, I don't think we would have anything on that. 


Q John, on El Salvador: all the radio stations 
in the country have cut down on their news broadcasts pur- 
Suant to a threat issued by the ESA -- Secret Anti-communist 
Army -- one of the death squads -- including the station 
that broadcasts Voice of America, and they've been asked 
not to make any broadcast with reference to the Christian 
Democratic Party, union activity, and the civil war. 


Do you have any statement with respect to what 
appears to be an attempt to censor the press there? And 
do you know of any Salvadoran government efforts to stop 
the recent spate of death-squad activity? 


A No. No, I really don't have any comment 
because I'm not familiar with the report. Obviously, our 
position on the freedom of the press is quite clear, just 
as obviously our position on death squads in Fl Salvador is quite 
clear -- we've spoken out very strongly against them. It's 
not the kind of activity we expect to see in El Salvador, 
but I don't have any specifics on that. 


QO Does the fact that no senior government official 
has yet issued any specific condemnation -- that is, any 
government official in El. Salvador -- of this resurgence of 
death-squad activity indicate to you any complicity on the 
part of the government? 


A Oh, I don't have anything on that, Jim. 


O John, you said earlier that the Secretary 
had not made his views known about the Clark visit, as far 
as you know. 


A He hasn't talked to anybody about it. 


Q Has he discussed that whole trip with Clark 
himsel f? | 


A I don't know. 
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Q In Manila, Ambassador Armacost is quoted as 
having said that if the resignation of this inquiry 
commission then leads to the formation of a new commission to 
find further evidence, it would be a good thing? Do you 
have anything to say about this? 


A I think he was commenting on the developing 
situation. I think he was saying that if, in fact, the 
outcome of this is a full, fair, objective assessment of 
what happened to Mr. Acquino, that would be a good develop- 
ment. That, of course, is our position. 


Another message from the "front" -- 


Q Whoops! (Laughter) 


A What did I do wrong this time? This takes 
the question of Wadia Haddad one more -- (Laughter) 


Mr. Haddad is not meeting with Larry Eagleburger 
today, so I assume that leaves us the state of play that he 
either has, or is about to meet with Mr. Murphy, and is not 
meeting with Mr. Eagleburger today. I don't know about any 
other meetings he might have with Mr. Eagleburger or 
others. 


Do you think there is a little confusion on the 


Q Do you think it's possible he is wandering 
the halls and not meeting with anyone? 


(Laughter) 

A No. 

QO Can't go above the second floor. 

A Even above the second floor. 

(Laughter) 

0 Can I go back to Manila? It has now been 


more than seven weeks since Mr. Aquino was killed, and yet 
there has been no discernible movement to find out who did 
it. The Commission that was formed now has resigned; 
nothing has come out from the government there. 


At the time, it seems to me, the United States 
was rather anxious to get to the bottom of the whole 
matter. How does it feel now? How does your Government 
feel now? 
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A Still very -- it's your government, too -- 
still very anxious to get to the bottom of it, but 
necessarily it must be a Filipino investigation. We are 


encouraging, there is no question -- without interfering in 
internal Filipino affairs -- we have indicated our encourage- 
ment for a speedy inquiry a.. «a speedy finding. 

@) What do you -‘k the implications are of the 


fact that it has been almost two months, and there has 
been none. 


A I think we regret the delay, but as I say, 
it is an internal Filipino matter; and there is a course of 
events that has been followed. 

fe) Is there any review being made of the 
situation in South Korea as to whether the President ought 
to go there, or is that situation still as it was? 


A Not to my knowledge. Still as it was, and the 
Presidential visit is still on as far as I know. 


0 Thank you. 


A O.K. 


The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m. 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. A couple of 
announcements. There will be a readout at 5:00 this afternoon 
in this briefing room on the Chinese Foreign Minister's 
visit to Washington. It will be on BACKGROUND, attributable 
to a senior State Department official. 


Also in the Press Office is a fairly lengthy state- 
ment on a new wave of repression in the Soviet Union. It 
involves the jailing of three human rights activists. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 
Q On the announcements, John, are you expecting 
any major announcements at this 5:00 briefing? Prior to the 


visit you were not expecting any announcements. 


A No, it will be a straight readout on Foreign 
Minister Wu's visit here. 


0 You don't expect an announcement of the exact 
dates of the Premier's visit here? 


A I don't. I think that would come from the 
White House. 


0 Today? 
A I'm not aware of it. 
Q On the Soviet Union, do you now have any 


official notification from the Soviets on their intentions in 
the various arms talks? 


A No, nothing official. There's been no offi- 
cial announcement that the Soviets have decided to interrupt 
the Geneva talks, nor have they proposed a recess in Geneva. 
As of today, sessions are continuing and further sessions 
have been scheduled. 


For our part, we're prepared to continue our 
active negotiating efforts until we reach an equitable 
agreement. Should an agreement not be reached before 
deployments begin, we stand ready to halt or reverse our 
deployments through continued negotiation. 

















The statement by Mr. Zamyatin is simply the latest 
in a serious of Soviet threats directed toward Western 
public opinion. Soviet threats to walk out of the talks because 
of U.S. deployments are totally unjustifiable. The United 
States is negotiating seriously, actively and continuously 
with a view to reaching agreement as early as possible. 


The United States has been so negotiating for two 
years during which Soviet deployment of SS-20s has continued 
unabated. Over 100 Soviet SS-20s with more than 300 
warheads have become operational since the negotiations began 
in November ‘'8l. 


@) You don't consider Mr. Zamyatin an official? 


A Don't consider that an official notification 
by the Soviets. The meetings are going on. No termination 
date has been set for this round. 


re) What would it take to be an official 
announcement? 


A I think they would have to give notification 
at Geneva in those talks. 


0 Without hedging words on this, Mr. Zamyatin 
does not go off on his own to make statements like this. 
He's obviously representing the Soviet Union. 


A All I can say is that even as we meet, these 
meetings are continuing; they are scheduled to resume 
Tuesday and Thursday of next week. There's no suggestion 
that there's a cancellation, as of today. 


QO John, anything at all that would confirm the 
reports that the Soviets are going to put a new- proposal, 
somewhat more flexible proposal -- 


A Nothing to confirm that. There's been an 
awful lot of speculation about that which I've seen, but 
nothing to confirm that. 


0 Have they said anything as far as you know at 
the negotiations that would indicate -- 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q You mentioned in your statement that the 
Soviet deployment of SS-20s continued unabated during the 
period of the negotiations. Does that include unabated in 
the period since March, which was the last time the U.S. 
acknowledged a solid number of SS-20s? 














A Just of my own knowledge, I'm unable to give 
you a specific indication of when which missile was put into 
Operation. 


0 No, I don't mean to get that, specifically. 
I want to get at the question of whether -- since March, 
there have been a lot of changes at the negotiating table, 
both on the U.S. part and perhaps on the Soviet part as 
well. And what I'm trying to get at is whether there has 
also been a concomitant change in the deployment of the 


Scviet missiles? 
A I just can't -- 
@) You can't help with that? 
A I don't know. 


QO On the arms talks, just so we're sure we're 
talking about the same thing, when you talk about suspension 
Or cancellation, you're talking about both INF and START? 


A This particular statement referred to INF, 
but as of today the same pertains to START; yes. There's no 
suggestion that there's a cancellation. 


0 Also on the Soviet Union, can you confirm 


reports that Soviet ships harassed a Japanese ship in the 
airliner search? 


A I think basically the Pentagon may have more 
on that than I do. We do have a little on it which I can- 
not, for the moment, put my hand on -- yes, I can. 


As I say, basically the Pentagon would be talking 
about that. But it is correct that a Soviet vessel 
approached a Japanese vessel chartered to the U.S. Navy 
which was participating in the search and recovery effort. 
And, as I say, for more specific information, check with the 


Pentagon. 


The encounter took place in international waters. 
This is a ship chartered by ourselves. It has a special 
capability to anchor in deep water and is used to provide 
precise navigational information for the search force. But, 
again, for details, I think the Pentagon is the place to go. 


Q Was that the subject of yesterday's conver- 
sation with Mr. Dobrynin? 











A I guess, as a matter of fact, we probably 
should stand by what we said yesterday. We're not getting 
into the subject of that particular -- 


Q Have you brought it up with the Soviet Union? 


A We are looking at the situation, and we'll 
decide how to proceed. 


Q In other words, you have not yet brought it 
up? 


A We're looking at it, looking at the details. 


0 Can you do anything better than “approached this 
ship?” Is that all you have, really? 


A The Pentagon may be able to do better than 
that. 


0 That's all you have is the word “approached?" 
Ay That's all that we have, yes. 


0 Would this be comparable to the U.S. approach 
of the Soviet ship in the waters off Nicaragua? 


A Why don't you ask the Pentagon, but I think 
the cases are somewhat different. 


Q In the new twist that the Secretary has put 
recently on our Lebanese policy, we now -- 


A A “new twist?" 


Q In the sense that where we were for a strong 
central government, now we are for a strong -- we are for 
reconciliation talks, encouraging reconciliation talks. 

Yet, today, in her interview with President Gemayel, Flora's 
interview, she has Gemayel saying that he really doesn't 
believe much in these talks; they are a camouflage, and he 
kind of indicates that the U.S. has been pushing the 
Lebanese Government in the direction of talks that he 
doesn't want. He seems to indicate that the May 17th 
accord, which the Secretary helped set up, is in danger. 


A We're obviously not going to comment on 
newspaper reports of what foreign heads of state have said. 
But the facts are quite plain. We consider that national 
reconciliation in Lebanon is a vital part of the process 
that we're embarked on and others are embarked on there. 
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The facts of the matter are that President Gemayel has 
worked vigorously himself to bring about national recon- 
ciliation. But beyond that, I don't think we'll have any 
comment on a newspaper interview. 


QO There's a story, I think, from Israel radio 
to the effect that the United States and Jordan are working 
on the creation of a Jordanian force to be used in other 
parts of the Persian Gulf, or what have you? Some funding 
has been sought from Congress on this? 


A I'm not going to confirm or deny that par- 
ticular report. Jordan is an important friend of the United 
States with which we have long-standing and well-known mili- 
tary supply relationships. It is in the interest of the 
United States to continue these relationships. 


As both countries have an interest in regional 
security that is equally well known, it should surprise no 
one that questions of regional security are regularly 
discussed. 


That's the background of the relationship, and 
we're not going to have any comment on this story or any 
other speculation along these lines. 


0 Has there been any request of Congress or any 
plans to request from Congress any additional military 
assistance for Jordan? 


a I'm just going to leave you with those words, 
I'm afraid. 


Q Could we have copies? 
A Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment on the discussion in 


Israel about linking the Israeli economy to the United 
States, making the dollar an Israeli currency? 


a Obviously, Israeli economic decisions are -- 
that's a matter fer Israel to decide. The Israeli 
Government announced earlier this week some decisions with 
regard to devaluation of the shekel and reduction of sub- 
sidies. These seem to represent positive moves to deal with 
their economic problem which should produce positive results. 


According to Israeli Finance Minister Aridor, the 
Cabinet will continue to consider measures to strengthen the 
program of economic adjustment. We cannot speculate on what 
their considerations might be. Decisions concerning manage- 
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ment of the Israeli economy are a matter for Israeli deter- 
mination, and I think we would have to refer you to the 
Israelis for any further discussion. 


0 There were announcements that this move to 
link the economies was in discussion for six months; there was 
a secret plan that was drawn up; there were discussions with 
American officials. Can you comment on those? 


A There certainly have been discussions of a 
general character. The United States Government has an 
interest in the strength and the vitality of the Israeli 
economy. Israeli and U.S. officials have regularly 
discussed their perceptions of the imbalances besetting the 
Israeli economy. We continue to consult, but the decisions 
to deal with Israel's economy are Israel's decisions. 


0 Has the Director General of the Israeli Treasury 
asked the United States for special help to help stablize 
the Israeli currency? 


ah I don't know. I can't answer that. Sorry. 


@) John, on the same subject. Do you know 
anything about a high-level Israeli delegation coming to the 
United States next week? 


A There was an earlier report that Mr. Aridor 
himself was coming. I think that is not now true. I think 
he's not coming, but I don't know what other Israeli offi- 
cials might be. 


Q Another question on the Gemayel interview in 
the New York Times. When Gemayel refers to these talks as 
a camouflage and a distraction, doesn't that indicate to 
other parties in the negotiations something to the degree 
that -- wouldn't it erode their confidence in being able to 
get anything out of the talks? Might it not hurt prospects 
for accomplishing anything? 





A I don't know. We're talking about a 
newspaper report of what he said. I mean, the facts are 
that he has worked vigorously to bring about national recon- 
ciliation and been deeply involved in getting these diverse 
factions together. Those are the facts. That's what he has 
been involved in. 


QO Do you have some information that makes you 
think maybe the report is not accurate? 


A No, not at all. I think it's probably unwise 
for the statement -- to have an instant response on a press 





report of what a foreign head of state has said. 


0 Hasn't he said those very same things to the 
United States several times? 


ns The facts are that we have been working 
vigorously with him over a period of months, and he has been 
pursuing very vigorously this question of getting these -- 
there has been no suggestion of any reticence on his part in 
what he's been doing, in what he's been trying to bring 
together and which now seems to be coming together in terms 
of meetings. 


Q On this, it's well known that President 
Gemayel favored, first, getting the foreign forces out of 
the country; then embark on the national reconciliation. He 
changed course in the last two months, after you pressured 
him. 


A You're making a statement, or you're asking a 
question? 

0 I'm asking a question. 

A Is it well known -- what is the question? 


--MORE-- 
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0 The question: for now, a year and some months, 
President Gemayel has refused to accept any proposal for 
national reconciliation saying, "First, let's get the 
foreign forces out of the country. Then we will talk among 
each other for a national reconciliation." 


He has changed this by accepting to talk about 
the national reconciliation while the Israelis, 
Palestinians, and Syrians are still in. 


Is this the result of your convincing him, pressur- 
ing him? 


A I guess we would have to get an expert to 
respond to your thesis, but I am not sure that your thesis 
is correct. It seems to me that President Gemayel has, 
from the time he acceded to the Presidency, had in mind 
the broadening of the base of his government, and he has 
similarly had in mind the withdrawal of foreign forces. 


I don't think those are contradictory. It is 
certainly true that the current process of national 
reconciliation has taken some time to put together. 


0 They are not contradictory? 


= 


A I don't think they are contradictory. To 
achieve national reconciliation in Lebanon and at the 
Same time to have all foreign forces removed -- I don't 
see why those are contradictory. 


QO Do you want to see why? 

A No, I don't see why they are contradictory. 
Q Can you tell us why Mr. McFarlane is back? 

By I think he is back for a review of the over- 


all Middle East situation, Bernie. It seemed an appropriate 
time for him to come back. Ambassador Fairbanks remains 

in Beirut. Ambassador McFarlane came in last night. He 

met with the Secretary for a fairly lengthy veriod, and 
other officials in the Department. He is having lunch 

with the Secretary today, and undoubtedly will see other 
officials while he is here. 


Q Can you tell us something more about the 
review, what kind of review is it that is taking place? 
Does it have any particular goal, or is it just a way of 
looking at what the developments have been? 
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A I think it is an appropriate time to take 
a look at the situation. Having gone through this par- 
ticular phase, and the reconciliation talks now apparently 
about to begin, it seems an appropriate time to 
take a look at where we are in the Middle East. 


Q Will he be going back to be in those talks? 


A We are not present at the talks, Bernie. 

fe) Let's say with his ear against the door. 

A With his ear against the door? 

0 Will he be there at the time of the talks? 
A I am not sure when he is going back. I am 


not sure if even he is sure of his departure time. 


Q How long do you anticipate this review is 
going to continue? 


A I have no idea, Don, how long his talks here 
will take. 
9) You said he saw the Secretary and some others. 


Was this last night or this morning? 
A He saw the Secretary last night, right. 


0 If I can just follow up, is this review de- 
signed to introduce new emphases or accents in U.S. policy 
towards the Middle East? 


A I think it is designed -- the communication -- 
Q May we get a new policy shift out of this? 


A I don't know about a new policy shift. The 
President's September 1 proposal is there, and nobody has 
come up with a better proposal. 


We have been working vigorously to produce a reso- 
lution in Lebanon, and he has been out -- I forget how 
many days he has been out there, since he was in Washington 
on this particular cycle, but it seems a good time for him 
to come back and have the kind of face-to-face, in-depth 
discussions with the Secretary and others that obviously 
he can't have quite as effectively by phone and by cable. 


Q Then, you are not going to come up with a 
whole new policy kind of thing. 
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A The President's September 1 policy on the 
Middle East is in position. 


Q Has there been any response to these -- there 
have been several stories that the Jordanians have indicated 
new interest in the proposal, and Mr. Arafat has made some 


moves. 
A Seen the stories. 


@) Is anything really going on? 


A I don't think we would get into anything that 
might be going on. 

Q John, who is heading up the review? 

A I think we have kind of gotten rolling with 
this word “review" here. I think in terms -- 

fe) I think you used it. 

A Maybe I used it, but I was using it ina 


rather less dramatic sense than you now seem to be using it. 
It is a tour of the horizon. Perhaps I will come to regret 
that phrase now. (Laughter) 


But it is a question of his coming back and 
relating what has transpired to the extent that we have not 
been able to fill in the gaps by phone and by cable, and 
looking at what happens next, where we should proceed next, 
with our over-all Middle East policy. 


It is not a question of changing, it is a question 
of reviewing how we proceed. 


O The Middle East, in general, or just Lebanon? 
A The Middle East, in general. 


Q I think we are a little confused here. That 
is what most of the questions are trying to get at. Is this 
a major review that could result in a new policy initiative 
on the part of -- or the dropping of old policies, embarking 
On new ones? What exactly is going on? 


A There is certainly no hint of that, because 
the policy is there, and it is a good one, and it is the 
basis on which we are operating. 


I don't know how the discussions will proceed this 


week, 








ll 


@) And the discussions, are they being held at 
State, the White House, or who is -- ? 


A I would think that, traditionally, it has been 
the case that our Middle East negotiator has seen the 
President, and I would think he would, while he is here, 
sure. You might check with the White House. 


Q The President gave a radio talk on Saturday 
about the Middle East, and in it he said that -- as I read 
it -- his September lst initiative is still his policy, 
but that it couldn't really get implemented until the 
situation in Lebanon was taken care of, which leads me to 
the question: For the situation in Lebanon to be resolved, 
does that mean the foreign forces have to leave, or is 
just a cease-fire good enough? 


A For the situation in Lebanon to be resolved, 
sure. For what we would consider to be a resolution of 
it, yes. We would want to see the removal of foreign 
forces. 


8) Because that could be a long time. 


A Yes, but the one does not hinge upon the 
other. As we have always said from the beginning, we 
intended to pursue the Lebanon track while pursuing the 
over-all Middle East track. 


Now, obviously the situation in Lebanon deteriorated, 
and obviously it was an impediment, no question about 
that, to over-all movement on the over-all Middle East 
plan. But that doesn't mean that nothing can happen on 
the Middle East until you have one hundred percent 
resolution of the Lebanese situation, and we have some 
movement in Lebanon which seems to be gratifying, and 
by which we are pleased. 


fe) Are you aware of arfy discussion of a Shamir 
visit to Washington? 


A No, not at all. 


Q Why is the Israeli ambassador seeing Mr. 
Eagleburger today, do you know? 


A I didn't know he was seeing Mr. Eagleburger. 
Q He is seeing him right now. 
A Is he? Okay, you are ahead of me. On the 





public schedule, is it? 
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Q John, there are reports of a magazine inter- 
view with Syrian Foreign Minister Khaddam in which he said 
that Syria wouldn't withdraw until Lebanon cancelled the 
Lebanese/Israeli agreement. Have you seen those? Do you 
have any comment? 


A I have seen those reports, but, again, I 
think we would be unwise to comment on a press report of 
an official of the Syrian Government. Our position on 
what is needed is quite clear -- the withdrawal of 
foreign forces, and I think we won't have any comment 
on Mr. Khaddam's statement. 


O John, on the Jordanian comments you made 
earlier, you said that as is well known, the U.S. consults 
with Jordan regularly, discusses with Jordan regularly, 
its relationship, military relationship, and so on. 


Is the U.S. also consulting with Israel on what- 
ever is being referred to in the comments you made? 


A I think I am just going to leave you with 
those comments, Ralph. 


Q So you are going to leave it with "consulting 
with Jordan" on it but not consulting with Israel? 


A We consult with Israel about all kinds of 
things. 


0 Do you have anything new to say on the Iran/ 
Iraq situation in the Persian Gulf? 


A No. I have seen those reports of some action 
Out there, although I must say they seem to be confused 
and they are changing all the time. We don't have anything 
to confirm the suggestion that there have been strikes on 
ships. 


0 Do you have anything about the American ships 
and Marines going out to that area? 


A No, I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q John, there are reports today -- and I am re- 
ferring to the Boston Globe reporting that you are thinking 
of having a joint maneuver with the Saudis, sending some 
F-15's for the joint maneuvers, to protect -- 





A I don't, but I have an idea that Alan was 
asked about that a day or two ago. No, sorry. No. 


Q You have nothing on it? 
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A I have nothing on it. 
Q Will they happen or what? 
A Try the Pentagon. 


fe) John, do you agree with the thesis saying 
that sending Marines to the Indian Ocean and to the Gulf 
is an indicator to easing of the situation in Lebanon and 
the Middle East, in general? 


A Oh, I don't think I would really attempt an 
assessment. You know, the military takes a look at the 
situation, what they have in terms of forces on the ground, 
and what they need to support them, and I think I will 
leave to the Pentagon their analysis of why these additional 
Marines were withdrawn. 


@) John, could you confirm that the United 
States, or the State Department, has proposed a fifty 
percent cut in aid to Zimbabwe because of the stand that 
Zimbabwe took on the airliner incident in the Security Council? 


A Let me get you something on that later, Jim. 
We will have a little something on that. I don't have it 
with me at the moment. Let me get you something. 


QO John, on Central America. 
A Yes. 
Q Is Dr. Kissinger or any other member of his Conm- 


mission planning to meet with Guillermo Ungo or any other 
member of the Salvadoran guerrilla political wing? 


A I don't know. The Commission made some 
statements about who they would be meeting with on this 
trip, but it is a Presidential Commission, and -- 


Q But it is on that trip, is what they are 
talk?» about. How about when they come back? 


A I don't know. They are a very independent 
body. It is not a State Department operation. 
It is a Presidential Commission. 


Q You mean when Kissinger says that the Salva- 
dorans have to improve their human rights situation in 
order to continue aid, he is speaking for himself and not 
for the government? 


A I assume that he was speaking for himself 
on that occasion. I am sure that those views coincide 
with our particular views. We are very concerned about 
human rights in El Salvador, but he said what he said. 
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@) Was he asked by the government to transmit 
that view? 


A No, absolutely not. He is there as the Chair- 
man of a Presidential Commission, but I am not suggesting 
we are in disagreement with what he said, but he is speaking 
as the Chairman of an independent commission. 


Q Is that view going to be transmitted by the 
Secretary on this trip? 


A That we are concerned about human rights in 
El Salvador? That has been transmitted on many occasions 
by many levels of US Government officials. 


Q Especially now with death squads. 


A We have made very clear our opposition to the 
death squads, our concern -=- the question Jim asked yester- 
day about the pressures that are being put on the press 
in El Salvador. That concerns us. We consider that to be 
improper and have made our views well known. 


0 But former President Duarte, coming out of a 
meeting with Kissinger, said that he thought it might be 
possible, based on what he heard from Kissinger, that 
military aid could be cut to El Salvador on the basis of 
this. 


Are you associating yourself with that warning? 


A No. What we are saying is Dr. Kissinger is 
heading a Presidential Commission, which is operating 
independently, and what that Commission does, and indeed 
what it says, is something that it itself determines. 


Q No, but you said that there was a coincidence 
of views here, and I am asking whether that coincidence 
extended to those remarks by Duarte. 


A I am not going to respond to every remark, 
but certainly on the question of human rights there is no 
divergence between what Dr. Kissinger said about concern 
over that and the concern of the Administration. 





Q John, the Foreign Minister of Honduras, 
before leaving Washington this morning told me that they 
had invited Guatemalan troops for training at the same 
military school in Puerto Castilla where we are training 
Salvadoran troops. 
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My question is, would the Green Berets that are 
over there training Salvadoran troops also train the 
Guatemalans, or would this be counter our restrictions on 
military aid to Guatemala? 


A I don't have anything on it, but I think Mr. 
Romberg had something a few days ago. If you want to 
check with the Press Office, I think there is some guidance 
on that. | 


0 Do you have anything on the Inter-American 
Commission's report on Guatemala? 


A No. Have seen it and will be looking at 
it, but, of course, our views would be published in our 
report on human rights, anyway, but I don't have anything 
specific on it. 


0 One more on Central America. Anything on the 
reports that Costa Rican Interior -- well, security -- 
ministries are threatening to expel all of our (inaudible) from 
Costa Rica? 


A No, I haven't seen anything on that. 


Q John, while you are looking into that 
Zimbabwe thing, did you have anything recently on the dif- 
ferent bombings on South Africa? 


A No, I did not. 


Q Are you going to say anything about that, 
or will you look into that? 


A I haven't planned to. 
0 Will you? 


Q John, back to the Kissinger Commission, the 
President did issue an Executive Order setting up the 
Commission which gave it certain limited duties and re- 
sponsibilities. . 


You said a moment ago that what the Commission 
says and does is what it decides to do on its own. Are you 
saying now that the limitations imposed on it by the 
President really don't matter? 


A Oh, no. I am sure the Commission is operating 
in terms of its Presidential charter, but the point I was 
making is that it is not a State Department entity. It is 
Operating independently. 


QO Why don't you kick them out of the building? 
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A Well, I think that is rather a silly sug- 
gestion. 


0 Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I understand 
there is an acute interest on the part of some of getting 
out of here early today. 


0 For what? 


MR. HUGHES: I don't know. I was told that some 
of you have an engagement -- 


O Not for others. 


A Not for others? Oh, I see. It's one of 
those selective things. 


I really don't have any have any announcements, 
but I might mention that somebody -- I think Jim Loeb -- 
asked me the other day whether there had been any statements 
out of El Salvador on the activities of death squads, and we 
do have a few of those statements available in the Press 
Office, including a very recent one by the Salvadoran 
Political Commission which actually has not yet appeared on 
FBIS. So you might be interested in that one, which is in 
the Press Office. 


That's it. 


0 Some other unfinished business: Ouring his 
visit, did the Chinese Foreign Minister meet with the 
Director of the Central Intelligence Agency? 


A I don't know of my own knowledge that he did, 
Jim. He may have. I don't know. 


0) It seems more and more that we get more of 
Our news these days from Xinhua, the New China News 
Agency, on things like that because according to them, he 
did meet the CIA, despite that briefing which we had 
yesterday which was supposed to be a summary of the meeting. 


A I don't know, but if he did and if it's in 
Xinhua, I wouldn't see any reason why CIA wouldn't confirm 
it. 


0 Do you see any reason why it wasn't mentioned 
on the schedule put out by you? 





A I wasn't down for a senicr administration 
official's briefing -- 


QO Well put. 
A -- so I haven't caught up with it. 


8) I don't see any reason why it shouldn't have 
been, either. In fact -- 


A Was he asked about it? 
@) No. How would we have asked? 
A I don't know that he would routinely have related 


every visit with every official in Washington that Mr. Wu 
had. But I honestly don't know anything about it. 


0 The presumption is that when you do put out a 
schedule, that, unless there is some last-minute revision, 
that it is complete. 


A Uh-huh. I don't know. I don't know what was 
on the schedule, and I don't know whether it was or was not 
on the schedule that you got. 


Are you saying it wasn't on the schedule? 


@) It was not. 
aan Ok. I just can't help you. I don't know. 
0 John, what can you tell us about the review 


of the Middle Fast that is going on? Mr. Shultz is over at 
the White House again today? 


A The Secretary has been over at the White 
House and will be over at the White House on a number of 
occasions today. He was over there, I think, with Wadia 
Haddad earlier in the morning; he was over with Ambassador 
McFarlane; and I'm sure that the talks that have been going 
on in the Department this week, I'm sure the input from that 
went into the session that Ambassador McFarlane had with the 
President. He would have reported on where we stand in 
Lebanon, and I'm sure would have had some general thoughts 
about the outlook in the Middle Fast. 




















@) Could you just tidy up that word "review" 
again? Are we going back to a review of our policy with an 
intention to redesign and make changes, or is it essentially 
a review of developments, etc.? 


A A review of developments and where we go from 
here. 


0 Just again to clarify, you said McFarlane had 
a meeting with the President. Was Shultz involved in that 
meeting also? 





Ay Yes. The Secretary took Mr. McFarlane over 
to the White House, and they met with the President. 


2) Ok. And that was a separate meeting from 
another meeting that Shultz had with the President -- 


A Wadia Haddad was over there earlier today, 
and the Secretary was over there for that meeting, too. 
He saw the President. 


¢) The additional meetings that you mentioned, 
will the Secretary also be meeting with the President and 
McFarlane at the White House today? 


nes I don't know that he has any more meetings 
with the President and Mr. McFarlane, but I think he will be 
meeting again with the President. 

0 And can you tell us whether the subject of 
the meeting in which McFarlane was present was exclusively 
Middle Fast policy, or would you -- 


A I think it was, but I don't know. I wasn't 
at the meeting. 


0 Well, more directiy, would you say whether 
the subject of the new National Security Adviser would have 
been brought up? 

A, I don't know. I don't know. 


0 Would you take that question? 


A No, I don't think we'd tell you what the 
President talked to the Secretary about. 


0 Do you have any comment at all on the announ- 


cement -- 
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e) -- except on the Middle East? 


A I think it's a logical conclusion that Mr. 
McFarlane would have reported on his Middle Eastern -- 


e) Is it an illogical conclusion to suggest that 
the next NSC adviser would have also come up at that meeting? 


A I didn't know that the next NSC adviser had 
been appointed. I haven't heard the President make any 
announcement. 


0 You don't think that subject would be a logi- 
cal subject for the meeting? 


A It might, or it might not. I don't know; I 
wasn't there. 


8) Would you comment on widespread reports of 
jubilation within the State Department at the transfer of 
Judge Clark from one post to another? 


A All I know are the facts, Bernie -- what I 
Saw yesterday. I didn't see any jubilation. I know that 
the Secretary of State received the news at about 3:90 
o'clock in the afternoon, somewhere around there; that imme- 
diately after the public announcement he talked on the phone 
with Judge Clark, congratulated him. They went over what 
the Secretary believed to be the achievements for the 
President's foreign policy that they have jointly made in 
the past year; he talked about the good working relationship 
there had been between them. 


He said that he hoped to draw on Judge Clark's 
counsel in Judge Clark's new role, and said that he would 
look forward very much to a cordial working relationship 
with him as a Cabinet colleague. 


2) Are you saying he rang Judge Clark? 
A He called Judge Clark, yes. 


@) Was this news a surprise to the Secretary of 
State, just like all the other people, as it seems? 


A I think he first became aware of it in mid- 
afternoon; he had no indication before that, so in that 
sense I suppose it came as a surprise. 














@) Who was in the meeting with Wadia Haddad? 
Can you tell us from here, John? 


i I think -- I honestly don't know. I know the 
Secretary went over. I'm not sure whether Judge Clark was 
in that meeting or not. I don't know; you'll have to ask 
the White House. It was a White House -- 


@) Did he see the President? 
A He did see the President, yes. 
0 Did McFarlane attend that meeting? 


A I think McFarlane was there, but I'm a little 
loathe of giving you what was to have happened, as distinct 
from what might have happened. I think you ought to check 
with the White House as to who was there. 


0 Can you tell us the subject of the noon 
luncheon between the President and the Secretary? 


A No. 


0 Although I don't want to ask ahout the 
Jordanian force for the Persian Gulf because you have made 
your position yesterday very well, I just want to ask you 
your comment on a statement or an item in the story this 
morning in The Washington Post, that President Reagan plans to 
appeal personally to Israeli Nefense Minister Moshe Arens 
to intercede with pro-Israeli members of Congress and to 
persuade them that such a force would be in the interest of 
the United States and Israel. 





Do you have a comment on this? 
A No. No. 


0 No you have anything else to say on that 
Jordanian force? 


a No. 
0 John, is it true that Congress has actually 
enacted some portion of a bill giving money to this planned 


Jordanian force? 


A Can't answer that. Can't answer it. 


0 Can't answer it because you don't know, or 
they won't let you? 














A I can't answer it because I don't know. 


0 Can you explain the reason for the lack of 
information on that from the lectern? 


A I don't think it is a lack of information. 
We gave you some words on it yesterday, Bernie, and we're 
going to stand by those words. 


@) John, is there any change in the U.S. 
possible sale of F-l6s to Jordan? 


A I think you ought to see the F-16 situation 
in a separate context, and I think that we would refer you 
to the kind of guidance we gave you on that sometime ago: 
Should there be a formal request for F-16s and advanced 
weaponry, we would consider it. There has not been such a 
request, but I would really like you to dig out the language 
that we used specifically some months ago. 


There has been no change in that situation. 


8) So the United States is not "offering" F-l6s 
is the way you're putting it now? 


A That's correct. 


0 What can you tell us about the circumstances 
of the Marine's killing today in Beirut? 


A That is, obviously, a sad story. We are 
deeply concerned that our Marines continue to come under 
fire; we're saddened by the death today of another Marine. 
Nevertheless, the fact that the cease-fire is holding, by end 
large, and that the national reconciliation process is 
moving forward indicates that the Multinational Force is 
exerting a positive influence in moving Lebanon towards sta- 
bility, security, and eventual peace. 


Insofar as detail on the incident is concerned, I 
think that the Marines' position at the airport in Beirut 
came under sniper fire from positions northeast of the air- 
port at approximately 4:30 EDT today. 


One Marine was wounded on the perimeter road and 
was medevac'd to the Iwo Jima. A second Marine died of 
wounds. The Marines did return fire, but as of about an 
hour ago there were no further incidents. No further inci- 
dents had been reported. 














‘@) Who controls, to the best of our information, 
the area from which the fire originated? 


A I don't know, Bernie. I think you would have 
to see whether the Pentagon maybe has any more detail on 
that. We don't. 


@) On what basis do you draw the conclusion that 
the cease-fire is holding "by and large," when another Marine 
has been killed? 


A Because I think you would have to see this in 
terms of a relatively isolated -- it's a sad incident, but 
it is a relatively isolated incident. The whole area is not 
in the midst of a firefight. 


-- MORE -- 
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@) Do you know, John, if the Marines' posi- 
tions were the target or other -- 


A I don't. I can't answer that. The 
Pentagon may he able to help you. 


@) Do you see any relation between this 
killing and the departure of the other 2,000 Marines from -- 


A I don't draw any connection. 

@) Will the death of the Marine prod any 
reconsideration of the mission of the Marines in Lebanon? 

A I'm not aware of any reconsideration. 

0) Do you have any news -- the latest news 


about the reconciliation meeting that's supposed to be 
taking place between the factions in Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. I think it's scheduled for 
Thursday. 

0 Next Thursday? 

A Next Thursday. I think that's what 


President Gemayel announced. 


0 Do you have any information about the 


visit taken by the Israeli Ambassador yesterday to this 
building? 


A No, I'm afraid I don't. No, I don't. 


‘@) John, on the Gemayel thing, Flora Lewis, 
in her column -- I don't know if you answered it yesterday 
-- reported that, or quoted almost President Gemayel saying 
that the reconciliation is only to respond to American 
pressures and it's a cover for something else. 


Did the American Administration pressure Mr. 
Gemayel, and do you consider it a cover, really, for -- 


A I elected not to comment on that interview 
yesterday, and it was probably a rather wise thing to do 
because I understand that the Lebanese Embassy has a 
clarifving and correcting statement today. 


0) The Warsaw Pact countries issued a state- 
ment today that was carried by Tass which says that the INF 











negotiations should continue even if no agreement is reached 
by the end of this year. Po you have any comment on that? 
And, also, do you have any comment on the claim in the same 
statement that the Soviet freeze on SS-20 deployment in the 
European part of the Soviet Union is in place? 


A The communique appears to agree with the 
position of the United States and its Allies in two 
respects: first, that there still remains the opportunity 
for an agreement this year; and, second, that negotiations 
should continue even if agreement is not reached by the end 
of the year. 


Beyond that, Soviet conditions for continuing 
after the end of the year are unclear. The United States, 
in concert with its Allies, has been and remains prepared to 
negotiate without pre-conditions, with a view to reaching 
agreement at the earliest possible time. We call upon the 
Soviet Union to unequivocally adopt a similar stance. 


At the same time, with respect to the Soviet 
position at Geneva, the communique does not reflect any evo- 
lution of the Soviet position or any change in the tactics 
the Soviet Union has adopted to undermine NATO's LRINF 
modernization. 


The Soviets still seek to retain a monopoly of 
LRINF missiles, with large numbers of these missiles for 
themselves and none for the United States. 


| The Soviets continue to attempt to mislead 
publics by giving the impression that SS-20 deployments have 
been frozen. In fact, during the two years of the nego- 
tiations, the Soviets have increased their inventory of 
deployed SS-20 missiles by more than 100 missiles with 300 
warheads, and the buildup is continuing. 


The Soviets continue to threaten to take counter- 
measures if NATO proceeds with its modernization program 
under the 1979 dual-track decision, and otherwise seeks to 
achieve its goals through intimidation, rather than 
negotiation. 


0 Can we have a copy, please? 

A Sure. 

0 You mentioned the Soviet conditions for 
continuing beyond the end of the year. Are there any 
conditions? You said they're not clear. 
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A I think that the communique is a little 
ambiguous. There are some ambiguities in it. 

0 About whether there are any conditions or 
not? : 

A There are a number of ambiguities in it. 

@) This number that you mentioned, this 100 -- 


new missiles or warheads on that? 


A A hundred missiles; 300 warheads. I think 
there are three warheads on each missile. 


0 What does that bring it up to, accounting 
to your count? 


A We gave you a figure, I think, within the 
past few days that we're standing by. 


0 In New York, a senior State Department 
offical say in the order of 350 -- 351 I think. But the 
Defense Department is still giving out a different number -- 
380. 


A You need to check with the Pentagon for 
the specifics, but I think the discrepancy is, we're talking 
about those deployed; they're talking about missiles that 
are presently under construction, assuming they become opera- 
tional. I think that is’ the difference between those two 
figures. But I think the Pentagon would be prepared to 
clear that up for you. 


0 So that your "more than 100" is a 
reference to actually deployed? 

A Correct. 

9) And does your figure refer, as the Warsaw 


Pact Communique does, to missiles deployed ..1 the Furopean 
portion of the Soviet Union? 


A Let me do a little checking on that for 
you, Ralph. 


9) The Lebanese sources suggested that the 
May 17 agreement could be abol ished if this means solving 
the problems in Lebanon. What's your position on that idea? 


A I'm sorry. I didn't get the beginning of 
the question. 
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QO The Lebanese sources, some Lebanese sour- 
ces, suggested, I think some Lebanese officials said, that 
the May 17 agreement between Israel and Lebanon could be 
abolished if this means solving the probiems in Lebanon. 
What's your position on the idea; and part of the question, 
Israel has established a liaison office in Lebanon although 
the articles of implemention of the agreement were not 
exchanged. Do you have any idea on it; do you have any com- 
ment on that? 


A We stand by the agreement. As for the 
establishment of the liaison office, that's a matter between 
Lebanon and Israel. 


0 John, Hikmat Hsihabi, head of the Syrian 
intelligence services, is in Washington, I understand. Can 
you tell us if he has seen anybody in the Department or 
intends to? 


A I didn't know he was here so I don't know 
if he's seen anybody. 


0 You don't know he's here now? 
a, I didn't know. 
0 Do you have anything on the number of 


Soviet advisors or personnel who are accompanying the new 
missiles being sent into Syria? 


A I don't have anything new today. I'm not 
sure whether we have -- I think the Secretary has mentioned 
a figure of Soviets in Syria. I guess I would refer you to 
that. I don't have anything new today. 


) Is that since the discovery of the SS-2ls 
Or is that -- 


A No, I think that predates it. I don't 
think we have used a post -21 figure. 


0 The only reason I ask is that there seems 
to be idea running around certain circles in the 
Administration that the Syrians are being weaned away from 
the Soviet Union. There seems to be some evidence to the 
contrary. Do you know anything about this idea that Hafiz 
Assad can now be trusted? 


A No. I think the Secretary's testimony on 
Our attitude toward Syria is an exposition of the 
Administration's position. There's no change in that. 








12 


Q Do you have any more information from 
Rangoon regarding the circumstances of the death of the 
Korean diplomats and others there? 


A No. Sorry, Don. That investigation is 
continuing, and obviously we looking at it. But I don't 
have anything new. 


Q I think Weinberger said that the South 
Koreans have put together a circumstanial case, a strong 
circumstantial case that it was North Korea. Have you seen 
this? 


A They certainly have been saying that. I 
guess there are South Korean investigators in Burma, 
although I don't know what role they have played or are 


playing. 


2) What advice is the United States giving 
South Korea about its possible reaction? 


A I think it's a question of what South 
Korea has been doing and been saying. And I think South 
Korea has been exercising great restraint. Obviously, we 
are in touch with them, and there seems to be no division of 
viewpoint between us. 


0 Are you urging continued restraint? 


A I think we are in tune with the restraint 
that they themselves are exhibiting. 


Q Are we aiding in the investigation? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q We had offered to help, if they wanted it. 
A I'm not sure of that of my own knowledge. 


Are you stating that, or are you asking me? 


Q Didn't we say that? 
0 We did say that. 
A We did say that? Ok. If we said it, 
I'm sure -- 
0 The Secretary and Mr. Clark volunteered -- 
Q It was said the first day. 
A I'm not sure what the state of play is. 


I'm not sure whether we're involved. 
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Q Any comment on the missile protests in 
Europe? 

A No. 

Q Any comment on continuation or non- 


continuation of the black box search in the Sea of Japan? 


A The Pentagon. It's going on; we're still 
there. We're still looking. 


Q Any status on the review with respect to 
aid levels to Zimbabwe? 


A No. Nothing. No change beyond what we 
gave you belatedly yesterday. 


QO Do you have anything else on the reported 
breakdown in talks between the rebels and the Peace 
Commission in El Salvador, or any plans by Ambassador Stone 
to travel to the region again? 


A No. Ambassador Stone is in Europe, and I 
think will be there for another week or so. 


QO And you have nothing on that Peace 
Commission? 

“A No. 

Q On the aid -- maybe you can take this 


question. Guyana, which was also then a member of the 
Security Council, also abstained. Is the State Department 
also reviewing the aid level for Guyana? 


A Let me take a look at that for you, Jim. 


0 Do you have anything on the latest deve- 
lopments in Chile? 


A No. Are we done? Ok. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have got a 
number of, first, some housekeeping announcements and then 
one statement. 


Because Of a scheduling conflict, again, ten- 
tatively we plan to brief late tomorrow, and I ask you to 
check again. At the moment, we're talking about 4:00, but I 
would ask you to stay in touch regarding possibly having 
the briefing at the normal hour, so just be alert to all of 
that if you would. 


Second. There will tomorrow, at a time which we 
will provide to you as soon as we have it, be a press con- 
ference here in this room by David Packard, the U.S. 
Chairman of the U.S-Japan Advisory Commission, regarding the 
first report of the Commission to the President and to the 
Japanese Prime Minister. A copy of that report will be 
available in the Press Room tomorrow in connection with 
that, I believe after the press conference. 


The time is to be determined. The 
reason for hesitation is that there is also a briefing 
tomorrow afternoon. In preparation for the visit of Italian 
Prime Minister Craxi, a senior State Department official 
will brief on BACKGROUND in the White House Briefing Room at 
2:30. Again, that's Tuesday, October 18. 


One announcement regarding the naming of a new 
Cabinet in Korea. We note the appointment on October 14 of 
a new Cabinet in the Republic of Korea. This Cabinet change 
came in the wake of the tragic assassination of several key 
Korean officials in the October 9 Rangoon terrorist attack. 


We have previously expressed our shock and sorrow 
concerning the Rangoon tragedy, and our own sense of loss 
over the deaths of the admirable public servants who lost 
their lives in that attack, men known to us both as pro- 
fessional colleagues and friends. 


We wish to extend our best wishes to the new mem- 
bers of the Korean Government as they take up their heavy 
responsibilities. We have had the privilege of working with 
many of them in the past, and look forward to continued 
close ooperation in the future. 








That's it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


QO Alan, on Lebanon, the latest killing of 
the Marine, do you now believe that there is a concerted 
attempt by forces in Lebanon to attack the Marines and 
create some political reaction in this country. 


A Let me respond in this way. First, to con- 
firm, obviously, that last night one Marine was killed, three 
Others wounded as a result of small arms and RPG fire in the 
vicinity of the Lebanese University. Two of the wounded 
Marines, whose condition is serious, have been medivaced to 
the U.S.S. Iwo Jima. 





We profoundly regret this senseless loss of life 
and are disturbed that the MNF continues to be the target of 
attacks which are aimed to undermine the national recon- 
Cciliation process that is underway in Lebanon. 


We commend our Marines for their dedication and 
exemplary performance in a difficult and trying situation 
and urge a cessation of these pointless attacks against 
those who are in Lebanon to serve the cause of peace. 


0 Copy? 
A Yes. 
0 And in answer to my question, do you believe 


that there is a deliberate attempt to attack the Marines 
with the purpose of creating a political effect in this 
country? 


A Again, I can't -- in this country? I don't 
know that I could really address that beyond what I said 
here which is that -- what I said was that the targeting of 
the Marines seems aimed at undermining the national recon- 
ciliation process underway in Lebanon. That's what I gave 
you before. I con't take it beyond that. We also are not 
able, really, entify those responsible. 


0 To say that the MNF continues to be the 
target of attacks, is that the first time we have said that 
they are a target? 


a I don't know if it is or isn't. I think the 
fact is what you have, obviously in this situation, is 
Sniper fire which is unmistakeably in this case targeted. 














3 


But, again, there's no way of determining responsibility in 
a larger sense beyond -- obviously, there are individuals 
who are there but we don't -- 


@) Alan, who would be interested in undermining 
the reconciliation talks? Which groups, which countries? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on that. 


0 On Friday, John, in answer to a question, 
said he believed the ceasefire was still in effect, still 
holding, because he felt the area was not part of an overall 
fire-fight. Is it still this government's position that the 
ceasefire in Lebanon is holding? 


A Yes. The ceasefire is holding, though there 
are sporadic exchanges involving Lebanese army and mili- 
tiamen in and near Beirut. 


We have the problems, the shooting of the Marines 
that I just talked about, in addition to which two Italian 
soldiers were wounded last night in the southern Beirut 
suburbs. But, basically, yes, the ceasefire is still 
holding. 


e) Can you tell me why those shootings are not 
violations of the ceasefire? 


A They may be. Again, it depends on how 
you're defining it. I would refer you back to what John 
said. There is not a general breakdown; they're individual 
incidents which are taking place, so our judgment is that 
the ceasefire is, indeed, holding despite these incidents. 


@) You talk about not being able to determine. 
I think there was -- one of the television broadcasts -- I 
think it was over the weekend -- had aU.S. Marine Colonel 


identifying the snipers, saying that it was deliberate fire, 
and I think he named the PFLP, because the Marines were deli- 
berately firing back. 


Can you go beyond your uncertainly about who's 
behind the triggers? 


ay No. 
0 Cannot? 
A No. 


0 Do they intend to drive out the 
Muitinational Force? I mean, is that the purpose of the 
fire? 








A I can't tell you whether they intend to 
drive it out. That get's basically back to the question 
I think that Jim started out asking, whether there was an 
attempt to cause public opinion reaction in this country. I 
can't tell you that. 


Q At the White House on Friday, Dr. Haddad, 
the National Security Advisor to President Gemayel, said 
that he had asked the President and his closest advisors to 
use America's influence to deal with people who are trying 
to destablize the movement for national reconciliation, to 
try to neutralize that. It was made plain to us later that 
he was talking about the Syrians. 


Since you say that this targeting of the Marines 
is aimed at undermining the national reconciliation move- 
ment, it sounds like similar language. Are you telling us 
that we're talking about the Syrians? 


My No, I just said that I cannot identify who 
is responsible, and I think you're really stretching it to 
come to that kind of a conclusion. No question that we are 
trying to use our influence and I think others are as well 
to promote the national reconciliation process. But that's 
a different question from our specific responsibility in 
this case. 


@) We have shot back and I guess killed some of 
the snipers that have been shooting at the Marines. Is 
there any consideration being given by the Administration to 
taking some specific action that would stop this killing now 
of two Marines during the ceasefire? 


A The Marines are operating under the same 
rules of engagement that they have heretofore, and they 
will obviously defend themselves as -- 


Q The Administration is satisfied, basically, 
with the way things are going and that these are unfortunate 
incidents, but nonetheless you're on the right track. 


Ay I think that the concern over the killing of 
the Marines is a little more serious than simply an offhand 
remark of that sort, but nonetheless, basically, the cease- 
fire is holding; they're moving ahead with the political 
reconciliation process. We are supporting that. 


0 Did the permission to shoot back come from a 
higher level than a commander in the field? Did it have to 
come from Washington? 








A In this individual instance? 
0 Over the weekend, yes. 
A You would have to check with the Pentagon, 


but I believe that there is authority to defend themselves 
which resides in the Marines on the ground. But check with 
the Pentagon. They would have to tell you about that. 


re) Alan, to go over the geography. Did the 
firing on the Marines come from what is usually referred to 
as Syrian-controlled territory? 


A Again, why don't you get the details on that 
from the Pentagon. I think they must have that. 


Q Because the question about who firing 
obviously is critical, as whether the Syrians are behind it 
or whether the PLO individuals may be behind it, whereas the 
Syrians may in fact want to preserve the ceasefire for their 
Own reasons. 


A I have no way of assigning responsibility in 
this case, Bernie. I'm going to have to leave you with that. 


--MORE-- 








Q Over the weekend, one of the networks showed 
two of the Amal Shi'ite leaders in one area from which there 
was some firing, and they came and they talked to the Marine 
officers, if you recall the story -- we saw the report. 


A Yes. 


Q After they talked to them, the firing stopped 
from the other side. Can you determine, or could you imply 
that the firing or the shooting continued after possible 
local ceasefire there between the Marines and (inaudible) 

Or is that error? 


A I don't have that sort of detail. 


Q Have you been in direct contact with the 
leader of the Amal group in Lebanon during the last, say, 
three days or so? 


A I cannot tell you specifically, but there has 
been, as we have indicated in the past, a continuing pattern 
of contact with the various groups in Lebanon. We've done 
that all along, so I certainly don't rule it out, but I can't 
specifically confirm it. 


QO I mean, relating to the latest casualties of 
the Marines. 


A I don't have anything on that specifically. 


Q How about the contact with the Syrians. Have 
you had any contact lately? 


A Any contact lately with the Syrians? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't have any specific contact to offer 
you, but we have had a continuing contact both at higher 


levels and through regular diplomatic channels. 


@) Is it the U.S. impression at this time that 
the Syrians want to preserve the ceasefire? 


A I can't give you a judgment of what the 
Syrians do or don't want on that, Bernie. You'll have to ask 
them. 








As I say, Our judgment is that the ceasefire is 
basically holding, but that there are these disruptive and 
tragic incidents that are going along with it. 


@) Alan, can you tell us more about how does 
shooting at the Marines will disturb the national 
reconciliation? Can you go a little more into it? 


A I think I'm going to leave it at that. I 
don't want to get taken further down that particular path. 


@) Do you have any further comment on the 
shooting in Nabatiye and the disturbance that took place bet- 
ween the Israeli forces and -- 


A No, we've seen the reports, but don't have 
anything beyond that on it. 


‘@) Alan, on the matter of the Shi'ite 
Moslem areas where some of this has been coming from -and 
meetings with the Shi'ite leaders, officials of the biggest 
Shi'ite Moslem state have publicly denounced the recent 
ceasefire agreement. 


Do you not draw a connection between what is emi- 
nating from Tehran and these other Shi'ites in Lebanon? 


A Again, you're trying to get me to assign 
responsibility for these particular shootings, and I can't do 
it. 


0 I mean, you're surely looking into it, when 
these guys are shooting our Marines, right? 


We always try to pay attention -- 
We'd like to know what is behind it, right? 
We try. 


I mean is that underway? 


r oO Fr OO P 


I don't have anything specific to give you, 
Max. 


— ——— -_— ~ —— = = 





O . What is the status of the Middle East review? 
And what are the options that may be under consideration? 


A I have nothing new for you on that, Barry, 
beyond what John has said before. Ambassadcr McFarlane is 
back here. We've reached a certain point in developments in 
Lebanon: that is to say the agreement on the ceasefire and 
the formation of the various committees trying to move for- 
ward on both the ceasefire consolidation front and the 
reconciliation front, so it is an appropriate time to look at 
where we are and where we should be going. 


But I don't have any conclusions to offer you or 
any broad judgments to offer you. I would refer you back 
to what John said about the type of review it is, keeping it 
in small case rather than upper case. 


0 Is there not a specific meeting called for 
tomorrow to look at it at the National Security level? 


A I don't have anything on meetings. I don't 
address meetings at the National Security level from here. 
I'm sure there have been meetings and there will be further 
meetings. The Middle East is an area of major interest to 
us, and it would be quite natural that there would be reviews 
at a higher level. 


0 Alan, are any of the members of the party that 
was traveling with Ambassador McFarlane still in the Middle 
East, or is everybody back here? 


A Oh, no. There are various people who have 
stayed out there. Of course, Ambassador Fairbanks is out 
there and others. I don't have names of people to 
offer you at this point. But the question suggests, has the 
McFarlane mission been pulled back, and the answer to that 
is no. 


@) To come back to the Marines just for a second, 
will the latest casualties force any reconsideration toward a 
decision to pull the Marines out of Lebanon? 


A No. And I refer you to what Larry Speakes 
said about that this morning. 


Excuse me: To go back onto the housekeeping 
chores, on Mr. Packard's press conference, it will be at 
12:45 here tomorrow, ON THE RECORD. 


0 Could you say what mandate that Commission 


has? 








A I prefer not to try to go into all of that. I 
think that when it was announced -- and we can probably help 
you get that out, George -- there was a fair amount of 
material; and I'm sure that Mr. Packard will have that. I 
just don't happen to have that with me at this point. 


0 On the housekeeping announcement, the time 
12:45, does that then mean that it is now firm that the other 
briefing will be at 4 p.m.? 


A No, it doesn't. 
(Laughter) 
fe) I'm trying to save you a little work. 


A I understand that, Jim. I think that the answer 
is that it is going to be at 4, but I don't want to commit 
until John is back, and he is going to be doing this. 


0 Before you go to that, one more question: How 
do you characterize the quality of the communication between 
Mr. McFarlane's mission, which as you say is essentially still in 
the Middle East, with the government of President Assad? 


Are their lines of communication open? What is the 
quality of that communication? How often is there 
communication? Can you characterize it? 


a No, I'm not going to try to characterize that. 
As the U.S. Government, we have had and are having various 
sorts of communication with the various parties, including the 
Government of Syria, and part of that includes, as I said 
before, normal diplomatic channels; others include visits; 
but I'm not going to get into the details of it. 


0 Are you concerned about increased reports of 
defections from the Lebanese army by different factions such as 
the Shi'ites or the Druze? And would that not be undermining 
some of the efforts of Mr. McFarlane and his assistants? 

A I don't have anything for you on that. 

0 Nothing new? 


A No. 


fe) New subject? 





10 


A Yes. 
@) Grenada? 
A I don't have a lot, really, for you on Grenada. 


The situation remains fluid. At this point, it's unclear who 
is in charge. The military seems to be exerting an increasing 
amount of power. But as you know, foreign journalists continue 
to be barred from the island,. and news reports, therefore, are 
sketchy and incomplete. 


That's really all I've got on it. 
0 You mention that the military seem to be 


increasingly in charge, Alan. Reportedly, the head of the 
military is also the country's ambassador to Cuba. 


A You've exhausted my guidance on this subject, so 
0 O.K. 

A -- you can press, but I think that -- 

@) Alan, what's your analysis of the meeting over 


the weekend between Mr. Gromyko and Mr. Genscher? 


A Don't have an assessment to give you on that, 
Barry. I think we certainly will be talking with the 
Germans about it, but I don't have an assessment to give you on 
that. 


0 Do you have any more clear idea as to what the 
Russians are going to do? Have you heard from the Germans on 
that score? 


A I have not seen a readout yet of it, sol 
can't answer that question in specific terms. I think that 
that has not yet arrived here. 


0 Are the plans for McFarlane's return to the 
Middle East still on or have they changed? 


Ay I think you're asking me another question. 


8) Yes. 











ll 


A I have no idea what his specific plans are. I 
don't know that he had a specific timetable for returning to 
the Middle East, and I don't have any information on that. 


Q Has the Department had any signs of anger or 
displeasure from Ambassador Kirkpatrick about the recent job 
descriptions and changes around this place? 


A I'm not aware of any, Jim. 

(Laughter) 

Q What are the chances of a Motley briefing? 

A We're looking into that, and we'll let you know 


whether and when we can set something up on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports about the 
Nicaraguan oil depot raid last week and U.S. involvement in 
that? 


A Well, at 


Q Do you have any comment on the Nicaraguan pro- 
tests of that raid? 


A I think we had some guidance on this, actually 
-- Didn't we, at the end of last week? I think there may have 
been. 


In any case, there may have been some guidance on the 
protests. As far as any involvement is concerned, obviously, 
that gets us into an area of alleged intelligence operations, 
and I couldn't do that. 


@) What about the action itself, Alan? Do you have 
any comment with respect to that kind of action? 


A I don't have any comment. 

0 Alan, reports of the NSC notwithstanding, what 
are the chances of getting a backgrounder from McFarlane? You 
mentioned, or rather we had asked John, I think, last week. 


A John said that he would put that forward. I 
don't have anything new to report back to you on that. 


QO Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: I just want you to know that I am now 
one of the world's leading experts on fish, and ready to 
take any fish questions. 


0 Smoked salmon? 


A Smoked Salmon. I'm really up on smoked 
salmon. (Laughter) 


A couple of reminders: Available in the Press 
Office are copies of the testimony given at 10 o'clock this 
morning by Allen Wallis, Under Secretary of State for 
Economic Affairs, before the House Committee on Agriculture. 
The subject of his testimony was Agricultural Export 
Promotion and Trade. 


Also, a reminder that right after this briefing, 
at 12:45 today, there will be an ON-THE-RECORD press con- 
ference by David Packard, U.S. Chairman of the U.S.-Japan 
Advisory Commission, regarding the first report of the 
Commission to the President and to the Japanese Prime 
Minister. As I say, that will take place right after this 
briefing at around 12:45, but the press conference is 
embargoed until 2:00 this afternoon. 


Then, at 2:30 over at the White House, there will 
be a BACKGROUNDER by a senior State Department official 
on Prime Minister Craxi's visit. I think that was already 
announced, but that's just a reminder. 


I don't have very much, but I'll be happy to -- 


fe) Do you have confirmation now of what the 
Soviet General said in this German magazine inter- 
view, that there are Soviet nuclear weapons stationed out- 
Side of the Soviet Union? 


My I think we might have some words for you a 
little later in the morning, Jim, but as an interim comment, 
nothing very new in what is being suggested here. We have 
long been aware of the capacity of the Soviet Union to 








target the United States and direct missiles here in a 
matter of minutes -- just with seaborne capacity alone. But 
I think a little later in the morning, we will have some 
more formal words for you. 


But initially, I don't find anything terribly 
revealing in what he is saying. 


0 You're talking about Eastern Europe, right? 


A Yes. That's also been well known, their 
Capacity in Eastern Europe. 


re) Are you including in that, SS-20s? 


Ay Why don't we wait until we give you the words 
that we will in a few minutes. 


@) What is the form? Do you expect this is 
going to be a posting, or what? What do you plan? 


A We can post it, yes. It's simply that we're 
a little tardy on producing the guidance. 


@) John, I have a follow-up on that, if I may. 
Do we perceive his statement to the German magazine as just 
another part of the ongoing propaganda campaign, or is it 
something special? 


a I think clearly the Soviets are in a war of 
nerves with us. I think they are aware of the determination 
of the Allies to proceed with the NATO dual-track decision 
and in the absence of an agreement, to deply. That's all 
going forward. 


So I assume that they are -- not assume, we know 
-- that they are resorting to a variety of means to try to 
shake the Allies. 


0 Do you see the Russian General's statement as 
being a declaration of his own views or a reflection of the 
Politburo? 


A I think the President addressed that 
yesterday. 








0 Do you have anything further today about the 
identity of the snipers who were firing at the Marines? 


a No, we really don't. It is very difficult to 
determine the identity, you know, of several individuals 
who are firing at the Marines, so we don't have anything on 
the identity. 


Don't rule out -- I mean, we've seen a variety 
of suggestions -- don't rule out those, but we do not have 
proof of the identify of those actually firing. 


0 I think it was the Lebanese Radio who said 
that a description by the Marines coincided with the uni- 
forms of the PFLP. 


ra I can't confirm it, but certainly don't 
rule it out. 


0 Do you have anything further you can say 
regarding the United States position in the Iran-Iraq war? 
Has the United States departed from its position of neutra- 
lity in that war? Does it plan to take some new action with 
regard to that war? 


A No. I'd like you to go back to the 
Secretary's exact words on the aircraft yesterday coming 
back from Halifax. But as he said at the time, there is no 
change in our policy on the Iran-Iraq war, which is neutra- 
lity. Obviously, we have given a lot of thought to this 
question over the months and indeed years, and we are concerned 
should there be any interruption of traffic in the Gulf as 
has been made well known, and we continue to consider the 
implications of what is going on there, but there is no 
change in our policy. 


fe) But he said this neutrality is conditioned 
by the flow of oil in the Gulf straites. 


aN I don't think he said that yesterday. 
0 I'm trying to clear up this from you. 


A And the question is? 


fe) If the neutrality of the United States in the 
strife between Iran and Iraq is conditioned by the status 
quo in the Gulf area now. 





A Well, we have made it clear that we would 
consider it a matter of great gravity should there be any 
interruption in international passage through the Gulf, but 
we haven't said what action we might take. 


e) I don't remember his saying that we would 
remain neutral, and no change in our policy yesterday. 


A Then, I guess we will all have to go back to 
the transcript, Bernie. But there is a transcript. 


e) I'm retty sure he did not. 


A O.K. But the position is that our policy is 
unchanged. 


Q But you have dropped any protest to the 
French about the delivery of the jets, assuming they haven't 
been delivered already? 


AA I think the Secretary addressed that also 
yesterday on the plane, and I would refer you to his words. 


0 Did that not reflect a change in policy? 


A He said the French have made their decision, 
and I think he left it at that. I prefer you to go back to 
his exact words. 


0 John, a different subject: Can you tell us 
at this point anything further about McFarlane's plans to 
return to the Middle East, or anyone else's plans is to 
return to the Middle East? 


a I'm not aware -- I assume Mr. McFarlane is, 
you know, taking up his new responsibilities; I'm not aware 
of any plans of his to return to the Middle East. 
Ambassador Fairbanks, of course, is on the scene, and con- 
tinues with the kind of activity in which he has par- 
ticipated all along when Mr. McFarlane was there too. 


Q Has any decision been made today about the 
future of the efforts to revive the President's September 
first initiative? 


A Well, I don't think we would have any comment 


on that. 











0 Are you saying, John, that Fairbanks would be 
now the top official? 


A No. What I'm saying is Ambassador Fairbanks 
is there, that the question of a Middle East negotiator -- 
That is a Presidential appointment, and I'm sure when the 
President has made up his mind who should fill that posi- 
tion, he will announce it. 


0 You are of the understanding that there would 
be an appointment (inaudible) -- 


A I would assume so. I would assume so. 


Q John, has the review on the Middle East been 
concluded over at the White House now or is that an all-day 
business or -- 


A I think that we'll let the White House 
address that, Bob. 


-- MORE -- 
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¢) Are you expecting them to say anything about 
that today? 


A I think that's up to them. That's their 


call. 
0 I mean, they haven't told you. 
A No, they have not. 
0 Do you have anything on the general review of 


the middle eastern situation? 


Ay That's sort of what we were talking about 
here. I think we would leave to the White House any 
discussions that the President might be having on that 
subject. 


Q Do you have any clearer picture now what hap- 
pened in Grenada? 


aN No. We really don't. The situation still 
seems to be pretty fluid, Jim. It's still unclear who is in 
charge. The reports that we have are sketchy and 
incomplete. We're watching the situation carefully but 
don't have much in the way of confirmed information. I pass 
on to you, as you know, the United States has no Embassy in 
Grenada but we cover the island from our Embassy in 
Bridgetown, Barbados. 


0 John, in the past you show some concern with 
some of the policies of the Government of Grenada. 


A Yes. 


Q Now that apparently a group that is more close- 
ly linked to the Cubans and to Moscow seems to have taken 
power, does this increase your concern at all? 


a Should that be the case, I think it obviously 
would. But I think we'll wait and see how the developments 
emerge. 


Q Do you have anything on the allegations made 
apparently by D'Aubuisson with respect to death squads? 


A That was, obviously, some kind of disussion 
that went on with the President's Bipartisan Commission, so I 
don't really have anything on that. But, as you know, we're 
on record as deploring these atrocities in the strongest 
terms. The Salvadoran Government, through the Political 
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Commission and Armed Forces spokesman condemned these activi- 
ties in categoric terms. 


Political violence in all its manifestations con- 
tinues to be an extremely serious problem. It's seriousness 
is recognized by the Government of El Salvador and those 
moderate groups who have accepted the risks of supporting 
democratic reforms within that country. 


@) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


fe) If I could just follow. The principle twist 
in this latest story was that D‘Aubuisson, as a senior 
member of the government, was saying that the military is 
responsible and that these death squads do operate there. 
Is that the position of the U.S. Government? 


A As I say, his remarks that he made to the 
Kissinger Commission, we haven't seen them yet. But our 
feeling about death squads is very obvious. 


0 That's not my question, though. I know that 
we deplore the death squad activity. What I'm asking is 
whom do we consider -- 


A Are we able to confirm that they're run by 
the army? No. 


0 No. Whom do we consider to be responsible 
for participating in this activity? 


A I can't answer that, Jim. 


0 Were you surprised when he said that the 
death squads are formed by people that are members of the 
armed forces? 


A I don't know what reaction there was in the 
Department. 
0 The New York Times front page story about 





massacres in Lebanon, what do you have on that for us today, 
if anything? 


A We've persistently deplored massacres. And I 
guess what I would really do is refer you to our previous 
Statement on that, a copy of which we have in the Press 
Office. 
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0 Do you have anything further on -- in terms 
of updating numbers? 


A No. 


8) John, back on those death squads for just a 
second. Is that statement that you just read something 
which Secretary Shultz will be featuring or repeating when 
he meets with President Magana next week, or would that be 
considered preaching to the converted, or -- 


A I don't know what he will raise, but it seems 
to me extremely likely that the whole question of human 
rights will be a topic of discussion. 


re) Back to the Middle East. There is a report 
yesterday in the New York Times about Saudi Arabia's treat- 
ment of U.S. citizens in Saudi jails. Do you have anything 
on it? 





A Yes, I think there was some guidance on that 
yesterday that the Press Office can produce for you. 


fe) Is the Chadian Foreign Minister's visit to 
Washington now, does Secretary Shultz plan to meet with him 
for discussions -- 


. A I'm sorry, I missed t..e country. Who's 
country? 
0 The Chadian Foreign Minister's visit to 
Washington. 


A I'm not aware of any plans. I'll be glad to 
take a look at it. 


Q Can you take the question? 
A Sure; take a look at it for you. 
8) Back to Salvador for a while. There have 


been in the last few days rumors of coup d'etat and unrest 
within the armed forces in Bolivia. How is the U.S. 
following this, the democratic process in that country, and 
what kind of initiative, if any, is the U.S. taking to sup- 
port that process? 





4 I don't have anything on that. I'll be glad 
to look and see whether we did, in fact, do anything within 
the past couple days, but I don't have anything on it. 


Q Mr. Oberdorfer has a statement to make. 





A A statement to make? (Laughter) 


fe) This is a straight question this time. The 
Burmese Government, or at least the Burmese state radio has 
now said that Koreans are responsible for the bombings, the 
killing of their Korean Cabinet officers- Do you have any 
information on it, or do you have any comment on it. 


A The United States welcomes the report as an 
indication that the Burmese Government is investigating the 
circumstances of the October 9 atrocity in a careful, objec- 
tive and independent manner. 


We assume that when their investigation is 
completed, the Burmese will make full, public disclosure of 
all relevant facts. 


Q At one stage the United States offered to be 
helpful or to assist in the investigation. Has that offer 
been taken up in any way? 


A That's right, and somebody else asked that 
last week and I said we would look into it, and therefore I'm 
sure we did but I don't know what the response is, but we'll 
get back to you. 


0 Will you find out? 
A Yes, I'm sure. 


0 Another question regarding that general area 
of the world. In addition to its political turbulence, 
which seems to be continuing, the Philippines now is in 
more serious economic difficulties, having to halt payments 
On its debt, and so on. Do you have any comment on the 
Situation as it exists in the Philippines, or the other tur- 
bulence which continues against the Marcos Government? 


A Not insofar as the economy is concerned. 
Insofar as changes in the electoral code are concerned, we 
have seen those reports as well as the reports that the 
opposition has rejected them. 


As we've noted previously, we hope that acceptable 
ground rules can be worked out by Philippine political 
leaders so that all legitimate political groups will find it 
in their interests to participate in the electoral process. 
As we've stated before, the United States supports free 
elections in the Philippines. 
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re) On that same subject, on the denunciation by 
the opposition as to the latest formula for the composition 
of the Commission looking into Aquino's death, do you have 
any statement on that? 


A Nothing beyond what we've said before, except 
Our continued interest in the outcome of the investigation. 


0 I've got a question here. In the espionage 
case which came up in California, an engineer is alleged to 
have passed a lot of secrets to some Polish intelligence 
people. Has anybody been expelled from the Polish 
(inaudible) staff as a result of that? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


e) John, in her statement yesterday, Mrs. 
Kirkpatrick said that she was committed to remaining in her 
present job until the end of the General Assembly. Do you 
and the Secretary take that as an implicit resignation, and 
what's your reaction to it? 


A I don't think that the Secretary has had any 
comment on that. As you know, it's a Presidential appoint- 
ment. That's a Cabinet-rank appointment, so I think that 
any comment that Mrs. Kirkpatrick might have in that regard 
would go to the President, and he would have any reaction or 
non-reaction. 


6) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:22 P.M.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. At 4:00 this afternoon, here in the Briefing 
Room, there will be a Press Conference announcing a trila- 
teral agreement for cooperation in the development of auto- 
mated systems and exchange of information about new 
technology among the European, Japanese and U.S. Patent 
Offices. The heads of the three offices will be on hand to 
answer questions. They're Gerald Mossinghoff, Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce and Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks; J.B. Van Bentham, President of the European 
Patent Office; and Kazuo Wakasugi, the Director General of 
the Japanese Patent Office. 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:00 is the 
testimony of William Brown, Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
the Bureau of East Asian and Pacific Affairs. That testi- 
mony was before the House Subcommittee on Europe and the 
Middle East, and on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The subject 
is the Soviet role in Asia. 

' We are trying to set-up a BACKGROUND briefing on 
the Secretary's trip to El Salvador and Brazil next week. 
The most likely day is this Friday, and we hope to be able 
to give you an exact time by tomorrow's noon briefing. But 
as there was obvious interest in this, we wanted you to know 
that a BACKGROUNDER is in the works. 


Finally, a statement on the possibility of a 
challenge to Isralei credentials at the United Nations. The 
Credentials Committee of the U.N. General Assembly makes its 
report to the Assembly tomorrow. Last year, a challenge was 
made to Israel's credentials. We do not yet know whether 
any delegation will attempt similar action tomorrow, but if 
this occurs, the United States will oppose it with all 
available diplomatic resources. 


The United States has always made clear that any 
attack on Israel's right to participate in any United 
Nations organization, if successful, would have grave con- 
sequences for our own continued participation and support. 


As Secretary Shultz stated on October 16, 1982, if 
Israel were excluded from the General Assembly, the United 
States would withdraw from participation in the General 
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Assembly and would withhold payments to the United Nations 
until Israel's right to participate was restored. 


This policy reflects the strong sentiment of all 
elements of the United States Government, and the Congress 
expressed the same sentiment in a concurrent resolution last 
December. 


0 Copy? 


A Sure. That's all I have for you. Happy to 
take your questions. 


0 Can you tell us how you see the situation 
developing in Lebanon? Particularly, do you think that a 
useful national dialogue can take place without the par- 
ticipation of the Druze, for example? 


A The parties are still working on that 
question of the national reconciliation process, and con- 
ference, and obviously we hope that all the parties will 
participate. 


Insofar as the situation on the ground is con- 
cerned, clearly, there are problems. We are concerned about 
them. The Lebanese Army positions at Sug el-Gharb came 
under heavy fire last night. That was mortar fire, 
artillery fire, and some indications of a ground assault 
which was beaten back by the Lebanese Army. 


There were also reports of fighting near Khalde. 
Today, there are reports of renewed shooting in southern 
Beirut. U.S. Marines did not report any incidents 
throughout the day, but at the end of ‘the day we did see 
this late report of a car bomb explosion and the possibility 
that two Marines were injured. I don't have anything more 
on that. 


0 A car bomb? 


A A car bomb exploded, apparently, in southern 
Beirut. But, nevertheless, the parties involved in the 
diplomatic front continue to work at the reconciliation pro- 
cess and the establishing of a suitable venue for the Recon- 
Ciliation Committee to meet. 


0 You mean, the earlier agreement to meet at 
the airport is no longer in place? 


A, The parties involved are discussing the 
venue. Insofar as the airport is concerned, if the National 
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Reconciliation Committee meets at the airport, the MNF, 
obviously, would be involved in offering security, but we 
have to wait and see how those talks about a venue proceed. 
They are up in the air. 


Q Can I repeat the one part of the question 
which you didn't answer? Do you think that useful, meaning- 
ful negotiations can take place without the participation of 
some of the elements, such as the Druze? 


A It's hard for us to dictate the form of those 
discussions. The Lebanese are, themselves, involved in that 
process, and I think they have to make their own decisions 
and accommodations. 


Q Have any decisions been made to improve the 
security situation for the Marines, such as new rules of 
engagement regarding the use of the Sixth Fleet, et cetera? 


A We obviously will defend our Marines, and I 
think there has been some suggestion that the Pentagon is 
looking at rules of engagement, but I'd have to refer you to 
them, the Pentagon. 


0 Any comment on the Washington Post report 
that the White House now believes Syria is not interested in 
peace talks in Lebanon? 





A, I think there are certainly questions 
arising, Bill, about serious behavior and intentions, but 
the fact of the matter is that the United States has heard 
nothing from the Syrian Government to indicate that it is 
backing away from the commitments it has made under the 
ceasefire agreement. 7 


e) What about the renewed fire? Isn't it seen 
to some degree as being instigated by the Syrians? 


A It's always difficult to pinpoint the source 
of fire. I think there isn't any question that some of that 
fire is coming from areas under Syrian control. As I said, 
Bernie, I think that's one of the factors that raises 
questions about Syria's role. But the fact is that the 
Syrian Government has made certain commitments and we have 
not heard any suggestion from the Syrian Government that 
they're backing away from those. 


Q Of course, what they're arguing about now is 
some things that were not really decided in the ceasefire 
agreement. That is to say, exactly where these meetings 
were going to take place, under what detailed circumstances. 
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So even without going back on the agreement, would you say 
that Syria is being helpful or doing its share regarding the 
unsettled matters that were--are under contention at the present 


time? 


A It's awfully difficult to characterize their 
actions in a situation like this, where you have a lot of 
turbulence, you have a lot of gunfire, but cannot pinpoint 
exactly what guns that it's coming from. 


Syria certainly was a key player in the arrange- 
ments that were worked out for a ceasefire, and the steps 
that will be taken thereafter. We have to call upon them to 
come through and honor their commitment. 


Q Have we renewed a call to them in the past 24 
or 48 hours to honor those commitments? 


ney I think there are regular diplomatic con- 
sultations going on with Syria and with others involved in 
this process. They're close and fairly constant, I would 


say. 


0 Could you just itemize what the commitments 
are? I don't have those clearly. 


A I don't know, Bernie, that it's a question so 
much of looking at a piece of paper and itemizing commit- 
ments. The fact is that Syria was involved in those 
discussions, and whether those agreements are spelled out or 
tacit, there isn't any question that Syria has been a prin- 
cipal player in bringing these arrangements to a conclusion 
-- the ceasefire, the establishment of the Security Committee, 
and the decision to go forward with the Reconciliation 
Committee. 


0 If I may just follow up. If you're now 
calling upon them, as you have just done, to come through 
and honor those commitments, the implication is that they 
are trying to undermine and sabotage them, however you 
choose to describe that. Is that the fact? You're just 
sort of raising questions that hang in mid-air; can you be 
more specific? 


A No. I think the two statements are not 
contradictory. I think that as one looks at the situation 
in Lebanon, clearly, questions are arising in the minds of 
some people about Syria's intentions. 


Having said all that, in terms of our official 
relationship with Syria and the Syrian Government, we have 
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not had any indication that they're backing away from the 
understandings and commitments that were agreed upon, so we 
will hold them to those. 


@) A follow-up to that. There have been press 
reports that in this White House Mideast review, one thing 
that has been decided to counter Syrian intransigence is to 
strongly increase the collaboration, political and military 
collaboration, with Israel. Is there anything on that? 


A I think the discussions that surround the 
"review", as it has come to be called, are going forward, and 
there were discussions yesterday, and I think they are still 
going on. So I think that I probably will not get into how 
those discussions are going or what recommendations might be 
being considered. 


@) How long will it go on then, John? 
A I don't know. 


@) It could be the rest of this week, the 
balance of this -- 


A I honestly don't know how long further 
discussion would take. 


Q Who are the participants now? 


A I think the obvious participants are the 
State Department and other interested and involved agencies 
of the government. 


Q Are we any closer to a decision on a replace- 
ment for McFarlane? 


' A I don't know. The President will make that 
announcement when he's ready, Barrie, I'm sure. 


fe) On Lebanon, specifically. What happens if 
this dialogue on national reconciliation does not take 
place? Is that the end of Lebanon? 


A Oh, I don't know it's the end of Lebanon. 
Certainly, the reconciliation process is something that we 
believe in very strongly. We think that the various parties 
who have been overtaken by violence and bloodshed, who are 
getting people killed in Lebanon, certainly should have an 
interest in moving this process forward, and we're con- 
tinuing to work along those lines to be helpful wherever we 











can to bring them to 
better prospect than 
that one sees in the 
overtaken by so much 
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the table. Certainly, that is a much 
the kind of violence and loss of life 
country at the moment, which has been 


already. 


--MORE-- 











Q In the case of Syria, which is not losing any 
people, what incentives are you giving for the Syrians to 
cooperate? 


a I think a stable Lebanon is in the interest 
of most governments in the region. 


0 Except Syria. 


QO John, has the United States reemphasized to 
the government of President Gemayel our profound concern 
that he widen the participation in his government to include 
all these diverse elements? Have we reemphasized that 
lately? 


a I don't know that there has been need to 
reemphasize it because he has been working in that direction 
all along, as we have. I don't know that there has been a 
need to reemphasize it. He's been working vigorously. ' 


QO He characterized to Flora Lewis the 
National Reconciliation Conference as a "camouflage." 


ns As you recall, at the time I declined to com- 
ment on that particular press report, and there was a lot of 
back and forth after it, including some statements by 
President -Gemayel and the Lebanese Embassy here clarifying 
those alleged statements. 


0 I might follow on this, because there are 
press reports that not President Gemayel, that Pierre Gemayel, 
his father, and Camille Chamoun, who is also a Christian 
leader, that they are also opposing the idea of power 
sharing or reconciliation, national reconciliation. 


Also, even, there was a report that if national recon- 
ciliation will come about, or power-sharing, some elements 
in Lebanon are ready to have a coup d'etat against 
Amin Gemayel. What do you comment on such reports? 





Ps Don't have any comment. 


0 Do you have any ironclad commitment from 
Gemayel, the father, or Camille Chamoun, or the other 
factions besides the President, that they will share power 
and that they will abide by the National Reconciliation 
Conference, whatever it is? 

















A No, I don't have anything on talks that we 
might have had over the months with various political 
leaders in Lebanon. The fact is that the President of the 
legitimate government of Lebanon has been moving in this 
direction, and there are many indications of his sincerity 
and the vigor with which he has moved on this front. 


Q John, have there been any contacts with 
Jumblatt or any of his people, not necessarily just with the 
Syrians but with the other sub-groups that are supposed to 
take place in that National Reconciliation Conference? 


A I don't think that we would get into the 
details, but I think you can rest assured that we're 
involved and have had discussions with many of the political 
players in Lebanon. 


@) Where is Fairbanks today? 


A Fairbanks was to be in Jerusalem, and may be 
by now. I'm not quite sure of his location as we speak, 
but he was to have gone to Israel today. 


Q John, on the difficulties of Syria that you 
said there are some questions about, the way we understand 
it, the difficulty of gathering the parties to the national 
reconciliation is a site where they would meet. 


Has the United States recommended any sites other 
than the national airport, which the Druze -- not the 
Syrians -- are the party that opposes it? 


What I'm saying is, has the United States 
proposed any sites for the national reconciliation, if this 
is the problem with gathering them? 


A I'm sure we've been involved in the sense of 
being helpful to moving the process forward; I'm sure we 
have been involved in discussion about sites. But as to 
whether we have specifically recommended sites, I don't 
think so. I think our role would be simply to be helpful in 
getting everybody to agree on a site, and making sure that 
that is a site that provides security for everybody. 


Q If the meeting is to be held at the airport, 
is the United States, in fact, taking on the responsibility 
for the security of it? I mean, obviously, the Marines 
are there, but would they be the responsible parties for 
security? 








A I think the MNF would be responsible for 
security, or would be involved in providing security. 


Q John, may I ask you on the statement that you 
made before, I understand that it is kind of an ironclad 
rule here for you to not to answer "if" questions. You told 
us that you don't know if any party was about to challenge 
Israel's credentials, yet you gave a very serious 


statement. 
9) How are we to read that, in light of the fact 


that you usually you don't answer "if" questions? 


i Well, it's a restatement of our position last 
year -- and indeed our position as it has existed over the 
years -- that we consider this question of non-discrimination 
in terms of credentials a very important one. And we are 
just making sure that everyone understands how seriously we 
consider that issue -- we take that issue. But we do not 
know whether there will be a specific challenge. We thought 
it might be useful to -- 


@) Does that amount to a warning? 


M I don't know that I would characterize it as 
a warning; I think we are just underlining the seriousness 
with which we approach this question. 


Q John, since you don't make the same warning about 
South Africa, for example, I presume you are not opposed to 
the process of the challenging of credentials. 


A I'm sure that the principles that underline 
our position are constant, Jim. 


Q Well, no. It's a serious question. You 
don't object to that process, the legitimacy of the process 
of challenging credentials in the General Assembly? 


a The legitimacy of the process: I think I 
would let our legal people respond to that phrase. 

0 Well, I'm -- 

A If you mean is Our principle constant, the 


answer to that is yes, but -- 
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Q I'm drawing the inference from the fact that 
you don't make the same warning when South Africa is 
challenged and expelled. 


A Well, let me go back and look at our position 
on South Africa and what we have done in the past. 


@) John, on this matter, I think last week, in 
Geneva, the United States already issued a warning that 
if the credentials of Israel in the International Atomic 
Energy will be challenged or will be withdrawn, that you 
will follow suit the same way almost-- | 


A I'm not personally aware we issued that 
statement, but our position would be the same. 


8) My question is, since you condemned the 
Israeli bombing and the destruction of the Iraqi atomic 
reactor -- the United States condemned that - 

0 -- and the whole thing was related to an 


ironclad commitment from Israel that this would not be 
repeated. I think it was shown that you almost departed from 
your initial position in the matter of the atomic reactor by 
espousing the position that vou made, which amounted to a 
threat that you will withdraw and cut your participation in 
that. 


How do you interpret this? How do you explain 
this position? 


A I'm not sure that I see a contradiction in 
taking a position on the actions of member nations of the U.N., 
but upholding their right to membership. 


0 Well, anybody who violates what you just said 
-- you condemned this attack, and the action which was 
requested by the international community and Arab countries 
was to bring about Israel to commit itself, and the Third World 
countries not to repeat this -- another Third World country 
Or Arab country, to bomb their reactor. 


You came about and you said that you would withdraw and 
you would cut finances to this agency if Israel would be 
challenged, their credentials. And there were other -- 


A If it would be successfully challenged, ves. 








ll 


Q Yes. Does this sound to you that this is, 
I mean, legal from the point of your vote at the United Nations 
of condemning Israel -- 


A The answer to your question is yes, it does 
sound to us that that is legal. 


@) John, does the United States believe that the 
Reconciliation Conference in Lebanon would be speeded up, to 
say the least, if President Hafiz al-Assad gave his blessing 
to the participation of those whom he supports? 





A I think we've gone through a long process 
where the Syrians and others have been involved in making 
their views known and in supporting reconciliation. 


We presume that those declarations are still valid. 


9) You would like Assad to restate them 
publicly? ) 


A I'm sure that would be pleasant, but I mean, 
we're not asking for that specifically to be done. 


0 Or at least to tell the Druze to go ahead and 
do it, and sit down at the table? 


A I think all, you know -- various participants are 
talking to various parties and making their positions known. 


0 Change of subject? 
A Sure. 
0 There is a long article today in the New York 





Times with respect to the drought situation in Africa. 
Is the United States considering taking any emergency action 
beyond that which it has already announced? 


a I think I'll refer you to AID on that. I 
know that that is the place where consideration is being 
given to that particular problem. 


0 Also, with respect to the expected vote 
tomorrow on an aid cutoff to anti-Sandinista forces, 
Congressmen Wright and O'Neill have charged that the United 
States Government is seeking the overthrow of the Nicaraguan 
Government? Do you have any reply? 
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A No. We would respond to that in the same way 
we have in the past. I think Secretary Shultz has sent a 
letter to a number of Congressmen in connection with that, 
and we would be happy to make that available to you in the 
Press Office. 


9) A letter with respect to the upcoming vote, 
or to the question of the vote itself? 


A To the vote, to the vote. 

e) Could we get that? 

A Sure, sure. 

Q And finally, with respect to -- 


A Nothing new on Grenada, no. We're obviously 
watching the situation, but nothing beyond where we were 
yesterday. 


@) On the review which is going now on in the White 
House, I believe there was talk about the possible par- 
ticipation of King Hussein in the peace process. What are 
the incentives the U.S. Government is giving or promising -- 
promises -- to King Hussein that if he will “come aboard," 
that something might materialize, such as the freezing of 
settlements and other things. 


A The same as we have all along -- peace. 


9) Were you able to get an answer to my question 
regarding whether any of the parties out there in Burma had ~ 
availed themselves on the -- to the U.S. -- 


A Pursued it vigorously, and we did not; but we 
will try to get it later in the day. 


0 John, one other on Nicaragua: the prin- 
Cipal leader of the FDN, the main Honduras-based group, said 
yesterday that if the Congress did cut off, that he was sure 
that the money, or funding, or support, would be "washed" 
through other channels. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a No. It's an unusual statement. The United 
States has done and will stand by its constitutional and 
legal obligations and commitments. 
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@) John, have you been able to make up your mind 
what are the effects of this coup in Grenada? 


A No. Still looking at it. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #185 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1983, 12:21 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. Just a housekeeping 
announcement on Prime Minister Craxi's visit. After the 
meeting today between Prime Minister Craxi and President 
Reagan, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit. It 
will be in the White House briefing room at about 1:30. For 
your information, and not for publication, the briefer will 
be Ty Cobb, senior member of the NSC staff for European 
Affairs. 


That's all I have for you. 


0 ‘What can you tell us about the situation in 
Grenada? 

ey The situation in Grenada? 

0 Is it Grenada or Grenada? 

a Grenada is the way I was asked. Based upon 


news reports from the area and principally the official 
broadcasts of Radio Free Grenada, we are assuming that 
Grenadan Prime Minister Maurice Bishop was killed in the 
violence which erupted yesterday. Diplomatic relations, as 
you know, with Grenada are conducted from our Embassy in 
Bridgetown, Barbados; and that presents, even under the best 
of circumstances, communications problems, but especially 
under these circumstances. The telephone communication has 
frequently been disrupted, and a number of regularly sche- 
duled air flights to Grenada have been turned back. 


The Radio Free Grenada's announcement of Prime 
Minister Bishop's death also announced a 24-hour curfew, 
which is in effect through 6 a.m. on Monday and also 
announced was the warning that anybody out of their houses 
will be shot on sight. This obviously raises our concern about 
American nationals in Grenada. 


The most recent Radio Free Grenada announcements 
have been made in the name of the armed forces, but apart 
from accepting the assertion that the military is currently 
ruling the country through a revolutionary council, we are in 
no position to make any comment on the current state of 
affairs or the likely outcome. 








We are continuing to monitor developments there. 
The number of U.S. citizens in Grenada is somewhere between 
800 and 1,000. Prior to the recent outbreak of violence, 
we had communicated our concerns about U.S. citizen welfare 
to Grenadan authorities, and as I say, we are obviously 
monitoring events with particular care in this regard. 


I think that's really about all I have for you. 


0 Do you think that the U.S. policy which iso- 
lated the Bishop government economically and politically, or 
tried to do so, had anything to do with leading to his 
overthrow? 


ay No, I don't think U.S. policy had anything to 
do with recent developments. 


@) John, in a more general way, how would this 
Administration view political murder as a route to power in 
the Caribbean, especially by pro-Cuban forces? 


A I think we have to be careful here, Bill. We 
have to know what we're dealing with -- it's basically radio 
reports from a regime that has announced it has taken over; 
and I think we need to have some first-hand reports of what 
has happened ourselves before we start making either 
judgments or analyses. 


0 How do we get those first-hand reports? 


4 I think we'll leave it that we are trying to 
get better information than we presently have. 


0 John, have you talked to the missions they 
have here? They have an OAS mission. 


4 I don't know. There is, obviously, a lot 
going on in connection with Grenada today on our part. There 
were meetings in the Department last night; there are 
meetings during the day. I don't know what kind of contact -- 


0 Did the Secretary participate in those 
meetings? 


A Yes. 


0 Is that to understand that the Bishop killing, 
you can confirm that or are you just quoting the radio? 


4 We're quoting the radio, and so far as we know, 
what the radio is saying seems to be the case. 








@) Have you tried to establish diplomatic contact 
with the Government of Grenada -- diplomatic contact? 
A I think we're just going to leave it where we 


are, and give you the indication of the problems we have with 
communications, but not get into the diplomatic back and 
forth that is going on. 


0 Can you say at this time whether we have 
received any assurances from the current authorities in 
Grenada about the safety of American nationals? 


Bs Not in the present confused situation. We 
have not received assurances, to my knowledge. 


0 Have we asked for them? 


pet We are certainly seeking assurances about the 
safety of U.S. citizens. 


0 You said that prior to the outbreak of violence, 
there had been a communication from the U.S. Government to 
the Grenadian authorities about the welfare of Americans. 
Can you say when that was? 


By, I can't say. I think that was fairly recent. 
Obviously, this has been developing within the past few days. 
I can't say when that came -- 


0 Would you say within the past several days or 
some weeks ago? 


A No, I think it's within the past several days. 
0 What was it that brought that concern here? 
A Well, there has been some turbulence there for 


the past several days. 


0 The British Government has official represen- 
tation there. Can anything be learned from that? 


I I am sure that many channels of communication 
are being worked by us. 


0 Is the military government that has apparently 
taken over a more hard-line Marxist government than Bishop? 


ra We'll have to wait and see. As I say, it's 
premature for that kind of analysis. 
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) Did we make a mistake, though, in retrospect 
in not being more open to Bishop when he was here before the 
OAS, and wanted to meet and wanted to talk? Was that now a 
mistake, in retrospect? 


A You mean, we were too open? 


0 He wanted to meet with the President and he 
wanted to, discuss relations between the two countries, 
and we put him off at the time. 


a I'm not sure that statement is correct. I'd 
like to go back over the sequence of events; but as I recall 
the situation, I think we set up a meeting, and the Prime 
Minister did not appear for that -- 


0 The President wouldii't meet with him. 


fet The President -- 1 don't think there was any 
Suggestion the President would s#eet with him. 


There was a meeting with Middendorf, and I'm not 
sure Judge Clark -- Let me go back over the sequence, but 
certainly, there was a lot of activity on our side in order 
to bring about contact and dialogue there. There was no -- 


0 President Reagan turned down a meeting with 
him? 


ne There was never any suggestion that the 
President would meet with Mr. Bishop. There was never any 
Suggestion on our side. 


0 Yes, but wasn't it the case that Bishop him- 
self requested a meeting with the President, and that that 
was turned down? 


¥, He may have done. 


0 Then, just for the record, did he meet with 
Judge Clark and Under Secretary Dam? 


ra My Own memory plagues me I'd like to be sure 
whom he asked to see, and who he did see and did not see. 
But, certainly, there was not a reluctance on our part to 
have him see officials in the Administration. 


0 Are you taking that question, John? 


A Yes, I will take it. 





@) Also, the Barbadian Prime Minister, Tom Adams, 
today said that they had fears since last week that Bishop's 
life could have been in danger. Did you receive any of those 
reports, and are you in touch with the Barbadian Government 
over this? 


a I don't know whether we're in -- As I say, 
we're working many channels on this, Jim; but I'm also not 
aware Of any reports earlier. 


0 John, in connection with President Reagan's 
expressed concern about the 10,000 foot runway in Grenada, 
is the United States any more or less concerned now about the 
presence of that runway or the use to which it might be put? 


yy Why don't we wait and see what kind of regime 
emerges? 


0 On a related matter, can you tell us whether 
Father D'Escoto, the Foreign Minister of Nicaragua, is coming 
here today to see either the Secretary or Mr. Motley, or 
someone high in the Government? 


A He is not coming to see the Secretary, but he 
is going to see Mr. Motley, or he is scheduled to see Mr. 
Motley. I don't just know what time, but certainly that is 
the plan. 


0 And what is the understanding on the Depart- 
ment's part about what this is about? Are you anticipating 
some new proposals from the Nicaraguans, or what? 


A I've seen some suggestions that Nicaragua has 
some proposals; we have not seen those yet. If this meeting 
takes place with Mr. Motley, perhaps we will have a better 
idea after that. 


0 Is it expected this morning or this afternoon? 


A I think it was expected late this morning, but 
I'm not just sure what time. 


0 John, on that precise issue, I'm very confused 
by this turn of events. On the basis of the briefing received 
from a senior official who briefed us on Secretary Motley's trip 
down there last week, on the one hand, the official seemed to 
dismiss any possibility of negotiations -- direct -- between the 
United States and Nicaragua, referring them instead to 
regional negotiations under the Contadora Group, in which the 
United States would not take part. 








But he also indicated that he wouldn't be adverse 
to continuing visits to the area, back and forth, but again 
stressed there would be no negotiations between the two. 
Now, we hear that the Nicaraguans may be actually proposing 
something for the United States -- 


a Well, we hear from the press. I was asked 
whether I knew anything about it. I read in this morning's 
papers that there is a proposal. 


re) I just wonder if you could get a clarification 
of this question: Is the United States prepared to enter 
into direct negotiations over bilateral and regional dif- 
ferences between it and Nicaragua, or are all such differen- 
ces to be undertaken exclusively under the Contadora Group? 


a I'm not going to play on words with nego- 
tiations. The fact is that Assistant Secretary Motley met 
with a number of officials in Nicaragua, and the fact is that 
this particular official has asked to see Mr. Motley, and Mr. 
Motley has said, yes, he will see him. That meeting is, 
presumably, going to take place. 

0 Has the meeting begun, John? 


A I don't know, Barrie. I think it was sche- 
duled for late morning, but there was some confusion about the 
actual meeting time. 


) John, how does this impinge on the activity in 
the House today, on Nicaragua? Do you see any connection? 


a I don't see how it impinges. We have a request 
from this gentleman to see Mr. Motley, and he is going to see 
him. 

0 What is Stone doing these days? 

I, I think Stone is still in Europe -- I think. 


0 Does he have any plans now to return to 
Central America that you're aware of? 


A I don't have anything on his travel plans, Jim. 
0 New subject, John? 


A Sure. 














@) President Hafiz al-Assad of Syria is 
quoted widely in the press today in response to President 
Reagan's remarks last night, as saying, "No compromise on 
Lebanon is possible with the United States," and he goes on -- 
I won't bore you. Anything -- 


A No, I don't think -- I'm not sure you're 
correct in saying that he spoke after the President. I think 
his remarks were, in fact, made before the President's 
press conference. 


-- MORE -- 
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¢) Well, maybe he knew what the President would 
say. (Laughter. ) 


pa But no, we don't have any response on that. 


0 John, the Syrian Ambassador was visiting this 
building this morning. Do you have any information about 
the object of this visit? 


A I don't, no; I'm sorry. I don't. 


0 Do you have anything on Mr. Schultz' meeting 
last night with Ambassador Rosenne? 


A No, I don't, Bernie. 
I can clear up the question of Mr. Bishop's earlier 
meeting. He did meet with Acting Secretary Dam, which we 


said at the time, and he did meet with the National Security 
Adviser Judge Clark. 


0 Do you have a date on that, perhaps? 


res The date of the guidance was June 8. The 
meeting was requested by Prime Minister Bishop, with a dura- 
tion of about an hour. The guidance does not say - 


MR. ROMBERG: It was the day before. 


A The day before, is it? O.K., then it would 
be June 8th. 


2) June 7th? 


A June 7th. June 8th was the guidance, énc 
June 7th apparently would be the meeting. 


@) Could I just follow with one other question 
on -- 


A Yes, O.K. He's talking about yesterday, so 
it would be June 7th. 


0 There's a regional -- 


A So I think that responds to your question 
about any reluctance on the part of the United States to 
meet with him. 











CONT 





@) The United States helped establish a regional 
kind of defense grouping of the eastern Caribbean states, 
the smaller ones, headquartered in Bridgetown, in Barbados. 
There were reports yesterday that they were meeting. Now, 
has the United States been in consultation in the last 24-48 
hours, say, with respect to any role it might play insofar 
as the regional defense group is concerned? 


A I don't know. I can't answer that, Jim. I 
honestly don't know. 


2) The Brazilian Government just took some 
emergency measures in its capital -- Brasilia -- yesterday 
regarding the approval of a new wage-increase law. 


A Yes. 
fe) It was defeated in Congress. And it's part 


of a big financial package that's been supported by the 
United States -- 


A Yes. 
0 -- with the IMF. How does that defeat, and 
the new emergency measures taken, affect Secretary Shultz' 


visit? 


A Not at all. It doesn't affect it at all. 


0 Is he going? 
rN Sure, yes. 
2) John, can I ask back on Syria? Is it the 


understanding now of the Administration that Syria is foot- 
dragging or stalling in order to fulfill a "Greater Syria" 
scheme, as the President said yesterday? 


A I think the President's remarks speak for 
themselves. I don't have anything beyond that. 


0 Well, I mean, did I understand him well? If 
I understand what I just said now, will I be correct in 
assuming so? 


a I don't think I will give you my interpreta- 
tion of your interpretation of what the President said on 
it. I'll just let you go back to his words. 
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@) John, have we alerted any naval vessels in 
the vicinity of Grenada to be prepared possibly to evacuate, 
anything of that nature? 


A Not to my knowledge, but why don't you talk 
to the Pentagon about our capability in that area? 


0 Can you give us a precise number, John, of 
how many Americans there are in Grenada? 


a The figures are a little vague, between 800 and 
1000. 


O Most of them -- 


A About 500 of those, I understand, are at 
the medical school. I think at St. George's, yes. Five 
hundred students and faculty, I think. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the report 
yesterday from Jerusalem that Israel asked the United States 
to restrict flights of the aircraft -- 


A No, I don't have anything on that; sorry. 
e) No comment on that. Do you have any comment 


on the Pakistani forces using helicopter gunfire against the 
demonstrations against the government? 


A Sorry. The which forces? 

0 The Pakistani Government. 

A No; no, I don't. 

0 John, in New York -- returning to Brazil -- 


Secretary Shultz said that he was confident that this wage 
decree would be approved. Secretary Regan said a few weeks 
ago that he would shudder to think of the future of Brazil 
if the Brazilian Congess would not vote that wage decree. 
It was voted down by a majority of the Brazilian Congress. 
Do you have any comment about it now? 


A No. I don't think we would have any comment 
on what is clearly an internal Brazilian affair, but the 


Secretary hasn't made any secret of his confidence in 
Brazil's economic viability and potential. 


O Even after this vote? 


A Sure. That confidence remains unimpaired. 




















1l 


0 Anything on yeserday's report in 


~ 


The Washington Post on anti-semitism in Argentina? 





A We did have something yesterday on that, 
Bernie, and I'm sure the Press Office can dig that out for 
you. I don't happen to have it with me. 


QO Is a time fixed for a briefing on the Brazil 
trip? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. You've got it on one of those 
papers I gave you. 


A I've got it on one of those papers which I didn't 


read, apparently. 


10:30, tomorrow morning, here in the Briefing 
Room. And it will be the obvious briefer. 


0 John, I didn't hear your response to: 
Roberto's question. You're saying that despite yesterday's 
vote Secretary Shultz remains confident in the Brazilian 
economy's creditworthiness? 


A What I said was that we're not commenting 
on a specific internal Rrazilian action, but the Secretary 
has consistently expressed his confidence in Brazil's econo- 
mic viability and future. 


0 And that remains undiminished, is that 
correct? 

A Yes, of course. 

0 John, on the President's assertion of foot- 


dragging on the part of Syria, what can the United States do 
to change that posture? 


A I think that the diplomatic campaign goes 
foward, Bernie. People are very active in that still today, 
ourselves and others. 








Q That's all you have to say on that? 


A I think diplomacy is certainly the most 
effective way to -- 

@) Well, has diplomacy produced any results at 
all? 

A We're moving along. 

‘@) That is the entire response after the indict- 


ment of Syria last night by the President? That's all the 
U.S. can do? 


A I think I'm not giving you an exclusive list 
of options, but I'm just saying that the focus today is on 
diplomacy. 


) John, Iran claims to have mounted a major 
offensive against Iraq. Do we have any indications? 





A No. I don't have anything on that. 
O John, do you have any comment on a speech two 
days ago in Fast Berlin -- that was not widely reported -- by 


Gromyko in which he made his first comment on the START 
proposals by President Reagan on October 4th? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Along the same lines, John, yesterday 
Ambassador Hartman was called into Gromyko's office for 
what Radio Moscow said was an important meeting or a meeting 
of important U.S.-Soviet matters. Do you have anything on 
that session? 


A He wasn't called in. He sought the meeting 
and did meet with Mr. Gromyko prior to his departure from 
Moscow today. And, obviously, we wouldn't get into the 
substance of their discussions; but it was at our 
instigation. 


0 Let's not get into the substance, John. How 
about the superficiality? (Laughter.) 


A I thonght we had overwhelmed you with super- 
ficiality on that already. (Laughter.) 
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fe) Why is he coming back? 


A He's coming back, I assume, for regular 
consultation. 


2) Is it Syria's lack of cooperation with the 
United States -- the hard-blood factor that the President 
said last night -- which is sabotaging the peace efforts in 


Lebanon, or is it the lack of consensus on reconciliation in 
the actual meeting which didn't happen today between the 
warring factions which is stifling the peace efforts there? 


How would you characterize this situation? 


A How to place the emphasis on those two? 

2) Yes. 

A No. I can't give you percentage I'm afraid. 
2) John, there are now denunciations throughout 


the Middle Fast regarding the Jordanian rapid deployment 
force. 


A Yes. 


0 I was wondering if you've had anv response or 
any further guidance on that. 


zB No. I don't have anything beyond what we 
gave you a few days ago, I'm afraid. 


0 John, in line with what President Reagan said 
yesterday, do you have any comment or do you agree with the 
assertion of Speaker O'Neill that Secretary Shultz has 
requested advance support of a U.S. policy of arming those 
seeking to overthrow the Government of Nicaragua? What do 


you make of that assertion? 
A I'm sorry. Speaker O'Neill's assertion? 
Q Yes -- about the letter of Secretary Shultz. 


fy No. I don't have anything on it for you. 


0 (Inaudible) in Lebanon, the airport as a location 
for reconciliation has been turned down. 


A UM eee 
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0 And chances of collapse, total collapse, are 
there. 


A Um eees 
0 What can you tell us would be the next step? 


A I think at least some of the participants are 
working on the question of an alternative venue that 
would be agreeable to everybody. I assume that will be the 
next step. 


0 Do you have anything in mind, in particular? 


A Geneva has been mentioned. I don't know 
whether that is today the key -- 


0 Camp David? 
A, I haven't heard Camp David. (Laughter.) 


Q John, on another matter, has the State 
Department asked its officials to sign that document saying 
you won't tell secrets for the rest of your life? 
(Laughter. ) 


aX Not to my knowledge. Not to my knowledge as 
yet, Bernie. I think those documents have not heen issued. 


0 John, going hack, the rapid deployment force 
of Jordan which was reported in the news -- the Jordanian 
official statement by the Commander in Chief of the 
Jordanian Armed Forces says -- the Israeli story 
coming out from Israel about this indicates that this is 
another Israeli attempt to foil Jordan's efforts to obtain 
the advanced arms it seeks from the United States and this is 
why they leaked the story from Jerusalem and talked about 
it. 


A Uh-huh. 
0 What do you comment on this? 
A No comment on that Jordanian -- 


Q Did you say in answer on the "no tell" state- 
ment that the documents aren't ready yet? 


A I don't think they have been distributed in 
the Department yet. 


0 When will they be? 
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A I think in about a couple weeks' time. 


0 John, how are you going to explain to the 
Contadora Group countries, the words of President Reagan 
yesterday, when he was defending the covert activity? And 
since they have opposed these covert activities as some obstacle 


tO -- 


A I think we will say the President's words 
speak for themselves. 


0 But -- 


) John, do you have anything on the presence of 
an aircraft carrier off Rio de Janeiro? 


A No, I don't; but try the Pentagon. 


0 O.K. And the support of this Administration 
for democracies everywhere is well known. Is that ‘ 
suspended, however, in the case of countries that don't 
comply with the IMF? 


f, That is a very broad and sweeping question, and 
I think the attitude of this Administration on human rights 
and the development of democracy in various countries is 
well known. We also face certain realities that confront 
us in various countries. 


0 John, do you have any comment on the chief 
Soviet delegate to the INF talks today and his remarks about 
the prospects for an agreement and Soviet willingness to 


remain on the talks? 
A No, I don't. 


0 Do you have any comment on a Pravda report, a 
Pravda commentary, talking about nuclear-powered submarines 
off U.S. coasts? 








A No, I don't. Obviously, we are in a kind of 
war of nerves, I think ~-=- the allies, on the one hand, and 
the Soviets, on the other. I assume they must be frustrated 
at the direction of events and the steadiness of the allies 
in adhering to the NATO two-track decision and the stead- 
fastness of the determination of the allies to deploy in the 
event of no agreement at Geneva. So I presume that a number 
of the things that you mentioned are a reaction to that 
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steadfastness. 

9) John, do you have any comment on David Owens' 
speech asking for postponement of deployment of Pershing 
IIs? 


A No, I don't, Jim; no. 


(Whereupon, at 12:46 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1983, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. 
Two announcements: 


First, Deputy Secretary Kenneth W. Dam will 
deliver an on-the-record Middle East address to the American 
Jewish Committee's National Executive Council at dinner on 
Thursday, October 27, at 6:30 p.m. at the Bellview-Stratford 
Hotel in Philadelphia. If you wish to cover this event, 
please contact Natalie Flatow of the American Jewish 
Committee at (212) 751-4000 this week, which I guess means 
today. And next week, she may be reached at the 
Bellview-Stratford at (215) 893-1776. 


0 What is the date and time? 


A That, again, is on the 27th, next Thursday at 
6:30 p.m., Bellview-Stratford Hotel in Philadelphia. 


0 Do you have an advance text on that? 


A We will have a text available as much in 
advance as we can, Jim. 


Also available in the Press Office are copies of 
Assistant Secretary Elliott Abrams' testimony before the 
joint hearing of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittees on Human Rights and International Organizations 
and Western Hemisphere Affairs. The subject of his testi- 
mony, which was this morning at 10:00, was the human rights 
situation in the southern cone of Latin America. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


0 Has the State Department now had a chance to 
look at the set of proposals given yesterday by the 
Nicaraguan Foreign Minister? 


A Let me say a number of things about that 
question. 


0 Can you say them slowly? (Laughter) 


A You can get a copy afterwards, if you would 
like. 




















.] Copy, please. 


A We made clear once again in yesterday's 
meeting, which was the latest in a series of contacts with 
the Government of Nicaragua, that the appropriate forum for 
carrying out negotiations is the Contadora process. 


We have met periodically with GRN officials and 
those of other participants to facilitate that process. It 
is the Central American countries themselves which have 
already developed, along with Colombia, Mexico, Panama and 
Venezuela, an agreed framework through which to consider all 
of these issues in a comprehensive and verifiable manner. 


We have supported the on-going Contadora process 
consistently, and we continue to regard the 2l-point Docu- 
ment of Objectives as the benchmark against which any propo- 
sal such as these should be judged. 


The Nicaraguan proposals recites some general 
principles that everyone could agreed on. However, they 
also contain strident anti-U.S. polemics, and even at this 


point it is clear that they are deficient. For example, they 


lack any specific means of verification and focus on:only a 
few of the 21 points agreed to by the Contadora countries. 
We are still reviewing the proposals. 


e) A couple of points. First of all, the 
Nicaraguans say they did give it to the Contadora countries 
first. 


A I don't know when they gave it to the 
Contadora countries. I don't think that vitiates anything 
I've just said. 


@) And, second, one of the treaties that they 
proposed in this series of four is a specific agreement with 
the United States. Do you object to the United States being 
included as a specific party? 


A I think I'll refer you back specifically to 
what I said, Jim, which is that we have made clear, made 
clear in the meeting yesterday, that the appropriate forum 
for carrying out negotiations is the Contadora process. 


To the extent that the U.S. has to be brought in, 
depending on what the nature of the involvement would need 
to be, we would have to look at that. We've already made 
clear, for example, that on withdrawal of advisors around 
the region and prohibition of weapons, large weapons, intro- 











duction into the region, we would certainly be looking to 
that on a verifiable basis, and so on. So, obviously, the 
U.S. would in certain ways be involved. But right now, at 
this stage, clearly the focus and the appropriate forum for 
negotiations is the Contadora process. 


@) Also on the subject of verification, these 
papers that the Nicaraguan Embassy put out says it specifi- 
cally provides for verification by the Contadora Group. 


A It doesn't talk about any specifics. That's 
where proof of the pudding would obviously come. 


0 Alan, how is this going to work? Say the 
Nicaraguans take these proposals to the Contadora Group and 
there's a process and the Contadora Group emerges with 
treaties or plans or ideas for resolving it, and say they 
happen to be along the lines of what the Nicaraguans are now 


proposing. 


How would we respond to those? Would we then go 
through a process of negotiating with Contadora, to yet 
revise or come up with -- or will we accept what Contadora 
decides? 


A I think you're going off into a hypothetical 
area at this point, and I would say we would await events to 
decide precisely how it would be appropriate to deal with 
what would come out of it. I'm not going to try to specu- 
late on it. 


e) Alan, it may not be as hypothetical as it 
seems. But you just said the appropriate forum for handling 
this is in Contadora, and I think that specific proposals 
have been made. I think we should indicate what we're going 
to do, or don't we have an idea of how we're going to handle 
what Contadora does? 


A I also just said that the way we would deal 
with this would depend on specificially what came out and 
what would be appropriate, and I can't speculate on that. 


2) So what Contadora comes up with, we will have 
right then to revise and further discuss? 


A I'm not -- you can use you words; I'll use my 
words, and I just used then. 


0 From a U.S. point of view, does even a preli- 
minary analysis of the Nicaraguan proposals represent an 
advance in the direction of some sort of negotiated 
solution? | 


the 











A I'm going to withhold that kind of a 
judgment, Bernie. As I said, we are examining -- continuing 
to examine these drafts that have been submitted, apparently 
both to us and to the Contadora countries, and I don't think 
it's appropriate to try to make a judgment until we have 
concluded that examination. 


0 You have left the impression now that what 
the US objects to in the proposals that it got yesterday from 
Nicaragua is the procedural way in which those proposals are 
being put forward. 


A No, I didn't say that. Why don't you take a 
look at the statement when you have it. 


0 Is that an impression that you intend to 
leave? 


A I think I also talked about deficiencies in 
the specifics of it, so why don't you take a look at the -- 


0 Can you be specific about what the deficien- 
cies are? 


A I cited one. But until we're finished with 
Our examination, no, I'm not going to try to do that. 


0 I just want to try and pin you down on one 
thing here, to follow up on Greg's line of questioning. Is 
the United States ruling out a possible treaty between 
Nicaragua and the United States as part of an overall 
Central American regional settlement? 


A I'm not here prepared today to rule in or 
rule out anything beyond what I've just given you, Jim. So 
I think that it would be a mistake to try and make judgments 
on that. I will leave you with the statement I've given 
you. 


0 Alan, do you all see in the documents a clear 
and specific commitment on the part of the Nicaraguan 
Government to halt their aid to the El Salvadoran guerrillas 
if we will halt our aid to the Contras? 


A You're asking me again to comment on 
something I've said we're still examining, Rick. And I 
think I'm just going to have to not try to make that kind of 
analysis, or give you that kind of analysis at this point. 














@) That's not an assessment. That's just a 
facual -- they're saying that that is what is in the docu- 
ment. 


@) A number of you have the documents, 
apparently, and I'm going to have to leave it to you to make 
your Own judgment on that at this point. I can't help you 
in terms of the U.S. Government judgment on that. I'm not 
going to try to articulate that at this point from here. 


@) Do we see any movement in their position on 
that point in the documents they handed us? 


A Again, I think I would have to withhold 
assessments until we have made or completed our review. 


e) Alan, you're leaving the impression that 
we're not interested in direct bilateral negotiations with 
Nicaragua. Is that the impression you wish to leave? 


A I think the point that was made is that in 
terms of negotiations -- we get back to the point that John 
discussed yesterday -- are we talking about negotiations or 
are we talking about discussions. 


In terms of negotiations on the issues in the 
region that have been discussed through the Contadora pro- 
cess, the Contadora process is, indeed, where we feel the 
negotiations should take place. As I said, to the extent 
the U.S. needs to be involved at some stage, we would have 
to figure out how that would be done, depending on the 
nature of that involvement. 


In terms of discussions, obviously we've had 
discussions. This was, again, the latest in a series of 
discussions that Assistant Secretary Motley has had, or 
others have had. 


So in terms of ability to communicate, that's 
there; but in terms of negotiations, I think what I gave you 
is quite specific on that. 


Q Are you saying, then, that we can have 
discussions with the Nicaraguans but all negotiations, then, 
have to be through Contadora? 


A I think in terms of these issues that we're 
discussing, yes. 


0 Are we a party in any way to the Contadora 
process, Alan? 








A I don't know how you define "party." We cer- 
tainly are not attending those, no. I would say we're not a 
party, and therefore we would have to get back to your 
earlier question to figure out what it is that comes out and 
how we need to deal with it. 


fe) Two questions, if I may. What is the latest 
update on the flow of arms through Nicaragua into El 
Salvador? 


A I don't have a new reading to give you on 
that, Bernie. 


Q Is it the U.S. assessment that that is still 
going on? 


A Yes. 


Q The flow is still going on. When Motley was 
in Managua last week, he must have made the same point that 
you're making. If you're going to negotiate, you've got to. 
do it through the Contadora, but we'll have talks. 


Why, then, wasn't it clear to D'Escoto that from 
the U.S. point of view he was wasting his time coming here? 


A First of all, I wouldn't address what was 
discussed between Ambassador Motley and the Nicaraguan offi- 
cials on his trip. There was a briefing that addressed 
that, a background briefing here, and I would refer you to 
that. 


As far as what motivated Minister D'Escoto to 
table these proposals, or provide them to us, or however you 
want to describe it, you'll have to ask him what his reason 
was. 


fe) In proposing this deal, do you find an impli- 
cit acknowledgment on the part of the Nicaraguans that they 
have, in fact, been doing what you've been accusing them of? 


A I think we made the point -- I guess it was 
last summer -- when they first made similar kinds of propo- 
sals, that one could draw that implication from what they 
were saying. I think they might describe it differently, 
but I think one could draw that kind of a conclusion of 
them. 


0 Yesterday, did Mr. Motley inform D'Escoto 
that he would or should turn things over to the Contadora 
Group, and did D'Escoto say that he had or had not already 
done so? 








A I don't have a detailed readout to give you 
on that, Rick, beyond simply saying that, again, in 
yesterday's meeting, it was made clear to Mr. D'Escoto that 
the place for negotiations, the appropriate forum, was the 
Contadora process. 


0 What was his response? 


A I'm not prepared to go into the dialogue 
beyond saying what our position on it was. 


e) Do you have any comment on the vote yesterday 
in the House of Representatives to stop the covert CIA aid 
to the Contras, and do you see any connection between either 
the activities in the area or the votes in Congress and this 
diplomatic initiative? 


A As far as the first is concerned, I really 
would refer you to what Larry Speakes said this morning. I 
believe he addressed the issue, and I don't have anything to 
add to that. 


As far as the connections and the motivations of 
the Nicaraguans in making this particular step, taking this 
particular step at this particular time, I'm not going to 
try to divine their intentions. I'll have to leave that 
analysis to you. 


0 I still want to go back to the question 
raised by Greg a few minutes ago and pursued by Bernie. The 
Contadora process accords no formal role of any kind to the 
United States Government. Nicaragua is saying that they 
would feel very -- that ultimately there is going to have to 
be some kind of bringing in of the United States, either 
directly with them or through some other means. 


Do you accept the Contadora countries -- that is, 
not the five Central American countries, but the original 
Contadora Group -- to be in a sense a mediator or the main 


negotiating party in any possible discussions leading to a 
treaty between Nicaragua and the United States? Can you 
flesh this out? 


A Again, you're trying -- I'm not going to be 
pinned down more specifically than I have been on this, Jim. 
The negotiating process at this stage for the issues that 
we've been discussing with regard to the Central American 
region, the forum for that is the Contadora process. 


In terms of how the U.S. would relate to that pro- 
cess at such time as there were -- and, of course, we have 











strongly supported that process -- but how we would relate 
to specific steps that were proposed to implement the 
21-point Document of Objectives, we would have to see. 
We'll have to see what we're talking about. 


fe) So the United States does not consider itself 
bound in any way by the Contadora Group process; is that 
correct? 


A As I said to Greg earlier, I am going to 
stick with the words I'm using and express the policy in the 
way I've expressed it rather than, I'm afraid, using yours. 

0 Am I too early to change subjects? 

0 Yes. 


A Yes. Go ahead, Greg. 


--MORE-- 


Ql | 





0 Alan, we're telling the Nicaraguans they 
should negotiate with Contadora. But I think we need to 
look at that. This seems like an incomplete response for the 
following reason: We're not a party to the Contadora pro- 
cess, and the Nicaraguans have reason to believe that we are 
engaging in a covert military action against them which is 
obviously hurting them. 


Their oils -- they've lost a lot of their oil; 
there have been a lot of deaths; their economy is suffering 
from this. There seems to be a sense of immediacy if they 
want to resolve the problem. We're pointing them to a pro- 
cess in which we are not a party. 


It seems to me that they do have bilateral issues 
to discuss with us. Don't they have a right to approach us? 


A I just said that this is the latest in a 
series of discussions, and certainly we will have discussed, 
and I would expect we would continue to discuss the issues. 


Incsterms of negotiations, however, the issues, we 
have made very clear in the past, can only effectively be 
dealt with on a regional basis. Therefore, the existing 
effective forum for doing that is the Contadora forum. 


0 Proposals that we have made earlier on to the 
Nicraguans have now been withdrawn from the table. The 
Enders and Quainton proposals, negotiations -- those are all 
now off the table in favor of the Contadora. 


A I don't have a way of describing that to you 
in any direct way. I think that the official who briefed 
the other day indicated that a lot of that had been incor- 
porated -- the concerns that were expressed in those various 
points -- incorporated into the 21 points. 


To the extent that there are some things for the 
U.S. to do or Nicaragua to do on a bilateral basis, as I 
say, I think we've got to wait until this process in the 
regional context has yone forward; and that is where the 
negotiations at this point are to be concentrated. 


0 Since the U.S. supports the Contadora pro- 
cess, weren't we on the phone yesterday encouraging the 
Contadora Four that, on the basis of what the Nicaraguans 
proposed, let's get cracking to see how we can defuse the 
situation? 
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A I don't have specifics for you. There is 
obviously an active diplomacy between ourselves and the 
various parties involved here. 


0 Can't you tell us whether there was a posi- 
tive reaction to try to expedite the process? Because 
otherwise I get the feeling of the U.S. stalling on this 
whole process to keep the Contra pressure on. That's what 
you're projecting. 


A As I just indicated, what I am projecting is 
that we're studying what has been presented yesterday, less 
than 24 hours ago, and I don't think that's an unreasonable 
position to take. 


@) Alan, not in terms of negotiations, but in 
terms of discussions, our bilateral discussions with the 
Nicaraguans, do we in any of the recent diplomatic contacts 
that Motley has had, both yesterday and previously, detect 
any greater willingness on the part of the Nicaraguan 
Government to exchange their withholding, their support for 
Salvadoran guerrillas in return for our withholding our sup- 
port for the Nicaraguan Contras? 


A Again -- 


QO Leave aside Contadora, leave aside nego- 
tiations -- just discussions. 


A Again, though, I think the focus would be on, 
for example, these pieces of paper that were presented 
yesterday, and that would be the vehicle certainly you have 
looked at and others have looked at as a way of expressing 
that. I think we're going to wait until we've examined them 
before we make a statement as to our judgments. 


I understand your trying to abstract it from that 
process, but I'm not able to do that at this point. 


0 Did D'Escoto say anything, or did he merely 
come into the office and sit mute and deliver four pieces of 
paper? 


A I'm not prepared to go into the discussion 
yesterday. 


0 One of the treaties is a specific bilateral 
treaty with the United States. Are you saying, then, that 
you would allow the Contadora countries to negotiate and 
work out the arrangements for a treaty that would involve 
only the United States and Nicaragua? 


9645 
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A No. I'm not saying that, but I think I've 
said everything I really intend to say on this subject. Why 
don't we change it? 


@) Alan, just one more, olease, if I could. You 
keep saying, "We're studying what '. = cresented 24 hours 
ago, so it's too soon to expect...” ‘°° .e implication is that 


it's too soon to expect aU.S. reac a2 to the specific 
proposals. 


On the other hand, you're saying the kinds of 
things that Nicaragua talked about ought to be negotiated in 
the Contadora process. 


A That's right. 


@) Are you leaving open the possibility that the 
U. S. will react to these proposals, or are you saying 
we're studying it, but in any case we won't react because 
we don't think that we ought to be dealing with this in a 
bilateral format? | 


A No, I'm not ruling out. I can't promise you 
that we will have a reaction to give you from here. I'm not 
ruling that out at this particular point. What I'm saying, 
though, beyond that, as you have pointed out, is that the 
negotiations on the issues in the region should be dealt 
with through the regional forum which exists. 


re) Can I remind you that you had a reaction at 
the very outset, that there were general principles but that 
they are deficient? 


A I said I gave you a very brief -- and you 
wanted to go into more detail, and I'm not able to give you 
a more detailed reaction than that. That is correct. I gave 
you a little bit on that. 


e) Grenada, Alan. Have you got anything new on 
what happened? 


@) Can we have one more on Nicaragua? I'm 
sorry. I beg your forebearance. 


A Go on. 
0 Thank you. Did you have any reaction to the 


attack on the town in northern Nicaragua that took place the 
day before yesterday? 


A No. 
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0 None at all? 
A No. 


0 Anything new on what has or is happening in 
Grenada, plus the status of the Americans there and any 
attempts to get a diplomatic body on the ground? 


A I don't have anything on that last part. In 
terms of what's happening and welfare and whereabouts 
questions, according to the information available to us, all 
is quiet in Grenada. Our citizens there are unharmed, and 
they're apparently not specifically the target of this 
trouble. 


We understand that the Revolutionary Military 
Council lifted the strict curfew today for four hours -- 
from 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. -- to permit persons to buy 
food and so on. But that's about the extent of what I have 
in terms of the situation on the ground. 


I think you're well aware of the reactions which 
have been widely reported of regional governments who have 
been quite upset. Some have broken relations with Grenada 
and are extremely concerned about the violent military 
takeover. 


0 Would we follow their lead, Alan? Jamaica 
has broken relations, Trinidad and Tobago may or hinted at 
it, some other Caribbean states, such as Dominica have 
denounced it. 


Why are we so silent at the moment? 

A I don't have anything for you on that. 

0 Alan, in that connection, do you have any 
reaction to Cuba's apparent reaction, a statement by 
Castro that's reported on the FBIS today? 

A I don't. 


0 Do you have any evidence or suspicions that 
Cuba may have had something to do with the fact itself? 


A I don't have any judgments to give you at 
this point, Jim -- I'm not sure that I will -- on that 
question or a question of outside involvement. 


0 Does that mean there wasn't any? 
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A I say I don't have any judgments to give you 
on it. I don't have any comment to make or -- 


fe) One other on Grenada. Tom Adams, the Premier 
of Barbados, last night seemed to be indicating that people 
in the eastern Caribbean expected an intervention by the 
United States, and that it was definitely possible. 


Have you been in consultations with him over the 
last 48 hours, and do you have any reaction to that remark? 


A No, I don't have any specific reaction to 
that remark or any others on that subject. I think that, as 
John indicated yesterday, we have, obviously, been in touch 
with a number of governments and continue to be on the 
question of what's going on. But I don't have a specific 
remark or reaction to give you on that. 


Q What do you have on the fighting between Iraq 
and Iran, and do you have anything on a Libyan report of an 
assassination attempt against Saddam Hussein? 


A No. I have nothing on either of those. 


Q This morning the American-Arab Anti- 
Discrimination Committee at a news conference in Washington 
charged that U.S. Customs officials using the practice of 
body cavity searches -- they've been harrassing and doing 
illegal searches of both permanent residents and citizens of 
the United States and Canada entering the United States, and 
they have affidavits to the effect that there is one woman 
who said that she was asked to be searched, or she was forced 
to be searched and that the statement which come out from 
the ADC -- which is the American-Arab Anti-Discrimination 
Committee -- this is no more than a bureaucratically legiti- 
mized rape, and they are going to pursue this. 


Are you aware of this subject? 


A I'm not aware of it, but I also think that 
it's something that you would have to address to the 
appropriate officials. I don't think that's our -- 


0 Doesn't the State Department have anything to 
do with the entering and exiting from the United States to 
Canada and vice versa? 


A I think you just indicated it was a 
Customs/Immigration kind of matter, and I would refer you to 
them. 
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Q Alan, do you have anything at all on the 
status of the INF talks? Have the Soviets continued to 
reiterate their threat to walk out of those talks? Has 
there been any change in the Soviet attitude that the U.S. 
has seen? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you on 
that. The meetings have continued, and I'm not aware of an 
adjournment date that has been set for those meetings. 


As far as any changes in the negotiations, I don't 
have anything new to offer you today on that. 


0 Have the Soviets continued to reiterate what 
they said some time ago about walking out or leaving or 
ending the talks, aside from specific adjournment? 


A I don't have anything new to give you on 
that. I'm not going to try to judge -- I don't think I want 
to get into the diplomatic exchange. I think a number of 
Soviet officials have expressed themselves in a variety of 
fora, and, of course, there have been a couple of things 
that have come out of the Warsaw Pact, and I'd refer you to 
that. I don't want to try to speak for them on this. 


0 New subject, please? Alan, will there be an 
American team at the planned Geneva meetings on Lebanon next 
week? 


I don't know che answer to that. 
Is an American team expected to be there? 


I don't know the answer to that. 


uo Fr OD FY 


Anything at all on Lebanon today, Alan? 


A A-little bit. Ambassador Fairbanks is in 
Beirut. As far as the situation on the ground is concerned, 
latest reports indicate the fighting in and around Beirut is 
reduced but periodically intense. 


The Marines report that their positions near the 
airport have been quiet, though a jointly manned Marine-LAF 
checkpoint at the airport came under fire last night with 
the LAF returning fire. 


There's been some sporadic major caliber weapons 
fire in the vicinity of Sugal-Gharb. Again, I think that 
probably my guidance is a little behind -- at least the 
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wires’ question that Bernie raised -- just in terms of what is 
actually happening on the talks. 


What I have, when I came down, is that we 
understand the Lebanese Government has announced the parties 
have reached agreement on the issue of venue for national 
reconciliation talks, but I don't have anything more speci- 
fic than that. 


re) Did they state a date on that? 

A I don't have a date. 

0 You don't have a date. 

A I don't have a date to offer you. 
0 


Alan, are there new thoughts being considered 
in letting the Marines seek out sources of shooting at then, 
or sources of fire, around the international airport of 
Beirut? 


A Personally, I'm not aware of a change in that 
sort of rule of engagement, but I guess you really have to 
go to the Pentagon. I don't think you can depend on my per- 
sonal awareness on this specifically. You'd better ask them 
what their state of play is on rules of engagement. But I'm 
not aware of any changes. 


Q Alan, last night 42 Senators voted to halt 
construction on the new embassy. Do you have anything on 
that at all? 


A Construction on what? 

0 On the Mount Alto facility, Soviet facility? 

A No. I don't have anything on that. I think 
we've made it clear in the past what our position on the 
construction of our respective embassies is, and I think 
there will probably be something in the past record on that. 


Q What about the U.N. vote in the Senate, the 
U.N. funds vote? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Alan, there are a lot of reports coming out of 
the Middle East about aU.S.-Syrian deal. Arafat is 
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accusing the U.S. and Syria of being in collusion, and there 
was something in the London paper, Al-Majallah, about a very 
detailed plan. 





Do you have anything to refute that? 
A A deal on what? 


@) A deal on the reconciliation talks, 
breaking up Lebanon, all that sort of -- 


A We have made very clear before that there 
were no deals struck. 


e) Congressman Stratton, in an article in the 
morning newspaper here, says that with the sniping against 
the Marines, the situation in Lebanon has entered a new and 
more dangerous phase, and that this is of a different 
character than their being in the way of the shells 
falling previously, and the United States should now recon- 
sider whether the Marines should stay there. 


Do you have any comment on this or on that general 
line of thinking that this sniping represents a more 
dangerous situation since it is specifically directed 
against the Marines and not just something where some shells 
may be directed at somebody else that are falling in their 
midst. 


A I guess a couple of things. One is that, as 
I've indicated, the firing near the Marine positions, except 
this one jointly manned station, apparently has fallen off, 
and I think as a general matter has fallen off. 


Secondly, there simply is no consideration being 
given to withdrawing the Marines. The President made that 
very clear. I'd refer you to his remarks on that. 


0 Do you see this sniping as a more serious 
problem? 


A I'm not going to try to compare. If people are 
in danger and get injured, that is a matter of concern, but 
in terms of the intention to remain there, there is no 
question about that. 


Q Alan, do you have any reaction to some com- 
ments from Arab circles, especially Syrian circles, that the 
latest escalation in Lebanon, which was the bombardment and 
everything that caused the death of two Marines, was the 
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response or the result from the United States' rearming or 
resupplying the Lebanese army for four days constantly after 
a period which was -- things were moving towards possibly 
coming to stability in a way or coming to an agreement. 


Do you have any reaction to that? 


A I'm not familiar with that particular state- 
ment, so I don't have a specific response to it. The U.S. 
has been engaged in trying to build up the Lebanese Armed 
Forces as the military arm of the Government of Lebanon, and 
that program is ongoing, and I think that -- I'll just leave 
it at that. I don't see a connection between them, but I'm 
not familiar with the statement, so I can't respond 
specifically. 


e) Any new efforts on the part of the U.S. 
Government to try to persuade Walid Jumblatt and some of 
his group to be a little more forthcoming in the nego- 
tiations for a national reconciliation? 


A As I say, my understanding is that there has 
been an announcement that they're in fact going to go -- 
that there will be talks. 


0 No, but any particular prodding from the 
U.S.? 


A I don't think I'd get into the question of 
prodding any one or another party. The U.S. has had contact 
with a broad spectrum of elements in Lebanon and will con- 
tinue to do so. 


0 Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just two schedul- 
ing announcements, one regarding the Secretary's schedule 
this afternoon. The Secretary will be testifying on the 
Hill on the Senate side at 1:45, and the House at 3:00. 


Open? 

Closed. Closed session, both sides. 
Subject? (Laughter) 

Why are these closed? 


You say “testifying.” Is it a briefing? 
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I think it is largely in the form of a 
briefing. 


Also, what you already know, which is that the 
tragic weekend events in Lebanon which required the 
Secretary to remain in Washington and to return to 
Washington from Augusta have made it impossible for him to 
make his scheduled October 24-27 visits to El Salvador and 
Brazil. 


He has reluctantly had to postpone his visit to a 
future date. The two governments have been notified and 
indicated their understanding of the postponement under the 
circumstances. 


0 Alan, there was some suggestion that the 
postponement might be just a few days. Is that ruled out? 


A As far as I know, George, there is no date 
at this point. It has not been rescheduled. 


0 Is there any consideration by the Secretary 
to traveling to Beirut or to the area? 


a I again know of no plans at this point. 
Obviously, at some point in the future, but in the near-term 
timeframe, I know of no plans for the Secretary to go to 
Beirut. 





0 Radio Tehran has announced that -- or it has 
officially denied that it or any of its people have been 
involved in the bombing. 


Do you accept that? 


A Jim, we're aware of that report. I can't go 
into the details of the investigation which obviously con- 
tinues, but I would have to say that, as Secretary 
Weinberger indicated, there's a lot of circumstantial evi- 
dence around, pointing in different directions. But some of 
it points to Iran, and the possibility of Iranian complicity 
is one aspect of our continuing investigation. 


0 Are you, for example, cooperating with the 
French in this investigation with the Lebanese? 


A We certainly are in close contact both with 
the Lebanese and with our MNF partners on this question. Of 
course, the French, having suffered a similar attack, we are 
in close contact with them within that context. 


0 On the future of the MNF, are you now 
discussing with the British, the French, and the Italians 
what their role will be? 


A As I say, there have already been contacts 
with the MNF partners. There will be continuing contacts. 
I'm sure that specifically what will happen in Beirut would 
be addressed in all of that as we go on. 


I would refer you, in terms of general intentions, 
however, to what the President said when he came back from 
Augusta and also to what I think it was Larry Speakes said 
on the subject of the U.S. continuing in the MNF in Lebanon. 
So in that respect, I'd refer you to those statements. 


0 Alan, has the President asked for a meeting 
of the MNF Foreign Ministers? 


A I don't know if there -- I guess at this 
point the only thing I can do for you is to say that there 
has been contact. The Secretary has been in communication 
with the Foreign Ministers -- with Foreign Minister 
Cheysson, Foreign Minister Andreotti, Foreign Secretary Howe 
-- but I don't have anything further to give you at this 
point. 


0 How was he in communcation? By phone or 
what? 














A It differed in each case, but there has been 
direct communication with the Foreign Ministers. 


re) Alan, it has been reported in Europe that 
President Reagan has sent a letter to the Italians, expli- 
citly saying that there should be a meeting of the four. 


Can you confirm that? 


A No. I can't confirm it. I'm not addressing 
it. As I say, the best I can do for you at this particular 
point is to say that the Secretary has been in touch with 
his colleagues, but I can't take it beyond that at this par- 
ticular time. 


Q Was the United States aware of President 
Mitterrand's visit to Lebanon, to Beirut last night? Was 
there any planned consultation with their government about 
this? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


@) Following up on that question, does the ba 
have any consideration to sending someone high level to 
Beirut quickly, immediately? : 


A General Kelley has gone. The Commandant of 
the Marine Corps. 


0 Someone higher than General Kelley. I mean -- 


A I think the Commandant of the Marine Corps 
is a fairly senior official. 


0 You would equate that to the President of 
France? No, I'm -- 


A I consider the Commandant of the Marine 
Corps, who's going out there at the President's direction 
and representing the President, to be a high-level official. 


0 I'm asking a serious question. 
A I'm answering you seriously. 
@) The French President went immediately. The 


United States had much larger casualties than the French 
did. Is there any consideration at this point to sending a 
Cabinet-level official to Beirut or someone higher than a 
Cabinet-level? 














A I don't have anything to give you on that at 
this point. 


Q Is it believed that Syria, directly or 
indirectly, played a role in this? 


A I'm not prepared to go, John, beyond what 
I've really said, that we're continuing to look into it and 
we will continue to do that. We haven't reached any 
conclusion. 


6) Alan, there have been reports about contacts 
with the Israeli Government concerning the last tragic 
events. What is the nature of these contacts? 


A I think that the Israeli Government made it 
known that Minister Arens had been in direct touch with 
Secretary Weinberger and Secretary Shultz to offer condolen- 
ces, solI think that that addresses that. 


0 Alan, for the record would you mind 
explaining again what the Department's position is on why 
the Marines are in Lebanon? 


A There is a whole record on this, Bill. I 
would refer you back to -- 


0 A lot of people on the Hill don't seem to 
know. 


A I think, first of all, the Secretary will 
address that on the Hill today, so I'm not -- I think that 
whatever questions are there can be addressed. We have made 
the point before that there is a presence -- to facilitate by 
their presence the re-establishment of Lebanese Central 
Government authority throughout Lebanon and the withdrawal 
of all foreign forces and, indeed, the security for Israel's 
northern border. That three-pronged objective, if you 
will, remains our basic objective, and that presence, as 
we've described it all along, including in reports to the 
Congress, remains there as a facilitating presence. 


0 Henry Kissinger yesterday voiced some con- 
cern about the lack of cooperation or coordination between 
the Israelis on the Awali River and the Multinational 
Forces there to bring about possibly securing the safety of 
the Marines and others, or giving some thoughts to that. 


What do you comment on that? 


Abs 














A I don't have any particular comment on that. 
On a variety of issues relating to the region, of course, we 
do consult not only with the Israelis but the other govern- 
ments in the region, but I don't have a specific comment. 


Q I was going to follow up on that, in that 
Kissinger has also said that it was the Israelis who got us 
in this in the first place. I understand it to mean "this 
mess." 


A I think we're going back over a lot of old 
ground that we've covered in the past. 


Q There are reports of Israeli offers to take 
in American casualties, but apparently they haven't been 
taken up on that, and everybody is being flown to Germany. 
Is that correct? Can you comment on that? 


A Yes. The United States Government is deeply 
grateful for offers of medical assistance received from 
Israel and other countries. Our wounded Marines are being 
moved to hospitals aboard the U.S. amphibious ships offshore 
and to U.S. military hospitals in Europe by U.S. Air Force 
Med-Evac aircraft. 


To date there is no requirement for additional 
medical facilities, but the Secretary of Defense has made 
clear that if there should be, we will turn for assistance 
to those who have offered help. 





Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q : A Syrian newspaper this morning published an 


item that says the U.S. is not taking a neutral role in 
Lebanon, and another publication in the region suggests that 
this incident shows that the U.S. is incorrectly assessing 
the degree of Lebanese resistance, both to Gemayel and to 
the Multinational Force presence in Lebanon. 


Can you offer any comment on the neutrality of 
the U.S. forces and the assessment of degree of resistance 
within Lebanon in light of the attack over the weekend? 


A We have made clear before that we were not 
there to back one faction or another within Lebanon; we 
were there as backing for the Lebanese Government. 
Obviously, there is a major effort underway right now at 
national reconciliation, and presumably that will have effect 

















over time on how Lebanon is governed. But it is for the 
support of the Lebanese Central Government and, as I said 
before, the re-establishment of the authority of that 
government over the totality of Lebanon that we are working. 


As far as resistance, again, you're asking in a 
way who is responsible for the attack. 


0 No. 


A But it gets to that question, and I can't do 
that. 


0 But resistance to that goal, the statement 
you just made -- 


A That's part of the reconciliation dialogue 
and so on, and I think that's what we've been going through 
for the last several weeks, and that is an ongoing process. 


0 But has the U.S. assessed correctly the -- 
the U.S. has been trying to get the parties to agree to this 
national reconciliation conference. 


Has the U.S. assessed correctly the amount of 
resistance to that idea to the point of recognizing that it 
could cause this kind of a disaster? 


A You're making an assumption when you get to 
the last "that it could cause this kind of a disaster." 
Again, that gets to the question of who is responsible and 
assuming that perhaps one of the major parties in that 
reconciliation dialogue is directly involved, and I'm not 
prepared to make that kind of a judgment. 


@) Alan, what's your assessment of the rela- 
tionship between reconciliation talks and this bombing 
attack? Do they have any relationship? 


A I would be careful about drawing any direct 
relationship between that. As far as the effect on those 
talks, my understanding is that that process is still moving 
forward and is scheduled to take place in Geneva. 


0 Another thing. Do you have anything on this 
Islamic group that claimed credit for this bombing? 


A No. Not really. I guess the name of this 
Organization, which was previously unknown, is the Free 
Islamic Resistance Movement. But, as I said before, we 











can't verify who's responsible or that they're responsible 
Or anything of that sort. 


0 Have you found something about this group? 
A No. 


0 I just want to go back to the question of 
responsibility. You did suggest or you repeated Secretary 
Weinberger's remarks and suggested Iranian complicity, or 
that you would go on that, but you wouldn't comment on any 
others. 


Are you gOing in any respect beyond what 
Secretary Weinberger -- where he went yesterday? And by 
just mentioning possible Iranian complicity and refusing 
comment elsewhere, do you mean to be saying that's the 
strongest possibility? 


A I think I'll leave you with the words I've 
used, Jim. 


0 Alan, to get back to the question that was 
asked earlier about why we're in Lebanon, in your own reci- 
tation of the reasons, of which you said there is a substan- 
tial record, you didn't make any mention of the thrust of 
what the President suggested yesterday, which was that 
there's a vital strategic interest to the United States in 
Lebanon. 


Why have you not repeated that here, and in your 
judgment did the President carry the reasons for American 
presence in Lebanon farther than it has been carried before 
by the United States Government? 


A Just a general answer. I'm not trying to 
give you a major statement of U.S.-Middle Eastern, or, 
indeed, global foreign policy, and you're asking for broader 
strategic -- what are our strategic interests in the region. 
Those have been stated many times and many places, and I 
don't intene <:o go through that all again today. 


0 No, no. What I'm asking you is whether the 
-- why you did not repeat today in reciting why we're there, 
what the President said yesterday. 


A I'm simply repeating -- it's not a relevant 
question in the sense of the way we've been addressing the 
issue, which is within Lebanon. Not "Why Lebanon?" and "Why 
Our interest in Lebanon and the region?" which is what you're 











getting to. We're talking about our objectives within 
Lebanon, and that's why I addressed it that way. 


@) You seem to be trying to distance the goal 
of the Administration's use of the Marines in Lebanon from 
the bombing. Are you trying to suggest that anyone, 
including the Phalangists, for example, might have rolled 
that truck in there yesterday? 


A No. I think I was in fact taking it the 
other way. I would be careful about drawing conclusions 
about any of the major factions or groups within Lebanon 
being responsible. 


0 Alan, you pointed a figner at the Iranians. 
Can you tell us anything about why the Iranians are there, 
how many are there, what they're doing there, who invited 
them in, where they came from? 


A I don't have details on the Iranian pre- 
sence, Obviously, there are Iranians there, but I don't 
have details on their presence. 


0 Could you just for the record give us some 
idea what the Secretary of State's schedule has been yester- 
day and this morning? I noted they didn't publish the sche- 
dule this morning other than he is going up on the Hill. 

Was he at the White House this morning? Was he at the 
White House yesterday? 


A He certainly was at the White House 
yesterday. 


0 We saw him get off the helicopter, but 
after that? 


A Yes. And he went to meetings then, and 
there were meetings later in the day, and I think that the 
White House can probably provide you with a schedule of 
those meetings. I think that Larry Speakes spoke after 
those, the second session as well. 


0 (Inaudible) 


A I don't have details on what he's been doing 
today. I think he may have been over there at some point 
during the morning. He's back and getting ready for his 
session on the Hill. 
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Q And you did say he didn't. He was in contact 
with some of the others in the Multinational Force. 


A He's been in communication, yes. He has been 
in communication with the Foreign Ministers, that's right. 
that's both over yesterday and today that it took place. 


0 Alan, when you were asked hefore about the 
U.S. not being neutral and you answered that the U.S. is 
backing the Central Government in the hope that it could 
extend its writ throughout the country, is that not seen by 
many factions within Lebanon as not being neutral -- that is 
to say, that they see the Central Government as a question 
of Phalangist authority and that, therefore, we are siding 
only with one group? 


A The fact is that we are not siding only with 
one group. There is certainly representation of the various 
groups within the Lebanese Government. 


If there is a perception that we're siding with 
Only one group, that is a misperception; and we want to be 
clear that that is the case. 


0 Alan, I take it you have rejected the option 
described by Henry Kissinger yesterday -- which is to expand 
U.S. presence, in conjunction with allies in Lebanon, to 
change the balance of force there. How firmly have you 
rejected that, and can you tell us for the record why you 
rejected that? 


A I think I'm not going to try to go into a lot 
of questions regarding Dr. Kissinger's statements yesterday. 
The fact is that the President reiterated his determination 
and his policy with respect to Lebanon. The fact is also 
that within that context and in light of the bombings that 
took place, we are in touch with our MNF partners, con- 
sulting with the Government of Lebanon and so on. That pro- 
cess continues, and I think it would be premature to try to 
go beyond that at this particular point. But I think that 
the basic thrust of policy was addressed by the President, 
and I think Secretary Weinberger addressed himself to some 
of the questions that you're raising as well with us. 


0 Have you not ruled out the possibility of a 
greater MNF presence there? 














10 


A I don't want you to walk away and say, "The 
State Department today refused to rule out such-and-such." 
The fact of the matter is that we're in consultation. I 
think if you're talking about some huge increase, some 
qualitative change, I'm not aware of that at this point 
certainly; and I would leave it again, though, in the pro- 
cess of consultation with our allies within the context of 
the present policy of support for the Lebanese Central 
Government and the MNF presence of what will specifi- 
cally be done. 


A Well, Alan, do you have any response to Walid 
Jumblatt's statement that this could happen again, and Senator 
Nunn who said that perhaps UN forces should replace some of 
the Marine force -- at least, within the next few weeks? 


Q I don't have have any specific comment on 
that. In terms of the question of whether it could happen 
again, one of the things that General Kelley is going to be 
looking at and one of the things that Secretary Weinberger 
has talked about, obviously, is the question of how one 
reduces the vulnerability of the MNF forces. 


Q Alan, are you seeing the event only in the light of 
the Lebanese struggle or, also, in light of the leaning 
of the American position towards Iran in the Iran-Iraq 
struggle? 


A We're addressing this issue in the context of 
Lebanon. 


0 This morning a former CIA Director, 
Admiral Stansfield Turner, said on "WRC Radio" that the 
Marines were also responsible for their own security 
and that they were guarding 200 people in that barracks by 
only one Marine carrying an M-16 rifle. What is your con- 
ment on the security arrangements? 


A I don't know about security arrangements. 
You'd have to address that question to the Pentagon. 


0 The Kuwaiti Under Secretary of State said that 
this is a result of the American policy toward the Middle 
East. What can you say about that? 


A I'm not aware of that particular statement and 
I don't have any comment to offer. I think I've given you a 
restatement of our policy there. 


(661 

















ll 


Jim? 

0 Yes. I wanted to change the subject. Are 
you -- 

0 Can I ask just one more before you change? 

A Yes. 

@) On Friday you were asked, on the basis of a 


statement by Congressman Stratton. It did not seem par- 
ticularly significant in a new trend in this that the 
Marines were now being specifically targeted by snipers 
rather than being the, perhaps, inadvertent target of 
shelling in the area. If I recall your answer, you did not 
feel it was particularly significant or you gave no indication 
that it was. Now do you think that the change in this kind 
of action regarding the Marines was particularly 
significant; and is it correct, as some have said in the 
State Department and Government, following this change was 
especially active in the area to try to do something about 
it? (sic) 


A I'm not sure what the last point means, but 
let me just try to address your general question. I think I 
did not address your question on Friday specifically in the 
context of "was this more dangerous or not" -- that we have a 
concern when Marines are in a situation in which they're 
threatened, that we try to deal with that. And I think 
we've also addressed in the past the fact that the efforts 
to target the Marines, including the sniper fire we're 
talking about, was apparently designed to disrupt the pro- 
cess in Lebanon -- the reconciliation process -- and the 
issue was raised here and one presumes that there may be 
validity to it. But I can't judge the motives of people we 
haven't identified of trying to get the U.S. and the other 
MNF contributors to pull out, thereby again disrupting the 
process within Lebanon. 


I don't know what to say in terms of the judgment. 
The Marines are there, the MNF is there. The President has 
indicated, as have other leaders, determination to continue 
the policy, and efforts are being made now to address the 
question of vulnerability and to try to reduce that. 


0 I received the impression over the weekend 
that following this change in the type of threat to which 
the Marines were subject, that the United States was quietly 
active to try to do something about it because officials 
here realized that it was a very serious development. 
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A Meaning what though, Don, to do what about 
it? What do you mean? 


@) Diplomatically and through other means, to 
see if they could not reduce this threat. 


A Yes. I don't have anything on that. 


'@) Alan, I'm a little confused by what you just 
said, compared to what you said a few minutes ago. You said, 
"We're addressing the issue in the context of Lebanon." 


A Yes. 


@) A few minutes ago you said you wouldn't 
necessarily steer us in the direction of understanding that 
any of the parties to the reconciliation talks may have been 
involved in any way in this respect. 


Is the Administration precluding the possibility 
that, in fact, this attack had nothing to do with the U.S. 
role in Lebanon but may have had something to do with 
something else, somewhere else in the world? 


A I'm not precluding anything. When you look 
at the nature of the attack, it certainly strikes one as a 
direct attack on the U.S. and French MNF presence in 
Lebanon. 


The question, you may recall, that I responded to 
had to do with the Iran-Iraq war and whether that was the 
context in which we were addressing this issue. And I said 
we were addressing the issue in the context of Lebanon. 


0 Alan? 
ist David. 
e) Since you're saying this was a direct attack, 


do you consider this to be combat or are the Marines now in 
a combat situation? 


A I don't think there's any change overall in 
that. 


‘@) Is the Administration satisfied that the 
Gemayel Government has done enough to change this perception 
of the U.S. not being one-sided by attempting to broaden the 
base of that government? 
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A The Gemayel Government has made it very clear 
that it is dedicated to the proposition of a reconciliation 
dialogue -- 


@) I'm talking about something beyond rhetoric 
from the Gemayel Government. 


A I think that there is a meeting scheduled in 
Geneva which talks to that. 


Q Do you see any relationship between this 
bombing and the one of the Embassy earlier or were they iso- 
lated incidents? 


A That's very hard to say. The investigation 
of the April bombing of the Embassy is continuing and we're 
cooperating in that effort. But there are obvious similari- 
ties between the bombing of the Embassy and the two bombings 
which took place over the weekend, and we're not excluding 
the possibility that there's a relationship and that perhaps 
some of the same people are involved. 


@) Are American personnel involved in that 
investigation of the Embassy? 


A I'd say we're cooperating with that investi- 
gation, but it's a Lebanese investigation. 


0 Alan, I think I asked this question last week 
or asked John, but I'll try to put it differently. Are you 
aware that some of the Christian participants in the recon- 
ciliation talks -- namely, Pierre Gemayel, who is 
Amin Gemayel's father, and Camille Chamoun -- stated openly 
their (inaudible) reconciliation and power-sharing in 
Lebanon which could come out of the upcoming talks? 


A I think we'll let the talks process proceed 
and not try to get into the middle of them by commenting 
from here. 


0 Is the United States prepared to evacuate or 
help in the evacuation of U.S. citizens from Grenada? 


A I don't have anything specific on that, Jim. 
We have at best sketchy reports from Grenada. What we have 
is based on the visit to Grenada by four U.S. officials, one 
of whom returned to our Fmbassy in Bridgetown yesterday and 
gave us some report. The officials were there with the pri- 
mary objective of ascertaining the situation regarding the 
some one-thousand U.S. citizens who are on the island, 
including about 500 students and faculty at the St. George's 
Medical School. 
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0 How many? I'‘m sorry. 


A There are 500, roughly, students and faculty 
at the Medical School, about a thousand total .S. citizens 
on the Island. 


As you're aware from reports from the region, 
while there have been indications and reports of possible 
opening of the airport at St. George, there, in fact, has 
been no normal flow of traffic in the past days, and that 
situation apparently continues. No one has been leaving the 
Island through either regularly scheduled or chartered air 
flights. And while the reports of violence have dwindled, 
the situation remains unstable, troubled, and considerable 
uncertainty remains. But I really am not in a position to 
talk about contingency plans beyond that, and I'm just going 
to have to leave it at that. 


0 Now that you know something about the 
situation or the composition of the new military commission, 
does the question of recognition arise? 


A I don't have anything to offer you at this 
point on the question of recognition. I simply -- 


0 In other words, in the absence of raising it, 
then recognition continues as before. 


A Well, I don't know what the strict legal 
situation is. We have tended to emphasize recognition of 
countries rather than 4 hat min se. I don't know, 
though, Jim, what the situation is legally with regard to 
that. 


0 Western diplomats are being quoted as saying 
at least a couple hundred of the Americans on Grenada want 
to leave. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it. As I say, we 
still have three people there, we had four altogether. We 
are looking into their welfare and so on. 


0 Perhaps if I recall, you said that this 
official has sent to you information about the situation of 
the U.S. citizens. Do you have that information yet? 


A I don't have anything specific to give you, 


no. 
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@) Alan, do you have anything on the charges by the 
Grenadian Government that the U.S. is preparing an inva- 
sion of Grenada? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


@) There are reports that the Jamaicans and 
Antiguans have sent troops to Bridgetown, Barbados. Are we 
in contact with the Jamaican Government? 


am I think we're in contact with a variety of 
governments in the region. There's been a great deal of 
concern expressed by a number of governments about what has 
gone on in Grenada, but I don't have anything specific on 
that subject to give you. 


@) Alan, do you have any comment on the Cuban 
statement on the events in Grenada? 


pt Not really. The Cubans have been involved 
there for a long time. And, obviously, they're not indif- 
ferent, it's quite clear, to what's going on. But I don't 
have a-specific comment to offer on their comments. 


0 You don't have any characterization of the 
statement itself which includes, sort of, condemnation of 
the events in Grenada? 


My No. I think that the comments that they've 
made and some of the communiques they've issued have been 
rather lengthy and have addressed a number of specifics 
regarding that situation -- some of which go in that direc- 
tion, some of which have sort of a different element to it. 
I'm just not prepared to comment on the Cuban -- 





0 (Inaudible) 

i O.K., we're going to have about five more 
minutes then. Because of the Secretary's testimony I'm 
going to have to leave. 

0 O.K. Iran-Iraq? 

A Yes. 

@) Do you have anything on new fighting there, 


(a); and there were reports over the weekend that Iraq had 
mined an Iranian port. 
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A Yes. As far as fighting, I don't have 
anything for you. As far as the reports that Iraq may have 
mined the approaches to Bandar Khomeini -- as they in fact, 


I gather, had previously done -- we have seen those reports. 
Yhe area in question, as I understand it, is in Iraqi terri- 
torial waters. 


There is an inherent danger in such mining because 
the mines could drift into the international waters of the 
Gulf and thus endanger commercial and other shipping, and we 
believe it is incumbent upon the Iraqis to ensure that any 
mining done does not pose a threat to international 
waterways. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the 
Contadora statement yesterday -- that was issued yesterday 
-- the fresh thing? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 


0 Alan, any further reaction on Nicaragua's 
peace? 

A No. 

0 Alan, I don't know why, if you have some 


information about U.S. citizens in Grenada, you don't 
release that information. 


A Partially that information, too, is private 
and they're private citizens and I'm not aware of what we 
have in the way of privacy act waivers and so on and so 
forth. 


Jim, did you have a question? 


0 Do you have anything there, Alan, on the 
announced intention of the Soviets to go ahead with 
deployment of nuclear warheads in East Germany and 
Czechoslovakia? 


A I don't think I really do have anything on 
that. There's some older guidance which talks about 
deployment of Soviet missiles in Fastern Furope, and I guess 
I'd refer you to the Press Office on that. I don't think I 
have anything here on that. 


Ralph? 








17 
Q Do you have anything on why Ambassador 
Hartman is in Washington this week? 


A I think John indicated last week that he is 
back on consultations. 


te) Are they routine consultations? 

A There's nothing that I would look for that's 
beyond what an Ambassador normally does when he comes back 
on consultation. 

Q O.K., thank you. 


A O.K., you're welcome. 


(Whereupon, at 12:53 p.m., the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I just have a house- 
keeping announcement up front first. There will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing today on the President's forthcoming 
trip to Japan and Korea. That will be at 2:30 in the White 
House Press Room by a Senior Administration official. 


I imagine we might as well get right to what I 
have on Grenada. Obviously, we're not able to get into a 
number of areas while military operations continue, and we 
are going to have to refer you to the Pentagon on specifics 
on the military side of the situation. 


Most of the U.S. citizens on the island are under 
the control of U.S. forces. We have no information on any 
U.S. civilian casualties. The Governor-General is alive and 
well in Grenada. U.S. Air Force C-141ls will today begin 
evacuating U.S. citizens on Grenada who want to leave. 


An initial group was due to leave Point Salines 
Airport, Grenada, this morning. Those flights will proceed 
to the continental United States, but you will have to get 
the destination--they will be coming into U.S. Air Force 
bases in the United States, and you will have to get the 
location of those bases from the Pentagon. We do not have 
that for you. We expect they will arrive -- the first ones 
-- this afternoon or this evening. 


American consular officials on Grenada tell us 
that about half of the 800 to 1000 Americans on Grenada have 
requested evacuation. That figure: 800-1000. We think 
about half of them have asked to come out. 


The United States will also be evacuating foreign 
nationals who are permanent residents of the United States, 
and foreign nationals who are dependents of U.S. citizens or 
permanent residents. 


We've also been asked to assist in the evacuation 
of other third-country foreign nationals, and we will do 
that. 


That is about all I have for you. 














) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


e) On the evacuation of civilians, did this 
government have any specific request from any civilians 
there or families here that their people on the island 
should be evacuated? 


A Insofar as the consular officials that were 
sent in to the island under very difficult and limited con- 
ditions, Jim, yes. You have to understand that in the light 
of the instability that existed on the island before the 
military action, in light of the fact that they were only 
permitted in for brief periods, in light of the fact that 
they could really find no authorities with whom to deal, 
these were not very formal consultations. This was a 
question of getting to the college campuses and talking with 
students. 


But, yes, the consular officials estimate that of 
those they talked to, about 100 requested evacuation or 
said they would like to leave the island, but were unable to. 


0 Revolutions and other such’ civil disturbances 
are not unusual in this world today. Can you recall any 
Other case where the United States invaded to protect the 
safety of U.S. civilians under such circumstances? 


Ay I don't have such data in my head, Jim. I'll 
be glad to take a look at it and see what those are. 


8) What was it that distinguished this one inci- 
dent from the others where you did not take action? 


A I think what precipitated the U.S. action was 
the request from the OECS. 


fe) John, in the more than 24 hours since the 
President announced the invasion of Grenada, the Reagan 
Administration has been unwilling or unable to detail any 
pre-invasion U.S. diplomatic efforts to arrange for the 
peaceful evacuation of Americans. 


That leads to speculation that diplomacy was never 
seriously tried. Are you willing or able to detail any 
American diplomatic efforts before the invasion? 


A Yes. I think we can give you later in the 
day -- I think some paper is being prepared on the chrono- 
logy of consultations and discussions we have had with the 











regime on Grenada. But in addition to that, there are these 
discussions that I've just mentioned in terms of those that 
took place between the consular officials and the students. 


0 Can you in a general way describe for us the 
quality and the kind of diplomatic dialogue that took place 
between 12 October and the invasion? 


A I think I'll wait. until we give you that very 
‘specifically. There was an exchange of some paper, and 
there was some contact by consular officials on the island, 
but very confused contact because it was not at all clear 
who was in charge. It was very difficult to find people in 
authority. 


0 There are those who would say that the United 
States was clearly interested in exercising the military 
option as opposed to the diplomatic options. It has been 
said by some people on the Hill. How do you respond to 
that? 


A The facts speak for themselves. We had a 
request, an absolutely legitimate request, from a regional 
Organization in the area to assist. We considered that, and 
do consider it, a legal, legitimate request, and there have 
been two considerations as the Secretary and the President 
have indicated. 


There is the question of the safety of U.S. citi- 
zens, and, of course, there has been the desire to restore 
peace and stability to a very restive island. 


Q You link them very closely and inextricably 
apparently. 
A You asked me what were the motivations. I 


give them to you as best I can. 


0 Regarding the OECS request, can you tell us 
what the position of Montserrat was? 


A I cannot specifically, but I think the posi- 
tion is that Montserrat -- I may be off a little off my 
expertise here -- is not fully admitted to the co. 1anization. 
I think that is the answer, but let me check thst °“" you, 
John. 


0 Because how does this affect their rules that 
all the decisions must be taken by unanimous consent of the 
membership of the -- 




















A The decision was taken by unanimous consent 
of the members, but specifically insofar as Montserrat is 
concerned, let me do a little research. But I think the 
preliminary answer I've given you is the correct one. 


0 One other question, please. Did Milan Bish, 
our Ambassador in Barbados, call the Chancellor of St. 
George Medical School and ask him to say that the U.S. stu- 
dents were in danger? 


A I don't know. I don't know whether they 
talked or not. 


Q On that last question, is Grenada a member of 
the OECS? 


A I think it is. 


re) Did it take part in the unanimous decision to 


A My understanding was it did not, and it's my 
understanding that the other members of the grouping deter- 
mined that there was not a valid government in Grenada to 
participate in that decision. 


0 Then -- 
A But you'd have to ask them, since it's their 
Organization. 


Q May I ask if we could have a filing break for 
what we have thus far? 


A Sure. Filing break. 


Q Can you tell us what messages of encourage- 
ment or support the United States has received from any 
world nation for this action? 


A I can't. I don't have a list of them or -- 


2) Have there been any to your knowledge? 


A I don't know, Ralph. Obviously, there's a 
lot of back and forth. There certainly have been diplomatic 
exchanges and expressions of support, but obviously, we're 
not going to be able to give you those. But I don't have a 
list of what people have said publicly. 





Q Have any of those diplomatic representations 
come from any countries which have publicly not supported 
the invasion? 


A, Not going to get into private, diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q John, the French Government has now gone sort 
of out of its way on three separate occasions at the highest 
level -- except for the President -- condemned the U.S. par- 
ticipation in the invasion of Grenada. 


Do you have any response, first, to the French 
condemnation? 


A We took the action we did in concert with 
other countries, other countries in the area with an acute 
interest in this. We took the action we did for serious 
and, in our view, valid reasons. Obviously, we regret that 
there may be other countries that do not share our view. 
Some do; some do not. 


Q But are we at all concerned, John, that, 
given the French position and the British position to which 
the Secretary addressed himself yesterday, that the Grenadan 
incident could have unfortunate consequences for the Western 
Alliance? 


A I think people are always raising questions 
about the validity and the coherence of the Western 
Alliance, and it seems to survive pretty well. We have many 
common bonds, but there are also diversities of opinion in 
that Alliance. 


In the case of a well-knit family, differences of 
Opinion are often expressed, sometimes volubly, and they 
have been. 


fe) Let me follow this just a little bit more, 
because it does strike as being unusual this very severe 
condemnation by the French. So how does this Administration 
now feel about France which has followed its own course of 
policy in Africa? 


A The Secretary of State will be leaving this 
afternoon, will be talking with the Foreign Minister of 
France, will be talking -- 


Q He will be talking to him? 











4 Of course. The agenda is not this particular 
subject. It is another matter -- obviously, Lebanon and the 
MNF -- but the relations are good. The family is still closely 
knit together. Within the family there may well be dif- 
ferences of opinion. I suspect this is -- I know this is 
not the first. I suspect it will not be the last difference 
of opinion, but we seem to function pretty well. 


¢) John, could you explain again for us -- we 
didn't understand it yesterday -- how this action jibes with 
the Organization of American States agreement? 


A I think our legal experts have produced a 
piece of paper, which we'll be glad to make available to you 
afterwards. I'll just read -- it's a long piece of paper. 
But the fact is that in our view the collective actions of 
the United States, Jamaica, Barbados and the OECS states are 
consistent with the OAS charter. 


The charter specifically allows OAS members to 
take collective action pursuant to regional security 
treaties in response to threats to peace and security. The 
OECS states are not parties to the Rio Treaty, and the OECS 
Treaty is their regional security arrangement. 


The OECS Treaty concerns itself in part with mat- 
ters of collective security. Article VIII of the OECS 
Treaty authorizes that organization to coordinate the 
efforts of member states for collective defenses. 


°) What is that again? I'm sorry. I 
interrupted. 


A Okay. Then I'll continue. As far as the 
U.N. Charter is concerned, regional and collective security 
measures are expressly contemplated by Article 52 of the 
U.N. Charter. Paragraph 1 of that Article provides for 
regional arrangements or agencies for dealing with such mat- 
ters relating to the maintenance of international peace and 
security as are appropriate for regional action, provided 
that such arrangements or agencies and their activities are 
consistent with the purposes and principles of the United 
Nations. 


So I understand that there are other viewpoints, 
but our argument is that the action we have taken in concert 
with these other nations is not inconsistent with either the 
U.N. Charter or the OAS Charter. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 








A Sure. This is a fairly long -- 
0 Plus the legal documentation. 
a This is the legal document. I was reading a 


couple paragraphs from it, but we'd be glad to -- 
e) Is it longer than that? 


A It's two good long pages of closely typewrit- 
ten material. 


@) If I could follow on that, however, two 
questions: (1) On the question of Article 18 of the OAS 
Charter which is binding on all OAS states, including the 
Eastern Caribbean states which signed that, that is non- 
intervention and excluding the means specifically of force. 


Does the United States consider itself in 
compliance with Article 18 of the U.N. Charter as was 
recited by Greg yesterday? 


And, secondly, what is the external aggression to 
which Article VIII of the Eastern Caribbean Treaty -- to 
what does it refer in the case of Grenada? 


a I think you have to place great significance 
on the views of the nations in the area. And the nations of 
the area who are members of OECS maintain that what has hap- 
pened in Grenada is a threat to the stability of the area. 
That is their determination. We accept their viewpoint. 


0 Are you saying the United States has dele- 
gated its responsibility for finding facts sufficient to 
comply with its own international agreements to the fact- 
findings of other nations? 


ay No. What we're saying is that they have made 
their case, we have accepted their case, they have made cer- 
tain requests of us, and our decision was to participate, 
accede to that request. 


e) To what extent was weighed within that, the 
opinions of other Caribbean states in the region such as 
Trinidad, the Bahamas, Guyana, and even Belize which is 
threatened by Guatemala? 


ty I'm sure the opinions in the area and, 
indeed, in other parts of the world were weighed. As the 
Secretary of State indicated yesterday, this was not an 











impulsive decision. It was a decision weighed carefully 
over a period of some time. Emissaries were sent to the 
area to talk to the countries involved. And at the end of 
that process -- a rather careful process -- the decision was 
made to proceed. 


@) John, on the question of the threat to the 
Americans, both the Grenadans and the Cubans have revealed 
that they sent messages to the United States in the days 
preceding the invasion, assuring the United States that 
their nationals and other foreigners were safe. In fact 
the Cuban note, which was made public, also suggested 
discussions about ways of taking care of foreigners, and 
that the Cubans said they did not get a reply to their note 
until the invasion had already started. 


I gather from what the White House said, the U.S. 
sent some kind of message to the Grenadans on a TELEX 
machine? 


A I think we can document that for you later in 
the day. 


0 Can you just discuss why it seems to be that 
the U.S. did not take into consideration these messages, or, 
if it did, it just threw them away? 


ay I'm sure it took into consideration such 
messages, Bernie, but I also think it would weigh those 
against the overall evidence that it had available to it. 


There has been a difference between pronouncements 
by those who claim to be in control in Grenada, and the 
actions that in fact ensued. For example, there have been 
statements about the curfew and its duration and its lifting 
that were not carried out. 


There have been statements about the ease of 
passage for charter flights. I think one network yesterday 
incorrectly reported that charter flights left Grenada. 
That's not true. 


There is the question of our own consular repre- 
sentative trying to get in there, being given a signal that 
an aircraft might be permitted to land, and in fact the 
aircraft being turned away. 


There is the treatment of a consular official -- 
our consular official -- upon arrival to have a plane 
surrounded by a bunch of young men pointing guns at the 





aircraft. It's not your traditional method of arrival ina 
country. 


Sc I think that you have to weigh what has been 
said or what may have been said against the situation that 
in fact prevailed, against what we were told by students and 
Others on the ground, and a variety of other assessments. 


The President considered carefully the various 
strands in all this, and then made his decision. 


Q Are you convinced that -- 


B, Excuse me. Let me take a couple of other 
people here. 


re) Can I take you back to the legal issues that 
you raised, please? Is it the Department's opinion that the 
request by these OECS countries has precedence over both the 
U.N. and OAS Charter that talk about non-intervention by 
force? 


A It is the position of the United States that 
that request is not a violation. It is not in contradiction 
of either the OAS Charter or the U.N. Charter. 


@) Not the request, but the response to that 
request. You are saying that the request is legal? 


A Yes. 
Q But the response of the U.S. is legal also? 
A Yes, of course. 


e) John, what do you know about reports from 
Barbados that Soviets on Grenada have abrogated their diplo- 
matic status and have taken up arms? 


A I know nothing of such reports. Certainly, 
you have to bear with us because, obviously, it is a con- 
fused situation or | jround. But the latest information 
we have is that ti. + oviets of whom we are aware are in 
Soviet diplomatic bui.uings and have not ventured out. 


Q A follow-up on the precedence, please? 


A I'm sorry. Excuse me? 


Q Please? Mr. Hughes? 
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A I'm sorry. Oh, here. 


@) On the precedence, you said that the United 


States had to reply for an urgent appeai by those neigh- 
boring countries which were concerned with what is happening 


in their neighborhood. 


Suppose that next time Honduras, Guatemala and 
Salvador would decide that they are disturbed or concerned 
with what is happening in Nicaragua and they would ask the 
United States to help and intervene, would you intervene, 
using this precedence? 


4 I mean, I don't want to suggest that anybody 
has been doing any thinking about that. What I would 
suggest is that is a hypothetical situation, and, should that 
occasion arise, as with any hypothetical situation, then we 
would confront it. 


re) Can you comment on an OECS Minister's state- 
ment this morning that the U.S. Marines probably would not 
need to remain in Grenada beyond six months? 


A Six months? 
re) Yes. 


A That sounds surprising in the light of the 
way the President addressed it. The President made the 
point that those U.S. troops will be out as soon as that is 


possible. I think he -- 


e) How long is that? I mean, six months could 
be "as soon as possible." 


A, I think you'll have to ask the President what 
he means by "as soon as possible." I think he means as soon 
as possible. 


e) Following on that, Mr. Charles (sic) said 
today at the OAS, "After normalcy has been restored, 
non-Caribbean forces -- presumably meaning the United States 
-- will withdraw from Grenada." 


How do we define "normalcy"? Do we defer to their 
definition of normalcy? Can you answer those two questions? 


By I think that as soon as the safety of U.S. -- 
as soon as the evacuation is complete, as soon as the safety 
of our citizens and others in whose well-being we are 
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interested is assured and peace and stability has returned 
to the island, then arrives the question of our departure. 


Presumably, the other forces would remain on. I 
think that has been suggested by various leaders of their 
countries. I think Prime Minister Seaga suggested that, but 
I would assume that we would be gone. 


@) But how are you going to define -- I mean, 
what is “peace and stability"? Are you going to be in con- 
Sultation with the OECS to define what “peace and stability" 
or “normalcy” mean? 


Ben I think it's something that you know when you 
see it, Jim. I think we will know peace and stability when 


we see it. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 John, how do you visualize the creation of a 
new political entity in Grenada? What institutions are you 
looking at? Does it revert to the previous constitution, 
the 1979 constitution? Just how is that being thought of at 
the moment? 


A It's early days, obviously, but our thinking 
is that the Governor-General is the constitutional 
authority. As I said, he is known to be safe and on the 
island. 


e) It's Paul Scoon, is it? 


4 Yes. And I presume that he would take any 
constitutional intitiative. Now, what that will be, whether 
the appointment of some kind of provisional government, I 
don't know. But I would think that that's where one would 
look now for the next constitutional move. 


0 When did you find out he was safe, and where 
is he? 


A I do not know where he is, and I really can't 
tell you when we knew he was safe. 


Q His whereabouts were unknown for a time early 
on? 


A I think that was probably true in the initial 
analysis. 


Q Doesn't this require the permission of the 
British throne to do this? 


A I don't know, John. You're asking me a 
constitutional question. 


0 He is the voice of the throne? 


A As I understand it, he is the legitimate 
constitutional authority. 


Q Do you contemplate any role at all for Sir 
Eric Gairy? 


A I don't know about that. 


Q There aie people on Grenada, presumably 
alive, who are responsible for the murder of Maurice Bishop. 
Would they be arrested by U.S. or other forces and detained 
for the U.S. Government? 
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A I don't know what is happening in terms of 
arress, but it certainly seems to me that in terms of any 
process against them, that would be a matter for the 
Grenadan authorities -- 


0 But there are no Grenadan authorities, John. 
That's the point. 


A One hopes that that situation will be 
remedied soon. 


re) In other words, they wouldn't walk around 
loose, I presume, until that point? 


A I don't know what the situation is. I know 
that we have some Cuban nationals under arrest, but I do not 
know what is the situation concerning Grenadan nationals. 


fe) What will happen to those Cuban nationals, 
John? 


A I can't really give you much on that. I 
think that that is a matter that we're in touch with the 
Cuban authorities about, and we'll tell you a little bit 
later. 


0 How many of them are there? 


A I think they're a couple hundred; 200 to 250 
at the moment. : 


Q Are we going to require the evacuation of 
Americans there? 


A No. 
8) It'll just be voluntary? 
A Sure. 


0 Does that suggest that the situation there is 
now safe enough so that people can stay there? 


A Safe? I don't know how safe it is today. 
Certainly, one of those campuses is secure and under U.S. 
control. I gather that the second campus is pretty much 
under U.S. control, although I gather that also some stu- 
dents have moved from that campus to the other campus. It 
is obviously going to be safe enough to get people out of that 
airport. 
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QO But if it's not -- if there's some question 
about the safety and we went in there to secure the safety 
of the Americans, why wouldn't we require them to leave? 


A Because I assume that the situation is much 
improved over what existed there several days ago, or 
shortly will be. 


QO Do you have any indication that the dif- 
ference with the French is a spelling out maybe in other 
areas like the Middle East? 


A No. I think that they have their view of 
this particular situation, and we have our view of it. 


Q Is Shultz prepared to answer questions on 
Grenada at the meeting of the Foreign Ministers in Paris? 

A By other Foreign Ministers? Oh, I would 
think so. 

Q So long as we are on whereabouts of people, 


can you tell us where Mr. Austin is? 


A Sorry? 
fe) Austin? 
A No, do not. I've seen wire reports that 


he's in the Soviet Embassy, but I do not know that. 


Q When will the Administration allow United 
States journalists on the island? 


4 I don't know. The Pentagon, obviously, is in 
control of that situation. 


0 John, it was a political decision to go in. 
When will the political leaders of this country make the 
decision to let us in? Are you saying that the Pentagon is 
Saying no reporters to the island? 


A First of all, it's not our island. First of all, 
it belongs to somebody else, so there's that factor. 


fe) Who does it belong to, John? Wait a minute, 


John. 
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A I'm not playing games, but it's not quite as 
clear-cut as someone in this building -- 


Q Are we not the authority on that island right 
now? 


A As of this moment, I suppose we are. 


QO Okay. If the United States is the legitimate 
authority on that island, why, then, cannot U.S. jour- 
nalists go onto that island? 


A You're going to have to talk to the Pentagon 
about access and how you get onto that island as of 12:57 on 
a Wednesday morning. 


fe) In 1965, they brought you in on military 
transports to Santo Domingo. 


A Well, times have changed. 


Q Would the State Department find it 
appropriate to get into that question? I mean, not with the 
press, but with the Pentagon? 


A If we were asked for a view on that, sure. I 
don't see why we would be reluctant to offer a view. 


Q We're asking for that view, John. 


A We'll be glad to talk to the Pentagon about 
it and see where they stand. 


QO John, did you just say that the United States 
is the legitimate authority on the island? 


A Sorry? 


0 Did you just say that the United States is 
the "legitimate" authority on the island? 


A I'm not speaking in a legal sense, but if you 
mean, if you walk around in the capital, who do you see on 
the streets? I imagine you see a lot of United States 
soldiers. 


Q So it's not in a legal sense; is that 
correct? 


A I've told you that the Governor-General is 
safe. I've told you to look to him for constitutional deve- 














16 


lopments. Our communications with him are not exactly 
instant. By the time we end this briefing, maybe he's taken 


some action. 





@) You were in touch with Cuban authorities with 
respect, I guess, to the repatriation of the prisoners, and 
so on. Castro said, I guess early this morning, that they 
were open to the idea of talking to the United States about 


a laying down of arms. 


Is this process what you're referring to when you 
Say yOu are in touch, and can you say how it is that you are 


in touch? 


A No. Can't tell you how we are in touch, but 
we are in touch with the Cubans on this question of their 
nationals in this country. 


fe) And on the question raised by Castro this 
morning? 


A Which is what? 


0 That they were willing to engage in a dialogue 
with the United States regarding the continuing fighting on 
the island. 


A I think the dialogue with those who have been 
shooting at our troops and who have been captured is over. 
They have been disarmed, and they are in our custody. 
Insofar as the others that are still out there who seem to 
be, or who have seemed to be demonstrating a remarkable 
degree of military capacity for construction workers, I 
assume those discussions are going on. 


0 You have said you have consulted with some 
members of this regional association. You have consulted 
with the United Kingdom; with two members of two other 
Caribbean nations. Others were consulted about this? 


A I'm sure we have talked with a large number 
of countries about this. 


0 Beforehand, you mean? 
A, I can't give you the timeframe. 
0 Can I clear up one chronological detail? Was 


the planning and the possibility of this invasion a con- 
sideration in the Secretary of State cancelling his trip to 
Latin America this week? 
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A I'm trying to remember the chronology. 
The answer to that is no, but I'm trying to remember the exact 
hour at which he cancelled his trip, and I think it was Sunday, 
post-Beirut. I think the Beirut factor was the motivation for it. 


@) And Grenada was not a consideration at all? 
A No. 


Q May I ask a question about the State 
Department's position on whether journalists should be per- 
mitted on the island? You said the State Department would 
be willing to consult with the Pentagon. Does the State 
Department believe journalists ought to be permitted there? 


A I assume that when it is safe for journalists 
to go to the island, which is a factor, and when the 
authorities there are agreeable, I would assume that our 
position would be favorable. I'm not able to tell you what 
recommendation we have made to the Pentagon. 


0 Have you already made one? 

A No. 

fe) It's not safe? 

A I said I assume that one of the factors would 
be the safety of getting people in, and this whole question 
of getting people out. There are logistics and security, 
and a variety of reasons. 


0 John, you know none of those are legitimate 
reasons. 


A I spent a lot of time in Vietnam, and it does 


¢) Are you equating this with Vietnam? 


A No, I'm absolutely not. I'm trying to be 
helpful to you, and if you choose to interpret my remarks 
that way, then I'll cut this off right now. Let me finish. 





I happened to move around Vietnam quite a lot, and 
it certainly seemed to me the questions of security and 
questions of transportation certainly played a role in the 
way journalists were able to move around Vietnam. 
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@) John, agreed. But if we have those airports 
secured -- there are two runways on that island -- why is 
not possible, then, for us -- 


A Be a little patient, you know. 
Q The operation will be over. 


A We're just able to get these people out there 
today. 


0 Can I ask you two questions that relate, the 
sending of the forces to the Grenada and the sending of the 
forces in Lebanon? One, does the Administration view the 
status of the War Powers reporting the same way in connec- 
tion with Grenada as it does in connection with the Lebanon 
Marines; and, two, does the Administration see the duration 
of the stay in Grenada to be on the same kinds of terms as 
the stay in Lebanon, namely, stability of the central 
government? 


A You have two very different situations, and, 
obviously, the duration of the troops in Lebanon and Grenada 
are quite different questions. The President has said he 
wants those troops out as soon as possible, and it seems to 
me you have a much different situation. 


Q Could you explain why? 


A No. I don't think so. I think it's rather 
Obvious. In terms of the notification, I think you ought to 
talk to the White House and get any interpretation from 
their (inaudible). 


Q Hasn't the President and the Secretary both 
Said that they want foreign forces out of Lebanon as soon as 
possible? 


A Yes, but there are a multiplicity of problems 
in Lebanon. The problem may be a more simple one in 
Grenada. : 


Q John, you said that your discussions with 
Cuba at the moment are centering on the question of those 
construction workers who are still fighting. DolI infer 
correctly, then, that the question under discussion is of 
the nature of the surrender of those construction workers? 


A No, no. Discussions with Cuba involve all 
Cuban nationals presently in Grenada. But somebody said, 
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are you entering into a dialogue about the future, and I was 
just making the division between those who are already in 
custody and those who are still out there. But, no, we're 
not talking about a dialogue. 


¢) Can you offer us any hard evidence that medi- 
cal students and other Americans were jeopardized? 


A The fact that the consular officials went in 
there, talked to them, about a hundred of them that they 
talked to said they wanted to leave and were unable to 
leave, and the fact that about half of them apparently have 
expressed a desire to leave, seems to indicate something 
afoot there that caused them concern. 


0 Why didn't you say that on Monday when you 
got that information? 


A I wasn't here. 


0 Alan was asked about that, and he said he 
couldn't give that information because it was something like 
private information, or something like that. Why didn't you 
give that information? 


A I'm not sure when we had that information. I 
just want to point out that the suggestion that the consular 
official flew into that island, went through customs, went 
through forma.ities, had freedom to move where he wanted, 
was able to stay as long as he liked, was able-to leave when- 
ever he wanted to, that is a very fanciful description of 
what happened. It was very difficult to get in there, it 
was difficult to move about, difficult to know who was in 
control, difficult to know when you could leave. 


The discussions that were undertaken were of a 
sporadic character. You had to talk to people where you 
could. 


0 Do you have contacts with the Soviets on this 
problem in Grenada? 


Yes, we're in touch with the Soviets on this. 


Have the Soviets filed an official protest? 


A 

1) 

A I'm not aware of that. 

6) When are these documents going to be ready? 
A 


I think within a very short time. 
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Q Will this also include -- 


7 The chronology may be a couple hours, but 
certainly the legal document is available. Certainly, I 
have a copy of it. I don't know how long it'll take. 


Q Will you also make public the document the 
Secretary referred to, the message that got him at a meeting 
at 2:00 in the morning, Saturday, from the eastern Caribbean 


countries? 


@) Also, John, I have some more historical 
questions for you, you and the rest of the record. Did the 
United States approach any of these Caribbean countries 
prior to Saturday and talk with them informally or in any 
other way -- 


A Not to my knowledge. 


Q -- about the possibility of some kind of 
operation? 


A Not to my knowledge. I really think one of 
the good things to do would be to talk to them. They have 
taken a number of unilateral actions, a number of these 
countries. They've taken a number of multilateral actions 
Outside this operation, and there's no doubting that they 
were and are deeply concerned. You don't need to invent 
concern on their part. 


Q What can you tell us about arrangements with 
the Cunard Lines, to use one of their cruise ships, The 
Countess, as early as Saturday to evacuate Americans from 
the island? 





By Don't know anything about it. The evacuation 
of which I'm aware is by air. Don't know anything about a 
cruise ship. 


0 This was prior to the invasion. 


A Prior to the invasion? No, don't know 
anything about it. 


QO There is a report that the Embassy in 
Barbados asked State Department permission to use this 
cruise ship which was in Grenadan waters to evacuate people, 
and the State Department never replied. 


pk xe 
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A I still don't know anything about it. 


e) The implication being that the State 
Department wanted this invasion no matter what? 


A I never heard of this; never heard of such a report. 

re) Never heard of it? 

A No. 

8) Can you check on that, please? 

4 Let me take a look and see what we can find. 

0 Where is Ambassador McNeil? Is he still down 
there? 

A I'm not quite sure where he is, Jolin. Be 


glad to look at that one for you. 


9) Are the discussions that the U.S. is having 
with Cuba over the Cuban nationals who are on the island 
aimed at stopping the fighting? Are they aimed at removal 
of Cuban nationals from Grenada, or what? 


A I think they're basically designed to 
discover -- I guess I really shouldn't go into it. I almost 
fell there. I guess I really shouldn't go into it. 


Q Does the U.S. want the Cuban nationals to 
leave Grenada? 


A It's not a question of that. It's a question 
of our going in there, having assured the Cubans and the 
Soviets that no harm was intended to their nationals, and 
now seeking to facilitate exit if that's what they want of 
those nationals. 


Q It's not a question of getting the Cubans off 
Grenada? 


rN If they want to stay, they can stay. 


@) What is the status, John, of the Grenadan 
Ambassador to the U.S.? 


A I don't know about the Grenadan Ambassador. 
I understand the Grenadan Permanent Representative to the 
U.N. has — 
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re) The diplomatic personnel; put it that way? 


A I don't know the specifics, but some of them 
are certainly dispersed and unavailable. 


Q Why is that, John? 
A I don't know. 


Q John, you say the Cubans and Russians can 
stay in Grenada if they feel like it, what, then, was the 
purpose of the invasion? 


A We're talking about basically Soviet diploma- 
tic personnel. That's one question. As far as these 
construction workers are concerned, we did not initiate 
action against them. But they fired on U.S. troops, the 
U.S. fired back, and so a number of them were captured and 
disarmed. There has to be an intelligent resolution of what 
happens to those. 


fe) ‘But they can still all stay -- 


A This is the kind of discussion we're in with 
Cuban authorities at the moment. 


Q Until the establishment of civil authority on 
the island, who or what's in control? What's the paramount 
authority? Is the commander of the American forces? - 


Ay As I say, you're asking a legalistic 
question, and I can't give you a legal answer. If you say, 
well, who is in physical control of the main points today, I 
guess it's U.S. military troops, but I also point out that 
there is a Governor-General and one expects to hear from him 
soon. 


‘@) On the question, again, on control or 
authority, when you were asked about Eric Gairy you didn't 
know -- you said you didn't know what it was, what his sta- 
tus might be. But Eugenia Charles, again, at the OAS said 
that Eric Gairy-and other undesirable elements will not be 
welcome in Grenada for the foreseeable future. 


This raises a question, because you're saying that 
the United States is in physical control; they're saying 
that they've already made agreements with respect to the 
transitions to elections and when U S. forces might leave. 
And then you're also asserting that the Governor-General is 
in legal authority. 


2% | 
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There seems to be -- I mean, I hate to be -- well, 
no. That would be facetious. Who exactly is making deci- 
Sions of a political nature on the island today, and is 
there such an authority, or is there no government 
effectively? 


A There obviously has not been an effective 
government for some days. That has been the cause of con- 
cern for Grenada's neighboring states. That is what has so 
deeply concerned them. I don't know that the situation has 
improved very much. I think you have to be a little 
realistic. This operation has been going on for just a day. 
There was fighting yesterday. Such questions as getting 
newsmen in and finding the Governor-General may have taken a 
day to resolve. 


0 But we're talking about restoring elections 
and democracy, and the OECS is already talking about 
excluding various kinds of politically undesirable indivi- 
duals, and the Governor-General was just found. 

A I'm not going to interpret Prime Minister 
Charles‘ comments. We have said what we're going to do. 
We're there for the protection of our citizens and the 
restoration of peace and stability, and when that is 
achieved we will be gone and others will have to chart 
Grenada's future. 


0 Today, in Evans & Novak, there was something 
about retribution against Syria for the blast at the Marine 
headquarters, and that Secretary Weinburger talked to the 
President and other Administration members out of it for 
fear of angry, moderate, Arab countries. (A) Do you have 
something on that; (B) is there any retribution being consi- 
dered; (C) since Mr. Eagleburger is going to Israel at the 
end of the week or the beginning of next week, is any con- 
tact being considered with Syria -- has there been since the 
blast? 


Bs I'm sure there have been diplomatic contacts 
with Syria since the explosion. 


Let me try to answer your three questions. 


No comment on Evans & Novak. 


As far as the explosion is concerned and the 
question of retribution, the investigation is still on- 
going. This occured on Lebanese territory so it is pri- 
marily a Lebanese investigation. But the United States -- 
our own military investigation is proceeding with great 
vigor. 
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The French are proceeding vigorously with a simi- 
lar investigation. We are coordinating very closely with 
the French and with the Lebanese, and when we find out the 
results of that investigation, that will be the time to 
raise that other question. 


Q As far as the Syrian contact is concerned, is 
it at the level high enough that would diffuse the tension 
of all the rhetoric that is going back and forth for the 
last few days? 


7 I don't know what level the contacts have 
been. I don't know. For example, I don't know whether the 
Ambassador there has seen the Foreign Minister. I honestly 
don't know. 


) Will the Secretary stop off in Israel after 
his consultation visit to Europe? 


A No. 


0 Do you have any comment on the assassination 
attempts on the Jordanian Ambassadors in India and this 
morning in Italy? 


4 No, I don't. 
0 Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #189 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1983, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. First, available in the Press Office 
following the briefing will be copies of the speech by 
Deputy Secretary Kenneth Dam before the American Jewish 
Committee in Philadelphia; that is, tonight. The subject is, 
"The Price of Peace: U.S. Middle East Policy." There is an 
embargo on that, and I'd ask you to pay attention to that, 
please. 


0 What time is that? 
A The speech? 
0 What time is the embargo on that? 


na I don't have the embargo sheet on that with 


0 The speech is at 6:30. 


A I'm not sure the embargo is at 6:30, because 
I think the dinner starts then. Anyway, take whatever the 
embargo sheet says. 


Also, Deputy Secretary Dam will deliver an 
ON THE RECORD keynote address on U.S.-Soviet Relations 
before a conference entitled, "A Search for Solutions: 
U.S.-USSR," sponsored by the International House on Monday, 
October 3l, at 8:30 a.m. at Mandel Hall on the University of 
Chicago campus. If you wish to cover this event, please 
contact Christopher Anderson of the Unversity's News and 
Information Office at (312) 962-8353. 


0 Will you have a text of that? 


A I don't know at this point what is available. 
We'll see what we can do for you. 


You want a copy of the announcement, did somebody 
say? 


e) A copy of the speech. 


A A copy of the speech. I wondered. 
(Laughter) I didn't think it was that hot a -- we'll try. 











That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


O  # Alan, do you have a general readout, please, 
on the conditions today in Grenada? 


A I don't have a very broad readout, Mike. I 
guess I would have to refer you to the Pentagon for any 
military readout. 


On the political/diplomatic side, the 


~ Governor-General is in Grenada now. And as has been indi- 


cated, he is the legal authority. He has, in fact, been the 
legal authority since the assassination of Prime Minister 
Bishop. I don't know what his plans are. I can't give you 
an indication of that, except that I do understand he's 
planning to address the nation of Grenada by radio on his 
plans and presumably other questions this afternoon, or 
tonight -- I don't know, but sometime today. And if we can 
get a readout on the timing of that, I'll be happy to give 
it to you. 


0 The Canadian Government says that it is 
trying to get permission, but the United States has refused, 
for one of its military aircraft to land at Grenada to pick 
up some 20-30-40 of its citizens. What is the status of 
that request, and why has it been denied so far? 


A The Canadians have urged us to allow such a 
Flight to take place as soon as possible, as have several 
Other countries. We want to honor this and all similar 
requests. The Canadian plane will be authorized to land 
just as soon as the military situation permits, and we can 
be that this will not expose the Canadians and others on the 
scene to undue danger. Meanwhile, we've offered to evacuate 
Canadian nationals along with American citizens on departing 
U.S. military flights. And, in fact, I believe that -- let 
me just check. I think there had been some Canadians on 
these -- 


0 You have the number of how many have -- 


A I have a total number. I really don't have a 
breakdown by each nationality other than the U.S. The 
Figures at the moment -- again, certain imprecision on this 
-- but that a total of 377 Americans and other nationals 
have been evacuated from Grenada, including 343 U.S. citi- 
zens and some 34 third country nationals. 


e) What was that last figure? 


A Thirty-four. They come from Canada, France, 
Romania, Greece, U.K., Nigeria, Iran, Yugoslavia, India, 
Philippines, Korea -- 








Which one? 
Don't have which one. Germany -- 


Which one? (Laughter) 


- 2 PF ®& 


I repeat my previous answer. 

-- Turkey and Lebanon. 

QO ~° Which one? 

A Now, now, now. (Laughter) 

As I understand it, there have been six plane- 


loads so far, but the totals obviously will be going up, and 
I would ask you to stay in touch with the Pentagon on it. 


0 How many more are standing around and 
requesting evacuation -- Americans or other nationals? 
A I don't have a number on that, Mike. There 


are more, but I don't have a number on it. 
0 Are they having to pay for this themselves? 
A The fact is that normally evacuees are 


required to pay, but in this case we are looking into ways 
to see if the U.S. Government can't pick up the tab on it. 


0 Can you clear up the question on the charter 
flights because you have U.S./OAS -- a citizen who is 
operating there under OAS auspices -- who says that, in fact, 


four charter flights took off Monday despite what the 
Administration said about no charter flights being permitted 
in and out. 


You also have the allegation that's contained in 
the Post story about the Canadians, that, in fact, the 
invading nations prevented any charter flights or commer- 
cial aircraft from going in or out. 


4 I think I've addressed that in response to the 
Canadian question, what has happened since our forces, the 
Caribbean forces, have control of the air fields. That is 
true. We have said that we didn't -- until this safety fac- 
tor permitted it, we didn't want them in there. 


On the other, I can only tell you that my infor- 
mation is no further along than what John gave you the other 
day on that. 








fe) Just to get that straight, the United States 
Government is still maintaining that the Government of 
Grenada or the non-government of Grenada was permitting no 
charter flights or commercial aircraft to arrive in Grenada 
to take people out of there; is that the U.S. position? 


A I have nothing further than was given you the 
other day. 

0 Is that a correct characterization? 

A I refer you back to what was said. I just 


refer you back to the words that were used. I don't quarrel 
with the sense of it, Jim, but I don't have what was used. 


0 What is the status of the repatriation, if 
you want to call it that, of the Cubans that have been taken 
prisoner, arrested, in custody? 


A We continue to be in touch with the Cubans 
and with others who have expressed a willingness to be of 
assistance in this effort on repatriation, but I don't have 
any details to give you at this point. 


0 None have left the island? 


A To my knowledge, none have left the island at 
this point. ; 


0 (Inaudible) 


A I think that there have been some wire 
accounts coming out on that. I don't haven't have any -- 
that's what I'm really referring to. 


0 There was a press conference, I gather that 
the Prime Minister of Barbados, in which he said an American 
official -- he didn't identify him -- first approached his 
government back when Prime Minister Bishop was under house 
arrest and suggested the idea of a joint rescue operation. 
He said this is what started -- which triggered the planning 
and everything that eventually changed its focus, of course, 
from a rescue operation of Bishop to that of the American 
students. Can you comment on that? 


A I don't have anything on that, Bernie. I 
think that we have indicated before that in terms of this 
operation that we received a formal OECS request on Sunday, 
October 23, from Eugenia Charles, who is, as you know, 
the Chairperson of the Organization of Eastern Caribbean 
States and the Prime Minister of Dominica. 





We had been informally approached on an urgent 
basis by the Caribbean states as early as the weekend of 
October 15-16 -- 


Q This is something new. 


A -- after the takeover by the Revolutionary 
Military Council on the 13th. These informal approaches 
became more urgent following confirmation of the assassina- 
tion of the late Prime Minister Bishop. 


0 Were these informal approaches that we have a 
kind of military operation? 


A Again, I don't have details to give you on 
this. There were concerns, though, about what was going on. 
I really can't take it beyond that. 


0 What was the approach exactly? What do you 
mean, "you were approached?" By whom to do what? 


A I don't have more detail other than the fact 
that they were concerned about what was going on and were 
consulting, in essence, with us about what was a mutual con- 
cern. We had a lot of people there. They had people. They 
have, obviously, concerns as neighbors. 


fe) Do you know whether this same group turned to 
the British and asked for similar assistance? 


A You would have to ask them about that. 

0 Who is “they?" 

A The OECS. 

Q (Inaudible) in this informal approach? 

fy I can't tell you. What do you mean -- in 
terms of us? Simply the Caribbean states is really what 
I've got here, and I don't think I would be able to give you 


a breakdown. 


0 In terms of the U.S. Government, who in the 
U.S. Government was approached? 


fy Again, I don't have details. 


re) Which Caribbean states, Alan? 


A I don't have details. 








re) So it wasn't necessarily the OECS; is that 
correct? 


A I think that it may have gone -- whether 
there were countries who are not in the OECS who were 
involved in discussions, I can't tell you. 

But certainly the countries who were involved, many of the 
countries who are in the OECS were involved and the OECS 
as an Organization, perhaps, too. 


0 This is a critical point. Is there any 
possible way of getting clarity or whether we're talking 
about the informal approach by OECS or by a Caribbean 
country that was not a OECS member? 


A In the end I'm not sure it's such a critical 
point. In the end what we had was -- I think basically we 
are talking about the OECS countries -- but in the end what we 


had was a request, first, informal, urgent and specific, and 
later formal from the OECS to go in. 


Hold it, hold it. Let's try one at a time. 


0 Can I just walk through with this with your 
permission? Secretary Shultz said, as far as I know, the 
first request we had from the Caribbean states was Saturday 
after they had met on Friday. That was Saturday, whatever 
it was -- the 2lst. 


A Saturday was the 22nd. 


0 The Prime Minister of Barbados said that in 
‘fact the first inkling he got of any discussion about any 
military operation was right after Prime Minister Bishop was 
put under house arrest on the 13th. 


A Excuse me, Bernie, let me just stop there a 
second. 

0 You're not confirming that? 

A That's correct. 

0 You're saying now that we did get an informal 


request from some Caribbean nations on October 15? 


A An informal approach. 





0 And the informal approach was to do what? 


a, I don't have a characterization to offer you 
Other than that it was on an urgent basis about what was 
going on there. 








re) What was the American reaction to this 
urgent, informal approach? 


A Specifics, I don't have. We continued to 
discuss the issues over the next several days, and even- 
tually they made a request to us to which we responded. 


0 Did the U.S. Government, during this period, 
undertake any preliminary military planning? 


A I think the Secretary went through that 
entire scenario, and he addressed it in as much detail -- 
certainly, more detail than I could do it, and I think ina 
rather complete fashion. 


0 The reason I ask is, clearly, an operation of 
this size requires some detailed planning. The impression 
we got from the Secretary -- I'm not casting any doubt on 
his good will -- was that the first serious planning by the 
U.S. Government occurred on Thursday when Vice President 
Bush chaired a meeting of his crisis group following the 
assassination of Prime Minister Bishop. But the information 
which has come from Barbados and from you is that actually 
planning must have gone on even before Bishop was killed. 


fy I'm not suggesting to you planning went on. 
I don't know what contingency planning goes on on a routine 
basis. In terms of the specific situation in Grenada, and 
the events there, I would refer you to what the Secretary 
Said about when a decision was taken to have some ships stay 
in that area and that that was to be available on an if- 
needed basis. He was rather detailed in that scenario. 


0 You also used the word before that the infor- 
mal request was “urgent and specific." 


a Informal approach. 

0 Informal, and you said "urgent" and 
"specific." What specifically was the approach -- that the 
U.S. take military action? 

A I'm sorry, I don't remember using that. 

0 But you said a moment ago, “informal, urgent 


and specific." 


Ay In terms of the informal request that was 
made later in the weekend prior to going in. That's what 
I'm talking about. I'm not talking about the 15th and 16th. 





e) The 15th and 16th was simply an informal 
approach? 


A That's correct. 


@) You're not using words like "urgent" and 
"specific" in that connection? 


A "Urgent" in that connection; not "specific." 
What I am saying is "specific" was that they were making an 
informal request -- I think I recall Saturday; I would 
refer you back to what the Secretary said -- that we do what 
we've done. They then made that a formal request on Sunday. 
That's what I'm talking about when I say "specific," Marvin. 
Not the previous weekend. 


0 Prior to this initial, informal approach, 
around the 15th, was there any American official contact 
with any of the nations in the region which would have 
suggested either directly or indirectly that we would be 
open to such an informal approach? 


aA I think that you're leading this, all by this 
questioning, away from what I think is essentially the fact 
on this; and that is, we all had an interest in what was 
going ‘on. I'm sure that in the course of normal diplomatic 
discourse with the countries of the region that there was 
discussion about what was going on in Grenada. 


Your question suggests something, however, which 
we've made very clear was not the case; and that is, the 
Suggestion in your question is that we stimulated a request 
from them, and that simply is not the case. 


0 Alan, could I bring you back to Marvin's 
question. Did the informal approach, which began on the 
15th of October and continued after that, was that con- 
centrated on coming up with a rescue plan for Bishop? 


Ay I don't know what the answer to that is in 
terms of -- a rescue plan for Bishop? 


0 Yes, sir; he was still alive. 
A No, I didn't say that. 


0 You were making a distinction between Bishop 
and the students and then the larger military action itself. 

















A No, what I was making distinction between was 
the timing which was that there was -- the Revolutionary 
Military Council took over on the 13th. The informal 
approach that I referred to here, on the 15th and 16th, was 
following that. What I said, then, was the informal 
approaches became even more urgent, or became more urgent 
following confirmation of the assassination of Prime 
Minister Bishop. That's what I said about that. 


~-MORE-- 
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e) My question is, then, between those two 
periods, between the 15th and the confirmation of Bishop's 
assassination, were the informal contacts centered on a plan 
to get Bishop released? 


A I'm aware of no planning of that sort. 
Q Then, what were they about? 


A Again, I said, Fred, that I don't have -- I 
think -- put it in the context of what was going on there 
and the concerns that people had. There was an increasingly 
uncertain situation, and we've gone through the chronology. 
You're well aware of it -- of curfews and all the rest of 
that --obviously leading to the execution of Bishop and 
others. I think the concerns were evident from the very 
beginning. I don't see why that's so strange. 


Q Is it not vital to the credibility of this 
whole operation to determine what that request was -- what 
specifically? 


A I didn't say it was a request. 0O.K.? 


= 


0 O.K. Approach -- what that approach was all 
about? 


A Let me see if I can dig something out 
further. There is, obviously, a reluctance to get into 
diplomatic discourse. But I would suggest to you that -- 
go back to the point I made to Mike, that the idea that 
the U.S. stimulated a request to take military action is 
off-base. 


re) Did the United States informally respond to 
the informal approach made by the Eastern Caribbean States? 


A I'm sure we talked with them. We're talking 
about diplomatic exchanges. 


@) But did the U.S., when you talked with them, 
respond in terms of just listening and saying, "Thank you 
for your views,” or did the U.S. -- 


A Ralph, you're trying to probe into something 
which is -- 











ll 


@) I'm just trying to make sure you're not in 
one of those situations where you may be quoted in a way you 
might find not to your liking. The Prime Minister of a 
country is saying that a U.S. official approached him and 
suggested the idea of some military operation right after 
Bishop was put under house arrest. You're saying, "We did 
not stimulate this." 


You're saying that we did not stimulate what, the 
formal request? 


A What I've been talking about is stimulating 
a request for U.S. military action. 


0 Are you positive that no American official, 
maybe from some agency other than the Foreign Service, did 
not go to the Prime Minister and suggest the idea of some 
planning on some military operation? 


ee Let me go back and get you a formal answer to 
all of this, and see if we can clear it up that way. But I 


0 Can you also handle the Cuban question? 
There was a briefing yesterday at the White House which 
Suggested that by going in when we did, we headed off a 
possible Angolan-type, Cuban build-up? 


ay What I would say to that, Bernie, is the 
Following, that the President and the Secretary have laid 
out the reasons for the decision for going in on this opera- 
tion. It would be foolish to suggest that people, when they 
thought about Grenada, did not have in their minds concerns 
about the Cuban presence in Grenada. And, in fact, I think what 
we're finding is that those concerns were all too valid and 
justified. 


But in any case, the reasons for the decision, in 
terms of the safety of Americans, in terms of the request 
from the OECS and the concerns for restoring order, peace, 
and stability are the reasons that were behind the decision. 


@) Going on to the students, Alan. Do we have 
good intelligence information that this country was about to 
face a new hostage situation in Grenada with the students? 


aN I can't get into the question of what 
intelligence we might have had on that. 
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0 Can I go back to the informal approach for 
just a second? Do you distinguish between what you call an 
"informal approach on an urgent basis" from the normal give- 
and-take between the Caribbean nations in the area and the 
United States that took place in this crisis? 


Why are you singling out, saying there was this 
informal approach on an urgent basis, if it was nothing 
other than that? 


A Simpiy pointing out that as early as 2-3 
days after the Revolutionary Military Council took over, the 
countries there expressed to us, on an urgent basis, their 
concerns about what was going on. 


0 If I could just follow once, this informal 
approach, did it -- and I'm not saying the United States 
initiated it; put that to rest -- did this informal approach 


A Good, good. (Laughter) 


0 For now. -- did this informal approach con- 
tain within it the possibility of any military action by any 
state or states in the region? 


i Again, I will see what I can get on what was 
the nature of this informal approach. I'm not sure what I 
can provide for you, but I will look into it. 


0 In connection with this same thing, maybe it. 
could be helpful. Was the approach, (1) to do something 
about trying to save Bishop; (2) trying to evacuate, in a 
quick in-and-out sequence, the students who were there; or 
(3) what we have now done, which is to move forces into an 
island? Could you check on that? 


A I'll see what I can do about factoring that 
in. 


0 What is the size of the Cuban -- I mean, there 
are some reports of 2 Cuban battalions. Now I see on the 
wires some White House -- Speakes is talking about a “combat 
engineer battalion." Is that what -- 


A I don't have detail on that beyond what was 
said at the Pentagon yesterday. 


0 Is there still fighting going on? There are 
press reports that it's all over, the last of the resistance 
-- reports out of Barbados and -- 
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A You'd have to check with the Pentagon on the 
status of that. 


0 Alan, you said you are now finding that the 
concerns on the Cuban presence were all too justified. What 
do you mean, that the military presence was larger, that 
they were taking a more active role in controlling the 
government? 


A I don't have details at this point that I can 
give you, but I think that that information will be made 
available in due course. 


0 Do you have indication that in the last days 
of his government, Mr. Bishop was trying to align his 
policies closer to the U.S.? 


a I don't have a comment on Mr. Bishop's 
policies. 


0 Alan, the Government of Trinidad and Tobago, 
which chaired the CARICOM meeting which took place last 
weekend also, has put out a press release apparently to the 
effect that the Revolutionary Military Council had contacted 
the Governor-General to be in touch with Trinidad and 
Tobago, and to ask the Governor-General to act as an inter- 
mediary, and that Trinidad and Tobago had been discussing 
the creation of a provisional government with the RMC 
through the Governor-General at the time of the invasion, 
about which Trinidad and Tobago was not informed. 


Does that ring -- 


A I'm not going to address something that went 
on between the Governor-General and somebody else. You might 
get your questions put to the Governor-General. 


I might note that in Deputy Secretary, or Acting 
Secretary Dam's statement to the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee this morning, he noted that the Governor-General 
of Grenada made a confidential, direct appeal to the OECS to 
take action to restore order on the island. 


0 When? 

4 I don't have details. I would assume that 
this question may have been addressed. I haven't heard what 
the testimony was -- I mean, what the exchange might have 


been up there, so I don't have further details. 
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Well, I guess I do. I'm sorry. That confidential 
appeal was over the weekend -- I think, on the -- Well, no, 
no. I don't have it. 


e) To whom was it addressed, Alan? 

A To the OECS. 

e) Not to Trinidad, is that correct? 

A I just said, it was to the OECS. 

0 (Inaudible) 

A I can only tell you what I just said, which 


was to the OECS; and, presumably, questions about what the 
Governor-General did can be addressed at some point to the 
Governor-General. 


@) Do you have an independent knowledge of the 
transmission of such a direct appeal, and do we know whether 
it was in verbal or in written form? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of what 
the Governor-General of Grenada did with other countries 
other than to say that -- 


@) Did the British Foreign Secretary today ask 
Secretary Shultz for an immediate withdrawal of American 
troops? 


A I have no idea, Bernie. 
8) It's on the FBIS. 
A I have no idea. 


Ralph, what was your question? 


'@) Alan, which weekend? You said it occurred 
over the weekend. 


A I don't have -- I'm backing away from the 
timeframe. I don't have the detail. 


0 The 15th? 


A No, I think it would have been in the later 
timeframe. 


8) On the repatriation of the Cubans, have you 
received any formal request or formal approach by Colombia 
and Spain? 
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A I'm not going to get into the details of what 
we've been doing. As I said before, though, we have been in 
touch not only with Cuba, but with other countries who have 
expressed a willingness to be of assistance in this 
repatriation question. 


0 What is the attitude here to Senator Childe's 
Suggestion that the return of the Cuban prisoners be a 
package deal, that you have to return the imprisoned refu- 
gees here? 


4 I don't have anything on that. 


0 Can you confirm reports that the coup that 
ousted Bishop and finally assassinated him was master-minded 
by the Soviet Ambassador, or four-star General, by the name 
of Genardy Sakenev? 


es I don't have anything on that. 


0 Have your forces found, in the materiel that 
they have captured, any more evidence concerning the Soviet 
angle in this? 


4 I don't have any details on what has been 
found beyond what Secretary Weinberger talked about 
yesterday, at this point. 


0 To follow up, another report by a French high 
official to our paper in Paris today saying that after 
Bishop visited the United States in June of this year and 
talked to Dam and Clark at that time, the Soviets decided 
that he might have passed on sensitive information, and 
decided that he had to be removed. 


Any further confirmation on this? 


aN I don't have anything. 


9) Alan, another subject? 
A Yes. 
0 Can I ask whether you have any comment on 


Soviet leader Andropov's statement about the INF missile 
talks? 


I'll be more specific if you want to be more spe- 


cific. 
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A I do have some fairly long guidance. It's 
what was put out last night. So why don't you get it from 
that, Ralph? It's a very long statement. 


e) Can I ask you about one portion of it? 

A Sure. 

re) The suggestion of reducing the number of 
Soviet missiles to 140. Can you respond to that portion of 
it? 

A The Soviet offer to reduce to about 140 


missiles in Europe suggests Soviet recognition that a 
balance does not now exist, and should be established 
through Soviet reductions. The Soviet Union still seeks, 
however, a monopoly on INF missiles which would leave it 
with some 750 warheads on launchers, while the U.S. had 
none. 


¢) Where does that 750 figure come from? 
A Sorry. 
Q How do you get that 750 figure? 


A I don't have the calculation of this. I 
guess it's 250 -- well, you would have to include presumably 
the Asian deployments here, but I don't have the math to give 
you from here, but -- 


Q Why do you think the Soviet Union made this 
proposal public at this time? 


A Ralph, I'm afraid I'm just going to have to 
leave you with that statement at this point. 


Q Have you anything more on Lebanon in regard 
to the statement made by the White House Sunday night that 
once we find the perpetrators, we would take retaliatory 
action? Have we yet identified the perpetrators? And is 
there anything underway? 


yy There have been a variety of expressions of 
what we have in the way of circumstantial evidence. I don't 
have anything new to offer you on that. There have been no 
firm conclusions drawn on that. And I think that the 
Secretary indicated, as reported by the wires coming out of 
his trip -- the current one -- that there are a number of 
options which one might consider, and that we might well use 
One of them. But he was not more specific, and I'm not 
going to be more specific. 
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Q Alan, has there been any communication with 
the Government of Surinam? 


4 Has there been any communication? 


e) On the subject of its expulsion of Cuban 
advisers. 


A I have no idea. 
fe) Have you had anything at all on that subject? 
A No, I have nothing on that subject. 


0 Back to Beirut, there are reports in today's 
New York Times that the number of warnings has been coming 
in to Washington and to the Marines in Beirut that an attack 
was imminent -- or attacks were imminent. 





Do you have anything on that? Why weren't they 


A I think it's been addressed by others. The 
fact of the matter is that there are a lot of reports about 
possible terrorist activities, and we certainly pay atten- 
tion to those reports. But I think it was also indicated 
that there was nothing that was specific in terms of what 
actually happened. 


But, sure, there are reports of potential -- 


) I mean, you wanted the warnings to tell you 
that the guy was going to come in with a truck full of 
explosives? 


A That there was going to be an attack on that 
Marine battalion headquarters, for example, specifically, 
Or whatever. 


In any case, there are reports. People pay atten- 
tion to the reports, and they do what they can. 


e) I've got to get back to the missiles -- one 
more. Does the U.S. still believe that there are 351 
SS-20s deployed? 


A I think that there was a -- No, there's a 
change in that number to 360. The Soviets recently acti- 
vated a new base with nine SS-20 missiles in the central 


USSR. 
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And thus, as I said, the number of operational SS-20s now 
stands at 360. I would also note that construction con- 
tinues at several other bases in the central and eastern 
USSR. 


0 That means east of the Urals in any case? 
A East of the Urals. 
Q Alan, can you take the question with respect 


to Surinam in view of the statement a couple of weeks ago? 


A No, I don't think I'm going to get into the 
dialogue between ourselves and specific countries on this. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 P.M.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: I don't have any announcements, but 
why don't I give you a little bit of a sitrep on Grenada, 
an update of the situation there. 


As we have made clear before, we are going to have 
to refer you to the Pentagon for the specifics on the mili- 
tary situation; but in general, it is our understanding that 
the major objectives either have been or are in the process 
of being secured, although, as I believe Secretary Weinberger 
made clear this morning, there still is some action going 
On and total control of the island has not been gained yet. 


There is still no word on the whereabouts or 
condition of the political prisoners believed to have been 
at Richmond Hill Prison. At this point, we have a number of 
conflicting reports and have no confirmation on the 
question of the number of political prisoners. 


Governor General Scoon has not yet addressed the 
nation and has decided to wait until St. Georges is 
entirely secure so that he can speak from the Government 
House. We'll try to keep you updated, but our expectation 
as of this point is that he will speak later today. 


Also, I have nothing for you on the question of 
the whereabouts of General Austin and the reports yesterday 
about holding hostages. 


On repatriation, yesterday a delegation of three 
persons from the Soviet mission in Grenada, travelling I 
might note in a Mercedes-Benz -- (laughter) -- came to one 
of our Department representatives in Grenada with the 
following general information: There were 49 Soviets, 
including dependents, at the Soviet mission, along with a 
number of North Koreans, Bulgarians, East Germans, and 
Cubans. They brought a protest note against the multina- 
tional security forces action, but indicated that they had 
no communication with Moscow. 


Based upon their representation, we have com- 
municated with the Soviet Union, reassuring them as to the 
safety of their personnel and asking if they wanted us to 
facilitate their evacuation. At this point, we have had 


no response. 











0 Could you go over the list of country people 
in there, Alan? 


4 North Koreans, Bulgarians, East Germans, and 
Cubans. 


0 That's besides the total of 49? 


A In addition to the 49 Soviets -- the total of 
49 includes dependents. 


0 Well, Alan -- 
re) Who are these people? 


2 Let me just keep on going and we'll come back 
to that. 


re) Go ahead. 

4, The presence of North Koreans, Bulgarians, 
and East Germans came as a surprise to us and was repor- 
tedly a shock to the Governor General. We are still 
involved in an active exchange with the Government of Cuba 
on the question of the repatriation of Cuban personnel and 
have been in touch with Spain and Colombia on their offer to 
assist, but no firm arrangements have yet been worked out. 

O.K. 

0 Who are they? 

Can we get a copy of all that? 
I can give you as copy of parts of it. 


0 
A 
0 Who are these people? 
A I don't know -- 

fe) 


What is the role of the North Koreans, 
Bulgarians -- 


A Excuse me. Let's do one at a time. 


0 What is the role, the purpose, of these North 
Koreans, East Germans, and Bulgarians? 


fy That's a good question. 


Q Do you have numbers on them, Alan? 


ay No. I don't have numbers to give you. 











e) Are they accredited diplomats, Alan? 
a Don't know. 
0 Does Grenada have diplomatic relations with 


these countries? 


A I don't know. 


O .Did they convey a wish to leave the Embassy 
grounds, or get out of Grenada, or what is that status? 


a I think that they indicated on behalf of 
basically everybody that they wanted -- 


Well, let me go back to what I said before. They 
gave us the numbers of people, indicated that they had no 
communication, and -- I guess I don't have the information 
specifically as to what they've asked for on repatriation 
from their side. 


@) To whom did they give this information? 

bet They went out and gave it to a Department 
representative who was down there. 

0 A consular official? How would -- 

ay I don't know the specifics of whom they gave 


it to, but they gave it toa -- 
State Department? 


-- State Department representative. 


Sorry? 


e) 

rey 

0 Is Ambassador Gillespie on the island? 

A 

0 Is Ambassador Gillespie on the island? 

A, He may be there. He was there yesterday, I 
guess, and I don't know whether he went back to Barbados 

last night or not; but I would expect that, in any case, he 
probably is back in Grenada today. I don't have confirmation 
of that. 


0 I asked yesterday a senior official after the 
briefing whether he had, in fact, gone to the islands. As 
far as they knew, he hadn't. When did he go to Grenada? 


aN My understanding is that he went to Grenada 
for the first time yesterday. 


@) But what time, I mean? 











A I don't know. 


0 Can you give us any more inforntion, Alan, 
on what kind of facilities the Cubans were in -'e process of 
building? What kind of military facilities wer2 there? Is 
there any evidence that there were any kind of missiles or 
preparations to install missiles on the island underway? 


oa Bob, I don't have any detail on that. One, I 
would refer you to the Pentagon; but, two, I believe that 
there are going to be more correspondents going in to 
Grenada today, and I'm sure that they will have an oppor- 
tunity at least to go to those arms caches and ask 
guestions of our military people who =:e down there about 
they have found. But I just don't have that kind of 
information at this point. 


@) Alan, did we find a cache of documents outlining 
some kind of Cuban-Grenadan plan to take people hostage? 


i There was a fair amount of documentation that 
was discovered, -and after we've had a chance to thoroughly 
review it, we might have something to offer; but I don't 
have anything at this point because we haven't really done 
that. So I think I'm going to have to withhold -- 


0 Alan -- 
A Excuse me. 


-- I think I'm going to have to withhold any com- 
ment at this point. 


0 Alan, you say that it was a shock to you that 
these North Koreans, Bulgarians -- 


, I said it was a shock to the Governor General. 
e) How? I mean, what -- 

A How? 

0 What really ripped him up? 


4, I guess he was the Governor General of 
Grenada and didn't know they were there. I can understand 
that. 








e) Do you happen to have the specifics of nun- 
bers on the Soviets? And you've ticked off four national- 
ities about which you have no numbers and have no sense of 
job. 


A I don't have the numbers here. 


0 Was that information given, in fact, to the 
State Department? 


A I don't know, Bernie, whether there was 
detailed -- 


re) Because it just raises the question that we 
may find out there may be one or two, and this could be an 
exploitation. 


a My understanding is that there were not as 
many in terms of Koreans, Bulgarians, and East Germans. I 
think the number of Cubans was not -- I think there may 
have been some numbers associated with it; I don't happen to 
have it -- and I think the number of Cubans was not given to 
us. 


© @) These were all within the Soviet compound? 


yy They're in the Soviet -- yeh, whatever they're 
in, they are all in that same place. 


@) Can you get us those numbers today? 


4 I'll look into it. I don't know whether I 
can give you those numbers or not. 


re) The Soviets, did they purport to say that 
that was the entire, the total amount of Soviet citizens on 
the island? 


a I don't have anything which specifically says 
that, Jim, but I also have no information that would be to 
the contrary. 


0 O.K. And do we have any estimate now as to 
the numbers of Cubans who were on the Island, both those 
who have been captured and those who may yet be fighting? 


Ay Not beyond what we've already given to you. 


8) Alan, yesterday, I gather there was a 
eo-eround here about just what kind of contacts Tom Adams 


did or didn't have and when. Correct me if I am wrong, but 
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my understanding is that you were supposed to get more 
information including the name of whoever it was from the 


U.S. Government -- 


A There are two things on that: One, a story 
this morning said I undertook to get a formal response to 
that question. That's wrong. I didn't undertake a formal 
response, but I did say -- I talked about another aspect of 
what we were discussing. I did say I would look into it and 
see what I could find out. 


At this point, I have not found anything out about 
who might have done that, so we're still checking; but at 
this point I haven't found any confirmation on that. 


@) It's now clearer than it was yesterday that 
what the Prime Minister was talking about was a U.S. offer 
for a transport plane to take Bishop out of the island if 
he was released or smuggled out, I guess. 


Do you know anything about that offer? 
rn No, I don't. 


8) Also with respect to that same guidance that 
was posted, when it says, in the first paragraph, that the 
OECS Prime Ministers felt, had their belief that direct 
action might be necessary, can you say what “direct action” 
means and whether it implies any kind of military action? 


A As I say, to go to the second paragraph of 
that guidance, as time went on, particularly after the 19th, 
they did begin to raise the issue which would include 
military action because it included U.S. military assistance 
to their possible action, and during that period we were in 
a listening mode -- 


0 Please -- 


A -- so the answer to that is in that context. 


Yes, Mike. 


0 Again, how many Soviets were in this 
Mercedes-Benz? Who was the head of the delegation? How was 
the meeting arranged? Was it a direct channel, through a 


third party? 








A I don't have the details, other than that 
there were three. And I don't think I'm going to be able 
to start going into all of the details, but this is -- in 
terms of the number of people who were there, I thought that 
was a relevant -- 


¢) You are not able to identify who the leader, 
if there was indeed a "leader," of these three, or what? 


4 I don't know who the leader might have been. 
8) Why did they -- 
A Excuse me, Lester -- 


0 Did he just bump into this Department offi- 
cial, or what arrangements were made for this meeting? 


4 I don't know that there was any particular 
arrangement made. There was none made ahead of time, that I 
know of. I suppose they -- Well, I don't want to guess at 


it. 


0 So they just left their compound and happened 
-to run into a Department official and -- 


A Oh, I suspect -- I guess they asked where 
they might find a State Department official, and they were 
directed to one. 


0 Alan, why did they recognize the make of 
automobile but not the identity? Is the make of the automo- 
bile considered more important than the identity? 


A That was a little color, Lester. 
0 You mean you're more interested in color than 
identification? 


A I think they probably know who they were; I 
don't have to -- 


0 But they're not telling us. 


0 Do you have any idea whether the Soviet 
Ambassador was among them? 

°s I do not believe he was among then. 

0 Do you have anything further on the eva- 


cuation of civilians? Are the American nationals still being 
taken out? 








CO 


a You would have to check with Defense. I 
understood -- and this, again, is to come from Defense -- I 
understood that perhaps at this point they had taken all the 
Americans who wished to come out, out. Whether they 
actually had arrived back or not, I don't know. 


The total number, as of 9 o'clock this morning, 
was 435 -- that includes both Americans and third-country 
nationals -- coming out on eight flights to Charleston Air 


Force Base. 


I tried to get a further breakdown of numbers as 
between that, but there are some discrepancies in the num- 
bers in the breakdown; but the nationalities, again, to 
review, of other countries whose nationals were included are 
Afghanistan, United Kingdom, Canada, Colombia, France, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Grenada, India, Iran, 
Italy, South Korea, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, Romania, 
Trinidad, Turkey, Yugoslavia, Zimbabwe, and two of what is 
listed as "unknown documentation." 


(Laughter) 
¢) Like the three Russians in the Mercedes-Benz. 
Q Alan, could you help us out on why it came as 


a surprise to you that you had these North Koreans, 
Bulgarians, and East Germans? 


A I think it came as a surprise because we 
Gidn't know they were there. It was also of some interest 
that they were there and what it may say about the kind of 
role they were playing, and particularly in light of the 
fact that the Governor General of Grenada had no idea 
they were there. 


0 But he hadn't been in office for five years, 
had he? 

¢) How about the Romanians, Alan? The Romanians? 

aN Apparently -- I don't know what their role, 


who these citizens were, these who came out. I mean, 
Grenada -- there were a lot of people around; but these were 
people who were in the Soviet mission. 


0 Are you saying they all have some kind of 
official capacity? 


Ys I don't know what their capacity is at this 


point. 











CONT 





0 I guess the point is why is it any more 
Surprising that somebody from North Korea is there than any- 
body from South Korea? 


A Well, again, I think that there is a 
Suggestion that because they are there and in the Soviet 
Mission, that perhaps they had some official role being 
there. 


0 Mrs. Charles said at the U.N. that there was 
a large Libyan Embassy also on Grenada. Do you have 
anything on that? 


Ean Don't have anything on that. 


0 I don't understand exactly. Why would the 
Governor General be shocked by this if he hasn't held any 
formal office, other than a titular one, for five years? 


by I think he probably has some interest in how 
Grenada is being run, and he is the legal, constitutional 
authority at this point. Anyway, they're there. 


@) Is there action on repatriation of the Cubans 
through the offers from Spain and Colombia? 


I'm sorry. Is there any repatriation? 


> 


0 Yes. Is there any action on how we are going 


‘ [ said before, Mike -- maybe you missed it. 


0 I'd like the details on it, if you have 


r 


something else -- 


A We're in active exchange with the Government 
Sf Cuba on that question, and have been touch with Spain and 
Colombia on their offer to assist; but no firm arrangements 
have been worked out. That's what I indicated before. 

0 How many Cubans have you arrested? And how 
many Cubans do you estimate are on the island? 


A You'd have to check with the Pentagon about 
how many Cubans have been put under detention. My 
understanding is it is somewhere around 600. I can't give 
you an estimate of how many there are on the Island. We'll 
have to find that out in time. 
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0 The White House says that the public response 
to ths President's remarks about Grenada and his defense of 


going into Grenada was unprecedented in support. 


Is there any indication that nations who were cri- 
tical of our invasion are now somewhat more supportive or 
have softened their positions in light of the discovery of 
the Cuban military facilities? 


h, I can't answer for what the other 
governments' reactions are. You'll have to ask them. 


0 You haven't heard any -- 

A I don't think I would get into trying to 
speak for other governments. Again, I think that's up to 
them. 

0 A convoy of Canadians was fired upon 


yesterday as they tried to go to the airport. The 
Canadian Ambassador came here two days ago, I believe, and 
made a protest over the way the Canadian evacuation 
Situation has been handled. 


Do you have anything on why Canadian military 
aircraft were turned back today, why one was allowed to land 
for 10 minutes, and then sent away before Canadians could be 
boarded? Is there fighting in the area where they are 
Staying? Is that why? 


4 I don't have details on that. Again, as l 


Said yesterday, we have received several such requests -- that 


is, to get planes in to bring nationals out. That permission 
will be granted as soon as safe security can be assured. In 
the meantime, we are prepared to evacuate the nationals of 
any of those countries. 


I have every expectation that this will happen 
reasonably soon; but I cannot predict that, and you're really 
going to have to check with the Pentagon. It's their 
determination on the security side of the -- 


@) Alan, a State Department issue, then: There 
is a lot of talk about trying to establish some kind of 
peacekeeping force in Grenada. 


A You mean the Commonwealth idea? Is that what 
you're thinking of? 








il 


0 There are other ideas in addition to the 
Commonwealth idea that I've read about. But can you tell us 
what ideas are floating around, what role the State 
Department is playing in helping or facilitating the 
Organization of this force? 


y, I can't really, Marvin. As you suggest -- 
you're right: There is more than one; there is the 
Commonwealth suggestion and there are other suggestions. 

I understand that Governor General Scoon has taken this 
question, generally speaking, under consideration. He has a 
number of options, I think, of his own that he is thinking 
about on which I don't have details, and he is going to have 
to make final decisions on this. 


e) Well, O.K. But do you know what the U.S. 
role is? Are you facilitating the formation of such a 


force? 


A I don't think we are in a position to 
Facilitate the formation at this point. I think the state 
of play is that the Governor General is considering the 
various options, and he will decide what he wants to do. I 
don't think you go to form a force until you've decided what 
you want to do about it. 


-- MORE -- 
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0 Do you want to see a force formed? 

an Again, I don't have anything specifically on 
that at this point. I'd have to leave it where I just did, 
in terms of being his -- 


@) Don't you want to see a force like that 
formed? Wouldn't that be the way the U.S. would leave? 


A I think this is the call of the Grenadian 
authorities as they re-establish that authority. 


0 Speaker O'Neill said today the Administration 
had been looking for a chance for two years to invade 
Grenada. Do you have a view on that comment? 


aN I think that the President and the Secretary 
have addressed very clearly the decision process and the 
factors that went into it. I would refer you to that. I 
don't think it is consistent with that particular viewpoint. 


0 Alan, you've said that the United States 
didn't stimulate the request from the OECS. Given what Tom 
Adams has said, what some Jamaican officials have said, are 
you willing to concede, though, that it wasn't just passive 
listening that was going on by the United States, we 
weren't just sitting back waiting? 


A I think that it was, in terms of the 
dicussions, through the time of their request, we were 
listening to them. After that, I think the discussion 
turned more in terms of, well, what might we do. Clearly, 
people, I would think, were thinking about what might be 
done in any case. But in terms of this dialogue, I'd refer 
you to what we said on that. 


0 At what point did it turn that way, into more 
what can be done and not just listening? 


aa I say I think when they've made their 
request to us. 


0 What about with respect to the article today 
in the Post that Seaga says that a representative from the 
State Department with Ambassador title was in Barbados 
Friday, and the Americans had been involved in the talks 
before Friday? 





Who was that individual, and did that come before 
any formal request? 
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A I think you, yourself, identified the indivi- 
dual, who is Tony Gillespie, Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs -- for those interested in the for- 
malities, it's Charles Anthony Gillespie -- who had been 
making an orientation tour of the Caribbean quite aside 
from the issue of Grenada, in line with his new respon- 
Sibilities in the Bureau; and he had been down there pre- 
viously accompanying the Vice President on his trip. He 
was asked to remain in Barbados after we received the infor- 
mal request from the OECS. But he was down in the region, 
again, first with the Vice President and then on an orien- 
tation tour. 





@) So his arrival in Barbados, or participation, 
dates only from Friday; is that correct? 


A I don't know when he was down there in 
Barbados -- whether he was in Barbados immediately before the 
2lst, but I would leave that description of what his role 
was. 

0 Was he there with the Vice President -- did 


he stay on when the Vice President left? 


a Yes. I don't know where he left off from the 
Vice President's party, but he did stay in the region after 
the Vice President's party left. 


‘@) Was he down there on the 15th? 


A sorry? 
@) Was he down there on the 15th? 
A Was he down there on the 15th? I don't know 


whether he was. When did the Vice President go down? 








0 The Vice President went on a Sunday. When 
was that? The day we went to Canada. 

fy Sunday would have been the 16th. 

0 Alan, could we shift to Lebanon? 

4 Sure. 

@) I would like to ask you, after we left Paris 


yesterday, reports came out from the French and some of the 
others that the Secretary had raised the question of reta- 

liation among the other Foreign Ministers yesterday. What 

can you tell us about that? 
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A I can't tell you anything about the 
discussions. We have addressed this before, Bob, as you 
know. The President's talked about it; the Secretary's 
talked about it; various other spokesmen have talked about 
the fact that we are seeking still to ascertain specifically 
who was responsible, and that there are a number options open 
and that we would anticipate probably utilizing one of those 
Options. 

‘@) If you utilize one of those options, would 
the United States favor a joint exercise of one of those 
options among all the nations of the peacekeeping force 
there? 


ra I don't have any details to give you on what 
those options might be. 


0 And could you also -- 


0 Alan. Alan -- 


0 Just a second, Lester. May I also ask you 
One more question? Would you discuss with us -- how should 
I say it -- the advantages of a retaliation? Are there pre- 


ventative assets or results that come out of a retaliation? 


A I think that, in fact, the Secretary, when he 
talked about this, or others -- I guess other officials -- 
talked about this on the way back; and the fact is that 
there still are possibilities of further terrorist 
attacks. As has been indicated, you get those kinds of 
indications all the time, and perhaps in light of that 
possibility one wants to take a certain degree of preven- 
tative measure; but I'm not prepared to go into it beyond 
that. 


0 What you're saying is that when people get in 
a position, people who have done this kind of thing before, 
get into a position to do it again, they might exercise that 
option. So the United States might consider some sort of 
preemptive strike to prevent it from happening again? 


I think I'll just leave the words where I 
left them at this point. 


0 Alan, to follow up on that, if I may? 


A Go ahead. 


0 In your role as a well-informed Spokesman for 
the Reagan Administration's foreign policy, could you tell 
us if the President's statement last night about bringing 
justice to the terrorists who blew up the Marines in Beirut, 
was this restatement of, or some kind of revision of his 
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Statement in January that you'll remember he said -- January 
1981, in welcoming the hostages back -- he said, “Let 
terrorists be aware that when the rules of international beha- 
vior are violated, our policy will be one of swift and 
effective retribution." He said that in January 1981. 


Was his last night's statement a revision or was 
it a restatement of this January 1981 policy? 


on Why don't you ask Larry Speakes? 


@) No, no. Alan. All right, then I take it 
it's not a revision; it's the same policy? 


A Lester -- 
0 Could I -- 


A No, I won't take a speech because the fact is 
you have to -- 


0 No, no, not’a speech. I just want to ask 
this question like Bob. You gave Bob five questions. Now, 
I'd just like to ask this. 


y You have one more and then the briefing 
closes. So go on. 


0 You gave him five -- 

A Lester, just ask your question -- 

e) -- and I only want four. 

a Ask your question. 

0 What swift and effective retribution, Alan, 


took place after last April's bombing of our Embassy in 
Beirut with the death of 17 Americans? 


A We're still looking at the question of who's 
responsible, Lester. 


e) My last question. What does the Reagan 
Admistration mean by the word "swift" and the word 
"effective retribution?" 


A, I refer you to one of several dictionaries. 

e) Dictionaries? Oh, come on now, what is 
"swift?" 

A Do you have a question? 

0 What do you comment on the Syrian claim that 


the Western forces are preparing to invade it? Yesterday, 
they said that on the radio. 
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A I'm sorry. Who is preparing to invade? 


0 The Syrians said that the Western nations are 
preparing to invade them. 


A I know of no basis for that. 


0 Alan, yesterday, the President emphasized the 
importance of Lebanon in terms of U.S. national security. 
Could you tell us categorically if the priority has changed 
so that U.S. national security is really the important fac- 
tor now rather than just getting all the foreign forces -- 
and, also, another thing. Today, a former leader of Amal, 
who is in Washington, said that we we can expect the U.S. to 
freeze its efforts as far as reaching a solution in Lebanon 
and the Middle East until after '84. Would you care to com- 
ment on that? 


My On the last, that certainly is not the case, 
as the President made very clear in his speech last night; 
and I refer you to that text. 


As far as Lebanon and what is important, it goes 
back to a question that, I guess, Jim McCartney raised here 
a few days ago. What we've been addressing, mainly, when 
we've talked about the specific objectives within Lebanon -- 
the establishment of Lebanese Government authority 
throughout the sovereign territory of Lebanon, the removal 
of all the foreign forces, the security for Israel's northern 
border -- we've been talking about goals within Lebanon to 
establish a stable, secure Lebanon and the things that go 
along with that. 


If you want to talk about the broader strategic 
interests that we have in the Middle East and how Lebanon 
fits into it, then you're moving it from sort of a smaller 
micro-level up to a macro-level, and there's no incon- 
Sistency between those. Our interests in the Middle East 
have a variety of dimensions to them, including a strategic 
dimension. 


0 I guess the reason I'm asking this is because 
the objectives as far as Lebanon is concerned have been 
played up all this time for the last few months, and it's 
only within the last connle of weeks, I think, that we have 
been hearing more about the East-West confrontation factor 
of it. 


men No, I think that's a misreading. I think 
that the U.S. interests in the Middle East, in terms of stra- 
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tegic interests and so on, are well established in a 
variety of major policy statements. But when we've talked 
about Lebanon, we tended to talk about it in specific terms. 


2) Is there a possibility that the U.S. might 
play some kind of role in a multinational force in Grenada? 

% That's a very hypothetical question. I 
haven't heard it discussed it all. 

0 You said that the Governor General is con- 
Sidering -- 

X Yes, but you're talking about aU.S. role and 


you're talking about a multinational force that nobody has 
created yet. I don't have an answer for you. 


0 It has been said, though, that the force of 
300 Caribbean-nation troops are by and large policemen and 
not what you would call a well-trained army. And, indeed, 
if they're not up to it and apparently there are still 
several hundred Cubans at large in the hills of Grenada, 
is it possible that the Governor General might say the only 
way to assure peace here is for the U.S. to play a role, and 
would we consider playing a role under those circumstances? 


A Again, I think that the President has made 
very clear what our intention is in terms of the forces 
we have there. If you're talking about some other sort of 
role, (a) I've not heard it discussed, and (b) it would be 
very hypothetical at this point, and I can't take you 
further on it. 


0 Alan, when you're talking about options in 
Lebanon in response to the attack, one of the options 
obviously would be to do nothing, but I assume you're 
talking about doing something rather than nothing when you 
Say we expect to exercise one of the options? 


A I wouldn't quarrel with that. 
0 Hmm? 
aN I wouldn't quarrel with that. 


0 Do we have any further idea today about who 
perpetrated the bombing? 


ay We continue to try to get information, and we 
do get some information, but we don't have any conclusions 
offer at this point. 


0 This is an incident in the Federal Republic 


of Germany this morning at 9:00 a.m. The Weisbaden politi- 
cal police raided the headquarters of a corporation called 











- 
fae) 


"Campaigner Publications," which is a publisher of the German- 

language paper New Solidarity. This is a U.S. company, and the 
raid took place in the context of a legal action by a known West 
German terrorist against the company for identifying him as such. 





The situation is a little bit complicated because, as 
you know, under West German law truth is no defense. But there 
are indications now that the files and contact lists that were 
seized from this company's headquarters may be leaked to 
terrorists elements in West Germany, and it comes in the context 
of a series of -- 


A Excuse me. Have you got a question? 

0 Yes. A pattern -- 

A What is your question? 

0 I'm just identifying certain elements of this 
thing -- 

nes Yes, but I would like to know the question. 

0 There is a pattern of surveillance and attacks 


against employees, against U.S. nationals -- 


A Bernie, do you have a question? Go ahead with 
your question. 


0 I wanted to ask -- 


0 Is the State Department prepared to look into 
these type of incidents? 


Do you have a question? 

My question is, to what degree -- 

It's unfair, Alan, and you know it. 
Lester, I don't need a speech from you. 
That's very unfair -- 

May we go on with the briefing, please? 
You gave Don Oberdorfer a 143 -- 


Thank you. 


oo l—UcOWlCOUmUCOUCDD r OO O YF 


-- words in his question. Why don't you let 
him answer the question? 


A Excuse me. Bernie, did you have a question? 


@) You want to answer that question? 
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na I gave him a chance to ask the question, and 
he didn't ask it. Go ahead. 


2) That's not true. 


0 To what degree will there be constraints, 
should the investigation lead to a group that carried out 
the attack against the Marines, should the group turn out to 
be positioned in an area where you may have, to begin with, 
Syrian troops and you may have, say, some of the reported 
Soviet advisors that are within Lebanon? 


My I can't’ really begin to address that kind of 
question since we don't know yet, have not reached a conclu- 
sion yet, on who is responsible. I'm sure that when it is 
determined who is responsible, a whole variety of factors 
will be applied, or brought into play, with respect to what 
kind of option one will choose in response. 


0 Alan, can you give us any details on when 
Mr. Eagleburger will be going to Israel, who he will be seeing, 
what other stops he will be making on his trip, who else 
will he be seeing? 


my As far as when is he going, the plan at the 
moment, and it is somewhat tentative, is November 1 through 
6. I don't have anything further for you on the specific 
itinerary. 


In Israel, he will meet with Prime Minister 
Shamir, Defense Minister Arens, Deputy Foreign Minister Ben 
Meir, Director General Kimche of the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, and other Israeli officials and prominent Israelis. 


His purpose in going there is to continue the on- 
going high-level dialogue between Israel and the United 
States on bilateral matters and other issues of mutual 
interest. He, as you know, has been planning to go for 
some time, and given the events of the past two weeks in 
Lebanon, his visit has taken on added significance. 


I would also note that as Secretary Shultz stated 
before the Congress on October 24 following the tragic and 
senseless attack against our Marines in Beirut, Mr. 
Eagleburger has been charged to review with our Israeli 
friends the situation in Lebanon as well as the broader 
issues of Middle East security. 
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0 Let me follow up. Do you anticipate a visit 
to Washington this year, this calendar year, of Mr. Shamir, 
Arens, any other high-level -- 

y, I have no information at this point, Mike, 
that a visit is scheduled, but obviously Mr. Shamir or Mr. 
Arens would be welcome at any point; but there is no visit 
scheduled. 

0 Is there a Syria on Eagleburger's itinerary? 

4 As I say, I don't have anything further on 
his itinerary beyond the Israeli stop. 

0 Is there any thought being given to 
Eagleburger as the Middle East envoy? 

Q I don't know the answer to that question, 


Bernie, but I think, again, it would be a Presidential 
announcement to make and not for me to address. 


0 When do you expect that announcement? 
24 I can't tell you. I don't know. The 


President, I thought, said he was going to make it very 
soon. That was -- 


0 What's holding that up? 

0 Are we really warm? 

A As I say, it's a Presidential announcement. 
0 "Are we warm." (Laughter) 

0 What is the status of the search for the 


Glomar Java Sea? Is there any indication of foul play with 
the Vietnamese? 


Ys Unable to report on the whereabouts of the 
ship. We are aware of media reports the ship has sunk, 
but we cannot confirm that. We have continued our efforts 
to search for the Glomar Java Sea and to keep the Vietnamese 
Government informed of our efforts. 


9 Are they being cooperative? 


4 I don't have a readout to give you on their 
attitude. As I say, we've indicated to them that what 
we're doing, the fact that it might drift into their terri- 
torial waters, and asked that they provide all assistance 
that might be needed. 


0 Is the reason you don't want to take my 
question, Mr. Romberg, is because some of Kissinger friends 
may be involved in the situation? 
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oo No, it's because you didn't ask a question. 
0 Thank you, Alan. 
oa You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #192 


MONDAY, OCTOBFR 31, 1983, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements up front. Available in the Press Office are 
conies of Deputy Secretary Dam's address this morning at The 
International House in Chicago. The subject of the address was 
"The Challenges of U.S.-Soviet Relations at the 50 Year 
Mark." 


An announcement on the Argentine elections: The 
United States Government and the American people extend 
our heartiest congratulations to the Argentine people, 
their political parties, and their government for their suc- 
cessful step in the process of return to democratic and 
constitutional rule. Throughout what has been an intensive 
campaign process, we have maintained that democracy was our 
only candidate. We look forward to the inauguration of the 
new government and to coonerating with the elected authorities 
in strengthening the bonds between our nations and people. 


0 Copy? 
A Sure. 
0 Can we follow on that? Do you have 


anything on certification or intentions to certify? 


A No. That sltuation is still under 
consideration. 


9) Under consideration? 


A Haven't been talking much about Fl Salvador 
recently, but there is one thing we'd like to pvass along. 
The Government of El Salvador announced on October 28 that 
Judge Rauda has raised the case of the four murdered 
American churchwomen to plenario. That, as we 
understand it, is the final stage of the trial. 





The Salvadoran prosecutor's office estimates that 
this stage will last between two and three months, 
concluding with the presentation of the case to the jury. 


On Grenada -- maybe I should give you what I have. 
Mopping up operations continue. There's deen occasional 
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Sniper fire. General Hudson Austin, the Chairman of the 
Revolutionary Military Council, was detained Sunday after- 
noon along with the Council's Vice Chairman, Lieutenant 
Colonel Ewart Layne, and another member of the Council, Leon 
Cornwall. All of them are currently in the custody of the 
U.S. military. 


On Saturday, the peacekeeping force detained 
Bernard Coard and his wife; also the former Information 
Minister, Selwyn Strachan, and RMC members, Lieutenant Colonel 
Liam James and Major Basil Gahaghan. All of them were 
placed under detention by U.S. forces after the location of 
their hideout was brought to our attention by Grenadan 
civilians. 


Supplies of electricity and water are improving 
but service is still interrupted in some parts of the 
island. Yesterday, the United States sent three 30-kilowatt 
generators and several types of water storage tanks to 
Grenada. We understand that stores will reopen today. 
Supplies of food and fuel are said to be adequate for at 
least a week, and steps are being taken to resume the normal 
flow of supplies to the island. 


Also, yesterday, OECS Chairperson Eugenia Charles 
Said that the OEFCS will immediately lift the sanctions which 
it imposed on Grenada following the military coup. Those 
Sanctions included a ban on flights to Grenada by LIAT, the 
regional airline. 


In his radio address to the Grenadian people on 
October 28, the Governor General, Sir Paul Scoon, thanked 
the countries involved for coming to Grenada's assistance. 
Sir Paul said that the people of Grenada have welcomed the 
troovs as a positive and decisive step toward the restora- 
tion "not only of peace and order but also of full 
sovereignty." He announced that he would name a interim 
government in a few days which would govern until elections 
could be held. 


~The number of homeless people in the camps for 
displaced persons continues to go down, and it's now less than 
one hundred. 


No additional U.S. citizens wished to be eva- 
cuated yesterday, Sunday. The current total for the eva- 
cuation effort are 599 U.S. citizens and 121 people of other 
nationalities. 

Plans are underway for the repatriation of 
wounded and dead Cuban combatants; that's with the 


— ——————————————— a — 
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cooperation of the International Red Cross, but I don't have 
any time schedule on that for you. 


Discussions with the Cuban Government and third 
countries are ongoing as to the details of the 
repatriation of Cuban combatants following the cessation 
of hostilities. 


Soviet diplomatic repesentatives have been in 
touch with U.S. diplomatic representatives in Grenada. At 
their request, they've been provided with food and water. 
We've been in communication with the Soviet Union about this 
tact and have indicated that we would be happy to facili- 
tate the evacuation of their personnel, that's the Soviet 
diplomatic personnel, from the island if they request it. 


The bona fides of other third country and Soviet- 
bloc personnel, including the North Koreans, will be deter- 
mined, and once their diplomatic status is clear, they will 
be treated accordingly. 





2) Can we get a copy? 
AA Sure. 
2) John, what can you tell us about the 


bombing of the hospital, the mental hospital? 


A I can't tell you anything. I think you 
would have to go to the Pentagon for that. I know they're 
looking into that. 


2) What are the possibilities of the American 
and other forces there being revlaced by another force, such 
as a Commonwealth veacekeeping force? 


A As I think we said last week, Jim, that's 
something that is being looked at. 


‘a What response have you had from the 
British? ~~ 


A I think we won't get into the discussion of 


con=- 


who's involved; I'd just say it's something that we're looking 


at, and obviously it's been raised by others. 
a Is that the most likely course? 


\ I don't know. I think it's too early to 
say. 


0) What are some other possibilities? 








A I'm not going to go beyond what I said. 


0 On the Commonwealth, if I can ask about our 
ANZUS partners, do you have a statement on the New Zealand 
offer to send forces to that force? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. The 
United States was most pleased with the New Zealand -- this 
is not on the sending of forces; this is on their statement -- 
the United States is most pleased with the New Zealand 
Government's expression of understanding of the circumstan- 
ces which led to the multinational military rescue operation 
on Grenada, and of the objectives of that operation, and 
particularly with the clarity of the analysis of its legal 
basis. I don't have anything on the suggestion that they 
would send troops there. 


) Do you expect to have something on the 
second parliamentry offer to send troops? That was the state- 
ment yesterday. 


A I think, you know -- as I say, this is 
something that's been suggested by a number of countries, 
and we're involved in some consideration of that. 


0 One more, on Australia. Now, Australia has 
ruled out involvement in a force and has criticized it. It says 
that they find it hard to justify the use of force in 
Grenada. Do you have a reply to that? 


A No, no specific response to the Australians. 
0 Do you know how many Prime Ministers, or 


heads of government, the President has spoken to? Prime 
Minister Hawke says the President phoned him. 


A I don't, no. 
0 Could you get us that? 
A I think the White House would have to 


answer that. 


0 On the 599 Americans evacuated, do you have 
a number on those who chose not to be evacuated? 


A I don't, Bernie. 
Pentagon has a number; especially 
think, that they are aware of the 
dents. They might have a number on 
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left. Whether they would have a number on all American 
citizens, I don't know, but I think the Pentagon would have 
it. 


9) During that entire period of Bishop, there 
was no American Embassy there? 


A Yes. 

0 There was no American Consulate? 
A That's right. 

0 There was no official American 


representation? 


aN There was representation from Barbados. 

2) But nothing on the island? 

A Nothing on the island. 

9) Does recognition come up at all here? 

A I think that Mr. Gillespie who is a Deputy 


Assistant Secretary is currently on the island. He is the 
senior operating State Department representative on the 
ground. He has the personal rank of Ambassador. He's 
currently responsible for the non-military side of our pre- 
sence there, and he is the Charge'-designate. We expect 
that he will be in charge of the mission that will be accre- 
dited in Grenada. 


) Noes the United States have any view on -- 
I understand that Governor General Scoon has sent a message 
to Secretary General Waldheim (sic) and to the President of the 
Security Council, saying that the representatives of Grenada 
are no longer authorized to represent that country at the 
U.sN., and that pending notification from him as to who the 
new representatives will be, Grenada is not to be seated or 
heard from’at the U.N. Is that -- 


A I think that we're all aware of the contro- 
versy surrounding Grenada's “representative” at the U.N., 
and I assume that the Governor General is clarifying the 
Situation and will send someone who legitimately repre- 
sents Grenada, which has not seemed to be the case during the 
debate. 


0 John, could you clear up -=- excuse me, if 
this has already been cleared up in my absence. What is the 
authority or reason why the United States has detained these 
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former Grenadian officials? Why U.S. troops -- under what 
reason or authority are these people put into detention? 


a I'm not sure that I can or should respond 
in a strictly legal sense, Don, but it's my understanding 
that as they have been moving through areas and have had 
them pointed out by citizens, they have arrested t’ - and 
I'm sure that we are in discussion with the Governor " neral 
as to their disposition. 


0 Why were they arrested, is the point I'm 
getting at? 


A I presume in pursuit of our objective to 
return peace and stability to the island. 


e) One other question. Yesterday, on televi- 
Sion, Deputy Secretary Dam spoke of documents which were 
going to show or do show the greater involvement of the 
Soviet Union and Cuba in supplying arms and other materiel 
to Grenada, or in Grenada. 


Is the State Department or someone else in the 
gcvernment in a position to make those public, or how will 
this be done; -what is the status of these documents? 


A I don't know quite how they will he made 
public. Obviously, we will need to be discussing these 
documents <-- those that are official Grenadian documents -- with 


the Grenadian authorities. And anything that we or they 
might do, in terms of disclosing the content, would be done 
after that consultation with the Grenadian authorities. 
Just how soon that would be, I honestly can't tell you. 


0 The Deputy Secretarv seems to have 
disclosed, at least, a version of the contents from what he 
Said on television. 


A I think he said that there are such docu- 
ments and there are. I think he said that there are such 
treaties between the Soviet Union and Grenada, between North 
Korea and Grenada, and between Cuba and Grenada. They 
are secret, and they provided for substantial movement 
Of weapons over a period of several years to Grenada. 

The treaties were to be secret, and the weapons, 

certainly from the Soviet Union, were to be moved not 
directly and openly but through Cuba. But I think bevond that 
we will have to wait until -- as I say, these consultations 
are taking blace. 


0) Are you thinking of that today or -- 














A We would move as soon as we're able to. 
0 Who will have the word? Would it be a U.S. 
decision exclusively on dealing -- on revealing, disclosing 


the Russian -- 


A There are various kinds of documents, 
Bernie. And I think the ones that we would be particularly 
concerned about are those that are Grenadian documents. 
They really belong to them. They are their treaties. There 
are other documents, and we might take a somewhat different 
tack, but I think that consultation with the Grenadian 
authorities would be the yardstick in the case of all of 
these documents. 


9) John, don't these documents go back months 
to include the Bishop government? These weren't negotiated 
by the Revolutionary Military Council? 


4 Some of them do. I see a story in one of our 
newspapers over the weekend suggesting that the documents 
contain minutes of a meeting conducted, or certainly 
involving, Mr. Bishop. So, surely some of them are going back 
over some time. 


9) No you regard those treaties as now in 
force? 


A I wouldn't answer a question like that. I 
think I'd leave that to the experts. 


0 Speaking of treaties, the OECS Treaty, 
under the U.N. Charter no treaty which hasn't been 
registered with the United Nations can be invoked before any 
U.N. body. The OECS Treaty has never been registered with 
the United Nations and, hence, cannot be invoked before any 
U.N. body under the Charter of the United Nations. 


In view of that, do you have any additional 
international treaties which you can invoke before the 
United Nations to justify under international law the 
request? 


A I don't know, Jim, whether there are such, 
but I think you raise a good, legal question, and I wouldn't 
attempt to answer it from here. I'll be glad to try to get 
somebody with more expertise to answer it for you. 


0 There's one report that, T think, uo 
to 57 people were killed in the attack on that -=- in the 
accidental hit on the mental hospital. T know you referred 








us to the Pentagon, but they have declined to provide a 
Figure. I'm just wondering if you know? 


A I don't. I know they are looking into it 
urgently, but I don't have any information on it. I think 
we'll have to leave that to them. 


0 (Inaudible) Senator Chiles for talks with 
the Cubans on repatriation of the Cuban prisoners? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into those 
channels, but there are a variety of such channels which 
include direct contact and also contact through other 
governments and intermediaries. Various ones have been 
used. 


2) John, has the Secretary of State been in 
consultation with the NATO Allies regarding the deployment 
of the missiles in light of the Grenada thing? Obviously, 
the Thatcher government is having a lot of problems from its 
oppostion. It seems to be that there were a half a million 
people that demonstrated in the Netherlands on Saturday. 


A Yes. I don't know to what extent he has 
been directly involved over the weekend, Bob. Of course, he 
met with the French Foreign Minister and the British Foreian 
Minister and the Italian Foreign Minister last week in 
Paris, and I know there has been discussion with our Allies, 
both on the part of the President and the Secretarv; but I'm 
not aware specifically of what he's done over the weekend. 


0 But it would seem that the situation is 
changed even since he met with the Foreign Ministers in 
Paris, and I just wondered, has he had any conversation 
Since then or has the President? 


A I don't what dialogue -- you know, there 
was close dialogue between ourselves and our Western 
European Allies at other levels. I just can't specifically 
answer your question as to what the Secretary's involvement 
has been. - 











¢) Can you give us some indication of how you 
see that situation now? 


A Well, as I think we said last week, certainly 
there are differences of opinion between ourselves and a 
number of our allies on the question of Grenada, and we 
regret that. But, nevertheless, our Western European 
allies, the governments, are moving forward in pursuit of 
their European interests, and we expect them to go forward 
as planned. 


There may have been demonstrations and expressions 
of opinion, and of course that's a display of democratic 
expression; but we are confident that despite such differen- 
ces over Grenada, basically our feeling, our goals, and 
indeed the strength of our relationship with these nations 
is not diluted. 


As I think I said last week, it's a family and 
there are family disputes and arguments from time to time -- 
some of them serious -- but the broader range of ties that 
bind us are still there, are still very strong, and we have 
no suggestion that those are erodc_ng. 


2) If I could ask just one more question, it 


seems to me I recall the Secretary saying that it might end 
up being a plus on the aircraft. 


A I don't recall him saying that, Bob, and I 
can't quite remember in what context he was saying that. 


0 I was kind of wondering if -- well, if you 
don't recall it, okay. 


0 John, on the question Bob raises, could you 
tell us iff the decision-makers weighed the effect of the 
Grenada operation on European opinion as we approach the 
December date for deployment of the missiles? 


Was this an element that weighed on the minds of 
Our American leaders when they made this decision? 


AN It's hard for me to answer, because I wasn't 
at Augusta. 


) You're one of them <= 


A Well, TIT wasn't at Augusta when the decision 
was made, but I'm quite sure that the global consequences of 
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this action certainly were considered, as were the con- 
sequences of the appeal from Caribbean nations and the con- 
sequences of not responding to that appeal, the consequences 
of not going in to rescue those students, the consequences 
of leaving them there, and the consequences of there being 
no return to peace and stability on Grenada should we not 
have moved. 


So I'm sure these things were weighed in the 
balance. The President, as you know, took a little time to 
make that decision, sent emissaries down to the Caribbean, 
and eventually made his decision based on legality as he 
interpreted it, on principle and on the national interest. 


0 John, the Administration has charged that 
Grenada was a terrorist training base. Have you any more 
evidence that you can reveal to us now that would substan- 
tiate that? 


I mean, you've mentioned you won't go into the 
documents, but other things that would substantiate that? 


A I think if the documents are made available, 
I think more facts will come out. As Deputy Secretary Dam 
said yesterday, in a preliminary sense those treaties cer- 
tainly seem to involve the dispatch of a large amount of 
weapons for a small country like that, and there is also the 
question of Grenadans leaving Grenada for training, the 
question of others -- 


0 Where were the Grenadans going for training? 


A I think I'll leave that until those documents 
are made public. 


‘@) That's a new twist. 


~ 


A I think that I will just leave it until those 
documents -- until the further facts come out. 


0 On the documents, there were supposedly docu- 
ments that were taken during the invasion which indicated 
that there were 1190 Cubans on the island. 


(a) What is our best guess as of today as to how 
many Cubans were on the island at the tine? And (5) were 
these -=- was that indication from those documents taken from 
a batch of documents of which Secretary Dam spoke vesterday? 
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as I think Secretary Dam -- I don't know whether 
Secretary Dam has seen the documents that were mentioned 
earlier by the military about the command and control 
center, and it may be that in those documents there is 
reference to the number of Cubans on the island. 


I don't know whether he had seen those. I thin 
he was talking of different documents that have come to 
light since then. 


But as far as military estimates of Cubans on the 
island, I think you're going to have to go to the Pentagon. 


0 John, talking about documents, Ambassador 
McNeill, according to information in The New York Times, took 
a suggestion, a request, written in Washinaton, to Barbados 
so that this text could be used by the OECS -- the 
Organization of East Caribbean Countries -- to in turn make 
the request to the United States. Can you confirm this 
information? 





aN I'm a little leery of talking about the 
timeframe without all the data in front of me, but I think 
he went down there on Sunday, as I recall, but what documen- 
tation, if any, he took with him, I don't know. 


0 Can you check this, because this is important 
information, right? 


my I don't know that we would really get into 
too much detail about the substance of his discussions. He 
was sent as a Presidential emissary, and he went down and 
talked with various people down there and reported back to 
the President. I doubt that we would reveal the substance 
or the techniques of those discussions. 


9 But, John, is there a question here of, after 
all, the legality of this request? 


A Not in our minds. 


0 If we get confirnation that the request was 
actually written in Washington? 


A What you seem to be returning to is this 
tired old line that the United States somehow set this up, 
and -=- 


0 I'm not -= I'm asking a question. I'm not 
jOing to get into any kind of a dialogue. 
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f No. I think underlying your question -- 


e) And I would like to get my answer -- my 
question answered on the basis -- 


A I don't think we're going to tell you what 
papers he had in his briefcase and how his discussions went. 
The fact is that those nations asked us to move, that they 
were enthustiastic; and the suggestion that the United 
States in any way pushed or prodded them to take this action 
-- I think that it's well borne out that's a ridiculous 
Suggestion. I think that is well borne out by the kinds of 
Statements that various Caribbean leaders have made since. 


0 Change of subject? 
a Let's stay with this. 
0 Given the concern that has been put forth as 


one of the motivations for the U.S. move, why is it that we 
did not have as much as a Consulate in Grenada so that the 
Students might have dire -t access to American diplomatic 
facilities? < 


A I can't answer that question, but I'm sure 
there's a reason for it and a rationale for it, but I'm 
not sure what that rationale is as to why we have not been 
in there for some time. It's a fairly small island, fairly 
small population, and I don't know what other islands are 
covered from Barbados by the Ambassador there. 


Oo Yeh, but you don't move on other countries to 
rescue the students. 


A Yes, but I mean the fact is that it still is 
a small island and still has a small population, and there 
are students, American students, on other islands, too. 


2) Kind of related to that point, I'd like to 
Know is it the State Department's position that following 
the meeting in June between Bishop and Clark and Dam here, 
was there any change in relations between Grenada and the 
United States in any respect? And did the United States 
Support loan applications by Grenada at the IMF or the 
international financial institutions? Was there any change 
at all following that visit? 


A I'm not able to answer that question, Jim, 
because I simply don't know. I'd be glad to take 
a look at the loan part of it, sure. The first part is 
rather a sweeping question and maybe requires a sweeping 
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answer, but on the loans specifically I'll be glad to take a 
look at it. 


0 And I wondered if you could look after Don's 


question, if you could take that, as to the authority under 
which the United States is holding members of the Grenadan 


Government? 
nN I'd be glad to take a look at that, sure. 
0 John, in a more general sense, can you say 


whether the Grenadan action sends any kind of message to the 
Sandinistas in Nicaragua? 


ay I think the Secretary addressed that at his 
press conference, and, as I recall, basically he said we 
went to Grenada tor a number of considerations -- firstly, the 


safety of those students; secondly, to return peace and sta- 
bility. If there's a message, if someone draws a messaqe 

from it, I think "so be it" is about the way he put it, but it 
wasn't intended to send a message. 


0 John, was it the U.S. view that Bishop, 
having experimented with his Marxist approach, was in fact 
considering doing something of an ideological turn and 
moving toward parliamentary elections? 


sy I'm not aware that we had any evidence of any 
movement towards elections, Bernie. 


0 There was some speculation over the weekend 
that maybe the Cubans or the Russians, nothwithstanding the 
Cuban expressions of reaqret, were in fact the driving force 
behind the execution of Bishop. 0M you have any comment on 
that? 


A No. Don't have anything on that. 
O In the U.S. view, who carried out the 


killings, and were the killings carried out in any way at 
the encouragement or instigation of any foreign power? 


4 I don't think we have anything on that, 
Bernie, at this stage. Might in time emerge a little more 
clearly, but even people on the island <= my namesake, Mr. 


Hughes, I think has been unable to shed any light on that. 


0 John, changing topics here, anything either 
on the appointment of a new Middle Fast envoy and/or any 
action toward lifting some of the sanctions on Poland? 
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fy On the Middle East envov, that would be a 
Presidential announcement, and I guess I would look to the 


White House on that. 


No, I don't have anything on Poland. Might have 
-- why don't you keep in touch with us on the Polish 
Situation. 


o Do you have anything to say today about the 
openina of the reconciliation talks in Geneva, and about 
Jumblatt's threat to withdraw? 


fy Not on the threat. Obviously, we're pleased 
by the opening of the conference. Ambassador Fairbanks is 
there. We're not a participant in the talks, but we'll be 
in contact with the varius parties and we want to be helnp- 
ful. We, of course, welcome the start of the national 
reconciliation dialogue as a further step towards Lebanese 
national unity and the re-establishment of a stable, repre- 
sentative and fully sovereign Lebanese central government. 


Q Copy, please? 
AA Sure. 
< 
0 John, in the event that the various represen- 


tatives at the Geneva conference try to undo or modify in 
some way the May 17 Lebanese-Israeli troop withdrawal 
agreement, do we have a position on that? 


A Our position, of course, is that we support 
the agreement. We were involved in that, and it was signed 
by the respective governments, and we support it. 


0 Does that mean we would oppose a move in the 
conference? 


A I don't think it's for us to. We're not at 
the conference. I think that's for the participants to 
discuss; but, as far as our position is concerned, we still 
support the agreement. 


0 In a slightly different vein, do you have 
anything on reports that the former Israeli Chief of Staff 
Rafael Fitan is starting up a political party that cal! for 
estblishment of new settlements on the West Bank? 


A No, I don't. I saw something, I think, on 
the wires this morning about that, but don't have anything 
on it. 
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0 John, do you have anything on the situation 
in Morocco? 


A No. (Laughter) What did you have in mind? 


0 There was a late report just about minutes 
before you came in here about 18,900 Moroccan troops moving 
into that break-away area that -- 


A That just underlines that everybody in this 
briefing room is always better informed than the Spokesman. 


2) Do you have anything on Mr. Fagleburger's 


« 


trip to Israel? When he's going, who's going with him? 


A No, I don't. I guess he left this morning. 
I'm sure he has one or two members of his staff with him. T 
don't have any details. 


0 There's a report that the Nefense Department 
has refused to send someone with him because of a dispute 
withii the government. Would you address that? 


A I was unaware of that. I (a) didn't know 
that someone from DOD was going with him, and (b) I didn't 
know, if that is the case, that someone is now not going 
with him. 


0 Would not someone from other departments nor- 
mal] oe part of a high-level delegation such as this? 


My I don't know whether “normally” is the rignt 
word. Certainly it has been the case, but I don't know 
whether it's obligatory. 


0 Who has gone with Mr. Fagleburger? 

A I don't know. 

2) Could we find out? 

\ Sure. Take a look at it. 

O Is that only Israel on his itinerary? 

4 Only Israel on his itinerary, so far as T know. 
QO John, Shamir made a statement opposing the 


Jordanian Rapid Deployment Force today. That's the first 


S 
time there's been an official word. There's been a lot of 
editorializing against it. Do you have any comment on that? 
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A No. 


0 I understood earlier that American officials 
were encouraging the Lebanese legal authorities, the 
Government of President Gemayel, towards reconciliation. 
Foreign Minister Salem yesterday said that they have not 
heard from the Americans on this -- 


A On reconciliation? 

0 Right. 

A I think that must be a misunderstanding. 

0 So you're saying that the American Government 


has encouraged President Gemayel's Government to go towards 
reconciliation? 


4a Oh, yes, Of course, but not only President 
Gemayel's Government. We've encouraged all the participants 
to move with enthusiasm and -- 


0 Can I also ask you one more thing, please? 

A Sure. 

0 The Israeli Minister of Defense yesterday 
Said that his Government believes that the Syrians -- he 


provided three different reasons why he thinks the Syrians 
are or were behind the bombing. 


Can you tell us if you agree with those 
assessments of the President or what about your own by now, 
the U.S. Government's assessment? 


A I don't think I would go beyond Deptuy 
Secretary Dam's remarks yesterday during his television 
appearance. He spoke of circumstantial evidence, and I 
think we would just leave it there. The Lebanese investiga- 
tion is progressing. We are moving forward our investiaa- 
tion vigorously, as are the French. There is an exchange -- 
a very intimate exchange of information -- and while that 
investigation goes forward, I think we'll just leave it at 
what Mr. Dam said. 


0 Do you have any comment on the statement 
attributed to the Israeli Ambassador in Washington, criti- 
cizing the United States for invading Grenada? 


A I hadn't seen that statement. 
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0 John, is it fair to say that the U.S. 
Government is the de facto authority or government on that 
island now? 


A No. I think the Governor General is the 
constitutional authority on that island. 


@) No. But the de facto. The one -- well, my 
question is -- 


A I think, increasingly -- if it ever was the 
case, I think increasingly less so in view of the role that 
the other Caribbean nations are playing, and in view of the 
apparent movement towards normalcy that is being 
orchestrated by the Governor General. 


0 Can you say how many people have been 
detained, Cuban or Grenadan, altogether, by the U.S. 
Government? 

my I can't. That Cuban detainee figure I think 


the Pentagon has and has used frequently. There's no 
problem about getting that. I don't know whether they have 
given figures for other detainees. I think they have, as a 
matter of fact. 


0 Can you just give us some idea of the dispo- 
Sition of these people that have been detained -- what you 
have in mind doing with them, what might be done with them 
-- other than the Cubans? 


A Other than the Cubans. I'm sure in the case 
of the Grenadans, that's a matter that I'm sure is now under 


discussion with the Governor-General. 


0 John, one more, Ddlease on Grenada. DO you 


now have any evidence that Grenadan or -= hard evidence, 
that 1s -=- Grenadan or Cuban forces were pdlanning a hostage 


Situation with the Americans who were there or other 
foreigners? 


A I think I'm not going to get into that par- 
ticular question. 


0 And one other: Do you -=- from where did the 
Governor General give his radio address on the 28th, a 
Friday, to which you referred? 


4 I don't know. I thought it was Government 
House, but I'm not sure. 
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9) Can you check into that for us? 


A It's kind of tough. I mean, you've got 
people down there. Why don't you -- 


9 No. Not on St. George's. You know, it's a 


problem. (Laughter) 


a I didn't think it was a problem today or as 
of yesterday. 


0 It's still been a problem this morning for 
Our people to get on. 


A You weren't able to -=- 

0 Not this morning. 

A You didn't make the plane trip with the other 
88? 

QO We tried to get on, but there were only so 


many seats. 
A Okay. 


0 About elections in Grenada -- what are you 
estimates on how long it will take for a government to hold 
elections in the -- 


A I don't know. I think you have to ask the 
Governor General. 


) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #193 


TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1983, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afernoon all. A couple of 
housekeeping announcements: Peter McPherson, Administrator 
of the U.S. Agency for International Development, will hold 
a press briefing on the restoration of basic public services 
to Grenada. That will be ON THE RECORD for sound and 
camera, but not live. That will be Wednesday at 11:00 a.m. 
in this briefing room. 


Just like to remind you that Ken Dam, the Deputy 
Secretary of State, will be speaking to the AP Managing Edi- 
tors Convention in Louisville, Kentucky, on Friday. That is 
a lunchtime speech. The subject of his speech will be the 
Caribbean, including Grenada, and Central America. And iff 
you want to talk to anybody about arrangements for that, I 
Suggest you talk to Jo Collinge in our Public Affairs 
Department. 


0 Who? 
Ay Jo Collinge. She's on 632-2733. 
0 You're not piping that in? 


A We are not piping that in; no. It's Friday. 
Louisville. It's the APME Convention. 


fe) There will be a text, though? 


A There will be a text, but when we will have 
it I'm not quite sure. 


0 (Inaudible). 


fe) I think i- s Lexington. 

A No, I think it's Louisville. Well, maybe 
you've got the (iraudible). When somebody asked me to -- 

fe) Is there anything in that speech? (Laughter) 

A I just point out, Bernie, that the subject -- 


part of it will be Grenada. It might be worthwhile keeping 
an eye on it. No, I think it'll be an important speech. 











e) (Inaudible) 

A We know you never give stale speeches, 
Bernie. 

fe) Will he be releasing documents? 

A It'll be a fresh speech. I don't know about 
documents, but I would take a look at that speech. 

fe) Is he filling in for the Secretary? 

A No, the Secretary never made a commitment to 
speak at APME. That was a Ken Dam invitation; he accepted 


it. 


Finally, second from your right, in the row over 
there, is Greg Davis who is joining the Press Office as a 
press officer for several weeks; part of a personnel rota- 
tion program within the Bureau of Public Affairs. His real 
job as distinct from his time here, is as a writer and editor 
in the Bureau's Office of Public Communication. He will be 
deputizing for Sue Pittman, who is going off on a planned 
weight reduction program. (Laughter) 


Let me give you what I have on Grenada, in terms 
of an update. There's really been little change in the 
Situation in Grenada since yesterday. The harbor at St. 
George's has been reopened to commercial traffic today. 
Schools, markets and businesses opened yesterday in St. 
George's. The Governor General is discussing the question 
of a peacekeeping force with other countries, but we don't 
have any details to offer you on those discussions. 


On the question of repatriation, nothing more 
beyond what we said yesterday. 


We've been in communication with the Soviet Union 
about our contact with Soviet diplomatic representatives in 
Grenada, and indicated that we would be happy to facilitate 
the evacuation of their diplomatic personnel from the 
island, if they request it. 


The bona fides of other third country and Soviet- 
bloc personnel, including North Koreans, is being deter- 
mined, and once their diplomatic status is clear they will 
be treated accordingly. 





Two companies of the Marines responding to a 
report of some Cuban activity landed on Carriacou -- I'm not 
sure I'm pronouncing it -- 


Q Carriacou. 





A Carriacou -- is that how you pronouce it? -- 
Island about 4:30 this morning. They met no resistence, and 
earlier were preparing to re-embark, and I suspect by now, are 
back on their ships. 


As to documents which were captured during the 
hostilities, a number of them obviously belong to the 
appropriate Grenadian authorities and are being returned. 
The question of dissemination -- 





QO Have been? 


A Are being returned. The question of dissemi- 
nation of information from the documents, or the documents 
themselves, is being discussed with Grenadian authorities, 
and we'll let you know just as soon as there's any decision 
on that. 


I think that copies of a statement by Peter 
McPherson are available in the Press Office in addition to 
the briefing that he'll be doing. The statement that is 
already available details about $475,000 in assistance 
which has been provided thus far to Grenada. AID's Office 
of Foreign Disaster Assistance is coordinating all U.S. 
Government humanitarian assistance to Grenada. 


A disaster survey team is currently in Grenada to 
assist the short-term relief and reconstruction needs of the 
Grenadians; and as soon as AID receives the team's report, 
we would expect to provide additional humanitarian 
assistance. 


Q John:-- 
A Let me just finish this. 


Insofar as the Cuban dead and wounded are con- 
cerned, the U.S. is cooperating fully in efforts to evacuate 
them. These efforts are being coordinated through the 
International Red Cross and the Cuban Government, and any 
delay is due to logistical problems confronting the 
International Committee of the Red Cross as it attempts to 
make arrangements for the flights to Cuba. 


e) Is that a response to Mr. Alarcon comments? 


Ay It's not really a response, but it is a state- 
ment of the fact; the United States is no way impeding the 
return of the dead or the wounded. It is an ICRC situation. 
I don't quite know what the problem is, although I do 
understand that the pilot of the Swiss plane had some doubt 
about their ability to land in Grenada due to the length of 
the runway, or something. 








0 Isn't there a Red Cross plane on the ground 
there -- the whole day? 

A I don't know whether it is in Grenada, 
Barrie. I think it went through Barbardos. Whether they 
have -- I think that -- it may be that the pilots flew to 


Grenada on a smaller plane to look over the runway. 


0 On the question of the unwounded Cuban priso- 
ners, what is the holdup there? 


4 Nothing further. We're still involved in 
discussions with the Cubans, and I don't have anything -- 


fe) What's to discuss? Are you trying to link it 
with anything else? 


A No, we're just walking through what's 
involved here with them. 

fe) You said yesterday that -- I thought you said 
that they would not be repatriated until hostilities ceased? 

fy That's correct. 

) That remains the case today? 

A It depends what the situation is on the 


ground. There's not much activity on the ground in terms of 
-- there's some isolated firing, I think, still today, but I 
don't think there is major activity. 


0 Do you have any figures on the Cuban dead and 
wounded now? 

A No, I don't, Jim. The Pentagon may. They 
may. 

0 John, the situation on the repatriation of 


the Sovi et diplomats -- they have not officially requested 


A Correct. 

0 Are they free to remain, if they don't want 
to leave? 

A That's up to the Grenadian authorities. 


They're free to remain. 


0 Who are the Grenadian authorities? 








A The Governor General is, as we've said for 
several days now, the source of constitutional authority, 
and I understand he is moving fast to form an interim admi- 
nistration. 


0 When you use the plural John, I don't 
understand that. Does the Governor General now, in his 
constitutional position, have the power to hire and fire 
Other people besides the Prime Minister? 


In other words, can he set up an acting government 
and hire a bunch of people to go through all these papers, 
Or is it really -- is he the only authority of the authori- 
ties on land? 


A I don't think anybody is questioning his 
authority to install an interim administration and to 
announce the kind of steps that he has already mentioned. 


re) But that's not my question. When you say 
that it's being handled by the Grenadan authorities, we 
know that that includes the Governor General, but the 
Governor General hasn't yet formed a government. 


Can he hire people to serve under him to go 
through some of this stuff? Is that why you used the plural 
of the word “authority” -- 


A No, I don't think so. 
0 -- in advance of forming a new government? 


A No. I think he is moving with despatch. I 
don't know what he has done already in terms of announcing 
names, Or whether he is rolling names out one by one, or two 
by two. I just don't know at what stage he is; but I know 
that he is moving speedily to get an interim administration 
in place. 


0 John, can you be of a little more help on the 
question of -- the U.S. has proposed to the Soviets that if 


they want their 30-odd diplomats evacuated, the U.S. will 
do so. 


A Will facilitate, sure. 


0 Have they ignored that? You've mentioned it 
a couple of days now. 


a Yes. Right. 


0 Have the Soviets simply ignored this offer? 




















A Well, in terms of responding that they want 
to either stay or to move out, yes, we have not heard from 
them. 


0 Just ignored it? 
A Yes. 
0 How many times have we communicated with 


them on this, John? 


A I don't know. 
0 Several? 
A I don't know whether there has been need to 


communicate several times. I don't know; we may have done. 
But, I mean, the message is the same. 


QO . John, just to be clear: When you say they 
could remain if they want to, they could remain presumably 
in their Embassy, or mission, and can move -- 


ra We're not impeding their movement, but I 
think as a matter of fact they have tended to stay within 
the Soviet compound. 


e) Is it expected that Genada will maintain 
diplomatic relations with both the Soviet Union and in Cuba 
under the new set-up? 


A I don't know. You'll have to ask the 
Grenadians. 


0 Are we giving them any advice? 

ay I'm not aware of it. 

0 John, all those comments about the Soviets -- 
my Sorry. Let me take -=- because Lester wants 


to move on out of here. 


0 One question, and then I'm trying to get to 
another briefing -- it's unrelated -- I'll be very -- 
In this State Department's posted answer, as to why 
Ambassador Heyward Isham was presiding over “Understanding 
the Soviet Union" night at the Washington Cathedral, there 
was no mention in this guidance that Isham is actually 





working for Director William Casey of the CIA. And I'm 
wondering why was this piece of newsworthy information not 
included, and hcew can Isham, as a State Department official 
-- it was advertised on all of the posters -- is it 
appropriate for him to call the police and have them drag 
out Afghans and Hungarians who were trying to protest? 


A Is that the question? 


0 Yes. In other words, why weren't we told 
that he's working for Casey in this guidance? Why is that 
covered up? 


A I don't know that he is. 
e) And does the Secretary think that it is 


appropriate for a man advertised as a State Department offi- 
cial to call the police to drag people out of a church. 


ay Can't answer your question. 
2) Could you take that question? 
A Well, I don't know that we're in the business 


of -- and I'm not suggesting that Mr. Isham does or does not 
work for the CIA -— but I'm not -- 


0 Are you denying it -- 
a I have no idea. 
0 -- because one of my editors inquired and 
found that that is the case. I thought it quite 


interesting. 


A One of your editors has the advantage of me. 
I don't know. 


0 Great. If you can just make discreet 
inquiries, I know we can -- 


Thanks very much, John, and gentlemen and ladies. 


(Laughter) 
A Lester has asked his one question. Yes. 
0 John, your comments on the Soviets -- just to 


be clear -- all those references you've just been making 
refer to Soviet diplomats. 














a Diplomats, that's correct. 


0 Who are the other Soviets on the island? 
Can you tell us what they do on the island there? 


a I don't know that we're aware of Soviets 
other than in the Embassy purporting to be diplomats. But I 
think we will want to make sure that when they emerge, who 
is a diplomat and who is not a diplomat. 


0 John, on those third-country nationals who 
were in the Soviet compound, you say you are determining 
their bona fides. How are you doing that? Do you have a 
list of names provided by the Soviets? 





a I'm not sure how that is being done. Can't 
answer that. 


0 Have any of them come out and contacted the 
United States -- the Bulgarians, the North Koreans, or any 
of the others -- contacted you in the way the Soviets have? 


A Not to my knowledge. I think that the con- 
tact on behalf of that group was the initial one by a party 
of three Soviets who sought out a U.S. official, agave them a 
list of who was in the Embassy, indicated that the) were out 
of touch with Moscow themselves, and asked us to intercede 
in terms of sending information about their condition. 

I don't think -- there may have been -- but I'm not aware 
of anything (inaudible) 


0 Did the Soviets give any indication that 
these people were from the Embassies of their countries, and 
then trying to stay in the Soviet compound? 


a I can't answer whether they said that. They 
gave the figures which we have given you; no figures on the 
Cubans who were in the Embassy, but I don't know whether 
they gave a breakdown. Whether they said everybody in the 
Embassy was a diplomat, I don't know. 


0 John, are you offering any legal justifica- 
tion for the invasion of Carriacou today, or are we just 
chasing Cubans throughout the Caribbean area? 


my I don't know that we have any further words 
on the legality of our action than we've already given you. 
There may be on one or two specific questions that we've 
been asked, and we're doing some -- 








se) On the invasion of Carriacou, the one that 
took place this morning -- 


A I don't have anything on that. 

@) -- you said they were looking for Cubans. 

A Yes. 

QO Isn't that an independent island? 

@) What kind of intelligence did we (inaudible). 
(Laughter) 

os I think the Marines were following up reports 


of Cubans on the island. 
8) But they found no -- 
A Apparently they found none. 


@) What's the status of the Grenadan nationals, 
including members of the previous government and the pre- 
vious government before that, since they are being taken 
into custody? Do we have anything? 


A I think that is a matter that we would be 
discussing with the Grenadian authorities, in the shape of 
the Governor General, asking what disposition he wishes made 
of them. ' 


e) The last time you raised that, you said that they 
were being held under U.S. custody. 

A Yes. 

0 Are they being granted visits by ICRC? 

A I don't know. 

0 Are they being held essentially incom- 
municado, or -=- 

A I don't know. I can't answer that. 

e) Will you look into that, into (inaudible). 

A I think you ought to ask the Pentagon; 


they're holding them. 


) John, on the documents that you mentioned 
that are going back to Grenada, can you give us some idea of 
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what they are, and does that include the treaties that have 
been mentioned by you and Ken Dam? 


My I think what we are making sure goes back to 
Grenadian possession is documents that are legally those 
belonging to the Grenadian Government. I'm not sure what 
will happen to other documents, but obviously, we're 
consulting with the Grenadian authorities about documents 
that are not Grenadian property. 


@) What about the treaties? 


A I'm sure that the originals are in the hands, 
Or will be in the hands, of the Grenadian authorities. 


0 Can you say where these agreements that you 
alluded to yesterday were taken from? Were they taken from 
official buildings of either the Cubans, or from private 
buildings? 


A I can't, Jim, because I don't know. I think 
they were taken from various locations including some from 
private houses in which various people were found and 
detained. 


0 What's the legal attitude now towards the 
Grenadians accredited to the U.S. diplomatically, and to the 
U.N.? 


Ys I can't answer the question about the U.S., 
but as far as the U.N. is concerned, I think that the 
Governer General has asked the U.N. not to recognize the 
existing Grenadian representatives pending his examination 
of the situation and some further communication from him 
indicating who does represent Grenada. 


0 So, in terms of the -- the ones referred to 
the U.S., you don't have any -- 


A Can't answer. I don't know what the 
Situation is. 


0 If I can just turn that around, John? 
What about -- I heard a report that we plan an Embassy of 
some 20 to 30 diplomatic personnel on Grenada. Does that 
sound right? 


A I don't know what size. I don't think it 
could be anything like that -- and it isn't an Embassy; it's 
a Mission. I think we have a very few people there at the 
moment working under rather primitive conditions. What the 
Size of the mission will end up at, I don't know. 
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@) Will it become permanent, though? Will there 
now be a U.S. Embassy there? 


a There will be a U.S. Mission on Grenada. 
fe) Why don't you call it an embassy? 


A Because it won't be an embassy, initially 
at any rate; it will be a mission. 


QO John, on the documents again, there are 
obviously a lot of documents that are not the property of 
the Government of Grenada, or at least they have been 
described as being Cuban documents. 


Can you tell us what the status is with those? 
Are they still under analysis or are you going to release 
those? When can we expect them, et cetera, et cetera? 


A Well, I think the overall question of docu- 
ments is something that is under discussion primarily with 
the Grenadian authorities. I'll give you something just as 
soon as we have. My expectation is that we would probably 
make one release of whatever we can release rather than of 
a series of releases, but that, honestly, isn't something 
that we're able to tell you yet. 


fe) Are you discussing with the Grenadian 
authorities -- whoever the plural may be -- these documents 
which are obviously not Grenadian property? 


A We're consulting with the Governor General 
On various documents, yes. 


fe) Why are you doing that? 
A I think it is the proper thing to do. 


re) I'm not arguing with you, but why is it 
proper? 


A Well, certainly documents that are property 
of the Grenadian Government, that is clearly very proper to 
do; and I think, as a matter of form, we have decided to 
consult with the Grenadian authorities about various other 
documents that we found on their island. 


e) But these documents were with a government 
that you did not have the highest regard for. What is the 
point of suddenly introducing these diplomatic proprietary (sic) 
(inaudible) ? 
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A I think government documents are government 
documents, Bernie, whatever regime subscribed to them or 
wrote them; and there is a new government emerging in 
Grenada, and we think it is proper that we should consult 
with them. 


0 Do you have a sense that you're running 
against some sort of a credibility problem on this whole 
question of documents, and in fact, really, that there is a 
major effort to expedite it while the credibility questions 
pile up all around, the fact that documents have not yet, in 
fact, been released? 


A There may be a credibility problem in not 
having released them, but I don't think that this Department 
should be in the least apologetic for not having released 
Grenadian Government documents without having consulted with 
the Grenadian authorities. I think it perfectly proper. 

And if it takes a day or two to do it, then I think, so be 
it. : 


@) Let me just follow up, John? Is there a rush 
on; that is to say, is the process being expedited? 


A I think we're responding to a number of 
urgent demands from you and your colleagues, trying to be as 
expeditious as we can. 


0 But the burden in fact may be on you, in the 
final analysis. How many diplomats or personnel have been 
assigned to this whole process, and how many has the Governor 
General assigned to go quickly sifting through what, in fact, 
can be made public? 


a I don't think it is a major problem to deter- 
mine which are Grenadian Government documents and which are 
not the property of the Grenadian Government. I think that 
is something fairly easy to establish. 


0 Were you suggesting a timeframe there when 
you talked about a day or two? 


A One hopes; one hopes, you know -- I have to 
reiterate what you all know, that communications are not of 
the best, that the Governor General is limited in the kind 
of staff support that he has, I presume. We are certainly 
very limited in the kind of staff support and communications 
that we have in terms of diplomatic officers on the scene. 
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@) John, have we brought Grenadian officials 
here? If I understood you correctly yesterday, you said 
there were documents in this building being studied. 


A Yes. 


Q Did Grenadian officials come up here to the 
Department to do a side-by-side study? 


A No. 


fe) Then, how do you take these Grenadian-owned 
documents up here? Since you're making such a point about 
their being Grenadian, how do you do that? 


a I don't really understand the question. 


fe) The question is, to what degree do you help 
yourself to documents that you've made clear are not yours, 
and bring them to Washington? 


A I think that the legal position, Bernie, is 
very clear in terms of soldiers in an operation seizing 
strong points, or seizing points where people are firing 
upon them. I think the law really is quite clear as to the 
seizure of such documents. 


I'm sure that those documents underwent an initial 
field-screening for obvious intelligence and military 
purposes, and then were handed to others better able to 
analyze the significance of what was contained therein. 
That's been done. 


fe) I don't understand: Why are some here and why 
some there? 


A The facilities are very limited. The 
analysts who are able to pass judgment on them and assess 
them are not in Grenada in strength, so they may have been 
taken to points elsewhere for that analysis -- copies of them. 
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QO John, just to follow this, can we expect any 
more selective releases of these documents? I mean, we've 
had the President of the United States saying things based 
on the documents. We've had an Admiral referring to speci- 
fics from the documents. We've had Ken Dam and you telling 
us about the specifics -- some of the specifics of treaties 
which are part of the documents. So there has been a 
selective release of these already. 


Ay I can't speak for the others you've men- 
tioned, but in view of the feeling of some of you here 
yesterday that I was too loose-lipped, I don't plan to 
release any more details. I have learned my lesson, and 
therefore, will not talk about anything else that I know 
that is in them. 


@) Well, have others learned their lesson, too? 
I mean -- 


A That seemed to be not treated with total 
enthusiasm yesterday. 


Q The point is, isn't it, there has been a 
selective release. Some of the material has been released, 
so you're not going to release -- we're not able to see the 
whole documents to assess and put what's released in the 
context, so you've given us what you think we ought to have. 
We've not seen the entire material -- 


A That's correct. 

0 -- that we need to make a judgment. 

A Correct. I can't dispute your statement. 

fe) How is it legally consistent that you say -- 


documents that are the property of the Grenadan Government -- 
how is it that they can be taken here presumably prior to 
consultation about that with the Grenadan Government, or was 
the procedure such that the Governor General said, “Anything 
you can find, you can take to Washington and analyze, just 
don't release it publicly." 


A I'm not sure what originals have moved or 
what copies are here, so I'm not sure who is analyzing from 
an original document or who is analyzing from a copy of that 
document. 


I think you may take it as a given that the docu- 
ments have been copied and catalogued, and we're in the process 
of analyzing the entire body, a lot of which is trivia. 
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Q Sure. But I just don't understand. Whether 
they're copies or they're originals, the point is that the 
United States is using them for their own purposes now, pre- 
sumably, and has not yet consulted with the Grenadan 
Government about the use of those documents which are the 
property of the Grenadan Government. 


B, They came upon the documents in the course of 
hostilities -- 


te) Right. 

aj -- in various points -- 

Q I don't dispute that. 

A -- throughout the island. 

0 Right. 

A The fact is that the military took those 


documents, as is traditional in combat -- 
Q I'm with you. 
A Those documents which later were determined 


to be the property of the Grenadian Government are going to 
be returned to thé Grenadian Government. 





0 Are those documents -- have they been sub- 
jected to any analysis -- 


A Sure. : 
0 -- by U.S. Government officials? 
A Sure. 


Q And did the analysis only involve the deter- 
mination whether or not they were Grenadan Government docu- 
ments, or did they go beyond that analysis into what was 
actually in them? 


A I'm sure that as the analysts read through 
the documents, they absorbed the contents. (Laughter) 


0 Since these documents were the property of 
the Grenadian authorities, how then did you help yourself to 
the right, unilaterally, to disclose what is someone else's 
property? 
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A I don't think that there has been widespread 
disclosure. I think there have been suggestions as to what 
is contained therein. But I think Ken Dam, for example, on 
Sunday said we're going to wait until we can make an overall 
assessment and analysis of these documents, and then give 
you the facts. And you seem to be sniping at us on both 
counts. 


0 John, is there anything that's come to light 
in the last 48 hours or more that is evidentiary in support 
of the Administration's contention that the lives of the 
Americans on Grenada were in fact endangered? In these 
documents that were seized -- 


A Oh, in the documents. 


e) Either the documents or radio intercepts or 
anything, has any new evidence come to light that substan- 
tially supports the Administration's contention that 
American lives were at stake and/or that a hostage situation 
was a likelihood? 


A I don't know that anything has come to light 
beyond what was already in the public domain. You have to 
listen to the words of Alister Hughes on Grenada, you have 
to listen to: the words of the students, you have to listen 
to the words of Caribbean leaders, all of whom have spoken 
at great length on the unsettled situation that existed. 

But I'm not aware of any further information that underlines 
what already has been said about the conditions of the 





students. 
0 Let's go to a new subject. 
fe) Let's just have one more. 
A One more. 
2) At least I just have one more. Weinberger 


and Vessey gave a briefing this morning to the Senate 
leadership, and apparently Baker came out saying there were 
more than a thousand Cuban troops on the island. 


Are we revising Our estimate again? 


A I don't know. The Pentagon has the figures 
on the Cubans. 


Q Are you aware of any change in the estimate 
that was made over the -- 
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A I'm aware that there have been estimates from 
the beginning, but I don't know what the figure specifically 
the Pentagon is suggesting today. 


@) John, what can you tell us about the 
Administration's intentions about Polish sanctions? 

@) Could we stay on Grenada for a -- 

0 No. 

A Why don't we switch subjects? The vote, con- 
sensus -- | 

0 Yes. 


ry Why don't you keep in touch with us on 
Poland? Might have something later. 


0 John, can I have a clarification on 
something? Did I understand you to say that there were 
copies, and, if so, is it only the originals that are being 
returned to the Grenadan Government, or will the copies be 
kept? 


a I would think that certainly documents that 
are the property of the Grenadian Government, of course, the 
Originals will be returned to them. 


e) And the copies will be kept? 
Ay I assume the copies might be kept. 


0 What about documents that belong to other 
governments, other than the Grenadan or U.S. Governments? 


A You have to talk to the legal people about 
the legal possession of those documents. 


0 You mean you don't know the answer on that? 


A I do know the answer to that question, but Il 
prefer you get a strict legal interpretation. For example, 
there isn't any question that a force in combat with another 
force is legally entitled to take documents belonging to 
that power with which it is engaged in combat, if they're 
seized in combat -- if you're talking about Cuban documents, 
for example. 


0 John, in view of the Administration's -- 
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@) John -- 


A Hold on. I can only take one at a time. Go 
ahead. 


0 John, does the U.S. Government believe that 
Syria is poised to attack the naval task force off the 
coast of Lebanon, and why is it any more of a danger now 
than it has been for the last few weeks, or months for that 
matter, considering they've had the weapons available to 
them? 


ras We've seen reports, but I think you need to 
go to the Pentagon. That is a military question, so why 
don't you ask them about any methods or preparedness that 
they're engaged in. 


QO But isn't there a diplomatic answer for that? 
Isn't there something that -- 


f I can't answer. I don't have any comment on 
reports that Syria has threatened to launch missiles at 
American ships, which I gather is the story you're referring 
to. 


0 How about an undiplomatic answer? 

A No. I don't even have an undiplomatic 
answer. 

0 John, in the last days several columnists 


raised questions about the existence of this Soviet-American 
agreement or understanding concerning Cuba as a consequence 
of the 1962 crisis. 


Does the State Department believe that such an 
agreement or understanding exists? 


A The Secretary has testified at great length 
on that situation, and I don't have anything to add to what 
he said. 


Q Do you have any information unequivocally -- 
re) He testified in secret. 
A There were fairly extensive reports on that 


testimony, Bernie. But I don't have anything on that. 


Go ahead. 














Q Do you have any information which unequivo- 
cally involves Syria in the bombing of U.S. Marines company 
in Lebanon, and what do you comment on Israeli Defense 
Minister Arens' accusations of last Sunday that Syria is 
responsible? 


A Maybe you weren't here yesterday when I 
answered that question, but our investigation is continuing, 
and we're in close coordination with the French and the 
Lebanese who are similarly conducting their investigations. 
When those are complete, we'll have a better idea. 


Q In view of the Administration's repeated state- 
ments that it wants the troops to be out of Grenada as soon 
as possible, does the Administration have any objections to 
Capitol Hill voting to require the troops to be out in 60 
days? 


A I'm sure the White House would have specific 
thoughts about legislation and the Administration's reaction 
to legislation, but the President has said that those troops 
-- he wants those troops out of Grenada as soon as possible, 
and we stand clearly by that statement. I can't give you a 
timeframe. 


0 Can you comment on a BBC interview in which 
Paul Scoon said that he asked for help, not an "invasion?" 


A Not really, but I think you have to read what 
he said in its entirety. He was clearly expressing grati- 
tude for the involvement of ourselves and the Caribbean 
nations. He clearly said that the situation was 
deteriorating very fast, and I don't think there's any 
Suggestion in what he said that he was opposed to our 
involvement. 





0 Except that he asked for "not an invasion." 


A You know, you can quibble about words, an 
"invasion" and so forth and so on, but the fact is he was 
not, in what I saw, objecting to what the United States, in 
fact, did. 


0 Isn't there an enormous difference, John, 
between objecting to fait accompli and whether or not the 





Only authority the United States recognizes on Grenada 
actually asked for American armed intervention? 
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A I don't think that the Governor General was 
reacting to a fait accompli. I think there is an abundance 
of other evidence, and I think you should use what he, hinm- 
self, has said that he in no way resisted the American 
involvement. Far from it. Quite to the contrary. 





0 Isn't is different language than saying, as 
this Department and other agencies of the Government have 
said in recent days, that Mr. Scoon asked for the American 


response? 


A Why don't you go back and look at the record, 
and I think you may find that to be the case. 


e) John, do you have any comment on the bombing 
Or any apology on the bombing of the mental hospital in St. 
George's? 


ns I don't. Obviously, that is a very tragic 
event. But I think the Pentagon is conducting its own 
inquiry, and we don't have anything -- 


0 And also, there is one firm -- talking about 
the credibility, there is one firm, one British firm, 
apparently in charge of the construction of the airport that 
Says there were no facilities that are needed for a military 


base. 


A, No facilities needed for a military base? 
0 This was the British firm -- 
A I wonder how they would interpret all the 


weapons that were discovered, all the other materiel that 
was discovered, and I wonder how they would interpret the 
fact that as the United States forces went in there, they 
were fired on by anti-aircraft weapons. 


e) No. They apparently say that there were no 
facilities especially needed for an airport to be a military 
base. 


A Well, I think the facts speak for themselves. 
e) Have diplomatic personnel in Central America 
and South America been told to -- been warned to be more 


careful or been put on a state of alert or asked to take any 
more specific anti-terrorist precautions? 


A There are some reports that there are death 
threats against Americans in Latin America, and that these 
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emanate from Cuba. This is obviously a subject of the 
gravest concern to the United States. We are obliged to 
take reports of possible terrorists" activities very 
seriously indeed, especially under current circumstances, 
and we do. 


There have been some terrorist acts in Bolivia, 
Colombia, and Puerto Rico, and perhaps elsewhere. A bomb 
exploded outside the Binational Center in Medellin -- I may 
be mispronouncing that -- Colombia. No casualties occurred 
but there was serious damage to the building. 


So we are looking into the circumstances 
surrounding these various incidents. Not going to get into 
communications we may or may not have had with the Cubans, 
and not going to speculate on what actions would be taken. 
But, Obviously, Cuban instigation of terrorist actions 
against U.S. targets, if proven, would be a very serious 
development. 


0 Can we have a copy of that, John? 

A Sure. 

0 What about the attack, or whatever it was, 
explosion at the -- in Martinique -- Fort de France? 

A As I say, there may be others, and we're 


taking a look at these various developments. 


@) Do you have reason to believe this report 
is coming from Cuba? I didn't understand; you said there 
were reports? 


A There are reports. 
0 Where are these reports? 
‘ I think there was » yaterial in the press 


this morning suggesting that, and -- 


Q Do you have reason to believe that these 
reports are true at this point? Do you have any evidence? 


ay We are looking into it. 
Q John, same subject: Are there any reports, 
Or could you share with us any activity, that might be hap- 


pening around Guantanamo? 


A No. Don't have anything on that. 
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e) John, do you have anything on the arrest of 
Bishop Muzarewa in Zimbabwe? 


A No, I do not, Jim. 

0 You don't? 

A I don't. 

0 I have two questions. They're not Grenada. 


They're Central America. 


A Okay. Be quick, because we've got to go 
pretty soon. 


@) Rivera y Damas, he was threatened -- the 
Archbishop of San Salvador was threatened with death, or 
presumably with death, and his assistant by the usual 
suspects. 


Do you have any statement on that? 


ra Yes. Both the White House and the Department 
of State have condemned right-wing violence in El Salvador. 
Such threats are reprehensible and only serve to sustain the 
atmosphere of antagonism in El Salvador which has already 
cost too many lives. 


e) And, also, if I could follow, I understand 
that the United States wants to say something about the 
dialogue in Chile? It wants to say something to Pinochet? 


A I don't know that we want to say something 
about it, but always attempting to anticipate your 
questions, we may well have something on that. 


0 I'm surprised. 


A We have on repeated occasions expressed our 
full support for a peaceful transition to a democratic 
government in Chile. In this context we welcome the three 
earlier rounds of talks between the Chilean Government and 
democratic opposition. 





While it by no means is the only avenue for 
exchanging views on how to accelerate the transition to 
democracy, the dialogue offers a useful framework for 
discussing possible solutions, and for giving urgency and 
direction to the transition process. 
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We regret to note that the formal dialogue which 
was interrupted in late September remains suspended. In the 
absence of such a dialogue or exchange of views on a 
democratic transition, it is a matter of concern since this 
Situation can only favor those opposed to a peaceful return 
to civilian government in Chile. 


e) Copy, please? 

rN Sure. 

2) Just for the record, Speaker O'Neill had some 
unkind things to say about the Secretary of State. Would 
you care to explain? 

A No. I don‘t have anything on that, Jim. 


Okay? 


e) Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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DPC #194 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon all. I have a couple 
of announcements up front. Available in the Press Office 
are copies of the following testimony: Deputy Secretary 
Dam's testimony this morning before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International Security 
and Scientific Affairs and Subcommittee on Western 
Hemisphere Affairs. The subject of his testimony was 
Grenada. 


Also available is the testimony of Rear Admiral 
Jonathan Howe, Director of the Bureau of Political/Militaryv 
Affairs. That was before the House Committee on Armed 
Services this morning. The subject of his testimony was 
U.S. Marines in Beirut. 


I just want to remind you that Deputy Secretary of 
State Dam will deliver an ON THE RECORD luncheon address on 
Grenada and Central America to the Associated Press Managing 
Editors' Convention in Louisville, Kentucky, on Friday. 
That's at 12:30 p.m. If you want to cover this event, a 
contact now with APME is Bob Stiff, who's at the AP 
registration booth in Galt House in Louisville, and his 
number is (502) 589-5200. 


Why don't I just run through what we have on the 
Grenadan situation. The Governor General, Sir Paul Scoon, 
has ordered the closing of the Cuban Embassy and the prompt 
departure from Grenada of all personnel now in that Embassy. 
The Embassy has been cordoned, consistent with the 
Governor General's action, and in consultation with him, for 
the security of Embassy personnel pending their return to 
Cuba. 


As far as the Cuban wounded and dead are con- 
cerned, the Cuban wounded, accompanied by Cuban medical per- 
sonnel and International Committee of the Red Cross 
officials, were scheduled to be transported from Grenada 
this morning by U.S. C-130 aircraft to Barbados. At Barbados, 
they will be transferred to a DC-8 aircraft leased by the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, and will be flown 
to Havana. They should arrive in Havana late this 
afternoon. 








0 How many people are we talking about? 


A Hold on. As for the Cuban dead, the Red 
Cross is making separate arrangements for their return to 
Cuba. We understand that as far as wounded are concerned, 
there will be 57 on the aircraft along with 8 women and 3 
children from the Cuban Embassy. 


The United States is now prepared to authorize 
the prompt return of the able-bodied Cuban detainees with 
repatriation to begin as soon as the technical arrangements 


can be agreed upon. 
Q These are all the captured? 


A These are the captured; right. The wounded 
are going out on a plane right now, the dead will go next, 
and then as soon as arrangements are made for those detained, 


they will go out. 


0 What is the number of dead and those -- 


ay I don't have a figure on that. 
@) What about the number of detained? 
A I don't have that. 


@) What does that mean, John? The technical -- 


A I think as soon as the International Red 
Cross and the Cubans and ourselves can agree on how that 
will take place. 


0 There's a declaration there that cessations 
of -- active hostilities have now ceased. 
A As we said earlier, we would be prepared to 


repatriate those Cubans when hostilities had ceased, and I 
guess our estimate is that hostilities have ceased. 


Let me go on. I have some more for you, and then 
why don't we discuss it after? Insofar as the Soviet Union 
and Libya is concerned, the Governor General has announced 
that he has broken relations with those two countries and has 
also asked their versonnel to leave Grenada. He has asked 
that the departure of the Soviet Embassy personnel be worked 
Out in cooperation with the Caribbean peacekeeping force. I 
don't have any details for you, but that is being actively 
worked on. 





Insofar as the East Germans, the Bulgarians and 
North Koreans who the Soviets have informed us were in 
their embassy, we really don't have anything very definite 
On what happens to them. It is possible that they will 
leave with the Soviet personnel, if that is their wish. 


Insofar as the Cubans in the Soviet Embassy are 
concerned, they will be moved to some other location, 
pending arrangements for their departure with the other 
Cuban personnel. That's about it. 


fe) Has that been agreed to by the Soviets about 
leaving and all that sort of thing? 


Ay That is being worked on, Bernie. They have 
been asked to leave. And as you know, they have had con- 
munications difficulties but we have facilitated their com- 
munication with Moscow, and I think that is their decision 
now, to decide how to respond to this -- 


Q They're leaving, in other words? They've 
agreed to leave? 


My I don't know that they have agreed to leave. 
I know that the Grenadans have asked them to leave, and we 
will now have to see what happens. 


0 The Cuban wounded -- on the Cuban wounded, 
did Havana ask for the wounded to be evacuated or is this 
just being done? 


A I'm‘sure this has been done in consultation 
with the Cubans. 


e) Is Scoon coming to the United States today? 
a No, no knowledge of any such visit. 

0 Is he already here? 

A No. 

0 No? 

A No, he is not here, to my knowledge. 


QO Just for the record, John, Grenada has not 
then broken relations with East Germany, Bulgaria or North 
Korea, is that right? 











A I'm not sure with which of those countries 
they have formal diplomatic relations, Russ. But as far as 
we're concerned and are told, Grenada has broken relations 
with the Soviet Union, with Cuba and with Libya. 


@ On the Hill this morning, Secretary Dam 
gave a lot of information from the so-called "secret 
treaties." Are you now going to put out the rest of them? 


A Still waiting to hear from the Grenadan 
authorities. I think that -- 


0 In other words, the Grenadan authorities 
have given permission for that much to be divulged, or what? 


A No. I'm not aware of that. I know that 
discussions were to be held between our representatives on 
the island and the Governor General. I can't tell you what 
the status is of those negotiations. As soon as we hear, 
and as soon as there's any decision, we'll let you know. 


Q Can I get the chronology straight on the 
departures, because the Cubans issued a statement saying they 
would not leave their -- their Embassy would not leave until 
the wounded and the captured had been released? 


A That's right. 

e) Is that timetable possible? You've now said 
the wounded are leaving today, and the captured will leave 
as soon as logistics are worked -- you -- Are you asking that 


the embassy people leave immediately, or what is that? 


A We're not asking anything. The Grenadans 
have broken relations. 


Q But you're controlling logistics after 
a fashion. 


nN In consultation with the Governor General, 
yes. We're certainly involved in those arrangements. I 
think the Grenadan request was for departure within 24 
hours. I think that might well slip, but I can't tell you 
how that conforms -- 


e) You're not planning on the 82nd Airborne 
storming the embassy that seized the -- 


A Haven't heard any talk of that, Bernie. 


NN ee 
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0 Explain what you were saying? You said the 
embassy was cordoned? 


A Yes. 

0 By whom? What does that mean? 

A I don't know whether any of the other 
Caribbean forces are involved. But certainly we have cor- 
doned the -- the United States forces have cordoned the 
embassy. 

0 In other words, we've set up guards there 


and said people can't go in and people can't come out? 


A No. 

8) What does “cordon" mean? I don't understand 
it. 

A It's a protective cordon. I haven't said 


they can't come in and can't go out. But I think when they 
do leave the embassy, they are being escorted to wherever 
they wish to go. 


0 Is this to protect them? You said it was 
for security; is it -- 


A I think it's at the request of the 
Grenadans, but, clearly, the fact that relations have been 
broken; clearly, the fact that there is some unpopularity of 
those particular nationalities on the island -- yes, I think 
there's a security -- 


QO What is the U.S. responsibility? 


A Because the Grenadans have asked us to do 
it. I don't know whether any other Caribbean forces are 
involved, Bernie. I'm just talking for us. 


@) Now that active hostilities have 
apparently ended, can you give us a time when the American 
forces will be able to leave the island? 


A I can't, Bernie. As you know, the President 
has said as soon as possible, and obviously he'll make that 
determination. 


0 On that point -- Bernie's point -- as you 
may know, just a little while ago in this room the Director 
-- the Administrator of AID was here, Mr. McPherson, and he 
Suggested, or he said, that under consideration now in the 
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Administration is the use of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers on the island. How would that jibe with the 
withdrawal of U.S. Army and U.S. Marine Corps troops? 


A I don't think there's any conflict or 
contradiction there. I don't know what he had in mind in 
terms of duration, but Seabees operate with great 
dispatch and are able to work miracles in terms of putting 
up bridges or whatever it is, or clearing a road or whatever 
it is they might do, and I think -- I wasn't here, I didn't 
hear what he said -- but I think what is envisaged is while U.S. 
forces are there, maybe the Seabees can get in there and 
repair any damage that might have been done. 


@) With regard to the able-bodied troops that 
are going to be released as soon as technical arrangements 
can be agreed upon, in your words: to what degree is the 
State Department or the White House considering, seriously 
considering the proposals made on Capitol Hill in letter 
form, by a majority of the members of the House and in a 
resolution passed by the Senate, to link the return of the 
able-bodied Cubans captured on Grenada with the return of 
the Marielito Cuban prisoners that are held in Atlanta, and 
Other places around? 


A I think Larry Speakes had some words on that 
this morning, and I don't have anything beyond that. 


0 Would you just clarify one thing? 
A Sure. 
0 From what I gather, the Soviet Government has not 


yet indicated what it wants to happen to its people. Is that 
correct? 


Ay That is my understanding. 

Q So they're in kind of a -- 

A Assuming that communication were to come 
back through us, yes. Insofar as we know, that -- it cer- 


tainly has not come back through us. 


) Are they in a limbo status, or will they be 
evacuated? 


A I think they're waiting for instructions 
From their government. 
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@) Now, Cuba is in a Similar situation, or have 
the Cubans accepted -- 


A You've seen what the Cubans have said. They 
have said, as I understand it, that they will not leave until 
all their people -- or their diplomats will not leave -- until 


all their people are out of the island. 


0 Is the Soviet Embassy also cordoned off? 
A Yes. 
e) I still don't understand, John, what that 


means. Does that mean you're halting people or you're not 
allowing people to go in; you're not allowing people to come 
out? If they do go out, they're escorted by -- 


A If they go out, they're escorted; that's 
right. If they go out, for example, to buy food or whatever 
they need to do, go shopping, or if they need to make repre- 
sentations, official representations, or if they need to go 
see the Governor General, they are escorted. 


) By the U.S. -- it's cordoned by U.S. 
troops? 


A I‘'do not Know whether other Caribbean troops 
are involved in that. 


e) But there cre U.S. troops? 

A There are U.S. troops. 

0 Do you envisage the possibility of a forced 
departure of the -- for example--the Soviets? You say that 


the Governor General has broken relations with Libya, the 
Soviets, asked their departure. You've heard nothing so far 
from Moscow? 


A No. 


0 Is there a possibility the Soviet personnel 
may be packed up and sent out? 


an I haven't heard any suggestion of that, 
Bernie. 


0 I don't understand how Libya comes into it. 
There are no Libyans on the island, are there? 


o Oh, yes, there's a Libyan Embassy. 





0 Where are they? 


f I don't know where it is located physically, 
but there are Libyans. 


QO Will they also be transported out? 
os I presume so. 

0 How many people? 

a I don't know. 


QO On the subject of the U.S. troops and when 
they might leave -- 


Q (Inaudible) 


nan I do not know of my own knowledge whether 
Libya is cordoned, Bernie. I think you would have to ask 
the Pentagon. It would seem to be in line with the cor- 
doning of the other two embassies. I wouldn't find that 
surprising. 


QO So it's Cuba, the Soviet Union, possibly 
Liyba. Do you know of any others there? 
a No, I don't. 
ane) Do you know if they're all diplomats or are 


they there in any other capacity -- the Libyans? 


A I don't know whether we know -- the Libyans? 
I don't know whether we're able to -- whether we have been 
able to determine that yet. We've been given some numbers 
by the Soviets, and I think we've been given a different set 
of numbers which didn't jell with the first set of numbers. 
So there may well be confusion or uncertainty as to who is a 
diplomat and who is not. 


Q Why by the Soviets? 
>, Beg your pardon? 

e) Why by the Soviets? 
A Why what? 


e) Why were the numbers given by the Soviets? 


A Because they came to us, because they have 
no communications with Moscow, and said we have "X" Soviets, 
"X" North Koreans, "X" East Germans, "X" Bulgarians, and a 
large number of Cubans in the Embassy. 





0 Her question was about “Libyans.” 

A I don't know how many Libyans there are now. 
0 Are the Libyans in the Soviet compound? 

A The Libyans, I assume, are in their embassy. 
Q And they do have an embassy there? 

r They have an embassy. 


Q When you say “cordon," are we talking about 
what? A half a dozen American troops? 


A I don't know, Bernie. 

0 Any sense? 

4 I don't know. The Pentagon can probably 
help. 

0 On the subject of U.S. troops there, have we 


been in touch with the Commonwealth people who are trying to 
arrange an alternate peacekeeping force? 


A I'm sure we've been in touch, and are in touch 
with the Eastern Caribbean Organization. They're talking -- 
may well be talking with the Grenadan authorities about 
this. 


a) Would we consider a force from Commonwealth 
countries replacing United States troops? 


A Certainly, a number of ideas have been 
Suggested and in that sense, necessarily, we will be con- 
sidering it. But it's basically a decision for Grenada and 
the Fastern Caribbean countries. 


0 I understand. But considering that some of the 
members of the Commonwealth are among our best friends 
in the world, I wonder why we aren't dealing directly with 
them? 


A I think that really is a matter for the 
Grenadan authorities. I think they would have to make that 


0 Can you update us on the (Inaudible) 
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A I don't know. The Pentagon can tell you 
that. 


Q Have any been pulled out since the Marines left 
for Lebanon? 


A I don't know. The Pentagon can ‘cll you 
that. They may well have done so. 


¢) Can you update us on any threats against 
Americans in Central America, or any new incidents? 


rN No. Nothing beyond what I gave you 
yesterday. 


0 The Cubans issued a statement saying they 
received this note from the United States Saturday, and they 
rejected it as -- 


A Yes. 


0 -- paraphrasing it "preposterous." Do you 
have any comment on that? Can you confirm that? 


A We don't think it's preposterous. We take 
it very seriously. 


0 Any new evidence of any -- 


A No, don't have anything beyond what I had 
for you yesterday. 


QO (Inaudible) say that hostilities have 
apparently ended. Does this mean that we're satisfied that 
there are no more Cubans running loose on the island? 


A I think that is the kind of question the 
Pentagon will have to answer, and I don't know whether they 
can. I don't know whether you can make a judgment about 
that. 


) John, can I try again on that linkage bet- 
ween the Cuban criminals and the cavtured on Grenada? The 
question was, to what degree has this been discussed 
seriously at the State Department, and you just said that 
Larry Speakes may have had something. I'm not aware of what 
he said this morning. Can you give me some idea of how this 
issue has been dealt with here at the State Department; 
whether it's been seriously considered; whether it's been 
dismissed out of hand? 





ll 


A No, I really can't go into the kind of 
detailed discussed that might have taken place. Obviously, 
we understand and sympathize with the feeling on the Hill 
that inspires the kind of suggestion that they have been 
making. But there are international obligations concerning 
the return of prisoners. The question of domestic 
situation, domestic laws, and how they relate to intera- 


tional laws is a very complicated and a difficult 
subject. 


8) Does that mean that it was never seriously 
considered as a -- 


A I think I'm just going to leave you with 
what Speakes has already said on that. 


--MORE-- 
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@) John, can you clear up something? Mr. 
McPherson said a while ago that there is consideration being 
given to sending the Army Corps of Engineers. 


f I think that -- the Seabees. I think that's 
what he was talking about. 

e) No. He told us Corps of Engineers. 

A Okay. 

0 I'm just not clear on -=— can the Corps of 


Engineers be dispatched around the world by the President, 
Or do they come under a Congressional -- 


A I don't know. That's a question I can't 
answer, Bob. 


@) You don't know either. 
A I don't know the answer. 
0 Do you know to what extent that is being 


discussed and where that is? 


fy I think the suggestion that while the mili- 
tary is there, Army construction engineers could be helpful-- 
they are very skilled at moving with great speed and could 
leave Grenada in perhaps slightly better shape than we found 
it. I think that is something that is quite seriously being 
considered. 


0 Is that something that's going to happen 
immediately, or -- 


A I don't know. I think McPherson would know 
more about that. 


QO John, just two questions again on just loose 
ends. You seem to be <= yesterday you were rather insistent 
that as far as North Koreans and everybody else in the 
Soviet Embassy were concerned, their bona fides as diplomats 
would have to be ascertained before you decide what to do. 


Today you haven't mentioned that. Is there now an 
assumption you'll let everybody go just in one shipment? 
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A As I say, what will happen with the North 
Koreans and the Bulgarians and the East Germans in the 
embassy, I'm not quite sure. Whether they will go with the 
Russians -- whether the diplomats will go with Soviet diplo- 
mats is something that I think has not really been deter- 
mined yet. 


As far as non-diplomats are concerned, I think 
that would be a question for the Grenadan authorities to 
rule on. 


@) Can you take a more philosophic question 
here? 


nes Uh, oh. 


0 Here we have an island, Grenada, which before 
the episodes of recent days, we had neither a diplomatic 
mission or, I think, any aid program, and now, almost overnight, 
I guess as a result of our military intervention, or at 
least in the aftermath, we will have a small but not tiny 
diplomatic mission and Mr. McPherson, to be believed, says 
we're now interested in a long-term economic buildup of 
Grenada. 


I mean, is there some point you might like to make 
about how countries can get American support? (Laughter) 


0 I think it's called "Tne Mouse That Roared." 


fy I'm not sure that -- I hope you're not 
Suggesting, Bernie, that what has transpired in Grenada is 
an ideal formula for bringing that about. (Laughter) 


) Why are we now -- I mean, there is a -- is 
there some reason other than the fact that we want to show 
what good guys we are after we bomb the place? Or why 
should a country which had no interest in the United States 
beforehand now become a kind of priority Caribbean interest? 


A I think we have had an interest in Grenada 
all along. The -=- perhaps the climate has not been totally 
appropriate for us to have had this kind of representation 
Or involvement before. 


But I do think that what has happened there, 
clearly, and I think this already is emerging and will 
emerge, is that the economy is in not -- certainly preceding 
the military operations -- is in fairly dire straits, andl 
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think that assistance to the economy will certainly be 
welcomed and would be something that we would want to do. 


Q John, on that question, with respect to the 
economy, (1) did you ever get an answer as to what the U.S. 
attitude toward lending by the IMF and other IFI's was prior 
to Bishop's demise? 


A We certainly set the great machinery in 
Operation to get an answer. I do not know, Jim, whether we 
have actually received that answer yet. That was on the 
question of whether we had changed our position on the 
granting of loans to Grenada following Mr. Bishop's visit. 
Don't have it yet. 


0 Also, is it the judgment of the U.S. AID 
officials and other development specialists that Grenada's 
economy is in more dire straits than other countries of the 
Eastern Caribbean and hence needs all of this attention? Or 
that it's just we should make it, as Bernie's question 
seemed to hint, kind of a, you know, showcase of our 
generosity? 


The reason I ask is because Grenada's economy has 
essentially been growing faster than the others in the 
region for about the last four years, and it is a poor 
country, but so are all the others there. 


4 I can't make a judgment in terms of com- 
parison. You have enjoined me from giving you any further 
pearls from these various documents that we have, so that 
makes it difficult. But I think that in due course it will 
emerge that the regime considered their economy to be in 
rather dire straits. 


0 Why has that become a sudden, urgent problem 
to the U.S.? 


A I think it is an expression of our typical 
humanitarian desire in a case like this, Bernie. 


Q John, did you have consultations with the 
Grenadans avout the priorities into which the money might 
go, Or are these all command decisions unilaterally made by 
the U.S.? 


A I'm sure that there were discussions. There 
was an AID team on the ground in Grenada very fast, Bernie, 
and I'm sure they've held discussions with Sir Paul, I 


assume. 
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0 With whom? Themselves? 

A With Sir Paul. 

0 John, is the United States going to pay com- 
pensation to the people killed in the accidental bombing of 
the hospital? 

A Don't know. Can't answer that question. 

0 Has this question been raised by Grenada? 


A Not to my knowledge. 


0 Do you have any new figures on the casualties 
in that hospital? 


4 No. Don't, Bob. The Pentagon may. 

QO John, back to the Cubans: if the deadline of 
24 hours set by the Governor stays, I mean, what do you do 
with the Cubans? Where do you take them, and how? 

A As I say, I think that's a little hypotheti- 
cal, and it may well be that that suggestion that he has 
made of 24 hours may slip. I don't know. But he -- 

e) He has? 

A He has what? 

QO He has set that deadline, hasn't he? 

A He has said that it will slip? 

No. The 24 hours deadline is set by him? 


He suggested a 24-hour deadline. He 
hat they leave within 24 hours. That's correct. 


cr Y .@) 


requested 


Who? 


PY» 0 


The Governor General. 
That all three leave? 


Yes. 


You're saying that might slip a little. 


r Oo YF DO 


I assume it is conceivable that it might 


Slip. 
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Q Earlier you referred to the non-diplomatic 
Cubans as “detainees” and then you said "prisoners." Are we 
talking about -- I presume there's a difference between the 


military and the civilians. What is the status of the Cuban 
Civilians? Are they all classed together? 


As I think the military are holding the entire 
able-bodied Cuban contingent as prisoners. I'm not sure 
that they can differentiate between -- 


fe) By "contingent" you include doctors and air- 
port workers and building workers? 


A I can't answer that. I know that some Cuban 
doctors are assisting their own people, but I don't know 
what their legal -- 


fe) But is it true that the majority of the 
Cubans are civilians and not military? 


A I don't know. You'll have to ask -the 
Pentagon. Certainly most of the Cubans there were able to 
Operate with great dispatch in organized units and with a 
great deal of military proficiency. 


0 John, does the U.S. think it's in the best 
interest of peace in the Caribbean area for the Soviets to 
be expelled from Grenada? 


A If the Grenadan authorities have decided to 
break relations, Bernie, then that's one of the realities. 
That's a fact. 


0 My question still stands. Do you think it's 
in the interest of peace for the Russians to be expelled 
from Grenada? 


nN It depends on what grounds the Grenadan authori- 
ties had for expelling them. I'm sure that will emerge. 


e) Do you have any sense at all, John, just as 
guidance, if we're going to see or hear anything further 
about those documents this week? 


a I would certainly hope so. I can't just give 
you a date on that. It will happen just as soon as the 
Governor has talked with our people there and has made his 
decision. 
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0 John, do you have anything more that could at 
least fill out what Secretary Dam has in his text here, about 
any more details of those agreements? 


A I don't know what's in his text, so I thirk— 
I'll probably let you stand on his words. 


@) For instance, he talked about agreements with 
the Soviets, Cubans and North Koreans for a total, I guess, 
of $37.8 million in military equipment. 


Is it possible to break it down by country -- which 
country had the largest of these agreements? 


a It is possible to break it down by country, 
but I'm not going to do it. 


0 John, going back to this subject of a 
possible Commonwealth force, would the United States find it 
acceptable if there were a peacekeeping force on Grenada, 
including nations such as Britain who had sided with the 
Cubans and the Soviets in this issue? 


A I think when specific nations are suggested, 
and when there is a specific proposal for such a peace- 
keeping force, that's the tiie to look at it and its conm- 
position and who's involved. But I think we would rely very 
heavily indeed on the thinking of the Grenadan authorities 
and the Eastern Caribbean nations. 


fe) Does the United States have any role what- 
soever in the decision of Mr. Scoon to break off diplomatic 
relations? 


A No. That is a Grenadan decision. 


fe) This is something you did not recommend one 
way or the other? 


A No. That's his decision. 

e) Has he been getting any sleep? 

) Could you explain -- (Laughter) 

A I shouldn't think he's getting much sleep. 


No. 


0 Could you explain the difference between the 
actual release of a document, these so-called captured 
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documents, and the fact that Kenneth Dam is releasing the 
contents of the documents? 


What's the difference between the two? 


A Let us hope that very shortly, Bernie, we 
will be able to put this whole thing to rest, and we'll have 


0 You are saying it's the Grenadans who have 
the final say on release? 


A On certain documents, yes. 
0 Who has the final say on releasing content? 


A You'd have to ask the Deputy Secretary on 
that. 


e) Well, John -- 


0 Wait a minute. Wait a second. You're the 
Spokesman here. You can't pass us up to Dam now. You do 
enough of that with the White House and the Pentagon, but 
now if you start to point us in different floors -- 


pt Bernie, I am not going to give you any more 
contents of the documents, and indeed we've had a fair 
amount of discussion about this in the past two days. We've 
told you the process which I think is the proper process to 
go through. That is going on, and as soon as that is 
resolved, we will let you know. 


fe) John, since we've now reached the point 
where we're complaining about matters, could I for the 
record issue a mild complaint. 


Last night there were reports from Barbados about 
the encirclement of the Cuban Embassy, about the order to 
expel the Cubans, and, at least, repeated inquiries here to 
your Press Department got no information and no comment, 
which is understandable. 


But then at 11:30 or 12:15, I'm told, Mr. Burt, 
whose European Bureau has presumably no interest in this 
Grenadan operation -- 


aN Oh, I wouldn't say that. 
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fe) -- then confirmed the whole story on televi- 
Sion, and it just seems to me that we could have got out 
what you told us today a little faster last night. 


2 Let me take a look at it. I'm personally 
unaware of that sequence, but I will take a look at it. 
Sure. 


0 John, on the treaties, were these -- not as 
to their contents, but as to their ownership -- are these 
treaties -- were they captured in places on the island where 
it could be inferred that they were not the property of the 
Grenadan Government, but were the property of other 
governments? Or were -- are these treaties to which he's referring 
today in his testimony considered to be the property of the 
Grenadan Government? 


4 I don't know where all the documents -- I 
think that various documents -- there are many, many pieces 
of paper, some of them quite trivial, and I can't teli you 
where the Pentagon found them. I think they found them in 
diverse places. 


¢) These are military aid agreements, and I'm 
just trying to establish -- 


a Certainly some documents that are considered 
to be official documents were found in private homes. 


0 John, can I change the subject? 

A Sure. 

0 Do you have any comment today on the arrest 
Of Bishop Muzorewa in Zimbabwe? Is that a good thing, you 


think? 


4 Not really at this stage, Jim. We're taking 
a look at it. The details are rather sketchy, but we might 
have something a little later on. 


QO I find that remarkable enough to ask why 
there's no comment. This was the man who used to be Prime 
Minister. In an analogous situation in Grenada, it led to a 
large-scale U.S. involvement in such a situation. 


Why is it that the United States appears to be so 
indifferent? 
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A Maybe it's a little further away, and maybe 
it's taken us a little time to find out some more about the 


circumstances. 


0 John, a question: do other Eastern Caribbean 
States Organization members have diplomatic relations with 
the Soviet Union, Cuba and Libya? 


A I don't know. You'd have to ask them. 


re) From your information do you have any 
reasoning for expulsion of the Libyans from General Scoon? 
Why -- because I think the United States broke diplomatic 
relations with the Libyans a few months ago as a result of 
accusing them of illegal -- 


A I think you'll have to ask the Grenadan 
Government for their reasoning. It's their decision. 
You're talking about two other governments. 


@) Which? 


A You're talking about Grenada and you're 
talking about Libya. 


0 Would you clear up one other thing? There 
was a news account today that attributed to Secretary Shultz 
in a White House briefing yesterday morning the statement 
that he felt a fact-finding mission by Congress now would 
Simply add to the U.S. presence on the island and would 
hence be unhelpful. 


Did he really say that? 


A I don't know. (a) I didn't see that report, 
and (b) I didn't know that he had said -= and I don't know 
that he said anything along those lines. 


) Do you have an attitude on it? 


A In terms of attitude, I well understand why 
Congressional representatives would want to go to the 
.Sland, would want to take a look at the situation, and 
obviously we would be cooperative. 


He may well have been underlining some rather 
obvious deficiencies on the island, like there isn't any 
water to drink, and there isn't any food, and there isn't 
anywhere to stay. But I'm sure that the Pentagon would be 
helpful in facilitating such a visit. 
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But if he said -- and I really don't know whether 
he said anything like that -- but I think that he would simply 
have been underlining some realities. 


0 Do you have any comment on the remarks by Tip 
O'Neill -- a characterization of the Secretary? 


A No, I don't. 


6) John, could I -- on I guess a related subject 
-- is it just a coincidence that this naval task force, I guess 
headed by the aircraft carrier America and three guided 
missile destroyers -- 





A I think the Pentagon had something on that 
this morning. 

Q -- is sailing by Cuba, I guess calling at 
Guantanamo? 


A Why don't you ate the statement the Pentagon 
issued this morning? 


@) What about the State Department? Do you 
think it's -- 


A We don't talk about movement of ships, as you 
well know, John, with your long experience. 


@) It's been suggested by some television repor- 
ters that this is intended at least in part to send a. 
message to Mr. Castro. Is that -- 


A Why don't you go to the Pentagon and take a 
look at their statement? 


@) John, can I ask you two questions on the 
Middle East, please -- 


A Sure. 


0 -- since we switched subjects already? (1) 
There was yesterday -- Congress killed funding of a plan for 
the Middle East. Without naming that plan, because there 
hasn't been any serious effort really to emphasize that 
issue -- I don't want to name it -- is the State Department 
and the Administration set on seeing that plan going 
through, whatever it is -- call it X or Y, whatever? 








22 


A, Congress took what action it did on that 
unnamed program, and we don't have anv comment on it. 


QO I mean, do you consider the subject dead? 

A I am sure Congress considers the subject 
dead. 

0 But what about the Administration? 

a We'll wait and see. 

Q Okay. The other question, John, please: a 


senior State Department official briefed at the Foreign 
Press Center today, and he said that Syria agrees on seeing 
Lebanon independent and free and sovereign. 


I understood the Secretary and the President 
referring to "Greater Syria," which would mean Lebanon would 
have to come under Syria. 


Is this a new policy posed in the President's 
speech or did the Administration -- the senior 
Administration or State Department official was referring to 
something else? I would like to know if there is something 
new regarding Syria and Lebanon. 


A No. I don't think there's anything new, and 
you have me at a slight disadvantage, because I don't know 
what happened at the Foreign Press Center today, but I don't 
think there's really any contradiction between what Syria's 
ambitions and hopes might be and what our goals for Lebanon 
are, and what we believe we can accomplish along with 
others. 


0 But then my understanding of what the 
President said as -- he said it openly that nobody -- every- 
body knows Syrian ambitions for Greater Syria. 


My -- as a person of the Middle East, I would 
understand that as being Syria wanting to have Lebanon back 
under the plan of Greater Syria -- 


A But the President's reference to what Syria's 
thinking or inclinations might be doesn't necessarily mean 
that that is our objective or that that is the objective we 
believe can be achieved. 
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0 John, do you have anything about the report 
| in the Times today about information having reached the U.S. 
' on October 20 about a possible attack on the Marines? 


A No, I don't. 
0 Nothing on that story at all? 
a No. 


e) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1963, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. Why don't I 
give you what we have on the Grenadian situation? 


The situation in Grenada remains relatively calm. 
The general services are being restored. We understand the 
commercial airport at Pearls will he reopened soon. 


0 What? 

A Pearls, the airport in the north. 

All but a handful of Grenadian Armed Forces -- and 
I understand Grenadian is the correct pronunciation -- and 


militia or Cuban military personnel have been captured or 
have turned themselves in. Sixty-seven Cubans, including 57 
wounded and 10 medical personnel, were evacuated from the 
island yesterday and returned to Cuba. Discussions about 
the evacuation of Cuban, Soviet, and other diplomatic per- 
sonnel are in process. I may have something later in the 
day for you on that. 


On the timing of the withdrawal of U.S. troops 
from Grenada, that is, obviously, something that is being 
worked out with the Grenadian authorities and the members of 
the Caribbean Peace Force. The Pentagon had an announcement 
on that last night, and I'd refer you to the Pentagon for 
more specific details. 


Insofar as the position of Cuban diplomats in 
their Embassy are concerned in Grenada, there is no apparent 
change in the Cuban position that their diplomats will not 
leave Grenada until all Cuban prisoners have been 
repatrtated. 


The documents -=- captured documents -- still con- 
sulting with the Grenadian authorities on that subject. We'll 
let you know as soon as we have something. Keep in touch with 
us this afternoon on that. 


Insofar as the Cuban wounded are concerned, as I 
said, 57 went out yesterday. Two critically wounded Cubans 
had been evacuated on an emergency basis earlier to Puerto 
Rico, where they remain; and those two, with the 57 that 
went out yesterday, as far as we know, amount to the total 
Cuban wounded. 











As for the able-bodied Cuban detainees, we're in 
touch with the Cuban Government on this matter, and as we've 
said, they will be returned as soon as the transportation 
arrangements have been finalized. 


0 Do you have a number on that? 
os I don't have a number on that, sorry. 


As far as U.S. citizens on Grenada are concerned, 
the State Department remains in contact with a small number 
of families who have not heard from relatives whom thev 
believe are still on Grenada. 


In addition, U.S. Consular officers are beginning 
to visit smaller villages on the island to try to locate any 
remaining Americans. Until these visits are completed, 
we're not able to say how many unofficial Americans remain 
on the island. For the most part, they seem to be Americans 

* whose residence is there, including U.S.-Grenadian dual 
nationals. 


On students, after consulting with officiais of 
St. George's Medical School, we're satisfied that all the 
students at that institution have been accounted for. 
Americans evacuated -- the total was 603. An additional 
small number of Americans remained in Barbados when the 
evacuation flights transited there; in other words, 603 were 
flown back to the mainland, the United States. Some addi- 
tional, small number, got off in Barbados and stayed there. 


I'm not aware of any American civilian casualties. 
That's about -- 


0 How many students are on the island, do you 
know? 


A I don't have a number of how many are left there, 
Bernie. I'm sorry. 


0 What is the problem -- or what is the delay 
caused by -- in the evacuation of Soviet personnel? 
A Soviet authorities have come back and 


given their instructions to their personnel, and it's simply 
a question of getting them out of there, transporting them 
out of there. 





0 On the Soviets, we have a report that the 
intention is to fly them to either Mexico or Caracas. 


a Yes. I'm not sure what the destination will 
be. I think that's one of the things that is still heing 
worked on. 


@) But not Cuba? 
A I'm not sure about that; I don't think so. 
O Have the Soviets given the 0.¥. for the 


departure of their diplomats? 
A Yes, I think that's correct. 


0 John, on Grenada, does the Secretary sym- 
pathize with all of the big media protests about being 
excluded from the Grenada landings like the Pritish excluded 
reporters during the Falkland campaign? Or does he agree with 
the Washington Times National Review Columnist, Joe Sobran -- 
I think is the pronunciation -- who wrote this morning, “When 
mounting an invasion, why take along enemy troops?" 





a I haven't anything for you on the Secretary's 
view on that. 


0 Can I make one follow-up, and then I must 
run? 


(Laughter) 

0 You'd better. (Laughter) 

0 The Marine Commandant, General Kelley, 
testified yesterday, “Nobody is addressing the root cause, 


terrorism, and that's very frustrating. I want the per- 
petrators, and I want them brought to justice." 


Does the Secretary agree or disagree with this? 
And is there any news of any of the swift and effective 
retribution to terrorism which President Reagan promised in 
January of 1981? 





A If you're referring to terrorism in connec- 
tion with our Marines in Beirut, as you well know, that 
investigation is proceeding with despatch. 


0 I meant both bombings. The one last April -- 


I don't remember that there was any swift and effective 
retribution to that. 


A Well, retribution -- it's difficult to deal out 
retribution until you Know exactly who did what. 


0 I didn't make the statement; the President 
did. Thank you, John. 


0 Do you have anything on the fate of the other 
nationals that fell under the Soviet umbrella, such as the 
Libyans, for example? 

A I don't know where we stand on the Libyans, 
but as you Know, they've been asked to leave by the Governor 
General. But I don't know what their status is. I think 
the focus today is on those who are in the Soviet Fmbassy. 


0 You still don't know the numbers? You don't 
have any figures? 


A No, not other than the figures that the 
Soviets have given us. Until they come out, we won't have a 
better idea. | 


0 Can you help us a little on the plans and the 
release of the documents? Will it definitely be sometime 
today? Might it slip till tomorrow? 


A Can't tell you. We're looking to hear. 
Everybody understands your concern about this and our con- 
cern. As soon as those talks with the Governor General have 
taken glace, and we get word on what they are, we will move. 


0 John, can you just clarify something on the 
Soviet Embassy? You're saying that the Soviets have given 
the U.S. the O.F. to evacuate Soviet diplomats. 


a Thev have given their diplomats the 0.K. to 
leave. I think that's the position. 


@) What's the status of the Bulgarians, the Fast 
Germans, and I've forgotten who else, who were inside the 
Soviet Fmbassy? 





on They will come out, presumably, with the 
Soviets when the arrangements are completed for the depar- 
ture of those who are in the Embassy. 


0 Are the arrangements for the departure of 
those who are in the Embassy, or are the arrangements for 
the departure of Soviet diplomats who are in the Fmbassy? 


q I can't break down specifically what may hap- 
pen to each nationality, but I think there certainly is the 
prospect that some others might leave with the Soviets. 
After they've come out of the Embassy, they might physically 
leave Grenada. 


0 And that's part of the deal, with the U.S. 
offering to help them to get out? 


A Well, the U.S. is certainly going to have to 
provide the transportation to get them out of there, yes. 


0 What if those people who come out with the 
Soviets, John, do not have bona fide diplomatic identity 
cards or Passports? 





A I think that their diplomatic status will 
certainly be checked when they come out. 


0 And if it is not a genuine diplomatic status, 
what happens to them? 


A I think it depends somewhat on the nationa- 
lity and the circumstances of those individuals. For 
example, I don't know how the Grenadian authorities would 
want to treat North Koreans. I mean, there is not a 
question of diplomatic status there, as far as I know. 


I don't know how they would react to Bulgarians and 
Fast Germans who are not diplomats. I assume they would 
also gS out at the same time; I assume the Grenadians would 
not want to keep them. 


0 Are the Embassies still cordonned off, both 
of them, Cuban and Soviet? 


A Yes. 


0 What are the whereabouts of Mr. Austin and 
Mr. Coard? 








A I do not know, Jim, beyond the fact that they 
were at one stage on our ship offshore; but I don't know 
where they are at the moment. 


0 Can you check on that, please? 

A I can check on where they are, sure. 

fe) They are in some kind of U.S. custody? 

A They're still in custody, oh, yes. Oh, yes. 
0 How will those cases be handled? 

A Well, I don't know if “custody" is the right 


word, but they are certainly in U.S. hands. And we have 
informed the Grenadian authorities and asked what disposi- 
tion they would like made of them. I'm not sure that we've had 
an answer yet. 


0 Rickey Singh -- he's the editor of Caribbean 
Contact, which is the organ of the -- 











A Caribbean -- ? 
0 -- Contact -- it's the organ of the Church 
Council of the Caribbean -- has been given 24 hours to leave 


Barbados, where he has resided for some time. 
4 Yes. 


0 And his work permit was cancelled by Tom 
Adams himself, apparently, last night. Could you look into 
this and what the United States would have to say about it? 


A He's a U.S. citizen? 


0 No. He is a Guyanese citizen; but it goes, I 
think,.to the question of freedom of the press and possibly 
freedom of religion because it is a Church Council publica- 
tion. 


A Well, there isn't any question about our 
position on freedom of the press, but insofar as a Guyanese 
citizen expelled from another country by those authorities, 
I think it is probably their business. I don't know what -- 


@ You're not going to comment on -- 








fy No, I don't have any comment in it because I 
haven't heard of it. 


@) Not at this time, but if -- 
fy I don't have anything at this time, no. 
0 Does the U.S. have a position on the possibility 


of the Lebanese negotiators agreeing to freeze the May 17 
Lebanese-Israeli agreement? 


A Well, Bernie, as you know, our position on 
the May 17 agreement is very clear. We think it is an 
excellent agreement, and we think it is a very good first step 
leading to the total withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Insofar as what various delegates at Geneva might 
be discussing, obviously, we're not directly involved in 
those negotiations, and would have to wait and see. Rut our 
position on the agreement is very clear: we think it is a 
good agreement. 


0 What about the reports that say that 
Fairbanks is saying, “It's fine with the U.S. if it's put 
on freeze?" 


A As you know, Ambassador Fairbanks is there, 
and is certainly on the fringes of the conference that is 
going on, but I don't have anything on any diplomatic 
discussions that he might be having. 


0 What kind of advice is the U.S. providing 
through Fairbanks on the May 17 -- 


A Our position on the May 17 agreement is 
that it is a good agreement. 


0 Yes. I heard you; I heard you. 


The question is: What kind of advice is the U.S. 
giving through Fairbanks on the May 17 agreement? 


A It's a good agreement and should be adhered 
to. 

O Are you denying that the U.S. is saying, 
"It's O.K with the U.S. to freeze it?" 


A I'm not getting into discussions that 
Ambassador Fairbanks might be having. 








9 Thank you. 


0 Do you have anything on the talks by Mr. 
Eagleburger in Tel Aviv? 


A No. I think he said that he would prefer to 
discuss his visit at the end of his visit rather than at the 
beginning. I don't have anything beyond that. 


0 Just to follow, do you have any comment on 
the unfavorable position taken by the Israeli press against 
Mr. Eagleburger's mission? 


A The unfathomable position -- ? 

Q Unfavorable position taken against it? 
A No. 

0 Almost atl the Israeli press is somehow 


against the mission and talking about failure. 


y No, I don't have any -=- About failure of the 
mission? 

0 Yes. 

A No, don't have any comment on that. 

0 John, when you described the Israeli-Lebanese 


Agreement as a good first step, does that imply that the real 
point of the agreement was to get the Israelis to leave the 
country and the Syrians to leave the country, and if there were 
another way to do it, then, adhering to that agreement, that 
that might be acceptable to you? 

4A I think that's hypothetical. I haven't heard 
anybody suggesting another way of getting the exodus of troops. 


0 The question is, if the price of getting the 
Syrians out of Lebanon is the abrogation of that agreement, 
how would you look on that? 


A We're not for the abrogation of the 
agreement. 





9) John, yesterday, a State Department official 
Said OFF RECORD that the agreement was frozen; it won't 
freeze. So whose talking about freezing it? 


A I don't really think it is very smart of me 
to respond to anonymous State Department officials talking 
OFF THE RECORD. 


0 Shall I tell you his name? 
(Laughter) 
A, No. That's a matter for your conscience. If 


you had an OFF-THE-RECORD conversation with somebody, I would 
think you would be having journalistic second thoughts about 
putting it ON THE RECORD. 


) Do you have anything to add regarding 
Rumsfeld's appointment as Middle Fast envoy? 


ay No. As you know, the announcement was made this 
morning. I don't have anything for you on travel plans. Mr. 
Rumsfeld has visited both Israel and Arab countries béfore, but I 
don't have anything really beyond that. I think the President 


-- MORE -- 
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ae) Can you clarify his status? Will he be a 
part-time, or will he be on contract, or what? 


4 That, I can't clarify, Bernie. You probably 
got the official title, which is the President's Personal 
Representative for the Middle East, and he will hold the per- 
sonal rank of Ambassador, but I cannot answer your specific 
question about what -- 


0 Well, for instance, will he need confirmation? 


A I think he does not need confirmation in this 
title; no, I think he does not. 


0 John, what will his mission be? Will it be 
dealing with renewing the negotiations on the fate of the 
Palestinians, or will it be dealing with Lebanon? 


A It's both, as has been the role of the 
Middle Fast negotiator in the past, as with Mr. Habib and 
with Mr. McFarlane. . 


O Could you give us some guidance as to what 
he's going to deal with first? When McFarlane came back, 
the suggestion was that it was a good time to reassess the 
overall process; is that -- 


A No, I can't tell you. Mr. Rumsfeld was just 
announced this morning, and I'm sure he's immersing himself 
in a great deal of detail and historical background, and 
it's going to be his decision where his emphasis first is in 
concert with the Secretary and the President. I'm sure 
they'll be talking and deciding how he proceeds. 


2) The same region, different country. Anything 


On reports of final confirmation of delivery of the Super 
Etendard to Iraq? 


A No. S2en the reports. The United States is 
unable to confirm that, but we've seen the reports; sure. 

0 What about the situation in Lebanon? There 
seems to be considerable violence there today. Do you have 
any kind of a report you can give us on that? 


A Not on the Tripoli situation, Bob. I really 
can't give you much on that. Insofar as the Beirut area is 
concerned, it's relatively quiet. The ceasefire continues 
to hold, although there have been some violations in Beirut 
and the suburbs, and the Alay Ridgeline. The Marines 
reported that their positions near the airport have received 
some stray, small-arms fire, but there were no Marine 
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casualties. As for Tripoli, we really don't have a readout 
on that. 


0 And as for the talks in Geneva, there was one 
report on the FBIS that the participants have agreed to a 
government of national unity. 


f Haven't seen that; not up on that. Sorry. 


0 Do you have anything on the INF talks? 
There's been a report in the Boston Globe which said the 
U.S. is considering a request by Ambassador Nitze for yet 
One more try? 





A Well, I know. We are sort of traditionally 
leery of commenting on press reports on alleged diplomatic 
exchanges, as you well know. 


As President Reagan stated in March, while our 
ultimate goal remains the elimination of longer-range INF 
m™* 3iles on both sides, we are prepared to negotiate an 
interim agreement setting equal, global levels for the United 
States and the Soviet Union below the level of planned U.S. 
deployments -- 572. 


We believe that building on earlier U.S. propo- 
sals, President Reagan's September initiatives on 
geographic scope aircraft and appropriate reductions within 
the Pershing GLCM force offer all of the elements for a 
mutually advantageous agreement. 


The United States and its Allies are constantly 
reviewing the negotiating situation as part of our effort to 
reach an INF agreement at the earliest possibile moment. We 
intend to study the ideas contained in Mr. Andropov's 
October 26 interview, as they are explained to vs in Geneva, 
and we hope that the Soviets are truly interested in 
achieving an agreement. The test will be whether they 
decide finally to negotiate seriously there. 


~- 


0 A copy of that? 
A Sure. Yes. 
0 John, question on Guatemala. Is it the posi- 


tion of this Administration that the human rights situation 
under the new regime in Guatemala has improved, and are you 
going ahead with the sale of helicopter parts? 


A I think we might have something for you a 
little later in the day on that, if you want to check with 
the Press Office on the helicopter sale. 
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0 May I go back to the INF thing? It would 
appear that the opposition to the deployment of the missiles 
has increased since the Grenada invasion. What is your ana- 
lysis of that? 


A You've made a statement up front, Bob, and I 
really don't have a way of gauging whether your statement is 
correct or not. The position of the United States is that 
we're going forward; we don't see any erosion in the posi- 
tion of the Allied governments. I assume you're talking 
about the public -- 


0 My statement is based simply on what's been 
going on in the British Parliament, and also the fact that 
this weekend the demonstrations in Holland were twice as 
large as they had been the previous week. I wondered if you 
sense that there's growing opposition to the deployment as a 
result of Grenada? 


A I don't really have a sense of whether the ° 
demonstrations were larger or smaller than had been antici- 
pated. Everybody had been predicting large-scale demonstra- 
tions this fall. Demonstrations have taken place this fall. 
I've seen some reports that the turnout for some of them 
was substantially lower than had been hoped for, and 
Obviously there are reports also that turnout in some cases 
was larger. But it's very hard to make a judgment about where 
public opinion stands. As I say, as far as the governments 
are concerned, there doesn't seem to be any erosion. 


0 Do you have anything today on the detention 
of Bishop Muzorewa? 


A Yes. We are continuing to watch that 
Situation. We are, of course, concerned about the arrest of 
a prominent, political figure such as Bishop Muzorewa, and we 
are following the matter closely. 


The United States believes, as a matter of prin- 
ciple, in rule by law and due process and in the right of 
freedom of expression and peaceful, political opposition. 
SO we would always be concered by any effort to abridge 
these rights. 


We do understand that Bishop Muzorewa was 
given access to his personal attorney within 24 hours of 
his arrest on Monday. 


0 A copy? 
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A Sure. 


eo) 


Are you saying his rights were abridged? 


A No, I‘m not saying anything beyond this -- 
0 Why? 
4 As I say, we're looking at the situation and 


continuing to monitor it. We're just making a general state- 
ment ahout rights. But insofar as the specifics, we've 
really given you all we've got. 


0 In this particular case, why do you bother 
bringing up the potential abridgment of his rights? 


fy One is always concerned about the abridgement 
of rights, especially when political figures are arrested. 


@) (Inaudible). 
A Yes, beyond what we've said. 


0 John, there was a wire report yesterday which 
in the total flow of events, I guess, did not get much 
attention. But it said that the Zimbabwe Government had told 
foreign missions in the capital that it would not attend a joint 
funeral service in honor of the French and American people who 
were killed in Beirut, and sort of suggested that this was a 
bad idea. 


Did we at that time make any remonstrations to the 
Zimbabweans, or do you have anything to say about that? 


nN I don't know whether it was an official 
Zimbabwean position, Bernie, and I don't Know whether we 
have made any official remonstrations. But, clearly, the 
United States would find it incomprehensible that anybody 
would seek to boycott a memorial service for Marines who 
were engaged in a peacekeeping operation. 


0 Back on Africa again. The South Africa vote, 
do you have anything on that? 


my Yes, I do. As we have stated repeatedly, it 
is not appropriate for the United States Government to pro- 
pose or endorse any particular blueprint for political 
change in South Africa. This applies also to the proposals 
just approved by the white voters of South Africa. 
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We believe that the 66 percent "yes" vote by South 
Africa's white electorate in yesterday's referendum is a 
reflection of a growing consensus within that electorate of 
the need to move forward toward broader participation by all 
South Africans in the country's political process. In that 
sense, November 2, 1983, is a potentially significant date 
in the modern history of South Africa. 


As a multiracial democracy, the United States can 
only welcome a collective decision by a clear majority of 
white South African voters to take a step which opens the 
way to constructive, evolutionary change toward a system 
based on consent of all of South Africa's citizens, over 80 
percent of whom are not white. The referendum results also 
indicate that the South African Government now has a firm 
and broad mandate to move decisively along this road so that 
South Africans of all races can enjoy the blessings of an 
open society and the chance to participate in all sectors of 
human endeavor without regard to race. 


It's our hope that the South African Government 
will use its mandate to address the problem of the political 
rights of South Africa's black majority -- for the sake of 
the people of South Africa and of southern Africa, and for 
the sake of South Africa's relations with the rest of the 
world, including the United States. 


0 Get a copy of that? 
a Sure. 
0 Just a quick follow-up. With respect to the 


fact that both the progressive Federal party and almost 
every black leader opposed the “yes" vote on this, that does 
not in any respect change your judgment on the matter? 


A No. There's no question of our opposition to 
apartheid. There's no question of our position that South 
Africa should be moving to a government with the consent of 
the governed, but we think that this process opens up possi- 
bilitiés towards that end. I'm not specifying how that 
is to be achieved; it's a matter for South Africa to achieve, 
but there's no question of where we think the ultimate ideal 
is. 


0 John, to go back to Muzorewa -- 


A The 8ishop. 


0 The Bishop. Thank you. Did you have any 
comment on the substance of the charges lodged against him, 
seeking to destabilize Zimbabwe? 
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A No, I don't. 


0 Also, to go back to Lebanon and Tripoli, 
Arafat and the PLO have been warning of a Syrian offensive 
against their forces for a long time. You don't have any 
Opinion regarding such an offensive? Do you have any com- 
ment on that at all? 


oy Don't have anything good to give you, I'm 
afraid, at this stage. 


0 I'm not asking for the facts on the ground. 
I'm asking about a general attitude towards such an 
offensive. 


A The State Department is very cautious; it 
usually gets facts before it offers -- 


@) All right. 


0 Can we return to a couple of questions about 
Grenada again for a minute? Can you explain now that the 
hostilities have ended, according to the President and the 
Pentagon, what the U.S. prospects are for Grenada in the 
short-term future? Do you anticipate the appointment of a 
Cabinet by the Governor General; do you anticipate elections 
in the short-term future? What are the U.S. prospects? 


A We anticipate some kind of interim admi- 
nistration. I don't know what form it will be. I think Sir 
Paul has been in touch with -- he's obviously been in touch 
with a large number of people discussing this, but I think 
he's been in touch with specific individuals. I think he's 
having a press conference today and may have or may already 
have had something to say about that. 


0 What about lections? Does the U.S. antici- 
pate elections? , 
. A I think we certainly anticipate elections. I 

think it's been said that there would be elections there. 


0 Can you tell me whether the U.S. now con- 
siders the Cuban presence on Grenada to be finished; not to 
draw an inept analogy, but in the same way that the Israelis 
declared that the PLO was Finished in Reirut? 


aN I guess the Pentagon does not feel that there 
are large numbers of Cubans at large. It's in line with 
what I gave you at the beginning of the session. If the 
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Cubans in the Soviet Embassy and the Cubans in the Cuban 
Embassy and those who are presently detained leave the 
island, there's not going to be much of a Cuban presence 


left. 


Oo Will the U.S. rebuild or continue the 
construction of the airport at Point Salines? 


A I think that Mr. McPherson said that was 
unlikely. 


0 Can you tell us what the number and makeup is 
currently of the non-military U.S. Government personnel on 
the island? 


A I think it's around -=- between 40 and 50. 
) Between 40 and 50; and who are they? 
A There's Mr. Gillespie, who is the Charge- 


desiqnate. I don't know what immediate staff he has, and 
I'm sure there's some AID people, maybe some Public Affairs 
people. I assumc the usual kind of mission complement. 


0 When you're talking about the Cubans, you are 
saying that there has been no change in the position that 
they want to remain until the prisoners leave? 


A Those in the Cuban Embassy; that's correct, such 
as we're aware of. 


@) That means they are, indeed, staying there until 
the prisoners are safe. That you agree with? 


rs Unless the Grenadians decide that something 
should happen to them, they presumably will stay in their 
embassy until they leave. 


O Any reaction to the General Assembly vote, 
and any change on the U.S. position on the Kassebaum 
Amendment which is supposed to hit the floor today? 


A Nothing on the latter. On the question of 
the U.N. vote, yes. 


In our view, the passage of the resolution in the 
U.N. General Assembly which deplores the Grenada action has 
more to say about the state of the United Nations today than 
it does about recent developments in Grenada. We find it 
sad that the U.N. sees fit to deplore actions taken for 
-humanitarian reasons, actions which were taken to save inno- 
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cent lives and protect human rights, and which were taken in 
full accord with the principles of the U.N. Charter. 


We were also deeply disturbed that certain 
countries forced an immediate vote, thereby muzzling debate 
in the Assembly. We find this contrary to a fundamental 
purpose of the United Nations which is to provide for free 
and open debate. 


We would like to note, however, that there were 
several positive elements in the resolution which, in the 
Daragraph-by-paragraph vote, we supported. These included 
the call for the respect of Grenada's sovereignty and inde- 
pendence, the regret for the deaths of innocent civilians, 
and the call for free elections as soon as possible so that 
the people of Grenada can determine their own future. 


0 Can we get a copy of that? 

A Sure. 

0 And why wouldn't this affect the 
Administration position on the Kassebaum amendment? 

A Sorry, I don't have anything for you. 

0 Just have nothing on it? 

a Don't. 

0 Do you have anymore on the Cuban terrorist 


threat against 1.S. personnel? 


A No, no change beyond what we had said before, 
that we -- 


0 Any comment on the AP story that some offi- 
cials in this building said that was an irresponsible 
Statcment? 


_ 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. And 
certainly anybody who said that in this building would not 
be speaking with authority or, I think, for the majority. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1983, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a number of 
announcements and statements up front, so perhaps I should 
go through them all and then take what questions you have. 


The document:s -- the captured documents: U. S. 
representatives in Grenada have discussed with the Governor 
General, Sir Paul Scoon, the release of the captured docu- 
ments over which he should exercise judgment. He's been 
reviewing the documents, and at this point we understand 
that, within the capacity to reproduce the documents on the 
island, the documents the Governor General has reviewing 
will be released sometime today. 


On that basis, we expect to be able to provide 
copies of those documents today by 5:00. If you'll check 
with the Press Office around mid-afternoon, we might be ina 
position to get them out earlier. And as soon as we can, as 
soon as we get the word, we will do that. So we are hoping 
for earlier than 5:00. 


Available in the Press Office are copies of Deputy 
Secretary Dam's luncheon address before the AP Managing 
Editors Conference in Louisville. This address is embargoed 
until 1:30. The subject of the address is the Larger 
Importance of Grenada. And barring any technical dif- 
ficulties, the address will be piped into the briefing room 
beginning at 1:30. 


I have an announcement on a trip by Secretary Dam 
to Europe. Secretary Shultz has asked Deputy Secretary 
Kenneth Dam to travel to Western Europe from November 6-9 in 
order to consult with governments of our NATO Allies on 
current issues of interest. Although details of the Deputy 
Secretary's schedule are not firm, he plans to arrive in 
London on November 6. He will consult with leaders of Her 
Majesty's Government on November 7, and after that he will 
travel to Rome, Paris, Bonn, The Hague and Brussels. 


In Brussels, he hopes to have the opportunity to 
meet with the Permanent Representatives to the North 
Atlantic Council as well as with leaders of the Belgian 
Government. Mr. Dam expects to return to Washington on 
November 9. 

















I have a statement on the announcement by the 
Government of Burma today on North Korean terrorists. The 
Government of Burma today announced that North Korean 
terrorists carried out the bombing attack in Rangoon on 
October 9 which killed 17 South Koreans, including six 
senior members of the South Korean Government. The Burmese 
Government has taken strong action severing diplomatic rela- 
tions with North Korea and ordering members of the North 
Korean Mission to leave Burma within 48 hours. 


While there had been strong circumstantial evidence 
from the outset pointing toward North Korean responsibility 
for this outrage, the Burmese Government quite correctly 
wished to make a thorough investigation before drawing its 
conclusions. 


According to the Burmese Government statement 
today, the terrorists have now been identified as officers 
of the army of North Korea. 


8) As what? 


A Officers of the army of North Korea. This 
confirmation, though not unexpected, is chilling in its 
implications. This North Korean barbarism has not only been 
a national and personal tragedy for the people of Korea and 
Burma, but an assault on the entire international community. 


This act of terrorism against another country on 
the territory of a third is a threat to the civilized con- 
duct of international relations. 


The Governor of the Republic of Korea has acted 
with commendable statesmanship to this abominable attack. 
We have previcusly expressed our sympathy to our South 
Korean friends for their profound losses, and our strong 
Support for their security in the face of the bellicose and 
dangerous threats that continue to emanate from the North. 
We wish to reiterate those sentiments today. 


We will be consulting with our Korean friends and 
with many other governments around the world on an urgent 


basis to consider an appropriate international response to 
North Korea's uncivilized, outlaw attack. 


0) Copy? 
A Sure. 


I have a statement on the bombing of the Israeli 
army building today. 


The United States is revolted by the tragic 
bombing by terrorists of the Israeli army building in Tyre, 
Lebanon, today and we extend our sympathy to the victims 

















and their families. Attempts to thwart the objective of 
returning peace and stability to the Lebanon through 
violence and terrorism will in the end, fail. 


Those who believe that they can work their will 
through terrorists actions are sadly mistaken. Only nego- 
tiation can pave the way for the withdrawal of foreign forces 
and a return to a peaceful and independent Lebanon. 


_ We rededicate ourselves today to the objectives to 
which we have adhered since we undertook partnership in 
those negotiations. 


Our hearts go out to the people of Israel and 
Lebanon in this tragic loss of precious human lives. We 
stand ready to assist in anyway that we can in this hour of 
national travail. 


0 Copy? 
A Sure. 
0 Copies of everything? 


A All right. ° 


And, finally, let me give you an update on 
Grenada. 


All of the Soviet, Bulgarian, East German, North 
Korean and Cuban personnel who were in the Soviet Embassy 
compound in Grenada were evacuated very early this morning 
by U.S. military aircraft to Merida, Yucatan, Mexico. The 
aircraft left Grenada at 1:21 a.m. EST and they arrived in 
Mexico about five hours later, this morning. 


It's our understanding that an Aeroflot flight 
will pick them up there. 


Earlier yesterday, all of the personnel in the 
Libyan People's Bureau in Grenada were evacuated to 
Bridgetown, Barbados. Their onward, travel was to be by com- 
merical carrier. 


The departure of the flights was delayed for some 
eight hours by the refusal of the Soviets to cooperate with 
security procedures established for the departure. Search 
of unsealed crates marked for the Soviet Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs revealed a significant quantity of arms and ammuni- 
tion; specifically, 38 AK-47s, 300 loaded AK-47 magazines 
and 5 pistols with loaded magazines. 
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The evacuation was carried out at the request of 
and in accordance with the instructions of the Governor 
General of Grenada. The Governor General informed the 
Soviet, Cuban and Libyan Embassies on Tuesday, November l, 
of his decision to break diplomatic relations and asked that 
all personnel leave Grenada. 


It was the Governor General's wish that the East 
German, Bulgarian and North Korean personnel also be eva- 
cuated. The diplomatic notes said that the evacuation was 
to be carried out with the cooperation and assistance of the 
Caribbean peacekeeping force. 


The Soviet Government requested that the personnel 
to be evacuated be flown to Mexico. The United States is 
most grateful for the Mexican Government's cooperation in 
this matter. 


A total of the personnel on the aircraft, 126; 49 
Soviets, 6 East German, 15 North Koreans, 3 Bulgarians, and 
53 Cubans. Nobody was left in the Soviet Embassy. In other 
words, all of the personnel in the Soviet Embassy were eva- 
cuated on the flight. 


The United States protested the Soviet attempt to 
smuggle out automatic weapons on U.S. aircraft. (Laughter) 
We pointed out that this was unacceptable behavior. The 
Soviet actions could have seriously endangered the safety of 
the American aircraft and the aircrew. 


A few more items. I don't really have 
anything -- 


0 Can we have a copy of that? 


A Sure, but I haven't finished yet. I don't 
have anything very specific on the assistance program. 
That's what we're looking into. Assistant Secretary Motley 
will be arriving in Grenada today, accompanying a 
Congressional delegation, and we'll want to hear what his 
first-hand observations of the situation are, particularly 
on the aid front. 


You asked about General Austin and Mr. Coard. We 
understand that the Richmond Hill Prison in Grenada is 
undergoing emergency repairs, and former Grenadian military 
detainees will be transferred there very shortly under 
Supervision of the International Red Cross. 


General Austin and Mr. Coard, who are now in the 
custody of U.S. forces, will be turned over to the Governor 
General when adequate detention facilities are available. 




















Insofar as the Cuban detainees left on the island 
are concerned, we're discussing with the Cuban Government 
the methods for returning them. We've told the Cubans that 
we will transfer their detained personnel to them in 
Barbados on a phase basis, with each planeload of the 
detainees being picked up immediately in Barbados by Cuban 
aircraft. 


The Government of Barbados has agreed to this pro- 
cedure. One contingent of Cubans should be delivered to 
Barbados sometime this afternoon for immediate onward 
transfer to Cuba. 


As for the personnel in the Cuban Embassy who 
remain, the Governor General of Grenada has given notifica- 
tion that the Embassy is to be closed, and the diplomatic 
relations between Grenada and Cuba are to be severed -- are 
severed. They remain in the Embassy for the moment and will 
be evacuated with the other detainees. 


That's about all I have for you. 
Oo Can we get a copy of all of that? 


A Sure. 


° 


0 Have any of the other Caribbean nations given 
an indication that they, too, will wish to sever relations 
with the Cubans? 


A I'm not aware of that. I‘m not aware of 
that. 

0 Barbados? 

A I'm not aware of it. I really don't know. 

0 Anything on the Libyans in Grenada? 

A Yes, they went out yesterday. 

0 All of them, to the best of your -- 

A As far as I know, yes. 

@) (Inaudible). 

A All of them in their Embassy went out 
yesterday. 


@) All bona fide diplomats -- 














A No. I don't know quite whether their docu- 
ments were checked, but they all went out. 


@) Is there a discrepancy between the numbers 
Originally released -- 


A Yes. 


0 And what is the reason? What is the expla- 
nation for that? 


A I don't know. The original numbers were 
given to us by the Soviets; and as you very accurately per- 
ceive, the numbers that came out did not jibe with the num- 
bers they had given us, but we cannot offer an explanation 
for that. 


¢) Do we believe that any of those personnel 
have remained on the island of Grenada? 


A I don't know that we believe that. It's 
obviously something one could not rule out. 


0 Do you know who those others were? 
A Excuse me? 
e) Do you know who those others were? Did you 


find out when they came out? 

A No. 

0) Were they diplomats, or -- 

A No, they never did. As you recall, the 
Soviets gave us a list of the people they said were in the 
Embassy, and they gave us the nationalities. But the number 


came Out and the documents relating to them, are clearly dif- 
ferent than the numbers they gave us, but we didn't -- 


0 Did you check their documents as they came 
out? 


Ay I think their documents were checked; yes. 


0 (Inaudible) 


A No. We never had a list of names. 
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e) A noticeable difference of the North Koreans: 
15 listed, and I think there were 23 before? 


A Right. I think it was 24 before. Yes, I 
think it was 24. 


--MORE-- 























0 Is there any particular concern about them, 
in light of the Rangoon -- 


A I'm sure people are looking into that discre- 
pancy. 


0 John, right now, aside from the Cubans, do you 
know of any other third-party nationals who are detained on 
the island? 


A No, I do not; no, I'm not aware of any. 


0 Do you know if the Governor General has 
requested United States cooperation in apprehending 
U.S. citizens who may have been complicit with Coard and 
Austin? 


A I haven't heard of such a request. 


fe) Are you aware of reports from students returning 
from Grenada of the relationship between Geoffrey Bourne and 
Peter Bourne, Carter's ex-drug-pushing adviser? 


A Unaware of it. 
0 Did you get anything on Rickey Singh overnight? 
A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 John, what did you do with the automatic weapons 
that you found in the Soviet crates? 


A I think they were held at the airport. 
¢) Was anything else held -- 
A It is conceivable, but I'm not aware of it. 


0 Can you tell us anything more about what went on 
during this eight hours? I mean, was there some kind of a 
standoff at the airport, or how did all this proceed? 


Ay I think there was an altercation at the airport. 
I think the Soviet Ambassador objected to the search of his 
car. I think the Soviets objected to the search of the luggage 
and the crates that were unsealed, and our position was that we 
were responsible for the departure formalities and for the 
safety of the aircraft, and we had a right to be aware of 
what was going onto the aircraft that conceivably could be 
dangerous during the flight. 








@) Were there some sealed crates or sealed packages 
that you did not -- 


A I think there were some sealed items as well, 
but I really don't know. 


0 Were those inspected, too? 

A It's my impression that they were not. I think 
what the concern was, was luggage to which there might be access 
during the flight. 

0 Was there any (inaudible)? 

A I don't think so, but I honestly don't know. 

e) John, were the various East Bloc personnel on 
the flight subjected to body searches or metal detector stuff, 
that sort of thing? 

A I honestly don't know -- not aware. 

6) John, when you say "unsealed crates," do you 
mean that they were going to carry these crates into the 
passenger compartment? 

Ay I really don't know. What I'm saying is, there 
may well have been. AlltI know is that unsealed crates were 
searched. Whether there was other equipment that went into 
the hold, I don't know. 

0 How was this problem resolved? 


A I think it was resolved by our searching the 
unsealed crates and the luggage. 


0 You said there was an altercation. 

A I assume that in the end, they agreed the 
search go forward. 

0 Does “altercation" mean fighting? 

A No. I think it was discussion. 

fe) A verbal altercation? 

A I think it was verbal, but, you know, I'm not 
there, and we're, obviously, getting a second-hand report. 

<) Did U.S. security forces during the search have 
-- not use, but have -- weapons visible, or was this a diploma- 


tic altercation? 
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A Oh, I would think that under the circumstances 
military folk at the airport would have their weapons with 
them. 


e) Were there U.S. journalists or journalists from 
any other countries present when all this took place? 


A Don't know; don't know. 

e) A question on Lebanon? 

A Sure. 

e) Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
retaliation? 

A No, no comment. 

@) Does the absence of any comment mean anything? 

A No. The Israelis took a terrible blow, and they 


responded as they so decided. 


0) John, do you have any indication -- 

0 Sorry. Does the United States have any plans -- 
I'm sorry -- to take similar action? 

Ay I don't know about similar action. I think the 


President and the Secretary have talked about retaliation and, 
steps to deter a repetition of the outrage against the Marines 
headquarters. 


0 Can you be any more specific than that? 
A No. 
fe) Do you have any indication whether President 


Gemayel plans to come here within the next two or three days? 


Ay I think the situation is, no plans. Obviously, 
he would be welcome at any time; but we are unaware, at this 
Stage, of any specifics. And of course, the President and the 
Secretary will be leaving early on Tuesday, so I don't know how 
practical it would be. 


) John, just a quick switch. You mentioned the 
President's trip. Has the news from Burma detailing how the 
North Koreans behaved there, has that prompted any heightened 
concern for the President's security? 
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A No, there is no change in the President's 
trip or his plans to visit Korea. 


Q Has it heightened concern about his security? 


A Obviously, there has been concern about his 
security, but I think, as the Secretary said yesterday, we 
aresatisfied that the precautions that are being taken by 
the South Koreans and by ourselves will be adequate. 


Q Do you know whether the United States 
Government is privy to the evidence presented by the Burmese 
Government which proved to the -- 


A I do not, Fred, no. 
0 Can we find out? Will you take that? 


A Let me look at it. That might well be in 
that area that we continue to shy away from of diplomatic 
interchange. But let me see if there is anything there that 
might -- 


0 Do we infer from your statement that you're 
satisfied that their conclusion is correct? 


A We're satisfied that there has been a very 
thorough Burmese investigation. They have taken their time 
about it, and we are well satisfied with the thoroughness of 
their investigation. 


COURT REPORTER: Can we have one person talking at 
a time? 


A That would be a precedent to have one person 
talking at once in this room, but let's give it a whirl. 
(Laughter) 


Why don't you go ahead? 


fe) O.K. Two things: one on the reconciliation 
conference. There are very conflicting reports coming out 
of that from Geneva. Do you have any kind of a readout? 


A No. You have seen the statement. 


Q No, I'm speaking really and specifically in 
regard to the Lebanese-Israeli agreement. 


A No. Our position on the agreement is well- 
known. We think it is a good and an excellent agreement. 
Nothing that we have seen coming out of Geneva suggests that 
there is abrogation of that agreement. 
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Q The other thing is, do you have anything on 
the fighting in the north, in Tripoli with Arafat? 


A No, not really. Obviously, it is extensive 
and vigorous. But don't have any analysis of it. 


@) John, can you see a connection between the 
bombing of the Israeli army headquarters in Tyre and the post- 
ponement of the reconciliation talks for 10 days to enable 
President Gemayel, as the report says, to look for ways of 
evacuating the Israelis out of Lebanon? 


A Well, I suppose there could well be a connec- 
tion in the minds of those who, in such cowardly fashion, 
undertook this bombing, but apparently there isn't in Geneva. 
As I understand from some of the reports coming out of 
Geneva,various participants have said that they will not 
suspend or will not be deterred from their discussions as a 
result of this. 


Q What I mean to say by this, asking if there 
is, you know, to your knowledge, any connection by some 
people who are participating in the reconciliation talks, 
who are using this as a pressure element in order to eva- 
cuate the Israelis, since now it is sort of agreed upon by 
all of the participants to look into ways of how to get the 
Israelis out of Lebanon? 


A I don't know. I mean, you'd have to be 
inside’ the minds of the murderers and the terrorists, 
wouldn't you, to know what their motivation was? 


Q John, you have noted that the United States 
is considering some kind of steps that might be taken to 
deter future such terrorist acts. 


A Yes. 


@) Is there any sense of feeling that we perhaps 
waited too long, and that this new attack has taken place? 
Or does this new attack provide new impetus for the United 
States to do something? 


5 I think we are proceeding and will proceed 
with our investigation, as are the French and as are the 
Lebanese. We are working at the pace we think is prudent, 
and will take whatever steps we decide to take when we 
decide to take them. 


The Israelis have made their judgment and made 
their response, and, you know, they respond as they will and 
we respond as we will. 
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0 Is Eagleburger still in Israel? 


A Yes. 


0 John, the Baltimore Sun had a couple of 
correspondents locked up in Zaire last week, and your people seemed 
to have a substantial role in getting them out. Is there any 
enduring effect from that? Have you filed a protest with the 
Zairian Government, or whatever? 





A I'm not sure about a protest. We did have a 
little guidance on that yesterday which I don't happen to have 
with me -- and I apologize for not having with me -- but maybe 


you could get that from the Press Office afterwards. 


fe) John, there is apparently a TASS report to the 
effect that the United States is planning a massive interven- 
tion in Lebanon, and that the Soviet Government has warned the 
United States not to do this because it would view it as a 
grave matter, and would respond in some fashion. 


Can you tell us if they have indeed given us such a 
warning? 


A Sounds like TASS is as about as unreliable as 
they traditionally are. 


0 John, in that connection, there is a Soviet 
radio report which says that there is no Soviet presence in 
Syria whatsoever. Do you have any comment on that? 


A Sounds about as unreliable as that source 
traditionally is. 





0 John, Eagleburger was reported this morning on 
American television from Israel saying that these two attacks 
on the American Marines and the Israelis in Tyre make us, that 
is the United States and Israel, work closer and cooperate 
more. 


Can you tell us anything about what he meant by that? 


A I think he was responding to the immediate 
shock. We have undergone recently such a terrible tragedy 
Ourselves; now, so have the Israelis. That, I think, tends 
to strengthen bonds that are there. But aside from that, 
obviously, he is here for discussions to strengthen the 
traditional ties between ourselves and Israel. 
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fe) One more thing, John. You did give us something 
about the Israeli retaliation. The United States chose to 
allow the Lebanese authorities to investigate and find out who 
was responsibie, if it ever was found, to really retaliate. 


A Yes. 


fe) Do you think the Israeli retaliation, imme- 
diately, without really taking the way or the road that the 
U.S. did, was a proper one, without finding out who did it, to 
immediately retaliate? 


A Of course, the United States was and is con- 
ducting its own investigation. The Lebanese are also con- 
ducting their investigation. We're appreciative of that, 
and will look for their findings. I'm sure they will be 
very useful. But the Israelis made their judgment of who 
was responsible and how they would retaliate. 


Q May we have a filing break? 
A Filing break? Sure. 
fe) Have we sought advice from the Israelis on 


their investigative technique which seems to have yielded 
fruit so much more quickly than our own? 


A I'm sure there is close cooperation with the 
Israelis at various governmental levels, but I don't know 
specifically whether the security people exchange views. 


e) John, the reverse of that. Will the U.S. be 
cooperating with the Israelis to supply them with infor- 
mation about their findings in the bombings of the Embassy 
and the Marine headquarters, while the Israelis are investi- 


gating -- if they do -- who was behind the attack of their 
headquarters? 
aN I can't answer that. I honestly don't know. 


I wouldn't rule out the possibility of exchanging intelli- 
gence. 


) Would the U.S. be making available such 
information to the Israelis? 


xy As you know, there has been speculation that 
some Of the same factions might be involved in both outra- 
ges, SO I wouldn't rule out that we might be exchanging 
information. But I honestly don't know. 


0 O.K. A quick follow-up: Can one assume or 
conclude that your "no comment" on the Israeli retaliation 
1s perhaps, in a way, that you may be condemning it? 
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A No, that's not what I said. I just said 
we will have no comment on it. I think I have to leave the 
interpretation to you. 


e) If you say that you have no comment, or 
are not condoning the attack and the criminal attack, and 
the goals, you know, bombing, destroying - 


A I didn't say we were condoning it or we 
were not condoning it. I'm saying "no comment" on it. 


Q I'm saying -- without condoning -- nobody 
iscondoning. I'm just saying that, you know, reacting to 
the retaliation by Israel, immediate retaliation, or the 
retaliation comes immediately on the heels of this -- it 
looks like, you know, the planes were in the sky, and you 
know, this happened, the bombardment. It makes you think 
that this will escalate the tension as much as it is there, 
by having the bombardment -- 





A I'm sorry; that this would what? 


QO Escalates the tension in the area, exacer- 
bates the situation, and couldn't make anything easier for 
anybody. 

A If it does escalate tension, then that 


clearly is the fault of those who launched this attack -- 
the initial attack. 


Q John, you're not condoning this? Nobody 
is condoning this? 


A If there is an escalation of tension, it 
clearly was not generated by the Israelis. It was generated 
by those who bombed their headquarters. 


0 John, isn't what you are saying today, in 
a sense, a different approach from previous statements or 
non=-statements on violence in the region? Haven't you ordi- 
narily condemned whatever violent act is taken, and asked 
that all parties restrain themselves in order to end the 
cycle of violence? Isn't that usually your approach to 
these things? 


A I don't know. I'd have to go back and see 
how today's statement -- But the Israelis suffered a 
terrible tragedy, and they reacted speedily as they did, and 
we have no comment on that. 


re) John, I have a question about retaliation 
in general. Since the President has reserved the right to 
retaliate for the bombing of the Marines and the Embassy 
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in Beirut, and now that, to jump to another part of the 
world, the Burmese have proven, I guess to your satisfac- 
tion, that the North Koreans are responsible for the killing 
of the South Koreans, do you allow that the South Koreans 
now have the right to retaliate? Or can you just give us 
your thoughts on retaliation, in that case? 


A I think what we have said is that we have 
appreciated the commendable restraint which the South 
Korean Government has exhibited up to now, and what will 
happen now is consultation with a number of governments to 
see how they might register their reaction. 


As you know, the Burmese Government has already 
severed relations with North Korea. It may well be that 
others will take the same tack. 


0 A related question: Does the United States 
plan to go to the United Nations Security Council or 
General Assembly in condemnation of the North Korean 
action? . 


A I think there already has been some activity 
at the U.N., and I can't answer your question because I 
Simply don't know the answer to that. 


0 Another area? Would that be possible? 
Could I make an appeal to George to just hold it off for a 
second? 


0 No. (Laughter) 


0 O.K. I wanted to ask about El Salvador, and 
the news reports out of there, specifically with respect to -- 
Apparently the father of the Archbishop has been arrested. 
Also, if you had a comment on the military situation there. 
And you probably didn't get it early enough, but the 
long Reuters report saying that the U.S. Embassy knows 
very well who is directing the death squads. 


A Don't have anything on the Embassy report. 
You're right; haven't seen that. 


Insofar as the military situation, there is a 
piece of guidance you can get from the Press Office. 


0 Can you make it available then, immediately 


after? 
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Sure, yes. 
With respect to the land reform? 
Land reform? 


There is a report that they decided not to 


pursue it to the end of the year. 


A 


It may well be that we've had something in 


the past day or two, but I don't have anything new today. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1983, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHER”*SE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon ..4. I have a few 
announcements up front. This afternoon at 3:00 there 
will be a BACKGROUND briefing in this room on the subject of 
the recent visit to Israel -by the Under Secretary for 
Political Affairs. 


An announcement on Secretary Shultz' December trip 
to Brussels. The Secretary will travel to Brussels for the 
regular semi-annual Ministerial Meeting of the North Atlantic 
Council on December 8-9. The meeting of all 16 NATO Foreign 
Ministers will be an occasion for consultation on matters 
of interest to the Alliance, including East-West relations. 
Similarly involVing Brussels, the United States and the 
Commission of the European Communities will hold Ministerial- 
level consultations in Brussels on Friday, December 9. A 
Commission delegation chaired by President Gaston Thorn will 
meet the U.S. delegation which will be composed of the 
Secretary of State, George Shultz, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Donald Regan, Secretary of Agriculture John R. Block, 
the Secretary of Commerce, Malcolm Baldridge, and the U.S. 
Trade Representative, Ambassador William E. peeen. The agenda 
will be determined in the next few weeks. 


Why don't I give you what I have on both Grenada and 
Lebanon? 


Q On the Secretary's trip first, John, any other 
stops you can add to that? 


A I can't add to them at this time, but there may 
well be stops both before and after Brussels. 
2 rr 
Q Eastern Europe, Western Europe? 


A I'm not going to get into where they might be. 


Grenada: We can confirm that the site of a possible 
mass grave, in which former Prime Minister Morris Bishop's body 
may be, has been located south of the Point Salines Airport. A 
U.S. military graves registration team is investigating the 
possibility, but I don't have anything further to give you at 
the moment. 








Insofar as the Deputy Prime Minister Bernard Coard 
and General Austin are concerned, they have been turned over 
to the Grenadians. The two are now in Richmond Hill Prison 
at the disposition of Grenadian authorities. They are being 
guarded by contingents of the Caribbean Peace Force. 


On the departure of Cuban diplomats and detainees 
from Grenada, of the approximately 800 who were there, more 
than half have been returned to Cuba. Repatriation of the 
remaining Cubans is continuing as promptly as conditions per- 
mit. The Cuban diplomats remain in the Cuban Embassy. 


On wounded, the total is the same as I gave you 
before: 57 wounded Cubans have been returned to Havana; 
two others with severe wounds were earlier sent to Roosevelt 
Roads, Puerto Rico, for treatment. Insofar as the Cuban dead 
are concerned, I refer you to the Pentagon. 


That's about all we have on Grenada. 


Q Can I ask you one thing that you said? 

A Sure. 

Q That Cuban diplomats are still there. 

A Yes. 

Q You announced on Friday, I believe, that 


Grenada decided to sever relations with Cuba, and previously, 
we understood that they would leave some representation 
open -=- one person. 


A Yes. 
Q Can you clarify what the status is? 


A Well, I'll try, although it's a little con- 
fusing. It is our understanding that Grenada has broken 
diplomatic relations with Cuba. Originally Governor General 
Scoon was willing to permit one Cuban official to remain 
on a temporary basis after the evacuation of the others in 
Order to deal with the residue of the Cuban presence. 


Since the Cubans refused to leave within the time 
the Governor General had stipulated, we do not know if this 
still reflects his view. In other words, it is our 
understanding that diplomatic relations were broken; it was 
Our understanding that one Cuban diplomat would be permitted 
to remain for some unspecified time. Whether the Grenadian 
authorities will now permit that, I don't know. 














Q Will permit the one person to remain? 
A Permit that one person to remain. 
Q But your understanding is that relations have 


been broken? 
A That is our understanding. 


Q O.K. And one other question with respect to 
your opening on Grenada, you said that a mass grave had been 
located south of Point Salines, and then you said, "We are 
looking into-this possibility." 


Were you looking into the possibility of mass graves 
or the possibility of -- 


A No, I think it's well established that there is 
a mass grave there, but I think the graves registration team 
is looking into who is in that grave. 


Q The possibility to which you were referring 
then related to the possivility that Bishop would be there? 


A It's possible. 


Q That's what you were referring to? 

A Yes, sure -- would be involved in 
identification. 

Q What makes you think the former Prime Minister 


Bishop's body is there? 


A I think the presumption is that this may well 
be the grave for those who were executed. 


Q You think 150 were executed or were killed? 


ode We think there are 100 to 150 people in that 
grave. How -- what? 


Q Well, executed or killed in the fighting? 
A Don't know. 


Q Weren't the original American estimations 
as many as 200 may have been killed in that -- 











A I don't recall that, John. Maybe. 


Q I remember the White House mentioned it using that 
figure. 


A I don't know. 


Q Do you have anything on the defacing of the 
Cuban Embassy by U.S. Forces? 


A No. I think you'd have to ask the Pentagon. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in 
Lebanon, -- 


A Yes, I do. 


Q -- in Tripoli, what our reaction is to 
Arafat's situation? 
: A Sure. On the security situation in Beirut, 
: there have been violations of the ceasefire along the Alayh 


ridgeline, overlooking Beirut, and in Beirut's southern 
suburbs. Last night, Marine positions at the south end of 
Beirut International Airport received several mortar rounds. 
There were no Marine casualties in that incident. 


This morning, the Marines briefly exchanged small 
arms fire with suspected infiltrators at the airport, but 
there were no Marine casualties this morning. 


Just a few minutes aco, the latest we got is that 
there was fighting in the southern suburbs of Beirut and 
shelling from Shuway-Fat. This started about mid-day their 
time in Beirut, and escalated during the course of the after- 
noon. There was a slight slackening around 5:00 p.m. Beirut 
time, but it picked up again around 6:00. 


At 6:30 p.m., local time, air traffic was suspended 
after the runway at the airport had taken several hits. One 
Marine.«was slightly injured. The Security Arrangements 
Committee is meeting, and we obviously hope that this will 
come to a swift termination. 


Insofar as Tripoli is concerned, we don't have a 
very detailed readout on what is happening there, but we are 
concerned about the threat to innocent persons in the camps 
and in Tripoli itself, who are caught up in this fighting; and 
of course, we fully support the efforts of the U.N. Relief 
Works Agency to help Palestinian civilians in the camps. 











The United States does not see how this fighting is 
likely to lead to any practical steps for helping the 
Palestinian people achieve their legitimate rights. 


Q Do you have any confirmation of reports that 
Syria is mobilizing its forces? 


A Don't have confirmation, Jim; seen the reports. 
If they are correct, we would urge restraint and prudence, 
especially in the light of the progress that seems to be being 
made on the national reconciliation front. 


Q In those reports that you speak of, they give 
as justification the potential threat from U.S. Forces. Do 
you have any reaction to that? 


A No, none. 
Q What about the missile batteries that are -- 
A No, nothing on that. If there were to be such 


missiles in place or rocket batteries, naturally, we would be 
very disturbed by their presence. 


Q But you can't confirm that they are in place? 
A No. 

Q Can we have a copy of what you said on Lebanon? 
A Yes. Sure. 

Q Do you have any feelings, one way or another, 





on an official basis of Mr. Arafat's apparent losing all 
control in Lebanon? 


A In terms of an analysis, Bernie? No. We 
really don't. We're seeing the same kind of reports as you 
are. 


~- 


Q Arafats has been reaching out to just about 
anybody whom he thinks might listen for help. Is there any 
indication that he has been reaching out to the United States 
through third parties? 





A No. No. 


Q Just a point of clarification: Does the U.S. 
consider Arafat to be one of the innocent persons who is 
threatened in the fighting in Tripoli? 














A I don't think we were addressing our remarks to 
the combatants; we were talking about the refugees. 


Q Could I also follow up on the situation report 
at the airport? You detailed shelling that was coming from 
Shuway-Fat this afternoon and this evening. Did the Marines 
respond in any way to that? I may have missed it; you may 
have said they did, but I -- 


A I don't know whether they -- This is a very, 
very late report, Ralph. They certainly have responded during 
the course of the day, but whether they did specifically on 
this, I don't know. 


Q Can you say whether U.S. Forces at all -- in 
other forces, other than the Marines on the ground responded 
in any way? 


. A I don't know. I don't know. It may well be. 
I just don't know. 


Q . One more follow-up, if I might: On the move- 
ment of the task force into the Eastern Mediterranean, the 
carrier task force, do you relate that at all to the announce- 
ment by Syria of the military alert at all? 


A No. I think the Secretary of Defense responded 
to that yesterday and explained what was happening. 


Q Earlier on, you talked about the progress, “In 
light of the progress in the reconciliation talks." What 
progress are you referring to? 


A I think the fact that they took place. I think 
the fact that leaders who have been at loggerheads for many 
months and years, in fact met and agreed to resume we think is 
progress. 


7 "Agreed to resume," you mean after the recess 
called (inaudible) 


A Yes. 


Q What is the date? What is your understanding 
of when they are going to resume? 


A I do not know. I saw an initial date, and then 
I saw the possibility that that date might be postponed a 
week or two. 














6) Do you regard it as progress if the end result 
is the freezing of the Lebanon-Israel Agreement? 


A We think it's a good agreement and have 
consistently said so, and we think it should be implemented. 


Q In light of what was said in Geneva last week 
about the agreement, I was a little thrown by the thought that 
that is progress; but I guess you meant just the fact that 
they met. 


A Sure. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any date for Mr. Gemayel to come 
here? 


A No. He is always welcome here, but I don't 
have any indication of any specific date or plans. 


Q Any date for Shamir and Arens? 


A No. I think that is something the White House 
would announce when that is brought to a conclusion. 


Q John, do you have any information to sub- 
stantiate the press reports that there are actually 12,000 
Syrian commandoes around Tripoli fighting Arafat, accord- 
ing to a Washington Post story. 





A No, I don't have anything to substantiate it. 


Q John, On another subject. Prime Minister 
Thatcher is quoted in a newspaper interview today as saying 
that she would find it acutely difficult to give the U.S. 
policy any support if the United States goes ahead and 
sells arms to Argentina. 


Do you have any comment? 
A No. I haven't seen that statement. 


Q What is the situation with the U.S. arms 
sales? 


A I think that is -- I guess I don't have any- 
thing for you on that. | 


Q What does that mean? 


A I think it means we are probably taking a 
look at it. 


Q Would it be reasonable to expect that a 
certification would be forthcoming? 


A No, nothing moving on certification that 
I have for you today. 
Q No, but in terms of an expectation. 
A I am sure it is under consideration. 
Q Before the civilian government takes power? 
A I can't give you a timetable. 
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Q John, do you have anything today on a Common- 
wealth Peace Force in Grenada, and anything on the New 
Zealand offer of 24 troops? 


A No. Again, I think that that is something 
that the Caribbean nations and the Grenadian authorities 
are looking at, and their views, obviously, will weight 
very heavily with us. 


Q Are we pleased by the offer of troops? 


A As I say, I think that is something that the 
Grenadians and the Eastern Caribbean nations have got to take 
a look at to see what kind of peacekeeping or military or 
police force might be necessary. ~ 


Q John, do you have anything on south Lebanon 
where there are reports that the bridges on the Awwali River 
were shut for a while, and maybe they still are? 


A We understand why the Israelis would have felt 
obliged to take that action in the light of the tragedy 
that they suffered. We would hope that such a closure would 
be of very short duration, and indeed I think there are some 
reports already today suggesting that there has been some 
easing of that ban on traffic. 


Q John, do you know if those bodies in the mass 
grave were burned? 


A Were they burned? 
Q Yes. 
A Don't know. 


Q John, do you know what particular subject the 
NSC is addressing today in its meeting? 


A Never talk about NSC meetings, sorry. 
Q Is it the Middle East? 

A Never talk about NSC meetings, sorry. 
Q 


Can I ask you one other question on another 
subject? 


A Sure. 
Q Do you have any independent indications that 


there may be something more seriously wrong with Mr. 
Andropov than a cold? 
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A No, I don't have any comment for you on Mr. 
Andropov's state of health. 


Q John, you have addressed yourself in the past 
to possible threats to U.S. personnel in Latin America 
arising from Cuba, Cuban surrogates, in the wake of the 
Grenadian thing. Do you have anything on threats to U.S. 
either official government personnel or private personnel 
in Europe also stemming from Cuban, Libyan or Iranian 
terrorists during the state of alert? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Let me ask you about something that is of 
particular concern to me and perhaps to you in this 
situation. 


On Wednesday, there is a conference scheduled in 
Rome which my publication is sponsoring on the implications 
for Europe of President Reagan's beamed defense policy. 
Amongst the people attending are -- 


A Why don't you. get to your question, and I'll 
be glad to answer. 


Q The questions is this: People attending in- 
clude Lyndon LaRouche who has been a target of terrorist 
threats, General Volney Warner, a retired general of the 
U.S. Army -- 


A You are giving me that list when I don't 
need it. What is the question? 


Q The question is that we have requested cer- 
tain security assistance from both the authorities in 
Rome, we have also requested assistance from the U.S. 
Embassy there, particularly given what we believe is a 
threat to U.S. citizens involved -- 


A And the question is? 
~ Q -- in the conference. Can you look into 
why Mr. Johnson in the U.S. Embassy in Rome said that he 
would not cooperate with us because LaRouche is not a 
legitimate Democrat. It seems like an odd judgment for 
the Embassy to make -- 
A Let me see what I can get on that -- 


Q -- also an odd policy. 


A A conference is being held in Rome this 
week and your allegation is that the American Embassy has 
refused to cooperate in providing security. Let me look 
into it and see what I can find. 








ll 
Q Okay, fine. 


Q John, does our government.have a view on 
Arafat's situation? Is it a good thing or a bad thing in 
terms of American Middle East policy, considering that he 
is now down to what is called his last stronghold, if he 
has got that? 


A No, we don't have a view on that. 


Q John, following what you said earlier about 
the action in southern Lebanon and closing the Awwali 
bridges, you said that you understand that Israel will 
undertake this action. 


Bearing in mind that some actions already done by 

Israel in other areas were creating a fait accompli, and 
possibly dissolving fears over complete closing, sub- 
sequently they will open the door today or tomorrow, it 
might not be forever. With this understanding, you have 

a proviso that you are insisting that this will not lead 
to a partition or complete closing or possible future 
closing of this area. 





Do you have any apprehensions about such action 
in the future, if it will persist? 


A Our position is very clear. Obviously we 
are opposed to partition of Lebanon. All the parties 
involved know that. The fact is, there is a May 17th 
agreement which provides the manner in which Israel would 
leave Lebanon. 


Q John, do you have any indications from the 
Israelis that the closing of the border at that point 
is of short duration, and have they mentioned to you when 
they plan to open it again? 


A I don't know what specific conversations 
might or might not have gone on over this. There isn't 
any question that Israel is well aware of our general 
views on closure or impediment to traffic, but the fact 
of the”~matter is that I think this, we hope, was a short 
term duration activity taken for understandable reasons. 
They were responding for reasons of security. We hope 
that it will be of short duration, and, as I say, there 
are i1dications today that it was and is of short dura- 
tion. 


Q Have they assured you that they would be, 
and that they would be -- the Israelis would be reopening 
the border? 
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A That is why I say I am not sure what 
specific conversations might or might not have gone 
on between us and the Israelis on that. 


Q John, can I go back to your earlier question 
about the possibility of rockets near to the American posi- 
tions? They have been there for a long time, and, as we 
know, the Marines have already been hit by small rockets. 


Are you talking about something new, something 
qualitatively different? 


A I think there have been some press reports of 
more sophisticated <-- I don't know whether it is greater 
range, or whatever it is -- but I think that there have 
been some reports of new rocket batteries moving in, Jim. 


Q Are these the famous SS-2l1's that you were 
talking about? 


A I don't know what they are. 


Q Is it something in that order that we are 
talking about, rather than the Katusha's? 

A I honestly don't know what is involved. 

Q Can I ask you something about Lebanon, John, 


on the negotiations in Geneva? 


There are indications from Lebanon and Israel 
that the Syrian Government is willing to accept a solution 
which would guarantee a military way of guaranteeing 
Israel's northern border, minus the political implications 
of the agreement between Lebanon and Israel. 


How would the United States respond to that? 


A I think the United States would respond that 
the various conditions laid down in the May 17th agreement, 
and which have been agreed to by Lebanon and Israel, and 
ObviouSly at which we were present during those 
negotiations, that is the basis for some kind of accommo- 
dation. 


Q But in terms of Syrian approval to something 
like this, which would obviously move things forward -- with- 
Out it, it looks like things are going to be stalemated. 


A You say it would move things forward, but I 
Suppose others would say it is a negation of the agreement, 
and therefore unacceptable. Because what you seem to be 
Suggesting is that these various sources and reports are 
Suggesting that a major part of the agreement should be 


abandoned. 














Q Right. 
A You know our position on that. 
Q In what circumstance would the United States 


reconsider opening the agreement in favor of something, such 
as -- 


A We think it is a good agreement, carefully 
negotiated. 


Q John, what are the plans of Ambassador 
Rumsfeld now? 


A He certainly is still here. I don't know 
what his departure plans are. 


Q John, can we change back to Grenada for a 
second? Stewart Taylor in The New York Times yesterday, 
wrote a lengthy article where the rhetoric of the 
Administration and what has been disclosed thus far, he 
contended, did not match. I wondered, number one, 
whether you had any guidance prepared on the article to 
rebut some of the charges that he makes. 





- A No. 


Q Then, if not, with respect to the documents, 
senior officials, including Pentagon officials and State 
Department officials, have cited documents for the number 
of Cubans who were on the island at the time, and the 
number of Cubans who are expected to arrive imminently, 
apparently referring to about a 4,000 number figure, which 
seems to be the basis of President Reagan's statement 
that we had arrived just in time. 


Are documents indicating that in the possession 
of the United States or the State Department, and if they 
are, can we be provided them in addition to those we were 
provided on Friday? 


. A I don't know whether documents in the 
possession of the State Department or the Pentagon which 
have not been released make that point. I do not know. 


Yes, there are other documents, and I think we 
are still considering how and when and if they might be 
released. 


Q Do you know whether they relate to those 
points that were raised, as to the imminent arrival of 
more Cuban troops? 
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A I do not. There are a large number of 
documents. 
Q With respect to -- Jeane Kirkpatrick again 


raised it on Thursday, as to who may have been behind the 
ouster in terms of an external force, of Bishop and perhaps 
his eventual execution. She says that there is an abundance 
of evidence that indicates the Cubans and the Russians were 


involved. 


Does the United States Government have documents, 
and, if so, can they make them available, which indicate 
the truth or falsity of that statement? 


A As I say, there are a large number of docu- 
ments still which are being looked at, and as soon as we 
can let you have any more that it is decided it would be 
released, we will let you have them. 


Q John, one very short one, and a simple one, on 
the documents themselves. 


The ruble figures that were quoted in the Russian 
treaties, did the State Department arrive at the figure of 
$25.5 million totai through an official exchange rate, or 
did they do it through -- 


A You have got me at a disadvantage. I really 
don't know. 


Q Could you look into that question? 
A I will take a look at it. 


Q John, on another subject, do you have any- 
thing on a guy who works in the Comptroller General's 
office who is being assessed $17,000 because he gave some 
Overseas employees a raise? 


A I saw that story this morning. I don't have 
anything on it, but I saw it in one of the papers this 
morning. 


Q Yes, in the Times. Can you look it up, 
please? 


A What would you like me to look at? 


re) If in fact it is true? 








15 
A If it is true? Yes, sure. 


Q John, does the United States plan any follow- 
up to the Rangoon announcement that North Korea was respon- 
sible for that attack? 


A I think, as we said a day or two ago, we 
are conferring with a number of people, as are the South 
Koreans, considering what appropriate action might be 
taken by the international community. I don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of brief 
announcements: Secretary Shultz will address the Council of 
Jewish Federations in Atlanta on Saturday, November 19. The 
9:00 p.m. meeting will be held in the Grand Ballroom of the 
Hyatt Regency Hotel. If you plan on covering, please. 
telephone Frank Straus of the Council in New York at 
212-751-1311, or in Atlanta after November 11, at 404-577-5606 
or 5607. I understand that the press office of the Council of 
Jewish Federations at the Hyatt Regency will be room 335. 


Also, following up on something John announced 
yesterday, a sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you who wish to apply for a seat on board 
the Secretary's plane for his trip to Brussels, December 8-9. 
The sheet will be taken down and applications closed at noon 
on Monday, November 21. No applications will be accepted 
after that time. 


Then, let me give you a little bit -- I don't have 
very much today -- on Grenada, but let me just give you the 
bit that I have. I've got a few numbers for you, basically. 


Q Before we bury it? (Laughter) 


A I'll refer you to the Pentagon on U.S. 

figures. On Cuban figures, regarding those killed in action 

Or wounded, we have approximately -- and I stress "approximately" 
because they're still having question identifying bodies -- 
approximately 50 killed in action and 59 wounded in action. 

The number of Cubans remaining at the detention camp is 10l, 

with 37 Cubans at their Embassy, including 1l women and 

children. 


The detainees and the women and children in the 
Cuban Embassy are scheduled for evacuation today. The 
remaining Cuban diplomats will be returned in future flights. 


Of the some 1800 Grenadians of the Peoples 
Revolutionary Army and militia who have turned themselves in, 
there are some 200, or I guess 233 is the exact figure, 
who are currently being detained for disposition by Grenadian 
authorities. 





Q What happened to the others? 
A I don't know what happened to the others. 


Q Alan, on the subject of the Cuban Embassy, 
since you mentioned it, has Grenada severed relations or not? 
That seems to be -- 


A I think John addressed that yesterday, and gave 
you our latest understanding on that, Bill. 


Q You don't have anything later on it? 

A I don't have anything new on that. 

Q That's it? 

A That's it. Be happy to take your questions. 
0 


What can you tell us about the grave or not a 
grave site having been discovered? Where are we now? 


A Well, on that issue, the statement late yester- 
day afternoon indicated that apparently we were ahead of the 
facts a little bit, as determined by U.S. personnel on the 
ground (laughter) in Grenada. As they have done since rumors 
of the mass grave site first surfaced -- and there have been a 
lot of rumors, as I think you know, U.S. personnel there have con- 
tinued to investigate with the assistance of the U.S. military 
graves registration team, which is an integral part of the U.S. 
military command that is there, and in fact, or the face of per- 
sistent rumors, they have asked for some forensic expertise. But 
to date, there is no evidence to confirm the rumors that a mass 
grave site exists. 


I think as you were aware, there was some confusion 
in the communications yesterday on that, so I hope that that 
clears up where we are as of this moment. 


Q Alan, last week the AID Director hinted that 
the Army Corps of Engineers would be brought in to do recon- 
struction, and when asked about it, John replied as though it 
might be Seabees. Can you bring us up to date on that? Has 
any decision been made? 











A I can't really, Ozzie. I think that both kinds 
of military construction experts have been referred to, 
considered. I don't know what the actual situation is on the 
ground. Obviously, there are some Army engineers, I think, 
who are with the units that are actually there and doing some work; 
but you really ought to check with the Pentagon. 


As far as any work beyond that, to my knowledge, as 
of this point there has been no decision. I may be somewhat 
behind the curve, but that was my information as of this 
morning. 


Q A related point: Some of the Cubans, presun- 
ably, were carrying out service infrastructures -- medical, and 
things of that sort -- teaching cadres and whatnot on the 


Island; they're simply all going to go. 


Is the U.S. Government going to do anything to make 
up for, or has it been asked to do something to supply that 
kind of aid in the form of Peace Corps or something like that? 


A I don't have anything beyond what AID has given 
out on that so far. 


Q . Back on the number of Cubans, are you able to 
deduce how many Cubans now there were at the time of the inva- 
sion on the Island? 


A I don't have anything new on that, Jim. 


Q Okay. Also, following up on Ozzie's question, 
the Governor General has asked that the airport that was begun 
by the Cubans be completed, because it is needed, he said, for 
tourism and the economy. 


Is the United States undertaking any survey work to 
see the feasibility of finishing it? 


fy I don't know. I gather that there is an AID 
official in Grenada who is talking about this to some extent, 
and I don't have anything beyond what was said there; but I 
would caution -- I understand that the initial reaction of 
people who looked at it, perhaps without performing a very 
detailed survey, was that that would be a very expensive 
project, and so there was some skepticism about the ability to 
do that. But I really don't have a recent update to give you 
on that. 


0 When you confirmed yesterday the existence of 
this site that was purportedly that of a mass grave, you said 
it had been discovered south of the airport. 

















Was something discovered south of the airport? And 
if so, what? 


A Why don't I leave it to the correspondents who 
are on the ground to talk with our folks on the ground to 
figure that all out? 


Marvin? 


Q Do you want to open another subject: what the 
Syrian role is on the various attacks now taking place against 
Palestinians in Tripoli? 


A Marvin, I don't have anything specific to 
offer you on that question. 


—Q Do you have anything on Lebanon? 


A Yes. I can give you a little sitrep, I guess. 
Marines have reported their positions have come under periodic 
fire, which they have returned. There have been no Marine 
casualties since yesterday when one Marine suffered a flesh wound. 


According to Lebanese authorities, Beirut 
International Airport is now open to air traffic. We have 
seen reports of exchanges last night in Beirut, its suburbs, 
and along the Alayh ridgeline.: As of this morning, the 
southern suburbs of Beirut were quiet. We hope that all 
parties will do their utmost to preserve and respect the 


ceasefire. 


Let me see if there is anything beyond that, really, 
to give you. I don't have anything to volunteer, particularly. 
We have nothing new on President Gemayel and a visit here. 


Q In their talk in London, did Prime Minister 
Thatcher warn the United States against any precipitous 
action in Lebanon? 


A There was a BACKGROUND briefing, I believe, dy 
a senior American official. You're talking about the 
discussions with Deputy Secretary Dam? 


Q Right. 

a I think there was a BACKGROUND briefing by a 
senior American official following that. I don't recall, 
frankly -- I haven't absorbed the totality of that briefing -- 


but I think that the briefer did talk about that a little bit. 
Maybe we can help you find those, if your reporter didn't get 
it, whatever was said on that. 








O What was this, in London? 
A Yes. 

John? 

0 Iran/Iraq? 

A Go ahead. 


Q There was a report today that a high Iragi 
official said that an attack on Kharg Island was the only way 
the stalemate could be broken and was inevitable. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the French 
apparently confirming that the Super Etendards are indeed in 
Iraq? , 


A No, I think actually that was confirmed a few 
days ago, John. This specific date, I gather, was reported this 
morning on the 8th of October, is what I saw. But I don't 
recall what we said, frankly, the other day when they 
actually had confirmed. I don't think we had a particular 
comment. Both the Iragis and the French confirmed that 
delivery had actually taken place. 


I'd ask you to go back and look at the record, but I 
don't think we had a -- 


0 Aside from these factual matters, do you have 
any kind of an analytic comment to offer us on how these 
various facts affect the situation there? 


A No, I don't. Our position on it and our hope 
for a negotiated solution remains as before, but I don't have 
the kind of analysis that you're asking about. 


Q Do you have anything there on the situation in 
Tripoli -- the number of people who are being killed, who is 
doing it? 


A No, I don't. 
e) Nothing? 


A No. 














Q Do you care about what's going on there? 
A We certainly are watching it with interest, and 
we are concerned about this -- I think John indicated yesterday -- 


about the innocent casualties which were being inflicted on 
people who live there, who were not involved in the combat. 
But I don't have a comment to offer on the politics, intra-PLO 
politics, or anything else. 


Q What about Moscow? Do you have anything for us 
on the situation there? 


A With regard to Mr. Andropov? 
Q Yes. 

A No, I don't. 

Ralph. 


Q Is the Administration working on the assumption 
that Iranians aided by the Syrians were responsible for the 
bombing on the Marine headquarters in Beirut? 


A Don't have anything new to offer on that, 
Ralph, beyond what was said before. 


fe) You have nothing to offer on the Iranian con- 
nection at all? 





a Nothing beyond what we've said before. 


Q El Salvador? There may be other Mideast 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the bomb which 
exploded last night at the Capitol building? 


A No, I don't have anything. 


@) I have something else: Do you have any comment 
on former President Carter's and Ford's warnings, or advice, 
to the United States Government, not to retaliate in Lebanon or 
Syria, from their conference in Atlanta? 


A No. I think we've addressed ourselves to that 
issue as much as we can at this particular point. 


Q Alan, this speech by the Secretary which you 
just announced about, it sounds as if it is sort of counter- 
balancing the conference held by former President Carter and 
former President Ford in Atlanta. 














A I think that would be a misreading of the 
situation. 


Lester? 


@) On the Middle East, if I may, did the State 
Department have any condemnation or reservations about the 
Israeli action within one hour of their command post, near 
Tyre, being bombed? 


a I'll refer you back to what John said on that 
the other day. 


Q I mean the White House -- The reason I ask this 
is that Larry Speakes, at the White House, said that that is 
the Israelis’ business. Does the State Department agree with 
that? 





A I refer you back to what John said the other 
day, Lester. 


e) I wasn't here. Could you just refresh my memory? 
A I don't have -- 

Q You don't disagree, then? 

A 


I said I refer you back to what we said the 
Other day. Jim. 


Q On El Salvador, did you have anything over 
these whisperings and leaks, and so on and so forth, about the 
death squad activity, and who is managing them, which took 
place over the weekend? 


fy Well, we have seen the various press reports on 
the subject, obviously, but don't have a specific comment on 
them. In general, we have expressed our concern on a number 
of occasions about political violence in El Salvador, 
regardless of origin, in the strongest terms. 





We deplore such violence and have noted that it 
often has been directed against those moderate groups who have 
accepted the risk of supporting democratic reforms within the 
country. Obviously, we would like to see those responsible 
for political violence brought to justice. 





Q Do you have any information to confirm the 
reports coming out of there? 





A I said I don't have a specific comment on those 
reports. 


QO Do you know, was it an authorized leak? 
(Laughter. ) 


A Did you have a question? 


Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Stone's 
travels in Central America? 


A Yes, he is in Caracas at the moment. He 
arrived from Bogota last night. I don't have anything on his 
Onward plans. 


-- MORE -- 








@) Alan, on Guatemala, Fred Ikle was there 
yesterday and said he talked about the possibility of a 
resumption of military aid. And, as I recall, there was 
supposed to have been an announcement released here late 
last week, and I don't believe it ever was, on this subject. 


A I am not sure of what “supposed to" means. 


Q Well, I think John said something about 
"we'll have something on that later in the day," and it 
never appeared. In any case, do you have anything on what 
Mr. Ikle said or on that subject in general? 


A No. 


e) Alan, back to the Middle East for a moment: 
I know you referred us to something that was said pre- 
viously from here about possible U.S. retaliation. 
However, there are some movements in the Mediterranean being 
reported and bringing -- 


A There are some what being reported, I'm sorry? 


Q U.S. Navy units, and bringing about a mobili- 
zation in Syria, a full alert, and similarly in Israel. Do 
you care to comment to ease the tension, if you consider it 
as such in there? 


A Obviously, we are not in a position to com- 
ment or speculate about Syria's intentions, though we will 
monitor that situation closely. But I don't have anything 
on the fleet movements. The Pentagon, I think, has com- 
mented to the extent that anybody is going to comment on 
that. 


Q Is this normal? 
A Sorry? 
e) This movement of the fleet, this force in the 


Mediterranean, is this normal? 

A Well, I would refer you to what the Pentagon 
Said about it. I think they have indicated that, but I 
would refer you to what their words are on that. 


Q Alan, where is Rumsfeld and what are his 


plans? 
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A I don't have anything on his plans at this 
point. He is here. He is still in Washington. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything on the article that 
appeared in the Times today about how former U.S. intelli- 
gence and military personnel were involved in the 
anti-Sandinista effort? 


A No, I don't. 


fe) And do you have anything on former Vice 
President Gutierrez of El Salvador, his remarks to the 
Christian Science Monitor, about how things are? 





A No, I don't. 
Lester? 


Q On another subject, two-part, has the State 
Department expressed any concern over the imprisonment of 
Methodist Bishop Abel Muzorewa by the Mugabe government, 
with a ZANU crowd outside the prison carrying a casket and 
Saying, ""We're going to bury him"? 


A Lester, the other day, John had some words on the 
arrest of -- 


0 He did?, 


A -- Mr. Muzorewa, and I would refer you to 
those. 


Q If I could follow this up? Senator Symms has 
asked why is Secretary Shultz overruling his report? He 
indicated that Secretary Shultz overruled McPherson, Kirkpatrick, 
and Eagleburger, who recommended, according to this letter, 
that $75 million given to Mugabe by the United States be 
reduced due to Zimbabwe's vote to condemn our action in 
Grenada and, then, before that their refusal to support the 
resolution on KAL 007. 





Could you explain, Alan, why Secretary Shultz 
believes that we should go on supporting this Marxist 
dictator? 


A I have not asked him recently about his views 
On Zimbabwe. But on the first subject -- 








ll 


Q Senator Symms did. 


A Well, I think that there were people who 
addressed it recently, and I will refer you to the record. 
I think there is a fair amount on the public record -- 


Q Allen -- 
A May I finish? 
Q Of course you may finish. 


A Thank you. As far as the consideration of 
internal recommendations or who took what positions, I am 
not going to confirm what you said in terms of who took what 
positions, and I am certainly not going to comment on what 
positions the Secretary may have taken. When the Government 
has a policy, that policy is what we articulate. 


Q May I just ask an internal thing? Alan, I 
mean, I think you are a very eloquent and knowledgeable per- 
son. Yet, I see time and time again -- 


A What is your question? 

Q -- that what you do is, when there is a dif- 
ficult question, you always refer it to somebody else and 
what is said before. Can't you speak for yourself or are 
you being told not to take anything that has been discussed 
before? 

No. I make the judgments as to what I say. 
You dodge. You dodge. 
Sorry about that, Lester. 


John, I mean Alan, you were concerned -- 


r Oo FF YO PY 


John's on an airplane some place. 
place. 


(Laughter. ) 


Q You expressed your concern about the 
casualties, and from the vantage of the reports that the Red 
Cross is having a hell of a time in Lebanon and Tripoli and 
in the refugee camps to try to give assistance and aid, and 
from the point of humanitarian assistance, if you could put 
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it under humanitarian assistance, or just the Sixth Fleet or 
whatever you please, which is in the Mediterranean there on 
the shores of Lebanon, are. you able to offer any assistance, 
medical assistance, to these people who have been -- 


A I am not aware that there has been a request to do 
that, and I think, again, I am going to have to leave the lead 
on that, in terms of talking about what can be done, to the 
Red Cross and the others that are working on the humani- 
tarian side. 





Q Alan, next week the new members of the 
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights are going to be 
voted on by the General Assembly. And it is my 
understanding the United States has put forward someone 
named R. Bruce McColm who, unlike any of the other can- 
didates in the history of the Commission, has no training in 
law of any kind. And he is mostly known for two books that 
he has done: “Where Have They Gone--Rock and Roll Stars?" 
and "Suburbia: The Last Hurrah of the Golden Horde." 


(Laughter. ) 
A What is your question? 


@) My question is, is the United States 
seriously putting him forward as a candidate for being a 
commissioner? 


A I personally don't know the name of the nomi- 
nee. I am afraid, Jim, my knowledge is not complete. But 
the U.S. nominated somebody, I gather, in September. The 
nomination and the qualifications were made known to all of 
the concerned parties, and they will make their decision 
based on their judgment of the candidates. 


Q The Carter Administratin sent Muhammad Ali. 
Is there any objection? I mean -- 

A I got a couple more questions. Excuse me. 

QO Let me try one more on this PLO situation. 


The position of the United States is that we support some 
kind of autonomy negotiations involving Palestinian repre- 
sentation. Is there no feeling that the outcome of this 
battle in Tripoli, in which the Syrians are trying to impose 
a more radical leadership on the PLO, is there no feeling 
that it might have some outcome on the expressed U.S. 
policy? 








13 


A Well, I think questions have been raised in 
the past about the issue of who, indeed, may claim to speak 
as legitimate representatives of the Palestinians. I am not 
prepared to address that in more detail today, but that 
question is not a new one, 


Q Alan, a moment ago you earlier said that the 
U.S. waS monitoring that situation closely, in answer to a 
question on Syria. What is the U.S. monitoring closely about 
Syria? 


A The Syrian mobilization. 

Q The Syrian mobilization in Syria? 

A Well, that is what I -- | 

Q Or in Lebanon? 

A Well, we are obviously keeping track of what 


is going on within Lebanon to the extent that we can, yes; 
and we are watching that very carefully. But I was 
referring in that case specifically to the mobilization 
within Syria. 


fe) In that connection, do you have anything new 
to say about the rockets, the reported rockets movement in 
Lebanon? 


A No. We will keep our eye on that situation. 
Q Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry for the delay. 


| Q Alan, we have something we found in our trash 
bag. (Journalist presented burn bag fully packed.) 


(Laughter) 
Q Not much of it is Top Secret! (Laughter) 
A Touche. 


MR. ROMBERG: Okay, announcements: Available in the 
Press Office are copies of the following testimonies: the 
testimony of Edward J. Derwinski, Counselor of the Department 
of State before the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The subject of his testimony this morning was "Human Rights 
in East Europe and the Soviet Union." 


Also available is the testimony of William A. 
. Brown, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The subject of his testimony this morning was the 
Pell Amendment, Senate Resolution 74, "The Future of Taiwan." 


Second, a statement with regard to the situation in 
Tripoli: We are revolted that once again the people of 
Lebanon have been subjected to terror and injury -- this time 
around Tripoli by the radical and brutal behavior of 
Palestinian factions and their supporters. 


> It is tragic that once again the civilian popula- 
tion of Lebanon is again victim to hostilities not of their 
making and over which they are unable to exercise influence 
Or control. 


We urge governments in the area to bring their 
influence to bear constructively to end the fighting. We 
suggest that all governments be open to any suggestions from 
appropriate international organizations, such as the ICRC or 
UNRWA, for humanitarian and relief efforts to alleviate the 


suffering. 








As a first specific step to assist, we are in the 
process of contributing $1 million to the ICRC to be used for 
relief activities in Lebanon. The United States is already a 
major contributor to UNRWA. We are currently holding 
discussions with that organization to determine what further 


steps should be taken. 
Q May we have a copy of that? 
A A copy? Sure. 


Let me give you a little sitrep on Grenada, and 
then we can go to questions. ~ 


There has been, obviously, a lot in the papers on 
figures, casualties, and so on and so forth. For U.S. 
casualties, I will refer you to the Pentagon. I think the 
figures I have here are also available at the Pentagon. 
They have indicated that dead and wounded Cuban and Grenadian 
-- which is based upon field estimates and still subject to 
change -- but the current estimates indicate 59 opposing for- 
ces. That is again total, Cuban and Grenadian killed in 
action. 


As to departures, at this point the reporting indi- 
cates that all the Cuban detainees, as well as 8 women and 3 
children from the Cuban Embassy, have departed Grenada. 
Today we expect that most of the Cuban Embassy staff, including 
the Ambassador, will depart Grenada. It is unclear at this 
point, as we said yesterday, who or how many Cuban staff 
might remain behind temporarily to clear up remaining 
details. 


On graves, Our understanding on the recent 
discovery of a grave site is that it appears to contain the 
remains of three males and one female, but forensic evidence 
will be required for any positive identification. 


Also, Governor General Sir -Paul Scoon was expected 
to address the issue of a provisional government at 11:00 
Grenadian time. 


I have seen a wire report reporting that we do not 
have details to offer --— confirmation from our own people -- 
but we would, of course, welcome the announcement of a provi- 


sional administration. 





Q On a follow-up on that -- 


A Let me just see if I've got anything else to 
volunteer. I don't think so. Yeah, go ahead, Greg. 





Q Do you have anything else on civilian 
casualties in Grenada? 


A I don't, Jim. 


Q In your statement on Lebanon, which neigh- 
boring states were you talking about? 


A I don't have -- "We urge governments in the 
area." I am not going to try to be more specific than that. 


Q Are you assuming then or are you implying that 
it's not simply an intra-PLO fight, that it involves any 
influence of these neighboring countries? 


A What I said at the beginning of the statement, 
what I made reference to, was the "radical and brutal behavior 
of Palestinian factions and their supporters," but I'm not 
prepared to go beyond that. 


Q Is the U.S. ready 2 prepared or willing -- to 
allow -- to help out in any evacuation of people from 
Tripoli? 


A I haven't heard any discussion of that, 
Bernie. I don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Has there been any contact with the Soviet 
Union concerning the situation in Tripoli? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that 
specifically. At this point, I guess I don't really know 
what the most recent communication has been about that; but I 
don't think I can find out for you either. I think that's 
the kind of thing that we -- 


As you know, we have discussed the Lebanese 
situatior. in general several times with the Soviets, but I don't 
think I want to get into the details. 


Q To follow up with this, I understand from what 
you said that the U.S. is in contact with Arab countries "in 
the area," which means Arab countries. But what Arab 
countries are in good relations with Syria to get into con- 
tact with? 


A Let me leave you with the statement I gave. I 
really don't have any amplification to offer you. I didn't 
say "Arab countries," but let me make the text available. 














Q Has the U.S. spoken to Syria itself? 


A Again, I am not going to be able to go into the 
details of any diplomatic dialogue. 


Q There are some reports in the last couple of 
days, quoting now that Syria is actually a puppet of the Soviet 
Union, are you still holding that Syria and Assad is a man of 
his own -- or he is his own man; is not in any, way, shape or 


form -- 


A I'd refer you to what a senior official said 
from this podium in a BACKGROUND briefing about that sub- 
ject. I think he indicated very much what: you've just said 
is our position; but the most recent statement from a senior 
official that I am aware of was in that BACKGROUND briefing. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, can you be anymore specific about the 
aid to the ICRC? Is it intended for use in Tripoli, and if 
so, will the U.S. in any way become involved in delivery -- 
will U.S. personnel be involved in delivering that aid? 


A First of all, we are in the process of doing 
this, so I can't give you a lot of detail. I don't have any 
indication that U.S. personnel would be involved. I think 
what we will be doing is supporting the efforts of the ICRC. 


Q In Tripoli? In the Tripoli area, as opposed 
you said in Lebanon. 


; A Yes. Well, again, I would refer you to those 
Organizations, UNRWA and ICRC, to determine what they are 
doing. But this is a response to the specific situation in 
Tripoli. How they would be able to dispense that assistance, I 
can't tell you. 


Q I have questions on another subject, 
question on the documents that were returned to the State 


Department. 
A Yes. 


Q Can you tell me whether the State Department 
has discovered how the documents got into the hands of priso- 
ners in a maximum security prison? 


A It is a serious matter, and let me assure you 
that we are doing everything possible to prevent a recurrence 
of it, and I will give you a sitrep on this; but I would note 
that the Secretary has been informed, and that he wants a 
full investigation of this, and there will be appropriate 
disciplinary action taken as the facts warrant. 








The facts as we know them at this point are the 
Bureau of Intelligence and Research, INR, was performing 
microfiche operations, reducing files, and in the process, 
several safes were emptied, and arrangements were made to 
turn over those empty safes, which were excess at that point 
to the State Department warehouse operation for ultimate use 
in a refurbishing project. 


In the first week of August, a State Department 
team of laborers removed empty safes from INR to a warehouse 
designated "State Annex" or SA-7, which is at Newington, 
inadvertently removing one full, but unsecured safe, as well. 


On September lst, the full safe, as well as a 
variety of other safes and cabinets, were removed to Lorton. 
The safes were stored in a Lorton warehouse area of limited 
access for ultimate use. 


On October 25th, Lorton personnel inspected the 
safe and discovered classified documents. They called the 
Department of State Office of Security, SY. SY recovered 
the documents that day. An SY investigation commenced then, 
that day. 


Initial indications of the investigation were that 
all classified documents inadvertently sent to Lorton were 
recovered. But on November 8th, the Department was informed 
that additional documents beyond those returned on October 
25th were apparently in. the possession of the press, turned 
over to them by a Lorton inmate. A packet of documents was 
turned over to the Department last night, the evening of 
November 8th, by Senator Mathias and a reporter of WTTG 
Metromedia. 


To answer -- let me try and anticipate a few 
questions. What is the refurbishing program? Desks, file 
cabinets, and other furniture items are routinely sent to 
Lorton by U.S. Government agencies, including the Department 
of State, for refurbishing. They are returned, then, to the 
agencits for reuse. This has been an operation -- I don't 
have an exact figure -- for more than five years. 


As I said, t' es came from INR. Why don't I 
just at this point -- * ill, of course, respond to the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee with a full report, and we 
will also make public what we can -- keeping in mind the need 
to protect classified information -- but what we can, in 
terms of what is discovered, when the invwestigation has 
been concluded. 





Q Can we have a copy of -- 


A I think I'm not going to be able to do that 
because I've drawn from a number of pieces, and you're going 
to have to get it from the transcript. 


Q First of all, just to make sure -- I didn't 
hear it in the original statement -- but the documents that 
were in the filing cabinet and the documents that were ‘in the 
desk were all classified documents. Is that true? 


A I don't know that all the documents were 
classified documents. I can't tell you that, but certainly 
there were classified documents. 


-- MORE -- 





> 


Q And the follow-up to that would be, since 
some of them obviously were found on October 25th, doesn't 
anybody in the Department miss a classified Top Secret docu- 
ment sometime between October 25th and November 8th? 
Doesn't somebody say, "Wait a minute. We're missing this 
thing"? 


A Well, as I indicated in my opening descrip- 
tion, the initial investigation suggested that everything 
had been returned. Obviously, that is a very pertinent 
question. The fact of the matter is, obviously, that they 
missed the fact that there were some things missing. 


I'm in a somewhat difficult position because I 
can't really go into great detail about what these documents 
were. But essentially, as I understand, what was returned 
last night were sort of attachments to other things. And, 
therefore, it is not necessarily the case that it would have 
been easy on first examination to detect that those attach- 
ments would have been missing. 


Q Can you say anything more about what the 
Secretary had said when he was informed it? 
e 
A No, I can't. He was informed when the 
President's party was in Elmendorf. 


Q Alan, considering that some of the documents 
wound up in the hands of one or more prisoners at Lorton, 
and some of those documents were marked "classified," is 
there some reason to believe that some other documents, or 
additions to them, might have been sold, might have gotten 
out of Lorton? And that, in fact, perhaps some very secure 
documents might now be in the hands of people who shouldn't 
have them? 


A We don't know. It's possible, and we're 
investigating to find out. 


. Q The ones that turned up last night, do you 
think they were taken out of the safe or did they come out 
of -- 





A It appears, Bob, that everything that was 
classified, or all the documents all together, were all in 
one of the safes. 





QO Were in one of the safes? 
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A Were all in one of the safes. The assumption, 
I think, the people are operating on -- and, again, this is 
subject to investigation -- but the assumption is that these 
documents that were returned last night may have been 
removed from the safe prior to October 25th from that safe, 
and put someplace else. So that when the State Department 
officials retrieved the documents from the safe on October 
25th, they took everything that was still in it. But that's 
a working assumption. 


Q Right. In other words, they were taken out 
of the safe before it went out to Lorton -- 


A No. No. 
Q -- or while it was at Lorton? 


A At Lorton. That's the assumption. Again, I 
can't promise you that, but the facility, the State 
Department facility, where they were stored temporarily is a 
limited access facility. It's guarded. It's got alarms -- 
that kind of thing. So it seems rather unlikely that 
there would have been access at that facility. 


Q Alan, can you give us an assessment at this 
point -- 


A Sorry? 


Q What was the Secretary told about an 
assessment of what, if any, damage to foreign policy con- 
duct, national security? Is there any danger involved in 
the release of these documents should they have been copied, 
perhaps, while they were at Lorton? 


A Well, there is a damage assessment underway. 
I don't think that the Secretary, since it hasn't been 
completed and so on -=- I don't think that he could have been 
informed of the nature of the conclusions. There are no 
conclusions at this point, but a damage assessment is under- 
way and he certainly will be kept informed. 


| Q Alan, without asking for specifications, may 
I ask if those documents are covering different areas or one 
certain area? 


A No, I think it covers a broad area. 


Q Alan, are you concerned that there were 
Soviet missile placement papers among those on with 
Metromedia, and that was the information that we had? If 
so, are the inmates going to be interviewed? Lie detector 


tests and so forth? 
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A I won't comment on the specifics of what kind 
of information may have been in the documents. As far as 
interviewing people, yes, they are being interviewed. I 
think there are people being interviewed today. I can't 
tell you whether lie detector tests will be administered. I 
don't know the answer to that question. But, certainly, 
people will be interviewed. 


Q People in the Department, or people at 
Lorton, or both? 


A Well, I'm sure people in the Department will 
be interviewed in terms of how a full safe was allowed to 
leave the Department. 


Q Is this a loaded safe? Or how big a safe? I 
mean, how many documents are you talking about? 


A I think it was probably a four-drawer safe 
and it had a lot of stuff in it, most of which -=- as far as we 
knew October 25th, all of it -- but obviously not correctly -- 
was returned. 


Q Alan =- 
A Excuse me? 


' Q Would you finish the answer? People in 
the Department? : , 


A People in the Department, I am sure, will be 
interviewed for that part of it. As far as what happened to 
the documents once they got to Lorton, that's what the 
people in Lorton obviously would be interviewed on. 


Q And the information? 


A Excuse me? 


~- 


QO And the information, as well as the 
documents? What happened to the information in the 
documents? 


A Well, I think that there will be a complete 
investigation as to what might have happened to those docu- 
ments. Sure. 


Q- What is a four-drawer safe? Is that, like, 
it looks like a file cabinet, but it has the combination 
lock on it? 
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A I don't know what the specific one is. 
Typically, that would be what it -- 


@) What it looks like? 
A Yes. 


Q Alan, are you satisfied that all documents 
have been retrieved? 


A As I said -- I think it was in answer to 
Jeff's question before -- I can't answer that question. 
That's one of the things, one of the urgent things, that an 
investigation is to determine. 


Q So there is a search underway at Lorton for 
more -- 


A Well, there's an investigation underway. 
Sure. Absolutely. 


Q Would you be searching, like, the prisoners' 
possessions and things of that nature? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know the answer to 
that question. 


Q Don't know the answer? 
A No. 
Q Usually when someone breaks a code of some 


other country, they change the code. Do you intend, or the 
Department, intend to change the strategy or the thrust of 
the plans, the schemes, or the designs of all of these 
plans? 


A Schemes? designs? 
(Laughter) 
Q If there are such things, you know. 


A I'm offended by your vocabulary. (Laughter) 


Q No, I =-- 


(Laughter) 
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A I'm just not going to be able to answer you. 
Seriously, I am just not going to be able to get into the 
question of -- in terms of the kinds of information that 
might have been compromised --if it has been -- and what we 
would do about it. 


Q Alan, can we assume that the safes are kept 
locked, and that, when it was removed to Lorton, somebody 
must have unlocked a locked safe? 


A No, I indicated at the beginning, Dana, that 
apparently the one full safe that was removed, together with 
the empty ones -- all of them, obviously, supposed to be 
empty -- was unsecured. It was not locked at the time it 
was removed. 


Q So, that means the combination won't have to 
be changed? 


A Thanks, Fred. 


(Laughter) 

Q Alan, is the Department embarrassed by this 
incident? ” . 

A I wouldn't steer you away from that 
conclusion. 

(Laughter) 

Q Alan, can you tell us which office in INR 


this occurred in? The front office? 


A No, I can't tell you. I don't know that we'd 
go into that kind of detail. But, Bernie, it was in a situation 
where they were doing microfiching of it, so the idea that 
it would be in the front office, I think, would not be a 
reasonable thought. 


“- 


Q Were the other safes full of anything? 


A No. My understanding is that the other safes 
were empty, as this one should have been. 


Q But, I mean, one would guess that, when they 
came to move them, they would have noticed there was 
something different about this one. It was heavier. 


A One might guess that, yes. I suppose that's 
one of the things that questions will be asked about. 
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Q How hot was the information in there? 
A I'm not going to get into the nature of it. 


Q As I understand from Lorton officials, they 
had expected to keep those safes as surplus, to use in their 
classrooms and other facilities down there. They said 
they've gotten surplus material from other agencies, 
including the State Department and other Federal agencies, 
and would not be returning it. 


A I'll be happy to check on that. My 
understanding, in talking with the people who were involved 
from the administrative side here,, was clearly that we 
expected those safes to come back into use, and that there's 
a typical program to paint and fix them up and so on; and 
that was what was going on, not that they were being contri- 


buted for use there. 


Q One follow-up: Have there been any other 
shipments of surplus furniture to Lorton since then? 


A Since then? I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Alan, why are you talking about this? Is 
this something of a precedent? I don't understand why 
you're talking so much about documents -- 


QA Well, I'm not talking a lot about the docu- 
ments, as you may have noticed. 


Q . But is that -- I mean, I don't understand. 


A We try to be upfront and straightforward, 
Jim. 


(Laughter) 


Lester isn't here today, that's -- 


(Laughter) 

Q Could you give us any guidance -- 

A -- I'll refer him to the record. 

Q -- as to how current these things were? If 


they were being microfiched, I assume that they were two or 
three years old. 
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; A No, they weren't that old. The documents, 
apparently, dated from January lst to late March. 


Q Of this year? 


A Of this year. 

Q Can we change the subject? 

A Sorry? 

Q Can we change the subject? 

A No, let's stay on the subject until we're 


done with it. 


Q Alan, can you confirm that some of these 
documents included the Secretary's Morning Summary? 


A The documents did include the Secretary's 
morning briefing papers, intelligence reports, and analyses. 
That was included. 


Q One couid kind of draw from thaé, that there 
probably couldn't be anything more sensitive, from a stand- 
point of classified information, than what the Secretary of 
State sees each morning as he starts his day. I mean, would 
that be correct? 


A Well, I don't want to try to make the 
judgment. The fact of the matter is that these were sen- 
sitive documents that were in that safe. 


Q But, I mean, some of the most sensitive docu- 
ments that there would be in this Department, I would think? 


A I really wouldn't argue with it, but I don't 
want to try to put one piece of information off against 
another. 


Q Alan, has there ever been this kind of 
massive release outside of this building of classified 
documents? 


A Well, keep in mind that our asssumption is 
that the great bulk of this, in fact, was not released; that 
it was not compromised, I guess - 





Q Except to Lorton prisoners. 
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A Okay. I don't know what degree of compro- 
mise. And I think that the assumption -- well, the investi- 
gation will have to go into that, and I can't really comment 
on that. So, I don't think I can really respond to that 


question. 


Q Well, has anything like this ever happened 
before, to your knowledge? 


A That a safe full of documents has ended up in 
a prison? ' 


(Laughter) 

Ralph? 

Okay? Can we finish off -- filing break? Yes. 
Q Can we go back to Lebanon? 

A Yes, go ahead. 


Q Do you have anything about the proposed visit 
by President Gemayel to the States? 


-A  *No, I've nothing new on that. 
Q Nothing new on that? 


Q Reports from Israel today indicate that the 
Government is ordering a full mobilization of its forces. 


A Israel, you are saying? 
Q Yes. 


A I think we indicated the other day, and I 
think the Government of Israel has indicated, that they've 
had sort of a long-term plan. I don't know the details of 
it, but I've seen this in the press. So, I mean, that 
doesn't strike me as something extraordinary, but I guess 
I would have to refer you to the Government of Israel to get 


that. 


Q What do you expect from the talks of David Kimche 
in Cairo? 


A You would have to talk to the Israelis and 
the Egyptians about that. 


Jim? 
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QO The head of the Franciscan Order in Guatemala 
was assassinated, and groups are claiming the Government did 
it. Do you have any remarks? And, also, on their expulsion 
of priests from the country? 


A No, I don't have anything on any of that. 

Q Look, please? 

A Well, I don't have anything on it. 

Q Do you have anything on Dam's return? When 


will he return, and will he make a statement? 

A I don't have details on it. I suppose we can 
find out when he is returning, and I would guess we would be 
able to find out whether he's going to have a statement, 
too. We'll try to keep you posted on that. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1983, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Sorry to be late. 


A couple of announcements: First, tomorrow, as I 
think you know, Friday, November 10, is a federal holiday -- 
the llth. That's the first error. That's okay. Well, 
you'il just have to listen up, Mike. We'll be on a Sunday 
scuedule. There'll be no briefing -- and on Saturday and 
Sunday, we will follow the normal schedule for those days. 


Announcement about the Deputy Secretary's travel: 
Secretary Shultz has asked Deputy Secretary Kenneth W. Dam 
to travel to Ottawa November 14-15 to discuss with the 
Government of Canada current issues of common concern. This 
is as part of the process of consultation with allies which has 
involved visits this week to London, Rome, Paris, Bonn, The 
Hague, and Brussels. 


One other thing -- we had let you know previously 
that there had been a slight change in the ground rules for 
U.S. diplomats in dealing with North Korean officials on cer- 
tain occasions. But in view of the Burmese determination of 

North Korean responsibility for the October 9 assassinations 
in Rangoon, we have suspended implementation of the recently. 
revised guidance on contacts between U.S. diplomats and North 
Korean officials. Consequently, if approached by DPRK offi- 
cials at third-country social functions, U.S. officials may 
say only that because of DPRK responsibility for the October 9 
assassinations in Rangoon, U.S. officials have been 
instructed that they may not engage in any discussion what- 
soever with North Korean officials. Other restrictions on 
contacts with North Koreans remain in effect. 





Q What was the previous? Copy? 


A I'll give you a copy. I have the date -- 
We'll have to get that out for you in the Press Office, 
Bernie, but it was asked about here in the briefing. I think 
what I did is refer people to the Press Office on that occa- 
sion. 


Q Alan, you know if it ever was implemented? 
You said “suspended implementation?" 


A Well, it was implemented in the sense that 
an instruction went out to people saying, "You may do this. 
I don't know whether anybody encountered any -- " 








Q How long ago was that? 


A Again, we'll check that in the Press Office -- 
make that available. 


Just to give you a couple of updates on items of 
interest -- On Grenada: We welcome Governor General Sir Paul 
Scoon's announcement yesterday of the selection of a nine- 
member Advisory Council, with responsibility for overseeing 
governmental operations in Grenada until elections can be 
arranged. 


On the question of Cuban departures, all detainees, 
as well as the Cuban Embassy staff, have now left with the 
exception of a Cuban diplomat/representative and a com- 
municator, who will remain for a brief period to settle 
remaining details. 


The exhumation of Cuban combat dead is underway, 
and I don't have any new numbers to offer you today. 


A U.S. forensic team has arrived in Grenada to 
assist in identification of the recently uncovered, four- 
person grave site which was referred to yesterday; but at 
this point, no identification of bodies has been made. 


On the question of the documents at Lorton, a 
couple of things: First of all, I misunderstood, I guess, 
yesterday the kind of safe this was. As I think we tried to 
notify many of you yesterday, it was a bar-lock cabinet, not 
a combination safe; secondly, I saw in a number of reports 
with reference to, supposedly, the Secretary having directed 
that polygraphs be used. I said no such thing. It is not 
true. In fact, polygraphs have not been either used or 
suggested by the Department of State. As far as what other 
people will be doing, I don't know. 


There was late guidance last night, which I don't 
know if all of you got, regarding early notification -- that 
is notification on November 4 -- to the Office of Security 
that there were documents at Lorton. The guidance which came 
out last night was not precise because the information -- 
more complete information about it wasn't obtained until this 
morning. So let me give you something on that. 


Special agents in the Department were contacted on 
November 4 by a local law-enforcement agency which related 
that one of their regular sources had information that State 
Department classified material was in the possession of inmates 
at Lorton. Our agency immediately requested access to that 
source. The source was interviewed at State later the same 








day. He related to the State security agents his awareness 

that classified materials were in the possession of Lorton 
inmates and that he had attempted unsuccessfully to pass the 
information on to other U.S. Government agencies three weeks 
prior to the November 4 interview. The SY agents interviewed 
took the source's information to the Office of Security division 
responsible for investigations of the protection of 

classified information. The agents were not aware that an 
investigation of the inadvertent delivery of classified 
information to Lorton had been in progress since October 25. 


Those agents who then went to this other division 
within SY were informed that SY was aware of classified 
information which had been at Lorton, but that the material 
had been retrieved on October 25. The agents, notiny that 
their source's information concerned the situation at Lorton 
three weeks before -- that is, prior to October 25 and the reco- 
very of the documents and initiation of the investigation -- 
took no further action. So that is why nothing further hap- 
pened at that particular time. 


One other question that came up concerned what was 
going to be the disposition of the cabinet. I think you 
-asked yesterday whether they were going to keep it. It turns 
out that, in fact, that cabinet and some other items were to 
be turned over as excess property to Lorton. 


When furniture and office equipment is considered 
excess by the Department, it is normally sent to our ware- 
house for disposition, as happened in this case. If it is 
still serviceable, it is available for use by other 
Department offices when requested. Desks and other wooden 
articles are often sent to Lorton for repair and refinishing. 


Excess equipment may also be transferred to other 
agencies, and in the present case, Lorton officials requested a 
number of furniture items for use in a new facility. 
Included in the shipment, in addition to six file cabinets, 
were desks, tables, chairs, and metal shelving. The cabinet 
containing the classified material was one of those six 
cabinets which were transferred. 


Let me just see if there is anything else. Mainly, to 
just sort of -- 


Q Alan, copies of anything that may be 
available? 


A I can give you some of it; I don't know if I 
can give you all of it. 














I guess the investigation apparently is continuing 
at Lorton. Yesterday or last night, two cell blocks con- 
taining general population, meaning general prisoners, were 
searched. No documents were found, although yesterday during 
the day a document from 1959 was found in the possession of 
an inmate. 


Q From when, sir? 
A 1959. 
Q I don't understand that. 


A Let me just go on. Yesterday -- They did a 
search at Lorton yesterday. During the course of that search, 
a document was turned up. Okay. Last night, two cell blocks 
containing general population were searched; no documents 
were found. Also last night, the Lorton library was 
searched. Today, I understand, that four maximum security 
cell blocks are being searched -- all of this under, as I 
gather -- but I would suggest if you want to pursue it, check 
with Lorton authorities -- but under the authority of Lorton 
Administrator Charles Lindsay. 


INR, in the meantime, is conducting an exhaustive 
research and inventory of their documents, the ones that were 
recovered, to determine their condition, and certify that 
all missing documents have been recovered. So they're still 
looking at that. 


There is also one report that I guess I should com- 
ment on, that somehow the State Department had requested spe- 
cial handling for the person who turned the original 30 or 3l 
pages, whatever it was, over to Metromedia. The State 
Department has made no request for special handling of that 
inmate. I think that basically covers what I have to 
offer. 


Q What I don't understand is that yesterday we 
were told that the documents dated from January to March of 
this year. 


A That's correct. This was an additional docu- 
ment that turned up during the day, Jim. 


Q So this document could have been in the prison 
for a long time? It was not necessarily from that batch? 





A Oh, I think the assumption is it was from that 
batch, yes. And the investigation is continuing, and again, 
all of this, in time, will presumably come out in some nice 
neat fashion rather than in inchoate comments from the podium. 


Q Alan, what I still don't understand is how did 
this 19 -- What date was this document from? 


1959. 


A 
Q 1959. What was it doing in the papers between -- 
A Jim, I don't know. 

Q 


-- of January '83 or whatever? 


A I'm not sure it was in the papers of 1983. 
That cabinet -- safe was, presumably, used over a period of years 
and not simply from January 1983. So somebody had that other 
document in there. 


Q In other words, there are papers beyond the 
3-month period? 


A I said yesterday I didn't know what there was. 
Evidently, one assumes on the basis’ of this that, yes, the 
answer is that, at least in the terms of this one document, 
the answer is yes; whether there were more, we don't know. 
An investigation is going on. 


Q When was the Secretary first informed of this? 


4 As I indicated yesterday, he was informed when 
the plane was on the ground in Elmendorf on their way out. 


Q Why, in that case, was he not informed on October 
25 when you first found out about the documents being 
missing? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Who was the highest official informed that the 
documents were missing? 


A I also don't know the answer to that question. 
I think all of that, Marvin, is the kind of thing that in the 
course of this investigation, one will want to go through in 
a rather neat and orderly manner -- 


@) I'm sure -=- 





A -- to find out precisely what happened. 


@) I'm sure that you'll want to do that, but 
isn't it logical to assume that if Top Secret documents are 
‘missing in that number, or perhaps even not in that number, 
that the highest officials in this building would want to be 
notified immediately? 


4 As I say, I'm sure that this is a question 
which will be addressed during the course of the 
investigation. I can't really comment on it now. I think 
that that is a question which is quite relevant to the 
investigation, and I just don't think I can get ahead of 
that. 


Q Was the answer you gave about the other offi- 
cial that informed officials here, was that in response to 
the person being interviewed on television last night -- 


A No. 


Q -- who said that he had come to the State 
Depertment with information that these documents were 
missing, and couldn't get anybody interested? 


A Was what in response to that? 

Q The answer you gave about all this connection -- 
A Yes. 

Q You're talking about that fellow who was 


interviewed on Channel 5? 


A I don't know if that was the fellow; I can't 
verify that. But it's the same story. 


Q Alan, what was the classification level of the 
1959 document? 


A I do not know what it was, but it was 
classified. 
Q It seems to me that it is important to deter- 


mine whether the law enforcement agency that you're referring 

to as having reported the extra documents on the 4th is the same 
law enforcement official who has publicly said that he 

reported them. And I think that's important only 

because it suggests that the State Department may have gotten 
several warnings from at least two, perhaps more, law 
enforcement agencies about these documents being there. 























A I'm not aware that that's the case. 

Q Can you say whether it was one law enforcement 
official? 

A I can't speak to whoever was on Metromedia 


last night. 


Q No, but speak for what the State Department 
got. How many warnings did the State Department get, one? 


A I just gave you what we had. We had gotten a 
call. initially on the 25th, and went and picked up those 
documents. That was from the Lorton Administrator, or his 
office -—- I don't know precisely who placed the call. 


Second, there was the occasion on the 4th; and 
third, there was the call from Senator Mathias this week. 


Q Alan, is there any document accounting system, 
something that should tell you what document you have or 
should have, so that you could go to it, and that would indi- 
cate what is missing, if anything? 


A The problem, as I indicated yesterday, is 
that, particularly the kind of documents which were turned 
Over on -- what was it? The 8th, I guess we're dealing with 
now -- were in the nature of what would have been an attachment 
to an entire package; and that package would have had a 
control number on it so you could tell -- you know, you could 
put it in series and so on, but not necessarily every piece 
of paper within it, so that's one of the reasons it's a 
little complicated. 


Q Does that indicate that there is a need to 
change the system that you currently use? 


I don't know. I can't really comment on it. 
Can we change the subject? 

No. Let's stay with this one. 

Who all is investigating, the FBI -- 

The FBI has joined in this investigation now. 


And your people, the State Department? 


r oO Fr OO FP OO PY 


State are investigating. 











I think, actually, probably at this point, at Lorton, as I 
understand it -- and again, I'm not sure that I have the last 
word -- but at Lorton the FBI, together with the Lorton 
authorities would be doing that, the FBI having jurisdiction 


over Lorton. 


Obviously, our Security people have been involved 
in the investigation within the building, and were involved 
in the investigation in Lorton previously. 


Q Can you describe for us, Alan, the circumstan- 
ces under which the 1959 document was turned up? Was it 
volunteered, was it found in bedding, was it found -- 


A The only thing I can say about it is that I'm 
informed that during the search -- it was a search 
yesterday -- it was offered up by a prisoner. But I don't 
know anything more beyond that. 


Q- Alan, on that document, do you know that it was 
the packet that was in that file cabinet, or could it be that 
there was a previous case of disclosure? 


A This is the first instance, Jim, of Department 
safes or locked cabinets being sent to Lorton, so I think 
that one would reasonably assume that this is (inaudible) 


Q All right. Sometimes classified documents are 
kept in desks, for example. Could there have -- 


in 


A I know of no suggestion by anybody that this was 


in any way connected to anything other than this same file 
cabinet. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q In other words, the document was relevant to 
whatever other information was -- 


A Not necessarily. 


Q Well, then how do you know it wasn't from an 
earlier disclosure? Maybe it was there for twenty years. 


A If you want to write that, go ahead and write 
it. 


Q Is it proper procedure to keep classified 
documents in a bar-lock file cabinet, or should they be 
kept in a safe? 


A -No. The bar-lock cabinet was in a vault, 
so that was a perfectly proper procedure. Normally, if you 
were keeping them outside of the vault, you would do some- 
thing with more highly classified things that would be more 
secure. 


Was it in the vault when they took it away? 


No, but it was being kept -- 


I refer you back to what I said yesterday, 


Q 

A 

Q Was it just sitting around? 

A 

don't think I want to go through it again. 


John. I 


Q The documents that the Metromedia reporter 
turned in, were they Xeroxes, or were they original copies? 
Do you have any idea whether they were copies of something 
that had been made -- 


A I don't think I can really comment on the 
progress of the investigation, and that would be part of 
what would be looked at to try and assure that -- whether 
they were indeed, quote, originals or Xeroxes, and I 
just don't think that I can comment from here on that. 


Q Keeping in mind what you just said about the 
investigation, can you say at this point whether there is 
anything to suggest this was.anything other than a 
horrendous mistake? I mean, could there have been a con- 
spiracy? Was this espionage? 


aA There is nothing to suggest that is was 
anything other than a horrendous mistake, to use your 
words. 

Q Alan, the inmate who turned in these documents 


to Metromedia reportedly is in solitary confinement. Are 
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there any plans to intercede to -- I can understand him 
being kept out of the way so that he could be debriefed, 
but are there any plans to have him put in maybe more com- 
fortable surroundings? 


A I am not sure that is why he is in solitary 
confinement. I think you might want to check with Lorton 
as to why he is -- I think it has to do with other matters, 
but it is not for me to comment on that. 


Q Alan, have any personnel here been suspended, 
Placed on leave -- anything regarding the investigation? 


b, No, not at this stage. 
Q For what has this inmate been convicted? 


A I don't know. You would have to check with 
Lorton. 


Q Alan, if you don't mind, I would like to just 
quickly check with you the chronology of things and when 
people were notified. 


On or about the first week of August, the documents 
left the State Department and went to the warehouse in 
Newington, is that correct? 


A I would refer you back to what I said yester- 
day. I gave you the chronology yesterday. 


Q The next time we hear about them is September 
l when they get moved to Lorton. 


A That is right. I recall that. 


Q But they are not in the workshop at that 
time. 


A That is entirely right. They were put in 
a limited access storage area. 


Q Then the next time we hear about them is 
October 25. So between September lst and October 25, 
was the Department contacted by anybody who said, “Hey, 
we've got some papers here"? 


A No. 


Q No. So, October 25 was the first contact the 
State Department received. 
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A That is correct. 


@) Between October 25 and November 4, was 
the State Department contacted by anyone? 


A No. 

Q About papers? 
A No. 

Q Thank you. 


Q Are you checking to see where other excess 
properties have been shipped in this batch? Did they all 
go to Lorton? Did they go other places? 


A My understanding is that all the safes went 
to the warehouse I referred to yesterday, and it was from 
there that they were shipped to Lorton. I don't know 
whether all of the things that went -- in fact, I would 
guess, given the range of items that went to Lorton, that 
other things were included, beyond what was simply in 
the INR. There was furniture, and so on and so forth, s90 
I can't tell you precisely how things were assembled to 
send to Lorton. I don't have an answer. 


Q Have you been checking to see where other 
pieces of property may have gone? 


A I don't think there is any other piece of 
property involved at this stage. 


Q Alan, is it the case, and do I understand cor- 
rectly that for more than a two-month period, no one in 
INR noticed that any classified documents were missing? 


A I don't have any information on that, Bill, 
but, again, I think this is the kind of thing that an 
investigation will want to look at. 


Q Is it true that the informer had been trying 
for three weeks to tell people unsuccessfully? 


rn Apparently he had -- I can't really get into 
detail on this -- apparently he had tried to inform -- or 
had, unsuccessfully -- others about this three weeks prior to 
November 4, so then I gather, in frustration, he tried 
again, and this time the State Department was contacted, but 
I don't have the details on how that worked. 


Q Is part of the investigation, then, as to 
why people did not pay attention to this man's report? 
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A I have no -- will the investigation look at 
that? I would guess that that would be a possibility. 


Q Did he come to the State Department? Did 
he try ever to get in touch with the State Department in 
the course of that three-week period when he says he was 


trying? 


A I have no information to suggest that at all, 
and that is consistent with what I said to Ralph before. 


Q . Do you have a suggestion as to what channels 
he was trying to use? 


A No, I can't get into that. We are talking 
about other -- I can talk about the State Department. I 
don't think it is appropriate for me to go beyond that. 


Q Could you tell us whether any steps are being 
taken now on an interim basis, either disciplinary steps 
Or procedural steps, such as the stopping temporarily of 
the flow of desks to the warehouse, or the checking of 
empty furniture that is about to be, or checking of furni- 
ture in the warehouse -- anything like that? Are any 
steps being taken? 


nN I think that people are sensitive to what 
all of this has revealed. Bernie. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian 
action today in shooting an American plane? 


A I don't, Bernie. The Pentagon, I think, has 
some explanation of what was precisely going on, what the 
plane, the F-14, was doing, and so on. I don't have anything 
beyond that. 


Q Any political discussions with the Syrians? 
as On this subject? 


°*@ This subject, or just the general build-up 
in the area. 


A We obviously have diplomatic contacts with 
the Syrians, and we do use them, but I don't have any 
specifics to offer you. 


Q Any fresh contacts with the Syrians in the last 
48 or 72 hours? 


A As I said, I don't have any specifics to 


offer. 
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Q How about Arafat, do you have anything 
new on his situation? 


A No, I don't have anything new on him. Let 
me just see if I have got anything on Tripoli at all. 


I have seen reports of a cease-fire, but I can't 
confirm that the fighting has, in fact, ceased. Obviously we 
would welcome an end to the fighting in Tripoli, which has 
needlessly subjected the people of Lebanon to additional 
hardship and suffering, but I don't have any specifics 
on Mr. Arafat. 

Q Do you have anything on the Geneva talks, 
Alan? ; 


A No. I guess we are not going to comment on 
the progress of the talks in Geneva except to say that it 
is our understanding that the various Lebanese parties 
would continue to work on the issue of national reconcilia- 
tion. I have seen the same press reports you have coming 
out of Geneva, but I don't have any comment on then.. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that 
Governor General Scoon in Grenada is cracling down on human 
. rights, forbidding public meetings, that sort of 
thing? 


Q Let's just stay on Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything. Let's go back to 
Lebanon, but in answer to your question, I don't have 
anything on that at all. 


Q Lebanon: have any troops, Marines or 
otherwise, been moved to the ridge-line east of Beirut? 


A I guess you would have to ask the Pentagon on 
that, Jim. I am not aware that there is any decision to 
change the deployment pattern, role, mandate, et cetera, 
so there is nothing new to offer you on that. 


Q Is it the State Department view that with 
reference to the Geneva talks, that anything can be done 
with the May 18 agreement -- 


A The May 17 agreement? 


Q -- May 17 agreement in terms of putting it 
aside in any manner? 
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A Again, John addressed this the other day, John. 
I don't have anything new to add to that. 


e) Alan, there are reports today that Israeli 
planes also went up at the same time the American 
planes went up. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't. 


Q Is there any Kind of coordination that you can 
comment on or tell us about? 


A No, I don't have anything new on that. 


I will just go back to your question, John, 
and repeat what John said in terms of standing by the 
May 17 accords, but I would refer you to his words. 


Q Have you been in touch with the French and 
the Italians about possible plans to rescue Arafat and 
Palestinian fighters loyal to him in Tripoli? 


A Well, possible plans -- are we planning, 
are we involved in planning to rescue them? 


Q Well, there have been statements by both 
governments that they would be prepared to take certain 
actions. Have you talked to them about this? Have you 
expressed the U.S. view on that subject? 


A I can't tell you. I don't know the answer, 
and I think I would also not look for it because of 
diplomatic exchange rules on that. 


Q What about the Greeks and Italians: the 
negotiations for an observer force? 


A I don't know where that stands at this point. 
You might want to check with them and with the Lebanese 
and see where that stands. 


Q It was sort of brushed aside quickly before -- 
that Scoon business. 


yh I don't have anything on it. 


Q You had nothing on it. Wait a minute. Are any 
American forces involved in the crack-down orders? 


A American forces involved? I don't know that 
there are any crackdown orders, so I can't take that as an 
assumption. 
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Q No? It is an announcement by the government. 


A I have seen a wire report. I don't know that 
that constitutes an announcement. I have no confirmation of 
it, and we are checking to see, but I didn't get anything 
back on that. I don't think that the -- 


Well, why don't I see what I can get on that question, 
at least as a starting point, and then we will see if I can 
find anything out -- if there is, in fact, an order what the 
U.S. role might be. , 


Q And if you could put into the hopper, as well: 
has the U.S. been in discussion with Scoon as to the advis- 
ability of this kind of crack-down? 


A I don't think in that case I will put that 
into it, just on the general principle of not getting into 
discussions between two governments. 


Q That is fair enough, except the government 
has not yet been formed and it exists only because the 
United States took certain specific actions. 


A I don't accept that, Marvin. 
Q Huh? ‘ . 


A I don't accept that as a basis for trying to 
distinguish -- I don't accept it as a statement, but I don't 
accept it as a basis for trying -- come on, let's not 
argue about it. 


Q No, I don't want to argue, but I do think there 
is an issue here. If Scoon has taken -- 


A Scoon is certainly the lawful authority in 
Grenada, and we are not going to get into those kinds of 
discussions as to what we are carrying on. 


°@¢ Alan, do you have any explanation for the 
reports coming out of London of appreciably higher American 
casualties than were announced? 


A Basically I will refer you to the Pentagon, 
but I have checked with the Pentagon, I have checked with the 
White House, and those reports are simply untrue, but I 
think -- Bud McFarlane said so on television, in fact, this 
morning, and the Pentagon has words to give you on that, 
too, but I don't want to leave you with a misimpression 
that there is any ambiguity on that. 
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Q In other words, the figures that you announced 
earlier of eighteen Americans killed in action is, as far 
as you know, correct. 


A That is correct, yes. 


Q Alan, I know you have addressed this before, 
but I want to ask the question today: Is the United States 
neutral as to what happens to Mr. Arafat, even though -- ? 


A We are not getting into the question of 
intra-PLO problems, and the statement that I gave yesterday 
On our concern for civilian casualties was not related 
to trying to come out on one side or another in that 
problem. It was specifically related to the civilians 
and the suffering that they have had to endure. 


Q Let me just follow that up. Although we 
don't formally recognize him, does the United States recog- 
nize him informally as the leader of the Palestinian 
movement. 


A John, I am not going to try to do that. 


Q Alan, earlier this morning, Secretary 
Weinberger in a meeting with foreign correspondents said 
about the defeat of Arafat that it was comparatively 
unimportant and that it had no strategic consequences, 
whether or not he was at the head of the PLO or someone 


else replaced him. - 


Now, is that his personal view, or is that shared 
by other members of the Administration? 


Ay I am not going to try to get into that ques- 
tion. As I said before, we are not going to get into the 
subject from here of intra-PLO problems. Larry Eagleburger 
talked a bit about this when he was on television the other 
day, and I would refer you to what he said as far as the 
State Department is concerned. 


. Q Alan, in the past, you have criticized 
governments that take measures that restrict freedom of the 
press. There has been a statement by Mr. Scoon today, and 
you don't have any comment? That is because this was re- 
cently announced? 


A We are starting from the point that I don't 


have any confirmation, so I certainly am not going to com- 
ment, and once we find out whether it happened, we will de- 


cide what we will say. 
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@) The lack of response to the questions about 
the fate of Arafat from this Administration: does it stem 
from the fact that there is uncertainty about what is 
going to happen, or does it stem from the fact that you 
really don't care about what is going to happen to the 
Palestinians, and this is the bottom line of what is 
happening there? They were kicked out of Lebanon, of 
Beirut, and then they were in a diaspora and other things, 
and they are trying to stand somewhere in this mother 
earth. This is what -- question that comes to mind. 


A It stems from the fact that we don't think 
it is appropriate to comment on it. Ralph. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report out of 
Lebanon, out of Beirv* today, that the Soviet Union has 
moved SS-21's into Lebanese territory on Mount Sunni? 


A I just saw a wire to that effect before I 
came out here. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Would we be erroneous if we related that 
report to the reports of the U.S. reconnaissance flights? 


A I think I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon about the reconnaissance flights. I don't know 
the answer to the question, and I frankly think that they are 
not going to talk about what the reconnaissance flights 
do, so I am not leading you to believe that they have 
something specific. ; 


Q On those reconnaissance flights, did this 
government notify in advance any of the parties involved 
there, including MNF countries, Syria, Lebanon, Israel? 


A Again, I would refer you to the Pentagon 
on reconnaissance flights and their operations. I am not 
going to get into that. 


Q Do you expect Grenada to be taken up at the 
OAS next week? 


** = I don't know. 


Q New subject, Alan? I'd just like you to look for 
something on a question which I know the U.S. Embassy in 
Bogota is aware of -=- you may not be aware of it. It's a case 
of two people in particular in the Colombian anti-drug 
coalition, Fausto Charras and Maxmilio Londono, who 
have been the target of death threats and attacks on their 
apartment, and so on, for basically supporting an anti-drug 
program which is both a Colombian Government program, and 
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also one that has been publicly supported by the United | 
States. They have requested assistance in getting security 
protection from the Colombian Government, which is now 
looking into the question, but they have also requested 
assistance from various other nations -- 


A What is your question? 
Q My question is, do you have any comment on 
their safety? Have you taken any actions to let it be 


known to the Colombian Government that you would like to see 
-- them protected? 


a You say the Embassy there is aware of it. I 
would refer you to them. 


0 Thank you. 


A You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:13 p.m.) 








Mk wnoyY- 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Monday, November 14, 1983 





INDEX 





SUBJECT PAGE 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Birth of Lauren Elaine Rosenstein... .ccccccceccvccveceel 
Introduction Of TVMN Crammerecccccccccccccccccccccccceel 
Background Press Briefng On INF...cccccccccscccscssessesl 
Testimony by Richard Murphy.....ccccccccccceccccsesecesl 
CDE AGFECMENE. coccccccccccccssesesccseesccccsesccsesesecen 


GRENADA 
Release of Additional Captured DocumentS....cceceesseeed 
oo TEE LT PPT TTTrrrrerrreyrreerrerrerrrerrrrrrrrers 
—~-Due ProceSS GUATANTECES. ce cceeseseceesesesesesesssesss4=5 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Investigation of Classified Documents at Lorton..:.....2=-4 


LEBANON 
Sec. Shultz Remarks on Syrian Retaliation. ...ceeeseeeeee 4,8 
HMArNING CO SYTLAP ccccerocccsccsccscececcccccvccsessecseed 
U.S. Role in Northern LeBanon?..cccccseccecsecesesseeesl 
Israel on Freeze of Agreement with ConditionS....sseeee7 
Visit by Mr. Gemayeloccccccccsccsercsccsescssessssesses Im ll 
Amb. RUMSEE]LG. cccccccccccccccccssecesscecccsesccsseseee ll 


CENTRAL AMERICA 
Joint Military Action Against Nicaragua. .eecesecseeeees 36 
Eden Pastora Meeting with Mr. Motley.cccccccsecsseseveedS 
Death Squads in El SalvadoOrecesesscccsescesseeessssesesllmll 
AID Bodies Discovered in Guatemala...ccecccseeeseevesesill 


ISRAEL 
West Bank VWEOLORGOs co cccsececseeeceeeeecececseescoesooesoe@iokba 


BULGARIA 
Protest re Airliner INCIdeNt? .ccccceceeecesseesessessess 


CANADA 
Mr. Trudeau's Initiative on Arms CONtCrOLl. ccceecseeeee ee BID 


INF 
New PrOPOSAlecccccccsccccesccsescesesssscssessesessssesls=l4 


x rerrerertrktrketek et 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1983, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several announce- 
ments to make. First, as opposed to a departure statement 
and arrival statement, on Saturday November 12, 1:5l p.m., 
Susan Pittman gave birth to an 8=-pound, l-ounce baby girl. 
(Applause) Both mother and child are doing well. The baby, 
who will be named Lauren Elaine, is reported to have almond 
eyes, fair skin, rosy cheeks, and an uncanny ability to 
withhold comment. (Laughter) We extend hearty congratula- 
tions to Sue and Doug, and hope to arrange a photo oppor- 
tunity in the near future. (Laughter) 


A technical reminder, if I may, to those of you 
who are using portable tape recorders during the press 
briefings. Tape recorders apparently have been placed too 
close to microphones on the tables and have caused a distortion 
in the sound quality when the microphones are activated, and 
makes it impossible for others to hear the question being 
asked. So we urge that you either use the mult box at the 
back of the room, or put portable tape recorders a distance 
away from the microphones, if you would. , . 


Also, I'd like to introduce a new member of the 
Press Office, Lynn Crammer -- if you'll stand up -=- who 
begins work today as a Public Information Assistant. Lynn 
has served in the Department for two years in both the 
Office of Security and the Foreign Service Institute. We 
are pleased to have her with us, and I know you'll make her 
feel welcome. 


Announcement of a BACKGROUNDER this afternoon. A 
BACKG ROUNDER on the INF negotiations will be held at 2:30 
this afternoon here in the State Department briefing room. 


Also available in the Press Office will be the 
testimony of Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South 
Asian Affairs Richard Murphy. Please note the time of the 
testimony has been changed. He will testify at 1:30 in Room 
2200 of the Rayburn Building. The subject is the Middle 
East review, focus on Lebanon. 











Available in the Press Office after this briefing 
will be some additional documents which were captured in 
Grenada. We're making these documents available with the 
concurrence of Governor General Paul Scoon. Included with 
the package are an abstract and an index. Because of the 
‘limited quantities available to us, we will again provide 
one copy per Organization, and request your cooperation with 
that. © 


0 How extensive are those documents? 


A There are somewhat over 30 documents, I 
guess. It's a fairly thick pack. 


Q What do they cover? 


A You'll get a whole abstract and list of them. 
I'm not going to go into it here. 


Finally, a statement regarding the CDE. 
Ambassador James Goodby, our representative to the Helsinki 
Preparatory Meeting for the European Security Conference, 
known as the CDE, has advised us that agreement has been 
reached and the preparatory meeting adjourned on November 
ll. We are gratified that, through agreement on procedural 
questions and an agenda, this important first step has been 
taken toward convening of the CDE, which will begin in 
Stockholm on January 17, 1984. This conference will form an 
important part of the process of increasing security and 
cooperation in Europe, which began in 1975 with the Helsinki 
Final Act and which continued at the Madrid CSCE review 
meeting, which concluded in September. 

That is it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take questions. 


Q Will that be a Foreign Ministers’ meeting? 


4 The Helsinki meeting? I'm sorry. The 
Stockholm meeting? 


) The Stockholm meeting. 
4 I don't have anything on that, Bernie. 
Q Alan, before it disappears into history, in 


the documents story, do you now have cause to believe that 
there was an earlier slip-up? 


A An earlier slip-up? 





Q Than before August 1? 


A Oh, I see. You're going back to Lorton docu- 
ments, as opposed to Grenada documents? 


(Laughter) 
0 Yes; those captured documents. 
A Sorry. The investigation on that continues, 


Jim. I don't have any readout at this point on the possibi- 
lity that there may have been documents in Lorton before 
that. I gather that a prisoner has claimed he had a docu- 
ment for a while. We don't have information to confirm that 
at this point. The investigation, obviously, will look at 
that. 


0 Alan, in that connection, can you tell us 
today whether anyone besides Secretary Shultz was notified 
of the problem between October 25 and November (inaudible). 


A I'm not going to try to go into a great deal 
more detail on this, Ralph. I think we'll let the investi- 
gation proceed, and when it has been concluded, as I indi- 
cated to you when I first spoke on the subject, I think 
we'll be making available whatever information we can, that . 
is setting aside the classified part of it. But I'm just 
not going to go beyond that. 


Q Are you able to say if anything further has 
happened here at State to insure, at least at this point, that 
we won't have repeat of that? 


A I am not in a position to say; I simply don't 
know what measures might have been taken. Obviously, there 
are a lot of measures in force to control the dissemination 
of classified information. Specifically, what lessons will 
be, learned from this, I think will depend on what people 
find out in the investigation; but I don't have anything 
further on that today. 


Q Alan, who now is in charge of the 
investigation? Is it still Security here, or is the FBI now -- 


A I don't know how to indicate “in charge." The 
FBI, as I indicated last week, is involved in the case; and 
is, I think, very much doing the Lorton end of the investi- 
gation. I know that SY has been talking to people in this 
building. Whether the FBI will be doing that as well, it 
might well do so. 





O Does SY have authorization to go to Lorton 
and talk to people there? 


A I don't know about the question of authoriza- 
tion. At this point, my understanding is, SY is not 
planning to go on to Lorton, but that the FBI will be doing 
that portion of it. If I'm wrong, I will correct that 
later, but I believe that's correct. 


Q Can you amplify what the Secretary of State 
Said this morning, that you're not supposed to talk about 
retaliation any more? I mean, is there actually a decision? 


A I will refer you to the Secretary's words. 


QO On Grenada, there are stories coming out in 
The Post today about a large number of prisoners being held 
by the U.S. Army in Grenada. Can you tell us under what 
authority that's being done, and whether full due process 
rights are being accorded those people? 





A I think on the specifics, Jim, you're going 
to have to go to the Pentagon. The fact is that the 
Governor General has delegated to the combined Peacekeeping 
Force responsibility for screening those Grenadians whom it 
is felt might constitute a threat to the maintenance of 
order and assumption of responsibilities by the Advisory 
Council. The U.S. is assisting in this effort. 


The figures on the number of remaining Grenadian 
detainees, as reported by U.S. officials at St. George's, is 
approximately -- and I stress the word “approximately” -- 
148, but that is, at best, an advisory estimate. 


There have been, obviously, a number of press 
reports indicating varying time frames for how much 
longer those individuals might be detained. I'm simply 
not in a position here to give you a fix on that. A number 
of the individuals have been released, a number remanded to 
Richmond Hill Prison; but I simply don't have any figures to 
give you on that. That's the answer. 


Q Alan, you've got I don't know how many people 
in the Embassy there, and I understand that the State 
Department does deal with human rights from time to time. 
Here we have a situation in which people are being picked up 
under laws that would never pass muster in the United 
States, and may not be charged with anything, may not be grantec 
access to lawyers. Is the United States interested in 
shether these due process guarantees are being provided to 
chose that they pick up and hold? 








A I've given you what I have in terms of the 
authority. In terms of specifically what is happening on 
the ground, go to the Pentagon. 


e) Can you take the question as to whether any 
due process guarantees are being provided those that are 
being picked up? We have lectured many, many countries 
about the importance of due process, and now we're involved 
ourselves in something -- it seems. 


A I will leave you with what I've just said. 


e) Alan, to follow on that, is the United States 
and its forces in Grenada currently functioning in the role 
of the martial law authority police force under the direc- 
tion of the Governor General? Is that what we should see it as? 


yy I think I will leave you with what has been 
said before about the role, and in this case, specifically, 
about the Governor General's delegating the responsibility 
in this particular instance. 


e) Alan, I'd just like to know, in terms of the 
goals that the United States set forth when it went on the 
island, how does the United States forces’ rounding people up 
on charges that “they may constitute a threat" to order? 

How does that further our goals? 


A I would refer you to -- I think we have a 
statement posted, did we not, the end of last week, in 
answer to this? 


0 The answer is outdated. It says that none of 
these measures have been applied in any respect, and they would 
be only "if necessary." 


A No. I think it talks further about the 
detention of people 


—— New subject? On Friday, The New York Times 
reported that the United States sat in on a discussion among 
El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Panama military chiefs 
of staff regarding joint military action by those countries 
against Nicaragua, with U.S. logistic support. 





Can you comment on that report? 


A No. I don't know the facts of sitting in 
except I think that at a meeting -- any meeting -- first of 
all, I think we did indicate some time ago that when the 
CONDECA group met, that we did have somebody there as an 
observer, but not as a participant. 








In any case, regarding the question about Nicaragua, 
I don't have anything to say about that at this point. I 
think that is quite hypothetical, and, I think officials have been 
on-the-record over the weekend talking about that subject. 
I don't have anything to add to what they said. 


Ghassan? 
Q Can we go to the Middle East? 
8) Can we stay on Central America? 
A No. We'll come back to it. 

Go ahead Ghassan. 


Q A report yesterday on one of the networks 
stated that the United States may, or is considering playing 
a more active role in what is happening in Tripoli -- that's 
actually on NBC by Marvin Kalb. 


Do vou have anything to tell us about -- is there 
-any consideration of such an American role in northern 
Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything to give you today. Our 
concerns about the plight of the civilians there has been 
expressed, and I think we've also made clear, though, that 
we're not going to get into the intra-PLO dimensions of 
that, so I don't have anything to offer you on that today. 


@) One more thing, please. There were recent 
shootings and deaths on the West Bank by Israeli authori- 
ties. Do you care to comment on those? 


4 We very much regret the increase in tension 
on the West Bank and the incidence of violence it has 
spawned, The unrest appears to stem from a variety of 
factors, including Palestinian concern over developments in 
Tripoli, and the continuing friction between the local 
inhabitants and the Israeli settlers. Such developments 
underscore the need for all parties to take the steps 
necessary to realize the promise of the President's 
Middle East peace initiative. 





Q Can I follow up, please, Alan? Dol 
understand you correct -- if I would understand, that you're 
Saying the source of what happened on the West Bank is the 
violence or the demonstrations by the Palestinian students 
in there? 


a I think I'll stick with the words that I gave 
you which is rather more carefully crafted than that, if I 
might say so. Why don't you take a look at that afterwards 
and see. 


0 Following up on Ghassan's question about 
expressing concern about the plight of civilians, to whom 
was that concern expressed? 


A I'm not going to go into the diplomatic 
dimensions of it. I had a statement here last week. 


Q It was rather vague. 
4 Oh, I thought it was rather strong, actually. 


Q Okay. May I follow up, please? Another 
thing, about the south of Lebanon, there was a report that 
the Awwali River bridge was closed off by the Israelis. Have 
you heard of such reports, and do you detect a trend in that 
Since the bridge was closed off last week as well for a 
brief -- 


A I don't know anything about it. 


0 Have the Bulgarians protested to the United 
States about some airliner incident over the Mediterranean? 


Ms Why don't I take a look at that, Jim. I have 
seen the wire. I understand we asked for something on that, 
and I haven't gotten anything yet. I'll take a look at it 
and see what we get. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on a report 
that at the last or the first meeting in Geneva where Mr. 
Kimche was attending from Israel, Israel agreed or has 
some understanding to freeze the agreement with Lebanon on 
condition that Syria controls the PLO and Lebanon completely 
remove PLO forces from all of Lebanon? 


A I don't know anything about that. I guess 
I'd have to ask you to ask the Israelis about it. 





e) Alan, on Tripoli again, do you have any conm- 
ment on the reports that Arafat is holding the six Israeli 
prisoners in Tripoli? 


ey No. 
8) Reports this morning. 
A No. 


8) I'd like to go back to Bernie's question. 
What did the Secretary mean when he said that we weren't 
going to talk any more about retaliation? Was he 
withdrawing the President's words? 


os I think I'd refer you to the full conver- 
sation he had with Bernie Kalb about that this morning, but 
I don't intend to amplify on his remarks. 


e) Alan, back to Central America again. Eden 
Pastora, better known as Commander Zero, is in town seeking 
American support at universities and is traveling around 
the country. Does the State Departwent intend to discuss 
with him what he intends to do on an official basis? 


A, I'm not going to get into the question of 
specifics, but at his request -- that is, at Mr. Pastora's 
request -- he will be meeting today with Assistant Secretary 
Motley. But I don't intend to get into the subject matter. 


0 When is that meeting on? 
A It's later this afternoon. 


0 Do you have any comment on the just finished 
Gulf Cooperation Council summit conference which was ended 
in Doha, Qatar -- I believe it was -- ended last Thursday, and 
there were all kinds of activities related to the GCC con- 
ference and some resolutions? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


0 Does the Department have any comment on the 
proposals by Prime Minister Trudeau to open up a new process 
of consultation among world leaders, particularly nuclear 
armed powers? 


A We share Prime Minister Trudeau's desire to 
see progress in arms control and the creation of a more 
Stable East-West relationship. 





The Administration has put forward a number of 
positive proposals on strategic arms, intermediate-range 
nuclear arms, conventional forces in Europe, and in other 
areas in pursuit of these objectives. 


We attach a high priority to efforts to move these 
negotiations forward. We are, of course, looking carefully 
at the ideas put forward by Prime Minister Trudeau who has 
also written to the President on these issues. 


President Reagan has responded to that letter 
along the lines indicated above. I might note that Deputy 
Secretary Dam will be delivering that response when he tra- 
vels to Canada. 


It would be premature to ccwnent on any specifics 
until we've had a chance to study Prime Minister Trudeau's 
ideas further and to discuss them both with the Canadians and 
with other interested Allies. 


0 To follow on that, are you aware of any 
mechanism being set up for a meeting between the Presideuic 
and the Prime Minister on this subject? 


A‘ I'd have to ask you to check with the White 
House on that. 


0 Is there any concern that this kind of initia- 
tive by the Canadian Prime Minister interferes with the 
carefully developed INF negotiating strategy? 


A I think I'd refer you to what I said, which I 
think conveys our attitude towards it. 


0 There are reports of a U.S. warning to Syria, 
Or to whoever shot at the F-l4s. Is there sucha thing, and 
can you refer us to where that's coming from, or can you make 
comment’ on it? 


4 No. I don't have anything -- 
fe) Is there a warning to Syria? 


A Again, as usual, I would not get into the 
description of what we may or may not have discussed in 
diplomatic channels. But what you're getting into, in a 
sense, is the question of rules of engagement and so on, and I'm 
just not going to get into -- 


re) Do you have any date for Gemayel coming? 
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A No, I don't, Bernie. 


@) Do you have any date for the reconciliation 
conference in Geneva to reconvene? 


A No. 


Q Because it's supposed to be meeting the l4th, 
today. 


A At one point they had announced the 14th. 
I've seen a lot of stories since then that it was not going 
to be the 14th. In any case, it apparently is not the l4th. 


re) Anything about the acid-reported disease, 
sickness, or -- 


A No. 
Q Anything on Rumsfeld's plans? 


Ay No. Nothing on his plans. He's in Beirut 
conferring with the Lebanese, obviously. On his way he 
stopped in Europe, conferred with MNF partners, but we're 
going to pursue the Habib-McFarlane formulation of not 
getting into what they're saying or where he's going. 


Q Two senior administration officials in 
Central America late last week said that -- made some com- 
ments about the death squads in El Salvador, and they said 
that they were enjoying the protection of Communist 
guerrillas. 


Can you tell us whether you stand by that state- 
ment, and what protection are the Communist guerrillas pro- 
viding them? 


a I would refer you to what specifically was 
said there, again, to the entirety of what it was. I don't 
have any new -- 


fe) I've checked all their offices, and they have 
nothing to say. 

A I don't have any particular remarks to offer 
on that. 

0 Is that an official U.S. view? 

A As I say, I don't have any particular remarks 


to offer on what was said. I read it -- I guess I'm going 





ll 


to have to leave the analysis to you, but I think that you 
ought to look at both what Mr. Ikle said and what Mr. Abrams 
said about that. 


e) But if they don't provide me with the 
remarks, I can only tcke it from what's in the record, and 
what's in the record speaks for itself. I'm wondering if 
that is an official U.S. position? 


A Well, I don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, about ten days ago John had no comment 
on a story involving the involvement of Peter Bourne and 
Jeffrey Bourne in collaboration with the Coard-Austin junta, 
or whatever it was, in Grenada. 


Since then, that story has received some publi- 
city. There was an article in The Washington Times towards 
the end of last week, supposedly bylined by a White House 
official under a pseudonym which also mentioned the involve- 
ment of Robert Pastor who is an adviser to Walter Mondale in 
writing a strategy paper for Austin even after the assassi- 
nation of Maurice Bishop. 





4 Do you have a question? 


0 The question is that in light of the State 
Department's reports on Soviet active measures, do you have 
any comment on evidence surfacing that within the Mondale 
Campaign apparatus there's an apparent Soviet agent? 


A No. 


0 It seems to be actually much more significant 
than the petty forgeries that you -- 


A No. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the two AID workers 
in Guatemala whose bodies were discovered? And, do you have 
anything on the arrest of this month's head of the 
Democratic Alliance leader in Chile? 


A I don't have anything on either of those. I 
have heard about reports of the AID workers’ bodies. I 
don't have myself -- I can't say the U.S. Government <-- but 
I personally don't happen to have confirmation of what's 
involved here, so I think I'm not able at this point, Jim, 
to offer you a comment on that. 
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e) Alan, I want to go back to your answer to my 
colleague about the shooting and the killing in the West 
Bank. You made the statement and, you know, you put the 
people onto the promise of the Reagan peace plan. 


Can I ask you to possibly have the State Department 
make a position about the settlers in the West Bank carrying 
guns and tooting around them and threatening the people there, 
because this is not part of the security arrangements which 
are supposed to be on people in the West Bank. 


A I think that that subject may have been 
addressed at various times in the past. In any case, I 
think that as far as the West Bank and the situation there 
is concerned, I'm going to stick with the statement I've 
just given you. 


@) Do you have anything to say on the record 
about the arms report in the Post this morning, the new 
proposal? 

A I can give you something on that on the 


record. The United States, after consultation with its 
Allies, has decided to elakorate further on its position and 
on the initiatives announced by the President in September 
by indicating to the Soviets that while we continue to 
prefer the complete elimination of the entire class of land- 
based, long-range INF missiles, and while we would be pre- 
pared to discuss other interim global ceilings on such 
missiles, the U.S. would be prepared to accept an interim 
equal global ceiling of 420 warheads on long-range INF 
missiles. 


This would equate the global limit of 140 of the 
Soviet three-warhead SS-20 missiles, which is, as you 
recall, the number to which they have proposed to limit 
their SS-20 forces in range of Europe. 


6) Could we have a copy of that statement, 
please? 

A Sure. 

re) Does the U.S. consider this revision or this 


elaboration to be a specific answer to Andropov's 420 offer, 
or is there further change necessary in either side's 
proposal? 


Ay I can't go into a lot of detail, but the 
Soviets have proposed that they be permitted under the 
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agreement to deploy 140 SS-20 missiles with 420 warheads in 
or within range of Europe. 


We're attempting to be responsive to the Soviets 
by accepting this level of deployment while consistent with 
our own criteria for an agreement proposing it as an equal 
global limit. 


Q It means they would have to remove missiles 
that they did not include in their earlier proposal that 
would be stationed in -- 


A I think in terms of further follow-up, I refer 
you to the backgrounder we're having this afternoon. 


Q Has this been made or are you announcing this 
after it had been made in Geneva? 


a This proposal or this information has been 
presented by Ambassador Nitze to the Soviet delegation in 
Geneva today. 


0 Today? 
a Today. 
Q You said you were prepared to discuss other 


global ceilings. Does this refer to regional, such as Asia, 
the SS-20s in Asia? 


aN A global ceiling is a global ceiling. 
QO What are the other ceilings? Other numbers? 


A I'm sorry. There are other elements of the 
negotiation, presumably, and our various initiatives will 
continue to be pursued in negotiations. But as far as the 
long-range INF missiles per se are concerned, this is where 
we are. 


0 Do the other ceilings include bombers? 


A Again, I think that that is the kind of thing 
that was discussed previously. But I would refer you, in 
terms of getting detail on this, to your backgrounder this 
afternoon. 


0 Do we have a copy of their signature 
agreement? 
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A Yes. 
0 Okay. Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: I have one statement to issue on the 
Turkish Cypriot situation. We have learned today of the 
declaration by the Turkish Cypriot community of its indepen- 
dence. The announcement came following a resolution repor- 
tedly approved in that community's legislative assembly 
creating a polity called the “Turkish Republic of Northern 
Cyprus.” 


This move by the Turkish Cypriots comes as a 
complete surprise to us. We are dismayed by the move which 
we consider unhelpful to the process of finding a settlement 
to the Cyprus problem. We are actively meeting with all 
parties to the Cyprus problem both :n Washington and other 
capitals to urge calm in the wake of today's developments. 


The Turkish Cypriots should reverse their actions. 
We have urged the Government of Turkey to use its influence 
with the Turkish Cypriot community to bring about such a - 
reversal. We will not recognize the new polity, and we urge 
all countries of the world not to recognize it. 


We urge all parties to the Cyprus question to sup- 
port the efforts of the Secretary General to bring about a 
fair and final negotiated settlement of the problems of that 
country. In our opinion the secession of the Turkish com- 
munity from the Republic of Cyprus represents potentially 
serious damage to that process. 


_ Q Alan, it is a surprise to me that you were 
surprised. They have been threatening for weeks to do this. 


A A threat, Dick, is different actually from 
moving ahead and taking action. 


Q Alan, you urged Turkey to withdraw its 
recognition? It's just recognized the republic. 


A I understand that, and, as I indicated, we 
condemn the move by the Turkish Cypriots to declare their 
independence, and we regret that the Government of Turkey 
has recognized this new polity. We strongly urge that no 
further international recognition be granted to this self- 
declared country. 











Q Alan, for what reason would this move hurt 
the efforts to reunite the people of that island? 


A I think that's rather self-evident, Ralph, in 
terms of the way the dialogue has proceeded to this point. 
This is not a positive contribution to that dialogue. 


Q Do you expect the negotiations to resume in 
light of this or not until the ‘reversal of decision? 


A At this point we are, as I said, in touch 
with the various parties who are concerned. We are care- 
fully studying what further actions we should take, and I 
really don't have anything further to give you. 


Q In other words, let me just pose the question 
from a Turkish Cypriot view, if you could give the answer. 
They would say that there has been de facto partition for 
nine years, that no progress has been made, they have 
declared themselves independent but ready to federate with 
the Greek Cypriots in some agreement that they will not 
unite with Turkey. } 


What's wrong with this since obviously the world 
community has not been able to do anything over all these 
years for them? 


A Again, I think I'm not really going to go 
beyond the statement that I've given you, Bernie, that this 
is disruptive to the process which has been ongoing, and we 
would like to see it reversed. Mike, did you have a 
question? 


Q Has the Ambassador of Turkey been called in, 
Or is there any meeting planned with him regarding this 
matter? 


A I guess I really don't want to get into the 
details, but as I said, we are actively meeting with all 
the parties to the Cyprus problem. 


Q Alan, what would be your attitude towards 
any Greek military action? 


A I think you're asking me to get into hypotheti- 
cals, and I think I would really prefer to stay with my 
statement. 


Q Do you take that into consideration? 


A Sorry? 














Q Do you take that into consideration? 


A Again, I'm just not going to go beyond what 
I've given you thus far. 

















Q Is there a governor-general on that island? 
(Laughter) 

A Fred, did you have a question? 

Q I have no questions, Alan. 

A You have no questions. Mike? 


Q I came in late -- pardon me -- but have you 
made a statement regarding the assassination in Athens of 
the -- 


A I did not make a statement. I don't have 
information beyond what we did this morning, and I think ° 
that Larry Speakes talked to this a little bit. I think you : 
probably have the details, the names, the time, and all 
that. 








- Q I wonder if (1) you can give us any information 
on the background of this gentleman, and (2) exactly who is 
responsible, if you have any information? 


A As far as his background, I would refer you 
to the Pentagon. I think they will have personal infor- 
mation on Captain Tsantes. 


As far as what happened, his assailants have not 
yet been apprehended or identified, but we're in close con- 
tact with Greek Government officials who have expressed 
their shock and condolences and have pledged every effort to 
apprehend the criminals. I don't have anything beyond that. 


Q Do you think American military aid and econo- 
mic aid should be given to Turkey in light of its recogni- 
tion of Turkish Cypriots? 

A Should be given to Turkey? 

Q Should there be any move to cut it? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on that, 
Bernie. Jeff? 


Q Alan, it was only two weeks ago that 
terrorists shot two guards from the Jordanian Embassy in 




















Athens as they walked down the street. There's been a pat- 
tern of incidents at American military bases in Greece. 





With that as background, can you tell us why the 
U.S. Ambassador in Athens failed to order an anti-terrorist , 
alert for personnel under his command before today's murder? 


A I don't know what the situation is regarding 
advisories to personnel on terrorism, and I'm not prepared 
to address that. 


Q The murdered naval officer was traveling in a 
U.S. Government car bearing the license plates routinely 
issued to the embassies of foreign governments. 


Will the United States now take steps to make its 
personnel less visible, and therefore less vulnerable? 


A I can't tell you the answer to that question. 
I don't know. Ralph? 


Q Do you have anything on a second attack out- 
side Athens, a car fire, to the car of another different 
U.S. military official? 


A I've heard something about that. I don't 
have anything to confirm it myself, but I have heard there 
might have been such an incident. Again, -in this case I 
would refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q Is there any reason at this point to believe 
that this attack or these attacks, if there were two, are in 
any way related to the Beirut bombing or other events in 
Lebanon? 


A As I said earlier, we don't know who is 
responsible for this attack. I have no information for it, 
and I don't see how I could possibly speculate about that. 


Q Have there been warnings from -- 


A I don't think we would get into warnings, 
Ralph. But, anyway, I can't speculate about responsibility. 
Let's hope that the murderers will be caught, and that we'll 
know more about it. 


Q Alan, do you think the fact that the United 
States has not retaliated on Beirut has in any way 
encouraged assailants to select other American targets? 








A I couldn't speculate on people's motives, 
Bernie. 


Q Alan, the Secretary is making a speech in 
Atlanta. When will you have a text on that? 


A I don't know the answer. Obviously, to the 
extent that we have one in advance, we'll try to provide it 
to you, but I don't have it. 


Q Do you have anything on the -- comment on the 
aid program that was adopted by Congress? 


A I'm sorry. The aid program adopted by 
Congress? 


Adopted by Congress. 
I don't. 

Nothing at all? 

No. 


New subject? 


r Oo F OD FP VO 


Yes. 


Q On the Salvador case, the murder of 
Shauf felberger and the person who was arrested but later 
deemed innocent by us, I've heard reports in the building 
today that the State Department has undertaken an investiga- 
tion to find out the source of that story. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it, but I don't know 
that we would get into the question of what investigations 
might be underway. I don't happen to know personally. 


0 Also, can you bring us up to date on Grenada 
today and how many people U.S. forces are holding? 


A Yes. I can give you a sitrep on that. First, 
I'd simply like to note that we are pleased to note that the 
advisory council was to be sworn in this morning between 
11:00 and 11:30 local time in Grenada. 


On figures, while we don't have an update, it's 
Our understanding that provisions have now been made to con- 
duct the screening of the remaining detainees at the 














Richmond Hills Prison where the individuals will either be 
released or remanded to Grenadian authorities for their 


disposition. 


We can confirm the Governor General has asked some 
30 individuals of non-Grenadian nationality to leave the 
country, but have no specifics on their nationality or any 
time-frame for their departures. 


On the general question of the detention of 
Grenadian nationalities, the U.S. involvement in this pro- 
cess has been taking place in the context of Governor 
General Sir Paul Scoon's request to the participants in the 
Caribbean peacekeeping forces, in the absence of a current 
capacity within the Government of Grenada to perform the 
role themselves, that the peacekeeping force temporarily 
assist in the maintenance of order. 


Grenadian authorities will decide whether indivi- 
duals will be prosecuted for criminal offenses under the laws 


of Grenada. 


With respect to your question yesterday, Jim, 
about the sort of a chain of that request, the request for 
assistance was made by the Governor General through the 
Charge'=-designate, Ambassador Charles A. Gillespie. 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 


A I can give you a copy of most of that. Yes. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Okay, and if I could follow up for just a 
second, two things aren't clear to me: One is, when you 
said yesterday that the Governor General had given the 
Peacekeeping Force responsibility for screening the 
Grenadians that have been detained, does that mean that he 
gave them specific guidelines or specific names of people to 
be interrogated by the U.S. and other officers, or that he just gave 
them a general authority to detain whomever they wished and 
to screen them? 


A Don't know the answer. 
Q Could you look into that? 


A I could look into it, but I would suggest that 
you might want to get your people on the ground in Grenada to 
ask the Governor General or his spokesman their views on the 
subject. It's their authority that is being exercised here. 


Q The authority, according to your statement 
yesterday, was “delegated” to the Combined Peacekeeping Force, 
and was not exercised by the Governor -- 


A (Interrupting) As I say, I'll look into it; 
but I would suggest that you put your questions directly. 


Q Could I ask one more, please, on that? 
A Go ahead. 


Q The Human Rights Report of the United States 
Government on Grenada has maintained over the last three years 
that the government there has maintained a functioning and 
relatively independent pessetecy throughout the period of 
their rule. 


Is it the U.S. position that when Bishop was killed, 
the judicial system, as well as the executive authority on 
that iskand, ceased to exist? 


A I can't tell you, why don't I see if I have 
anything on that. I'm not sure whether it's a question of the 
U.S. role, or U.S. view, as opposed to the Governor General 
and his interim administration's view. But I'll see whether 
we have anything on that. 


Larry? 











Q Israel announced its intention to build five 
new settlements in the occupied West Bank. What do you think 


of this? 


Q What do you think of this? And, second, a 
back-up question on this, don't you think that this is detri- 
mental to the new initiative that the President has started by 
sending Don Rumsfield to the area? 


A Well, why don't I answer with just one response 
to this? We regret Israel's apparent intention to implant 
additional settlements on the West Bank. Our position is 
clear: we regard settlements as an obstacle to peace. 


Our policy remains as put forward by the President 
in his September 1, 1982 Peace Initiative. In calling for a 
settlement freeze, the President stated that "Further settle- 
ment activity is in no way necessary for the security of 
Israel, and only diminishes the confidence of the Arabs that a 
final outcome can be freely and fairly negotiated." 


The President also asserted that the position the 
United States will support in negotiations is 
"self-government by the Palestinians of the West Bank and 
Gaza in association with Jordan." 


As regards one specific aspect of the story that I 
saw this morning reporting intention to hamper the possibility 
of a return of the West Bank land to Jordanian control, the 
President stated in his initiative that the U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 242, with its formula of territory for 
peace, applies to "all fronts," specifically including the 
West Bank and Gaza. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q In that general area, last year or several 
months ago, Secretary Shultz spoke in defense of academic 
freedom on the West Bank. Can you confirm, or have you heard 
reports that the acting president of one of the leading 
universities in that territory has been arrested? 














A Don't have anything on it, Larry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report from 
Geneva this morning that says that the Soviet Union left the 
bargaining table in the INF talks after only 35 minutes of 
negotiations, the shortest session in the duration of the 
talks? 


A I don't have specifics; I wouldn't quarrel with 
the report. except to say that the negotiations are continuing. 
A working group is scheduled to meet tomorrow, a plenary 
session is scheduled for Thursday, and the Soviets have not 
requested a recess. 


Q What about any comment on apparently they 
have rejected the latest U.S. proposal? 


A Ambassador Nitze has discussed the latest pro- 
posal in Geneva with the Soviets, in accordance with the 
President's instructions. Due to the rules of confiden- 
tiality, I cannot really comment on that. As we indicated 
yesterday, the President's elaboration of the proposal for an 
interim agreement again’ demonstrzcies flexibility, on our part, 
in seeking to reach an agreement at the earliest possible 
moment ; and we look forward to continuing the talks at the 
table in Geneva. 


Q Didn't TASS just say it was totally 
unacceptable? 


A I don't think we're going to respond to TASS; I 
think we will respond to the Soviets at the table. 


As I say, it was discussed at the table, and I just 
don't want to go into the nature of that discussion. 


Q Can we come back to Cyprus because -- 
Q.- Can we stay on the Middle East a second, please? 


Q Let me just ask my question? You said the U.S. 
was surprised by this move. I just wanted to make sure we 
understand what you mean by “surprise." Does that mean the 
U.S. Embassy in Cyprus, the intelligence community, was not 
infoming Washington that this was about to happen, or was it 
just a case of officials in Washington not paying any atten- 
tion to it and being surprised? 
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A I don't think it is a question of either of 


those things, Bernie; it's a question of being aware that 
there was discussion of this kind of consideration, but being 


unaware that in fact a move was to take place. ; 


Q In other words, our contacts were so poor with 
the Cypriots and with the Turkish Government that -- 


A I'll refer you to my statement. Ralph? 


Q Let me go back to the arms again, for a second, 
Please: specifically the question of scheduling further 
sessions, you said there is a session tomorrow and another 
one Thursday -- have there been any plans for sessions 
beyond Thursday made at this point? 


A I don't have anything to give you beyond what 
I've been able to give you. 


Bernie, I might point out one other thing I saw, at 
least, in the press today. I can't tell you whether it's 
valid or not, but I saw a statement by a Turkish Foreign 
Ministry spokesman that they were surprised by it; so I'm not 
sure that I would accept the premises of your question. 





Q Alan, on Bernie's question, isn't it just that 
you know that if you said you weren't surprised, that The 
Times would accuse you of setting the thing up? 


A I think we try to reflect the facts as we know 
them. Excuse me, go ahead Mike. 


Q On Donald Rumsfield, where is he today? Where 
is he going? Do you have anything for his meeting with 
President Assad, or is he able to receive visitors yet? 


A I don't have anything on the schedule beyond 
where he is at the moment, which is in Rome. He has met with 
Foreign Minister Andreotti, but I don't have an onward schedule 


for him. 


Q On the Middle East, do you have anything today 
on Assad's comments to Evans and Novak? Is he coordinating 
more closely now with Moscow? 


A I don't have any comment on that column. 


Q Do you have any dates to announce on Gemayel 
Or the Israelis? 
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A No. I don't. 


Q To follow up yesterday's question on the 
Shultz remarks on retaliation for the attack on the Marines in 
Lebanon, is it still an option on whether we're going to 
retaliate, or is decided now that we're not going to 
retaliate? 


A Again, Greg, I will refer you to what the 
Secretary said, and not go beyond that. David? 


Q On Arafat in Tripoli, do you have anything on that 
and his offer to negotiate with King Hussein? 


A No, I don't think I really do. I don't have 
anything at all on Tripoli, or on Arafat. Ralph? 


Q In that area, how about anything on the 
Syrian Foreign Minister's meeting with Gemayel and plans for the 
plans for the Gemayal Assad meeting -- anything further on 
that? 


A No. I think you should check with those 
governments. 


Q On another subject, do you have any comment on 
the report of Soviet planes intruding Japanese air space this 
morning? 


A No. I saw the reports, but I don't have 
anything on it. 


Jim? 


Q On the documents made available from Grenada, 
can we possibly get those documents which might address the 
question of Bishop's trip to the United States and the nego- 
tiations on-the IMF, since obviously you have those in your 
possession. 


A I'm not sure that we have necessarily those 
documents. 


Q If they are, can they be made available? 
A No. I will simply say to you that the 


documents which we have are being reviewed. There are a lot 
of documents and there are only a limited number of people 
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to review them, and it's being done on an inter-agency 
basis, people looking at them, and that process continues. 
So there may well be other documents which will be made 
public. I can't promise you specific documents will be made 
public, and I can't tell you what we have beyond what we've 


already related. 


Q What are the criteria for release? 


A I don't have criteria to give you but they are 
being reviewed. Joe? 


Q Is there any joint effort by the United States 
and the Soviet Union to halt the fighting in Tripoli? 


A Joint effort by the United States and the 
Soviet Union? 


Q Well, you know, not as a formal position, 
but working in the same direction? 


A I can't tell you what the Soviets are doing. 
You'll] have to ask them. 


Q What are we doing? 


A We've addressed this the last few days. Our 
concern is with civilian casualties there -- we've expressed 
Our concern about it. I think there are a number of other 
Arab states who have been involved in trying to bring about a 
halt to the fighting. 


Q A question on the protests over the INF deployment 


in Europe: Ambassador Burns gave a speech last week, which 
was voluntarily distributed this morning by the Bureau of 
European and Canadian Affairs, in which he used, I think, 
uncharacteristically strong language to describe the young 
demonstrators as being anti-democratic. 


Does his speech reflect Administration policy on 
criticizing the demonstrators at the time when they -- 


A I can't comment on a speech if I haven't seen 
it, Ralph. Larry? 


Q Have there been any further developments in 
the combined investigation of the secret papers at Lorton 
Re formatory? 
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° A Don't have anything new to give you on Lorton. 
That investigation continues. 
Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a statement on 
the EFiftieth anniversary of United States-Soviet relations, 
on behalf of the United States Government. 


Today marks the fiftieth anniversary of the 
recognition of the Soviet Union by the United States. In a 
letter to the Soviet Commissar for Foreign Affairs, written on 
this date in 1933, President Franklin Roosevelt expressed his 
hopes for the future: "I trust that the relations now 
established between our peoples may forever remain normal and 
friendly, and that our nations henceforth may cooperate for 
their mutual benefit and for the preservation of the peace of 
the world." 


President Roosevelt had only these hopes to guide him. 
They continue to guide us, five decades later, in the conduct 
of relations with the Soviet Union. But we also have the 
record of the past fifty years before us. Unfortunately, 
that record falls short of what it should be. 


The nuclear era has presented new challenges to all 
nations which seek peace, as we do. Soviet expansionism 
throughout that era has been a challenge in its own right. 

It has raised the honest question of whether the Soviet Union 
iS aS committed to peace as we are. Through strength, 

through realism, through responsible deterrence, and through 
dialogue, the peace has been preserved, but the challenge 
remains. For our part, we will continue in our efforts to 
build a constructive relationship with the Soviet Union on 
that basis. In this nuclear age, our two countries inhabit a 
small and precious planet together. Through mutual coopera- 
tion, we have a unique opportunity to reduce nuclear weapons 
~n the world. 





Our nations today have significantly different 
interests and values, as they did fifty years ago. But we 
are prepared to work with the Soviets to solve the problems 
that confront us. There is a need on both sides for respon- 
Sible, predictable behavior, behavior that can lead to 
reduced tensions and equitable solutions that respect the 
‘nterests of each. That is our approach. We will do our 
Part to maintain the peace: that objective has guided us in 
relations with the Soviet Union for fifty years, and that is 
Cur objective today. 
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fe) May we have a copy of that, please? 


A Sure. That's all I have for you. Be happy to 
take any questions. 


0 Was it to have an overview of the state of the 
relationship that Ambassador Hartman saw Foreign Minister 


G romyko? 


A Oh, I think he was discussing a number of 
bilateral matters and affairs of global interest and so on. 


fe) What about the arms negotiations? 


A I wouldn't go beyond that rather precise 
explanation I've given you. 


0 John, can you give us a situation report on 
what is gOing on in Lebanon? And do you have any comment on 
the Israeli raids? Were they done in conjunction or with the 
knowledge of the United States? 


A No, there was no consultation with the United 
States, no coordination. Don't have any comment, really, on 
the raid; it was an Israeli decision. 


0 Do we approve of it, John? 


A It's not a question of approving or 
disapproving. We just don't have any comment on the raid. 


0 I just want to catch up here for a minute. 
Are yOu aware that there was a high-level Israeli military 
delegation that was at the Pentagon over the weekend? 


A No, I wasn't. 


Can you take that, just check into that -- 


--because I think you'll find the Israelis 


fe) 
A I think you ought to ask the Pentagon. 
fe) 
- And I wonder whether -- 


were there 


A They may have been; but that doesn't affect 
the answer to the question. 


0 I see. If they were there, they were there 
for another purpose? 
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A It was not in connection with this. 
0 Is the raid what the United States has had in 
mind in terms of retaliation? 
A As you know, the Secretary of State said on 


monday Morning that the Administration would no longer 
discuss the question of retaliation, so we will stand on his 
words. 


If you wanted the sit-rep on what is happening 
elsewhere in Lebanon, I'll be glad to give you that. 


0 One more question on this, if I may, John. 
A Sure. 
Q I want to ask this question anyway: Does 


what happened today in any way influence our decision on 
whether we feel retaliation is still necessary or needed? 


A As the Secretary said, the Administration is 
not going to discuss the question of U.S. retaliation. 


fe) Do we have any further information on who is 
responsible for the attack? We're not going to discuss retal- 


iation, but what can you tell us about the investigation and 
who is responsible? 


A Nothing, Bob, beyond what we have said before. 
Nothing has moved beyond that. 


) Does the investigation still point in the same 
direction it was pointing? 


A Yes, I think so. 


0 In light all of the overtures and the visit of 
Mr. Eagleburger and some of these intermediary press reports 
that a strategic consensus agreement with Israel, will be 
reenacted, and a flow of assistance -- miliary assistance, and 
financial assistance, all this and that -- couldn't this be a 
very hotbed, or conducive for Israel to -- even without consulting 
the United States -- to take a shot at Lebanon and these areas, 
and do things that it did? 


A I don't know. I don't think you should look 
at Mr. Eagleburger's mission or other talks with Israel in 
that context. Israel, obviously, took its own decision on 


this particular raid today, and I think that stands alone 
and by itself. 
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@) John, do you feel that the people that were 
hit in this raid today may well have been the same ones who 
were guilty of the Marine bombing? 


A It's difficult for us to say, Barry. That 
may well have been the case, but it's difficult for us to 
respond because we don't know -- I haven't seen any confir- 
mation Of what the Israelis -- what the effect of that raid 
was and who they actually struck. But certainly, they have 
said, that -- I gather -- or officials in Israel have said 
that the attack was on those presumed to be responsible for 
the bombing of Israeli troops and we have said that there 
obviously is a possibility that the same people might be 
involved. Se there is a logical presumption there, but I, 
obviously, can't confirm it. 


Q Israel Radio, in explaining the raid, added 
the comment that this was done after it was determined in 
israel that the United States was not going to take any 
action of its own. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A There are sort of a couple of angles to that. 
That presumes -- that suggests that there was coordination, and 
1 have already explained that there was not. 


In terms of what the United States has suggested 
and might do overall in the area of retaliation, as I say, 
the Administration is simply not addressing that question. 


@) Are you aware of a report that was prepared 
for the Secretary in the last few days on who was responsible 
for the Beirut bombings? 


A I'm not aware of a specific report. I'm aware 
that a good deal of energy has gone into determining who was 
responsible. 

fe) Are you aware of what is in the 
report? 

A No, because I'm not aware of this specific 
report. 

Q Do you want to give that sit-rep now? 

A Sure. In general, in Lebanon, last night a 


hand grenade was thrown at a Marine sentry at the airport. 
The Marine fired on the attacker, who fled in a car. There 
were no casualties. 
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Heavy shelling continues today in East Beirut, as 
well aS in some parts of West Beirut. There have also been 
exchanges in the southern suburbs of Beirut, along the Alayh 
ridgeline and in the Shuf. 





With regard to Tripoli, we have seen the reports 
that the Baddawi camp has fallen. We can't confirm that. 
in fact there are some reports that heavy fighting continue. 
in some parts of the camp. 


The latest round of fighting in Lebanon has caused 
extensive damage to homes, schools, and commercial establish- 
ments- We call on all those involved in the fighting to 
refrain from taking any actions that needlessly jeopardize 
innocent Civilian lives. 


@) What about Yasir Arafat, John? 
A Don't have anything on his situation. 
@) If in fact he has lost his last redoubt, what 


does that do to the overall picture of Middle Eastern 
politics? And how does the Administration feel about 
Arafat's apparent diminution of power? 


A Can't give you an answer; just have to wait 
and see what emerges and where the PLO is. 


0 John, does this general level of fighting say 
anything to the U.S. Government about the level of the abil- 
ity of the Lebanese Armed Forces to control their own 
territory? 


A I don't think I've got anything on that, Jim. 
The Lebanese Armed Forces did perform well in a limited 
geographic area before, and obviously they are still 
operating. 


What Lebanon needs is a period of -- what Lebanon 
needs is reconciliation; but so far as the military is concerned, 
what it needs is a period of relief so that it can continue 


with the training program that we're involved with, with the 
Lebanese. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q John, did the Israelis use American fighters 
gor this retaliation? Do you know? 

A I don't know what they used. 

Q Is it of any concern to you? 

A We're not -- if you mean is there an 
investigation of -- 

@) No. What I mean is, if it is American 
weapons supposedly it should be used under certain con- 
jitions by U.S. Government. 

A Yes. 

0 Is it of concern to you that they did not 

A No investigation of that going on to my 
xnowledge. 

0 But, I mean, is it -- what I am saying, John -- 


+herefore, you're saying it's not really of interest to 
“,§, Government if the Israelis used American fighters or 


not. 


A No. I don't know that anybody is conducting 
an inguiry into the use of the equipment they used. 


QO John, is this any breach of the cease-fire 
in Lebanon, this attack? 


A I can't answer that question. 
¢) Why are you shying from commenting on this, 
‘ohn? This is == you know, really disturbs everybody, and 


the silence is gold, it looks like. You know, you have if not 
acquiescence, at least, you know, you are -=- 


A I suppose a lot of people are breaking the 
cease-fire in Lebanon. 


a Q I mean, this attack on this place exactly, 
-ommitted yesterday or early today, I mean, is it -- 


ts A I'm not going to put it in those terms. The 
saelis did what they did. It was their decision, and we 
“ve no comment on that strike. 
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9 John, with respect to the statement you just 
aver asking that all parties in Lebanon refrain from taking 
ation that could endanger innocent lives, does that apply 
os well to the Israelis and to the -- to their attack? 


A It applies to everybody in a general sense, 
put I'm not responding specifically to this Israeli air 


QO Do you have anything, John, on any further 
-ontacts with the Turks or the Turkish Cypriots on their 
reversing their decision to -- of independence? 


A Not really, Bernie. As we said yesterday, we 
condemn the action of the Turkish Cypriots in proclaiming 
rhemselves an independent state. We urge them to reverse 
that decision. We regret that the Government of Turkey has 
recognized the northern Cypriots and urge all nations of the 
world to avoid granting the self-proclaimed republic diplo- 
natic recognition. 


We continue to support the U.N. Secretary 
general's good offices role in the search for a final and 
fair negotiated settlement in Cyprus. 


0 John, can you give us any idea of whether you 
have hopes of reversing this decision? 


A Certainly have hopes. Yes. 


Based on? 


© 


A On diplomatic activity that's going on. 
QO Can you describe that in general, John? 
A I thought I did describe it in general. 
Q A little more specifically? 

A No. 

Q The story has gone 24 hours now, so that 
there Presumably has been a response from the people in the 
different capitals, and I was wondering, based on that 
response, if you could be a little more descriptive than -- 


A No. Really can't. 


Q How about your hopes? 
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A No. Really can't. Still working on it. 


Q John, can I ask you -=- back on the -- I don't 
«now if you said it before, do you consider this Israeli act 
ag a retaliation? And if it is, or if it isn't, is there a policy 
about retaliation by the U.S. Government? 


A I think you'd have to ask the Israelis what 
their -- I mean, I don't think we can ascribe motivation to 
the Israelis, but on the basis of what has been published, 
it seems to me that's a fair conclusion. 


Q Okay. But is there a policy about retalia- 
rion in general in the Middle East by either party from the 
united States Government? There was once, as far as I 


remember. 


A I don't know about a policy. 


Q Did you say earlier -- you said there was fio 
consultation, no coordination. Was there any advance 


xnowledge? 


A No. 


Q Did we -- did the Israelis inform us before 
this attack? 


A No. 


Q Has the U.S. Ambassador in Nicosia seen Dr. 
Denktash in the last 24 hours? 


A I don't know. 


Q What diplomatic activity are you referring to 
with regard to -- 


A Discussion with various governments. 

Q John, can I get back to the Turkish Cypriots 
just a minute? Has any thought been given to what effect it 
“ill have on our defense operations in the area in NATO? 

Has that been studied? 


A I'm sure somewhere in the government there 
"ay be somebody who's looking at that, but -- 


Q But you have nothing on that. 
A I don't have anything on that. 


Jim? 
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9 
e) Any updated information on Grenada, the 
aumber of detainees held by U.S. Forces? 
A No. I don't have anything on the number of 


detainees. I'll give you what I've got. In his press 
conference remarks following yesterday's swearing-in cere- 
nony, Acting Advisory Council Chairman Nicholas Braithwaite 
addressed a number of issues which have been raised 


recently. 


The state of emergency which had covered deten- 
tions and deportations has been lifted. The Advisory 
council will be addressing the creation of a Statutory Tri- 
bunal shortly, which will be chaired by a legal expert 
appointed by the Chief Justice to review those cases. 


Acting Chairman Braithwaite indicated the Council 
would carry out all governmental responsibilities, including 
in this sensitive area. The detention facility itself is 
closed and the physical structure, we understand, will be 
dismantled today. 


The Statutory Tribunal, under the Chairmanship of 
an individual appointed by the Chief Justice, will also 
review the issue of those asked to leave the country. As 
indicated previously, the Governor General invited a number 
of non-Grenadian nationals to leave the country. 


That's really about all I have in terms of an update. 


Q So does this mean now that Sir Paul Scoon 
resorts back to his titular position in that now executive 
authority is vested in the government temporarily headed by 
Braithwaite? 


A I can't give you a constitutional reading, 
Jim. You'd have to ask the Grenadians for that 
interpretation. 

Q Are you expecting any West Bank leaders or 


mayors or former mayors to be coming to Washington in the 
next few days for consultations? 


. A I'm not aware of any. I mean, I don't rule 
it -- I'm just not aware of any. 


Q Anything further on the Lorton documents? 


A No. Investigation is very vigorously under 
“Way. The FBI is pursuing that with -- 
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@) John, anything further on the Grenadian 

A No. Nothing further on the Grenada 
gocuments. 

Q Are you aware of the “Lorton typewriter"? 

A Seen some reports of the “Lorton typewriter." 

Q Can you tell us what you have on it? 

A Don't have anything on it. The investigation 
proceeds apace. 

Q Are there specific concerns? 

A I think there are a lot of concerns about the 


whole episode. 


8) Does the State Department know yet what was 
taken? What -- 


A I do not Know that, Bob. I do not know 
whether the investigation into that particular aspect is 
complete. Obviously, State Department Security is very much 
involved, and the FBI is conducting its investigation. 

There may be others as well involved. But I do not know 
whether the -- whether a conclusion has come on that par- 
ticular point. 


0 So they don't know yet whether all the docu- 
ments have been recovered? 


A I do not know whether they know yet. 


@) Would that he -=- couldn't we find -- that 
night be of interest, it seems to me. 


A As I say, the investigation is proceeding. 
Ne have pledged to make public the outcome of that investi- 
jation when it's to hand. 





Q Speaking about Soviet relations, was that 
Statement delivered to the Soviet Union as a diplomatic 
N€sSage? 

A I think the White House had some announcement 


nan exchange between the President and Soviet authorities. 


Q But was that the same message? 
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A I think the text was not precisely the same, 
gernies 


Q On the Grenada documents, apparently The Wall 
street Journal obtained a document that has not been 


generally released yet. 








Are those documents -- the 600 pounds or whatever 
they are ~~ have they already been cleared by the Grenadian 
government for whatever use the United States Government 
wishes tO put to it or for publication? 


A I don't quite know where that stands. I know 
that those documents are being looked at, but I don't quite 
xnow what the status is on it. 


QO Could you look into the proprietorship of 
that specific document that was given to The Wall Street 
journal as to whether or not the Grenadian Government had 
given permission to the United States Government to make 
oublic that document? 





A I'm not going to promise to look at every 
specific document that is handed to a newspaper or somebody, 
hut I'll poke around and see what I can find out. 

Q John, Eden Pastora, who is the leader of the 
Costa Rica-based anti-Sandinista group, is in town and 
recently paid a visit to Mr. Motley in this building. 

Do you have anything on that meeting? 


A No. I think Alan maybe responded to that 
yesterday. 


MR. ROMBERG: There is some guidance. 


MR. HUGHES: There is some guidance? Okay. I 
Suspect it's hardly worth digging out. (Laughter) 


Q Okay. Thank you. (Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: [I have a rather slim book for you 
today, but I'll give you what I have. I have a couple of 
announcements up front. Just for your planning purposes, 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the upcoming visit of 
President Nimeiri of the Sudan. That will be by senior State 
Department officials on Friday, 11:00 a.m. in the Press 
Room of the White House, 11:00 a.m., Friday, Press Room of 
the White House. 


Q When is President Nimeiri coming? 
I don't have -- 


Monday, isn't it? 


r O PF 


-- a date on that. Anybody know what the 
date is on that, Nimeiri? Sorry. 


Q Monday, Tuesday? 


A It was announced by the White House. I don't 
have the dates. 


On the Shamir visit, President Reagan has invited 
Israeli Prime Minister Shamir for an official working visit 
which will begin on November 27. The President will meet 
with the Prime Minister and host a working luncheon for him 
On November 29. 


‘The Vice President will host a dinner for the 
Prime Minister that evening. 


The Prime Minister, who will be accompanied by 
Defense Minister Arens, will also meet with the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary of Defense, and other high-ranking 
officials. 


That's all I have for you. 


Q Sunday -- the formal working meetings begin 
on that day? 

















A I don't have the schedule. I guess the White 
House may be announcing this just about this time and 
may have a little more detail for you. 


Q He will arrive on Sunday. 

A He will arrive on Sunday? 

Q That's what I understand. 

A Okay. 

Q John, the French attacked two bases in the 


Bekaa Valley with aircraft today. (1) Was there con- 
sultation with the United States, and (2) do you have any 
comment on the action? 


A No comment on the action. You'll have to ask 
the French for details of the operation. Obviously, there 
is consultation and coordination within the framework of the 
Multinational Force, and, yes, within that framework there 
was -- we were informed. 


Q You were informed? 

A Yes. 

Q You were not asked? 

A We were informed through the MNF structure. 

Q What impact will this have on U.S. plans for 
retaliation? 

A The Secretary of State said on Monday he's 


not going to get into the question of retaliation. Those 
words still stand. 


‘0 Were you informed ahead of time, John, or 
after the fact? 

A I believe we were informed ahead of time. 

Q How much ahead of time? 

A Not going to get into the operational 
details. 

Q John, can I -- I mean, I realize what 


the Secretary said, but you were saying yourself, as others, 








that the U.S. decision on retaliation and what to do was being 
closely coordinated with the French, and now you say, well, 
the French told us they did it, and you're not talking about 
what we're doing. 


Can't you be any more helpful on this? 
A No. 


Q Have we stopped coordinating with the French? 
I guess we did. 


A No. We're coordinating with the French. 
Q But not on retaliation, obviously. 
A We're not going to talk about retaliation 


among Ourselves or with the French. We're simply not going 
to have anything more to say on retaliation. 


Q I've got good news, because the French said 
it was not for retaliation, it was pre-emptive. 


A That's right. 

Q So now you can talk about it. (Laughter) 

A Next question. 

Q That's not entirely a facetious question. 
The U.S. may have decided to stop talking about retaliation, 
but does the U.S. have any plans to act militarily to pre- 
vent future terrorist attacks like the one that killed 237? 


A Without trying to lead you in any direction, 
I just don't have anything for you on that, Ralph. 


Q Did we offer comment after we were consulted, 
John? Did we say something about it ahead of time 
Ourselves? No comment or suggestion on the operation? 


A No. I think you'd be going down the wrong 
road if you went down that one. 


Q Was comment solicited by the French? 


A This was a process of informing us through 
the Multinational Force mechanism. 

















Q Through the Multinational Force, did the 
United States provide the French with anything like intelli- 
gence or reconnaissance -- 


A I don't know, Barrie. 


Q Do you have an opinion on the attack, John? 
Do you approve of it? 


A As we had no comment on the Israeli strikes 
yesterday, we have no comment on the French strikes. 


Q «= John, do you believe that the people who 
bombed the U.S. Marine headquarters in Beirut are still at 
large? 


A Can't answer that question. Some may be and 
some may not be. It's difficult to answer. 


Q John, when you say -- you're putting it in 
the same category now as the Israeli strike, but as Jim 
points out, the Israeli strike was taken in retaliation and 
today's was taken with respect to a pre-emptive move. Yet 
yesterday you asked for everyone to exercise restraint. 


A I don't think the Israelis ruled out the 
possibility that those in the target area might be active on 
another occasion against the Israelis. 


Q Okay. But with respect to the whole notion 
of pre-emptive strikes, then, yesterday you asked for 
restraint on behalf of all parties for any action that might 


endanger innocent lives. 


Do you feel that this in any way comes under that 
category? | 


A It's a French decision. I'm sure they made 
the decision on the basis that this might well protect lives 
that might be in danger in the future. 


Q Are you going to issue a similar statement 
today, asking for all parties to exercise restraint? 

A I've given you all I have. 

Q John, is there an agreement that those who 


committed the three acts against the Israelis, American 
Marines and the French are the same people? 








A An agreement that there is -- 


Q Do you all see eye to eye on who was behind 
those acts? 


A I think there are some presumptions, but I'm 
not going to get into the details of intelligence infor- 
mation that might have been exchanged. 


Q I'm asking, John, because yesterday we were 
told that those who committed the act against U.S. Marines 
may have been the same who did it against the Israelis. 


A They may have been. 


Q If the Israelis were on target, therefore, 
there will not be a need for American similar acts, so are 
we to -- 


A But I don't know that we went that far. 
Q They "may" I said. 
A They "may," yes. 


QO Okay. So are we -- can we therefore assume 
that those who did the French -- the attack-on the French 
troops were not the same, or that what the Israelis did 
yesterday did not finish all the groups behind the act? 


A ° I think that's a reasonable assumption in 
terms of what the French did. They obviously have targets, 
and you'd have to ask the French what their assessment is of 
the number of people that they targeted who may have been 
involved in some incident that's already taken place, or who 
might be involved in some future incident of which they have 
knowledge. 


Q Was the United States surprised with the 
target selection of the French? 


A Surprised? 
Q Were we thinking about the same area? 
A I think that today's strikes were more or 


less in the same area as yesterday's strikes by the 
Israelis and I think were aimed at similar factions, so I'm 
not sure that one would be surprised. 





Q Was the United States looking at those fac- 
tions as well? 


A Not going to get into that. 
Q Is there anything left to bomb? 
A I don't know. ' 


Q John, is that why you said a minute ago that 
some may still be at large and some may not? In other 
words, some may still be alive after the bombing on those 
areas in and some may not? 


A I presume that both the Israelis and the 
French would be looking at after-action reports and seeing 
how successful they were at eliminating the targets they set 
for themselves. So I guess you'd have to take that kind of 
Operational judgment, and then I suppose there's a broader 
judgment whether all those that you thought might be in that 
area were in fact in that area. ; 


Q But you made your comment in answer to the 
question about the people who bombed the U.S. Marine head- 
quarters, whether they were still at large, and you said 
some may and some may not. 


A That's right. 


Q Is that in connection with the bombing inci- 
dents of the past two days, that some may and some may not? 


A Some may and some may not. 


-- MORE -- 








QO I understood from you earlier, the French have 
called it a preemptive act. Usually, you don't answer "if's," 
but if it becomes known that similar -- that an act is being 
contemplated against the United States, would the United 
States take such preemptive acts? 


A I think we have made our position plain on 
that -- I think that a lot has been said on that in the past. 
I think the President has addressed that, and I think the 
Secretary has addressed that. 


Q John, was it considered that the French action 
today was an action on behalf of the Multinational Force, or 
is it seen as a unilateral action? 


A No. The French took their decision, it's 
their decision; but certainly, within the MNF framework, they 
informed us of what they were going to do. But I think it 
would be incorrect to say it was on behalf of the MNF. 


Q Did they inform us in enough time so that if 
the United States had wanted to, it could have jOined in the 
attack? 


A Just not going to get into the operational 


details of how that information came to -- 
Q Did you know about it much before we did? 
A I guess I'm really going to draw the line 


about where I am, your having milked me dry -- 





Q Is the United States doing anything to help 
the people in Tripoli? Do you have any statements to make 
today about the Tripoli situation? 





A I don't have anythina on the Tripoli 
situation. , 


Q Is there anything we can do to help to prevent a 
massacre? 


A We've said what we are doing in terms of 
humanitarian relief. 


Q What about the report from the London Daily 





Mail -- 








A Express. 








Q -- Express, whatever, about Andropov? 

A Seen the report; can't confirm it in any way. 
Q Is there anyone here who has been led to that 

conclusion? 

A No. 
-Q Any concern? 

(Laughter) 

Q What about gun control in the Kremlin? 
(Laughter) 

A I'm not aware of any pending legislation. 

Q In connection with Ghassan's question about 


U.S. preemptive action, you said that the Secretary and the 
President have spoken about that in the past. 


A Yes. 


Q Are you talking about their statements in the 
context of defending American troops? Or in what context have 
they spoken about pre-emptive action? 


A I think there are two cycles to this. I think 
the President and the Secretary, prior to Monday, made. a 
number of statements about threats to American forces, and 
offered words on what we would do to prevent a recurrence of 
the bombing of the Marine Headquarters, of the Marine 
building. But as of Monday, there was a decision taken that 
there would be no further discussion of retaliation. So you 
have on record our view on deterrence, but you also have a deci- 
sion not to discuss further the question of retaliation. 


Q John, again, let's ask the question of why are 
we not commenting on the possibility of retaliation? Why was 
this decision made? ' 


A It was simply an Administration decision that 
enough talk had been offered about it, and we were not going 
to discuss it any further. 











Q Do you put "deterrence" and "retaliation" in 
the same category? 


A I suppose you might link them if the people 
that you had, if you had intelligence that those who were 
about to commit some murderous act had also been involved in 
a previous act, I presume you would have a combination of 


- deterrence and retaliation. 


Q. Is that the combination that the U.S. is 
operating under right now? 


A We're not discussing our thoughts about reta- 
liation any further. 


Q In light of what is now being reported in 
Tripoli of the demise of the PLO or the loss of the Baddawi 
camp to the opposition there, or to the dissidents, is there 
a new assessment of U.S. policy in this light, or will there 
be one? Or can you tell us anything about where the United 
States stands now with the PLO weakened as it is, or per- 
ceived to be weakened as it is? 


A I think it's a little early. I-think we'll 
have to wait and see in what kind of shape the PLO emerges, 
or what the factions are. I think it is a little early to 
make a judgment. 


QO There will be one, then, when things become 
clear? 


A I think as events unfold, I'm sure we will 
have some thoughts about it. 


Q What is the origin of the meeting today, or 
the luncheon between the Secretary and the two former 
presidents? 


"A I don't know what the origin of that is. As 
you know, the Secretary has kept in touch with former 
Secretaries of State and former Presidents. I don't know 
specifically. 


Can anybody shed any more light on today's 
luncheon? 


I don't think there's -- I think they were in 
town. 
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Q Will the Secretary be coming downstairs with 
them, or what are the arrangements that have been made? 


A I honestly don't know whether he is going 
to come down or not. I, honestly, don't know. But I'll 
check that for you. ; 


Q Is there a stakeout in the lobby? 


A I'm really not sure, Jim, what his plans are 
on this one. 


Q Can I ask one more thing about the Middle 
East? 


A Yes. 


Q There are reports now that the Israeli 
Government is trying to make 12 or 15 American citizens sign 
some kind of a statement, which would, in American terms, 
deny them the expression of their political rights. I think 
the Secretary has spoken about this before. 


Q Are you aware of this? And do you have 
anything to say about it? 


A Don't have anything specific for you on that, 
but the views of the Administration, as previously expressed, 
would also pertain to this case. 


Q Could you take Ghassan's question and see if 
it has happened? 


A If it has happened? 


Q If you have a specific reaction to this speci- 
fic event? 


A Let me take a look at it. 

Q Please. 

Q Do you have anything on reports out of 
southern Sudan that some foreigners who were abducted 
may Or may not have included some Americans, but I think 
there were some French nationals involved. 


A No, I don't. 





ll 


Q Anything on the INF talks resuming next week? 
A No. 


You saw Mr. Nitze's comments today, that I think 
-- he talked about the length of the meeting and the fact 
that there is a date set for next week. 


Q Anything more on the meeting Ambassador Hartman 
had in Moscow? . 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meeting yesterday with four Central American Foreign 
Ministers? 


A No, not on the substance. He had a number of 
bilaterals with the Foreign Ministers who are participating 
in the current OAS General Assembly. He met in a closed 
session with a number of Latin American Foreign Ministers on a 
range of issues; and he met separately with the core four -- 
Costa Rica, Honduras, El Salvador, and Guatemala -- mainly on 
the Contadora process. e 


Q John, there have been increasing notes of 
alarm being sounded by people in Central America that the 
United States is planning or is planning participation in 
some sort of an attack on Nicaragua. 


Could you tell us if, in fact, there is such a 
plan? 


A Well, I think the right thing to do is to 
refer you to the statements that have been made by a number 
of officials on that score. I think Deputy Secretary Dam 
responded in the negative. Other Administration officials 
have understandably said that, in terms of policy, one never 
rules anything out and never rules anything in. That's not 
to lead yéu to the suggestion that such an invasion is being 
planned. 


I think Secretary Weinberger has responded to that 
and Secretary Dam. I think we'll stand on their words. 


Q John, ABC News last night said that the State 
Department is encouraging Geoffrey Bourne to reestablish the 
St. George's Medical School. .Is that correct? 


A I'm not aware of that. Sorry. 
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Q Can you look into it? 
A I'll take a look at it. 


Q John, can you give us a report on what 
Secretary Shultz has now been told about the security breach 
that he learned of during his trip to Asia? 


A I can't. He is, obviously, following it very 
closely. There are investigations going on. in this building, 
and the FBI is proceeding, but I can't give you where we are up 
to now. 


0 Has he ordered any interim steps to be taken 
to -- 


A I think a number of steps have been taken to 
tighten up. 


Q Can you tell us what those are? 


A Well, I don't think there is any shipment of 
furniture or files to Lorton, Virginia. 


(Laughter). 


Q Has he stopped the program of refurbishing 
furniture? 


A I don't know whether the refurbishing program 
-- I can't answer that; I don't know. But it's certainly not 
being done at Lorton. 


Q Could you clarify your answer? It's not being 
done at Lorton, but maybe it's being done at another prison? 


(Laughter) 


: Q Has he decided that, at least until the 
investigation is complete, no more file cabinets are to be 
sent down to Lorton? 


A I think that the facts of the matter are that 
the warehouse is frozen and nothing is moving out of the 
warehouse; so I think nothing is being refurbished at the 
present time. Whether that means an end to the entire refur- 
bishment program, I do not know. 


Q Will the prisoners be brought here, John? 
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(Laughter) 


A I think that those responsible for the 
investigation are certainly present at the warehouse. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I'm afraid I 
have another lean book for you, again, today. 


I could give you a little Lebanon situation report. 
There have been no incidents involving the Marines at Beirut 
International Airport. The rotation of the Marine units is 
proceeding smoothly and without incident. Beirut and the 
Surrounding areas are relatively calm today, although French 
MNF positions in Beirut were fired upon twice today. No 
French casualties have been reported. 


We have seen press reports this morning describing 
renewed fighting on the outskirts of the Baddawi Camp in 
Tripoli. Of course, we are horrified by the continued 
killing in Tripoli. Those responsible, especially for 
death of women and children, are brutal and irresponsible, 
wand they are clearly not serving Palestinian interests. 





That's all I have for you. I'm afraid not much 
else, but I'll be happy to -- 


Q Can you tell us about the offer that the 
Soviets apparently have made at the INF talks -- what you 
think of it? 

A I don't have anything at the moment, Jim, 
beyond what was offered last night, but why don't you keep in 
touch with us, during the early afternoon, might have -- 

Q What was offered last night? 


A I think the Press Office had some guidance 
last night. 


0 Do you still have that guidance? 


A I don't have it with me, and welcome to it; 
but I think I would wait for any later guidance today. 


Q In other words, it didn't say anything? 


A What an unworthy characterization! 











(Laughter) 
@) John, is that the subject of -- 


Q What about a possible BACKGROUNDER today or 
are you just talking about some later guidance? 


A No plans for one, Mike. 


Q John, is that the subject of the discussions 
between the German Ambassador and the Secretary right now? 


A I don't want to mislead you that we will 
produce guidance. Do not look for -- 


Q -- news? 
(Laughter) 


A (inaudible) said it, but, yes, I think they 
might talk about INF. 


Q John, back to Lebanon: Are you aware of -=- a 
few minutes ago, I heard on CBS that the Shi'ite leadership 


issued new warnings to the United States, Israel, and France, 
and all the MNF -- 


A No. 


Q -- that more things like this will happen, 
if they will be bombarded, et cetera, et cetera. 


A More things like what? 


| Q I mean, you know the overflights, the 
reconnaissance, the French action, and the Israeli action -- 


‘A Their warnings -- 
Q Yes. 
A -- that more overflights will take place? 


I don't know what -- 


fe) No. They are warning that if there will be more 
overflights and more retaliations, that more car bombs are 
going to happen unless “you leave us alone." This is just, 
you know, the gist of it. 











A No, don't have any reaction to that. 
Q Is that a tacit admission of responsibility 
for the car bombing -- their warning about more of them? 


A Don't know. It's the first I've heard of the 
report. 


@) John, what did you say in your opening state- 
ment -- something about Marine units are proceeding without 
incident, the relocation of Marine units? 

A Yes, rotation. Rotation. 


@) Oh, rotation. 


A Yes. 
Q I'm sorry. 
QO Do you have any information on the situation 


in the Bhamdoun area, in Lebanon? The Druze controlled 
area. 


A «No, I don't. 


Q There are reports that they have demolished 
three churches and two seminaries. 


A No, don't have anything on that. Sorry. 
Q Will you be kind enough to look into it? 


A Well, we'll take a look. If there is anything 
available, will be glad to make it available to you. 


Q John, do you have anything on a Chinese protest 
about a Congressional resolution on Taiwan? 


A No, I don't. No, I don't. 


8) John, do you have anything on Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's activities? 


A Yes. He is in Turkey today; he was in Saudi 
Arabia earlier during the day. Nothing for you on his 
future. 


QO Why Turkey? 














A Travel plans. It had been planned as part of 
his Middle East mission. 


Q Is he bringing up Cyprus? 


A I'm sure he brought up Cyprus as well. 
I'm sure he expressed our views, of which you are aware. 


Q I understand that Ambassador Dobrynin has gone 
back to Moscow earlier than expected. Do we have any par- 
ticular interpretation on why he has done that? 


A I think you ought to talk with the Soviet 
Embassy. Obviously, they are the correct ones to ask that. 
But I'm not sure your premise that he has gone back is a 
correct one. 


Q Is he seeing the Secretary today? 


A I think he will be in to see the Secretary 
this afternoon. 


0 I see. i o 
(Laughter) 
Is it "will be," John? 
(Laughter) 
Can you help us on the time for that meeting? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A I, honestly, don't have it with me. 
Q Is it after lunch? 

Q 


Was this at his request before he goes back? 


A I do not know at whose request -- It is after 
lunch. I do not know at whose request this meeting was set. 
I think it's a meeting that has been in mind for some time. 











@) Is he also seeing the Greek Ambassador? 

A Yes. No. I think Greek Foreign Minister. 

Q Greek Foreign Minister. 

A Sure. I do know what time that is. That is 


at 4:30, and photographers are going to be escorted to the 
7th floor at 4:15, pick up is at the C Street lobby. 


. fe) Is this in fact the Secretary's first meeting 
with Dobrynin since before the KAL affair? 


A . I think it is, Bernie. I do not think he has 
seen him since then. 


re) I think he has. 


A Do you think he has? Let us check that for 
you, because I'm guessing and I shouldn't. 


QO Could you tell us the subject of the meeting? 
A No. 
Q (inaudible) 


A The subjeet of the meeting. Could we tell 
the subject of the meeting? 


I'm sure they will discuss matters of 
bilateral interest. (Laughter) 


e) John, could we have the schedule for 
President Nimeiri's visit? Is that -- when is that? 


A I think that will come from the White House. 
I don't know whether they have already released it, but I 
think I'm sure -- 


Q Because we had a briefing on it this morning, 
but just a breakdown of when he's meeting whom? 


A They couldn't give you the schedule this 
morning at the briefing? : 


0 No. 

A I think that will come from the White House 
-- Nimeiri -—- am I right? Ho, ho, Alan? (Laughter) 
Nimeiri's schedule, White House? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


MR. HUGHES: Yes. 











Q John, on Lebanon, there were reports that 
U.S. intelligence had information that the terrorists were 
going to strike at the British MNF forces. Do we have 
anything on that? 


A That we had intelligence? We wouldn't get 
into intelligence matters, sadly. 


QO Can we rephrase that, then, so that it might 
allow you to respond to it? Do we believe that the actions 


by the French and the Israelis pre-empted planned terrorist 
actions? 


A I think the French response to that -- I 
think they made the point that -- 


re) I'm asking about your assessment of it. 


A It was a French strike, and I think we'll 
leave the motivation to them. 


e) Do you think that the French succeeded in 
removing the targets? 


A I don't know. Have to ask them. 
0 Anything new on U.S. deterrence? 


A No. Nothing more on that front today. 


0 The Secretary's speech tomorrow, have you got 
anything for us yet on the text? 

a On when we'll get -- no, I'm sorry. We will 
proceed as energetically as we traditionally do on that 


front. 
0 That's what I'm afraid of. (Laughter) 


A No. I'm sorry. Everybody is aware -- really 
-- I mean, seriously, everybody is aware of the need to get 
it to you all as soon as possible, and that's about as much 
“Nas I can say. 


e) Do you have anything on Mr. Shamir's visit to 
the States? 


A No. Nothing further. Nothing beyond what -- 


2) There are reports in the Middle East that he 
may postpone the visit. 











A Haven't heard those. We don't know anything 
about a postponement. 


re) Anything on the Defense appropriations bill 
out of conference last night? 


A Pleased with the outcome. 
Q You were pleased with the outcome? 
A Sure. Nimeiri's schedule -- oh, ho, bulletin 


from the front. We will have the Nimeiri schedule this 
afternoon in the press office. Excuse me. Sorry. 


0) You have nothing -- 
A (Laughter) 


re) I thought we were going to do this without 
anything. Thank you very much. 


re) You have nothing beyond the characterization 
of "pleased" on that? 


A Nope. 


@) Do you have anything on the alleged massacre 
in Copapaya in El Salvador? 


A (Loud crash) Small massacre in the back there. 


No, not a great deal, Jim. We've heard those 
reports, and our Embassy in San Salvador is checking those 
reports. The area is controlled by the guerrillas, and 
under present circumstances, it's not possible to send U.S. 
personnel into the area. 


If the reports turned out to be true, we would, of 
course, be horrified. 


When will President Gemayel be in town? 
Nimeiri? 


No. Gemayel, Amin Gemayel, of Lebanon. 


r Oo PF HO 


I haven't -=- I don't think a date has been 
offered on Gemayel. 


fe) John, you said we would, of course, be -- I'm 
sorry, I -- 














A If the reports were true of a massacre, we 
would, of course, be horrified. 


Q Could I ask one more. Costa Rica declared 
neutrality yesterday, or promulgated a statute of neutra- 
lity. Do you have any comment on that, and do you have any 
comment on why AID has withheld its disbursement of funds to 
that country? 


A To Guatemala? 
e) No. Costa Rica. 


A To Costa Rica? No. Don't have anything on 
the second part of the question. The first part of the 
question, obviously, their decision, a matter for them. We 
see no problems in terms of U.S.-Costa Rican relations. 


Q And since you brought it up, what about the 
Guatemala aid suspension? 


A I think we had something on that yesterday. 
Happy to give that to you in the Press Office. 


QO Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. A couple of 
announcements: Charged by the Secretary of State with 
examining all aspects of U.S. foreign assistance, the first 
such study in more than 13 years, the Commission on Security 
and Economic Assistance will issue its final report today 
to the Secretary followed by a press conference in this room 
at 2:30 by Commission Chairman Frank Carlucci. Other members 
of the Commission will also be present. Report summaries are 
available in the Press Office, and I understand there are a 
limited number of copies of the full report also available on 


request. 


There will be a readout on the White House visit 
of President Nimeiri in the White House press room around 
1:45 this afternoon. 


There will also be in the White House briefing 
room tomorrow, at 2:30 a briefing -- 


Is that right, tomorrow, Alan? Do you happen to 
know? Shamir? 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes. 


MR. HUGHES: Tomorrow, 2:30 on the upcoming visit 
of Prime Minister Shamir. That's 2:30 tomorrow in the White 
House, Shamir; about 1:45 this afternoon on Nimeiri. That's 
all I have for you. 


Q John, I see several appointments on the 
Secretary's list having to do with Cyprus. What is going on 
there now? What is the state of play, and what are you 
trying to do? 


A I think that is just an extension of the 
discussions we have been having on that subject, Jim. 


Q What are you trying to do? 














Ay Obviously, a number of people are working to 
discourage the Turkish Cypriots from having taken the action 
they've taken. 

0 Do you think a roll-back is still possible? 
Still working towards it. 


A 
0 Why, John? Why does it matter? Seriously. 


A Why? 
6) Yes. 
A We gave you a statement on our position and 


the reasons for it. There is no change in our position. 

0 Why do we have this longstanding policy 
against people breaking away and having smaller enclaves if 
that will lead to peace? 

A That's a very philosophical question. 


0 I've always wondered about it. I'd love to 
hear an answer. 


fy I'm not going to attempt an off-the-cuff re- 
sponse to that. 

fe) Could you look into it? I was serious about 
that. 

A I think our position on Cyprus is well known; 


the reasons for it are -- 
re) And on Lebanon, but still -- 


A The reasons for our position on Lebanon are 
also very clear, too. 


QO Not to me. 


0 John, do you have any comment on the 
demonstrations in Bonn or the Parliamentary debate in Bonn, 
or the SDP's vote over the weekend? 


A No. Internal matter. 


0 Internal matter? 





A Sure. 


0 John, do you have any comment or reaction to Israeli 
Defense Minister's speech in front of the Moral Majority, whatever it 
is there, yesterday in Israel? 


A Mr. Arens‘ speech? 

re) Yes. The Moral Majority. 

A Don't have anything on the Arens speech. 

0 Sorry? 

ey I do not have anything on Mr. Arens' remarks now. 
0 You prefer not to comment on that or -- 

A Just don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements attributed 
to the Defense Minister of Syria? 


A Which statements were those? 


@) That Syria is ready to hit back against the ships, 
U.S. ships, and suicide and kamikaze and all that? 


fy No. No comment on those remarks. 

Q Have you got any dates for President Gemayel's visit 
here? 

A No. 

0 On Syria, John, there are reports this morning that’ 


Assad's illness was a heart attack. Can you give us any kind of a 
reading on the credibility of that statement? 


A I think you would have to ask the Syrian Government. 
We've seen the reports; can't confirm them. 


0 Do they match the reports that you have gotten 
independently? 


A Can't confirm them. 





QO What about on INF, can you confirm the story 
in The Washington Post today that there will be nine months -- 





A No, I certainly cannot confirm the story in 
The Washington Post. 





OQ What story? 


A That's the suggestion that there is a delay in 
the deployment schedule. There is no change in the 
deployment schedule of U.S. Pershing IIs and GLCMs to 
Europe. Deployment is a sequential process which is to 
begin at the end of this year, and will continue through 
1988. 


In accord with a NATO decision of 1979, we and the 
Allies have repeatedly made clear that U.S. deployments will 
go forward on schedule in the absence of concrete arms 
control results in Geneva, which would obviate deployments. 
We seek an agreement in Geneva before deployments occur, but 
will continue to seek one afterwards with equal deter- 
mination. 


As we have repeatedly made clear, missiles which 
have been deployed can be withdrawn if we achieve an 
agreement. 


re) Mr. Adelman said yesterday that it had 
always been scheduled to be several months between the first 
deployment and the next deployment. 


A That may be. 


Q You're saying that there has not been any 
delay -- 


Correct. Or change. 
-- in the deployment schedule. 


Right. 


o0 Fr OO PY 


What is the period between the deployments? 


A We never have talked publicly about the schedule 
and are not talking about it now, but there has been no 
change. 











Q Is there any conclusion that has been reached 
within the Administration so far as you know that the 
Soviets are not likely to negotiate before the initial 
deployments have indeed been met? 


A I think the Secretary has traditionally 
refused to speculate on Soviet motivations and intentions, 
and simply continued to talk about our readiness to talk, 
our willingness to negotiate, and our intention to remain 
at those talks whatever the Soviets do. 


QO The latest Soviet proposal which I know was 
addressed here last week, but has any more consideration 
been given to that as a basis for -- 


A Nothing for you beyond what we gave you last 
week. 


O I can‘t tell whether you're quarrelling with 
the story that there will be nine months' delay or not from 
the statement that you made. 


A I certainly would be quarrelling with the 
Suggestion that there is a nine-month delay. I would be 
quarrelling with such a statement. 





QO Are you quarrelling with the suggestion that it 
will be nine months, or may well be nine months, between the 
time of the first deployment and subsequent deployments? 


A Quarrelling in the sense that (a) there has 
been no change in the deployment schedule; (b) not going to 
talk about the details of the deployment; but (c) you would 
be misled if you thought -- in the unchanged, original 
schedule -- you would be misled if you thought there was 
a nine-month gap. 


Q Could I ask you another question on a nuclear- 
related matter anyway? Late on Friday, as I understand it, 
the Argentine Government announced that it now has the capa- 
bility to reprocess, in its own means, uranium, or 
highly enriched uranium, which would give them the 
capability of making a nuclear device. 


Q I gather that the initial response of State was 
rather uncertain about this. Now, several days have gone 
by. Do you have a comment on it? 











A No. 


0 Does the United States Government believe that 
this is true? 


A Why don't we take a look at it for you? 
0 All right. 


Q On that nine-month -- I didn't understand your 
reply there. There is no nine-month gap -- forget the word 
"delay?" The idea of nine months is the wrong number, is 
that what you're saying? 


A Correct. My problem is, we have not and will 
not talk about specifics on deployment, so I, basically, 
don't want to talk about specific gaps; but I know you would 
be misled if you inferred that there is a nine-month gap. 


0 Even putting aside the word "delay?" 
A Yes. 


fy John, I think last Saturday, 17° had a rtport 
that the Cubans are withdrawing great numbers of their nationals 
from Nicaragua. Do you have any confirmation of that? 


x No confirmation -- have seen those reports. 
Of course, there is some basis for believing that they are 
saying they are withdrawaing as part of a war scare by the 
United States, that the United States is about to invade 
Nicaragua, which, of course, is not true, so I really can't 
confirm it. But we have seen those reports. 


Q Another matter: No you have anything on 
Tunisia's decision to legalize opposition parties, which 
came over the weekend? 


A No, sorry I don't. 


Q Can I go back to Nicaragua? Tf didn't hear 
exactly. You said there was some hasis -- 


A Seen the reports that some Cubans were 
leaving. I just note that it is within this context that 
apparently what some of them are saying is that they are 
leaving because of the threat of a U.S. invasion of Nicaragua. 
That doesn't seem to be a very good basis for -- 


-- MORE -- 
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Q You didn't see -- I'm sorry, I just heard 
there was some basis. Do you have anything on the reports 
that the FDR political leadership is also leaving Managua, 


and that Managua has eased up on press freedom, or on 
restrictions on press freedom? 


A I have seen the report on Zamora. I can't 
confirm that. Obviously if that turned out to be true, 
I suppose that would be a welcome development in terms of 
press censorship, but it does appear that over the past 
few weeks the Nicaraguan Government has relaxed some of 
its restrictions on La Prensa. However, La Prensa is 
still subject to prior censorship and continues to be 
denied permission to publish some items. Restrictions 
on press freedom under the Sandinistas' have eased at 
times in the past only to tighten up again. So, in our 
view, it would not be correct to say that the current 
relaxation of restrictions represents any significant 
change in the Sandinistas overall attitude towards 
freedom of the press. 








0 May we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q John, may I come back to this withdrawal 
of the Cubans? You are saying that it is just a few. You 
don't have anything to confirm that it is hundreds of 
them. 


A No, we don't have anything to confirm that. 


0 Now, regardless of what their motivations 
are, if this is confirmed, would this be welcome? 


A I suppose it would be a welcome development, 
sure. The fewer Cubans there are -- it depends what 
kinds of Cubans they are; it depends whether they are 
really leaving; it depends what the purpose of publicizing 
the departure is. But if it is a genuine departure of 
a number of Cubans who have been doing things in 
Nicaragua that we don't think they should have been 
doing, I suppose that would be a welcome development. 


Q Have you tried to ascertain directly with 
the government there exactly what is happening? 


A I am not aware of any new initiative in 
discussion. 

Q John, do you have anything about the downing 
of the Israeli fighter over Beirut on the weekend? 
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A No. We have seen reports. Don't have any- 
thing on the downing of the plane. 


) And about the statement or the speech of 
Arens to the Moral Majority people, the Secretary very 
recently reconfirmed, and you did, reaffirmed the U.S. posi- 
tion about the Reagan plan. The statement yesterday seems 
to, again, bring that plan into a dead end. 


How does the Administration plan to break the 
deadlock in this area? 


A I am not commenting specifically on what 
Mr. Arens said, but in our view, the plan is still 
viable. The September 1 initiative is still viable. And, 
indeed, I think there are a number of opportunities and 
areas in which discussion might go forward. 


0 Without commenting on Arens' statement, the 
Israelis have rejected any withdrawal from the territory 
which would put it back into "Arab" sovereignty, Jordanians or 
Palestinians, and this is really a basic fundamental thing in 
the plan. 


How does the Administration plan to go about 
breaking that deadlock, and bringing Israel -- 


A On the same basis that we have had movement 
in the Middle fast before, obviously in the area of 
negotiation and discussion. 


9) John, have you anything about Mr. Rumsfeld's 
activities in the Middle Fast? 


A He is in Rabat today. I don't have anything 
for you on his onward travel. 


9) What about his reception in Syria? 

A Don't have anything for you on that, sorry. 

0 What is he doing there? 

A Talking to various government officials. 

Q During his last talks in the region, his 
last contacts, do you see any change of position, however 
slight, of Syria towards the withdrawal or the May 17th 
agreement? 

A I know that this is frustrating on a daily 


basis, but we continue not to talk about Mr. Rumsfeld's 
negotiations and his discussions. 








Q When is he coming back? 


A Don't know when he is coming back. As you 
know, we have some Israeli visitors here next week. He 
might well be here for that. 


Q John, do you have anything on the Iran/Irag 
war. It seems to be intensifying at this point? 


A No, I don't. 


fe) John, do you have anything on the famous 
computer which was seized? 


A Yes, I have a little on that. 
fe) What is the question? 


A The famous computer. The computer is thought 
to be a VAX-11/782, a highly sophisticated computer manu- 
factured by the Digital Equipment Corporation. It is 
presently at the Swedish port of Helsingborg and is under 
Swedish Government security control. It is thought to be 
part of a shipment which passed through South Africa, of 
which a portion was confiscated by the West German author- 
ities in Hamburg on November 9th. 


The United States is in touch with the Swedish 
Government and concerned private parties. The Swedish 
Government is now looking into the matter to determine what 
should be done regarding the ultimate disposition of the 
material. 


0 Do you think it was on its way to the 
Soviet Union? 


4 I guess you would have to ask Commerce 
about that. I think that is a good supposition. 


0 Is this seen as an isolated situation, 
or is this something that comes up fairly frequently 
and just hasn't come to national attention? 


A I can't answer that, I'm afraid, Mike. 
My expertise on the computer is a little limited. 


Q John, yesterday, the Swedish Defense Min- 
ister said that if the computer was found to have 
military purposes, it would not leave Sweden. What 
has happened since then? 
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A I guess we are in discussions with the 
Swedes on it. 


8) What is the point of origin of the conm- 
puter? Where did it start from? 


A I don't know that question. 

Q Can you take it? 

A Sure. 

0 Do you have anything today new on the 


travel restrictions, Soviet travel restrictions? 


a There is a package in the Press Office about 
that, John, sure, giving you the detail and the cities, 
and so forth. 


Q Can we have a copy of that Swedish thing? 

A Sure. 

0 Do you have an advance text of Dam's speech 
tonight? 

A I don't know if we have an advance text, but 
maybe we can help you out during the course of the after- 
noon. 


Q What is the topic? 


A What is the topic, does anybody know what the 
topic is? Middle East? Okay. It is in New York, tonight. 


Q John, have there been any meetings in Washing- 
ton between United States officials and the Syrian Minister 
of State for Foreign Affairs, Dr. Farug al Shar, last week? 

A Not to my knowledge. 


Q He was in Atlanta at the conference with 
President Carter and 


A I am not aware of it. 


Q John, do you have anything to declare about the 
coming visit of Mr. Shamir of Israel to the States? 


A No. I think the backgrounder tomorrow 
will attempt to set the scene for that. 
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Q Nor on the visit by the President of the 
State of Israel? 


A Sorry? 


Q Nor anything on the President of Israel 
coming to the States in a few days, I think? 


A No, not unless the White House -- I don't 
quite know whether the White House has had a backgrounder 
on that or not. 


Q John, excuse me if you have said something 
on this. Were you asked, or did you have any comment 
with respect to the Israeli raids over the weekend? 


0 You have no comment. 
A No. It is an Israeli decision. 
Q Do you have a situation report on the fighting 


in Tripoli, or the situation there? 


A Pretty slender, but you are welcome to what 
I have, on Lebanon, in general. In Beirut, Marine positions 
came under small arms sniper fire last night and this morn- 
ing. The Marines returned fire, and there were no Marine 
casualties. 


Beirut and the surrounding area were relatively 
stable on Sunday. There were exchanges of tank and small 
arms fire in the Suq al-Gharb area yesterday. 


This morning, we have seen reports describing 
heavy fighting in Tripoli between pro- and anti-Arafat 
PLO forces. We deplore the ongoing violence there. We 
hope that those with influence will use it constructively 
in the interest of achieving a cease-fire and an end to 
the human suffering and loss of life. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


Q John, there is a report in The Times today 
according to which the Administration is linking directly 
Mr. D'Aubuisson in El Salvador with the latest wave of 
killings of moderates. Do you have anything about that? 





A I don't have anything about the linking 
of Mr. D'Aubuisson, but our position on the death squads, 
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we have made very clear. This is a totally unacceptable 
method of behavior, and the United States is opposed to 
it, and it seems to be directed against those -- some of 
those assassinations seem to be directed against those 
who are urging moderation and democratization in El 
Salvador, and we deplore that very strongly. 


0 What about the article that appeared over 
the weekend with respect to the possibility of moving 
against El Salvadorans here who may be financing the 
death squads? 


A Yes. I think you should ask the Justice 
Department about that, but obviously anybody who is 
involved in any activity that runs counter to U.S. law 
should expect to pay the punishment. 


0 Why hasn't there been any action prior 
to this? It has been going on for three or four years. 


A I can't answer that, Jim. Maybe there has 
been. I don't know. 


0 Can I ask also, on neighboring Guatemala, 
two questions -- three questions. 


One, another AID person disappeared. Did you have 
any statement on that? 


Two, I heard that you -- the Reagan Administration -- 
has suspended the offer of selling military spare parts 
as Of last week? 


A Helicopter parts? 
Q Helicopter, yes, and aircraft spare parts. 


A I will check that, but I don't think that 
is true. 


0 Okay, I would appreciate that if you would. 


Three, the report that appeared in the Post today 
about 15,000 people having been kidnapped since March of 


"82? 

A No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the AID worker, in 
particular? 


A No. 
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Q You have nothing on that. 





A I don't. 


Q Is the Reagan Administration, to your 
knowledge, contemplating any kind of measure to express 
its disapproval of this continuing activity, as it did 
last time AID workers disappeared? 


A Why don't we see what we can come up 
with on that for you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q John, at the two unannounced meetings the 
Secretary had with Ambassador Dobrynin, it was stated 
that the Soviet Ambassador was going home. Is he going 
home with any request from the Secretary to explore the 
possibility of a Gromyko meeting in January? 


A We don't talk about, and the Secretary 
doesn't talk about, his meetings with Mr. Dobrynin, 
because he believes that those are best accomplished 
if they are confidential, so that is what I would say 
on the meetings with Dobrynin. 


Not discussing those discussions, I am 
not aware of any movement on any meeting with Mr. Gromyko. 


0 Has there been any discussion of it, do 
you know, between the two? 


A I am not aware of it. 


Q John, do you have any additional statement 
beyond what the Secretary said last night concerning the 
policy implications of the movie last night? 


A I don't think so. The lesson of the movie 
is that nuclear war is unacceptable. The Administration 
well understands that. The Secretary well understands 
that. Presidents for the past forty years have understood 
that and have been working to control and, in the case of 
this Administration, to reduce nuclear weapons, with the 
elimination of nuclear weapons as an ideal. 


Q Does the Government believe that the movie- 
makers were trying to recruit people to the nuclear freeze 
movement's perspective? 


A I think the Secretary's words spoke for 
themselves. He said that he looked at the movie, and he 
found it a reminder and an underliner of the unacceptability 
of nuclear war. 
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Q Would the State Department or the Secretary 
and the Administration like to see the movie shown in the 
Soviet Union? 


A I don't know that anybody has expressed a 
viewpoint about that. 


Q Would you like to? 


A Would I like to express a viewpoint? Oh, I 
never express personal viewpoints, John. 


9) John, on the export situation, is this export 
fiasco likely to change our policy on high tech exports 
in any way? 


A As you know, we are exercising great vigilance 
and attempting to control the export of high tech, but I 
don't know that any specific steps are heing taken other 
than to continue to pursue that vigorous policy. 


re) Despite this last incident, do you think 
those efforts are generally successful? 


A I can't give you a sweeping assessment of 
how successful we think they are. 





0 John, has the Marine mission in Lebanon 
changed from the initial approach or the initial announce- 
ment due to the fact that all of the bombing and the 
frequent sniper shooting and involvement with other 
parties there? Are they still a peace mission or a 
combat mission, or what? What is the situation there? 


A No, there is no change in the role. 

0 No change. 

A No. 

Q John, is there any restriction at all to the 
export of computers that could have a military application 
to South Africa? 

A I would have to do a little research -- I 
guess the Commerce, actually, would have to do a little 
research on that for you. 


8) John, anything new on deterrence in Lebanon 
today? 


A Nothing new on deterrence in Lebanon. 
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0 Do you have anything on Alistair Sparks in 
South Africa? 


A Don't have anything on Alistair Sparks. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, everybody. I'm 
afraid I have lean pickings for you today. Just one 
announcement up front. 


Yesterday we told you there would be a BACKGROUND 
press briefing at the White House today on Mr. Shamir's visit. 
That briefing has been rescheduled at the White House for next 
Monday, November 28, at 10:00 A.M. Insofar as our operations 
here are concerned, available here in the Press Office is the 
text of Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs Flliott Abrams' speech today -- that's before the 
Los Angeles World Affairs Council on our human rights policy. 
That speech is embargoed until 3:00 this afternoon. 


Also, Mr. Abrams will address the National Council 
for Social Studies in San Francisco tomorrow on educating 
young Americans about human rights, problems with the process. 
Available in the Press Office is the text of that sneech, 
embaraoed until 3:99 tomorrow afternoon. 


That's about all I have except to tin vou we will 
not be operating in this Press Office on Thanksgiving Day. 


@) How about Friday? 


rs I will not be operating in this Press Office 
on Friday. I will not, but I understand Mr. Romberg -- 


0 Is there a regular briefing on Friday? 
A There will be a regular briefing on Friday. 


0 John, Secretary Weinberger today blamed the 
attack on the Marine barracks on the Iranians, with the spon- 
sorship, knowledge, and authority of Syria. One, what has 
been said to Syria, if anything, regarding this? How does it 
affect our relations with Syria? 


A I wouldn't get into diplomatic discussions with 
Syria, and I wouldn't comment on Secretary Weinberger's state- 
ment. I think the Secretary and Deputy Secretary have made 
clear the State Department's position on Syrian involvement in 
that affair in previous statements, and I think I'll stand on 
what they said. 











QO So, the matter is closed? 
A Sorry. 
0 


The matter is closed as far as the State 
Department is concerned? 


A No, no, no. I didn't say the matter was 
closed. As you know, we have been pursuing our investigation 
into this, and as I say, as far as the involvement of Iranians 
and Syrians are concerned, I think that both the Secretary and 
Deputy Secretary have had some words on that before. 


0 John, the Weinberger statement is important 
because it really is the furthest a high American official has 
gone in specifically putting blame. So does the State 
Department share the Weinberger -- 


A I have just seen the report of Mr. Weinberger's 
statement. I think we would like to see the statement in its 
entirety, and I just don't have any reaction to or comment on 
it. 


a) Wes there any coordination, before he made 
these statements, with the State PNepartment? (Lauqhter) 


Q Is this a surprise? 


A I'm not aware of specific coordination on this 
particular speech, Don. That's not to say there might not 
well have been, but I'm not aware of it. 


0 Without getting into the dialogue between 
governments, would you please characterize and describe for us 
the state of diplomatic relations between the United States 
and Syria? Who is talking to who, and how recently? 


A Well, for example, Mr. Rumsfeld was in Damascus 
recently and talked with Foreign Minister -- 


Q He was rejected. 

A He was what? 

0 He was rebuffed, wasn't he? 
A Who said he was rebuffed? 
0 It's not true? 


A I don't know where you're getting that from. 
He had a meeting with Foreign Minister Khaddam. 


@) Was it positive? 





A Well, we don't characterize meetings, but it 
was a businesslike meeting. 


8) That's one aspect. Is there a continuing 
dialogue between this government and Syria? 


A There is certainly continuing diplomatic con- 
sultations and discussions between ourselves and Syria, yes. 


2) Could you undertake, on this matter of coor- 
dination -- there is an obvious difference between what the 
Secretary and Deputy Secretary here said and what Weinberger 
said, at least a difference in emphasis, and I wonder if you 
could undertake to look at the text of what the Defense 
Secretary said, and get back to us in written form 

perhaps later this afternoon, on whether or not the State 


Department subscribes -- 


A Why don't we take a look at his statement and 
see what we find out. 


0 -- to what the Defense Secretary said, and whether 
or not there was prior coordination on the substance of the 
speech, if not on the moment of it. 


A Let's take a look and see what, see what -- IT 
think it was a press conference actually. Let's take & look 
and see what we might be able to come up with. 


9) John, does this Administration know anything 
about the whereabouts of Mr. Arafat? 


pt No. Seen the report just before I came out 
here, suggesting that he has been taken out of Tripoli in a 
helicopter; but we're not aware of that. 


Q That's a press report? 
A It's a press report. 


0 To pursue that a little bit, though, beyond the 
question of whether or not he's left Tripoli, has the U.S. 
been in touch with France and perhaps other countries on 
Arafat's fate? That same report contained other comments to 
the suggestion that there is a coordinated effort going on 
with France and other countries to somehow deal with Arafat 
and the civilian casualties in Tripoli that are caused by his 
continuing presence there, and so on. 
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A I can't answer, Ralph, your specific question 
as to whether there has been a discussion about Arafat and his 
future. But obviously, there is coordination through the MNF, 
and obviously, there is a vigorous interchange between our- 
selves and France and between ourselves and other interested 
countries. But I do not know whether Arafat's future, specifi- 
cally, has been discussed. 


0 In light of what you just said there, do you 
see any coordination in the near future, in the next possibly 
few days, that the Multinational Force will perform the same 
duty that it performed last year in the evacuation of the PLO 
from Beirut -- to get the PLO out of Tripoli and the 
neighborhood? 


A I'm not aware of it. I'm not aware of any such 
plans. 


I'm afraid it's a lean day. 


0 Do you have anything further on the state of 
health of President Assad? 


A No, I'm afraid we don't, Barrie. 

@) President Andropov? 

A No. I'm afraid we don't. 

0 How's your health? 

A I'm fine. I'm feeling great. (Laughter) 
0 John, there is a report that the State 


Department refused to issue a visa for Ruben Zamora again 
last week. Can you confirm that? 


A I have an impression that we had some earlier 
guidance on that, Jim, which we'll be glad to make available 
to you. 


e) That relates to the previous time? 


A Relates to his latest visa application, yes. 
There is something we came up with a few days ago. I can't 
just recall what it is. 


Q John, last night in the speech before the 
American Jewish Congress, NDeputy Secretary Dam said -- this is 
a paraphrase, not an exact quote -- that if 








Israel were to get its economic house in order, the United 
States would be willing to become involved to assist Israel, 


Or something of that sort. 


0 Is the thinking that he is reflecting on some 
new aid program to Israel, specifically targetted to their 
economic difficulties? What was he getting at in that -- 


A Well, I don't know that the discussion has become 
very specific. I'm sure Israel's economic situation would be 
among those matters discussed during the upcoming visit of the 
Prime Minister. 


As vou know, the Secretary has had a keen interest 
in Israel's economic situation and Israel's difficulties, and 
has been sympathetic towards some resolution of them insofar 


as we can be. 


On the aid front, obviously, the budget discussions 
are now underway, and the President will present his budget 
and suggested aid levels in January. I guess it's really 
premature to suqgest what he might arrive at to recommend. 


oo “ORF -- 
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8) Well, this statement by the Deputy Secretary 
Suggests, anyway, that the U.S. will discuss with the 
Israeli leaders some new kind of aid package while they are 
here. 


Is that likely or expected? 


A Well, I don't know that it is right to cast 
it in terms of a new aid package, but I'm sure levels of aid 
and what might be done to assist Israel will be matters for 
discussion. 


0 John, on the computer, have the U.S. and 
Sweden resolved the question -- 


A No. 


@) -- of whether the material will come hack to 


~— 


the U.S.? 


A No, still talking. And the computer is still 
in Helsingborg. 


@) And the U.S. continues to say that it is a 
computer of the tyve you described yesterdav? 


A Yes. 


Oo Is there a -- do the discussions contain a 
dispute over the kinds of material that is inside those 
boxes? : 


A I don't think that is the issue. I think 
it's just a question of continuing that discussion with the 
Swedes, and seeking, getting a resolution of the question. 
It takes a little time. 


0 Does the U.S. have investigators in South 
Africa at this time to pursue the question of where that 
computer is going? 


A I can't answer that. I don't know the answer 
to that question. 


Q Could you take a question on the extent of 
the U.S. investigation? Or is the Swedish investigation 
going to serve as the -- 


A I may be wrong, but I don't think the 
investigation would be conducted by the State Department. I 
think you should look to other agencies for that. 





Q John, yesterday you said that you would try 
to find out about the origin of the computer. Have you had 


any luck? 


A I don't know. Did we manage to come up with 
anything on that yet? 


We're still working on it. 


0 Do you have anything more on these exchanges 
of statements about who originated the proposal on the INF 
cutback? 


A Well, we've seen that latest inaccurate TASS 
statement, the one that suggests that Ambassador Nitze ori- 
ginated this informal proposal. 


The TASS statement is plainly false. The correct 
sequence of events is as noted in our statement of November 
18. There would be no reason for the United States to offer 
a proposal, either formal or informal, which would bar U.S. 
deployments and allow the Soviet Union to maintain a largc 
monopoly of LRINF missiles. 


0 No you have any thoughts to offer on why 
there is a dispute over something clearly as factual as who 
uttered the words on the proposal? 


A Well, no. I guess you would have to ask the 
Soviet Union. Their record of correctly annotating the 
facts has not always been impressive. 


0 John, Lloyd's of london is reporting today 
that an Iraqi plane, using Fxocet missiles, has sunk a Greek 
cargo ship leaving Khovvannshahr. 


No confirmation? 


A lo. I don't have anything on it. No. 
Sorry. 


0 Do you have any reaction to the decisions, 
political decisions, in the Philippines regarding the suc- 
cession process? Mrs. Marcos' decison to take herself out 
of that? Or her apparent decision, anyway, to do so? 
Their decisions to institute a new kind of succession? 


A No. That's an internal matter for the 
Philippines. Obviously we are much interested in the 
future of the Philippines, but it's an internal matter. 





fe) John, where is Rumsfeld today? And do you 
have anything on the decision by Israel to move the 
Palestinians out of refugee-type camps into more permanent 
type housing, I think? 


A Sure. Mr. Rumsfeld is on his way back to the 
United States. As far as the settling of the Palestinians 
is concerned, we are familiar with the Israeli proposal -- 
that's to relocate from the UNRWA camps? 


0 Yes. 


A We are familiar with that proposal but have 
neither taken a position on it nor offered to support it. 


If and when it is formally presented to us, our 
reaction will be influenced to a large degree by the wishes 
of the refugees themselves and the position of UNRWA, 
which we regard as the international agency responsible for 
their welfare. ) 


We therefore consider it of great importance that 
Palestinian participation in any such effort be entirely 
voluntary, and that any and all steps be fully coordinated 
with UNRWA,. 


0 Copies, please? 
A Sure. 


0 John, I want to go back to the question of the 
economic aid to Israel. Will the LAVI -- Israeli 
fighter project -- and the spending of these millions of 
dollars which were approved by the U.S. Administration, 
will they assist immediately the economic situation in 
Israel as you foresee it or the Administration foresees it? 


A Well, there may well be discussion of the 
LAVI during the Israeli visit here, but I don't have 
anything hesides that. 


Q I understand the President signed a direc- 
tive, or whatever it is, about immediate approval of using 
the FMS money to be used in the project of the LAVI; it is 
my understanding. 


Will this money that will be spent now, assist 
Israel to get out of the economic situation it is in? 
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A I don't have any comment on your suggestion 
that the President will sign that. 


oO Back to INF, what does it mean that you will 
come to your negotiations in Geneva technically? You will 
keep the delegation in Geneva? 


A Sure will. 
oO Technically, Mr. Nitze would remain there 
and wait? Not personally, -- 
A I don't know what his travel plans are at the 


end of each cycle. I mean, I don't know whether he will be 
physically present in Geneva for twelve months of the year. 
But we are planning to continue our position at Geneva. 


@) Have you been asked about Secretary 
Weinberger's remark this morning about Syrian complicity? 


I have. 


A 
@) You have? Well, I'll get it later. 
A 


Okay. 
@) John, there is an extraordinary tug of war 
going on in Bonn today, that has been going on for three 
days now, at least. And it involves not just demonstrators 


outside the Parliament, but it involves serious and dedi- 
cated politicians inside the Parliament; some of whom took an 
important vote last weekend on a question of deep interest to 
the Reagan Administration. But the Administration has had no 
comment on that tug of war, on the statements being made by 
Moscow, on the statements being made by the opposition to the 
Kohl Government, on the moves in the Parliament to delay the 
debate -- all of which could affect deployment of the 
missiles. 


Can you explain why, beyond just saying it is an 
internal matter? It's clearly not an internal matter. 


A It clearly is an internal matter. It is a 
matter for the West Germans themselves to decide. 


O It's a NATO deployment. 


A Yes, but the Government, their Government, 
has subscribed to the NATO decision, and that stands. Their 
Parliament, their Bundestag is debating that decision. 
That's very properly an internal matter. And it would be 
improper for us to be involved. 
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0 John, moving to a different area, have you 
anything on the reported incursion into Honduras by 
Nicaraguan-backed rebels? 





A That's The Washington Post story this morning? 
9) Yes. 
A Basically we would confirm The Washington 





Post story, which is basically accurate. The Honduran mili- 
tary has succeeded over the past three months in breaking up 
an attempted infiltration of Honduras from Nicaraqua by 
Cuban-trained Honduran insurgents. The report is new con- 
firmation of Cuba's active and long-term policy designed to 
develop and support revolutionary movements in third 
countries, particularly in Central America. The signifi- 
cance of this particular report is what it reveals about the 
timing of the recruitment and infiltration of querrillas. 
These Honduran guerrillas were recruited more than two years 
ago, trained and held ready for infiltration until the 
Cubans and Nicaraguans felt that conditions and circumstan- 
ces were right to take action against the Government of 
Honduras. 


Oo Copies, please? 

A Sure. 

N No vou have anything relatina to that on the 
American Catholic priest who supposedl:’ tied during that 
operation? 

A I do not, Jim. Sorry. 

©) Could you look into that? It is a two-month 


old story and it has never been cleared up. 


A Were we looking into it? I'm sure you must 
have asked this before. 


@) Well, it wasn't I. It was somebody else. 
A Let me see where we stand on that. 
0 Okay. And also, if I could ask about another part 


of the world? Do you have anything on events this morning 
or last night in Liberia? 


@] Can we stay on this subject? 


A Let me quickly dispose of Liberia. No, I do 
not. 


Oo Okay. 


' . 
(Laughter) “ I didn t mean to dispose of Liberia. 
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@) You just disposed Liberia. 

A I meant to dispose that question. 

‘e) Could you draw a little more of the signifi- 
cance from the timing of the recruitment? Are you trying to 
tell us -- 

A The timing of? 

0 You said that what is really significant 


about it, one of the significant things, is the timing; that 
they were trained two years ago and held in readiness. 


What's the significance of that? 


A I think the significance is that it indicates 
the Cuban and Nicaraguan dedication to long-term insurgency 
and the fostering of instability. 


0 Also, related to that, at the time of these 
events there were questions here raised over what U.S. Black- 
hawk helicopters, piloted by U.S. armed personnel, were doing 
in Olancho Province. And it was said, there was a report that 
they were ferrying supplies to Honduran troops. That was 
denied, and it was said that, no, in fact they were providing 
help to refugees--food in the area. 


Could you look into it again in view of these new 
violations? 


A Yes. Although, I think the Pentagon will 
answer your question very fully, and has some data on it. 


0 They have now? 


A I think they will have it, but why don't you 
call them? 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 23, 1983, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. RUGHES: Good afternoon, all. I just have a 
couple of housekeeping announcements. Mr. Jay Morris, 
Deputy Administrator of the Agency for International Development, 
who has just returned from Grenada, will hold an ON-THE-RECORD 
press briefing today at 2:00 this afternoon, in this briefing 
room. The subject is the report of the Inter-Agency Private 
Sector Survey Team. Mr. Morris will discuss new AID funds for 
Grenada. 


I would also like to take this opportunity to 
introduce my new Deputy Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs, 
John McCarthy. 


Why don't you stand up, John? We stole Mr. McCarthy 
from EB, and therefore have no diplomatic relations with that 
bureau henceforth, but we are delighted to have him with us, and 
you will see him frequently. 


That's all I have in the way of announcements. 3¢e 
glad to take your questions. 


Q John, the Persian Gulf: do you have any con- 
firmation of the report that a Greek ship was sunk by an Iraqi 
missile? 


A I have a little on that, Jim -- not a great deal. 
We understand that two ships were recently sunk; have no details 
Or independent confirmation for you. 


As far as the United States's reaction to that is con- 
cerned, the Iraqi attacks of November 21 were apparently the 
first since the October 31 Security Council Resolution calling 
for a cessation of hostilities in the Gulf and its inland ports. 
However, in our view, continued hostilities, whether in the Gulf 
Or on land, impede movement toward the ceasefire and negotiated 
settlement for which we and the international community have 
called urgently and repeatedly. 


Q Do you have any knowledge that the ships may have 
been sunk by an Exocet missile? 


A No, don't; don't have anything on that. 





9 In the past, you have issued warnings about what 
the United States might do should shipping in the Persian Gulf be 
threatened. Does this trigger anything as far as the United 


States is concerned? 


A It doesn't trigger anything, but those statements 
still stand. 


0 Besides your feeling that this impedes movement 
toward a ceasefire, do you deplore it, condemn it, or what? 


A No. We are not going beyond the language we've 
used here. We consider that it impedes movement toward a 
ceasefire. 


9) Isn't that sort of mild for blowing ships of 
another nation out of the water? 


Ps Leave you to draw your own conclusions, Don. 
That's what we're saying, though. 


Q Did you say you couldn't confirm the sinking of 
the two ships? Or what are you reporting? 
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0 No, but you also said you understood that two 
ships were recently sunk, but you had no independent confir- 
mation. 


A I think we are in essence confirming that. I 
think that's acceptable. 


Q What was the other ship? I only know of one. 
A I don't have anything else on that. 


0 John, would you call this an interference with 
the freedom of navigation? 


Ay I would describe it simply as I have described it 
here. Don't have anything more for you. 


Q John, did you say the statements that still 
stand, are those the ones about U.S. freedom of navigation? 











e) I see; they still stand, but you're not repeating them 
today, and you're not linking them directly to this incident? 


a I think they are very clear; be glad to 
pull out that language for you, but -- 


0 Do you link them to this incident? 

0 The only statements you've made on freedom of 
navigation were aimed at Iran, that if they close the Straits of 
Hormuz -- you never said anything about the Iraqis. 

A I'm not sure that there is a specific country's 


name. We talked about freedom of navigation, sure. 


0 Has this Government issued any warning to 
mariners in light of this incident? 


A I'm not aware of that, Jim. I'm not aware of 
that. ' 

0 Isn't that unusual? 

a I don't know. It's simply a question of my not 


Knowing whether such a -- 


0 Could you find out? 
A Let me check on it. Sure. 
0 (Inaudible) to explain why you're not saying more 


on freedom of the seas? 
A No. 


9) It is one of the most long-standing positions of 
the United States in world affairs. 


a No, just standing by what we've said. 


0 I realize that it is a hypothetical question, but 
if some U.S. ship got blasted out of the water by the Iragis, 
would you just say it impedes the progress towards the 
ceasefire? 


A Well, we hope we never come to that point, Don, 
I think when we do, obviously, we'll have appropriate words -- 
0 John, do you know the nationality of the two 


ships? 





A I do not, Bernie. Let me see if we can help you 
on that. 


0 Is there any effort by the United States to 
convince the Syrians to open the pipeline that goes from Irag to 
Syria? 


A Just don't have anything for you on our 
discussions with Syria. 


0 New subject, John, please? 


Q On this subject, please: John, does your report 
that you have indicate that the ships, the two ships which were sunk 
as a result of an attack on them, or could it have been a colli- 
sion on the mid-sea? 


A I really don't have anything beyond what I've 
given -- 

0 Can you find out if -- 

A Let me see what we have. 

0 Could we follow up “r. Weinberager's comment 
yesterday, just for precision? “e said that, basicallv, tie act, 
the explosion of the “‘arine barracks, was carr Pana’ 


with strong Syrian involvement. 
Could you be any more precise on that? 


A I don't think so. I think the Pentagon discussed 
last night Secretary Weinberger's remarks, and I think made the point 
that he had been consistent in what he was saying, with remarks 
that he had made on a number of previous occasions, and was not 
sending any special signal. 


Insofar as we're concerned, we, of course, stand by 
what Secretary Shultz has said -- and I refer you to his specific 
words -=- but in essence, what he has said is that if a country 
like Syria controls territory, clearly it cannot escape 
responsibility for what transpires in that territory. 


Q Does he believe that the Syrians sponsored the 
attack? 


A I think everybody agrees that there is a Syrian 
dimension to this. Some people express that in different ways; 
and I think, as far as we're concerned, we would just refer you 
to Secretary Shultz's words. 
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0 On a related matter, John, do you have anything on 
Lebanon severing diplomatic relations with Iran because of the behavior 
of its gunmen in the Bekaa, and also freezing, I think the 
phrase was, diplomatic relations with Libya? 


a I think that is correct. I think that that is a 
correct statement. But I don't have any reaction to it. It is 
obviously a Lebanese decision. But I think you will find that 
that report is correct. 





0 Do you have anything on Weinberger's statement -- 
picking up Bernie's exploration in pursuit of precision -- that 
interpreted the President as saying that the President 
never promised retaliation? 


The President talked about the terrorists not going 
unpunished, and I think the Secretary in one of the trips said 
that the U.S. was exploring a number of options, and would use at 
least one of them by way of retaliation. 


Is the retaliation threat now vacated? 


A I think, as you know, Bernie, there are words by 
the President and by the Secretary on the record on that subject. 
But as of a memorable interview with a well-known television 
correspondent when we were out of the country, the Secretary said 


that he would henceforth not be conmenting any further on the 
retaliation questions. And he has maintains that eos tur 

9) Well, but he did yesterday -- ‘“leinberger did. 

A I'd have to refer you to Secretary Weinberger's 
words. 

0 Do you have any information as to whether there is 


an agreement in Tripoli for the evacuation of Mr. Arafat and his 
people, or what the situation is in that -- 


A Not a great deal, Don. Be glad to give you what 
we have on the overall situation in Lebanon, which is not 
terribly illuminating. Last night there was some small arms 
fire directed towards the U.S. Marine positions along the shore 
near Beirut. The Marines didn't return fire, and there were no 
casualties -- no Marine casualties. We are not aware of any unu- 
sual activity today near the Marine positions. 


This morning in Beirut there were reports of heavy 
shelling along the Alayh ridgeline overlooking the city. We have 
seen the various press reports of a ceasefire in Tripoli, to be 
followed by the evacuation of pro-Arafat forces, but we don't 
have any independent confirmation of this. 
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0 John, I have a follow-up to the question relating 
to the diplomatic relations between Lebanon and Iran. Could it 
be that the Lebanese Government acted under sort of pressure or 
instigation from the U.S. Administration? 


A No, I don't think so. They made their own 
decision. 


0 How do vou explain that it came as late as this, 
since this is being connected to the 23rd tragic action--the 27th 
October, I mean? 


A I think you would have to ask the Lebanese 
Government why they made the decision at this particular time. 


Q John, can I get back to something you said? I 
have you down in my notes as saying, “Fveryone agrees that there 
is a Syrian dimension to this problem. Some people express it in 
different ways." 


This Administration came into power, before you were in 
it, promising to speak in one voice. We have the Secretary of 
Defense saying that an attack that killed 239 Marines was con- 
ducted with the authority, the knowledge, and the sponsorship of 
the Syrian Government. You seem to be saying, “Well, that's their 


opinion." 

3 NO. What we are saviny is, T think, 
general agreement that there is a Syria .nension : 
affair. As I say, people express that in different wavs. 
Secretary of Defense said what he did yesterday, and we wiil 
stand on what the Secretary of State said -- the way he 


has described it. 


Q But you are giving me the impression that the 
Department of State, in expressing it in its different way, does 
not agree or does not have evidence to support the contention 
that the Syrian Government sponsored and authorized this attack? 





A There is no disagreement that there is a Syrian 
dimension, that there is Syrian involvement. 


Q At what level? 
A No disageement -- at what level, you mean? 
Q I mean, what level of Syrian involvement? I mean, 


there is a difference between the Syrian Government sponsorship 
and a Syrian lieutenant letting a truck through a roadblock. 
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A Well, as the Secretary has said, you cannot 
control territory without being responsible for what happens 
there. As Secretary Shultz has said, there surely must have been 
Syrian awareness of what transpired. That is what he has said on 
the basis of what he has seen, and that is his view. 


@) Well, John, when you say that there is no 
disagreement about a Syrian angle, you seem to be implying that 
there may be disagreement about the whole situation. That is, 
otherwise, why wouldn't you say there is no disagreement? 


A There is not disagreement that there was Syrian 
awareness. 


0 Awareness -- 

A Yes. 

9 -- of the act, in advance? 

nN People express that in different ways. 

0 Do you have a comment on the Fvans and Novak 


article this morning concerning -- 


A I'm afraid you have caught me by surprise. Tell me 
again the thrust of Fvans and Novak. 


9) He is saying that the Israelis, the bulk of it, 
that are advising the americans to deal with the Syrians; that 
fighting the Syrians is not the right way to deal with it. 


A I haven't seen the piece, and so I am always a 
little leery about responding to a thesis advanced at secondhand, 
but there isn't any reluctance on the part of the United States 
to continue diplomatic discussions with Syria. And, indeed, we 
are doing that. 


0 Do you have any reason to believe that the Libyans 
were collaborating with the Syrians and the Iranians in the tra- 
gic explosion of the Marines' headquarters? 


A I don't know what the assessment has turned up in 
that connection. There certainly hasn't been any question about 
the presence, and the unhelpful presence, of the Libyans in 
Lebanon. 


QO Your reluctance, John, to pinpoint on the Syrians 
the blame or the responsibility for that attack on the Marines' 
headquarters, which is different from Mr. Weinberger's, does it 
stem from the fact that there are two parallels to how to deal 
with Syria--the carrot and the stick approach -- 








A No. 


O -- or why is it that you are not coming straight 
out and saying it? 


A No, it's simply a question of people expressing it 
in different ways. 


8) John, On another subject, do you have any contri- 
bution to make to the Soviet walkout in Geneva? 


A I don't think so really, Bernie. The President 
made a statement this morning. I think Mr. Nitze held a press 
conference. There was a briefing here by a senior official. 

I think all that needs to be said, has been said. 


Q John, do you have anything on Guatemala today? 


A Guatemala? I do not think so, Jim. No, I'm 
afraid I don't. 


0 Any Grenada guidance? 

A Guidance on what aspect? 

e) Troop withdrawals? American troop withdrawals? 
ry No. No, I don't. You know, obviously, th 


President has said what he has said. ‘“e're looking at it. 
e) Thank you, John. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 
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-" Aaaaaeenhe’ | Pir st, ‘Deputy Secretary eaieaak w _Dam will | 
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address—a—World Business Briefi ng--— in -the-Plimsol Club—of 
ata ie —_the-International_Trade-Mart—in- New Orleans at noon on - 
__-—-—-_-_ -— --Tuesday, November-29.——-His. _topic— -will—be-the—Caribbean Basin a 

















Initiative and Central America. Anyone interested in 
covering this address should contact Jim Albins at the 








Trade Mart, Area €ode 504, 529=t60t, 

0 When is that, Alan? 

A It's on Tuesday. We expect to have 
embargoed text available in the Press Office Tuesday 
morning. 

0 Will there be a O&A? 

@ 

A I don't know the answer to that. 

fe) If there is, could we request that it be 
piped in? That will be an hour before the briefing. 

A Well, it's at noon, and I don't know that 
we're going to put off the briefing on that account. 

0 It's noon Central Time. 

A New Orleans? 

¢) It's one o'clock there. 

A Central Time? Let me look into it. I 


don't know what the technical arrangements are, but we can 
check it out. 


Second, to remind you about the backgrounder on 
Monday at the White House on Prime Minister Shamir's visit 
at 10:00 a.m. 


Third, an announcement about assistance for the 


Caribbean Peace }orce for Grenada: Pursuant to a Presiden- 
tial determinatic -gned November 22, the Administration 
will use up to $1] .llion in Peacekeeping Operation -- 


that is, PKO -=- funds to assist the Caribbean Peace 
Force for Grenada. The assistance is urgently required to 
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train, equip, supply, and provide logistical support for the 
Force so that it can assume increased responsibilities as 
U.S. forces withdraw from Grenada. 


To date, the Governments of Jamaica, Barbados, 
Antigua, Dominica, St. Lucia and Ste Vincent have contri- 














soothe eet meron Force—is—essential << -e 
maintaining order on the island until Grenadians are able to 
take on that" task “atone. ' 














--- --—— 
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Because only $5 million was available for this 
unforeseen need within the PKO account, this assistance Cs 
includes $10.million transferred from the Economic Support 
Funds account. It follows extensive prior consultation with 
the Congress. 





That's it. 
Q Have a copy of that, Alan? 
A Sure. 


0 That's not from the emergency dispensi ng 
power of the President, then? 


A Well, the authority, in terms of the $10 
million, transferring it from the ESF to this comes pursuant 
to Sections 552-C and 610-A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961. The President waived the 15-day waiting period for 
Obligation of the first $10 million, pursuant to Section 
614-A of the Foreign Assistance Act. 


re) Was that $10 million previously designated, 
Alan? 


A Again, it was ESF. 
e) For whom? 


A I don't know whether it was ESF for Grenada. 
Maybe we can check that. 


TO STAFF: Can we check and see if we can get 
an answer on that before -- 


2) But this $15 million would all be spent o 
Grenada? 











“BEST COPY AV#..ABLE JGANAVA Y900 1238 


A That is with relation to Grenada. That is, 
part of it will be spent actually on Grenada, and part on 
the home islands. I understand there will be about 100 
trainers involved in this, both on Grenada and on the home 
islands of the Caribbean Peace Force countries. 


So go to DOD for the specifics of this. I don't 
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9 So—then—would—it-be—fair,—Alan—to-say-that— 
part_of_the-money_is-being-used.to-help-create o-sogsenes — 4 
-———----_ -—_-—-security—force? — --.-——---—-=—- a2 os — 























A No, I wouldn't characterize it that way. 
) Do you mean 100 U.S. trainers? 
A Yes. 


0 One other question on that: You say that 
it's for the OECS countries who have contributed to the 
Peacekeeping Force. Will any of that money be spent upon a 
Grenadian police force, per se? 


A At this point, I don't know the answer to 
that question. Again, on detail, I think that the Pentagon 
may be able to help you further on that, Jim. 


8) ESF funds -- wouldn't the State Departm nt 
have the major determination on questions like that? 


A It's being transferred; it's being trans- 
ferred from the ESF Fund to this specific purpose. 


9 Would it be possible for you -- 


A How it is going to be then used -- I mean, 
apparently, the major breakdown of category of equipment 
would include things like vehicles, communications equip- 
ment, small arms and ammunition, clothing for individuals 
and their equipment, training, logistical support, petroleum 
and air transport between the home island and Grenada. 


I gather that vehicles, communication equipment 
and training represent the bulk of this funding. 


0 Could you take a question with respect to 
whether Grenadian nationals for a nome police force wiil be 
used -- will come from this money? 


a For a police force? 
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@) No. I mean whether Grenadian nationals who 
are going to remain on the island constitute a police force 
Or a security force of some kind, whether that is included 
in the $15 million. 


A I will look into that. 
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A “They have had, what? about 400 “fluctuating 
from Jamaica, Barbados, and the four eastern Caribbean 
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Q About 400 men =-=- $15 million? 


A Well, but the training will also be extended 
to replacement forces, for those being rotated in that 
force, so it just isn't being spent on 400 people; it's 400 
and their replacements. 


‘@) Right now, Alan, they are using policemen to 
do that kind of job. Will that still be the core, or will 
they use military units from the home islands? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


QO Do you have any comment on Alistair 
McIntyre's apparent decision not to head the government? 


A Yes. We regret that Mr. McIntyre's health 
will not allow him to assume the post that Governor General 
Scoon had asked him to fill. We understand that the 
Governor General and his advisory council were meeting this 
morning to discuss the situation. You would have to refer 
to them regarding any decisicns they take. 


e) Alan, on another subject, do you have any 
response or reaction to the statement made yesterday by 
Andropov? 


A Yes. The Soviet decision to suspend nego- 
tiations is unjustified and runs counter to their professed 
commitment to arms control. 


The United States has negotiated in good faith for 
two years, during which the Soviet Union has deployed over 
100 additional SS=-20 missiles with over 300 warheads. We 
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have indicated our desire to continue negotiating toward a 
balanced, verifiable agreement, and have put forward several 
proposals aimed at achieving that goal. Moreover, we have 
made clear our willingness to halt or reverse our 
deployments in accordance with the terms of an eventual 
agreement. 























- -___—._— I NF ,-and—we—call—on--the-Soviet Union—to_resume_negotiations—at——— 
. the-earliest—possible—moment. —- ——-—— -— - ——-- — -- —_- 
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9 Do you take the statement made yesterday to 

move one step beyond what was said on Wednesday by the 
a Soviet negotiator? —_tfrnother words; ts itmore—than—just 
discontinued -- is it now broken off? 














A I'm not going to try to predict what the 
Soviets are going to do, Jim. I can only tell you what our 
position is, which is as I've just articulated it, and refer 
to the Presiizit's statement yesterday and what we said 
before. But I'm not going to try to predict how those two 
statements fit together. That's up to the Soviets to 
explain. 


O Specifically, what I'm trying to get it, what 
is it that you regret? What is unjustified about the 
Andropov statement? 


A That they have stopped negotiating. 


e) How about the announced decision to put to sea 
some more missiles near the United States? 


A All together, in talking about the so-called 
"countermeasures" that they refer to, there is no justifi- 
cation whatsoever for any Soviet "countermeasures," in view 
of their current conventional and nuclear force 
capabilities. 


As I indicated before, the Soviets have continued 
to deploy SS-20 missiles in, or within range of, Europe. 
Since their moratorium was announced in March 1982, they 
have long planned to modernize their. nuclear forces in 
eastern Europe and the western USSR. The development of 
many of these systems began long before NATO's 1979 dual- 
track decision. 


In addition, they have for many years deployed 
ballistic missile submarines off United States’ coasts. 
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9 You say “for many years." How long is it? 
Do you know? 


A Don't have a specific time. 


9 If I could follow up, do you see this 
announced decision to put more missiles at sea near the 
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. ______territory? | an 
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omenemman A——¥’ m-not—in-a—position—to—judge—that-par---—--- ----— 
++ —-.+ ==>— ticularly ;—Don,—except=as—the Secretary-indicated- before -- - =a 
and as what I just gave you indicated -- they've had 
missiles and submarines off the U.S. coast now for some 


xg time. Thére is nothing new about that. 


Q But there may be something new about the nun- 
bers or the extent of their alertness, or something of that 
sort? 


























A That's all I can give you on that. 


_ @Q Alan, in the countermeasures that have been 
itemized by Andropov, is there anything new? 


A I think the statement I gave you on that, 
Bernie, indicated that (a) they've long had submarines off 
Our coast, and (b) they have long planned modernization of 
the missiles in eastern Europe and the western USSR. 


I can't tell you what the details of their plans 
were and, therefore, I can't tell you specifically whether 
there's anything in that package that they weren't going to 
do that now they're going to add to what they were already 
planning to do. But a lot of that is already either on the 
books or consistent with what they've done before. 


O Just to follow up. If that is the case, what 
do you see is the motivation for Andropov making the state- 
ment and TASS giving it that sort bounce around the world? 
Is it aimed at what? 


A I don't think I'm going to try to speculate. 
I think we all can come up with our own interpretations of 
why the Soviets have done what they've done. Our view of 
it, however, is that the stopping of the negotiations is 
unjustified and any "countermeasures" are also unjustified. 


If I may come back to this in just a second; just to 
go back to the Grenadian situation. The ESF funds were 
unearmarked; did not come from any particular country. 
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QO Do you have any guidance on what the -- or how 
the United States would view it if the Soviets serviced the 
seabased missiles out of Cuba? 


A You're talking about nuclear missiles out of 
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Q Alan, do you have comment on Ambassador 
— Nitzets remarks about Andropov*s statement in which he sata —— 
he thought it was a hardening? 





A No, I don't have any comment on that. 


0 Can you confirm that components of the 
Pershing IIs have arrived in Germany? 


A Yes. I can confirm that missile parts of 
Pershing IIs have begun to arrive in the FRG. Deliveries 
of missile parts and associated equipment will continue on 
schedule so that the first battery of Pershing II missiles. 
will be operational by the end of the year. 


I might note that this is part of a long-term, on- 
going process stemming from the 1979 decision and will con- 
tinue with a variety of steps, as I said, on schedule, 
continuing the entire INF deployment through 1988. 

Q When did these parts arrive? 

A Don't have details for you. 


Q Can we get a copy of that original Andropov 
statement you read? 


A Yes. 





--MORE-- 
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@) Alan, I understand that Melvin Beli, repre- 
senting a group of families who lost people on the Korean 
Airline, has come up with what he says is evidence that the 
Korean Airline regularly was paying pilots under the table 
to fly over Soviet airspace to save fuel. 


If that indeed is the case, what would be the 
American reaction to the whole incident? 





“A That is obviously speculative, and I don't 


ae ewe 











think I would want to. speak_to that from-here.—_I-_must—say 








I'm_not aware of flights.over Soviet_territory- before the. -- 





> Soviets would have reacted to_this.— 





“But I just don't think I can speculate and give you a reac- 


tion. to something which is not established at this point, 





Barrie;—t dent—thinkit—would—be—fair—to—do—that; 








Yes? 


0 Do you have anything more on the unspecified 
bomb threats or how long security arrangements will remain 
the way they are now? 


A I don't have anything new for you beyond what 
we said earlier in the week. 


Q Do you know where the report came from? Did 
it come from a local police department? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of what 
the nature of the concern is, beyond what we have already 
said. 


0 What kind of security checks are you 
undertaking? I understand employees of the State Department 
were checked this morning as they were coming into the 
parking garage. Is that true? 


4 I don't know what specifics, other than that 
obviously people are being checked, as they always are, 
coming into the building. But in terms of the specific 
measures, I don't know.. I would assume you all went through 
some sort of a check, as you normally do coming in here, as 
well. 


0 Alan, how long will these security arrange- 
ments remain in force? 


Ay I said before in answer to that, I just dun't 
know, Bernie. I don't have a date on that. 


e) May I change the subject? 


A Sure. 





_ BEST COPY AVAILABLE UAAUIAVA Y500 1238 


) Is there any U.S. response to the recent 
announced actions of the Sandinistas in sending the 
Salvadorans home and claiming to send a lot of the Cubans 
home, and their advisement to the domestic opposition for- 
ces that they will be a bit more lenient? 


A We understand that about a thousand teachers 
are leaving Nicaragua temporarily for their annual end-of-the- 
year break in Cuba. We have no information to eugeest that 
U¢ or-te Gel! Q ali wie seiice s . Matic i) 
been reduced permanently. And similarly we cannot confirm 
= —that—the Sslvadoran guerellla presence there has bees. 
_.____reduced,. ona on -aall 





























Nicaragua' S assistance to “guerrilla groups) In the — 
region and its close ties to Cuba and the USSR remain 
issues—of—great—concern_to-Nicaragua's_neighbors—andte—the— 
United States, and are an obstacle to peace in the region. 
Any moves by the Sandinista government away from these poli- 
ces would be welcomed by the United States, but we can't 
confirm such a move is taking place. 

















fe) Copies please. 


A As far as the domestic situation is concerned, 
as we noted earlier this week, it does appear the Nicaraguan 
‘ government has relaxed some of its restrictions on the oppo- 
sition newspaper La Prensa. However, La Prensa is still 
subject to prior cens sorship and continues to be denied per- 
mission to pubiish some items. In our view, it would not be 
correct to. say that the current relaxation of restrictions 
represents any significant change in the Sandinistas' 
overall attitude toward freedom of the press. Similarly, we 
have seen no real evidence that the Sandinistas have changed 
their basic philosophy toward human rights and the 
expression of views by internal opposition groups. 





re) Can we get copies? 
Ay Sure. 


Q You've got nothing, then, that would back up 
the report that the Nicaraguans asked the Salvadorans to 
leave? 


A I can't confirm that their presence has been 
reduced. 


0 The Cuban departure of the teachers for an 
end-of-the-year recess, is what is happening more innocent 
than that? Is it possible it is a Salvadoran invitation for 
these people to leave? 


A You mean a Nicaraguan invitation? 











Nicaraguan. I'm sorry. 


0 
A Permanently? 
0 Yes. 

Boa Well, again, as I said meeeees we A ol t have 


“I can't tell ~ you es: 












Or Civilian, has been reduced permanently. 
oa that that isn't going to happen at some future point, 
_______ Bernie, but our information to date doesn't support that... _—- ___ 











ame) “Ts the United States interested in gai ning an 
amnesty for. those Nicaraguans who have left the country and 
have—been_fighting—_thegevernment?—_ts_that—something—that—— 


interests the United States? 





A I don't have anything on that for you, Jim. 


re) Has the Administration concluded that the 
Contras cannot defeat the Sandinistas, as was published? 


A I don't have anything on that. That was a 
published report about an alleged intelligence assessment. 
I couldn't get into that, obviously, Barrie. 


6) Will the State Department or anybody in the 
State Department see the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister wnen he 
comes to Washington? 


A Well -=- the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister? 

0 Yeah. Borge. 

re) The Interior Minister. 

A The Interior Minister, Mr. Borge. I 
understand that he has indicated -- he has applied for a 
visa and expressed a desire to come to the U.S. But at this 
time his application is under consideration, so I think it 
would be getting ahead of the game to'try to speculate on 
that. 

0 You mean he may not get the visa? 


a Well, it's under consideration. So that's 
where we are. That's the state of play at this point. 


0 There was a report out of Managua this morning 
where he says that he's gotten it. That is not true, then? 








CONT 
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A Well, my information is as I just gave it to 
you. I am aware of the report, Jim. I checked it, and it 
was reconfirmed to me. So that's the best I can do for you 
on it. 


fe) Do you have any more information about 
President Gemayel's visit, and the comment or the report that 








SSF resident Genaye: will ask the United States to do some 
—---ehanges—in—the—status-of—the—agreement with -Israel-of-May ————— --—— 


a 











— + remem ee ee rer ee re ene ee ee 8 re <r ee ree ee ore ee —--—— = 











~ ———~- —-A-—— Not really.—-There was obviously the announce- - oe 
ment that he's coming on December 1. Our position on 
the May 17 agreement is quite clear. Our support for it is 
unchanged. So there is no change in it. 





fe) Whom is he meeting? How long will he be 
Staying in town? 


A I don't have a detailed schedule on his rounds 
when he's here. 


- O . Alan, on the Middle East. Do you have a com- 
ment on the French mediation of the agreement that led to 
the release of Palestinian and Israeli prisoners? 


A I don't. I don't know specifically how this 
was worked out. For ourselves, beginning in 1982 the United 
States has repeatedly discussed the prisoner issue with con- 
cerned parties and has sought on various occasions to faci- 
litate a resolution of the problem. We did not, however, 
play a role in the final talks leading to the exchange of 
prisoners. 








We are pleased the parties were able to come to an 
agreement, and we view it as a step forward toward resolu- 
tion of the problems which confront Lebanon. 





e) Does that include an attitude towards the 
French mediation? 


A I don't have anything for you on what 
French role there may have been. 


Excuse me. Jim, you've been trying to ask a 
question. 


0 Do you know who the United States is going to 
send to the Alfonsin inauguration in Argentina? 


A I think this has been announced from the White 
House. 








E 
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re) And, also, one other. I understand that 
Ambassador Pickering is giving a speech today in San 
Salvador. Is it possible we could get copies of that 
speech? 


A Well, I'll check on it. I don't know that we 
have copies. 





—-_ 


—the Vice President _ is going, and _ I think Poreien. Minister 


A 


Gromyko—aiso—will_be—there,.—_ Is—it—possiblethere—might-be——-—- -—- --— 
~~ ~-+——--some-contact—there? ‘ ————— 


—-—— -——— ——— 























Ai know of no plan for a contact ‘there, George. 


0 —Back-on-bebanon;—you-say—the-United states-has 
discussed the situation with the concerned parties. Do the 
"concerned parties" include the PLO? 











A Excuse me. Discuss the prisoners? 
0 Yes. 
A No, we have not had any direct contact with 


the PLO. We've made that clear. 





0 Who are the concerned parties? 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the 
details of that. But you're asking specifically about the 
PLO, and I just want to be clear that there is no change in 
our position on dialogue with the PLO. 


e) Another subject. 
A Yes. 
8) Do you have a comment on the cease-fire which 


was achieved in Tripoli from Saudi Arabia and others? 
A Yeah, I've got a little bit on that. 

Obviously, we welcome an inter-Arab solution to 
the strife which has taken so many innocent Palestinian and 
Lebanese lives. 

That's it. 

8) On China -- 


e) Is that all? 


A I said a "little bit" on it. Yes? 











BEST COPY AVAILABLE ME YB Ted 


) China has lodged another strong protest 
against the United States, saying that the United States is 
taking a two-China policy. And this is the second protest 
in a week. Do you have any comment on either of those? 


A No, I don't have on the specifics of your 
question. There was, I think, some guidance earlier in the 
week, which you might get from the Press Of fice, on the 


or. 
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position is not to take a two-China policy, and.s0.on. 





But-why-don't-you-get -that-guidance-from- the-Press—~—— 
oe ——--— —_ GG Gs ce?-. _—_ -____-___-- — se 








+. --_—___ —-9——-Ambassador-—-Zhang-is-meeting with Under oa . — 
Secretary Eagieburger. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 








0 Iraq apparently has made another warning to 
international shipping following their sinking of the Greek 
vessel and it seems one other vessel. You mentioned two, or 
John mentioned two on Wednesday. 


A We mentioned‘two, but didn't confirm it. 
That's right. 


@) We weren't sure what the second one was. First, 
can you tell us anything about the second one or any other 
ships that have been sunk? And secondly, do you have any 
further comment on what Iraq is doing or is threatening to 
do in the Persian Gulf? 


A First of all, in terms of the recent reports 
On Iraqi attacks in the Gulf, they are unclear in many 
respects, and I can't comment on the specifics of those 
reported attacks. | 


As to the general approach, as we said before, the 
United ‘States deplores continuation and extension of the 
fighting between Iran and Irag and urges the parties to 
agree to a cease-fire and to negotiate their differences. 
We would view with grave concern attempts by any party to 
interfere with the right of passage of non-belligerent ships 
through international waters. 


I would also call your attention to our strong sup- 
port for UN Security Council Resolution 540 which calls on 
both parties to refrain from further hostilities in the 
Gulf and its inland ports. 
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fe) Do you consider the sinking of a ship to be 
interfering with the free passage of waterways, or whatever 
that phrase was? 


A I think it would fit within that definition, 








Ne aE ee A Can ¢ “we get a copy ‘of the statement you just 


= EES cry & ateaiice _—__— > Se ——- 
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SS QO —___And_also-—on that same-subject—with respect to. 
Eraq;—t—dont—understand—why—you—are—saying—things—are—con-——_-—_ 
Fused. On Wednesday John said -=- he referred to Iraqi 
actions or Iraqi attacks. Are you saying that they may not 
have been Iraqi? Are you drawing back from that? 








A Precisely what happened and what the results 
of any action were, are not clear. So I'm not going to get 
into it. 

0 But do you confirm that Iraqi military forces 


took actions on Monday? 


A I am not going to go beyond whatever John's 
words were -- 


fe) But they still stand? 


A -- in that respect on Wednesday. 
@) Does your word "unclear" encompass the report 
of a second ship that John made? Are you saying that's not 


clear? 

A Yeah. I think if you look at the guidance on 
that and his original statement on that, you'll find it says 
we can't confirm. 


8) Do you have any comment on the reports that 
Abu Nidal and his troops have been moved out of Baghdad? 


AA I don't have anything on that, Don. Sorry. 
Yes? 
O On the restrictions of Soviet travel within 


the U.S., do you have anything on general policy and why it 
has been restricted to New Jersey-Bayonne in particular? 
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A I don't have a specific piece of guidance on 
that, but there is some extensive guidance in the Press 
Office on that question of -the change in the travel regula- 
tions. 


0 Alan, has the United States supported Lord 
Carrington's candidacy for Secretary General of NATO? It 
was reported in The Post today. 





A I don' t intend to get into the question of 
Ina S S : eek ernal _=DAe LL ib =—a@-B 3 ONS Miqnr na 4 aK Or _! 2a = os tm a uecteaal 
not aware there has been any sort of announcement cow; 
ae - I+ve—seen—the—reports—about—it,—but—don+t—intend—to.-get—into——— =o 
that. 


























fe) ‘Has Secretary Shultz taken himself out of ‘any 
“ _ .decision=making—on that because of conflict of interest? — _- -_— 








A Again, I don't intend to get into the question 
of internal deliberations. 


fe) A few weeks ago a delegation of the State 
Department, I believe headed by Mr. Bill Kirby went to the 
West Bank to inquire or to try to ease the Israeli pressure 
on the universities and improve the economic lot of the 
people under occupation. The question is, are they planning 
to present their report “to the Secretary? When will this 
report be presented? And will there be any attempt to 
possibly brief Middle East reporters about such findings of 
this delegation? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
fe) Will you take the question? 


A No. I think what I would do is suggest that 
you might address any questions on that subject to your 
briefer on Monday, talking about Prime Minister Shamir's 
visit, and just address it in that context. I think that's 
the easiest way to try to get at that. 


0 Who will the briefer be for this backgrounder? 
Is this Mr. Murphy? 


A I'm not going to get into the question of who 
the briefer is for background in the middle of a briefing. 
We can talk about it later. 

0 With respect to all these reports about 
Nicaraguan steps, do you have any readout now on the extent 
Or pace of arms supplies from Nicaragua to El Salvador? 

A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Can you look into it now? 
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A No, I don't think we are going to keep on 
giving you temperature readings on that, Jim. 


0 Well, you haven't given us a temperature 
reading for about three months. 


A Well, the concern about the welationship 


. 
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Precisely what the flow is "and SO. on, I'm just not pre - ared_ 
ee —to—try_to-get—into~ ——— Sanne UR 
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i sioeediieasliniinon-caeaiiaiiea Q ___I am curious about the evolution of your views _ 
on the sinking of this Greek ship. Wednesday it was almost 
minimized.—_Today you-are viewing—it with grave concern. _. . 
t“m-curitous.—what—caused theapparentchange—in-attitude?——_- 
More information about what actually happened, or has there 

been a change in policy? 











A I don't think there has been a change in atti- 
tude, Jim. I think it is simply a matter of having looked 
at it further and come up with a further statement of the 
policy. But I don't think it's a change in attitude. 


8) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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, MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Two announcements. 
First, a housekeeping note regarding the Deputy Secretary's 
speech in New Orleans tomorrow, at the Plimsol Club of the 
International Trade Mart. A question was asked whether we 
could feed it in here. We expect to be able to provide a 
feed into this room of the speech and the subsequent 
questions and answers. What we're not sure about at this 
point is whether that will be done live which will be at 
about 1:30 Eastern time, or on a delayed basis which would be 
at about 2:30. So keep in touch and we'll try to let you 
know, but also keep in touch with us as to what's happening 
there. 


Secondly -- 
Q (Inaudible) 


A Do you know anything about a text? Will we 
have a text? Well, let's check on the text and see if we 
can provide that. 


Q ‘What's the subject? 


A Don't have a subject to give you at this 
point. 


Q The Caribbean Basin. 


A Yes, I did give you a text last week. It 
was Caribbean Basin Initiative and Central America. 


Q Isn't that what Reich's speech was? 
’ A Sorry? 
Q Isn't that what Reich's speech was? 
A We have a lot of things to say, Jim. 
Q Also, because we wouldn't want to bother you 
at some early hour to let you know that, for your guidance, 


the Secretary will be meeting with Prime Minister 
Shamir tomorrow morning from about 8:00* for about an hour and 


*Subsequently changed to "7:30 am.” 
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a half here at the Department. We plan to have a stake-out 
in the lobby. 


Q (inaudible) 
A About 8:00*, here. 


That's it for announcements; happy to take your 
questions. 


Q A follow-up on this, please. Excuse me, 
Jim. Is there a stake-out this afternoon that you're 
authorizing after the Secretary meets Shamir? 

A I think we could do that; yes. 

Q What time is that? 


A You've got the schedule, I guess, as to the 
meeting time. 


Q 2:30 meeting? 


A Yes. So lI can't really predict precisely 
what time they'll be down. But I would expect it to be a 
reasonably long meeting. 


Q To clean-up a matter that we were discussing 
last week, is the visa to the United States of Tomas Borge, 
the Minister of Interior of Nicaragua, still under 
consideration? 


A Yes. 
Q What is that? 
Q We couldn't hear that either. 


A A question about Mr. Borge's visa. Don't 
have anything new for you on that today. 


Q He had been planning to arrive in the United 
States about now. 


io . 
A Excuse me, I wonder if we could have one 
conversation. 


Q He had been planning to arrive in the United 
States right about now. Does this mean that he is not going 
to be given it? 


A I'd say it's still under consideration, Jim. 
Q Just to follow that up. There have been 


further reports now of more activity, departure activity by 
the Cubans and also the provision of newsprint to La Prensa 





*Changed to "7:30 am" 
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to see that it doesn't shut down. Do you have anything more 
to add to what you said on Friday? 


A Not a lot. We would welcome any serious 
moves to deal with sources of terrorism in the area, and, 
obviously, it's too soon, though, to evaluate what the 
various moves that have been talked about in the press mean. 
So we're going to stand basically on what I said on Friday. 


The Sandinistas have clearly been communicating 
to the press and others an avowed conciliatory posture, but, 
again, it's too early to evaluate whether this represents a 
substantive change of position or simply courting public 
opinion. 


Q So what we have is -- well, can you give us 
an example of how long you expect these trends to continue 
before you're satisfied as to their good faith or their bad 
faith? 


A I don't have anything of that sort of eval- 
uation to give you. I can't confirm a lot of the speci- 
fics either. 


Q What is the reason for Borge's visa applica- 
tion being so long under consideration? The Nicaraguans 
have let in every senior U.S. government official who has 
requested to go down there in the last six months or more. 
Is there a reason? 


A I'm not going to try to engage in debate on 
that, Jim. I would disagree with you in substantive terms 
whether they've been allowed in the country. You will 
recall there was a problem with Mr. Motley's scheduled visit 
at one point. The point is that the visa application is 
still under consideration. 


Jim. 


Q You say that you're still trying to evaluate 
whether these statements are simply courting public opinion 
Or not. Would not one way to evaluate it be to sit down and 
talk with Borge? 


A I don't think that we have lacked dialogue 
up to this point. We've talked about various meetings that 
have been held. Ambassador Motley, Ambassador Stone, and 
others have held meetings. 


Q On this Nicaraguan point, there was a report 
over the weekend that they are sending home some Cuban mili- 
tary advisors. On Friday, as I remember, you said that to 
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the best of the knowledge of the Department they were 
sending home teachers who were going on a regular trip that 
they generally do every year. Do you now have any further 
information that they're sending home some Cuban military 
advisors as reported from the area? 


A We don't have any indication that the 
current level of Cuban presence in Nicaragua, apart from 
vacationing teachers, has changed. 


Q Current level? Do you have any information 
that the level in a few days from now; will that change? 


A I've seen the reports in the press, Don. I 
can't tell you whether they're accurate. I don't have 
anything to give you a judgment on that; seen those reports. 


Q Suppose they turn out to be accurate, what 
is your reaction? 


A Let's wait and see what it turns out to be. 


Q When you say, Alan, you would welcome any 
serious moves to deal with sources of terrorism in the area, 
could you address the presence of anti-Sandinista groups in 
Nicaragua or across the border in Honduras or Costa Rica? 
Would you welcome any serious effort to deal with them as 
well? 


A We have said consistently that we would 
favor a regional approach, comprehensive approach to the 
issues of the region and have supported the 2l-point docu- 
ment of objectives as such a comprehensive and regional 
approach. 


Q Is the United States considering any 
reciprocal gestures such as shortening the exercises that are 
bringing U.S. military personnel into Honduras, or anything 
else that would indicate, even in just a tentative way, that 
it is hearing what Nicaragua is saying and perhaps doing, 
and that it is willing to reciprocate in some manner? 


A I think_we've indicated that we hear it; we 
hear what they're saying. But the question is, specifically, 
what are they doing, and I think we indicated -- I don't 
know whether you got guidance over the weekend, but there 
was -- we made clear that what is being talked about, to 
some extent, are issues which the Nicaraguans, although 
having endorsed them in the 2l-points, have studiously 
avoided since that time and if they're willing to move ahead 
on these issues now, our view is that what they should do is 
move speedily with the other Contadora countries to imple- 
ment the entire document of objectives. 





Q Wouldn't it be useful to clarify their position 
by inviting Mr. Borge here and sitting down with him? 


A George, all I have for you on Mr. Borge is 
that there's nothing new to offer you today on that. 


Q And one more, if I might, on this, Alan. I 
know I raised it on Friday. I'd like to raise it again, 
which is, what is the latest state of the arms flow between 
Nicaragua and El Salvador? 


A My answer is the same. I don't have 
anything new to offer you. 


Q Isn't that a relevant question to this 
entire issue? 


A There are a lot of relevant questions, and 
Our approach is to look at it in a comprehensive way. 


Q Why are you absolutely refusing at tnis time 
to disclose any information whatsoever about what the level 
of the arms flow is when you have in times past, on the one 
hand, and on the other hand you haven't done so in at least 
three months? 


A I don't think I'm going to get myself in a 
position, or get the Administration in a position where 
we're going to constantly be reporting what we have infor- 
mation about, but it comes from sensitive sources to begin 
with, and is indicative but can't be exact and precise in 
the way you're trying to get it to be in any case. 


Q Did you suggest a minute ago there was some 
guidance you had from over the weekend about all this, that 
we might not have gotten? 


A Yes. Let me see if I've got it; I don't 
know if I have it with me. Yes, I do. 


It was in response to Mr. Borge's statements 
about possibly offering withdrawal of Cuban military advi- 
sors and things -- weapons acquisitions and so on. 


We note that these regional issues, among others, 
are under consideration by the Contadora Group. In 
September, the nine countries involved in the Contadora pro- 
cess, including Nicaragua, signed a document of 21 objec- 
tives that includes the issues that Mr. Borge has raised. 
Subsequently, the Nicaraguan Government issued a proposal 
that studiously ignored many of these questions. 











We have consistently taken the position that 

these issues should be addressed comprehensively and on a 
regional basis. If the Nicaraguan Government has now decided 
to pursue negotiations on these issues, it should support, 
along with its neighbors, the speedy implementation of the 
entire Contadora document of objectives. The United States 
continues to support the Contadora Group's efforts to seek a 
verifiable regional solution to these issues. 


Q Copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q How can you say you consistently took the 
position they should be addressed on a regional basis when 


the United States, about a year ago, asked they be addressed 
on a bilateral basis? 


A There was a -- there's been a great deal of 
evolution over the last year, Don, since the Contadora Group 
was formed, and the original principles were articulated and 
the 2l-point document of objectives was issued. It has been 
a quite consistent position. 
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Q Alan, have you completed your review of the 
three documents and one agreement that they gave to you 
about a month and a half ago? 


A I don't know whether a review of that in its 
entirety has been completed -- 


Q Can we get an answer? 
‘ A I don't think we are going to respond 
publicly. Our basic position is as I have just articulated 


it. 


Q On Guatemala, there is a report this morning 
that relations have cooled between the U.S. and Guatemala 
because Of the disappearance of one of the local AID 
employees for us in Guatemala and the murder of another. 


Can you comment on that? 


A We have stated previously our serious con- 
cerns about the deaths of the AID contract workers, and that 
position is well known to the Government of Guatemala. 


Q Could you say something about what we hope 
for the two major diplomatic visits of’ this week, Mr. 
Shamir and Mr. Gemayel? 


A No, Dana. I think I am going to defer to 
briefings, one which was offered this morning, a 
backgrounder at the White House, and I think one which will 
be offered a little bit later in the week there also on 
President Gemayel's visit, and any statements that also will 
come out -- read-outs, and so on. I think I am not going to 
address that from here. 


Q In light of the announcement last week and 
the implementation of security measures at State and at 
the White House, some of those measures were removed this 
morning and some have been reinstated. 


Can you relate that at all to the Shamir visit? 


A As far as I can tell, Ralph, none was meant 
to be removed, per se. I think there was some shifting 
around of vehicles, and so on, this morning, but, as I 
understand it, things remain essentially the way they 
were last week. 


I don't have anything new to offer you on that 
subject of the other day. 














Q Does that means that the security threat 
that had been referred to last week is still being evalu- 
ated? 


A I think a lot of things are being looked 
at in terms of what is to be done, the various factors, 
including such things as who is visiting town, but there 
are a lot of other factors which will go into that kind 
of a determination. I can't really judge for you pre- 
cisely what measures will be taken or anything of that 


sort. 


Q Can yOu comment on the report that the 
Original intelligence that brought the security came from 
the Middle East in a press report? 


A No, I can't comment on any aspect of that. 


Q The senior State Department official this 
morning at the briefing in the White House mentioned 
something about Peter Rodman and Bill Kirby's mission to 
Israel, to the occupied territories. 


What is the initial reaction of the Israeli 
Government as to your attempt to improve the conditions 
of the Palestinians in the area? 


A I would have to, one, refer to whatever was 
Said. You have the advantage over me since I didn't 
attend that briefing; and, two, in terms of an Israeli 
Government reaction, I would refer you to the Israeli 
Government. 


Q Alan, if I might follow on this, will there 
be a briefing any time soon, because I understand that the 
report was submitted to the Secretary as to the effect of 
the recommendations, to reporters here, possibly the 
Middle East correspondents, or something? 


A I don't know if there is going to be a 
report on that particular subject soon, but I am sure, as 
I said to you last week, that you have got some oppor- 
tunities to ask questions about it during the course 
of this week, and I would suggest that you take that 
opportunity. 


Q One more point, please. Mr. Hikmat Al-Masri, 


the former Mayor of Nablus, is in town. Is he going to 
be meeting with some U.S. officials? 


A Why don't I take a look at that? I don't 
know the answer to the question. 


Ghassan. 














Q About Prime Minister Shamir's visit here 
also, it has been reported that he came with many requests 
to the United States which U.S. officials have stated 
that they will consider during the negotiations with 
him. 


One thing which is of importance to the United 
States, the freeze on settlements, the Prime Minister, 
already before leaving Tel Aviv, in a press conference, 
in a comment, said that he will not relent from Prime 
Minister Begin's position. 


How do you view these --? 


A Again, I understand your question, and the 
legitimacy of asking it, but the fact is we are going to 
have a lot of opportunities this week to express views 
on relations with Israel and the Middle East, in general, 
and I think rather than confusing it by addressing it 
from a variety of places, let's leave it in terms of the 
briefings that will be offered. Some will be on back- 
ground and some will be on-the-record, and I think you 
will have ample opportunity to get articulation of 
that policy. 


Q But the statement itself, Alan, by the 
Prime Minister, he already -- 


A We have also made a lot of statements on 
settlements and I am not suggesting to you that there is: 
any change in our position at all, but I just would 
rather have any new words or rearticulation come out of 
the various briefings that will be held. 


Q One more thing -- in a comment this morning 
by Evans and Novak, they argue that the Secretary of 
State appears to be more concerned about what he thinks 
is American credibility than with the American Marines’ 
lives and safety by not accepting their removal from 
where they are which would decrease the physical risk 
for them. 


Do you have any comment about that? 


A I am not going to get into the question of 
specific internal discussions of various things. There 
is simply no plan at this point to redeploy the Marines, 
reposition them in the way that was suggested in the 
article. So, I don't really have a comment, therefore. 


Q Do you accept the argument, Alan, that the 
Secretary is more concerned about American credibility 
than about the safety of the Marines? 
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A I think it is quite fair to say that the 
Secretary of State is very concerned about the safety of 
American Marines, among other things. Absolutely. 


Q Has redeployment been discussed and the 
idea rejected? 


A That is why I say, without trying to lead 
you one way or the other, I am not going to try to get 
into the question of what discussions may have taken 
place or might take place in the future. Again, I am 
not trying to lead you on that, and don't take that as 
a confirmation of that, but I am just not going to get 
into internal discussions as a matter of principle. 


e) There was a report, Alan, in one of the 
papers, I believe, that Israel will be asking the United 
States to release the sale of the cluster bombs, or the 
components, which were banned by order from the President 
when the United States Government found that Israel was 
in violation of the agreement. 


How long will the ban be in force before it will 
be lifted? 


A Again, I think this is one of those questions 
that you should ask others who are briefing on this visit. 
I am just not going to try and confuse the issue by dealing 
from two different podiums. 


Q Alan, have the U.S., Israel and France com- 
pleted their evaluation of the air strikes conducted by 
France and Israel in northern and eastern Lebanon as to 
their effectiveness at destroying targets? 


A I don't know. 
Q Could you -- 


A No, I don't think I would get into that. It 
would involve, for one thing, talking about other countries’ 
evaluation and getting into intelligence. I am just not 
going to get into that. — 


Q Well, the issue was raised here by the U.S. 
spokesman who said that if the targets had been adequately 
destroyed, there might not be a need for further military 
action. 


A We are not talking about further military 
action one way or another. 
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Q Right, but what about whether the targets had 
been adequately destroyed? 


A I am not going to get into it. Don. 


Q In Tokyo, the Chinese Communist Party leader, 
Hu Yaobang, is quoted as indicating that whether the 
Premier, Zhao, comes here in January depends in part on 
whether the United States gives a satisfactory response 
to China with regard to some points at issue that have 
been raised by the Chinese side in recent days. 


Do you have any comment on this? Do you think 
that there is something that remains unsettled about the 
Premier's trip? Does the U.S. intend to make some 
response to the Chinese about their particular complaints? 


A I don't think I am prepared to get into the 
question of the back and forth diplomatically. Both of 
the measures to which you refer, which are measures coming 
from the Hill, reflect the views of the Members of Congress 
who voted for them on those specific issues. 


The policy of this Administration has been clearly 
and consistently enunciated many times. We recognize the 
‘People's Republic of China as the sole legitimate govern- 
ment of China, and we don't think that the Senate resolution 
or the amendment to the IMF appropriation bill should 
affect Premier Zhao's visit to the United States. 


Q What is the U.S. position, the Executive 
Branch's position, about whether Taiwan should remain or 
should not remain in the Asian Development Bank? 


A Don, I Gon't happen to have a piece of 
guidance with me at the moment. We talked about that some 
months ago, and there is available guidance on that. There 
is no change in that position, but I refer you back to 
that. 


Q Can we get that later today, whatever that 
was? 


A We ought to be able to get that out, yes. 


Q On China, what can you tell us about the 
case of the courier who defected? 


A The only thing I can tell you is to go to 
the INS. I don't have anything here. 


Q Have you heard from the Chinese Embassy? 
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A I am not going to get into the question of 
diplomatic back and forth, but in terms of what the status 
of that case is, I refer you to the INS on that. 


Q Alan, there has been a lot of speculation 
about President Assad's health. Do you have any specific 
news about that? 


A I don't. You will have to ask the Syrian 
Government. 


QO Alan, I want to go back, just for a second, 
to Guatemala. The first question is, a former Dean of the 
University there was killed on Friday, did you have any 
specific reaction to that? 


A I don't think we have any guidance on that. 


Q Also, is the January offer to sell U.S. 
military weapons <-=- spare parts, rather -- to Guatemala, 
is that now suspended? 


A I think -- did we post an answer to that? 
I think the fact of the matter is that that offer was 
made, the decision was made at that point. The sale has 
not been consummated. That remains the status. 


Q Do you have any comment on the military 
shake-up in El Salvador? 


A No. 


0) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1982, 12: P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: A couple of housekeeping announce- 
ments. Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of the speech to be given by Deputy Secretary Dam today 
in New Orleans. The subject is the Caribbean Basin 
Initiative and Central America. The text is embargoed 
until 2:00 P.M. Fastern Standard Time. We plan to pipe 
in the Deputy Secretary's speech in this room at 2 o'clock. 
That will also include his question and answer session 
there. 


Backgrounders -- this afternoon there will be a 
read-out in the White House briefing room for all 
accredited State Department and White House correspondents 
on the subject of Prime Minister Shamir's visit. 


That read-out will begin about 1:45, following 

the departure statements by the President and Prime 
Minister Shamir. 

Tomorrow at 11 o'clock in the morning, also in 
the White House briefing room, there will be a pre-brief 
on the visit of President Gemayel. 

Both these sessions are on background. 

That is all I have. 


0 On housekeeping, John, do you have anything 
on the trip about the departure of the Secretary? 


A No. I might have something on that tomorrow, 
Bernie. 


0 John, what is the status of the request for 
the visa for Mr. Borge of Nicaragua? 


A I understand his application has been denied. 


@) On what grounds, can you tell us? 
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A I do not know because we got this just before 


we came out, and I simply have the announcement that 
Borge's visa has been denied, and Mr. D'Aubuisson's visa 
has been denied, but I don't have any details on the -- 


Q On D‘'Aubuisson? 

A D'Aubuisson. 

0 Did D‘Aubuisson apply for a new visit? 
A I understand he did. 
Q 


Do you know where or what the circumstances 
are? 


A I do not know where the application was made. 


Q Could you post the answer to the question re- 
garding --? 


A We will get you whatever we can during the 
day. 


@) On both? 
A On both. 


OQ Is this some kind of a new policy on the part 
of the United States, which usually welcomes people to come 
to our shores? 


A The United States usually welcomes people in 
good standing, but reserves the right to make a determina- 
tion on anybody who crosses its borders, Don. 


e) In one case, the man is the Minister of Inter- 
ior of Nicaragua, and the other is the head of the National 
Assembly of Fl Salvador. | 


A I wasn't linking them. I was simply trying 
to satisfy the curiosity which you have expressed over the 
past several days in the travel plans of both of them. 


0 By denying Borge's application to come here, 
is this an implicit comment about what the Administration 
thinks of the various measures that the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment has made known in recent days? 


A There are plenty of other opportunities for 
hearing what the Nicaraguan Government has to say. We have 
an Ambassador there. The Contadora Group is meeting in 
Panama City, I think, on December 1 and 2. There are lots 
of channels, lots of opportunities to hear what they have 
to say. 




















3 


@) Is it true that the American Ambassador in 
Managua, Anthony Ouainton, assured Mr. Borge some days 
ago that he would get his visa? 


A I don't know. I don't know the answer to 
that. 


0 Could you find out? Could you endeavor to 
find out if it is true, and, if so, why the Ambassador 
was overruled? 


A Let me give you whatever we can. I am not 
promising to give you detail on any conversation that 
Ambassador Quainton may or may not have had with anvbody 
in Nicaragua, but we will collect whatever we can to give 
you this afternoon. 


As I say, I have given you the headline, right 
off the top here, which I got a few minutes ago. 


QO What are the reasons for the denial? 
A Bernie, I am trying to give you the news 
just as fast as I can, which I have done. We will follow 


up with whatever we can this afternoon. 


0 Did the Department endorse the visa for 
Mr. D'Aubuisson? ° - 


A Sorry? 


0 Did you endorse the visa request for Mr. 
D'Aubuisson? 


ay The Department -- 
re) Did you recommend granting the -- 


A The Department has made a decision in the 
case of the visa application. 


0 Not the INS? 


Q Could you explain why Mr. D'Aubuisson is 
not in good standing with this government? 


A I can't. Maybe we will be able to give you 
something on that this afternoon. As I say, I just got 
the word that both visa requests are being denied, and I 
thought you would be interested in that. 


0 Was this a White House decision? 
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A We don't get into -- like CBS, we don't get 
into -- 


re) But the question, John, is that it does seem 
exceptional to deny a visa to the minister of a government 
with which the U.S. has diplomatic relations. That seems 
to be the difficult part. 


A It may not be exceptional. As you know, 
there is a waiver process. 


@) But it doesn't happen that often. 


A There are certain grounds which preclude 
certain people from coming to the United States, and I 
think I am right in saying that in the case of Mr. Borge 
that was the case, and his application would necessarily 
have involved a waiver. But, again, let me get you 
whatever we can on it this afternoon. 


Q When you say that, what is the relevance 
when you say that there are plenty of opportunities to 
understand what the Nicaraguans have to say, and then 
citing the Contadora Group meeting, to which the United 
States is not a party? , 


A I think that is a good opportunity if 
the Nicaraguan Government has anything to say about peace 
and stability in the area, and about its own plans that 
contribute to peace and stability in the area, that will 
be one forum in which that might be communicated. 


8) But not to the United States, right? 
A I am sure we would be aware of it. 


@) John, on this denial on the Nicaraguan, 
is this the opening shot of a policy you will follow on 
ministers from the Nicaraguan Government, or is this 
a case-by-case -- ? 


A I think they would be examined case-by- 
case, Bernie. 


@) What do you say to those organizations in 
the United States -- to my knowledge, they include the 
Council on Foreign Relations, the John Hopkins School 
of International Studies, and I am sure many, many more, 
including news organizations -- which have made arrangements 
to hear what the Nicaraguan Government was wanting to com- 
municate through the person of one of its senior leaders? 
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A I think what we will do is offer you what- 
ever rationale is available this afternoon. Obviously 
this was a careful decision. Obviously the character 
of the visit was taken into consideration, and the 
decision was made in terms of U.S. law. 


0 John, could I try on D‘'Aubuisson one more 
time, knowing that you only have limited knowledge about 
this -- 


A No knowledge. 
@) Pardon? - 
A No knowledge, actually, but go ahead. 


0 In May, he was given a visa. There was no 
waiver involved. It was simply determined he represented 
an important political force in the country as President 
of the Constituent Assembly. 


Now, this decision gives rise to the notion that 
he has done something between May and the present time 
that would warrant different treatment on the part of the 
United States Government, or that the United States 
Government has changed its policy with regard to 
D'Aubuisson. 


Has he done something? 


A Why don't we wait and see what we provide 
you in the way of rationalization. 


@) Just one follow-up on that, John. D'Aubuisson 
is allied politically with several people who have residence 
visas who live in Miami. 


Is any action contemplated by this Department for 
those people who have those political connections with 
D'Aubuisson who live in Miami? Is that under investigation? 


A I am not talking about connections with 
D'Aubuisson, but, as you know, the appropriate authorities 
are looking at residents in this country who might be 
involved in activities that are contrary to U.S. law. 

But I am not connecting that with D'Aubuisson. 


0 On an unrelated matter, I am curious, does 
Faruq Khaddumi, who is apparently visiting New York to 
give a speech, require a visa, or is he coming in on the 
UN -- 


A He is <=? 


2 The shadow Foreign Minister of the PLO. 
I can't answer that for you. 
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0 Will you take the question? Apparently he 
is coming here with a number of senior Department officials. 


A Let me see what we might have for you on it. 


0 John, one more on the visas, I want you to 
say whether the decisions with respect to Borge and 
D'Aubuisson are in any respect linked or whether it is 
completely coincidental that you are announcing the 
two together. 


A They are not linked. I happened to be 
able to give you the news on both of them at the same time. 
Perhaps I shouldn't have done that. Put we have had 
inquiries about both of them and I thought I would 
satisfy your curiosity. 


0 It is entirely coincidental, then. 
A It is entirely coincidental. 


0 John, but your statement about people in 
good standing applied to both. 


A I am sure that would be taken into consider- 
ation. 

0 John, Surinam, anything on that? 

A No, I don't have anything on Surinam. I have 


seen the reports. 


0 Can I ask you one thing on Nicaragua? What 
if the Nicaraguans, as it usually happens between states, 
retaliated by denying entry of U.S. envoys and U.S. Govern- 
ment officials to Nicaragua, which would, in fact, break 
any contact with the Government of Nicaragua, what do 
you think that would do to future contacts with the 
Government of Nicaragua? 


A We made our decision on the basis of law 
and what we thought was the right decision. I am not 
going to comment on what they might do. 
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re) But, as I said, some governments do take 
actions similar to the way their government is being 
treated. Wouldn't that really hurt future contact with them? 


A I am sure that if they have a story to 
tell, there are many ways in which they can continue to 
tell it. 


re) John, when was the decision made on these 
denials? 


A I don't know when the decision was made, 
Bernie. I got the news of the decision just a few 
minutes before I came out here. 


0 John, the Andropov letters to NATO heads 
of state? 


A Well, we haven't seen the Andropov 
letter, so I don't have any specific comment on that. 
You are talking about Andropov to Kohl? 


A Yeah. We haven't seen it, so we don't 
have any comment on that. In general, on the question 
of the Soviet decision to leave the talks, we have 
regretted it. We have said before and, say again 
today, that the Soviet decision to suspend the talks is 
totally unjustifiable in view of the fact that we have 
negotiated continuously for two years, during which the 
Soviets have deployed over 100 SS-20 missiles, with 
over 300 nuclear warheads. 


The United States is prepared to resume nego- 
tiations at the earliest possible moment. We believe 
it is in Soviet interests, and indeed the interests 
of everyone, they return to the negotiating table. 

And we call upon them to do so. 


Q John, are there signs that the Soviets 
are willing to fold the INF talks into the START talks? 


A Haven't seen such a suggestion. 


0 Would you be interested in that? 


A I think that in the background session with a 
senior Administration official the other day, he, I think, 
articulated where we stand on that. 
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Q John, I just want to be clear. Are vou saying 
that you have no confirmation that in the Andropov letter to 
Chancellor Kohl, he used that phrase about the talks being 
not irreversible? 


A We haven't seen the text of the letter. 
It is a letter from Mr. Andropov to Chancellor Kohl, so 
we haven't seen it. 


Oo How is it possible that it is now 24-hours 
old, that we are supposed to be an ally and a matter of -- 


A Well, I'm not sure that everybody routinely 
shares their mail. 

8) You haven't asked to see the letter? 

A I'm not sure that we've asked to see it 
or not. 

0 Is Secretary Shultz considering going to 


Stockholm to open the new round of talks following the 
Helskini process--whatever they are called? 


A Yeah. I don't think there is any change 
in his thinking on that. Basically the decision has 
not been made yet, Don. 


0 Does it now look as though it will be a 
foreiqn ministerial type session? 


A I have seen some press reports that it is 
looking more and more like a foreign minister session. 
But insofar as the Secretary is concerned, I simply 
don't think he has made a decision. 


9 Has he been inclined not to go, as of 
now? 


A January is a very busy month for him here 
in Washington. There is a lot of budget activity going 
on. There is also a China visit. So he has not really 
wished to leave Washington in January. But how he will 
decide on this, I don't know. 


0o Has there been any coordination, or 
will there be, prior to the Vice President's going to 
Buenos Aires? 





A Coordination? 


OQ Well, due to the fact that Mr. Gromyko 
apparently will also be attending that inauguration 


A Didn't know that, John, didn't know that. 


fe) Do you have anything new on Andropov's 
health or whereabouts? 


A No. Nothing beyond what we've said 
before, which I realize has been very cautious. 


0 John, you specifically mentioned the Kohl 
letter. Do you have anything on the letter to Mrs. 
Thatcher? 


A No, I don't. Sorry. 


@) John, as you know, in South Africa, an 
African village near Johannesburg was ordered to be 
demolished or evacuated by the South African Government 
recently. It caused quite a bit of comment. It's the 
village of Mogopa, I guess is how you pronounce it. The 
evacuation of 300 families because evidently they were 
in the wrong place as far as the South African 
Government is concerned. 


Does the Department have any comment on what 
is happening in that place? 


A Yes. The United States has consistently 
made clear its view that South Africa's problems cannot 
be addressed constructively by the arbitrary relocation 
of peoples on an ethnic or racial hasis within South 
Africa. The South African Government is aware of our 
view that political progress within South Africa will 
continue to depend on a dialogue among all its citi- 
zens. Statements by senior South African Government 
officials, including Prime Minister Botha, in the wake 
of the November 2 referendum, would suggest a commit- 
ment on the part of the South African Government itself 
to such a dialogue. But we believe the relocation of 
the residents of Mogopa would not contribute to the 
prospects for a constructive outcome of that dialogue. 
We deplore any action by any government to remove citi- 
zens from their homes forcibly or to destroy their 
property. 


0 Can we get a copy of that, please? 
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A Sure. 


Q You began by saying the South African 
Government knows U.S. views. Has this been communicated to them 
in some diplomatic manner? 


A Well, I just think I will rest on the 
statement that they are very aware of our views. 


@) John, can we come back to the nuclear 
issue for a moment? 


A Sure. 


0 Can you give us some sense of whether in 
this interim period there is any rethinking of American 
positions going on? Or whether we are simply, as has 
been sort of publically stated, in the position of 
having put our last negotiating proposal on the table, 
and simply waiting for the Russians to come up with something? 


A Well, for two years we have been nego- 
tiating and offering new proposals, and that has been 
fairly consistent. We haven't seen such matching 
flexibility on the part of the Soviet Union. 


0 I understand Mr. Nitze is coming back to 
Washington tomorrow? ; . 

A Yes. I don't know quite when he's coming 
in. 

0 Are there any plans for a review of the 


American position -- 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
a) -- or refinement of any points? 
A Not that I'm aware of. I mean, I'm sure 


that he'll be having discussions with people in the 
Department. But we have a good position, and there it 
is. The Soviets have backed away. 


@) So, as far as we're concerned, the ball 
is entirely in the other court? 


A That's right. 
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0 John, do you read anything into the con- 
tinuation of the START talks vis-a-vis the situation on 
the INF talks? 


A No, I think you'll have to ask our Soviet -- 
8) You don't relate the two at all? 

A No. 

@) The Washington Times this morning has a 





story about the Israeli plan to settle the Palestinian refu- 
gees in the West Bank through the removal from refugee 
houses to permanent houses. Is this the thrust of the 
Kirby-Rodman mission and recommendations to the 

Secretary which were submitted recently? 


A I think that's a proposal that we had 
some guidance on a few days ago. Isn't that the same 
proposal? Isn't that the one we gave you some 
guidance on a few days ago? I am being told by my good 
friend in the back that that is indeed the proposal. 


Why don't you pull that guidance from the 
Press Office? 


fe) Do you know anything about a State 
Department investigation apparently -- I don't know 
whether it's formal or informal -- being headed by 
Larry Eagleburger on this EATSCO matter -- the 
Egyptian-American Trading Company which was found by 
the Justice Department to have bilked Americans out of 
$8 million in shipping charges, which allegedly 
involved some senior American officials? I understand 
there is now a State Department investigation. 


A No. We obviously have an acute interest 
in, and sensitivity to, State Department investigations 
currently. But that's one that slipped by me. 


0 Can you take that question? 
A And take a look at it? Sure. 
O Apropos of the State Department investi- 


gations, can you tell us whether Secretary of State 
Shultz has been interviewed by the FBI recently, and 
whether or not he has or will take a lie detector test? 
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A I am not going to comment on any specific 
investigation -- 


0 That's why I didn't ask about -- 

A -- that might or might not be ongoing. 
However, the Secretary's position on unauthorized 
disclosure is very clear. He disapproves of it, and he 
would cooperate fully in any enforcment of any measure 
to -- 

e) Has he cooperated fully? 


A I told you, I'm not going to respond to 
any questions about a specific investigation. 


'@) How about that Lorton investigation, 
John? 


Any conclusions with that? 

A I am delighted to say that I escaped any 
update on the Lorton investigation while I was away for 
the past few days. 

0 John, I'm sorry. Maybe I missed 
something when I was away, but are you suggesting 
someone might order our Secretary of State to take a 
lie detector test? 

A No, I am not suggesting that. 

e) Well, is that suggested? 


A It has been suggested by one of -- 


0 Are you saying that that is a possibility 
within this Administration -- : 


A No. No, I'm not saying that. 
0 -- that the Secretary of State -- 
A No. | 

Q -- would be put under the lie detector 
test? 
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A No. I said that the Secretary of State 
in general would cooperate in any investigation into 
unauthorized disclosure of classified information. But 
I didn't say anything about a lie detector test. 


@) But, I mean, is that a possibility that 
the President might make the Secretary of State take a 
lie detector test, and that the Secretary would do 


that? 


A I am not aware of such a prospect or such 
a request. 


Q Why don't you take that one? I would be 


(Laughter) 


interested. 


0 In what? The question or the test? (Laughter) 


A I thought I answered it in a fulsome way, 
Bernie. 


0 ‘Back on Nicaragua for a second. In The 
Christian Scientist Monitor yesterday, Dan Southerland 
published an article quoting Secretary Abrams at 
length, in which he seemed to be shifting U.S. poli- 
cies, as has previously been annunciated on any settle- 
ment with respect to the regional talks or U.S. policy. 
He seemed to be indicating, in the context in which this 
statement is made or quoted here, that there should be 
verifiability on such matters as whether or not the 
Sandinistas or other governments put pressure on the 
church, or other such apparently internal matters. 





Can you say whether his statements, as 
reflected in the Southerland article, reflect 
Administration policy? And if they do, could you make 
that clear as to the length of -- 


A Well, I'm sure Secretary Abrams reflects 
Administration policy, but I'm not familiar with that 
particular interview or what he said. 


0 If I Xerox it for you, would you take it 


A I'd be glad to look at it. Sure. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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, MR. HUGHES: I don't have a great deal up front 
except to confirm that the President's Special Envoy, Ambassador- 
at-Large Richard Stone, will be in Panama City for a series 
of meetings early on Thursday, December 1. In keeping with 
our policy on Ambassador Stone's travel, I am afraid we 
are not able to give you any more than that, on who he will 
be meeting with, but obviously what he is doing there is 
consistent with his role as a facilitator of dialogue in 
the region. 


0 Do you have any details as to the length of 
his stay? 


A I don't, Jim, no, nor any onward travel. 
Q Facilitating dialogue with -- ? 


A I think the subject of his talks there would 
be Nicaragua. 


0 Pardon? 
A Nicaragua would be the subject. 


Q The subject of his talks? 


A Yes. 

0 So, is he giving up the Salvador track? 
A No. 

8) 


I don't get it, then. 

aN I'm just giving you a little extra there -- 
telling you the subject of this particular session will 
be Nicaragua. But if it confuses the issue, I will take 
it back. 

Q Do you want to take it back? 

A No. 


0 The issue is pretty confused, actually. 


A The Nicaraguan issue is confused? 








Somewhat. 


Lebanon is worse. 


r Oo O 


No questions today? 


0 John, the Saudi Ambassador today criticized the 


arrangement, the cooperation agreement with Israel, and 
said it would serve no useful purpose for stability in 
the Middle Fast. 


What is your reaction to those comments, and 
what is the general reaction you found of Arab Governments? 


A I haven't seen those comments by the Ambassa- 
dor. I haven't seen the text of what he said, so we don't 
have any comment on that. 


Insofar as Arab reaction, I think all we have 
seen is some rather sketchy press reaction up till now, 
and we don't have any comment on that or reaction to that. 


0 There is nothing official from any Arab 
Governments? 


A Not to my knowledge. 
0 Do you expect any, John? 
A I don't know. That will be up to them. 


Q Has the Prince had a -- the Ambassador -- 
a meeting with the Secretary or any other officials in 
this building? 


A With the Secretary? I am not sure whether 
he has seen the Secretary or whether he has asked for a 
meeting with the Secretary. I guess he was over at the 
White House this morning, was he not? 

Q Do you expect him over here? Is 
there anythng else pending? 


A I honestly don't know whether he's seeing 
the Secretary today. 


Q John, was the side letter between the United 
States and Israel discussed with Shamir during the meeting? 


A I am going to stand on what the President 
and what Prime Minister Shamir said after the talks, and 
what a senior official said in the read-out on those 
talks. 
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@) John, I know we have asked this many times, 
how does the Administration intend to pursue, (1), the 
Reagan Plan; (2), the Israeli -- I mean, with the Israeli 
Government, as to how to bring about a cease to the freeze 
on settlements? If the Reagan Plan is not yet dead, how 
do you intend to go on with it, considering Prime Minister 
Shamir's reply yesterday as turning it down again? 


A You know, characters have changed, situations 
have changed, but the fact is that when the President 
announced his initiative on September 1, he made the 
point that the United States was pursuing this for the 
long haul. 


He said that we were under no illusions that 
peace in the Middle East, which certainly nobody else 
has been able to create in many years, the United States 
could facilitate and bring about swiftly; that it will 
be a long, hard, and arduous negotiation, but that we were 
in it for the long haul, and that he would continue. 


So, sure, it is not easy. Variqus participants 
may have reactions to the proposal which initially seem 
to represent stumbling blocks, but I think his position 
is that we just have to keep working at that, and try 
to bring the parties together, try to bring them to the 
negotiating table. And situations do change, and have 
changed. 


@) There was a briefer yesterday, a senior 
Administration official at the White House, who was 
asked about the continuation of the peace process, and he 
said that the Israelis are waiting for the next Arab head 
of state to come to the talks. 


We could not follow up on that, and if the 
Israelis reject the Reagan Plan, what are the Arabs to 
come under? The Camp David they have rejected. I mean, 
where are we going? 


Ay I think that, obviously, nobody has stepped 
forward yet, but you are well aware of the prospects that 
there have been for King Hussein to step forward. You have 
seen some comments by him recently indicating that there 
is, perhaps, some fluidity in the situation. 


So, I don't want to get into what the senior 
Administration official meant by that, but I think that is 
a fact. 


0 Without getting into the senior Administration 
official, John, you, yourself, now, you are asking King 
Hussein to come in under what terms? 
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A I think we have enunciated those very clearly 
in the past. I would be glad to steer you to that language. 
It hasn't changed. 


Q Can I ask you if you would like King Hussein to 
come under the Reagan Plan of September 1, and if he 
does, will the Israelis sit and talk, since they rejected 
it already, I mean, once again and once again? 


A I think if you say that the peace plan is 
dead because of what people say or because people refuse 
to come to the table, I guess you would drop it right 
there. 


The fact is, the President isn't dropping it. 
He anticipated such objections and is continuing to work at 
his peace plan. 


9) What would King Hussein come in under, John? 
Can you tell me? 


A I would be glad to go back and refer you to 
the specific language we have used before, which I'd prefer 
to do on such an important question. 


ae) Another senior official this morning at the 
White House said in a backgrounder on the Gemayel visit 
that "we are not" -- I am quoting -- "not looking for oppor- 


tunities to reopen it", and he meant the May 17 agreement. 


Is that the signal to President Gemayel that even 
if he does come up with proposals or requests that it be 
modified somehow, that this will be the definitive position 
of the U.S. Government? 


A Again, I don't want to go beyond what the 
senior Administration official said this morning, so I am 
not going to interpret what he said. But the facts are 
that we stand by the May 17 agreement; Israel stands 
by the May 17 agreement; and I haven't heard President 
Gemayel backing away from the May 17 agreement. 


0 John, does this mean that the U.S. Adminis- 
tration support to President Gemayel is conditioned by _ 
his stand by the agreement of May? 


A No, I don't think it is a conditional stand. 
President Gemayel was the head of the government which 
negotiated and signed that agreement. 


Q Wasn't the purpose of the United States 
entering, as the senior U.S. official this morning said at 
the White House, entering the negotiations or negotiating on 
behalf to bring 





about the agreement, the Israel and Lebanon agreement, 
intended to, possibly the net result of it, to guarantee 

the independence of Lebanon and to save it from the disarray 
and the chaos which was there? 


If now President Gemayel is arriving this after- 
noon and he is going to meet with officials tomorrow, and 
as a condition to resuming the reconciliation talks in 
Geneva, that this agreement of May 17 has to be rewritten 
or to be frozen or to be put in different terms than you 
concede to the Israeli position and you, as the United 
States, see -- 


If they will come with this talk, with this 
approach, what is going to be your position -- to stick 
with that agreement, or are you going to be reconsidering 
that agreement if the Lebanese wants it that way? 


A We stand by the agreement, but there are a 
lot of hypothetical points in what you have said here. 


First of all, I am not sure you are representing 
President Gemayel's position correctly. Secondly, you 
are raising a hypothetical question about what he mighf€ 
say when he arrives, and I think we would prefer to wait 
and see what he does say when he arrives. But there is 
no question about our commitment on the May 17 agree- 
ment. 


0 John, yesterday at the British Commonwealth 
meeting, they issued a declaration which essentially 
equated the invasion of Afghanistan with the invasion 


of Grenada. Do you have anything on that? 


A I have something on the Commonwealth state- 
ment, but not on that particular aspect. There were some 
remarks out of that meeting on Namibia, and I have those 
for you. 


9 Also, did they criticize the U.S.? 


A I would caution, however, that there was 
some scurrying after the meeting on the part of some dele- 
gations. I think there was some lobbying to revise posi- 
tions stated in the communique and to make sure that it 
was clearly understood that not all governments were 
totally in tune. I think there were some reports out of -- 





0 With what? 


a, -- with certain aspects of some of the 
announced decisions. 


But anyway, insofar as Namibia is concerned, the 
United States shares the widespread frustration, felt most 
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strongly in Africa, that an issue outside the scope of 
Security Council Resolution 435 should delay the objective 
of Namibian independence. 


The United States and its partners in the Western 
Contact Group, who have worked so hard on the Namibia 
process, share a common interest in the earliest movement 
to implementation of Resolution 435. 


We remain convinced that the remaining obstacle 
can be overcome if it is approached realistically and prac- 
tically. From that perspective, it is clear that implemen- 
tation of a Namibian settlement will take place only if the 
fundamental concerns of all parties are addressed; and, as 
the Secretary General made clear in his August 29 report 
to the Security Council, South Africa's position regarding 
the withdrawal of Cuban forces from Angola does remain 
as an issue to be resolved. 


For the past two years, we have worked hard on the 
search for a solution based on reciprocity, with full 
mutual respect for security and sovereignty on all sides, 
with the direct purpose of bringing about Namibia's 
independence. 


We will remain engaged in this effort as long as it 
appears that there is a chance for a peaceful solution. 


@) May we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q John, that sounds to me like a rephrasing of 


past policy. Does that strike you the same way? 

A There hasn't been any change in our policy, 
but you have to be realistic about the stability of the 
whole area, and the fact of the matter is that the South 
Africans have a position on Cuban troops in Angola. 

That is a fact. 

0 Do we share that position at this point? 


A It is a fact. You have got to deal with 
that. 


0 But I am asking whether the United States 
shares that position, not whether or not -- 


A Shares the position that that is a fact? 
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@) No, that that is a concern that has to be 
resolved. 


A Sure it is a concern that has to be 
resolved, as long as they hold strongly to their position. 


@) John, why were the Borge and D'Aubuisson 


visas rejected? 
+ 


A I do have something on that for you. As I 
think we said yesterday, the legal basis was Section 212(a) 
(27) of the Immigration and Nationality Act which excludes 
from admission to the United States aliens whose activities 
here would be contrary to the public interest. 


As far as Mr. D'Aubuisson is concerned, he applied 
for a visa at the American Embassy in San Salvador to make 
a private trip to Miami, and he was refused under that section. 


As far as Mr. Borge is concerned, he has on 
several previous occasions expressed an interest in visiting 
the United States. Prior to his November 1983 application 
he applied for a visa in August of this year to speak to a 
number of private groups. 


He was found eligible ‘or a visa at that time and 
was so informed, but Mr. Borge, however, did not travel to 
the United States at that time. 


The D'Aubuisson and Borge cases were decided 
independently, and yesterday's decision not to grant the 
visas does not prevent either applicant from applying 
again at some future date. 


Insofar as Mr. D'Aubuisson is concerned, as you 
are aware the Administration is seriously concerned about 
the level of death squad activity in Fl Salvador. We have 
been engaged in a number of very sensitive discussions on 
this subject with Salvadoran officials, and the issuance of 
a visa to Mr. D'Aubuisson at this time was not viewed as 
appropriate. 


Such an issuance might well have conveyed signals, 
intended or not, which would not have been productive to 
Ongoing discussions. 


Let me finish, if you don't mind, Lester. 





Insofar as Mr. Borge is concerned, refusal of his 
visa should be seen in the context of our very clear support 
to the ongoing Contadora effort to achieve a regional 
solution to the conflicts in Central America. 
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We believe that the forthcoming Contadora meetings 
in Panama -- that's December 1 and 2 for the technical meetings, 
and December 15 for the meetings of the foreign ministers -- 
provide the appropriate forum for tabling, discussing, 
and reaching agreements on the basis of the 2l-point 
Document of Objectives agreed to by all the Central America 
and Contadora nations in September. 


The Nicaraguans have made two efforts to end-run 
the Document of Objectives. The first was their effort 
to interject the Central America issue into the United 
Nations. The second was their attempt to pick and choose 
among the 21 points and to bilateralize some of the issues 
in their four treaty drafts. 


In our view, Mr. Borge's proposed visit to the 
United States would have afforded him the opportunity for 
yet another end run and therefore the decision to refuse 
his visa at this time should be seen in this context. 


As I said earlier, in both cases the matter of 
timing was important and the decision of the Administration 
at this time not to issue the visas does not prevent 
either applicant from applying at some future date. 


Incidentally, insofar as the story about Ambassa- 
dor Ouainton is concerned, a suggestion that he had 
indicated to Mr. Borge that the visa application would 
be approved, Ambassador Quainton denies that flatly. 

He says he indicated simply that the visa application 
was under examination in Washington. 


@) Could we have a copy of that? 


A Sure. 


-- MORE -- 








Q John, do we regard these two men as more 
detrimental and more terrorist -- you mentioned the level of 
death squad activities -- than the PLO, who have an office 
here in Washington? I mean, are they more terrorist? 


A No, I'm not going to get into -- 
@) They are not? 
A No, that's not what I said. I said, no, I'm 


not going to get into a gradation of undesirability, Lester. 
(Laughter) The fact is that we made our decision -- 


0 I love that term. 


A You like that one? Okay, then that should 
satisfy you. 


@) Can I follow up? 
A I'm afraid so. Yes. Go ahead. (Laughter) 


0 The Washington Post reports that one extremely 
grand personage at the Department of State is said to have 
exploded with exasperation at Senator Armstrong's insistence 
that the Tariff Act of 1930 forbidding imports of convict or 
forced labor from the Soviet Union -- 





A This is a follow up from a previous question, 
Lester? It has a relevance which undoubtedly will become 
clear in time. 


0 Sure. Well, it's just trying to see if we can 


a 


get some standard of -- 

My question is, is this "grand personage" Secretary 
Shultz? Or who is it, if you know? And does the Secretary 
believe that this law should be enforced or not? 


As Don't know because I haven't seen that report. 
Don't know -- 


fe) It was it Sunday's Washington Post. 





A Yeah. Well, I don't always read -- 


fe) You undoubtedly read that newspaper, don't 
you? 
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A Oh, sure. But I may not have caught every 
line. 


0 So, if I could, this: The Post columnist 
reported that an unidentified Treasury official described 
Senator Armstrong as "a nut." 


A I think you would have to go to Treasury for a 
comment on that. (Laughter) 


8) Oh, yes. I knew that was coming. But what I 
wanted to ask in this connection is not the Treasury, 
because I will ask there, but can we be assured that 
Secretary Shultz does not share this opinion of Senator 
Armstrong? 


A I've never heard the Secretary call anybody 
"a nut." 


9 Can you take the question? I would like to 
know, where does Shultz stand? Does he feel that this law 
should be enforced or ignored? 


A Let me see, Lester, if there is anything con- 
veniently at hand on this. 


0 Does the United States think that P'Aubisson 
is connected with the death squads? Or do you make that 
reference for some other reason? 


A No, that is not what we were saying. But I 
think what we were saying is, we do not wish to convey any 
Signal. That's not to imply culpability, but there has been 
discussion and speculation and so forth and so on. And in 
light of that, we decided that we thought it would be 
unwise to grant him a visa at this time. 


@) Can you be any more specific on the signal? 
You raised “death squads" and there have been some allega- 
tions that he is connected. And this would seem to support 
that. 


A Well, we've seen the reports of that connection. 
That's what I am saying. But it would be improper for the 
United States to ascribe culpability. 


Q John, going back to your guidance on specifi- 
cally the Borge -- the refusal of his visa, you used the 
phrase “our view." Does that mean that the State Nepartment 
at no time in this visa application process recommended to 
the Administration that he be granted a visa? 
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A Oh, you know, I'm not going to get into the 
specifics of this decision, but I think it would be unusual 
in an institution as large as the United States Government, 
or indeed a television network, if there were not diverse 
views. In fact, I would hope that the President always 
would be presented with a variety of views, rather than 
being confronted with an Administration of thousands of -- 


0 Are you suggesting that the State Department 
recommended one thing and the Administration another? 


A No. I was giving you one of those philosophi- 
‘cal statements that you ask for from time to time on the 
general principle of there being discussion and diversity of 
viewpoint in the Administration, but I am not going to get into 
this specific case. 


@) Where was the decision made? 


A Well, the State Department has the respon- 
sibility for making that decision. But, again, I'm not 
going to get into what consultations there might have been 
with others. 


0 John, did Borge indicate that he wanted to meet 
and possibly negotiate with senior Administration officials 
while he was here? 


A I'm not sure of that, of my own knowledge, Jim, 
but I wouldn't rule it out. I don't know what he requested. 


fe) But if -- that's unclear. Why would you consider 
essentially a public trip, in which he addresses primarily private 
audiences of private organizations in this country, or uni- 
versity and church organizations, why would you consider 
that an "“end-run" around Contadora? 


aN I think the thinking might well be that he 
would use those particular occasions as platforms for the 
same kind of rhetoric that we have seen before. 


fe) I still don't understand. How is that a 
diplomatic or, .in any respect, “end-run"? 


A Well, I can understand where you might not 
agree with the decision, but I'm giving you what is the 
basis for the decision. Whether you agree with it or not, 
that was the basis on which the decision was made. 
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Q Could you take up The Post's allegations, 
which are pretty strong today, which is that, "Can no offi- 
cial" -- and I'll direct the question at you -- "see the 


absurdity of demanding, under threat of arms, that the 
Sandinistas open up Nicaraguan society while the American 
Government, in limited but crucial respects, closes its 
own?" And it also suggests that the barring "betrays a 
misunderstanding" -- 


A You want us to answer the question, "Can no 
official see the absurdity"? That is a pretty sweeping -- 


Q Well, that's the question they ask. 


A Well, I think it would be unrealistic to 
attempt to answer that question. 


e) Well, they also allege that this betrays 
something of -- they call it "contempt" -- for the American 
democratic process; that the American people should be able 
to distinguish between propaganda, or grandstanding, and 
truth, and that this is not a good model for Nicaragua in 
we are trying to persuade them -- 


A Well, that's a viewpoint of The Washington 
Post, and obviously they are -- 





Q How do you respond to that, though? 


A Well, I think you have to assume that all 
aspects of this visa application would have been taken into 
consideration. And, obviously, there are negatives, and 
those would have been considered. But on balance, the 
Administration came to the decision it did. But it would 
not be unmindful of those aspects of which you speak. 


Q John -- 


A Lester, I'm going to go to somebody else 
because you've had a couple of good innings already. 


fe) Not half as many innings as my friend over 
here, but that's all right. 


A Well, that's all right. We'll -- 


Q Can I go back to Lebanon? 

A Sure can. 

0 (Inaudible) 

A Let me take one over here on Lebanon. 
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Q Today a senior Administration official said 
that there is no provision for the withdrawal of the Syrians 
in the May 17 agreement -- 


A That's correct. 


@) -- while the Israelis said, "Yes, there is." 
So, to which one do you subscribe? 


A Well, I think the fact is that in the May 17 
agreement, there is not specific reference to Syrian 
withdrawal. 


QO So the Israelis are wrong? 


A Well, I'm not saying that, but I think -- let 
me say, that in the agreement itself I think there is not 
reference to a Syrian withdrawal. I'm not suggesting that 
Israel doesn't have positions which might have been articu- 
lated in another form. But I think the statement is correct 
that in the agreement there is no mention. 


QO John, if I can return to this case of the visit 
of Mr. D'Aubuisson? I don't understand what you did in this 
Statement. You say that Mr. D'Aubuisson is not directly 
linked to the death squads, but you say there are allega- 
tions and it's on the basis of these allegations. 


First you cast aspersions on the life of this man, 
and then you say on the basis of these allegations you deny 
the visa. 


I don't understand this. 


A No. I guess I -= perhaps I wasn't clear, but 
what I was trying to do was to avoid any question of 
ascribing culpability to Mr. D'Aubuisson, and reiterating the 
language which we had used--that such an issuance might well 
have conveyed signals, intended or not, which would not have 
been productive to ongoing discussions. 


That's not ascribing guilt. That's just 
recognizing some realities. 


0 So the fact was, if you were to give him a 
visa to come to the United States at this time, the 
discussions that are going on would be hindered; and that's 
the reason you are denying the visa? 


A I think that is a fair implication. 
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0 So, why this phrase about "death squads"? 
That seems to come out of the blue. 


A Why the phrase? 


QO You mentioned in this statement a phrase about 
"death squads." 


A Yes. We're concerned about them. 


Q Well, I think everybody is concerned, but I am 
trying to understand what is the basis for -- 


A Well, I think I will leave you with the 
language we have offered you. 


@) But may I ask, had he been permitted to enter, 
what does the Administration believe would have been the 
Signal back to El Salvador? 


A I think we will leave you with the language we 
have offered. 


Q John, can I try just one other -- of course: 
another possibility is that it's only because he's a 
leader, not because he has anything to do with death squads? 
A I think f will leave you with the language we 
have offered. 


@) But we've kind of left an impression here that 
he might possibly have something to do with them or at least 
there are reports that he does, and that was the reason. 


So, which of those two would be the reason? 


A I think we are going to stand on the rather 
specific language we've got. 


QO John, same subject. I understand there is 
supposed to be an announcement somewhere today in this city 
concerning Salvadoran certification. Do you know anything? 


A I don't know whether the announcement is 
coming today, but I think you should go to the White House 
for that. That is obviously a Presidential ‘decision. 

Q Do you know what the issue is” 


A I think there is some legislation pending that 
the President has to rule on. 
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@) Can I ask you one more question about -- 
Q What did you say? 


A I think I would ask the President or the 
White House. 


0 I would like to ask one more question, John, 
about the Middle East. 


The President yesterday, and the Prime Minister 
of Israel, both mentioned the threat from Syria, backed by 
the Soviet Union, as the basis for U.S.-Israeli cooperation. 


What is it that the United States expects Israel to 
do in order to lessen that threat? Can you give us some 
answer as to what it is exactly that Israel is being asked 
to do, or can do? 


A Oh, I think strengthened ties in the political 
and military area, contacts between Israel and the 
United States are, in part, intended to be a response to 
instability in the area. And obviously Soviet militancy 
and the increased arms flow to Syria is one of the factors 
that tends to destabilize the area. That's something that 
we're concerned about and something the Israelis are con- 
cerned about. 


0 John, do you have anything on your assumption 
that by doing what the President yesterday said the United 
States Government will do, more stability would be likely 
to come to the Middle East? 


A I think it underlines American and Israeli 
fortitude and conviction in the area. Sure. 


@) And one more thing, John. The phrase of 
"improving the quality of life" of Palestinians in the 
territory has been mentioned a few times. Can you tell me 
Or tell us something as to what does exactly that phrase 
mean? 


A I think it means paying attention to, and 
improving, the lot of Palestinians, irrespective of 
ultimate political solutions to their problem, particularly 
in the West Bank. I think it means looking seriously at 
ways in which life might be made more comfortable and pala- 
table for them. 


0 Can you discuss that subject, John? Can you 
tell me -- I mean, I know the senior Administration official 
yesterday did mention that the President and Prime Minister 
talked about it. 
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Can you tell us if the President did receive some 
assurance from the Israeli Government that this request by 
the U.S. Government will be looked into, considered? Or 
was the answer affirmative by the Prime Minister? 


A I think that the Israelis emerged from those 
discussions well aware of our viewpoint, and I presume that 
there will be ongoing discussion on the matter. 


Q John, do you have anything on pending 
legislation that would have the U.S. recognize the annexa- 
tion of East Jerusalem? 


A No, I do not. 
0 Do you have anything on Andropov? 


e) Could we go back to death squads for just one 
moment? Any reaction to the reports from Salvador that some 
officers, including I think Major Pozo, who have been linked 
to death squads, have been transferred? 


A Yes, I do have -- 


Q Does this appear that the Salvadorans are 
moving in the right direction? 
eS 


A Well, I have something on the military changes 
that have taken place. We understand that a decision was 
made by Salvadoran authorities to restructure the military 
command and to transfer senior officers in such a way as to 
provide more aggressive leadership for the troops in the 
field. Under the previous arrangement, there were over a 
dozen field commanders reporting back to San Salvador and it 
was decided that this was too cumbersome to coordinate 
actions effectively. Under the new arrangement, there are 
six regional commanders responsible for all activities in 
their respective areas. The Salvadorans have selected pro- 
ven, competent officers to staff the new positions, and to 
the extent that military coordination and operations 
improve, we consider this a positive development. 


To the extent that these transfers also reflect a 
conscious decision to remove known or suspected human rights 
violators from positions of sensitivity in this area, we 
would welcome them. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 
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re) Wasn't Golscher, the guy who was in charge 
of San Vicente, transferred--the Conara program? 


A I don't know, Jim. I don't have those specifics. 


0 John, this morning Ambassador Clovis Maksoud of 
the Arab League in the United States made the statement that 
the emergence of U.S.-Israel strategic access definitely has 
lowered the expectations of the Arabs, and confirmed the per- 
ception that the United States can no longer be a mediator 
Or a broker. 


Would you comment on this? 


A No, I haven't seen that statement, so I don't 
have any specific comment on it except to say that the 
discussions and decisions that have gone on in connection 
with Israel in no way preclude cooperation between the 
United States and the moderate Arab nations. 


Q John, Newsweek reports that Secretary Shultz 
wants some answers as to who it was in the State Department 
who sent old filing cabinets with Top Secret material to the 
Lorton Reformatory by mistake. 





My question is, has he gotten any answers? And 
have there been other such instances of State Department 
carelessness of Top Secret material, aside from the various 
espionage cases? 


ay I don't know of any other cases. I don't know 
of any other cases, period, but I certainly don't know of any 
other cases under investigation, Lester. Yes, the Secretary 
is acutely interested in carelessness or any illegal action. 
And that investigation -- 


0 From what Department did this come from? 


A I think it came out of INR, but I think you 
are a little bit behind the curve because I think there has 
been an exhaustive discussion of the “Lorton Affair", as it 
has come to be known. 


0 I am sorry. I have been in California. I, you 
know, just wondered if there is anything. 


Could I follow up -=- one quick follow-up? Do we regard 
the French and Israeli air raids in Lebanon as wrong, or do we 
regard them as our surrogate for President Reagan's promise 
of swift and effective retribution for terrorism, made in 
1981? 
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A Again, I am afraid your vacation has kind of 
taken you out of the curve, Lester. We've had a lot to say on 
that, and the position hasn't changed. 

e) Would you regard -- if you could just verify 
-- we look upon them as doing our work for us or are we 
going to do it or what? 


A No. There's a lot of stuff on the record 
there, and I refer you to it. 


0 You'd rather evade? 
A No, I'm not evading. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DPC #213 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1983, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. A few announcements 
up front: Available from the Press Office later this after- 
noon will be a statement on the November 28-December 1 
Washington visit of the Republic of Korea Foreign Minister 
Lee Won Kyung. The readout on President Gemayel's 
discussions with President Reagan, I understand, has been 
postponed from 1:30 to 4:00 this afternoon at the White 
House. 


There will be a background briefing on Secretary 
Shultz’ travel that starts next week. That briefing will be 
in the State Department briefing room on Monday, December 5 
at 11:00 a.m. 


As to the trip itself, in addition to his December 
7-9 trip to Brussels, the Secretary will travel to the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Morocco, Tunisia, and Portugal. 
He will begin his trip in Bonn on December 6, where he will 
hold meetings with President Carstens, Chancellor Kohl, Vice 
Chancellor and Foreign Minister Genscher, and other political 
leaders. These discussions will continue the regular series 
of high-level exchanges between the U.S. and the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 


Following his visit to Brussels, the Secretary 
will make two steps in North Africa where he will be con- 
sulting with President Bourguiba, in Tunis, on December 10 
and King Hassan in Morocco on December 11, and members of 
their governments. The visit is to reaffirm our close and 
strong ties with both countries and are in response to 
long-standing invitations which the Secretary is pleased to 
be able to take : -his time. 


The Secretacy will conclude his trip with a visit 
to Lisbon December 12-14 in response to an invitation from 
Foreign Minister Gama. Then, he will meet with President 
Eanes, Prime Minister Soares, Vice Prime Minister 
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Mota Pinto and Foreign Minister Gama. The Secretary looks 
forward to this opportunity to maintain close contact with 
the leaders of our long-time close ally, Portugal. 


That's about all I have, in terms of announcements. 
1'll be happy to take any questions. 


e) Can we get a copy of that trip announcement? 
A Sure can, yes. 
Q Can I ask you -- the announcement is on the 


Kyung visit -- 
A Sorry. On the which visit? 
On the Korean visit. 
On the visit of the Korean Foreign Minister. 
That's in the Press Room now? 


Press Room, this afternoon. 


oO FF OD FY DO 


John, do you have anything regarding 
Ambassador Stone's meetings in Panama City -- the outcome of those 
meetings? 
A No. I think that a White House official 
offered some information on that this morning, and I think 
we'll let the White House carry the ball on that. 


e) You have nothing to say on how the proposal is 
to be conveyed to Nicaragua? 


A No. 

8) John, is it still the Administration's pcsi- 
tion that the Nicaraguan Government must adhere to the promi- 
ses it made to the OAS in 1979? 

A Sure. 


e) Do you have the travel plans for Stone? 


A Don't know of anything that's been announced, Ralph. 











@) We've been hearing an awful lot of reports 
that the Administration now would like the Contras to turn 
themselves into a political party, instead of a military 
fighting force. 


A Uh-huh. I think there may have been some 
words Offered at the White House this morning. Be happy to 
refer you to the White House on that. 


@) How is it that the White House is handling 
this dissemination? 


A Well, Ambassador Stone is a Presidential 
appointee, so that*s not so unusual. 


0 But Latin American and Central American policy 
is still being formulated here? 


A The Administration speaks with one voice; it's 
the President's foreign policy. 


0 Just checking. 

(Laughter) 

A No change. 

0 On the Middle Fast, please? 

A Sure. 

Q There are reports today that the Israelis, in 
fact, were not the party of the two -- Americans and Israelis -- 
that brought the issue of the resale of cluster hombs, or 
cluster shells to be more precise, to the talks. Can you 


Clarify this? Had the Israelis requested -- or were they 
offered it by the United States? 





A I don't know quite how it came up, but I think 
the Secretary responded to that question at a press breakfast 
this morning, and I refer you to his words on that. 


-_ 


Can we look at the text of that? Is it 
ivallable somewhere? 


A As soon as it's available, to be sure. 


0 When will it be? 











A I don't know. I guess it's being typed. 


Q One more thing about that: The briefer, a 
senior Administration official at the White House, following 
the departure statements, said that there would be talks about 
a usage agreement by the Israelis. 


A Right. 


Q Is this part of the military committee that 
was established? 


I don't think it will be done in that committee. I 
think there will be separate talks. I don't quite know how 
those will be conducted; but that's absolutely correct, that 
the ban on the sale of cluster weapons was listed conditional 
upon negotiation of a satisfactory agreement governing usage. 


QO John, can I go back to Nicaragua for a moment? 
A Sure. 
0 It's been reported, and the Nicaraguans have 


said themselves, that they are planning to offer amnesty to 
those political prisoners inside Nicaragua -- 


Q -- and passage home to those rebels unhindered 
who might want to come home. What is the Administration's 
position on that, as well as reports from Managua that the 
Sandinistas are embracing or about to embrace the church, and 
about to offer better accommodations for the Miskito Indians? 


A As I think the Secretary said -- but I really 
would refer you to his remarks specifically -- but as he said 
this morning, in essence, certainly some of the statements 
that some Nicaraguan leaders have been making have sounded 
somewhat more positive lately; but there is a difference be- 
tween statements and reality, and I think we might wait and 
see what the reality of the situation is. 


On the amnesty, we have seen reports -- can't con- 
firm -- that the Nicaraguan Government is considering these 
policy changes. Currently, we believe that there are about 
3,800 political prisoners in Nicaragua. There is also the 
Case of the Miskito Indians -- about 15,000 of them -- refu- 
gees, in Honduras. 


The United States has made clear the serious concern 
“ith which it views Nicaraguan violations of human rights, as 
well the need for all countries in Central America to take 
measures to allow full participation by their peoples in 
®mocratic political life. 














I don't have anything specific on the church questions. 





0 John, have you got anything either on the 
pixon Amendment or on Congressional attempts to put Iran and 
1raq back on the list of countries that support terrorism, or 
on alleged tilts? 


A No. No. No. 


(Laughter) 
0 Anything on the Salvador pocket veto question? 
a As you know, the President, the White House 


nas addressed that, but certainly a statement released by the 
white House yesterday was clear in stating the rationale for 
the President's decisions and the reservations we've had 
concerning H.R. 4942. We have copies of that available in 
the Press Office if you haven't already seen them. 


As you are aware, the State Department has tradi- 
tionally opposed country-specific legislative restraints. 
qr foreign policy interests in Central America include sup- 
cort for human rights, democratic institutions, land reform, 
and justice in the case of slain U.S. citizens. These are 
important objectives upon which the Executive and Legislative 
branches agree, and upon which we have consulted and will 
continue to consult with the Congress. The only issue has 
been whether the procedure of requiring Fxecutive Rranch 
judgments on an “all or nothing" basis at arbitrary six- 
month intervals has contributed to these policy objectives. 


As vou know, provisions of H.R. 4042 are already 
addressed in this year's Continuing Resolution which requires 
a separate certification on progress in the area of land 
reform and withholds 30 percent of military assistance funds 
until the Government of Fl Salvador has completed the 
investigation and trial in the churchwomen's case. 


In addition, as yesterday's White House statement 
indicated, the Department will continue to provide the 
“Ongress with periodic public reports on the political, eco- 
fomic and military situation in Fl Salvador with January 16, 
1984 being the next date. 





| 0 I thought you didn't have much to say there. 
' 
| 


A Sorry, I haven't finished yet. 

















We have been and will continue working with the 
leadership of the Government of El Salvador in our mutual 
efforts to take whatever action is necessary to help that 
government end the unacceptable activities of both the 
extreme right and left, and to extend the progress achieved 
in land reform, to support the forward motion toward open 
and democratic elections next year. 


Q What actions are necessary? 


A I think we have made clear what actions we 
think are necessary, and have had a considerable amount to 
say on that. 


Q We really haven't made it clear what actions 
are -- charges filed? People arrested? We've never really 
said. We just said we want it stopped. 


A I think the Secretary has made abundantly 
clear -- and the President -- the position of the United 
States, certainly on the question of these court cases 
and their requirements; and I don't think that there can be 
any misunderstanding of our view on the activities of the 
death squads which we have seen in recent weeks. I don't 
think that there is any doubt on that. 

' 


QO Can we get a copy of your statement? 
A Sure. 
Q Also, I'd like to ask, you were concerned 


about sending signals, whether intended or not, down to 

El Salvador yesterday. I'd like to know what signal you 
think this sends to El Salvador and what signal it sends to 
Congress, which passed it, for the future of bipartisan 
policy? 


A I don't think there could be any misun- 
derstanding about the President's intentions, if you read 
what he has said. There is no diminution of our concern for 
human rights. What we are objecting to is the somewhat 
artificial method under which the reporting procedure has 
gone forward hitherto. 


Q In what respect is it artificial? 








A I think the Secretary again addressed this 
this morning. He made the point that if you had to report at 
artificial, six-month intervals, there may be a tendency to 
accumulate information to bolster a certain conclusion, or 
indeed a certain certification. 


The real question is whether the government, in 
whatever country you're talking about, is really committed to 
those measures. That is a more important objective to 
achieve than simply producing data for a certification report. 


fe) You mention a January date as the next date 
for certification. Does the veto make that unnecessary? 


A Well, this will not be certification. This 
will be the date agreed for the next submission of a report. 


QO The Secretary, if I understand correctly, this 
morning said that if the current situation that exists today 
exists in mid-January, he would find it very difficult to 
certify. 


A Go back to his specific remarks, but that in 
general -- that is the thrust of what he said. 


0) Does that mean that there is some daylight 
between him and the President's action on this matter? 


A No. What we're saying is that -- 


Q Isn't the effect of this veto to implicitly 
approve the situation in -- 





A Not at all, because we will not stop saying 
what we feel and what needs to be said about human rights 
activities in El Salvador. 





e) Doesn't it have that effect? 
A Not at all. Not at all. 


Q It certainly would be interpreted that way, 
wouldn't it? 





A Not by us. 


John, hadn't the Government reached a point 
where it could not certify human rights progress in the face 











of the death squads, and so would have had to cut off mili- 
tary aid? 


A I think you really have to look at the 
administration's position on this issue of certification, 
which has been a long-standing one, and the White House has 
addressed it. I really think you have to look at that 
oarticular viewpoint of that procedure, and detach that from 
~- I mean, look at what we say on El Salvador -- that's the 
rest -- and look at what we do. 





-- MORE -- 
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@) In terms we can understand, John, what was 
the Secretary's attitude towards the veto, the President's 
yeto. Did he support it? 


A Did he indicate what his position was? No, 
we never discuss that, John. 


Q Did he oppose it? 


A It is just like Hearst newspapers, on all 
their internal discussions, they have these discussions, 
and they speak with one voice. 


Q Yes, but we publish. 


Q Senior officials have testified before 
Congress On a number of occasions, including Assistant 
Secretary Enders, and I think even Under Secretary of 
pefense Ikle said in fact the certification process has 
been useful in getting cooperation or in stimulating 
greater efforts on the part of the Salvadoran Govern- 
ment and military. Now, why this change? 


A I suppose, Jim, if you were to move away 
from the certification process and you did nothing else, 
that would be lack of progress, but that is not what the 
Administration is suggesting or is proposing to do. 


Q What is the other something else that you 
are proposing to do? 


A I think listen to what we say and look at our 
actions. I think that is the test of how strongly we feel. 


re) What actions should we be looking at right 


now? 
A Sorry? 
Q What actions should we be looking at? 
A I think you should be looking at various 


pronouncements we have made recently, and I think you should 
be looking at visa decisions. I think you should look at 


all that, put it together, and come to your own interpre- 
tation. 


0 Let me ask you about the public report that 
yOu are going to make in January. 


The previous certifications have included numbers 
Of civilian victims. Will this public reporting also 
deal with those numbers? 
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A I don‘t know the answer to what that report will 


Q John, the Secretary said, the last time he 
certified aid to El Salvador, that it was very difficult 
for him to do, yet he did it. 


Is there any change in his view from that time to 
what he said this morning about the situation that exists 
now? I mean, maybe it will be difficult, but whether that 
affects -- 





A I would like you to go back to his specific 
words this morning, but in essence I think what he said 
was that if there were not major improvement between now 
and mid-January, if the certification process were still 
in effect, it would be very difficult for him to append 
his signature to certification. 


Q He said the last time he appended his 
signature that it was very difficult, but he appended his 
signature anyway. 


A That is right. He thought about it and 
anguished about it, and came to the decision that he did 
in that case. 


Q All of which leads to the conclusion -- 
the question about, your comments about, watch the actions 
we take and not (sic) the words we say, and the actions that the 
U.S. takes are to approve certification, to approve aid, 
regardless of how difficult Secretary Shultz may have 
found it the last time. 


A That depends over what period you are judg- 
ing them, but I would refer you to statements in recent 
days, in particular. 


Q John, back to the Middle East, if I may, 
do you have any comment on the latest developments in 
Lebanon, and if you see them in the light of the visit by 
President Gemayel to this country? 


Be A No, I don't relate them to President Gemayel's 
Visit. I will give you what we have on the situation. 


Yesterday the Marines’ positions at the airport 
in Beirut came under brief sniper fire twice. The Marines 
returned fire; there were no Marine casualties. 





Since the shelling of the airport's western runway 


yesterday, there's been no direct or indirect artillery or 
rocket fire 
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at the airport, but the airport does remain closed, and 
obviously that means there is still a threat. 


There has been heavy fighting along the Alayh 
ridgeline and the PSP publicly has warned civilians to 
avoid or vacate areas near military targets in East 
Beirut. 


There has also been some fighting in the Sugq 
al-Gharb region and skirmishes in the southern suburbs 


This morning we have seen the press reports that 
a Druze religious and judicial authority, Shaykh Tagi' 
al-Din, has been murdered. 


Today there are reports that three French soldiers 
were injured when their jeep was the target of a grenade 
in the Shiyyah area. Yesterday, according to reports, a 
French soldier was killed, and our report says that a 
second was wounded by sniper fire, and a third declared 
missing as a result of a helicopter crash. 


I think the Pentagon may have some more up to date 
figures, and I think in fact there are now two French 
killed in that incident. 


The increase in the level of violence in Lebanon 
during the past several days in the view of the United 
States only can serve to increase tensions between 
Lebanon's confessional groups. We deplore this unnecessary 
violence and deeply regret the loss of innocent lives and 
the destruction of private property. 


We call on all responsible parties to respect the 
cease-fire in order to minimize civilian casualties and to 
promote the achievement of the worthy objective of national 
reconciliation. 


I think as far as Tripoli is concerned, the feeling 
is that the uneasy cease-fire is holding today. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 


Q John, do you relate all of the things you 
just ticked off in a sort of routine fashion, do you 
relate that all to Gemayel's visit here as any kind of 
Signal to the U.S. of how worthy that goal is or how 
likely it is to be achieved? 


A I can't. I suppose people who are shooting 
Weapons may have the intent of sending signals, but I 
Can't give you an analysis. 
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re) But the signals are not being received here, 
1 take it. 
A Received by us, you mean? 


Q By the U.S. 


A President Gemayel is here. We are talking 
national reconciliation. We are talking troop withdrawal. 
we are talking a strengthened Lebanese Government, and 
that is an indication of our commitment. 


Q John, Prime Minister Shamir today did not 
exclude that the guerrilla activity against the Syrians 
was not discussed on the committee level, is that right? 


A I don't think that statement -- if you are 
suggesting that Mr. Shamir left the impression that there 
was discussion of guerrilla activity, I don't think that 
is correct. 


Q No. He said on the committee level maybe. 
1 mean, he did not exclude that. 


A I think you would be misled in thinking that 
there was any discussion of guerrilla activity. 


Q John, if I could go back to Nicaragua just 
for a second, today a group calling themselves “Witnesses 
for Peace" is going to Nicaragua to go up to the Jalapa 
area along the border. They say they have told the 
Department of their plans but they have received no re- 
sponse. 


Is there any reaction to that? 


A I don't know. I would be glad to take a 
look at it. I haven't heard anything about that. 


Q John, do you have any advice for them? 


A As I didn't know anything about it, I don't 
have any advice for them. 


, Q John, just one more on Central America, 
lf I could. 


I know you are referring all questions re- 
lating to today's briefing at the White House to the 
White House, but in view of the positions that appear 
to be taken with respect to the possibility of negotia- 
tions, is the United States now going to modify its 
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position with respect to negotiations in El Salvador 
with respect to advocating negotiations on the basis of 
the promises made in 1979? 


A I am not aware of any modification of our 
position on El Salvador. 

Q So that remains the same despite the 
apparent inconsistency. 

A As far as I know, yes. 

e) John, could you clarify something, was there 


any discussion with Mr. Shamir when he was here about a 
unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon? 


A Not that I am aware of. 
QO Partial withdrawal? 
A Not that I am aware of. 


Q The United States didn't suggest that in any 
shape, manner or form? 


A No. There was common agreement on the May 
17th agreement. 

fe) Simultaneous withdrawals, is that correct? 

A The May 17th agreement provides for uncon- 


ditional Israeli withdrawal. The circumstances under which 
that withdrawal might take place, obviously what the Syrians 
do is a factor in that decision to implement the agreement. 


Q To follow up the same question of my colleague 
on the guerrilla activity -- 

A Gee, I hope I give you the same answer. 

re) -- I just want to understand if denying the 


discussion in itself does mean that it is a matter to the 
Other parties to find for themselves what to do? 


A The point I was making is that I don't think 
it is correct to suggest that Mr. Shamir left any hint 
that there was any discussion of this. I haven't seen 
what he said, but I think you would be misled if you went 


oe the road of thinking that there was discussion of 
S. 


You place me in a difficult position, because 
always we never want to talk about diplomatic negotiations, 
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but I think this is an important point, and so I would 
steer you away from the suggestion that there was a dis- 
cussion of this. 


I think Mr. Arens made some remarks about this, 
and as far as that is concerned, that is his view, and I 
would refer you to the Government of Israel for any clari- 
fication of that. 


The fact is that the political/military committee 
which we have discussed has not met yet. It will meet 
probably in January. The American Chairman will be 
Admiral Howe, and as has been said on a number of 
occasions, they will consider contingencies and possibil- 
ities in the area in the light of a Soviet buildup, and 
will consider various ways in which they might plan to 
meet those contingencies, and that might include pre- 
positioning and it might include military maneuvers of 
some kind. 


Q Would that also include guerrilla activity, 
maybe? 

A There has been no discussion of such 
activity. 

fe) John, you just ticked something off again 


in answering John about May 17th on unconditional with- 
drawal. Did you mean -- 


A The Israelis outlined their withdrawal plan, 
and it is in that agreement. 


Q But I mean, if it is unconditional, why 
then is Israel still in Lebanon? 


A As I say, there are certain realities. The 
Israelis have set out the conditions under which they 
would withdraw, and you have seen the agreement. The 
reality of the fact is that they are not going to imple- 
ment that until there is a Syrian withdrawal. 





Q But the fact is that they are not actually 
directly simultaneous, because the side letter simply 
assures the Israelis that they don't have to withdraw 
until the Syrians withdraw, but that doesn't necessarily 
mean simultaneously. 


A I am not going to get into the question of 
Side letters or alleged side letters, and I am not going to 
get into the question of simultaneity, if I may use that 
dreadful word, but I 
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think under the appropriate conditions, the Israelis have 
made clear how they will withdraw, and obviously one of 
those conditions is the withdrawal of Syrian troops. 


Q On my previous question, John, whenever 
those talks about the use of the cluster shells is conm- 
pleted, will its terms become public? Will we know about 
them, or is it something between the United States and -- 


A I don't know. I honestly can't answer 
that question. I don't know what the precedent is, and 
I don't know how or when those talks will be conducted. 
So, I am sorry, I just don‘t know. 





0 John, on another subject, is the Secretary -- 


Q Excuse me, one more on the Middle East, if I 
may? I just want to ask if you came to the conclusion by 
any means that the Soviet Union is responsible the same 
way as the Syrians were for the tragic event against the 
Marine headquarters? 


A Whether the Soviet Union was responsible for 
that? 

QO Yes. 

A No, there was general discussion of the 


Soviet presence and its unhelpfulness in the region, but 
there was no discussion of Soviet culpability for the 
Marines bombing. 


Q John, yesterday you made a statement about 
the characters changing in the Middle East in relation 
to another subject. I would like to ask about the same 
kind of idea, though, with respect to Syrian President 
Assad. 





Does the U.S. take the view at this point that 
something has changed in recent weeks regardless of what 
the facts are about President Assad's illness, that some- 
thing has changed in Syrian -- that might allow the 
Syrian position to change, or might allow the Israeli 


and Lebanese and American position to change on Lebanese 
withdrawal? 


A If you are referring to President Assad'‘s 
health, we have seen the reports that he has appeared in 
Public again, so that is a fact. But, no, I don't think 
we have any characterization of Syria's position, or 
any shift in position. 





























@) You don't think that the stands that the 
Syrian Government and the Syrian President will take now 
may be changed by whatever illness he might have? 


A I think you will have to ask the Syrians 
and make your own acute observation. 


QO Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon, all. Available in 
the Press Office after the briefing will be Deputy Secretary 
Kenneth Dam's speech on the political economy of the 
Caribbean Basin. That's before the Caribbean-Central 
American Action Conference in Miami, Florida. 


Just to remind you, there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing on Secretary Shultz’ upcoming trip. That will be 
here in our briefing room on Monday at 11:00 a.m. 


I think the Secretary may come down with President 
Gemayel after their lunch around 1:30-1:45 and pass through 
the lobby. They may or may not have some remarks, but it 
might be worthwhile being prepared for that. That's really 
all I have. 


0 John, why was the morning meeting, why was it 
cancelled? 


A I think it was cancelled at the Lebanese 
request, Mike, apparently because of their schedule. And I 
think the Secretary will have -- I don't know whether that 
meeting is rescheduled this afternoon, whether it's that 
particular group, but the Secretary will see President 
Gemayel, with an unscheduled additional meeting sometime this 
afternoon. 


2) Are there any meetings scheduled tomorrow? 


ra I don't know of any meetings scheduled 
tomorrow. As with the Israelis, various members of the two 
delegations are meeting. I don't want to mislead you. There 
may be some meetings on the fringes, but I don't know of any 
full delegation-to-delegation meetings tomorrow, although 
I think probably the Secretary will be involved with depar- 
ture ceremonies for President Gemayel. 


2) But he will have a meeting following this one 
that ends at 1:45? 


ay Yes, there's another one. 


0 When will that begin? 





A I think that's around 4 o'clock this 
afternoon. 


0 John, what was cancelled, for some of us who 
are not as “hot"™ on things? 


“ There was on the schedule -- was it 10:15? -- 
a meeting with President Gemayel and his delegation and the 
Secretary and his party this morning. That was can- 
celled at the Lebanese request. 


Q John, the Secretary is going to come down with 
him after the lunch -- 


A Yes. 


@) -- suggesting that he won't come down with him 
after the 4 o'clock meeting is over? 


A I'm not sure the 4 o'clock meeting is in this 
building. It may be at a location designated by the 
Lebanese, but that's not quite clear yet. 


0 In other words, there is no in-depth briefing 
planned? 


A Not at the moment. Not at the moment. 


Q Maybe a shallow BACKGROUND briefing? 
(Laughter) 


A We never provide shallow BACKGROUND briefings. 
(Laughter) But there is no briefing scheduled, Bernie. But as 
I say, I'd kind of keep an eye on the Secretary's -- 


0 You'll let us know where the 4:00 meeting will 
be held? 


A Try to get back to you with -- or just keep in 
touch with the Press Office. 


Q John, anything on Stone's travels? 


A Senator Stone got vack to Washington late last night. 
He will be meeting with various officials in the Department 
and the Administration, consulting with them about his recent 
conversations. 











At this point, no future travel plans, or any future 
travel plans have not been fixed. I hope to keep you in touch with 
his travel plans as we become aware of them. 


re) Will we be able to talk with him? Will he 
come down and tell us -- 


4 I don't think he has any plans to come down 
to talk. 


0 Can we ask? 


A Be glad to ask. I think you've probably got the 
answer already, though. 


0 Has he seen the Secretary yet? 


A He may have seen the Secretary briefly this 
morning, but I don't think -- in view of the Secretary's 
involvement with other activities, I doubt that there has 
been a lengthy session between Stone and the Secretary -- if 
there has been one at all this morning. 


0 What was accomplished exactly? I don't 
understand why he did this, especially when all those same 
groups had made the same things clear previously. I don't 
understand that. 


I don't understand why it was made so public when 
after all, he's been pursuing quiet diplomacy so skillfully 
for so long. 


A I don't know that he's -- 


¢) And I don't understand why he said on the 
record that he's giving $24 million to the Contras without 
conditions for the first time. 


y I don't know that there was a great surge of 
publicity about it. I expect that all of you were devilishly 
clever in extracting from him -- 


fe) At the White House? At a White House briefing? 
Gratuitously? Come on. 


A We have tried to keep you informed on his 
travels, which we did -- that's what we did. He met with 
various Contra groups down there, and this is within the 
framework of his mission to continue to facilitate dialogue. 


9) What was accomplished? 








A We don't go ‘into Senator Stone's diplomatic 
mission. 


8) So something may have been accomplished, but 
you're not talking about it? 


A That's right. 


re) Okay. And also, why wasn't this referred to the 
Contadora Group process after we made such strong efforts to 
direct all inquiries to the Contadora -- 


A Can't tell you who he might have talked to 
about his discussions. 


Q But why did the United States choose to inject 
itself into this at this time when you already have this 
mechanism to which you keep referring? 


A Well, he was not -- Senator Stone was not 
participating in the Contadora sessions. 


Q I'm aware. Borge's visa was denied ostensibly 
because any new peace proposal should be given directly to 
the Contadora Group, and you talk about end-runs by 
Nicaragua. 


e) And then the Special Envoy goes to Central 
America and, without any particular reference to 
Contadora, announces through the White House that they have 
this negotiating position. Why didn't you refer it to the 
Contadora Group? 


A I think "announces" is a misreading of the 
Situation. As I say, I think you are pressing for information, and 
information is leaking out, but I think "announcement" is not 
a proper characterization. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the statements 
made by King Hussein on the U.S. policy hurting the U.S. 
mission? 


A No, not really. I think, at his breakfast 
meeting yesterday, the Secretary referred to the moderate 
Arab states, made the point that while we certainly have 
understandings with Israel, there have been military exer- 
cises with Arab states, and there is access to facilities 





with Arab states, so I think the Secretary explained where we 
think we are in terms of our relationship with moderate Arab 
States. But no, we don't have any reaction. 


Q To follow up, is there any relation between 
the meeting held this morning between Under Secretary Wallis 
and Egyptian Ambassador Ghorbal and the Arab reaction? 


A Between -- I'm sorry. Who met with Ghorbal? 

) Under Secretary Wallis. 

A Wallis. Not that I'm aware of. I don't know 
what they talked about. It doesn't sound -—- that sounds 
like one of a series of ongoing sessions with the Egyptian 
Ambassador. I wouldn't read anything special into that. 

re) John, this is my first briefing this week, so 
this may have been addressed, but I understand that we have a 


story out of Central America quoting D'Aubuisson as saying he 
did not request a visa. 


A Well, Mr. d‘Aubuisson did, in fact, request a 
visa, and he did it on November 14, 1983, at the American 
Embassy in San Salvador. 

0 In person? 

A I don't know how it was done. 

0 John, can I ask you if you heard, first of 
all, the comment from King Hussein -- did he send them in a 
formal form to the United States or are you just answering 
to what was reported in the media? 


A No, I think you're all talking about a press 
report, a press interview. 


9) You've not heard from King Hussein directly, 
from government to government? 


aN Not to my knowledge 


0 Did the Administration hear from any other Arab 
government about the visit of Shamir? 


A, Not to my knowledge, no. 


0 Not yet. 





@) Does the Administration or the State 
Department, or the Arms Control Agency, to the extent that 
you speak also for them at times -- 


A If it's a hot question, we probably won't speak 
for them, but go ahead. 


Q -- have a plan to now publish shortly a list 
of Soviet violations of various treaties, including arms 
control treaties? Remember, this has been up and down many 
times in the past. 


A Yes. 


0 A column in a morning newspaper today says 
there is about to be this thing unloaded. Do you have any 
guidance for us on that? 


A No, I don't; not a thing on it, Don, I'm afraid. 


Q Do you have anything on the announcement of 
amnesty for Miskitos? 


A Yes. We have heard about the announcement of the 
amnesty program, but we cannot confirm the reported release 
of 300 Miskitos from prison. 


While the amnesty program may benefit those 
Miskitos jailed under vague charges of counterrevolutionary 
activity, it does not address the reasons why most of the 
estimated 15,000 Miskitos fled Nicaragua, such as the reloca- 
tion of 10,000 Miskitos from their ancestral homes to GRN 
camps, the destruction by GRN troops of Miskito villages near 
the Honduran border, and the reported killing by soldiers of 
those Miskitos unwilling to move to relocation camps, as well 
as GRN interference with Miskito customs and religion, and 
restrictions on their livelihoods, such as fishing and 
forestry. 


0 Copy of that? 
A Sure. 
0 That seems like a rather harsh reaction to 


something that you've been urging for the last three years. 
Can you explain why you do not welcome this move? 











A I think what we're saying is very factual. We 
can't confirm the release of 300, but there are a lot of 
others whose fate is undecided and who are in dire straits. 


0 Who are they? 


A If you took 300 from 15,000, I guess that 
would leave you 14,700. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Yes, but it says,according to the decree 
issued yesterday, some 13,000 to 14,000 who are in Honduras 
are permitted to return under a general amnesty. Why wasn't 
that taken into consideration in the preparation of the 
guidance? 


A I guess you would have to ask them why 
they're not returning. 


— You mean, they should have returned since 
yesterday -- 


A I guess you'd have to use your logic and 
deduction as to why they think they are in jeopardy. 


Q John, can you tell us if President Gemayel 
requested or if the United States offered help to the 
Lebanese Government in the face of what is being reported -- 
potential viclence erupting back in Lebanon because of what 
they perceive to be a U.S. denial or rejection of the Lebanese 
consenses in Geneva; that is, an alteration or an amendment of 
the May 17 agreement? 


A I'm sorry, I lost the thread there. 


¢) What I'm asking is, has President Gemayel 
requested -- did he request or the U.S. offer to help him in 
the face of potential violence erupting there as a result of 
his visit to Washington? 


A Violence in -- 


Q In Lebanon, because of the impression that he 
was coming here to have the May 17 agreement amended and 
he's going back without that? 


A I'm sorry I'm being -- and the question is, 
did he ask for special security, and so forth? 


0 In the military area, and the military 
security field? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


0 On that May 17 agreement, a matter of defini- 
tion. Seen from the United States point of view, does the 
agreement -- let me put it another way. Are the side let- 
ters an an integral part of the agreement? 


A I think we've been reluctant to talk about 
side letters, Jim. 











Q I'm not asking about the substance. I'm just 
asking that when you talk about the May 17 agreement, do you 
consider it to be that single document or does it also 
intrinsically include the attachments? 


A That's a very good legal question. I'm not 
sure I can give you an accurate legal response. When we 
talk about the agreement, we're talking about the agreement. 
But if your question is, are other understan‘tings still in 
force, to my understanding they are. But I think in a 
strictly legal sense, when you're talking about the 
agreement, you're talking about the agreement. 


re) In other words, then, strictly -- following 
from you say, then, it would be possibile to maintain the 
agreement intact while changing some of the accessory 
documents? 


A I think you would be going down the wrong 
track if you thought that any attendant understandings that 
accompanied that agreement had changed or were considered 
null and void. 


Q I'm not saying they are. But should they, in 
some sense, in the future be modified, you would consider 
the May 17 agreement to be intact and unchanged? 





fy I suppose you would have to go back to the 
parties who had been signatories or had been involved in the 
understandings that accompanied the agreement. I assume 
that those still stand, and the parties to those would have 
to be agreeable to modifying them. 


) The Israeli Ambassador just arrived now to 
the State Department. Can you tell us anything about if he 
is joining the luncheon, or the talks? 


aq I can't. I didn't know he had, and I don't 
know who he's seeing. Sorry. 

0 Five minutes ago. 

A We have a lot of people coming out of the 


building. It's to keep track of; sorry, I don't. 


°) We've been getting very mixed signals about 
the Syrian position. All through the week there was a tough 
Stand about the Syrians being negative, etc. Yesterday, a 
senior official said (he was) quite encouraged by the Syrian posi- 
tion, the fact that Geneva took place; acquiesced on the 
fact that Haddad visited Beirut. 
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While just a few hours earlier, the Secretary of 
State was in a breakfast meeting and he spoke quite tough 
words about the Syrian position. Can you just elaborate a 
little bit; give us some idea of what the Administration 
thinks of the Syrian position? Are they or are they not 
cooperating? Do you expect them to or not? 


A I think you'd have to make your own deduction 
on the bacis of the words that have been offered by the various 
officials, but I don't really see any contadiction in -- 


0 The officials don't seem to agree on one 
thing or the other. 


A I don't think there's any question that Syria 
has been taking a tough stand; that Syria has been bolstered 
by a lot of Soviet weaponry which is very disturbing and 
destablizing to the area. But at the same time diplomatic 
negotiations go forward. I don't think there's any contra- 
diction in those two positions. 


Q Is there any expectation that the Syrians 
will cooperate now with President Gemayel as a result of the 
talks here, despite the strategic agreement with Israel, 
despite adherence to the May 17 agreement? 


A Have to wait and see. Ask the Syrians. Can't 
read their minds. 


re) Is there anything in the agreement that for- 
bids an agenda for the withdrawal of the Israelis? 


A No, not to my knowledge; but I would refer 
you back to the text of the agreement, but I don't think in 
terms of a specific -- 


@) Because we understand that the U.S. refused 
this agenda to President Gemayel for the withdrawal of the 
Israeli forces. 


A I don't have any comment on that, but 
obviously the text of the agreement is available. Why don't 
you go back and take a look at it. 


0 To go back to the side letters, a senior 
Lebanese official said that the side letters are very 
complex, more complex than the agreement itself. So, are 
they now tine stumbling block or what? 


A We're not going to get into side letters that 
might accompany the agreement. But the suggestion that any side 
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letters there might be are more complex than the agreement, 
I would raise a question mark about that statement. 


0 Can I just ask a question on the substance, 
to get around this dueling about side letters. The Secretary 
said, I think, many times in public at the time of the 
agreement being negotiated that Israel did not have to 
withdraw its troops until a similar arrangement was worked 
out for some kind of simultaneity with Syria. That's still 
is in force, I take it? 


A Yes, sure. That's the Israeli position. 
That's the reality. 


0 And the American position as well? 
A We accept the reality of the situation. 
fe) John, this Administration was always holding 


to the position that any pressure against Israel during the 
days of differences was apt to make sort of backfire by the 
Israelis, making them more tough than they are. Does this 
apply to the Syrians now? 


A I'm not sure that I accept the premise of 
your question. But the fact is that negotiations are going 
forward at the diplomatic level with Syria, and you have to 
make your own deductions about the degree of strength or 
obstinacy on their part at any given time. But there's cer- 
tainly communication and the opportunity for exchange, and 
there are exchanges. There's no problem about communicating 
each side's position. 


0 On the announcement yesterday about the 
Nicaraguan rebels, there has been some question whether that 
was new or not. I'd like to ask you, if that was our 


announcement -- that the rebels themselves are willing to give 


up their rebellion, the United States is willing to stop its 
support if democracy can be negotiated with Nicaragua. 


A So the question is -- 
) If they can win democracy -- 


A Is that a new development? That they've 
announced their position? 


) Was that the intention of the announcement 
yesterday, that the United States is willing to stop its 
support and the rebels are willing to give up their 
rebellion? 
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A I think the Secretary responded to that 
yesterday morning at the breakfast, and I think declined to 
comment on the question of U.S. support, or alleged support. 
But in terms of -- I don't think there is anything new in 
terms of willing to be helpful in facilitating a dialogue. 
That's not a new development on our part. If there is move- 
ment, I suppose that is new. But it's not a change in our 
position. - 


0 Is the text of that conversation yesterday 
with the Secretary, is it available or not yet? 


A I think it will be shortly after this 
briefing. Sure. 


0 John, do you have anything further on those 
people in South Africa from the village of either Mogopa or 
Magope, depending on which newspaper you read, as to whether 
anything further has happened to them; has the United States 
received any kind of reply from South Africa indicating 
the South African position about what might happen to 
them? Do we have anything more to say about it? 


A I don't know. We certainly have had a dialo- 
gue or an exchange with South Africa on that question, but I 
don't know what the outcome is or to what extent they have 
responded. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Soviet announ- 
cement this morning of a plan to hold another news con- 
ference with top military officials on the eve of the NATO 
Defense Ministers Conference? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Any comment on the Pravda point that the U.S. 
and the rest of the West was not taking seriously enough the 
Soviet walkout from the INF talks? 


A No. 


9) Anything on the word from Miami last night from a 
senior Costa Rican official that they are not interested in 
having U.S. training there? 


A No. I think the Pentagon might well answer 
that question. 


9 Do you have anything on Bill Busenberg's 
question yesterday about the witnesses that were going to 
the border, the -- 
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A Yes. As I understand it, so far as we know 
they have not been in touch with us. But in fact the same 
kind of warnings about travel to the area would have been 
given to them had they been in touch with us. I guess I 
don't happen to have with me that travel notice. 


Do you happen to have a copy of that, Brian? If 
they had been in touch with them, I think we would have made 
the point that we make to anybody contemplating travel in 
the area, namely, this was the statement we issued back 
in June. 


"The Department of State advises U.S. citizens tra- 
velling to Nicaragua that the northern border area of 
Nicaragua remains under the military control imposed by the 
government on November 4, 1982. Persons travelling overland 
may be subject to military searches at international 
crossing points and at points in the Nicaraguan territory. 
Increased fighting between rebel forces and the GRN in the 
border and central mountain area makes travel off the main 
highways hazardous. 


"It's recommended that travel in those areas be 
restricted to main roads and undertaken only during daylight 
hours. Also, it is recommended that due to the fluidity of the 
situation, travelers make contact with our Embassy there for 
current information prior to embarking on any travel in the 
northern and central parts of Nicaragua." 


But I think the Department was -- at least the offi- 
cials we spoke to -- were a little puzzled because they 
appeared to have had no overtures from this group. 


9) One more on the situation on the Miskitos. 
Will the United States help in the relocation of the 
Miskitos back to Nicaragua, in view of the fact that they've 
been providing food and so on in Honduras, under the amnesty 
decree? 


A Can't answer that. 


0 Apparently there's an investigation going on 
of Chinese Government subsidies of exports of textiles to 
this country. They're saying that this investigation could 
impair U.S.-China relations. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A We did have some guidance a few days ago. 
That's the countervailing duty case, I think. I think if 
you check with the Press Office there is some guidance of a 
few days ago. 
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°) Is there any conclusion drawn yet ‘in the 
investigation into the security damage or the damage 
assessment, if you will, of the State Department papers 
case? 


A Lorton? No. Not that I'm aware of, no. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


Tuesday, December 6, 1983 


INDEX 





SUBJECT PAGE 





ANNOU NCEMENT 
CSCE Semixmannual REPOrtecccccccccccccccseseccecccecesses Ll 


POLAND | 
Lech Walesa Sta tement @eeeeoeeseeeeeseeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeene ee @ l 
Anniversary of Martial Law. @eeeeeeoegaceaeeoeeeseees eee eeeeaeeeeee86 1 


LEBANON/SYRIA 
Captured Pilot. eeeeseeoceeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee es l 
Reconnaissance Fl ights @eeeeeseeeeoeveeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeee8 2 - 3 ' 4 v 5 
Lebanon Sit Rep. @eeseeoeoegceececeesceoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeee eee 2-3 
Soviet Contacts. eeeseeeoeeceee eee eeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeee8 3 
Airman, Marine Bodies. @eeeeeeoeoeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee2 @ 4 
Italian Withdrawal from MNF. @eeeseeeceaoeaeeoeeceeeeeeaeeess ee ee 4-5 
Superpower Confrontation. eeeeseeoeeeceeeeeseee8 °°@ eeeeoeeeeee1enesd 5-6 
Bullet-proof Vests. seeeeseeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eee 8 6 


EGYPT 
Comments On US-Israel PacteccececseccccssessesesessesssOml 


AMBASSADOR RUMSFELD 
Se... oo b 6 6 0 66 6 OOO6 0554006 660600 b000bO4e Cees bCe Tee 


USSR 
Orgakov Press CONFETENCE.ceecescccccsecssssesesesesssesand 


o POV TTTTETTTTTE TTL TTT TT TTTTTTerresreeeseeseeeeeereereeeerrir ew | 


HONDU RAS 
Plane Attack on PRGMORMOMs 0 06606656 0000000006 bbe CC UbeCCeRe 
200 Persons RefuSed Ent ryscccccccccccccssccsseeessersllll 


NI CARAGUA 
New Initiatives/Contadora ProcesS.cccccseesecsvevsesell=l2 


UNITED KINGDOM 
Prime Minister Thatcher. cccccccccsccsccssccssescsvessssesis=l3 








STATE DEPARTMENT 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #215 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1983, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
announcement. In case any of you missed it yesterday, we 
posted a statement on the CSCE Semi-annual Report. That's 
the report submitted to the Congressional Committee on the 
subject. Additional copies of the statement and report are 
available in the Press Office. Some copies yesterday apparently 
had some pages missing. The copies that are available now are 
correct copies. 


Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on Lech 
Walesa's statement that the United States should lift its 
trade sanctions against Poland? He said that they have 
outlived their usefulness. 


A Just very briefly, Mike, we have great 
respect for Mr. Walesa. We have not yet received a full 
account of his press conference, and we will be studying his 
comments carefully and will have something to say about them 
in the near future. But I don't have anything substantive 
to say about them now. 


Q Is it possible you'll have something this 
afternoon? 


A I can't specify. As soon as we have it, we 
will obviously make it available to you. 


Q May I follow that and ask if you have 
anything on increased tensions in Poland as the anniversary 
of martial law approaches? Increased security measures by the 
Jaruzelski Government? 


hy I don't have anything on it. 
Q Can you tell us something about what steps 


are being taken to get back this lieutenant who was shot 
down and captured? 


a All I really can say about that is that we 
remain in contact with senior Syrian officials, but I can't 
go beyond that. 








Q Can you tell us if, in fact, the Syrian 
Government warned the United States that the reconnaissance 
flights would be fired on two weeks ago? # There was a 
report last night that that message had been given to -- 


A On a network do you refer -- 


@) Yes, it was a report on CBS that our 
Ambassadors had been given that information. 


A I can't really get into the question of our 
diplomatic back-and-forth on that. Our position on this is 
quite clear. 


The Secretary explained it, I think, in some detail 

yesterday. We have a right to be there. We're in Lebanon 

at the invitation of the Lebanese Government. We're flying 
reconnaissance simply in -- consistent with our role there, and 
the Secretary explained all of that. I don't have anything 

new to explain, and I really am not going to try to go back 

to explain what we said to them specifically and what they 

said to us. 


I think our position on the question of recon- 
naissance and on defending ourselves is unmistakable. 


Q Yes. Well, I don't quarrel with that, but 
that would seem to be rather significant if, indeed, the 
government had warned that they were going to fire on these 
flights. Why couldn't you discuss that? 


A Just a general matter of our practice of not 
discussing diplomatic exchanges. 


Excuse me, I was asked if I had a sitrep on 
Lebanon. Let me give you what I do have. No incidents 
involving the Marines in the last twenty-four hours, 
although I gather as I walked out here there is some radio 
report implying there may be something. I don't have 
anything on that. 


Beirut International Airport remains closed. The 
Front for the Liberation of Lebanon from Foreigners has 
claimed responsibility for yesterday's bombing in Beirut 
that killed 14 and wounded 100. 


Last night there were exchanges of fire at several 
checkpoints in the Beirut suburbs. Last night, there were 
also exchanges of artillery fire in the Suq 
al-Gharb, Kayfun, Qabr Shmun areas and local media have 
reported that these exchanges resumed this morning. 








According to Beirut radio, there were heavy 
exchanges of fire last night in Tripoli which tapered off 
this morning. We don't have any independent confirmation of 
that. 


@) What do we know about the Front for the 
Liberation of Lebanon? 


A Nothing. 


Q Alan, have they taken credit or respon- 
sibility in the past? 


A They have taken responsibility in the past, 
but we don't know anything about them. 


e) Let me follow up on Bob's question, Alan. 
The Marines and the MNF troops are in Lebanon or in Beirut 
now because there is recognition of a problem -- there is a 
problem there. As long as the problem is there, and the 
problem is defined by Syrian, Israeli and PLO presence in 
Lebanon; as long as the problem is not solved, do you think 
that the Syrians are violating anything by shooting or 
firing at reconnaissance flights over territories where they 
are in control and which the United States is there to 
solve? 


A I don't think it's going to be productive to 
try to get into a great exposition on that subject, Ghassan. 
What I would say is that we -- as I answered before, our 
position on this is clear. That we have a responsibility 
through an agreement with the Lebanese Government to be 
there in the Multinational Force. That we take prudent 
steps, including reconnaissance, to protect that force and 
that we will take steps necessary to defend our people. 


Q Has there been any contact with the Soviets, 
taking into consideration the fact that they are in the 
vicinity of the operations of the aircraft? 


A I don't know whether there have been specific 
contacts. You're talking about specifically with regard to 
this weekend's activity? 


QO Yes. 


A I don't know that they're have been any spe- 
cific contacts in that regard. Obviously, we have had con- 
tact with the Soviets before on the question of the Middle 
East in general and of Lebanon specifically, but I don't 
have details to give you Mike? 











Q Do you have anything on the return of the 
remains of the airman who was killed? 


A No. It's really the same situation as with 
regard to the airman who is a prisoner. That is, that we're 
in contact with the Syrians about that. I think we ought to 
let that process move forward. You might want to check 
eventually with the Pentagon and see about that. But at 
this point we are in contact with the Syrian Government, and 
I don't think they'll have anything different to tell you 
about it. 


0 What about return of the Marines' bodies from 
Beirut? 


A I don't know anything about that. 


Q Can you at least clear up the precise cir- 
cumstances beyond the fact that his plane was shot down, 
under which Lange died, and do you have any word that this 
government assumes is the truth about Goodman's condition? 


A I don't have any details to offer you on 
that. . 


Q You can probably correct me if I am wrong. 
At some point the United States position was, about these 
overflights and reconnaissance with Israel, who used to do 
them, that Israel should cease doing so. 


Am I, first, correct and, if I am, how does their 
decision now justify doing the same thing that it preached 
others not to do? 


A You have to look back at the record to 
see what we've said. You may find that more easily than I 
could. But in any case, our position is that, clearly, we 
are there in the Multinational Force at the invitation of 
the Government of Lebanon, with an agreement that was 
reached with the Government of Lebanon. They agreed to 
reconnaissance flights. So I just don't see the problem 
with that. _ 


0 Alan, have you got any comments on the 
reports that the Italian Government is considering pulling 
out of the MNF? 


A No, we don't have any information that they 
are considering withdrawing its forces from the MNF. We are 
in close contact with all of our MNF partners with respect 
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to all the aspects of the situation in Lebanon. Indeed, I 
believe the Secretary will probably meet with is counter- 
parts from the MNF this week while they're together. 


We continue to believe, obviously, that solidarity 
of the MNF in support of or shared objectives in Lebanon 
remains very important. 


Q Can you tell us -- I don't know, maybe the 
Pentagon will be better, but you could try. If -=— since the 
downing of the two U.S. aircraft, has the United States flown 
anymore of those reconnaissance -- 


A I don't know the answer to that, Ghassan. 
You would have to check with the Pentagon. 


Q Alan, what is the Administration's assessment 
of whether or not the risk of a superpower conflict is 
growing in the Middle East because of the past week of 
violence? 


A I think I will have to refer you, really, to 
what Larry Eagleburger said on television this weekend. He 
was asked something about this, and he addressed himself to 

‘it, and let me refer you to those remarks. 


Q A daily assessment on the -- 
A A daily assessment? 
Q You don't keep a running track of the -- I 


know you do. I mean, you don't have anything fresh to tell 
us since Eagleburger? We don't perceive any change? The 
Soviets, since then, held a press conference which is not 
the usual state of business in Moscow. 


A Yes, and they were also mostly talking about 
arms control issues. They mentioned the Middle East. But I 
don't see that, frankly, as relevant to the kind of 
assessment particularly, at least in terms of what said to 
your question. 





Q The Syrian Ambassador to the United States 
~ said yesterday that there is a danger of a superpower 
confrontation if American policy persists in attempting to 
intimidate Syria militarily. And I was wondering whether 
you had any response to that? 


A You're making a statement that the United 
States is intimidating Syria militarily. Obviously, our 
approach is not that approach. Our approach is that we took 
a limited, proportionate and timely action in response to an 
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action against our unarmed reconnaissance aircraft. So lI 
don't see that that tracks. 


Mike. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on a complaint by 
Congressman Green of New York that a West German company had a 
license granted by the United States to sell bullet-proof 


vests to Syria? 


A No. Don't know anything about it. 
Q Have you had any inquiry from him -- 
A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Could you take that, please, if you have a 
view on that? 


A I'll look into it. I'm not sure this is 
where that would come, but I will look into it. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the very 
critical view expressed by the Egyptian Government regarding 
the U.S.-Israeli agreement? 


A No, I really don't. I think the various 
briefers over the course of the visit and following the 
visit of Prime Minister Shamir made clear what the nature of 
our relationship with Israel is, and I would refer you back 
to those remarks. I don't have anything new to offer or 
a response to a particular comment by any government. 


--MORE-- 








Q President Mubarak has been particularly 
Saying that the U.S. policy is putting the so-called 
moderate Arab governments in a very difficult position. 


How do you read this? 


A He'll have to obviously speak for hinm- 
self on that, and I don't have a response to offer you. I 
think we've made clear that our relationship with Israel, we 
think, is consistent with good relations as well with 
moderate Arab governments. 


Q Can you in fact tell us, Alan, if you 
received such a statement from the Egyptian Government, if 
you received it in a formal way? 


A No. I don't have information on that, and I 
think that probably would not -- we would not get into the 
question of that sort of thing. 


Q Are any specific steps planned to deal with 
these criticisms expressed by various moderate Arab govern- 
ments to the U.S.-Israeli pact? 


A I don't know whether I can offer you anything on. 
specific steps. Obviously, we have a very active diplomatic 
dialogue with a variety of countries in the region, 
including those moderate Arab countries, and I'm sure that 
we will continue to discuss issues relevant, including the 
relationship with Israel, through that dialogue, explaining 
what our policy is and so on. But I don't have any speci- 
fics to offer you on that. 


Jim? 


Q I was going to ask specifically if you had a 
response to the TASS statement specifically about the danger 
of further escalation and the serious threat to peace beyond 
the Middle East, and also where Rumsfeld is going today, if 
he's going today? 

— A The answer to the first question is, no, I 
don't have a response. The answer to the second question is 
that Ambassador Rumsfeld is in Washington, and he -- I think 
the Secretary indicated he had imminent travel plans, but I 
don't have anything for you on his destination as such, as 
is consistent with our standard pattern on our Middle East 
negotiator. 








Yes, but he's leaving ioday or not? 
Sorry? 

Is he leaving today or not? 

Yes. He will be leaving today. 

Is Damascus still available to him? 


I have no reason to think it's not. 
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| Alan, do you have anything on the European 
economic summit? 
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A No. I really don’: have anything on that. 
No. 


Q Alan, do you have any specific response to a 
comment on the Orgakov press conference yesterday? 


A On what? I mean, it was a rather broad- 
ranging -- 


Q I can go into specifics. I thought you might 
have a general response. 


A Without a long question, what specifically 
are you interested in? 


Q Well, my reading of the statements were that 
Orgakov called the U.S. retaliatory raids on Syrian posi- 
tions an act of war against Syria under U.N. regulations. 


A We obviously don't accept that. 


Q Okay. Two, he compared the placement of 
Euromissiles in Europe to the aggression of Hitler against 
the United States. 


A That's absurd. 
0 Okay. Three -- 


A You're telling me that's what he said. I 
haven't got that in my head, but if that's what he said, 
that's absurd. Go ahead. 


Q I hold no (inaudible) for him -- 











A I understand. I'm just assuming you're 
quoting him accurately. Go ahead. 


Q Three, he said when asked about Chancellor 
Kohl's statement that the Soviets had returned to the nego- 
tiating table on INF, he said that Kohl has a rich fantasy 
life. (laughter) 


A You'd have to -- the Germans would have to 
respond to that. 


Q Except that U.S. officials have also 
repeatedly said that they expect the Soviets to come back to 
the negotiating table. I would assume that the remarks 
apply also to his view of U.S. officials on that score. 


A I don't think I have offered any predictions 
as to whether the Soviets would return to the negotiating 
table. Our position -- 


Q President Reagan has, Secretary Shultz has. 


A Our position is that an early resumption of 
the INF negotiations offers the best prospect for progress 
towards genuine arms control and is in the interests of 
everyone, and we're ready to resume the negotiations at any 
time, and we call on the Soviets to do so at the earliest 
possible moment. 


Q Thank you. 

A We've got some more questions, Mike. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

Q Would you characterize as friendly the views 
expressed by Israel regarding the shooting down of the two 


U.S. aircraft by Syria? 


A As friendly? 


Oo ~_ Yes. 
A I don't have any characterization to offer. 
Q Last night the Inter-American Foundation ousted 


its president. Do you have any comment on that since Motley 
and McPherson and Mittendorf all voted to do that? 
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A No. I think I'd really have to refer you to 
the Foundation. I don't have anything on that. 


Q What about the Soviet hint that they might 
withdraw also from the START negotiations in Geneva? Today 
they did meet, and it was -- 

) 


A Yes. And I understand that they have a 
meeting for Thursday. 


Q Exactly. That should be the last one of the 
year, so what do you, make out of that? 


A I don't have anything on that at this point. 
They're due to meet again. 


0 Do you have anything on planes -- apparently 
Honduran air force planes attacking Nicaraguan fishing boats 
and a border post yesterday? 


A No. I saw reports which weren't quite con- 
sistent with your question. But in any case I don't have 
any information on any of those reports however they may be 
cast. 


. '@) Wait, wait, wait. You can't confirm that there 
were any such attacks? 


A I can't confirm that, no. 


Q Could I just pursue that for a second? 
You've got a radar device in the area in which that .took 
place which require manning of 60 American technicians, and 
you have 4,000-5,000 troops in Honduras, some of them very 
near that -- 


A All with little radars, right? 


Q No. Some very near that. And I'm just won- 
dering, are you certain that the United States is in a posi- 
tion to confirm an attack across the border by aircraft? 


A I'm certainly not in a position to do so. 
0) There were 200, mostly nuns, who were turned 


away from Honduras last night in a vigil. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A  -Very little. The Honduran Government indi- 
cated that it considered that proposed activity to be poli- 
tical in nature, and their position is that political 
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activity of this type by foreigners is not legal, and 
therefore they could not legally enter Honduras for those 
purposes. 


Q Do we agree with that? 


A It's not a question of whether we agree or 
don't agree or whether we can pass judgment on it. It is -- 
as I say, this is their law and their intrepretation of 
their law. We had no advance knowledge or consultation 
regarding -- or consultation particularly. I think there 
was some information as it was developing, but we were not 
consulted and we were certainly not part of that decision. 


Q Alan, our government passes judgment on the 
behavior of foreign governments all the time. Why not in 
this case? 


A I'll say this is their interpretation of their 
law. 


Q Also on Central America before we end this, 
is the Reagan Administration currently involved in giving a 
calculated cold shoulder to the Nicargauan initiatives, or 
is there a genuine, deliberate effort by this Administration 
to conduct a diplomatic dialogue leading to a political 
solution? 


A I refer you to what the Secretary said 
yesterday, that the statements being made by the Government 
of Nicaragua now are vastly different from statements that 
were being made about six months ago, and while we welcome 
the statements, as he said, "What we want is for a reality 
to be put behind the rhetoric." 


Q What would that be? 


A I'm not going to try to spell it out, but we 
have embarked on a policy in Central America which has 
included a concerted effort to deal with the problems posed 
by Nicaragua. There are now some signs that policy may be 
working. “_" 


As the Secretary indicated, caution is necessary 
in interpreting the current signals, and we don't know 
whether the signals represent a real willingness to deal 
with the substantive issues. The test is going to come in 
the actual negotiating process. 


Q Where is that process? 
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A If Nicaragua is serious in its public 
declarations, then this should facilitate the negotiation of 
reciprocal and verifiable measures to implement the 21 
objectives of the Contadora Group. 


For our part, we are prepared to intensify our 
efforts in support of the Contadora‘s 21 points to fully 
test Nicaragua's intentions. 


If Nicaragua is prepared to implement the 21 
points, it can count on reciprocity from us and its neigh- 
bors in the effort to restore peace in Central America. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A Can't give you a verbatim, but I can give you 
-- why don't we wait until we have the transcript on that? 


e) Follow on that, please, Alan. There are 
people who believe that this is largely smokescreen, that 
the Reagan Administration is committed to a military 
solution. 


Is there something that you'd like to say in 
response to that in general? I mean -- 


A” I think I just did. 


Q Well, 21 points. Does that mean that it has 
to be all 21 or it's no deal? 


A We have said that we think that the 21 points 
-- we and the countries, other countries involved in the 
Contadora process, have said that these 21 points represent 
a comprehensive approach and not things that you could sort 
of pick at piecemeal and choose what you want off the menu. 
It represents a comprehensive approach to the problems of 
the region, and we think that is the appropriate way to deal 
with the problems. 


Q Does that mean that the Sandinista regime 
would have to change its root character completely before 
the United States Administration will be satisfied? 


A I think I'll stick with what I just said. 


0 Alan -=- 


A Lester. 
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Q AP reports from San Francisco, that British Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher opposed the U.S. invasion of 
Grenada because she is a woman. U.S. Information Agency 
Director Charles G. (sic) Wick said, “Margaret Thatcher's a great 
Prime Minister. She's also a woman." (Laughter) 


What is the State Department's reaction? 
A I don't have any -- 


@) You wouldn't dispute the fact that she's a 
woman, but other than that what -- 


A Very perceptive, Lester. 
Q Thank you. 


A I don't have a particular reaction. I think 
you probably would want to ask others about that. I don't 
know precisely what was said. I've seen a newspaper account 
of it. Obviously, we have very close relations with the 
Government of the U.K. and with Prime Minister Thatcher and 





Q You wouldn't say that she opposed this 
because she's a woman, would you? I mean, you'd disagree, 
wouldn't you, Alan? 


A I think I would say that we have very close 
relations with the Government of the U.K., and we have good 
relations with Prime Minister Thatcher, and -- 


Q So you wouldn't agree with this? 

A -- that's the nature of that relationship. 

Q You wouldn't agree with this. 

A Did you have a question? 

Q Let me follow up one question, Alan. Am I 
correct in saying that you would disagree with Wick on this, 
or do you subscribe to Ruyard Kipling's statement that "a 
woman is Only a woman, but a good cigar is a smoke."? 
(Laughter) 

Q Thank you. 


a Lester, I'll let you answer that question, 
and then you come back. Okay. We'll end it. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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MP.. ROMBERG: I don't have any announcements, so 
I'll be happy to take questions. 


Q The wires pass. 
Q Do you have any guidance today, Alan? 
A Do I have guidance? (Laughter) I don't have 


any comment for you on that. 
Q What's new? 
A No questions? I'll be happy to end it. 


Q Do you have any statement with respect to the 
State Department's position on IDA and the negotiations that 
are going on? 


A No. I don't have anything. I wouldn't get 
into the question of an agency position in any case. There 
is some guidance, though, which exists, Jim, in the Press 
Office -- on IDA-VII, you're talking about. I'll refer you to 
that. 


0 The old guidance? 


A It's the same guidance we've had for a while. 
There's nothing new to report. 


Q Do you know when the Administration will 
determine what its position is? 


A I don't know when and if we will have 
anything new, that is to say, beyond that guidance. 


Q Okay. And is Ambassador Stone going to 
Nicaragua next week? 


A Ambassador Stone, as you doubtless know, is 
going with the Vice President as a member of the delegation, 
and then he will proceed from Argentina to a round of visits 
of the Contadora countries, including Central America. 











I don't have specifics to give you of the 
countries that he will visit, and we'll do that as we have 
in the past, sort of one at a time as we can. Sol can't 
answer your question specifically at this point. 


Q Is this what you were referring to yesterday, 
one of the tests that you were referring to yesterday? 


A I don't want to try to be more specific about 
what I was saying yesterday in terms of the response on the 
question of Nicaragua. But the fact is that he will be 
making a round of the Contadora countries, including Central 


America. 


Q When you say "including Central America," do 
you mean all of the Central American countries? 


A I don't have details on which countries, so 
why don't we just -- 


Q Was your description inclusive or non-specific? 


A I'm not going to try to define it for you 
further. Sorry. 


Q Are you saying the Contadora Four and the 
Central American Five, one or the other -- can you be more 
specific than you were? 


A Not really. I'm saying that he will go to 
Contadora countries, including the Central American -- 
including Central America, but I'm not specifying -- I'm not 
in a position at this point, because of our general rules, to 
specify which countries, whether he's going to all of them 
or only some of then. 


Q Is he going to link up with Henry Kissinger 
and his Commission, which is leaving on Monday? 


A I have no indication that he's going to do 
that, George. 


Q Alan, any progress on the contacts between the 
United States and Syria concerning the American pilot? 


A I don't have anything further. This is on the 
prisoner? 


Q Yes. 











A Goodman? I don't have anything further to 
offer beyond what I said yesterday, which is that we are in 
contact with senior Syrian officials, but I don't have 
anything. 


‘@) What about the corpse of the -- 


A The remains, which we believe are those of 
the deceased U.S. airman, were turned over to the LAF this 
morning at about 6:00 a.m. Washington time. They were then 
transferred to the Marine MNF contingent and later taken by 
helicopter to the U.S.S. John F. Kennedy. 





Beyond that, I would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


Why was it returned to the LAF? 

Why? 

Yeah. I mean, why -- 

You would have to ask the Syrians that. 
What do you mean? 


That was their decision. 


o0o r+ ODO FP OF FP DOD 


Well, I understood that there was some con- 
tacts with the U.S. Embassy in Damascus. 


A We were certainly involved in the process of 
knowing how this was going to be done, but it was their 
decision to do it that way. Anyway, as I say, those remains, 
which we believe are those of the airman who was killed, are 
apparently on the Kennedy at this point. 





0 Do you sense a softening of Syrian position 
on the captured airman, Goodman? 


A I don't want to describe it one way or 
another. I simply will stick with the position that we are 
in contact with senior Syrian officials on that. 


0 The Defense Minister, Talas, insisted that 
they would not release the prisoner until the end of war. 
Do you have -- I mean, are you in war with Syria now, 
officially? 


A No. We're not at war with Syria. 














Q So why are they holding him? 


A I've seen other Syrian officials quoted, 
saying other things. I'm not going to try to get into this 
question, though, beyond what I've said to you. 


Q You mean there is no unified Syrian position 
toward the prisoner's state, or there is no unified position 
except -- 


A I'm not going to try to speak for the 
Syrians. You'll have to find out what their position is. 


Q No. But you indicated that Talas was 
the only man who spoke about this. 


A No. I don't believe that's correct. But in 
any case, I'm not going to try to articulate a Syrian posi- 
tion on this. Our position is -- 


Q What's your position? 


A -- that we are in contact with senior Syrian 
officials on this question. We've indicated -- the 
Secretary indicated in his press conference -- we've made 
strong representations and hope for early release. Period. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Alan, can you characterize for us the level and 
the kinds of diplomatic contacts that are underway between 
Our governments? 


A No. No. 


Q Can you give us a general situation report 
on Lebanon? 


A Yes, I can do that. 


Q Is the U.S. still hoping that the UN is 
going to intervene -- 


A Excuse me, I have a question to answer. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

A Yesterday our Marine position at Beirut 
International Airport came under heavy machine-gun and 


small-arms fire. The Marines returned fire and hostile 
fire ceased. There were no Marine casualties. 








Today there have been no incidents involving 
the Marines. Exchanges have been reported along the 
Alayh ridgeline. No significant incidents have been 
reported in Beirut's southern suburbs. 


Exchanges have also been reported near Khaldah 
and Sug-al-Gharb. Beirut International Airport remains 
closed. 
In Tripoli, we understand, the cease-fire is holding, and we 
have seen press reports that arrangements for the departure 
of pro-Arafat PLO forces are nearing completion, but I 
cannot confirm that. 

Q Are we still flying reconnaissance missions? 


A I have no information on reconnaissance 
missions, Mike. You would have to ask the Pentagon. 


Q Alan, regarding the evacuation of the Arafat 
factions out of Tripoli, is the United States playing a 
particular role in this operation? 
No. 
Where is Rumsfeld today? 


He is in London. 


ono Ff OO PY 


How long is he going to stay there? 
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A I don't have anything for you on his onward 
travel. 

0 Surprise. 

0 Alan, do you have anything on this business 


about the Syrian bullet-proof vests? 


A No, Steve, I think you would have to go 
to the Commerce Department on that question. 


0 Do you have any reaction to The New York 
Times editorial today that suggests we set a date to pull out 
the Marines out of Beirut, or to Congressmen who suggest 
that the policy of the War Powers Act has been changed, 
the agreement with the Administration? 





A On the first, I believe the Secretary 
addressed that in his press conference, and on the second, 
I believe Larry Speakes addressed that either yesterday 
or the day before, so I don't have anything to add to 
either of those things. 


e) Alan, anything on Foreign Minister, Aus- 
tralian Foreign Minister, Hayden, to come to Washington to 
discuss Cyprus? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. Don't 
know anything about it. 


0 Okay. Do you have anything further from 
yesterday on Walesa's looking for us to lift the 
sanctions? 

No, I don't have anything new on that today. 
How about the Iraq frigates? 
Iraq? 


Iraq frigates. (Laughter) 


Frigates? No, don't. 


So fF} &S FF O&O °F 


It was before your time. 


0 Alan, does the United States see Haddad's 
news conference yesterday as indicating a more conciliatory 
position by Syria? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer you on 
that one, sorry. 


0 On Rumsfeld, can you tell us, has he sought 
a meeting with Syria? Has he sought to add that stop, 











and, perhaps anticipating your answer to that, do you con- 
sider that it would be useful for him to have talks with 
the Syrians? 


A I am afraid you are going to have to antici- 
pate the same answer to the second part of it. As you 
know, we simply don't talk about his schedule, beyond 
confirming when he has arrived someplace, so I am not 
going to try to address either part of that. 


0 Do you consider, in the broadest terms, that 
diplomatic talks with the Syrians on the situation in 
Lebanon, in its broadest terms, would be useful at this 
time? 


A We certainly have ongoing dialogue with 
Syria. We have an Ambassador in place, and so, certainly, 
dialogue is a useful thing. 


Q Can you tell us with whom he spoke in 
London, or has spoken? 


A I don't know, so I can't tell you. 


Q Alan, there are reports from the Middle 
East that the “Geneva II" -— quote -- will not be held. 


Do you have any information to shed on that? Do 
you know? 


A No. I think -— are you talking about the 
Lebanese reconciliation effort? 


Q Right. 


A I think we would have to leave any state- 
ments on that to the Lebanese. 


Q U.S. officials are playing observer-- 


A We have -=- sure, we have been, well, not 
observer in a formal sense. We had representation in 
Geneva. We have talked about the importance of national 
reconciliation, but as far as reconvening the talks and 
what the prospects may be on that, I am really going to 
have to let you turn to the Lebanese for that. 


Q Alan, do you have any expectations out of 
the OPEC meetings that start today? 


A I don't have anything on that, sorry. 





























0 Yesterday you didn't have anything on the 
Inter-American Foundation change. Do you have anything 
today? 


A No. 


e) There was a report a couple of days ago that 
there is a plan for the territorial brigade in southern 
Lebanon -- I don't know if someone asked this question or 
not -- proposed for southern Lebanon to assist in 
furthering the Israeli withdrawal from the area. 


Will you comment on this? 


A Don't have a comment on that specifically. 
Our position on troop withdrawal, all foreign forces with- 
drawing from Lebanon, is quite clear, but I am not going 
to try to get into some sort of discussion of how, in 
specific terms, this might happen. 


0 Is Stone going to Nicaragua? 


A I think you may have come in late. I am 
not going to be able to say specifically where he is going. 
After he has accompanied the Vice President to Buenos Aires, 
he will go to Contadora countries, including Central 
America, but I can't say specifically what countries. 


fe) Which day exactly will he leave Buenos Aires 
to go to Central America or the Contadora countries? 

A I don't have a specific date on that. 

0 Is Abrams planning to go to Nicaragua? 


A I don't know. 

0 Can you look into that? 

A I will look into it. I don't promise you 
to necessarily come up with an answer on it, but I will 
look into it. 


°) Have we exhausted your guidance for today? 


A Try and see. It depends what you are 
interested in. 


0 Newsweek Magazine reported this week that 





there are complaints from the Israeli occupying authorities 
in East Jerusalem about the operation and the functions 
of the American Consulate, that they are accusing the Con- 














sulate of conducting arrangements for U.S. visitors and 
Congressmen with -- quote/unquote -- "radical Palestinians," 
and this is to the displeasure of the Israeli authorities 
there. 


Would you comment on the function and the activ- 
ities of the East Jerusalem Consulate? 


A We have a guidance on that but I don't have 
it with me today. Why don't you get it from the Press 
Office? -- but there is some guidance on it. 

@) Thank you. 


A Okay, you are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:21 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #217 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1983, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements for you. First, to tell you that available in 
the Press Office after the briefing will be the text on an 
embargoed basis -- Are we going to put it out afterwards -- 
Excuse me, let me interrupt myself -- Brian, or put it out 
later? The Adelman speech. 


MR. CARLSON: Afterwards. 


MR. ROMBERG: Right afterwards. A speech by ACDA 
Director Adelman on the future for arms control. As I say, 
it's embargoed, so please observe that. 





Q Where is the speech being made? 
A The Arms Control Association, I believe. 


Second, on Friday, tomorrow, December 9, at 3:00 
p.m., there will be an ON-THE-RECORD press briefing here in 
this room in preparation for the Forum on Afghanistan. This 
forum will take place next Monday and Tuesday, December 12 
and 13, in the Loy Henderson Conference Room, and is co- 
Sponsored by the Department of State and the Center for 
Afghanistan Studies of the University of Nebraska at Omaha. 


The purpose of the Forum will be to examine the 
implications of the continued Soviet occupation of 
Afghanistan on the eve of the fourth anniversary of the 
Soviet invasion. 


The Forum will be open for media coverage. A 
press release describing the Forum is available in the Press 
Office. 


The briefers on Friday will be Howard Schaffer, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near East and South Asian 
Affairs, and Dr. Thomas Gouttierre, Director of the Center for 
Afghanistan Studies of the University of Nebraska at Omaha. 








Recently prepared informational materials on 
Afghanistan will be distributed at Friday's briefing. 
Correspondents interested in covering the Afghanistan Forum 

















or who would like to interview any of the participants 
should contact Joe Reap in the Press Office. 


Q What time is this thing tomorrow? 
a 3:00 o'clock. 


On the release of the SCG progress report: NATO's 
Special Consultative Group, the SCG, on INF met today in 
Brussels during the meeting of the North Atlantic Council. 
As is customary for each Ministerial, the SG has prepared a 
progress report on the implementation of NATO's 1979 dual- 
track decision. 


Given the events of recent weeks and the intense 
interest in INF among Allied publics, the SCG has decided to 
declassify the report and release it to the public. The 
report provides a comprehensive account of the rationale for 
NATO's 1979 decision, the close consultations within NATO 
on INF arms control, and the extensive efforts made by the 
United States to achieve an arms control agreement during 
six negotiating rounds in Geneva. 


Copies of the SCG progress report and a press sum- 
mary are available in the Press Office. 


8) Is that being released in Brussels, too? 
a I think it already has been. Yes. 


On Vietnam: We note Vietnamese Foreign Minister 
Nguyen Co Thach's statement that he had some information on the 
search for American servicemen listed as missing as a result 
of the Vietnam war. He said he would turn the information 
over to the U.S. Government. 


We welcome Mr. Thach's statement which is in the 
spirit of the Vietnamese memorandum of August 16, 1983. 
This memorandum stated that they would continue the search 
for missing Americans in keeping with the humanitarian 
nature of the accounting issue. 


We especially welcome Mr. Thach's pledge to turn 
over this information directly to the U.S. Government since 
the only way to achieve the fullest possible accounting is 
through government-to-government channels. 


We hope the Vietnamese will be contacting us 
shortly regarding this matter. 

















Q Copy, please? 


A Copy. And, finally, on certification of 
Argentina. Argentina has made significant progress in 
meeting internationally recognized principles of human 
rights. 


Accordingly, effective December 10, President 
Reagan will make the certification called for in Section 725 
of the International Security and Development Cooperation 
Act of 1981. A report setting forth the basis for the 
President's determination will be forwarded to the Congress. 


This certification is particularly appropriate at 
this time as the December 10 inauguration of the democrati- 
cally elected government of Raoul Alfonsin represents a 
major step in Argentina's continuing progress in improving 
human rights performance. 


As previously announced, Vice President Bush will 
represent the President at this important event. 


That's it. Happy to take your questions. 
Q Alan -- 
e) Copy of that? 


A Copy of the statement of certification? 
Sure. 


0 Alan, can you expand upon what improvements 
they have made in human rights in Argentina in the last few 
years? 


A Sure. 
Q What are the most significant aspects of that 
improvement? 


A In the past year and a half there's been a 
dramatic improvement in the human rights situation in 
Argentina, including the following specific improvements: 


National elections for president and congress were 
held on October 30, 1983, which were universally applauded 
as open, fair and honest; all PEN prisoners were either 
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released or remanded to the Ministry of Justice for trial or 
completion of sentences previously handed down for specific 
criminal offenses; the phenomenon of “disappearances" has all 
but ceased in the last three years; the ban on political 
activity was lifted and a new political parties law was 
promulgated; restrictions on the press and other media were 
gradually removed; constraints on trade union activity were 
relaxed; and, the state of seige was lifted. 


Overall the improvement in the human rights 
situation was dramatic and clearly met the requirement of 
the law. 


@) Copy of that, Alan? 
A Copy. Yes. 


fe) Alan, has there been a satisfactory 
accounting of the numerous political activists and others 
who vanished during this period? There are still some 
unanswered questions about their condition. 


A The major human rights question remaining in 
Argentina involves the accounting for the abuses of the 
past. The United States has consistently encouraged the 
Argentine Government to provide as full an accounting as 
possible on the disappeared to the Argentine people. 


A related issue, I might note, is the Argentine 
Government's decision to issue an amnesty decree on 
September 23, granting immunity to all those who may be 
liable for legal prosecution for acts committed during the 
so-called “dirty war." 


Both of these issues are the subject of much 
discussion within Argentina, and the Alfonsin Government has 
pledged to address them. 


The President, in reaching his decision, has taken 
into account the requirements of the law. As I indicated, the 














United States has deplored violations of basic human rights 
that occurred during the 1970s in Argentina, including the 
thousands of disappearances. 


The United States has also continuously 
encouraged, as I noted, that the Argentine Government pro- 
vide as full an accounting as possible on the disappeared to 
the Argentine people. 


Q In practical terms, what does this cer- 
tification mean? 


A I hadn't finished. 
Q Sorry. 


A When the Argentine Government's report on the 
disappeared, released in April, did not provide a satisfac- 
tory accounting, the United States expressed its disappoint- 
ment that an occasion had been lost to begin the resolution 
of this question. 


Nevertheless, the United States believes that the 
overall human rights situation in Argentina with respect to 
the rights of the person, as well as to civil and political 
rights, has improved dramatically over the past year and a 
half and merits certification. 


Moreover, the United States believes that a 
democratically elected government is one of the best guaran- 
tees of respect for human rights. And, as I indicated 
before, the newly elected government of President Alfonsin 
is committed to trying to resolve this difficult question of 
the disappeared. 


Q Do you have a copy of the last, too? 
A Yes. George? 


Q Now that they're certified, or will be very 
shortly, what does that mean in practical terms? Does it 
presage arms sales? 


A The effect of certification is twofold. 
First, it is a clear acknowledgment by the United States of 
the progress Argentina has made in human rights, one major 
reflection of which will be the inauguration of the 
President-elect on December 10. 




















Second, it removes the ban on security assistance 
and arms sales to Argentina which had been imposed in 
response to the human rights situation in that country. 
Argentina is thus once again eligible to purchase arms and 
receive security assistance. In this respect it will be no 
different from most other countries in the world. 


It should be emphasized that certification only 
lifts a prohibition against the reestablishment of a 
security assistance relationship with Argentina. Should 
Argentina wish to make arms purchases from the United 
States, its requests will be carefully considered on a case- 
by-case basis as we do with all other countries which 
purchase arms from the United States. 


Q Copy of that also, please? 


A I'll see if we can do that. 

Q Are any arms sales planned, then? 

A We'll have to wait and see what they request. 
Q Have you received any objections from the 


U.K. regarding this decision? 


A Mike, about all I really would say about that 
is that we have engaged in extensive contacts with a variety 
of concerned parties, including the U.K., but I'm not going 
to go, as we usually do not, into the question of the con- 
tent of our exchanges. 


8) We also have a dispute with Chile. Have you 
assured the Chileans, who have not been certified, that care 
will be taken not to upset the balance down there? 


A We have -=- as you suggested, there is an 
issue with Chile, and we have consulted with Chile as well 
and been in contact with them. We're sensitive to the 
implications of the certification. Argentina and Chile, 
under the auspices of Papal mediation, are currently seeking 
a peaceful solution to the Beagle Channel dispute, with both 
countries expressing optimism that an agreement can even- 
tually be concluded, and we fully support the mediation 
process. 


The U.S. is not a major arms supplier to the 
southern cone region, and we will review any requests for 
arms transfer in the context of the regional balance and 
efforts to find a peaceful solution to the Beagle Channel 
dispute. 











Q Are you sensitive to the concerns of the 
British as well, in particular the Falkland Islands dispute? 


A Sure. And the lifting -- as I say, the 
lifting of the prohibition against such sales is not the 
equivalent of such sales or a threat against British forces. 


We have consistently supported a peaceful, nego- 
tiated resolution to the Falklands/Malvinas dispute, and 
after certification we will review each request carefully. 


No arms transfers are contemplated that would 
increase the prospects of renewed conflict, either in the 
Falklands/Malvinas or the Beagle areas. 


0 May I ask two other questions on that, Alan? 
A I'm sorry? 

Q Two other questions on this certification. 

A Sure. 

Q The first is, when the Reagan Administration 


came in, it indicated that Argentina and Chile would be cer- 
tified or not certified more or less together. 


For the record, why aren't you certifying Chile at 
the same time as this time? 


A The criteria for certification are similar 
but not identical. In the case of Chile we continue to monitor 
the situation carefully in the context of this certification 
requirement. The overall human rights situation has 
improved since 1976. In recent years, however, the perfor- 
mance is mixed, with clear improvement in certain areas 
including some positive but still incipient political 
changes, coupled with controversy and serious human rights 
problems in other areas. 











Q Alan, what about their progress toward 
democracy, do you have anything on that? 


On -- ? 


On Chilean democracy. 


Okay. One more on -- 


A 

Q 

A I don't have anything more to say on Chile. 
Q 

A Excuse me, Connie had a question. I'll come 
U. 


back to yo 


Q Thank you. On Argentina, what is the status 
of their nuclear development, and could you expand on your 
sentence that it won't increase the risks of conflict in 
the Falklands/Malvinas thing? 


A No. I think I will stand on what I said, 
which was that the sales would not -- let me get the exact 
words that I used for you -— no arms transfers are con- 
templated that would increase the prospect of renewed 
conflict either in the Falklands/Malvinas or Beagle areas. 


That is obviously a judgment that will have to 
be applied in the case of each request. 


I don't have a general statement to give you 
On the status of Argentina's nuclear development. We 
have some existing guidance on that, but I would note 
that certification is made on the basis of requirements 
of the law, namely that significant progress in human 
rights be made and that it is in the national interest. 


Our view on the enrichment facility and de- 
Sirability of IAEA safeguards is well known. As I Say, 
if you need guidance, that is available, but the two 
issues are separate questions and are not linked. 


Q On the certification of Argentina, this 
may seem a little like nitpicking, but is the certifi- 
cation being actually made, or when it takes effect, 
will it be after Alfonsin takes office or before? In 
Other words, how is it being communicated to the 
Argentine Government? Is it being communicated to the 
military junta that remains in power or will it be 
held up as a formal communication until after Alfonsin 
takes power? 





A I don't think I am going to get into 
that kind of detail, Jim, but, as I said, it is going 
to be effective on December 10, which is the day of 
the inauguration. 








0 Alan, may I ask that same question more 
generally? Congressman Barnes and some people on his 
subcommittee, said that some people in the Administra- 
tion wanted to make a gesture to the present military 
government. Is any sort of gesture still being made 
to them under this arrangement? 


A I don't think I am goinc ‘> jo beyond 
what I have given you on this, Jim. 


8) Alan, there is a question as to which 
government is being certified, whether it is the mili- 
tary junta or whether it is the new civilian govern- 
ment. 


A It is not a question of certifying a 
government. It is a question of certifving a situation, 
and that is what we are doing. 


@) Through your network this morning, 
Assistant Secrtary of State Richard Murphy, when he was 
asked about Prime Minister Shamir's statement of not 
allowing Arafat and his soldiers to leave Tripoli until 
the agreement negotiated with the help of the Saudis, Mr. Murphy 
repeated the United States position that it wants all 
foreign forces out of Lebanon. 


The (inaudible}) position as to the new obstacles 
which might stand in the way of evacuating more than 
4,000 Palestinian fighters that the Israeli Prime Minis- 
ter announced about this morning? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 Alan, do you have any statement on the 
Soviet decision regarding the START talks? 


A As I think you probably know, Ambassador 
Rowny issued a statement this morning which -- sorry? 


0 Can you elaborate on that or give any further 
judgment? 


A I can't. I would note, of course, that 
the round which is the fifth round, Round Five, ended 
as scheduled, and as the press reports indicate, the 
Soviets have not agreed with Ambassador Rowny on a 
specific resumption date for the next round. 


I just want to emphasize it is not a walk-out. 
It is something that was scheduled to go on, and they have 
picked up their marbles and left. 
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I can read, if you want, the press statement 
that Ambassador Rowny made, or I can make it available 
to you. I don't care. Either one. It is his statement. 
It is not mine. 


Do you want me to make it available afterwards? 
Q Will you make it available? 
A Sure. 


Q You do not consider this a walk-out, a 
termination of the talks? 


A As what? 


Q You do not consider this a termination of 
the talks, insofar as they have terminated the medium 
range -- 


A They have said that they have not set a 
resumption date for the next round, and I refer you to 
what they have said and also, again, if you want to see 
Ambassador Rowny's statement, I will read it for you. 

I think it pretty much addresses the kinds of questions 

in terms of what our view is on this situation, but it 

is the regularly scheduled conclusion at this point of 

the round without agreement on a specific resumption date. 
For the next round, we have proposed -- Ambassador 

Rowny made it clear -- we have proposed that we resume 
Round Six in early February, and we hope that they will 
soon agree on a date for resuming the negotiations. It 

is in our common interests that we do so. 


Q Have they indicated their intentions? 

A I leave it to them to express their inten- 
tions. 

0 Alan, do you have any further information 


on the three submarines -- two Soviets and one Libyan -- 
overshadowing the U.S. ships in the Mediterranean? 


A No. 


9) Alan, do you have any comment on the state- 
ments made by a Syrian official yesterday that the release 
of Captain Goodman will depend on the development of 
relations between Syria and the U.S.? 


A No. I am going to maintain the posture I 
have the last few days on this. Contacts do continue 
at senior levels, and that is all I really am going to 
Say. 
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Q Do you have any information on the talks 
that were held between Mr. Shultz and the Foreign Ministers 
of the MNF in Lebanon? 


A Sorry -- 


Q There is a report that Italy may decrease 
the number of its troops in Lebanon. 


A No. I think that I am really going to have 
to refer you to what has been said over there by the 
party, but my understanding is that in briefings that have 
been given, it has been made clear that there is no change 
in number contemplated. David? 


Q There was a meeting this morning between some 
Arab/American representatives and some State Department 
officials regarding the release of Goodman, and they are 
gOing to Syria. Do you have any comment on it? 


A I don't know anything about it. 


Q Do you have any information about the 
Secretary going to the Arab world this weekend, or in 
his upcoming visit to Egypt? 


A The Secretary? 
Q Yes, Secretary Shultz. 


A No. The Secretary is in Europe and he will 
be -- 


Q After Europe, from Europe. Possibly will 
change his route. 


A No. Jim? 


Q I want to try again, with your forbearance. 
The law states that it is the Government of Argentina. It 
doesn't say Argentina as a situation, number one. And, 
number two, if it is a situation that you are certifying, 
and not a government, why isn't certification being made 
effective today? 


4 Why don't you just read the certification 
when it is made available on the 10th and you will be able 


to see it. Connie? 


Q Is the United States planning to change the 
location of the Marines? 
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A I don't have anything on specifics on 
deployments. I think that, again, something that has 
been made clear following the Foreign Ministers meeting 
in Brussels, is that there is no change in mandate 
or role or anything of that sort contemplated. 


I can't tell you whether anybody is thinking 
about some adjustments here or there, but the basic 
mandate and role is not changing. Mike. 


Q Alan, is the government working in any way 
with the International Red Cross for the return of Mr. 
Goodman, the POW? Are they involved in negotiations 
with the Syrians, or whatever you wish to call it? 


A Again, I am just not going to get into 
any aspects of our efforts to get Lt. Goodman released. 
It is a subject of great importance and also sensitivity, 
and it isn't going to serve any useful purpose anyway for us to 
talk about it from here. 


Q Would you deny, therefore, the statement 

by Senator D'Amato that you are involved? 
A I am not going to address the question, Mike. 
e) Do you welcome the efforts on behalf of 


this Arab-American organization which met this morning? 
A I'm sorry? 


Q Do you welcome the efforts of the Arab/ 
American organization's representative who came this 
morning to intercede with Syria to release Mr. Goodman? 


A I don't know anything about it, about 
the efforts. I don't know anything about the meeting, 
it was raised before, so I can't really comment on it. 


Q Have the Red Cross been allowed to see 
Lt. Goodman, do you know? 


A I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the PLO evacu- 
ation or the Arafat evacuation from Tripoli? 





A No. We have seen press reports indicating 
that the arrangements have been completed, but that is all 
I have on it. 


Q On the missing persons report, I understand 
that Mr. Andropov has been seen in Moscow this week, last 
week, as well, going to his office in a motorcade. 
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Do you have any observations on that, if he has 
been seen in his limo anywhere in the streets around the 
Kremlin? 


A I think we will let the Soviets talk about 
the whereabouts and welfare of their leaders. 


0 Can you say if your Embassy has had any 
indications that he is around? 


A Mike, I said I think I will let the Soviets 
address that. Steve. 


0 Speaking of missing persons, the Swedish 
press yesterday reported in an interview with Richard 
Mueller that he denied having anything to do with the 
illegal computer shipments that were stopped in Sweden 
last week. 


Does this government have anything to say 
about that? 


A I am afraid I am not familiar with the 
report, so I can't really comment on it. 


Connie? 


fe) Do you have anything on the French pulling 
Out of the Contact Group? 


rN Yes. We have received assurances from the 
French Government that it is neither withdrawing from the 
Contact Group nor calling for the breakup of the Contact 
Group. France sees no need for Contact Group meetings 
now. No meetings currently are scheduled. 


We have been associated with France and our other 
Contact Group partners since 1978 in our common effort to 
bring Namibia to independence in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the United Nations Security Council Resolution 
435, and we look forward to continued collaboration with 
all of our partners in seeking this objective. 


QO Copy? 
A Yes, if it will reproduce. 
e) Do we consider their statements of the past 


two days helpful or unhelpful to the process? 


A I think I have said all I really intend to 
say. Jim? 
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0 That was going to be my question. But if 
they don't see a need for meetings, what consultations are 


you referring to? 


A Again, I will stay with my statement. 
0 Do you know, where is Mr. Rumsfeld now? 


A He is in Beirut at this point. I think he 
was in Paris earlier today, but he is in Beirut at this 
point. 


0 Do you know if the Human Rights Department 
of the State Department is conducting an inquiry about the 
prisoners and the prisoners exchange since, according to 
the information, Zia Abu Eain, who was extradited to 
Israel a couple of years ago, was released and instan- 
taneously he was snatched back and put back in Israeli 


jail? 


Do you have any -- this is the representative 
of the ABC who met with the Department (sic) of Human 
Rights on November 29th, and they said that they would 
agree to make an inquiry into the prisoners. 


Can you take the question and check on that? 


A I will look into it. I am not sure, since 
we were not a party to this prisoner exchange effort that 
we will have very much to say about it, but I will take 
a look and see if there is anything I can say on that. 


0 Alan, do you have anything on efforts to 
upgrade relations with the Vatican? 


A Yes, I do. Very simply, that Congress has 
authorized exploration of the establishment of diplomatic 
relations with the Vatican and we are consulting with 
the Vatican on this question. 


0 Was there a message sent yesterday by the 
President to the Vatican on this subject? 


A I think I will repeat what I just said, 
George. We are consulting with the Vatican on this 
question. 


0 Alan, would you take a question asking if 
Mr. MacFarlane's mission will cover -- 


A Mr. Rumsfeld's mission? 


) Sorry -- Mr. Rumsfeld's mission will cover 
the prisoners status? 
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A No. I am not going to get into the 
specifics of what Ambassador Rumsfeld is covering. His 
mission is the Middle East, and we have not been specific 
and I am not going to, I am afraid. 


Steve. 


e) Have you got anything more on Walesa's call 
for an end to Polish sanctions? 


A As you know, the President had a statement on 
this yesterday. I don't have anything new. Jim? 


@) What about the vests to Syria, have you 
got anything there? 


A No. I am going to leave you with the 
Commerce Department on that. 


e) Alan, is there anything on spare parts sales 
to Guatemala, as claimed by them? 


A Yes. There is really no change in that 
Situation. Last January, the Administration approved the 
cash sale of certain previously requested items, including 
a limited quantity of spare parts and safety flight equip- 
ment. That commitment remains unchanged. It is a fact, 
however, that no deliveries have been made pursuant to the 
order. 


0 So are you denying the report by their 
acting head of state that there are shipments underway? 


fy I don't know who said what. I saw some 
reports indicating that there were some deliveries that 
had been made, and that report is in error. 


'@) One more, if I could, on El Salvador. Do 
you have anything on a Christian Science Monitor report 
identifying the secret Anti-Communist Army with the 
national police? 





A No, I don't. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements for you. 


First, a reminder that today at 3:00 p.m., here in 
the briefing room, there will be an ON-THE-RECORD press 
briefing in preparation for the Forum on Afghanistan. As I 
mentioned to you yesterday, the briefers are Howard 
Schaffer, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near East and South 
Asian Affairs, and Dr. Thomas Gouttierre, Director of the 
Center for Afghanistan Studies of the University of Nebraska 
at Omaha. 


Second, available in the Press Office is a state- 
ment by Secretary Shultz on the 35th Anniversary of Human 
Rights Day. 


(I have) a press statement on the death of Sir 
Keith Holyoake. 


The Department of State notes with sorrow and 
regret the passing of Sir Keith Holyoake, former .Prime 
Minister, Foreign Minister and Governor General of New 
Zealand. Sir Keith was a man of great personal warmth and 
dignity and a good friend of the United States. His 
distinguished career in public service in New Zealand and in 
the pursuit of world peace will long stand as a model for 
selflessness and devotion to duty. 


Regarding the election of Lord Carrington as 
Secretary General of NATO, the United States welcomes the 
election of Lord Carrington as the next Secretary General. 
We consider him extremely able and dedicated to the ideals 
of the Alliance. We look forward to the closest and most 
productive cooperation with him in coming years. I also 
want to stress our respect for Secretary General Luns and 
his strong leadership of the Alliance. He has acted with 
distinction and inspiration during his years at the helm of 
NATO. 


On the sentences in Rangoon: We note the announce- 
ment in Rangoon today of the results of the trial of two 
North Korean Army officers charged in the October 9 bombing 
attack which killed twenty-one people, including four mem- 
bers of South Korea's Cabinet. The Burmese Government's 
investigation of the bombing and the Burmese Court's finding 
of guilty represents a serious determination to see justice 
done. In the course of the investigation and trial, it was 














clearly established that these officers carried out their 
murders at the direction of the Democratic People's Republic 
of Korea. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be happy to 
take your questions. 


fe) Can a copy of that be made available? 
fe) Alan, Secretary Shultz said he understands 


Mr. Andropov is back at work in the Kremlin. Can you offer 
what evidence of any indication, knowledge, the United 

States Government has that he has recovered from his cold and 
he has returned to work? 


A Nope. (Laughter) 


fe) Any idea on what basis the Secretary was 
speaking? 


A I'm just not going to get into it, Mike. 
The Secretary addressed it, as you suggest, and I think his 
words speak for themselves. 


0 Alan -- 
A Steve. 


fe) Two quick questions on Argentina. Can you 
tell us what will be available, where, tomorrow on the 
Argentina determination? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I think 
that we were trying -- we were trying to pursue this 
earlier, and if you would check with the Press Office later, 
let's see. But my understanding is that it will be a 
Presidential certification and I would guess most likely 
available primarily therefore in the White House. But why 
don't you check later and see what we find out about that. 


fe) Have you got anything there or can you pro- 
vide anything on this determination's impact on commercial 
arms sales, by which I mean the permissibility of commercial 
arms sales, by which I mean how will this be implemented, 
what will be changed within the government to allow sales to 
be made? 


A It's a certification which was required 
under the law in order to allow sales to proceed. As I 





indicated yesterday, such sales would be approved on a case- 
by-case basis, so the normal procedures for arms sales which 
are followed in all cases would be followed in these. 


) I guess what I'm asking is, does there need 
to be a further step beyond this certification -- in other 
words, do regulations have to be changed and do we then have 
to wait for that? 


A I see. You're asking a technical question 
on that. I guess I don't really know how that happens, 
whether there's a posting in the Federal Register or precise- 
ly what happens with that. 


Q Can you take it? 
A We can look into that, sure. 


Q Same general subject: Do you have anything 
On who Vice President Bush and Ambassador Stone plan to see 
tomorrow in Argentina? 


A No, I don't. 


0 Middle East? President Mubarak gave a 
lengthy interview to Al Ahram. I haven't seen the whole 
interview. I've only heard reports from it. Maybe we can 
short circuit this. 


Do you have any comment -- do you have any 
guidance regarding that interview at this point? 


A No. I don't know anything about it. I saw 
one brief FBIS wire just before I came out here. 


QO Could you take a question? According to 
I think, the same wire, he said that he was going to 
Submit the return of the Ambassador to Tel Aviv to a general 
referendum in Egypt, and I was wondering how the United 
States, as a partner to the Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty, 
regards that. Is it in keeping with the Treaty? 


A I don't think we would likely get into that 
in the xind of detail that you would probably be looking 
for. Our attitude towards viewing the importance of good 
Egyptian-Israeli relations is quite well known. Where there 
have been problems in the relationship, we have expressed 
Our sincere hope that they could be worked out between them, 
but I don't think we're going to get into the sort of 
question that you're asking specifically. 











Q Has the Red Cross reported back yet on the 
condition of Lieutenant Goodman? 


A I do have something on that. Two things 
I guess I would say. First of all, we understand the 
American Red Cross has issued a statement, and we're gra- 
tified that the ICRC was able to obtain access to Lieutenant 
Goodman. 


The ICRC informed us of their visit, but I don't 
have any details because ICRC interviews with prisoners are 
confidential and any public statements regarding their 
interview would have to come from the ICRC. 


I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


Q To follow up with the same question about 
the referendum in Egypt about the diplomatic relations with 
Israel, will you expect this to be a subject on the agenda 
of Mr. Rumsfeld's talks with Egyptian officials? 


A Again, I'm going to have to stick with the 
rule I've been using before. We're just not going to talk 
about the topics which Ambassador Rumsfeld is going to cover 
in his talks, and I haven't confirmed that he's going to be 
talking with Egyptians or going to Egypt, in any case, so I 
can't address that aspect of it either. 


fe) If it is covered by the mission itself, I 
meant, does this -=- 


A That's all very speculative -- if he goes to 
Egypt, would he talk about this. If he goes to Egypt, we'll 
tell you that he's in Egypt; but we just can't, on the basis 
of these rules, get into the subject, so I'm not going to be 
able to do that. Sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli 
attack on the Palestinian positions in Tripoli? 


A Yes. We have no confirmation of the reports 
regarding the shellings, but we hope that plans to evacuate 
the PLO from Tripoli will proceed unimpeded in order to 
resolve expeditiously a situation that has already led to 
many civilian casualties. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. 














0 On the Egyptian referendum, Alan, the 
results of that for some of us who are Middle Easterners are 
almost known what they will be, and in light of that, which 
would really be a detriment to Egyptian-Israeli relations, 
would you comment anything, would you look into it, would 
you tell us anything about it, because we perceive the 
results most clear that would support not sending the 
Ambassador back to Tel Aviv. (Sic) 


A I (a) would prefer not to prejudge the 
results of a process going on, either in this country or 
another one; and (b) I don't think I will take it. What I 
will do, though, is if we have something to say on the sub- 
ject, let you know. But I think we will most likely stick 
with the propositions I've offered to you earlier. 


Q More on Mr. Arafat and the PLO departure 
from Beirut. In the past you refrained and yesterday you 
refrained from commenting on his departure. Why this heart 
warming today? 


A I think that our concern over the question 
of civilian casualties in Tripoli has been expressed many 
times before. This is the arrangement that's been worked 
Out, and so we hope that it will proceed and the civilian 
casualties -- the infliction of civilian casualties -- will 
come to an end. 


The Secretary addressed this, too, I see by a 
wire report, and basically indicated too, according to this 
report, that the evacuation of Arafat seemed to be the best 
solution to the problem of trampling on Lebanese soil and 
Lebanese citizens. 


0 The impediment to this process would be the 
Israelis, no? And their express -- 


A Well, I don't know. I've seen statements 
indicating, again in the press, that the Israelis were not 
planning to impede the process, so I think you're going to 
have to ask the Israelis about this. 


As you know, we supported the Secretary General's 
Statement last weekend. 


fe) Did the Israelis inform you in advance of 
their decision to shell the area -- assuming that you will 








defer your lack of confirmation? Did they inform you that 
they were undertaking something? 


A I just guess as a general principle and not 
meant to steer you one way or another, I'm not going to get 
into the question. I think that the Israelis are quite 
capable of taking independent action, however. 


-- MORE -- 

















fe) Going back to the matter of Egypt and the 
referendum, are you surprised at the deterioration of the 
relations between Israel and Egypt at the present time 
to the point of almost breaking relations that is just 
about to happen? 


A That is your characterization. I have said 
that we believe that good relations between Israel and Egypt 
are important, and we hope that the problems that they have 
between them will be resolved to their mutual satisfaction 
as quickly as possible. 


fe) Are you also surprised about the Israeli 
denunciation, Mr. Shamir's denunciation at the United 
Nations yesterday, because they are assisting in the 
evacuation of the PLO forces from Tripoli? 


A As I said before, we supported the Secretary 
General's statement of last weekend. 


e) Alan, can you give us anything on the 
purpose of the visit of Defense Minister Vides Casanova 
and his meeting with Secretary Dam? 


A He is here primarily to see the Kissinger 
Commission, the President's National Bipartisan Commission 
on Central America. When they visited Central America 
in October, he was not there. He was out of the country, 
so they could not meet with General Vides Casanova, so they 
arranged that he would come up today. 


Among the meetings, therefore, that he is having 
while he is here are meetings in the Department with Under 
Secretary Eagleburger and Acting Secretary Dam. I am sure 
he is having other meetings around town, as well. 


0 Do you know anything about those other 
meetings? 


AA No. I believe he is meeting with officials 
at the Pentagon, but you wquld have to check with them. 


e) Also, do you have the names of any other 
members of his party? 


A I don't. Check with the Salvadorans. 


0 Do you have anything today, incidentally, 
on the secret anti-Communist army and the national police? 


A No. 








Q Alan, can you say anything about the inten- 
tion of the United States and Japan to give a bridge loan to 
the Philippines to tie them over a rough period? 


A I don't have anything on it, Spence. 


@) Alan, it sounds somehow strange if you say 
that you don't have confirmation about the attack by the 
Israelis against Tripoli at a time when you have this very 
large armada of ships in the eastern Mediterranean. 


A I don't think they are standing off of 
Tripoli. 


fe) Still it is quite near, and I hope you have 
information about the so-called blockade by the Israelis 
against the evacuation of Arafat. 


A I think that the statement that I gave you 
expressed our view on the movement of Mr. Arafat and others 
out of Tripoli, and I will stand on that. 


Q Can you call on Israel from this podium to 
please lay off and let Arafat and his forces get out of 
. there peacefully under the United Nations flag? 


A Again, I think that the statement that I gave 
you addresses that question. I said I would make it 
available, so let me ask you to look at it. 


Q In the meeting with Mr. Casanova, will 
Secretary Dam and Mr. Eagleburger reaffirm the U.S. concern 
for the death squads' activities in El Salvador and ask for 
actions? 


A I think that you can assume that the full 
range of issues of interest between our countries will come 
up in discussions, including political violence of both the 
right and the left. 


fe) Alan, do you have any comment on the OPEC 
decision to keep oil prices at the record level they have 
now? 


A No, I am not going to comment on the OPEC 
meeting per se. Our general position, of course, is that we 
think that the prices should be set by the market place. 


e) Alan? 
A Go ahead, Connie. 
re) Do you have anything on the statements by 


the moderate Palestinians who condemned the PLO bombing in 
Jerusalem? 

















A Yes, I do. We view it as extremely positive 
and potentially significant. We hope it will contribute to 
an atmosphere in which peace negotiations can eventually 
take place. 


0 Alan, there was a Palestinian girl who was 
killed yesterday in the West Bank. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A Yes. We very much regret this tragic event 
and the context of tension and confrontation surrounding it. 
We hope that the appropriate authorities will conduct a 
thorough investigation of the incident and that both sides 
will take steps to improve the atmosphere. 


0 Can we have a copy of these? 
A Yes. 


fe) Alan, do you have anything on the King of 
Nepal's visit? 


A I don't. I think there have been a number of 
briefings on the visit, and I don't have anything beyond 
that. Jim. 


0 Crocker had a big meeting with South African 
officials in Geneva last week, late last week. Can you give 
us any guidance on the results of those meetings and what 
they were about? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


0 Also, do you happen to have anything on the 
legal adviser and the author of the constitution in Grenada 
leaving the Scoon Government, saying that Scoon doesn't 
really have an intention of returning very much to civil 
rule at the present time? 


A There is some guidance, I think, from a 
couple days ago. It is in the Press Office. Why don't you 
get it there. 


0 You don't have it there? 
A I don't have it here. 


) Anything further on the French pulling out of 
the Contact Group? 


A No, and I don't expect to have anything 
beyond what I gave you yesterday. 


0 Anything on the stories that new training 
camps will be put into El Salvador, U.S. training camps? 
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A No, I don't have anything. You might check 
with the Pentagon, but I -- let me just leave it at that. 


0 Has the U.S. Government got some evidence to 
support the suspicions of President Reagan that the left 
might be responsible for some of the death squads' activi- 
ties in El Salvador? 


A I think that this has been addressed. Under 
Secretary Eagleburger talked about it on Brinkley on Sunday, 
and I will leave you with his words on that. 


0 Nothing new? 
A I don't have anything beyond that. 


fe) Does Secretary Shultz still believe that the 
Soviet Union is going to return to the INF and START talks? 
And secondly, Lord Carrington is quite well known in Western 
Europe, I believe, as advocating the decoupling of Western 
Europe from the United States. Is the Secretary aware of 
this program of Lord Carrington? 


A What was the first question? 


fe) The first question is about the Soviets re- 
turning to INF and START. 


A As far as the first question is concerned, I 
don't believe the Secretary has said much about Soviet 
intentions, except we will have to see what they do. He has 
talked about our intentions, and so I will leave you with 
his words on that. 


As far as Lord Carrington is concerned, our views, 
I think, are expressed in the statement I gave you, and I 
think that we feel he will indeed be a very strong Secretary 
General of the Alliance and all that it stands for. 


0 Alan, can you confirm a report concerning 
opposition in Pakistan against President Zia? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


0 And also, they are preparing an immediate 
conflict with India. 


a I am not aware of reports to that effect. 
0 Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1983, 12:24 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of announce- 
ments: 


PTirst, regarding Ambassador Stone's travels. As 
we have said in the past, and as we've done in the past, we will 
announce Ambassador Stone's travel on a day-by-day basis. 
This morning he will be meeting with Argentine Foreign 
Minister Dante Caputo and will travel to Caracas, Venezuela, 
this afternoon. Tomorrow afternoon he will travel to 
Bogota, Colombia, and at both stops he will be meeting with 
government officials, and the main focus of the discussions 
will be on our ongoing support for the Contadora process. 


Second, regarding the bombings in Kuwait, let me 
give you a rather extensive rundown of what we know, and it 
may also -- just to caution you -- pretty much exhaust 
current information. 


At approximately 0630 Greenwich Mean Time, which 
was 9:30 a.m. local time today, a Mercedes truck crashed 
through the main gate of the American Embassy compound in 
Kuwait. The truck proceeded about 50 yards to an Embassy 
annex, where a large bomb was detonated. The explosion 
collapsed part of the annex building and caused extensive 
damage to the Chancery and to other buildings in the 
compound. 


Information on casualties is still incomplete. 
Initial reports indicate that four persons were killed and 
37 injured; two persons are missing. Two of the dead have 
been identified as foreign nationals who were working in the 
Embassy's maintenance section. The two other fatalities 
have not been identified. Of the 37 people injured, 20 were 
foreign service nationals; the other 17 were visitors to the 
Embassy or private contractors. Some of the foreign service 
nationals injured are in serious condition. 


All Americans are accounted for, and, although 
some American employees suffered minor injuries, none was 
hospitalized. Efforts to clear the debris are continuing. 











We have received reports of other bombings in 
Kuwait. Information is fragmentary, although the targets 
included the French Embassy and the Kuwait Airport's control 
tower. Another location was reportedly near the SAS Hotel 
and the adjoining offices of the Raytheon Corporation. The 
extent of casualties and damage is unknown. 





Any more specific information would need to come 
from Kuwaiti Government authorities. 


We deplore all of the attacks in the strongest 
terms. They will not deter us from pursuing a steady policy 
in the Middle East. 


As to responsibility, we have seen media reports 
that a group calling itself the "Islamic Jihad" has claimed 
responsibility for the attack. We have no independent con- 
firmation of these reports. An organization calling itself 
the Islamic Jihad, among other organizations, claimed 
responsibility for the bombings in Beirut. We have no idea 
whether they are related. 


As to prior warnings, there was no prior warning 
of this attack. The Embassy has in the past received 
several security threats and has tried to take appropriate 
security precautions, especially in the wake of the recent 
bombings in Beirut. Obviously, though, embassies by their 
nature must be accessible to the public and cannot be made 
into armed fortresses. This limits the type of protective 
measures that can be taken. 





On some specifics, there are about 3,000 U.S. 
citizens in Kuwait. There are some 65 Americans assigned to 
the Embassy, with about 237 dependents. 


I should note that the Kuwaiti Deputy Prime 
Minister and Foreign Minister Shaykh Sabah al-Ahmad al 
Sabah, came to the Embassy compound shortly after the blast 
to express condolences on behalf of the Emir of Kuwait, the 
Crown Prince and the Kuwaiti Government. The Foreign 
Minister offered to the Embassy his government's complete 
cooperation and assistance. The Kuwaiti Ambassador to the 
United States, Shaykh Saud Nasir al-Sabah, who has been in 
Kuwait on consultations, also went to the Embassy to offer 
his condolences and assistance. 


The State Department is monitoring the situation 
very closely. Because of the uncertainty of this situation 
in Kuwait at this time, we recomiend that non-essential tra- 
vel be deferred for a few days until we have a clearer 





reading of the situation as it would affect the safety of 
Americans. 


That's it for announcements. 
0 Copy of that statement? 


Yes. Happy to take questions. 





A 
0 On the bombing, Alan -- 
A 


Sorry. Well, does the wire have any 
questions? 





0 No. 
4 Okay. Go ahead, David. 


0 There are reports that they captured one of 
the people who did the bombing. Do you have anything on 
that? 





A No. I've seen those reports, but I don't 
have any*information specifically, and I think we would, in 
any case, want the Kuwaiti authorities to talk about those 
sorts of issues. 





0 Alan, could you go over for us -- you talked 
about increased security in light of what happened in 
Beirut. Could you discuss with us what that gate was like 
and why it was so easy for a truck not unlike the one that 
crashed into the Marine compound to go through a gate? Do 
you know anything about the structure of the entrance to the 
Embassy? 


ay Don't know anything about that. Can't really 
talk about it. 


0 Alan, you talked about appropriate measures 
-- precautions, rather, having been taken there. There was 
reporting this summer that there were previous threats to 
the Embassy -- 


A I just said there were. 


0 -- and that that had been turned off. What 
kind of appropriate precautions? I mean, are these physical 
precautions that you're talking about? 








A I think, as we have consistently done, John, 
I'm gOing to stay away from the specifics of what we do on 
security. Providing information can only be of assistance 
-- although it's of legitimate concern, it could also only 
be of assistance to those who would like to breach that 
security, so I think we're going to stay away from details. 


0 Alan, when you talk about insecurity (sic) in 
Kuwait, are we worried about the stability of the regime 
over there right now? 


on No. That's not what I'm talking about. I'm 
talking about this particular situation and the aftermath of 
these bombings, but, no, I'm not suggesting that sort of 
thing. 


0 Alan, were there any Kuwaiti guards at the 
Embassy or have there been in the past since the threats 
have been received? 


: os I don't know what the guard situation is. 
There obviously are guards at our Embassies. 


e) Not our own guards, but I'm thinking about 
Kuwaiti guards. 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


0 Have we taken any security measures like 
having national police of the countries in which we're 
represented in the countries where we might be attacked with 
the -- to have them on guard at our Embassies? 


A Again, I don't have specifics of what's been 
done. We have looked at the security threats. The question 
of security of our Embassies and personnel has been a matter 
of great concern for many months, but I'm just not going to 
be able to get into the details of what measures have been 
taken. 


0 Alan, has there been any consideration given 
to the -- taking measures such as skeletonizing our staffs 
in these countries so that our -=- the casualties may be 
lowered? 


A I'm sure we're always aware of the various 
considerations, Joe, including number of people around, the 
mission they're to perform, and so on. Bob? 














Q Moshe Arens is linking this to the PLO and 
saying it‘s another good reason to not let them out of 
Tripoli. Do you have any comment on that? 


A As I say, we don't know who's responsible, 
and I can't make any linkage with anybody. You've got this 
Organization which claimed responsibility, the Islamic 
Jihad. Don't know who they are and whether they represent 
an Organization of the same name in claiming responsibility 
in Beirut or anything of that sort, so I really don't have 
any way of commenting on that. 


0 Can you comment on the similarities, if there 
are any, between this bombing and the Beirut Embassy 
bombing? 


A No, I can't. Don't have anything. 


fe) There has been in Kuwait lately, during the 
last 24 hours, any American delegation, political/military 
delegation, headed by the Assistant Under Secretary of State 
for Near East Affairs? Or is the delegation still in Kuwait 
today? 

A I don't have anything specific on that 
question today. I think there's some existing guidance on 
the consultations we've had, but I'm not aware that there's 
any delegation there now, or that there was yesterday. 


0 There was a high-ranking Kuwaiti Embassy 
official at the State Department I was told this morning. 
Is it in relation to that, or can you tell us anything about 
it? 


A Don't know. Don't know anything about it. 


) How do you describe, Alan, the relations bet- 
ween the United States and Kuwait in light of what CBS this 
morning, I believe, said that Kuwait is considered an ally 
of the United States? Is this a fair term or this is 
something which you cannot subscribe to it in the way it's 


A Certainly we have very good relations with 
Kuwait. 


0 By saying that the Embassy must be open to 
the public and it can't become an armed fortress, are you 
basically saying there's not that much that can be done to 
stop these kinds of attacks? 














A I don't want to try to characterize it or 
qualify it in terms of that much that can be done. There 
are, Obviously, limits to what you can do and still provide 
the services and perform the functions that an Embassy is 
Supposed to provide and perform. 


But we are aware of threats, and we do what can be 
done to try to prevent those threats from becoming reality. 


0 Are you saying -- 

0 They can't be stopped, in other words? 

A Excuse me? 

0 They can't be stopped is what you're saying. 
A I'm not -- I don't think -— "can't be 


stopped" is a very broad description. I think we can take 
measures to try to minimize the risks, but I' q have to leave 
you with the description I just gave. 


John? No? Okay. 


fe) With the last explosion in the American 
Embassy in Beirut, there was some sort of connection or 
reports that it happened -- in time -- when the chief expert of 
the CIA was in Beirut by that time, and I think he already 
was killed in the explosion. 


Do you think, or do you have any reason to believe 
there are similar reasons in the Kuwaiti explosion? 


A As you know, we don't comment on matters 
having to do with the CIA, so I'm just going to have to -- 
without trying to steer you one way or another, I'm going to 
have to stay away from that question. 


0 Not necessarily the CIA -- maybe any other 
sort of delegation or any other high-ranking official -- 


A I don't know of any particular reason why 
there should have been an attack at this moment in terms of 
people who were there. I would point out to you, of course, 
that there were obviously several attacks which took place 
in roughly the same timeframe. 


fe) Do you think the attack -- that Kuwait always 
Supports Iraq against Iran? 











A I have no basis for commenting on the motiva- 
tion for that attack. Jim? 


O Alan, were any defensive actions taken, shots 
fired, anything at all, to try to hinder the truck as it 
went through the gate? 


A I'm not aware that there was time to do that, 
Jim. My understanding is that the truck came careening 
around the corner, smashed through the gate, and very 
guickly was at the -- having gone a distance of 50 yards -- 
was outside the annex and went. 


-- MORE -- 





e) What about the driver, Alan? There was some 
speculation early this morning that he might have survived? 


A I saw that. As I said before, I don't know. 
I've seen the reports to that effect: (a) I don't: know; and 
(b) we're going to have to leave it to the Kuwaitis to talk 
about those responsible and what action might be taken. 


0 Do you think this at all, or U. S. officials believe 
that this is part of the whole general threat that resulted 
in the increase in security at State, White House and all 
those various buildings in this town? 


A Without knowing what the motivation is and 
who's responsible for it, it's very hard to draw specific 
links. Obviously, there is a concern about terrorism in 
general, and the Secretary addressed this to some extent 
this morning. But I can't possibly make linkages which 
require me to make conclusions or draw conclusions about 
this attack. 


fe) Is the increased security around left to the 
discretion of local people or is there a coordinated program 
rum from here, saying do this, this and this? 


A I don't know the answer to that. 


fe) Still on the Middle East. Can you confirm, 
first, that King Fahd of Saudi Arabia was supposed to visit 
Washington in January, and that that trip is being postponed 
now indefinitely? 





A I can't confirm that, no. 


fe) Do you have anything today on the PLO eva- 
cuation, the Israeli displeasure with that, and the 
Israeli complaint on the U.N. flags on the evacuating 
vessels? 


A As we have said before, we support sparing 
the city of Tripoli from further bloodshed caused by 
fighting by PLO factions. We join the U.N. Security Council 
consensus endorsing the use of the U.N. flag in effecting 
the evacuation from Tripoli of PLO fighters loyal to Arafat. 


The Arabs have worked out an arrangement whereby 
Arafat would depart Tripoli by ship. Arafat has asked that 
the ships fly the U.N. flag. We went along with this deci- 
sion. We did so out of humanitarian concern and through the 
departure of a large number of PLO fighters as a step con- 
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sistent with our objective of the withdrawal of foreign for- 
ces from Lebanon. 


0 Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. Sure. 
fe) There's been a request for a filing break. 


A Any objection? Okay, filing break. 


0 On this matter, there was a statement by the 
Secretary, I believe, from Morocco, and it was only made 
once on this matter and I understand over the weekend that 
the Secretary sent a direct or indirect message to Israel to 
lay off. And last Friday I asked you if you can address 
this question, to ask Israel to lay off, and you stuck with 
your statement. 


Would you please make it more clearer at this 
point that the Secretary and the United States would like to 
see this coming to an end and the evacuation will come 
peacefully without all the interference? 


A I think we'll choose how to express ourselves 
on this. The Secretary, as you say,-did talk about it. I 
think this statement is rather direct, and I think our views 
are quite clear and quite well known to the Israelis. 
They're aware that we are in favor of the departure of Mr. 
Arafat and his forces. 


0 This morning Mr. Arens said that he is not 
going to be allowing Arafat to leave. 


A I don't think that's quite what he said, if 
you would look at his words. 


0 New subject? 
A Yes. 
0 Can I have a follow-up on this question: do 


you have any further information about the talks made by 
Secretary Shultz in Arab North African countries? 


ay Sorry, I don't. I'm going to have to leave 
that to the party, whatever they have said. I just don't 
have information to brief you on that. 


0 Alan, there were a couple more computer busts 
over the weekend; one in Miami and one reported this morning 
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in England. I just wonder if the State Department has 
anything? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Sorry. 

Ghassan. 

0 Wasn't the Secretary also planning to visit 


Algeria and the trip was called off by the Algerian authorities? 
Can you tell us anything on that? 


A In the planning for the trip, the possibility 
of an Algerian stop was discussed and scheduling basically 
relating to domestic Algerian calenders made that not 
possible at this time. 


0 You're not relating it to the effects of the 
Shamir visit here? 


A No. 


e) One more thing on that subject, Alan. Is the 
State Department surprised, or did it expect the Arab reac- 
tion which is reported to be hostile and angry with the 
United States? I mean, were you expecting these things or 
are you surprised a little bit by the level of the Arab 
hostility to Shamir's visit here? 


A I don't think I'm going to try to address 
Surprise or expect, Or whatever. Our position remains quite 
clear, that we have had, have and will have a strong rela- 
tionship with Israel, on the one hand; and we also have had, 
have and hope to have good, close, strong relations with 
moderate Arab states and the others. So we do not see an 
inconsistency between these two parts of the policy. 


0 Alan, what do you mean by "domestic reason?" Is 
it the visit of the Soviet marshal to Algeria? 


A No. In terms of the specific days that were 
being discussed, there were some domestic Algerian con- 
Siderations which apparently precluded -- 


fe) They're not available; the Foreign Mir «ter 
is not available? 


my I think you would have to talk to the 
Algerians. I don't think I should go further in terms of 
detailing it. It's a question of their calendar. It was 
not a question of some policy different prohibiting or pre- 
venting that visit. 
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Jim. 


0 Do you have anything on Urquhart's comments 
that were published in the Post today about the peacekeeping 
force? 


A About the -- 
e) Peacekeeping force in Lebanon. 


e) We have great respect for Mr. Urquhart's 
talents, experience and contributions to the United Nations. 
Nevertheless, we do not share his assessment of the MNF 
which continues to play a valid and valuable role in 
Lebanon. As to Mr. Urquhart's criticism of action by U.S. 
forces in Lebanon, I would repeat that they have only taken 
military action in self-defense. 


0 Rumsfeld, where is he? 

A He is in Abu Dhabi. He was earlier in 
Muscat. 

0 What was he doing in Muscat? 

A He's continued on his mission to discuss 


issues relevant to his charter. 


0 He was welcome to Damascus; why didn't he go 
to Damascus since the issue of securing the withdrawal of 
foreign forces from Lebanon takes the highest priority for 
this Administration (inaudible) 


A As you say, the Foreign Minister of Syria 
indicated that he would be welcome there, and I don't have 
an Onward schedule to give you because we don't do that. 
But the fact is he was scheduled to go to Abu Dhabi and 
Muscat as he has, and so that's what he's done. 


0 Will he be going soon to Damascus? 
Ay Again, just out of a matter of general prin- 
ciple and procedure, I'm not going to try to give you a 


future schedule. 


0 He's not scheduled to go to Kuwait, Alan? 


A He was not due in Kuwait today, if that's 
your question. Again, I'm not going to try to project a 
schedule. I gather there was some report that he was due in 
Kuwait today. That was factually incorrect. 





ee 
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fe) Has there been any protest to the U.N. 
Secretary General about Urgquhart's statement? 


A I am not aware of any, Joe, but I don't think 
I'd get into it. 


) Are we going to make any? 

A Again, as I was about to say -- 

e) Can you take the question? 

A No, I won't. 

0 Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 


statements yesterday on ABC as to a myriad of things and the 
participation, the conditions for participating in the peace 
talks? 


A No, I don't have anything. 


fe) Back on Kuwait, do you have anything to say 
about possible retaliatory measures? 


A No. I'll stick with the information I've 


given you. 


0 Alan, have any further directives gone out to 
the embassies to re-enforce their security or are any going 
Out as a result of the Kuwait incident? 


A I can't tell you specifically. Obviously, in 
addition to the concerns that we've had in the past and the 
measures that have already been taken, when you have an 
incident of this sort, it is rather natural to review the 
bidding on that and see what more might be done, but I don't 
have anything specific on directives, instructions that 
might have been sent out. 


0 Is the U.S. looking for a new wave of 
terrorist attacks, because we've had Lebanon in April, 
Lebanon in October, and now we have Kuwait. 


A As I say, we have been concerned over many 
months about terrorist threats and the possibility of 
terrorist attacks, and we will continue to take measures 
which we feel are appropriate to that circumstance. 


0 But do you expect new ones? 
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A I can't tell you what we expect. We will 
continue to take measures as appropriate. 


@) Sir, is the State Department constantly 
reviewing its own security arrangements? It seems that the 
security arrangements are very slim with these light automo- 
biles blocking the entrances? 


A Certainly, there is concern always about the 
security of buildings such as this one, and people do look 
at that question. And when they reach conclusions, they may 
take some other actions on that. 


0 Do you consider that the events of Kuwait are 
rational (sic) enough to redeploy the RDF in the Gulf area now? 


A I don't have anything to offer you on the 
RDF. I think that whatever -- I just don't have anything 
new to offer you today. I know of no reason to reconsider 
what it is we've had in the past and said in the past about 
this. I just leave you with that thought. 


0 Alan, there are reports over the weekend out 
of Vienna that the Soviets may now leave the MBFR talks. 
Have you had anything at all on that, any indication from 
the Soviets that that would be -- 


A I don't have anything to offer here at 
this point. I don't know what their schedule of meetings 
is. Sol just don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Anything on Bangladesh today? 


A Yes. We can confirm that on December ll, 
Bangladesh President Ashanuddin Chowdhury -<-- pardon my pro- 
nunciation -- resigned and General H. M. Ershad assumed the 
presidency, but we don't wish to comment on specific deve- 
lopments in that country's domestic politics. 


We reiterate, however, our hope that Bangladesh 
will find a way to resolve its internal political differen- 
ces, continue the process of building representative politi- 
cal institutions, and carry on with the urgent task of 
economic development. 


0 Did the President send a congratulatory 
message? Sorry, withdrawn. 


O Do you have any comment on the organization, 
"Terror Against Terror" which placed bombs in East Jerusalem 
and other markets, according to a story in the Washington 
Post this morning? 
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A I'm sorry, the orcanization -- ? 

fe) Calling itself "Terror Against Terror" which 
has claimed responsibility of putting bombs for revenge 
inside the occupied territories? 

A Don't have anything on it. Sorry. 


6) Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements, per se, but let me go through what I can for 
you in terms of an update on the situation regarding Kuwait. 


We still do not have a complete accounting of the 
dead. Three of the deceased have been identified as Foreign 
Service Nationals, who were working at the Embassy. One, and 
possibly two bodies, remain unidentified. Due to the con- 
dition of the remains, it is impossible at this point to 
determine if they represent one or two people. 


All of our Foreign Service National and contract 
employees have otherwise been accounted for. As reported 
yesterday, no American employees were seriously injured. Of 
the 21 Foreign Service National and contract employees who 
were hospitalized -- that's one more than I noted yesterday 
-- seven are still undergoing treatment. One of these is in 
intensive care and the other underwent surgery today. All 
are expected to survive. 


Of the seventeen visitors or private contract 
employees hospitalized following yesterday's explosion, 
three outside contractors, one Kuwaiti National Guardsman 
and three visa applicants are still undergoing treatment. 
One of the latter -- that is, of the visa applicants -- is 
reported to be in very serious condition. Of the three 
Foreign Service Nationals who have been identified, one was 
Syrian, another Jordanian and the third Egyptian. 


Embassy opera‘ . wontinue, but obviously because 
of the December 12 bombi:._, ¢ will be some time, perhaps 
several months, before operations return to normal. 


The Government of Kuwait is conducting an investi- 
gation, an intensive investigation, and has taken people 
into custody for interrogation, but we are awaiting the 
results of the Kuwaiti investigation and have nothing 
further to say about responsibility therefore at this time. 


That really is all I have for you on that. Happy 
to take your questions. 
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Tell us about the Lebanon situation, the 
shelling, if you would, Alan? 


A Mainly, I think your story, John, is goina 
to come from DOD, but let me give you what I do have on 
this. First of all -- 


Q Can we request, before you go on, that we 
get a copy of that update? 


an Yes, I think we can -- 

Q On Kuwait. 

A On Kuwait. 

Q Please. 

A Yes. 

Q Let me go on with the question I was just 


given and we'll go back. 


On Beirut, first of all, no incidents involving 
the U.S. MNF contingent at the airport in the past twenty- 
four hours. But two U.S. Navy F-14s conducting a recon- 
naissance mission this morning north of Hammana were 
fired on by SAM's and anti-aircraft fire. The aircraft suc- 
cessfully completed their mission. 


U.S. Navy ships offshore fired on the sites which 
had fired on the aircraft; and, as I said before, details 
and further information will really have to come from the 
Pentagon. 


As to other dimensions of the Beirut situation, as 
of 1000 Beirut time today, there have been no reports of 
security problems in the greater Beirut area, and the air- 
port remains closed. 


Q Can you identify the sites in terms of who 
controls them? 


A I cannot, John. I don't know if the 
Pentagon has any further detail on that. 


Q Which navy ships that fired -- did the 
firing; do you know? 


A For all that detail go to DOD. I just don't 
have all that information. I'm sure they do. 





re) Alan, going back to Kuwait, the Secretary of 
State, from the statements that he had at the news con- 
ference at Lisbon, it was interpreted that the United States 
already picked up some sites for retaliation inside Lebanon. 
Could you elaborate more on this? 


A I don't believe that's correct. I think 
that there were press reports citing unnamed sources in 
Washington saying that there had been sites already picked 
out. I don't think the Secretary talked about that. 


I don't have an official report of what the 
Secretary said, but you have wire reports on that and I have 
one in front of me which has a quote that says "If the 
offenders can be clearly identified, then I think there 
will be ways of getting at them." But he didn't want to 
comment specifically or elaborate on that, and I'm not going 
to. 


Q Do you have the text of the news conference? 
A I don't have it. 
0 Later on, you'll have it available? 


q I doubt very much we'll have it in the next 
several hours. But, sure, as soon as it's available, we'll 
make it available to you. 


Q Alan, do you have a view on the ‘~enewed 
shelling of Tripoli today by Israeli warships? 


A I don't have anything specific on that, 
Mike. I've seen the reports of it, but I don't have 
anything beyond what wire reports I've seen, but -- 


0 Can you comment on how helpful this is? 


A Let me say that we have continued to be in 
touch on this issue; that is, of the PLO evacuation. 
We continue to be in touch on this issue with the 
appropriate parties. We support the evacuation both to 
Spare the people of Tripoli further bloodshed and to see the 
withdrawal from Lebanon of a large number of PLO fighters. 
We believe that no nation should interfere with the eva- 
cuation. The time has come to bring this matter to a 
conclusion and move ahead with the evacuation. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
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A Yes, we can provide a copy of that. 


Q Alan, have you communicated that to the 
Israeli Government? 


A Fred, I think I will have to stick generally 
with what I said yesterday, which is we have talked with the 
Israelis; we've expressed our views. I don't want to be 
specific beyond that. 


Q Have you said whether or not we favor them 
going out under a U.N. flag? 


A We have indicated that we did support for 
humanitarian reasons, and the other factor in terms of 
getting PLO forces out of Lebanon, the Security Council 
President's statement on this. I think we had some guidance 
on this some days ago. So that's not a new position, John. 
That goes some days. 


Phil. 


e) Alan, what happened to that fellow who was 
supposedly one of the drivers of the truck in Kuwait and who 
is supposedly still alive? 


A I don't know precisely, and I can't confirm 
that he was -- that the person referred to in the reports 
was, in fact, a driver or a participant in the bombing. 

That person, I have heard reports, is still in the hospital. 
But I think that probably in terms of his role or interroga- 
tion of him, and so on, we would turn to the Kuwaitis to 
determine that. 


Q And, also, is there any plan to send the FBI 
investigators in there as they did in Beirut, or has the 
Kuwaiti Government asked for that? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 

Q And, also, could you tell me, what kind of 
-- how much explosive was used and what it was? 

A I have no detail on it. 

Ghasson. 

e) There were reports, or there are reports 


that the Government of Greece has requested MNF members 
officially to secure the exit of the PLO from Tripoli. Can 
you tell us if your officials received anything from the 
Government of Greece, and if you did, what was the response? 





A No, I don't think I will get into the 
question of diplomatic back and forth. Our position is 
unmistakably clear on this, and I've just given it to you 
again today and with some new words, and I refer you to 
that. 


David. 


Q Can you tell us in regard to the recon- 
naissance flight if Syria was informed before the flight 
took place? 


A Before a specific flight took place? I 
think you'd have to -- 


Q Yes, before that flight, there was a recon- 
naissance flight and I presumed unarmed? 


A Surely unarmed. I am not aware that we are 
specifically informing others of -- I guess you would have 
to check with the Pentagon, but we have, as a general 
matter, said that we would continue reconnaissance. I 
really haven't got more detail, nor would I get it. 


fe) Where is Mr. Rumsfeld today? 
A He is in Abu Dhabi. 
@) Alan, wouldn't the MNF responsibilities 


actually stretch to the departure of the people from 
Tripoli now, the PLO? | 


A I'm not aware of any suggestion that the MNF 
would be involved in that departure. You're thinking of the 
departure from Beirut, for example, whether there would be a 
repeat of that? I'm not aware of any suggestion that there 
would be a repeat of that particular formulation. 


Q Can't you, or aren't you able to tell us if 
the Government of Greece requested such guarantees from MNF 
members? 


A As I said, I'm not going to go into the 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Alan, do you have any indications to the 
fact -- I mean, if the explosion in Kuwait is more linked to 
the U.S. policy towards the Iran-Iraq war or to the U.S. 
military presence in Lebanon? 
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A I don't have anything. further to give you 
today. I had nothing on the question of motivation yester- 
day. As you all know, several sites were hit. But I can't 
give you anything further on motivation, so I really can't 
answer your question. 


Q Can you comment on what President Saddam 
Hussein said that he appreciated the understanding of the 
U.S.A. Government of the Iragi-Iranian war, the new 


approach. 
A The new approach? 
Q Yes, of the American -- 
A Our approach is as we have discussed it 


before. We would like to see that war brought to a conclu- 
sion through peaceful dialogue. 


Q In that regard, there was a FBIS item that 
Baghdad said it would retaliate against Iran for the Kuwait 
explosion because it wants to defend all the Gulf Arabs. I 
was wondering if you were aware of it, and if you had a com- 
ment. 


A No, no. 


0 Alan, do you have anything at all on that 
Aviation Week. story that said that one of the Israeli raids 


on the Syrian positions last year in Lebanon had resulted in 
the death of 200 Soviet advisors? 


A No, I'm not aware of the report, frankly, 
but I don't have any comment on it. 


Q Do you know the purpose of the visit of Mr. 
Sokolov here today, the Soviet charge'? 
A To see Mr. Eagleburger? I don't think it's 
taken place yet. As I recall, it's this afternoon. 
Q Who arranged -- 
A He came in at our request, but I'm not going 
to get into the subject matter -- or he is coming in; excuse 
me. 
Q Can you offer anything on the delegation headed by 


Mr. Placke from the State Department or the Department of 
Defense, the Pentagon, which went to the Gulf? I think 
they've been somewhere in the Gulf. 








A Yes, I think I indicated yesterday there was 
some guidance in the Press Office on this subject. I don't 
have anything on it here. 


Q There are reports from the West Bank of the 
demolishing of three more houses and the closure of another 
four, something like that. How does that really fit within, 
or if you can answer it, and then if you apply it within the 
U.S. Government's request to Prime Minister Shamir to 
improve the quality of lives of Palestinians under occupation? 


A I think I can simply say to that that we 
have seen the report of the Israeli military spokesman on 
the destruction and sealing off of West Bank houses. Our 
position on this issue is well known. 


We have firmly and consistently opposed the use of 
collective punishment which affects the innocent as well as 
the guilty. 


--MORE-- 











Q Alan, there is a statement attributed to Mr. 
Kamal Hassan Ali, Egyptian Foreign Minister, in which he 
said the U.S. support for Israel ends the U.S. neutral posi- 
tion which a full partner in the peace process enjoys. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A I commented several times on that issue. I 
don't intend to comment on anybody's specific statement, but 
we've commented before several times that there is nothing 
inconsistent between the strong relationship we have with 
Israel and the strong relations we have with the moderate 
Arab states. 


And I think many spokesmen, including the 
Secretary and others, have talked to this point and there's 
only so much one can say, and then it really all has been 
said. And that is there is nothing -- no new direction 
pointed in this. This is a reaffirmation, the Israeli 
visit, and I think that the Secretary noted in one of his 
meetinas with the press in the last couple of days that 
there's an erroneous impression that there was some sort of 
a treaty or agreement signed with Israel. That, of course, 
is not true. 


But this is a reaffirmation of a very strong, 
important relationship we have. But, as I say, there is no 
inconsistency between that relationship and the important 
and strong relations we have with moderate Arab states. 


fe) Have you been presented with any official protest 
Or presentation regarding the agreement between the U.S. and 
Israel? 

A You say "the" agreement. I would =-- 


0 From Egypt, I mean. 


By Oh, from -- again, I would point out you're 
talking about "the" agreement, and I'm saying to you there is 
no "the" agreement, there is no piece of paper that we're 
talking about. We're talking about the results of -- 


Q -- an agreement. 


A We're talking about the results of a visit, 
and we're talking about the overall relationship. In any 
case, I guess I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
what any given country may have said to us. Surely this 
whole topic of U.S. policy in the region is a topic which is 





frequently discussed between the United States and other 
governments. " 


e) Alan, since apparently there is a feeling 
among moderate Arab states that there is such a discrepancy 
between our relationship with Israel and our relationship 
with them, does this in itself become a matter that has to 
be addressed? 


A As I say, the question of our policy in the 
region, including relations and the peace process -- the 
relationships involved there -- certainly is something that 
is talked about a lot. It has been for some time. It's a 
natural topic. It's one that's of concern to all the par- 
ties involved. 


So in that sense I suppose the answer to the 
question is yes, but there's nothing particularly unusual 
about that fact. 


0 Alan, in light of Israeli rejection by Mr. 
Shamir and Mr. Arens of the peace initiative of the 
President of last year, and the Arabs willing to discuss 
it further, and now this morning there was in one of the 
papers an interview with Salah Khalaf Abu Iyad who is the 
man number two in the PLO who said that if it will be the 
right of the Palestinians for self-determination, it will be 
accepted, to the Reagan plan. 


How do you see that you can be moving this 
out of this -- 


A There's no change as we see it. That is, 
that that proposal, the President's proposal, is out there 
as we think a standing, good proposal on which to move for- 
ward with negotiations. 


The next step, as we would see it, would be to 
come to the table, including Jordan, with the backing that 
it feels it needs from Arab states and Palestinians, and 
talk about the problems. So that position hasn't changed. 
There's nothing different about that. 


Q Do you know if -- is Jose Napoleon Duarte 
seeing anybody in this Department tomorrow when he visits? 


A I believe he -- well, he's here on a private 
-- under private sponsorship, as I understand it -- let me 
just check here -- as a guest of the Konrad Adenauer 
Foundation which is a private German group. He'll be 
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meeting a lot of people and organizations over the next few 
days, and I understand he's to hold a press conference on 
Wednesday morning at the Embassy Row Hotel. 


Here he will be meeting with the Acting Secretary, 
Mr. Dam, today and also with officials in ARA. But on other 
specifics of his calendar and schedule, I'm afraid I have to 
refer you to the Adenauer Foundation. 


Q What time is the meeting with -- 


A I don't know precisely what time that is. 
Sorry. 


@) Also, could -- 
Q Same subject. 


Q -- same subject. One more. Can you explain 
why this report by Judge Tyler on the nuns' case in El 
Salvador has been classified? 


A Yes. I think it's pretty much out in the 
reports which talked about it this morning. The Department 
received Judge Tyler's report on the Churchwomen's case on 
December 3. The document was classified upon receipt 
pending an assessment of the implications of public disclo- 
sure before the trial is completed. 


We are awaiting a report from our Embassy in San 
Salvador on this issue. Our overriding concern in this case 
has been and will continue to be that the guilty be brought 
to justice. 


If we decide that public release at this time 
could frustrate that objective, we will defer its release 
until after the trial is completed. If we conclude that 
earlier public release will not prejudice the case, we will 
release the report. 


The Department has made the report available to 
concerned committees of Congress immediately on a classified 
basis. 


@) So the determination can be made -- 


A The determination as to whether it will be 
released before or after the trial? I can't tell you. As I 
say, we're awaiting now a report from our Embassy in San 
Salvador, and we'll see what comes out of that report. 








ll 


We know and appreciate the need that there is 
indeed a need for a timely decision in view of the public 
interest regarding this issue. 


Again, if we conclude the report is possible under 
the present circumstances, we will do so without being asked 
to do so. We will volunteer it. 


Q Can we have a copy of this? 


A I can give you a copy of the first part of 
what I said. 


re) Do you have a judgment as to when the trial 
will be held? 


As I can't really tell you when the trial would 
be held. What applies here, obviously, is the Salvadoran 
judicial system and its rules of evidence and appellate pro- 
cedures and so on. Sol really can't try to give you that, 
Mike. 


0 Is there a new policy or line about America 
retaliations? There are new reports surfacing now that 
there is a list of targets and likely American retaliation 
in the “Israeli style," quote, unquote. 


Can you tell us anything about that? 


A I addressed this earlier, I thought. That is 
to say, that I'm not -- those reports come from unidentified 
sources, and I'm not going to comment on them and I wouldn't 
comment on them in any case. 


As far as commenting in general on the issue of 
retaliation, I don't have anything to say beyond what was 
said and I reported to you earlier on the Secretary's 
remarks. I'm going to have to leave it with that. 


0 Where is Mr. Stone today? What are his 
plans? Who is he seeing? 


A He is -- well, let me get you the words. He 
leaves Caracas today for Bogota, Colombia, and will consult 
with government authorities in Bogota today and tomorrow. 


Q Alan, I do have another question on the 
Middle East. What -- do you confirm or deny reports that 
Syria is now taking a more conciliatory position towards the 
whole affair in Lebanon? 
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A I don't think it's up to me from this podium 
to try to characterize Syria's position. Our positions and 
policies are well known, and we think that there needs to be 
progress, and we will be working together with the other 
parties involved toward that end. 


George? 


Q Just could you provide us with a copy of your 
response on Judge Tyler's report? 


A Yes. I said I would do -- I don't know if I 
can give you all of it, but I can give you part of it. 


Q Alan, just on -- the vote on IDA was 32 to l 
with the rest of the countries voting against the United 
States' position. 


Do you have any statement on that? 


A I don't. I'd refer you to Treasury. They're 
handling that. 


Jim? 


0 On Grenada, do you have any response to the 
America’ S Watch letter, and also are we going to get more 


papers since they seem to be in the process of being leaked 
selectively hither and thither? 


A The America's Watch report on which part? 
There have been a couple of different reports. 


re) On Grenada, on the holding of detainees by 
both U.S. and Caribbean forces, and the lack of notice to 
attorneys and access and so on. 


A There is extensive guidance on the authority 
under which the U.S. Military Police and others are 
operating within the Caribbean Force. I can give you some 
of it, but I don't know that I'm going to go through the whole 
guidance at this point. 


As far as documents -- while I'm looking at this, 
as far as documents are concerned, we -- as I've said 
before, we will be releasing more documents. I would hope 
we could release some quite soon, but, in any case, there 
are a lot of documents, and they are being gone through 
systemically, and they will be released as that process goes 
forth. 
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Q Would you post the response to America's 


Watch? 


A No. I'm not going to post. I think that 
what I can say here in terms of -- I guess I don't have a 
direct response to the question, but what I can say is that 
the Military Police who will be remaining behind as the 
other -- the combat forces have been withdrawn, will be an 
int:c-al part of the Caribbean peacekeeping force and will 
periorm duties as necessary under the peacekeeping mandate. 


However, the chain of command for U.S. forces will 
flow from the U.S. military command structure. The Military 
Police units will be within the Caribbean peacekeeping force 
and will assist in maintaining security in Grenada. 


On November 15, 1983, the Grenadian Advisory 
Council designated all members of the Military Police Corps 
of the U.S. Army as “authorized officers" with authority to 
apprehend, detain, search and interrogate persons who are 
acting or are likely to act "in a manner adverse to the 
interests of public safety, public order or defense." 


So that is the authority under which they are 
Operating, and that's really all I've got on that. 


0 Copy of that? 
Ay I can give you a copy of that. 


Q How is that -- well, I think the America's 
Watch letter was directed specifically at psychological 
operations. 


A I really would have to refer you to the 
Pentagon to go further on that. 


re) How is the command structure consistent with 
Grenadian authority? I mean, in other words, if they're 
reporting to the Pentagon on decisions such as picking 
people up, how -- at what point do they report to Grenadian 
authorities about how that individual should be treated or 
whether or not he should be picked up? 


Ay I don't have a lot of detail. I'm sure there 
are others in this building you can pursue that with. 


Go ahead, Mike. 
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0 Housekeeping. What time -- 
Q Filing break? 


A Excuse me. There's been a request for a 
filing break. Okay. Filing break. 


e) Do you have an estimate on when the Secretary 
will arrive, and do you expect him to make a statement? 


A I don't have any indication that he will make 
a statement on arrival, Mike. He's -- the last I heard he 
is due in at about 9:30 tonight. 


0 Thank you. 


A Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Got one announcement, or statement, in 
light of a press report this morning which led people to 
believe perhaps a clarification of our understanding of an 
action taken in El Salvador was appropriate, with regard to 
the land reform: 


As we understand the action taken yesterday by the 
Constituent Assembly, it provides for implementation of 
Phase II of the land reform program. It does not affect 
Phases I and III, which we have supported. 


The new provisions on Phase II represent a compro- 
mise among the various parties in the Constituent Assembly 
on the amount of land that can be retained by small-to- 
medium landholders. We are encouraged that an equitable 
compromise was worked out through the democratic process 
that will allow for a beginning of implementation of this 
phase of the land reform program. 


0 Get a copy? 

A Yes. 

0 Take questions on that now or -- 

A I really cannot take any questions at this 


point. I don't have anything further to give you, so why 
don't we go to something else? 


0 Just -- it's confusing because apparently 
only 34 voters, or Assembly members, voted for it, with 
D'Aubuisson, and it was D'Aubisson's compromise. The 
Christian Democrats apparently didn't vote for it. 


How is that then a compromise among all the 
democratic forces in the Constituent Assembly? 


A Well, the Constituent Assembly is a democra- 
tic body. How they -=- how people choose to participate or 
vote is not something I'm going to comment on, Jim. I don't 
know the facts. I can't verify what you've said, but 
without addressing that, it's their process and it is a 
democratic process. 


Bernie? 





—_— = 








Q New subject? 
A Yes. 
Q Alan, how do you explain the escalation of 


the U.S. in the Lebanese situation by the introduction of 
the firepower of the New Jersey? 


oa I would refer you basically to DOD, but I 
think your description of it as an escalation, although 
apparently the New Jersey did fire and, I gather, for the 
first time, it has been there, it's been prepared to be used 
in a defensive mode as it was today in response to an attack 
On our reconnaissance aircraft. And in that very real and 
important sense it is not a change. 


re) The President said this morning that aside 
from achieving our goals in Lebanon the other way to get the 
Marines out would be if there were a total collapse. 


Given the current situation of Druze firing on the 
Lebanese army, the United States and Syria exchanging 
rounds, PLO factions exchanging rounds with each other and 
the Israelis, what would a total collapse be? 


A I'm not going to try to define that. We cer- 
tainly don't think that this represents a total collapse. 


Bernie? 


0 Yes. I may be behind the times here, but is 
Mr. Rumsfeld going to Syria? There was some announcement he 
was going, but apparently he's not there. 


A I don't think there was any announcement 
that he was going. There were some press reports that he 
was going. 


Q I mean, that was -- 


A The fact is he is in Amman. We have said 
that the Syrians indicated that he would be welcome in 
Syria. We have not, as you are well and frustratedly aware, 
announced his schedule ahead of time, and we're not going to 
do that. But, as I say, the Syrians have indicated that he 
would be welcome to go there, but we'll stick to the normal 
procedures of announcing his stops as he has arrived. 





A Excuse me one second, Fred. Go ahead. 
0 They haven't said he's not welcome? 
4 No. They have both privately and publicly 


said that he would be welcome there. 


@) Alan, if he does go, is it indicated to the 
Department whether Assad will see him or whether it will be 
the Foreign Minister? 


A I think I'd have to stay away from that 
question, Fred. You'll just have to let the visit, if it 
happens, happen, and not try to project that. 


0 Alan, the Secretary said the Monday before he 
left, "We'll have to take our signals on Assad's health in 
whether he sees foreign visitors." 


Can you give us anything on that, whether we have 


A It really is not appropriate for me from this 
podium to talk about Assad's health. I think I'm going to 
Simply let the record stand as it is, let the Syrian 
Government speak to President Assad's health. 


Ghassan? 

0 Due to the fact that you said that he was 
welcome by the Syrian Government -- that's Rumsfeld -- in 
private and in public, and considering the situation, what 
we will still insist on calling escalation -- that is, people in 
the press, I think -- why hasn't Rumsfeld gone to Damascus? 

A Again, I know it's frustrating, but I'm not 


going to try to get into the whys and wherefors of his 
trip. He has a mandate to address the issues of the Middle 
Fast. He's been doing that throughout the course of his 
travels, and I'm just going to have to let the trip unfold 
without trying to explain it, I'm afraid. 


0 You know, I'm just relaying something, Alan, 
that I'm reading some things from the Middle East press that 
they believe that he is trying to avoid actually meeting 
Syrian officials due to what is happening and what they 
believe is -- will happen. 


A No. That much I will say is not a correct 
interoretation. Rernie? 








Q Alan, you talk about the fire from the New 
Jersey as being defensive. Can you explain why it is 
necessary for the U.S. to carry out reconnaissance missions 
over Syrian territory -- held territory? 


A Well, it isn't Syrian territory. 
Q Syrian-held. 


A Well, but the point is exactly that. It is 
Lebanese territory. The Multinational Force is in Lebanon 
at the invitation of and with the agreement of the 
Government of Lebanon. That includes the defense of the 
Multinational Force and the -- anything that goes with that 
that is necessary. 


That obviously is a military judgment. The 
Government of Lebanon has no problem with that, understands 
it, is fully part of that. That is, they're briefed on it, 
they know that it's going on, and so it is a part of the 
normal precaution to protect the MNF. 





9 So the reconnaissance is part of that normal 
precaution -- 
A Sure. 
fe) -- and Lebanon has no problem with it. 
Ay That's right. 
fe) And that's why it's carried out. 
A That's right. 


Q We understood Rumsfeld's mission was to 
mediate for Lebanon. What's he doing in Jordan or Cairo? 
Does these countries have something to play in Lebanon? 


A His role is as the negotiator/representative 
: for the Middle East. It is not limited to the Lebanon 
: problem, so I am not going to get into what he has discussed 
at his various stops or where he may be going that he hasn't 
yet visited -- where he hasn't yet visited -- but his man- 
date certainly is beyond Lebanon. 


fe) Alan, do we check with the Lebanese when you 
carry out a New Jersey strike, or is there some sort of 
understanding with the Lebanese that when American aircraft 








are attacked, the U.S. will respond as it sees fit and in 
the measure it sees fit? 


a I guess there are two parts to that response. 
One is I think that it is understood that we will defend our 
forces, and that we would -- 


e) With the Lebanese. 


A With the Lebanese. But in terms of notifica- 
tions of specific actions, I guess you'd have to check with 
the Pentagon as to how such notifications are made. I don't 
know the answer to that. 


Q Are there notifications? 


A I don't know whether in each individual 
instance there are or whether there is a general notifica- 
tion, simply that we will respond, and therefore they 
understand in that manner. You really have to check with 
the -- 





Q No negative fallout from the Lebanese on the 
New Jersey or -- 

A I can't say on the New Jersey specifically -- 

e) -- or air strikes, U.S. air strikes. 

A ~- but the Lebanese Government certainly 


understands and has expressed no problem with the idea of 
reconnaissance or the defense of the MNF forces. 


0 Can I ask -- just to follow up on the previous 
question of Bernie? As I understand it, the MNF are there, 
among other things, to secure the -- until -- I mean, they 


will be there until the foreign forces are out of Lebanon. 


Until they're out of Lebanon, I mean, don't you 
think that the overflights of the civilians are actually 
kind of contradicting the idea of MNF are there to bring 
about the removal of foreign forces? That is, recognizing 
that there is a problem that they are there for to solve, 
and until that problem is solved, the escalation therefore 
is -- 


A Two things -- well, three things, now you've 
introduced the word "escalation." I don't accept the word 
"escalation." 








The second thing is, in terms of the duration of 
their time there, I'd refer you to what the President said 
in his Saturday speech, his noon speech. 


As far as whether this reconnaissance and the 
defense, when they are attacked, whether that complicates 
the situation, the fact is that we have made clear that 
reconnaissance is believed to be militarily necessary in 
defense of the MNF, and that we will defend our forces, and 
that we will take the action as it is necessary. 


So I don't see that if these defensive actions and 
protective actions, in terms of gathering information so that 
our MNF forces are not endangered -- if those are perceived, as 
they are indeed meant to be, as defensive, benign, not to 
attack or provoke anybody, and proceed without incident, I 
don't see why that complicates the situation. 
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re) Alan, can I just follow up on this. Just 
to be the devil's advocate, the Syrian Minister recently 
said if the Americans, and I understand the Ambassador in 
Washington repeated that, if the American naval force in the 
Mediterranean would allow us to fly over them, also, in order 
to see if they have any offensive intentions against us, 
then we will let these F-14 surveillance flights do their 
job without us firing on them. What would you tell this 


Syrian Minister? 


A I think that the question of what we're 
doing in Lebanon -- I don't think I'm going to prolong this --' 
what we're doing there and with what authority we're doing 
it, at the invitation of the Lebanese Government, and all of 
that makes what we're doing a pefectly legitimate and accep- 
table thing to do. 


0 Alan, in the past the United States has 
used lesser than battleships to respond; it has used 
aircraft to respond. Today for the first time it has used 
the New Jersey, which takes it on a different level of mili- 
tary response. 





What sort of political signal is there beyond the 
bombing and the fact that the Americans are ready to move 
that high up -- military responses? 


A Again, I can't -- first of all, I think in 
terms of the overall situation, the fact that we responding, 
whatever it is we're responding with, is not new. So you're 
saying it's been ratcheted up, and I'm saying that it is 
part and parcel of the standing policy and procedure. 


Why a particular method of responding is chosen, 
the New Jersey or the Ticonderoga or airplanes, that I 
don't know and that is a military decision. You would have 
to ask the Pentagon about that. 








0 New subject? 
A Sure. 
0 Alan, there's a report today from Helsinki 


that Mr. Gromyko has definitely decided to go to the 
conference in Stockholm. Do you have any -- are you aware 
of that report; do you have any confirmation of this? 


A I'm aware of the report. I don't have any 
confirmation on it, and I can't offer you anything on that. 


0 Can you say if that came up in the conver- 
Sation with Sokolov yesterday? 
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A No, I don't think I would get into the nature 
of our conversations. I would leave you with my response, 
though. I can't confirm that, and I think it would really 
be up to the Soviets to announce whatever Mr. Gromyko's 
plans are, in any case. 


Larry. 


0 Do you have an up-to-date report on the 
Situation with the bombings in Kuwait? 


A Yes, I have a little bit. There's not a 
whole lot new that I can tell you. 


Regarding casualties, our latest information indi- 
cates that there are three confirmed dead and at least one, 
possibly two, more unidentified persons killed in the blast. 


Of the 21 U.S. Government Foreign Service 
Nationals who were hospitalized following the bombing, eight 
remain in hospital, two of whom are in serious condition. 


Of the 17 visitors who were listed as injured, 
seven remain hospitalized. We don't have any new infor- 
mation to offer on who was responsible for the bombing, but 
I would note that at the request of the Government of 
Kuwait, the United States will be assisting in the investi- 
gation into the circumstances surrounding the attack. 


I do not, however, to anticipate your question, 
have any details on what that might constitute. 


0 Does that include the FBI? 


A I'm not aware that it includes the FBI, 
Larry, but I guess I would ask you to go and ask the FBI. 
My understanding this morning, and I do not give you this as 
something to use as coming out of here, was that it probably 
did not; but ask the FBI, if you would. 


Q Alan, could we ask for a copy of that, those figures, 
the statement you just read out? 


My Yes, I can give you that. Sure. 


0 How about this second man who was supposed to 
be in the truck; you were kind of fuzzy about it yesterday. 
Weinberger said he was counting on getting some information 
from him, and the New York Times says he's dead. 
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a I'm afraid the New York Times may be ahead of 
our information, but I don't have that information that he's 


dead. 





I remain, to use your description, "fuzzy" on it at 
this point. I'm not sure that that individual is 
necessarily involved, but I think that the information on 
that is still coming in. So I think we have to wait for 
further clarification. 


@) What does that mean, “you're not sure that 
he's involved?" You're not sure there was a second man in 
the truck? 


A No, I think that we're all talking -- there 
was an individual who was apparently hospitalized and there 
was a belief that he might have been involved. I think, as 
I indicated yesterday, and I would continue to indicate, 
there's some doubt about that, and I think the doubts may be 
growing. But I saw a very late report on that which indi- 
cated that, so I would continue to caution you about that 
particular report. 





Bernie? 


0 The Iranian Government has denied any 
involvement in this. Have we had any -- has the U.S. had 
any contact with third parties or otherwise with the 
Iranians at all on these incidents over the last several 
months? | 


Py I honestly don't know whether we have had any 
messages passed, per se. Our concerns about Iranian acti- 
vity, in general, forgetting any specific incident, but in 
general, I think have been pretty well pointed out. I'm not 
aware of specific contacts, but I don't know, Bernie, that I 
would be able to get into that in any case. 





But on this particular one, as I said before, we 
do not know who is responsible; don't have any information 
to update you on that. 


) Can you talk about the concerns about 
Iranian activity, can you in any way explain that a bit? 


A No, I'd just have to refer you back to a 
variety of statements that have been made over a long period 
of time. 


9) Do you have anything today more on Tripoli 
than you said yesterday? 
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A No, I don't. I would refer you back to what 
we said, though, on Tripoli. 


0 There was a report this morning that Federal 
Government huildings throughout the country were going on a 
"gray alert." Is that in response to anything heyond the 
Kuwaiti bombing or is that -- 


A I don't know the answer to that. I simply 
know that, as you all have doubtless observed around this 
building, there have been some rather more permanent 
installations put up, and I gather that at the U.N. Mission, 
our U.N. Mission, there probably has been some action taken 
which was the decision of that Mission. But I think this is 
all part of a -- in terms of our action -- I can't speak to 
this gray alert you're talking about -- part of an effort to 
address sensibly the question of possible threats, not 
necessarily the ones we've talked about in the past, but just 
as a general matter. 


0 You know of no new intelligence about threats -- 


A I think I'd leave you with what I just said. 
I'm somewhat leery of getting into the question of speci- 
fics, but I would leave you with what I said about the 
general question of review of security. 


Bill? 


0 Alan, the New York Times this morning from Kuwait 
also says that the Embassy had a number of threats against 
it and it was unable to respond, or to take precautions 
because of budget constraints. Could you respond to that, 
please? 





ny I can't address that in detail. I don't have 
details of what budgetary issues may have been involved. 
But following the bombings of the Embassy and the Marine 
barracks in Lebanon, a number of specific security steps 
were implemented to better control access by vehicles and 
individuals, and additional steps to upgrade security at the 
Embassy were also planned, but I don't have information at 
this point about the budget question. 


Q At the Kuwait Embassy? 


A Yes. 


Q Alan, the Long Commission in the Pentagon has 
produced a report on the question of security procedures for 
the Marine forces at Beirut Airport, and so on, and there's 
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been a lot of speculation in Congress and elsewhere about 
responsibility for what some people believe is a breach in 
security. 


Can you say what specific recommendations the 
State Department made regarding the forces in Lebanon? 
There's been some speculation that perhaps the State 
Department ordered a low level of security or advised a low 
level of security so that the force would look more pacific 


than -- 


A No, the State Department -- it's not a State 
Department matter to discuss the kinds of specific security 
arrangements that those forces would employ. That's a deci- 
sion for them to take. 


I'm not aware that the Long Report has actually 
been made public, and I'm sure that once it is there'll be a 
lot of discussion of it simply because it's an important 
report. 


0 But you're denying that the State Department 
made any recommendations whatsoever about level of security 
at the Beirut Airport? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the Red Cross report 
on the prisoner exchange in the Middle East? 


my No. 


0 Do you have anything on the story in the New 
York Times about how heavily-armed the U.S. forces are in 
Aguacate in Honduras? 





My I'm not sure I have anything on how heavily 
armed -- 

0 On that article; what they're doing, and so 
forth? 

A Basically, you've go to DOD for specifics. 


But I think the basic point is that since October '83, the 
U.S. engineers have been making improvements to the existing 
Honduran dirt airstrip at El Aguacate in support of Big Pine 
II exercise objectives. So I think that you should talk to 
DOD about that, but that is the purpose of the activity 
there. 


0 Alan, anything on a phone call made by the 
Secretary to Australian Foreign Minister Hayden concerning 
the docking of the H.M.S. Invincible? 
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a I don't have anything on it. I believe the 
Secretary addressed this with the press at one point. I 
don't happen to have his words, and I believe that Mr. 
Hayden said something about this, too, publicly. I just 
don't have anything new to update that record. 


0 Judge Tyler's report on the slayings in Fl 
Salvador was reported to have been classified because publi- 
city here would hamper the case. Is that the reason for the 
classification and, if so, how? 


A Let me refer you back to what I said the 
other day on this subject. I think you'll see that. 


0 Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few announ- 
cements for you up front. 


First of all, I would like to introduce the newest 
member of the Press Office staff, Joanne Reams. Why don't 
you stand up, Joanne, so everybody can see who you are and 
knows who to call up at 3:00 in the morning. She comes to 
us as part of the ongoing personnel rotation program in the 
Bureau of Public Affairs. She'll serve as a press officer. 
She's worked in the Department for four and a half years in 
the PA Bureau's Editorial Division where she is in charge of 
editing and producing the Department's Background Notes. We 
are pleased to have her with us here, and I know you'll make 
her feel welcome. 


I have an announcement on the Washington visit of 
the Thai Foreign Minister; that's Air Chief Marshal Siddhi. 
He's visiting Washington this week for talks with the 
Secretary and other officials. He will meet with the 
Secretary on Friday, December 16. On Wednesday, he joined 
with the Attorney General in a -- I guess it's an 
extradition treaty -- signing ceremony at the Justice 
Department. Also, this coming Friday he'll see the 
Secretary of Defense. He's leaving town on December 19. 


A statement on the relief of Dayr al-Qamar. We 
are pleased to note that the relief of the Lebanese town of 
Dayr al-Qamar is underway, and that all is reportedly going 
well. Many thousands of refugees have been unable to leave 
that town in the Shuf Mountains for over three months. True 
to its traditions, the International Committee of the Red 
Cross has been active in providing food and medical 
assistance. 


Throughout these months the United States has 
worked closely with the parties involved in Dayr al-Oamar. 
The successful beginning of the evauation can be attributed 
to the sustained combined efforts of the Government of 
Lebanon, the Druze and Christian communities in Lebanon, 
Israel and the United States in parallel with actions taken 
by the International Red Cross. 


The United States applauds this humanitarian 
achievement, congratulates all the parties who worked 








2 


together in planning for the evacuation and hopes that this 
step can be offered as a model for further progress in the 
reconciliation process in Lebanon. 


A little more background. The Lebanese Forces 
militia and the refugees are being evacuated. Some resi- 
dents of the town may wish to leave, but we think that most 
of them are going to remain in their homes. 


A contingent of the Internal Security Forces -- the 
Lebanese police -- has entered the town to ensure the safety 
of these residents. The surrounding area remains under the 
control of largely Druze militia. 


The Israelis have provided trucks to transport the 
Lebanese Forces from the town. The Government of Lebanon is 
contracting for private ships for onward travel of the militia, 
who, I guess, are going up the coast. 


In addition to escorting the Lebanese Forces, a 
temporary Israeli Defense Force presence in the area is 
helping to ensure the safety of the town's residents. 


The Israelis were instrumental in developing the 
evacuation plan and in negotiating an agveeqent on its 
implementation. 


That's about all I have. 
0 Can we have a copy? 


A Sure. I'll be happy to answer any questions 
you might have. 


fe) John, can I ask you a question about El 
Salvador? Can you tell us something about this letter that 
was delivered to the Salvadoran Government linking a cessa- 
tion of the death squads with future American aid? 


A As you know, Jim, we don't go into the nature 
of private diplomatic exchanges, but it's also very clear 
what Vice President Bush said in his public statements, and 
I'd just remind you that he said, "If these death squad mur- 
ders continue, you will lose the support of the American 
people and that would indeed, be a tragedy." He also said, 
"It's going to be extraordinarily difficult to give the sup- 
port this country" -- that's El Savador; that's when he was 
8 -- "deserves if something is not done about all of 
this.” 
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So I'm not going to get into the details of the 
diplomatic exchanges, but I think it is quite clear -- has 
been clear, that we feel very seriously about these death 
squads and that the Vice President was very forthright when 
he was there in suggesting that there would have to be 
reform and improvement, and this will have to be done in a 
fairly speedy timeframe. 


QO Did the United States ask for the expulsion 
from El Salvador of those responsible? 


A That's what I say, I'm not going to get into 
the detail of the diplomatic interchange, but I think you 
can take it as a given that there was a very direct 
discussion about this matter. 


fe) Would you welcome that idea, of their 
expulsion, those responsible? 


A We certainly would welcome a cessation of 
death squad activity. 


0) Do you have anything there on military aid 
levels? 


A No, I don't. 


) What is -- the date January 10 was mentioned 
there as a kind of deadline. Is there anything special on 
January 10? 


A I'm not going to get into what dates may have 
been suggested, but all I would reiterate is what I just 
said, that the Vice President, as have other Administration 
officials, made it very plain that there should be a 
progress on this front in a very short period of time. 


8) Can you -- just to reiterate what Michael 
asked, do you think that exile or expulsion would be 
something that could contribute to the goals you seek in 
cessation of death squad activity? 


A I think that's for the Salvadoran authorities 
to work out how best to come at this problem. What we're 
saying is that it needs to be tackled. 


8) John, there are reports from Kuwait that the 
local authorities -- 


0 -- stay on Central America? 
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A Would you like to stay on Central America and 
return to Kuwait? 


6) Would you have any suggestion as to where 
these folks might go should the Salvadoran Government in its 
sovereignty decide to exile them? 


A No, I think that's their decision. 


0 Alan, why is this now? I mean, the U.S. has 
been saying variations of the same thing for some time. Is 
it taking a different form; is there an ultimatum built into 


it this time? 


A No, I think there was some skepticism in this 
room not long ago, you remember, when we announced the new 
move on certification. I think I said at that time, why 
don't you keep an eye on what we say and what we do. And I 
would think what the Vice President has said and did say in 
Salvador in very direct form and what the Secretary has been 
saying, I think, tends to bear out that piece of counsel: to 
keep an eye on the seriousness with which the United States 
tackles this problem. 


0 So that there's a different thrust at this 
point in the U.S. approach? 


A We feel very strongly about this activity, 
and are making no secret of that -- have not made any 
secret of it. 


0 You say watch what we say and watch what we 
do. You haven't told us what you're doing. 


A I think that what the Vice President said is 
one indication of such direct and forthright activity. 


fe) John, is there anything new on possible 
declassification of Judge Tyler's report? 


A No, I don't at this time have anything on 
that. That is something that's -- 


e) Have you received a report from the Embassy 
on his judgment on doing so? 


A I think it is <= I'm sure it's in the 
building, yes. 








0 What's the Embassy -- its viewpoint on? 


A What the Embassy's viewpoint is? I'm not 
sure. I don't know whether we have that. 


0 Do you dispute, agree with, the Post story 
this morning regarding the interpretations that have been 
placed on that report of people who read it? 


A, You put us in a difficult position because 
it's still, at this stage, a classified document, and we 
will give you the standard reply, I'm afraid, that we don't 
get into discussion about classified documents. 


QO On El Salvador, two other issues. One, do 
you have any statement with respect to the completion of the 
Constitution; and do you have anything on the military 
Situation in the eastern part of the country? 


A No, not on either subject, Jim, I'm afraid. 


0 Also, one other on Central America before you 
leave. There's this report in the New York Times that 
Honduras is now raising questions about the Contadora Group, 
and the thrust of the article is that Honduras and El 
Salvador are now dragging their feet on progress with 
respect to the Contadora Group. Do you have any comment on 
that? 





A I suppose you really ought to go to Honduras 
to ask them about that, but it's our clear understanding 
that Honduras is a firm supporter of the Contadora ini- 
tiative and shares with its Central America partners the 
goal of full, reciprocal and verifiable implementation of 
the 2l-point Document of Objectives. 


As we've stated on numerous occasions, we believe 
that document is an important step toward peace in Central 
America. We support the efforts of the Contadora and the 
Central American states as they work to translate those 
objectives into verifiable commitments. So we're not aware 
of any foot-dragging, but I think you ought to go talk to 
the Hondurans. 


Q Can we get a copy of what you just read? 


A Sure. 








Q And also related to the same, Kissinger is 
reported in the New York Times as saying that his Commission 
favored "greater specificity” with respect to the 21l-points. 
Do you have a comment on that? Does he speak for the 
Administration? 





A I don't have a comment on that, but speaking 
broadly, the Commission speaks for itself. 


Q Do you have anything on -- perhaps this was 
asked -- reports of fighting between Nicaraguan and 
Honduran forces today? 


A No, I don't. It wasn't asked -— (a) it 
wasn't asked, and (b) I don't have anything on it. 


@) Where, please, is Mr. Stone today, and what 
is he doing? 


A He's back in Washington. 
Q Stone? 
A Stone? Senator Stone? Yes, he came back 


last night. 


Q Was he not scheduled to go to Nicaragua, and 
why didn't he go? 


A He came back last night and is in Washington. 
Don't have anything for you on his travel plans. 


Q Was he not supposed to go to Nicaragua? 
Haven't plans been made for that? 


XR I don't know that he was scheduled to go to 
Nicaragua. One never rules out his going anywhere, but he 
did not, in fact, on this trip. 


Q Did he inquire about being received there? 


A I cannot answer that question, Mike. I do 
not know. 


0 Would you take it and find out, if he 
inguired about being received there; if he received a negative 
response, or his plans did not permit him? 


i All right. 














0 Where did he go besides the initial stops, 
Venezuela and Colombia? 


A I am going to have to do a little homework on 
that one for you. Unless anybody knows -- anybody know 
where he was? Obviously, he was in Argentina, but I don't 
know where else -- 


Q Could you post the answer on that? 
A Sure, we'll look into it. 


Q John, I have a couple of questions on visa 
denials. Did the Department deny the visa of an Italian 
general, a NATO general, Nino Pasti? 


A I'm not aware of it. Be glad to look into 
it, though, if you think there's something there. 


re) Yes. I think it was in October. A second 
question: The American Civil Liberties Union today said the 
law you cited when you denied Mr. Borge and Mr. 
D'Aubuisson's visa says that denials can be done for the 
activities these people might engage in, not for what they 
might say, no matter how repugnant. 


Were those denials for what they might say or for 
what they might do here? 


A I think I'd go back and look at the specific 
section in the Act and the specific phrase cited, which I 
don't have in my head at the moment. 


0 All you said was, it was not in the public 
interest, and that's why I'm -- 


A Ah hah. Well, then, I guess that's what we 
stick with. 


te) A final question. Could you give us a list 
of the people that you have denied visas for, because it was 
not in the public interest, recently? 


7 Before I fall into that particular trap, let 
me seek some counsel here. Let us, without guaranteeing -- 
I don't know what that list involves and what the issues 
are, but we will take a look at that request. 


) Could you inquire if you have a new request 
£o visa from Mr. D‘Aubuisson? 
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A I do not think there is any visa request 
pending for Mr. D‘Aubuisson. 


0 John, what's going on in Beirut today? Do 
you have any situation report? 


A Yes. I'll be glad to give you what I've got, 
Bob. According to reports this morning, Beirut 
International Airport came under fire. I gather that was 
some artillery and some rocket-propelled grenade fire. We 
do not believe there have been any U.S. casualties. 


There are reports today of renewed clashes along 
the Alayh ridgeline. Yesterday, there were exchanges and in 
some cases heavy fighting in the traditional areas of 


confrontation. 


The United States greatly regrets the loss of a 
French soldier killed yesterday when a shell struck a French 
LAF checkpoint. Two Italian soldiers were also wounded in a 


separate incident. 


Beirut International Airport remains closed. I 
don't have anything further on the evacuation plans from 
Tripoli. 


) Has the New Jersey open fire again today? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 
@) Does that include maximum alert for the 


Marines at the airport, John; and has there been any tank 
fire there today? 


4 I do not know what the state of alert is at 
the airport, but if they're being fired on, I would think 
they're fairly alert. But I don't quite know what the exact 
technical definition is of the state of readiness. 


0 John, the President's use of the word 
"collapse" yesterday, was that in the context of a collapse 
on the military front or in the context of a collapse of the 
national reconciliation talks, and that such a collapse, a 
political collapse, could lead to a U.S. MNF pullout? 


ray I think the White House had some words, to 
offer on that this morning, Bernie. 


re) Is Rumsfeld in Damascus? Who is he seeing? 


A No, Rumsfeld has left Damascus and is today 
in Israel. 








@) Do you have anything at all on the Damascus 
stop? 


No. 
Even who he saw? 
He saw Khaddam. 


He said Khaddam. He did not see Assad? 


r Oo FY ODO PF 


He did not. 


9 There are stories on the wire to the effect 
that the State Department had advance warning of the attacks 
on the Kuwaiti Fmbassy and took improper precautions? 


Mh The Embassy certainly did request additional 
security back in September. The initial problem at the 
State Department was no funds. Very swiftly, however, funds 
were found, and those in the appropriate position moved as 
expeditiously as was possible and, in fact, developed a 
package for the protection of the Embassy with one of the 
Embassy officers who was here in Washington. 


The cable authorizing such steps was overtaken by 
the incident itself and the tragedy is that the steps that 
the Department finally was able to take were not implemented 
in time. 


Obviously, there is a lot of intelligence about 
possible threats to various missions of the United States 
and the Department right now is engaged in a major effort to 
increase security overseas at all of our Missions. At the 
present time, the State Department has approximately 200 
projects underway at 120 posts which directly or indirectly 
improve security. But obviously this is a problem of world- 
wide terrorism, and just as obviously the Department is 
reassessing its allocation of priorities and resources to 
see what can be done in different areas. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A It's pretty much from notes, out of my head, 
but let's see what we can do for you. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q A follow-up, John -- 
@) What was the figure -- 


°) John, a follow-up, if I may. Can you tell us 
what -- some of the steps that were taken and some of those 
that were planned but were not taken? 


a I cannot. There were -- steps were under- 
taken in Kuwait, I think modest steps, by the Embassy per- 
sonnel, but the major package, of which I spoke here, was 
not implemented. It had not been implemented. 


0 John, there were reports -- 
e) When you talked initially -- they asked in 


September -- is that correct? -- for an improved security 
arrangement. 


4 Yes. 
6) Initially no funds were available. 
A Correct. 


0 Then "very swiftly." When was this "very 
swiftly” that the funds were found? 


A I don't have a date on that. 

0 Could you find out when it was? 

A Sure. Let me see what -- 

0 And when was it that this -- the next thing 
we have in your chronology is that a cable authorizing it 
was going out at the time of the explosion. Right? 

A That's correct. 

fe) Now, what happened between this “very 


swiftly" funds being found and December when the explosion 
took place? 


nN Well, what happened was moving from a posi- 
tion of having no money to freeing money on an emergency 
basis from other accounts, of developing a package in con- 
cert with an Embassy officer from Kuwait who was here in 
Washington, and of setting the seal of approval on that 
package and indicating that it could go forward. 
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0 John, was their initial request based on some 
specific threat or a more general sense of an increasing 
environment in which they, the Embassy, was being 
threatened? 


A I cannot tell you how specific the initial 
threat was in the initial mention, described in the ini- 
tial cable. I would say that Kuwait is not inique in having 
assessed its situation and perceived a threat. In some 
cases those threats are general; in other cases they're 
quite specific, on the basis of the information received. 


0 One other thing: Had the package of measures 
authorized in the cable that was going out, to which you 
referred, been implemented, would it have stopped the truck 
bombing which took place several days ago? 


x I can't answer that question. Obviously, in 
the minds of those who created the package and planned it, 
obviously it would have made the Embassy more secure. But 
it's a very hard question to say, well, could such and such 
an incident have taken place. Certainly it would have been 
better protected. 


0 How much money was that package? 

A I don‘t know how much money was involved. 

0 What was the initial request for funds? 

A I don't know that there was an initial dollar 


figure. 


0 You said that there was no money available. 
Was there -- 


A Yes, but, I mean, what I don't know is 
whether the Embassy at Kuwait said we would like X hundred 
thousand dollars or X million dollars or whether they said 
we would like X, X, X, X, X, without a dollar figure on it. 
That I don't know. 

Can you tell us -- 
And talking -- 
Could you take the question? 


Why don't we look into it and see what -- 


oO Fr, OD CO DN 


Can you tell us how much was in the package? 
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A Well, I think what we -- yes, exactly. I 
think that's what we can tell you, what would have been in 
the package. 


Q John, there are reports -- 
¢) For the 200 projects -- 
A Excuse me. Let me take one at a time. 


8) There are reports coming from Kuwait 
telling that the Kuwaiti authorities are .~ vestigating what 
they call “Asian connection," relating to the latest explo- 
sions in Kuwait. 


Are you aware of this side of the investigation? 


A No. I don't know what they mean by that. 
They certainly are conducting an investigation, as are we -- 
there is a State Department team on the scene -- but I don't 
know what the term “Asian connection” means. 


0 They are talking about the parts played by -- 
maybe played by -- the Asian, Filipino and South Korean workers 
working in Kuwait and who are supposed to be somehow regi- 
mented in the country. 


A I'm not aware of that. That's something that 
the Kuwaitis are obviously taking’a look at. 


Q You don't have any comment on that? 
A I'm not aware of it. 


Q John, it's probably going to strike a lot of 
people as an inexplicable delay, in view of what happened to 
the American Embassy in Lebanon and other embassies in that 
part of the world, that protection could have been requested 
in September and still by December had not been put in 
place and there was indeed a tragedy. 


A Uh-huh. Well, I've tried to tell you as best 
I can what took place. I'm sure the priorities and the pro- 
cedures followed are certainly being reviewed by appropriate 
people in the Department. 


6) John, what are the modest steps of security 
that were taken by the Embassy personnel while they were 
waiting for approval of this package? 
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A I don't know. What I'm saying is that, 
obviously, they moved on the ground with perhaps modest 
funds that they have available and resources that they have 
available to do certain things. I'm not suggesting that 
nothing was done, but what I am saying is that the major 
package involved was not in effect. 


'@) John, after October 23, wouldn't any prudent 
Ambassador have at least put a truck in front of each vehi- 
cular entrance? 


a Well, I'm not sure what happened on the 
scene. 


0 But we know that there was no barrier of that 
kind. 


A I'm afraid I can't guess -- you're second- 
guessing the Ambassador on the spot. I'm not prepared to do 
that. 


0 John, did.the package include the positioning 
of more U.S. Marines? 


A I'm not sure about that, Bernie. I'm not 
sure. 


0 John, did the September warning include che 
step-up in Kuwaiti policing of the Embassy block at that 
time? 


A I'm not sure of that, Jim. I can't answer 
that, and I'm not sure, indeed, whether there -- I mean, 
there may well have been some increase -- I don't know -- by 
local authorities of protection. I don't know. 


@) John, to what extent did the Kuwaiti refusal 
to accept our nominee for an Ambassador in any sense color 
Our attitudes about what might be done at the Kuwaiti 
Embassy? 


A Oh, I don't think at all, Barrie. I don't 
think that had any bearing on security measures. 


0 John, the United States mission, the 
Marires' mission, in Lebanon supposedly is a peaceful 
mission and the people who are there are as peacekeepers. 


My question is, how is the whole thrust of what's 
evolving lately about the shelling and air strikes and other 
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things put into context of that the U.S. forces is attacking 
or fighting or answering the enemies and everybody -- just a 
repetition of the word "enemy," the enemy forces, Syrian, 
whatever -- Syrian or Shi'ite, Druze, PLO, whatever it is. 
(sic) 


The concept of putting that the Marines now are 
sort of in an enemy situation -- there is a combat situation 


A The question is? 


0 The question is, how this terminology of 
"enemy," answering the “enemy” back? Are they there to 
fight “enemy” or are they there to make peace? And, you 
know, discarding or taking aside that they have been 
attacked, but is this an "enemy" situation? Are they in an 
"enemy" zone that everybody's talking about the "enemy"? (sic) 


A Well, I don't think they attacked anybody, 
and I thinx -- 


.) Excuse me? 


A I do not think that the MNF -- it's a 
Multinational Force -- attacked or took the initiative in 
attacking anybody, but they certainly have fired’ upon those 
who fired on them, and I think as far as the United States 
is concerned, and I think so far as the others are concerned 
-- but certainly we speak only for ourselves -- we will con- 
tinue to fire on those who fire on us. 


We will defend our Marines who are there in a 
peaceful presence. 


0 If I may refer the same question of my 
colleague, would you accept the characterization of the 
Syrians or the national Lebanese as “enemies”? 


A Well, I don't == what I think we're doing is 
keeping those Marines there as a presence to permit 
stability and a return of sovereignty and independence to 
Lebanon. And I don't think it is -- you know, it's not a 
very easy task to divide up various factions and say these 
are enemies and these are friendly. 


The fact is that we're going to fire on people who 
fire on those Marines. The Marines are going to defend 
themselves, and I'm sure that someone who fires on a Marine 
is thought by that Marine to be an enemy. That isn't a 
blanket label for an entire faction or an entire country, 
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but when unprovoked fire comes in on those Marines, I'm sure 
in the mind of the Marines, the person they fire back at is 
an enemy. In that narrow sense, I suppose they are. 


re) Had the New Jersey achieved its -- I 
mean, target -- destroyed that target which it aimed at and 
now we don't know what -- 


A I think you'll have to ask the Pentagon, but 
I think in fact, if you're talking about the New Jersey, I 
think the fire was fairly effective yesterday. But I think 
the Pentagon can be helpful. 


fe) We had only one soldier being killed, that's 
it, and no destruction of other installments, and they moved 
them out, so it's only -- 


A Well, maybe that's what the -- maybe that's 
what the people who were fired at are saying, but I think the 
Pentagon feels that the counterfire yesterday was fairly 
effective. 


0 John, what response did Ambassador Rumsfeld 
get when he asked for the return of the American airman? 


A I don't have anything for you on Rumsfeld's 
mission, I'm afraid. , 


0 . I presume he did make such a request. 


A I would think that the question of Goodman 
would have come up, yes. 


0 Can you tell us with whom he met when he was 
in Syria? 
Khaddam. 
0 John, do you have anything for us on a state- 


ment on <--— 

fe) Did he see Assad? 
A No. 
0 


Did they deny his request to see Assad? 


A I don't know what the exact -- exactly what 
the orchestration of it was, but the fact is he did not. 
Foreign Minister Khaddam was the representative of the 
Syrian Government he saw. 
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8) John, do you have any guidance on the 
situation of the Vienna talks, the Soviet-American dialogue? 


A Well, yes. The MBFR? 
e) Yes, please. 


A As you know, the Soviet Union has broken off 
the INF negotiations and now avoided setting dates for 
resumption of the START and MBFR talks. 


The United States regrets these Soviet actions and 
hopes that the Soviets will resume these important nego- 
tiations at an early date. 


I suppose that in the aftermath of the 
unwillingness of the Soviet Union to reach an agreement in 
these various arms control areas, and as a result of the 
initial deployments that the allies have undertaken, I sup- 
pose the Soviet Union is reassessing its position, and this 
may well also be part of an attempt to pressure the United 
States and its allies. 


But, for our part, we remain at the table. We 
stand ready to continue negotiations towards equitable 
agreements and to maintain established patterns in all 
three arms negotiations, and we believe it would be in the 
interests of both the United States and the Soviet Union to 
make early progress towards agreement to reduce arms and to 
establish a more stable military balance. 


0 Any word -- 


A We will be there. We will be at the table. 
It's up to then. 


0 Do you have a copy? 


A Sure. 

0 Any word from Moscow on Gromyko's coming to 
Stockholm? 

A No. I mean, there are various press reports, 


and one has seen different surmises and rumors, and so forth 
and so on, but there's no firm indication. 


Q John, is the United States considering 
pulling its resources and participation out of UNESCO? 





CONT 








A That is under consideration. I think a 
review of that issue began in June. No decision has been 
taken, but it certainly is under review. 


fe) Why was it brought up? 


A For about ten years there have been serious 
difficulties with UNESCO, as far as we're concerned, 
including politicization, budget mismanagement, attempts to 
restrict the freedom of the press and impose economic regu- 
lation. So on June 26, 1983, the United States began a 
review of U.S. participation in UNESCO, and withdrawal or 
continued full participation are the options being con- 
sidered. No recommendation has yet gone to the Secretary. 


fe) Wasn't the outcome of that Paris -- 

0 Can we have a copy of that? 

Q Wasn't the outcome of the Paris meeting -- I 
guess it was last month -- favorable to what the U.S. posi- 


tion was in regard to -- 
A On -- 
<) -- world press credentials? 


A On world press? Well, I would say that there 
have been cycles, but that's not the only issue that 
disturbs us with UNESCO. The whole budgetary question is 
another area. But I don't think most journalists would con- 
Sider that we're entirely out of the woods on a new world 
information order yet. 


fe) Could you develop the politicization, please? 
Along what lines? 


A I can't -- well, I think there have certainly 
been voices and viewpoints expressed which seem to be incre- 
dibly partisan and opposed to, certainly, the forces of 
freedom and, in particular, the United States. 


0 Does this follow-up the expulsion of Israel 
from it? 


A Well, I think we'll stick with the words 
we've offered you here. 
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fe) How much money does the United States 
contribute? 
A I don't know how much money is involved. We 


probably have that in a piece of earlier paper, this 
having not been the first time we've discussed this UNESCO 
participation. 


Q What is the U.S. share? 


A As I say, I think that's on an earlier piece 
of paper, this not being the first time. 


fe) John, is this a serious threat to UNESCO by 
the U.S., or is it some sort of semantic threat to see if 
you could manipulate affairs within UNESCO? 


A Well, if you mean is it a phony consideration 
of the issue, no. It is a serious consideration of the 
issue, but I'm not predicting which side the United States 
will come down on it. 


fe) Have we considered withdrawal in the past as 
well? 


A I don't know whether we have ever gone to 
quite this formal state of recommendation, but it certainly 
is not a totally novel idea in this building. 


0 John, on that same subject, first of all, 
could we get a copy of your initial statement in reply? 


A Sure. 
0 Secondly, do you expect -- is there a time 
when you expect the review to be completed, because 


according to the Times they expect it the middle of this 
month, which is about now. 


A No. I can't really give you a timeframe on 
it. 


You have no idea? 


No. 


John, let me ask you some questions about the 


0 

A 

0 Okay. Thanks. 

0 

s interview with the Gannett News Service. 


Secretary's 
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Q I take it he said that in World War II the 
press was with us, but now the press is against us and 
seems to have an interest only in revealing information that 
screws things up. I believe that was his words. 


A Well, he talked -- 


re) But let me just ask -- first, my question -- 
who is the "us" he is referring to? Is he referring to the 
country, to the Administration, to the State Department? 


A I don't think I will attempt a kind of 
horse-back interpretation of his remarks, Bob. He talked at 
some length about the press, and I guess I'd refer you to 
the transcript. And, indeed, he said he -- 


fe) Where do we get the transcript? 


A I think the White House would have a 
transcript. 


8) Because they don't have it back here in the 


‘Press Office? 


A Well, it was a Presidential event, and I 
think the White House will have a transcript. 


e) Well, the remarks suggest that at best he's 
accusing the press of being unpatriotic, and perhaps some 
might take it that he's accusing the press of being 
traitorous. 


Do you think that's what he had in mind? 


A No. I don't think that's what he was saying, 
and I think you really ought to read his remarks’ in their 
entirety because he said a number of things about the 
press, and he's talked about the need for a free press and 
his support of it. So why don't you read the whole thing. 


Le) That's the only comment you're prepared to 
make on the interview, is to read it? 


A Well, what else did you have in mind? 


0 Well, do you agree with him? 




















A I don't express personal opinions from this 
podium, Bob. 


Q But you are his press adviser. 


A My job is to articulate policy as far as I 
see it. I have many personal views, and I'm sure you don't 
always agree with editorial viewpoints on CBS. 


Q We don't have an editorial viewpoint, 
necessarily. (Laughter) 


All right. You've answered the question. 


Q John, why can't we get it here, the 
transcript, please? 


A Well, it is possible that we can make it 
available here, but it was a White House -- 


@) Could you arrange for us to have it here? 
A Let: us see what we can do for you. 
QO You know, when the White House has bad news, 


they release it as far away as they can. Is that what the 
State Department's doing now? (Laughter) 


Q John, just one more on UNESCO. When you say 
the choices are either withdrawal or full participation, are 
you excluding the possibility of participation in IPDC, for 
example, in subsidiaries of UNESCO and not in UNESCO itself? 


A No. I don't think I'm going to elaborate on 
where we are at the moment, Jim. 


Q John, when you said “politicization,” what 
did you mean by that? 


A I think I took a crack at that in answering 
Mr. Kalb's question. Okay? 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1983, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: I have a little information for you 
up front on the third batch of Grenadian documents which 
we're releasing today. 


Over the past few weeks, we've released numerous 
documents found by the U.S.-Caribbean security forces in 
Grenada. We've released two sets previously. A third is 
being released today. In the next several months, with a 
few exceptions because of privacy or security con- 
siderations, we expect to release all the documents to some 
appropriate public repository where they'll be available for 
the press and scholarly examination. In the meantime, we'll 
continue to process documents and make them available as we 
have the three sets thus far. 


To pull together some of the basic information 
contained in the first three sets, the Department of State 
and the Department of Nefense today are jointly issuing a 
report entitled "Grenada -- A Preliminary Report." Copies 
will be available in the Press Office after today's 
briefing. And I gather they're in a little short supply, so 
we're going to ask you to bear with us as we limit you to 
one per news organization. 


This is a preliminary report in that it covers 
only materials contained in the documents already released 
or those we're releasing today. Just to give you an idea of 
the magnitude of what remains, for example, there are some 
50 linear feet of documents which we've not yet been able to 
analyze or even catalogue. Work to inventory the weaponry 
found on the island is also still going on. 


Thus far, we've found five secret military 
agreements -- three with the Soviet Union, one with North 
Korea, and one with Cuba. We may find more. In fact, there 
are written indications of additional military agreements 
with both Bulgaria and Czechoslovakia. But these five 
agreements alone provide for delivery by 1986 of more than 
10,000 infantry weapons, including modern automatic rifles 
and submachine guns. Deliveries were also agreed for more 
than 130 crew-served artillery pieces, plus armored person- 
nel carriers, coastal patrol boats, rockets, grenades and 
land mines. 














Evidence in the documents points to plans for four 
active battalions and 14 reserve battalions. That would 
make 18 battalions with a strength of somewhere between 
7,000 and 10,000 soldiers for an island of about 100,000 


people. 


All the information I'm giving you is borne out in 
the documents -- indeed, based on the documents <-- which 
clearly show that the Cubans led the way in this build-up. 
Within two months of the 1979 coup, which brought Mr. Bishop 
to power, Cuba had delivered 3,800 infantry weapons and 36 
artillery pieces. Cuba also served as a Soviet inter- 
mediary. All Soviet-bloc military shipments to Grenada were 
routed through Cuba. 


In all, there were almost 900 Cuban, Soviet, North 
Korean, Libyan, East German and Bulgarian personnel on 
Grenada at the time of the combined military operation. 


The report we're releasing today makes clear that 
the New Jewel Movement's close working relationships with 
both the Soviet and Cuban Communist Parties helped the NJM 
to organize Grenada's domestic and foreign policies. 


That's about all I have for you. 


0 Will we get a copy of the statement you just 
made? 


A You're welcome to a copy of that and also the 
report and the documents. 


0 Is this report a synthesis of the documents 
you've been able to analyze? 


A Yes. 


0 John, on Lebanon, can you bring us up to date 
on what the situation is today? And in light of the new 
cease-fire, do you take this to be any change in the atti- 
tude on the part of Syria? 


A Well, that's hard to judge, Jim. As far as 
the situation on the ground is concerned, the parties have 
agreed to establish a consolidated cease-fire, although 
there have been some violations today. 


We urge the parties to respect the cease-fire and 
to end the violence that has cost many innocent civilian 
lives and caused extensive property damage. 

















Last night the U.S. Marines in the MNF came under 
fire for about three hours. The Marines returned fire. One 
Marine was slightly wounded. The New Jersey also fired its 
five-inch guns in support of the Marines. 





We understand that Beirut International Airport 
will reopen after the Lebanese authorities have had an 
opportunity to repair damage to the runways and facilities 
there. 


Insofar as Tripoli is concerned, pro- and 
anti-Arafat PLO fighters were engaged in heavy fighting 
yesterday. 


@) And do you still believe that the Israelis 
will not interfere with the evacuation of the PLO? 


A Yes. No change in our expectation. 


Q On that, John, the Israeli Defense Ministry 
said in a report that the United States did not in fact 
appeal or request of Israel to allow for the exit of Arafat 
from, and his people from, Tripoli. 


@) He said he denied that there were U.S. 
appeals, which we were told here were communicated to the 
Israeli Government. Can you clarify that? 


A Well, we certainly have been in diplomatic 
consultation with the parties concerned, including Israel. 


0 I'm sorry? 


A We certainly have been in diplomatic con- 
sultation with the various parties involved, including 
Israel. 


0 So you are not taking seriously those denials 


~— 


from Israel or what? 


A I'm just telling you the facts, that we have 
consulted with the various parties and that does include 
Israel. 


) Is Israel one of them? 


A I beg your pardon? 

















0 Is Israel one of those parties that you 


consul ted? 
A Israel is one of them. Ves. 
0 John, have we decided not to fly recon- 


naissance flights over the Syrian-occupied part of Lebanon? 


A Not to my knowledge. No change in our posi- 
tion, as far as I know. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on any 
changes in U.S. policy in terms of arms supply to Israel and 


Egypt? 
A Arms supply to? 


0 The arms aid -- 


A As you know, there is general consideration 
of the philosophy underlying arms sales. Insofar as any 
discussion of the President's budget for Fiscal '85 is con- 
cerned, of course, I can't get into that before the budget 
is formally submitted to Congress. 


However, we are concerned about the debt burden of 
developing countries and the fact that U.S. security 
assistance loans may add to that burden. 


In this context, consideration is being given to .-.- 
making our security assistance program more flexible so that 
assistance could, in appropriate circumstances, be made 
concessional. 


If greater flexibility is proposed, it could be 
applied to the security assistance program world-wide, and 
the degree of concessionality received by any nation would be 
decided on a case-by-case basis. 


0) What does that mean in terms of Israel as a 
case? 


A Well, it's not special consideration for 
Israel. As you know, the Carlucci Commission has reported, 
and there has for some time been discussion about the advi- 
sability of making aid available more on a grant basis 
rather than on a basis in which the receiving country faces 
a heavy debt load and has to repay -- 


@) Well, would the Administration recommend the 
$1.4 billion, or, let's say, the Fiscal -- 




















A I can't get into specifics on the budget or 
the recommendations -- 


Q But you said -- 

A -- but what I'm telling you is the underlying 
philosophy that is presently being discussed, which would 
apply across the board on a case-by-case basis. 


0 Is the report in The New York Times, then, 
ahead of the Administration or what? 





A Let me repeat: I'm not going to get into 
details of what we're talking about in terms of the budget, 
but the Secretary has talked, the Carlucci Commission has 
reported -- it isn't any secret about the thought that is 
going on towards revision of the aid program to make it more 
direct grant. 


Q Can we have a copy of what you just read us 
now? 


| A You can have a copy of what I just read you. 
Yes. I added a lot which isn't in that piece of paper. 


@) John, it was announced that the cluster bomb 
shells to Israel will -- is under consideration to be 
resumed. 


A I'm sorry? Who announced? 


0 It was announced that the cluster bomb shells 
to Israel that Israel bought and it was suspended, that it 
is still under consideration, or it will be delivered after 
you will get the assurances from Israel that will be used 
only for defensive purposes, or what's the status of the 
cluster bombs? (sic) 


A So far as -=- you're absolutely right in 
that there would have to be agreement on the conditions 
attached to their use. Insofar as I know, there has not yet 
begun any discussion about that agreement since Mr. Shamir 
was here. 


Q This is going to be the next month's meeting 
with all of these joint political/military committees? 


A I don't know whether that -- I doubt that 
that -- well, I shouldn't say that. It's not my impression 
that that is something that would be discussed by the poli- 
tical/military committee, but I really don't know who will 








talk that agreement through. But, so far as I know, there's 
been no movement on it. 


QO John, are you aware of this controversy, I 
guess you'd call it, about stamps on letters that come from 
Iran? 


A I'm aware that -- 
@) Does the Department have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on it, but I'm aware 
that the Post Office either is in process or has asked 
the State Department for some counsel on a new Iranian 
stamp. I'm not quite sure what it is they are asking -- 
what the Post Office is asking of the State Department yet. 
Be glad to take a look at it for you. 


0 Okay. 


0 John, back on the arms aid question. You 
mentioned the Carlucci Commission. Is serious thought being 
given to implementing its recommendation about a new agency 
attached to the State Department that would coordinate both 
security and economic assistance? : 


A I don't quite know where the discussion -- as 
you know, we were on a trip -- I'm not quite sure where the 
discussion lies, Jim, but I know that the report of the 
Commission is something that the Secretary is much 
interested in. 


0 President Gemayel is in Libya today. Do you 
know anything about this? 


A Sorry? 
0 President Gemayel of Lebanon is in Libya. 
A Yes. I think he is. 


0 Do you know why he decided to go to Libya? 
Did he coordinate this with you? 


A Yes. I think he was flying to -- and did fly 
to -- Morocco prior to his visit to London. It's our 
understanding that he received a last-minute surprise invi- 
tation from Mr. Oadaffi to visit Libya and accepted that 
invitation. 











@) In Morocco the invitation came? 


A It's my understanding that he received the 
invitation while he was in Morocco and flew from Morocco to 
Libya. 


0 John, Mr. Wallach, who has lost his voice, 
wants to know if you can tell him where Don Rumsfeld is. 


A Does he have an interpreter? 

MR. WALLACH: Right. 

A What is Mr. Wallach's question? 

0 (Hoarsely) Where is Rumsfeld? (Laughter) 


A Rumsfeld is in Lebanon, having been earlier 
in the day in Israel. I don't know who to look at now for 
the follow-up. 


0 Do you have anything on the talks with Assad 
that he had? 


A With Assad? 
ey Was it Khaddam or -- 


A It was Khaddam. No. Nothing on the talks 
with Khaddam. 


0 Do you know if Rumsfeld plans to spend the 
weekend in Lebanon? 


A (A) We won't tell you where he's going until 
he's gotten there, but (b) I'm not quite sure. I really 
don't know what his travel plans are. 


) John, is the United States in any way trying 
to have the Geneva II take place? What I'm trying to ask 
is, is the United States involved in discussions about the 
Geneva II about the Middle East, about the reconciliation? 
I mean, are you involved in -- 


A Involved in discussions? Yes, in the sense 
that the United States is enthusiastic that the national 
reconciliation process should go forward. As to how the 
parties group themselves and where they come together and 
when they come together, that, obviously, is their decision; 
but, yes, I think that's a fair statement that we are acu- 
tely interested in that. 











@) One more thing, John, on this. There are . 
reports that Syria may be now less interested in abrogating 
Or amending the May 17 agreement. Can you tell us if that's 
true or anything about it at all? 


A No, I can't. 

0 Mr. Hartman met with Mr. Gromyko yesterday, I 
gather. 

A Yes. 

0 Did he get any indication from the Soviet 


leader whether he's going to Stockholm? 


A Let me -— obviously, we're not going to get 
into Ambassador Hartman's talks yesterday in detail except 
to say the obvious, that among other things they discussed 
was the Middle Fast. 





Having set that aside, we don't have any indica- 
tion, any new indication, of any movement either way on Mr. 
Gromyko's attendance in Stockholm. 


@) One other thing on the Soviet Union. There's 
a wire report quoting Western diplomats in Moscow as saying 
nobody has seen Andropov going to work, and questioning the 
report by the Secretary, as well as in the New York Times. 
Do you have any confirmation, or was that a bum report? 





A I think the Secretary was -- this was a few 
days ago, and the Secretary was talking about reports that 
Mr. Andropov had been seen going to work. What the 
situation is as of today or as of the past few days, I don't 
know. I don't have any update. 


0 What information do you have on the hostage 
Situation in Peru which ended up in one American nun being 
killed? 

A It's something we are monitoring and 


discussing with the Government there. I'll be glad to give 
you what I have. 


Our Embassy in Lima is in close consultation with 
the local authorities. The Minister of the Interior has 
ordered a full investigation and extended his official and 
personal regrets, and we are awaiting the results of our 
Embassy's and the Peruvian Government's inquiries. 


Some earlier background on the incident indicates 
that on December 14, about midday, several prisoners at the 
Lurigancho Prison in Lima took four American nuns hostage. 











The nuns had been teaching at the prison. The 
prisoners demanded their own release. The prisoners then 
released one hostage nun and told her to go to the Director 
of Prisons and to her Embassy to relay the prisoners' 
demands. 


Peruvian authorities allowed the prisoners and 
their three hostages to leave the prison in a vehicle 
described as an ambulance. About 6:00 that evening the 
vehicle was fired upon by Peruvian authorities. 


One American nun and seven Peruvian prisoners were 
killed. The nuns involved: Joan Mary Sawyer, a Sister of 
St. Columban, was killed. Sister Theresa J. Pasterczyk, a 
Marist nun, suffered a bullet wound to the arm. The bullet 
was removed and the Sister was released from the hospital, 
and the third nun in that group, Sister Ellen Conway, also a 
Marist nun, was not injured. 


0 John, what involvement, if any, was there of 
the U.S. Embassy in the decision-making process, or were 
they just advised or were they not advised until after the 
shooting took place? 


A Can't answer that, Jeff. I don't know what 
their involvement was. 


0 Do we know how this nun died? Was it due to 
the prisoners' fire or the authorities' fire? 


A I don't know. I guess that's something that 
we're continuing to look at. But clearly the authorities 
fired on the party. Whether the prisoners fired back, I 
don't know. 


oO Before we finished that, if they had been 
given a vehicle to leave the prison, why, then, were they 
fired on? 

You've got all I've got, Jim. 


Is that something you're looking into? 


rr OD PY 


Yes, sure; of course. 


0 Do you have anything on the reports that 
South Africa is talking about a ceasefire in southern 
Africa, in Namibia? 


A I sure do. Sure. As you know, the military 
situation on the ground in Angola and across its borders has 
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been of concern to the United States both because of the 
cost in lives and because it has not been conducive to 
progress on a negotiated settlement. 


So in this context the United States welcomes 
South Africa's public confirmation of its readiness to 
disengage its own forces from Angola effective January 31. 
We believe that this step has important potential to contri- 
bute to a climate that could facilitate further movement in 
the southern Africa negotiations, and we hope that con- 
ditions on the ground will permit a cease-fire as soon as 
possible. We also welcome South Africa's reaffirmation of 
its commitment to implement U.N. Security (Council) 
Resolution 435 as soon as the Cuban issue is resolved. 


A durable settlement of the Namibian question will 
clearly depend on mutual respect for security and 
sovreignty in the region. We would therefore hope that 
once a cease-fire came into effect, it would extend beyond 
the initial thirty-day period proposed by the South Africans 
in order that these conditions could have a chance to take 
hold. 


Communication of the South African proposal to the 
United Nations Secretary General, Mr. Perez de Cuellar, 
underscores his constructive and active role in the peace 
process there, and reflects the continued validity of the 
Namibian negotiating effort in which the United States and 
our Contact Group partners are involved. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 


0 When you say they're confirming, or they're 
making a public confirmation, is this because that they had 
assured Assistant Secretary Crocker about this in his 
meeting two weeks ago with the Foreign Minister? 


A Assistant Secretary Crocker has been, as you 
know, very closely involved in the whole southern African 
Situation, as has Frank Wisner and as has the Secretary him- 
self in Libson in the past few days, and I think -- cer- 
tainly, I would like to think that the United States' 
involvement has played a helpful role in this. 


Q John, sometime ago, on this point, it seems 
as though that the number of Cuban troops in Angola, rather 
than going down, as the United States had hoped, was going 
up. Does that situation still continue? What is the latest 
on what the Cuban troop situation is in Angola? 
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A Okay, Don, I don't know whether the Cuban 
figure is going up at this particular time, but certainly it 
did go up some while ago and I do not believe there's been 
any reduction. Whether they're still moving additional 
Cuban troops in, I don't know. 


0 Could you check and see if that's the case? 
A We'll see what we have. 
Q Is there some expectation that this ini- 


tiative could cause the reduction? Is that the gist of what 
you're saying? 


A I think there's hope that this is a good, 
positive step on the part of the South Africans. It's move- 
ment that, I think, various parties have been looking for; 
and our hope is that this would take hold, that the cease- 
fire would expand, and that therefore you could disengage 
the various parties and we could achieve the goal that we've 
all been looking for in Namibia plus the withdrawal of Cuban 
forces from Angola. 


Q Does the United States have any view as to 
‘what action the insurgent forces in Angola -- that is to say, 
UNITA and whoever else may be there -- should do about cease- 
fires and so forth? 


A As I say, we would hope that this will 
contribute to a mood in which that kind of discussion can go 
forward. Of course, in this particular instance, we're 
talking about cross-border activity by the South Africans. 
In the case of UNITA, we're talking about factions operating 
within their own country, and we've always said that the 
various factions in Angola will have to settle the conflict 
among themselves. That still pertains, but we would think 
that a lessening of tension would be helpful, as they look 
at the prospect, too. 


0 Can I follow on that? As a result of this, 
is a new meeting of the Contact Group foreseeable in the 
near future? | 


A I guess it's foreseeable. I don't know of 
any plans, Jim. 


0 Did you have any statement with respect to 
the bomb that went off in the Foreign Ministry in South 
Africa? 
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A No, I don't. I just saw an initial press 
report on that. ~ 


Q John, the Saudi Arabian Ambassador to 
Washington, Prince Bandar bin Sultan, said on CBS Wednesday, 
December 14, that Syria pledged to Saudi Arabia in writing 
that it will withdraw from Lebanon. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A I don't think the United States has seen such 
a pledge in writing. 


Q John, has the United States asked to talk to 
the apparent survivor of the truck that blew up the Embassy 
in Kuwait? 


A I don't have anything on that. I know the 
Kuwaiti investigation, as I understand it, is coming to a 
conclusion. I really don't know whether we have asked to 
talk to him. 


Q Did he survive? 
A There are reports that there is an individual 
0 Can you confirm a report in the Washington Post 





this morning that the Secretary of State said that he would 
resign rather than take a lie detector test? 


A No, I can't. As I said to you before on that 
issue, the Secretary has an acute interest in stopping the 
improper and illegal publication of classified documents and 
would cooperate in any investigation, but I, at the time, 
steered you away from a suggestion that he had been asked to 
take a lie detector test, and that still stands. 


Q So you can't tell us if that report is true 
or false as written? 


A I would refer you to what I said before, 
which were very good words. 


Q I remember it well; I asked the question. 
A I remember you asking the questicn. 

Q You're saying it never came to that? 
e) 


You're saying it didn't come to that? 
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A I would steer you away from any suggestion 
that tlhe Secretary of State was asked to take a lie detector 
test. 


QO But the report didn't say that. It said that 
he might be asked, and he let them know that he would resign 
rather than take a test, I believe. 


Q Well, "might be asked?" To my knowledge, he 
has not been asked. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that Lebanon 
-- that Italy is considering diminishing its troop presence 
in Beirut? 


A Not really. At the MNF meeting in Brussels, 
the four-member nations confirmed their commitment to the 
MNF role. I think there has been some talk out of some 
Italian sources about their committed troop level and 
variation in levels from time to time, but I think you 
really have to ask the Italians what -- 


A Given the fundamental commitment given in 
Brussels, you wouldn't have any quarrel if they did diminish 
the troops? 


A As ‘I think the Secretary made clear, the | 
various components of the MNF have various committed levels. 
The United States has, and the Italians have. I think 
their commitment was for 1,100 troops, and they in fact 
have had a peak of 2,200 troops there. If they should make. 
a decision to draw down to a committed level, I guess that 
would be a decision for the individual member nations of the 
MNF, just as our forces fluctuate from time to time. 





@) John, do you have anything on the purging of 
the death squads from the Salvadoran Army, any movement in 
that direction? Anything you've heard, any statements made 
by the government to our government? 


A We're pursuing that, as you know, very 
vigorously, and we'll see what movement there is. 


Q Anything from the Government of El Salvador -- 


A I don't think I would get into our diplomatic 
discussions with them. 


Q John, where do things stand on the counter- 
vailing tax case against Chinese texiles? 





that. 
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I think the White House may have something on 


Today? 


I don't know whether it's today. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


DPC #224 


MONDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1983, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 





MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a few announce- 
ments up front. We note with great sadness the passing 
last Thursday of Milan “Jerry” Jerabek who was a Public 
Affairs Advisor and Press Officer in the Bureau of (European) 
Affairs for many years before his retirement in 1979. Those 
who worked with Jerry will recall his unfailing helpfulness 
and patience and professionalism, but I think he'll best be 
remembered for his genuine sincerity and extraordinary kindness 
toward everyone he knew. We will miss him very much. 


I have an announcement on the trial of Gabor 
Demszky. We understand that Gabor Demszky, a Hungarian edi- 
tor of samizdat publications, will be tried in Budapest on 
December 21. The charges against Mr. Demszky will repor- 
tedly be assault on a police officer, growing out of an 
incident that occurred in September when he was stopped for 
a police inspection of his car. Allegedly, Mr. Demszky 
refused, claiming that the police did not have a warrant, 
and he suffered a concussion as a result of the ensuing 
struggle. 





We note with regret that this will be the first 
trial with political overtones in a decade involving the 
independent Hungarian intellectuals. We trust that Mr. 
Demszky will be afforded the opportunity to defend himself 
in a fair and open trial, and that this will remain an iso- 
lated incident. 


Finally, on Laos, I have a statement which is 
being released by the Governments of the United States and 
the Lao People's Democratic Republic. In response to the 
request of the United States Government, the Government of 
Lao People's Democratic Republic, prompted by its humani- 
tarian policy toward the families of Americans missing in 
action, has agreed to the visit of the Joint Casualty 
Resolution Center delegation to the Lao People's Democratic 


Republic on December 19, or between December 19 and 22 of 
this year. 


That's all I have. I'll be happy to take your 
questions. 
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@) Any comment, John, on the election upturn 
in Japan; what effect it may have on U.S. policy in defense and 
economic relationships? 


A Of course, the Japanese political process is 
qn internal matter. But, having said that, we anticipate 
continuation of friendly and close relations with the 
japanese government and people, and we see no prospect of 
any change in their current defense policy. 


0 No change? 


A No change. 


Q John, can you bring us up to date on what is 
going on in Lebanon, particularly with the evacuation? 


A Sure. Let me give you a little rundown. On 
the security situation, there have been no incidents involving 
the U.S. Marine contingent in the past 24 hours. Yesterday, 
the Ticonderoga and the Tatnall, between them, fired sixty 5 
inch rounds at Syrian anti-aircraft positions. That was 
after U.S. reconnaissance aircraft were fired upon. 











We've seen reports that the Israeli Air Force this 
morning bombed targets in the Bhamdun area, along the 
Beirut-Damascus highway. 


Yesterday, tne ceasefire remained in effect 
throughout the confrontation areas, although there were some 
exchanges along the Alayh ridgeline and in the Kharrub 
region. As of this morning Beirut time, we have no reports 
of security-related incidents in the greater Beirut area. 





Insofar as Tripoli is concerned, we note the same 
press reports as do you. Last week we expressed our strong 
hope that the city and people of Tripoli would be spared 
from further broodshed caused in part by the prospect of 
renewed fighting by PLO factions. We believe that the eva- 
cuation from Tripoli of PLO forces loyal to Arafat would 
address this concern, and would be consistent with our 
objective of the withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Concerning the evacuation of PLO forces, the 
Israelis have stated publicly that "We" -- that's Israel -- 
"have not said anywhere that we will attack them." The 
United States hopes and expects that impediments such as 
recent Israeli actions to the expeditious evacuation of 
Arafat and his forces will be removed. 
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0 Copy of that? 


A Sure. 


0 Last week you put those assurances somewhat dif- 
ferently, somewhat stronger, that you did have assurances that 
the Israelis were not going to impede. Do you still believe -- 
do you have such assurances? 


A I'm not going to get into obviously the detail of 
the various diplomatic conversations we might be having with 
yarious parties, but I think our statement of today speaks for 
itself, that we hope and expect that the evacuation will proceed 
without impediment. 


0 John, do you think the Israeli actions are con- 
sistent with the sense of the recent talks the U.S. had with 
Israel on closer political and military cooperation? 


A I think you'd have to look at that in a broad 
context. I'm not going to attempt to characterize Israeli 
actions in this particular instant, and I think the words we've 
offered you today speak for themselves. But in general, of 
course there may well be differences of opinion between our- 
selves and Israel on a variety of topics and there's never been 
any question about that despite what emerged from Mr. Shamir's 
visit here. 





fe) Was this a difference of opinion that the 
Government of the United States alleged -- 


A I just told you, I'm not going to get into speci- 
fics on this particular incident. But, speaking in general, I 
think it would be unrealistic to think that we would never have 
a disagreement with Israel, good friends and good allies though 
we are. 


¢) John, you have been reiterating the whole week, 
you and Mr. Romberg, that you expect Israel not to shoot and you 
think that Israel will not shoot, and so for a whole week you 
are giving us this thing. And now we see that all these expec- 
tation and hopes is -= 


A What we have been saying is that we hope and 
expect that the Israelis would offer no impediment to the eva- 
Cuation. That's what we're still saying. 


Q What dangers do you see, John, in the area if 
Israel would keep its blockade and Arafat from the other side is 


Surrounded by his rivals if the situation would create a stale- 
Mate there? 
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A Well, that's 2 hypothetica] Situation. We hope and 
expect that that Will not arise, 


A As I repeat, we hope and €xpect that this 
evacuation wil] gO forward, 


what -- 


A We have certainly haq consultations with 
Israel, among Other Parties, on this whole question, Sure, 


0 Can I please ask you, John, in light of what 
you just said now that == you saig that Israe] nowhere, 


fe) Yes, but I mean, are you «.- you're Saying 
that Israe] Said that they will not, therefore the PLO 
Should leave; is that what you're Saying? 


4 No, that's not what I'm Saying. All I'm 
doing is recalling a specific Israeli Statement that was 


Okay, but how -- if you still insist the PLO 
Should leave, how do you then -- 
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have set in Lebanon, namely, the departure of all foreign 
forces. We think that would be a good thing to happen. 





@) How then do you really -- tell us, or how can 
you explain to us Israel's action in light of what you said 
now and in light of what you told us the U.S. Government 
had communicated to the State of Israel? 


A I think Israel should explain its actions. I 
don't think it's for the United States to explain Israel's 
reactions. It's for us to say that we hope and expect the 
evacuation will go forward, which is our position. But if you 
want to know why Israel is firing, I think you ought to ask 
the Israelis. 


0 But I mean you are allies, not in the formal 
sense, John. You're asking, appealing the State of Israel 


A In the case of good allies, we try not to 
speak on their behalf. We try to speak for the United 
States. 


0 No, no, I'm not saying that you should speak 
on their behalf. What I'm trying seriously to understand and, 
sincerely, how is it that the U.S. Government has been 
appealing with the State of Israel for about two weeks now 
to let the PLO depart in light of U.S. policy for Syrian, 
Israeli and PLO departure and the Israeli continuously bom- 
bard Tripoli and prevent the PLO from leaving. Can you tell 
us exactly what it -- 





es Why don't we wait and see how the events of 
the day transpire. I'm not sure that you could make the sta- 
tement that Israel has prevented the PLO from leaving at 
this stage. 


fe) What do you think is preventing them -- 


because there are ships, John -- there are ships ready to 
leave? 


A I don't know. This is a difficult problem and 
Various people are working on it. It takes time. 


Q How do you comment on the sinking of the 
Ship, the Cypriot ship by Israel? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


0 Can you tell us about Ambassador Rumsfeld's 
Stop in Baghdad; who he saw? 
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A I think he's just arrived, or recently 
arrived in Baghdad. He was in Beirut, Riyadh and Cairo over 
the weekend. We will continue to frustrate you, I'm afraid, by 
not talking about his consultations nor, indeed, his advance 
travels; simply telling you where he went after he got 
there. 


Q Can I put it this way, John. He is the 
highest ranking official that I know of that's ever 
gone to Baghdad. 


@) Habib. 


QO Did Habib go to Baghdad? All right, I 
withdraw that. 


0 What is the significance of the fact that Mr. 
Rumsfeld has gone there, in your view, and what occasioned 
his going there? 


A He is the President's Middle Fast and Lebanon 
negotiator, and he's gone there in that connection, in con- 
nection with his mandate. 





re) Is there some part in this that Iraq is now 


playing to a greater degree before that suggests it would be 
a good idea for him to go? 


A I'm really not going to get into the detail 
of what he's doing there, but he's there, obviously, in pur- 
suit of the President's overall goals in the Middle East, 
and Iraq clearly is involved in the Middle East. 


fe) Is his going there intended as some kind of a 
signal of United States interest in carrying forward its 
relations with Iraq at this time? 


A In general, there isn't any question that we 
have favored resolution of the Iran-Iraq war, but I'm not 
Suggesting that he is there in that regard. And if you're 


asking, is there a tilt in favor of Iraq, the answer to that 
ls no. 


0 I wasn't asking if there was tilt, but I'm glad 
to have the answer. Does this suggest that the U.S. at this 
time is seeking actively an improved relationship with Iraq? 


A He is there in connection with his Middle 
East mission. There isn't any question -- I think we are 
Publicly on record as saying that we would have no objection 


om improvement in relations with Iraq. That's well 
nown, 


ene 
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2) Exactly what is the situation -- John, give 
us the official line; what is the relationship with the 
united States and Iraq? We don't have relations with them? 


A We have an Interests Section. 


e) You have an Interests Section. What is our 
position on the Iran-Iraq war? 


A Our position is that if there were a feeling 
on the part of Iraq that we should exchange Ambassadors, the 
United States would be ready to do that. That's a public 
position that we have made known before. 


@) And what is our position on the war other 
than we would like to see it cease? Do we favor one side or 
the other? 





A No, absolutely not. And as you know, we have 
not supplied arms to either side and have not taken a posi- 
tion on the war. 


0 Is Mr. Rumsfeld going to go Iran? 





A I don't have any idea. I'll answer that in two 
ways: We don't comment on his onward plans, but I think it will 
be a little fanciful to think that he might be going to Iran. 




















ee 
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0 John, can you make the same statement for 
Iran about the exchange of Ambassadors and improved 
relations? 

A I really don't have an update for you on our 


relations with Iran. (Laughter.) That seems to fall into a 
somewhat different type or class. 


0 John, there have been indications that even 
Gulf states which have been supportive of Iraq have already 
paid the price or may the price in terms of terrorist 
attacks for their support of Iraq over Iran. Is there con- 
cern in this building and the Administration, that by 
Rumsfeld's mere arrival in Baghdad and by the Government's 
statement that we'd like to exchange Ambassadors, by 
stating it publicly at this time? 


A We've stated it publicly before. You're 
pressing me. I'm trying to detach Mr. Rumsfeld's present 
mission from our general viewpoint towards Iraq, and that's 
what you asked me about. There's nothing new in the United 
States’ willingness to exchange Ambassadors. 





0 I understand that, but I'm suggesting in the 
current environment of suicide terrorist attacks, are we 
concerned that Rumsfeld's mere arrival in Baghdad might be 
an irritant to those people? 





A No, we have no concern that Ambassador 
Rumsfeld's visit to Baghdad would trigger increased 
terrorism; no. 








0 John, can you refresh my memory on this? 
Secretary Shultz met with the Iraqi Foreign Minister -- 





A Correct. 
0 -- in -- 
A Paris. 
| 0 -- back in June. 
A Right. 
fe) Did Weinberger, who was also in Paris -- did 


he meet him or not, also? 
rN Can anybody check it? I can't remember. 


Q He met with the Saudi Minister. 
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A Yes. I'm not sure whether Weinberger has 
met -- I'm sure the Pentagon can clarify that for you. 

fe) That was in May. 

QO John, do you have anything for us on -- 

A I've taken a few here, so why not take the 


gentleman over here? 


Sure, go ahead. 


) Do you have anything for us about the surprise 
visit of Egyptian Foreign Minister Kamal Hassan Ali? 


A Not a great deal -- and, indeed, if I can't 
put my hand on it (laughter). Nothing at all. I believe 
we have a piece of guidance on it that you can get, but 
it's not a tremendously revealing piece of guidance. 


fe) John, just to follow the same question, 
please, does it relate more to the Palestinian dilemma 
in Tripoli now or to the determination of relations between 
Egypt and Israel? 


A No. I don't think you should read any 
great significance. I mean, obviously it is one thing when the 
Egyptian Foreign Minister is here, there's a visit of 
importance; but I think you'd be going down a barren pole to 
read great significance in terms of current developments to -- 


fe) Do you accept the characterization of the 
visit as a surprise one? 


A As a what? Sorry. 
fe) As a surprise one. 
A I can't answer that one. I'd have to go 


back and find out how long it was planned. I honestly 
don't know. 


e) Thank you. 


0 Do you have anything new you can tell us 
about the health of Syria's Assad? I keep hearing that he 
1S paralyzed. 

A No. 


8) Near death? 
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We've seen all the Same reports 
you have, 


When was the last time anyone's seen him 
that you know of? 


A 


d have to take your o 
various film that has been 
interpretations 


The State Depart 


O ment or diplomatic Circles 
haven't haq any contact lately? 


A No, no, 


e) John, were there any consult 
weekend between Dr. Kissj 
Mideast? 


A I don't know that you! 
"consultations." 


They had lunch on gs 
from time to time, 


Out of 
facto Par- 


Y way to get thé Marines 
your comment on that? 


fe) Well, [I might Say the whole Statement if 
YOu want to, (inaudible) 


A Well, I think we']] wait until we see the 
transcript? 

fe) Was it two just of them? 

A Sorry? 


Was it, as SO 


0 
Or was it with someone else? 


meone Suggested, two Of them, 


A 


from 
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A No, don't have an update on that for you. 





e) Has the Red Cross been allowed to see 
pieutenant Goodman since that first visit? 


A Since that first visit? I'm not sure. No, 
don't know. But you might try them and see what they say. 


O Any word from Moscow on whether Gromyko will 
be in Stockholm? 

A No. Not yet. 

Connie? 

fe) On this South African-Angolan situation, now 


Angola has rejected the South African position -- 


A Yes. 
-- and I believe some others also -— SWAPO, I 
believe. 
A Yes. 
0 DO you have any statement on that? 
A No, nothing on it. 


@) John, do you have anything on the reports 
coming from India that several Indian Army officers had sold 
information to the CIA? 





A No. Never talk about alleged intelligence 
matters. 


0 John, Israel was saying that there is a 
secret side to the agreement. I know that a State 
Department official has already turned that down. But I also 
understand that the answer was in part that you have not had 
received -— the State Department has not received by them a state- 
ment or text of what Israel radio said. Do you have any more to 


Say about it now, and if you have received the text of what the 
Statement was? 





A I don't know whether we've received the 
text, but I've got a few words on it to offer you. We're 
Still in the process of formulating our fiscal 1985 budget 
aid figures, and have not yet started considering specific 
figures for fiscal 1986. 
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A No, don't. Obviously, the judicial process 
ig going forward in Kuwait and we will await the outcome of 


that. 


re) Can you comment on the Koch-Weinberger feud 
and the investigation of the FBI which entered the picture? 


A I think there's a little guidance -- earlier 
guidance in the Press Office on that one. 


fe) On Angola, you had such a positive statement 
Friday- Are you surprised or disappointed by the 
rejection? 


A I just don't have any reaction to it, Connie. 

Q What was the explosive used in the Kuwaiti 
bombing ? 

A I don't have anything on that, Bill, I'm 

0 Why is that -- they came off quite quickly in 


the Marine bombing and said what the explosive was and then 
they corrected it? And I believe they did in the Embassy 
bombing, too. 


A I guess our investigation is continuing, 
and I haven't seen anything from that that I could give you. 


O.K., thank you. 


0 What about the investigation into the Lorton 
thing? 

A Insofar as the internal investigation is 
concerned, we have not concluded that yet. And so far as 
the FBI's investigation at Lorton, I'd guess you'd have to 
ask them where they stand on it. 


0 What do you intend to say and when about 
that investigation? 


A I think we have said that the outcome of the 
investigation would be made public. 


MR. ROMBERG: Yes, we did. 
A Yes. 


0 But when? 
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A I guess we have to wait until it's finished 
before we make -- 

fe) Oh. In other words, you don't intend to com- 
ment at all until the investigation -- Would that mean all 
the way through trials or would that mean -- 

A Oh, no. I'm talking -- there are two parts of 
it. I think, there's our internal investigation - 

Q -- until it's taken to the Supreme Court? 

A -- and there's the FBI investigation. 

0 Yes. 

A I'm talking about our internal 
investigation. 

QO Yes. 

A That's not complete, and as soon as it is 
then we'll -- 

@) O.K. 

A -- trigger what we can determine for you. 

0 Thank you. 


(Whereupon, at 12:48 p.m. the briefing was concluded.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have no announce- - 
ments and a slim book. Let us proceed from there. 


QO Could you believe I have no questions? 
A No questions. Then great. (Laughter) 
Q Why don't you give us a reading of what is 


going on in Tripoli in the evacuation of the PLO? 


A Why don't I give you a sit-rep on the 
Lebanese situation in general. No incidents involving the 
U.S. contingent in the MNF in or around the airport for the 
past 24 hours. Yesterday, the ceasefire generally held, 
although there were some intermittent exchanges in the Sug . 
al-Gharb and Oabr Shmun areas. 


As of local time this morning in Beirut, there 
have been no reports of security-related incidents in the 
greater Beirut area. 


In Tripoli, we understand that the vessels which 
will evacuate pro-Arafat PLO fighters are either in, or in 
some cases, have departed the port of Tripoli. 


That's about the extent of it. 


Q Did the Americans have any involvement at all 
in the evacuation? 


A Not physically on the scene, no. Obviously, 
we've been involved in diplomatic activity in that question. 


Q Do you have anything more on Mr. Rumsfeld's 
talks in Iraq, what they accomplished? 


' A Nothing more on his talks. Mr. Rumsfeld is 
in Rome today. I don't have anything on his future travel 
plans. 


Q What can you tell us about the letter that 
was delivered, according to the Iraqi news agency, to 
Iragi officials from the United States Government? 








A I'm afraid, nothing. 


@) I see in the FBIS, for instance, there is a 
letter from President Reagan to the President of Tunis, of 
Tunisia. Has the White House been sending letters to all 
the Arab countries? 


A I'm not aware of a general series of letters, 
Bernie. I'm just not sure. But I think "to all the Arab 
countries," I'd have a question mark about that. 


0 I mean the moderate ones. 


A I'm not aware of a series even to the 
moderate Arab countries. 


0 When Shultz was in Tunisia, did he carry a 
letter from the President? 


A He may well have done. I'd have to go back 
and check on that. 


0 Now, going back to the Iragi question, you 
yesterday depicted this Rumsfeld meeting as just sort of an 
ordinary step of base-touching, et cetera. But now a letter 
has gone from, if one credits the Iraqi news accounts, from 
President Reagan to the head of state of Iraq, which seems 
to cover some fairly important matters as far as both the 
regional and bilateral questions are concerned. Yet nothing 
is coming out of here. 


Could you not give us, or arrange for some one to 
give us some indication of what the current U.S. thinking is 
toward Iraq? It seems to have been made known to that Government. 


A I'll be glad to move that request along, but 
I don't offer much hope for a very positive response. There 
is not an inclination to talk about Mr. Rumsfeld's diplomatic 
activities, on the one hand, and there is always very little 
inclination to talk about the contents of Presidential let- 
ters, on the other. 


Q I'm not putting it so much in the context of 
Presidential letters, but this is a country with which the 
United States has had very little diplomatic contact over 
the past several years, and it seems as though there may 
have been some substantial developments here, which are 
known to the Iraqi Government, but don't seem to be known, 
at least as far as I can tell, to the American people. 











A I don't think the guidance I gave you yester- 
day was off the mark at all, but I will be glad to pass the 
request along for a background briefing. 


@) What can you tell us about the meetings bet- 
ween Secretary Shultz and Mr. Hassan Ali? 


A They met last night. I think the Secretary 
is having a working lunch with the Foreign Minister today. 
I think it is in the public domain that the Foreign Minister 
is bearing a letter for the President, and I guess you 
should ask the White House how that letter will be 
delivered. 


0 Is there going to be a meeting between 
.President Reagan and Minister Ali? 


A I think that's why you should ask the White 
House -- see what they have to say about it. 


0 What can you tell us about what they did last 
night at their meeting? 


A They chatted about bilateral matters of 
interest. 


@) Well, the Egyptian news agency put out a 
great deal more than that. 


A We don't necessarily always follow the pat- 
tern of others in indicating what went on between two 
Foreign Ministers. 


e) What was the main topic? 

A What was the main topic? 

QO What was the main topic? 

A I think the Middle East. (Laughter) 

0 John, do you have any comment on the reported 
arrest in El Salvador of a suspect wanted in the 1981 


Slaying of two American labor advisers? 


A Well, simply that the United States is hope- 
ful that this would bring to resolution that particular 
court case - would help in bringing to resolution that 
court case. 


Q John, what role, if any, has played the 
United States in this arrest? 


A Sorry, what role? 




















QO What roie, if any, has played the U.S. in 
this arrest? 


A In his arrest? 
Q Yes. 
A I think the United States' role in urging a 


swift process of various court cases in El Salvador is well 
known, and is self-evident. 


Q May I go back to the Egyptian question, to 
Minister Ali's trip? 


Are you going to make known here, or will it be 
done at the White House, or what, what has been discussed or 
what the results are of this trip? 


A I think you should talk to the White House, Bernie, 
about any meetings that might take place there. And should 
there be any meetings, I don't know what they might have in mind. 


Q What about from the State Department angle? 
A No. No. Don't plan on any. 

| @) You're not going to say anything about it? 
A 


No. Usually do not when the Secretary 
receives a Foreign Minister -- we don't give a detailed 
readout on what they talked about. 


0 Well, you often do if it is a -- for example, 
we had the most recent visit of the Israeli ministers, to 
which this one is at least pertinent. There was a great 
deal put out about what had been discussed and decided. 


A I think that was the Prime Minister ~~ Prime 
Minister Shamir. 


¥ 


Q Yes. 


A And I think he came down and offered some 
remarks in the lobby. 











Q Are you expecting that today? 

A I don't know whether the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister will say anything or not. That's his call, but we 
don't plan to. 
He's not going to say anything? 
No. 
John, he asked to come here; is that right? 


Yes, that's correct. 


Was that something done at the last minute? 


r Oo F OO FY DO 


I don't know just when we received the 
request, Marvin. I don't know, but I think it's within the 
past week or so. 


0 Before, you said that they talked about bila- 
teral issues; was that exclusively bilateral? 


A Oh, no. I wouldn't think that it would be 
exclusively. I would think they would have discussed the 
Middle East situation in general -- Lebanon, the Middle East 
peace process. 


0 Was the talk -- could the talk be seen as a 
follow-on to the Shamir talks here? 


A I don't know whether you would describe it as 
a follow-on. But certainly we have had visits here by Prime 
Minister Shamir, by President Gemayel. We have had General 
Ben Shaker from Jordan, and I think it's a kind of logical con- 
sultative process with various of our friends in the Middle 
East. 


0 Except that he seemed to want to come here -- 
right? 


A Yes, sure. Our friends want to talk with us 
sometimes, too. 


Q I understand that. What do you think is on 
his mind? 


A I assume that he's probably reviewing the 
general situation in the Middle East. 














) Does it have anything to do with American 
economic and military aid to Egypt? 

4 It may well have been discussed. 

Q Is there any sign of dissatisfaction by the 


Egyptians with amounts? 


- I don't know. I don't know what, if 
anything, was raised in that connection, or if that subject 
was raised. But it would seem to be logical that it might 
well be discussed. 


Q There's a lot of reports that the deteriora- 
tion of relations between Egypt and Israel. For example, 
refusing any invitation of one of the senior official -- 
senior official in Egypt refused an invitation by Israel; 
there's some incident against the consul, Israeli consulate 
there in Alexandria. Is that anything relating -- 


A I don't know specifically -- it wouldn't 
Surprise me if that subject was discussed. As you know, the 
United States has consistently favored a better and stronger 
relationship between Egypt and Israel, and whether it came 
up or not, I don't know. It wouldn't surprise me if it did. 


' Q Do you have anything to comment from here 
about’ the arms subcommittee on the Beirut bombing? 


A No, I think the Pentagon might have any com- 
ment on that, but we don't. ; 


Q Have you received any information about the 
meeting that was held in Tripoli, Libya between Quaddafi and 
President Gemayel of Lebanon? 


A No, I do not. I have not. As you know, 
there was a meeting, I think, arranged pretty much at the 
last minute, and I'm not aware of what the two leaders 
discussed. 


0 Do you expect sort of a briefing by the 
Lebanese Government to the U.S. Administration about this 
meeting? 


a I don't know whether we expect it or whether 
it will come in a logical course of things; I don't know. 
Maybe it already has come in the logical course of events. 
I honestly don't know. 
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0 How do you read the meeting in itself? 
A I don't know what -- 


re) Do you find it as a positive step or 
something that may affect the Lebanese-U.S. relations? 


A I don't have any comment on it. It's a 
meeting between two other foreign leaders. It's not for us 
to comment on. 


Q Would it be helpful to the whole Middle 
Eastern problem, or otherwise? 


A I assume it depends on what they discussed 
and how they came out of what they discussed; I don't know. 


Q John, a Soviet Politburo member was quoted 
today as saying that the Soviet Union has already taken 
countermeasures against U.S. territory. He was talking 
about the deployment of U.S. missiles in Germany. 


A I don't know what he means. 


@) Are you aware of any measures that have 
already -- 


A No. 
Q Have you detected anything? 
A No, don't know what he means. 


@) Was the Secretary's speech for tonight sche- 
duled at the last minute, and what will he be talking about? 


A It's not a speech. He is going to be 
receiving a medal at the dinner, I think, given by the 
American Committee of the International Institute for 
Strategic Studies, and he’s going to make remarks which will 
be on the record and which will be available tomorrow 
morning. 


It's a dinner celebrating the 25th Anniversary of 
the International Institute for Strategic Studies; and if 
you want to talk to them, he's simply the guest. It's their 
call. But if you want to talk to them about covering it, 
the contact is Carol Usher of the U.S. Committee of the 
IISS, and she's at 628-1144. Carol Usher, 628-1144. 


@) Will there be O&A? 














I don't know. I don't think so. 


A 
Q Any decision, John, on UNESCO membership? 
A No, no decision. 


Q John, do you have any comment on the arrest 
of somebody in El Salvador in the killing of the two 
American labor people? 


A Yes, already covered that. 


@) John, you were asked on that subject whether 


the United States had played any role and you said, of 
course, the United States had urged his arrest. There have 


been reports -- 


A I didn't say arrest. 
Q I'm sorry I -- 
A We said that we had urged the prosecution. 


Q. There have also been reports that the United 
States supplied specific information to Salvadoran authori- 
ties about reports of the man's whereabouts, that the United 
States may have supplied investigative help; do you have 
anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 


fe) In his interview with the chief editor of the 
U.S. News and World Report, President Reagan said that all 
it needs to withdraw the Marines from Lebanon is to get a 
pledge from both Syria and Israel that they are sincere in 
getting their forces out. Doesn't this constitute sort of a 
change, complete change in the conditions for the withdrawal 
of the Marines? 





A No, I don't think there's been a change in 
the President's position. We've always talked about the 
withdrawal of foreign forces from Lebanon. 


) But things, as I understand, are that the 
Syrians are already having their pledges and the Israelis 
already pledged to withdraw? 


A It depends on what you understand by Syrian 
pledges. The fact is that that there hasn't been any Syrian 
response to the agreement between Lebanon and Israel for the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces. 

@) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1983, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have no announce- 
ments. Be happy to take your questions. 


fe) Could I ask just two questions -- 


A No, excuse me. No, we're going to follow 
protocol. Sorry, Lester. 


re) Yes, on Lebanon: Do the -=— does the 
Administration believe that the MNF eventually will have 
some sort of training mission with the Lebanese Armed 
Forces? 


A I can't tell you whether people who are in 
the MNF have performed training. You'd have to check with 
the Pentagon. I think we've talked about training that has 
been provided to the LAF. I,don't know specifically -- I 
don't know whether anybody who is associated with the MNF 
specifically has been doing that. You would have to check 
with the Pentagon and see what's been going on. 


Q It goes to the question of what is the writ 
of the Marines who are in Beirut? 


A Why don't you check with the Pentagon, 
Jim, and see what -- how -- whatever training is being pro- 
vided is being provided. I just don't have the details on 
that. 


fe) The point is that we have come away from 
these briefings with the impression that their assignment is 
Only one of security, and that in a relatively small area. 
From what you say and from what the President said last 
night, I'm getting the impression that there may be 
something more. 


A I don't think we've used the term 
"security" specifically. In any case, I'm not trying to 
Steer you in the direction of your question. I think 
we've -- I'd refer you to the specific words. I think we've 
had a more careful formulation than a broad term of that sort. 








In any case, I'm not suggesting to you there is a 
changed mandate for the MNF, and I don't think the President 
was suggesting that. But in terms of who is doing what, I 
refer you to the Pentagon. 


Lester? 


Q Yes, as you know, Alan, last night the 
President was asked about Secretary Shultz's widely-noted 
statement that in World War II reporters were, on the whole, on 
our side but now they're always seeking to report something 
that's going to screw things up. 


My question -- and I have a follow-up: Since 
Larry Speakes says in this transcript I've got here, 
that reporters "never try to screw anything up. All press 
are patriots; all press are great Americans," could it be 
that Secretary Shultz very low opinion of the press is due 
to the fact that he has to deal with the State Department 
correspondents rather than the White House press corps? Has 
he ever explained to you why he has such a low opinion, and 
Larry has such a high one? 


A (A) all of the assumptions that you're 
making and statements that you're attributing to the 
« Secretary are your invention. I'm not going to make them. 
e) No, that was reported by AP and Gannett. 
A Okay, what's your second question? 
Q My second question: Since Secretary Shultz 


approved the cutting of the $35 million from our annual $75 
million gift to Zimbabwe, could you explain why he believes 
we should give any money to this government that has thrown 
a Christian bishop and a former prime minister into prison 

On transparently bogus charges? 


aA Every time you've raised the question, we've 
referred you to the record. I'd do that again. 


Q The Washington Post quotes what it calls 
one State Department Official as saying "Most countries we 
deal with would run over their grandmothers to get $40 
million in aid." Could you identify these countries, or 
repudiate this statement -- 


A I don't address -- 


Q -- or tell us if we have a medical aid 
program for African grandmothers? Could you explain this? 








A Connie, do you have a serious question? 

fe) You'd like to duck both questions? Okay. 

A No, I just don't take it seriously. 

0 Fine, good. 

Q At the risk of quoting the Post again, they had 


an interesting article about Soviet troop expansion in 
Southeast Asia. Can you verify any of the figures, or do 
you have any comments on that, on the general Soviet buildup 
in that area? 


A Without going into details of the report, we 
have expressed our concern several times in the past few 
years about the growing Soviet military presence in 
Southeast Asia, particularly in Vietnam, where the Soviets 
have been expanding their capabilities at Cam Ranh Bay. 


The Soviets are also giving essential military 
assistance to support Vietnam's continued occupation of 
Kampuchea, which has been condemned by a majority of the 
world's nations. Vietnam depends overwhelmingly on the 
Soviet Union for military and economic assistance in excess 
of $1 billion per year, and has in turn provided the Soviets 

” an important facility for projecting Soviet military power 
into Southeast Asia. 





fe) Do we have any effective way of countering 
it with our troops spread so thin around the world? 





A I don't think I would try to address that 
question from here, Connie. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Alan, can we have a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

0 On another, do you have anything late about 


a bomb attack in Beirut, on a French facility? 


AA I just heard there was such a report before 
I came out. I can't give you any confirmation or any 
details, or anything of that sort, Jim. Sorry. 


Phil? 
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re) Alan, is the inference in the New York 
Times article on Page 1 this morning, that the troops -- 
that the MNF in Lebanon has a broader mandate than before; 
they're to go around and establish authority in the train of 
the Lebanese Army? Is that -- Does this represent a change? 


A There is no change. As I said before, in 
answer to Jim's question, in the mandate. I think the © 
White House addressed this also this morning in Larry's 
early briefing. I just would ask you to look at what the 
President said. He did not say what you just described 
the Times piece as saying. I'm not disputing that the 
Times said that, but-the President didn't say that. 





e) He didn't? 


A No, he didn't. So there is no change in 
the mandate. He was talking about the operation of the MNF 
in the Beirut area, not going out beyond the Beirut area. 
He was talking about the LAF, perhaps, establishing control 
Outside the Beirut area, but the MNF continues to function 
in that area. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on the story 


A No. I think our -- I don't know what par- 
ticular aspect -- we don't generally comment on columns, but 
Our position is fairly well laid out and clear. 


fe) Is it a correct characterization of the 
policy of Mr. Shultz? 


A I think, again, our position -- the one 
specific that I recall from that column referred to the May 
17 agreement. Our position on the May 17 agreement is quite 
clear and consistent. We support that agreement. 


Abdu Salam? 


Q The story about Mr. Rumsfeld handing a 
letter from President Reagan to Saddam Hussein? How do you 
characterize now at this juncture the relations between Iraq 
and the United States? What do you hope to achieve? 


A I don't have a general characterization to 
offer to you. I think we've described what. has gone on to 
the extent that we can at this particular r-int. 


Obviously, Ambassador Rumsfeld wz: there; he had 
his discussions; the Secretary's met in the past with the 





Foreign Minister; we have interest sections; but I don't 
have a sweeping characterization of the relationship to 
offer you. 


Q Can we expect a resumption of diplomatic 
relations on the level of ambassadors between the United 
States and Iraq within some time, early time next year? 


a I can't tell you. I think John addressed 
this the other day in terms of our attitude towards that, 
but I can't predict that for you. 


Jeff? 


0 Alan, in 1958, the Marines established a 
20-mile-radius security zone around Beirut. I know the 
situation is different now, in terms of the forces that are 
arrayed, but would it be within the current mandate of the 
Marines for them to move out of the airport area behind the 
LAF? 


A Again, I can't -- I'm not going to try to 
pin the MNF down to the airport or any specific location 
within the Beirut area. The Beirut area is the area the MNF 
is operating in, so I would refer back to what I said before 
in answer to Bill's question. There is no change in that. 
mandate. 


0 But within the context of that mandate, 
would spreading out fit? 


A That depends how you define it. I'm not 
prepared to try to define it from here. I guess all I can 
do is repeat what I've said before: there is no change in 
the role, the mandate, or the general deployment pattern. 
Now what is done within that, whether anybody makes any 
decisions within that mandate to do something different, I 
don't know. I'm not aware of any decision at this point, 
and I just am not going to try to speculate about what would 
or wouldn't be possible. 


Q Regarding the MNF, what is your reaction to 
the announcement yesterday in Rome that the Italian 
Government is reducing the number of people it is going to 
have as part of its contingent of the MNF? 


A Again, Don, John addressed this the other 
day, I think on the 16th, and I can -- 


fe) I don't think he addressed it since they 
made this announcement. — 











A There was a story saying that they were 
going to do this, and he addressed our attitude towards it 
in what he said at that time. There's no change in that. 


0 Was the U.S. pleased, displeased or it 
doesn't have any view of it? 


A As John indicated, at the MNF meeting in 
Brussels, the Foreign Ministers, the four nations, recom- 
mitted themselves to the MNF role. The specific troop — 
levels is another question, and I think he pointed out that 
they had originally gone in with -- I don't know the figure 
-- about 1,100; it was now at a higher figure; we had had 
different numbers on the ground at different times, too, but 
that's different from a continuing commitment to participate 
in the MNF. So that's where we are on that. There's no 
change, and I would refer you back to the transcript of the 
16th. 


Barrie? 
0 Last night, the President also suggested 
that one of the conditions -- hypothetical, he said -- under 


which the United States might consider pulling out the 
Marines would be if there was a change in the course of the 
government of Lebanon. Could you give us any indication of 
what that might mean, what he might have had in mind? 


A I think the thrust of what the President 
said was clearly that we are there, committed to a mission, 
and that we are going along that course. What he was, I think, 
also doing was trying to put into context the reports on earlier 
Statements, and a suggestion that we were looking for an excuse 
to cut and run. He was making it very clear that was not the 
case. 


0 Is what you're telling us here is that the 
President was not encunciating anything new last night? 


A That's right. 

0 That he was not <= he did not -=- we should 
not take anything he said to mean anything beyond what this 
Administration has said before? (Laughter) 


A With regard to that issue, yes. I can't -- 


0 No, no, I'm talking about last night. 




















A No, he was not announcing any change in the 
mandate or role. He was not announcing any change in policy 
about commitment to be there and perform the mission that he 
talked about at some length; that's correct. 


@) Let me -- may I ask just one other 
question: The President also, on a different subject, 
offered an explanation of what the Secretary of State was 
talking about when he made his remarks about the press. 


Is the Secretary of State satisfied with the 
explanation that the President gave last night? Does he 
wish to add to it, take away from it, or comment on it in any 
way? 


a I don't have any further words to offer you 
on that subject, Bob. My reading of the President was that 
he stayed away from the question of what the Secretary said 
and expressed his own views. 


0 No, I think he did -=- he did give an analy- 
sis. I believe when asked to define the ."us," I believe he 
defined that, and I just wondered if that is, indeed, what 
the Secretary said. That question has been posed here and 
there was no comment on it. 


A Again, John addressed it, to the extent 
that I think we're going to address it, the other day, and I 
don't have anything further to add to it. 


0 So the Secretary -=- has this been 
discussed with the Secretary since yesterday? I would be 
interested to know if he's comfortable with the President's 
explanation. 


A I'm not aware that it's been discussed with 
him. 


e) Alan, now that Arafat is out of Tripoli, if 
Arafat and King Hussein will get together, what will the 
United States offer him as an incentive to join the peace 
process, in light of your strategic agreement with Israel? 


A The incentive to join the peace talks, for 
anybody, is the prospect of peace, and that has been our con- 
sistent position. There is no incentive I can cite to you 
beyond that. But the issue -=- there's no change in all of 
this about looking to participation by King Hussein, if he 
can get the kind of backing he feels he needs, and we would 
move on that. 











QO Excuse me, I want to follow this. 

A Let me come back to you. You had a few 
questions. 

Q The Foreign Minister of Egypt yesterday 


said that they have contact with all the Lebanese factions 
and the people there. What role do you think Egypt can 
play, really, in Lebanon? 


A I don't think it is up to me, from this 
podium, to try to define the role that Egypt can play in 
Lebanon. I simply would let the Egyptians speak for them- 
selves. 


fe) So why did they discuss with you the 
Lebanese problem, I mean -- 


A We discussed -- first of all, I think there 
was a briefing this morning, to which I would refer you, 
following the Foreign Minister's meeting over at the White 
House. | 


Obviously, we have interests, as does Egypt, in 
both the specific Lebanon issue and in, the broader Middle 

East issue, so it doesn't strike me as particularly unusual or 
Surprising that those issues would be discussed, but I'm not 
about to define for Egypt what role it might play. 


Marvin? 








fe) Just some clarification on the MNF, going 
back to Jim's original question: Are you saying that what 
the President has in mind is that the MNF's role is to be 
limited only to the Beirut area, and that as the Lebanese army 
emerges from that region, the MNF would fill in behind it, 
but not go beyond it? 


A The MNF role is as defined, for example, in 
correspondence with Congress, which refers to the Beirut 
area. Whether that role would ever change, which is perhaps 
part of that question, I can't say; but that's not what is 
happening now; that's not what we're talking about; it's not 
what the President was talking about last night. 


0 It was not what he was referring to -- 
A He was not talking about a change. 
Q -- geographically, going beyond what had been 


the original idea, because months and months ago we 
discussed the possibility here of the MNF going into an area. 
along the Beirut-to-Damascus Highway. 


A Beirut-to-Damascus Highway, that's right. 

0 And when that came up at that time, it was 
said that that would be something you might look upon 
favorably, if the time -- 


A Depending on circumstances. But that's not 
what is being addressed at this moment in terms of what the 
MNF is doing. You know, whether, if the MNF moved out -- 
let me say this -- if the LAF moved out and did 
other things, and it was decided the MNF could play a 
useful role doing something somewhat different from what it 
is, I'm sure people would look at it. So I don't quite -- 


There's no puzzle there; they would look at it. 
But the role has not changed, the mandate has not changed; 
they have not got some instruction now to move out of the 
Beirut area. 


QO Does that not suggest an almost open-ended, 
literally open-ended, commitment on the part of the MNF, 
of all of the components of the MNF? You don't see that as -- 
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A I don't see that, and in terms of the MNF 
presence, I would refer you back again to the President's 
Saturday speech -- what was it? -- a week ago, I guess -- a 


week and a half ago. 


0 Can you point to any sign of the LAF 
extending its writ in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything at this moment that I can 
pull off the top of my head to cite to you, but I think that the 
policy clearly is aimed at the extension of the authority of 
the Government of Lebanon throughout this territory of 
Lebanon as the sovereign authority. Obviously, a component 
of that would be controlled by the military where that is 
appropriate. So as that policy or those objectives are 
achieved, presumably that will happen. But I don't have 
anything specific to offer you today on that. 


0 Just one more, on a different question. 
a Yes. 
Q Do you have anything on the Antonov release 


from prison in Rome to house arrest at the Bulgarians 
Embassy? 


A No. 


0 Can we turn for a moment to your saying that 
there was nothing new in what the President had to say about 
American support for Lebanon -- the U.S. commitment? Does 
that also mean that what he said last week, what he 
regarded as, according to what he said last night, as a 
hypothetical situation, also stands, from your point of 
view? 


A Look, the President addressed himself to what 
he said last week, and I'm not going to go further into it. 
He was very clear about that last night. 


0 May I go back to my question and I'll phrase 
it in a different way? You said that the incentive is to 
join in the talks as a prospect for peace. Now, Arafat, from 


one side, you kr~ vill not be able, possibly, from all the infor- 
mation, to join - ~@ace process unless in the Reagan peace 
plan will have tuc ghts for self-determination -- the 


three words which are very precious to the Palestinians -- 
and from the other side, King Hussein will not be able to 
join unless he will have the complete assurance that no more 
Israeli settlements will be built in the West Bank. 
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In light of what Mr. Shamir said a few weeks ago, 
that it was a silence, dead-end, almost, by the Reagan 
peace plan, how are you going to play and juggle with these 
facts on the ground in order to give the incentives and to 
come out and speak up for these people to come for peace 
talks? 


A I don't have any new words to offer you today 
on that subject. Those are important, but not new issues, 
and I don't have any new thoughts to offer vou today. 


0 Has the final decision been made for -- let 
me put it this way: Have the United States and Faypt 
concluded a correspondence of views, or have they agreed on 
some proposed level of aid to be recommended by the 
Administration for military aid in the next year, or is that 
still under discussion, as Mr. Ali seemed to suggest 
yesterday? 


a Don, I simply don't have anything on that. I 
don' t know what was said at the briefing this morning 
following the Minister's visit. I just don't have anything 


on that. Sorry. ° - 
Connie. | 
0 On another topic, or are we still on -- 
A No. Go ahead. 
0 There were two South African stories, one 


about a meeting with Mozambique rebels. Do you have 
anything with that? I'm sorry -- a meeting with Mozambique, 
discussing the rebels. 


A What, the South African meeting with 
Mozambique? 


‘oe Right. And also there were some bombings in 
South Africa. Do you have anything on either one? 


A Don't have anything on that. On the meeting 
between South Africa and Mozambique -=- and the question also 
was raised, I think, in the story, about a U.S. role -- let 
me just tell you what our policy is. Our policy has con- 
Sistently been to urge all those involved in southern 
Africa conflicts to sit down and work out their differences 
through negotiation, rather than confrontation and violence. 
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That approach is at the core of our policies in 
southern Africa. Specifically, we have encouraged for some 
period of time the dialogue between Mozambique and South 
Africa; but we did not play a role in the more specific 
sense of having arranged this particular meeting. 


8) On that same area? 
a No, I'll come back to you, Jim. Go ahead. 
9) Do you have any comment on the kidnapping of a 


U.S. bishop in Nicaragua? 


x I do have something on that. The facts, I 
think, are somewhat unclear. The Nicaraguan Foreian 
Ministry has issued a communique alleging that the FDN is 
responsible for a reported kidnapping of a U.S. citizen, 
Monsignor Salvador Schlaeffler and others, and that they were 
being taken in the direction of Honduras. 


We have consistently condemned kidnappings by any 
group, but we cannot confirm the substance of the alleaa- 
tion. We are checking into the reported incident and thus 
far have conflicting but unconfirmed reports, including one 
suggesting that there has been fighting in the northeastern 
area of Nicaragua, and that Monsignor Schlaeffler is among 
several individuals who are voluntarily leading the civi- 
lians of the area, primarily Miskito Indians, away from the 
fighting. 


But at this point, as I said before, we are simply 
seeking to clarify the circumstances ¢nd the whereabouts of 
the individuals involved. But I can't confirm any of that. 


a) Can we get a copy? 
A Yes. 
0 And also, do you have any response to the 


junta leader Daniel Ortega is blaming the Reagan 
Administration for that? 


A For what? 


0 For the responsibility of the kidnapping in 
helping the rebels. 


A No, I don't have any comment on that. I 
don't see the connection, but I don't have any comment on 
it. 
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Jim, did you have a question? 


0 On this particular issue, when you're 
checking into this reported incident, can you tell us with 
whom are you checking? Nicaraguan -- Nicaraguan Foreign 
Ministry, obviously, but are you checking also with sources 
in the FDN in Bonduras, and is the Honduran Embassy looking 
into it? 


A I think I'll just leave you with that we're 
checking into it. 


0 All right. Also, if I could go back to 
southern Africa for a sec: I wasn't here vesterday, and I 
don't know whether you were asked about the report on 
Zimbabwe. 


Were you asked about the report on Zimbabwe and 
the alleged cut in aid? And is there a final U.S. position 
on it? 


A Yes, I think -- Didn't John address this 
yesterday? 


He wasn't asked yesterday? 0O.K. He had guidance 
on it, which I have with me. 


The allocation for Zimbabwe in FY-84 will be S40 
million in economic support funds. 


0 That's the answer? 
A Well -- 
0 And is there a reason for that drop? 


A +- The reduction in ESF for Zimbabwe and other 
countries was required because Congress reduced -- or appropriated 
-- less than AID had requested for its overall programs. The 
figures are $2.94 billion requested, versus $2.99 billion 
appropriated. 


In addition, Congress earmarked more for other 
countries, causing a shortfall of about $200 million, which 
had to be absorbed by other potential recipients. It was in 
that context that the aid to zimbabwe was reduced from the 
Original planning figures. 


0 $200 million represented just an African 
shortfall, or world-wide shortfall? And what other 
countries lost in Africa? 
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A No, overall, I said. 


0 Overall. So, of the $200 million, they lost 
$35 million; is that correct? 


A I don't know how you -- When you start 
shuffling around the numbers, I don't know if you can quite 
do it that way. But in any case, that's the fact. 


0 And were there any political considerations 
taken into account into reaching that decision? 


A Decisions on aid levels to any country are 
not made on the basis of single factors. 


Q I didn't suggest they were. 


A But in balancing priorities, you've got to 
take into account a variety of things: overall 
appropriations levels, relative need, status of bilateral 
relations between the countries. And it is no secret that 
there have been differences of opinion between the U.S. 
and Zimbabwe, particularly in the international arena; and 
we have had consultations with the Government of Zimbabwe 
aimed at a better mutual understanding, and we will continue 
to do so. 


0 O.K. One more, please, on Uruguay: They 
have closed down all the party newspapers in that country. 
Do you have a statement on that? 


A I think we had some guidance on this the 
other day, Jim. I don't have it with me. Why don't you 
check in the Press Office? 


@) Alan, in recent weeks, there have been 
several stories indicating some disquiet among the East 
European countries over the Soviets' plans now to move these 
additional missiles into those countries, the latest story 
again today with The Times. 





Is there any U.S. position on that? Do you see a 
rift, as The Times said today, amongst those countries? 





A I saw the story. I really don't have any 
comment on it. 


9) Have you had any discussions with any of the 
East European countries about the whole question of the 
deployment of the INFs and the Soviet response? 
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A Based on our usual reticence to talk about 
diplomatic discussions, I think I will also duck on that 
particular issue. 


Q One more, just let me just ask, on Fastern Europe: 
Some weeks ago, the President and the State Department said that they 
were reviewing these sanctions against Poland, particularly in 
light of Lech Walesa's call. 


Has there been any move on that, any idea of when the 
decision will be made? Or what will come out of it? 


A I just don't have anything today to offer you 
on that. 

fe) Do you expect something soon? 

A Can't tell you. Don't know. 

Q Do you have any comment on the story which 


appeared in FBIS today about the meeting between Mr. 
Ben-Eliezer and Mr. Shultz concerning the East Jerusalem 
Consulate? I understand that he met with him the day before 
yesterday, and they discussed a few things. I don't want to 
go through the whole thing, but is there any status report 
on these talks that were held two days ago? 


A Yes, well, General Ben-Eliezer has been in 
the U.S. on a private visit, and we took advantage of his 
presence here to discuss issues of concern to us in the 
occupied territories. 


The principal focus of the discussions with the 
Secretary on December 19 and with Assistant Secretary 
Murphy, William Kirby, and Peter Rodman on December 13, 
was the U.S. interest in addressing the human dimension of 
the Palestinian problem in the West Bank and Gaza. As the 
Secretary has made clear on.several occasions, we think much 
can be done to improve the quality of life of the Arab inhab- 
itants of these areas. By "quality of life," we do not 
mean living standards, which are relatively good in the West 
Bank and Gaza, but rather_the scope permitted to the local 
inhabitants for economic development. 


Improvement in the quality of Palestinian life is 
not meant as a substitute for progress in the peace process. 
Our effort in this direction does not in any way change our 
positions on the peace process, which are well known. We 
are committed to the principles of UNSescurity Council Resolution 
242 andto the position set forth in the President's September l, 
1982, peace initiative. 
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Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
0 On the part about the Consulate: They've raised, 


apparently, some objections to some operations of the U.S. 
Consulate in Jerusalem. 


A I don't know whether this came up in the con- 
versations with Mr. Ben-Eliezer. This issue has come up 
before with the Israeli Government, and we have made clear 
that we think that that Consulate is operating in a 
proper manner, under guidance from the Department, and that 
there is nothing amiss with what it is doing. 


Q Alan, do you have anything fresh for us on a 
possible Shultz-Gromyko meeting? 


A No, I don't have anything new for you on 
that. 


0 The President indicated that there had been a 
decrease in terrorist threats. Have you previously released 
any statistical information on -=- do you have anything on 
the extent of those threats against State Department offices 
around the world? 


A No. 


@) On the matter of terrorism, are you satisfied 
that the Kuwaiti Government has arrested those, or iden- 
tified those, responsible for the bombing of the Embassy? 


A I don't have a comment on that, Jim. I 
understand they are going to trial shortly -- in the next 
couple of days, and I guess we'll let that process move 
forward. There is a judicial process here, and I don't 
think it would be proper for me to proclaim from here about 
whether those people are innocent or guilty. But the 
Kuwaiti Government obviously has moved in a very forthright 
manner and with dispatch. 


re) Right. But since the United States was par- 
ticipating in the investigation, I would like to know if this 
Government is satisfied that those responsible are under arrest? 


A Yes. You want me to pronounce their inno- 
cence or guilt, and I'm not going to do that from here. 
They are about to go through a trial. 








Q Let me get back to the U.S.-Iraqi relations. 
There was a report on one of the main three networks two days 
ago that the U.S. and Iraq are now exchanging military intelligence. 


Do you have any comment on that report? 


A No. Just as a matter of general principle, 
obviously, I would not comment on an issue involving 
intelligence, so I'm not trying to steer you one way or 
another, but I'm not going to address the issue. 


9) Do you think that the MNF mission can be 
extended to Tripoli if the LAF moved to it? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on what might hap- 
pen in the future. I'm not trying to suggest to you that 
that is likely or unlikely. I'm just not going to speculate 
on it. 


0 On this story about the Consulate, Alan, there 
is a report here that says that the United States, according 
to the story, has been conducting under-the-table means to 
improve the quality of life, or improve the infrastructure. 
Have you been launching this type of under-the-table projects 
in the occupied territories? 


A I think, again, I would refer you to what I said 
before about the proper behavior of that Consulate. 


@) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. T have a Felling that 
a combination of the “Ice Age" last night and the approachina 
holidavs is diminishing our little group here -- a bit thin. 
Anyway, I have no announcements. TI know you want to qet out 
of here speedily for Lt. Goodman's mail, but I'll be qlad to 
answer whatever questions vou niqht have. 


9 John, can you tell us what you know about tre 
Dbishop in Nicaragua? 


A Not a great deal. It's a pretty confused 
Situation, but our Fmbassies in both Honduras and Nicaraqua 
are trving to get infornation. To date, Fmbhassy staffs in 
hoth countries -- Nicaragua and Honduras -- have not been 
able to obtain any first-hand confirmation of the widelyv- 
conflicting reports from the region. 


In Manaqua, Our Ambassador has raised our concerns 
For the welfare of the American citizens -- that's Rishoo 
Schlaeffler and Father Schafer -- raised these concerns at 
senior levels of the Government of Nicaragua; and the Fnbassy 
has also been in touch with the Capuchin residence, of which 
Bishop Schlaeffler is a member. 


In Tegucigalpa, in Honduras, ®nbassy officers have 
been in contact with the nite? Nations High Commission for 
Refugees which, alona with the Government of Honduras, is 
prenaring to assist any refuqees who cross the border. Our 
Fnbassy officials olan to be nresent when anv refugees do 
cross the border into Honduras. 


be conflicting -- in conflict. The Nicaraguan Foreign 
Ministry communique and other reports From the Covernment of 
Nicaragua on the origins of the current situation are uncon- 
Firmed, and indeed are in conflict with other reports by the 
Misura Miskito Indian organization in Tequcigalna. The 
Miskito Indian aroup clairs that as many as 2,599 Miskito 
Indians from the Francia Sirpi camp, led by Rishon 
Schlaeffler, are fleeing towards towards the Honduran borierc. 


As T said at the beginning, the reports continue t9 
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We have no confirmed information as to the well- 
being of either American citizen. Our primary concern at 
this point is clearly with the safety and well-being of the 
two Americans and the Miskito Indians with whom thev are 
reportedly traveling. 


We have seen the reports renortedly received by 
radio contact with the group that they were hombed by a plane 
in Nicaragua, but have no confirmation of that. So we con- 
tinue to check on the story, but we don't have very much 
information for you. 


n May we have a copy of what you just said? 
ay Yes. What I just said? 

2) Yes. 

A Sure. 

o) John, on that, the Netroit Capuchin -- I 


don't know what the ecclesiastical expression is -- 
A Order, ves. 


‘@ -- that section that Schlaeffller comes from, 
they said that this morning, the Nicaraquan Air Force plane 
flew Cavuchin members from the mission in Manaqua to 
Puerto Cabezas. “lere any ™. S. FPmbassy officials aboard? 


A I was not aware of that, and do not know 
whether there were or not. 


2) Has the 1'.S. Embassy asked the Nicaraquan 
authorities to transoort them to the reqion? 


A I don't know the answer to that. T don't ‘now 
exactly what kind of detailed investiaation is going on. 


0 Tohn, the Israelis have made a major, have 
expressed strong concern or irritation with the Fact that 
Yassir Arafat has heen received by President Mubarak; and I 
think some of the Israeli officials are claiming this is in 
violation of Camp Navid. 


Cc 


Has the finited States looked at the situation? 
Do you have any comment on the statements in Cairo? "Wave you 
had any contact with the Israeli Covernment on this issue? 
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A No, nothing on any consultations with Israel, 
but the Minited States views renewed Fgqvotian-PLO discussions 
as an encouraging develonoment, given Fqvpt's adherence to the 
Camp Navid Accords and its outspoken support for the Reaqan 
initiative. 


We are hopeful that such talks will serve to ver- 
suade Mr. Arafat that peace negotiations within the framework 
of the President's initiative are the best means of achievina 
Palestinian goals. 


a) Now let me -- I think the Israeli complaint 
is that since Arafat has not renounced terrorism, by 
Mubarak's meeting with him, he is violating a provision of 
Campo David saying Faypt will not encourage terrorism. 


ry I quess that dispute would be between Israel 
and Fgypt. 


Insofar as we are concerned, we are not meeting 
with Mr. Arafat, or the PLO; and our position on talks or 
recognition of the PLO remains absolutely unchanged. 

0 Noes, however, the United States now see “Yr. 
Arafat and his organization as a vossible kev to the settle- 
ment of the situation? 


ry Well, as you know, we have urged Palestinian 
-- we have urged Jordanian and Palestinian involvement in 
the neace process. Just where those alestinians would be 
drawn from, what kind of Palestinians they would he -- also 
Our position is unchanged on that. That's for the 
Palestinians and for Ving Hussein to decide. R8ut clearly, 
involvement of Palestinians in the process is something that 
we hope moves forward. 


O Yr. Arafat and the PLO, snecifically? 


A Well, our position on the PLO and “Mr. Arafat 
remains unchanged, In terms of the recodqnition of Israel and 
the acceptance of certain T.N. resolutions, our position has 
neen spelled out, and there is no change on that. 


And as far as our recognition of “r. Arafat is 
concerned, he would have to meet those conditions, Dut (inaudible) 
we consider it to be helpful, in the interim, that these 
discussions ar? wing on with the Fayvptians. 





9 Is there any evidence beyond the discussions 
with the Fayptians that Mr. Arafat and the PLO are at all 
more ready to meet those conditions? 


ro Haven't seen any announcement. 


a) John, the statement today, and the contrast 
with the statement from Israel, suggests that the United 
States disagrees with the assessment of VYVassir Arafat as 
representative of the Palestinians. You keep referring to 
"Palestinians" and say that Arafat's meetings are helpful in 
getting the Palestinians involved in the talks with Jordan. 
The Israelis take exactly the opposite view; that is, that 
Arafat doesn't represent the Palestinians. 


A The Israelis have a certain viewpoint. We 
have a certain viewnoint. In terms of how we regard Mr. 
Arafat and what he would need to do for our estimate of hin 
to change, there's no change in that position. 


We have always recoqnized that involvement with the 
PLO, without renunciation of some of their positions, would 
be a major hurdle. But it's not for us to specify which 
Palestinians would be involved. That's for the oarties to 
decide when thev get to the neqotiating table. 


0 John, are there any indications that Arafat or 
the PLO are ready to aive the ao-ahead to Jordan? 


a Haven't seen any announcement of that, Bernie. 
‘2 On what hasis, given Arafat's repudiation by 


some of the Palestinians, do vou see Arafat's ao-ahead to 
Hussein as having any substance? 


A 4Yis go-ahead to Fussein? 
e) Yes, assuming if he were to do that. 
\ I think we would have to wait and see what is 


Mr. Arafat's thinking vost-Tripnoli. I think that's not yet 
clear. 


q Can I just follow up please? On this question 
of terrorism, you say that it would be a hurdle. Noes the 
United States insist in advance that such terrorism, or what- 
ever one chooses to call it, be renounce? by Arafat before 


anv Palestinians could be embraced in a eounle deledation, 
Jordanian/Palestinian? 
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4 Let us pull out the svecific lanquagqe. But in 
essence, it is acceotance of those appropriate U.N. resolu- 
tions and recognition of Israel. 


) (Inaudible). 

A I think that implies the abandonment of 
terrorism. 

9 Before you left it -- you said it's a hurdle 


to be resolved. 


ay The question of the PLO sittina down with 
Israel is a hurdle, clearly. We've always understood that 
would be unacceptable to Israel. 


‘a John, vou keep talking about -- that the 
Palestinians will give Hussein the go-ahead. The go-ahead 
for what, precisely? 


a To enter the peace talks. 

‘® Under the aegis of the Reagan plan? 

? Yes. : 

2) But what is the point of that since the 


Israelis have already rejected it? 


oy People have different positions. "“e have our 
position. “e have always -- the President set out his oosition 
on September 1, a year Or so back, and that is the Mnited 
States' nosition -- entering those discussions. 


9) Following your giving hope that this will 
allow a go-ahead, supnosing they do get together -- 


aN I didn't say we hoped -- I mean, we have 
discussions going on between President Mubarak and “r. 
Arafat; we don't know how those discussions will turn out. 
We don't Xnow what oronouncements they will make. Rut if the 
PLO were to emerge as a more moderate organization and to 
adonot the voosition that we have consistently urged on them, 
of course, that would be a chanae. 


q All riqht, suppose that hapnened, with whom 
then would thev he talking? 


1 [ assume -= I can't lav out the scenario, but 
I assume that the next steno would »ve For “r. Arafat to resume 
his tals with Vina FPussein. 





0 Right. And supposing thev do get together and 
Arafat gives Hussein a jJo-ahead, as you say, with whom then 
will Hussein and the Palestinians be talking? 


A I mean, we're going far down the theoretical 
road, but I think it would be up to Hussein and the 
appropriate? Palestinians then to announce their readiness to 
be involved in the peace talks, and it will be up to the 
other oarties to pronounce on the acceptability of the dele- 
gation that Fing Hussein would offer. 


a) If you got an acceptability -from Arafat on 
the part of his followers, and you got a rejection from the 
other side in the PLO on the part o€f their followers, for 
jJOining Hussein under the Reagan peace olan, what would the 
71.5. position be on that? 


f I think we would have to look at that at the 
time. T think it would he up to Hussein to indicate who 
would be in his delegation, and then for the other odar- 
ticipants to indicate whether that membershin of that delega- 
tion was accevtable. 


| 2) Tohn, just -- a devil's advocate question -- 
thev'll he some who'll say if the ™.S. and Israel differ in 
their Ddolitical assessment so widely as thev do on this 
question of whether “Yubarak should even discuss matters with 
Arafat, the question would be, what was the significance of 
the discussions that were held with Prime “Minister Shamir at 
the end of November on closer political and military 
coordination? 


A I think, as we have said before, the closer 
association with Israel, or the underlining of a trali-g 
tionally close association with Israel doesn't always mean 
that we will agree on every single issue. “Yaven't done so in 
the vast; probably won't in the Future. 


0 John, comina back to Jim's line of 
questioning, it nay be called “tneoretical," as you did as to 
who #ussein or Arafat will be talking to, but the truth is 
that if that answer -- if that question is answered, it nav 
actually open some opening in this vicious circle as to who 
Arafat and 4Nussein -- if they aqree, which they have begun to 
talk earlier last Avril -- who will they talk about? 


The Israeli Government says that "reassured", or 
"reconfirmed" their commitment to the Camp Navid -- 


A That's correct. 





2) -- but thev rejected the Reagan plan. fT mean, 
if there is an answer from here, it may he a signal to 
Hussein and Arafat to take it realistically and start 
talking. Rut they will have to meet Arab hostility, which is 
already there, and then eventually to be -- to have nohody to 
talk to on the Israeli-American side, then why should thev 
take the ris? What can you tell them? 


A I think, as the President has said, the peace 
process -- he recognized that this would not he a svneedv 
evolution. When he announced his initiative, he said that he 
was prepared to continue to support it over the long haul, 
and it was a long and difficult road. I think if vou automa- 
tically build in rejection and neaative response to every 
develooment along the road, you would never get anywhere. I 
think you have to move sten=-by-step. We have to wait and 
see, 


If you had an indication from “ing Fussein that he 
was prepared to enter the negotiations with an acceptable 
Palestinian delegation, T think at that stage Tsrael will 
have to determine what its response would be. 


‘a Can I folfow up, John? At some point there 
was rumors, or reports actually, in the America media that 
the Mnited States officials, high senior officials, assured 
wing Fussein that if he receives the okay from Arafat, in a 
combined Palestinian-Jordanian deledaation, that then the 
United States would do its best or some points -- words were 
used as “influence Israel or pressure Tsrael." 


rn 


First of all, do vou confirn these things, ane 1 
you do, are they still valid now? 


A I confirm the landauade which we used before in 
response to that question. And, of course, the lanauade 1 
still valid. 


wi 


0 John, did we know <- 
A I would orefer to go back to the -=- there was 
a carefully spvelled-out statement, and I would like t co 


pack ane refer to those snecific words. 


9 You mean the original statement that you read? 
‘ The statement that was just referre?’ to. “he 
sudgdestion of what the Mnited States would do should “usselin 
rome forward, I'd prefer to go back to the specific lanquade 


ye used at that time, 





R 
0 Do you have that statement available? 
a I'm sure we can oull it out for vou. 
2) The last statement? 
A Yes. 
2) John, there was a statement attributed to Yr. 


Arafat saying that it would he unrealistic to ask Faypt in 
this time to abrogate the Camp David Accords. Yow do vou 
read this statement? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


‘a In the light of the talks with “r. Famal 
Hassan Ali, the Foreign “Minister of “qypt, do you have any 
information if Mr. Arafat intends to a0 ahead with the 
Fqyptian proposal to have a PLO Governinent, a Palestinian 
Government, in exile? 


A No, we have no information on that. 


: .) There was a report yesterday by one of the 
networks that the United States is actually considerina 
Arafat and the PIO faction that he leads as a necessary, 
positive element in the “Middle fast combined issues, so to 
speak. Is there any truth to that? Does the 7 


see Arafat and his faction of the PLO as a oositive thins? 


nited States 


\ No, Tt think that was a report that suqadqeste? 
that the finited States had shifted its position. “ere's rao 
shift in oosition but, as I said, in the words I offered vou, 
we see these talks as an encouragina develooment. Tf thev 
led to movement, the President's peace initiative, that would 
be an encouraging develooment. 


0 You wouldn't pe able, or can vou tell us 1 
you do see Arafat versus the other factions of the PL or the 
Other side of the PLO as a nositive -- 


A No, I thin’ we have to wait and see what “r. 
Arafat says after tis talks with “Wr. Mubarak an?’ what e savs 
about his willingness and enthusiasm, if any, to meet with 
King Hussein. Tf don't think we can sneak for Yr. Arafat. 


) John, picking this up, do you see Arafat now 
as the leader of the Palestinians? 





A I don't have an analysis for you, Pernie. 


0 I ask that question against the hackground, i 
my memory is right, about the Secretary once raising the 
question of who elected Arafat in the first place to repre- 
Sent the Palestinians. 


How do you reconcile what you are putting out as an 
encouraging beat 1f there were movement on that, and what the 
Secretary said some months aqo? 


A I think any discussion between Mr. Arafat and 
moderate forces in the Middle Fast is something that is use- 
ful. But insofar as who would sneak for the Palestinians in 
peace negotiations, I think that's something that the 
Jordanians and the Palestinians will have to work out between 
them. 


--MORE-- 
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0 John, going back to what Bernie just said, it 
involves the question of the Arab League mandate for the PLO 
to speak on behalf of the Palestinians. 


Noes the Secretary still think that Mr. Arafat 
should “use it or lose it," if I recall his words correctly? 


Ay I'd have to go back and look at what he said. 
I'd prefer not to -- 


2) It was a public press conference. 


A Yes. Well, I'd like to go back and look at 
the actual words. 


0 Jonn, on the Multinational Force question for 
a minute, has the UWnited States asked 15 other countries to 
join the Multinational Force, and has the fnited States run 
Out of countries? 


A I saw a press report along those lines a few 
minutes aqo. I'm not sure what the Secretary of Defense has 
specifically in mind. I'm not aware of anv recent over- 
tures. It could well be that over a veriod of tiine we've 
talked with a number of countries about nossible involve- 
ment, but I'm not aware of any recent such overtures. 


2) If it creates the impression of the United 
States desnerately banging on doors to share the danaer, 
that's a wrong impression? 


A I do not think that would be a correct 
imoression. 


9) Ts this in reference to the “Jeindberger state- 
ment about 15 countries rejecting -- 


A Yes. 
9 Let me go back to this other thina ahout 
Arafat. You sneak of other oarties accepting whatever nay 


come out of Hussein-Arafat talks. 


Could you name the other parties? 


A I‘think, clearly, Israel would have to aqree 
to whatever Palestinian/Jordanian delegation were to be 
present at the neace talks. Tf people won't sit down wit 
each other, you won't get very far. 





ll 


) Ves. 


Is that the only party and nobody else? 
A Of course, 
S. 


there's Faypt and the United 
‘e 


Fgypt and the United States also would have 
to agree with it -- or Fgypt would have to agree. 
A 


Well, I assume that anybody who sits down at 
a table has to pretty much agree that the others should be 
present. 


t 


Mo we understand correctly that the parties 
A 


can sit down at a table without agreeing to the Reagan plan? 


The Reagan plan is the United States' posi- 
tion -- that's the United States' position -- and that is 
the vosition with which we would enter such talks. Other 
people may have other views. 

O No. 


What does that 
r 


mean, 
Our position. 


actually? 
It means exactly what I said, that that is 
0 That we would 
the other oarties aqreed to 


& 
not enter into the talks 
the Reagan vdlan? 

I didn't 


aN say that. 
eanter into the talks on the 


unless 


T 


said that we would 
basis of the Reaaan plan. 

n That would be our position -- 

A 


That's rignt 
a) 
of whether any 


that we would sit down and 
of the other varties -- 


talk 
A 


regardless 
Other oeople might have other views, but 
that's the United States' pnosition. 
a) Would the others enter talks without the 1T.S. 
oresent? 
1 I am not aware of any suggestion that they 
would, 
‘o No you have any infornation, 
Israelis still see the Reagan 
camp David? The 


To} jae +! 

Tohn, that the 
nlan as drittinga away from 

President sald that 


mals: 
the Reagan -- his plan 





was a continuation or branching out of the Camp David. The 
Israelis rejected it because they thought it was not the Camo 
David. 


NO you have any indication what this is? 


A No. I think vou'd have to leave that -- 1 
mean, T think you'd have to ask the Israelis what their 
interpretation is. We know what we think. 


a) Could I pursue that question a minute ago? 
The kev, it seems to me, that vou're pointing to is that it 
doesn't matter whether Israel agrees to the Reagan plan; it 
only matters if they sit down and talk, no matter what thev 
call those talks. 


A I'm not sure I'd phrase it in that -- quite 
in that way. 


9) I'm sure you wouldn't phrase it that bluntly. 
A But the fact is the finited States can onlv 
sneak for itself, and that would be our position qoina into 


those negotiations. Others might have different views. 


9 But the 1.S. 1s no longer voressing for any- 
bodv to aaree to the Reagan plan, but if Reagan -- 


A It's our position because we think it's the 
best Dlan. It would be a nappy develooment if evervbody 
cane to that sane conclusion, 


9 John, going back to Secretary of State 
Shultz's testimony hefore the House and Senate Foreian 
Affairs or Foreign Relations Committee and also his sneech 
-- it was, T believe, to the United Jewish Apoeal shortly 
after the U.S. plan was announced -- if I recall correctiy, 
didn't he sav several times on those occasions that if some- 
body else has a better plan, let them come forward with it? 
You know, we're talking about the -- 


A Sure. 

0 -- the important thing is, is to get deople 
together. 

A Sure. That's right. 

.% So that is what the ™.S. first or short-term 


objective is -- 
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A Is to get -- 

9 -- is to get a negotiation going. 

A To qet the veople together, of course. 

‘ John, ao back to Central America briefly: 


President Reagan met with Ambassador Stone today and issued 
a statement saying that Stone informed him of the current 
status of the various efforts at achieving a peaceful 
settlement in Central America. 


What are those efforts? Could you qive us an 
undate? 


A Don't -- as you know, Ambassador Stone came 
back from a trin to Latin America, has been involved in 
consultations in the Department, and I think the President 
said that he would go out again. I forget if he put a 
timeframe on it -- 


9 After the lst of the year. 

4 Non't have anything for you on the con- 
sultations or on the progress of events in Central America 
other than as contained in the President's remarks. 


9) Do you have any itinerary for Ambassador 
Stone's -- 

A No, ! don't. 

0 -- forthcomina trio? 

A Mo. I don't. 

2) Is Rumsfeld meeting with the Secretary today? 

A Yes. Mr. Rumsfeld came in last night, saw 


1is mornina. Saw the Secretary, of course. 


l= 


the President t 
Is having -=- 


% Has already? 

sy Yes. Sure. “Will lunch with the Secretary 
today. 

A Any future olans for him? Ts he goind hone 


For Christ.as? 








t— 
= 


A I'm sure he's going home for Christmas, but T 
don't know beyond that what jis dDlans are. 


‘@ You're not going to have a backqrounder this 
afternoon hefore he leaves? 


A I think it's rather unlikely. 

a) Do vou have anything on the unrest report? 
A He's well aware of your interest. 

9) No you have anything on the revorted unrest 


in Suriname? 


4 No. 
0 Do you have anything on UNESCO today? 
A Still where we were. Looking at it within 


the Nenpartment. 


‘2 Is there somethina for tomorrow? 

A No. It's not tomorrow. T think there was 3 
9 Yeah. But he's leavina tomorrow. 

A “Nell, but that coesn't mean that he can't 


make decisions. ‘4e has a very efficient operation that 
travels with ‘im. 


0 Is the MNFESCO decision going to be made 
before the end of the vear? 


A There are some deadlines involved in that, 
390b, but whether it will be made before the end of the year, 
I don't xnow. 


9 What about on economic sanctions against 
Poland? [ts there a review under way, any decisions -- 


A I don't have anything on that for you, 
Rernie. 

‘2 Because the President had said he's lookins 
at it. 

a Yes. “Ye mav well be. I don't rave anytiine 


on it. 
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@) Do you have anything on the hombinags of 
yesterday in Beirut? 


4 Just a == probably no more than you really 
already have, but be olad to give you that. 


The first reports from our Embassy indicate that 
one French paratroover was killed and at least 12 were 
injured when an explosives-packed truck detonated outside a 
French MNF contingent base in Reirut vesterday afternoon, 


Lebanese civilian casualties from the hlast are 
high. The Lebanese Minister of Information and Justice and 
his wife were in the area at the time of the explosion and 
suffered minor injuries. 


The United States deplores this act of senseless 
violence and offers its condolences to the Governments of 
France and Lebanon, and to the families and friends of the 
victims. 


Insofar as events today are concerned, there have 
been no incidents involving the Marines -- Marine contingent 
of the MNF in the past 24 hours. Yesterday, however, a U.S. 
Air Force doq handler was shot in the arm bv a snipver. The 
wound was minor, and he was wmedevaced to the U.S.S. Guam. 





Our latest revorts indicate that the cease-fire is 
nNOlding, althouch there were heavy exchanges vesterday near 
Suq al-Gharb and in the fharrub region. That's all IT ave. 


‘3 There were revorts of threats on some oragani- 
ation in Beirut or Lebanon to both 7.S. forces and the 
rench. Mo vou care to comment on that, or -- 


_ 

Le 
- 
t 


A No . 


9 Tohn, there has been sort of obvious emvdhasis 
on the impact of the Fqvptian policy on Mr. Arafat. “ow 
about the other way around, with the public opinion in Fayot 
clearly not very much for the Israeli policy towards the 
Arab world. Don't you believe that Yr. Arafat maybe will 
have his impact on Fqyptian policy at this time? 


a I don't Know. I guess you'll have to as the 
Fayntians. 


2) Tohn, just one question about security of our 
wh installations. Ts there some neans being adopted bv our 


— 


NeoNLe overseas tO orevent trucks from aoproachina Fmbassies 








Or other American installations within say 200 yards or 390 


yards -- 
A Various means. Sure. 
, 9 Including that? 
A Well, I won't get into what the means are, 


but there are various means. Sure. 


0 What's the current position on -- 

9 John, got a completely different question. 
Could TI -- 

A Sure. 

9 There's a Canadian press report that lnder 


Secretary Fagleburger made some forthright comments about 
Pierre Trudeau, and I wondered if you'd been aware of that, 
and if you had any comments? 


A Well, T could offer you the same statement as 
was issued, I think, by our Fmbassy in Ottawa. -There have 
heen reports in the Canadian press alleaing unfavorable 
remarks made bv Inder Secretary Eaqlehburger recardingd Prime 
Minister Trudeau. 


As evidenced by the extremely successful visit of 
the Prime Minister to Washington last week, relations hbe- 
tween our two countries and between the President and the 
Prime Minister are close and cordial. 


Consistent with our qeneral practice, neitrer the 
Nepartment nor Mr. Faagleburger is prepared to comment in 
detail on remarks purportedly made during an off-the-record 
meeting. 


However, “r. Fagleburger ‘as asked ne to say that 
the revorts of his comments are grossly distorted. He has 
further asked me to say that he regrets the report and has 
the hiahest reqard and respect for Prime Yinister Trudeau. 


The views of the United States Government with 
reaard to the Prime Minister's initiatives are as stated hy 
President Reagan on Necember 15. 


0 Can we have a conv? 


A Sure, 
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‘2 Have you been asked about the reports ahout 
the American priest who was kidnanped in Nicaragua, saying 
now that he has died at the hand of the anti-American -- 


A The reports are conflicting, but I did give 
at the outset of this session what we had on that. 


0 John, what's the 1.S. position now on the 
wisdom of replacing the Multinational Force with some U.N. 
force? 

A The President said what he said on that. T 


have nothing to add to his remarks. 


0 John, have vou got anything at all on revorts 
that the 1.S. is planning to nut in Pershing missiles in 
Pakistan? 


a Ridiculous. “Nonsense. 
a) John, the President said Tuesday niaht -- 
called the Palestinian -- the PLO terrorists again. MNoes 


the State Nenartment sunoport that statement fully? 

A I think we have offered some careful words in 
the nast on the involvement of the PLO in terrorisn. 86e 
glad to vorovide those for you again. 


0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 po.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one announce- 
ment, or statement, to give you on the Tyler Report: 


The Department has consulted widely, including 
with Salvadoran legal counsel, to determine the impiications 
of public disclosure of the report before the trial of the 
defendants in the case is completed. We have concluded that 
dissemination of the report, beyond the transmittal on a 
classified basis which has been made to concerned commit- 
tees of Congress, could prejudice the outcome of the case 
just as it is about to be completed. Consequently, we will 
not release publicly the document at this time. 


As we announced in classifying the report 
following its December 3 receipt, while we appreciate the 
public interest in. this issue, our overriding concern in the 
case must be that the guilty be brought to justice. 


The case, as you know, was raised to plenario -- 
in late October. This decision has been appealed; however, 
the appellate court reviewed the case earlier in this year 
and the defects identified at that time, in our judgment, 
have been remedied. Therefore, we hope that the present 
appeal will be decided quickly, allowing the case to move to 
a conclusion in the early months of 1984. And I would 
stress to you what we have said before: the issue is not 
whether to release this report but rather when, and so I 
have given you what the judgment has been on that. We will, 
of course, continue to keep the question under review. 


) Can I ask a related question now, or do you 
want to hold it? 


A That, really, is all I've got. I think I'm 
going to turn to you. 


Q Copy? 


A Yes, I think we can do that. 


Q Alan, I don't have anything to ask. 





A Okay. Jim? 


Q That related question was, the L.A. Times and the 
Albuquerque Journal have been running a long series on death 
squads, and so on. Is there contemplated any kind of reac- 
tion to an awful lot of allegations that are made in there 
about the involvement of present members of the high command 
in death squad activity? 


b We're not going to comment on specific alle- 
gations raised in those stories or other stories. The 
President and the Vice President have publicly condemned 
death squad activities and also other similar terrorist 
acts. 


The death squads are jeopardizing El Salvador's 
prospects for democracy as much as are the guerrillas, and 
we will continue to do what we can to help the Government of 
El Salvador to end that terrorism. 


@) A related question, too, on the death squad 
issue: The arrest of this Captain Avila, is that a positive 
step? Is that enough for the time being? 


A We addressed this the other day. Let me 
refer you back to what we said. 


e) Alan, in the same area, do you have anything 
on the fate of Bishop Schlaeffer? 





A I have something I can give you; but based on 
wire reports, I'm not sure whether it is totally up to date, 
George. So, with that caveat, I will give you what I have. 


Q May I just to ask one question? Please stick 
to the text so we can get a copy of it later and don't have 
to wait. (Laughter) 


A I may Or I may not. There are second-hand 
reports based on radio communication with the Miskito 
Indians that Bishop Schlaefer and Reverend Schafer have 
crossed over to the Honduran side of the border near Rus Rus 
with an initial contingent of some 500 persons. 


An undetermined number of persons are reportedly 
still making their way to the Honduran border. If that 
report is correct, then Bishop Schlaefer would be in 
Tegucigalpa presumably by midday. As I say, I've seen some 
reports indicating that there are some further developments 
since this guidance was prepared. 














An Embassy officer has been sent to the border to 
assure that we obtain accurate information as soon as 
possible and will be in a position to render assistance 
to these American citizens. At this point, however, we are 
awaiting word from the Embassy regarding confirmation that 
Bishop Schlaefer and Reverend Schafer are safe. 


Beyond that, I really don't have anything to offer 
you on it. 


¢) Do you have anything on the alleged -- the 
Misura is saying that the group that's remained in Nicaragua 
hasn't left, is being subjected to bombing and is 
surrounded, and that they have asked the United States 
Government to provide air support for those who are con- 
tinuing to flee. Do you have any reaction to any of that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
re) Can you confirm the bombing? 


A I don't think I would -- I can't confirm 
what's going on within Nicaragua, but I assume that once 
this group is out, they will have things to say; so let's 
wait and see what they have to say about it. 


e) Alan, if the information is so hazy, and par- 
ticularly if the information reaching you is so hazy, how is 
it, then, that you were able to file a complaint or a report 
with the Inter-American Human Rights -- 


fet I didn't say the reports were hazy. I said that 
they are, in this case, second-hand, based on a radio communication 
from the Miskito Indians, so that there is reporting. What 
I'm saying to you now is that in terms of the up-to-date 
situation regarding whether they are out, who is out, and 
where they are, that is not probably up-to-date as of the 
time we're standing here, sitting here talking. 


fe) The information that you had that the 
Nicaraguan Government is bringing danger to the Bishop and 
to the Miskitos, that is based on other information, harder 
information? 


Ay I think that there -- first of all, there was 
a letter yesterday which, I think, was made available to 
you, Ambassador Middendorf's letter. I think there was 
something done up at the U.N., and I understand that there 
may be some briefing up there. 








Why don't I refer you to them, since it's their 
concern at this point and their representaion that they are 
talking about. I don't want to preempt them on that. 


0 Who is briefing at the U.N.? 


A It may be a background briefing, so I don't think 
I'll do that on the record. 


fe) Is it the American Mission to the U.N.? 
A Yes. I understand it may be. 

Q Was there one at the OAS? 

4 I think there was also one at the OAS. 


Am I not correct, Brian? There will be one up in 
New York? 


0 Pardon me? 


A There will be a briefing up in New York, I 
believe. 


0 What about the OAS, did you say? 


Ay There was a letter yesterday which you may 
have missed. 


Q Alan, yesterday, on the Middle East, if I 
may, you characterized the meeting between Mubarak and 
Arafat as an encouraging development. 


Have you received any reports about what took 
place at the meeting that sustain that estimate, given the 
view that you think such a meeting might be hopeful in pro- 
moting the peace process? 


A As of this point -- I guess I have to say two 
things: One is we don't have a report, but I also am not, 
by that, going to suggest that once we have information that 
we will necessarily share that or judgments about it. So I 
really don't have anything to say at this point. 


0) Do you have any comment on Israeli objection 
to the meeting or the protest that they filed yesterday 
when Mr. Rosenne was here? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment on the call by 
Italian President Pertini to withdraw the Italian units from 
Lebanon? 

















A No. I think we addressed this the other day. 
The Italian Government has indicated that it will be 
reducing the number of people it has there, but that they 
have reaffirmed their commitment to do that. I don't have 
any comment particularly on President Pertini's statement, 
though. 


0 About his talking about the Marines' mission, 
transforming from a peacekeeping force into a one-sided 
part? (Sic) 


A Well, that, as you know, is not our view; but 
I don't have a particular comment on his remarks. I haven't 
seen them; I have only seen them reported. In any case, 
rather than commenting on his remarks, I'll refer you back 
to what we have said, which is still valid, about our posi- 
tion, our view of what we're doing there, and so on. 


fe) May I understand that coordination is not as 
it was before with the Italians? 


A No, I don't think you could understand that. 
I don't know -- I think there is reasonably good coor- 
dination at various levels, including on the ground in 
Beirut, but elsewhere as well. 


Q This means that you have been expecting, to 
a certain extent at least, expecting, anticipating, such a 
step to be taken by the Italians? 
rs To reduce? 
Q To withdraw. 
ra No, they haven't said they were withdrawing. 
Q Alan, any comment on the European Community's 


decision to allow the various economic sanctions against the 
Soviets because of Poland to lapse, or to expire quietly? 


A The EC has decided its Poland-related sanc- 
tions against the Soviet Union were nc longer a necessary 
part of the EC's response to the situation in Poland and 
have therefore allowed them to lapse. This decision does 
not affect NATO's Poland-related sanctions, however, which 
remain in effect. 








'@) What does that mean? 


A That means that the EC as an organization 
apparently had some sanctions, but those are different from 
the sanctions that were addressed -- you recall there was a 
NATO meeting, and there were announcements made after that. 


0 But the ten are in NATO. 


A Sorry? 

re) The EC is in NATO. 

A No. 

Q European Communities. 

A But -- 

0 The countries that make it up, etc. 

A But there are different sanctions in dif- 


ferent actions. 


re) Do you have a list of the sanctions there 
which are not affected, the NATO sanctions? 


A I have some. I don't know if it's a complete 
list. I can tell you a little bit about what this is. The 
EC import restrictions consisted of limitations of 75 per- 
cent and 50 percent on nearly 100 tariff items representing 
a total 1980 import value of 830 million ECU. At that point 
an ECU was worth $1.03. 


This is about 3.8 percent of the EC trade with the 
U.S.S.R. at the time. I can give you the goods if you're 
interested -- fish and cultured pearls and so on, a number 
of things. 


As far as those which were -- I can't give you a 
definitive list of what is still in effect. There were a 
variety of things. Individual countries actually announced 
different moves to tighten export credit or restrictions, 
and I guess you'd have to go to individual countries to get 
those. 


As far as the U.S. is cuncerned, we have -- I can 
make available to you the list of the sanctions which I 
think you probably have from -- 











re) Could we have it anyway? 


A I can make it available afterwards. 
Q Alan, clarification on one thing. You said 
"individual actions that were taken by individual 

countries." 

A Coming out of zn agreement at NATO. 

Q Yeah. I mean, this is under the NATO -- 

A That's right. 

e) -- and not the EEC rubric, right, that you're 
referring to? 

a That's correct. 

@) Alan, do you have any comment on the Evans & 


Novak allegations this morning about the treatment of the 
union leaders by the Polish Government, being subjected to 
malnutrition? 


4 I have a little bit I can give you: We 
remain deeply concerned about reports of mistreatment of 
political prisoners in Poland. The Polish Government is 
aware of our concern. We continue to call for the uncon- 
ditional release of all political prisoners, including the 
"Solidarity 7" and the "KOR 4." 


Q Alan, an Egyptian citizen committed suicide 
in a prison in Israel a few days ago, and it was said it was 
because of at least mistreatment by the Israelis. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A I don't have any facts on it, and I don't 
have any comment on it. 


Q Alan, do you see any connection between the 
meeting between Arafat and Mubarak yesterday and the 
upcoming Arab Summit Conference scheduled for March, next 
March, in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia? 


A Do I have any comment on =-- . 


e) Yes. 1 mean, you know, the meeting which 
took place. Will it -- do you think that this will be in 
the direction of what's going to happen? What's your anti- 
cipation of what is coming up? 





A I'm not going to try to do that. 
Let me just go back for one second on Poland. 
There was, Of course, a NAC declaration on January 


ll, the North Atlantic Council, and I would refer you back 
to that as a joint action which was looked to at that point. 


Q On Poland, Alan, one more question, if I can. 
A Yes. 
Q When does the United States expect to review 


its sanctions? 


A All I can really do on that, Jim, is to refer 
you to what we've said before, and what the President said 
before on that subject on December 8, and you've got that 
language, so I don't have anything new to announce to you at 
this point. That's where I have to leave it. 


Q I didn't hear you say anything about what the 
U.S. view is of the EC action. Does the U.S. think it's a 
good idea? 


A I didn't particularly express 2 view. 
Q That's what I was waiting to hear. 


A Yes. Well, I don't have a particular view to 
express. 


QO Alan, do you have any comment on the state- 
ments made by Mr. Joseph Churva, claiming that the U.S. 
played the role of informer to the Libyan regime about 
"plots" against the Qadaffi regime in 1971? 


A No. I don't know anything about it, but it 
sounds to me like something that is rather convoluted, and 
also would suggest we were -- well, it goes -- let me just 
leave it with a "no comment." Right? (Laughter) I can't 
even begin to grapple with that one. 


Jim? 


Q Have you seen a report -- I mean, have you 
seen the reports of this? 


A I haven't seen that report. 
Q Do you have anything on South African raids 


into Angola in the context of the cease-fire offer and 
Angola's refusal? 











A I don't have anything on Angola's reaction to 
the South African statement. We, I think, talked about that 
the other day. 


As far as reports of military action, we deplore 
cross-border violence in southern Africa. It resolves 
nothing. We remain firmly committed to seeking means of 
addressing peacefully the problems of the region. 

0 Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


0 Merry Christmas! 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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MR. HUGHES: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements up front, the first concerning the Secretary's 
travel to Stockholm. 


The Secretary of State will travel to Stockholm 
January 16-18 to attend the opening session of the Con- 
ference on Disarmament in Europe. As was announced at the 
NATO Ministerial session in Brussels early this month, all 
the Alliance foreign ministers intend to participate in the 
opening session of the CDE. 


The Conference on Disarmament in Europe will con- 
sider proposals to limit the risk of surprise attack by 
improving information and observation of military forces and 
activities in Europe. The conference is being convened on 
the basis of a mandate agreed at the Madrid meeting of the 
CSCE which concluded with a foreign ministers' meeting last 
September. 


We will post an application list for members of 
the press who wish to accompany the Secretary on that trip 
to Stockholm, and that list will come down at noon on 
January 5. 


I have an announcement on Angola. We've seen 
reports suggesting apparent conflict between military acti- 
vity in southern Angola and diplomatic efforts to produce a 
disengagement of forces and an overall settlement. The 
South African Government has proposed a disengagement of 
forces in southern Angola with an effective date of January 
31. 


The United States believes that this development 
offers an opportunity to begin a process of disengagement of 
conflicting military forces and a reduction in the levels of 
violence. The United States has seen nothing to suggest 
that this opening is unacceptable to any of the parties, and 
we believe it should provide a useful basis for exploring 
practical ways of implementing a cease-fire which should be 
the first step towards a broader settlement leading to 
implementation of U.N. Security Council Resolution 435. 


————— ——. —s >». a. 











An atmosphere of confidence is crucial at this 
important juncture of events in the region. We're concerned 
at reports of wide-scale fighting inside southern Angola 
and hope that all sides will exercise restraint so as not to 
jeopardize the prospects for exploring the disengagement 
proposal. 


The United States is willing to assist this pro- 
cess in any way it can and is so indicating to the various 
parties, including our Contact Group partners. 


And, finally, a statement on dissidents -- a court 
action against dissidents in the Soviet Union. It's a 
fairly lengthy statement. It's available in the Press 
Office as a State Department statement on a series of recent 
court actions against dissidents in the Soviet Union. 


This is the second such wave of convictions to 
take place in the Soviet Union since the conclusion of the 
CSCE adjournment in Madrid in September. 


That's all I have. Be happy to take your 
questions. 


0 Copies of both of those statements, please? 
AA Sure. 


0 John, do you have anything beyond what was 
said yesterday about the Reverend Jackson's activities? 


a Well, yes, I do. 
) Who's he meeting with? 


rs He's meeting with Assistant Secretary Murphy 
and Under Secretary Eagleburger this morning. 


Insofar as our diplomatic efforts are concerned, we 
have been pursuing the release of Lieutenant Goodman in a 
direct and a continuous manner at a high level with the 
Syrian Government. We will continue to do so. 


Ambassador Paganelli, our Ambassador to Syria, is 
our representative for this matter, and we repose full con- 
fidence in him. As for other official visitors to Damascus, 
they have and will support Ambassador Paganelli's efforts. 
Insofar as unofficial visitors to Damascus are concerned, 
they clearly are operating on their own authority and cannot 
speak for the United States Government. 











As we said with regard to the visit of an 
Arab-American group, we have no objection to private 
Americans seeking Lieutenant Goodman's release on humani- 
tarian grounds. We are concerned that these private con- 
tacts could be self-defeating, and we're concerned that the 
Government of Syria understand that it is Ambassador 
Paganelli who speaks for the United States Government. 


@) Copy of that? 

A Sure. 

@) Could I go back to Angola for a second? 

A Yes. 

Q The Angolan Government at the United Nations 


-- I think it was early las* week or late the week before -- 
said they weren't interested in pursuing this proposal at 
this time and took the position which is backed by the 
Security Council that South African forces have no right in 
any case to be in Angola. 


What-is your position on this, especially in light 
of the reports of the recent fighting by a considerable 
number of South African aircraft and forces? 


A Clearly, that the fighting is not helpful, 
and that we and others will do whatever we can to bring that 
to an end, but we do not believe that the South African 
Government's initiative is barren. We have not seen anything 
which indicates that it is no longer valid. 


e) Do we have any statement with respect only to 
the South African Government's military presence and recent 
offensive in Angola? Why aren't we condemning that par- 
ticular initiative by them and instead using this very 
general thing which takes South Africa's position in terms 
of how a disengagement can -- 


A I think you're misrepresenting what we said. 
I don't think that the condemnation of violence excludes the 
current activity. 


Q John, to go back to your statement on the 
Jackson visit to Damascus, what did you mean when you said 
you had concern about these private visits being self- 
defeating? What does that mean? 





A Concern lest they interrupt or in any way 
negate the official United States Government efforts that 
are extensive and vigorous and ongoing to secure the pilot's 
release. 

0 John, a follow-up on that. Have you got any 
word yet that the Syrians have privately told Jackson that 
they will in fact release or turn over Goodman to him? 

A I'm sorry, Bernie, the Syrians have told -- 
Yeah. 

Told who? 

Jackson. Do you have any word here -- 
Oh, no. 

-- or has he in any way informed you? 
No. 


No? 


No. 
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John, did Ambassadcr Rumsfeld raise it or 
not? 


A We don't get into what Ambassador Rumsfeld 
talks about with Syrian authorities, but I just refer you to 
the statement that official visitors to Damascus are sup- 
porting Ambassador Paganelli's efforts. He is the principa! 
representative, but that does not imply any lack of support 
by other official visitors. 


Ambassador Paganelli did see Lieutenant Goodman on 
Christmas eve. He was able to pass messages to him from his 
family. He told him that thousands of letters are 
currently enroute to him. Lieutenant Goodman told 
Ambassador Paganelli -- this was a meeting that lasted about 
an hour in Lieutenant Goodman's place of confinement -- 


Lieutenant Goodman told Ambassador Paganelli that 
he is physically well. His injuries to his shoulder, knee 
and ribs are healing r.»ridly. Lieutenant Goodman said that 
he was visited every other day by an English-speaking doc- 
tor. He has plenty of food. He watches Syrian television 
on which there are some English-language programs, including 








soccer matches in which Lieutenant Goodman has a vigorous 
interest, and he is supplied with an American newspaper 





While he is looking forward to his release, 
clearly, Lieutenant Goodman said that he's being well 
treated, and that he had no specific request to make beyond 
a chance to have more exercise. 


Ambassador Paganelli did have the opportunity to 
take in a Christmas dinner to Lieutenant Goodman which 
included ham, potato salad, applesauce, homemade chocolate 
chip cookies, and pumpkin pie. I think the Ambassador also 
took in some gifts and books. 


-- MORE -- 





0 Can we have a copy of the menu? 


A The menu, I ad libbed on so you'll have to 
wait for the transcript on that. I thought that might be an 
extra little detail that might interest you. 


re) So you don't have an answer to Bernie's 
question, you're not going to get involved in Rumsfeld? 


A I thought I answered Bernie's question. I 
just went on to tell you about the visit. 


@) As I interpreted your question, you're simply 
saying Ambassador Rumsfeld supports Paganelli's work in the 
effort? 


A Of course. 


0 You've not indicated that he -- the suggestion 
is that Rumsfeld himself did not feel it necessary to raise 
the matter. 


rs Yes, and we have consistently refused to get 
into Ambassador Rumsfeld's discussions, and he has made that 
plain with whom he's negotiating, that he would not talk to 
the press or reveal the content of his negotiations, so 
we're going to stand firm on that position. 


8) John, one point of clarification. Bernie 
just said to you, in other words, Rumsfeld did not feel it 
necessary to go into it, and you said, "Yes." Would you say 
"yes" to Bernie's -- 


A Let me disregard Bernie's question and say, 
it is quite clear that other officials who have visited 
Damascus support the efforts and support Ambassador 
Paganelli, who is our principal representative in this 
matter. They clearly support his efforts. 


On the specific question of what was discussed be- 
tween Foreign Minister Khaddam and Ambassador Rumsfeld, we're 
going to not indicate. 


fe) Do you think it absolutely beyond the realm 
of possibility that Jesse Jackson could in some way secure 
Goodman's release, and if he were able to pull off a miracu- 
lous release, would that not please the State Department? 


a I think the release of Lieutenant Goodman 
would clearly please the State Department, but I think we 
have a number of efforts underway through diplomatic and 











official channels, and I'm not going to get any further into 
Mr. Jackson's visit than what I have suggested earlier. 


Q Do you think it totally improbable that he 
would be able to do that, since that -- 


A It seems to me that you're seeking to lure me 
into the realm of a hypothetical, and I must be well 
disciplined and refuse to be lured. 


0 Except to hypothetically say it could damage 
official efforts? 


4 I think there is that possibility. We are 
concerned that there should be no damage to the efforts 
we're making to secure his release. 


Q Can you tell us what the meeting between Mr. 
Eagleburger and Ambassador Rosenne is about? 


A Ambassador Rosenne is coming in this after- 
noon. That is at our request, and that is to pursue a 
variety of consultations we have underway with the Israeli 
Government. 


Q Do you expect that the Israeli protest and 
the statements from Mr. Shamir will be highlighted in 
this meeting between Mr. Rosenne and Mr. Eagleburger? 


A I have no idea what the agenda is. 


re) Do you have any additional comment with 
respect to the meeting between Mubarak and Arafat, beyond 
what you said on Friday? 


a I don't know that it really goes beyond what 
was said on Friday. The Egyptians have made clear to all 
concerned that Egypt remains committed to U.N. Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338, and the Egypt-Israei Peace 
Treaty and the Camp David framework. Egypt has also taken a 
positive position toward President Reagan's peace initiative 
of September 1, 1982, which is fully consistent with the 
Camp David framework. 


We understand that President Mubarak's decision to 
meet with Arafat was taken with a view to furthering the 
prospect of Jordanian entry into peace negotiations with 
Israel. It should be clear to all that we remain full part- 
ners in the Camp David process, and there's been no change 
in our position with respect to the PLO. 
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@) Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
0 Do you have any indication that the objective 


of Mubarak in his decision to meet Arafat, in fact, is a bit 
closer? Has he had any success in encouraging Arafat to -- 


A I don't have anything on that for you, 
Bernie. 


0 There's a story in the Israeli press that 
said the U.S. urged or asked the Egyptians to go all out to 
persuade Arafat to accept the U.S. conditions for recogni- 
tion of the PLO. Is there any new effort by the U.S. to -- 


A Without leading you one way or the other, I 
wouldn't get into any of our diplomatic consultations. But 
Our position on the PLO remains absolutely clear -- the 
acceptance of the U.N. resolutions and the recognition of 
Israel, and nothing will change in our position until the 
PLO changes its position which we consider unacceptable. 


0 John, could you offer anything on the state- 
ment or the report this morning in the Washington Post that 
Kamal Hassan Ali, when he was in Washington, he had some 
place for the Fez Summit Resolutions for peace in the Middle 
East, and he was supportive of it? 


A I don't. Sorry, I don't. 
fe) Anything on the Lebanon situation now? 
A I have a little update for you. Despite more 


heavy fighting -- this was a report as of morning Beirut 

time -- despite more heavy fighting near the airport, there 
were no instances involving the Marines in the past 24 hours. 
That was the 24 hours up to about mid morning their time. 


We understand, although this is not confirmed, that 
after that report there was some mortar fire into the air- 
port, but at the time we heard that report, it had not been 
returned by the Marines, and there were no casualties. 


The British report that two British soldiers were 
lightly wounded by a bomb which detonated as they were 
passing along the western approach to the port area. Two 
French soldiers and an Italian were slightly wounded 
December 26 in the fighting around the Sabra/Shatilla refugee 
camps. The fighting continues in that area. Intermittent 








fighting was reported yesterday around Sug al-Gharb and in 
the Kharrub. The Beirut Airport is open. 


Q What is the U.S. understanding of the reason 
for the French withdrawal from its positions and any coor- 
dination between French forces and the Lebanese Army? 


A I don't have anything on that for you. 


0 Do you have anything on these guns being held 
by Florida authorities, or U.S. authorities, that were 
destined for Guatemala? 


A Yes. We've had some discussion with 
Guatemalan officials. The shipment of old, bolt action 
rifles was seized by U.S. Customs because of lack of proper 
documentation. Our Munitions Control Office has been con- 
tacted on the subject by a representative of the Israeli 
shipper who was told of the steps necessary to obtain an 
in-transit license authorizing the goods to transit the 
United States. No application for such a license has yet 
been received. 


I understand from Customs officials that the rifles 
are not of U.S. manufacture. 


Q So do you expect them then to be released 
when the application is received? 

A I guess we'll have to wait and see what hap- 
pens with the submission of an application. 

Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Andropov's 
health? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any any comments on the 


Afghanistan fourth anniversary of the Soviet occupation? 


A Sorry, on the Afghanistan -- 
Q The fourth year of Russian occupation? 
A No. Nothing beyond our well-known position 


on Afghanistan and what needs to happen there to get a reso- 
lution of that situation. 


Q John, the President this morning said he felt 
Lebanon was on the verge of new progress toward national 
reconciliation. Do you have anything further on that? Are 
they on a specific verge of any kind? 
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A No. I'll just leave you with what the 
President said. 

Q Do you have any more indication about a meeting 
between Secretary Shultz and Gromyko in Stockholm? 

A No, nothing for you on that; no. 

Q Thank you. 

A Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M. 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1983, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. HUGHES: Tf have one announcement and a very 
lean book today. The announcement is on land reform in Fl 
Salvador. 


Yesterday, the Legislative Assembly of Fl Salvador 
approved a third extension of Necree 207 of 1980, extending 
the “land to the tiller" phase of the land reform for six 
months. This program, Phase 3 of land reform, had been due 
to expire on December 31 of this year. 


Farlier this month, the Constituent Assembly 
approved articles in the new constitution guaranteeing the 
leqality of the land reform and mandating the distribution 
of medium- and large-sized properties. There was concern 
voiced here at the time, however, that many eligible 
campesinos would not have the opportunity to apply for title 
to lands they rented or sharecropped because of the December 
31 expiration of Necree 207. The real test of Salvadoran 
intentions, vis-a-vis the land reform program, would come in 
the decision on 207 extension. The Assembly's nation-wide 
extension of the decree is an important step towards 
ensuring that campesinos who wish to apply for their rights 
under the land reform can continue tc do so. 


The United States applauds this action of Fl 
Salvador's Legislative Assembly and welcomes the commitment 
to democratic reform that underlies it. 


That's all I have. You're welcome to take -- 


0) Copy? 

A -- Sure -- any questions you might have. 

0 Anything on the health of Mr. Andropov? 

A No. 

0 Do you have any comment at all on what's been 


happening in Moscow -- 


A No. 

















0 -- in the last couple of days? 
A No. 
@) Can you confirm that the U.S. Ambassador to 


UNFSCO this morning, Or whenever it was Paris time, but 
today delivered the U.S. letter to UNESCO informing it of 
the U.S. decision? 


A Ambassador Gerard? I can't confirm that. 
There have been some diplomatic consultations, but I'm not 
-- of my own knowledge, I do not know that she was involved 
in transmitting a communication. 


'@) Has a communication gone forward? 

A There are some diplomatic consultations going 
on. 

‘@) But no -- formal notice hasn't heen deli- 


vered, to your knowledge? 


A No. I think where we stand is that the State 
Department recommendation to the White House has been con- 
Sidered by the President who has referred the matter back to 
the State Department, and we would expect to have an announ- 
cement in a day or so. 


a) Will that be here? 


A It'll be here. 


‘@) What is sacrosanct about December 31? Why 
couldn't notification be given, say, at the end of January 
instead? 


A I think it's a U.N. provision affecting 
budget. 


f 


0 Will any announcement come ir the form of a 
briefing as well? 


A Might well do. Why don't you keep in touch 
with us about developments tomorrow. 


0 It could be -- only tomorrow, but not today? 
A It will not be today. 
0 Do you find that you still have the kind of 


united support on the MNF in Iebanon that you had two, three 
months ago? 

















A Well, no change. The last MNF meeting of the 
four was in Brussels where the four expressed their con- 
tinuing commitment to the MNF role. There hasn't heen a 
meeting of the four since then, and I haven't seen any 
change in the collective viewpoint of the governments. 


0 There have been actions taken by the 
Italians, for example. 


A Yes, the Italians, I think, are going down to 
somewhere -- I don't Know where they're going down to, but 
as you know, they were over their commitment. They, I 
think, were committed to keep 1,190 troops in Lebanon and 
have been up as high as 2,200. 


0 What is the U.S. commitment on the number? 


A I don't know what our number commitment is. 
We've been above our commitment, but I guess the Pentagon 
would have to qive you the exact number of what we're com- 
mitted to. T don't know -- 


) Do you plan to go down to the number of the 
commitment? 

A No, I'm not aware of any plans. 

») Anything on the review of the sanctions on 
Poland? 

A No. 

0 John, there were reports today from Israel 


that the Finance Minister as recommended in the new Israeli 
budget a freeze on allocations for the settlements. Do you 
have any comment on that, and would you see this as a posi- 
tive step or as change in policy by the Israeli Government 
that would meet U.S. requirements as far as the Reagan 

plan is concerned? 


A We don't have any comment on it because the 
reports are a little conflicting, and indeed there's some 
suggestion that that report has been denied by Israeli sources. 
So I think we would not have any comment. It sounds a 
little confused. 











O On the MNF, John, I don't know -- if you 
answered it while I was away, just refer me to it. Did you 
say anything about Spadolini's news interview where he said 
that the United States is in Reirut or in Lebanon only to 
defend Israel, protect Israel, or something like that? 


0 Pertini. 
0 Pertini. I'm sorry. 
A I've been away for a few days, too. I don't 


know whether we have anything on that. We did have? There 
was some guidance, apparently. You can get it in the Press 
Of fice. 


0 Anything on this situation in southern 
Lebanon today? 


A No. 

0 Anything on the situation in southern Angola 
today? 

A No. 

0 Anything on the Jesse Jackson situation? 

A About his plans? I guess you'd have to ask 
him. 

OM You have nothing nc update from yesterday? 

A On the meet ing? 

@) Well, whatever. 

A Well, we could give you a colorful -- give 


you a colorful -- 
0 Be careful. 


A -- account of the meeting. The meeting 
lasted about an hour and a half. It was cordial. It was 
with Under Secretary Fagleburger and Assistant Secretary 
Murphy. 


They briefed Mr. Jackson on our relations with 
Syria and on our efforts, beginning immediately upon Lt. 
Goodman's capture, to ensure that he received proper medical 














treatment, that our Embassy could have access to him, and 
that he could receive and send messages, and, of course, to 


secure his early release. 


Mr. Jackson had a number of questions which were 
answered, and he explained his view of the situation and his 


proposed trip. 


The State Department remains available for further 
consultations with Mr. Jackson on Lt. Goodman and the most 
effective way of obtaining his release from Syrian custody. 


0 A copy of that, please. 


A Sure. As a matter of fact, I think there may 
have been some more phone calls this morning between State 
Department officials and Mr. Jackson. 


‘@) John, on this -- again, if you answered it, 
you could refer me to it -- did in fact Ambassador Rumsfeld 


meet, Or when he met with the Syrian authorities, did he 
actually bring the subject of the U.S. captor (sic) to -- 


A To the intense disappointment of everybody in 
this room, we will continue not to talk about the substance 
of Ambassador Rumsfeld's discussions. 

0 Anything new on Goodman himself? 


A No. 


Have I stunied you all? 


a) One more thinq. 
A One more thing. 
9) There is a report today from Israel where 


Prime Minister Shamir is quoted, saying that President 
Reagan's plan is dead and they made their views known to 
the U.S. officials and their -- during his last visit here. 


I know you said something before about this, but 
you are also on record calling for King Bussein to resume 
his talks with Palestinians, as you stated it here. 


No you have anything to put -- to kind of bridge 
the two, encouraging the Arab side to going to -- 














A No. We don't think the initiative is dead. 
We're still working on it. We think others are interested 
in it. 

0 But the Israelis aren't, and they are a major 


factor. 


A I can't speak for the Israelis. You'd have 
to ask them what their viewpoint is. 


M Can you go into any details on any recommen- 
dations or requests made by the allies on the UNFSCO 
membership? 


A No -- 
o Specifically the French. 
A The French have indicated to us their support 


for the cultural role of UNESCO. We support the cultural 
role of UNESCO, but there are other aspects of UNFSCO's per- 
formance that worry us a great deal, and so I think that 
kind of discussion -- it's logical to assume that that kind 
of discussion would have gone on. 


0 Could you qo into some detail, John, on what 
other aspects concern us? 


A No. TI think we would probably wait for any 
announcement that we might have tomorrow. 


9 No you have anything on the meeting the 
Israeli Ambassador had here yesterday, or I might have 
missed a question over the~s. T didn't hear it. The 
Israeli Ambassador was here yesterday talking to 
Raqleburger. Can you give us any quidance of -- 

A Was the Israeli Ambassador in yesterday? 

MR. ROMBFRG: Yes. 

MR. HUGHFS: What did I say? (Lauqhter) 


MR. ROMRFERG: You said he was coming in at our 
request. 


MR. HUGHFS: I said he was coming in at our 
request, so he came in at our request. 


9 At your request, and that's it. 


A That's about it. 











0 Did you just mumble off something there 
before that there will be a statement tomorrow on UNESCO? 


A Why don't you keep in touch with us about any 
announcement on UNESCO tomorrow. 


0 Reverend Jackson said yesterday after his 
meeting here that the Syrians do not necessarily want the 
reconnaissance flights to stop, but they want a 3N-minute 
warning so they can distinguish with Israeli flights. 

0 Can you tell us anything about that? 


A No. I don't know anything about it. I heard 
what he said, but I don't know a thing about it. 


2) John, what's your evaluation of the judicial 
process that's qoing on in Argentina, if you have anything 
on the military -- 

A Don't have anything for you on it. 

0 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 29, 1983, 12:10 P. M. 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. I have one state- 
ment and one related announcement. 


A statement on U.S. withdrawal from UNESCO. The 
United States Government notified UNESCO on December 28, 
1983, that we will withdraw from the organization effective 
December 3l, 1984. 


The notice was given in Paris by our permanent 
representative to UNESCO, Ambassador Jean Gerard, to the 
Director General of the organization, The Honorable 
Amadou-Mahtar M'Bow. 


The decision to withdraw was made by President 
Reagan on the recommendation of the Secretary of State. The 
recommendation was based upon our experience that UNESCO has 
extraneously politicized virtually every subject it deals with, 
has exhibited hostility toward the basic institutions of a 
free society, especially a free market and a free press, and 
has demonstrated unrestrained budgetary expansion. 


Six months ago our Bureau of International 
Organization Affairs commissioned an in-depth policy review 
of U.S. participation in UNESCO. Now at the conclusion of 
that review, we have concluded that continued U.S. par- 
ticipation in UNESCO does not serve the interests of the 
United States. 


We will continue to further the international 
cooperation in education, science, culture and communication 
that UNESCO was originally created to promote. With regret, 
we have been forced to conclude that we are not now able to 
effect the major changes in UNESCO that would permit us to 
continue to participate as a member. 


Other means of cooperation between governments, 
however, and various forms of private sector activity also 
can serve UNESCO's original objectives. To them we will 
give our support. 


That's it for the statement. An announcement 
related to that is that Assistant Secretary for 








International Organization Affairs Gregory Newell will brief 
ON THE RECORD here in the briefing room at 3 o'clock this 
afternoon. There will be some related material available on 
an embargoed basis about 15 minutes before that -- 
embargoed, that is, until the briefing -- so you may want to 
get a hold of that. Because of that, I will not take any 
questions related to the UNESCO situation. 


0 Can we get your comment or -- 

A Sorry, Bernie, that is the situation. 

0 -- materials -- 

A No, we cannot. 

0 Filing break. 

A Filing break? Yes. Go ahead. Filing 


break. 


0 This is an irrevocable decision, there's 
no conditions that if there is any moves on the part of 
UNESCO to alter its character, the U.S. might go back in. 


4 You can put your questions to Mr. Newell this 
afternoon. 

0 Copy of that bulletin, Alan? 

on Yes. Copy can be made available. 

0 For cameras? 

A Yes. 


0 What is the mature of the stuff that's being 
provided on an embargoed basis? Does it include the report 
that has been written up for the review that started in June? 

A No. It will not. 

0 Will that report be made available? 


aN I don't know the answer to that question. 
You can ask those questions this afternoon. 


0 Can I try one vaguely related one? Are we 
considering such actions against any other international 
organization? 

















A Again, I would suggest you put your questions 
this afternoon. I'm sure that you will get satisfactory 
answers to all those questions. 


0 Thank you. 


0 That means the U.S. doesn't have any more 
interest in the United Nations? 


A That would be an incorrect conclusion, but I 
refer you to the briefer this afternoon. 


fe) Why did you answer that one? 


A Because it was so extreme, Bernie, that I 
couldn't let it go. 


0 Do you have anything on the announcement by 
Israel that it will have to cut back on some of its settle- 
ment policy for budgetary reasons? 


A No. I have seen the various press reports 
coming out of Israel on that subject. Our position on 
settlements is well known -- I don't think I have to repeat 
it here -- but I don't have any comment on those reports. 

0 Anything on the Egyptian visit to Israel? 

A Obviously, we have long urged that there be a 


good dialogue between Israel and Egypt, and that they take 
steps to improve the atmosphere of their bilateral relations 
and discuss directly Middle East issues, and we welcome the 
visit. Believe it will contribute to the direct dialogue 
that we've been talking about at senior levels. 


0 Do you have anything to indicate if this 
visit by the Egyptian diplomat is somehow connected to the 
visit of Mr. Arafat to Cairo? 


a I don't have anything that would lead me to 
that conclusion, but the decision on the visit and what the 
atmosphere and the -- excuse me, the agenda of that visit 
are obviously things that have been decided by the Egyptians 
and the Israelis, so I would really refer you to them with 
that question. 


0 Alan, is the Department or the United States, 
the Administration, now reviewing sanctions against Poland? 











A I don't have anything new to say beyond what 
the President said a short while ago regarding that 
question. I refer you back to his words. But I don't have 
anything new to announce to you today on that question. 


0 Staying on the Middle East, do you have 
anything on this renewed spate of attacks on Jordanian 
diplomats, and any suspicion that it may fit into what 
President Reagan has termed "state-supported" terrorism? 


A Can't answer you in any specific terms on 
that, Bill. I saw a wire report just as I came out that there 
had been yet another attack. Obviously, it's a deplorable, 
tragic kind of situation where you have people being 
attacked, assassinated, subject to terrorist activity all 
over the world. But I can't give you any specific judgments 
on how this relates to any particular pattern of (inaudible) 


0 Do you have any comment on the Marine report, 
the Pentagon report? 


A No. 


fe) Anything new on the fighting in Angola/South Africa? 


A No. I refer you to what we said the other 
. day. 
Bernie? 
0 Alan, picking up Bernie's question, the Long 


Commission report talks about "an urgent need for 
reassessment of alternative means to achieve U.S. objectives 
in Lebanon." 


Do you see this as a military commission poking 
into the political and diplomatic area? 


A You have a way of asking questions, Bernie. 
I am not going to try to make any statements or have any 
reaction to that. The report is available; you can draw 
whatever conclusions you want to. I'm not going to make any 
comment. 


0 Well, could you tell us whether that state- 
ment and what would seem like a recommendation to the Reagan 
Administration to find a different diplomatic approach to 
Lebanon has caused a debate within this building? 
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A No, I'm not going to respond to any questions 
about the report, in particular. I think that the President 
addressed himself to the policy the other day -- also talked 
about considering other ways of handling perhaps the narrow 
aspects of deployment, and just looking at those things -- and 
I think there may have been something out of the White House 
yesterday on this, too; but there is nothing new, basically, 
to say to you on that subject. 


fe) I'm not talking about deployment. My 
question is, is there any consideration being given now by 
the Administration to come up with an alternative means to 
achieve U.S. objectives in Lebanon? 


A There is no plan to change the MNF role or 
mandate or deployment that I have to offer you. 


0 The Commission Report says very clearly that 
the mandate of the MNF changed very rapidly over the months 
it has been there. Are we still operating on the same four 
basic principles it went in? 


A It is operating on the same mandace that we 
have talked about that is written into the various documents 
that have been made public. 


fe) Do you have anything on the strikes in 
Suriname? Suriname. 


2, Suriname. No, I don't have anything on the 
Strike in Suriname. 


0 Just one other, if I may follow up: There 
are no alternate diplomatic tacks that are now being 
explored to deal with Lebanon? 


A That's a very sweeping statement. There is a 
lot of active diplomacy that has been ongoing and that is 
Ongoing, and that will be ongoing with regard to Lebanon and 
various other aspects of the Middle East. 


If you're suggesting that there is some new policy 
that is emerging, I think the answer to that would be no. 
The President has made his policy very clear. 


0 Alan, Walid Jumblatt, the leader of the 
Druze, held a news conference in Damascus in which he said 
that there was no longer any hope for a dialogue of national 
reconciliation. 











Would that indicate inching closer to what the 
President held out as a possibility of collapse? Do you 
have anything on his statement? 


A We've seen the report, that is the press 
report, but we don't have any confirmation that it is 
accurate. In any case, we don't agree with the alleged 
assessment contained in that report, so that would be my 

response to you on that one. 


-- MORE -- 




















@) Alan, do you have any comment on reports that 
this Administration is now considering resuming diplomatic 
relations with Iraq? 


A No, I think John addressed this a week or 
more ago in terms of our attitude and approach. I don't 
have anything new to add to that. 


0 Because the -- most of the reports coming out 
during the last week are contradictory with what was said on 
this podium when Mr. Rumsfeld was in Baghdad. 


) In what sense? 


A In the sense that it was not only within the 
context Of his mission as Presidential representative to the 
Middle East, because so many reports said that he was 
discussing diplomatic relations with the Iragi Government? 


A I'm not going to comment on any specific 
aspect of his conversations obviously. But I will repeat 
what I know that I said, and I think John said as well, and 
that is that his mission to Iraq was consistent with and 
part Of his mandate from the President as representative to 
the Middle East. 


e) The break was by Iraq so that the United 
States Government is willing at any time, isn't it, to 
resume relations? 


A We've indicated that. 
O No problem here? 
0 Do you have anything on the creation of the 


government in exile of the anti-Sandinistas? It was 
announced yesterday by -- 


A Yes, I saw that report. No, I don't have any 
reaction to it. 


0 Alan, do you have any comment on Jesse 
Jackson's plans to travel to Syria? 


A No. I gather he has either just had or is 
having a press conference at this point. No, I don't have 
any reaction. We have said some things about that in the 
last few days both here and the White House. Don't have 
anything new to add to it. 








) Is there anything we're missing today, Alan? 
Anything what you have? (Laughter) 


A You tempt me; you tempt me. No. 


0 Well, go ahead. Indulge yourself. 


0 Anything <t-* ment on foreign policy 
triumphs? 

A You still got another day, Bernie. 

0 You referred the question on Poland to the 


President's comments in early December. If I recall 
correctly, what the President said was that we want to see 
actions, not words, evidence of real change; is that -- 


A I'd go back -- I'd refer you back to specifi- 
cally what he said rather than trying to wing it from here. 
I think you'll find that. 

0 Given that statement of U.S. policy by the 
President, is the Department currently reviewing the status 
of those sanctions? 


A Well, again, I don't think that I would nor- 
mally get into the question of what we are or are not doing 
until we would have, if we have something to announce. But 
I would refer you back specifically to his words and not -- 
I would suggest you might want to check what those words 
were. 


0 Do you have anything new on Lieutenant 
Goodman? 


a I don't have anything new on Lieutenant 
Goodman; no. 


0 Do you have anything on the continuing press 
crackdown in Uruguay or the setting of bail, or the deposit 
of bail by LAN Chile in New York, and whether that affects 
U.S. relations with Chile? 


A I don't have anything on the latter. On the 
Uruguay question, there was some guidance that was 
available. I don't happen to have it with me, so if you 
want to =-- 


0 Was it for today? 


A No, it wasn't for today. 





e) Was it old, old? 


A It was not old, old. Why don't you check the 
Press Office and see if it meets your requirements. 


0 Alan, wouldn't you say that the State 
Department or the Reagan Administration is supporting the 
mission of Mr. Jackson to Damascus today? 


A Is supporting it? 
re) Yes. 
A I think we have expressed our views about it. 


If, assuming he is going ahead with it, it is a private 
mission, not representing the United States Government. 
That doesn't mean we have not cooperated in terms of 
briefing him or in other ways, but he would go as a private 
citizen. 


0 But it seems you're stopping short of saying 
that you support the mission? 


A Stopping short of saying we support it? 
0 Yes. 
As As I say, it's a private mission. It's up to 


him. 
e) Thank you. 
Py Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 30, 1983, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. First, the Press Office is going to operate 
on a normal Saturday schedule tomorrow, but it will be 
closed on both Sunday and Monday. The Press Office wishes 
you all the best in the coming year. 


Available in the Press Office are a limited 
number of copies of Foreign Relations of the United States, 
1952 to '54, Volume IV, “The American Republics." Please 
note on the press release the embargo until 6:00 p.m. 
January 3, 1984. A summary of the volume prepared by the 
Office of the Historian is attached to the press release 
which is included with each volume. Again, that embargo 
goes into next week, so please note that. 


Also, to let you know that Ambassador Stone will 
be leaving on Tuesday morning for a round of travel in 
Central American countries; consultations there’ on the 
Contadora process. His first stop will in Guatemala, and as 
is our usual practice, we'll let you know on a ayy 
basis after that. 

0 Will he be visiting Nicaragua? 


As I say, we'll let you know on a day=-by- 
day basis. 


I'm not asking when. 
I know. It applies to where as well. 


Okay. 


r OO FY ODO 


That's all I have on announcements. I'll 
be happy to take your questions. 


0 In connection with Central America, there 
was a report on one of the morning television shows -- I 
Cannot remember which -- about the Salvadorans taking steps 
to expel from the country these death squad members. 
Obviously, in respose to the American request. 




















Do we have anything to say on this, or any indi- 
cation this is in fact happening? 


A I don't have anything for you today on 
that, Bernie. Our attitude on death squads is quite clear, 
and has been expressed by everybody from the President on down. 





I think probably we will, however, let the 
Salvadorans speak for themselves, both through whatever 
words they have to issue and whatever actions they take, at 
least at this stage of the game. 


Q The United States isn't offering a place 
for them to be sent, are they? 

A I'm not aware of a center for them; no. 

Q Alan, since you're talking about Guatemala 


and Central America, there was a story on December 23 on 

ABC, "Good Morning America,” and Mark Potter says that -- 

and if you will pardon me, if I will read that -- that short 
story about $600 thousand dollars worth of World War I 

rifles on their way to Guatemala were seized by U.S. Customs -- 


A Excuse me, we did address this, I think. I 
don't have -- this is the Customs seizure of rifles, and I 
think -- I don't have guidance here with me on this, but I 
think we have some guidance in the Press Office. 


A Okay. 


Q I was just wondering now in the light of 
the Stone travelling plans, do you have anything on the 
announcement by Guatemala, Costa Rica, El Salvador and Honduras 
that they're going to present a new initiative in some of the 
2l1-points of the Contadora Group on the 7th? 


A As we've said, we strongly support the 
Contadora efforts to negotiate a comprehensive agreement that 
covers all 21 objectives. While we don't have any specific 
knowledge with respect to the proposal which you're talking 
about, we would welcome all efforts which would help reach 
that goal. 


0 Is it safe to assume that Mr. Stone might 
be in the meeting or -- 

A In the meeting? In the Contadora meeting? 

Q Oh, maybe not in the meeting but in the 


place where it's going to take place. 

















A We have not participated in Contadora 
meetings, so it's -- 


re) Anything at all on whether Gromyko is going 
to be in Stockholm? 


A Yes, we have been in touch through diploma- 
tic channels with the Soviet Union, and it has been agreed 
that the Secretary and Foreign Minister Gromyko will meet in 
Stockholm on the afternoon of January 18. 


--MORE-- 








‘ Q Anything on Jesse Jackson's trip to Syria? 


A Not really. He arrives, as I understand 
it, evening local time, which I guess would be about 
now. He is going to be met by Ambassador Paganelli who will 
offer him an Embassy briefing, and afford him appropriate 
courtesies as are afforded to prominent Americans who are 
travelling abroad on a regular basis. 


Q Do you expect that when he comes back, if 
he comes back along with Mr. Goodman or something like that, 
that he will be briefing the government officials at the 
State Department? 





A That's quite speculative. I'm not going to 
try to address that. 





0) What are the expectations of the Gromyko 
and Shultz meeting? 


A Don't have any words to offer you on that, ! 
Bernie. All I can do today is to confirm to you the fact 
that a meeting has been arranged. 


Q When did this word come in, Alan? 

A I don't have the specifics on that. 

Q No agenda set, just a date set? 

A That's all I have ...... 

Q Was it a U.S. proposal that they meet? 


A I don't know how to characterize it in that 
sense, and I don't think I'm going to go back and try to go 
through the history of it. The Secretary had made known his 
willingness to meet with him and so on, so there has been 
some back-and-forth on this agreement to meet has now 
been reached. 


Q You said that it came about as a result of 
diplomatic communications between the U.S. and the Soviets? 

A That's right. 

Q Initiated by whom? 


A I don't have the history of that. 














@) There are reports of explosions or bombs in 
mosques On the Wes: Bank and churches -- would you care to 
comment on those things? 


A I don't have specific words for you on 
that. I don‘t know what the facts are. Obviously, these 
represent terrorist incidents which are to be totally condemned; 
but as far as any responsibility or words beyond that, I 
simply don't have anything I can offer you on that. 


@) On this point, this thing which I asked you 
about a month ago, about a new organization in the West 
Bank, from settlers which is called "Terror Against Terror," 
which has claimed responsibility in the last few weeks or 
few, you know, some incidents which happened before, and 
also they are responsible for some of the things, according 
to the news stories from Israeli itself, which happened in 
Hebron and other places, can you possibly raise this issue 
again, or if you haven't raised it so far, with the Israeli 
authorities about the activities of this group of people, 
because some of these people are U.S. citizens, according to 
information? 


A I don't think it is appropriate from this 
podium to talk about we will or won't be talking about, in 
specific terms, with other governments; but our attitude on 
terrorism -- and I think you can take from the words of the 
Government of Israel, as well, their attitude on terrorism 
is quite clear. So I don't think there is any difference of 
view on that. 


.¢) One more thing, Alan: there are also 
reports that officials here are especially alert or aware of 
the likelihood of some airplanes flown by Iranians to do 
some of those suicide attacks on American ships in that 
area. 


A Yes. 


e) Can you confirm that story? And do you 
have anything to say about it? 


A I can't confirm it, and I really can't com- 
ment on it, because without leading you one way or another, 
it would involve alleged intelligence information, if there 
were such information, and I just can't do that on general 
principle grounds. 




















¢) Yes, do government officials, let's 
say in the State Department, have a special alert, or are 
they concerned about something like this happening because 
they know that it may happen? 


A I don't really have anything to offer you 
on that today, Gasson. 


0 Do you have any comment on the Amnesty 
International report that was published in The Washington 
Post last Monday, that blamed 117 countries of abusing the 
human rights, including the U.S. and the U.S.S.R.? 


A No, I don't. Our view on human rights is 
expressed in our annual report which comes out around the 
end of January, so I would refer you to that. 


¢) It was confirmed in Western Europe that the 
first Pershing II and Cruise Missiles will be operational by 
the ene of this year. In the light of this development, 
does the U.S. still feel that the deployment will prod 
the Soviets to go back to the negotiating table -- to go 
back and negotiate seriously? 


A I can't predict what Soviet behavior is 
going to be. I have not tried to do that. What we have 
said is that we think an agreement is important, and we are 
going to remain prepared to negotiate, and we hope they will 
come back to the table and negotiate seriously. What they 
do, I cannot predict, though. 


0 Is the U.S. willing or even considering 
a change in its negotiating position? 


A I think our position is quite clear. I 
don't have anything on any changes to suggest to you. 


0 Is Rumsfeld planning to go back to the 
region after the holidays, or what are his plans? 


A Frankly, I don't know, but I don't think I 
could tell you, in any case, ahead of his schedule, for all 
the usual reasons. He is in Washington at this point, but I 
can't project. 

0 ‘Thank you. 

A O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 














